Transverse target spin asymmetries

Dependence in GPD parametrization and J , J, (VGG model) vs ¢ and ¢,
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calculations based
GPDs from Vanderhaeghen, Guidal, Guichon (VGG)
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e TCS contribution through interference

—purely imaginary, BH cancels

» Sensitive to GPD parametrization

* Angular momenta J , J, and GPD E

Need of experimental data!
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