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1 Introduction

The high precision of experimental measurements of benchmark processes such as jet,

heavy quark, vector boson and Higgs boson production at the LHC calls for an equally

precise theoretical evaluation of relevant production rates. In particular, exact perturbative

predictions beyond next-to-leading order accuracy are desirable and sometimes essential



to reduce the theoretical uncertainty. Accordingly, in recent years considerable effort has
beed devoted to computing next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) corrections to various
production and decay rates. Fully differential cross sections have been evaluated for vector
boson [1, 2], Higgs boson [3, 4], diphoton [5], and Higgs—vector boson [6] production, and
for dijet production in the fully gluonic channel at leading colour [7]. Fully differential
decay rates for top [8] and bottom [9] quark decay have also been calculated, and the
computation of the total cross sections for top-antitop production [10-12] and Higgs boson
production in association with a jet [13] at NNLO is also underway. Jet rates and event
shapes in electron-positron annihilation to two and three jets have also been computed
[14-22].

The construction of a general subtraction scheme to calculate cross sections at NNLO
accuracy has also received significant attention [23-41]. Recall that the the NNLO correc-
tion to the cross section for producing m jets is a sum of three contributions, the doubly
real, real-virtual and doubly virtual terms,

SNNLO _ / doBR T o + / Aoy Jmy1 + / AoV Jpm (1.1)
m+2 m+1 m

where each contribution on the right-hand side is separately infrared divergent in four space-
time dimensions. In Eq. (1.1) J,, is a generic infrared-safe jet measurement function. The
essential idea of subtraction is that by subtracting and adding back suitable approximate
cross sections, we can reshuffle divergent pieces among the three terms in Eq. (1.1). This
reshuffling amounts to writing Eq. (1.1) as follows,

AN [ age s [ amio s [ oo, (12)
m+2 m—+1 m

where the three terms

NNLO RR RR,A RR,A RR,A
doNNLO — {dam+2jm+2 —doie [dam+2 Uy — dot 12Jm} } , (1.3)

dopii© {[dgiﬁl +/1d071?11}r7§1]Jm+1 - [dgi\jjl + (Adaii7§1>Al}Jm}€:07 (1.4)

and

Qo NNLO _ { oV 4 /2 [d0§§’§2 _ do_:}]l}_ﬁm] i /1 [daiﬁl + ( /1 dggliﬁl)m]}ezol]m,
(1.5)

are each integrable in four dimensions by construction [24, 26, 27, 42]. The various approx-
imate cross sections appearing in Egs. (1.3)—(1.5) are as follows.

° daii{_’f 2 regulates the doubly unresolved limits of the double real emission cross

section, doflt,.

° daili’f ! regulates the singly unresolved limits of the double real emission cross sec-
tion, doff,.



o doiRie compensates for the double subtraction due to the overlap of singly and

m+2
doubly unresolved limits, i.e., it regulates the singly unresolved limits of daii’zA 2 and

the doubly unresolved limits of daii’? L

RV,A,
m+1

tion, doftY, ;.

e do regulates the singly unresolved limits of the real-virtual emission cross sec-

A
° < fl dasi’QA 1) ' regulates the singly unresolved limits of the integrated approximate

cross section [ daii’f L

Importantly, just as at NLO accuracy [31, 42—45], all approximate cross sections appearing
in Egs. (1.3)—(1.5) can be constructed once and for all, independently of the process or ob-
servable being studied. Indeed, the approximate cross sections that contribute to da,ljffgo
and dohNEO in Egs. (1.3) and (1.4) are precisely defined in Refs. [26] and [27] respectively.
We recall that all subtraction terms are constructed using the known universal limit for-
mulae for collinear and soft QCD radiation, and their various iterated forms [24]. Hence,
each approximate cross section is a sum of several contributions which may be classified
according to the kind of limit as collinear- or soft-type.

In order to make the subtraction scheme useful for practical calculations, one must also
compute the integrals of the approximate cross sections over the phase spaces of unresolved
partons. The integrated approximate cross section fl daiﬁ’f ! that appears in Eq. (1.4) was
evaluated in Ref. [42]. The integral of the real-virtual approximate cross sections, denoted
formally by [, in Eq.(1.5), were computed in Refs.[29, 30, 32], while [, daii’zA 2 was
evaluated in Ref. [36]. Finally, in Ref. [46], we calculated all collinear-type contributions to
the integrated doubly unresolved approximate cross section, f2 daii’zA 2

In this paper, we complete the definition of the subtraction scheme by computing
the double soft-type contributions to f2 daii’; 2. We use the method of Mellin—Barnes
representations — developed in this context in Ref. [32] — to compute the various integrals
that appear as building blocks for the complete expression. With the results of the present
paper, the computation of the finite m-parton cross section in Eq. (1.5) becomes feasible.
Since the finiteness of the m + 2- and m + 1-parton cross sections in Egs. (1.3) and (1.4)
was demonstrated in Refs. [26] and [27] (for m = 3 specifically), we are now in a position
to calculate the fully differential rate for two- and three-jet production in electron-positron
annihilation at NNLO accuracy within our framework. For four or more jets some more
work is required, since in Refs. [32] and [46] (as well as in this paper) a few integrals were
computed specifically for three-jet kinematics. Having said that, we stress that at present
the two-loop matrix elements relevant for four or more jet production are unknown and
these — rather than the few as yet uncomputed integrals in our scheme — are the essential
missing ingredients.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we set the notation used
throughout. The structure of the integrated doubly unresolved cross section is recalled
next in Section 3. It is the product (in colour space) of the Born cross section times an

appropriate insertion operator, which itself is given in terms of so-called flavour-summed



integrated counterterms. In Section 4 we present these counterterms explicitly, recalling
their decomposition into non flavour-summed subtraction terms, which in turn are defined
in terms of integrals of soft currents or precisely defined limits of soft currents. These
integrals are then expressed as linear combinations of a set of basic integrals. Then, in
Section 5 we discuss our approach to evaluating these basic integrals. Our final results are
presented in Section 6, including analytic expressions for the integrated counterterms up
to O(e2) and illustrative results for the complete insertion operator for two- and three-jet
production in electron-positron annihilation. Finally, in Section 7 we draw our conclusions.

2 Notation

2.1 Matrix elements and cross sections

Our notation was spelled out extensively previously [36, 46] and is recalled here only to
the extent that we will need in this paper.

The processes we consider are decays of a colourless initial state into any number of
massless coloured patrons plus any number of additional non-coloured final state particles,
that are however suppressed in the notation. We use letters form the middle of the alphabet,
i, j, k, I, ..., to denote resolved final state patrons, while r and s will label the two soft
partons. The matrix element for a process involving n final state coloured partons will
be denoted by |M,,), using the colour- and spin-state notation of Ref. [44]. The squared
matrix element,

M, = (M, IM,,) (2.1)

is understood to be summed over colours and spins, which fixes the normalisation. In this
paper, we will only need to use tree level matrix elements, which we denote |./\/l,(10)>.
Two- and four-parton colour correlated squared tree amplitudes are defined as follows

MY > = (MDIT;- T M), (2.2)
M gy l” = MOUT - Ty, Ty THMPD), (2.3)

where T'; etc., is the usual colour-charge operator associated with the emission of a gluon
from parton i. The square of the colour-charge operator, T?, depends only on the flavour
of the emitting parton. We emphasise this by introducing the notation

Cy, =T7, (2.4)

i.e., Oy, is the quadratic Casimir operator in the representation of parton ¢. Hence, Cj =
Cr = Tr(N2 —1) /N, and Cy = Cp = 2Tg N.. We also use squared colour-charge operators

with multiple indices, e.g., T? = C t,, and T? . =C firs- In such cases, the multiple index

ir =
denotes a single parton with flavour obtained according to usual flavour summation rules:
an odd (even) number of quarks and any number of gluons gives a quark (gluon).

Finally, da,go)({p}) denotes the fully differential cross section for producing n partons

at tree level with momenta {p} = {p1,...,pn}. Its precise definition reads
1
An? () =N 3 don({p}: Qg MDD (2:5)
{n} "



where N collects factors that are independent of QCD, i.e., it is the flux factor times
the spin average factor for the incoming particles; the symbol > (n} denotes summation
over different subprocesses; Sy,; is the Bose symmetry factor for identical particles in
the final state; and d¢,({p};@) is the phase space associated with final state momenta
{p} ={p1,...,pn} and total momentum @,

n d
don(p1, .- pn; Q) = d){j =64 (p?) (27) d5<d< Zpl>. (2.6)

7 1

In this paper, we will use the cross sections for producing m and m + 2 partons, which we
call the Born and doubly real contributions, respectively

on{ph) =dol)({p})  and  dop,({p}) = doys({p}). (2.7)

2.2 Phase-space factorisation and kinematic variables

The double soft-type subtraction terms are all defined precisely via the double soft mo-
mentum mapping of Ref. [26], which maps the original set of m + 2 momenta into a set of
m tilded momenta

(Phmg 5 (5Y0) . (2.8)

The explicit form of this mapping can be found in Ref. [26]. Here we recall only that it
leads to an exact factorisation of phase space in the following form,

Abmsa({P}h ;@) = Ao ({BY); Q)P (b s Q) (2.9)

where the factorised phase-space measure is

[ApS) (b, ps; Q)] = A(AZ,)(AZ,) D=0 1Q 5= d03(pr. Pe, K: Q)O(A)O(1 = Ars) , (2.10)

with K# a massive momentum such that K2 = \2,Q.
We will have use for the iterated double soft momentum mapping as well,

Phsz = Bhoh =5 (10, (2.11)

also defined in Ref. [26]. This mapping again leads to the exact factorisation of phase space,
now in the iterated form

A2 ({Phmy2; Q) = ddm({BYD; Q)DL (Br; Q)RS (05 Q)] (2.12)

The factorised phase-space measures read

2
[dpgi)n(l?t; Q)] = dy(1 — th)(n_l)(l_E)_lg—Wd%(m, K;Q)0(y0)0(1 —yig),  (2.13)

where t = sand n=m+ 1 or t =7 and n = m, while K* is a massive momentum with
K? = (1-y0)Q? and yi9 = 2p; - Q/Q?. The two-parton phase space dea(ps, K; Q) can be
written as follows in the rest frame of @,

Q—QE

doa(ps, K;Q) = <W

s€> 27120 T(1 — €) des e} 26(er — yi@)dQ_1(t),  (2.14)



where ¢; = 2F;/1/Q? is the scaled energy of parton ¢ in the @ rest frame, while dQy_1 (%)
is the angular measure in d — 1 dimensions in this frame. In Eq. (2.14), S, is!

(4)°

S =Ti—g-

(2.15)

Using the precise definitions of the single and double soft momentum mappings [26],
it is easy to show that the two sets of tilded momenta on the right hand sides of Eqgs. (2.8)
and (2.11), {;5}5,23) and {ﬁ}%’s) respectively, are related simply by a three-dimensional
rotation. This will be a key element for the integration of counterterms in Section 5.

Finally, we recall the definitions of kinematic variables. First, two-particle invariants,
such as s;i, s;Q, s7Q, etc., always denote twice the dot product of two momenta. A double
index enclosed in brackets, as in e.g., $;(,s), indicates a sum of momenta. Hence

Sik =20i"Prs SiQ=20iQ, 8@ =20 Q,  Sirs) =2pi- (pr+ps), etc.  (2.16)

When these invariants are normalised to the total incoming momentum squared, we use
the notation y;; = si/Q?. The momentum fractions for double and triple parton splitting,
zir and z; ,5, are defined as follows

s _ 5iQ
Zig = —— and Zips = \ 2.17
T sig + s YT sig + s + s (217)

with z.; as well 2, ;s and z, ;. given by obvious cyclic permutations. Clearly z; , + 2,; = 1

and z; s + 2ris + 2s,ir = 1. Furthermore, S, () denotes the eikonal factor,

282‘
Sie(r) K

. 2.18
SirSkr ( )

Lastly, the integrated counterterms turn out to be functions of the following two types of

variables
20; - ~ =
. 2Q and Yy, = _Yik (2.19)
Q ’ Yi0Y%0

3 The integrated doubly unresolved approximate cross section

We recall from Ref. [46] that after summing over the flavours of unobserved partons, the
integrated doubly real approximate cross section can be written as

/Qdaiiﬁ? — doB @ 1V ({p} s €) - (3.1)

1S, = (47)°e™F as usually defined in the literature, and it is this factor which is conventionally included
in the definition of the running coupling in the MS renormalisation scheme. Both definitions lead to the same
expressions in an NLO calculation. At NNLO, the two definitions lead to a slightly different bookkeeping
of IR and UV poles in intermediate steps, but physical cross sections are the same. Our definition leads to
slightly simpler expressions at NNLO.



(0)

Here the insertion operator I, reads

2\ €72
1m0 = 525 (5:) | { > [cgg Yl :ﬂ] T2

i VL

|

P00y +ZCSQZ(”)T2]T T,

(3.2)
J#l
+ 35 P ERUD iy, TjTl}} :
i,k g4l
itk ol

where the sums over 4, j, k and [ run over all external partons. Let us briefly elaborate on
the physical content of this formula. As mentioned in the Introduction, the approximate
cross section dan_D:’A2 is actually a sum of terms over the various doubly unresolved kine-
matical limits (triple collinear, double collinear, soft collinear and double soft) and their
specific iterated forms (which remove multiple subtractions when limits overlap),

Ao = N ddmya({p); Q) g——

{m+2} S{ +2}
Zg{; [ Cr ({(p}) + > ety
T s#ETr 1#£T,S jFi,T,Ss

+§< e ({p}) — € 00D (ph) — X Ciyu0SLOS {p}>> (33)

JFi,T,8

+< €SSV ({p}) — CWSTSO<{p}>+cma9msr2°<{p}>

+ Z _Czrjs rs ({p})>

VEIR

¥ §8£Sv°><{p}>} .




Integrating the approximate cross section, we obtain the corresponding sum of integrated

counterterms,
2\ €72

SRRA, dm({ [ass<u_>]

m+2 m p}
/2 * {m%;} 5{m+2} Q?

1.0
x ZZ{ > [ Colgigon (Thl + 3 SO0 fsasr T T,
r s#r \i#rs j#iT,s

1 0),(s.l
+5 ( SISOy, T2 TGT — [ Sy, (T2)?

jvl¢7‘75
FA

— > [Cirg S s, TS T?) - 3 [68,, 8910 T2 )Ty

JF#i,T,8 YR
J#l
2 1
+ ( zrs ir; sS [Clrsssg)]frfs> (Tzzrs) + Z §[Clr,]ss£g)] Tzzr T?s]
j?éiyrys

7,8

( 3 SOERGO T Ty, T} + SO OAT Tk> } @ MR {PHI%,
i’l?#zi e

(3.4)

where we have factored out quadratic Casimir operators to make the non flavour-summed

integrated subtraction terms, denoted generically as [X (0)]%”

colour space. To combine f2 da,ii’; 2 in Eq.(3.4) with the doubly virtual cross section

do YV it must be put in the form of an m-parton contribution times a factor, which involves

above, dimensionless in

rewriting the symmetry factor of the m + 2-parton configuration to the symmetry factor
of an m-parton configuration, i.e., summing over unobserved flavours. Performing this

(30
rewriting, we obtain flavour-summed integrated counterterms, denoted < (0)) , which

are specific sums of the non flavour-summed integrated subtraction terms, see Ref. [46] and
Section 4 below. Finally, the flavour-summed integrated counterterms may be organised
according to their structure in colour and flavour space into the five terms of Eq. (3.2),

ci) = (€)= (Cinsil), = (Cins8?)  + (CirsC8:r81)

K3

Cg?l)j - (CES’)]‘S) fif; - <Cir§js€8§g?§) fifi - (Cir;jssgg)>fifj ’

SO0 — (e );f"” ~ (cs, S(O));j’”, (3.5)

N2 ;s ry8—rs

gO-GD _ (S(O)>( v

0),(4,k) (.1 (k) (5.0)
Sé)( )G (Sﬁ?) ‘

i

Specifically, Cg Z) and Cg Z) ; collect terms that come from taking triple and double collinear

limits, respectively. They depend on the flavour(s) of the hard mother parton(s) in the



collinear splitting(s) and multiply the Born matrix element with no colour correlations. All
terms coming from taking soft collinear limits are gathered into CSéOi) U hich depends
on the flavour of the hard mother parton in the collinear splitting and multiplies the two-

S0 und SO0 corrspond

parton colour correlated Born matrix element. Finally,
to parts of the double soft limit that multiply the two- and four-parton colour correlated
Born matrix element, respectively. They are both independent of the flavours of hard
partons. The structure of each term in colour (flavour) space is indicated by upper (lower)
indices.

All flavour-summed functions appearing on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.5) were given
in terms of non flavour-summed functions in Ref. [46], where we also computed all those
functions in Eq. (3.5) which do not involve double soft contributions. In this paper, we

compute the remaining flavour-summed double soft functions.

4 Integrated double soft-type counterterms

In this section we define explicitly all double soft-type integrated counterterms that appear
on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.5). In each case, we first present the flavour decomposition
of the flavour-summed counterterms. Then, we give the proper definition of the non flavour-
summed functions in terms of integrals of soft currents or precisely defined limits of soft
currents. Finally, we compute the results in terms of a set of basic integrals.

Double soft: The flavour decomposition of the double soft counterterms reads

(s9 )("’“’(]‘” _ Ligoamcn

6 1 o (4.1)
’ . ‘71
(s9)7 = 5 S50 +ne (515"

where n¢ is the number of light quark flavours. The functions appearing on the right-hand
side of Eq. (4.1) are defined as follows

. . 2 2
SO0 = (U550 [ s @) g
2

. 8
X f(yO, YrQ + YsQ — Yrs, d/(ma 6)) ) (42)
A 4rr)? 2 e 1
560 = — (U1 oo [0 @) {59
Se 9 4
X f(y07 YrqQ + YsQ — Yrs, d,(ma 6)) ) (43)
2 2
k) _ (((4m)” o / ) oL TR
SIS ( S, Q 2[dpg;m(pr,ps, Q) . Cn

x (S"‘S’“ + SkrSis — SikSra _ 2Si2rSis>f (Y0, Yr@ + Ys@ — Yrs; d'(my€)) . (4.4)

Si(rs)Sk(rs) Si(rs)

The non-abelian part of the double soft gluon current, S;x(r, s) in Eq. (4.3), reads [47]

‘ _ g(so) 4Sir3ks + SisSkr |1 — € _ 1 (s.0.) _ i ‘ 4
Sik(r, o) = 85 () + Si(rs)Sk(rs) S7s SSZk (r.s) Srs (rs) (45)



where
S50 (r,5) = Su(s) (Sis(r) + Spslr) — S(r) (4.6)

is the form of this function in the strongly-ordered limit (either E, < Es or E; < E, as
the expression is symmetric in 7 and s when summed over ¢ and k) and S;x(rs) is given by

23ik

Sik(rs) = (4.7)

Si(rs)Sk(rs) ‘

Finally, the function f(yo, YrQ + ysQ — Yrs, @' (m, €)) appearing in Egs. (4.2)—(4.4) represents
a small but convenient modification of the subtraction terms as compared to their original
definitions in Ref.[26]. Its precise role and form are explained in Appendix A, and in the
following, we will include this factor without further comment.

In this paper, we do not discuss the case when i, k, j and [ in Eq. (4.2) are all distinct,
this requiring at least four jets at NNLO. For the specific cases of two and three hard
partons, the integrated double soft counterterms are computed in Appendix B and we find

S50 = Tos 1(Yig 00 Yi7.00 Y5 7006 Y05 do) (4.8)
[S(O ] @R)(0k) = 1-2872(Y7E7Q56; yO,dIO) ) (49)
[Ss’s)]gzék) = 128,2(Y7E7Qa €Yo, dé]) - 12873(Y2E7Qa € Y0, dé])

—2I354(Y57 - 6 %0, do) + Zas 5 (Y5 r € %0, dp)

+4T25,6(Y5 5 o0 €90, do) +2(1 — €)Tas (Y1 0 € %0, dp)
- (1 - 6)1-2378(6; Yo, dé]) 3 (410)

[Ss’g)]((;j )= - CA IQS G(Yl L Q,E yOadO) 21—28,7(Y2E7Q,6;y0,d6)
+ 2T 9(¢; Yo, dp) | - (4.11)

The integrals Zys ,, for n =1,...,9 are defined in Egs. (B.6)-(B.14).

Triple collinear — double soft: The flavour decomposition of the triple collinear —
double soft counterterm reads

(Czrssg’s)> [Czrssgs)]fgg + ng [Czrssg"s)]qu . (412)

We further decompose the triple collinear — double soft gluon counterterm as a sum of
abelian and non-abelian pieces,

[CirsS D199 = [CirsSPIE) 4+ [Cy,, D) 222) (4.13)

wrs=rs wrs=rs wrs=rs fgg

following the decomposition of the triple Altarelli-Parisi splitting kernels in a similar fash-
ion [47]. Then we have the following explicit definitions for the non flavour-summed func-

,10,



tions

47T 2 2 rs 4Z’l27’8
Cyy SO = (ucz%) / (ApS) (. pe; Q)] ——rs

Se SirSisZrisZs,ir
X f(y07 YrQ + YsQ — Yrs, d/(m7 6)) ) (414)
2 2
ConS0l = (Y5 0%) [ ommi )l -
€ 2 irs
% |: (1 - 6) (sirzs,ir - Siszr,is)2 _ Firs ( 4 B 1 )
Si(rs)Srs Si(rs)srs(zr,is + Zs,ir)Q Si(rs)Srs \ ?r,is + Zsir Zr.is

2 2
1 22@',7"5 . Zi,rs 1

Si(rs)Sir Zr,is(zr,is + Zs,ir) Si(rs)Sis Zr,is(zr,is + Zs,ir)
Zirs 1 1 > :|

+— + +(res
SirSrs (Zs,ir Zpis T Zsir ( )

X f(y07 YrqQ + YsQ — Yrs, d/(m7 6)) ) (415)
2
(4m)* o 2 1Iw
ol = (V5 0*) [ ommil

0
S - R
€ i(rs) Srs T:

irs
2
< Zirs . (sirzs,ir - siszr,is)
. . . . )2
Zris + Zs,ir si(rs)srs(zr,zs + zsm’)

X f(Y0,YrQ + Ys@ — Yrs. d'(m, €)) . (4.16)

The integrated triple collinear — double soft counterterms are computed in Appendix C. In
terms of the basic integrals introduced in Egs. (C.3)—(C.11), we find

[C;r S V) @P) — 4T 5 16(e; 90, dfy) (4.17)

irs™rs lgg

na C
[Cz‘rssy(g)]gvggb) = T—ZA [4(1 — €)Ias 11(€ 0, dy) — 4(1 — €)Zas 12(€5 90, dp)

— 8T5s,13(€3 90, dy) + 2Las,14(€5 90, dpy) — 4225 15(€; Yo, dp)
— 2T55.16(€: Yo, dy) + 2Zas,17(€; o, dp) + 2125 18(€; Yo, df))} , (4.18)
T3
[CirsSW) 10 = TTR { — 4T5s 11(€: Yo, dy) + 4Zas,12(€ Yo, dp) + 2Las 13(€; Yo, d/o)] . (4.19)
irs
Double collinear — double soft: The flavour decomposition of the double collinear —
double soft counterterm is trivial,

1
g0 — 2[C.... 8O
<CZT’;_]SST'S )flfg 2 [CZT’;_]SST’S ] ? (4'20)

and the counterterm is in fact independent of the flavours f; and fs. The precise definition
of [C 852)] on the right-hand side of Eq. (4.20) reads

4m)? ? 1 2z, 1 2z
C,.:.S0] = <(— 26) /d ) (pyy ps; Q)] — L — 2208
[ USVE] rs] Se Q 2[ p2,m(p p Q)] Sir Zri Sjs Zs (4.21)

X f(y07yrQ + YsQ — Yrs; d'(m, 6)) .

ir;js

— 11 —



This integral is computed in Appendix D. The result is

[CiryjsSW] = 4Tas 10(Ys5 s €90, dp) (4.22)

where Zys 19 is defined in Eq. (D.2).

Soft collinear — double soft: The flavour decomposition of the soft collinear — double
soft counterterm is also trivial,

j,l .
(cs s<0>)“ ' (cs,, 806D (4.23)

ir;s™rs f ir;s™rs

and the counterterm is in fact independent of the flavour f. The non flavour-summed
counterterm on the right-hand side of Eq. (4.23) is defined precisely as follows

9 2
RO . @ 2¢ / (rs) . izzml .
[CSzr;sSrs] < Sg Q > 2[dp2;m(p7"7p87Q)] Sir Zri 2811(8) (424)

X f(yanT’Q + ysQ — Yrs, d,(ma 6)) .

We remind the reader that above j # [, but (ir) may be equal to j or [. The cases when
j,1 # (ir) and when e.g., 7 = (ir) lead to different integrals, as discussed in Appendix E.
In terms of the basic integrals introduced in Eqgs. (E.3) and (E.4), the result is

[CS,,.. SO0 = —QIZS,QO(Y’]*T’QaG Yo, dp) » (4.25)

ir;s9rs
if (ir) is distinct form both j and [, while for e.g., j = (ir), we find

[CS S(O)](Z’l) = —21.23721(1";, YFZTFlV,Q’ €90, d6) . (426)

ir;sPrs

Triple collinear — soft collinear — double soft: Finally, the flavour decomposition of

the triple collinear — soft collinear — double soft counterterm is again trivial,

(CirsCSir;ssgg)>f = [CirsCSir;ssgg)] ) (427)

and the counterterm is in fact independent of the flavour f. The function [C,, CS,. 8852;)]
in Eq. (4.27) is defined as

4r)? 2 rs 4z rs(2irs + 2ris
w801 = (S50) [l pag) o)

€ Sir S(ir)s Aris Zs,ir (4.28)

S

[Cirs
X f(y07 YrQ + YsQ — Yrs; d'(m, 6)) .
This integral is computed in Appendix F. We find

[C Gs; S(O)] = 4228,22(337’6; yOad,O) +ﬂ2$,23(${,5§y0,d/0) ) (429)

s r;8—rs

with Zos 92 and Zys 23 defined in Egs. (F.3) and (F.4).
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5 Computing the double soft integrals

5.1 Simplifying the integrals

Consider a generic double soft-type master integral,

2 2
Tus = (V5-0%) [0 Bl 2390 G + 10~ sl (m0) . (5.1

where F),({sji,2;};€) is the integrand, which will depend on two-particle invariants s; and
possibly also momentum fractions z;. (We use z; generically to denote both the two- and
three-parton momentum fractions defined in Eq. (2.17).) A straightforward treatment of
Eq. (5.1) proceeds to first express the integrand in terms of independent (tilded) momenta.
Then, choosing some particular Lorentz frame, the integral is written in terms of e.g., the
angles and energies of momenta pf and p4 in this frame. The result obtained however
turns out to be completely unwieldy. In particular, the extraction of € poles via sector
decomposition is not possible, because one typically finds complicated singularities inside
the domain of integration. It also turns out that such a parametrisation is not a useful
starting point for deriving Mellin—Barnes representations.

A much more manageable form is obtained, however, by observing that the value of
the integral (in)Eq. (5.1) is unchanged if we replace the double soft unresolved phase-space
TS

measure [dpy..

| by the iterated single soft phase-space measure, e.g., [dpgf,)ﬂ] [dpf,)ﬂ 1)
To understand why this may be the case, note that by using the precise definitions of
the single and double soft momentum mappings [26], it is easy to show that the two sets

of tilded momenta {ﬁ}%s) and {ﬁ},(f;’s), where

STS ~L(TS Ss ~ (s 37: ~ (7.5
(Phse S5 Y0 and  {phpe = (PICh, 5 (BY0S) (5.2)

are related simply by a three-dimensional rotation. This implies that the dot products of
momenta in each set are the same for both sets. But the integrated counterterms depend
only on these dot products (as opposed to the overall orientation of the tilded momenta),
hence we are free to use the more convenient iterated phase-space mapping when computing
the integrals,

/ (8] Fu ({502 23} €0 f (0 U@ + @ — e ()
2 (5.3)

-~ / S AP ) B, 2} €0 (W0 9@ + Ys@ — Yrsr ' (m,€)) .

By using the iterated form of the phase-space measure, the integrations over the variables
of pi and p5 may be performed sequentially.

5.2 Computing the integrals via Mellin—Barnes representations

Following the discussion of the previous section, we write the generic master integral in
Eq. (5.1) as

47)? 2 7 s '
Tus = (50 ) [0 ] Pt 200) 0 e (0. ) . (5.0
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Since the dimension of F, is [F,,] = (Q?)~2, we have

Fu({s;123)) = o B (Lt 25} (5.5)

(@?)
and hence, using Egs. (2.13), (2.14) and the exact definition of f(yo, YrQ+ysQ—yrs, d (m,€))
in Eq. (A.4), we find

1 1
IQSJL — 2—4+467T—2+26F2(1 _ 6)/ dny y;éQE(l _ ny)dO_2+E/ dysQ y;é26(1 _ ysQ)dO—l
0 0

X O (Yo — YrQ — YsQ + ¥rQVsq) A2a—1(7)dQq—1(s) Fr. ({y1, 25 }) -
(5.6)

In the above form, Eq. (5.6) is directly suitable for treatment by Mellin—Barnes techniques.
In particular, the angular integrations over the directions of p) and p& may be preformed
sequentially using the results of Ref. [48]. Hence, it becomes essentially straightforward to
derive a Mellin-Barnes representation for the integral:?

1. Substitute the specific form of F,.

2. Perform the angular integration over df24_1(s), using the results of Ref. [48]. The
momenta which are to be kept fixed during this integration are the intermediate,
hatted momenta of Eq. (2.11). Thus, at this stage, all invariants need to be expressed
in terms of these:

Yik = (1= ¥sQ)¥ip»  Yis = Yis» YiQ = 1 —¥Us@)¥Vig t ¥,  Hhk#s.  (5.7)

The result after this angular integration depends on (scaled) dot products of hatted
momenta and perhaps @, i.e., y;7, ¥;z, Y- ete.

3. Repeat the previous step for the angular integrals over d€2;_1(7). The independent
momenta with regard to the p; integration are now the final set of tilded momenta
in Eq. (2.11), so we must express all invariants in terms of these:

Yie = W= wi)¥is Yir = Virr Yo = U= viQ)Vig 45,  bEk#Fr.  (58)

After this integration, the expression depends only on invariants involving tilded
momenta, as well as yz¢ and y,q, which are however integration variables themselves.

4. Finally, perform the integrations over y;g and ysg to obtain the full Mellin-Barnes
representation. If yp = 1, the argument of the © function in Eq. (5.6) factorises and
these last two integrations are automatically in the form of a beta function integral.
For 0 < yg < 1, additional Mellin—Barnes integrations must be introduced to bring
them to this form.

2Note that contrary to the phase space integrals considered here, Mellin-Barnes representations for loop
Feynman integrals can be constructed automatically, e.g., with the AMBRE.m package [49].
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With this procedure, we obtain a multi-dimensional Mellin—Barnes integral representa-
tion of Eq. (5.6). It is usually not possible to evaluate these integrals analytically. However,
for practical purposes, we are actually interested in the e-expansion of Zys ,, rather than
the all-orders result. Importantly, this expansion may be performed in an algorithmic way,
e.g., with the MB.m [50] or MBresolve.m [51] packages. Then we obtain the expansion
coefficients as finite Mellin—Barnes integrals. We are able to evaluate all integrals that con-
tribute to the 1/¢* and 1/€® poles analytically,® while the rest of the expansion coefficients
can be computed by direct numerical integration of the Mellin—Barnes representation.

Finally, we call attention to the following technical detail. We find that it is best to fix
the specific value of d, (see Eq. (A.3)) before the e-expansion of the integrals. Therefore,

in the following, we set dj = 3 — 3¢, i.e., D{ = 3 and dj = —3. This is not an essential
restriction and recomputing the expansions for different values of D{, and d} is in principle
straightforward.

6 Results

6.1 Analytic expressions to O(¢?)

We have obtained analytic expressions for the integrated counterterms up to O(e~2) ac-
curacy. The results below are quoted for d, = 3 — 3¢, i.e., Dj = 3 and d] = —3 (see
Eq. (A.3)), and generic yo € (0, 1]. Before presenting the actual formulae, we call attention
to the following features. Up to this pole order:

e All kinematic dependence enters through logarithms of the variables z; and/or Yj; ¢
defined in Eq. (2.19).

e Dependence on the cut parameter 3y always enters in the same functional form, as

follows,
2

Inyo — 2yo + % . (6.1)

We observe that this is simply 3(yg,2) (recall that throughout we use D) = 3), with
the X(z, N) function of Refs. [29] and [36],

N o —Zk
E(z,N):lnz—Z%. (6.2)

k=1

e Additional constants that enter are always recognised to be slight generalisations
of 74/Cy and ~4/Cy (since our integrated counterterms are dimensionless in colour
space), where v, = %Cp and v, = %CA — %T rne [52]. In order to emphasise this
connection, we define the following two functions of ns [46],

Vg (nf) = g and g (ng) = — — 2 =-nf. (6.3)

3In these calculations, the barnesroutines.m package of D. Kosower is useful for applying the first and
second Barnes lemmas on Mellin-Barnes integrals automatically.
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The formal n¢ dependence of v, (n¢) is introduced in order to make possible a flavour-
independent notation in the following.

We find

1. Double soft:

(i.k)(G.F) 11 1
(Sﬁ?> Yie YisQ Yika) = § [6—4 3 <1n Yir,@ +1nYjg + 4%y, 2))}

+0(e7?), (6.4)

note the lack of Y;; o dependence to this order,

(i) k) 1f1 1
(s9) (Yiea) = 7 [6—4 -5 (2 In Yir,0 + 45(yo, z)ﬂ +0(e7?),
(6.5)

and
(i,k) 11 1 _
(59)" i) =~ 7~ w (20 Yo + 45 00,2 =5y () )| + 0 ). 09

2. Triple collinear — double soft:

1 C 1 4 1 C
. (0) — — _A - __A -2
(Czrssrs )fz 9 |:<1 + 20}2) (64 632(y07 2)) + 3 QCfZ Yg (nf):| +O(6 ) : (67)

Note that this counterterm does not depend on kinematics.

3. Double collinear — double soft:
11 4 _
(CosS2) ,, (Wisa) = 5 | 2~ 55m2)] +0(). (6.9

)

Note the lack of Y;; o dependence to this order.
4. Soft collinear — double soft:

(4,0 1 1
(G5i8), " (Vi) = - [:4 -5 (m Yiiq + 450, 2))

i

+0(e7?) (6.9)

for j,1 # i, and

(&) 1 1
<CSir;sS§’g)>f, (@3, YaQ) = —¢ L% 3 <1D i+ 6In Yy o + 195(yo, 2)) +0(e?)

7

(6.10)

for e.g., 7 = 1.
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5. Triple collinear — soft collinear — double soft:
1]2 1
(S 0 — : -2
<Cirs ir;ssgs))fi(xi) - g |:€4 - 3 (hlwz + 72@03))} + O(E ) (611)

Substituting Eqgs. (6.4)—(6.11) and the corresponding results from Ref. [46] — recalled
here in Appendix G for the convenience of the reader — into Eq. (3.5), we obtain explicit
expressions for the kinematics-dependent functions entering the insertion operator. We
note that since in this paper we set D{, = 3, for consistency we must also use the results of
Ref. [46] with D{; = 3. The results do not depend on djy and ag up to this order.* Starting
with Cg?), we find

1 C C
cé}(xi) =53 (1 + C—A> [2 Inz; — 2%(yo,2) — vy, (nfC—F> ] +0(e?). (6.12)

For Cg?i) i we obtain

Cg?i)j(xi,xj) = % [(2 Inz; — vy, (nf)) - <2lnxj =y, (ng) >] +0(e7?). (6.13)

0)

(
However, C27i g

are free to symmetrise in ¢ and j. In particular, setting

(0)

enters the insertion operator I, summed over its flavour indices, thus we

1
Cg,)()z‘j)(xi’ j) =5 (Cgo)j(w xj) + Cé?}i(wj, x@-)) ; (6.14)

(we use the usual notation of round brackets around indices to denote symmetrisation) we
(0)

see that up to this order in the € expansion, C, (i)

simply vanishes,

0

2,(zj)(35z‘795j) = 0(6_2) . (6.15)

For CSg?Z) U1 e find (note the vanishing of Yj; o dependence to this order)
SO0 v v (o 95 9) — O(e 2 6.16
2 (@i, Yiig) = &3 nx; (40,2) — vy, (ng) | +O(e™7) (6.16)

when j and [ are distinct form ¢, and

i 3 _
0 Vi) = o5 (2 = 2502 =4 () ) +0( ) (67
for e.g., 7 = i. The two-parton colour-correlated soft function, S;O)’(j ’l), is
0),(j.l 11 1 _
SN, 9) = ~2 [6—4 3 (2 InYj g +4%(yo,2) — g (n4) )} +0(e?).  (6.18)

4dy and ag are parameters of the collinear-type counterterms that correspond to the df and yo used in
this paper. In particular, ag € (0, 1], if smaller than one, restricts subtractions to near collinear regions in
phase space. See Ref. [46] for further details.
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Last, we consider the four-parton colour-connected soft function, S;O)(i’k)(j D We find (note
that Y;; o dependence is absent to this order)

k) 111 1 _
SR (v 0, Vi Yike) = 5 [6—4 -3 (m Yikg + I Vg + 450, 2))} +0(e7?),

4
(6.19)
if three indices are distinct, while
ik 171 1 _
SOMERER) () = 2 [6_4 -5 (2 In Yig, g + 4% (3o, 2)>] +0(e72), (6.20)

if only two indices are different.

6.2 Insertion operator for two- and three-jet production

Using the results of Ref. [46] and the present paper, we can assemble the complete insertion

(0)

operator I, relevant for two- and three-jet production.

Let us consider first the process eTe™ — 2 jets. The corresponding squared matrix
element at tree level is ‘Mgo) (14,24)|?, i-e., the quark carries label 1 and the antiquark label
2. Both the colour algebra and kinematics are trivial. Colour conservation implies

TTy=—-Cy (6.21)
and Cy, = Cf, = Cp, while momentum conservation gives
1 =22 =Y120=y12=1. (6.22)

Then the insertion operator, Eq. (3.2), is a scalar in colour space and reads

2\ €72
0 _[osg (K 2 () | (0) (0.(12) | 4a(0).(12)(1.2)
= [%Se <@> } [QCF (czq + O 2P 44 )

(6.23)
- QCFCASQO)’(M)} :

with all arguments being equal to one. Using Eqs. (6.12)—(6.20), we find

2\ €12
Qg W 44+x T2+ 292 — dyny _
19 (p1, pase) = [%SE <@>] CE%{ 5 T 53 +0( ), (6.24)

where we used the notation [53]

_Oa _Ir
_CF’ y_CF‘

x

(6.25)
Notice that up to this order, I ;0) is independent of .

The remaining expansion coefficients are computed numerically. We present these in
Table 1 for the quantity I;O) (p1,p2; €)/C%. In this calculation, we have set dy = dfy = 3 — 3¢

and oy = yo = 1, however colour factors and the number of light flavours, n¢, were kept
symbolic. Hence the actual value of the expansion coefficient at a given order in € is given
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coeff. 1/¢ 1/€t finite

1 -7.416 £ 0.011 | -81.383 + 0.052 | -236.572 + 0.328

Cr | -13.028 £ 0.003 | -66.274 £ 0.025 | -281.208 £ 0.188

neTR

Cr 1.000 + 0.001 9.984 £+ 0.010 57.535 £ 0.075

1) (p1,po; €)

cz for ete™ — 2 jet production. We

Table 1. Coefficients of the Laurent expansion of

used dp = d{, =3 — 3e and op = yo = 1.

by the scalar product of the vector of numbers in the appropriate column of Table 1 with
the vector of coefficients forming the first column.

Turning to the process eTe™ — 3 jets, the corresponding squared matrix element at
tree level is \./\/lgo)(lq, 24,34)|%, i.e., the quark carries label 1, the antiquark label 2 and the
gluon carries label 3. The colour algebra is still trivial and using colour conservation we
find

T\ Ty=-2""%2 T\ T3=T,T3=-—"2, (6.26)

and Cy, = C}, = Cp, while Cp, = Ca. The insertion operator, Eq. (3.2), is again a scalar
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in colour space and we have

2 €
0 Qg H 0 0
1o _ [27756 <_Q2> ] {CF (C( (1) + Cé},(ﬂcz)> +C3CY) (ws)
+Ct <Cg ;q(xl’ z2) + Cg?;q(xz’ x1)>

+ CrCa <C§ ég(m, z3) + CY) (w3, 71)

2,99
+ €Ly (w2,33) + CF) (3,22))

+ (Ca — 2CF) {CA <CS§2’(1’2) (23, Y12) + S0 (v 2))

+ Cr (CSSB’(M) (z1,Y12) + CS( P02 (g, Y12)>}

[ < Yig) + 0) a, 3)( 3))
< g (21, Y13) + ’3)($2,Y13)>
( (0) 2, 3) Ya3) + S(O)’(Q’?’) (Y23)>

+ O (85 (a1, Yag) + L (w5, Vi) )|
+ 204 (2CF — Ch)
X <S§O)’(1’2)(1’3) (Yi, Ya3, Yi3) + S P33 (Vs Vi3, Vo)
+ 832 (vor Vig Vi) + SO (vig Vo, Y12))
+ 263 (SO (i, Via, ¥ag) + PV (v, 115, Vi)
+2(2Ck — Cp)?SPD02) ()

+ 23 (SO0 (v, )+s<><23><23>(y53))}.

(6.27)
Substituting Eqgs. (6.12)—(6.20) into this expression, we obtain
2N\ €72
(0) DN | 9 M 9 5 3 1 109
I2 (p17p27p376)_ [%SE <@> :| CF{<2+21'+41' > 6+E
M, T 1 3,

2 _Z 4 _Z 1 6.28
+ 5%~ gyne — Seyng - ( tr— g ) ny2 (6.28)

3 1
- <2$ + 5552) (Inyiz +1n y23)] St 0(62)} ;

where we used InYj;, ¢ = Iny;;, —Inz; —Inzy,. Note that the dependence on y again cancels
up to this order in the expansion.

The rest of the coefficients in the e-expansion are computed numerically. By way of
illustration, we present results for the fully symmetric configuration of final state momenta

in Table 2. In this phase-space point, the various invariants take the following values
2 3 1

= Yik,g = 1 and  yip = 3 (6.29)
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coeff. 1/¢ 1/€t finite

1 17.072 £ 0.016 | -30.766 £ 0.088 | -253.694 £ 0.474

Cr 36.428 £ 0.013 | 35.832 £ 0.068 | -83.945 £+ 0.294

c2 12.580 £ 0.009 | 3.999 £ 0.052 -99.299 £ 0.296

Cr -16.945 £ 0.003 | -59.501 + 0.023 | -128.771 £+ 0.144

cZ | -3.879 + 0.006 | -14.105 £ 0.052 | -29.974 + 0.378

o for eTe™ — 3 jet production.
F

Table 2. Coeflicients of the Laurent expansion of

We used dp = djy =3 — 3¢ and ap = yo = 1.

where i,k = 1,2,3 and ¢ # k. We have again used dy = df, = 3— 3¢ and ap = yp = 1 during
the calculation. As for the two-jet case, colour factors and the number of light flavours were
kept symbolic. The actual values of the expansion coefficients are again scalar products
of vectors of numbers in the last three columns of Table 2 with the vector of coefficients
which forms the first column. Note that the numbers presented in Table 2 correspond to
the expansion coefficients of Igo) (p1,p2,p3;€)/CA.

7 Conclusions

This paper finishes the calculation of the integrated doubly unresolved approximate cross
section of the NNLO subtraction formalism of Refs. [26, 27], and thus completes the defi-
nition of the subtraction scheme.

In particular, here we computed the double soft-type contributions to the integrated
doubly unresolved approximate cross section of Ref.[26]. The integrated counterterms
were evaluated in terms of a set of basic double soft integrals, which were calculated using
Mellin—Barnes techniques. These contributions represented the last missing ingredients
needed to evaluate f2 daii’; 2, as the collinear pieces of the doubly unresolved subtraction
terms were integrated in Ref. [46]. The final result can be written as the product (in colour
space) of the Born cross section times the doubly unresolved insertion operator, I ;0). We
were able to compute this insertion operator analytically up to O(¢~?), while the rest of
the expansion coefficients were evaluated numerically.

As stressed above, the definition of the NNLO subtraction formalism of Refs. [26, 27]
is now complete, and the evaluation of the finite doubly virtual cross section of Eq. (1.5)
is feasible for electron-positron annihilation into two- and three-jets. (A few integrals
were evaluated specifically for three-jet kinematics, so for a higher number of jets, some
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more work is required.) In particular, all integrated approximate cross sections appearing
in Eq. (1.5) are known analytically up to O(e~2) and hence, the cancellation of poles in
dJ%NLO may be checked explicitly to this order. Indeed, we have checked that the 1/¢* and
1/€® poles cancel for eTe™ — 2, 3 jets, independently of the value of yo. The cancellation
of the subleading poles must be checked numerically, and the details will be presented else-
where. As the regularised doubly real and real-virtual cross sections doy 5 and dohy5©
of Egs. (1.3) and (1.4) were previously shown to be finite [26, 27] (specifically for m = 3),
we are now in the position to compute the fully differential rate for electron-positron an-

nihilation into two and three jets at NNLO accuracy within our framework.
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A Modified double soft-type subtraction terms

In previous publications, we have presented an easy modification to the NNLO subtraction
scheme of Refs. [26, 27]. The parts of these modifications relevant to all singly unresolved
approximate cross sections, i.e., daiﬁ’QAl in Eq. (1.3) as well as dai\ifl and (fl daili’?l)m
in Eq. (1.4), were given in Ref. [29], while the parts relevant to the iterated singly unresolved
approximate cross section, daiiﬁ 2 in Eq. (1.3), were spelled out in Ref. [36]. Finally, the
modified doubly unresolved approximate cross section was discussed in Ref. [46].

The introduction of this modification serves two purposes. First, it makes the inte-
grated subtraction terms independent of m, the number of hard partons, see Refs. [29, 36,
46] for a detailed discussion. Second, it allows to constrain the subtractions to near the
singular regions in phase space, which improves the efficiency of the numerical implemen-
tation.

In this paper, we only need the precise definition of the modified double soft-type
subtraction terms. We recall from Ref. [46] that these are obtained from the original sub-
traction terms in Ref. [26] via multiplication by the simple factor of f(yo,yrqQ + ¥sQ —

Yrs, d,(m, €)), where

f(z0,2,0) = (1 —2)PO(z0 — 2). (A.1)

We also reproduce the relevant part of Table 20 of Ref. [46] here, as Table 3. We note that
the form of d’(m, €) appearing in Table 3 is actually fixed by the prescription in Ref. [29] and
the requirement that the modified subtraction terms still correctly regularise all kinematic

singularities. We have

d'(m,e) =m(l —¢) —dj, (A.2)

where, as in Refs. [29, 36, 46], the parameter dj, takes the form

o = Dj + dle, (A.3)
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Double soft-type counterterms

Subtraction term Momentum mapping Function
sV, ¢cs,. S,
Cir887£270)7 Cir;j387£270)7 {Ptite S (Y o, Yr@+ysQ —Yrs, d' (m, €))
Cirsas‘ir;sST(’g’O)

Table 3. The modified double soft-type subtraction terms are obtained from the original coun-
terterms (first column) by multiplication with f(vo, yrQ + ¥sQ — Yrs, d'(m, €)) (last column). Also
shown is the momentum mapping used to define the subtraction terms (middle column).

with D > 2 an integer and d} real. Throughout this paper, we use the specific choice
D{ = 3 and d} = —3. Finally, we note that in terms of y;¢ and y,g, we have

T30, Yr@ + Ys@ — Yrss d'(m, €)) = [(1 = y50) (1 — 4s0)]% ™19 (yo — s — Ys@ + YiQYsQ) »
(A.4)

where y,s = y;s and yrQ = (1 — ysQ)yr@ + yss have been used, see Eq. (5.7).

B Integrating the double soft counterterms

From Egs. (4.2)—(4.4) we see that the double soft counterterms involve the integrands

1 . LG ey
{Sik(r)sjl(s) s Sik(ﬁ 3) , ST <Szr5k:s + SkrSis SikSrs - 25127~st> } 7 (B.l)

rs Si(rs)Sk(rs) Si(rs)

where S;i(r, s) is given in Eq. (4.5).

Let us proceed to identify the independent kinematic structures that we need to inte-
grate. We begin with the abelian double soft gluon contribution, i.e., the first term in the
list of Eq. (B.1). Recall that in this term, the indices i, j, k, [ are constrained only by the
requirements that i # k and j # [, but there is no restriction on whether or not i, k is
equal to j, [. Hence, we have the following situations: (i) all of 7, k, j and [ are distinct, (ii)
only three of the four indices are distinct, e.g., | = k and (iii) only two indices are distinct,
eg.,j=1tandl=k.

For case (i) to occur, there must be at least four hard patrons in the process. Obviously
this does not happen in the calculation of two- and three-jet observables, and we will not
consider it in this paper. For cases (ii) and (iii), we have simply
43ik3jk

43?19
_ and Sik(r)Sik(s) = ——FH—.
SirSkrSjsSks SirSkrSisSks

Sik(r)Sji(s) = (B.2)

Turning to the non-abelian part of the double soft gluon formula, the second term in
the list of Eq. (B.1), we make two observations. First, the factorised phase-space measure,
[dp(rs) (pr, ps; Q)], is clearly symmetric under the exchange of p} and pf (see Eq.(2.10)).

2;m
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Second, the double soft current appears in the subtraction terms summed over its indices,
i and k in this case. Hence, we are free to exchange ¢ and k in individual terms in S (r, )
without changing the value of the total integrated subtraction term, since 7 and k are
merely summation indices. Using the freedom to make r <+ s and/or i <> k replacements
whenever convenient, with some algebra® we can derive the following form of S (r, s),

2
S; 1 S; 1 SirS S;
Silr,s) —» —F— — ik +(1—e)<—2 gk 2)-4 ““
SisSkrSrs 2 SirSkrSisSks Srs Si(rs)Sk(rs)Srs Si(rs)Sk(rs)Srs
2
Sy S;
_ 1k + 2 ik ’
Si(rs)Sk(rs)SirSkr Si(rs)SkrSrs

(B.3)

whose integral is equal to the integral of the original expression.

Finally, consider the expression for double soft quark-antiquark emission, the last term
in Eq. (B.1). Making use of the freedom to exchange the summation indices i and k, after
some algebra we find

2
% <Si7"3ks + SkrSis — SikSrs . 23i27"8i8> 9 SirSkr 5 — Sik +2 3 Sir 5 -
Srs Si(rs)Sk(rs) Si(rs) Si(rs)Sk(rs)Srs  Ji(rs)Sk(rs)Srs Si(rs)®rs
(B.4)

As in Eq. (B.3), the notation — above means that the two forms lead to the same total
integrated subtraction term.

Examining Eqs. (B.2)—(B.4), we identify the following independent kinematic struc-
tures® that we must integrate

2
{} SikSik 1 55 Sik Sik
) ) 7 )
2 SirSkrSjsSks 2 SirSkrSisSks  SisSkrSrs Si(rs)skrsrs

(B.5)

72

2 2

Sip. Sik SirSkr 1 S5
. ’ ’ 2 7 G2 2

Si(rs)Sk(rs)SirSkr  Si(rs)Sk(rs)Srs  Si(rs)Sk(rs)Srs  Srs si(rs)sTS

The specific normalisations were chosen for later convenience. Finally we introduce the
following notation,

1672 5.\’ : 1 sis,
. L - . I\ 2€ (7) (s) L ikSjk
IQS,l(Yik,@Yij,Qan k7Q7€7y0,do) = ( S, Q > /z[dpl;m][dpl;mﬂ]?7Sir8kr8j58ks

X f(yO, YrQ + YsQ — Yrs, d/(ma 6)) )
(B.6)
1672 ,\> ; o 1 82
Tus (Vi greimmndy) = ("5 0*) [ liapts, 15—

Se 2 8y SkrSisSks

X f(y07 yT’Q + ySQ — Yrs, d,(ma 6)) )
(B.7)

®We found the Mathematica package $Apart [54] useful during these manipulations.
5The construction of this basic set is not unique, and we make no claim that this set is linearly inde-
pendent.
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167‘(’2 € 2 P s Sik
Tos 3(Yi7, g € 90, do) = (TQZ > /Z[dpg;f)n][dpg;LLJrﬂm

X f(y07y7’Q + ySQ — Yrs, d,(ma 6)) )

(B.8)
Ios a(Y53 o0 € %0, do) = (%WQQ%)Q /[dpﬁf%][dpﬁf%+1]¢
' € 2 Si(rs)SkrSrs
X f (Y0, Yr@ + YsQ — Yrs, d' (m, €)),
(B.9)
2 2 2
Tos 5(Yi 7, 2 € 90, do) = (%Q*) /2 [dp{.,,] [dpf’)”“]si(rs>skiii)sir5kr
X (Y0, Yr@ + Ys@ — Yrs d/(ma €),
(B.10)
Trs 6(Y5 7 o€ Y0, do) = (%WQQ%)Z / [dp{7) dpts) ]
’ € 2 Si(rs)Sk(rs)Srs

X f(y07 yT’Q + ySQ — Yrs, d/(ma 6)) )
(B.11)

1672 ? ) 104..(5) SirSkr
Tos Y7~ ,€90,dg) = <—Q26> /dp AP —— =
( kQ 0) Se 2[ b I b Jr1]‘Si(rs)sk(v"s)Sgs
X f(y07 yT’Q + ySQ — Yrs, d/(ma 6)) )
(B.12)

1672 ,.\> ; 9 41
Tos s(€ Yo, dy) = (TQz > /[dpg;?”ﬂ][dpg;?”rH*l]T
€ 2 Srs
X f(yO, YrQ + YsQ — Yrs d,(ma 6)) )
(B.13)

2
IQS Q(E'yo d{)) — 167T2 QQe /[dp(f) ][dp(s) ]87127’
965 Y0, SE ) 1im 1ym+1 822(7«5)872"8

X f(y07 yT’Q + ySQ — Yrs, d,(ma 6)) .
(B.14)

In terms of these basic integrals, the double soft integrated counterterms are expressed as
in Egs. (4.8)-(4.11).
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C Integrating the triple collinear — double soft counterterms

From Egs. (4.14)—(4.16), we find that the triple collinear — double soft counterterms involve
the following integrands

{ 4Zi2,rs (1 - 6) (Sirzs,ir - Sz‘szr,is)2 Zirs ( 4 1 >

’ 2 . . .
SirSisZr,isZs,ir  Si(rs)Srs si(rs)srs(zr,is + Zs,ir) Si(rs)Srs \ ?r,is + Zs,ir Zr,is
2 2
1 22@',7“5 Zirs 1 Zirs 1 1
_ _ + ,
Si(rs)Sir zr,is(zr,is + Zs,ir) Si(rs)Sis zr,is(zr,is + Zs,ir) SirSrs \ Zs,ir 2ris + Zs,ir

2
2 < Zirs . (sirzs,ir - siszr,is) ) }
. . . )2 '
Si(rs)Srs \ ?r,is + Zsir si(rs)srs(zr,zs + zs,zr)

Note that we have not written the r <+ s part of the non-abelian triple collinear — double

(C.1)

soft gluon counterterm (see Eq.(4.15)) since by the r <> s symmetry of the factorised
phase-space measure, its integral is equal to the integral of the displayed term.

Now, we would like to identify a basic set of kinematic structures, which we must
integrate. At first glance, it would seem like we ought to use the identity 2; ys + 2y s+ 25,ir =
1 to eliminate one of the z’s. However it turns out that it is more convenient to simply
keep the integrand essentially in its original form, as given in Eq. (C.1), for reasons we shall
explain shortly. Then we find that up to an r <+ s exchange, there are nine basic structures
to integrate. These are:

2 2 2
{ 1 zi,rs Sir Zs,ir SirSis Zr,isZs,ir 1 Zirs
Y . L7 &2 . )27 G2 2 . .20 . L)
SirSis ZrisZs,ir Si(rs)sgs (Zr,zs + Zs,zr) si(rs) Sirs (zr,zs + zs,zr) Si(rs)Srs (zr,zs + zs,zr)
22 1 22 1
1 Zirs 1 i,r8 1,18 Zirs

> ) ) s
Si(rs)Srs Zrjis  Si(rs)Sir Zr,is(zr,is + Zs,ir) Si(rs)Sis Zr,is(zr,is + Zs,ir) SirSrs Zris

1 Zirs }
SirSrs (Zr,is + Zs,ir) '
(C.2)

The reason the above integrands are convenient is as follows: clearly the results of all these
integrals could only depend on x5 = 2p; - Q /@Q?. However, all nine of the above integrands
are degree zero homogenous functions of p;. Hence, they are actually independent of x+,
and thus are free of any kinematic dependence. This nice property is clearly lost if we
decompose e.g., z;,s in the numerators as z;,s = 1 — 2.5 — 254 and perform partial
fractioning. Then we introduce the notation

167 o\ [0 ()1 (9 L Ziws
Trs 10(€ 90, dy) = (TEQ > /Q[dpnm][dpymﬂ]sirsism
X f (W0, YrQ + Ys@ — Yrs, d'(m, €)), (C.3)
1672 5.\’ : 52 22,
Tos €y, dy) = | ——Q / dp\”) J[ap}’) ir
25,11(€; Y0, dg) < S. Q > 2[ me][ p1,m+1]sg(rs)sgs (zr,is+zs,ir)2
X f (W0, YrQ + Ysq@ — Yrs, d'(m, €)), (C.4)
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2

1672 7 s SirSis ZrisZs,ir
Tos 12(€; 90, dpy) = <S—QQE> /Q[dpg;m[dpg;a)wrl] D) .

Si(rs)sgs (zr,is + 2’571‘7,)2
X f(Y0,YrQ + Ys@ — Yrs, d' (m, €)), (C.5)
1672 2 . 1 2
Tos 136 yo. df) = 2 / dp{)) J[dp{’)
28713(672}07 0) < Se Q > 2[ me][ p17m+1]3i(rs)3rs (Zr,is +Zs,ir)
X f(Y0,YrQ + Ys@ — Yrs, d'(m, €)), (C.6)

1672 2 7 s 1 Zirs
128,14(6;2/0761/0) = <S—QQE> /Z[dpg;y)n][dpg;r)nﬂ] -

Si(rs)Srs Zr,is

X f (W0, YrQ + Ys@ — Yrs, d' (M, €)), (C.7)
1672 2 . 1 22
T A 2¢ /d () 11 qpte) i,rs
25,15(€: Y0, dg) < 5 Q > 2[ Piml P1,m+1]8i(m)sir s Gris & 2o
X f(Y0,YrQ + Ys@ — Yrs, d' (M, €)), (C.8)
1672 5.\’ ; 1 27
T . dl) = 2¢ /d () 11 qpte) irs
25,16(€; Yo, dy) < S, Q > 2[ pl,m][ pl’erl]Si(rs)SiS Zris(%ris + Zs,ir)

X [ (Y0, Yr@ + Ys@ — Yrs, d' (m, €)) (C.9)

1671'2 2 7 s 1 Zzirs
Tos 17(€; 90, dpy) = <TQZE> /Z[dpg;r)n][dpg;?”rﬂrl] —

SirSrs Zr,is

X f(y07 YrQ + YsQ — Yrs) d/(m7 6)) 5 (C.lO)
1672 2 : 1 2
e - (102 [t
28718(672}07 0) ( Se @ > 2[ pl’m][ pl’erl]SirSrs (Zm's ‘|‘Zs,ir)

X [ (Y0, Yr@ + Ys@ — Yrs. d'(m, €)). (C.11)

The triple collinear — double soft integrated counterterms are expressed with these basic
integrals as in Egs. (4.17)—(4.19).

D Integrating the double collinear — double soft counterterm

Recall from Eq. (4.21) that the integrated double collinear — double soft counterterm in-

{LZZZ‘,TLQZ]',S } (D 1)

Sir Zri Sjs Zsj

volves the integrand

We again keep the integrand in its original form, without making use of the identities
Zir + 2zr; = 1 and zj5 + 25 j = 1. The reason is clear: since the expression in Eq. (D.1) is
degree zero homogenous in both p; and p;, there can be no direct dependence on x5 or T3
However, since the phase-space measure is not exactly factorised in pf* and p5 (it is exactly

factorised in p} and p%), the integral still depends on Y;; 0" Introducing the notation

1672 ,.\° . 1 2o
I Y=~ : d) = [ =202 / d (r) d (s) 1,7%),8
28’19( 15,07 & Yo, 0) < Se Q ) 2[ meH meJrl] Sirs_js Zr,iZs,j
X f(y07 YrQ + Ys@Q — Yrs, dl(m7 6)) ) (D'Q)
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(note the normalisation) we immediately find Eq. (4.22).

E Integrating the soft collinear — double soft counterterm

Form Eq. (4.24) we see that the integrated soft collinear — double soft counterterm involves

{i@sﬂ(s)} : (E.1)

Sir Zr,i

the integrand

where j = (ir) or | = (ir) is also allowed. (Recall that at the level of kinematics, e.g., j =
(ir) means that the momentum j entering the eikonal factor is pé»‘ =pl' +pi)

Using the explicit expression of the eikonal factor, Eq. (2.18), we find that Eq. (E.1)
evaluates as

{izl_ﬂ’ Sjl LZZ_J’ s(ir)l } (E 2)

)
Sir Zri SjsSls  Sir Zryi S(ir)sSls

where the first expression corresponds to the case when both j and [ are distinct from (ir),
while the second corresponds to j = (ir). We introduce the notation

1672 2 2 1z, S
-~ . A 2¢ () (s) i 55l
IQS,QO(YJ- l,Q’E’yO’dO) — < SE Q ) é[dpl,m] [dpl;erl]Sir Zri SjsSls
X f(y07 YrQ + Ys@Q — Yrs, d/(m7 6)) ) (E?’)
1672 € 2 7 s 1 2z S@ry
Tas 21 (27, Y7 o 6 Y0, do) = (—Q2 > /Q[dpg;fn] [dp(5), ]2

Se Sir Zryi S(ir)sSls

X f(y07 YrQ + Ys@Q — Yrs, d/(m7 6)) ) (E4)

and obtain the soft collinear — double soft integrated counterterm as in Egs. (4.25) and (4.26),
for j,1 # (ir) and j = (ir) respectively.

F Integrating the triple collinear — soft collinear — double soft countert-
erm

Recall from Eq.(4.28) that the integrated triple collinear — soft collinear — double soft
counterterm involves the integrand

{4zi,rs(2i,rs + ZT,iS) } (F 1)

SirS(ir)s?ris?s,ir

In this case, we will simply split the sum in the numerator and use as our independent

{ 1 Zi2,rs 1 Zirs } (F 2)

.2 2 ] ] ]
S(ir)sSir 2y 5575 i S(ir)sSir Zs,ir

integrals the following:
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With the notation

1672 50\ (") 1r1,(5) 1 Zhrs
128,22(337,6;%,616) = <T€Q ) /2[dp1;m][dp1;m+1]S(mssir Z?iszzz‘r
X f(yOa YrQ + YsQ — Yrs; d/(m, 6)) > (F3)
1672, \? ) 104..(5) L Zigps
Tos 23(x75, € Yo, dy) = (TeQ > /Q[dphm][dphmﬂ]mzir
X f(yOa YrQ + YsQ — Yrs; d/(m, 6)) > (F4)

(note the normalisation) we immediately find Eq. (4.29).

G Collinear-type doubly unresolved counterterms to O(¢?)

In this appendix we recall from Ref.[46] the analytic formulae for the flavour-summed

collinear-type functions in Eq. (3.5). We have

1. Triple collinear:

O\ (py L Ca |1 _ 1 o [ Cr
<Cirs) £ (xl) ~ 9 (1 + 2Cf1> |:€4 €3 4lnz; Vfi (nf) Vfi Cf nf

7

1 CA CF -2
2. Triple collinear — soft collinear:
CSOY @y =212 2 (s /_ 1
(CzrsCSir;s) 1, (xl) ~ 3 |:64 3 <ln i+ E(y()v DO 1))] + 263’Yfi(nf)
+0(e7?). (G.2)

3. Double collinear:

(0) = L A A
<ijs> i (i, xj) = 5 53 [2(111 ri +1Inwy) — g (ng) — vy, (nf)]
+0(e7?). (G.3)

4. Double collinear — soft collinear:

0 12 1
<Cir;jsCS§r;)s) f,f(ﬂﬁz‘?Yz‘j;Q) =33 (hl x; + X(yo, Dj — 1)> + 3 (ng)

€
+0(e7?). (G.4)
5. Soft collinear:
(4,0) 1 2 1
(CSES)S> . @Yol =-g+5 <1n z; + S(yo, Do — 1)> + = (InYjug = 75,(n))
+0(e7?), (G.5)
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for j # i, and

(i) 5 1 2
G&%%,m&%ng[—g+5(mm+z@m%_nﬂ
1 3 B
+ g nYag — 7y (ne) | +O(e7). (G.6)
for j = 1.
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