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1 Introduction

The question of recoils in parton showers has received much attention lately. This question
arises because physical showers must conserve energy and momentum exactly:! any four-
momentum imparted to an emitted parton must be balanced by momentum taken from
elsewhere in the event; this balancing momentum is termed the recoil from the branching
process. Current methods to achieve this can be divided into two broad categories: local
and global.

In local recoil strategies, a single pair of partons takes the recoil. This is the minimum
that is consistent with exact four-momentum conservation. Formally, the emission phase

space is factorised as

dds
— 1.1
ey (1.1)

with two well-known examples being Catani-Seymour (CS) [2, 3] and antenna factorisa-

d®,y1 = d,_»dd; = dd,

tion [4, 5]. Strategies based on these or similar principles have been employed successfully,
e.g., in ARIADNE [6, 7], PYTHIA [8, 9], VINCIA [10, 11], HERWIG’s dipole showers [12, 13],

!See Ref. [1] for an interesting study exploring violations of this constraint.



SHERPA’s CS shower module [14, 15], DIRE [16], the PANLOCAL showers [17], and oth-
ers [18, 19].

In global strategies, some or all of the recoil is instead distributed among all par-
tons in the event. Examples include HERWIG’s angular-ordered showers [13, 20-22], the
Manchester-Vienna dipole shower [23], DEDUCTOR [24, 25], and the PANGLOBAL [17, 26],
ALARIC [27-29], and APOLLO [30] showers.

The main virtue of local recoil schemes is simplicity: they can be straightforwardly
nested within each other to build up higher-multiplicity phase spaces, are comparatively
easy to extend to massive kinematics, and also exhibit manifest Lorentz invariance (inde-
pendent of any global choice of frame) and scaling properties. The main disadvantage is
that the transverse momentum imparted to one or both of the recoilers in these schemes
can be “excessive”. In particular, for successive branchings that occur at commensurate
transverse momentum scales but at wide rapidity separations, local recoil schemes gen-
erally violate factorisation of independent emissions, and thus generate the wrong next-
to-leading-logarithmic (NLL) terms [31]. So far, the only known ways around this are
to restrict the choice of shower evolution variable to a specific class that excludes typical
transverse-momentum-like ones [17], or to move to global recoils.?

Global recoil schemes make it easier to ensure that no single parton receives excessive
corrections from recoil effects. This enables such schemes to be made consistent with
NLL [17, 23, 25, 27, 30, 33] and higher [26, 34] accuracies for general evolution variables.
Some disadvantages are that they tend to be more complicated (the amount of operations
needed to construct kinematics and update the event typically scales with the particle
multiplicity squared N?) and, e.g., more difficult to extend to massive kinematics. They
also commonly depend on an explicit choice of frame and hence Lorentz invariance and
scaling properties are less explicitly manifest.

In this paper we aim to propose an intermediate approach, jet recoil, which we shall
demonstrate retains much of the simplicity of local recoil schemes while simultaneously
distributing recoil in a way that is compatible with NLL accuracy. Here we restrict our
attention to final-state (timelike) showers, for which the specific scheme we introduce rep-
resents an extension of (massive) dipole kinematics; generalisations to initial-state showers
and to antenna kinematics will be explored in future studies.

We note that, during the course of this work, we became aware of similar ideas being
explored by Salam and Soyez in work that has not yet been published [35].

2 Review of standard dipole/antenna showers

A large set of parton showers are based on the dipole or antenna paradigm (i.e. on the
phase-space factorisation given in Eq. (1.1)). In this approach the event is represented as
an ensemble of coloured dipoles emitting incoherently (at leading colour, i.e. in the large-
N¢ limit). Consecutive emissions are generated in a Markov-chain Monte-Carlo approach,
ordered in some measure of hardness, the evolution variable, which is often taken to be

2Angular ordering is a somewhat special case, which can achieve NLL for global observables at the
expense of not filling parts of phase space that are important for non-global observables [32].



a measure of the emission’s transverse momentum, ki, in the dipole centre-of-mass frame.
The corresponding probability of going from a state S;, consisting of n partons to Sy41, is
given schematically by summing over colour-connected pairs (7, 7):

d Qs
dlnk;t Z/ d) (@) (ke 2,0) (2.1)

where z is some longitudinal variable (e.g. a momentum fraction), ¢ is an azimuthal angle,

and P(; represents an emission kernel — a (partitioned) DGLAP splitting function [36-
38], or an antenna function [6, 39-41] — which in general may depend on all emission
variables.

After each emission, the momenta of pre-existing particles must be modified so as to
conserve the 4-momentum of the event as a whole. The exact way this is done is represented
by the shower’s specific kinematic map, M : S, ({p}) — Sp+1({p}). In local dipole/antenna
parton showers, 4-momentum is conserved within the emitting dipole,

DL+ Dm = D1+ Pm + Dk (2.2)

with p; and p,, the 4-momenta of the emitting dipole ends before the emission, and p;,
Pm, and pi the 4-momenta of, respectively, the two dipole ends and the emission, after the
application of the map. That is, the phase-space factorisation expressed in Eq. (1.1) takes

the explicit form,
dq)lmk

dq’im

As we will review in section 2.2, showers based on the principles of ki-ordering and

AP,y; = A0, o dDyy, = dd, (2.3)

purely local recoil distribution in general do not produce the correct NLL resummation [17,
31] (e.g. for global event shapes). This means that in practice all NLL-accurate showers
relinquish either the former or the latter property, or both.

2.1 Sudakov parametrisation in dipole-local showers

We first write the map M in the well-known Sudakov parametrisation to introduce some
notation that will be useful when we construct our new map. For each iteration of the algo-
rithm, standard (massless) dipole showers, generate an emission k from a dipole stretching
between two (pre-branching) colour-connected partons i,m. The momentum of k£ can be
constructed as

Pk = agpr + bkpm — k1, (2.4)
with a component k| being transverse to p; and p,,. Here and below, we will choose to
parametrise the coefficients aj and by with the PanScales variables k;, 77 (i.e. fps = 0 in

Ref. [17]):
ap = ke, by = e (2.5)
SgSzj Sjsij

where the Lorentz invariants are defined as sy, := 2p, - pp and s, := 2p, - @, with @ the

event’s total 4-momentum. The transverse component k| is defined through two light-like
4-momentan 1,n | o suchthatn, 1-n; 2 =n1 ;P =ny ;pm =0, and ”3_,1 = ni’2 =—1:

k‘L = kt [nL’l COS¢+nL’2 Sin¢] . (26)



Showers with dipole-local recoil schemes directly ensure total 4-momentum conserva-
tion among {l,m, k} by assigning transverse recoil exclusively to the emitter, say [, while
the spectator, m, takes only a longitudinal component. That is, the (post-branching)
emitter and spectator are given by:

pr= apr+ bipm + k1, (2.7)
Pm = bmDm -

The coefficients ay, by, by, are determined by on-shell conditions and conservation of the
total 4-momentum. The emitter is typically taken to be the end of the dipole which is
“closer” to the emission with respect to some measure (e.g. rapidity), sometimes with a
smooth transition between the two dipole ends.

2.2 Recoil distribution and logarithmic accuracy

At all orders, we follow the usual logarithmic counting [42, 43]: for observables O that
exponentiate, like global event shapes, the all-order series can be re-arranged [44] to express
the probability that the observable takes an exponentially small value,

Y(as, L) = P(O < ) = exp [Lgi(asL) + g2(asL) + O(a’;L"_l)} + O(el), (2.9)

where L is a large negative number (|L| > 1), the function g; encodes leading-logarithmic
terms (of the form a?L"*!), the function gs the next-to-leading-logarithmic terms (aL™),
and so on.

As shown in Refs. [17, 31], transverse-momentum ordered showers with dipole-local
maps of the form defined by Egs. (2.4)—(2.8) do not generally reproduce the correct function
go for exponentiating observables; i.e., they deviate from all-order resummations starting
from NLL terms. This was shown to be a consequence of the fact that such showers do not
reproduce the correct infrared (IR) limit of tree-level matrix elements for emissions that
are singly-logarithmically separated in phase space (that is, emissions which have a large
hierarchy in either transverse momentum In k¢, or rapidity n ~ —In#). This in turn is due
to an improper attribution of recoil: specifically, in standard k;-ordered dipole showers,
emissions happening later in the shower evolution have the potential to disturb earlier
emissions by relative O(1) amounts across logarithmically-large regions of phase space. In
other words, even though an earlier emission may have been generated according to the
correct (factorised) matrix-element limit, the final state, after further emissions, no longer
corresponds to that same matrix element. The requirement that showers reproduce IR
limits of multi-particle matrix elements was promoted in Ref. [31] to a criterion for NLL
accuracy.

Consider an emission from a 3-parton (¢gg;) system, where the first gluon is collinear
to the anti-quark and soft (Ink:;/Q < 0), as shown in Fig. 1. In a dipole shower, the
second gluon go can be emitted either from the gg; or the g1q dipole. Let us imagine that
the second emission has a commensurate value of the evolution variable, k; 2 < k¢ 1 and is
emitted from the g1q dipole. From factorisation we expect that for strongly-ordered angles,
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Figure 1: A three-parton system ggg; emitting a gluon, go. Four distinct angular phase-
space regions are highlighted, with the emission being shown in region 1.

the two emissions are independent,

O2 ag(k2,) as(k2,) di2,dk?
(Mpg|? o —F bl 22 B ddny, | — 2| > 1, (2.10)
2 T kmkw

i.e., the second emission should not impact the kinematics of the first. In ki-ordered
showers, however, dipole-local maps give the transverse recoil to the first gluon g; over an
erroneously large region of phase space, where the two gluons are emitted at very different
angles.®> This results in the shower failing to reproduce the correct IR tree level matrix
element for two emissions at commensurate k;, but far apart in rapidity. The incorrect
matrix element is produced over a logarithmically-enhanced region of width o 7; (for a
fixed ki1 ~ ki2), and thus will contribute incorrectly to the single-logarithmic coefficient
at that order.

Whether or not subsequent emissions spuriously modify the kinematics of prior emis-
sions can be tested at fixed order [31, 46, 47] by examining distributions on a Lund dia-
gram [48, 49], which represents the phase space available to the next emission in terms of
In k; and 0. Requiring that all emissions are separated by a distance L on that plane, the
discrepancy between the shower and the IR limit of tree-level matrix elements should then
vanish as e~I/l. For this to be true, recoil effects must also vanish exponentially (or faster)
with the distance L.

We begin with a base event, consisting of a Born ¢q pair along with one or more
emissions. This event is then first clustered to two hemispheres using the Cambridge
algorithm [50] (which is implemented in FastJet [51]). Each hemisphere corresponds to
one half of the primary Lund plane. If all emissions are soft and/or collinear then the
one hemisphere will contain the quark, and the other the anti-quark. The Lund plane
can then be constructed recursively as follows [49]: undo the last step in the clustering

3This issue at O(a?) was recognised early on and a fix that gives the recoil only to the quark was
implemented in ARIADNE [7, 45]. Nevertheless the issue is simply postponed to one order higher [31].
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Figure 2: Illustration, as in Refs. [31, 46], of incorrect recoil assignment for PanLocal
(Bps = 0), which leads to the wrong NLL terms (the PanLocal shower is NLL-accurate for
Bps > 0). The top panel shows the Lund plane coordinates of a first emission g; and the
contour along which a second emission go is produced, in green. The lower two panels show
the change in the first emission’s transverse momentum (In k; /k;) and rapidity (n —7) due
to the emission of go. The large recoil given in region n; < 1 < 0 is problematic at NLL,
whereas the shaded region around n ~ 7; contributes only at NNLL.

sequence and determine the transverse momentum and rapidity of the softer branch with
respect to the harder branch. These coordinates are recorded on the relevant half of the
primary Lund plane. Repeat this procedure, following the harder branch, until it has been
fully de-clustered. The secondary Lund leaves (phase-space regions associated with each
emission) can then be constructed by repeating the same procedure but following, in turn,
each softer branch.

For the purposes of these fixed-order tests, having constructed the Lund diagram for
the base event, an additional emission is then generated at a specific (k¢, ¢) and scanned
across the available range of the third kinematic variable, i.e., rapidity 1. Any change
in the transverse momentum or rapidity of prior emissions is then recorded as a function
of the phase-space coordinates of the new emission. An example of the result of such a
test is shown, for the configuration described above, in Fig. 2 using the PanLocal shower
(similarly to Refs. [31, 46, 47]). This shower achieves NLL accuracy only for fps > 0,
which excludes transverse-momentum ordering (fps = 0). In Fig. 2, we purposefully set
Bps = 0 to illustrate the fixed-order behaviour that gives rise to the wrong NLL terms. In
the two lower ratio plots, one can see that both the transverse momentum and rapidity of
g1 are modified by the production of go when n; < 72 < 0 (i.e., a logarithmically-enhanced
region), which corresponds to region 1 in Fig. 1. In contrast, the large change in the
momentum of g; when the two gluons are at commensurate transverse momentum and
rapidity (the blue shaded region in the ratio plots) only becomes important starting from
NNLL onwards [17, 26, 34].



3 A jet-based recoil algorithm

In this section we will formulate a new prescription for the attribution of recoil, that we
dub “jet recoil”, which assigns transverse recoil in a semi-global manner such that multiple-
emission matrix elements are reproduced to the extent required for the shower to achieve
NLL accuracy. Our guiding principle will be coherence [52-57], which we will see lifts the
issue of excessive recoil that leads to the wrong NLL terms, as discussed in the previous
section.?

To illustrate the principle, we first work through a few examples for gluon emissions
from a ggg: event in section 3.1. The general procedure for determining the recoiling
jet from a set of intervals, stored alongside the list of emitting dipoles, is then given
in section 3.2, as well as that for updating the list of intervals after each emission in
section 3.3. We will then explain how we handle special cases (in particular g — ¢g@
splittings) in section 3.4.

3.1 An example: emissions up to O(a?)

In our shower, we will always follow the same construction as in the usual leading-colour
dipole showers to generate an emission. That is, we generate an emission k from a dipole
stretching between two colour-connected ends, (I,7), according to Eq. (2.4). We do not,
however, construct the post-branching momenta (I, m) as in Egs. (2.7)—(2.8), but rather
distribute the recoil to a jet J (which absorbs the transverse component k, ) and a spectator
(which only receives longitudinal recoil) following the procedure below. For the purpose of
kinematics, the jet is akin to the “emitter” in a standard dipole-local map.

In the example of the previous section (region 1 of Fig. 1), the opening angle 65
between g; and ¢ is smaller than either of their opening angles to gz, min(6;2, 625); QCD
coherence would then imply that g should not be able to resolve g; and ¢ as separate
particles. Instead, go should be emitted coherently from the sum of ¢ + g1. Based on
this notion we would prefer to assign the transverse recoil to a “jet”, J, made up of
{@,91}- If the recoil is distributed amongst the jet constituents in such a way that the
relative transverse momentum of the anti-quark and g; is preserved, then the logarithmic
accuracy of the shower will not be adversely affected. Starting from the aforementioned
three-parton configuration, consider that the emission g is generated from the g;q dipole
with 1 < 12 < 0 as in Fig. 2. According to the argument above we identify the recoiling
jet as J = {q, g1} with momentum

Pg = bi. (3.1)
eJ
We will provide a generic algorithm for determining 7 in section 3.2. We additionally

choose the spectator to be the quark, i.e., the end of the emitting colour dipole farthest in
rapidity from the emission.” The post-branching jet and spectator momenta can then be

“Ref. [58] already noted the possibility that one could design a shower map that follows the same pattern
as the colour-factor assignment.

5We believe that there is considerable freedom in how one chooses the spectator, or even promote it to
be a jet itself.



constructed [3] and are given by

p7 =agpgy +bgps+ki, (3.2)
Ds = bs ﬁs s (33)

where the coeflicients of the map are given by

S5k

ay =1— , (3.4)
873
~ S 5
by _ 55k 2624 Ik} (3.5)
S7s5 575 — Sik

by =1 — (8‘3{’“8k> , (3.6)
Js S

with €2 = m‘27 /s 75 Finally, we construct a Lorentz transformation A such that Aps = pz7,
and apply it to all particles comprising J:

pi=Ap;, YieJT, (3.7)

thus preserving the invariants between pairs of particles within the jet. The transformation
applied to a 4-momentum ¢ can be broken into two subsequent transformations: a rotation,

—,

7' =q+ (1 —cosO)[(7-7) 7 — q] —sinb(F x 77), (3.8)
PIXpg

Ip7 xpsl
followed by a boost to ¢’ = (¢°,¢") along the direction of p; with velocity

E-./E:2—-—m%2 —F E2%2 — m?
NAVaads J J J
b= . (3.9)

2 2 2
(Ej—i—EJ—i-mj)

where 7 = and 6 is the opening angle between ps and py in the event frame,

This predominantly assigns the recoil to the hardest particles in the jet as opposed to the
hardest particles in the whole event, as is done in other global recoil schemes [17, 23, 25,
27, 30, 46].

We now consider the situation where the second emission gs is much more collinear
with the anti-quark than the first emission, 72 < 1y < 0, i.e. where the gluon would
be emitted in region 2 in Fig. 1. This configuration would typically be associated with
emission from the gg; dipole. In this case the physical picture is that of the anti-quark
splitting ¢ — gg2 and so J should be composed only of the anti-quark, with g; acting as
the spectator.

The final scenario to consider is where go is more collinear to g; than to the anti-quark
(region 3 of Fig. 1), in which case we can view the process as g1 — g1g2, with the transverse
recoil correspondingly given to g;. In other words the jet is composed only of g;. Again, we
will choose the spectator the be the end of the emitting dipole that is farthest in rapidity
from the emission, i.e, ¢ if the gluon is emitted from the giq colour dipole (and ¢ if it is
emitted from the g;q one).
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Figure 3: Same as Fig. 2 for the jet-recoil attribution described in section 3.1.

To illustrate that this recoil assignment does not lead to the spurious behaviour asso-
ciated with purely dipole-local recoils, we consider the same fixed-order test as in Fig. 2.
This is shown in Fig. 3. As can be observed in the two lower ratio plots, the kinematics
of the first emission g; are only affected when the second emission, g2, is at commensurate
rapidity (which is relevant only at NNLL accuracy).

Although the jet-recoil kinematic map uses the concept of angular ordering, we em-
phasise that it still reproduces the full pattern of soft emissions, an important feature of
standard dipole showers related to their ability to correctly reproduce non-global resum-
mations [32].

3.2 Determining J

Having worked through several scenarios at O(a?) we are now ready to formulate our
algorithm for determining J for an arbitrary partonic configuration. We will start by
considering only gluon emissions, neglecting the splitting of gluons to quark pairs. The
treatment of such splittings will be discussed in section 3.4.

The picture we gave at order O(a?) can be generalised using a clustering algorithm to
define the recoiling jet. Indeed the regions identified in Fig. 1 were constructed according
to angular ordering: one way of generalising this to all orders is through the Cambridge
jet algorithm [50], which clusters particles based on a purely angular pseudojet distance.

(1) Let us start from a configuration where we have an arbitrary number of soft, strongly
angular-ordered emissions from a ¢g system, {gi, ..., gn}. We then perform an addi-
tional emission, k, from this configuration and seek to identify the recoiling jet, J. In
the instance where k is also strongly ordered in angle, --- < m; K np K Njp1 K - - -,
the same logic as in the previous section applies: the jet J should be composed of
either the quark or anti-quark, whichever is closest in angle to k, as well as all parti-
cles which are closer in angle to the (anti-)quark than k& — i.e. all the particles that



the emission k£ does not resolve from the quark. In the context of a clustering of this
specific configuration with the Cambridge algorithm, this would correspond to all the
particles previously clustered with the (anti-)quark. For two emissions, this reduces
to the situation described in the previous section for an emission in region 1 of Fig. 1
— or regions 2 (4) if k is the most collinear emission to the quark (anti-quark).

(2) For the same angular-ordered configuration, we now turn to the case where the new
emission k is more collinear to a previous emission, g;, than to either of the Born
partons. In this case, again, angular ordering dictates the recoiling jet J should
include that particle, g;, as well as any particles that would be clustered with g; before
k itself, within the Cambridge clustering sequence. At order O(a?), this corresponds
to an emission in region 3 of Fig. 1.

For more complex configurations with nested splittings and without the constraint of
strong angular ordering, the approach generalises; we determine the jet J by clustering
the event, after the addition of an emission k, and stopping at the point in the sequence
where k would be clustered: J is simply taken to be the pseudojet that is about to cluster
with k.

A useful way to visualise such a clustering sequence, which we will use below, is by
constructing the Lund plane representation of the event [49]. In that context, leaves of
the Lund plane correspond to branches in the clustering sequence: i.e., configurations
described in (1) correspond to emissions on the primary Lund plane, and configurations
in (2) to emissions on the secondary Lund leaf belong to g;. Similarly, nested configurations
correspond to tertiary leaves, quaternary leaves, and so on.

The strategy described above is illustrated in Fig. 4, which shows an example event
where the recoiling jet and emission are highlighted in blue, along with the event’s Lund
plane representation.

Running a jet clustering algorithm every time an emission is added to the event,
as previously discussed, would be computationally expensive. To avoid this, we adopt
a simpler procedure that is equivalent in the limits relevant for NLL accuracy. Such a
procedure was formulated in Ref. [58], with a focus on the correct assignment of colour
factors in dipole and antenna parton showers. We adapt this strategy such that we can
reconstruct the list of partons inside J. Whereas the original algorithm kept track of the
total flavour of 7, we need to have access to the full kinematics of particles that make up
J (i.e. to keep a list of the indices of those particles in the event record).

During the shower evolution we construct, for each colour-anticolour dipole (I,m), a
list of rapidity intervals which point to a specific Lund leaf — i.e., a branch of the would-be
clustering sequence, denoted Ly, Ly .. .:

l[—oo...naLPnqunc~--+oo] . (3.10)

For bookkeeping purposes we always take the 3-end (the anticolour end) of the dipole
to be at negative rapidities and the 3-end (the colour end) at positive rapidities. The
correspondence between intervals and regions of the Lund plane is illustrated in Fig. 5.

~10 -
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Figure 4: Lund plane and cartoon of event showing which partons are identified as 7.
The new emission is shown in green and the partons comprising the jet in blue. The blue
arrow on the Lund plane indicates the region of phase space in which particles will be
included in 7.
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Figure 5: Illustration of the connection between intervals and regions of the Lund plane
for the gg; dipole in the above three-parton event. The coloured lines on the cartoon of
the event correspond with the colour of the Lund leaf on which an emission appears, and
thus which parton(s) in the diagram are considered as the emitter.
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Each Lund leaf L,, with r the index of the particle that “owns” the leaf, is represented by
a list of tuples:

x Yy ... (3.11)
Mo My o]
where the indices x,y... refer to the particles that belong to the leaf, with rapidities
Nz, My, - - - With respect to the particle r. The rapidity of ¢ with respect to j is given by

0.

nij = — Intan g . (3.12)
Once an emission, k from the (I, m) dipole has been generated, we identify a rapidity 7
as:

for >
e = {’mcm\ Mem > Mkl (3.13)

—|mkt| - for Mg > Nk

Specifically this is the rapidity (in the event frame) with respect to whichever end of the
dipole the emission is closest to in angle, signed such that positive rapidities are collinear
to the colour end of the dipole, while negative rapidities are collinear to the anticolour end.

We search for the interval in ;[...],, that contains 7, and thus identify the leaf L,
on which the emission appears. The new emission is then added to L,, and J deemed to
consist of all particles on L, which have larger rapidities than the emission (i.e., particles
which would be clustered with r before the emission),

j:{iGLr \ 7h'>77k}- (3.14)

This is equivalent to identifying J with the pseudojet that would be clustered with k, in
the Cambridge algorithm.

3.3 Update of the interval list

Each time an emission is accepted, the list of intervals is updated (the updating of the
Lund leaves was dealt with in the previous subsection). For updating the intervals we
follow the same procedure as in Ref. [58]; for gluon emission k from the (I, m) dipole, this
dipole splits into two dipoles (I, k) and (k, m), which necessitates splitting also the original
list of intervals ;]...],,. Consider an emission from the (/,m) dipole which has intervals

l[—oo...naLPnqunc--'—i-oo] , (3.15)

with (say) n, < 1k < 1, i.e. the emission belongs to leaf L,. We split that list of intervals
into two sets belonging to the two new dipoles,

L

— oo Lo T

 max(0, ) Lk +o0]

J—meMwm%m~+w]-@m>

SHere we only consider massless particles.
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To help clarify the procedure above, we provide a short worked-out example of how
the algorithm functions, starting from a single ¢q dipole. In this case it is clear that if this
dipole emits at positive (negative) rapidity then the emission will fall on the Lund leaf of
the quark (anti-quark). The intervals list is therefore initialised as

| —oclaole too (3.17)
q q

and the two Lund leaves initialised as empty lists. Consider that an emission g; is now
generated with 77 > 0. From the intervals list, the algorithm determines that the emission
appears on the leaf of the quark, L,, which is updated as follows:

I

A new empty leaf, L, is created for the gluon. As the ggq dipole has now been split into

(3.18)

Lq

two dipoles, gg1 and g1q respectively, the intervals list must also be partitioned. The split
occurs at 7; with everything to the left (lower rapidity) becoming part of the gg; dipole’s
interval list, and everything to the right (larger rapidity) forming part of the g;¢q intervals
list. The newly created gg; intervals list is given by

— oo LagLa m Lg, —1—00] , (3.19)
q

g1

where the part taken from the old gq interval is highlighted in blue and the boundary of the
new interval pointing to L, is given by max(0,7;) = 1 as the new interval corresponds
to the colour end of the dipole. The g1q intervals list is constructed similarly:

[— 0o Lo 0 L oo , (3.20)

g1 q

where the boundary of the new interval is min(0,7;) = 0 as it is at the anticolour end of
the dipole.

The algorithm can then proceed in the same fashion for the next emission, starting
from the intervals list corresponding to whichever dipole is now emitting.

3.4 Special cases
In practice a few special cases arise, both in the identification of the recoiling jet, and in
the treatment of gluon splittings to quark pairs. We explain how we handle these below.

3.4.1 Identification of the spectator

When a small-angle dipole emits a gluon k at large angle, there is a region of azimuthal
angles for which both dipole ends (l~ ,m) are identified as part of the recoiling jet J when
we follow the procedure of section 3.2. This would leave us with no spectator to construct
the map. In that case, we choose to remove from J the dipole end [ or 7 that is furthest
in angle from k, and identify that particle as the spectator instead. Ultimately, one may
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wish to consider alternative ways of identifying the spectator, e.g. from the list of particles
other than the dipole ends.

This procedure does not affect the logarithmic accuracy of the shower. To see this
we note that for the emission to induce significant recoil in 7, it must be emitted with
ki ~ k7. Furthermore, this situation only occurs in an O(1) rapidity-azimuth region. Any
dangerous assignment of recoil therefore occurs only in an O(1) region of phase space and
so the effect is suppressed by a power of o with no accompanying logarithms. As such the
effect is beyond NLL accuracy.”

3.4.2 Gluon splittings g — q@

In the case where a gluon splits collinearly to a quark-antiquark pair, it is physically clear
which particle is splitting — namely the gluon. As this splitting channel only has a collinear
singularity, the assignment of recoil for (suppressed) wide-angle splitting instead does not
affect NLL accuracy. Let us consider that, algorithmically, the gluon is replaced with (say)
the anti-quark in the event record and that the emission is identified as the quark. We
choose to identify the new anti-quark as the single particle comprising the recoiling jet 7.
The spectator is then simply taken to be the other end of the emitting dipole.

For g — qq splitting there are two lists of intervals that need updating, corresponding
to the two dipoles connected to the splitting gluon, denoted as g. We continue with the
example where the gluon is replaced with an anti-quark ¢, and the emission is a quark gq.
We calculate 7, = 14g as before, and update the interval lists for the two affected dipoles
as

{—oo...m,Lg—i-oo} —>l[—oo...nbLf7nquq+oo} , (3.21)
g

l q

[_OOLW_“HO} R [_ooanC...+oo] _ (3.22)
g m

m

q

The original Lund leaf L, becomes L (algorithmically they are owned by the same particle,
since g became §), and ¢ appears as an emission on that leaf. As with gluon emission, a
new leaf, L, is created for the quark (see Fig. 6).

It can happen that the gluon splits to a large-angle ¢q pair, i.e. that n,; < n, in the
example above. In that case (which contributes beyond NLL accuracy) we choose to replace
Eq. (3.21) with

L

[—oo...nb 9—}—00] — [—oo...nqu—l—oo . (3.23)
g

l q

!
The case where the gluon becomes a quark is treated similarly.
4 Numerical tests

We now turn to results of numerical tests of the jet recoil scheme. To perform these, we
implemented the map of section 3 as a user-defined shower within the PanScales public

"We have verified numerically that the frequency at which these configurations occur agrees with this
expectation.
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Figure 6: Illustration of the Lund plane structure of an event with a ¢ — g splitting.
In this example the gluon has been replaced by an anti-quark, and a quark was emitted.
The coloured lines show which particles each Lund leaf corresponds to. Note that the leaf
labelled as ¢ would have belonged to the gluon up until it split to the gq pair. Emissions
at smaller rapidities than 7, on this leaf give transverse recoil to J = {¢, ¢}, as if they had
been emitted from the gluon before it split.

code, v.0.2.0 [59]. We confirm the validity of the approach at fixed order (sections 4.1
and 4.2) and all orders (section 4.3). For the latter, we use the logarithmic accuracy tests
available in the PanScales public code.

4.1 Tests of the algorithm

First, we establish that the implementation of the jet recoil procedure reproduces the
expected identification of J, as described in section 3. To begin with, a Born ¢g event is
generated, to which we add a number n of emissions with fixed kinematics, {g1,...,9n}-
From this fixed event, a further emission is performed, g,11 and its transverse momentum
and rapidity are scanned over (in these tests we keep the generation-level azimuth ¢,
fixed). We let the shower find the recoiling jet 7, as per the algorithm of section 3.2; finally
we perform a Lund declustering of the whole event, using the Cambridge algorithm, and
examine which particles make up the jet J as a function of the Lund coordinates of the
last emission.

The composition of the recoiling jet for the emission of g,41 is shown in Fig. 7, for
various starting configurations. We show only a few of the less trivial configurations, arising
from emissions in the same hemisphere, with different orderings of the emissions in the base
event. Coloured points are located at the coordinates of the last emission, (In k¢ 41, n+1),
and the colour corresponds to a given composition of the jet 7. The identification of the jet
is in agreeme