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We present a compact form of the massive 1 — 3 tree-level QCD splitting functions, enabling fast
evaluation and improved numerical stability in practical applications. We discuss a decomposition
of the results in terms of lower-order splitting functions, scalar dipole antenna functions and pure
splitting remainders. The two-gluon radiator functions introduced in this context generalize the
expressions obtained from the double-soft approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Final states with large multiplicities of jets initiated by massive partons are of particular interest to the future of
the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experimental programme [1]. Both the top quark and Higgs boson preferentially
decay via bottom quarks. Higgs decays to charm quark pairs have also grown in their relevance at the high-luminosity
LHC (HL-LHC), following the rapid development of jet flavor tagging algorithms powered by sophisticated machine
learning techniques [2, 3]. Early versions of these heavy quark taggers primarily relied on identifying the decay
products of heavy hadrons produced in the jets, while modern taggers exploit differences between the fragmentation
patterns of light and heavy partons [3-6]. These algorithms have advanced to the point that processes originally
thought impossible to study at the HL-LHC — namely, the production of Higgs boson pairs decaying via bottom
quarks — will now be observed with high significance before the end of Run 5 [7]. The development of improved theory
predictions that include mass effects is thus highly motivated. At the same time, QCD jet evolution at the LHC has
been measured to astonishing precision [8-19]. While the large dynamic range originating in the high center-of-mass
energy of the collider makes it possible to treat the effects of heavy quark masses as a somewhat secondary problem
today, the ever increasing experimental precision will soon lead to scenarios where massless approximations can no
longer be justified. Improved theory for heavy quarks should also be included consistently within the parton shower
Monte Carlo algorithms [20, 21] used both to measure jet dynamics and to train the fully supervised algorithms
that empower physics analyses. This will be necessary in particular to avoid potential biases and uncertainty due
to the model-dependence of classifiers [22-24]. In this work, we compute some important components needed for
precision theory in heavy quark final states: The tree-level three-parton splitting functions and the scalar dipole
antenna functions including mass effects. While the splitting functions are already known [25, 26], we present them in
a significantly more compact form than existing literature, which will alleviate their integration into massive infrared
subtraction schemes, higher logarithmic resummation and parton shower simulations, and provide faster evaluation
and improved numerical stability in practical applications. We also derive, for the first time, a decomposition into
scalar dipole radiators and pure splitting remainders.

The factorization of QCD scattering amplitudes is at the heart of most modern techniques to compute higher-order
QCD corrections to scattering processes at colliders. At fixed order in perturbation theory, it allows to construct
infrared subtraction algorithms that enable the extraction of singularities from the real and virtual corrections in order
to make each component finite and amenable to Monte-Carlo integration over the final-state phase space [27, 28].
In resummed perturbation theory, it enables the derivation of anomalous dimensions that govern the scaling of cross
sections with changing resolution scale. For particles with masses, the factorization typically relies on the quasi-
collinear limit, which requires a simultaneous scaling of the collinear transverse momentum and the parton masses.
This procedure retains the correct soft behavior of collinear scattering amplitudes at leading power, but it is somewhat
unnatural, because the on-shell parton masses should remain, in fact, constant. As a direct consequence, one observes a
non-commutativity of limits [29-31] that can only be resolved by accounting for the physical features of the scattering
matrix elements lost in the limiting procedure. Here we use a different concept, which avoids the introduction of
kinematical limits altogether. It is based on the observation that infrared singularities arise as a consequence of
degenerate asymptotic states [32, 33], such that QCD splitting functions can be computed as reduced matrix elements
in a physical gauge [34-38]. Their leading singularities are determined by the semi-classical approximation [39, 40],
which can be derived from splitting functions in a scalar QCD, with the scalars playing the role of the semi-classical
particles. This eventually allows one to derive any splitting function in terms of scalar multipole radiator functions,
and pure splitting remainders with a lower degree of divergence in the kinematical limits [41].

This manuscript is organized as follows: In Sec. II we provide a brief introduction to the method and compute
the one-to-two massive splitting functions as simple examples. Section III presents the new results for one-to-three
splitting functions with massive partons, as well as the two-emission dipole antenna radiator functions with massive
partons. The decomposition of the splitting functions is discussed in Sec. V, and Sec. VI presents an outlook.
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II. BACKGROUND, TECHNIQUES AND LEADING-ORDER RESULTS

The motivation for our work stems from the simple yet important observation that the soft and collinear limits of
QCD scattering amplitudes do not commute at leading power. To exemplify this, we consider the one-to-two parton
splitting for a massive quark in the quasi-collinear limit. The splitting function reads
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where p, and p, are the quark and gluon momenta and z is the light-cone momentum fraction of the quark with
respect to the parent quark. The soft component of this splitting function is given by the z — 1 limit. At leading
power in the soft scaling parameter it reads
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If this limit was physically meaningful, we should be able to first apply it to a complete matrix element including the
quark and the gluon, and then take the quasi-collinear limit on the result. The leading-power soft limit of a QCD
matrix element is given in terms of the square of the soft-gluon current, J# [42]. For a process involving a heavy
quark and a gluon in the final state, the quark-gluon quasi-collinear limit on the squared current leads to
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The difference to the leading-power soft limit of the quasi-collinear result is obvious. This simple example shows that
the two kinematical limits do not commute, even at the lowest non-trivial order. The reason is that leading terms
in one of the limits are sub-leading in the other. As a direct consequence, the leading-power expressions obscure
the factorization of higher-order QCD splitting functions, and an extension to higher powers becomes mandatory to
establish a systematic factorization of matrix elements at higher orders in the coupling. We will therefore refrain from
using any kinematical approximation at all, and base our calculation on a different principle.

The key observation of our method is that the leading components of splitting functions in a gauge theory with
spin are given in terms of the semi-classical expressions, which coincide with the results of the corresponding scalar
theory [39, 40]. This allows to separate out the spin-dependent components, which do not contribute to a dipole
radiation pattern. The physical picture is consistent with the well-known decomposition of the current into a charge
current and a polarization current [43]. In Ref. [41], this idea was used to define a new technique to assemble splitting
functions from scalar dipole radiators, lower-order splitting functions, and pure higher-order splitting remainders.
Here we will extend this method to massive quarks. Because no collinear or soft limits are taken, there is no question
as to how to define their extension to the quasi-collinear region, where the on-shell particle masses would have to be
scaled proportional to the transverse momentum. This in turn resolves common problems which arise in the definition
of polarizations of the external particles and makes the splitting functions unambiguous.

It is important to note that the splitting remainders we compute are finite in all hard collinear regions for fixed
parton masses due to the dead-cone effect [30, 44, 45]. Therefore an infrared subtraction scheme can be devised
without explicit knowledge of those quantities. However, for small parton masses, QCD scattering matrix elements
containing such splittings develop logarithms of the hard scale over the parton masses, which should be resummed to
correctly account for heavy jet dynamics. Treating such logarithms on the same footing with standard collinear poles
also improves the behavior of (semi-)numerical fixed-order calculations [46].

A. Tree-level techniques

In this section we introduce the techniques needed to perform the calculation of the tree-level splitting functions.
We also derive the lowest-order results, which will be used in Sec. III to decompose the splitting functions at higher
order. To achieve a meaningful factorization of the results, we use physical polarization states [34-38, 47-51]. The
polarization sum for virtual gluons is defined in terms of a light-like axial gauge, which is known to be ghost free [52-56]
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Here n* is an auxiliary light-like vector. In the case of on-shell external partons, the polarization states are always
physical. However, the factorized expressions in Sec. V will sometimes involve external partons that are off mass shell.
In such cases, we construct the corresponding on-shell momentum needed to define physical wave functions with the
help of the auxiliary vector, n*. For a parton with momentum p* and on-shell mass m, this shifted momentum reads
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Our calculations are based on the techniques outlined in [51]. In this method, the splitting amplitudes for quarks or
gluons into [ external partons with momenta p; ...p; are given by
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Here, s1..1=(p1+... —|—pl)2 is the virtuality of the [-parton final state, and m; . ; is the on-shell mass of the incoming

parton. The indices s and s’ refer to the quark spin, while the gluon polarization indices are given by p and v. The
tree-level currents ¥ and J can be determined using recursive techniques such as the Berends-Giele method [57-60].
We compute them in the light-like axial gauge, Eq. (1). Only the expression for the quark current differs from the
massless case discussed in [41], and the difference amounts to a trivial change in the quark propagator. We find
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The expressions for the scalar production and decay vertices are given in complete analogy to the massless case
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To obtain compact expressions for the splitting functions, it will be convenient to use a Sudakov decomposition of
the momenta [61]. We will restrict this decomposition to its most generic form, in particular we will not rely on an
explicit definition of the transverse components. For two momenta, p! and p;-‘ , we have

p; =zipy; — Dy,  and Py =zl — D (7)

where pj; = p;’ + p/. The individual Sudakov components are
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This decomposition generalizes naturally to the many-parton case.
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams contributing to the one-to-two parton splittings with massive quarks computed in Sec. II B (a) and
Sec. ITC (b). Double lines indicate a quark of on-shell mass m.

B. Quark initial state

We begin by deriving the splitting functions for one to two partons. The corresponding diagrams are shown in
Fig. 1. Using Eq. (3) and the recursive definition of the quark current in Eq. (4), we find the following expression for
the case of a quark to quark gluon splitting
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Its scalar and purely fermionic components are defined as
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These expressions are valid both for on-shell and for off-shell partons. In order to achieve a physically meaningful
definition of the external wave functions in the off-shell region, we have used the shifted momentum in Eq. (2) to
compute the gluon polarization tensor, d** (pg, ) — d*¥ (pa,n) = d* (p2, i) — pa iHi” /(pi)2. In Sec. V we will also
need the gluon-spin dependent form of Eq. (10). The complete quark to quark splitting tensor is given by
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The scalar and purely fermionic components are
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Note that the scalar result is schematically identical to the massless case [41]. It only differs in the denominator factors,
which is a trivial modification arising from the difference in the retarded Green’s function for massive particles. The
spin-dependent terms of the splitting function exhibit minor modifications, which account for the change in the
off-shellness of the heavy quark.

C. Gluon initial state

The second quark-mass dependent one-to-two reaction we need to compute is the gluon to quark antiquark splitting
shown in Fig. 1 (b). Using Eq. (3) and the recursive definition of the current in Eq. (5), we find the following expression
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A straightforward calculation, making use of the fact that the final-state masses must be identical in QCD, gives
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FIG. 2. Feynman diagrams contributing to the one-to-three all-quark splittings with massive quarks computed in Sec. IIT A.
Diagram (a) shows a process with different on-shell masses for partons 1/2 and 3, (indicated by the double line and the thick
line in the figure), while diagrams (b) and (c) show a process with identical on-shell masses for all the quarks.

In the on-shell case, and upon using a standard Sudakov decomposition of the momenta [61], Eq. (14) reduces to
the familiar (massless) DGLAP splitting kernel. It is interesting to observe that the effects of parton masses in this
particular case are purely kinematical. Note that Eq. (14) is still independent of the kinematics parametrization. Its
spin averaged form reads
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We will use the above functions in Sec. V to write the higher-order splitting functions in terms of lower-order results.

IIT. ONE-TO-THREE SPLITTING FUNCTIONS

In this section we provide the expressions for the one to three parton splittings. Our calculations are based on
the methods introduced in [41, 51], in particular the use of the light-like axial gauge, Eq. (1). We employ Egs. (3)
and Eqgs. (4) and (5) to determine the splitting functions in terms of Berends-Giele currents. All results computed
in this subsection are known, however, we present them in a more compact form than the existing literature. We
have cross-checked the expressions against Refs. [25, 26] and verified that they reduce to the massless case derived in
Refs. [51, 62] when the parton masses are set to zero.

A. All-quark splitting functions

The flavor-changing quark-to-quark splitting function can be obtained from the product of the off-shell quark
splitting function in Eq. (11) and the spin-dependent gluon-to-quark splitting function, Eq. (14). The corresponding
Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 2 (a). Note that we do not make any assumptions about the on-shell quark masses,
in particular mg can differ from m;. However, in QCD we always have m; = msy. The result is
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The variable ¢12,; is defined as an extension of Eq. (22) in [51] to the massive on-shell case, using the fact that in
QCD the final-state parton masses for particles 1 and 2 must be equal.!
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We have also defined the invariant masses s;; = (p; + pj)2 and the scalar products 5;; = 2p;p;. The extension of
the scalar products to the three-parton case is given by §;;x = 8;; + Sir + §;%x. Equation (16) contains a component
arising from the scalar radiator in Eq. (6) and the gluon splitting function in Eq. (14). It can be interpreted as a
squark-to-quark splitting function and is given by
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I Equation (17) differs from t12 ; in Ref. [25], because our definition is based on the diagrammatical origin of the variable.
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FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams contributing to the one-to-three gluon emission splittings with massive quarks, computed in

Sec. III B. The double line indicates a quark of mass m.

The first one-to-three parton splitting function with a non-trivial structure is the same flavor quark to three quark
splitting. There are two contributing diagrams, shown in Fig. 2 (b) and (c). They lead to two terms of the form of
Eq. (16) and an interference term
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The interference contribution is given in terms of the function
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B. Gluon emission off quarks

In this section we present the splitting function describing gluon radiation off massive quarks. Following Ref. [51],
we separate the abelian from the non-abelian component according to
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The relevant Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 3. The result for the abelian component is
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The non-abelian part of the splitting function is given by
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FIG. 4. Feynman diagrams contributing to the one-to-three gluon splitting into massive quarks computed in Sec. IIID. The
double line indicates a quark of mass m.

C. Gluon emission off scalars

The results of Sec. III B are the only heavy quark splittings that overlap with the two-gluon scalar dipole radiator
function. The general form of this dipole radiator will be computed in Sec. IV B. In order to prepare the discussion
of its physical features, we present here the scalar splitting functions, which contribute to Eqgs. (22) and (23). The
abelian component is

32 22 2m? z3(1 — 2 s 223(1 — z dm21 -z
CREEYE N B EE) S B

513523 | 2122 S123 2122 513 2122 513 22
5 (24)
A4m?  1/2m?  2m?
+(l-g)+—+s(=—+= +(1e2).
S13 2\ 813 523
In the non-abelian case, we obtain
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D. Gluon splitting to quarks

In this section we quote the gluon splitting functions into a quark antiquark pair and a gluon. Following the notation
in [51], we separate the result into an abelian and a non-abelian component:
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The Feynman diagrams for this process are shown in Fig. 4. The abelian component is given by
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FIG. 5. Feynman diagrams contributing to the scalar radiator function for a single gluon emission. The double lines indicate
quark masses of the scalar particles.

The non-abelian part is given by
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Here, ﬁﬁ ; are the generalized transverse momenta defined in Eq. (8). They fulfill momentum conservation in the form
Py ;+pj,; =0 for any i and j, as well as py o3 +Ph 13 +P5 1o = 0. We have not listed explicitly n-dependent components
of the splitting functions, as they vanish when multiplied by the polarization tensor of the intermediate gluon.

IV. SCALAR RADIATOR FUNCTIONS

In this section we compute the scalar radiator functions, which describe the production of one or more partons
through coherent radiation off a QCD dipole antenna. In contrast to the splitting functions in Sec. II and III, they
account for the precise direction of flight of the color anti-charge, which must accompany the initial state charged
parton in a splitting configuration such as Fig. 1 (a) or Fig. 3 due to color conservation.

The simplest such function is the one-gluon radiator shown in Fig. 5. Using the formalism and notation of [42, 63]
generalized to the scalar QCD case [41], the dipole approximation to the complete radiator function for a single gluon
can be written in terms of color insertion operators, T, and a space-time dependent part, S;.j, as follows
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In order to simplify the notation in Sec. V, we also introduce a compact notation for the gluon-spin dependent radiator
function. It is given by

1 ({pkia) ZTTks @), where  S%(q1) = 5" (pi,a)S" (prsr) - (31)

For the decomposition of the two-gluon splitting functions in Sec. V, we will need the off-shell radiator [41] for massive
particles. It is determined by using the momentum shift in Eq. (2) to define the external wave function of the gluon.
Its space-time dependent part reads

_ 1 2z; P2 —m? qf 2k1 2p;px; .
8-;k<ql;n>=1(1— e M 2 Tk, (32)
' Ph—mi 2z Pr — My Di—Mi 21 (pu —mZ)(pp, — m3)




pi, my bi, My
qi, m qi, m
q2, M @, M
p/{:v Tn’k pl\,"r ml\?

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. Feynman diagrams contributing to the scalar radiator for a quark-antiquark pair computed in Sec. IV A. The double
line indicates quark masses of the scalar particles, while the thick solid line indicates the masses of the emitted quarks.

The squark splitting function in Eq. (10) is a special case of this radiator, Pj_z(p1,p2) = Cr (p?y —m?2) S1.1(pa; 1) /2 .

A. Quark-antiquark radiator

The scalar dipole approximation to radiation of a quark-antiquark pair is obtained from the product of the spin-
dependent one-gluon radiator in Eq. (31) and the gluon-to-quark splitting tensor in Eq. (14). The relevant Feynman
diagrams are shown in Fig. 6. Due to the factorized form of the result, the color decomposition is identical to the
single gluon emission case in Eq. (31). It reads

Sea{ptiar,a25m) = Y TTw Tr S{4 (a1, 425 7) (33)
i,k

The space-time dependent component is given by

_ - 2 2 (zi(skiz —mE) +zp(sae —m7) tha,iliz g
Sla? Q2 n) = - k -5 1-——=—. 34
ok (q1,92;7) (si12 — m2)(sk12 — m2) | s12 21+ 22 sk )t s1a (34

For i = k, this result is proportional to the scalar splitting function in Eq. (18), cf. Eq. (42).

B. Two-gluon radiator

The dipole approximation to the two-gluon radiator function has a more complicated structure. The relevant
Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 7. To understand its form, it is helpful to write the result in terms of the
two-gluon current [51]. It is interesting to note that this current is only minimally modified compared to its massless
counterpart. For an on-shell radiator we find

v a r& b), v . paberne nab),uv
Jab (41, 92) = Z {T, T4} ~7z‘(ka (g1, q2) + Z if e ~7i( I (g1, a) (35)
ik i
with the color-stripped abelian and non-abelian components

a v 1 v
TE (@1,42) = 5 5" (pi 1) S (P, @2)
5ik [ v 14 v v
+ i+ a2)? —m2 _ql SH(pi, ) + ¢5'S” (pi, 42) — q1g2 S* (pis q1)S” (pis @2) — 9" } ,
ji(nab)’w(m, q2) = S, (s, Q12)<dp”(fJ12)S“(Q27(I1) — d""(q12)S" (q1, qz))

1 t12,i
b S (i 1) — S (i @2) + pila2 — a1) S* iy 01)S” (P, q) + 2L g |
g —m: |0 (pia1) — 455" (pir @2) + pi(a2 — @1) S* (i, 31)S” (P 42) 2,9

(36)
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by, my bi, My pi, my bi, My bi, my

qn q1 qa q1 qa

a2 a2 a2 a2 a2

p/{'? 777’]{' p/{:v Tnk pk7 mk? p/{:v Tnk pl\,’a m]\?
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

FIG. 7. Feynman diagrams contributing to the scalar radiator for two gluons, computed in Sec. IV B. The double line indicates
quark masses of the scalar particles.

Changes compared to the massless result only occur due to the definition of ¢12; (cf. Eq. (17)), and due to the
difference in the propagators. The squared two-gluon current is given by [41]

a —\ juo —\ 70 Tarpa by ab —

[Jug(Q1,(12)]Td“p(Q1,n)d (QQ,H)Jpgb(qth):QZZ{Ti leszn}Sz(kl)m(QDq%n)
ik l,m
+23° 5 ({ede ThEy |+ { T L)) G0, aas +2Z{T“ T} SEY (01, 02)
ik 1 (37)

e nab _ b _ ab _
= Ca T [ S5 (@i m) - (1 260) S5 (a1, @) — Sf”<q1,q2;n>fslﬁl;,.)(ql,qz;n)

il

+ 85 (a1 a2 ) + S (ar, a5 1) + S5 (qr, a5 1) + S5 (a1, 4257) } ;

where we have introduced the abelian and non-abelian radiator functions, S(q1,ge; 7). For massive on-shell particles
they are defined as an extension of the results in [41].

b 1 _ _
s 1 Sist(q1; 1) Skym (g2;70)
b _ 1 suswm ( Sk 542 512
Sz'(a;ol)(%,%;”) =533 ( 0w s )
o S112 Si15k2 \ SklSI1 SilS12 S11512

m (@1, q2;7) =

1 {Zl <§i1812 —Siefn  aS12 ) n ZiSu + 2181 — Z18i
S112 | 22 8i1811812 221 811812 22 8;1811
ik (1 N mi +m? 2§Zg> N s12(sit + Sit)(m3 + m7) N (Z(—) k)} (38)
25:15k2 Sik 812 25i15k2811812 1<2)]”

- = = 2 s (= = = = 2 =2
(8i18k2 — 8i25k1)% — 25128:k (8i18k2 + 5i28k1) + 871257,
5i125K12 8i15k15:25k2

2519 m? m3 2(1—¢)
+ Lk )4

~ ~ ~ o~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 9
$125k12 \ Si1542 Sk1Sk2 $i125k12

Si(jcb) (q1,42) =

and

S g, 23 m) = S (a1, g2 ) — 2(1 — €) S (pr2; ) Dyu(p, p2, 1) Dy (p1, p2, 1)

1 _
+ 1 (31 i(q12;1) + Sk (q12; 1) — 28i;k(Q125ﬁ)) [32 i(q2;1) + S1;1(g2; 1) — 2851 (g2; 1)

- %(&;i(qmﬁ) + Sk (g2; 1) — 25i;k(425ﬁ)) +(iok)+(1e2)+ (i: g)] '

(39)
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where

g(nabp) | 38 2512 (% 2k Zi12 k12 251 Sik
ik (Q17Q27n)— 153 +—1| = - = — — = = T T =
Si15k1 212 \ Si12 Sk12 Si12 Sk12 512842 S5i25k2

N 1~ {3 I 3 5% n Sik 22 n Sk18i2 — SikS12 (1 _ §zk) n 51‘16(1 _ 3§i12)
$i125k12

2 2518, 2812 21 25152 512 541 512
Si2 Z; Z21 512 Sk12 28k1 (21 — 2222 — 2 ZSi12 | Si2 8i1 22+ 22
—~<2++~+~ >+ -——t =
Sil1 22 Zi Si2 Si2 S12 21 22 22841 Sil Si2 Z1
2 ~ ~
z t19.4t t Si1 Zi 2;S 2z S; 3z;
12 12,3012,k 12,k il <42 1912 12 il i
— e — e e I + = = (142) (40)
2z122  8%9 2812 [ Si2 21 22541 z1 S12 )
2 = = 2 = = = =
my | 2ti2r 28512 S12 | 8;25k1 z; 8i1 — 832 Sk1 — Sk2
- [ - — 1+ —+ — + — 1+ — —
Sil 512 Sio Sk1 Si15k2 2541522122 Si12 Sk12
25 = = = 2 = = =
4mi Si18k2 + Si28k1 — SikS12 + m; |: 4 (Szk _ Sk1 SE2 ?i _ Sk1 > _ LQZZ 4 i 221‘1
~2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Si192 $128i15k1 S;18i12 [ Sk2 \ Si2 S12 S12. 22 281 Si2 21 Si1 22
25,1 + s12 m2 2(77”L2 + m2) i<k
k .
)|t (e2)+ (L) -
Si1 Sy Si28k2 ANe

As in the massless parton case, the radiators define the splitting functions in Eqs. (24) and (25). We find

Pq(i);gq(pupmpi) = (si12 —m3)* C% (Sfiz)ﬂ‘(plapz; n) + 251-(22) (p1,p2;7n) + Sf;?b) (p17p2)) ;
(41)

nab CrCa o(nab _ Ca b
PI) (p1,pa,pi) = — (si12 — m3)? — S (pr,pas ) — qu(i;gq(plvp%pi) :

In the double-soft gluon limit, Eq. (39) reduces to the massive double-soft eikonal computed in App. B of Ref. [64]
(see also [65]).

V. COMPOSITION OF ONE-TO-THREE SPLITTING FUNCTIONS

In this section we address the main question of this work, namely how the one-to-three parton splitting functions
can be decomposed in terms of the scalar dipole radiators derived in Sec. IV and the lower-order splitting functions in
Sec. II. The results we will derive are structurally identical to the massless case, which was determined based on the
Feynman diagrams that enter the calculations. This provides a strong cross-check of our technique, as the remainder
functions we will obtain are required to reduce to their massless equivalent in the case of massless external partons.?
We will make this structure apparent in all our results.

A. All-quark splitting functions

We begin with the simplest case, which is the all-quark splitting function with distinct flavor quarks. Only the
diagram in Fig. 2 (a) contributes to this result, therefore the splitting function admits a trivial decomposition, which
is given by

2
s123 —m3 | Cr v

(Pysaqra(p1,p2,p3)) = “en |2 (s123 — m3) S§5(p12) + (P (93, p12)) | Pymsg, (P, D2) - (42)

We note that the scalar contribution can be written in terms of the two-quark scalar radiator in Eq. (34), or in terms
of the scalar splitting function, Eq. (18):

ﬁ (8123 - m§)2 CrTr

4

(5123 —m3)? Sé?;?) (p1,p2;7) - (43)

P q5q4(p1,02,03) = S5 (p12) Pys g (P1,12) =

2 512

2 No limiting procedure is involved when determining the massless results from the massive ones, the masses can simply be set to zero.
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For the all-quark splitting function with same flavor quarks, we obtain

— (5123 — m2) Sg;lé(plz) + <Pq(f_)>zy(p3,p12)> Pgaq,uv(plap2)

5123 — m? Cr m
2

(Pqﬁﬁqq(pl,pmp?,» = {

S12 (44)

+ (2 A d 3) } + <Pq(p—>)(jqq(p1ap2ap3)> .

The pure splitting contribution is a consequence of interference between the diagrams in Fig. 2 (b) and (c), and is
given in terms of Eq. (20) as

(PP) - a(p1,p2,3)) = (PU9 (D1, p2,p3)) + (2 ¢ 3) . (45)

B. Gluon emission off quarks

The quark to quark gluon splitting function overlaps with the scalar dipole radiator for two-gluon emission in
Sec. IV B. It allows the following decomposition [41]

a C3 _ . Cp3§ _
(Piaa(01p2,08)) = | [ Bla Srss (02 M)Ssia (013 7) + - 222 Susuaa(pes )P0, (b, p1)
513
Cr . - _ 5
5 123 (P (013, 2)) S0 ) + T (PLD, (13, 22)) (P03, p1)) + (1 2) } (46)
ab,
+ P(j(ﬁgf,)g(Phpwps) + (PSP (p1, p2, ps)) -
where the pure scalar and fermionic components are given by
(ab,p) (ab) CE -
Py ggq(PrLp2,p3) = Palgoq(pispe,ps) — == 81z [513;13(1)2; 1)83;3(p1; 1) + S23;23(p15 1) S3:3(p2; ﬁ)}
_ 012;{ 5%23 |: Zg _ 2m2 Zg(]. — 23):| _ 5123 223(1 — ZQ) + 42’3 (47)
S13823 | 2122 S123 2122 S13 z122 z122
4m? z3 — (1 — z3)? 4m*
SRCTS R Tk ) L }+(1<—>2).
S13 2122 513523
and
2 2
+ 29) 512 2122
plabp.h) —02(1 — 5123 (21 S12 ,  A172 g _
< q—999 (p17p27p3)> F( 6) 2513523 z3 2129 +e)+ 513 + (1 — 22)2 ( E)
S 21 + 22)? 21% 2z 1 Z
— 220 (1 - z) (Gt +(1-e) 22 )|+ 22 + = (48)
S13 Z1%22 1-— Z9 Z9 1-— z9 1-— z1
2m? zy(1 2
_ ~m 22(1 4+ 23) _ in f12(123)}+ <1<_)2) '
S13 1 — 29 513523
For the non-abelian quark-to-gluon splitting, we find the following decomposition [41]
(nab) CFOA ~2 S — _ _ _ _
(P aq(P1,p2,p3)) = — S [53;3(]?12; n) (51;1(192; n) + Sz2(p1; 1) — S1;3(p2; 1) — Sa2;3(p1; n))
+2(1 — ) S§:5(p12:7) Dy (p1, p2, 2) Dy (p1, P2, ﬁ)}
Ca, (1) . 2y — .
+ 2 5123 <Pq—>q(p37p12)> Sl;l(an Tl) + 82;2(2317 TL) 81;3(1725 TL) 82;3(])1, Tl) (49)

+2(1—¢) <P§25V(P37P12)>Du(p17pz7ﬁ)Du(phpzaﬁ)}

CA b a
T 20, {Pq(i@}z)q(pl,pz,p?,) + <Pq(—]>3_(}2’qf)(p1,p2,p3)>}

nab, ne
+ P(j(igg(jp) (p17p27p3) + <Pq(g>gd;¢}p7f) (p17p27p3)> .



where the pure scalar and fermionic components are given by

nab, CrCa nab _ ab b _
P(j(:;g(jp) (p1,p2,p3) = _TS%Z} [Sé;g )(pl,pz;”) + S§;3 )(plap2) + 253(,?3;2;(]31,]92; n)

+ S:Ef?%,s(phm; n) + S3;3(p12; 1) (32;2(291; n) + S1;1(p2; 1) — S2.3(p1;1) — S1.3(p2; ﬁ))

v — — — CVA ab,
+2(1 — ) 855 (p12;7) Dyu(p1, p2,7) Dy (1, p2, n)} Equ_Eqi)q(phpz,pg)

S S Z z21 — 2 1—2z
:CFCA{ 123|:~123 (3+ 1 3)_ 1}

S12 | S13 \ %2 1—23 29
5123 23(1 — 2’2) 1-— z9 z3 22’3 2m2 Z% S12 223(1 — 22)
— + 1——] - 2 + ~ = . 1.\
513 Z1%22 1-— z3 z1 (1 — 23) 512 22(1 — Z3) 513 21(1 — 2’3)
223(21 —22) 223 1l—e m? ( 223 ) B 2m? 1
22(1 — 23)2 Z122 4 S12 22(1 — Zg)

}Jr(l(—)?).

513 22

and

z 1 z 2z 33
(Pt ) = CeCa (- {2 (b 2 )4 (22 0) (1- 1220 - )

21 1—21 1—2’2

1—e¢ s k4 z S S S 1—=2 1—23)2 22
+ ( ) 1+ ~12 + 1 2 B ~123 + {23 123 2 ( 3) + 2
2 513 1-— z9 1-— z9 S13 2513 S12 Al Z9 1-— z3

S1231— 2 S1231 — 2 32 S m2z — 2z 3
+<m3+}232—1%3>(1—23—~12>+~1 2—}+(1<—>2).
S12 21 513 21 512513 5123 13 1 — 2 4

C. Gluon splitting to quarks

The abelian gluon-to-quark splitting tensor can be assembled from lower-order components as follows

v (ab Cr v n n
P (51, pa, ps) = [2 s12 PJ%(p12:p3) (S22(pri ) = Saa(prin))
s w v (ab,
+ ;1223 Pl (012, 93) (Py 4 (p2,p1)) + (2 & 3)} * P;ngq”)(pl,pg,pg) e

In the massive case, the pure splitting tensor is given by

¢ 5123 — 823)2 1 2m?
phv (ab.p) _onred g [ Brzs —823)° & B 1
9—99q (p17p27p3) FLR (p1237 ’I’L) 2512513 ( + 6) 1 — 23 1 — 23 512 ( 5)

_\| S13 zZ2 §23 1-— 222 1 (22 2m2> :|
— d"(p123, 1t {~+~ - - - +1
( 123 ) S12 21(1 — 22) S12 1-— z9 1-— z3

21 812
4Pk 150 5 21 — 2 z 51231 — 2
n (d”"(plzgm) _ P 3,12) { ~123( 1 2 (1-¢) 1 ) 4 5123 2}
5123 S12 21 1—23 S13 21
N _ S 2m?
+ 2 gy BY 0y —— o (E— p (1—8))}+(2<—>3).
’ 77 812813 5123
The non-abelian splitting tensor admits the following decomposition
uv (nab) Ca 5%23 aff nz = =\ DUV
Pgﬂgqq (p1,p2,p3) = R g |:Sl;1(p23)Pg—>q,a[3(p27p3)d (p123, M) + 323;23(171; ”)Pg—>q(p2,p3)
CA 5%23 o = v =
t= oo 2(1 — &) D*(p1, p23, 1) D" (p1, P23, ) (Py—sq(p2, P3))
OA " nz =
+ T 5123 |:Pg—>q(p127p3) + Pg—>q(p27p13)i| 82;3(])1;71)
Ca (ab,p) pH (pnab,p)

_ E 9—999q (plap2ap3)+ 9—9qd (p17p27p3)+.“ )

13

(51)

(52)
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where the pure splitting tensor is given by

CaTr _ 8123 21 513 Z1
prv (pnab,p) — _ g 1_g)( 2228 =t °138 1
9—94q (plap2ap3) 9 (p1237n)( ) 519 1— 23 310 (1 — 23)2
_du»(pmn){l—% <S3231—23+8123_f?2322)_2+1_ L (M_Wﬂ
21 S12 1 —21 823 5128031 —12 21 1—23\ 21 512
4P 2397 23 [ 22923 (1—e)+ Am® 2z ] n 2(ph 159512 + P5.12P5.13) 5123 [222 BT E] (55)
523 (1—21)2 513 1—2 523 Si2 21 1—2

APl 19D 12 [ 2
. 3,12 3,12{@(5123 22 523>(15)<5123+523 21 )}

523 z1 \ S12 1 =21 $12 513 S121—23
S~ =y 2 ~H ~U ~U ~[
_ 8 PasPa3 n 8m? D7 23P2,3 + P1,23D2 3

Z1 823 512 523

}+@H$.

The ellipses in Eqgs. (52) and (54) stand for terms proportional to 7i# or 7¥, which vanish when contracted with a
gluon polarization tensor.

D. Kinematical limits of pure splitting remainders

In Ref. [41], it was found that the massless pure splitting remainders corresponding to <Pq(i)qqq>, (Pq(ilf_,’]gbf )>,
nab,p, v (ab, v (pnab, . . .
<Pq(g>gagqp f)>, P;;g;qp), and P;Hégqa ) in Egs. (45), (48), (51), (53), and (55) have at most sub-leading singu-

larities in the soft-gluon limits (if applicable) and in the collinear limits. This statement still holds for the massive
pure splitting remainders, if the collinear limit is replaced by the quasi-collinear one. In particular, Tab. I of Ref. [41]
remains unchanged if the collinear limit is replaced by the quasi-collinear limit, and the massive extensions of the

pure splitting functions are used. In complete analogy, the functions ng”p )q and Pgﬂl;;j’p ) in Egs. (47) and (50) have
leading soft singularities, which arise from the interference contributions of the leading diagrams in the axial gauge.
The scalar splitting functions should therefore be expressed in terms of the scalar radiator functions by making use
of Egs. (41). In summary, we find that the methodology for the computation of splitting functions first introduced
in Ref. [41] applies to both massive and massless QCD, because it is based on a physical, rather than a purely

mathematical understanding of the origin of infrared singularities.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We presented a re-computation of the massive QCD one-to-three parton splitting functions and a significantly more
compact form of the results compared to existing literature. This will reduce evaluation time and increase numerical
stability in practical applications. Using a recently introduced method for the decomposition of splitting functions
into scalar dipole radiator functions, lower-order results, and pure splitting remainders, we derived a representation
that makes the factorization into leading-order results transparent. The pure splitting remainders exhibit at most
sub-leading singularities in the (double-)soft gluon limits and in the quasi-collinear limits. We expect our novel
technique to provide a path towards higher-order computations which do not require sectorization or other forms of
overlap removal for different singular phase-space configurations. At the same time, the splitting functions derived
here will be helpful for higher logarithmic resummation of soft gluon effects on QCD observables. These methods will
help drive improvements in the modeling of heavy quark jet formation, leading to better precision in analyses of top
quark and electroweak boson production at the LHC.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This manuscript has been authored by Fermi Forward Discovery Group, LLC under Contract No. 89243024CSC000002
with the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of High Energy Physics. The work of S.H. was supported
by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of Advanced Scientific Computing Research, Scientific
Discovery through Advanced Computing (SciDAC-5) program, grant “NeuCol”. M.L.B.; J.R. and G.W. gratefully
acknowledge the support of the Brown University Department of Physics and Graduate School. Finally, M.L.B. and



15

G.W. would like to thank David Axen for his prescient gift of a copy of R. D. Field’s Applications of Perturbative
QCD [66] that was of instrumental value to this project.

1] ATLAS and CMS Collaborations, (2025), ATL-PHYS-PUB-2025-018.

2] H. Qu, C. Li, and S. Qian, Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, 162, 18281 (2022).
3] ATLAS Collaboration, (2025), arXiv:2505.19689 [hep-ex].

4] ATLAS Collaboration, (2025), ATL-PHYS-PUB-2025-029.

5] CMS Collaboration, (2024), CMS-DP-2024-024.

6] CMS Collaboration, (2022), CMS-DP-2022-050.

7] ATLAS Collaboration, (2025), ATL-PHYS-PUB-2025-006.

8] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 092001 (2018), arXiv:1711.08341 [hep-ex].
9] CMS Collaboration, JHEP 11, 113 (2018), arXiv:1807.05974 [hep-ex].

0] CMS Collaboration, JHEP 01, 188 (2022), arXiv:2109.03340 [hep-ex].

1] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 222002 (2020), arXiv:2004.03540 [hep-ex].
2] CMS Collaboration, JHEP 05, 116 (2024), arXiv:2312.16343 [hep-ex].

3] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B 859, 139090 (2024), arXiv:2402.13052 [hep-ex].
4] ALICE Collaboration, Nature 605, 440 (2022), [Erratum: Nature 607, E22 (2022)], arXiv:2106.05713 [nucl-ex].
5] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B 868, 139680 (2025), arXiv:2502.02062 [hep-ex].
6] ALICE Collaboration, (2024), arXiv:2409.12687 [hep-ex].

7] CMS Collaboration, Phys. Rev. Lett. 133, 071903 (2024), arXiv:2402.13864 [hep-ex].
8] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Rev. D 101, 052007 (2020), arXiv:1912.09837 [hep-ex].
9] ALICE Collaboration, (2025), arXiv:2504.03431 [hep-ex].

0] A. Buckley et al., Phys. Rept. 504, 145 (2011).

1] J. M. Campbell et al., SciPost Phys 16, 130 (2024), arXiv:2203.11110 [hep-ph].

2] TLAS Collaboratlon JINST 19, P08018 (2024), arXiv:2407.20127 [hep-ex].

3] R. Gambhir, M. LeBlanc, and Y. Zhou (2025) arXiv:2509.19431 [hep-ph].

4] A. Garcia Caffaro, I Moult and C. Shimmin, (2025), arXiv:2510.06314 [hep-ph].

5] P. K. Dhani, G. Rodrigo, and G. F. R. Sborlini, JHEP 12, 188 (2023), arXiv:2310.05803 [hep-ph].

6] E. Craft, M. Gonzalez, K. Lee, B. Mecaj, and I. Moult, JHEP 07, 080 (2024), arXiv:2310.06736 [hep-ph].
7]

8]

9]

0]

1

)

3]

4]

:(>L4

. Heinrich, Phys. Rept. 922, 1 (2021), arXiv:2009.00516 [hep-ph].
. Huss, J. Huston, S. Jones, and M. Pellen, J. Phys. G 50, 043001 (2023), arXiv:2207.02122 [hep-ph].
. Gaggero, A. Ghira, S. Marzani, and G. Ridolfi, JHEP 09, 058 (2022), arXiv:2207.13567 [hep-ph].
. Ghira, S. Marzani, and G. Ridolfi, JHEP 11, 120 (2023), arXiv:2309.06139 [hep-ph].
. Ghira, L. Mai, and S. Marzani, Eur. Phys. J. C 85, 294 (2025), arXiv:2412.13261 [hep-ph].
Coleman and R. E. Norton, Nuovo Cim. 38, 438 (1965).
. Sterman, in TASI 95: QCD and Beyond (1995) pp. 327-408, arXiv:hep-ph/9606312.
Frenkel and J. C. Taylor, Nucl. Phys. B 109, 439 (1976), [Erratum Nucl.Phys.B 117, 546-546 (1976), Erratum:
ucl.Phys.B 155, 544 (1979)].
. L. Dokshitzer, D. Diakonov, and S. I. Troian, Phys. Rept. 58, 269 (1980).
. K. Ellis, H. Georgi, M. Machacek, H. D. Politzer, and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 78, 281 (1978).
. K. Ellis, H. Georgi, M. Machacek, H. D. Politzer, and G. G. Ross, Nucl. Phys. B 152, 285 (1979).
. Humpert and W. L. van Neerven, Phys. Lett. B 101, 101 (1981).
. Gell-Mann and M. L. Goldberger Phys. Rev. 96, 1433 (1954).
. S. Brown and R. L. Goble, Phys. Rev. 173, 1505 (1968).
. Campbell, S. Héche, M. Knobbe, C. T. Preuss, and D. Reichelt, (2025), arXiv:2505.10408 [hep-ph].
assetto, M. Ciafaloni, and G. Marchesini, Phys. Rept. 100, 201 (1983).
ordon, Zeitschrift fiir Physik 140, 630 (1928).
Marchesini and B. R. Webber, Nucl. Phys. B 330, 261 (1990).
. L. Dokshitzer, V. A. Khoze, and S. I. Troian, J. Phys. G 17, 1602 (1991).
. Catani, S. Dittmaier, M. H. Seymour, and Z. Trocsanyi, Nucl. Phys. B 627, 189 (2002), hep-ph/0201036.
. Amati, R. Petronzio, and G. Veneziano, Nucl. Phys. B 140, 54 (1978).
. Amati, R. Petronzio, and G. Veneziano, Nucl. Phys. B 146, 29 (1978).
Kahnowskl K. KOIllShl and T. R. Taylor, Nucl. Phys. B 181, 221 (1981).
Kalinowski, K. Konishi, P. N. Scharbach, and T. R. Taylor, Nucl. Phys. B 181, 253 (1981).
. Catani and M. Grazzini, Nucl. Phys. B 570, 287 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9908523.
. L. Arnowitt and S. I. Flckler Phys. Rev. 127 1821 (1962).
. Konetschny and W. Kummer, Nucl. Phys. B 100, 106 (1975).
. Konetschny and W. Kummer, Nucl. Phys. B 108, 397 (1976).
J. Frenkel, Phys. Rev. D 13, 2325 (1976).
. Konetschny, Phys. Lett. B 90, 263 (1980), [Erratum: Phys.Lett.B 115, 503 (1982)].

Z.L‘QCDD>>U>Q@"U>:U

RO O O O o o e e E E R R R E R R B W W w
SEFNEEU0NLAQS Sl ZRE IS
sz

DB LN O 00N RN O O 0N% 0

=


https://cds.cern.ch/record/2928907
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v162/qu22b.html
http://arxiv.org/abs/2505.19689
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2936634
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2898463
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2839920
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2925853
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.092001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.08341
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)113
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.05974
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2022)188
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.222002
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.03540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)116
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.16343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.139090
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.13052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04572-w
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.05713
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2025.139680
http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.02062
http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.12687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.071903
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.13864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.052007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09837
http://arxiv.org/abs/2504.03431
http://dx.doi.org/ http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2011.03.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.16.5.130
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.11110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/19/08/P08018
http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.20127
http://arxiv.org/abs/2509.19431
http://arxiv.org/abs/2510.06314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2023)188
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.05803
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP07(2024)080
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.06736
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.03.006
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.00516
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1361-6471/acbaec
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.02122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)058
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.13567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2023)120
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.06139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-025-13989-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.13261
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02750472
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(76)90414-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(80)90043-5
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/0370-2693(78)90023-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/0550-3213(79)90105-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)90500-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.96.1433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.173.1505
http://arxiv.org/abs/2505.10408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01327881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90310-A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/17/10/023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00098-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90313-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90430-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90351-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90352-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00778-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9908523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.127.1821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(75)90228-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(76)90285-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.13.2325
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90737-6

16

[57] F. A. Berends and W. T. Giele, Nucl. Phys. B 306, 759 (1988).

[58] F. A. Berends, W. T. Giele, and H. Kuijf, Nucl. Phys. B 321, 39 (1989).

[59] F. A. Berends, H. Kuijf, B. Tausk, and W. T. Giele, Nucl. Phys. B 357, 32 (1991).

[60] C. Duhr, S. Hoeche, and F. Maltoni, JHEP 08, 062 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0607057.

[61] V. V. Sudakov, Sov. Phys. JETP 3, 65 (1956).

[62] J. M. Campbell and E. W. N. Glover, Nucl. Phys. B 527, 264 (1998), arXiv:hep-ph/9710255.

[63] S. Catani and M. H. Seymour, Nucl. Phys. B 485, 291 (1997), [Erratum: Nucl.Phys.B 510, 503-504 (1998)], hep-
ph/9605323.

[64] M. Czakon, Nucl. Phys. B 849, 250 (2011), arXiv:1101.0642 [hep-ph].
[65] S. Catani, D. Colferai, and A. Torrini, JHEP 01, 118 (2020), arXiv:1908.01616 [hep-ph].
[66] R. D. Field, Applications of Perturbative QCD, Vol. 77 (Front.Phys., 1989).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90442-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90242-3
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/0550-3213(91)90458-A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/08/062
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0607057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00295-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(96)00589-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605323
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.03.020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0642
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)118
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.01616

	Massive tree-level splitting functions beyond kinematical limits
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Background, techniques and leading-order results
	Tree-level techniques
	Quark initial state
	Gluon initial state

	One-to-three splitting functions
	All-quark splitting functions
	Gluon emission off quarks
	Gluon emission off scalars
	Gluon splitting to quarks

	Scalar radiator functions
	Quark-antiquark radiator
	Two-gluon radiator

	Composition of one-to-three splitting functions
	All-quark splitting functions
	Gluon emission off quarks
	Gluon splitting to quarks
	Kinematical limits of pure splitting remainders

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


