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Abstract: The large-Nc or topologically planar limit of gauge theories can be considered
as a classical limit because all gauge bosons are distinguishable particles and therefore cannot exhibit interference. Quantum effects due to the flow of color therefore arise starting
at subleading in 1/Nc . We introduce kinematic observables explicitly sensitive to effects at
subleading color formed from the ratio of interfering to squared color-ordered amplitudes.
Such observables are in general not infrared and collinear safe, so we introduce angular observables defined from appropriate multi-point energy correlators motivated by the form of
color-ordered amplitudes. We demonstrate that color interference effects are manifest as sinusoidal oscillation in the simplest system, a collinear jet with three particles, and show the
limitations of predicting this observable in all-purpose, leading-color parton shower Monte
Carlos.
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1

Introduction

Signatures of quantum mechanics can be subtle and challenging to measure in the busy
environment of a particle collision experiment. Interference of orthogonal states, for example,
necessarily occurs whenever the constraints imposed by measurements are consistent with
multiple histories, as observed in the double slit experiment. An interference pattern is
observed on the screen as long as the measurements performed are consistent with identical
photons traveling through either slit. Isolation of definite interfering states at a collider is
obscured by the huge numbers of particles produced, substantial backgrounds, and the way
in which measurements are performed, typically only sensitive to particle momenta.
Nevertheless, some efforts have succeeded in defining observables that are directly sensitive to interference of intermediate states. One recent example from Ref. [1] is sensitive to the
interference of the two helicity states of an on-shell gluon. The distribution of this observable
exhibits a cos(2φ) pattern, a consequence of the fact that the difference between the two spin
states is 2. The procedure used in Ref. [1] can be generalized to construct other observables
sensitive to quantum interference. Two features are specifically exploited and we will study
in more detail in this paper.
First, states in a quantum system are labeled by their conserved quantum numbers,
like a massless particle’s helicity, and so the interfering intermediate states must carry some
distinct quantum numbers. This observation is highly restricting because the states of the
Standard Model are its short-distance particle content and they have very few quantum
numbers. Just considering the QCD sector, the only relevant, non-trivial quantum numbers
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shared by all quarks and gluons are spin and color. As the interference of spin states has been
studied, we will focus on the interference of intermediate color states. Second, backgrounds
and contamination can be significantly reduced by exploiting the collinear divergences of
perturbative QCD. In the collinear limit, contamination effects are suppressed by the area
of the small angular region, while “signal”, physical quarks and gluons, are unsuppressed,
regardless of the size of the angular region. Therefore, we will work to construct observables
sensitive to the interference of color states in high-energy QCD jets.
We will do this by considering the SU(3) gauge symmetry of QCD under which quarks
and gluons are charged to lie on a spectrum of general SU(Nc ) gauge theories. The large
and small Nc limits have interesting features that we can exploit. It is well known that in
the large-Nc limit, an SU(Nc ) gauge theory reduces to a planar theory in which interactions
are exclusively described by diagrams that can be drawn on a plane or the Poincaré sphere
[2]. Large-Nc means that all gluons necessarily carry distinct color quantum numbers, and
are therefore distinguishable particles. Thus, the large-Nc limit can also be thought of as
a classical limit in which no quantum interference occurs [3]. At the other end of the Nc
spectrum, as Nc → 1, the gauge theory reduces to quantum electrodynamics (QED). Photons
in QED are all identical, indistinguishable particles because all photons carry no color, and
therefore have a unique color quantum number. Thus, as well-familiar from the double slit
experiment, identical photons exhibit quantum interference. The fact that QCD is an SU(3)
gauge theory of color means that gluons are partly distinguishable and partly identical and
this feature makes observing quantum interference due to color effects especially interesting.
With this background, we would like to construct an observable that is only non-zero
if there is quantum interference due to multiple intermediate color states contributing to a
measurement. Again, restricting to quantities measured at a collider, we consider kinematic
observables that are exclusively dependent on particle momenta. Because color interference
only exists at finite-Nc , this observable will further only be non-trivial beyond leading order
in the large-Nc approximation. Thus, it can be a powerful tool for demonstrating that a
parton shower correctly includes subleading color effects, and beyond leading color or even
full color showers are a very active area of contemporary research [4–17].
Our procedure for constructing this observable is the following. We think of the identification of subleading color or its interference as a binary discrimination problem [18]. Our
goal will be to discriminate subleading color, the signal, from leading color, the background,
physics. As a binary discrimination problem, we immediately know the optimal observable
for discrimination by the Neyman-Pearson lemma [19]: the likelihood ratio. The likelihood
ratio is just the ratio of the relevant signal to background probability distributions. As we
restrict measurements to particle momenta, probability distributions live on relativistic phase
space and are therefore absolute squared scattering amplitudes. The observable we consider
is therefore the ratio of the squared amplitude for the production of gluons in a finite-Nc
gauge theory to the squared amplitude in the leading large-Nc limit. This ratio can therefore
be appropriately defined from the basis of color-ordered amplitudes [20–24].
Further, to reduce background by exploiting the collinear divergences of theories like
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QCD, we will focus on color interference in narrow jets. In the limit that the interfering
gluons become collinear, the ratio of squared amplitudes defining the observable simplifies
to a ratio of collinear splitting functions. Despite this simplification, ratios of perturbative
amplitudes are not in general infrared and collinear (IRC) safe and therefore this observable
cannot in general be calculated in perturbation theory. However, by considering simplified
collinear amplitudes with particular particle helicity configurations, we demonstrate that
the subleading color observable is exclusively dependent on relative angles between pairs of
particles, essentially taking the form of the jet color ring introduced in Ref. [25]. A functional
form that is exclusively dependent on relative particle angles can be uplifted to an IRC safe
observable by embedding it into multi-point energy correlators [26], generalizations of the
energy-energy correlator [27], an early observable for studying jet production in electronpositron collisions.
The color interference pattern is encoded in the relative angles between gluons about the
mother particle that emitted them. In a realistic experiment, of course only color-neutral
hadrons are observable, and so there is significant ambiguity as to which particle can be
identified as the initiator. We solve this problem practically by focusing on heavy-flavor jets,
in which a bottom quark, for example, was produced in the short-distance collision and then
emitted gluons at longer distances. The momentum direction of long-lived bottom hadrons is
well-reproduced from displaced vertices in a tracking system [28, 29] and provides a concrete
and unambiguous axis about which to measure correlations.
The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the color-ordered amplitude
formalism and construct the likelihood ratio between finite- and large-Nc squared amplitudes.
Most calculational details are restricted to the first non-trivial case corresponding to the
process e+ e− → qgg q̄. In Sec. 3, we present the embedding of this amplitude ratio into IRC
safe energy correlators, defined as a function of the relative angles between the measurement
probes in the correlator. We also present calculations for the interference pattern at subleading
color here, using the 1 → 3 collinear splitting functions. Comparison with parton shower
Monte Carlo is presented in Sec. 4. This comparison is very limited here as we only present
results from a leading-color parton shower, in hopes that this work inspires groups working
on accuracy at subleading color to test on their parton showers. We conclude in Sec. 5, and
look forward to measurements of subleading color effects on collider data.

2

An Observable for Color Interference

A scattering amplitude A in a non-Abelian gauge theory like QCD can always be expanded in
terms of color-ordered basis amplitudes An multiplied by an appropriate color matrix product
Tn [20–24]:
X
A=
Tn An .
(2.1)
n color orders

Here, n represents topologically-distinct particle orderings in the amplitude, according to
the color representation that they carry. Color-ordered amplitudes assume that gluons are
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non-identical, distinguishable particles that each carry a different color. In squaring this
form of the amplitude to construct the momentum distribution on phase space, there will be
contributions of two general forms that have a different physical interpretation. The squared
amplitude can be expressed as:
X
X
|Tn |2 |An |2 + 2
Re [T†n Tn0 A∗n An0 ] ,
(2.2)
|A|2 =
n

n6=n0

where the first sum on the right exhibits no interference between different color orderings,
and the second sum is the interference due to distinct color orderings.
We would like to construct an observable on particle momentum phase space that provides optimal discrimination between these two contributions with the goal of conclusively
observing color interference effects. This is therefore a binary discrimination problem and by
the Neyman-Pearson lemma [19], the optimal discriminant is the likelihood ratio L, just the
ratio of the two contributions:
P
2 n6=n0 Re [T†n Tn0 A∗n An0 ]
P
L≡
.
(2.3)
2
2
n |Tn | |An |
For an amplitude of a general scattering process, not much more simplification can be
achieved. However, for the minimal number of colored particles that exhibit interference,
the likelihood ratio can be re-written in a simple, illustrative form.
2.1

Color Interference in e+ e− → qgg q̄ Events

The minimal number of colored particles necessary to exhibit non-trivial color interference
in a scattering amplitude is four. In this section, we consider the process e+ e− → qgg q̄ as
exemplar of this minimal configuration. First, we note that the processes e+ e− → q q̄ and
e+ e− → qg q̄ exhibit no color interference for a simple reason. The initial electron-positron
state is colorless, and so all that is relevant for the color-ordered subamplitudes is the ordering
of the final state quarks and gluon (if present). Color-ordered amplitudes are unique up to
cyclic permutations and reflections of the order of particles that leave nearest neighbors in
the amplitude unchanged. For at most 3 particles, all possible permutations are generated
by cyclic permutations and reflections; therefore, there is only one unique color ordering and
correspondingly no interference.
On e+ e− → qgg q̄, there are two distinct color orderings that correspond to interchanging the order of the two gluons. For this process, the likelihood ratio of the interference
contribution to the non-interfering terms is
L=

tr(T1 T2 T1 T2 ) [A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄)∗ A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄) + A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄)∗ A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄)]
.
tr(T2 T1 T1 T2 ) [|A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄)|2 + |A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄)|2 ]

(2.4)

In the amplitudes, we have suppressed the initial state e+ e− , and added subscripts to the
gluons to distinguish them. Ti is an adjoint color matrix associated with gluon i, and we take
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the trace because the quarks live in the fundamental representation of SU(3) color. For a
general SU(Nc ) gauge group, the product of a gluon’s color matrix with itself is
Tij Tkl = δil δkj −

1 j l
δ δ ,
Nc i k

(2.5)

where the indices i, j, k, l represent the rows and columns of the color matrix. With this
result, the color matrix traces are
1
tr(T1 T2 T1 T2 ) = −Nc +
,
Nc


1 2
tr(T2 T1 T1 T2 ) = Nc Nc −
.
Nc

(2.6)
(2.7)

Thus, this likelihood ratio observable L is explicitly a finite Nc observable. If Nc → ∞, the
S-matrix element has no subleading color contributions, and the corresponding distribution
will only have support near L = 0.
Any monotonic function of the likelihood ratio is still an optimal discriminant, so we are
free to modify the likelihood as we see convenient. As written, the numerator factor of Eq. 2.4
is not a squared amplitude itself and so its physical interpretation is a bit unclear. However,
we can freely add to the numerator the squared color-ordered amplitudes in the denominator.
Further, the traces over color matrices are just numbers, so we can eliminate them, and still
have an optimal discriminant. So, we consider the observable
O≡

|A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄)|2 + |A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄)|2 + 2 Re (A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄)∗ A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄))
,
|A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄)|2 + |A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄)|2

(2.8)

that is still maximally sensitive to subleading color effects as it is related to the likelihood L
by a monotonic function, namely:
O =1+

tr(T2 T1 T1 T2 )
L.
tr(T1 T2 T1 T2 )

(2.9)

In this form, the numerator and denominator have a clear interpretation. The numerator is
the squared sum of the symmetrized color-ordered amplitudes, and so therefore is just the
squared Abelian amplitude:
|A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄) + A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄)|2 ≡ |A(q, γ, γ, q̄)|2 .

(2.10)

Thus, in the numerator, we can treat the massless vector bosons as photons. The denominator
is the Nc → ∞ limit of the squared QCD amplitude:
|A(q, g1 , g2 , q̄)|2 + |A(q, g2 , g1 , q̄)|2 ≡ |ANc →∞ (q, g, g, q̄)|2 .

(2.11)

Our observable of interest in terms of these amplitudes is then
O=

|A(q, γ, γ, q̄)|2
.
|ANc →∞ (q, g, g, q̄)|2
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(2.12)

Using the old results for e+ e− → 4 jets amplitudes of Refs. [30–35], this can be expressed in
terms of the momenta of the final state particles. Our goal will be to identify the large-Nc
and Abelian contributions to the QCD amplitude to measure and observe color interference.
With this decomposition, it is useful to rewrite the QCD amplitude in terms of the largeNc amplitude and the QED amplitude. The squared amplitude with full color included can
be expressed as
|A(q, g, g, q̄)|2 = [tr(T2 T1 T1 T2 ) − tr(T1 T2 T1 T2 )] |ANc →∞ (q, g, g, q̄)|2 + tr(T1 T2 T1 T2 ) |A(q, γ, γ, q̄)|2



1  2
= Nc −
Nc |ANc →∞ (q, g, g, q̄)|2 − |A(q, γ, γ, q̄)|2 .
(2.13)
Nc
This form renders the Abelian amplitude manifestly subleading in Nc . Further, in this form,
the QCD amplitude has been expressed in terms of a contribution where gluons are completely
distinguishable, the large-Nc limit where all gluons have a distinct color, and the Abelian
limit, where all gluons are identical particles. In QCD at intermediate Nc , gluons are neither
perfectly distinguishable nor indistinguishable. This form of the amplitude also invites an
interpretation as a sum of a mixed state and a pure state of gluons. We will return to this
interpretation in Sec. 2.4.
2.2

Color Interference in the Collinear Limit

While the color interference observable constructed from the complete amplitudes can be
studied on their own right, they would only be applicable to events from e+ e− collisions. At
a hadron collider, like the LHC, there is never such a pure parton flavor contribution due
to non-trivial parton distribution functions. Additionally, because the initial state in the
hard scattering at a hadron collider carries color, even 2 → 2 processes have non-trivial color
interference effects, and any higher final state multiplicity will significantly complicate the
structure of the observable. So, to maintain sensitivity to color interference while keeping
the observable simple, we will focus on color interference within identified jets. In particular,
we formally assume that the radius of the jets R  1 and will work to leading order in the
collinear limit. In the limit where the gluons become collinear to the quark in the e+ e− → qgg q̄
process, for example, the squared amplitude factorizes as [36, 37]

2
2
2 8παs
|A(q, g, g, q̄)| → |A(q, q̄)|
Pggq←q .
(2.14)
sqgg
Here, |A(q, q̄)|2 is the squared amplitude for e+ e− → q q̄ events, sqgg is the invariant mass of
the final state quark and two gluons, and Pggq←q is the universal collinear splitting function.
In this limit, all non-trivial color is carried by the splitting function, and so we can exclusively
analyze it to establish color interference observables applicable to jets produced in any collider
environment.
The splitting function is often expressed as a linear combination of Abelian and nonAbelian contributions, as defined by the color Casimir that multiplies each term:
ab
nab
Pggq←q = CF2 Pggq←q
+ CF CA Pggq←q
.
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(2.15)

Here, CF and CA are the fundamental and adjoint quadratic Casimirs for the SU(Nc ) color
group, where
CF =

Nc2 − 1
,
2Nc

CA = Nc .

(2.16)

In QCD, with Nc = 3, CF = 4/3, CA = 3. The two color channel splitting functions
are referred to as the Abelian (“ab”) and non-Abelian (“nab”) contributions. The Abelian
splitting function is identical to that in QED, and so would be associated with the squared
photon emission amplitude from earlier. The non-Abelian splitting function does not have a
physical interpretation on its own, but can be combined with the Abelian splitting function to
construct the large-Nc splitting function. With the goal of separating the photon contribution
from the large-Nc contribution, we can express the splitting function as
ab
nab
Pggq←q = CF2 Pggq←q
+ CF CA Pggq←q
 C
CF CA  ab
F
nab
ab
=
Pggq←q + 2Pggq←q
+
(2CF − CA )Pggq←q
.
2
2

(2.17)

ab
nab , is the large-N limit, because at large-N ,
The first splitting function, Pggq←q
+ 2Pggq←q
c
c
CA = 2CF . Note also that the relative size of the large-Nc and Abelian splitting functions is
the ratio of color factors

2CF − CA
1
=− 2,
CA
Nc

(2.18)

which is exactly the same ratio as established in the form of the squared amplitude from
Eq. 2.13.
Then, in the collinear limit, the color interference observable we consider is the ratio of
these splitting functions:
O=

ab
Pggq←q
.
ab
nab
Pggq←q
+ 2Pggq←q

(2.19)

Explicit expressions for the splitting functions as functions of the energy fractions of the
particles in the splitting and their pairwise angles can be found in Refs. [36, 37]. In general,
these observables are complicated and unwieldy, and are not easily interpretable from their
analytic form. So, we will not present them here. However, the expressions do simplify
significantly when the helicities of the gluons are identical, and we will present explicit results
for this limited case in the next section.
2.3

Explicit Form of Color Interference Observable with Identical Gluon Helicities

When the two gluons have the same helicity, the amplitudes are of the so-called maximally
helicity violating (MHV) form, and take a very simple expression. Consider the tree-level
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color-ordered amplitude for the process l+ ¯l− → q + g1+ g2+ q̄ − :
hq̄¯li2
,
h12ih1qih2q̄ihl¯li

A(q + , g1+ , g2+ , q̄ − ) ∝

(2.20)

where l (¯l) is an initial (anti-)lepton and particle helicities are denoted by the superscripts.
We ignore overall coupling factors, focusing on the kinematic dependence exclusively. The
angle brackets denote the helicity spinor product, and up to a phase, correspond to the
square-root of the invariant mass of the two particles in the product. Standard references on
spinor helicity notation are Refs. [24, 38]. The amplitude when the gluons both have negative
helicity is related by complex conjugation and interchanging of the quark and anti-quark, and
so will produce the same absolute square, so we do not need to consider it explicitly. The
square of this amplitude with gluons of positive helicity is
|A(q

+

, g1+ , g2+ , q̄ − )|2

∝

s2q̄l̄
sll̄ s12 s1q s2q̄

,

(2.21)

where sij is the invariant mass of particles i and j. Summing this with the permuted squared
amplitude 1 ↔ 2 we produce the large-Nc limit:
ANc →∞ (q + , g + , g + , q̄ − )

2

=

s2q̄l̄ (s1q s2q̄ + s2q s1q̄ )
sll̄ s12 s1q s2q̄ s2q s1q̄

.

(2.22)

The Abelian amplitude is found by summing together the color-ordered amplitude with
the amplitude in which gluons 1 and 2 are permuted:
A(q + , γ + , γ + , q̄ − ) = A(q + , g1+ , g2+ , q̄ − ) + A(q + , g2+ , g1+ , q̄ − )
hq̄¯li2 hq q̄i
∝−
.
h1qih2q̄ih2qih1q̄ihl¯li

(2.23)

Its square is therefore
|A(q + , γ + , γ + , q̄ − )|2 ∝

s2q̄l̄ sqq̄
sll̄ s1q s2q̄ s2q s1q̄

.

(2.24)

The ratio of these two squared amplitudes with fixed helicity dramatically simplifies to
s12 sqq̄
|A(q + , γ + , γ + , q̄ − )|2
=
.
2
s1q s2q̄ + s2q s1q̄
|ANc →∞ (q + , g + , g + , q̄ − )|

(2.25)

Further, note that every term in the ratio is homogeneous in the energies of the final state
particles, so this observable can be expressed exclusively in terms of particle pairwise angles
θij :
(1 − cos θ12 )(1 − cos θqq̄ )
|A(q + , γ + , γ + , q̄ − )|2
.
=
2
(1 − cos θ1q )(1 − cos θ2q̄ ) + (1 − cos θ2q )(1 − cos θ1q̄ )
|ANc →∞ (q + , g + , g + , q̄ − )|
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(2.26)

✓12
✓1q
✓2q

Figure 1: Illustration of the configuration of two gluons (dots) about a quark (cross) in the
collinear limit on the celestial sphere. Relative angles between pairs of particles and about
the direction of the quark are shown.

In this form, it is trivial to take the collinear limit. With the gluons collinear to the
quark, we have θ12 , θ1q , θ2q → 0, but no assumed hierarchy between them. Additionally, the
anti-quark is antipodal to all other particles, so θiq̄ → π. Then the Abelian to large-Nc ratio
reduces to
2
|A(q + , γ + , γ + , q̄ − )|2
θ12
→
2 + θ2 .
q,g,g collinear |AN →∞ (q + , g + , g + , q̄ − )|2
θ1q
2q
c

lim

(2.27)

This is effectively identical in form to the jet color ring introduced in Ref. [25] as an observable
for discrimination of color-singlet resonance decays to quarks from massive gluon splitting to
quarks. Related observables were established through application of machine learning in
Ref. [39].
As this ratio observable is a measure of interference between distinct color states of the
gluons, it should manifest as a sinusoidal oscillation. This can be directly observed by reexpressing the ratio of pairwise angles in Eq. (2.27) through the law of cosines. We have
2
2
2
θ12
= θ1q
+ θ2q
− 2θ1q θ2q cos φ ,

(2.28)

where φ is the azimuthal angle between the two gluons with respect to the quark. This
configuration of particles on the celestial sphere is illustrated in Fig. 1. Then,
2θ1q θ2q
|A(q + , γ + , γ + , q̄ − )|2
→1− 2
2 cos φ ,
q,g,g collinear |AN →∞ (q + , g + , g + , q̄ − )|2
θ1q + θ2q
c
lim

(2.29)

clearly illustrating the interference through azimuthal modulation. For fixed angles θ1q , θ2q
from the quark, if the gluons are close in azimuth, then the value of the observable is less
than 1 and correspondingly the large-Nc amplitude is larger than the Abelian amplitude. At
large-Nc , the gluons would have a collinear singularity with each other. By contrast, if the
gluons are on opposite sides of the quark from one another, the Abelian matrix element is
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larger. Photons are emitted off of the quark independently, and so their distribution would
be flat in azimuth.
The form of the ratio of Abelian and large-Nc matrix elements is very special for this
helicity configuration; namely all energy dependence of the particles drops out. Including
other helicity configurations would spoil this feature, and complicate the interpretation of the
observable. Further, a naive application of the color observable as this energy-independent
ratio of angles is not IRC safe, and cannot be calculated in fixed-order perturbation theory.
This is problematic, because it was through fixed-order perturbation theory that we were able
to define this ratio in the first place. We will address and solve these issues in Sec. 3, and
provide a simple IRC safe definition of the color interference observable that can be applied
generally.
2.4

Interpretation of Color Interference and (In)distinguishibility of the Gluon

We have identified color interference through comparison of the large-Nc squared amplitude
|ANc →∞ (q, g, g, q̄)|2 and the Abelian amplitude |A(q, γ, γ, q̄)|2 . These two amplitudes are ends
of a spectrum, and QCD lies in between them. At truly large-Nc , every gluon carries a different color than every other gluon. As such, gluons at large-Nc are distinguishable particles.
Distinct configurations of distinguishable particles sum incoherently or at the squared amplitude level, as we observed above. Thus, a large-Nc squared amplitude describes a completely
random mixed state of distinguishable gluons, lacking any interference.
By contrast, all photons are identical particles in any process, and so distinct configurations must be summed together coherently, at the amplitude level. A collection of photons is
therefore a pure state that exhibits non-trivial interference due to indistinguishability. With,
Nc = 3, gluons in QCD are neither completely distinguishable nor identical, and so are some
intermediate mixed state whose purity is quantified by the relative size of the color factors,
1
CA − 2CF
= 2,
CA
Nc

(2.30)

which is about 10% in QCD.
This can be made more concrete by constructing the density matrices for these pure and
mixed states. We will ignore helicity assignments here for compactness, but anyway helicity
is observable and so helicity states sum incoherently. The pure state |ψi of two identical
photons is
|ψi =

|γ1 γ2 i + |γ2 γ1 i
√
.
2

(2.31)

Then, its density matrix in the space spanned by the two photon states is
1
1
1
1
ργγ = |ψihψ| = |γ1 γ2 ihγ1 γ2 | + |γ1 γ2 ihγ2 γ1 | + |γ2 γ1 ihγ1 γ2 | + |γ2 γ1 ihγ2 γ1 | .
2
2
2
2

(2.32)

As required by conservation of probability, tr ργγ = 1 and as a pure state its density matrix
is idempotent: ρ2γγ = ργγ . On the other hand, the large-Nc two-gluon state is completely
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Figure 2: Graphical representation of uncorrelated two-gluon emission in the collinear limit
from a quark. Left: An example Feynman diagram for the squared amplitude, with the
dashed vertical line representing the cut that exposes the final state particles. Right: The
corresponding birdtrack diagram that tracks the flow of color amongst the particles.

random, and so its density matrix is
1
1
ρgg = |g1 g2 ihg1 g2 | + |g2 g1 ihg2 g1 | ,
2
2

(2.33)

for which tr ρgg = 1, but ρ2gg 6= ρgg .
In QCD, the two-gluon density matrix would take the form:
1
1
2CF − CA
ρQCD = |g1 g2 ihg1 g2 | + |g2 g1 ihg2 g1 | +
(|g1 g2 ihg2 g1 | + |g2 g1 ihg1 g2 |) ,
2
2
4CF

(2.34)

which is a linear combination of the photon and large-Nc density matrices according to
Eq. (2.13) that ensures conservation of probability, tr ρQCD = 1. To measure the amount
of mixture of this state, we can compute the purity from the eigenvalues of the density matrix. The eigenvalues λ1 , λ2 of the QCD two-gluon density matrix are
λ1 =

CA
,
4CF

λ2 = 1 −

CA
.
4CF

(2.35)

The purity is the trace of the square of the density matrix, tr ρ2QCD , or
tr ρ2QCD = λ21 + λ22 = 1 −

CA
Nc2 Nc2 − 2
1
1
(4C
−
C
)
=
1
−
= +
+ ··· .
F
A
2
2
2
2 (Nc − 1)
2 2Nc4
8CF

(2.36)

On the farthest right equation, we have expanded the purity about the Nc → ∞ limit. Recall
that for a completely random ensemble of two states, the purity is 1/2, thus two gluons in
QCD has a density matrix that is very slightly less than completely random. Other measures
of purity or entropy can easily be calculated from this QCD density matrix, but the same
conclusion would be reached, so we do not study it further here.
Further, two gluons (or any pair of states) can only exhibit quantum interference if their
combined state has no non-trivial quantum numbers. Relevant for QCD, this means that
two gluons only interfere if their product color state is a singlet. Indeed, the singlet can be
formed from multiplying two adjoint gluons as 8 ⊗ 8 ⊃ 1, in SU(3). This interference can
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Figure 3: Graphical representation of correlated two-gluon emission in the collinear limit
from a quark. Left: An example Feynman diagram for the squared amplitude, with the
dashed vertical line representing the cut that exposes the final state particles. Right: The
corresponding birdtrack diagram that tracks the flow of color amongst the particles.

also be observed from a color-flow birdtrack diagram [2, 40, 41]. In the collinear limit, we
can consider a squared amplitude for two gluon emission off of a quark line and the squared
amplitude that would be present in an integral over phase space for calculation of a cross
section. A Feynman diagram that represents uncorrelated collinear gluon emission would be,
for example, as shown on the left in Fig. 2. The corresponding birdtrack diagram is shown
on the right in Fig. 2. Note that there are two closed loops in the birdtrack diagram, which
each contribute a factor of Nc to the value of the squared amplitude. Further, as closed
loops, there is no restriction on their color; the color that flows along each disconnected line
is distinct from all others. As such, the colors of the two emitted gluons are not the same
and so the gluons are distinguishable, and therefore exhibit no quantum interference through
the color quantum number. This is expected because this is a planar birdtrack diagram, and
so contributes in the large-Nc limit.
By contrast, we can consider a different squared amplitude, for example that illustrated
on the left of Fig. 3, in which the two gluons are emitted in a correlated manner off of the
quark. This diagram is non-planar as the gluons that cross the cut have to pass over one
another. Its corresponding birdtrack diagram is illustrated on the right of Fig. 3. Unlike the
planar birdtrack diagram in Fig. 2, there is only a single color line in this diagram, that just
happens to trace out a complicated shape representing the quark and two gluons. Because
there is a single color line, this means that the colors of the gluons are necessarily equal, and
so they are indistinguishable particles that can and do exhibit quantum interference. Finally,
because there are no closed color loops, this diagram is a factor of 1/Nc2 suppressed with
respect to the planar diagram. Because quantum interference only exists if the gluons have
the same color, this can only be guaranteed if there is only one color line in the diagram, and
this is therefore necessarily a subleading color effect.

3

Embedding Color Interference in an IRC Safe Observable

The color interference observable we have constructed as a ratio of Abelian to large-Nc matrix elements is sensitive to color interference through the relative angles between two gluons
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emitted off of a quark. An observable that is exclusively dependent on angles between particles may naively not seem like it is IRC safe, because the lack of energy weighting could mean
that arbitrarily soft particles can contribute significantly. This would indeed be the case if
we demand that every jet returns a single, unique value associated with the color interference
observable. However, if instead we consider energy-weighted cross sections, where contributions to angular distributions are weighted by the energies of the particles being associated,
IRC safety can be restored. In this case, each jet will return a distribution of angles, which
will be populated according to the dominant energy flow.
To accomplish this, we will describe the orientation of the emitted gluons off of the quark
with the three-point energy correlator [26], a generalization of the energy-energy correlator
[27] introduced long ago to probe emission or antenna patterns of QCD radiation. We will
now work exclusively to leading order in the collinear limit of a jet. Anticipating future
experimental applications and a robust way to identify the intiating quark, we will identify
the pattern of radiation about a bottom quark. We then define the energy-weighted cross
section from the three-point energy correlator relevant for this problem as:
!
!

2
2
2 
XZ
θbj
θij
θbi
Eb Ei Ej
d3 σ
≡
δ z1 −
δ z2 −
δ z12 −
.
(3.1)
dσ
dz1 dz2 dz12
Q3
4
4
4
i,j

In this expression, the bottom quark is denoted by b, and the cross section is differential in
three energy-weighted angles: the angles between the bottom quark and either particle i or j
in the jet, and the angle between particles i and j. The sums run over all particles i and j in the
jet which has total energy Q. This has been expanded in the collinear limit and is expressed
in natural phase space coordinates for jets produced in e+ e− collisions. For jets produced
at a hadron collider, energies and angles would be replaced by momentum transverse to the
collision beam and pseudorapidity-azimuth distances, respectively. Note that this expression
is a bit different than the more inclusive form of the energy correlators [26, 27] for which
there are no identified particles and all energies weightings are summed over all particles. For
observation of color interference however, it is vital that the quark be identified so that angles
about the quark that are sensitive to color interference are unambiguous.
As observed in Sec. 2.3, the azimuthal angle between the gluons about the quark is
sensitive to the effects of color interference. So, we will exchange the pairwise angle z12 with
the azimuthal angle φ, using the law of cosines, where
cos φ =

2 + θ2 − θ2
θb̂i
ij
b̂j

2θb̂i θb̂j

=

z1 + z2 − z12
.
√
2 z1 z2

(3.2)

So, the differential cross section we will consider can be related to the three-point energy
correlator simply:
√
d3 σ
dz12
d3 σ
d3 σ
=
= 2 z1 z2 sin φ
.
dz1 dz2 dφ
dφ dz1 dz2 dz12
dz1 dz2 dz12
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(3.3)

Then, we will take this triple-differential cross section in the angles of the two other particles
with respect to the quark and their azimuthal angle as a proxy for the relevant phase space
coordinates that define the ratio of cross sections observable, Eq. (2.19).
Then, our procedure for identification of the color interference effects from this threepoint correlator is as follows. We calculate the triple-differential cross section on our jets
from experimental data or from the full-color splitting function, Eq. (2.15), and we will
denote this cross section with a superscript (fc). Color interference is due to effects beyond
leading color, and so we want to compare this full color measurement or prediction to the
leading color prediction as calculated with the leading-color splitting function contribution of
Eq. (2.17). We will denote this triple-differential cross section with superscript (lc). Then,
color interference will be imprinted through sinusoidal oscillation in the azimuthal angle φ
through the cross section difference and ratio observable O(φ|z1 , z2 )
O(φ|z1 , z2 ) ≡

d3 σ (fc)
d3 σ (lc)
dz1 dz2 dφ − dz1 dz2 dφ
d3 σ (lc)
dz1 dz2 dφ

.

(3.4)

That is, we define O as a function of the azimuthal angle, conditioned on fixed angles of
the particles with respect to the quark. As the difference between the full- and leading-color
cross sections, the numerator exclusively consists of subleading-color effects, reproducing the
observable formed from the ratio of Abelian to large-Nc splitting functions in Eq. (2.19), but
expressed in IRC safe, reduced phase space coordinates.
With this formulation of the interference observable, it is useful to plot the prediction
from the splitting functions directly. First, for the case where we reduce the splitting functions
to just include the MHV helicity contributions, recall that the ratio of the matrix elements
in the collinear limit takes the form
√
2 z1 z2
2θ1q θ2q
|A(q + , γ + , γ + , q̄ − )|2
lim
→1− 2
(3.5)
2 cos φ = 1 − z + z cos φ .
q,g,g collinear |AN →∞ (q + , g + , g + , q̄ − )|2
θ1q + θ2q
1
2
c
On the right, we have just expressed the result in terms of the phase space coordinates of the
three-point energy correlator. When embedded in the observable defined in Eq. (3.4), there
is an additional multiplicative factor accounting for the suppression at subleading color:


√
d3 σ (lc,MHV)
d3 σ (fc,MHV)
2 z1 z 2
1
dz1 dz2 dφ − dz1 dz2 dφ
=− 2 1−
cos φ .
(3.6)
d3 σ (lc,MHV)
Nc
z 1 + z2
dz1 dz2 dφ

This simple MHV result will be useful for comparing to the distribution of azimuthal angle
φ from the complete splitting functions.
The three-point energy correlator can be calculated on the q → qgg splitting function
from the expression
!
!

Z
2
2
2 
θbj
θij
θbi
d3 σ
Eb E1 E2
= dΦ3
Pq←qgg δ z1 −
δ z2 −
δ z12 −
.
dz1 dz2 dz12
(Eb + E1 + E2 )3
4
4
4
(3.7)
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Figure 4: Plot of the relative sinusoidal color interference between the full- and leadingcolor contributions to the complete q → qgg collinear splitting functions (top) and the MHV
collinear splitting function result of Eq. 3.6 (bottom). The colors correspond to different
ratios of the distances of the two gluons to the quark.

Here, dΦ3 is differential three-body collinear phase space whose expression can be found in
Refs. [42–44] and E1 and E2 are the energies of the two gluons. While a closed-form, analytic
expression for the three-point energy correlator in the triple collinear limit was calculated
in Ref. [26] and recently computed for arbitrary angles in N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory
[45], the analytic expressions are extremely unwieldy. For making plots we simply perform
numerical integrals of the splitting functions over phase space using the implementation of
Vegas [46] from the Cuba libraries [47].
We plot the color interference azimuthal distribution from the complete and MHV splitting functions in Fig. 4. In these plots, we have fixed the ratio of the angles of the gluons to
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the quark z1 /z2 to values distinguished by color. The dominant description of the azimuthal
distribution is clearly accounted for by the simple MHV result of Eq. (3.6). Even with the
complete splitting function, the distribution exhibits a single node about its mean, independent of the relative angles of the gluons to the quark. This suggests that dependence of the
azimuthal distribution on the ratio z ≡ z1 /z2 factorizes into a simple form:
!
∞
X
1
cn cos(nφ) ,
(3.8)
O(φ|z) = − 2 1 + f (z)
Nc
n=1

for some function f (z) and constant coefficients cn in the Fourier series. This assumed form
can then be used to extract the Fourier coefficients in data and conclusively demonstrate
interference due to subleading color effects.
Throughout this analysis, we have ignored the contribution from g → q q̄ splitting. For
jets that include a bottom quark, the collinear splitting function b → bq q̄, for q = u, d, s, c,
should be included because the flavor of the particles emitted off of the bottom quark cannot
be determined. However, the numerical effect of including this splitting function on the
azimuthal distribution is very small, and is only a modification of about 5% to the leadingcolor splitting functions.

4

Predictions in Monte Carlo

With this understanding and predictions from the fixed-order collinear splitting functions,
we now turn to comparison with parton shower Monte Carlos. We generated pp → bb̄ events
in Pythia 8.306 [48] at a center-of-mass collision energy of 7 TeV. Default settings were
used, except turning on and off hadronization. Further, to track the bottom quark axis after
hadronization, we turned off all B hadron decays. Anti-kT jets [49] with radius R = 0.5
and transverse momentum in the range 500 < pT < 550 GeV were found and analyzed in
FastJet 3.4.0 [50]. We then calculated the three-point energy correlator about the bottom
quark or hadron direction and extracted the azimuthal distribution for each ratio of angles to
the bottom quark. The Pythia distributions were normalized to integrate to the fixed-order
leading-color distribution, and the resulting distributions were compared to the fixed-order
results.
These results are plotted in Fig. 5. First, at top, we compare parton Pythia8 to both
the leading- and full-color fixed-order distributions of the azimuthal angle, fixing the relative
angle to the bottom quark to be z1 /z2 = 0.5. The leading- and full-color distributions differ
only slightly at this scale, as expected from the analysis of the previous section. However, the
Pythia8 distribution is significantly less peaked at small azimuthal angles. Some of this can
be explained through the two other plots. The middle plot compares parton- and hadronlevel Pythia8 to the fixed-order leading-color distribution. Hadronization does seem to very
slightly flatten the Monte Carlo results. Because hadronization affects the collinear region
of a jet, smearing it out, this seems to suggest that jets at higher energies would have an
azimuthal distribution from the parton shower that is more highly peaked at φ = 0. Finally,
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at bottom, to study mass effects, we compare the azimuthal distribution from pp → bb̄ and
pp → cc̄ processes at parton level. Interestingly, reducing the quark mass seems to also
flatten the distribution, which complicates an interpretation. Additionally, Pythia8 is only a
leading-color parton shower, so we are unable to estimate the size of subleading color effects
directly within it. We look to more detailed study with parton showers beyond both leading
logarithmic and leading color accuracy to fully establish color interference effects.

5

Conclusions

We have introduced a novel observable that is explicitly sensitive to physics beyond the leading
color approximation, due to quantum interference of intermediate states with different color
quantum numbers. Our construction of this observable relied on identifying the goal as a
binary discrimination problem for which the Neyman-Pearson lemma ensures that the optimal
observable is the likelihood ratio. Ratios of distributions on particle phase space are not in
general IRC safe, so we embed this observable into an all-orders IRC safe observable using
properties of the multi-point energy correlation functions. For the simplest process exhibiting
non-trivial color interference, a collinear jet with three particles, the dominant interference
effect is proportional to a cos φ modulation, but whose amplitude is suppressed by 1/Nc2 .
Leading-color parton shower Monte Carlos seem to qualitatively agree with the leading color
predictions for the distribution of angles of gluons about the initiating quark in the jet.
For this final point, much more analysis is necessary. To firmly establish that leadingcolor parton shower Monte Carlos cannot describe these effects, we need concrete predictions
from parton showers beyond leading color. Many programs exist [4–17], but in general are
not available for public use. We urge these collaborations to measure these subleading color
observables on the simulated data produced by their parton showers and compare with the
full-color results in the collinear limit as defined by the 1 → 3 collinear splitting function.
For establishing that a full-color parton shower is accurate at logarithmic accuracy requires further work beyond that presented in this paper. Our predictions have been limited
to fixed perturbative order, though in the collinear limit. A parton shower is designed to
resum logarithms that arise at all orders in perturbation theory and effects from beyond fixed
order may distort the prediction of the sinusoidal interference plotted in Fig. 4. For example,
resummation of the collinear logarithms for the interference of intermediate spin states of the
gluon in Ref. [1] slightly reduces the amplitude of the interference effect. This has further
been established to be described by a next-to-leading logarithmic accurate parton shower [51].
However, it is also important to note that the kinematic regime in which spin interference is
manifest is distinct from that where color interference is manifest. First, both are studied in
the collinear limit, where all particles in the energy correlator are at small angles to one another. However, spin correlations are further only present when the intermediate gluon goes
on-shell, which requires a strong ordering of the collinearity of the daughter particles from
the gluon. Thus, there are multiple, hierarchical collinear scales that must be resummed. By
contrast, color interference is present when there is no strong ordering of the angles between
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interfering particles and so its factorization and resummation will be significantly different.
We look forward to the development of a framework for analytical resummation in this regime.
Finally, this color interference can in principle be measured in data collected in the
experiments at the Large Hadron Collider to establish the existence of quantum interference
due to orthogonal intermediate color states. While measurements within the collaborations
could firmly establish quantitative comparisons with predictions, less rigorous analyses could
be performed on the CMS experiment’s data [52, 53] within the CERN OpenData project [54].
Recently, data collected in 2015 was released to the public in which long-live B hadrons have
been identified a displaced vertices in the data, e.g., Ref. [55]. The bottom hadron can act
as a proxy for the perturbative bottom quark initiating the jet, and therefore defines an axis
about which to measure color correlations. This would be an exciting prospect for another
avenue of establishing the importance of quantum mechanics to describe collier physics data.
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[48] T. Sjöstrand, S. Ask, J. R. Christiansen, R. Corke, N. Desai, P. Ilten, S. Mrenna, S. Prestel,
C. O. Rasmussen, and P. Z. Skands, An introduction to PYTHIA 8.2, Comput. Phys. Commun.
191 (2015) 159–177, [arXiv:1410.3012].

– 20 –

[49] M. Cacciari, G. P. Salam, and G. Soyez, The anti-kt jet clustering algorithm, JHEP 04 (2008)
063, [arXiv:0802.1189].
[50] M. Cacciari, G. P. Salam, and G. Soyez, FastJet User Manual, Eur. Phys. J. C 72 (2012) 1896,
[arXiv:1111.6097].
[51] A. Karlberg, G. P. Salam, L. Scyboz, and R. Verheyen, Spin correlations in final-state parton
showers and jet observables, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021), no. 8 681, [arXiv:2103.16526].
[52] CMS Collaboration, S. Chatrchyan et al., The CMS Experiment at the CERN LHC, JINST 3
(2008) S08004.
[53] CMS Collaboration, “2020 CMS data preservation, re-use and open access policy.” CERN
Open Data Portal 10.7483/OPENDATA.CMS.1BNU.8V1W, 2020.
[54] “Cern open data portal.” https://opendata.cern.ch.
[55] CMS Collaboration, “BTagCSV primary dataset in MINIAOD format from RunD of 2015
(/BTagCSV/Run2015D-16Dec2015-v1/MINIAOD).” CERN Open Data Portal.
DOI:10.7483/OPENDATA.CMS.6O33.17Z4, 2021.

– 21 –

Azimuthal Distribution for z1 /z2 = 0.5
15

Pythia8

dϕ

dσ

10

Leading Color
Full Color

5

0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

ϕ

Azimuthal Distribution for z1 /z2 = 0.5
15

Pythia8 Parton

dϕ

dσ

10

Pythia8 Hadron
Leading Color

5

0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

ϕ

Azimuthal Distribution for z1 /z2 = 0.5
15

Pythia8 Bottom

dϕ

dσ

10

Pythia8 Charm
Leading Color

5

0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

ϕ

Figure 5: Plots of the distribution of the azimuthal angle between the two probes with respect to the hard quark axis as defined through the three-point energy correlator. Top: Comparison of distribution from parton-level Pythia8 with the fixed-order leading- and full-color
distributions. Middle: Comparison of distribution from parton- and hadron-level Pythia8
with the fixed-order leading-color distribution. Bottom: Comparison of distribution from initiating bottom and charm quarks in parton-level Pythia8 with the fixed-order leading-color
distribution.
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