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ABSTRACT: In soft-collinear effective theory, we analyze the structure of rapidity divergence
due to the collinear and soft modes residing in disparate phase spaces. The idea of an effective
theory is applied to a system of collinear modes with large rapidity and soft modes with small
rapidity. The large-rapidity (collinear) modes are integrated out to obtain the effective theory
for the small-rapidity (soft) modes. The full SCET with the collinear and soft modes should be
matched onto the soft theory at the rapidity boundary, and the matching procedure becomes
exactly the zero-bin subtraction. The large-rapidity region is out of reach for the soft mode,
which results in the rapidity divergence. The rapidity divergence in the collinear sector comes
from the zero-bin subtraction, which ensures the cancellation of the rapidity divergences from
the soft and collinear sectors. In order to treat the rapidity divergence, we construct the rapid-
ity regulators consistently for all the modes. They are generalized by assigning independent
rapidity scales for different collinear directions. The soft regulator incorporates the correct
directional dependence when the innate collinear directions are not back-to-back, which is dis-
cussed in the N-jet operator. As an application, we consider the Sudakov form factor for the
back-to-back collinear current and the soft-collinear current, where the soft rapidity regulator
for a soft quark is developed. We extend the analysis to the boosted heavy quark sector and
exploit the delicacy with the presence of the heavy quark mass. We present the resummed
results of large logarithms in the form factors for various currents with the light and the heavy
quarks, employing the renormalization group evolution on the renormalization and the rapidity
scales.
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1 Introduction

Effective field theories enable us to understand important physics by extracting relevant in-
gredients and disregarding the unnecessary remainder. Soft-collinear effective theory (SCET)
[1-4] is an effective theory for QCD, which is appropriate for high-energy processes with en-
ergetic particles immersed in the background of soft particles. We pick up the collinear and



soft modes to describe high-energy processes, and all the other modes are either integrated out
or neglected. The degrees of freedom in the effective theory are classified by the phase spaces
they reside in.

Since there are various modes in different phase spaces in SCET, it possesses an additional
divergence known as the rapidity divergence [5, 6] in addition to the traditional ultraviolet (UV)
and infrared (IR) divergences. A boundary in the phase space to separate collinear and soft
modes results in the rapidity divergence because these modes are constrained in different phase
spaces. In full QCD, there is no rapidity divergence because there is no kinematic constraint.
Therefore in SCET there may be rapidity divergence in each sector, but when we sum over all
the contributions from different sectors, there should be no rapidity divergence. This is a good
consistency check for the effective theory. In this respect, the rapidity divergence seems to be
an artifact in SCET by dissecting the phase space, which disappears in the total contribution.
But it gives a richer structure of the effective theory and we can obtain deeper understanding
of underlying physics.

Here we consider a system of the collinear and soft modes with the same offshellness, in
which they are distinguished by their rapidities. The soft modes have small rapidity, while the
collinear modes have large rapidity. For the factorization into the soft and collinear parts in
SCET, the central idea is to apply the conventional effective theory approach that is widely
used for separating long- and short-distance physics.

We first construct an effective theory for the soft mode out of the full SCET. The full
SCET contains both collinear and soft modes, while the soft theory contains only soft modes
with small rapidity. By requiring that physics be the same near the rapidity boundary, the full
SCET with both modes is matched onto the soft theory, and produces the Wilson coefficient.
The Wilson coefficient is obtained by subtracting the contribution of the soft theory from that
of the full SCET. In the matching near the boundary, the contribution of the soft theory to be
subtracted is exactly the zero-bin contribution in SCET. Therefore the collinear contribution
with the zero-bin subtraction [7] can be interpreted as the Wilson coefficients for the soft
theory.

Note that the soft mode cannot resolve the large rapidity region. And we expect that there
appears the rapidity divergence as the soft momentum approaches the rapidity boundary. Sup-
pose that the collinear mode beyond the boundary is n-collinear. Then the rapidity divergence
in the soft sector arises as the momentum component 7 -k — oo (and n -k — 0). On the other
hand, the naive collinear contribution before the zero-bin subtraction has no corresponding
rapidity divergence since 7 - k is bounded from above. However the true collinear part after
the matching, which includes the zero-bin subtraction, contains the rapidity divergence with
the same origin as the soft part. Therefore the rapidity divergences in the collinear and the
soft sectors have the opposite sign, which ensures the cancellation of the rapidity divergence
when both are combined.

The naive collinear part might contain another type of the rapidity divergence as -k — 0.
But that region is shared with the soft part and this type of rapidity divergence is cancelled
in the matching. And the true rapidity divergence with @ - k& — 0o in the collinear sector is
recovered by the zero-bin subtraction, similar to the pullup mechanism [8, 9]. As a result, the
soft-collinear factorization with the zero-bin subtraction is identified as the matching of the full
SCET onto the soft part, and the collinear part can be considered as the matching coefficient



describing the large-rapidity region.

The main issue of this paper is to implement this idea for the consistent treatment of the
rapidity divergence in SCET. The first step is to establish a proper method for regulating the
rapidity divergences in the collinear and the soft sectors. We prescribe the rapidity regulators
in both sectors, originating from the same source.

In addition to the conventional regularization method [5, 6], there have been many sug-
gestions to regulate the rapidity divergence, such as the use of the Wilson lines off the light-
cone [10], the d-regulator [11, 12], the analytic regulator [13], the exponential regulator [14],
and the pure rapidity regulator [15], to name a few. The gauge invariance and the consistency
in power counting to all orders have also been recent issues in selecting appropriate rapidity
regulators [6, 15, 16]. Here we present a new prescription for the rapidity regulator based on
where the rapidity divergence arises, as discussed earlier. It may look like an addition to a
big list of regulators, but we hope to convince the reader that our prescription is on a sound
physical basis.

The construction of the rapidity regulators is interwoven between the collinear and the
soft sectors, and let us first look at the Wilson lines in SCET. The emission of collinear or soft
gluons from collinear, energetic particles is eikonalized and exponentiated to all orders to yield
the collinear and soft Wilson lines by integrating out large offshell modes. The collinear and
the soft Wilson lines in the lightlike n direction are written as [3]

W, = Z exp[—g%], Sp = Z exp[—gz"jj;}, (1.1)

perm. perm.

where A,, (As) is the collinear (soft) gauge field. The lightlike vectors n and 7 satisfy n? = n? =

0,n-n=2 and m-P (n-P) is the operator extracting the incoming momentum component
in the n (n) direction.

Note that the nature of the eikonalization is different in both cases. For the collinear
Wilson line W,,, we consider the emission of the n-collinear gluons from all the remaining parts
except the n-collinear particle in consideration, that is, from the m-collinear field in a back-to-
back current or from the heavy quark in a heavy-to-light current. For the N-jet operator, we
consider the n-collinear gluons emitted from all the collinear particles except the n-collinear
particle. Whatever the sources are, when the intermediate states are integrated out, and the
leading terms are taken, we obtain the collinear Wilson line which depends on @ - P. On
the other hand, the soft Wilson line S,, is obtained by the emission of soft gluons from an
n-collinear field, and the intermediate states are integrated out. Note that the source of the
gluon emission is different. Therefore to extract the rapidity divergences in the soft and the
collinear sectors correctly, we should trace the n-collinear gluons in the collinear sector, and
also the soft gluons from the same source as in the collinear sector, and take the n-collinear
limit. Simply put, the rapidity matching does not happen between W, and S,, but happens
between W,, and S; for the back-to-back current.

Let us take an example of the back-to-back current EﬁWﬁS;L’y“SnWﬂ;ﬁn, which will be
generalized later, and consider a soft gluon emitted from the soft Wilson line, not from .S,,, but
from S%. In order to consider the matching with the n-collinear sector, in which the n-collinear
gluon is emitted from the m-collinear sector, we take the limit in which the component 7 - k
of the soft momentum becomes large, compared to other components with ki fixed. And it is
taken to infinity in the soft sector because the large scale is beyond reach of the soft particles.



Therefore the region 7 - K — oo is where the possible rapidity divergence occurs and we apply
the rapidity regulator to extract it. We can choose the rapidity regulator in the form (v/m- k)",
where v is the rapidity scale introduced and the rapidity divergence appears as poles in 7. In
order to be consistent, we also choose the same rapidity regulator in the n-collinear sector since
the rapidity region modified by the regulator should be the same in the overlapping region.

We can also include the collinear currents which are not back-to-back, or even the N-jet
operator in which there are well-separated N collinear directions. We emphasize that the same
rapidity regulator should be employed both in the collinear and soft sectors. When the rapidity
divergence in one collinear sector is to be matched, the soft gluons emitted from other collinear
directions are selected and the collinear limit in the given collinear direction is taken. In this
process, the directional dependence in the soft sector is correctly produced. Furthermore, we
can assign a different rapidity scale to each collinear direction if there is a hierarchy of scales
in different directions. The total contribution is free of every rapidity divergence associated
with each collinear direction. The rapidity regulator for the soft-collinear current can be also
consistently constructed using this method.

Our analysis on the rapidity divergence can be extended to the boosted heavy quark sector.
Here the energy of the heavy quark, @, is still much larger than the quark mass m. Hence
the decoupling of the soft interactions from the heavy quark can be implemented in the same
manner as in the case of the light quark. Since the origin of the rapidity divergence is soft
dynamics, the divergence in the heavy quark sector also comes from the zero-bin subtraction.
This is another new observation we make. We consider the resummation of large logarithms in
the Sudakov form factor for the heavy-to-heavy current. Like the light quark case, the rapidity
scale evolution is necessary. And it enables us to fully resum the large logarithms of Q/m.

The structure of the paper is as follows: In Section 2, we discuss the idea of applying an
effective theory to a system with the collinear and soft modes, and explain that the rapidity
divergence in the collinear part comes from the matching procedure that corresponds to the
zero-bin subtraction. And we show how to set up the rapidity regulator with the zero-bin
subtraction in the collinear sector. The soft rapidity regulator is defined by employing the
same principle for the collinear sector, but with the appropriate expression for the soft Wilson
line. In Section 3, the Sudakov form factor is analyzed for the back-to-back current. We suggest
how to implement the rapidity regulator in the N-jet operator in Section 4. In Section 5, we
consider the Sudakov form factor for the soft-collinear current, which is compared to the result
by boosting the back-to-back current. In Section 6, our analysis is extended to the heavy-to-
heavy and heavy-to-light currents, in which the heavy quark mass sets another hierarchy in
factorizing the form factors. Finally we conclude and describe the outlook in Section 7. In
Appendix A, we resum the large logarithms in the Sudakov form factor for various currents
using the renormalization group (RG) equation with respect to the renormalization and rapidity
scales. The evolutions and the resummation are performed to next-to-leading logarithmic
(NLL) accuracy. In Appendix B, we show the details of the calculations for extracting the
rapidity divergences in the boosted heavy quark sector.

2 Rapidity divergence and the zero-bin subtraction

We start with the matrix element of the back-to-back collinear current in SCET

Vicgr = (0l &aWa Syl Sa Wi 1), (2.1)



where p and p’ are the on-shell momenta of the collinear quarks in the n- and m-directions
respectively. The soft Wilson lines S, (Sr) are present by redefining the collinear fields, which
results in the decoupling of the soft interactions. The notations follow the convention used
in Ref. [17]. In higher-order corrections, the UV, IR, and rapidity divergences are produced,
in which the UV and the IR divergences are regulated by dimensional regularization. If we
introduce a nonzero gluon mass M, the IR divergence is regulated by the mass. However, a
new regulator is needed to regularize the rapidity divergence.

The widely-used rapidity regulator has been suggested in Refs. [5, 6], by modifying the
original collinear and soft Wilson lines as

n n/2

Wy, = Z exp [_nanVPan An}, Sp = Z exp [—n'gP’Q;an : As]. (2.2)

perms perms

Here the rapidity scale v is introduced and the rapidity divergence appears as poles in 7. As
described in Introduction, we use the rapidity regulator of the form (v/m-k)" for the n-collinear
sector, which is the same as the prescription in Eq. (2.2) for W,,. Then we construct the soft
rapidity regulator to be consistent with the collinear rapidity regulator. This is applied to
Si. Therefore the soft rapidity regulator is different from that in Eq. (2.2), and needs further
explanation.

2.1 Effective theory approach to treating the rapidity divergence

Let us first consider the general argument in treating the rapidity divergence. In SCET; where
the collinear and the soft modes have the same offshellness, we distinguish these modes by their
rapidities. In radiative corrections, there appears the integral of the form

Iz/mdk*:/Adkﬂr/mdk* (2.3)
e R Jun keI ke

where p, is a hard momentum, and py, is a soft scale. In the final expression, the integral is
divided into the soft and collinear integrals by an arbitray scale A which separates the soft and
collinear regions.

In the spirit of the zero-bin contribution, the integral I, by rearranging the second term,

A P+ A
I :/ dkk—* + (/ d:* —/ d:*) : (2.4)
un ket 0 + o Fk+

The first term in the parenthesis is the naive collinear contribution, and the second term is

can be written as

the zero-bin contribution. We clearly see that double counting is avoided in the collinear part.
And if there is any divergence in the naive collinear contribution as k4 — 0, it is removed
by the zero-bin subtraction. It guarantees the factorization to secure the independence of the
collinear sector as stressed in Ref. [16]. The cutoff A appears in the soft integrals, and in the
zero-bin contribution. And it can be taken to infinity as far as the soft modes are concerned.



Then with the rapidity regulator, Eq. (2.4) can be expressed as'

00 D+ 00
I = yn/ dlk_:_ + yn/ dlk_:_ — 1/77/ dlk_:_ . (2.5)
pr kL o kI o kT

The soft and collinear parts in Eq. (2.5) are given as

> d]ﬁ+ 1 14
Is(pp,v :1/77/ =—+In—, 2.6
) = | 20
P+ dk+ & dk+ 1 1%
Icp,l/zlﬂ/ —u”/ =———In—. 2.7
#s:2) I o kT n P+ (27)

The rapidity divergence and the v dependence in the soft and collinear sectors cancel when they
are combined. But the evolutions with respect to the rapidity scale v to uy, for the soft sector
and to py for the collinear sector are necessary for the resummation of the large logarithms in
p+/pr [5, 6].

Note that the separation into the soft and collinear parts in Eq. (2.5) is similar to separating
the long- and short-distance physics in effective theories. The effective theory at lower energy
is matched at the cutoff scale to the full theory, yielding the Wilson coefficients. The same
mechanism applies to Eq. (2.5). Consider all the modes with the same offshellness, and there
is a cutoff rapidity which distinguishes the soft modes with small rapidity and the collinear
modes with large rapidity. We match the two regions near the cutoff, which is accomplished by
the zero-bin subtraction. It yields the Wilson coefficients, which corresponds to the collinear
contribution in this case, when the contributions from the large rapidity (collinear) region and
the small rapidity (soft) region are matched at the boundary. We emphasize that the idea of
an effective theory is applied to the description of the rapidity divergence, though we do not
explicitly construct an effective soft theory.

As a consequence, the rapidity divergence arises entirely due to the fact that the soft part
cannot describe large-rapidity physics. And the collinear part contains the divergence through
matching onto the soft theory with small rapidity, i.e., the zero-bin subtraction. There is
always one-to-one correspondence for the rapidity divergences between the soft and the collinear
sectors.

2.2 Collinear contribution and the zero-bin subtraction

The matrix element in Eq. (2.1) is factorized into the n-, m-collinear and the soft parts. Let us
first consider the n-collinear contribution at one loop. The corresponding Feynman diagram

is shown in Fig. 1-(a). The naive collinear contribution is given by

dk - (p—k)
o) D (k2 — 2p - k + ie) (k2 — M2+ ie)(m - k)7’

M, = QngCFuigszﬂ/ ( (2.8)

where M% = (u%e® /47)¢ in the MS scheme and we employ the rapidity regulator in Eq. (2.2).
The massless fermion is on shell (p? = 0), and the nonzero gluon mass M is inserted as an

'Some readers may wonder if the pole 1 /m can (mathematically) regularize the pole at k+ = 0 as well in the
zero-bin contribution in Eq. (2.5). But the purpose of the n-regulator is to capture the divergence as k4 — oo,
meaning that we take 1 to be slightly positive, i.e., n = +0. It does not regularize the divergence for k4 = 0.
We may introduce another n” = —0 to regulate the divergence as ky — 0 as in pure dimensional regularization.
However, the divergence for k4 = 0 cancels and we employ the regulator only for ky — co.



Figure 1. Feynman diagrams for the back-to-back collinear current at one loop.

IR regulator, or the real gauge boson mass in electroweak processes. Performing the contour
integral on n - k, we obtain

~ s 2,YE\€M P+ o} dk2 k2 —€
N, = Cr (n?e®)y / dk+k+1"<1k+>/ 1 (k1)
0 0

o T(1— 2 ek pp2
T (1—¢) D+ ki +=—M
asCF € /1'2 Y ! l—e, —1-
=-S5 (4) () [ -yt 2

where p; =7 - p is the largest component of the external momentum p, and = = k4 /p4.

In Eq. (2.9), the pole in 7 comes from the region k; — 0. Since the momentum k4 of the
collinear gluon has an upper limit p,, there is no rapidity divergence as k4 — oo in this naive
collinear amplitude by itself. However, as we have explained in Introduction, it is cancelled
when we subtract the zero-bin contribution because the soft sector shares the same phase
space. Due to the zero-bin subtraction, the rapidity divergence in the collinear sector is pulled
up to the divergence for k. — oo.

The zero-bin contribution is obtained from Eq. (2.9) by taking the limits ky < py or
x — 0 in the integrand, and the upper limit in the integral of x to infinity. It is given by

2

MP = —a‘;?pemef(e)<]\'l22)e<]:_)n/ooo dxz™171. (2.10)

Then the legitimate collinear contribution is obtained by subtracting the zero-bin contribution,
Eq. (2.10), from the naive collinear contribution, Eq. (2.9). It is given as

M, = M, — M?

ooy [ e )G [ 5]
:O‘;iF[(i+1n]\“;><717+1n;p+1)+1—7:] (2.11)

In the second line, we divide the integration region of the zero-bin contribution into z € [0, 1]
and x € [1,00]. Then the integral for x € [0, 1] is combined with the naive collinear contribution
M,. Note that there is no divergence in the integral with z € [0,1], and we put n = 0.
Finally the correct rapidity divergence in the collinear sector is captured through the zero-bin
subtraction.



2.3 Rapidity regulator in the soft sector

We have to find a consistent rapidity regulator in the soft sector that conforms to the regulator
in the collinear sector. Here we extend the collinear current to g,I'g,’, where the lightcone
directions n and n’ are not necessarily back-to-back, but n-n’ ~ O(1). Let us consider the
configuration of Fig. 2, in which a collinear or a soft gluon is emitted. In Fig. 2-(a), a collinear
gluon from the n’-collinear quark g, is emitted in the n direction. It produces the collinear
Wilson line W, at first order.

The same configuration is exhibited in Fig. 2-(b) where a soft gluon is emitted, producing
the soft Wilson line S,/ at first order. The momentum of the soft gluon scales as (n-k, k, ,n-k) =
Q(M\, A, \) with a large scale @. But the soft sector is an exact copy of QCD when @ is taken
to infinity. Therefore when the soft momentum is in the corner of phase space with -k — oo,
n -k — 0, it approaches the n-collinear momentum. It is the region where the rapidity
divergence occurs. It means that the soft rapidity regulator associated with the n-collinear
sector should be implemented in S,,, not .S,,.

The collinear rapidity regulator for W,, in Eq. (2.2) for Fig. 2-(a) is given by (v/7m - k)".
And the rapidity divergence shows up as poles of 1/n with 7 - k — co. It will be consistent to
use the same rapidity regulator for the soft part as (v/m-k)". However, the form of the Wilson
lines W,, and S, is determined by the power counting of the collinear and soft momenta. The
collinear momentum and the collinear gauge field scale as Q(1, A\, A?), while the soft momentum
and the soft gauge field scale as Q(A\, A\, A). In order to take a consistent rapidity regulator
in the collinear and the soft sectors, we choose the configuration of Fig. 2-(b) and take the
n-collinear limit.

The soft Wilson line S,/ is written as

Sy = Z exp{fgnll'Pn’-As , (2.12)

perm.

where n’ - P returns the incoming momentum of the soft gluon with p' - ks ~ 7' - p'n’ - ks and
p - Ag ~n - p'n’ - As at leading order, where p’ is the n’-collinear momentum. When the
internal particle is integrated out in Fig. 2 (b), we obtain gn’ - A;/n’ - k. On the other hand,
if we take the n-collinear limit of the soft momentum k, it becomes k* ~ (7 - k)n* /2. In this
limit n’ - k = (m- k)(n - n’)/2. Therefore the soft rapidity regulator to capture the divergence

(a) (b)

X >
p/ - kn n
(aYaYaYaYaYaYaYalaYaYalalaYaYa
S An
—
p/ n/ kn

Figure 2. (a) Collinear and (b) soft gluon emissions from the n’-collinear sector in the current g,I'g,,
which yield the leading contributions to W,, and S,/ respectively. If m-k; — oo and n-ks — 0 in the soft
phase space, ks becomes the soft version of the n-collinear momentum k,,, and the rapidity divergence

arises when we separate the soft and collinear gluons in SCET.



as m -k — oo is given by

(n’y-k ' nén/)n ko0 <ﬁyk)n (2.13)

The important point in taking this limit is to express the original regulator (v/7m - k)" in terms
of n’ - k, with which the soft Wilson line S, is expressed. As a consequence, we suggest that
the soft rapidity regulator for Fig. 2-(b) is given by

(5 a1

because it corresponds to the regulator (v/m - k)" in the limit 7 -k — oo. Accordingly, the soft

Wilson line is modified as

St = Z eXP [_gn’%P (|n’y77’ n/é n>nn, . As]' (2.15)

perm.

For S,,, we switch n and n’. These soft Wilson lines appear in the collinear current g,I'q,,.

Consider an N-jet operator with one n-collinear operator, and the remaining (N — 1) n;-
collinear operators (i = 1,---, N — 1), in which we are interested in the rapidity divergence
associated with the n direction. For each n; direction, we can modify S, using different
rapidity regulators with 7; and v; in the form

It properly captures the rapidity divergence in the n direction when a soft gluon is radiated

from the n;-collinear sector to the n direction in the limit 7 - K — oco. Note that each separate
rapidity scale v; can be assigned to each n; direction, and the corresponding rapidity divergences
are cancelled when the collinear and soft contributions are added. We will discuss the N-jet
operator in more detail in Section 4.

3 Sudakov form factor for the back-to-back current

3.1 Soft one-loop contribution to the back-to-back collinear current

We now return to the back-to-back collinear current in Eq. (2.1), and consider its soft contri-
bution at one loop, shown in Fig. 1-(c). Due to the presence of S} and S, in the current, the
soft contribution contains the factor
1
(n-k)(m- k)’

It provides two types of rapidity divergences as m -k — oo, n -k — 0 in the n-collinear

(3.1)

sector, and the rapidity divergence as n-k — oo, m -k — 0 in the m-collinear sector, while
k% =n-kn-k~ k%_ remains fixed. The rapidity divergence is not regulated by the dimensional
regularization because it appears irrespective of the UV (k% — o), or the IR (k3 — 0) limits.

From Eq. (2.15), the soft Wilson lines St and S, with the rapidity regulator are written

as
Sh = p;l' exp|—gn - A, — 7; e QJ;}H)”], (3.2)
o pgr:n, P [_gﬁ . 731+ 1€ (|ny-+73|>n+n ' AS} ’ (3'3)



Figure 3. Structure of the phase space for the soft gluon in the back-to-back current. The rapidity
divergence in the n (7) direction arises in the green region with 7, (n—). (a) The phase space in the
k-k_ plane with nonzero gluon mass M. The (red) curve k. k_ = M? is the IR cutoff. (b) The phase
space in ky-|k | plane with massless gluons. The IR divergence arises at |k, | = 0.

with n -7 = 2. The ie-prescription follows from Ref. [17]. We introduce the independent
rapidity regulator for each collinear direction. The rapidity regulator with n_ in Eq. (3.2)
regulates the divergence in the 7 direction, and the one with 74 in Eq. (3.3) in the n direction,
with the corresponding two rapidity scales, v+.

The soft one-loop contribution, before the regulator is inserted, is given as

Mg = —2ig>C 2/ A7k .
§= T EPINS | 2n)D (k2 — M2 + ie) (ky — ie)(k— — ie)

. dP~k 1 1
= —2920Fu12v15/( T

2m)P=1 2k ki \ko=v/AZH D1
dPk §(k? — M?)
— 2 2¢
= —4dnyg C'F,UMS/ @n)P kik_ O (ko)

'YE oo _ 2\—¢
_ _osCp (p2e®) / / g k== M) , (3.4)
2 F 1-— 6 M2/k+ k+k5_

where we first perform the contour integral on kg, with the relation

Nﬁ = /dkoa(k2 — M?)O(ky). (3.5)
The rapidity regulators do not affect the pole structures of the contour integral, and are
dropped for the moment.

Now we assign the rapidity regulators according to Egs. (3.2) and (3.3). As can be seen in
Fig. 3 (a), the green regions in the phase space, where the rapidity divergences arise, are well
separated. Therefore, for practical purposes, it is convenient to divide the phase space by the
line k4 = k_ in the ky-k_ plane. Then, we can employ the regulator from S only in the region
for k4 > k_ , while we employ the regulator from S,, only in the region for k4 < k_ because

~10 -



the omitted regulators produce no rapidity divergence. As a result, the rapidity regulator at

one loop can be written as?

vV_

Rs(vy,v_) = (%)’”@(m k) (ki)"’@(k_ k). (3.6)

It amounts to specifying independent rapidity scales for different collinear directions. If
we set n = n4 =n- and v = v, = v_, we obtain the same result using the regulator proposed
in Refs. [5, 6], in which the soft regulator is written as

Riy(v) = (M)” (3.7)

As ky — o0, k- — 0, ky is dominant, while k_ is dominant as k_ — oo, k1 — 0. Dividing
the full phase space by the line k; = k_, the soft rapidity regulator can be written as

/ v _ Y _
Rv) = (3-) ke —k) 4 (5-) Ok k), (3:8)
which reduces to Rg with v, = v_ = v at leading order, neglecting subleading corrections.

Applying Eq. (3.6) to Eq. (3.4), the soft contribution can be written as

asCr (12 () / dks dk_ / dk dk- .
Mg = — - + —_— - kik_ — M*)"¢ (3.9
S o F(]_ — 6) V+ " k—l‘r+n+ T + vl ]{}+ k1_+77_ ( + ) ) ( )

where the phase space A (B) is the region with k. > k_ (ki < k_), both with kyk_ > M?2.
[See Fig. 3-(a).] The contribution from the region A is given by

Op (p2e®)e1 dk2 > dk,
VA — _ Qs + / 2 M2 /
o F(l — 6) M?2 ]{32 ( L ) k k‘1+n+

27 o
_ aCr (uQeVE)€<V+>ﬂ+ L(e+ 5T (5T —1ny)
4\ M2 M r( 7*) (1— 77—Jr)
_asCp |1 1 u? 2 1, 5 p? 72
T 4 62+61nM2 ( ><77+ >+2ln M2 12’ (3.10)

where we require that n4 go to zero faster than €” with n > 0. The contribution from the
region B, MZ%, is obtained from M §‘ by switching (n4,v4+) <> (n—,v—). The complete soft
contribution at one loop is given as

Cr 2 W2
Mg = MA 4+ MB = Y| 2 71— m2 T
s § +Ms 4r e2 Moz TR TG
1 u? 2 1/2 2 v?
(241 7)(7 In—+ 4+ = 41 ) . 3.11
<e+nM2 g M2+ RSVl (3:.11)

It is consistent with the result in Ref. [6] with a single 7.

2The regulator in Eq. (3.6) is not new, and has been also proposed in Ref. [18], where different jet vetoes
along the beam directions have been considered.
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3.2 Factorization of the Sudakov form factor

The n-collinear contribution at one loop in Fig. 1-(a) is given by Eq. (2.11). Combining it with
the field strength renormalization and the residue for a light quark,

Cr1l asC p? o1
Z() — _QsTF 2 (O Pt 12
q A €’ Ry Am (nM2 2)’ (3.12)

we obtain the complete contribution to the n-collinear sector at one loop as

1

ci) = M, + §<ng +RY)
aCpyl p 2 vy 3y 9 7
=== [(6+lnM2)(n++2lnp++2>—l—4 3] (3.13)

Replacing (p4,n+,v4) with (p'_,n—,v_), the bare one loop result for the m-collinear sector is

given by
2 2
g):asCF[(} 1 L)(l ol /= §) 9_1} 14
Cn A7 e+nM2 777+ an+2 +4 31 (3.14)
From the SCET current Vi pp = FscuT - Un(p)Y| un(p’) in Eq. (2.1), the Sudakov form

factor is factorized as
Fscrr(Q%, s M?) = Co(py, py vis M) Cr(p, p, v M?) Sy (p, vy, vy M?), (3.15)

where Q? = 2p-p = p,p’ is the momentum transfer squared to the current. To next-to-
leading order (NLO) in ajg, the collinear and soft functions are given by Cp 5 =1+ C,(Ll% and
Spn = 1 4+ Mg after the renormalization from Egs. (3.13), (3.14), and (3.11). Each rapidity
scale dependence in C), and Cj is cancelled by the soft function S,5. But the evolution of vy
from p; to M and that of v_ from p/_ to M are needed to resum the large logarithms of Q/M.
The full resummation of large logarithms with the evolution of vy as well as p is thoroughly
explained in Appendix A.1.

The advantage of introducing multiple rapidity scales vy in Eq. (3.15) is that we can
systematically deal with the cases, in which there is a hierarchy of scales between p; and p’ .
For example, if p; > p’ > M, the range of the evolution in v_ is smaller than the range of
v.. It is very interesting to consider the limit p, > p’ ~ M, in which we can directly describe
the soft-collinear current® from Eq. (3.15). Identifying v_ ~ M in Cj and S,; in Eq. (3.15),
we can combine the two functions into a new soft function to describe the soft sector. We refer
to Section 4 for more details.

3.3 On-shell regularization with a massless gluon

We can also employ pure dimensional regularization with a massless gluon, in which the UV and
IR divergences are expressed as poles in eyy and erg respectively. The UV and IR divergences
are separated, and the problematic mixed divergence such as (1/eyv)-(1/emr) does not appear.
In this paper, we use two ways to treat the IR divergence. Firstly, a nonzero gluon mass M is

3 A similar situation has been discussed in Ref. [6] in the “the lab frame”. But our approach here is different.
We focus on the universality and the extension of the factorization introducing multiple rapidity scales. Starting
from the factorized back-to-back current, we directly describe a new soft sector through recombining one collinear
sector and the soft sector, setting the relevant rapidity scales to be soft.
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introduced to regulate the IR divergence. Secondly, the IR divergence is explicitly computed
and treated as a pole in € using the dimensional regularization. In this subsection, we introduce
the latter, which is quite nontrivial when the rapidity divergence is involved. The technical
detail is instructive, but it has not received adequate attention.

Compared to Eq. (2.11) with nonzero M, the n-collinear contribution with M = 0 is given
by

M, = M, — M?

~asCr (p Zemm)e 2 (k2) / dz v\ /°° dx
2m I‘ 1—¢) / dlel (k1 [ T Pl <p+) 0 PEEE
asCr 1 1 L dx VT /°° dx
= - — = “la-a2)—1)— (= ——
2m <€Uv €IR> [/0 T (( ™) ) (p+) A

1 1 1
_ 2O < - ) ( +In 24 1) . (3.16)
2r  \euv €r N+ D+

Here the integration over ki in pure dimensional regularization is expressed as

2e o 2 2\—1—e¢ 1 1
m RS T p— (3.17)
0 €UV €IR

The rapidity regulator in the integral over z € [0, 1] is not necessary since there is no rapidity di-
vergence. With the self-energy contribution where the residue is given by R((Il) = a,Cp/(4mer),
we obtain the n-collinear contribution at one loop as

1 asC 1 1 2 v 3
W _ s gy @Crr 1 1yr2 ve 3
Y = My +5(Z0 + RY) = 22F (ew EIR)(?”Jr21r1p++2). (3.18)

Similarly, the m-collinear contribution is given by

CS):O‘Z?(E;[—;)(;JFM —+2) (3.19)

The soft virtual contribution with a massless gluon, yet without the rapidity regulator, in
Fig. 1-(c) is given as

~ dPk (k>
Mg = 47T920FM12\ZS/ ( )@(ko)

(27T)D k’+l{3,
_asCF (MQBWE)E/kor dk_ o 02\ s
o2r T(1—¢) ) ky k- dk7 (k7)™ 6(k%)O (ko). (3.20)

Applying the rapidity regulator in Eq. (3.6), we divide the soft phase space into the regions A
(ky+ > k_) and B (k4 > k_). To compute the contribution from the region A, it is useful to
consider the phase space in (k4,|k,|) in Fig. 3-(b).

The contribution from the region A in Fig. 3-(b) can be written as

ME = M4+ Mg (3.21)

as;Cp (p2em) v /°° 2 (1,2 —1— /A2 2 (.2 \—1— /OO —1-n
— dk? (k + dk? (k ¢ dk. k *,
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where we divide the integration region for k? into [A?% 0o] and [0,A?] in order to separate
the UV and IR divergences. The dependence on the arbitrary scale A? cancels at the end of
calculation. The two terms in Eq. (3.21) are labelled as M §“ and M §42, and are given by

1 1 2 2,1 1 2 1 2 r?
pit = O — + ln%——(— +1n M2)+flnzu—2—flnzy—;—l . (3.22)
47 €UV €Euv i N+ \€yv A 2 vy 2 A 12
1 2 2,1 1 1 2 x?
pge— O L1y “—2——(—+1 “—) 712%—71&’&2—1 . (3.23)
47 EIR €IR Vi N+ \€R A2 vy 2 A 12
Combining these two contributions, we have
Crl| 1 1 1 1y\/2 2
MA = CF T—T—<———)<—+lny—;) . (3.24)
4r v €IR €UV €IR/ M+ K

The contribution from the region B can be obtained from Eq. (3.24) by switching (n4+,v4) —
(n—,v_). Finally the soft contribution at one loop using the pure on-shell dimensional regu-
larization is given by

C 1 1 1 1 1 1 _

2 legy R €UV €IR/ \N4+  7)- K
The total contributions from Egs. (3.18), (3.19) and (3.25) are free of the rapidity scales and
the IR divergence of the full theory is reproduced. With Q? = p,p’ , the (bare) one loop
correction to the form factor in SCET is given as

F (@) = ¢+ ¢ 4 My

1 1 +( 1 1 )(1 “ n 3)
_—— — — — ) (ln=+=)].
e%v 612R €UV €R Q2 2

asCr

o (3.26)

3.4 Soft contributions to timelike processes
So far we have considered the back-to-back collinear current with the spacelike momentum
transfer. For the current with the timelike momentum transfer as in Drell-Yan (DY) process,

the current in SCET is given by

Vv scer = (0] EnWn SIS Wi '), (3.27)
where p (p) is the incoming n-(7-)collinear momentum. Compared to Eq. (2.1), S}
by SIL [17]. The soft Wilson line S,T1 from the n-collinear antiquark is given by
1
n-Ph—iel

The matrix element of the full-theory current is schematically factorized as

is replaced

ST = exp|—gn - A, (3.28)

<0’(jn’y“qﬁ‘pp/> = Hpy (- Q 1)V DY, sceT (M ) ~ Hpy - Cy, - C - Spy - @n(p)')/ﬁuﬁ(p/)y (3.29)

where Q% = 2p - p/ = pip’, and uy and T, are the spinors for the 7-collinear quark and
n-collinear antiquark respectively. The hard coefficient Hpy depends on —Q?, in contrast to
+@Q? for a spacelike process, and its anomalous dimension for Hpy at one loop is given by

- a,Cr MQ
DY = = (4 In Lo + 6). (3.30)
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Sw

—00

Figure 4. Soft Feynman diagrams for the virtual contributions to (a) the spacelike process and (b) the

timelike (DY) process. Here the double line represents the path for a given soft Wilson line.

The minus sign in the logarithm in vy py also shows up in V]S‘YSCET, and it appears specifically
in the soft function Spy.

Fig. 4 shows the different paths of the soft Wilson lines for Spy with respect to the
spacelike process, which generates the relative minus sign in the logarithm. The amplitude for
Spy = (0|5555]0) at one loop is written as
D—-1 k

N . . [d

where Ipy is given by

o 1 1
Iny(k) = dk
py (k) /_OO 0 %2 ¥ e (ky —i€)(k— +ie)

= /OO dko (3.32)
=)o (ko + |K| — i) (ko — |K| + i) (ko + k= — i€) (ko — ks + i€)’ '

by setting n* = (1,0,0,1) and »* = (1,0,0,—1), where ky =n-k=ko+ k., and k_ =n -k =
ko — k.. Encircling the contour in the lower-half plane, the two poles at kg = |k| — ie and
ko = k, — ie contribute to the integral. The result can be written as Ipy (k) = Io(k) + I1(k),
where [y is the residue from the pole ky = |k| — ie and It is from the pole ko = k, — ie. I is

given as

11 . §(k?)
Io(k) = 271 - — = -2 dk O(ko). 3.33
olh) = —2mi- g | = o / o) (3.33)

Note that the contribution Ip(k) in Eq. (3.31) is the same as Mg in Eq. (3.20) (or Eq. (3.4)
with M? = 0). So Iy(k), or Mg is common to both the spacelike and the timelike processes.
The residue It from the pole kg = k., — i€ is present for the timelike process only, and it

is given as
1 1 w1

—K2 +ic 2k, —ie K2k, —ic

In(k) = —2mi (3.34)

And the contribution from It in Eq. (3.31) is given by

asCp (u?eE)e /OO 9 N1 /OO dk, asCr, . 1 1
Mgt = _— dk’ (k € = — ——-—] 3
ST 2r T'(1—¢€) Jy (k1) oo ke — i€ s (=im) (eUV €IR) (3.35)

There is no rapidity divergence here, and the factor —im gives a negative sign in the argument
of the logarithm in Mg.
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As a result, applying the rapidity regulator in Eq. (3.6) to MS]?Y, we obtain the soft
contribution for the timelike process at one loop as

MEY = Mg+ Mg
asCrpr 1 1 < 1 1 )< 1 —vyv

o n++nl+1n = *)} (3.36)

€uv €IR

v fR
The above result can be generalized depending on the ie prescription of the soft Wilson lines.
When a collinear parton in the n; direction is incoming and the other parton in the n; direction
is outgoing, the sign of the term v;v; is positive. When the two collinear partons are both
incoming or outgoing, the sign is negative.

4 The N-jet operator

The N-jet operator consists of N collinear fields after integrating out the hard off-shell modes.
It is constructed out of the collinear fermion fields x,, = ngfn“ and the collinear gauge fields
Byt = inf g GY, ,, Wh,, where W, (W,,) is the collinear Wilson line in the n; direction in
the fundamental (adjoint) representation [3]. They are invariant under each n;-collinear gauge
transformation. For example, the 2-jet operator with quarks is X,,. I'x»,, and the 3-jet operator
is Xning 1 I'yxn, with some Dirac structures I' and I, and so on.

To be explicit, for an event with 2V, quark and antiquark jets, and IV, gluon jets with

N = 2N, + Ny, the N-jet operator from the current can be schematically written as [19]

Jt=C(p1,-+ ,pN meHxnj HBnkL, (4.1)
j=1

where the color and Dirac indices are suppressed. After decoupling the soft interactions, each
collinear field is redefined as

Xn; = Sn; Xngs szi — SniBﬁjJ_, (4.2)

where Sy, (Sy,) is the soft Wilson line in the fundamental (adjoint) representation. Here we
require that all the N collinear particles form N jets, implying that n; - n; ~ O(1). And we
consider the N-jet singlet operators. In ete™ annihilation, the N-jet operator is constructed
out of the outgoing quarks and gluons, and the net color charge is zero. In hadronic collisions,
we include the incoming particles to form an overall color singlet operator. For the N-jet
operator, it involves IN collinear fields for the N — 2 jets in the final state.

Let us consider the amplitude (or the amputated Green’s function) by taking the matrix
element of the N-jet operator. Employing the color-space formalism [20-22], the amplitude
can be schematically written as

Macdph) = D (HaHMu{ph)) - Ha}), (4.3)

{a}
where {p} = (p1,p2, -+, pn) denotes the external momenta of the IV collinear massless partons.
{a}) = |ai, a9, -+ ,an) is the orthonormal basis in the color space, where a; are the color

indices for the external partons. Also |[My{p}) can be written as

(Mufp}) = Ex({ph) MY {p}), (4.4)
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Figure 5. Feynman diagrams for the N-jet operator in SCET at one loop. (a) the n;-collinear gluon

exchange, (b) the soft gluon exchange between the soft Wilson lines Sy, and S,,,.

where |M§3) {p}) is the N-jet amplitude at tree level with the contributions from the external
on-shell spinors and polarization vectors. Fy({p}) is the form factor that can be expanded in
powers of .

The form factor Fy({p}) can be factorized as

N

Fx({p}) = Hn({204pi - pi}, 1) [HCk(p;f,u,Vk) Snv(oijni-nj/2}, p,v,---vn),  (4.5)
k

where Hy is the hard matching coefficient. The string {20;;p; - p;} represents all the possible
combinations of the hard momentum transfers with different ¢ and j (i,7 = 1,--- , N). When
both p; and p; are all incoming or all outgoing, 0;; = —1, and otherwise o;; = +1. The
corresponding string {o;;n; - n;/2} appears in Sy. Since all the external partons are on-shell,
the momentum can be written as p; = pjnf/Q with p;r =mn; - p;.

Let us consider the one-loop contribution to Fy({p}) in SCET. The n;-collinear contribu-
tion at one loop for Fig. 5 (a) can be obtained from Eq. (3.19), and is given by

1 1 2 viN A
oY, v :%(———)[ﬁ(f 21 i) J}, 4.6
i i) dm\eyy  er/ L’ 77i+ npj T 0
where 4; = 3CF for a quark or an antiquark, and fy for a gluon. T; is the color charge of the
i-th collinear particle, and T? = T¢-T¢ is CF for a quark or an antiquark and Cy4 for a gluon.
Let us now consider the one-loop calculation for Sy. For a soft gluon exchange between

Sp; and Sy, in Fig. 5 (b)*, the amplitude contains the factor

1 1

(4.7)

The rapidity divergence can occur both in the n; and n; directions. To clarify this, we can
apply the same reasoning employed in the back-to-back current. The rapidity divergence in
the n; direction arises when n; -k — 0 and n; - k = (n; - n;/2) n; - k — oo, and the rapidity
divergence in the n; direction arises when n; -k — 0 and n; - k = (n; - n;/2) n; - k — oo with
k2 fixed.

“In this section, we write the soft Wilson line in the n direction collectively as Sy for S, or Si. It can be
distinguished from the representation of the color charge operator T in the Wilson line.
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As discussed in Section 2.3, we can employ the rapidity regulators in the soft Wilson lines
in Eq. (2.15). For the rapidity divergence in the n; direction, the rapidity regulator is inserted
in Sy, and the regulator for the divergence in the n; direction, it is inserted in Sy,. Then the
contribution for the soft gluon exchange between S, and S, is given by

dPk ng - N, Vi MM\ Vi T -Mi\"
MY = 226TT/ e e M e ISR CE.
19" FNis 2m)D 12(n; - k)(n; - k) \nj -k 2 ni k2 (48)

It is written to make the expression look symmetric, and the simultaneous appearance of
the two regulators may look confusing. But in extracting the rapidity divergence in the n;
direction, the n; regulator can be dropped because there is no pole in 7;, and vice versa.

We can directly compute Eq. (4.8) by decomposing the momentum vector in the n;-n;
basis. Interestingly, there is another convenient way to recycle the result for the back-to-back
current. Let us boost the reference frame in order that two lightcone vectors n; and n; become
back-to-back [23]. With the lightcone vectors nj' = (1,7;) and n} = (1,7;), we find that the
boost is obtained by the velocity 3 = (7; + 72;)/2. The lightcone vectors in the boosted frame
are given as

it = (gt =), i = (50— ). (4.9
where the Lorentz factor «y is given by

somay —1/2
n ”J) (4.10)

V=Y = ( 9

In Eq. (4.9), the boosted lightcone vectors are not normalized, but can be normalized by

rescaling n)' = v, n;“ = 'yﬁ;.” to satisfy nj-n’ = 2. After the boost, n;-k — -k = nj -k /v,
and nj -k — n} - k' /v.

In Eq. (4.8), the original amplitude without the rapidity regulators is boost invariant with

k — k' and n; ; — n . But the forms of the rapidity regulators are not. After the boost, the

regulator transforms as

Vi Mi-m; R V; ﬁ;ﬁ; _ vi/y _ vi |y (4.11)
n k2 WK 2wk ek '
vi mi-nj o v/
. 4.12
n; -k 2 - n. - k' ( )

)

Since n; and n’; are back-to-back, we can use the regulator in Eq. (3.6), and the soft rapidity
regulator in the boosted frame is given by

(Vi Vi _ Vi/’yij M I/j/’yij 7j e
RS(%f%j)_(n;'k') O(n; -k —mn; k)+(n;k’) O(ni -k —nj- k), (4.13)

with n); =7} and n} = 7.
Therefore the soft function at one loop, Eq. (4.8), can be obtained from the back-to-back

current by replacing v; with v;/+;;. For given ¢ and j, the result is given by

3 1 1 1 1\/2 2 2
My = 7002 o)+ (o ) (2 P )] (g
4 &y h eov  Er/ \mi 1) TiVivi/ Vi
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where 0;; = —1 if both collinear partons in the n;, n; directions are either incoming or outgoing,
and o0;; = +1 otherwise. The source of the negative sign is explained in section 3.4. The total
contribution to Sy at one loop is given as

o | N
1 Vel
SN :25: s

1 1 1 1 1 1 i
e[ (GGt ) 6
uv EIR €UV €IR/ \Thi T OijVilVj

where (7, ) in the summation means that the case i = j is excluded.
The total collinear contribution at one loop is given by

N
oy =3Vt o) (4.16)
AR S R IO 1% i
N 47T(6UV €IR) [% T TJ( i Nj In pl pj ) Z }

Here the color factor is reorganized using the color singlet condition, ZZN T; = 0. Therefore
T? =— Z;\;Z T; - T;, and the sum of T% is given as

N N N N
ZT?:—ZZTi-TjE—ZTi-Tj. (4.17)

i g (4,5)

The total contribution to the N-jet operator at order «; is given by
2

cy + sy _QS{ZT T~ (eUV €%R)_<W1V_;‘>lnm}

(- )5 o

€uv €IR

where 2p; - p; = pjpjni -nj/2. The dependence on the scales p;", and pj in the collinear
function and the directions n; - n; = 2/7% in the soft function are combined to yield the
relativistic invariant p; - p; in the final result. Note that all the dependence on the rapidity
scales cancels when the collinear and the soft functions are added. Also, from Eq. (4.18), it is
straightforward to obtain the leading anomalous dimension of the hard part Hy in the N-jet
operator, using the fact that Fiy in the full theory is independent of the renormalization scale.
It is given by

N
{ZT T, (21n T pj) —Zv} (4.19)

(4,9)

and is the same as the results in Refs. [24, 25].
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5 Sudakov form factor from the soft-collinear current

Let us consider the matrix element of the soft-collinear current in SCET
(plJ*Ip') = H(Q?, 1) (p|€, Wyy"ShasIp’), (5.1)

where ¢s is the soft quark with momentum p’. The collinear momentum p and the soft mo-
mentum p’ scale as p = (py,pL,p-) = p+(1,A\,A?) and p’ = p; (X, A\, A). The hard function
H(Q?, 1) to one loop is given as

2 2 2
H 2 M T
~3In 5 —n @—8+€), (5.2)
where Q? = 2p-p’. Here the hard function can be directly computed in SCET with the hard-
collinear mode, which scales as pp. = (p?{c,pﬁc,p;c) = py(1, AL/2, A). This mode can interact

H@ =1+ 208

4

with the soft quark. After integrating out the hard-collinear mode, we can obtain H(Q?, 1)
with Q2 =~ p,p’ . We refer to Ref. [26] for the calculation of H(Q?, u) in SCET}.

For the current in Eq. (5.1), the Sudakov form factor F(Q?) can be written in a factorized
form as

F(Q2) = H(Q27M)Cn(p+a 122 V—l—)Sq(p/’,ua l/+)7 (53)

where C), and S, are the collinear and the soft functions for the soft-collinear current. The
one-loop result for C,, is given in Eq. (3.13) or (3.18).

Let us consider the rapidity divergence in S, including a soft quark [Fig. 6-(a)]. It arises
when a soft gluon from the soft quark becomes n-collinear and its momentum k reaches n-k —
oo (and n-k — 0), as shown in Fig. 6-(b). (See Fig. 2 for comparison.) In order to be consistent
with the n-collinear sector, the rapidity regulator should be (v /7 -k)™ as i-k goes to infinity.
On the other hand, since the propagator in Fig. 6-(b) is proportional to 1/p’ - k, the rapidity
regulator in the form v, /(p’ - k) is desired.

As a result, we suggest the rapidity regulator for the soft quark sector at one loop as

, vy n~p’>7l+ < vy n‘n’>77+ ( vy >n+
n k)= = — = A4
Rs, (v;m - k) <p’-k 2 ok 2 koo \T1 k) (54)

where p'* = En'*, E is the energy of the soft quark and n* is the lightcone vector for the
soft massless quark. The last limit shows the consistency that we pick up the same rapidity
regulator in the soft quark sector as in the n-collinear sector when 7 - k£ — oo.

(a) (b)

p
> - X > -
p’—k/
14 As
P4 =

Figure 6. (a) Feynman diagram of a soft gluon exchange from a soft quark, (b) In the limit when
the momentum of the soft gluon from the soft quark becomes collinear to the n direction, the rapidity

divergence arises.
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At higher orders, it is complicated to set up a consistent rapidity regulator in the soft
quark sector especially with the n-collinear regulator in Eq. (2.2). That is because multiple
soft gluon radiations from the soft quark are not eikonalized. However, as discussed in Section
2.3, the origin of the rapidity divergence from the collinear and soft gluon radiations is the
same. Therefore, once we set up the n-collinear rapidity regulator by modifying W,, or the
phase space, we can trace the corresponding factor in the multiple soft gluon radiations from
the soft quark.

Before employing the regulator, the contribution to S, in Fig. 6-(a) with the pure on-shell
dimensional regularization at one loop can be written as

- dPk n-(p —k)
M = 2ig>C 2/
§ = S EPINS | 0r)D (k2 + i) (k2 — 2k -/ + ie)(n - k — ie)
1 i(4m)© dk? (k%)
— 2ig2Cpe. | ¥ /d’k:/ 5.5
"9 M FHNs [n n' 8r2T(1—e) k2 (k3 +2En - k) (5:5)
/ dPk 1
2m)D k2(k2 -2k -p) |
Here the momentum k* is decomposed as
ku:n -k nt k 't 4k (5.6)
n-n' n-n'

where k"j_ is perpendicular to n# and n'*. And k2 is given by k> =2n -k n' - k/n-n' — kﬁ_. In
obtaining the first term in Eq. (5.5), the integration measure is written as
dPk 11 (47m)¢

= dn -k dn' -k dk? (k%) '
@mP ~ 16mn-wT1—¢ " 1k (5.7)

and the contour integral in the complex n - k plane is performed.
In Eq. (5.5), the rapidity divergence appears only in the first term. Applying the rapidity
regulator, it can be written as

asCr (u2e®)¢ /OO dn' - k /oo 2 1.2 \— 1 1
M2 = Rs,(vyin' k) | dk2(k ( - ) 5.8
SI™ Ton T(1—¢) Jo n' -k 5, (Vi K) 0 1(k1) K2 +2En -k K2 (58)

In order to separate different types of divergences clearly, the integration region for n’ - k is
divided into 0 < n’ -k < A and n’ -k > A, where A is an arbitary soft energy scale. Then
Eq. (5.8) can be written into the three parts as

sCp (p2e®)e [Ddn' -k [ _ 1 1

Yy a2y .

Sla 27 F(l—e)/(] n' -k /0 1(k1) (ki—l—ZEn’-k: ki)’ (5.9)

g SRR [k [ 00 10
S o1 T(1—e€) Ja n -k Jo k3 +2En -k '

SCp (p2e®) / mon/\n+ [ dn/-k [ o
me, = -2 ek dk2 (K2 )-1-¢. 11
Sle 2r T'(1—¢) <V+ 2 ) /A (0 - k) T+ /0 1(k7) (5.11)

The rapidity divergence arises only in Eq. (5.11), and the rapidity regulator is inserted here.
In Egs. (5.9) and Eq. (5.10), they have IR and UV divergences respectively, and there is no
need for the rapidity regulator.
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Combining all the results, we obtain
Mgy = Mgy, + My, + Mg,

SCrr 1 1 1 1 1
o [ T ey S
2 Llegy R n-p

The last term in Eq. (5.5) is given by

asCr /1 1
M. = =5 (7 _ 7> 1
52 2r \eyv  €r/’ (5.13)
and the self-energy contribution for the soft quark are given by
20 pp = %Cr(L 1) 514
Uuv €IR

Therefore the total soft contribution to S; at one loop is given as
1
SV (n-p',p,vy) = ML + ME, + 5(Zy) +RY)

q
Cpr 1 1 1 1 1 2 3
_as FT_T_’_(i_i)(_i_i_ln H /+’>}'(5'15)
2 legy € Neuv o @ar/ N N vin-p' 4

Interestingly, note that this result can be directly obtained from the factorized result of

the back-to-back current in Eq. (3.15). Since the Sudakov form factor is invariant under boost,
it should be the same either for the back-to-back current or for the soft-collinear current. If we
keep the n-collinear part in common in both cases, the soft function in the soft-collinear current
should be obtained as a product of the m-collinear and the soft functions in the back-to-back
current. It is expressed, with soft n - p/, as

S‘Z(n ) p,a s V—i—) = Cﬁ(n ’ pla My V—)Snﬁ(ﬂv Vi, V—)' (5'16)

In the back-to-back current, and in the N-jet operator, each factorized function has its
own rapidity scale. Going further, if two factorized functions have the same rapidity scale,
they can be combined, and can be regarded as a single function. From this point of view,
the soft function in the soft-collinear current can be acquired from the back-to-back current.
The rapidity scale v_ can be fixed near n - p’ and no running is necessary in the combination.
Finally the dependence on v_ cancels when Cy and S,; are combined. At one loop we easily
reproduce Eq. (5.15) combining the results of C and S,5 in Egs. (3.19) and (3.25) respectively.
It is one of the advantages in using multiple rapidity scales.

The Sudakov form factor is derived from the back-to-back current and from the soft-
collinear current, and it turns out to be the same. It is obvious because the Sudakov form
factor is a Lorentz invariant, and should be the same in all reference frames. Furthermore, since
the Sudakov form factor is a physical quantity, it should be independent of the factorization
scales both in g and v. The main reason why we endeavor to consider the Sudakov form
factor in the two cases is that the evolution with respect to the rapidity scale looks seemingly
different. In the back-to-back current, there are two collinear directions involved and we
introduce two rapidity scales with which each collinear part evolves using the RG equation.
On the other hand, in the soft-collinear current, there is only one rapidity scale associated with
a single collinear direction. However, the evolution of the Sudakov form factor is the same,
and independent of the factorization scales. It is also independent of the order of evolution
with respect to the renormalization scale and the rapidity scale. Because it is technical, the
detail is deferred to Appendix A.
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6 Sudakov form factor involving heavy quarks

We extend our discussion on the rapidity divergence from the massless case to the massive
case. When a heavy quark is boosted and its energy is much larger than the mass m, the
rapidity divergence also occurs in the collinear corrections. Like the massless case, the origin
of the rapidity divergence is the radiation of the soft gluon, which cannot access the large
rapidity region, hence it gives the divergence. Therefore the rapidity divergence does not come
from the naive collinear corrections to the boosted heavy quark sector, but from the zero-bin
contribution.

Let us consider the collinear loop correction of Fig. 1-(a) for a boosted heavy quark. The
naive collinear contribution is given by

POy PR ER i
M= — - d dk| ————. 1
" 2 T'(1—¢€) Jo S 0 12 4 a2m? (6-1)

Here the collinear divergence is absent due to the heavy quark mass, but the soft divergence
remains as ¢ — 0. In the massless case, the ki—integral is independent of z, and we need
a rapidity regulator to regulate the region near x = 0 (though it is not the true rapidity
divergence, which is obtained after the zero-bin subtraction). Even when we include the gluon
mass M, the denominator becomes k3 + (1 — 2)M? and the same argument holds. [See
Eq. (2.9).] However, in Eq. (6.1), the k? -integration affects the = integral and there is no need
to introduce the rapidity regulator. Because of this, one may be tempted to say that there is
no rapidity divergence in the collinear part, but the true collinear contribution includes the
zero-bin subtraction, from which the rapidity divergence arises.

As an illustration, let us consider the Sudakov form factor with a boosted heavy quark,
in which the momentum transfer () is much larger than the quark mass m. The heavy quark
momentum, collinear to the n-direction, scales as p* = (py,pi,p—) ~ Q(1,,\?), where
A ~ m/Q. Now we perform the soft-collinear factorization with the soft mode scaling as
i = (p,p,ps) ~ QA A\, A). The decoupling of the soft gluons from the heavy quark sector
yields the same Wilson line as in the case of a light quark. Therefore the zero-bin contribution
to Eq. (6.1) is also the same. As a result, the true collinear one-loop contribution with the
zero-bin subtraction is given as

~ asCpr 1 2 1 1 w2
M= - Mg = SR m (w2
" " " 2 Lleyv o m2 + 2€1R \ €IR o m2
1 vy 1 1 1, o pu? w2
—l—(f—i—ln—)(———)—i-fln——i-Q—i——] 6.2
N+ p+/ \evy  er/ 4 m? 24 (6.2)

Here the zero-bin contribution M? is the same as Eq. (3.16), and the details of the calculation
for Eq. (6.2) are presented in Appendix B.1. Note that the collinear part for the boosted
heavy quark has the same rapidity divergence as that of the light quark. This is not surprising
because the rapidity divergence comes from the soft dynamics, i.e., the zero-bin contribution
as far as the collinear sector is concerned.

6.1 Heavy-to-heavy form factor

Let us consider the situation in which the incoming and outgoing heavy quarks have large
energy ~ () and they are moving in the opposite direction. In this case, the description of
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the form factor becomes more intriguing because the heavy quark mass m enters into the
system. Because the transferred momentum (@) is much larger than the quark mass m, the
form factor involves a large logarithm of Q/m. So far, the resummation of this large logarithm
has been considered in full QCD [27-29], that is based on solving the so-called “KG integro-
differential equation” [30, 31]. In SCET the large logarithm of @ /m can be fully resummed by
the evolution with respect to the rapidity scale, in conjunction with the evolution with respect
to the renormalization scale.

After integrating out hard interactions, the heavy-to-heavy form factor is matched onto
SCET as

F(Q*m?) = H(Q?, p)Fscrr(Q*,m*, ). (6.3)

When @ > m, the mass dependence in hard interactions can be ignored. Therefore the hard
function H in Eq. (6.3) is the same as that of the light quark and the one-loop result is given by
Eq. (5.2). Since the form factor is scale invariant, it can be computed at any scale. However,
the structure of the complete factorization depends on which scale p for Fgcgr we consider.

6.1.1 Factorization with QQ > m ~ pu

When @Q > m ~ u, the form factor in SCET, Fscgr, can be factorized into the n- and
n-collinear parts and the soft part. The boosted heavy quark sectors are described by the
n- and 7m-collinear interactions respectively, where the n- and m-collinear momenta scale as
pho= (@-p,pi,n-p) ~ Q(1,A\A) and ph = Q(A%, A\, 1) with A ~ m/Q. The collinear
interactions are legitimately described by the massive version of SCET (SCET)) [32-34]. The
soft interactions with the momentum scaling pt ~ Q(\, A\, \) mediates the crosstalk between the
two heavy, collinear sectors. As explained above, the soft part remains unchanged, compared
to the case of the light quark. Therefore, Fgop is written as

FSCET(Q27 mzv H) - Cm,n(p—h m2) M, V+)Cm,ﬁ(p/—7 m27 M, V—)Snﬁ(,ua Vi, V—)a (64)

where the largest external momentum component in the n (7)-direction is given by p4 (p’).
The soft function S, appears in Eq. (3.15) with the non-zero gluon mass M. Here we use
the pure dimensional regularization by expressing the IR divergence as poles in ¢;g. The bare
one-loop result for S, is given in Eq. (3.25).

The complete one-loop result for the collinear part C), can be obtained by the sum of M"
in Eq. (6.2) and the contribution of the self energy diagram as

1
b, = M+ §<zg> +RY)). (6.5)

Here the wavefunction renormalization and the residue of the heavy quark are given by

Crp 1 1) asCrp 7 2 o
70 - AsVE D R! :—87(— 3ln — 4). 6.6
Q At eyy’ @ 41 \e€R + N2 + (6.6)
The bare one-loop result, Cq(ﬁ,)n, is given as
Crr3 1 1 1 2
) =l (14 m )
m,n(p—i-vN? Vg, m ) A 2€UV EIQR + €IR +n m2
1 1 1 vy 1., pm2 1. p? 2
p( - LY () e 2 L T
+ €Euv €UV ?7++np+ +2nm2+2nm2+ +12 ( )
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and C’,Si?,—l can be obtained from Eq. (6.7) by replacing {p4,n4+,v4} with {p_,n_,v_}.

The heavy quark mass in the collinear parts regularizes the collinear divergence, but it
does not affect the renormalization behavior with respect to the scales p and v. Hence the
anomalous dimensions for p and v in each factorized function of Eq. (6.4) are the same as
those in the case of the light quark. Also the exponentiated evolution kernel to resum large
logarithms is given by the same form as the form factor with light quarks. The resummed
result for the light form factor is given in Eqgs. (A.34) and (A.38). In the exponentiation, The
newly added term by applying the v-evolution is given by

vivs
0 D) e, M). (6.9)

Vs Vs

For the heavy-to-heavy form factor, the soft scales are given by v¥ ~ s ~ m. The gluon mass
M to regularize the IR divergence also scales as m. Therefore, to NLL accuracy, Eq. (6.8) is
given as

Q2 m2

In =5 In . 6.9
2 M? (6.9)

—lng; ~a[lel(m, M) =~ _as(m)Cr

6.1.2 Factorization with Q > m > u

When g is much smaller than the heavy quark mass m, the heavy quark mass m and the

2 are integrated out. Then the heavy

collinear interactions with offshellnesses p? ~ p% ~m
quarks undergo the collinear-soft (csoft) interactions [35]. The csoft momenta p.s (pzs) in the

n (@) direction scale as

P = (ph, o o) = QC(L, M AY), Pl = QC(MN% M, 1), (6.10)

where ( is an another small parameter of order p/m.
For the heavy quark with the csoft interaction, its momentum can be expressed with a
fixed velocity v as
p* = mot + k*, (6.11)

with v2 = 1. For the outgoing heavy quark moving in the n direction, the velocity v scales
as (v+ vir,v;) = (1/A,1,)). For the incoming quark in the 7 direction, the velocity scales
as v = (\,1,1/)). These heavy quarks and their csoft interactions are described by the
boosted heavy quark effective theory (bHQET) [36, 37|, which can be directly obtained from
SCETy [38, 39].

The original collinear parts for the heavy quark sectors in Eq. (6.4) can be refactorized as

Cn(p+7m27,u7 V—i—) = Cm(m27M)Bn(p+am27M> V+)7 (612)
Cﬁ(p/_,mz,u, v_) = Cm(m2,u)Bﬁ(p/_,m2,u, v_). (6.13)

Here C,, is the result of integrating out the collinear interactions. At NLO in ay, it is given

as [37, 40, 41]
2

“50F< In —+ 1n2“ +2+7172> (6.14)

4
In Egs. (6.12) and (6.13), B,, and Bj are the n-csoft and m-csoft functions in bPHQET. As we
will show, the csoft functions depend on the rapidity scales, which can be chosen to be of order

Cm(mzvu) =1+
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(@A) O>m~u (b) O0>m>u

Figure 7. Schematic picture of the factorization structure in the heavy-to-heavy form factor: (a) For
p ~ m, the form factor consists of the hard, collinear and soft functions. (b) For u < m, the collinear
interactions with p? ~ m? are integrated out to yield C,,. As a result, we have the csoft functions, B,
and By, and the usoft function Y.

Q¢ to minimize large rapidity logarithms. This choice of the scale corresponds to the size of
the largest component of the csoft momentum.

For Fscpr at u < m, we also have to introduce ultrasoft (usoft) interactions, with the
usoft momentum scaling as py,s ~ QC(A, A, A). The usoft interactions are decoupled from both
the csoft parts. And the resulting usoft function has the same form as the soft function S,z
in Eq. (6.4). The only difference is that it consists of usoft gluons now. Let us consider the
transition from the soft part to the usoft part systematically. In calculating the soft function
Snn at higher orders in a,, we have to subtract the usoft contributions to avoid double counting.
Since the subtracted usoft contribution is always the same as the soft contribution, the overall
contribution to the soft function should vanish to all orders in «gs. Therefore, when u < m,
we have the usoft part, instead of the soft part. As a result, the soft function S,; in Eq. (6.4)
is replaced with the usoft function.

Finally Fgcgr for p < m can be factorized as

FSCET(Q27m27,u) - [Cm(m2aﬂ)]2 : Bn(p+,m2,,u,V+)Bﬁ(pi,m2,p, V—)Ynﬁ(/j’7 V+7V—)‘ (615>

Here Y, is the usoft function, which is the same as S, in Eq. (3.25). This factorization
with u < m can be also useful for the elecroweak Sudakov form factor involving top quarks
or the semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering initiated by a heavy quark when an outgoing
heavy quark (hadron) has small pr compared with the heavy quark mass. The structure of the
factorization for the form factor is illustrated in Fig. 7 and is compared to the case for pu ~ m.

The irreducible one-loop contribution to csoft function B,, can be inferred from the collinear
one-loop calculation for the heavy quark in Eq. (6.1). Taking the gluon loop momentum to
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the csoft limit, k* ~ Q((1, A\, A?), the naive one-loop contribution to B, is written as®

~ _a Cr ( u Zem )€ / dm/ )~€
M" == 6.16
s 2r T(1—¢) lk2—|—avm2 (6.16)

Here = ki /py ~ ( is a small quantity, hence the upper limit of x is set to infinity. And ki

and z2m? is power-counted as O(Q?¢?)?). Eq. (6.16) seems to possess the rapidity divergence
as © — oo. However, it turns out to be the UV divergence, 1/eyy, due to the presence of the
heavy quark mass (the term 2?m? in the integral of k2 ). Therefore Eq. (6.16) does not contain
the rapidity divergence as in the collinear case.

Instead, the rapidity divergence comes from the zero-bin contribution when the loop mo-
mentum k becomes usoft. Since the usoft momentum scales as kys ~ QC(A, A, A), the mo-
mentum fraction x in Eq. (6.16) gets further suppressed as O(¢A) and the term x?m? in the
integral of ki can be ignored. So the zero-bin contribution ends up with Eq. (3.16), and it

reads® (i) - -
asCr (u*e®)¢ rvyp N1+ dx 1
e ) a2 6.17
Therefore, the regular csoft (irreducible) one-loop contribution is given as

MD = MT - Mg (6.18)

Cry 1 1 1 1 2 2 1 1

- (- Dt - (2L - 1)
A Llegy  €R €UV €IR m N+ p+/ \€uv  €R

For the detailed calculation we refer to Appendix. B.2. The self-energy contribution to B, is
given as (Z, (1) 4 R ) /2, where the heavy quark wave function renormalization and the residue
at one loop in bHQET are given by

R Ay | At S 6.19
h 21 euv’ 2T €R (6.19)
Finally, the bare one-loop contribution to B, is given as
1
BW(py,m? p,vy) = M7+ ~(Z) + RV 6.20
n + cs 92
C 1 1 1 1y\/2 2
:Oés F|:_T+T+<7_7>(7+21 ——In'u——l—l)]
4 v €R €UV €IR/ M+ P+ m?

The csoft function Bg) can be obtained by replacing {p4,n+,v4+} in BYY with {p_,n—,v_}.
If the IR divergence is regularized using the gluon mass M that scales as Q(A\, the renor-
malized NLO result for B,, is expressed as

7.‘_2

ﬂ )

a:Cr MQ( ) Lo i
Em (0 4o ) 4+ g’

TR TR (6.21)

Bn(p-‘ra m27 M, V—i—) =1 +

5This calculation should be performed in bHQET. If we set v;i = 0, v, = (%’ n
quark propagator in bHQET becomes

+ ﬁ%) then the heavy

1 1
e ,
vn -k K% +a2m?

where the loop momentum satisfies the on-shell condition, k— = k3 /k after integraing over k_ in the complex
plane.

5When matched onto bHQET to describe the csoft interactions, the collinear Wilson line W, becomes W*,
which has the same form as W, with the collinear gluon A, replaced by the csoft gluon A;°. So the same
rapidity regulator for the csoft calculation can be used in W,5*.
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from which, we can determine the characteristic rapidity scales for the csoft functions to
minimize the large logarithms, and they are given by

/
AN NI e (622
These scales correspond to the sizes of the largest components of the n- and 7-csoft momenta.
For the NLO result of the usoft function with the gluon mass, we refer to Eq. (A.5).
The anomalous dimensions for the factorized functions with respect to p and v scales

are defined in Eq. (A.6). We list the anomalous dimensions for the factorized functions in
Eq. (6.15) as well as the hard function H at order a,. The p-anomalous dimensions are given

as
asCr 2 1 d[Cm]2 asCr N2
B 2In oz = - = 2ln— +1
YH 27 ( QQ 3) [Cm]2 din o < n 2 + )’
oy = L ABn _ 05Cp o, Ve 1), oo L dBr _aiCpy) vom 1>,
By dlnp 2 p+p “  Brpdlnp 2m p_p
2
= (6.23)

s viv_

The nonzero r-anomalous dimensions appear in the csoft and usoft functions, and they are

given by
v. — aSCF /’LQ v. v_ aSCF /J,2
V=Y = o MmN =Y =~ M (6.24)
With Q? = p,p’ , the sum of the anomalous dimensions cancel:
’yH + ’}/m + 705 + ’7cs + /VM =0, (625)
Vi s =0, e +ms =0 (6.26)

This guarantees that the form factor is independent of ¢ and v. The resummation of the large
logarithms using the anomalous dimensions to NLL accuracy is presented in Appendix A.3.
Combining all the ingredients of the factorized functions in Egs. (6.4) and (6.15), the
(bare) one-loop result of the form factor in SCET is written as
FS(;QET(Q2> m27 :“) = 07(7%,)71 + 07(71»)77 + Sﬁ_l)
=20V + B + B + v,
2

:O‘SCF[ L. (m i +§)_i(ln m +1> (6.27)

27 E%V euv N\ pypl 2 er\  pepl
2 s §
1 71 L+2+ T,
+ n 5 T2+ 19
where pyp’ = @Q? and we used a massless gluon. The rapidity divergences exactly cancel

between the collinear and soft parts as well as between the csoft and the usoft parts.
Combining the hard function in Eq. (5.2) and the renormalized result of Eq. (6.27), in the
limit @ > m, we also show the one-loop result of the form factor in full QCD as”

2 2 m2 2
1) (A2 2 :ozsCF m 1 7 m? B 0
FO@%,m?) = 2L [=2(1+1In QQ)(—EIRH Q2) In G+’ Gy — 4+ ] (629

This result coincides with Ref. [27].

"Here the p-dependence is due to the dimensional regularization of the IR divergence, not a renormalization
effect.
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6.2 Heavy-to-light form factor

We can also describe the form factor in the weak transition of a heavy quark to a light quark.
When the transferred momentum is much larger than the heavy quark mass, i.e, Q > m, the
heavy-to-light form factor for the weak current such as gy*(1 — 75)@ can be matched onto
SCET as

Fu(Q*,m?) = H(Q?, ) Fépr(Q% m?, ). (6.29)

Here the hard function is the same as in the light form factor as well as in the heavy-to-heavy
form factor.

The factorization of FShéET can be easily inferred from our analyses on the light-to-light
and the heavy-to-heavy cases. For y ~ m, FShéET can be factorized as

FéléET(Qza m27 o~ m) = Cn(p-‘r? Hy V+)Cm,ﬁ(pL7 m27 s V—)Snﬁ(:uv Vi, V—)' (630)

Here C,, is the collinear function for the light quark in Eqgs. (3.15) and (5.3), and Cp, 5 is the
(m-)collinear function for the heavy quark in Eq. (6.4). S,5 is the universal soft function for
the back-to-back current.

For ;1 < m, we need to integrate out the collinear interaction with offshellness ~ m? in
the heavy quark sector, which gives Cp,(m?, 1) in Eq. (6.14). The SCET form factor can be

written as

FSh(ZjET(Q27m27IU’ < m) = C’m(m27 M) : Cn(p-‘ra H, V+)Bﬁ(plf7m27,u’7 V—)Ynﬁ(:uv vy, V—)7 (631)

where By and Y,; are the csoft and the usoft functions introduced in Section 6.1.2. And
the collinear function for the light quark here describes the interactions with the offshellness
p?> < m?. The structure of the factorization is illustrated in Fig. 8. The resummed result for
the form factor is presented in Appendix A.4.

In Eq. (6.31), the behavior at the scale u < m is described by C,,, By and Y,,7. When we
combine the three pieces as fr; = C,, - Bs - Yy, the NLO result in «y is given by

(@2 m? ) =1+ CW + BY v

C 1 1 1 1 5
=1+ 2 (- ) e P )] 632)
dr Ledy  €n €UV €IR p+p_ 2

with @ = pyp’ . There is no rapidity divergence in this combination, as expected. The
anomalous dimension is given by

asCr um 5 a,Cr pwm 5
- 21 7) = (21 m 7). 6.33
T 27 ( np+pL 2 27 t Q2 + 2 (6.33)
Since the form factor in QCD is scale invariant, vy, satisfies
1
YH + 5 Im + ’thl = 07 (634)

2

where vy and 7, at order ay are given in Eq. (6.23).

Interestingly enough, the factorized result of Fj; in Eq. (6.29) with Eq. (6.31) can be
applied to the B decay in the rest frame of the B meson, where the factorization scale y is
much smaller than the heavy quark mass m. Suppose that the static heavy quark with the
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Figure 8. Schematic structure of the factorization for the heavy-to-light form factor: (a) For @ >
m > u, the incoming heavy quark is boosted and described by C,,, and Bj. Here By, Y,,5 and C,, have
almost the same offshellness (p? ~ p? < m?), but they are separated by the rapidities. (b) The form
factor with a static heavy quark. Here QQ ~ m and the heavy quark experiences the soft interaction at
lower energy scale p. So H and C),, can be merged into a new hard function H,,. And By and Y,,5 can
be combined into a new soft function Sj;.

momentum p’ decays to an energetic light quark with the momentum p that has a maximal
energy. In this case, the transferred momentum squared is given as

F=p-p)P=m*-2p-p=m’-Q*=0, (6.35)

Here we set 2p-p’ = Q?, which we have so far denoted the transferred momentum squared for the
back-to-back current with very energetic quarks. The produced light quark can be described
by the n-collinear field and its largest momentum component is given by py =7 -p = m.

Now we can find the factorized form factor for the static heavy quark decay from the
energetic heavy-to-light form factor (Eq. (6.29) employing Eq. (6.31)). As depicted in Fig. 8-
(b), since Q* = m?, H in Eq. (6.29) and C,, in Eq. (6.31) can be merged into a new hard
function H,,, which is given by

H,,(m? p) = H(Q? = m?, 1)Cy(m?, 1) + finite terms. (6.36)

Here “the finite terms” denote the higher-order corrections in powers of m?/Q? in the energetic
heavy-to-light form factor. They are neglected when Q? > m?, which must be included here.
However, the u-dependence resides genuinely in the combination of H-C,,, hence the anomalous

dimension is given as

L d y ——O‘SCF(ln”QqLS).

o+ (6.37)

i = A " on
It is consistent with the result of the direct computation of the static heavy-to-light current [1,
2, 42].
Note that the overall description of the low energy behavior remains unchanged. Therefore,
the combination of the factorized functions at the low scale, fz;, is obtained from Eq. (6.32)
by replacing Q*(= p.p" ) with m?. And the sum of the anomalous dimension for fj; and H,,
cancels.
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In the static heavy quark sector, the residual interactions after integrating out the offshell-
ness ~ m? become soft and the mode scales as ps ~ m((, ¢, ¢) with ¢ ~ u/m < 1. Therefore,
B; and Y5 in Eq. (6.31) with the same rapidity scale v_ ~ m( are combined into the new

soft function Sy; as®
Shl(:ua V+) = Bﬁ(p/— —m, mQa Ky V*)Ynﬁ(lu’a Vi, V*)' (638)
This combination is illustrated in Fig. 8-(b). The bare one-loop result is given by
C 1 1 1 1 2
S vs) = 2 [ = -+ (= - =) (= —2m 2 41)]. (6.39)
A Llegy  €Rr €UV €IR + H

Finally, in terms of the quantities in Eqs. (6.36) and (6.38), we factorize the form factor
for the static heavy quark decay as

Fppt(m?, p) = Hy(m®, 1) Co(ps, by v ) Sa(p, v ). (6.40)

When we sum over the soft and collinear contributions in Eq. (6.40), the rapidity divergence
cancels, and it ends up with the previous results [1, 2, 42]. However, the full resummation of
the large logarithm of p/m is completed by the rapidity evolution from m to u, where p << m.
We show the resummed result in Appendix. A.4 with the nonzero gluon mass M ~ p.

7 Conclusions

We have presented a new perspective regarding the origin of the rapidity divergence in SCET
and its consistent treatment. The approach is based on applying the very idea of the effective
theory to a system with a hierarchy of rapidities, that is, a system of collinear particles with
large rapidity and soft particles with small rapidity, but with the same offshellness. The
effective theory with soft modes is obtained by integrating out the collinear modes with large
rapidity. The matching procedure exactly amounts to the zero-bin subtraction for the collinear
sector in SCET. Since the rapidity divergence in the collinear sector comes from the subtraction
of the overlapped soft contribution, the rapidity divergence in the soft sector has the opposite
sign, which automatically guarantees the cancellation of the rapidity divergence in the total
contribution. This is comparable to the usual matching procedure in the conventional effective
theory with the degrees of freedom separated by the renormalization scale p.

In order to treat the rapidity divergences without any ambiguity, the main point in ex-
tracting the divergence in each sector is that we have to trace the same configurations both in
the collinear and in the soft sectors. For example, the n-collinear Wilson line W,, is obtained
by the emission of the n-collinear gluons from the other part of the current, say, the m-collinear
sector from the back-to-back current. Therefore the corresponding soft sector in the matching,
or the zero-bin subtraction, should come from the soft Wilson line Sy due to the emission of
soft gluons from the n-collinear sector, not S, which is built by the emission of the soft gluons
from the n-collinear sector.

We employ the same rapidity regulator of the form (v/7 - k)" both in the soft sector and
in the collinear sector to regulate the rapidity divergence at large rapidity. When the current

8Throughout this paper, we use the terminology “ultrasoft” to distinguish the mode from the soft mode with

p ~ (m,m, m) in describing the boosted heavy quark. In the static heavy quark decay, since the mode with the

2

offshellness ~ m* is regarded as a hard mode, we call the mode with p ~ m((, ¢, () as the soft mode.
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is not back-to-back, or when there is a soft quark involved, the same rapidity regulator is
employed, but we use the appropriate expressions conforming to the regulator for the collinear
part. In this process, the directional dependence enters in the soft rapidity regulator and it is
essential in extracting the Lorentz invariants in the full theory when combined with the energy
dependence from the collinear sector. Furthermore, unless the correct directional dependence
is incorporated, an additional UV divergence is induced because the directional dependence
can appear in the coefficients of the 1/eyy pole [43]. With our prescription, the directional
dependence is correctly implemented without any problem.

By extending the treatment of the rapidity divergence, we can associate independent ra-
pidity scales for each collinear direction. Since physics should be independent of the rapidity
divergence in any collinear direction, its cancellation in the combination of the soft and the
collinear contributions gives a severe constraint on the structure of the effective theory. On the
practical side, when the factorized collinear and soft parts share the same size of the rapidity
scale, they can be combined to yield a new single function. It is illustrated in obtaining the soft
function of the Sudakov form factor from the soft-collinear current, which is also confirmed by
explicit calculations. This can be applied to various physical processes, in which the rapidity
scales can be varied depending on physics so that part of the factorized parts can be combined.

We have extended the analysis on the rapidity divergence to the boosted heavy quark
sector and found that the same mechanism of the divergence works. The resultant v evolution
enables us to fully resum large logarithms of @/m in the heavy quark form factors. Due to
the presence of the heavy quark mass, the structure of the heavy quark form factors becomes
more complicated and intriguing. We have consistently factorized the form factors matching
onto SCETy; and bHQET successively.

In SCET, it is important to include the evolution with respect to the rapidity scale because
it yields the correct and the full resummation of the large logarithms when the rapidity di-
vergence is involved. Therefore the deep understanding of the rapidity divergence is essential.
And we hope that our analysis will be a cornerstone in developing deeper insight on the rapid-
ity divergence. Our future plan is to apply this analysis systematically to various processes,
with a variety of physical observables and beyond NLO calculations.

A Resummation of large logarithms in Sudakov Form Factor

We have presented the detailed computation of the Sudakov form factor for the back-to-back
and the soft-collinear currents at one loop. When pure dimensional regularization is employed
with massless on-shell particles, the anomalous dimension with respect to the rapidity scale is
IR divergent, which means that the Sudakov form factor is not factorizable, and unphysical.
But we can consider the Sudakov form factor by putting a nonzero gauge boson mass. We
resum large logarithms by employing the RG evolution with respect to the renormalization
and the rapidity scales. It will be explicitly shown that the order of the u-evolution and the
v-evolution is irrelevant.

We analyze the Sudakov form factor in terms of the back-to-back collinear current, and the
soft-collinear current respectively. The second case can be obtained from the first by boosting
to one of the collinear directions. Due to the Lorentz invariance, the Sudakov form factor
and its evolution should be the same in both reference frames. However, the main theoretical
interest here is that there are two different rapidity scales v+ for the two collinear directions in
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the back-to-back current,? while there is only one rapidity scale v, for one collinear direction in
the soft-collinear current. Therefore the RG evolution in the two cases look seemingly different.
We illustrate how the RG evolution is performed, and show that the resummed results for both
cases are the same.

We also perform the resummation of large logarithms in the form factor for the heavy-
to-heavy current, where the incoming and the outgoing heavy quarks are boosted and they
move in opposite direction. We show that the full resummation of the large logarithm of Q/m
is completed by the rapidity evolution. Finally, we present the resummed result of the form
factor for the heavy-to-light current.

A.1 Sudakov form factor for the light back-to-back current
The amplitude of the back-to-back current at leading order is matched onto SCET as
(plJ*p") = (plany"anlp’) = H(Q?, 1) Vicrr (1), (A.1)

where Vi¢pp is the SCET amplitude for the current in Eq. (2.1). The hard function H(Q?, )
at NLO in « is given by Eq. (5.2), which is the same in the soft-collinear current. Since Vi
is factorized, the Sudakov form factor in full QCD is written as

F(Q27 M2) = H(Q27 /'L)CTI(p-‘r?,uv Vs Mz)cﬁ(p/—aﬂﬂ v_; MZ)SW/I_L(:U’? Vy,V_; M2)7 (A2>

where Q? = pyp’_ with the nonzero gauge boson mass M. From Egs. (3.11), (3.13) and (3.14),
the renormalized NLO results for C,,, C; and S, to one loop read

Co(pyy vy M?) = 1+ aZiF [ln]\’u;?(Q ln;—jr + %) + Z - 7;2}, (A.3)
Cr(p', pyv_; M?) = 1+ QLCT'F [ln]\’l;@ln;,: + g) + % — 7;2}, (A.4)
S (s vy vy M2) = 1+ O‘jﬁF <ln2 ]\“;2 - zln]\“; n ”X;; - ”62) (A.5)

The p and v anomalous dimensions are defined as
W= chdliuf, v = chdldwf, (A.6)

for a given renormalized function f. Using Eq. (A.6), we perform the RG evolutions to NLL
accuracy, which resums large logarithms of order O(1) to all orders in a,. Here our power
counting amounts to asL ~ O(1), where L denotes a large logarithm. The anomalous dimen-

sions for the collinear and the soft parts are given as'®
1 v: o 1 i 2
7# = irC(as) In pi% + Ve f)/r‘!f = §FC(O‘S) In ]7_2 + Yo 75 = FC(as) In V.,J/_, (A7)
v v— 1 :uz V. v 1 /.L2
’7n+ =T = irc(as) anv 75+ =% = _§FC(QS) IDW, (A8)

9Multiple rapidity scale evolution for the back-to-back case has been also discussed in Refs. [18, 44]
%Here the expressions for the v-anomalous dimensions v in Eq. (A.8) hold only for p ~ M.
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where 9. = 3asCr/(47). T'c(as) is the cusp anomalous dimension [45, 46], which can be
expanded in powers of ag as I'c = >, I (cs/4m)*+1. To NLL accuracy, we need its first
two coefficients,

F0:4CF, F1:4CF|:(f— )C’A——nf]. (Ag)
The anomalous dimension for the hard function H(Q?, ) is given by

2

v = —Te(as)In Q2 + Yhs (A.10)
where 4, = —6a;Cp/(47) = —2%.. As a consistency check, note that the following sums of
the anomalous dimensions are zero.

T =0, 9 =0 (A-12)

In Eq. (A.2) the scales 1 and v4 in each factorized function are the factorization scales.
In order to resum large logarithms, we need to consider the RG evolutions of the factorized
functions from the factorization scales to their “characteristic scales”. Here the characteristic
scales mean the scales minimizing the large logarithms in the factorized function, and they are
given by

P~ Q,y  Hn ~ i ~ pis ~ M, (A.13)
vy ~py, vy ~pl, v~ M. (A.14)

Evolving p from the characteristic scale to the factorization scale i f, the factorized func-
tions are expressed as

H(Q?, iy
Crn(D4 pp v M
Calp, pup,v—; M?

Snﬁ(ﬂf» Vg M?

= Ug (g, pn) H(Q?, i),

= Un (1 i V1) Cn (P iy v M),

= Un(pg, s v—)Ca(pl, i, v—; M?),
= Us(pus, s ve) Snn(s, vies M?).

[\
\_/\_/\_/\_/

The evolution kernels to NLL accuracy are given as

2

Un(f, pin) = exp :—QSF(MﬁMh) —a[lc)(us, 1r) In 2 @ +alnl(pp pp)|,  (A19)
Un(f, i v4) = exp _Q[FC](Nfa fin) In Vi + alfe] (g, un)} ; (A.20)
Uiy s v-) = exp|allcl (g, um) In ;: + alicl (g pm) (A.21)

- 2
Usgy isive) = exp| 25t (py, ps) + a[lcl(py, pis) In Vﬁ} (A.22)

where St and a[f] are defined as

as(k1) oy, Qs dal, B as(k1) oy,
Sr(p1, p2) —/as(uz) ﬁ(as)FC(%)/as(m) B(al)’ alfl(p, p2) —/as(m) ﬂ(as)f(as)' (A.23)
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Here B(as) is the QCD beta function 8(a,) = das/dInpu = —205 > Be(aus /4m)kHL.
Evolving v to the factorization scale v, the factorized functions are given as

Cn(p—i-hua f 7M2) = V (V}_,V;_,M)C (p+7ﬂa Vn 7M2) (A24)
Calpls py vy s M?) = Va(vy v s W) Cr(p-, v s M?), (A.25)
Sn'r_l(,ua V}E;M2) = VS(V}tvys 7M)S (,U,, Vsi;M2>7 (A26>

where the evolution kernels to NLL accuracy are given as

Jr
r 14
Va(vf v ) = exp|in = - alle) (u, M) (A.27)
L Up
- V_
Va(vy,vgsp) = exp|ln V—f_ ~a[l'c](p, M)], (A.28)
r 14
Vs(vj,vsm) = exp|~In % -allc) (. M) (A.29)

S

In order to fully resum the large logarithms of /M, the following relation is used [6]:

d d
v = "o Te(a). A.
dngn) = am ) c(as) (A.30)

The v-anomalous dimensions in Eq. (A.8) with a large logarithm is modified as

W =" =allcl(u, M), v+ =~5 = —allcl(p, M). (A.31)

In resumming the large logarithms, we may choose various paths for the evolutions with
respect to pu and v [6]. Let us first consider the v evolution with fixed pf, and then the p

evolution at v; = {v;f, v, vF}. In this case the overall v-evolution kernel is given as

lnv(lu’f) Eln[Vn(V;_,V:{;,uf)'VS(V;_,V;;/LJC)]—I-ID[V( o n’luf) Vs(V;,V;;Mf)]

v vy
=In e allc)(py, M). (A.32)

Then we perform the p evolution for the factorized functions at v; = {v;¥, v;, v}, The overall
p-evolution kernel is given as

InU(v;) = U (pg, pn) + W Un(pif, i vy ) + W Us (g, pin; vg) + Uy (g, s vy)

= 20 (s 1) + a3 (s pin) + al3e) (s ) + In = @ a[l'c)(pn, 1) (A.33)
vy v v
1 r s In = - a[l’ ny s —In—--all’ ny Hs)-
+ nyjys all'c)(pg, ps) — o all'e](pn, ps) o a[l'c](pa, ps)

Combining Egs. (A.32) and (A.33), we obtain the full exponentiation resumming the large
logarithms to NLL accuracy. It is given as

2
U (v)V (s5) = 257 (s p1s) + alfe) (ns 1) + alfcl (s pim) + In 2 Q2 ~a[Tc(pun, ps)

vivy v,F
i ] (g, M) — T 2 0Tt 1) — In U - [l iy ). (A34)
Vs Vs P+ p_
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Note that the dependence on the factorization scales is shown to be cancelled explicitly. In
Eq. (A.34), the first line is the result of the u evolution only, and the second line reflects the
rapidity scale evolution.

Since the renormalization scales yi, 5, s are given by ~ M, we can ignore the last two terms
in the second line of Eq. (A.34) at NLL accuracy because they are of order O(a;). Then the
second line in Eq. (A.34) can be approximated as

vivy vy b o, @ 1
-1 r M)~ —-In—5+2.T In—2 ~ — 222" In - A.35
0 U AT (e M) & —In 5 To(an) n h & S nit (A35)

This is the most important missing ingredient in the exponentiation when we do not perform
the rapidity evolution.

To check the path independence in the RG evolutions, let us consider a different path for
the evolution. We perform the p evolution at the scales l/}t first, and then the v evolutions
with the scales p; = {pn, tn, pia, pis . In this case, the overall p-evolution kernel is given by

2
InU(vy) = 25t (pun, pis) + alAel (s pin) + alAe) (s i) + In & @ a[lc](pns ps)
1/;' 1/]?
—Ino a[Lo](pn, p1s) — I a[Col(pa, ps)- (A.36)
+ —

And the overall v-evolution kernel at u; is obtained as

IV () = W[Va(vf, vy pn) - Vs(vp vl ps) + WVa(vy , vg s pa) - Vs vy, vgs o))

+ - +
vs Vs i)
=1In ¥ all'c](pn, M) + In - all'c](pn, M) —In o all'c](ps, M). (A.37)

Combining Egs. (A.36) and (A.37), the complete evolution kernel is given as
12
IV (1)U (vy) = 280 (pn, ts) + alAel (s pin) + al3e) (1n, i) + In & @ a[lc](pn, ps)
vy vk va
—In == all'c](us, M) —In = - a[l'c)(pn, ps) — In == - a[lc)(pa, ps).  (A.38)

Vg Vg b+ b_

It is the same as Eq. (A.34), confirming the path independence of the RG evolutions with
respect to p and v.
A.2 Sudakov form factor for the soft-collinear current

The Sudakov form factor with the soft-collinear current is given in Eq. (5.3), and is factorized
as

F(Q27M2) (Q ,U,) (p+7lu,71/+,MQ)Sq(pL,/,LJ/_i_;MQ), (A39>
where Q? = pp_, py ~ Q*/M and p’_ ~ M. The soft function S, at NLO in «; is given by

Sf](p/—nuv V+;M2) =1 +

asCr [1 2 o (A.40)

4 M2 M?2 M?2 + 4 2
This soft function also can be obtained by combining C; and 5,5 from the back-to-back
current as [See Eq. (5.16).]

vyp. 9 7 }

Sq( s s va; M?) = Cr(p', 1, v—; M?)Spa(p, v, v; M?). (A.41)
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Therefore the resummed result for Eq. (A.39) can be obtained from the back-to-back case,

starting from Eq. (A.34). By identifying pus = ps and v, = v, , we obtain the resummed

s

result for the soft-collinear current. The exponentiation factor at NLL accuracy leads to

2
lnF(Q27 M2) = 2SF(:U’h7:U’8) + a[;yc}(,uh)/in) + a[’%}(ﬂh’,us) +In L/ : a[FC](Mha MS)

QQ
vl v
_lnﬁ 'a[FC](M&M) _lnpi 'Q[FC](:U'TM:U’S)ﬂ (A'42)
s +

where g, ~ pus ~ M. Here the last term is power counted as O(as) and ignored, and the
second line in Eq. (A.42) can be approximated as

201 \ , 2 2
Q]\Z ~Fc(as)ln'u—%—OdCFan—l ]

+
v
—In—=-a[l'c)(pus, M) =~ —1In Y o 2 e

ve

(A.43)

This result is the same as the case for the back-to-back current in Eq. (A.35). Therefore
we confirm that the resummed result for the soft-collinear current is identical to that for the
back-to-back current. It should hold because the Sudakov form factor is Lorentz invariant, but
here we have proved explicitly the relation between a single-scale evolution and a two-scale
evolution.

A.3 Sudakov form factor for the heavy-to-heavy current

The factorized Sudakov form factor for the heavy-to-heavy current at the scale p < m from
Egs. (6.3) and (6.15) is given as

F(Q*,m* M?) = H(Q?, 1)[Cpn(m®, p))? (A.44)
X Bn(p-‘mmz?,uvV+;M2)B7_L(p/—7m27,u’7 V—;MQ)Yn’r_l(,u7 V+7V—;M2)'

Here the nonzero gluon mass scaling as M < m is employed to regularize the IR divergence.
The evolution of the hard function H from the hard scale up, ~ @ to the factorization scale u
is given by Egs. (A.15) and (A.19). And the evolutions of the usoft function Y5 are the same
as the soft function S, for the form factor from the light quarks in Eq. (A.2). So the p- and
v-evolution kernels are given by Eq. (A.22) and (A.26) respectively.

To NLL accuracy, the p-anomalous dimensions for [C,,]? and B, are listed as

2

Ym = Lo(as)In % + Y, (A.45)
1y vym .

s = Tolas) (*glnﬁ +In m) + Yess (A.46)
1. u? v_m .

7% = PC(@s) (_5 In W + In M) + Yess (A47)

where 4y, = es = asCp/(27m). The v-anomalous dimensions for B,, 5 are given as
Ved = Ve = allc)(p, M). (A.48)

Using the anomalous dimensions, we evolve the factorized functions from the factorization
scales (u, V]jf) to their characteristic scales to minimize large logarithms. The p-evolution
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kernels are given as

2
1 .
U (pif, pim) = 25v(pf, pim) + In m%a[Fc](uf,um) + alim](pgs ), (A.49)

all'c] (Nfa Hes) + a[&cs}(ﬂfa fes),  (A.50)

rvem
In Ups (fif, pesi v4) = —Srfig, pres) +In —
b+py

rv—_-m ~
InUss(py, press v—) = —Sr(py, pes) + In o Mfa[FC](MfaME) + alfes)(pys pes),  (A51)

where i, ~m and ps ~ pgs ~ M. And the v-evolution kernels are given by

+ —
1% v

In Ves(vf, v i) = In—Lalel(u, M), nVis(vy v p) = In—Lalle)(u, M), (A52)
CcS S

where vf, ~ py M/m and v ~ p’ M/m.

Applying Egs. (A.49-A.52) and using the evolved results of H and Y5, we obtain the
resummed result of the heavy-to-heavy form factor. The evolution of the form factor to NLL
accuracy is given as

2

IHF(QQ, m2; M2) = QSF(th Mm) + SF(,Ufcsv Mus) + SF(ME; Uus) + ln @ a[FC] (Mh: Mm)

m? P+ Hes P pies
+In 9 Q[FC](/J'ma ,U*us) +In +,UJ [PC] (/~Lcsv Nus) +In [FC] (/1*@7 ,U/us)
Q Vcsm Vcsm
VaisVa Cr as(pm) | as(pes) | ovs(pics)
e o0l M)+ 55 (10 CE ) T as(in)) (459

By suppressing the terms that are power-counted as O(a;) due to the fact that pes ~ pes ~
us ~ M, Eq. (A.53) reads

m? 2
In F(Q*,m* M?) = 2Sr (i, pim) + 1n@ a[L6) (i, frus) + In 2 QZ alLc](1n, pim)
CF s (fom) as(fhes) ovs (s v
T (i T ) T anlany) T e ol 20, (459

where the first two terms in the right side are O(1/a;) and the remaining terms are power-
counted as O(1). The last term in Eq. (A.54) is the result of the rapidity evolution. It can be
written as

v m? asCp . m? 2
i 8 s, M)~ Il M)~ I Ty s (A55)

It shows that the full resummation of In Q/m in the form factor can be completed only after
the rapidity evolution.

A.4 Sudakov form factor for the heavy-to-light current

With the nonzero gluon mass M ~ u, the resummation of the heavy-to-light form factor in
Egs. (6.30) and (6.31) can be systematically performed by evolving with respec to p and vy. It
is straightforward to follow the same procedure as in the light-to-light and the heavy-to-heavy
form factors,
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When the form factor in SCET is obtained at the scale 1 ~ m, the y- and v-renormalization
behavior for each factorized function in Egs. (6.30) is the same as that of the light-to-light
current. Therefore the resummed result is given by Eqgs. (A.34) and (A.38). For u < m, using
the factorized result in Eq. (6.31) with the gluon mass M < m, we obtain the resummed result
at NLL accuracy as

2
1HFM(Q2ﬂn%ﬂ4%==2STUMJMM)—w%%um,m§)+lné%tﬂFCKﬂmﬁmQ

1y Cr (1. as(pm) as(pzs) | 3, as(pn)
— - In % a[lc](pm, pes) + —— (5 In +1In +—1In
2 m? Pl piez) Bo (2 as(kn) as(pn) 2 Oés(uh))
ViisVus Ves
+1In i all'c)(pus, M) —1In o all'c](pes, M), (A.56)

where the characteristic scales for the factorized functions are given by

fn, ™~ s ~ pies ~ M,
/
_ pM QM +
]j;_ Np+ ~ Q’ ya ~ m ~ W’ ]jus ~ [\/j. (A57)

The last two terms in Eq. (A.56) result from the rapidity evolution. Because piys ~ pizs ~ M,
they can be simplified further as

VitsVirs Ves
In i alle](pus, M) — In o’ allc](pes, M)
v, Vi s (pus)Cr (M my i
~ (ln E + In l/c_s)a[f‘c](uus, M) ~ T (IH 6 + In a) In M2 . (A58)

From the resummed result in Eq. (A.56), we can consider the resummation of the form
factor for the static heavy quark decay. Suppose that the light quark has a maximal energy,
i.e., p; = m. Then Q? = 2p-p’ is given by m?, and pp , in Eq. (A.56) becomes pj, = pim ~ m.
The characteristic usoft and csoft scales in Eq. (A.56) are determined as s = pzs ~ M and

Vys = Vg ~ M. And the scales are unified as the soft scales for the static heavy quark decay.

Therefore the resummed result for the static heavy quark is given as

L. p
In Fpy(m?; M?) = Sr(pn, ps) + 5111 allc](pn; prs)

2
Ph
m2
3
2

ﬁ n QS(NS)
e G

Here pus ~ M, and the last term is the missing ingredient unless we consider the rapidity

s (pin) V;_
nakum))+ln;g—ﬂFcKu&ﬂl) (A.59)

evolution. Since 1,7 ~m and v ~ M, it can be expressed as

24 as(ps)Cr M uﬁ
In % allo](us, M) ~ =5 == 1In " In 5. (A.60)

B One-loop calculations in the boosted heavy quark sector

B.1 Collinear one-loop calculation with the soft zero-bin mode p% ~ (m,m,m)

When the soft mode with p ~ (m,m,m) is decoupled from the boosted heavy quark sector,
we have to subtract the soft contribution from the naive collinear calculation for the heavy
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quark. The regular collinear one-loop calculation is given by M) = M ™ — MZ as shown in
Eq. (6.2). It reads

2 _VE\€ 1 k2 k2
M = Cr (eT) / dx(l—x)/ dhej ()~ / df”/ di? (k3)~
2r T(1—¢)|Jy = 0 kJ_+x2m2

asCp (pPe™)° rvy \m+ /Oo 1- / 2 (1,2 \—1—
d as dk? (k € B.1
+ o T(1—¢) (er) 1 e 0 1(k1) (B.1)

In the right side of Eq. (B.1), the first term in the square bracket is the naive contribution (M),
and the remaining terms are the contributions from the zero-bin subtraction (—M}?). Since
the rapidity divergence arises as x — oo, we put the regulator only in the term in the second
line of Eq. (B.1).

We denote the first line and the second line of the right side in Eq. (B.1) as Mj," A and
M, B respectively. Then M,," A can be reorganized, and can be written as

) dk? (k2)~
pmeA = _2sCr (1 i [ / / (B.2)

o7 Fl—e k2+;1cm2

/ dw/ A2 (k2 ) (k2+$m2_1}i)].

Here the first term in the square bracket gives a UV pole as ki goes to infinity. In the second
term, only the IR divergence survives. Then M," A g given by

2 2 71'2

0 Cr 1 11 1
Mﬁf“:;—;[—ﬂ Lt i—(=+mt5) + 7 2”—+2+24}

B.3
€uv m2 2€IR €IR m2 ( )

It is straightforward to compute the term in the second line of Eq. (B.1), and is given as
C 1 1 1
B = SR (w2 (- ), (B.4)
2r \n4 b4/ \e€uv  €R

Eq. (6.2) is obtained by combining Eqgs. (B.3) and (B.4).

B.2 Csoft one-loop calculation with the usoft zero-bin mode pls ~ ((m,m,m)

In this subsection, we compute the irreducible one-loop contribution to the csoft function
B,,. The naive one-loop contribution (M) and the zero-bin contribution (M2) are listed in
Egs. (6.16) and (6.17). And the regular contribution with the zero-bin subtraction, M} =

M — MEZ, can be written as

_asCp (p7e™®)° e /1 dx /OO dk? (k73)~ /OO 2 (1,2 \—1—
M = — —_— — dk* (k € B.5
s 2r T(1—e)|Jo =z |Jo ki +a22m? Jo 1(k1) (B-5)

de [ d2 () uame [ %0
Y e d —1-n4 dk2 k2 —1—e¢
/ / ki+x2m2 (p+> /1 . /o 1) ’

— m,A m,B m,C
= Mcs + Mcs + Mcs :

Here we divide the integration region of  into z € [0,1] and € [1,00]. And we denote M,
M2 B and M2 ‘¥ as the contributions from the first, the second and the third terms in the

curly brackets respectively.
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The contribution M for z € [0, 1] involves only the IR divergence since the UV diver-
gence as ki — oo is cancelled. It is given by

2
MWA:——m—CL+mﬁﬁ. (B.6)

The contribution M{? is UV-divergent, and it is given by

2
Mng—%@’1<1 +mﬁj. (B.7)
AT eyv \euv m2

The contribution Mgy '“ comes from the zero-bin subtraction and includes the rapidity diver-
gence. Since we compute it with on-shell regularization and the massless gluon, the result is
the same as Eq. (B.4). Finally, combining Eqgs. (B.6), (B.7) and (B.4), we obtain Eq. (6.18).
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