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Abstract

We present the extension of the completely local subtraction scheme CoLoRFulNNLO to color-singlet
production in hadron collisions. We provide explicit momentum mappings and the complete set of double-
real counterterms required for this class of processes. The counterterms are systematically derived from the
known infrared limit formulae of QCD matrix elements, and particular care has been taken to ensure their
analytic integrability. The resulting construction involves a relatively small number of counter-events,
preserving the locality and efficiency of the scheme. All formulae have been implemented within the
publicly available NNLOCAL Monte Carlo program, and we explicitly validate all IR limits using arbitrary-
precision computer algebra and present representative results. The counterterms presented here constitute
a self-contained subset applicable to general hadronic processes within the CoLoRFulNNLO approach.
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1 Introduction

Precision calculations in Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) for hadron collider processes are indispensable
for exploiting the full potential of the LHC and future experiments. The steadily improving experimental
precision requires theoretical predictions at next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in the perturbative ex-
pansion in order to reduce theory uncertainties and to provide reliable background estimates for searches of
new physics. The explicit construction of NNLO corrections is, however, technically challenging because of
the intricate pattern of overlapping soft and collinear infrared (IR) singularities that appear in the double
real, real-virtual and double virtual contributions.

A productive strategy to tame these singularities is furnished by local subtraction methods, which
introduce local counterterms that reproduce the singular limits of the QCD matrix elements point-by-
point in phase space and thus permit stable numerical integration of the finite remainders. Representative
local approaches include antenna subtraction [1], sector-improved residue subtraction [2], local analytic
sector subtraction [3], nested soft-collinear subtractions [4], the projection-to-Born method [5], geometric
IR subtraction [6] and the CoLoRFuINNLO framework [7]. Alternative strategies based on the definition
of non-local counterterms and slicing parameters have also been successfully pursued, including g sub-
traction [8] and N-jettiness subtraction [9]. Although the local subtraction methods differ in technical
implementation, the class of processes for which they are fully worked out, as well as in the specific treat-
ment of phase space (e.g., mappings of momenta and whether or not phase space is partitioned), they share
the common objective of achieving exact local cancellation of infrared divergences while enabling efficient
Monte Carlo integration.

The CoLoRFulNNLO framework [7,10-15] is distinguished by its systematic construction of local coun-
terterms that explicitly account for all spin and color degrees of freedom and by the partial availability of
analytic results for the corresponding integrated subtraction terms. In particular, closed analytic expres-
sions for the integrated counterterms have been obtained for classes of configurations relevant to final-state
radiation off massive partons [13,15] and to the initial-state radiation discussed here. For final-state radia-
tion from massless partons, integrated counterterms have been computed analytically up to and including
the O(¢7!) poles in the dimensional-regularization expansion; at O(e%) all but some contributions are
available in closed analytic form whereas the remaining pieces have been evaluated numerically and in-
corporated through interpolation [7,14]. The availability of fully analytic integrated subtraction terms
where possible is a significant practical advantage: such expressions simplify the combination of integrated
counterterms with virtual contributions and can often be used directly in Monte Carlo programs. This in
turn can improve numerical stability, since one need not worry about ensuring a sufficiently small interpo-
lation error. Moreover, the availability of analytic integrated counterterms increases the portability of the
subtraction framework.



An important structural feature of CoLoRFulNNLO is the freedom to redefine local counterterms
by exploiting various degrees of freedom such as the choice of momentum mappings, constraining the
subtractions to the neighborhood of singular regions and reorganizations of subtraction kernels. This
flexibility can be used to optimize numerical behavior, to reduce the number of momentum mappings, and
hence the number of counter-events, and to adapt the scheme to different classes of processes. In particular,
these freedoms will be instrumental when extending the framework to accommodate more complex final
states, for example by adding an observed jet to the color-singlet final state in hadronic collisions.

In this paper we extend the CoLoRFulNNLO methodology to treat double initial-state radiation in
processes that produce a color-singlet final state at hadron colliders. Our construction provides a local
subtraction scheme that cancels the infrared singularities associated with single and double emissions from
the incoming partons, while preserving the desirable practical properties of the original framework:

e numerical stability, achieved by exact local cancellation of soft and collinear divergences at integrand
level;

e computational efficiency, through a design that aims to keep the number of required momentum
mappings, and thus counter-events, under control;

e analytic integrated counterterms, enabling a transparent treatment of pole cancellation with virtual
contributions;

e modularity and flexibility, which facilitate portability to new processes and future extensions, for
instance, to final states containing jets.

The results we present constitute both a concrete realization of double initial-state subtraction within
CoLoRFulNNLO and a step towards a more general, practical local subtraction framework for NNLO
QCD calculations at hadron colliders. The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.

In sec. 2 we present the basic layout of our subtraction scheme, while sec. 3 reviews the elements of the
CoLoRFulNNLO construction relevant to our extension. Sec. 4 introduces the approximate cross sections
that regularize the double real contribution. The new counterterms and momentum mappings for double
initial-state radiation are then presented in full detail in secs. 5—7, where we also define the integrated
counterterms. Sec. 8 discusses the numerical validation of our construction. Finally, sec. 9 summarizes
our findings and outlines directions for future work, including possible refinements of the counterterm
definitions in view of adding jets to the final state.

2 The subtraction scheme

We consider the production of m jets plus any number of colorless particles collectively denoted by X in
the collision of hadrons A and B of momenta p4 and pg, A+ B — m jets + X. The cross section for this
process is given by

1 1
U(pA7pB) - Z/ daja fa/A('raa:UQF)/ d'rb fb/B('rbnu%')Uab(pavpb;u‘%') ) (21)
ab V0 0

i.e., it is a convolution of the partonic cross section with parton density functions (PDFs). Here p, = x,pa
and p, = xppp, while the summations are over parton flavors. The partonic cross section can be computed
in perturbation theory and its perturbative expansion up to NNLO reads

o (Das P 1%) = THO (D Dvs 115y 1132) + TNEC (D Pos s 115) + TN (D Dot s i3) 4o o (2.2)



In the following, when no confusion can arise, the dependence of the cross sections on partonic momenta
as well as the renormalization and the factorization scales will be suppressed.

The leading order (LO) partonic cross section is just the integral of the fully differential Born cross
section over the phase space of the produced final state,

oo = / doB Joix . (2.3)
m+X

Above, J, 1 x is the value of some infrared and collinear-safe physical observable J evaluated on the phase
space of m partons plus the colorless particles in X. By virtue of the infrared and collinear safety of J, the
phase space integral in eq. (2.3) is finite and can be computed by standard numerical methods directly in
four spacetime dimensions.

In contrast, higher-order corrections are given by sums of real-emission and/or virtual contributions
which are separately IR divergent and require regularization.’ In particular, at N*LO there are precisely
k extra emissions which may become unresolved and each of these may be either real or virtual. E.g., at
NLO only a single extra emission is allowed, hence the NLO correction is the just the sum of the (single)
real-emission contribution da}}b and the virtual contribution da}{b7

oNEO — / do® Joix1 + / (dcr(\l/b + dagbl) Imtx - (2.4)
m+X-+1 m+X

Note that due to the renormalization of the PDFs, the collinear remnant dc;’fb1 must also be included to

obtain a finite NLO cross section. The IR singularities appearing in eq. (2.4) can be handled by any number
of well-established methods [17,18].

At NNLO, two extra emissions are allowed which may both be real or virtual. Thus the NNLO correction
is a sum of the double real contribution do¥, the real-virtual contribution de’¥ and the double virtual

contribution dat\{bv7

NNLO RR RV C
o Y = / dogy” Im+x+2 + / (daab + daab1> Imtx+1 +/
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m
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(2.5)
where once more, dafb1 and daflf are collinear remnants coming from PDF renormalization. In the CoL-

oRFulNNLO scheme, the IR singularities in eq. (2.5) associated with one or both of the extra emissions
becoming unresolved are regularized by subtracting and adding back various approximate cross sections.
In the double real part, up to two partons can become unresolved. This is reflected in the structure of
subtractions,

RR RR RR,A RR,A RR,A
Oabreg. = / {d%b Imtx+2 —dogy "ty xy1r —dog T I x +dog, 12Jm+X} , (2.6)
m+X+2

where datljbR’A1 and daf”bR’A2 are the single and double unresolved approximate cross sections that match the

singular behavior of doEbR point-wise in IR limits where one and two partons become unresolved. The last
term, daiR’A”, is introduced in order to avoid double subtraction in regions of phase space where single and
double limits overlap, and hence plays a dual role. Conceptually, it regularizes dofljbR’A1 in double unresolved
limits and daiR’A2 in single unresolved ones. However, the true structure of cancellations is somewhat

. . . . i RR,A . .
more involved. In fact, in single unresolved limits, in addition to regularizing do, "?, this approximate
cross section must also cancel all spurious singularities (i.e., singularities of subtraction terms unrelated to

n this work, we employ dimensional regularization in d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions in the CDR scheme [16] to regulate TR,
singularities.



the specific single unresolved limit being considered) that develop in daiR’Al. We will refer to dag})R’A12

as the iterated single unresolved approximate cross section. Turning to the real-virtual contribution, we
recall that in this case at most one parton can become unresolved, hence the subtractions take the form

RV _ RV C RR,A
Oab,reg. — / { [daab + da’ab1 + /dgab 1] Jm+X+1
m+X-+1 1

A, (2.7)
- [doﬁ‘;”Al +doo M+ ( / do—be’A1> ]Jm+x}.
1
Notice in particular that the integrated version of daiR’Al, which is subtracted in eq. (2.6), is added

back here and together with do$) it cancels the explicit e-poles of do®Y coming from the extra loop.
However, all three terms on the first line also have kinematic singularities as a parton becomes unresolved,
which are regularized by the three single unresolved approximate cross sections on the second line. Note
that the latter must be constructed in such a way that their sum is also free of explicit e-poles. Thus,
e-poles cancel within the brackets, while IR singularities cancel between them. Finally, the double virtual
contribution is free of kinematic singularities since J is infrared and collinear safe, but due to the two extra
loops, it contains explicit IR e-poles. These poles are then canceled by the integrated forms of the various
subtraction terms that we have not yet added back,

vV A% Ca RR,A, RR,A;y
Oab,reg. — / {daab + daab + / |:d0ab - daab
m—+X 2

Aq
+ / {dai}”Al +dooi M 4 ( / dabe’Al> HJMX.
1 1

As a result of these manipulations, the five terms in eq. (2.5) are rearranged into the three contributions
in egs. (2.6)—(2.8), each separately finite in four dimensions.

Of course, the formal approximate cross sections must be precisely defined before egs. (2.6)—(2.8) can
be applied in practical calculations. In the following, we focus on double real emission and present explicit
formulae for the approximate cross sections daSbR’Al, do'}jbR’A2 and daiR’Alz for the case of color-singlet
production in hadronic collisions (i.e., m = 0). We emphasize that all subtraction terms remain valid
for the more general case when final-state radiation is present already at Born level. For such processes,
the subtraction terms presented here will need to be supplemented by additional ones regulating those

unresolved configurations that do not occur for color-singlet production.

3 Building subtraction terms

In the CoLoRFulNNLO framework, approximate cross sections are built from subtraction terms that are
in turn constructed starting from QCD IR factorization formulae. These formulae capture the universal
behavior of QCD squared matrix elements as some number of partons becomes unresolved (i.e., soft and/or
collinear) and are completely known up to NNLO accuracy [19-31] and in some cases beyond [32-49]. Their
general structure can be given as follows. Let us denote the k-fold real emission squared matrix element
for some specific partonic subprocess as? ‘Mg;),m+x+k(pa,pb; {p}m+X+k)|2. Here the subscripts a and b
denote the flavors of the incoming partons, while the subscript on the set of final-state momenta in the
argument gives the multiplicity. For later convenience, the dependence of the matrix element on initial-
state momenta is shown explicitly. Furthermore, we denote by U; the formal operator that takes some

2If the Born process is loop-induced, the k-fold real emission squared matrix element will not literally correspond to the
square of zero-loop matrix elements. In this case, the notation and in particular the (0) superscript should be understood to
refer to the squared matrix element with zero-loop corrections compared to the Born process.



specific j-fold unresolved limit (j < k). Then, the IR factorization formula can be written in the following
symbolic form

0 2 os\7 . (0 0 o 2
Uj!/\/lflb),m+x+k(pa7pb;{p}m+x+k)! = (g) Smgﬁ-)|Még),m+x+k,j(pa,pb;{p}m+x+k_j)! ;o (3.1

i.e., it is a product of a tree-level, j-fold unresolved singular structure Singg-o) times a reduced matrix element
with j partons removed. The singular structures involve Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions, eikonal factors
and their multi-emission generalizations and are generally matrices in color and/or spin space. Thus, the
product in eq. (3.1) is to be understood accordingly, see appendix A for details. Moreover, the parton
flavors in the reduced matrix element may be different from the original ones as indicated by the a and
b subscripts. We note in passing that up to NNLO accuracy, the singular structures Singﬁo) are known
to be universal, i.e., they do not depend on the specific process being considered. This opens the door to
the construction of general NNLO subtraction schemes. However, strict process-independent factorization
as implied by eq. (3.1) may be violated beyond NNLO for initial-state radiation [50,51]. This issue is
not relevant for our immediate purposes, but of course must be addressed by any calculational setup for
computing perturbative corrections beyond NNLO accuracy.

As is well-known, the IR limit formulae of eq. (3.1) cannot be used directly as subtraction terms because
of the following reasons. First, at any given order beyond LO, the regions of phase space corresponding to
the various IR limits generally overlap. Indeed, already at NLO, the momentum of a parton can be soft and
collinear to another momentum, hence the soft and collinear singular regions are not distinct. Clearly, the
structure of overlaps becomes more elaborate at higher orders. This then implies that care must be taken to
avoid multiple subtraction in regions of phase space where singular limits overlap. Second, IR factorization
formulae are only well-defined in the strict limit which they describe. To appreciate this, it is enough to
examine the prescription for the set of momenta {p} entering the factorized matrix element on the right
hand side of eq. (3.1). For example in soft limits (single or multiple), the relevant IR factorization theorem
instructs us to simply drop all soft momenta from the original set of momenta {p} in order to obtain {p}.
However, this prescription clearly violates momentum conservation unless all soft momenta are strictly
zero, i.e., the right hand side is only well-defined in the strict soft limit. In collinear limits, according to
the IR factorization theorem, {p} is obtained simply by replacing the collinear momenta with their sum.
This prescription however does not respect the mass-shell condition for the parent momentum, unless the
combined momenta are strictly collinear. Moreover, the momentum fractions entering the Altarelli-Parisi
splitting functions are also only well-defined if the collinear momenta are strictly proportional to the parent
momentum, i.e., in the strict collinear limit. Thus, proper extensions of the IR limit formulae must be
defined away from the limits.

3.1 Dealing with overlapping limits

Let us begin by formalizing the concept of overlapping limit, i.e., a limit in which several unresolved regions
are approached simultaneously, as follows. An overlapping limit refers simply to the successive application
of limits and we say that some j-fold unresolved limits overlap if their subsequent application leads to a
configuration that is also j-fold unresolved. It should be noted that taking two j-fold unresolved limits one
after the other can lead to a configuration that is more than j-fold unresolved.® In these cases, we do not
consider the limits as overlapping. It can be shown [10] that the basic structure of IR limit formulae for
overlapping limits is the same as in eq. (3.1). Hence, in the following, the formal limit operators U; will
refer to any generic j-fold unresolved limit, including overlapping limits.

The issue of over-counting of overlapping singular regions can then be dealt with easily by using the

3A simple example is the successive application of two single unresolved (5 = 1) soft limits p}* — 0 and p4 — 0, which
obviously produces a double soft configuration in which j = 2 momenta are unresolved.



inclusion-exclusion principle: we start by summing all basic limits, then subtract the pairwise overlaps
of limits, add the triple overlaps and so on.* E.g., at NLO we encounter only single collinear (p!' || p#)
and single soft (p# — 0) limits. Then, in order construct a single unresolved approximation that counts
each singular region once, the inclusion-exclusion principle instructs us to sum all collinear and all soft
limits and subtract the collinear-soft overlaps. To do this, we introduce the formal single unresolved limit
operator A; as follows,

A=Y (Ci+8,-CinS,), (3.2)

where C;,. and S, are generic operators that take the single collinear and single soft limits, while the
overlapping limit is denoted by the N symbol. We can then apply this formal operator to any specific
object for which we wish to build a single unresolved approximation, such as da}}bR and da?bv but also
do?bR’Az, dafb1 and fl da?bR’Al. This construction generalizes to NNLO easily. Now we have four types
of basic singular configurations: triple collinear (pj' || pi* || p4), double collinear (pj || pi and p || p),
soft-collinear (p' || p# and p# — 0) and finally double soft (p* — 0 and p* — 0). Accordingly, the double
unresolved limit operator Ay counting each singular region once is given by

A2 = Z {Cirs + Cir,js + CSir,s + Srs
- (Cirs N CSir,s + Cirs N Srs + Cir,js N CSir,s + Ci'mjs N Srs + CSins N Srs) (33)
+ (Cirs N CSir,s N Srs + Cir,js N CSiT,s N Srs)] .

Here Cirs, Cir js, CSir,s and S, are limit operators for the four basic types of limits and overlaps are
denoted as before. In writing eq. (3.3) we have used that the overlap of a triple and double collinear limit
leads to a configuration where at least three partons are unresolved® so at NNLO we do not need to consider
this overlap. Moreover, it is not necessarily true that each overlapping term in eq. (3.3) corresponds to a
distinct limit formula. In particular, explicit calculations [10] show that at the level of symbolic operators,
Cirjs NCSirsNSrs = Cipjs N Srs. Nevertheless, we cannot simply cancel these terms altogether, since
the summation in eq. (3.3) is symbolic and it is not immediately clear if they both appear with the same
coeflicient once the summation is properly defined. In fact, as we will see in sec. 4.2, a complete cancellation
does not occur.

Obviously egs. (3.2) and (3.3) are symbolic since neither the summations nor the meaning of the symbol
N are precisely defined. Defining the summations properly is not difficult: one simply has to make sure
that all basic unresolved configurations are counted precisely once. However, the meaning of the N symbol
is somewhat more involved, since it turns out that at the symbolic operator level, the overlap of limits as
defined above is non-commutative. This non-commutativity arises from the formal definition of the soft
and collinear limits and was investigated in detail in [10]. There it was also shown that the N symbol in
egs. (3.2) and (3.3) should be understood to refer to the overlap of limits in the sense introduced above,
i.e., as successive applications of limits. Hence, e.g., C;- N S, is to be understood as an operator that
computes the collinear limit of the soft limit, in this order.

3.2 From limit formulae to subtraction terms: general considerations

The extension of the IR limit formulae (both for direct and overlapping limits) over the full phase space
requires two steps. First, the momenta entering the factorized squared matrix elements must be specified.

4 Alternatively, one can choose to construct subtraction terms that smoothly interpolate between various limits as, e.g., in
the case of dipole subtraction [18] or antenna subtraction [1].

5Consider the Cj,s N Cirjs overlap, i.e., the limit where the p,’i‘ I P || 5 and p,‘; I p¥, pé-‘ || p regions are approached
simultaneously. In this region clearly pf I o |l 25 |l p?, which is a quadruple collinear limit where three partons are
unresolved.



Second, all kinematic quantities appearing in the IR factorization formulae, such as momentum fractions
and transverse momenta in collinear parton splitting, as well as eikonal factors in soft emission, must be
explicitly defined as functions of the original momenta of the event. Clearly, both the momentum mappings
and the definitions of momentum fractions, etc., must be chosen in a way that the structure of cancellations
in all overlapping limits is respected. This is of course a non-trivial constraint on the entire construction.
Here we provide some general considerations which motivate our approach to the

e definition of momentum mappings;
e choice of momentum fractions;
e parametrization of transverse momenta;

e treatment of soft eikonal factors.

3.2.1 Definition of momentum mappings

Starting with the momentum mappings, we first of all require transformations of the original set of mo-
menta, (P, Po; {P} i x1r), to sets of reduced momenta, (Pa, Pp; {ﬁ}m+X+k7j) (here j < k is the number of
unresolved particles) which respect momentum conservation and the mass-shell conditions.® In addition,
the mapped momenta must also have the proper behavior in IR limits as spelled out in the IR factoriza-
tion theorems. Obviously, the choice of momentum mappings is not unique, and we opt to use mappings
where the recoil is distributed over the entire event rather than being absorbed by some specific spectator
parton(s). This choice makes it more straightforward to construct a single unresolved approximate cross
section such that both da(lj”bR’A1 as well as its integrated form fl dU(ljbR’A1 have universal IR limits. In fact,
this feature is not guaranteed by QCD factorization alone [52], and relies on the specific definitions of the
subtraction terms. We note that for initial-state radiation at NNLO, we find it is enough to introduce just
five elementary momentum mappings, whose precise definitions will be given below. (These definitions are
also collected in appendix B for the readers’ convenience.) In particular, as we will see, subtraction terms
corresponding to overlapping limits do not require dedicated momentum mappings, while subtraction terms
for iterated single unresolved limits can be defined using convolutions of single unresolved ones.

3.2.2 Choice of momentum fractions

Turning to the definition of kinematic quantities that appear in the IR limit formulae, let us begin with
the momentum fractions in collinear splitting. Consider first the case of final-final single collinear splitting,
(ir) — ¢+ r, where we seek to define the momentum fractions z; and z, of the daughter partons. In
the strict collinear limit, the parent momentum is simply pf. = p! + pt* and p!' as well as p# are strictly
proportional to pf.. The factors of proportionality define the momentum fractions z; and z,. In the strictly
collinear configuration, these may be computed by contracting the parent and daughter momenta with some
auxiliary four-vector v* (with v - p;- # 0) and taking the appropriate ratios, i.e., z; = (p; - v)/[(p; + pr) - V]
and z,. = (p,-v)/[(pi +pr)-v]. Then, a rather obvious way of specifying the momentum fractions away from
the strict limit is to adopt these expressions as the definitions of momentum fractions. These definitions
can be made Lorentz-invariant by choosing v to be the total (partonic) four-momentum of the event,
vF = Q" = (po + pp)*. Here we have introduced Q" = p¥ + p}’ to denote the total incoming partonic

6This set of tilded momenta, (a,Dp; {ﬁ}m+X+k7j)’ is different from the set of barred momenta, (Pa, Pp; {ﬁ}m+X+k7j)’
that appears in the IR factorization formula of eq. (3.1). As explained above, the latter may violate momentum conservation

and/or the mass-shell conditions away from the strict limit.



momentum. Thus, for final-state partons i and r we define the quantity

G = 2 (3.4)
S(ir)Q

which is then interpreted as the momentum fraction of parton ¢ in the (ir) — i + r final-state splitting.

Obviously, the momentum fraction for parton r is then z,;, = 1 — 2, ,. In eq. (3.4) we have taken the

occasion to introduce some notation that we will use throughout. First, s;; will denote twice the dot-

product of any two momenta p; and pi. Second, indices in parentheses denote sums of the corresponding

momenta so that, e.g.,

Sik = 2p; - Dk Sikey = 2p5 - (Pr + pe) SGiky(em) = 2(pj + D) - (Pe + Pm) (3.5)

and so on. Importantly, eq. (3.4) should be understood to define the function z; , whose arguments are the
two final-state momenta with indices ¢ and r, i.e., p/" and p#. Thus, any expression of this form is to be
interpreted as the ratio of the invariants s;q and s, where i and r are indices of final-state momenta from
some particular set. This is significant, since we will often need to define momentum factions for momenta
obtained after some mapping, i.e., when the momenta are elements of the set (pa, Po; {P},,+ x4 x—;) discussed
above. In such cases, the indices will inherit the tilde (or corresponding) notation. E.g., an expression of
the formz; . will be understood to be defined by eq. (3.4),
$iq 2p; - (Pa + Pb)

Fir = =303 7 3.6
T SGmo 200 +pr) - (Pa t+pp) (3.6)

where for full clarity, we have also resolved our notation for invariants. Notice in particular that the dot-
products are always computed with the total partonic momentum Q* = (p, + py)*, irrespective of the fact
that p' is an element of a set of mapped momenta. We will make heavy use of this notation throughout.

The definition in eq. (3.4) has several nice features. First, the momenta p; and p, appear symmetrically
and the momentum fractions sum to one by construction, z;, + 2., = 1. Second, the generalization to
final-state n-fold splitting is obvious. E.g., for final-state triple collinear (irs) — i 4+ r + s splitting, we
define

.y
Zirs = 9 . (37)
S(irs)Q
This relation is again to be understood as defining the function z; .5 of the three final-state momenta whose
indices appear in the subscript.

Turning to initial-final splitting, let us begin once more by considering the case of the single collinear
limit @ — (ar) + r. We now look to define the momentum fractions z, and z, of the parton entering the
reduced matrix element and the parton in the final-state. Note the slight abuse of notation in using z, to
denote the momentum fraction of parton (ar). In the strict collinear limit, the momentum of parton (ar)
is ptt. = pt — pt and p¥,. as well as p¥ are strictly proportional to p#. The factors of proportionality are
the momentum fractions x, and x,. As in the final-state case, in the strictly collinear configuration, these
may be computed by contracting the momenta with some auxiliary four-vector v* (with v - p, # 0) and
taking appropriate ratios, i.e., , = (p, - v)/(ps - v) and x4 = [(pa — pr) - v]/ (o - v) = 1 — x,.. Thus, a rather
straightforward way of specifying the momentum fractions away from the strict limit is to define them by
these expressions. Once again, we can choose v* to be the total (partonic) four-momentum of the event,
v = QM = (pq + pp)*, which leads to a Lorentz-invariant definition of momentum fractions. Thus, for an

initial-state parton a and final-state parton r, we define the quantities
S
Tra = LQ ) La,r = 1- Tr.a (38)
SaQ

which are then interpreted as momentum fractions for partons r and (ar) in the a — (ar) + r initial-
state splitting. Once more we stress that eq. (3.8) is to be understood as defining the functions z, ,
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and z,, whose arguments are the final-state momentum p# and the initial-state momentum p¥. Notice
that the definitions in eq. (3.8) are not symmetric between initial-state and final-state momenta and the
precise definition depends on whether the first index is that of a final-state parton or an initial-state
parton. We emphasize furthermore that although s, = Sas, the right-hand side of z, , in eq. (3.8) must
be written precisely as given above and the subscripts refer to the indices of momenta in the numerator
and denominator which always multiply the four-vector Q" = (p, + pp)*. This becomes significant when
defining momentum fractions for mapped momenta. As with the final-state momentum fractions discussed
above, in such cases the indices will inherit the tilde (or corresponding) notation of the mapped momenta,
but dot-products must always be computed with Q" = (p, + pp)*, such that, e.g., z,z is

SrQ _ 2p,. - (pa +pb)
SaQ 2pq - (pa + pb) ’

"L‘T’d =

(3.9)
where we have spelled out all definitions explicitly for complete clarity. Such notation will also be used
prominently.

The generalization to n-fold initial-state splitting is again simple. E.g., for initial-state a — (ars)+r+s
triple collinear splitting, the obvious generalization of eq. (3.8) reads,
Lra = ST*Q 5 Ts,a = SsiQ 5 La,rs = 1- Tra — Ts,a - (310)
SaQ SaQ
At the risk of belaboring the point, we stress one more time that eq. (3.10) defines functions of the initial-
state momentum p# and the final-state momenta p# and p#, and dot-products are always computed with
the four-vector Q" = (p, + pp)*. Thus, the number of indices in the subscript reflects the number of
arguments of these functions and in particular the definitions of the momentum fractions of the final-state
partons 7 and s are unchanged from to eq. (3.8). As discussed above, when one or more of the arguments
is from a set which was obtained through some momentum mapping, the corresponding index inherits
the notation of the mapped set. As for initial-final single collinear splitting, the definitions of momentum
fractions in the n-fold case are not symmetric between initial-state and final-state partons, however the
final-state partons do appear symmetrically.

We note in passing that the definitions in eq. (3.8) can also be obtained from eq. (3.4) by a crossing
transformation, zq,» = 1/% r|p,—~—p, a0d Troq = —2pi/Zir|pi——pa., See the discussion in appendix D.1.
This transformation also relates momentum fractions for multiple-collinear splitting. Indeed, it is easy
to check that z, s of eq. (3.10) can be obtained from eq. (3.7) as z4rs = 1/%irs|p;,——p, and moreover
Tra = —Zris/Zirs|lpi—s—pa A0A Tsq = —Zsir/Zirs|p;——p,- With regards to the last two relations, notice
that the ratio z, s/ s depends only on the momenta p, and p;, but not on p, (similarly z, ;»/z; s depends
only on the momenta p, and p;, but not on p,.). Thus, ratios of momentum fractions for final-state triple
collinear splitting actually define functions of just two momenta. Hence, the number of indices in the
subscripts differ on the two sides of these particular crossing relations.

We finish the discussion of momentum fractions by observing that somewhat surprisingly, the definition
in eq. (3.10) raises the following subtlety. It is not very difficult to see that x, s can take both positive and
negative values. This implies that it vanishes at certain points of the double real emission phase space and
these points turn out not to correspond to any IR limit (i.e., they are ordinary points inside the double real
emission phase space). This alone would not be an issue, but it can be checked that the initial-final-final
triple collinear splitting formulae have pieces with z, ,, in the denominator.” Thus, this definition of Za,rs
introduces spurious non-integrable singularities. One way of addressing this issue is of course to search for
new definitions of momentum fractions that do not vanish inside the real emission phase space. This is
possible, but the obtained formulae are quite cumbersome and lead to complications when computing the
integrated versions of the triple collinear subtraction terms. However, we may also deal with the spurious

2

"In fact, negative powers of ZTa,rs up to l/xa’rs can appear.
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singularities by introducing appropriate damping functions around these singularities. In this work, we
have chosen to pursue the latter option and keep the definition of the momentum fraction in eq. (3.10).

3.2.3 Parametrization of transverse momenta

Next we discuss the choice of transverse momenta. We start by observing that at the level of IR factor-
ization formulae, there is a relation between momentum fractions, invariants and the squares of transverse
momenta. E.g., for final-final single collinear (ir) — i + r splitting, standard Sudakov parametrization
implies (see, e.g., ref. [18])

kf_ = —2iZ9Sir , (3.11)

while the appropriate relations for triple parton splitting can be found in ref. [21] and are recalled in
appendix D.1, see egs. (D.44) and (D.45). Thus, the collinear splitting functions can be written in different
ways that are nonetheless equivalent in the IR limit, e.g.,

k' kY

P" = —Ag" + BENK,  and P = —Ag" — le-zrs”Z—z (3.12)

1
are equivalent for any A and B. However, the two forms will not necessarily be equal once some explicit
definitions of the momentum fractions and transverse momenta are adopted. We find it most convenient to
always write the azimuthally correlated terms in the splitting functions as &/ k7 /k3 such that the overall
scale of k| cancels and substitute the definitions of momentum fractions and transverse momenta into
those expressions. This choice renders the computation of azimuthally averaged splitting function trivial
and simplifies their integration.

Regarding the actual definition of transverse momenta, let us consider first the case of final-final collinear

splitting (ir) — ¢ + r. The momenta naturally available to construct the transverse momentum are p!’,

# and the mapped momentum p}, which enters the reduced matrix element (to be defined precisely in
eq. (5.6) below). Thus for final-state partons i and r we define®

K = CGrbl = Gl + Zinl, - (3.13)

The coefficients ¢; r, (i and Z;, in eq. (3.13) can be fixed (up to an overall factor which is irrelevant as
explained above) by requiting that &/ .~ be orthogonal to ph. and the total partonic momentum Q" =
(pa + pp)*. These choices simplify the mtegration of the collinear subtraction terms. We will spell out our
specific definitions below in sec. 5.1.1. As before, eq. (3.13) should be considered to define the function
k' J_l . of final-state momenta p; and p, and we will understand expressions such as k', | as being given by

(3 13) in a fashion very similar to the definition of momentum fractions with arbltrary indices above.
We note that eq. (3.13) can be generalized to n-fold collinear splitting in a reasonably straightforward way.
We will not use this generalization in this paper, however the explicit definition for the case of final-state
triple collinear splitting was presented in ref. [12].

Turning to the case of initial-final collinear splitting a — (ar) + r, it is most straightforward to define
the transverse momentum of the final-state parton to be simply orthogonal to the direction of p#. Thus
for a general final-state parton r we define

kir,a = pi'L,J_ ’ k‘JJL_a,T - kJ_r a’ (314)

where the ‘transverse momentum’ of the initial-state hard parton was formally defined by requiring that
the transverse momenta in the splitting sum to zero.” Similarly to the case of initial-state momentum

8We have chosen the notation for the coefficients and signs for later convenience.
9 Although the definition of kL'r o €4- (3.14), appears to involve only the momentum of parton r, notice that in fact ph
must also be known in order to define the perpendicular direction. Hence, a also appears in the subscript.
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fractions, k', . actually denotes the transverse momentum of parton (ar). Clearly, eq. (3.14) generalizes
immediately to initial-state n-fold collinear splitting. E.g., for the initial-final-final a — (ars) + 7 + s
triple collinear splitting, the transverse momenta of the final-state partons r and s are still defined as in
eq. (3.14), while the ‘transverse momentum’ of the initial-state hard parton (ars) is once again given by
the requirement that all transverse momenta sum to zero,

oo op oo u o p w
kj_r,a - pnj_ ’ kj_s,a - ps,J_ ’ kJ_aﬂ's - _kJ_r,a - kJ_s,a . (315)

At this point, it is hopefully clear that eqgs. (3.14) and (3.15) should once again be viewed as functions of
the momenta whose indices appear in the subscripts, such that expressions like k;jbj’ 5 are understood to be
defined by these equations. We note in passing that for a final-state momentum p# it is possible to give a
Lorentz-invariant definition of pfi | as follows,

S S
ey =pt— ph = =pl (3.16)
’ Sab Sab

However, in actual numerical calculations, the direction of p# is usually fixed and there is no need to use
this representation.

3.2.4 Treatment of soft eikonal factors

Last we briefly comment on the choice of eikonal functions in soft formulae. Clearly, the eikonal function

for the emission of a soft gluon r,
25,

Sjk(T) = (317)

SjrSkr ’
is well-defined as it stands over the full real emission phase space in terms of the original momenta of the
event. However, we are free to use also the mapped hard momenta, i.e., make the replacement

23-k 28*—%
it LN J

(3.18)

SjrSkr Sirsl%r

At the level of IR limits, the two expressions are identical, as the transformed hard momenta go to the
original ones in the soft limit. On the other hand, we find that using the form involving the mapped
momenta leads to easier integrals when computing the integrated subtractions and at the same time does
not lead to any complications for defining the unintegrated subtraction terms.

We have collected the definitions of all kinematic quantities introduced above in appendix C for the
readers’ convenience.

3.3 The general structure of subtraction terms

The upshot of the previous discussion is that we can find definitions of momentum mappings, momentum
fractions, and so on that allow us promote the IR limit formulae of eq. (3.1) to true subtraction terms that
are unambiguously defined over the full real emission phase space,

0 2 0,0
U; |Mgb),m+x+k(pmpb3 {p}m+X+k)| - Z/I]( ) ) (3.19)
where we have set
0,00 _ (as\ g (), (0) o 2
U = (22 Sing; |MS L GasPoi Pl x k)] (3.20)
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Notice that the reduced matrix element is evaluated over the set of mapped momenta (P, Py; {D},), Xk j)7

while S/ivngéo) denotes the expression for the appropriate singular structure, incorporating the precise def-
initions of momentum fractions, eikonal factors and so on. The (0,0) superscript reminds us that these
subtraction terms were derived from IR limit formulae that involve zero-loop singular structures and zero-
loop squared matrix elements (as compared to the Born matrix element, see footnote 2 above).

Finally, the subtraction terms of eq. (3.20) can be used to build approximate cross sections. These
are essentially sums over subtraction terms, constructed such that all relevant singular limits, including
overlapping ones, are counted precisely once as dictated by the inclusion-exclusion principle. In sec. 4,
we present the precise definitions of all approximate cross sections that appear in eq. (2.6) in terms of
subtraction terms which are in turn defined in secs. 5-7.

4 Approximate cross sections for double real emission

We start by defining precisely the Born, real emission and double real emission partonic cross sections.
Thus, let us consider the partonic process a + b — m jets + X (recall X denotes collectively the set
of all colorless final-state particles). Clearly each cross section involves a sum over the various partonic
subprocesses, hence

1
do’t]?b(paapb) = Z T}dafb,m+x (pa7pb) ) (41)

{m} Pt
1

do'tl;.{b(pa7 pb) = Z

{m+1} Stm+1}

1
Aoy (Paspn) = Y
{2y Smt2)

do-tljb,m+X+1(pa7pb) ) (42)

dag)l?m+X+2(pa7pb) ) (43)

where Z denotes the summation over the a + b — n partons + X partonic subprocesses and Sy, is the
{n}

corresponding Bose symmetry factor for identical particles in the final state. Then the cross sections for
the individual Born, real and double real subprocesses read

1
w(a)w(b)®(pa - po)

0 2

X d¢m+x ({P} g x5 Pa +pb)|Mgb),m+X(pa»pb; {P}m+X)| )

1
w(a)w(b)®(pa - po)

0 2

X ddmy x+1({PYmyx 415 Pa +pb)‘Mz(zb),m+X+1(pa’pb; {Prmixi)

dUaBb,m+X (Pasp) =N (4.4)

d05b7m+X+1 (Paspp) =N (4.5)

and

1
w(a)w(b)®(pa - )
2
X dpmtx+2({P} s x 125 Pa + pb>‘Mg;;),m+X+2(pa,pb; {Prmixsa)| -

dagbl,{m-i-x-i-z (Parb) =N (4.6)

Here N collects all factors that are independent of QCD while ®(p, - pp) is the flux factor and {p},,, x 11
(k=0,1,2) denotes the set of momenta of the final-state particles. The (m + X + k)-particle phase space
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appearing in eqs. (4.4)—(4.6) reads

ddm4 x+1{Pr g x 41 Pa + Db) =

o . = (4.7)
— 1 @ndT O+ (v1) (27r)d)i1 04 (0% — M3)(2m)*D (pa+po— > pi—px | -
=1

i=1

Finally, w(a) and w(b) count the number of colors and spins of the incoming partons and account for the
necessary averaging over these in the cross section. They depend only on parton flavor and in conventional
dimensional regularization we have

w(g) =w(@ =2Ne,  wlg) =2(1—e)(N—1). (4.8)

We can now spell out the precise definitions of the approximate cross sections relevant for regularizing the
IR divergences present in the double real emission contribution.

4.1 Single unresolved emission

. . . . . RR,A
The approximate cross section regularizing single unresolved emission, do, """ reads
RR,A, 1 RR,A,
daab - S ) Uab’m+X+2 ) (49)
(my2y ~imt+2}

where the approximate cross section for any particular subprocess can be written symbolically as

RR,A 1 (0)
] 1 _ d : + 4.1
Oab’er X4+2 = N ( ) (b)(I)( - b) ¢m+X+2({p}m+ xX+23Pa pb)-A1 5 ( 0)

with

0) _ (0,0) 1 FF(0,0)  ~FF ¢(0,0) IF(0,0) _ AIF (0,0)
AV =3 {Sr + Z <2 cl chrs( > +y <c cIrs( )] . (4.11)
reF i€ F cel
i#ET
Here I and F' denote the sets of initial-state and final-state partons. The various subtraction terms are
explicit realizations of the generic subtraction term L{;O’O) of eq. (3.20) with j = 1 and have the following

physical origin: Sﬁo,o) denotes the subtraction term that regularizes the emission of a single soft gluon, while

C;:F(O’O) and Cif ©-0) are subtraction terms regularizing final-final and initial-final collinear singularities.

Finally, as explained in detail in sec. 3.1, the overlapping terms Cf;FST(O’O) and CngT(O’O) remove the
double subtraction in collinear-soft regions. Thus eq. (4.11) is simply the explicit realization of eq. (3.2),
where we have carefully spelled out the summations such that each singular region is counted precisely
once. Indeed, the factor of % appears with Ci}:F(O’O) for exactly this reason: it accounts for the fact that
the double summation over i, € F in eq. (4.11) counts this term twice. Finally, we remark that the
subscripts on the concrete subtraction terms do not simply give the number of unresolved partons (j = 1)
in contrast to the generic notation in eq. (3.20). Instead they specify the actual limit from which the term
derives. For example, a single unresolved collinear limit is specified by the indices of the two partons whose
momenta become collinear, and these then appear in the subscripts of the corresponding subtraction terms
in eq. (4.11). We will follow similar conventions for the rest of the subtraction terms throughout this paper.

We emphasize that the momentum mappings used to define the five types of subtraction terms in
eq. (4.11) are not all different. Hence, the number of distinct configurations of reduced momenta, i.e.,
the number of counter-events, will be less than the number of subtraction terms. In fact, we find that
the subtraction terms for overlapping limits can be defined using the momentum mapping appropriate to
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M .
omen.tum Subtraction terms
mapping
Cf;F CiFrF(Oﬁo)
II,F 1F(0,0)
cd,r CCT
S, 85070) CZ_FTFS7£070) CéFS?gOvO)

Table 1:  Single unresolved subtraction terms grouped according to momentum mappings. Note that
collinear-soft overlapping terms are defined using the single soft momentum mapping.

the innermost limit, which can be read off as the rightmost one in our notation for the subtraction terms.
Thus, the subtraction terms corresponding to collinear-soft overlaps, CZ ¥ ST(O’O) and CIF ST(O’O), both employ
the soft momentum mapping. This fact can be used to optimize the implementation of the approximate
cross section, hence we present the grouping of the subtraction terms according to momentum mappings in
table 1. The precise definitions of all momentum mappings and subtraction terms are provided in sec. 5.

4.2 Double unresolved emission

. . RR,A .. - . L.
The approximate cross section do,, * regularizing double unresolved emission for initial state radiation

1S

RR,A, 1 RR,A,
doab - Jab,7rL+X+2 ’ (412)

pmray Smt2)

where the approximate cross section for any given subprocess can be written symbolically as

1
dog e o= dm Da o 4.13
Oabm+X+2 Nw(a)w(b)fb(pa 'pb) ¢ +X+2({p}m+X+2’p +pb)-’42 ) ( )
with
0 _ 1 0,0
AP =3y {50
reF secF
S#T
1 1
+y {2 Coi OO+ eSO — LT esT MY — S eSO — aSIESI + ClF eI S
cel

" Z <; CTFIF(0,0) _ pIF.IF 06l F(0,0) _ }CIF,IFS(O,O) L CIFIF ogIF Sf(’g,o)ﬂ } )

cr,ds cr,ds cr,s 2 cr,ds “rs cr,ds cr,s
del

d#c
(4.14)

The various subtraction terms appearing above correspond to the limits implied by the notation and in fact
eq. (4.14) is just the explicit realization of the symbolic expression in eq. (3.3). As in eq. (4.11), various
symmetry factors of % have been inserted to ensure that each singular limit is counted precisely once.
However, the expression in eq. (4.14) can be simplified, since the equivalence of the Cj, js N CSiy s N Sys
and C, js N Sy limits discussed below eq. (3.3) implies

CIFIF aGIF g(0,0) _ pIF.IF 5(0,0) (4.15)

cr,ds cr,s“rs cr,ds <rs
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Hence we can write

P=y S {je

reF seF
S#T
IFF( IF IFF pQlF( IFF IF IFF pQlF
+ Z { CCTS 0 O) + CSCT 6(0 O CCT& ag(,’f SO O) CCT& ST(.S) O) CS(/T éST(é) O) + CC’IS aS.CT 687(2 0
cel
IFIFOO) IF,IF »oIF (0,0 IFIF (0,0
+Z< cr,ds Ccrds asvr@ )+ Cc’rds Srs ))]}
del
d#c
(4.16)

Obviously this is a more economical representation of .Aéo). Nevertheless, the original form in eq. (4.14)
has the advantage that it makes certain further simplifications which emerge specifically in the color-singlet
case more apparent. Indeed, as we will now discuss, all terms in eq. (4.14) that involve the soft-collinear
limit cancel among each other for color-singlet production. To see this, consider first the soft-collinear IR,
limit formula for the configuration p# || p# and p# — 0, where ¢ is an initial- state parton (¢ = a,b),

2 1 1
ngs‘Mab m+X+2(paapb7 {p}m+X+2)‘ = —(87Tasu25)2 Z 28 ( )T Tki]] s

jkeIUF
ns (4.17)

» 0 A oA ~ 2
X P(cr)r(xc,ry k1re; 5)|M(62)d7m+x(p07pd§ {p}erX)} s

where p(c,.)r is the Altarelli-Parisi splitting kernel for the initial-state splitting ¢ — (¢r) +r and d # ¢ is
the other initial-state parton. In eq. (4.17), whenever j or k is equal to ¢ in the sum, we must evaluate
the appropriate term with the color charge operator T'(.,y = T'c + T, while the eikonal factor must be
computed with the reduced momentum p. that appears in the factorized matrix element. However, in this
limit p, is strictly proportional to p., while the eikonal factor is degree-zero homogeneous in hard momenta
(i.e., Ser(s) = Sck(s)), thus in the color-singlet case (j,k = a, b only), we find

25, 11
2 2%ab p o,

SasSbs Ter Scr (418)

® 0 A oA ~ 2
X P(cr)r(xcnw kJ.r,c? 5) |MECZ)d,m+X (pmpd; {p}erX)} .

0 2
Cngs|M,(1b),m+X+2(pa;Pb5 {p}m—i-X—i-Z)} = 7(87ra5u2 )

Let us now compute the triple collinear limit of eq. (4.18), when p, — =, .p. and p; = zsp.. A quick
computation yields

2 1 2 1 1
CgiFCSZfs |Ma,b m+X+2 (Pas b {p}m+X+2)| = (87"043!‘25)287?’113 T s
® 0 A A N 2
X P(cr)r(xc,ra kLr,c; 5) }Mgci)d,m+X (pcapd; {p}m+X)| )
(4.19)

where we have used color conservation (T, + T, = 0). Similarly, in the double collinear limit, when
DPr = &y cpe and ps = s gpa (where ¢,d = a,b with ¢ # d) we find

1 1

IF,IF ~gIF 2 1 2
Ccr,ds Scr s |Mab m+X+2 (p‘“pb’ {p}m+X+2)| = (SFQSM2€)2 Tﬁ
Sds Ts,d Ler Ser

» 0 A A ~ 2
X P(cr)'r(xc,’ra ke €) |Méc2)d,m+x (Des Pas {p}m+X)| .
(4.20)
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But the three terms in eqs. (4.18)—(4.20) arise in eq. (4.14) in the combination

2
sl cliFesty, - il esin | (M) o a i ) x4o)]
254 1 2 1 2

= (8map)? [ ZPab o, - 22

c
SasShs Ses Ts,e Sds Ls,d

1 1
T?jj| P(cr)r(xc,r; klr,c; 5) (421)

‘TC T SCT
0 A 2
X ‘Mgm)ﬂ)d,m+x (Des Pa; {p}m+X)| .

The color-charge algebra is trivial in the color-singlet case, T, Ty = —T2 = —T7%, (recall ¢,d € I = {a,b}) so
the color-charge operators in eq. (4.21) can be factored and the combination of terms becomes proportional

to 1 1 1 1
w11 1] i

SasSbs Scs Ls,c Sds Ls,d

However, if we define the momentum fractions xs . and z, 4 as in eq. (3.8), then the expression in eq. (4.22)
vanishes for both ¢ = a, d = b and ¢ = b, d = a. Thus, with this choice of momentum fractions, we find
the following cancellation among the subtraction terms appearing in eq. (4.14),'°

IO - CLEF eI - Y clEIFesiE oD ~o. (429)
5

Very similar arguments also establish that

GSIFSQO — cIEFesE S0 =y el esiF s = o, (4.24)
del
d#c

hence all terms involving the soft-collinear limit cancel in eq. (4.14) as promised and we find the simplified
form of Aéo) from ref. [53], appropriate for color-singlet production,

AP = 5SS S 3 el —elirst + 3 (el 00 —eltirsto )|} e
’I"EF seF cel del
SF#T d#c
Obviously, this result can also be reached starting from eq. (4.16) by using eq. (4.15). However, the nature
of the cancellations is then somewhat obscured.

As in the case of eq. (4.11), not all momentum mappings used to define the five types of subtraction
terms in eq. (4.25) are distinct, since once again, subtraction terms corresponding to overlapping limits can
be defined using the momentum mapping appropriate to the innermost limit, i.e., the rightmost one in our
notation. The grouping of subtraction terms according to momentum mappings is presented in table 2 for
the color-singlet case. The precise definition of each momentum mapping and subtraction term is given in
sec. 6.

4.3 Iterated single unresolved emission

. . S . . RR,A
The approximate cross section regularizing iterated single unresolved emission, do,, " '?, reads
RR,Ay, 1 RR,A,,
daab - daab,m+X+2 ) (426)

fmray 2

10Notice that since I = {a, b}, the sum over d in eq. (4.23) constitutes only a single term: if ¢ = a then d = b, while if ¢ = b
then d = a.
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M t .
omentun Subtraction terms
mapping
II,FF IFF(0,0) IF,IF(0,0)
Ccd,rs CC"S Ccr,ds
0,0 0,0 IF,IF o(0,0
Sra SV cIErSY IR rSRY

Table 2:  Double unresolved subtraction terms grouped according to momentum mappings. Note that
collinear-soft overlapping terms are defined using the double soft momentum mapping.

where for any particular subprocess the approximate cross section can be written symbolically as

RRA;,  _ 1 . (0)
doab,m+X+2 - Nw(a)w(b)fl)(pa 'pb) d¢m+X+2({p}m+X+2apa +pb)v412 5 (4~27)
with
0 0 1 0 0 0
AY =3 [Ag s+ (2 AP CEF — A >cTFSF35) +3° (A; elf — AS >cgfss>} : (4.28)
seF r;F cel

As anticipated above in sec. 3.1, A(102) is formally obtained by applying the same construction as in eq. (4.11)

to Aéo). It is then clearly more advantageous to consider the form of .Aéo) in eq. (4.16) in order to decrease
the number of terms we must consider and we find

AP, =3 [s05,+ 3 (ctros, - estrvs, ~ctrasiros,

riF cel
_CIErSO)s, - S SOs, + cngaszfss£2>ss)} 7 (1.29)
AV CLE = sQers + Y (e —eltrsverr). (430
cel
APCETS, = SWCEES, + 3 (U0 S, - CFSOCETS, ) (431)
cel
VINCHEDY [ccf:;””cif +CSIFOCIF — cIFFesIFOc!F
rel’
r#s
+ X (eltirocs — el Oestroetr . (432
del
d#c

APCITS, =N [85?055 S, + CIEFOIFs — cIPFSOclFs,
rel’

r#s
Y (a9§f£°>655 s, - 65&8&?655&)] . (433)
del
d#c

We note that in writing eqs. (4.29)—(4.33), we have made use of various cancellations that are manifest
already at the level of iterated IR factorization formulae, since the direct calculation of the terms on the
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right-hand side of eq. (4.28) yields significantly larger expressions than these [10]. Concentrating on color-
singlet production, it is obvious that the cancellations which lead from eqgs. (4.14) and (4.16) to eq. (4.25)
imply several relations among the terms in eqs. (4.29)—(4.33). In particular, we find

sWckrs, - ZcfstSﬁS)CiFSS =0, (4.34)
cel

S (estrocts - ciresnOes - S el eSOt ) <o, (43)
cel del

d#c
3 (asgf;wss CIEresIrOs, ZwéF(o)Cifss) o, (4.36)
cel , , del ,

d#c

3 (6553852)85 ISt SO, ZC‘S#ZSﬁS)CZSFSs) o, (4.37)
cel del

d#c

which allows us to rewrite the various terms in eq. (4.28) as

APS, = 3 [s80s,+ 30 (ctErens, - cirsios, )] (439)
riF cel
AV CLE = S90Ctr + 3 (CErOvers — elEFsvesr ). (430
cel
AP IS, =3 clrre0errs, | (4.40)
cel
APl =3 (ngm,%g +3 cc’f;li““’)cif) : (4.41)
rel del
r#s d#c
APCIES, = Y (SUOCIES, + CHETOOCIES, - T SUUCLES, ). (1.42)
TiF

Clearly, eqs. (4.38)—(4.42) can also be derived starting from the simplified form of Ag‘)) in eq. (4.25),
appropriate to color-singlet production.

Once more, the number of independent momentum mappings used to define the subtraction terms in
eq. (4.28) is less than the total number of subtraction terms and the grouping of terms according to mo-
mentum mappings is presented in table 3 for the color-singlet case.!! In fact, as anticipated above, iterated
single unresolved subtraction terms can be defined using convolutions of single unresolved momentum map-
pings. The precise convolution for each term can be determined as follows. First, we perform a mapping
of momenta appropriate to the single unresolved limit involved in the definition of the specific term. Thus,
collinear limits imply that the first mapping is of single collinear type, while soft and collinear-soft limits
indicate that the first mapping is a single soft one. We have chosen our notation such that the single limits
stand to the right of the double limits in iterated single unresolved subtraction terms specifically so that
this mapping can be read off as the rightmost limit, which then corresponds to the same prescription as for
the overlaps of limits. The next mapping can then be inferred from the rightmost double unresolved limit
appearing in the notation: it is of collinear or soft type depending on the nature of this double unresolved

limit. By way of example, consider e.g., the subtraction term CZEFS{SYCIFS, . The rightmost limit is the

CST

111n table 3, we use the standard notation for the convolution of maps, so that, e.g., Si 0 Ss implies that the S5 mapping
is performed first, followed by the Sz mapping.
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Momen.tum Subtraction terms
mapping
oz octr | cttrevcts
clifocyy | 0l el elr
Coir o Ss ciire0gs  clfrOcrrg - clIFOelrg
Sp 0 CEF SOckr CLEFSIYOCEF
S; o S, 890, CLEFSIO0 S, SO0cIrs, CLEFSOOCIFS,

Table 3: Iterated single unresolved subtraction terms grouped according to momentum mappings. The
symbol o denotes the standard convolution of maps.

single soft limit S,, so the first mapping is going to be the corresponding single soft one, which we denote
by Ss. Then, the first double unresolved limit from the right is the double soft limit ST(S’O). Thus, the
second mapping is also of soft type. As the first mapping removes the soft momentum p, and remaps the
other soft momentum p,. — p,, this second single soft momentum mapping will correspond to removing the
remapped momentum p, and is denoted by Sz. Thus the momentum mapping for this subtraction term
is obtained by the convolution of these two mappings, S7 o S, as shown in table 3. Hence, in the case of
both overlapping as well as iterated single unresolved subtraction terms, the appropriate mappings can be
inferred from the notation by reading from right to left. The explicit definition of each subtraction term
in eqs. (4.38)—(4.42) is given in sec. 7.

5 Subtraction terms for single unresolved emission

In sec. 4.1, we introduced the subtraction terms for single unresolved emission. In this section we provide
their precise definitions.

5.1 Final-state single collinear-type subtraction term

FF(0,0)

ir

5.1.1 C

Subtraction term: For final-state partons ¢ and r we define the final-final single collinear subtraction
term

FF(0,0 1 50 0 PP 2
Cir (© )(paapb; {p}erXJrQ) = 87TO¢S/1,2557PZ-(T)(ZZ-,T, kJ.i,M5)|M£Lb)7m+x+1(pavpb; {p}m+X+1)| ) (51)

ir

where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state partons ¢ and r and replacing
them with a single parton (ir) whose flavor is determined by the flavor summation rules

q9+9=q, id+9=4q, 9+q=g9, g+g=9. (5.2)
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(ir) a/q | ala g
a/qa | g a/q
. 9 | a/a | 4/q

g 9 g

Figure 1: The splitting configuration for (ir) — i+ r final-state splitting. The arrows in the figure denote
momentum and flavor flow. The precise flavor mapping for the CZ-FTF(O’O) counterterm is given in the table.

Fig. 1 shows the corresponding final-state splitting configuration and gives the precise flavor mapping for
all cases. The set of mapped momenta entering the reduced matrix element is defined below in eq. (5.6).

Furthermore, P

> are the final-final tree-level Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions for (ir) — ¢ + r splitting,
whose explicit expressions are recalled in egs. (D.1)—(D.4). The momentum fraction z; , is given in eq. (3.4).
The transverse momentum kj‘_i’r is defined as in eq. (3.13). We choose to fix the coefficients appearing

there as follows,

Si Si
Ci,r = Zir — —_— s Cr,i = Zri — - > (53)
QirS(ir)Q QirS(ir)Q
and S
Lip = = (Zr,i - Zi,r) 5 (54)
QirSi.Q

where «;, is defined by eq. (5.7) below, while sz o = 2piy - (pa + pb), With P given in eq. (5.6). These
choices ensure that k', . is orthogonal to both pf, and to Q" = (pa + ps)*.

Momentum mapping: The final-state single collinear (FF) momentum mapping,

FF

Ci'r' ~ A ~
Cit (Pas Poi {PYmsx42) = Pas Poi {D}max41) 5 (5.5)
is defined as (i,7 € F)
ﬁg = (1 - ai’r')pgv
ﬁg = (1 - ai’r‘)péj7
P = Pi + P — i (P + po)" (5.6)
ﬁﬁ:plvi7 TL€F, TL#’L',T’,
Px =1 -

The value of a;, is fixed by requiring that the parent momentum, pf, be massless, p? =0, which gives

2
1 sane _ [3ne _ 4sir

(5.7)

Oy = D)
Sab Sab Sab

Clearly, as p!' and p!* become collinear, «;,. — 0 and so pf,. — p' 4+ p# while the rest of the momenta remain
unchanged. This corresponds precisely to the pf' || p# final-final single collinear kinematic configuration.
Throughout, we will denote momenta obtained via a collinear-type momentum mapping with hats, as in
eq. (5.6).
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Phase space convolution: By inserting the identity,
B d*K
(@2

the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with k = 2) can be factored on partons ¢ and r through
the convolution formula,

(2m) 8D (K — p; — p,) AK? 61 (K? = s4) (5.8)

dK?
Admt x+2({P}msx+25Pa + Do) = o dbpmix+1(Pay-- - K, oo Dms2, X3 Pa + po) ddo(pis pri K) . (5.9)

Moreover, using then the identity,
1 =dad(a —ay)d%py 6D (hi — K + a(pa + pb)) (5.10)

and exchanging the momenta {p,} and px with the momenta {p,} and px through the mapping in
eq. (5.6), we can write the convolution of the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space in eq. (5.9) as,

d¢m+X+2({p}m+X+2§pa +p) =

Cmax R g (5.11)
— [ dadbmixa (Phxri (1= @)pa + 1) 5 26, pri ).
where K is fixed by eq. (5.10), i.e., K = p;r + a(ps + pp). The limits of the a integration are
M
Qmin = 0 and Omax = 1 — (5.12)

vV Sab ’

where M is the sum of the masses of all final-state particles (both partons and non-QCD particles). Finally,
we note that the flux factor ®(p, - pp) written in terms of mapped momenta reads

®(pa - pp) = m : (5.13)

where we have exploited eq. (5.10) to set a; = .

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space con-
volution, egs. (5.1) and (5.11), we write the integrated counterterm as

1 FF(0,0)
N dém m iPat Cz’r ' ay Db m
/1 w(a)w()®(pa - pb) Omixt2({Phnsxt2iPa + 21 (Pas Poi AP}t x 42)

Amax 1

N P da w(a)w(b)®(Pa - Po) ddmyx+1({P}mrx+1; (1= a)(Pa + b)) (5.14)

2\ €
Qs M FF(0, o 5
X %SE () |:CW (O 0)(a;€):| ‘Mz(z%),m+X+1(paapb; {p}erXJrl)‘ .

Sab

Here and in the following, the notation fl indicates that we are integrating only over the phase space
measure of the single unresolved emission. Furthermore, using the delta function in eq. (5.10), the initial-
state momenta in the reduced matrix element above are written as p, = (1 — a)p, and p, = (1 — a)p, and
we introduced the integrated counterterm

4m)? S=o 1 -
etV @e)] = S [anaips )0 - 0P 22 LA Giphiinie). (519
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Recall that K = p; + a(p, + pp) and we set

(4m)°

ngm.

(5.16)
Notice that on the right hand side of eq. (5.14), we have rewritten the flux factor in terms of mapped
momenta using eq. (5.13) and hence a factor of ®(p, - pp)/P(pa - p») = (1 — a)? appears explicitly in
the definition of the integrated counterterm in eq. (5.15). With this rewriting, we readily recognize the

expression of the real emission cross section for the appropriate partonic subprocess, doffb,m 4 x41(PasPp)
defined in eq. (4.5), on the right hand side of eq. (5.14). Thus we can write

1 FF(0,0)
N dém m iPa + Cir ' ay Db m
[ w(a)w(b)é(pa pb) (b +X+2({p} +X+2 p pb) (p Py {p} +X+2)
a p2\° (5.17)
FF(0,0
= ges: (£;) (o8] o dohmixn)
where the symbol ® denotes the phase space convolution
[CiF(O’O)] ® d05b7m+X+1 = / ( da [CgF(O’O) (@55)} do-(ljb,m+X+1<ﬁa7ﬁb)' (5.18)

As noted previously, the unintegrated subtraction term is generally a matrix in color and/or spin space and
this property is inherited by the integrated counterterm.'? Thus, the product of the integrated counterterm
and the real emission cross section in eq. (5.18) is to be understood accordingly. In the rest of the
paper, we will present all integrated counterterms immediately in the more compact form corresponding to
eqs. (5.17) and (5.18). In order to evaluate [Cf;F(O’O)(a; s)], we start by using k1, , - p;r = 0 and perform
the azimuthal integration by simply passing in eq. (5.15) to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions,

POz 0 ki) = P (2,5 €), which are given in eqs. (D.11)~(D.14).* Hence we have
FF(0,0) 8 2 %irQ p(0)
[Cir (CY;E)] = g Sab doz(pi, pri K)(1 — ) < Dir (zirs€)- (5.19)
€ r

In this paper, we will limit ourselves to setting up the definitions of the integrated subtraction terms as in
eq. (5.19) and defer their explicit calculation to separate dedicated publications.

5.2 Initial-state single collinear-type subtraction term
5.2.1 cLF0

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and a final-state parton r we define the initial-final
single collinear subtraction term

1 - 2
2 0 0 A A ~
Pas Poi {Ptmgx42) = 8masp Ex s P((GZ)T(wa,ra kJ.r,a?E)IMEG)T)b,mJ,_X.;,_l(pa;pb? {p}erXJrl)‘ )
a,roar

(5.20)
where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state parton r and replacing the
initial-state parton a by the parton (ar) whose flavor is determined by the flavor summation rules of
eq. (5.2) by requiring that a = (ar) + r. Clearly the flavor of the initial-state parton that is involved in

CIF(O,O)(

12In practice it turns out that all integrated counterterms become proportional to the unit matrix in spin space. However,
the same is not true in color space.
13Thus, as noted above, the non-trivial spin correlations generally present in eq. (5.1) disappear upon integration.
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L a [ r | (@) |
q/qa | a/q g
(ar) q/q g qa/q
g q/q | a/q
g g g

Figure 2: The splitting configuration for a — (ar) + r initial-state splitting. The arrows in the figure
denote momentum and flavor flow. The precise flavor mapping for the clt ©0 counterterm is given in the

table.

the splitting is generally different in the original double real emission matrix element and in the reduced
matrix element. The initial-state splitting configuration and precise flavor mapping are shown in fig. 2.
The set of momenta entering the reduced matrix element is defined below in eq. (5.22). The tree-level

initial-final Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions for a — (ar) + r splitting, PO | can be obtained from those

(ar)r
for final-final splitting by the crossing relation discussed in appendix D.1, see eq. (D.21), and are given
explicitly in egs. (D.23)—(D.26). As usual, we have chosen to label the splitting function with the flavor of
the initial-state parton in the reduced matrix element, (ar), and the flavor of the final-state parton r. The

momentum fraction z,, and transverse momentum k, , , are defined by egs. (3.8) and (3.14).

Momentum mapping: The initial-state single collinear (IF) momentum mapping,

II,F
II,F ab,r A A ~
Copr © PasPo; {P g x42) —%5 (Pas o3 {B s x41) » (5.21)

is defined as (a,b € I and r € F)

ﬁg = §a,rpg ’
]55 = Eb,rpg )
]%:A(P,lf’)"yp,’;7 nekF, n#r,

Py = A(P, P)" pk .

(5.22)

Here A(P, P)“y is a proper Lorentz transformation that takes the massive momentum P* into a momentum
P*# of the same mass, with

Pt = (pa + pp)" — plt P = (Pa + Pu)" = (§a,rPa + Eb,rpp)" - (5.23)
One specific representation of A(P, P)* is

. P+ P (P+P), PP,
(+)(+)+2 .

AP, Pt =g*, —2 - 5.24
Requiring that P? = P2 only fixes the value of the product of &, , and &,
5y
ga,'r‘fb,'r' =1- 7Q 5 (525)

Sab
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so there is some freedom in their explicit definition. We find the choice of ref. [54] convenient and we set

— S S — S S — S S — S
€a’r _ \/Sab br Sab rQ 7 gb,r _ \/ ab ar Sab rQ , (526)

Sab — Sar Sab Sab — Sbr Sab

which fulfills eq. (5.25). Notice that &, and &, , are related by the exchange a <+ b. It is not difficult to see
that as, e.g., pif and p! become collinear such that p/ — x,pl, we have &, , — 1 —x, while & , — 1, hence
Pr — Pt and the Lorentz-transformation in eq. (5.24) becomes the identity. Thus we obtain precisely the
p¥ || p# initial-final single collinear kinematic configuration. Due to the a <+ b symmetry of the mapping,
the mapped momenta also have the correct behavior to describe the pj || p# initial-final collinear limit.

Phase space convolution: Using the identity,

1= dga 6(§a - ga,r) dfb 6(&7 - gb,r) ) (527)

and shifting the momenta as in eq. (5.22), the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with k = 2)
can be written as the convolution,

d¢m+X+2({p}m+X+2§pa + pb) = /dga d&y dmyx 41 ({ﬁ}m+X+1§ §aPa + fbpb) d¢II,F(pra as fb) > (528)

with .,
dip,
dQSII,F(pm gaa gb) = # §+ (pg) 6(§a - ga,r) 5(&7 - gb,r) B (529)
where in eq. (5.28) the limits of integration for both &, and &, are 0 and 1, with the constraints
M2
(fagb)min = Sab 3 (Sagb)max = 13 (530)

where M was defined below eq. (5.12). We note that the phase space measure dé;r,r(pr, &q, &) can also
be expressed in the following form,

d¢II,F(pT'a as gb) = d¢2(Pra K;p, + pb) Ji1,F 5[5(1(5(11) - Sar) - gb(sab - Sbr)] , (531)

with the Jacobian

Sab[ga(sab - 8a7‘> + gb(sab - Sbr)]
2w ’

where the momentum K appearing in the two-particle phase space above is massive with K2 = £,£,5qs.

Finally, we note that the flux factor ®(p, - pp) can be written in terms of mapped momenta as

Jir = (5.32)

(I)(ﬁa . ﬁb)
gagb ’

where we have used eq. (5.27) to set &, = &, and &, = &p.

D(pa - pp) = (5.33)

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space con-
volution, eqs. (5.20) and (5.28), we write the integrated counterterm as

1 . I1F(0,0) .
_/1NOJ(G)W(b)(D(pa - pb) d¢m+X+2({p}m+X+2a Da + pb)car (paapb’ {p}erXJrZ)
2\ €

R e F(0,0) R
=525 () ([errev] e aotmen).

(5.34)
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where
[Céf(o’o)} X do—&r)b,m—i—X—i—l = /dga dfb [Cif(O’O) (€a7 gb; €)i| do—&r)b,m+X+1(f)a7ﬁb) . (535)

In eq. (5.35) the initial-state momenta entering the real emission cross section are written as p, = £,pa
and pp = &pp using the delta functions in eq. (5.29) and we introduced the integrated counterterm
47)? 1 w(ar) »
(4) (ar) pO

[CLFO0 6 :0)] = TFsts [ A0110(0r, 6080 a6 — 2T PO,

(xa,’r‘a kJ_r,a;f‘:) . (536)

Note in particular the factor of w(ar)/w(r) in eq. (5.36). This is present because, similarly to the flux
factor, the initial-state averaging factor w(a) on the left-hand side of eq. (5.34) must be rewritten in terms
of w(ar), since it is the latter that appears in dagr)b,m+x+1(ﬁavﬁb)v see eq. (4.5). Hence, the integrated
counterterm includes the appropriate ratio of ws. Such factors appear in integrated counterterms whenever
the flavor of the initial-state partons is different in the original double real emission matrix element and

in the reduced matrix element in the subtraction term. In order to evaluate [C{lf(o’o) (fa,gb;e)}, we use

kira-Da =0 to perform the azimuthal integration by simply passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting
functions, P((SZ)T(:UQ’T, kira;e) — P(((SZ)T
integration, the rest of the phase space measure d¢;; r(pr,&q, &) is completely fixed by the delta functions
in eq. (5.29). In fact, inverting the relations in eq. (5.26), we find

(Ta,r;€), given in egs. (D.27)—-(D.30). However, after azimuthal

gar(l_gl?r) gbr(l_ gr)
Sar = Sqhp————— | Spr = Sqp———— 5.37
b fa,r + gb,r b b ga,r + gb,r ( )
which implies
La,r = ga,rfb,r . (538)

Moreover, working out the Jacobian of the transformation from the remaining components of p, to &, »
and &, ,, the phase space measure dérr g (pr,&q, &) can be written as [54]

d¢II,F(pT7 faa gb)

_ S A2 1—e [&ap(1 - €)(1 — 51?)] T Labp(1 + £a) B B (5.39)
- o e oy (B a0 — €36~ &),

where d24_» represents the measure over angles on which the integrand does not depend and S. is given
in eq. (5.16). Then, we can write the integrated subtraction term in eq. (5.36) as

abp(1 — E2)(1 — fg)} e+ &) 1 wlar) p©
(ga + gb)2 (ga + fb)z Za,rSar w(a) (ar)r
where we have used the delta functions in eq. (5.39) to perform the integrations over &, , and &, s. In

particular, this implies that in eq. (5.40) above, x,, and s, are expressed in terms of £, and §, as in
egs. (5.37) and (5.38) with the replacements &, , — &, and &, — &p.

Céf(()’()) (6@7 517; 6):| = 28qp |: (-ra,r§ 6) R (540)

5.3 Single soft-type subtraction terms
5.3.1 S

Subtraction term: For a final-state gluon r, we define the single soft subtraction term as follows,

S0 (g, py; D} i x 42) = —8Tagp® E
jk€IUF
Jokr

1 0 ~ o~ ~ 2
ST MG 2 P P (x| (5.41)
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where the reduced matrix element is obtained simply by removing the final-state gluon r. The set of
mapped momenta entering the reduced matrix element is defined below in eq. (5.44). Further, 831}(7”)
denotes the eikonal factor, evaluated with the mapped hard momenta, as explained in sec. 3.2,

Sjpr)= 2%,  jkelUF, jk#r. (5.42)

The explicit factor of 1/2 in eq. (5.41) comes from the sum over j and k not being ordered, hence each
term is counted twice.

Momentum mapping: The single soft (S) mapping,

St (Pas v {p}m+X+2) = (Pa» Pb; {ﬁ}m+x+1)a (5.43)
is defined as in ref. [55] (r € F)

= AeDly

ﬁf = Arpf ) (5 44)
ﬁﬁ:A(P,P)“yp,”L, nekF, n#£r, '
ﬁl;( = A(P,P)”Vpg(7

where A(P, 13)”1/ is the proper Lorentz transformation of eq. (5.24) that takes the massive momentum P*

into a momentum P* of the same mass, with

Pt = (pa +Pb)“ - p? and fDN = (ﬁa +ﬁb)” = /\r(pa +pb)u . (545)

The value of A, is fixed by requiring that P? = P2,

A= 129 (5.46)
Sab

Since the initial-state momenta p# and pj are rescaled by A, in eq. (5.44), so is the total momentum. The
advantage of this mapping over the momentum-conserving soft mapping of ref. [56] is that eq. (5.44) can
also be used in the presence of massive final-state particles, as well as in the color-singlet case, for which
the mapped set {p} y consists of only massive non-QCD particles in the final state [55]. In the p#* — 0
limit clearly A, — 1 which implies PF — PF_ 5o the Lorentz-transformation goes to the identity and we
recover the single soft p# — 0 kinematic configuration. We will use tildes to denote momenta obtained via
soft-type momentum mappings throughout, as in eq. (5.44).

Phase space convolution: By inserting the identity,

K

= @0 2m)?6 D (K 4 pr — pa — po) AK2 6, (K2 = s + 5:0) , (5.47)

with 84 (K2 — sap + 8rq) = 04 (K2 — A254p), the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space in eq. (4.7) (with k = 2)
can be factored on parton r and momentum K through the convolution formula,

dK?

Adm+x+2({P}mt x+25Pa + Pb) :/§d¢m+X+l(paa~-'7pm+27pX§K) dgo(pr, Kipa +pp) . (5.48)

Then using the identity,
1=drxd(A=)\,), (5.49)
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and exchanging the momenta {p,} and px with the momenta {p,} and px through the mapping of
eq. (5.44) lets us write the convolution in eq. (5.48) as,

Amax

- Sa
ddm+x+2({P}ms x40 Pa + Pb) = / dA dmix+1 ({8} mix 115 A(Pa + P2)) 717)\ doa(pr, K5pa + pb)

Amin
(5.50)
where momentum K is massive with K2 = A?sq,. The limits of the ) integration are
M
Amin = Amax = 1, (5.51)

v Sab ’

where M has been defined below eq. (5.12). Finally, we note that the flux factor ®(p, - py) written in terms
of mapped momenta reads
q)(ﬁa . ﬁb)

SR (5.52)

(I)(pa : pb) =

where we have exploited eq. (5.49) to set A, = .

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space con-
volution, egs. (5.41) and (5.50), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N d m m ;Da + Sﬁo’o) ay Pb; m
/1 w(a)w(b)®(pa - po) mix+2({Phmxs2iPa + 1) (Pas Poi {P}im4x42)

_ asS M2 : g0.0| & qok (5:59)
= % € <3ab> ( [ T ] Uab,m+X+1) )
where
Amax 1 (7.k)
[S$O,O)} ®da§b,m+X+1 = / dA z 9 [Sgo,o)()\;e)] TkadU}}b,m+X+1(Z3a7ﬁb)- (5.54)
e

The initial-state momenta entering the real emission cross section in eq. (5.54) are p, = Ap, and Py = Apy,
where we have exploited the delta function in eq. (5.49), and we introduced the integrated counterterm

(4,k) 4 2 Sa
:| = —usib/d(bQ(p'fw K;pa +pb) 717)\3 -'7‘];(7") . (555)

[P0 (e) g

5.3.2 CFFgOY)

Subtraction term: For a final-state parton ¢ and a final-state gluon r we define the single final-final
collinear-soft overlapping subtraction term as follows,

]_ 22’7’ 2 0 _ ~ B 2
CZ-I;F&SO’O) (pa,Pb; {P}m+x+2) = 87T04s/~L2£;71jTi |M((1b),m+X+1(pa7pb§ {p}m+X+1)| ) (5'56)
ir “r
where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state gluon r and the momenta of the
partons in this reduced matrix element are given in eq. (5.44).!* The momentum fractions z;, and z,;

4 Note that the flavor of parton i remains unchanged in the reduced matrix element. This is of course consistent with the

cancellation between Cf;FS,(«O’O) and C;:F(O’O) in the soft limit, because whenever parton r is a gluon, the flavor of the emitting
FF(0,0)
ir

type terms that appear in Ago), Aéo) as well as A(lg).

parton (ir) in C is the same as that of the original parton 7. Similar comments apply to the rest of the collinear-soft
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appearing in eq. (5.56) are given by eq. (3.4). Notice that the momentum fractions z; . and z, ;, as well as
the invariant s;,. in eq. (5.56) must be defined with the mapped momentum p¢ in order to correctly cancel

the p!' || p# collinear limit of the soft subtraction term S This is because in this collinear limit pi does

not go to p} and so the mapped momenta must be retained in the definition of ckr Sﬁo,o). However, in the
1 FF(0,0)

pr — 0 soft limit we have p' — p!’, hence CEF Sﬁo,o) correctly cancels C;,. in this limit.

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
single soft momentum mapping of sec. 5.3.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also pre-
sented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (5.50) and (5.56), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N déy, m Da +16)CEES OO (o py; {p},,
/1 @B o) P2 (Pl xaipa 1) (Pas 203 (P s x22)
o 12\ (5.57)
== £ FFg(0,0) R
27rSE(SM) ([chrs®O] @ dofh xin ).
where
Amax
{CE’FSQO)} ®d0§b’m+x+1 :/ di [CgFSv(”O’O) (Ae) da?b,m+X+1(ﬁavﬁb)~ (5.58)

min

The initial-state momenta entering the real emission cross section in eq. (5.58) are once again p, = Ap,
and pp = App and we introduced the integrated counterterm

4 2 Sa 1 2Z;T
(S) SZb/dcbz(pr,K;pa + pb) 7b/\3f7’~T?. (5.59)
g

ir “rya

[CEPSO0 (x;e)] =

5.3.3 CIFS\0)

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and a final-state gluon r we define the initial-final
collinear-soft overlapping subtraction term as follows,

1 0 ~ o~ ~ 2
Céf‘sfr(‘o’()) (Paapr {p}m+X+2> = 871-0‘3/1'28 5~ 7T2’M¢(1b),m+x+1(pa7pb§ {p}erXJrl)‘ ) (‘560)

where the reduced matrix element is obtained once more by removing the final-state gluon r, and the mo-
menta entering the reduced matrix element are given in eq. (5.44). The momentum fraction x, ; appearing
in eq. (5.60) is defined by eq. (3.8). Using this definition of z, ; and the fact that the single soft momentum
mapping simply rescales p, to obtain p,, we find the equality

1 2 1 2
== (5.61)

Sar Tr.a Sar Tr,a

Nevertheless, we choose to retain the definition as given in eq. (5.60) for the following reason. Using
egs. (3.4) and (3.8), we have immediately that

1 2%, 1 2s; 1 2 1 2s4
— T 2T and = — 2aQ (5.62)

Sir Zri Sir SrQ Sar Tr,a Sar SrQ
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Hence, the collinear-soft counterterms of egs. (5.56) and (5.60) have the same form once the momentum
fractions are written explicitly in terms of mapped momenta. This fact can be exploited to optimize the
implementation of these subtraction terms. We will follow this convention of defining initial-final collinear-
soft factors in terms of mapped momenta throughout.

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
single soft momentum mapping of sec. 5.3.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also pre-
sented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (5.50) and (5.60), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N dm mixt2iPa + Po)CLE S (pa, po; {p}m
/1 w(a)w(b)®(pa - pb) Ot x42({Pymox2iPa + 1) (Pas o3 (P}t x+2)

o 2\° (5.63)
= 2, (jb> ([C1ES00] @ ot i)
where .
{Céfsgxo)} ®@ Aoy iy x 11 :/A ax [CéfSSO,O)(/\;E)} Ao o ixi1(Pas ) - (5.64)

Recall that in eq. (5.64) we have p, = Ap, and p, = App and we introduced the integrated subtraction term

47)? Sab.3 1 2
cirseooa)] = s, [avan Kip +) 200 L 212, (5.65)

SE Sar Tr.a

6 Subtraction terms for double unresolved emission

In this section, we provide the explicit definitions of the individual double unresolved subtraction terms
introduced in sec. 4.2.
6.1 Initial-state double collinear-type subtraction terms

6.1.1 CLEF0.0)

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and final-state partons r and s we define the initial-
final-final triple collinear subtraction term as

1
CIFF©.0) () 4y = (87 ?6)?
ars (pa Py {p}m+x+2) ( st ) JCa,rs(Sar + Sas — 37"8)2
x p((z(z)r)’s)rs (Ta,rs, Tras Ts,as Sars Sass Srs, KLa,rs; Kira: kisa;€) (6.1)

0 PN ~ 2
X |M§ais)b}m+x(paapb§ {p}erX)‘ F(xa,rsvfa,rsgb,rs)a

where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state partons r and s and replacing
the initial-state parton a with a parton (ars) whose flavor is determined by the flavor summation rules
of eq. (5.2) by the requirement that a = (ars) + r + s. Hence, the flavor of the initial-state parton that
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’a‘r‘s‘(ars)”a‘r‘8‘(&7‘3)‘

q/qa | a/q g g 9 | 9/ g a/q
q/q g a/q g g g q/q a/q
a/q9 | 4/ | d/q q/q g | 9/ | a/q g
q/q g g q/q g g g g

Figure 3: The splitting configuration for a — (ars)+r+s initial-state triple collinear splitting. The arrows
in the figure denote momentum and flavor flow. The precise flavor mapping for the C({st(O’O) counterterm

is given in the table.

is involved in the splitting is in general different in the original double real emission matrix element and
in the reduced matrix element. The initial-state triple collinear splitting configuration is shown in fig. 3,
together with the precise flavor mapping. The set of momenta entering the reduced matrix element is
defined below in eq. (6.5). The tree-level initial-final-final splitting functions for a — (ars)+r+ s splitting,
P(((?zs)rs’
here in eqgs. (D.32)—-(D.41), by the crossing relation discussed in appendix D.1, see eq. (D.54). We have
once more chosen to label the splitting function with the flavor of the initial-state parton in the reduced
matrix element, (ars), and the flavors of the final-state partons r and s. The momentum fractions z, s,
Zr,q and z; , are defined by eq. (3.10), while the transverse momenta ks, k1,4 and ks o are given by
eq. (3.15). Finally, the function F in eq. (6.1) is defined as

Flz,y) = (5)2 : (6.2)

can be obtained from the final-state triple collinear splitting functions of refs. [20, 21], recalled

so that

2 2
Za,rs Sab — S(rs
]:(-Ta,rmfa,rsgb,rs) = () = < (F)Q ) ) (63)

fa,rsgb,rs Sab — S(TS)Q + Srs

where &, s and &, s are given in eq. (6.8) below and their product is recorded in eq. (6.7). Clearly in
the triple collinear p# || p# || p# configuration F (4 rs,&a.rs€b.rs) — 1, s0 the subtraction term in eq. (6.1)
is a correct regulator of the double real emission matrix element in this limit. The reason for including
F(zars,Earséors) in eq. (6.1) was discussed in sec. 3.2: its role is to cancel the unphysical singularity
associated with the vanishing of z,,, inside the double real emission phase space. Indeed, using the
expressions in appendix D.1, one can check that the subtraction term contains at most factors of 1 /xim,
so the spurious singularities may be canceled by simply including the factor of F (24 rs,€a,rs€p.rs) in€q. (6.1).
On the other hand, the rest of the subtraction terms, especially the iterated single unresolved ones, can be
defined in a way such that all internal cancellation between the various subtraction terms are maintained

in every unresolved limit.

Momentum mapping: The initial-state double collinear momentum mapping,

II,FF
II,FF . . ab,rs . A A
Cavrs + Pas Do AP g xg2) = (o Po; {P} g x) s (6.4)
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is defined as (a,b € I and r,s € F)
]55 = ga,rspg )
ﬁg = fb,rspg ) (6 5)
= A(P, P)" p¥, neF, n#r, )
Py = AP, P), p

where A(P, P)* is the proper Lorentz transformation of eq. (5.24) that takes the massive momentum P*
into a momentum P* of the same mass, with

Pt = (pa +Pb)“ 7p¢_1’ 7pg7 p” = (ﬁa +ﬁb)“ = (ga,rspa + gb,rspb)u . (66)

The value of the product &, ,s&p s is fixed by requiring that P? = P2,

S(rs Srs
ga,rsgb,rs =1- w + — 3 (67)
Sab Sab

but this does not fix &, s and &, »s uniquely. Following ref. [54], we set

Sab — Sb(rs) Sab — S(rs + Srs Sab — Sa(rs) Sab — S(rs + Srs
Ears = \/ (rs) (rs)@Q 7 Eprs = \/ (rs) (rs)@Q 7 (6.8)

Sab — Sa(rs) Sab Sab — Sb(rs) Sab

which fulfills eq. (6.7). Clearly this mapping is simply a generalization of the initial-state single collinear
momentum mapping of eq. (5.22). Note that &, s and & s are related by exchanging a <+ b. Furthermore,
they are symmetric under the r < s interchange. The mapping of eq. (6.5) has the advantage that
it reproduces both the initial-final-final triple collinear kinematic configuration, as well as the initial-
final, initial-final double collinear kinematic configuration in the appropriate limit. Indeed, when e.g.,
pe || pt || p¥ so that p# — x,pt and p# — x.pF we find &, s — 1 —x, — x4 and &, ., — 1. Then, P* — P*
implying that the Lorentz transformation becomes the identity, and we recover the p# || p# || p* initial-
final-final triple collinear kinematic configuration. Likewise, in the p# || p#, p' || p# limit when p# — x,p
and p¥ — a:spf:, we obtain &, s — 1 —x, and & s — 1 —2,. This again leads to P — P and the Lorentz
transformation going to the identity, and we obtain the p# || p¥, pi || p initial-final, initial-final double
collinear kinematic configuration. Due to the a <+ b symmetry of the mapping, the mapped momenta have
the correct behavior also in the pl || p# || p¥, as well as the pl' || pt, p¥ || p# limits.

Phase space convolution: Using the identity,

1 =d& 6(8a — a,rs) A& (&b — &pors) (6.9)

and shifting the momenta as in eq. (6.5), the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with & = 2)
can be written as the convolution,

dpmix+2({P}ms x12;Pa + Do) = /dfa d& dpm+x ({P}mix; Eaba + &pv) db11, 7P (Dr, Ds, €0, &), (6.10)

ith
s ddpr 2 ddps 9
dér1,rr(PrsPs,Ear &) = @r)aT o+ (py) @m)dT 04(P5) 0(&a — ars) 0(&b — &bors) - (6.11)

The limits of the &, and &, integrations are as in eq. (5.30). We note that the phase space measure
dérr rr(pr, s, &as &) can also be expressed in the following form,

dor1,rr(PrsPs; €ar §b) = dd3(Dr, Ps, K Do + Pv) T11,7F 018a(Sab — Sa(rs)) — §b(Sab — Sp(rs))] 5 (6.12)
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with the Jacobian X "y 1
Sab|SalSab — S + Sab — Sb(r:
Jin,rr = -2 ’ a(m)z Driab b (6.13)
m
The momentum K appearing in the three-particle phase space above is massive with K2 = £,£,545. Finally,

we note that the flux factor ®(p, - p») can be written in terms of mapped momenta as

(I)(ﬁa . ﬁb)
gagb '

where we have used eq. (6.9) to set &,.rs = & and &, s = &. Note that eq. (6.14) is formally identical to
eq. (5.33), although the precise meaning of the mapped momenta in these equations is different.

(pa - pp) = (6.14)

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space con-
volution, egs. (6.1) and (6.10), we write the integrated counterterm as

/ZNw(a)w(b;D(pa .pb)d¢m+X+2({P}m+x+2;pa +u) CLEF OO (pa, pus {D} s x 42)
- [ ()Tl owtomens) a
9 . ars (ars)bm+X ) >
where
[C{lﬂF(o,o)} @ doB, = /dﬁa d&, [C(ILEQF(O,O) (ga,gb;s)] A0 sy mtx (Pas> Do) - (6.16)

Here and below, the notation f2 indicates that the phase space integration is performed only over the two
unresolved emissions. Furthermore, exploiting the delta functions in eq. (6.9), the initial-state momenta
entering the Born cross section are written as p, = £,p. and pp = &pp and we introduced the integrated
counterterm

IFF(0,0) (477)2 e ’ 1
[Cars ’ (gaagb;g)} = Sab d(bII’FF(pTvavgaugb) é-agb 2
Se zams(sar + Sas — 57“3) (617)
wu(f(l;n;) A(((st)rs (xa,rs; Tr.as Ls,arSars Sass Srs; kj_a,rs, kj_r,a, kJ_s,a; g)f(xa,rm gagb) .
In order to evaluate {CéfSF(O’O)(@, &p; 5)} , we use the representation of the factorized phase space measure

in eq. (6.12) and exploit ki qrs - Pa = kira - Pa = klsa - Pa = 0 to perform the azimuthal integration by
passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions,

1(0) (0)

P(ars)'rs (xa,rsv Tr.ayLs,arSar; Sass Srss kLa,r& kLr,aa kls,a; 5) — P(mﬂs),»s (xa,rm Lr.ayLs,arSars Sass Srs; 5) )

see the discussion in appendix D.1. We then find

am? _\°
[Céff(o’o) (€as &b 8)] = (( g) 521;) /dfb:s(pmps, K;pa + ) Tr1,rF 0[8a(Sab — Sa(rs)) — &b(Sab — Sp(rs))]

§alp w(ars) (o) _
La,rs (Sar + Sas — Srs)Q W(a) P(GTS)TS (ma,rs, Lr,asTs,ar Sary Sass Srsi E)]'-(Ia’rs, gaé_b) :
(6.18)
In contrast to the case of the integrated single unresolved initial-final subtraction term [Cgf(o’o) (€a, Eb; 5)}

of eq. (5.36), this time the integration is no longer fully fixed by the delta functions in eq. (6.11).
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6.1.2 (CLBIE00)

ar,bs

Subtraction term: For initial-state partons a and b and final-state partons r and s we define the initial-
final, initial-final double collinear subtraction term as

1 1 ~(0)

[FIF(0,0) P(ar)'r(xa?r’ kLr,a; E)P((}i)g)s(-rb,sy kLs,b; g)

Car,bs (pavpb; {p}m+X+2) = (SWQSMQs)Q

La,rSar Lb,sSbs

(6.19)
0 A A ~ 2
X |Mgazﬂ)(bs),m+X (pavpr {p}m+X)’ f(xa,rxb,& fa,rsfb,rs) s

where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state partons r» and s and replacing
the initial-state partons a and b by partons of flavors (ar) and (bs) using the flavor summation rules in
eq. (5.2). The flavors of partons (ar) and (bs) are fixed by requiring that a = (ar) +r and b = (bs) + s, see
fig. 2. Clearly, the flavors of both initial-state partons in the reduced matrix element are generally different
from those in the original double real emission matrix element. The set of momenta entering the reduced
matrix element was defined in eq. (6.5), while the tree-level initial-final Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions

PO
te(rrri of eq. (5.20). Their explicit expressions are given in eqs. (D.23)—(D.26). The momentum fractions
and transverse momenta entering eq. (6.19) are defined by eqs. (3.8) and (3.14). Note that these definitions
are identical to the ones in the single unresolved initial-final collinear subtraction term of sec. 5.2.1 for the
(ar) pair, while the corresponding expressions for the (bs) pair are obtained by the simple relabeling of

a — b and r — s. Finally, the function F which appears in eq. (6.19) was defined in eq. (6.2), hence

La,rLh,s 2 (sab - STQ)(Sab - SSQ) ?
-F(xa,rxb,svga,rsfb,rs) = - : = . (620)

&a,rsEb,rs Sab(Sab — S(rs)Q + Srs)

In the double collinear p# || p¥, pl || p? configuration F(zq,2p s, &arsChrs) — 1, S0 the subtraction term
in eq. (6.19) is a correct regulator of the double real emission matrix element in this limit. The function
F(xarT,s,Earséprs) is included in eq. (6.19) in order to preserve the structure of internal cancellations
between the subtraction terms in all unresolved limits, see the discussion in sec. 7.2.2.

and ]5((1?5))5 are the same as those appearing in the single unresolved initial-final collinear subtraction

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
initial-state double collinear momentum mapping of sec. 6.1.1, where the appropriate phase space convo-
lution is also presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqgs. (6.10) and (6.19), we write the integrated counterterm as

1 IF,IF(0,0)
do,, ;Pa C.i ’ s Pbs m
LY Sy o bt + ) L i ()
a u2\° 2 0.0 (6.21)
| as IF,IF(0,0 B
- [%SE (sb) } (e ] @ dofansom max)
where
IF,IF(0,0 IF,IF(0,0 A
|:Car,bs ( ):| ® dJ?ar)(bs),erX = /dfa dgb [Car,bs ( )(6"” gb; E)} do—aT)(bS),m+X (pa7pb) . (622)
In eq. (6.22), we once again have p, = £,p, and P, = &pp and we introduced the integrated counterterm
a2 _\? 1 1
{Cii}fj(o’o)(ﬁa,fl};&)} = <( S) 321;) /d¢11,FF(mes,§a,§b)faﬁbm P
e a,roar Lb,s9bs (623)

(0
w(a) w(b) (ar)r(xa,ra klr,a; g)P((bs))s(xb,s, kls,b; 5)F(xa,rmb,57 fafb) .
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IF,IF(0,0)

ar-bs (€a,&p; €) |, we use the representation of the factorized phase space measure

In order to evaluate [C
in eq. (6.12) and exploit k1, ¢-Po = 0 and k| 5 -pp = 0 to perform the azimuthal integration by passing to the
(Ta kiraie) = PO (24,,:¢) and P((li))s(mb,mkj_s,b;E) -

azimuthally averaged splitting functions, P((L?T))T (ar)r
P((l?s))s(xb#; €), given in egs. (D.27)—(D.30). We then find

4m)? _\?
Cii}){SF(O,O) (gaa fb; €)j| = (( ;T) SZb) /d¢3(prap87 K;pa +pb) jII,FF 6[§a(sab - Sa(rs)) - Sb(sab - Sb(rs))]

1 1 w(ar) w(bs)

p
Za,rSar Tb,sSbs w(a) w(b)

(ar

)T(ma,rQ S)P((l?s))s(xb,SQ E)F(xa,rxb,sa gagb) :
(6.24)

X fagb

Similarly to the case of the integrated triple collinear subtraction term [Céff(o’o) (€a, p; 5)} of eq. (6.18),

the integration is not fully fixed by the delta functions in eq. (6.11).

6.2 Double soft-type subtraction terms

6.2.1 SO0

Subtraction term: For two final-state partons r and s, either two gluons or a same-flavor quark-
antiquark pair, we define the double soft subtraction term as follows,

ST(S;? (Pas Po; {P} g x 42) = (87TOésM26)2

1 o
x [8 >0 SIS NTT e Ty MG x s (B )|

Widrs (6.25)
1 0 ~ o~ ~ 2
-0 X s;w,s)TiTkwgb%W(pa,pb;{p}m+x>\},
i, k€IUF
i,k#r,s
and
SO0 (Das o {P} o x42) = (Brasp™)?

1 Sz 87+ 83,87, — 8318 83,87 S7..57. -~ - 2
« STTR Z ( ir°ks - zsslfr 1k°Ts Szzr is Slczr ks) TiTk|MEL(z,)7m+X(pmpb§{p}m+X)| )
i(rs)%k(rs) i(rs) k(rs)

(6.26)

where the reduced matrix elements are obtained by removing the final-state partons » and s. The set of
mapped momenta entering the reduced matrix elements is defined below in eq. (6.36). In eq. (6.25), the
eikonal factors Sz (r) and Sj;(s) are again written in terms of mapped hard momenta as in eq. (5.42),

ik 28317 . . . .

S (r) = —*5-, Ssi(s) = , ik, j, e IUF, ik jl#rs. (6.27)

S}SSZS

The non-abelian two-gluon soft function in eq. (6.25) is given by (i,k € IUF, i,k # r,s)
7 =~ sz |1 — 1 (s 8s:7
ks 1 SisSkr € *SSE'O')(T, s)| — Sik ’ (6.28)
8 ik 8"'58;(7‘3)81}(7‘5)

) s
S;i(r,s) = SSE'O')(’/‘, s)+4-
b ik Sz(rs)sfc(rs) S%S
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where
S (rs) = S(s) (st (r) + Sgy(r) = 5;1;(7“)) (6.29)

is the form of S;; (7, s) in the strongly-ordered limit (gluon s is much softer than gluon r). Note that for
i =k, eq. (6.28) does not vanish. In fact,

~ S~ ]_—

S(ry) = 85EB L=

s%(rs) Srs

(6.30)

We note that in the color-singlet case (m = 0), all sums in egs. (6.25) and (6.26) run only over the
two initial-state partons a and b. Moreover, the color-charge algebra is trivial, since color conservation
(T, + T, =0) implies

T? =T} =T?

ini» TU«Tb = _Ti2ni (631)
and

(T.Ty, T.Ty} =2 (T%,)" . (6.32)

Thus, in the color-singlet case, we find

S(O’so)(pa»PbQ {Ptxi2) = (87’(0[5/1,28)2

- 1 1 - s 2
{8+ 5| Sia(r:5) = 5 (Sia9) + 83509 | O S TEAME s ()0

(6.33)
and
S0 (pas pi {P} x+2) = —(8masp™)’
2 SarSips + SasSj, — SziSrs  SarSas  SipSis o 2 (6.34)
X TTR b : lj b ) - bg : Tizni|M((1?)),X(paapb;{p}X)| :
5rs Sa(rs)Sp(rs) Sa(rs)  Si(rs)
Momentum mapping: The double soft mapping,
Sre yx  ~ [~
Srs + (Pas Po; AP}y x12) = (Pa Db {D}my x) (6.35)
is defined as (r,s € F),
Dl = ArsPly s
=t I
by = )‘7'sp y
’ ’ (6.36)

ph=AP P P,  nmeF, n#r,

P = AP, P)¥, pk
where A(P, P)* is the proper Lorentz transformation of eq. (5.24) that takes the massive momentum P*
into a momentum P* of the same mass, where

Pl = (pa+po) = pi =ps PP =(Ba+5)" = Ars(Pa +po)" - (6.37)
The value of A, is fixed by requiring that P2 = P2,
Ay = \/1 _ 29Q | Srs (6.38)
Sab Sab

Clearly this mapping is simply a generalization of the single soft mapping of eq. (5.44). As in the single soft
case, eq. (6.36) can be used in the presence of massive final-state particles as well as in the color-singlet
case. Moreover, in the p¥ — 0, p¥ — 0 limit we have \,; — 1 which implies Pt — Pt Then, the
Lorentz transformation becomes the identity and we obtain the p¥ — 0, p¥ — 0 double soft kinematic
configuration.
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Phase space convolution: Using the identity,
_d'K
- (@2n)d

with 64 (K2 — Sap+ S(rs)0 — Srs) = 04 (K? — A2 sap), the (m+ X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with
k = 2) can be factored on partons r and s and momentum K through the convolution formula,

(27r)d(5(d) (K +pr +Ds — pa—pp) AK? 0, (K? — 545 + 5(rs)Q — Srs) s (6.39)

dK?
d¢m+x+2({p}m+x+2;pa+pb)z/ o ddmsx (Pas - - > P2, 0x3 K) dds(pr, ps, Kipa +pp) . (6.40)

Inserting then the identity,
1=dNd(A = Ars), (6.41)

and exchanging the momenta {p,} and px with the momenta {p,} and px through the mapping of
eq. (6.36) lets us write the convolution in eq. (6.40) as,

Amax

- Sa
Admt x+2({P}max2; Patpe) = / AA A+ x ({P}ma x5 Apatpe)) 717)\ dos(pr,ps, K;pat+py), (6.42)

Amin

where momentum K is massive with K2 = \2s,;, and the integration limits are given in eq. (5.51). Finally,
we note that the flux factor ®(p, - py) written in terms of mapped momenta reads

q)(ﬁa ) ﬁb)
A2 ’

where we have exploited eq. (6.41) to set A5 = A. Notice that eq. (6.43) is formally the same as eq. (5.52),
however the precise meaning of the mapped momenta is different in the two equations.

P(pa - pp) = (6.43)

Integrated subtraction term for double soft gluon emission: Using the definitions of the subtrac-
tion term and the phase space convolution, egs. (6.25) and (6.42), we write the integrated counterterm for
double soft gluon emission as

1
LV Sty om e s (P on £ IS o (hxo)
N 2y °72 (6.44)
_ | % B (0,0) B
{QWSE (sab> } ( [Sgg ] ®da“b’m+X) ’
where
s00) gaot o~ [ an [k S [se0me] ™ a7 A0S, ik (o)
99 abm+X — 3 99 5 ik, LjLeyAd0qy my x (PayPo
min i,_kk,j,_ezeéuF
. P o (6.45)
- Z Z [Sg?q)O) ()\’ E):| CATideUEb,m#»X (ﬁavﬁb)
izkkeéuF

The initial-state momenta entering the Born cross sections in eq. (6.45) are p, = Ap, and pp = Apy (using
the delta function in eq. (6.41)) and we have introduced the integrated counterterms

0.0 (k30 ((4m)? ) Sab \3
[Sgg’ (A;E)} =" s /d¢>3(p7-,ps,K;pa +p) A7 (r)Si(s) (6.46)
(i,k) 47)2 2 Sy
[85%70)(A’ E):| = << S) Sib) /d(b?)(prapsa K;pa + pb) 7bA3S;’;(T7 S) . (647)
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Of course, for color-singlet production, we only need to evaluate eqs. (6.46) and (6.47) for ¢, 7, k, £ = a,b.
Using egs. (6.31) and (6.32), in the color-singlet case eq. (6.45) becomes

{SEJ%O)] ® dafb,x = /

Amin

+ ;< (S50 ()] - 3 (S50 0:2)]

Amax

(ab,ab)
a{ [so0se] 1,
6.48
(a,a) (6.48)

) {S%O)(A?E)} )CA}T?nidafb,X(paapb)-

Integrated subtraction term for double soft quark-antiquark emission: Using the definitions
of the subtraction term and the phase space convolution, egs. (6.26) and (6.42), we write the integrated
counterterm for double soft quark-antiquark emission as

1
. (0,0) .
/2Nw(a)w(b)<1>(pa 'pb) d¢m+X+2({p}m+X+27pa +pb)8rq55 (pavpbv {p}m+X+2)

o 12 €12 (6.49)
| as (0,0) B
= [271_55 <3ab> } ( |:Sqtf ] ®d0ab,m+X) )
where
(0,0 B Ame 0,0 (ik) B -
[Sqq } ®@dogy mix = dA Z |:Sq¢7 ()\§5)} TRT i Txdo gy i x (Pas o) - (6.50)
Amin i,k€IUF
i,k#r,s
Once more, the initial-state momenta are p, = Ap, and p, = App and we introduced the integrated
counterterm
(k) a2\’ Sab
[Sf;%’o)(/\w)] = <( S) 82b> /d¢3(prvpsaK;pa + o) 7)\3
€
(6.51)
i (Si'rsl}s + SisSir — SikSrs _ SirSis Sl%?“‘%cs)
2 N ~ 2 2 :
Srs Si(rs)sk(rs) Si(rs) Sfc(rs)

In the color-singlet case, we need to evaluate eq. (6.51) only for i, k = a,b and exploiting eq. (6.31) we find

{Sg%o)} ® dog, x = —2/

Amin

Amax

} (a,b)

a [S5" o) TRT2d0, x (e, 1) (6.52)

6.2.2 (CIFFSO0

ars

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and final-state partons r» and s which can be either
two gluons or a same-flavor quark-antiquark pair, we define the triple collinear-double soft overlapping
subtraction term as follows,

CIFFS(O’O) 2CIFFS(O)

ars ©rs (pa’pb; {p}m+X+2) = (8770[&“‘26) ars Prs (xd,T‘sv Lr,asLs,ar Sars Sasy Srs; 5)

S : (6.53)
X Tg‘Mz(z%),m+X (paapb; {p}m-l-X)

9

where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state partons r and s, while the

set of mapped momenta is defined in eq. (6.36). The function Cgffsﬁ? (Ta,rss Tra, Ts,as Sar» Sass Srs; €) I
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eq. (6.53) depends on the flavors of partons r and s. When both r and s are gluons, we have
4
SarSasTr.als,a
(1—¢) (SarTsa — SasTra)? 1 4 1 1 2
( )%

5 — _
Sa(rs)Srs Sa(rs)Srs (xr,d + $s,d) Sa(rs)Srs a(rs)Sar xr,d(zr,d + ms,&)

IFF ¢(0 . _ 2
C S( ) (x&,rs;xr,&vxs,&vs&rasfzsvsrsas) - Ta

argsSg-"TgSg

+ Cha

Tra+ Ts,a Tr,a

1 1 1 1 1
- 4 b Ve,
Sa(rs)Sas xr,a(mr,& + xs,&) SarSrs \Ts,a Tra+ Ts,a
(6.54)

while for a same-flavor quark-antiquark pair we find

2 1 (S&rxs,fz - S&sxr,&)Q
[ - 2} . (6.55)

IFF 0 . —
C S( ) (x&,rs;xr,&vxs,&vsdrvsdsvsrsas) =1TRr
Lr.a + Ts,a Sd(rs)srs (Jf‘r,é + xs,&)

arqysdPresg
e e Sa(rs)Srs

The momentum fractions g s, T, g and =, are defined by eq. (3.10).

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
double soft momentum mapping of sec. 6.2.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also pre-
sented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (6.42) and (6.53), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
2 (6.56)
Qs .U2 : IFFg(0,0) B
= %SE ?b ( {Cars Srs’ ] ®daab,m+X>’
where \
[CLrrs ] ot o = [ ax [CHFSSY 050)] dof g s (6.57)
Once more, in the Born cross section p, = Ap, and p, = Ap, and the integrated counterterm is defined as
(47‘1’)2 2 Sab
Cars SO (X }z( ) /d v Doy K pa+ pp) ==X
[ ars Prs ( 5) SE Sab ¢3(p b p pb) T (658)
X Cif;Fsﬁg) (:E&,r& Lr,ayLs,ayrSary Sasy Srs E)Ti .

6.2.3 (CIHIFG0.0

ar,bs

Subtraction term: For initial-state partons a and b and final-state gluons r and s, we define the double
collinear-double soft overlapping subtraction term as follows,'”

2 2 0 I ~ 2
12— TM, o s s )5 (659

IF,IF
C S(0,0) 2
Sarlr.a Sl;sxs,b

ar,bs ©rs (pavpb; {p}m+X+2> = (SWQS/LQE)Q

where the reduced matrix element is yet again obtained by dropping the final-state partons r and s and
the set of mapped momenta is given in eq. (6.36). The momentum fractions z,; and z_; are defined by
eq. (3.8).

15Note that the double soft quark-antiquark subtraction term Sﬁg’so,) in eq. (6.26) does not have a leading singularity in the

q
P4 || o, pl) || P& double collinear limit.
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Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
double soft momentum mapping of sec. 6.2.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also pre-
sented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (6.42) and (6.59), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
/QN S e o2 Phmixs2ipa + PCLT S0 PP (P x 42)
) (6.60)
Qg ,u2 : IF,IF g(0,0) B
- %SE Siab ( |:Car,bs Srs, i| ® daab,m+X> ’
where N
(CIRTSO0] @ dof, i x = A A [C SO0 €)] doB, 1 (B ) (6.61)
As before, p, = Ap, and pp = App and the integrated subtraction term is defined as
41)? 2 Sab 2 2
CIFIFG0,0) (. } _ ( e /d s Dss K Da 2ab 43 T? T2 . 6.62
|: arbs Ors ( ,E) SE Sab (b?)(p yDsy 15D, +pb) T Sartra asgsxsj, b ( )

7 Subtraction terms for iterated single unresolved emission

In this section, we provide the explicit definitions of all subtraction terms entering .Agg), which was defined
in sec. 4.3.

7.1 Final-state collinear limit of double collinear-type subtractions
711 CLEFO0cEF

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and final-state partons r and s, we define

;11

CIFF(0,0)
Srs Ta,isSary (7.1)

ars C?"F:;F(paapb; {p}m+X+2) = (871-&5#26)

X PES g ks Ko T Lo B €)M on gy e (P D03 i x)|
where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state partons r and s and replacing
the initial-state parton a with a parton of flavor (ars) using the flavor summation rules of eq. (5.2) and
requiring that a = (ars) + r + s, see fig. 3. Hence, the flavor of the initial-state parton involved in the
splitting is generally different in the original double real emission matrix element and in the reduced matrix
element. The set of mapped momenta entering the reduced matrix element is defined below in eq. (7.5). The
strongly-ordered initial-final-final splitting functions for the a — a+ (rs) — a+r+ s splitting, Eﬁl;?l,
be obtained from the corresponding final- state strongly-ordered splitting functions introduced in ref. [10]
and recalled in egs. (D.55)—(D.60) by the crossing relation discussed in appendix D.2, see eq. (D.61). The
splitting function is labeled with the flavor (ars) of the initial-state parton in the reduced matrix element
and the flavors r and s of the final-state partons. In particular, the last two indices correspond to those of the
strongly-ordered pair. The momentum fractions entering eq. (7.1) are defined by egs. (3.4) and (3.8). The

can
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various transverse momenta are defined as follows. First, &'}, _ is defined as in eq. (3.13), with coefficients
given in egs. (5.3) and (5.4) with the relabeling i — r and 7 — s. Hence, k', , is orthogonal to both p¥,
and (pa + pp)*. Note that k1, s appears in egs. (D.55)-(D.60) only in the invariant s;, = 2p; - ki, or
squared as k7, ,, but never with a free index to be contracted with the factorized matrix element. After
PO

crossing parton ¢ to the initial state, (ars)rs

will depend on the invariant sar,, , = 2pa - k1, s. This is of
note, because kj‘_r < is not orthogonal to the parent momentum ﬁ{j in the factorized matrix element. Hence,
whenever it would appear in the strongly ordered splitting function of ref. [10] with open indices'®, it is
replaced by k" L which is orthogonal to pa by construction,

kirs: h
kJ_'r s kﬁl_ns - M(pa +pb)# . (72)

Pa * (Pa + Po)
Such a modification was justified in detail in ref. [57] (see their appendix D.1) for the case of final-state

splitting and the arguments presented there remain valid also after crossing. Finally, kifs 4 is given by
eq. (3.14).

Momentum mapping: The IF-FF iterated momentum mapping is defined by the successive application
of the final-state single collinear momentum mapping of eq. (5.6) and the initial-state single collinear
momentum mapping of eq. (5.22),

II,F
II,F crr o ab . 2 2 (A
Coir © O (P s P} x42) == (Bas o3 {BYm x41) = (D D03 {D Y x) - (7.3)

Specifically, we first define the set of momenta (pa,Po; {P}m 4 x41) via the CEF mapping of eq. (5.6)

pg (1 - ars)pa )
pb =(1- am‘)pb )

ﬁﬂs :pﬁf +p§ - ars(pa +pb)#a (7.4)
ﬁﬁng, n€F7 71757“75,
Py =,

with a,s given in eq. (5.7) with the relabeling ¢ — r and r — s. Then, the set (ﬁa,ﬁb;{ﬁ}m+x) is
constructed using the CI;;; mapping of eq. (5.22), starting from the momenta in eq. (7.4),

ﬁg = g&,ﬁﬁg )
A e
Dy = & D

. o (7.5)
ph = A(P, P)* p, neF, n#rs,
P = AP.PY, i
where A(ZAD7 [f’)*‘u is the proper Lorentz transformation in eq. (5.24), while
PP = (po + po)* — Pl pr = (Pa + Do)" = (€asPa + & Do) = (1 = ars) (SaiaPa + & mp0)" - (7.6)

The quantities &; ~ and §; - are computed as in eq. (5.26) but with hatted momenta, i.e., with the

replacement p, — Da, Do — Db, @ — Q= Pa + Py and p. — Prs. Notice that we use the double hat notation
to indicate that the final set of momenta are obtained via the successive application of two collinear-type
mappings.

16 The strongly ordered triple collinear splitting functions as originally derived in [10] naturally depend only on two transverse
momenta: the one of the two partons that constitute the strongly ordered pair and the one of the strongly ordered pair with
respect to the third parton.
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Phase space convolution: Using the appropriate convolution formulae for the two mappings, egs. (5.11)
and (5.28), we obtain the following representation of the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with
k=2),

Aot x+2({Phmy x42iPa + 1) =

= [ da [ s désddme (B (1 - )Eapa + Ep0)A0110 (o ) 520001 s ).
o (7.7)

where d¢;; r is defined by eq. (5 29) and K = p,s + a(ps + pp). The limits for the « integration are the
same as in eq. (5.12), while the §a and fb integrations run from 0 to 1 with the constraints

IR M?

(€ab)min = 1= a)sm’ ((ap)max = 1. (7.8)

Finally, the flux factor ®(p, - pp) can be written in terms of the mapped momenta as follows,

1 a)ed (79)

(b(pa 'pb> =

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space con-
volution, egs. (7.1) and (7.7), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N dém . Do + py) CIEFOOCFF () 01
/2 w(a)w(b)®(pa - po) Omixt2({Phnsx2iPa + 1) (Pas Po; {P} s x +2)

), (7.10)
[z ()] ([eteroncts] o aotpmen).

where

[C(Ilst(O7O)CT}';F:| ®da(E§1rs)b,m+X = /da /déa déb [Cést(O,O)CfSF(a7éaaéb;5) daars)hm—i—X(ﬁavﬁb) .
(7.11)

The initial-state momenta in the Born cross section are ﬁa =(1- a)fapa and ﬁb =(1- a)ébpb and we
defined the integrated counterterm,

IFF(0,0) ~FF g (47T)2 e ? L2 2\ STsQ
|:Cars ’ Crs (a7£a7§b;5>:| = S Sab dd)II,F(pTSagavgb)?ddb(pﬂps;K)

gr 2 (7.12)
1— )2, . ) )
X ( a) g gb W(GTS)P(C)’(O)(ZTS;kJ_rsyk'J_rsax& 7%7kL7% [zapa;g)-
SrsTa,rsSars {JJ((Z) (ars)rs ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
In order to evaluate [CgiF ©, O)CFF(a7£a,éb; 5)}, we exploit that IA@_T’S -ﬁa =kima -ﬁa = 0 and perform

the azimuthal integration by passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions,'”

H(C),(0 7 ~ C),(0
P((ar)s)(ri(zr’s’ klrs,kirs, La,rs, kLFs,&apay ) — P((ar)s)(n)q (Zr,m La,75y Sakr s 5) >

17 As noted above, k 1rs ﬁa # 0, so the integration of terms involving sax . requires care. Nevertheless, the free indices
can all be treated in the usual way, through azimuthal averaging. '
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see the discussion in appendix D.2. After azimuthal integration, the phase space measure d¢rr p(Prs, {Ca, éb)
is fully fixed by the delta functions in eq. (5.29) and we have (with an obvious relabeling of eq. (5.39))

dér1,r(Brs, €as Eb)

LS dQus g GA0 -2 -] TAE0 L) . sz
_&Q%Qd@wmﬁ%gl @6 ] Gty o S =)
(7.13)
Then, using s.; = (1 — a)?sqp, we find
[CLEFOO0EF (o, fosdiie)] = UE skt [ abatpepes ) 220 - 0yt
) (7.14)

xl&&a—&xkiﬁlseﬁu+&&> L wlars) peyo

£ £ s N Zr,sy La, 75y Sak rs1€)s
(§a + &) (€a+&)?  SrsTassars w(a) (arayrsl 113 )

where we have used the delta functions in eq. (7.13) to perform the integrations over &; = and &; ~. This

implies that 5 = and sam in eq. (7.14) above are understood to be expressed with £, and éb. In particular,

we find 29 R -
o(1— 1-
Sars = (1 — a)QSGbM, Sjm = (1 — a)zsabM , (7.15)
at& Ca+ &
which implies o
Ty, 75 = SaSb - (7.16)

7.2 Initial-state collinear limit of double collinear-type subtractions
7.2.1  CLEFOO¢cir

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and final-state partons r and s, we define
CIFF(0,0)cIF

s (Pas Do {D} iy x 42) = (8masp™)?

Ta,sSasTa,rSar

P((g);§?38)5<xa,sv kJ_S,(M icJ.s,am Ta, 7y klf',&;ﬁr; 5)

0 A 2 2
X |Mgals)bﬂn+x(pa,pb; (DY) Fl@as €aiyn) s
(7.17)

where once again, the reduced matrix element is obtained by dropping the final-state partons r and s and
replacing the initial-state parton a by a parton of flavor (ars), given by the flavor summation rules of
eq. (5.2) such that @ = (ars) +r + s, see fig. 3. Thus, the flavor of the initial-state parton involved in
the splitting is generally not the same in the original double real emission matrix element and the reduced
matrix element. The momenta entering the reduced matrix element are defined below in eq. (7.23). The

strongly-ordered initial-final-final splitting functions for the a — (as)+r — a+s+r splitting, f’((gn)(;)(?zs)s, can
be obtained from the corresponding final-state strongly-ordered splitting functions introduced in ref. [10]
and recalled in egs. (D.55)—(D.60) by the crossing relation discussed in appendix D.2, see eq. (D.62). The
strongly-ordered splitting function is indexed by the flavors of the initial-state partons (ars) and (as), as
well as the final-state parton s. Once more, the last two indices correspond to those of the strongly-ordered
pair. The momentum fractions entering eq. (7.17) are defined by eq. (3.8), while the transverse momenta
are defined as follows. First, k|, and ks ; are given by eq. (3.14). Then, since the mapping in eq. (7.23)
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is such that ﬁa is related to p, by a simple rescaling, k|, is also orthogonal to ﬁa. Hence we can simply
set

Ko =Ky, (7.18)
Finally, the function F in eq. (7.17) is defined as in eq. (6.2), so that we find

N s.5(8a0 — $7Q) 2
]—"(%,mﬁa,ff@);)Z( o ) = <W> : (7.19)

€a,7&p 7 $aQ(Sag ~ 5:0)
This function must be included in eq. (7.17) for two reasons. On the one hand, it is needed in order to
reproduce the p# || p# collinear behavior of the triple collinear subtraction term cLEF©.0) o eq. (6.1).

Indeed, it is easy to see that in this limit, the F(zq s, &qa,rs€p,rs) function in eq. (6.3) does not go to one.

However, it is not difficult to show that When ph || p¥, the values of F (x4, &a,#§; ») and F(Ta,rs, a,rséo,rs)

approach the same limit. Hence CifrF ©.0) CI Fin eq. (7.17) is a correct regulator of the triple collinear

subtraction term Cgst ©0 i1 the ph || p¥ collinear limit. On the other hand, F(x4,#,&a,#; ) also plays

a role in cancelling an unphysical singularity, this time associated with the vanishing of z;  inside the
double real emission phase space. Using egs. (D.55)—(D.60), one can check that this subtraction term
contains at most factors of 1 /:ra #» S0 the spurious singularities may be canceled by including the factor
of F(za,,8a,7&,,;) in eq. (7.17). We note in passing that as ply || pl, we find f(m@}%,fd,fgl;f) — 1, and

CigF(O’O)CgF correctly regulates the single unresolved subtraction term CIF(O 9 in this limit.

Momentum mapping: The IF-IF iterated momentum mapping is defined by successive application of
the initial-state single collinear momentum mapping of eq. (5.22),
I1,F I1,F

II,F I1,F . ab,s PPN PN ab,» 22 2
¢ o Cab e 0 (Pas o AP s x42) 2% (Pas Po; {P Yt x+1) =5 (Pas Poi 1P}t x) - (7.20)

ab,r

Specifically, we first define the set of momenta (pa,pp; {P},,4x,1) Via the Cab . Mmapping,

Pl = &a,sPh s
15,; = €b7sps ) (7 21)
= A(P,P), p, neF, n#s, ’

P = AP PY", p
where A(P, P)”V is the proper Lorentz transformation in eq. (5.24) and
Pt =(po+pp)* —p, PP =(pa+po)" = (€asPa + Eb,sP0)" (7.22)
with &, and &, defined by eq. (5.26) with the relabeling » — s. Then, the set (Pa,pb; {P}msx) I8
constructed using the Ci;f mapping of eq. (5.22), starting from the momenta in eq. (7.21),
Dl = €apl

Ab = fé,f-ﬁg )
R (7.23)

where now

pr = (Pa + Pu)!" — P, P# (pa erb) (Ed,fﬁa + 5;;,;1%)” = (fflfga,spa + fi,fgb,spb)u . (7.24)
The quantities £, » and ; , are computed as in eq. (5.26) but with hatted momenta, i.e., with the replace-
ment pg — Pa, Po — Db, @ = Q = Po + Pp and p. — Pr.
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Phase space convolution: Using the convolution formula for the initial-state single collinear mapping,
eq. (5.28), we obtain the following representation of the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with
k=2),

ddm+x+2({P}msx 423 Pa + b)) =

o ) . . L (7.25)
= /dfa dép /dfa A&y ddm+ x ({P}mrx: CalaPa + &&opv) A1, 7 (Br, Eayr &) dbrr, 7 (s, Ear &) »

where d¢rr p is defined by eq. (5.29). The limits of integration for £, and &, are the same as in eq. (5.30),
while the &, and &, integrations run from 0 to 1 with the constraints

A M? IR
min — © - max — 1. 7.26
(gagb) gafbsab (ﬁagb) ( )
Finally, the flux factor ®(p, - pp) can be written in terms of the mapped momenta as follows,
(I)(Iga . ]517)
D(pa - py) = Lo L) (7.27)
gagbgafb

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space con-
volution, egs. (7.17) and (7.25), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N g a2 Pa+ py) CLEFOOCIF iy
/2 D@D, pr) ¥ +2(Phmsx2iPa ¥ o) (P2 (P}t x 1)

a p2\° 2 (7.28)
— | = s IFF(0,0) ~IF B
2. (2) (o] o).
where
[CLEFOONCIE] @ dof, i x
o o o (7.29)
= / dé, gy / déa déy [CEEFOOCIE (€0, 6, €0,632)| ATy s (s B0)
Above, the initial-state momenta appearing in the Born cross section are given by ﬁa = {afapa and

Dy = &&ppp and we introduced the integrated counterterm,

2 2 o £
(4;,7) 82;;) /d¢11,F(ﬁr,§a7§b)d¢II,F(ps,§a7§b)m§a§A

CégF(O’O)Cég(Eaagbaéaaéb;6):| = (

a,sSasTa,rSar

w(ars) PO

X (@) (ars)(as)s (Tass KLlsar KLsas Tai kira, bri€)F (Tam Sa.i 7) -
(7.30)
In order to evaluate CégF(O’O)Céf(@, &, éa, éb; 5)], we exploit that I%J_S’a -ﬁa =kira ~]§a = 0 and perform

the azimuthal integration by passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions,'®

p((acr)s()%s)s(%,s, K Lsar ks Tai kiraDri€) — P((lg)s()o()as)s(%,s, Tap, Siky, 03 €)

18The transverse momentum, kis . appears in the integrand in the invariant spx _ and the integration of the corre-
, .

sponding terms once more requires care. However, the free indices can all be treated in the usual way, through azimuthal
averaging.
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see the discussion in appendix D.2. After azimuthal integration, the phase space measures dérr, (s, &as Ep)

and doérr,r(pr, £a,&) are fully fixed by the delta functions in eq. (5.29) as in eq. (5.39) (with appropriate
relabeling when necessary) and we can write the complete integration measure appearing in eq. (7.30)
above as

S \? do A s ;-
8;) g dgy e dy sy s ¢

dorr,r(ps: €as &) APr1, 7 (Dr, g‘“ éb) - ( Qa2 Qq-

(€a + &) (La +&)2 (€ + &)2 (a + &)
X 8(€are = £a)0(&,s — &)0(8ar — €a)0(&5 0 — &) -

Then, using s.; = &4,58p,s5ab, We find

x {fagbu — )1~ E?)} Gl (1466) léaébu -~ - é&)] CLb(1+4E) (T3

242 2 2)77F ¢3¢3 3 £2 >N
CIFFOOCIF (e ¢ ¢ ¢ o) = 452 |:§a£b(]- — &)1 - fb)} €aSiy (1 + &abp) | Cabp(l —&a)(1 — &)
R e e e GTar | G+ér

5251, (14 £.6) 1 w(ars) ()0
(fa —+ fb) La,sSasTa,rSar w(a) (ars)(as)s

(xa sy La, iy ST‘kJ_S o’ )-/—:(xd,’ﬁa éaéb) 5
(7.32)

where we have used the delta functions in eq. (7.31) to perform the integrations over &, s, & s as well as
&a,» and & .. Thus, s4s, Tas, Sar and a3 » are all understood to be expressed with &,, &, fa and §b in
eq. (7.31). In particular, s,s and z, s are given by egs. (5.37) and (5.38) after a trivial r — s relabeling. The

corresponding relations for s;» and x4 can be obtained through a straightforward, if somewhat tedious
calculation and we find

A L0-8) . G0-8) -4
Sar = gagb Sab—> 7 5 &) ) gagb Sab—7 7 § gb ( . )

and . . R N . R
Tag = fa(ga + gb) - gaﬁb(l - fl?) — gafb(l — 52) ) (7.34)

fa (éa + éb)

Using this representation, it is not difficult to see that x5 » does in fact vanish at certain points inside the

double real emission phase space (i.e., x5 7 becomes zero for values of &, &, fa and éb that are strictly
greater than zero and less than one).

7.2.2 CEIFO0cIr

as,br

Subtraction term: For initial-state partons a and b and final-state partons r» and s we define

IF,IF(0,0 1 0 5(0
Cas br ( )CIF(pavpbv {Plnyx12) = (8magu®)? P((az)s(xms’ K is,ai E)P((br))r(‘TB k5 53€)
Ta,sSasTh 3 Spp ; ;
(0) N 2 2
x |M(as)(br),m+X (pa’pb; {p}m+X)| ‘F(IE,W géfﬁiyﬂﬁ) ’
(7.35)

where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state partons r and s and replacing
the initial-state partons a and b by partons of flavors (as) and (br). The flavors of partons (as) and (br)
are fixed by requiring that a = (as) + s and b = (br) + r as in fig. 2. The set of mapped momenta entering
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the reduced matrix element is defined in eq. (7.23). The tree-level initial-final Altarelli-Parisi splitting
functions are given in egs. (D.23)—(D.26), while the momentum fractions and transverse momenta entering
eq. (7.35) are defined by egs. (3.8) and (3.14). Finally, the function F in eq. (7.35) is given in eq. (6.2), so

that , )
F(x, 00,063 5) = <xb> = <W> : (7.36)

SREIN 50 (550 — 570)
In fact, F(x; ;,a,7&; ) is the same as the function F (x4, a,7&; ;) appearing in eq. (7.19), up to a @ <> b

ii},ﬂF(O’O)Céf in eq. (7.35) is a

of eq. (6.19) (with r and s exchanged).

Indeed in the p# || pt limit, the F(zq sTp.r, &a,rsép,rs) function in Cii’blf(o’o) (see eq. (6.20) with r and s
exchanged) does not go to one. However, it is straightforward to show that its value coincides with the
value of F(z; ;,&a,r; ;) in this limit. On the other hand, the inclusion of F(zj ;,&a,7&; ) in eq. (7.35) is
necessary to cancel the unphysical singularity due to the vanishing of T . inside the double real emission

IFJF(O,O)CIF
as,br as

exchange, and serves the same role. On the one hand, it ensures that C
IF,TF(0,0)

proper regulator of the double collinear subtraction term C, ;.

N

phase space. We also note that in the py || pf* limit we have F(z; ., 7§, .) — 1, and C

correctly regulates the single unresolved subtraction term Cif(o’o) in this limit.

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
IF-IF iterated momentum mapping of sec. 7.2.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also
presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, egs. (7.25) and (7.35), we write the integrated counterterm as

1 IF,IF(0,0) 5T F
d ; C e ;
LNW(G)W(b)é(pa pb) ¢77L+X+2({p}m+X+23pa +pb) as,b'r‘ as (pa7pba {p}7n+x+g)
o 12\ o0 (7.37)

| IF,IF(0,0) ~IF B

- LWSE <sb> } ([eam" Y cir] © dofum,mex)

where
IF,IF(0,0) ~NIF B
|:Cas,br Cas:| ®d0(ar)(bs),m+X

(7.38)

= / dé, d&, / dé, dé, [Cii’lfrF(o’O)Cif (fmgb:éméb;g)} A0 (o) bryamt x (Pas D) -

Once again, the initial-state momenta in the Born cross section are ﬁa = faéapa and ﬁb = fbébpb and we
introduced the integrated counterterm,

rof 47)? 2 e s 66
Fif’éﬁﬂ&ﬂbéf(&@fbvga’fb?g)] - (“2 Sab /d¢II,F(pr>§aa£b) dorr,r(Ps, €as &) _ Sobbbad
| S La,sSasTp #Spp
w(as) w(br) o A (D
8 w(a) w(b) P((a-z)s(x“vs’klsaa;g)P((br))r(xz;,w ks pie)F (@0 8am & 0) -
(7.39)
In order to evaluate [Cii,bITF(O,O)Cgf (€a &b, [ 5)}7 we exploit that ks, o = kia -pp = 0 and perform

the azimuthal integration by passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions, ]5((22)8(33&75, klsa€) —
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P((gs))s(xa7s, e) and P(br)r(asw,kJ_M, g) = P((br))r(xwge), see eqs. (D.27)—(D.30). After azimuthal integra-

tion, the phase space measures d¢rr r(ps, €a, &) and dorr p(Dr, &a, éb) are fully fixed by the delta functions
in eq. (5.29) as in eq. (5.39) (with appropriate relabeling when necessary) and we can write the complete
integration measure appearing in eq. (7.39) above as in eq. (7.31). Then, using s,; = &4,s&p,s5ab, We find

R R |

E(1-)1-) 781+ [Laa -2 -]
(Ea+ &)2 (€a+&)? (€a + &b)2

282(1+ &, 1 b 2 ¢
flﬁ( Ag) = Ta,s 5054, 2557 C:((sz? L:a((f:))P (oo (P53 VP (5,552 F (5,5 £0o)

(7.40)

where the delta functions in eq. (7.31) have been used to perform the integrations over &, s, §b s as well as
&a,» and 513,?‘ Hence, in eq. (7.31), Z4.s, Sas, T 4 and s;, are all expressed in terms of &, &, fa and &, In
particular, s,s and z, s can be obtained from eqgs. (5.37) and (5.38) after a trivial » — s relabeling, while
the corresponding relations for s;, and T . are given in egs. (7.33) and (7.34) after the replacement a — b.
Because of this, it is evident that in addition to Tai, Tjp CAN also vanish inside the double real emission
phase space.

7.3 Soft-type limits of double collinear-type subtractions
7.3.1  ciiFO0s,

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a, final-state parton r and final-state gluon s we define

Cgst(07O)Ss(paapb; {Phnsx12) = (Brasp
1

0 0 2 2 2
X 7o) ~S~~P(( )) (-Ta ikira; € )‘Mga)r)b7m+x(pa7pb§{p}m+X)

25) P(S) (0)

(ar)rs (Ta,7ss Tr,a) Ts,a» SaFs Sass S7s; €)
9 (7.41)

)

where the reduced matrix element is defined by removing the final-state parton r and gluon s and replacing
the initial-state parton a by a parton of flavor (ar) such that a = (ar) 4 r, see fig. 2. The set of momenta
entering the reduced matrix element is defined below in eq. (7.45). In eq. (7.41), P((fg)r are once more the
tree-level initial-final Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions, whose explicit expressions are given in egs. (D.23)—
(D.26). Moreover, the initial-final-final soft functions P(( ))52) can be obtained from the corresponding
final-final-final soft functions introduced in ref. [10] and recalled here in egs. (D.63)—(D.67) by the crossing
relation discussed in appendix D.3, see eq. (D.69). The momentum fractions entering eq. (7.41) are defined
by egs. (3.8) and (3.10), while the transverse momentum k7 5 is given by eq. (3.14).

Momentum mapping: The IF-S iterated momentum mapping is defined by the successive application
of the single soft momentum mapping of eq. (5.44) and the initial-state single collinear momentum mapping
of eq. (5.22),

II,F
1I,F . . Ss /1~ ~ (=~ ab,# 22 (2
Caplr 095 PaPoi {PYmaxr2) = (Pas Poi {Plinsx+1) — (Pas Po; {P o x) - (7.42)
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Specifically, we first define the set of momenta (pa,ps; {P},,4x,1) Via the S5 mapping,

ﬁg = )“?p/(f )
S i
Py = AsPp »
- o (7.43)
pZ:A(Pap)uypnv TLGF, TL#S,
P = AP, P), pk
where A(P, P)“D is the proper Lorentz transformation in eq. (5.24) and
P! = (pa+pe) =k, P" = (Pa+Dp)" = As(pa + )", (7.44)

with A\, defined by eq. (5.46) with the relabeling r — s. Then, the set (pa, py; {fi}erX) is constructed using
the C’iérp mapping of eq. (5.22), starting from the momenta in eq. (7.43),

ﬁg = f&iﬁ'g ’
ﬁff = 55,7*-155 )
X - 2 (7.45)
ph = A(P, P)*, pr., neF, n#rT,
13& = A(P7P)Mup~g( )
where once again A(P, ~)“V is the proper Lorentz transformation in eq. (5.24), while
Pt = (o +p)" =Py PP = (Pa+Po)" = (aiba + & :50)" = As(Ea7Pa + & z00)" - (7.46)

The quantities &; 7 and & . are computed as in eq. (5.26) but with the tilded momenta of eq. (7.43), i.e.,

with the replacement p, — Pa, Py — P, @ = Q = Pu + Py and p, — pr. We use the tilde-hat notation to
indicate that the final set of momenta is obtained by applying first a soft mapping, followed by a collinear
one.

Phase space convolution: Using the appropriate convolution formulae for the two mappings, egs. (5.28)
and (5.50), we obtain the following representation of the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with
k=2),

ddm+x+2({P}ms x 12 Pa + Db) =

= [ an [ 606 b (15} A+ ) A011, 5 0r6) 22N Aol K + )
(7.47)

where d¢pr p is defined by eq. (5.29), while K is a massive momentum with mass K? = X254 The limits

of the A integration are given in eq. (5.51), while the éa and 51, integrations run from 0 to 1 with the

constraints )
- ~ M
(gafb)min = >\25ab P

Finally, the flux factor ®(p, - pp) can be written in terms of the mapped momenta as follows,

(éaé))max =1. (748)

(I)(ﬁa ) 51)) )

(I)(pa . pb) = )\25 éb (749)
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Integrated counterterm: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space convolution,
eqs. (7.41) and (7.47), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N dom m Pa + py) CLEFO0S (1 py:i {p}.
/ @)D pp) Ot X 2 Phmrxsaipe + 20) (as 23 P} s x12)

o p2\1°
[ ()T (ozrons] o)

(7.50)

where

Amax .
|:C(IL£‘9F OO)S :| ®d0—%3ar)b,m+X :A . dA /dga d&, {CifQF(OO (>‘ gaagba ) dO’ (ar)b, m+X(pa7pb) (751)

The initial-state momenta in the Born cross section are given by ]3a = /\éapa and ﬁb = Aé,,p,, and we define
the integrated counterterm

IFF(0,0) F 7 (47T)2 e ? -z 7\ Sab
|:Ca7s S ()\,ga,fb;f)} = ( g Sab> /d¢II,F(p7‘75aa§b)7d¢2(pS7K;pa +pb)

w(ar) PO
w(a) (ar)rs

Aggagb
La,rSar (752)

.\ plo) .
(Ta,is, Ti,as Ts,ar Sars Sas, Sis; 5)P(m.),.($d,7’7 kirase).

X

In order to evaluate [CiiF(O 0g ()\,éa,éb; E):|, we exploit that k75 -ﬁa = 0 and perform the azimuthal
integration by passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions P((az)r(x&j, kirae)— P((fg)r(x@f; €)

of egs. (D.27)(D.30). After azimuthal integration, the phase space measure do;s r(pr, €a, &) is fully fixed
by the delta functions in eq. (5.29) and can be written (with a trivial relabeling of eq. (5.39)) as

dér1,7 (Brs€as &)

_ S Ay e L&H(1-)01-8)| £&WH{£@ S(esn— £ ; (7.53)
872 Q-2 b ab (€0 + &) (&0 + &) '

We then find

Cgf:sF © O)S ()\75(1,51;;5) = 2(47T 1+8 d¢2 Ds, K Da +pb) oo —ATE [gagb(l . ga)(l : gb)]
[ ] S / (ga + gb) (7.54)

&2 1 1
E gb( + Eafb) W(ar) P(S)’(O) (xii Fos Tics Ls iy Siis Siis) Sis: E)P(O) (md = E) :
(Ca+&)2  Taisar w(a) (ar)rs A4 ’ ' (ar)r\Ta,

where we used that s;; = A s,4p and performed the integrations over &; 7 and 5,;7 - using the delta functions
in eq. (7.53). This means that in eq. (7.54) above, x; 7 and s are understood to be expressed with &,
and &,. In particular, we find

& (1 — €2)

sar = A2 o) g = N2y, S sl (7.55)
§at & ’ Ca+ &
which gives s
ZTg,7 = §alb - (7.56)
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7.3.2 CLEFODcrrs

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a, final-state parton r and final-state gluon s we define

22773
Card OCHE S (pas i {Phn x42) = (8magp®)? =T
1 o) " o , (757)
X P, (a7 k17,3 €) [ Mgy x Pas Db {PYmsx)|

Tg,7Sar

where again the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state parton r and gluon s and
replacing the initial-state parton a with a parton of flavor (ar), where a = (ar) 4+ r as in fig. 2. The
mapped momenta entering the factorized matrix element are given by eq. (7.45). In eq. (7.57), P((gg)r are
once again the tree-level initial-final Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions, whose explicit expressions are given
in egs. (D.23)-(D.26). The momentum fractions entering eq. (7.41) are defined by eqgs. (3.4) and (3.8),
while the transverse momentum k7 ; is given by eq. (3.14).

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
IF-S iterated momentum mapping of sec. 7.3.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also
presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (7.47) and (7.57), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N d m m iPa t CéviF(O’O)CTSSG ay Pbs m
/2 @08y (O 2Pt i Pa & 0) Cars” 0 CruSu s s {P g 42)

20 ()] (e v,

(7.58)

where

Amax . - - PN
[CéfjsF(O’O)crsSs} ®dO—(Efzr)b,m+X :/ dA /dfa dfb |:C(Il£9F(O’O)CTSSS(>\7§a’€b;6) dJ(Ef;r)b,m+X(ﬁavﬁb) .

o (7.59)
Once again, the initial-state momenta in the Born cross section are p, = A,p, and p, = App and we
introduced the integrated counterterm

-~ o~ 41)2 2 .~ ~.Sa 1 227
[CéﬁSF(()’O)CrsSs(/\agavfb;g):| = <( S) 'stzb> /dd)II,F(pr,gaagb)ibddh(psaK;pa +pb) ; TE
€ m Sis s, 7
A3€.& wlar) 50
X P am kirase
Ta.75ar W(CL) (ar)r( s 1 )
(7.60)

In order to evaluate [Cist(O’O)CTSST

(N, Ea, Ep; E)}, we exploit k75 - pa = 0 and perform the azimuthal in-
tegration by passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions, P((fz)r(x&,;, kirase) — P((Bz)r(m&f; g),

see eqs. (D.27)-(D.30). After azimuthal integration, the phase space measure d¢;r g (pr, €4, &) is fully fixed
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by the delta functions in eq. (5.29) and is given in eq. (7.53). Then, using s,; = A?sqs, we find

IFF(0,0) 2] = (4m)* shre Sab \5-2¢ §a§b(1—€2>(1—§b)
Cars Crssso‘agmfhg) 2 S. /d¢2(ps7K Pa +pb) A [ (§a+§b)

GG+ E8) 2250 g0 1 wlar) o)

b, Tg.sl €
(Ca +&)2 Siszsi | Tarsar w(a) (‘")T( ari€);

(7.61)

where the integrations over &; 7 and & . were performed using the delta functions in eq. (7.53). Then, x5 7

and sz7 can be expressed with &, and &, as in egs. (7.55) and (7.56).

7.3.3 clhFODeirg
b asr as “'s

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a, final-state parton r and final-state gluon s we define

R 2
CisF'r‘"F(O’O)CisFSs (pa;pb; {p}m+X+2) = (871—0[8.[1“2 )2 g~ Tc21
s,aas (762)
S 15(0) (.7, k ~~'5)|M(0) (» {p} )|2
T n5a (ar)r\Ta,7 MLF,a (ar)b,m+X paapbv Pym+x ’

where once more we obtain the reduced matrix element by removing the final-state parton r and gluon s
and replacing the initial-state parton a by a parton of flavor (ar). The flavor of parton (ar) is again fixed by
requiring that a = (ar)+r as in fig. 2. The mapped momenta entering the reduced matrix element are given

in eq. (7.45). Again, ((az) in eq. (7.62) are the tree-level initial-final Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions
of egs. (D.23)—-(D.26), while the momentum fractions and transverse momentum entering eq. (7.41) are

defined by egs. (3.8) and (3.14).

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
IF-S iterated momentum mapping of sec. 7.3.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also
presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (7.47) and (7.62), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N Ao i s2iPa +20) CLEFOOCIES, (pa, i ()
LN Sarmmg e @l 4 m L F 8 (Pas s {Phx42)

= {QSS (ﬁ)E}Q([CIFFOO)CIFS } @ doB ) (7.63)
21 7\ sap asr (ar)bm+X )

where

Amax . - PN
(CILEFOOCITS, | © oty i x = / dA / A€ &, [CEEFOOCITS (A, €0, E32)| Ay s x (BasB1).
o (7.64)
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The initial-state momenta in the Born cross section once again read ﬁa = )\éapa and ﬁb = )\gbpb and the
integrated counterterm is defined as

- - 4m)? \° 2
CLEFOOCLES (0 Gondise)] = (U5t ) [ a6mp(is o) 22 0n(pes K + )T

Ts,aSas

)\Bgaéb W(a ) (0)
P a,7s k17 as
Ts. 7Sar W(Q) (ar)r(x s 17, 5)
(7.65)
In order to evaluate CigF(O ,0) CIFS (A, €, &3 5)}7 we exploit k75 - Pa = 0 and perform the azimuthal in-

(a5 kirase) = P((az)r(ira,f;E)v
see eqs. (D.27)~(D.30). After azimuthal integration, the phase space measure do;r g (pr, £4, &) is fully fixed
by the delta functions in eq. (5.29) and can be written as in eq. (7.53). Then, using s.; = A\*sqp, we find

tegration by passing to the azimuthally averaged splitting functions, p

(ar)r

Se
Xéi( +&b) 2 go 1 w(ar) o

&)? TsaSas Tassar w(a)

[CgfrF(O,O)Cgfss()\7£a,éb;E) _ 2(471' 1+E/d¢2 e, K: Do + 11 ) ab)\5 2¢ [gafb(l - 52)(1 —52)]

(ga + gb)

(7.66)

As before, the integrations over &; » and §;, 7 were performed using the delta functions in eq. (7.53), while

257 and s57 can be written in terms of £, and &, as in eqgs. (7.55) and (7.56).

7.4 Final-state collinear limit of double soft-type subtractions
741  SYVckr

Subtraction term: For two final-state partons r and s, either two gluons or a same-flavor quark-
antiquark pair, we define

S7E27O)C£F(paapb; {Plmgxs2) = (8maspe)?

L~y 1 > x = X 2
XD ) (PR (s b T T MG PP (B ) (T67)
ikelur <" s
i,k#r,s

where the reduced matrix element is obtained by simply removing the final-state partons r and s. The
set of momenta entering the reduced matrix element is defined below in eq. (7.72). In eq. (7.67), the
uncontracted eikonal factor S%” (r5) is defined as

(2

S (75) = 4 Lile (7.68)

while pr(g)(zm,k 1rs;€) is the final-final single unresolved Altarelli-Parisi splitting kernel for ¢ — ¢g or
g — gg splitting, given in egs. (D.3) and (D.4). The momentum fraction z, s is defined by eq. (3.4), while
the transverse momentum k| , s is constructed as in eq. (3.13), with coeflicients given in egs. (5.3) and (5.4)
after the relabeling ¢ — r and r — s. Note that for ¢ = k, eq. (7.67) does not vanish, since the product of
the uncontracted eikonal factor with the transverse momentum-dependent part of the splitting kernels is
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non-zero. Of course, for color-singlet production, the sums in eq. (7.67) run only over a and b. Then using
color conservation, eq. (6.31), in this case we have simply

S,(,g’O)C,iF(pa,pb; {Prxi2) = (87704sll25)2
11

v~ W~ W~ ™ 0 X X X 2
x 5 (S8 (75) + S (75) = 281(75) ) (| P (2, s )V T s | M) (B 3 s )|

(7.69)

Momentum mapping: The S-IF iterated momentum mapping is defined by the successive application
of the final-state single collinear momentum mapping of eq. (5.6) and the single soft momentum mapping
of eq. (5.44),

ckr R Srs. % X X
S 0 CEE o (pas Po; AP g x42) — (Bas Pos {10} s x41) — (s Db 1D} x) - (7.70)

Specifically, we first define the set of momenta (pa,Po; {D},,4 x41) via the CEF mapping given in eq. (5.6),

ﬁf{ = (1 - Oérs)pf; s
ﬁg = (1 - Oé’l‘s)pé:v

Py = vy + D5 — ars(pa + po)" (7.71)
plvi:pﬁa TLEF, n#’nS?
Py =,

with a,.s as in eq. (5.7) after the relabeling ¢ — r and r — s. Then, the set (]5,1,]51,; {5}m+X) is constructed
using the Sz mapping defined by eq. (5.44), starting from the momenta in eq. (7.71),

Ph= Aaply |
Py = Ay
_ .z N (7.72)
ph = AP, P)", by, , neF, n#£rs,
P = AP, PY", p
where A(]AD7 ]3)“” is the proper Lorentz transformation in eq. (5.24), while
Pl = o4 5 = Bas PP = (a0 = Aalbu+50) = Al —an)pa+p) . (1T3)

The quantity As is computed as in eq. (5.46) but with hatted momenta, i.e., with the replacement p, — pa,
P — Pv, Q@ = Q = P + Pp and p,. — Prs. The hat-tilde notation is used to indicate that the final set of
mapped momenta is obtained by applying a collinear mapping first, followed by a soft one.

Phase space convolution: Using the appropriate convolution formulae for the two mappings, egs. (5.11)
and (5.50), we obtain the following representation of the (m+ X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with
k=2),

Qmax 5\max . -
A o) pxinipa o) = [ da [ AN (Bl xi ML= )0a + ) -
Amin .
S22 a R A " Si%
X fbA d¢2(pv-s7 K, pa +pb) ;787?(1(252(297-7%;% + ps) s

Qmin

were the momentum K* is massive with mass K2 = 5\28&3 = 5\2(1 —a)%s4p. The limits of the o integration
are given in eq. (5.12), while the limits of the )\ integration read

M
0~ a)vem

>\min =

Amax = 1. (7.75)
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Finally, the flux factor ®(p, - pp) can be written in terms of the mapped momenta as follows,

(I)(ﬁa ) 5b)

Th (7.76)

(b(pa 'pb) =

Integrated counterterm: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space convolution,
eqs. (7.67) and (7.74), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N dom max42iPa +6) SCOCEE (po, p; (P}
LN St e b aiva ) (s Poi {Phmi x12)

Qg p 1 0,0) ~FF B o
= [%SE (Sab) } (|:S£‘57 'cr, } ®d0ab,m+X)7

where

a A i
max max N 1 ~ (Z,k) ~ ~
s0oCt ] wdoty = [ o [TTah 3 S [S00CH (@ kie)] " T )
Qmin Amin i,kCIUF
i,k#r,s

(7.78)
The initial-state momenta entering the Born cross section are p, = (1 — a)Ap, and pp = (1 — @) App and
the integrated counterterm is defined as

A(1 — )?

rs

N (4,k) 47)? * s PN .\ S7s
Sﬁ%’O)CﬂF(a,/\;E)} _ () e /Lbd¢2(prva;pa + 55) 22 Ao (py, s Pr + Ps)
Se T 2

X S (75) (Ul P (21, i ) 1)
(7.79)

“ (i,k)
The evaluation of [S&%’O)CQF (a, \; 5)} requires some care and will be discussed in a dedicated publica-

tion. Of course, in the color-singlet case, we must compute the integrated counterterm only for i,k = a, b.
Then, using eq. (6.31), we have

a A
max max 1 . ((l,(l) 1 .
seocr]eantx = [ [T a ] [seocn @ kia] "+ [0 @ i)
A

Amin

] (bvb)

min

mi

) -
- {Sgg’o)ciF(a» )\55)} }TQ ‘dUEb,X(pa,pb)-
(7.80)

7.4.2 CIFFGO0cFF

ars

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and two final-state partons r and s, either two gluons
or a same-flavor quark-antiquark pair, we define

CIFF S(O7O)CFF

2
argsgOrgsg “Tgsg (pavpb; {p}m+X+2) = (87[-&5#’26)2 TaCA

SrsSars

2
2 Zr,s 11—z I © L ,
x — + 2) (1= e)zrs(l — 2pg) i | [ M _
[I a (1 — Zrs Zrs ( ) r,s( hS)kir,ssaﬁs | ab,m+X (pmpb, {p}m+X)’ ,

(7.81)
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for two gluons, and

I
CarF,;I;‘gS'iqu;Oq) Cf;fé (Pas Poi {P} g x42) =

2
22 2 1 Sakie 0) . , (7.82)
= (87TO£S,U ) P T,1r S + Zr,s(l — ZT’S)W ‘Mab,m-}-X(pa’pb; {p}m+X)’ ,
TS°ars 75,0 1lr,s°ars

for a quark-antiquark pair. The reduced matrix elements are obtained by dropping the final-state partons
r and s, while the mapped momenta entering the reduced matrix elements are given in eq. (7.72). The
momentum fraction z, s is defined by eq. (3.4), while x -, 5 is given by eq. (3.8). The transverse momentum
K'f, , is given by eq. (3.13) with coefficients as in egs. (5.3) and (5.4), after the relabeling i — 7 and r — s.
Moreover, we used the notation

Sk, = 2a kirs (7.83)

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the
S—IF iterated momentum mapping of sec. 7.4.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also
presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution, eq. (7.74), and the
subtraction terms, egs. (7.81) and (7.82), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N dém . Do+ ) CLEFSOOCEE () pys {pY,
/2 w(a)w(b)®(p, - pp) Omtx+2({PYm x 425 Pa + o) (Pa> Po; P} mix12)

= [O‘SS <,u2>€r ( [CIFFS(QO)CFF} © doB ) (7.84)
2T N ars ~rs s abm+X |

Sab
where

Qmax Amax . -~ o~
CtrrsQoCt | oot x = [ da [ a [CHEFSEOCE (0, %i0)] doB i x G (755)
A

Qmin min

The initial-state momenta entering the Born cross section are p, = (1- a)j\pa and pp = (1- a)j\pb and
the integrated counterterm is defined as

2
@ (471')2 S&A . A . STT\Q
[Céf;igsﬁ‘ifg’ Cre, (CW\;E)} = < 5 Sab 7bd¢>2(pm,K  Da +pb)ﬁd¢z(pr,ps;pr + ps)
223(1 — )2, 2 Zrs 1— 2z S?Lkl (7.86)
x ———=T,Cx - — + =) =1 =8)zrs(l—2rs) 75— »
SrsS3ims Tz 1 Zr,s Zr,s klr s5ars
for 7 and s both gluons and
IFF q(0,0)~FF 3 (4m)* . ’ Sab R .\ SFQ
Car S,ST ’S,CT 5,(04,/\;5):| = S Sab 7d¢2(prs>K§pa +Pb)7d¢2(Pr7ps;Pr +ps)
q°q a°q a°q c T 27T (7 87)
~ 2 .
2X3(1 — a)? Ak,
(1= T>T + 2rs(1 = 2ps) 75— Bire ] ;
SrsSgis 75,4 kJ_nssc:u%

for r and s a same-flavor quark-antiquark pair. The evaluation of [Céff S&%"’)CTFSF (a, \;€)| requires some

care due to the presence of the structure Sak,. . and will be discussed elsewhere.
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7.5 Soft-type limits of double soft-type subtractions

7.5.1 SU0s,

Subtraction term: For final-state gluons r and s we define

SO0, (P Py D}y x42) = (STap*)?

1 ~ 0 M~ I~ 2
x [8 Y SPSHHTT L T MG (B (B )|
Erstv el (7.88)

1 ~ M~ = 2
=100 D 85 (S,(9) + 85,(5) = S()) Tk M) s i (P |
izkkeéuF

where the reduced matrix elements are obtained by simply removing the final-state gluons r and s. The set
of momenta entering the reduced matrix elements is defined in eq. (7.93). In eq. (7.88), the eikonal factors
are given by eq. (5.42) with appropriate relabeling as necessary. In the color-singlet case, the summations
in eq. (7.88) run only over the initial-state partons a and b. Using color conservation (egs. (6.31) and (6.32))
we then find

Sﬁgo)ss (Pa> Pb; {p}X+2) = (871'065,11426)2

(PS35(5) T8 + 58357 (S3a(5) + 83,(5) — 835(5)) CA] Ths| M) (P} i s o)

s (7.89)

b

Momentum mapping: The S-S momentum mapping is defined by successive application of the single
soft momentum mapping of eq. (5.44),

Ss J ~ Sr = =
Sf o SS : (paapb; {p}m+X+2) — (paapb; {p}m+X—0—1) — (paapb; {p}7n+X) . (790)

Specifically, we first define the set of momenta (pa,De; {B},,4x41) Via the Sy mapping of eq. (7.43),

155 = )\spg y
ﬁff = )\spg ) (7 91)
ﬁﬁ:A(P,}B)“Vp,';, nekF, n#s, ’
ﬁ% = A(P, p)'uyp;( )
where A(P, ﬁ)l‘y is the proper Lorentz transformation in eq. (5.24) and
Pt = (pa +pp)" —p4 P = (P + P)" = As(pa + po)" (7.92)

with A\, defined by eq. (5.46) with the relabeling r — s. Then, the set (ja, py; {ﬁ}erX) is constructed using
the S;7 mapping of eq. (5.44) once again, starting from the momenta in eq. (7.91),

552/\7@57
P = AP, P, ", neF, n#rF, ’

i = AP, P)", %
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where /\(]57 [3)“” is the proper Lorentz transformation in eq. (5.24), while

P' = (pa + )" — 9", P" = (Pa+06)" = Ne(Pa + D) = AsAi(pa + p6)" . (7.94)

The quantity Az is computed as in eq. (5.46) but with tilded momenta, i.e., with the replacement p, — Pa,
Db — Db, @ = Q = po + pp and p,. — p.. We employ the double tilde notation to indicate that the final set
of mapped momenta are obtained by the successive application of two soft mappings.

Phase space convolution: Using the appropriate convolution formula for the single soft mapping,
eq. (5.50), we obtain the following representation of the (m + X + 2)-particle phase space of eq. (4.7) (with
k=2),

Amax Amax - ~ ~
démsx+2({P}mix425Pa +Pp) = / ° //\ b ({Phmaci Ape + 22) (7.95)

Szt~ - o~ -\ S
X “ZXda By K+ o) ~= Add(ps, K pa + 1)

/\min

where K* and K* are massive momenta with masses K2 = \2s,, and K2 = 5\2355 = A2\2s,,. The limits
of the X integration are given in eq. (5.51), while the limits of the A integration read

M

Amin = ——— , Amax = 1. 7.96
o (7.96)
Finally, the flux factor ®(p, - py) can be written in terms of the mapped momenta as follows,
(b(ﬁa . 51))
®(pa - pv) = e (7.97)

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the subtraction term and the phase space con-
volution, egs. (7.88) and (7.95), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N d m m ) ‘1+ 87€270)Ss as ; m
LY Saoman om0 va t POSEOS, i ()

N 2 o2 (7.98)
_ |9 B (0,0) B
|:271_ SE (Sab> :| ( |:Srs Ssi| ® daab7m+X)
where
[Sgos,o)ss] ® deb,erX
A X ik.j
max max - 1 ~ (Zk,jé) ~ ~
= / dA ﬁ dA {8 Z |:S7(~27O)SS()\7 )\; 5):| {TZTkv Tij}do-tlng,mth (paapb)
Amin Amin i,k,jLEIUF (7.99)
i,k,j,L#r,s
1 (0,0) R B z =
-0 Y [SOUS, (A Xie)| T TiTdol, s x (P -
i,keIUF
i,k#r,s

The initial-state momenta entering the Born cross sections in eq. (7.99) are Do = )\S\pa and py, = )\S\pb and
the integrated counterterms are defined as

- (ko) w2 [ (Am)? 2 ek _
[SS(;’O)SS(/\,A;f)} = (%> <(;T) Sib) /dqﬁz(ps,K;pa+pb)d¢2(pr,K;pa+pb) NONS=(7)S;54(s) »
(7.100)
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and

(0,0) 5] P sap\? (((4m)% . ’ 5 KB 4B
Srs SS(A,/\;E)} =(7) g Sab /d¢2(pva§pa+pb)d¢2(pr7K§pa+pb)

x NN () (3: (s) + 85 (s) - 3:2(5)) .

(7.101)

Of course, for color-singlet production, we only need to evaluate eqs. (7.100) and (7.101) for i, k, j,£ = a, b.
Then, using egs. (6.31) and (6.32) we obtain

(0,0) Ao (0,0) 5. ] 0 2
[smv S } ®dob, x = dA dA [s SS(A,A;E)} T2,
Amin Aunin (7.102)

1 o b .
+ 50 [8898,00350)] " 118,008, 1 G

7.5.2 CIFFSO0s

ars

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and final-state gluons r and s we define

CIEESO0S (Do, poi {PYmsx42)
S),(0 1 -
= (87rasu2€)2P((M))£s)(xa,fs, T7.as Ts,as Sais Sas, Sis; €) — o T2 ]Mab m+X(pa,pb, {PYmax)
ir Tr i

2

)

(7.103)

where once more the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state gluons r and s, while

the mapped momenta are given in eq. (7.93). The initial-final-final soft function Pész’g(so ) is the same as in

sec. 7.3.1. When both r and s are gluons, it takes the form,
857 1 T

2 a
PO (25 56, 053, Ts,as Sars Sass Srs;€) = Ta——— + Ca ( - + — ) : (7.104)
x S

agrg
e SasSts Ts,aSas Ts,aS57s

aas

The momentum fractions entering eq. (7.103) are defined by egs. (3.8) and (3.10).

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the S—S
iterated momentum mapping of sec. 7.5.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, egs. (7.95) and (7.103), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N d m m ; a + Ci?iFSTSO)S as 5 m
SN sty sim + ) (P22 (P x+2)

[ae (2)] (ferstos) oantnr)

(7.105)

where

Amax max ) o
iSO, | @dol ey =[x / 5 [CIEFSROS, (0, )] 0B, (G f) - (7.106)
A

min Amin
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The initial-state momenta in the Born cross section are p, = )\S\pa and p, = /\S\pb as before and the
integrated counterterm reads

N Sap\2 [ (47)2 ? o=
cirrsieos,ovise)] = ()" (S5hea) [ aoaton, K + pi)dontin, i + 1)
N 1 9 (7.107)
X )\5)\3])((“82),2) (Ta, 75y T ds Ts,a> Sar> Sasy Sisy €) — T:.
Sar T
7.5.3 SOUCIFS,
Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and final-state gluons r and s we define
85270)65583(pa7pb; {p}m+X+2)
1 2 1 - 0 =z 1 2
= —(87TO[S/142€)2 S~ FTﬁ Z §S3Z(T)Tka|Mflb),m+X (pavpb; {p}m+X)| ) (7108)
as =s,a j.keIUF
Gk

where the reduced matrix element is obtained by removing the final-state gluons r and s. The mapped
momenta appearing in eq. (7.108) are given in eq. (7.93). The momentum fraction x; gz is defined as in
eq. (3.8), while the eikonal factor is given by eq. (5.42). Obviously, for color-singlet production we have
4,k = a,b and using color conservation (see eq. (6.31)) we find simply
o 102
SRVCIT S, (Pas o {P} x 12) = (Bmagy™)?

Sas Ls,a

S.+(7) (T2)" IMS) « (s (B} 1) (7.109)

a

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the S—S
iterated momentum mapping of sec. 7.5.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (7.95) and (7.108), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N dém m iPa+ 852’0)0(5585 ay Pb3 m
/2 w(a)w(b)®(pa - po) Omx+2({P}m4x 425 Pa + D) (Pas Pb; {P} s x42)
2317 (7.110)
| % o (0,0)~IF B
_ {27#%(5&,,)] ([s9ocis,] © ot ).
where
|:S§2’O)C£§‘S9:| ® da(?b,7rz+X
~ - (7.111)

Am: Am: .
- T 1 - Gk ..
:/A d/\/x ey 5 [Sg;,o)cgfss(A,A;e)} T, T1dob, o x (Pas ) -
min min keTUF
Ty rs

The initial-state momenta in the Born cross section are p, = )\S\pa and pp, = /\S\pb and the integrated
counterterm is then defined as

) sap\2 [ (4m)2 7 o
Sﬁg’o)Cﬁsz(/\,A;E)} =—<7b) (( >83b> /d¢z(ps,K;pa+pb)d¢2(pr,K;pa+pb)

T Se
a1 2
573 _+ 2¢ (5
X A°A o xSV&T“SEk(T)'

(7.112)
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For color-singlet production, the sums in eq. (7.111) run only over the initial-state partons a and b. Then,
using color conservation, we find

(a,b)

Amax Amax - -
seocirs | edox = - [ [k [0S (0] Thidod xGadu). (1113)
A A

min min

7.5.4 CIFFSO0cIFg

ars

Subtraction term: For an initial-state parton a and final-state gluons r and s we define

2

)

CLEF SOOI S, (e (P 42) = (S 212 L 202 M (G (Bl )
Sas Ls,a S L7 g ’

(7.114)
where once more we obtain the reduced matrix element by removing the final-state gluons r and s and the
mapped momenta are defined in eq. (7.93). The momentum fractions x,; and z ; entering eq. (7.114) are
given by eq. (3.8). ’

Momentum mapping and phase space factorization: This subtraction term is defined using the S—S
iterated momentum mapping of sec. 7.5.1, where the appropriate phase space convolution is also presented.

Integrated subtraction term: Using the definitions of the phase space convolution and the subtraction
term, eqs. (7.95) and (7.114), we write the integrated counterterm as

1
N dem mixt2iPa + o) Cor SOOCHES, (pas Py {P}m
/2 (@)D (pa - pay (X2 (Pl p2iPa £ 1) (Pas 20 (D} s x12)

[z (£2) 7 ([errsercizs)] o aohnn)

(7.115)

Sab

where

Amax Amax 3 o
[CéfSFS£27O) C£§SS:| ® do’z?b,m«kX = / dA /: dA |:C£TFSFS£‘%0)C£§SS(A7 )‘; 5):| do'(]fb,m+X (ﬁanﬁb) .
A

Amin
~ R } R (7.116)
The initial-state momenta in the Born cross section are again p, = AA\p, and p, = Ap, and the integrated
counterterm is defined as

min

- W\ 2 [ (47)2 2 .
crersocirs,o ki) = ()" (U5si) [ doaton Ko, + pi)doati K + o)
: (7.117)
w2l 2 o
Sas Ts,a Sz Trg

8 Validation

In order to validate the definitions of the subtraction terms, we consider the production of a Higgs boson
in gluon-gluon fusion in the Higgs effective field theory. In particular, we concentrate on the

g(p1) +9g(p2) — H(ps) + g(pa) + 9(ps) (8.1)
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fully gluonic subprocess which exhibits all IR singularities and spin correlations which may arise at NNLO
accuracy in color-singlet production. This process has been implemented in the publicly available Monte
Carlo program NNLOCAL [53], which includes a full set of dedicated phase space routines that allow the
user to check the cancellation of kinematic singularities in any IR limit. However here we investigate these
cancellations using an implementation of the matrix element and subtraction terms in the Mathematica
computer algebra system. The arbitrary precision capabilities of the latter allow us to assess the numerical
behavior of the subtractions without having to concern ourselves with questions of numerical stability. In
the following we present some representative results and draw particular attention to the main features
regarding the structure of cancellations among the various subtraction terms.

To begin, we generate sequences of phase space points tending to all unique singular kinematic con-
figurations. All radiation variables that are not directly relevant for approaching the chosen singular
configuration, such as azimuthal angles, are kept fixed. The approach to any given unresolved configura-
tion is measured by the value of some suitably chosen kinematic invariants that vanish in the exact limit.
In all cases, we scale the invariants by the total squared momentum of the event and introduce the notation
ﬂZQPj'pk’ ijZSj(u) :2pj'(p1+p2), ik=1,....5. (8.2)
512 2p1 - p2 512 2p1 - p2
Normalizing the invariants in this way makes comparisons between the various cases more straightforward.
The double real emission squared matrix element of course diverges in all limits. Hence, we examine the
behavior of the ratios of the various subtraction terms to the full g9 — Hgg squared matrix element.

Yjk =

The results of such a study are reported in fig. 4 for the triple collinear, double collinear and double
soft limits. In each case, we plot the ratio of the appropriate subtraction term to the squared matrix
element (blue), the ratio of the total double unresolved subtraction term A(QO) to the squared matrix
element (green), as well as the ratio of the iterated single unresolved subtraction term AQ to the single
unresolved subtraction term A(lo) (vellow). Finally, the ratio of the sum of all subtraction terms, A =
A§°) —&—Aéo) - Agg) to the squared matrix element is also shown (red). Looking at the top panels, we observe
first of all that in each case, the ratio of the appropriate subtraction term to the squared matrix element
goes to one in the limit, establishing that the subtraction terms do indeed reproduce the singular behavior
of the squared matrix element point-by-point in phase space. Moreover, we see that the ratio of the full
double unresolved subtraction term Ago) to the squared matrix element is also one in the limit. Hence,
each double unresolved configuration is indeed counted precisely once and the appropriate cancellations
necessary to avoid multiple subtraction take place as required. Furthermore, the ratio of the iterated single
unresolved subtraction term Agg) and the single unresolved subtraction term A§°) approaches one in the
limit as well. These two terms appear in the sum of all subtraction terms with opposite sign, so the fact
that this ratio goes to one establishes that Ag) correctly cancels Ago) in double unresolved limits. This
then implies that the sum of all subtraction terms properly cancels the singularities of the squared matrix
element point-by-point in phase space in these limits. In order to make this cancellation more apparent
as the limit is approached, in the bottom panels we plot the absolute distance of each ratio from one on a
logarithmic scale. The ‘spikes’ visible in some of these graphs signal that the quantity (1 — R) has changed
sign. We note that the structure of cancellations observed here between the squared matrix element and
the various subtraction terms is expected to hold also for more general processes in our setup.

Before moving on to examine the single unresolved limits, let us highlight specifically the case of
the double unresolved collinear-soft singularity. The same ratios that were plotted for the other double
unresolved limits are shown in fig. 5. The notable difference with respect to the other cases discussed above

is that in this case the collinear-soft subtraction term itself does not directly appear in Aéo), as explained
in sec. 4.2 (see eq. (4.23) in particular). Hence, the ratio of the would-be collinear-soft subtraction term to

the matrix element is represented by a dashed blue line. Nevertheless, as expected, we see that Aéo) does
reproduce the behavior of the squared matrix element and Aﬁ? continues to cancel A§°> also in this limit.
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Figure 4: The behavior of ratios of subtraction terms and the squared matrix element in double unresolved
limits. Here | M|? denotes the tree-level squared matrix element for the g(p1)+g(p2) — H(p3)+9(ps)+9(ps)

subprocess, while A(®) = Aﬁo) + Ag‘)) — Aj2 is the sum of all subtraction terms.

Thus the sum of all subtraction terms has the correct behavior to cancel the double unresolved singularity
of the squared matrix element also in the collinear-soft limit.

Finally, we turn to the case of single unresolved limits. In fig. 6, we present results for the final-final
single collinear, the initial-final single collinear and the single soft limits. This time, the relevant quantities
are the ratio of the appropriate subtraction term to the squared matrix element (blue), the ratio of the
total single unresolved subtraction term A; to the squared matrix element (green), the ratio of the iterated
single unresolved subtraction term .Agg) to the double unresolved subtraction term .A;O) (yellow) and finally
the ratio of the sum of all subtraction terms A to the squared matrix element (red). In the two collinear
limits, we observe a behavior that is very much analogous to what we found in the double unresolved limits.
The individual subtraction terms, as well as the total single unresolved subtraction term A4; reproduce the
squared matrix element in the limits, while the full iterated single unresolved subtraction term Aﬁ%) cancels

the double unresolved subtraction term Aéo). Thus, the sum of all subtraction terms regularizes the single
unresolved collinear singularities point-by-point in phase space. However, in the soft limit, a more intricate
structure of cancellations is found. We see that while the individual soft subtraction term as well as the
sum of all subtraction terms continue to correctly capture the singular structure of the squared matrix
element in the limit, the ratio of the total single unresolved subtraction term .Ago) and the squared matrix
element no longer goes to one. This behavior is however expected and arises due to singularities which
appear in the reduced matriz elements entering certain single unresolved counterterms that are not relevant
to canceling this soft limit. Similarly, the ratio of Aﬁ%) to Aéo) also does not approach one, hence these two
terms do not cancel in the single soft limit. Again, this is expected. In fact, in this limit Ag%) must not only
regularize the single unresolved singularities of .Aéo), but also those singularities in Aﬁo) that originate from
the diverging behavior of reduced matrix elements. This behavior is the typical one expected in our setup

64



p1llpa, ps—=0 (99 — Hgg)

1.4
=8 =6 =4 =2
1.2 l6gi(¥5072) 7
1 =
& 08 T R=AQ/IMPE _—
o6 L R=AY /|M|? \
a R=AQ /4" Vo
|}
0.4 F -- R=cs$Y /M2 -
1 1 1 1 1
0F 8 6 4 Doromed

logy0(¥507+

= -2p -
L4t :
=}

& 6 1
<

—8 -
—10

-16 —-12 -8 —4
logyo(y14)

Figure 5: The behavior of ratios of subtraction terms and the squared matrix element in the double
unresolved collinear-soft limit. |M|? and A are the same as in fig. 4.

for single unresolved limits and the additional cancellations observed in the collinear cases (e.g., between
Aﬁ%) and Ago)) are more or less accidental and due to the simplicity of the underlying Born process.

We finish this section by noting that using arbitrary precision arithmetic in Mathematica, we have also
checked the correct approach of the sum of all subtraction terms to the squared matrix element in very
deep limits. We observe the required cancellation across several tens of orders of magnitude in all limits.

9 Conclusions and outlook

In this work, we have presented the complete set of local counterterms necessary to regularize the double real
emission contribution for perturbative calculations of hadronic collisions involving color-singlet production
in the CoLoRFulNNLO method. This constitutes a crucial step towards the realization of this scheme
as a general and practical framework for computing next-to-next-to-leading order predictions in Quantum
Chromodynamics.

Explicit formulae, along with the fully detailed momentum mappings, were derived following the CoL-
oRFulNNLO approach. This systematic methodology constructs the counterterms based on the known
universal behavior of the real-emission matrix elements in the soft and/or collinear emission limits. All
necessary ingredients for an independent, de novo implementation have been meticulously reported herein,
and the formulae have already been incorporated into existing software. Indeed, the full set of coun-
terterms and mappings have been successfully implemented within the publicly available, general-purpose
Monte Carlo program NNLOCAL. This implementation provides a robust and flexible tool for the numerical
evaluation of the regularized double real component of NNLO cross sections.
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Figure 6: The behavior of ratios of subtraction terms and the squared matrix element in single unresolved
limits. |M|? and A are the same as in fig. 4.

The construction of a complete subtraction formalism also mandates the integration of the local coun-
terterms over the phase space of the unresolved emission(s). While the integration itself is beyond the
scope of this paper and will be presented elsewhere, we have leveraged the freedom in the definition of
the real-emission subtractions and the momentum mappings to satisfy simultaneously two critical require-
ments. First, to obtain expressions that allow for analytic integration over the phase space of unresolved
radiation and second, to achieve a small number of counter-events necessary to represent the approximate
cross sections that locally cancel the singularities of the real radiation matrix elements. Such an optimized
construction significantly streamlines both the analytical and numerical aspects of future NNLO calcula-
tions. Crucially, the subtraction terms defined here can be used to regularize initial-state radiation also in
processes with final-state jets, whose treatment will however require the definition of additional subtraction
terms that correspond to infrared limits which do not occur in color-singlet production. In this sense, the
counterterms presented here constitute a self-contained subset of the set of double unresolved subtraction
terms for general hadronic processes.

The methods employed in this paper, which underpin the CoLoRFulNNLO approach, are highly gen-
eral. Following the same procedures, this framework can be systematically extended to address final-state
radiation in hadronic collisions and can also be generalized to even higher perturbative orders. Those
developments are left for future work.
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A Spin and color correlated matrix elements

Consider the generic process of partons a and b scattering to produce a final state with n partons and
any number of non-QCD particles, collectively denoted by X, a + b — n partons + X. The corresponding
tree-level matrix element is denoted by

MG i ) (A1)
where (cq,Ch,C1y--.5¢n), (Say SbyS1y---58n) and (fa, fo, f1,- .., fn) are the color, spin and flavor indices of

the partons, while (pq, py; {p},, +x) are the particle momenta. In particular, the set of final-state momenta
is denoted by {p},,, x. The squared matrix element, summed over colors and spins, is then

0 2 asCbhyCly+++3Cn38asSbyS1,.++38n . *
|M<(1b)n+x(pa’pbv{p}n+X)| = Z Z [Mj“?;?lcfs s (Pa’pb’{p}mx)]
spins colors (AQ)

X Ca;CbyC1y-++3,Cn38a;8b,51 ;-

Jarfo f1ysfn ”’S"(Paypb;{P}ner)-

Notice that |/\/lab - x (Pas Poi {P} iy x) |2 does not carry any normalization factor related to the number of
spins or colors of the initial-state partons.

In order to precisely define the product of Altarelli-Parisi splitting kernels and square matrix elements,
we introduce the spin-polarization tensor as follows,

CarChyClyeeesCniSas8byS1seeesShiyeensSn *
Tb n+X (Pas Po; AP}t x) = Z Z [Mfmfl;,fll,_“’fn T (Pa> Po; {p}n—i-X)]
spins #s;,s} colors (A3)

Mca7cb7clvuvcn;5a151)751’“"5]'a”an

farfoif1fn (paapb;{p}ner)-

Thus, st ror-x (Pas Pv; {P}, 4 x) is defined similarly to the squared matrix element in eq. (A.2), however the
sum over the spin polarizations of parton j is not carried out. Then, products between splitting kernels
and squared matrix elements are defined as

0) 0),8irS;,. SirSy, X
P( ’Mab n+X (pavpbv {p}n+X Z P( ab,n+X (Pa»pb, {p}n+X) ) (A4)

Sir,Si,

where s;, and ., are the spin polarizations of the parent parton in the (i) — i+ splitting. This definition
generalizes easily to the case when the squared matrix element is multiplied by two splitting kernels as
happens in, e.g., egs. (6.19) and (7.35). First, the appropriate spin polarization tensor is defined as

5;8% 515 CayChyClyensCriSasSbyS1yeeesSisereyShsennySm *
7;17],7;-5-)]; k(paapb; {p}n+X) = Z Z |:Mfa7f27flla-~7fn oo ’ * (paapb; {p}n+X)]
spins # colors (A5)

S]’,S;,Sk,s;c
MG )0,
i.e., the summations over the spin polarizations of partons j and k are not carried out. Then we have
(0) p(0) (0),5ir8%,. $5(0):8558) 5 1-Sirsip8js8)s
P Py ‘Mab,L+X(pa,pb,{p}n+X Z Z P, B Tt ; (Pa> Poi {P} i x) 5

Sir,Si,. SjssS),

(A.6)
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and sjs, s/, are the spin polarizations of the parent partons in the (ir) — i+ r and

/
where now s;,., s s

ir

(js) — j + s splittings.

Turning to the definition of products of color-charge operators with squared matrix elements, we consider
first the case of two color-charge operators and define

0 2 CasChyClyeeesClyeensChiyerssCriiSa,Sby815enySn
T Tk My x P e (Pl ) = D0 Y [Mfa,fz,fll,m,fjn ' T (Pas i {PY g x)

spins colors

’
c CasChyCls--5Cj5--3Cpsee,Cn38a,8b5815-++,Sn
x (Pas Po; {P}nsx)
To e, Tere, My gl o b Pa, Pb; \Psintx) >

*

(A.7)
where summation over repeated color indices is implied and the color-charge matrices are Ty , = ifea;p;
(the color-charge matrix in the adjoint representation) if parton j is a final-state gluon and T B = tgj 3,

(the color-charge matrix in the fundamental representatlon) if parton j is a final-state quark. For a final-
state antiquark j, we have ng 8 = e B . . The color-charge matrices for initial-state partons can

Oéij —
be obtained by crossing and we have TaC b, =1 fa] cb; for an initial-state gluon j, Ty , = tg] 8, = —ta] 3,
for an initial-state quark j and T, b = t B for an initial-state antiquark j. We must also consider the

product of the squared matrix element Wlth four color-charge operators as in eqgs. (6.25) and (7.88). In
this case we have

0 2
{(TT0, T T} MY, (s 1 {p}n+x)\

’
o (/aucbacla 17 3CjseesChiseeesClye-3Cn38a;8b,815--4,8n . c d d
=2 > [ Fardoifrseosn (pa,pb,{p}nJrX)] [T T T e, T,
spins colors
d d c e €asChCLyeeayCiseenyCyenasClrensChyeansCriiSaySbyS1seaSn .
H e, Tere, Tere Tepe, ]Mfa,fb,fl,...,fn (Pa> Po; AP} nix) -
(A.8)

Once more, repeated color indices are understood to be summed over. We note furthermore that the
color-charge algebra for the product T';T, is

T;T,=T:T;, ifj#k and T;=Cj, (A.9)

where C; is the quadratic Casimir operator in the representation of parton j. Using the customary nor-
malization of Tk = 1/2, we have C; = Cy = N, if j is a gluon, while C; = Cp = (N2 —1)/(2N,) if j is a
quark or antiquark.

Finally, in order to make contact with the color- and spin-space notation of ref. [18], we note that by
introducing a basis |cq, Cp, C1, - -, Cn) @ |Sa, S, S1,- - -, Sp) in color- and spin-space, the matrix element in
eq. (A.1) can be represented by an abstract vector,

‘Mab n+X(pa7pb’ {p}n+X)> = (|Ca,Cb7017 . ,Cn> &® |3a7 Sty S1y-- 4, Sn>) (A 10)

XM e o (P )

Notice that the flavors on the left-hand side are understood. Moreover, compared to ref. [18] (see their
eq. (3.11)), we do not include factors of 1/1/N.(f) for each initial-state parton of flavor f carrying N.(f)
colors. This corresponds to the normalization adopted in ref. [52]. Using this notation, the squared matrix
element is simply

‘2

MG B3 P s x)|” = (M (Pas 23 (Pt )M D, (P Py (P nx)) - (A.11)

Then, products between splitting functions and squared matrix can be defined as

(0 0 2 0 0 0
Pz(r ) |M((zb)n+X (pa’pbv {p}n-l-X)’ = <M((zb)n+X (pa’pbv {p}n+X }P( )|M((zb)n+X (pmpba {p}n+X)> (A~12)
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and

0) (0 0 2 0 0) A(0 0
P( )P( )|Mt(1b)n+X(paﬂpba{p}n+X)| - <Mt(1b)n+X(paﬂpba{p}n—i-X)}P( )P( )|Méb)n+x(pavpba{p}"+€(j£> ’)
13
where the splitting kernels P(TO) and P-(O) are matrices acting on the spin indices of the appropriate parent

)18555% s

0 .
partons. In this notation, their matrix elements i.e., P(O) S8 and P( , are written as (s} | \sw>

and (s’ |P 0)|SJS> 19 Products of color-charge operators and matrix elements may be defined in a sumlar
way. First, if the color-charge operator associated to the emission of a gluon from parton ¢ has color ¢, we
can write

T, = T¢c), (A.14)

and the action of this operator in color space is defined as

/ / / /
(cly €y €y e vy G

ey ’IL’

C
c|TilCay ChyClye v ey CiyuevyCp) = 6%%5%% e Tc;,c,_» el e, (A.15)

Here the Ty . areas explained above. Then, products between color-charge operators and matrix elements

may be written as

Tka|M¢(;L(;)),n+X(pa’pb; {P}nix) | - <Mab n+X(paapba {p}n-l-X)}Tka‘Mz(z(;)),n+X(pa7pb; {p}n+x)(>Av 16)

and

0 2
{T:iT3, T;THMS) oy (Pay v D}y x)|

S o (A.17)
= (M x Pa o3 {0} e x ) {TiT 1o TiT o} [ My x (Pas 2o {0} %)) 5

where {T; T, T;T,} denotes the anti-commutator of the products of color-charge operators.

B Momentum mappings

We gather here the definitions of the five elementary momentum mappings we have introduced.

In order to insure that this appendix is self-contained, we recall that throughout sj; denotes twice
the dot-product of momenta p; and p. Also, indices in parentheses denote sums of the corresponding
momenta so that, e.g.,

Sik = 2p; - Dk Si(key = 205 - (P + pe) Sk (em) = 2(pj + Dr) - (P2 + Pm) (B.1)

and so on. Furthermore, Q" = p¥ +p}' always denotes the total incoming partonic momentum. The various
momentum mappings are then defined as follows.

e The final-state single collinear (FF) momentum mapping,

FF

C
CiI;F : (pmpbv {p}m+X+2) (pavpln {p}erXJrl) (B2)

19Here the generic symbol s denotes the spin of the parent parton. This notation is appropriate if the parent is a quark or
antiquark. However, when the parent is a gluon it is customary to use Greek letters, e.g., u and v, to denote helicity indices.
We will follow this convention below, see e.g., egs. (D.1)—(D.4).
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is defined as (i,7 € F)

P = (1 —air)ply

ﬁg:(lia”‘)pg7

ﬁ?r :pg +p¢ _air(pa +pb)#a (B.3)
ph = ph, neF, n#ir,

Py =1k

The value of o, is fixed by requiring that the parent momentum, p/., be massless, p7. = 0, which
gives
2
1 S(ir)Q 5(17")@ 48ir . (B4)

Qi = = - D) -
Sab Sab Sab

e The initial-state single collinear (IF) momentum mapping,

II,F

F ab,r A A ~
Célf:r : (p(mpb’ {p}m+X+2) L) (puapin {p}m-‘,-X-l-l)? (B5)
is defined as (a,b € I and r € F)
155 = ga,rpg )
155 = fb,rplzf 3 (B 6)
ph=AP PV, p,,  neF, n#r, '

P = AP, P)*, p .

Here A(P, P)“V is a proper Lorentz transformation that takes the massive momentum P* into a

momentum P* of the same mass,

. P+ PHP+P), PP,
(+)(+)+2

AP, P =g", —2 - , B.7
where .
Pt = (pa +pb)# _p}rt 5 Pt = (ﬁa +ﬁb)ﬂ = (fu,rpa + fb,rpb)'u . (BS)
The variables &, and &, are defined as follows,
Sab — Sbr Sab — Sr Sab — Sar Sab — Sr
fa,r = \/ Q 5 €b,r = \/ < . (Bg)
Sab — Sar Sab Sab — Sbr Sab
These definitions ensure that indeed P2 = P2.
e The single soft (S) mapping,
St (PasPo; APy x+2) = (Pas Pos 1P}t x+1) » (B.10)
is defined as follows (r € F))
155 = )\rpg )
~p_ I
Py = AeDj
2 - (B.11)
ph = AP, P)", p nekF, n#£r,

Py = AP P)", p
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where A(P, P)“V is the proper Lorentz transformation of eq. (B.7) that takes the massive momentum
P*" into a momentum P* of the same mass, with

Pt = (pa +pb)“ 71# and 15# = (15!1 +ﬁb)“ = /\r(pa +pb)# . (Blz)

The value of A, is fixed by requiring that P? = P2,

A= 129 (B.13)

The initial-state double collinear momentum mapping,

II,FF
II,FF . ab,rs N A A
Cab,rs . (pa?pb’ {p}m+X+2) ? (pCHpba {p}m+X) 5 (B14)

is defined as (a,b € I and r,s € F)
ﬁff = ga,’rspg )
ﬁs = gb,rspg s
ph=AP P, p, neF, n#r,
Py = AP, P)", p

(B.15)

where A(P, P)“V is the proper Lorentz transformation of eq. (B.7) that takes the massive momentum
P*" into a momentum P* of the same mass, with

Pt = (pa +pb)ﬂ 7p¢ 7p{: 5 pl’« = (ﬁa +ﬁb)u = (ga,rspa + gb,rspb)'u . (B16)
The variables &, s and & s are defined as follows,
Sab — Sb(rs) Sab — S(rs + Srs Sab — Sa(rs) Sab — S(rs + Srs
ga,rs = \/ (re) (ro)Q y gb,rs = \/ (re) (re)Q . (B17)
Sab = Sa(rs) Sab Sab = Sb(rs) Sab

These definitions ensure that indeed P2 = P2.

The double soft mapping,

Srs o~
Srs t (Par Po; {Pmax42) = (Bas Po; {D}m4x) - (B.18)
is defined as (r,s € F),
155 = Arspg ,
ﬁff = )\rspg y (B 19)
Ph=AP P, pl,  neF, n#r, '

P = AP, P, p

where A(P, P)“y is the proper Lorentz transformation of eq. (B.7) that takes the massive momentum
P*" into a momentum P* of the same mass, where

Pt = (po+po)' —pif =1y PY = (Ba+ 56)" = Ars(Pa + p0)" - (B.20)
The value of A, is fixed by requiring that P2 = P2,
o 1 (B)
Sab Sab
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C Momentum fractions, transverse momenta and eikonal factors

In this appendix we gather the definitions of the various kinematic quantities such as momentum fractions,
transverse momenta and eikonal factors that we have introduced.

In order to ensure that this appendix is self-contained, we repeat our conventions for dot-products.
Thus, throughout s;; denotes twice the dot-product of momenta p; and pj, while indices in parentheses
denote sums of the corresponding momenta so that, e.g.,

Sik = 2p; - Dk Si(key = 205 - (P + pe) Sk (em) = 2(pj + Pr) - (P2 + Pm) (C.1)

and so on. Moreover, Q" = p! + pl always denotes the total incoming partonic momentum. Then,
momentum fractions are defined using the following functions of momenta.

e For final-state partons ¢ and r we define the kinematic function z;, of the momenta p!' and p# as

Zip = , i,reF. (C.2)

e For an initial-state parton a and a final-state parton r, we define the kinematic functions

S S
Lya = TQa Ia,rzlfzr,azlfri@, acel, rekF. (C’?’)

’ SaQ SaQ

e For an initial-state parton a and final-state partons r and s, we define the kinematic functions

s s s s
Tyg = TQ, Ts,q = SQ, xams:l—xna—x&a:l—r—Q—ﬁ, acel, rseF. (C4)

’ SaQ SaQ SaQ SaQ

Next, transverse momenta are defined as follows.

e For final-state partons ¢ and r we set

Ko = Ginbl = Gkl + Zir D (C.5)
where s, 5. o
i = Zig — ——— Cri=2ri— ——— Zir = ———(Zri — Zis), (C.6)
QirS(ir)Q QirS(ir)Q o‘"‘SﬁQ
with
P = i + P — cir(Pa +po)" (C.7)
and
2
1 | s S7. 4s;
O = = (inQ _ (172“)@ _ Sir . (C.8)
Sab Sab Sab

e For an initial-state parton a and a final-state parton r we set

k#

1ra = pﬁL ’ kia,r = 7ki7',a = 7p¢-L,L ’ a < I’ re F’ (Cg)

where the orthogonal direction is defined with respect to the direction of p#.
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e For an initial-state parton a and final-state partons r and s we set

b AT L L v L
klr,a =D kLs,a =P, 1> kLa,'r's - 7kL7‘,a7kLs,a = "Pr 1 Ps, 1 acl,rsekl, (ClO)

where the orthogonal direction is defined with respect to the direction of p#.

Finally, for partons j and k (either initial-state or final-state) and final-state parton r, the eikonal factor

is defined as 5
5s
Sjp(r) =% jkelUF,reF. (C.11)
SjrSkr
Recall that when the momenta in the arguments of any of these functions is drawn from a set of mapped
momenta, e.g., (Do, Pp; {P}), the index inherits the tilde (or corresponding) notation.

D Collinear splitting functions

D.1 Splitting functions

The tree-level Altarelli-Parisi splitting kernels for final-final collinear splitting are [58]

A (14 22

(s|Pfg (5. ;€)ls) = Cp | T— —e(1 - z)] Osst s (D.1)
- (14 (1— 2)?2

(s| P2,k ;¢)|s") = Cr # — sz] Sssr (D.2)
A~ - ku /{JV

WlPD (2, ks 2)w) = Ty |~ + 42(1 - 2) ;;} , (D.3)

L iR

. z 1—2 kM EY

(WO (2, kL)) = 2Ca [gw (1_ . ) 21— )21 - )L ] (D.4)

1

where we have used the color- and spin-state notation of [18], recalled in appendix A above. To avoid any
ambiguity, we note that z here refers to the momentum fraction of the first parton in the subscript. The
azimuthally averaged splitting functions are obtained by contracting the splitting kernels with

1
5 535/ (D5)

for fermion splitting or with

1 MoV Vo 1
Wl) (D.6)

1
mdw(p,n) 319 <9uv + bn

for gluon splitting. Here p* is the on-shell momentum of the parent gluon and n is a reference vector
required to fix the polarization vectors of the parent. Given that

1
50ss’0ss" = 1 D.
D sl (D.7)

s,s’

and .
1 1 v 1
——d,, —g") =1 —d,, L0l _ _ D.8
d—2 13 (pvn)( g ) I d—2 12 (pan) ki 2(1_€)a ( )
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a r

(ir) (ar)

Figure 7:  The splitting configurations for (ir) — i + r final-state splitting (left) and a — (ar) + r
initial-state splitting (right). The arrows in the figure denote momentum and flavor flow.

(we used p-k; = 0) we see that the average of the splitting kernel Ai(ro) over the polarizations of the parent

parton can be computed by a very simple prescription. For quark splitting we simply set

Osgr — 1, (D.9)
while for gluon splitting we replace
kY kY 1
—g" — 1 L . D.10
g7 K2 2(1—e) (D-10)

Thus, the averaged splitting functions Pi(TO) read

PO (z;¢) = Cp jﬁ_f —e(1— z)] , (D.11)
Pég)(z;s) =Cp L;Z)z - sz] ) (D.12)
P (z¢) = T o 22'1(1__;)} , (D.13)
PO (z;¢) = 205 [122 + I;Z—l—z(l—z)} : (D.14)

The splitting kernels for initial-final collinear splitting can be obtained from egs. (D.1) and (D.4) by
crossing. In order to derive the appropriate rules, consider crossing parton i to the initial state, i.e., i — a.
Clearly, the parent parton (ir) is then also crossed to the initial state, (ir) — (ar), and we have the
corresponding reversal of momenta, p! — —p# and pf; — —p# .. The appropriate splitting configurations
and momentum flows were presented in fig. 1 and 2, but are reproduced here in fig. 7 for convenience. Then
we seek relations between the momentum fractions and transverse momenta describing the two collinear
configurations. These can be obtained by noting that on the one hand, starting from the parametrization
relevant to final-final splitting and reversing the momenta of partons ¢ and (ir) gives

pl=ziph + K+ = plE=aph — K+ (D.15)
pht = z.plh + kﬂ_i)’“ o 2 pt = ot kf:)”‘ +., (D.16)
where the ... denote terms that vanish faster than &/ in the collinear limit and which do not play a role

in the following discussion. On the other hand, the corresponding parametrization in initial-final splitting
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reads

ph.=xaph + K+ = ph=—ph ——k +..., (D.17)
T L,
I T T I
pr=apa+ kP4 = ph= Sl R KO (D.18)
a a

Notice that we have used the superscripts (F) and (I) to distinguish the transverse momentum for parton r

in final-state splitting, k(f:)’” , versus initial-state splitting, k(fr)“ . Then, comparing the O(kY ) and O(k_ )

pieces of egs. (D.15) and (D.17) as well as egs. (D.16) and (D.18), we find

1 r
zi = —, Zr — I (D.19)

Tq Tq

and ! !
Wio— =k, RS R (D.20)
where we used kjb_a = —k:ﬂ_lz’” . Notice that the relations z; + 2z, = 1 and k', + k:ﬂ_?’“ = 0 are preserved

under crossing as expected. Then, comparing eqs. (5.1) and (5.20) and accounting for the signs associated
with crossing a fermion from the final to the initial state, we find the relation

PO

(ar)r

(z,ky;e) = —(—)F@HF@)g b (12, k) Jase), (D.21)
where a is determined by a + a = ¢ using the flavor summation rules of eq. (5.2), while
Flg)=F(@=1, F(g)=0. (D.22)

Note that factors which would account for the number of colors and spins of the incoming partons are not
included because we define our matrix elements without those factors. Furthermore, the overall factor of
(—z) in eq. (D.21) accounts for the difference of kinematic factors that appear in egs. (5.1) and (5.20).
Indeed, the factor of 1/s; in eq. (5.1) becomes —1/s,, under crossing, however in eq. (5.20) we find
instead 1/(z48ar). The ratio of these, i.e., —x,, then appears in eq. (D.21). Finally, we note that in
egs. (D.1) and (D.4) the transverse momentum only appears in the form &' k4 /k% , hence the overall scale
of k'l is immaterial. Thus, the crossing rule in eq. (D.20) and consequently eq. (D.21) could be simplified
by setting k| /v — k' for the initial-state transverse momenta. The splitting functions for initial-final
collinear splitting are given explicitly in egs. (D.23)—(D.26) below.

; 1+ 22
BIP (b ls) = Ci |

—e(l - x)} Oss’ (D.23)

A y 1—ax Kk kY
IO o,k )) = Tn [g“ r—4 ;;} 7 (D.21)
1
(1P @,k 30)ls') = Cr[1 — ¢ — 2a(1 — )] Gy (D.25)
« x 1— a2k kY
(Ul PO (x, ky5e)|v) = 2Ca [—gW (m(l —z)+ H) —2(1—¢) Zf (D.26)
Their azimuthally averaged counterparts read
1+ 22
Pq(g) (z;¢) = Cp [ . e(1— a:)} , (D.27)
1—2
Pg(g) (x;¢) =Tgr {x + 27(1 — 5):17] , (D.28)
PP (ze)=Cr[l —¢ —22(1-2)], (D.29)
11—
Pg(g)(z;g) =2Cx [m(l —z)+ 1 f:c + . x} . (D.30)
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These expressions can be derived starting from eqgs. (D.23)—(D.26) simply by using the replacements in

egs. (D.9) and (D.10).

Turning to the case of triple parton splitting, we first list the tree-level Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions

for the (irs) — i +r + s final-state splitting. Introducing the notation,

258kl — RESjl Z5 — Rk
zZj + 2k zj + 2k

Sirs = Sir + Sis + Srs and tjk,l =2 Sjk»

the splitting function for ¢ — q¢’q’ is

< IPq(loq) q, (Zi7z’r‘)zs75i7“75i8;87‘8;kJ_iakJ_’l‘7kJ_8;€)‘S/> =

Lr t%e 41 T 2 TS
=§C’FTRS” _ i zi + (20 — 25) +(1_25)<Z7~+23—5()‘|6ss/-

Srs SrsSirs Zr + 25 Sirs
If all quarks have identical flavors, we have

< |Pq(0q7q (z’i>ZT7Z878’£T;Sis7STS>kJ_i7kJ_T7kJ_5;E)|S/> =

< |Pq10q) q, (ZiaZr7zS7Sir7sisaSrsakLi7kLr7kls;5)|sl>

< |Pq(0q) q, (Zsazhziasrsasis;Sir;klsaklrakLi;5)|Sl>

(0),(id) . /
< |Pqu7 qs (Zi7 Zry Zsy Siry Sis; Srs kJ_ia k'J_m kJ_sa E)|5 > ’
where

d
< |Pq(10qrg;s )(sz Zry Zsy Siry Sisy Srs kJ_iv kj_ra kJ_s;g)|8/> =

e §) oo (2]

irs 1 2 25 1- i2 23
48 |:+ZT_ z —5(( Zi) P >—€2(1—Z¢)}

Srs | 1 — 24 1— 2z 1— 2z 1— 2z

2.z 1+ 22 1—2

_ wrs T T _ 1 278 2 .H )
SpsSir 2 [(1 —2z5)(1— %) €( + 1 zl> ¢ ] +(ies)

For ¢ — qgg splitting we have

<3‘Pq(loq)rqd (Ziaz’r‘7zs7si’l‘75isa8’r‘sakliakJ_’r‘) kJ_s;E)‘3/> =
= 02< |Pq(?grgab (ZiaZTaZS7SiT7Sis7srsakLiakL'f7 kLs;e)‘sl>

0),(nab) . /
+CACF< |Pq(19r(gs (ZiaZ’r‘azS7SiT75iSasT‘SakLi7kLT‘akl87€)‘5 >7

where

< |P(0) (a;b)<zi)z’l‘)zsasi7“asisaSTS)]{‘.J_i7kJ_T,kJ_8;€)|S/> =

qigrg
2 1 2 2 2
:{ Sirs Zz|: +zl _5ZT+ZS —6(1+5):|
28irSis ZrZs ZrZs
S zi(l—2z)+(1—2 3 1-z
L T PP
Sir ZrZs e

+(1-¢) {5(15)3?3”+(7~Hs),

SZT
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and

<S|p(2;gzdb) (Z’i7 Zpy Zsy Siry Sisy Srsy K Lis KLlr, KLs; 5)|3/> =

i 1 ¢ s2 (1—2)%(1—¢)+22
— 1 _ s - = irs v ?
{( €) <45%5 + 4 2) + 25,58y [ Zs

N z§(1—5)+2(1—2s)} st . [(1—Zi)2(1_5)+22i +a(1—a)]

431'7" Sis ZrZs

1— Zi
4 Sirs (1-2) 20(2 = 22, + 22) — 25(6 — 625 + 22) . 28zi(zr —225) — 2 (D.37)
285 zs(1— z) zs(1 — z;)
Sirs (1—z5)3 + 22 — 2) 2(1 — 2z5)(2s — 2i)
: 1— : N s) : : _ .
+ 28 [( 2 zs(1 — 2;) c zs(1 — z;) ot
) 1-— r 1- s 3 2 2
*Z( z) + %) +€(lzs)<ws>}}+(r<—>s).
ZrZs ZrZs
For g — gqq splitting we have
<M|Pg(?(3,qs (Zi7 Zry Zsy Siry Sis; Srs, kJ_ia kJ_’I‘) kJ_s; 5)‘V> =
= CFTR</’["P_(§,0(3;(;;b) (Ziv Rry Zss Siry Sis; Srs kLi) kLra kLs; 6)|V> (DSS)
+ OATR<M|Pg(?;;(¢£ab) (Z’i7 ZT‘v Zsa Si’!’a 5is: 87‘37 kLia le7 k‘Ls; €)|V> Y
where
<lu‘|Pg(zO(3r7(qa;b)(Zla Zry sy Sirs Sisy Srsy kli? k’LT’ klg’ 6)‘1/> =
2SirsSy 1— e — 2 4s. M kv
— _gltll |:_2+ SirsSrs +( 5)(517“3 Srs) :| n Sirs (Sis o 51’7-5(1 _ 27-))23 J_r2 Lr
SirSis SirSis klr (D39)
kY kY kR kY kR kY.
+ <5ir - Sirs(l - Zs))zr Ls2 — + Srsl%m - (1 - 8) (STS - siTS(l - Zl))zlll?h )
kLs kLrs kLi
and
> ,(nab
< P_(g?(;r(q:‘ )(227 Z?"a ZS7 Si'I"7 Sisv ST‘Sv k‘L% k‘LT‘a kls; E‘)|I/> =
1( Sirs 2, 2222 Sps kY kY Sirs
_ - ) s pr T8, —16 r~s _°ors Mlirslrs s ) irs
4{ S%s lg Sirs Zz(]- - Zz) ( ZrZs kirs ) * SirSis |: Sirsg
kR kY kX kY
T LA N BLFLEE
klr kLs
Kk K kY
+ smﬂg’"gil — (1 =¢)(srs — Sirs(1 — zi))zijﬁﬂ
lrs K
(D.40)

Sirs 1 — 2g Sirs 1 — 2z + 2222}

g | (1 —2e) 2s S T Es
g { ( &)+ Sir 2i(1 — 2;) Srs 2i(1—z;)

Sirs 2r(1 — 22;) K kY 22
- | — 23i'rs m——=—-16 Sir — Sirs 1- Zs))Zs . = o
SirSrs [ g zi(1— z) ( ( )) k2, zi(1—z)
KK "R
+ 8(1 - 5) (Sis - Sirs(]- - Zr))zr 7‘2 L + 4 (sis - Sirs(]- - Zr))zs T2 L
kJ_’r kJ_r
k/j_sk‘is kirskirs QZT’(ZS - ZZ)
+ (sir — Sirs(1 — 25)) 20 = T =2 +(1—¢) +(r < s).
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Finally for ¢ — ggg splitting, we have

<M|P!§103Tgs (Z’i7z1”7 ZsySiry Sisy Srs, kJ_iu kJ_T’7 kl_s; E)|V> =

2,2 M v
— Ci{ (1 — E) [_guyt?r,s + 168475 Zi%r < Sir kj_irkj_ir)]

2 o 2
4s2. zs(1 —25) \ zizp k7.,

2(1 — 25) + 422 1—22,(1 — z4)
1— 2z, zi(1—2;)

3 S; 1
_ 201 — g)ghv 4 Zirs v 2
T g |

irs 1-— k’u kl’ 1-2 s
+ M 22; (sis - sirs(l - ZT))ZT J_T2 = :
SirSis k1, zs(1—z) (D-41)

+ (Sir - 517"9(1 -

Zs))Zs k;‘j_Sij’_s 1—2z, N Sirs o Azpzs +22;(1 — 2;) — 1
kS, oz (1—2z) 2(1—¢) (1—2)(1— 2s)

RrZs

+ Sy kirskirs> <2ZT(1 — 27") _ 3)

Kt kY K K

> =+ ((519 - Sirs(l - Zr))zs Lrodr (Sir - Sirs(l - Zs))zr

2
kLr

kirs ZS(]' - ZS)

} + (5 permutations) .

In egs. (D.39)-(D.41) we used the notation,

Zj Zk

"
L (D.42)
an : :

As discussed in 3.2, we prefer to write gluon splitting functions such that any transverse momentum £/
only appears in the combination &/ kY / k% . Thus, the gluon splitting functions reported above are obtained
from the corresponding expressions in ref. [21] by the following prescription:

1. First, all occurrences of kijkik + kﬁkkjj are rewritten with the help of eq. (D.42) such that only
terms of the form k' k", (I = j,k, jk) appear,

v v 2k v Zj v v
J

2. Next, terms of the form k' ,k", (I = j, k, jk) are replaced according to the rules,

kijkij — (Skl — Sjk:l(]- — Zj))Zj (D44)

1 v
Sjk kj_jkkljk
] 2
zjzk ki,

Rk e — — (D.45)

These rules ensure that the collinear behavior of the triple collinear subtraction can be matched with that
of the single collinear subtraction in single unresolved regions.

Splitting functions for initial-state triple collinear splitting can be obtained once more by crossing.
In order to derive the appropriate rules, we again consider the crossing of parton ¢ to the initial state,
which implies also that the parent parton (irs) is crossed, i — a and (irs) — (ars). As before, the
corresponding momenta are reversed, pi' — —p# and pl. . — —p¥, .. The appropriate splitting configurations
and momentum flows are shown in fig. 8. Then repeating the analysis leading to egs. (D.19) and (D.20),
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(irs)

Figure 8: The triple collinear splitting configurations for (irs) — ¢ + r + s final-state splitting (left) and
a — (ars)+r+ s initial-state splitting (right). The arrows in the figure denote momentum and flavor flow.

we write first the crossed form of the final-final-final collinear parametrization,

plzl = Zipgrs + kii +.. —= Po = Zipgrs - k/j_z te (D46)
P =zl + kﬂ_i)’” +o. 22 ph=—zph + kf;)’“ +..., (D.47)
ph = zephi  + kﬂ_?’“ o 2 gt = pt kf:,)’“ +.... (D.48)

The corresponding parametrization for initial-final-final splitting is

1 1

phrs =zaph + K, +... = ph=—ph, ——Fk  +..., (D.49)
T, Tq

e o .y gy 0 (R (D.50)
La Lq
Ts Ts

e Ry Y Pl — R+ R (D.51)

Once more, the superscripts (F) and (I) distinguish transverse momenta in final-state and initial-state
splitting. Then, comparing the O(k}) and O(k, ) pieces of egs. (D.46)—(D.48) and egs. (D.49)—(D.51), we
find

1 » s
Zig)77 ZTﬁfxia Zs*}*xi (D52)
Za Tq Tq
and
1 1—z, Ty 1—uz, Ts
Wio— K, R ke R R s R R (D53
where we used k', = —k(fr)’“ — k(fs)“ The relations z; + 2z, + 2z, = 1 and k[, + k(f;)’“ + k(f;)’“ =0 are

preserved under crossing as expected. Then, accounting for the signs associated with crossing a fermion
from the final to the initial state, we find the relation

H(0 F F
P((ar)s)rs(xaaxraxsasamSasas'rsakj_aakj_r;kJ_s;E) = (_1) (a)+ (ars)xa
A 1 T, X kia 1— x4 T, 11—z, T (D.54)
X P&rs (7 —— — 5 —Sar; —Sas,Srs; — kJ_'r' + 7kJ_sa 71€J_s + 7kj_r;5
Tq Lq Tq Lq Lq Lq a Lq

Comments similar to those below eq. (D.21) apply to eq. (D.54) as well. In particular, factors which would
account for the numbers of colors and spins of the incoming partons are not included. Further, the overall
factor of z, in eq. (D.54) appears because we choose to extract an overall factor of 1/z, in eq. (6.1). Last,
since transverse momenta only appear in the combination k' kY / k%, the crossing rule in eq. (D.53) and
thus eq. (D.54) could be simplified by dropping the x, which appear in denominators in the definitions of
initial-state transverse momenta.
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Finally, we note that the azimuthally averaged triple splitting kernels can be obtained in the same way
as before. In fact, the replacement rules of egs. (D.9) and (D.10) obviously continue to hold also in this
case.

D.2 Strongly-ordered splitting functions

Next, we recall the tree-level strongly-ordered final-state splitting functions for (irs) — i+ (rs) > i+r+s
splitting from refs. [10,12]. For quark splitting we have

(s |Pq((31) éo) (Zrss kLres kLps, % e K i D3 €)8) (D.55)
(0) S
k1 s
=1Rr Pq;g@ (Zi,f‘s; E) — QCFZnS(l — Z,,,s) 1-— %~ m Osst s
(SIPLD (v binss K irs: 2 s K i Bis €)]S) (D.56)
—9C | PO ( . 'E) Zr,s +1—ZT75 L C (1—6),2 (1_2 ) Ly — S;QkLN 5
S R XY 1— Zrs Zrs F T, T,8 i,7% kim . ss’
(s |P£]LC<12 ég) (ZT,S’ irs, ];"Lrsv 25 75 ijrAs?ﬁi; 5)"9 > Pq(?S)g (2 Zis 3 )Pq(ogs (Zr,s§ €)dss - (D.57)

Notice that the flavors of the partons involved in the most collinear splitting, i.e., » and s, always appear as
the second and third indices in the subscript. We will keep this convention throughout. For gluon splitting
we have

C),(0 7 ~ (0
(I PESD Gros b Lrs bLrs, 23 ki D53 €) 1) = QP (2 10k 13 ©) )P (2rsi€) (D.58)
C) 7 .
(IByars,) Grss kLrss R Lrss 2 s K Lo Dis €)I1) (D.59)
AR ]_ — 23 =~ 52
— ZCATR g 1,18 + 1,18 + Zr,s( — 2 5)#
1- Z;,f?s Z%,f?s klrs‘ s
1=z o B K 0 Mliak i
+ 42 (1 = 2,5) p : l]%‘Q L5 | —4CA(1 - €)% (1 — Z%fs)Pq(r%s (Zns?f)lkéiL )
©,78 Lrs Lirs
< |P£§S}r98) (Zr,sa kLTsa I%LT'Sa ZQ’TAS; kj_},ﬁsa ﬁi; 5) |V> (DGO)

=402 o [ _Firs 1~ % ( Fris 1- Zm)
A 1— 23 m % 11—z Zr.s

2

1—e 5 1_2%%\9];“ ];;V
+ g 2 s(1 — 2, &,217527” 1—2, 75 K1 rsFlrs
g s( s) D) kirs - ( )2r,s( s) i kirs
k#ﬁ,\kyc/\’
4O = )21 - 5, B (o) i i

147
where the azimuthally averaged tree-level splitting functions P(?) are given in egs. (D.11)—(D.14).

The strongly-ordered splitting functions involving initial-state splitting can be obtained from those
for final-state splitting, egs. (D.55)—(D.60), by simple crossing relations. Consider first the case of a —
a+ (rs) = a+r—+s splitting. The appropriate strongly-ordered splitting function which appears in eq. (7.1)
is obtained by the crossing relation,

p(((g‘)s’)(i‘];(zry kJ_'r‘v ]AfJ_rsy Zg, kafsaﬁa; 5) (D 61)
7(71)F(G)+F(a’r‘8)x&péggv(o) (Z’r‘a kJJ”, ]%LT‘S) 1/$&, kJ_'r‘As/x[z’ 7ﬁa; 5) ,
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where the sign factors F(a) and F(ars) are given by eq. (D.22). Next, the a — (as) +r = a+r+s
strongly-ordered splitting appearing function appearing in eq. (7.17) is given by the following crossing
formula,

p((a(i')s,)(?(zs)s(xa’ kst ];'Ls; Tay kaaﬁT; 6)

A . (D.62)

= (_1)F(as)+F(aTs)xade7§§s)’(O) (1/.%'a, kJ_s/xav kl.s/-ran 1/53[17 kl_f/xdvﬁr; 8) 3
where the sign factors F(as) and F(ars) are given by eq. (D.22). Factors that would account for the
numbers of colors and spins of the incoming partons are not included in egs. (D.61) and (D.62). We recall
that the flavors of the partons involved in the most collinear splitting, i.e., (as) and s, always appear as
the second and third index in the subscript.

Finally, we mention that the azimuthally averaged forms of the strongly ordered splitting functions are
computed in the same way as their non-strongly ordered counterparts. In particular, one may simply use
the replacement rules in egs. (D.9) and (D.10).

D.3 Soft limit of the splitting functions

Finally, we recall the tree-level soft functions Pi(TSS)’(O). These represent the single soft p# — 0 limit of a set
of n collinear final-state partons [32], for n = 3 and read [10],

S),
P;i}TEI(Z)(ZiaZrazs,sir,sisasrs) = Oa (D63)
2 z S; 1 z 1z
S), _
Pq(7g)T(gO§) (Zi,zra Zsy Siry Sis 87‘87) - CF;i + CA (51'515:3 - 57;527: + SrsZ:) 9 (D64)
2 z S; 1 z 1 z
P;isq);gz)(ziaZra3375ir75i3a3rs) =Cp—=+Ca < ) T+ 7*1 - T) ) (D.65)
Srs Zs SisSrs Sis Zs Srs Zs
2s; Si 1 z 1 2z
Pq(is(j);‘(qos)(ziaZrazsvsirvsisasrs) = CFS' ;T + C(A (_S' Z + ?j + SZ7> ’ (D66)
isSrs isSrs is %s rs s
i 1 z 1 z
PO (o 2, Sirs Sis, S :CA< Sir + —= +T) . D.67
Gigrgs ( b e TS) SisSrs Sis s Srs Zs ( )

Notice that the index of the soft parton s appears last in the subscript. We note in passing that egs. (D.65)—
(D.67) can be written in a uniform manner [57],

P_;‘Lsf);;(:) (Ziv Zry sy Siry Sis, ST‘S)
Sir 1z 1 z, (D.68)
= (T} +T7 - T%,) +(T5 4T = T7) — = + (T, T + T7) — -
SisSrs Sis s Srs Zs

The corresponding soft function for initial-state splitting appears in eq. (7.41) and can be obtained by
the following simple crossing relation,

Lq Lq Lq

. 1 r s
P((asg),i(;) (xzm TpyTsySary Sasy) Srs 5) = _(_1)F(a)+F(a7)Pé7S‘gy(0) (7 _27 _ia —Sar; —Sas, 57’5) 9 (D69)

where the sign factors F'(a) and F'(ar) are given by eq. (D.22) and we have exploited the fact that parton
s is a gluon.
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