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ABSTRACT

We calculate the one-loop corrections to the soft anomalous dimension matrices
for the production of a top-antitop quark pair in association with a jet at hadron
colliders. This is a step forward towards implementing a procedure for the
resummation of soft-gluon emission logarithms for the ttj+X hadroproduction
process, that will enable the improvement of the accuracy of the ttj + X cross
sections, beyond the current degree of knowledge. The latter, so far, has reached
the next-to-leading order (NLO) level, complemented by the accuracy of the
Shower Monte Carlo approaches used in matching the NLO computations to
parton showers (PS) and by merging with matrix elements with a different
number of light jets.
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1 Introduction

Studying ttj + X production at hadron colliders is one of the relevant projects for better
understanding top-quark physics. Already some years ago, it was shown that the differential
cross sections for ttj +X hadroproduction with respect to the observable ρs = 2mt /

√
sttj

introduced in Ref. [1], where mt is the top-quark mass and sttj is the squared invariant
mass of the system of the top, antitop quarks and hardest jet, shows a good sensitivity to
the top-quark mass value and hence can be used for its determination. The ATLAS and
CMS collaborations obtained the top-quark mass from the normalized ρs distribution at

√
S

= 8 TeV [2,3], following a first analysis by ATLAS at
√
S = 7 TeV [4,5], which served as a

proof-of-concept of the methodology. Further top-quark mass extractions at
√
S = 13 TeV

are currently in preparation and/or in a preliminary status [6], also thanks to the most
recent high-statistics data on single- and multi-differential cross sections collected during
Run 2 at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). A summary of most of the measurements of
top-quark mass already performed by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations, using this and
other methods, can be found in e.g. Ref. [7].

Measurements relying on the comparison between Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)
predictions for (differential) cross sections with a well-defined accuracy and experimental
data, like those mentioned above, are prominent examples of the so-called indirect methods
for determining the top-quark mass. They have become clear competitors to the direct mea-
surements, based on the kinematical reconstruction of top quarks from their decay products
with the aid of Monte Carlo event generators, and provide the advantage, with respect to
the latter, of leading to mass values in various well-defined mass renormalization schemes,
used for computing the cross section itself. Beside the value of the pole mass, the values of
the short-distance masses like the MS [8], and the MSR one [9,10], intrinsically more precise
because insensitive to long-distance physics effects, can be extracted [11]. At present, top-
quark mass extractions via the ttj + X process are based on next-to-leading-order (NLO)
QCD estimates of the corresponding production cross sections. The NLO QCD corrections
to pp → ttj production were first calculated in Ref. [12]. Uncertainties due to missing
higher orders accompanying the NLO QCD cross sections, translate into uncertainties on
the mt value amounting to ∼ ±0.5 GeV in the most recent analyses [6]. It is expected that
elevating cross section accuracy beyond NLO could improve the current indirect estimates
of the top-quark mass, leading to reduced systematic uncertainties. On the other hand,
issues in the comparison between detailed experimental data already available and state-
of-the-art theory predictions with an accuracy not matching the one of the data and, thus,
requiring further improvements, have already been pointed out in case of multi-differential
cross sections for the tt production case (see e.g. Ref. [13]).

While NLO QCD computations of ttj hadroproduction were matched to parton shower
approaches using various methods [14–17], approximate NLO electroweak corrections were
estimated [18], and merging with tt computations was also implemented [18,19] using fully
numerical methods, the extension of the accuracy of both the total and differential cross
sections to the next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO) in QCD still represents significant
technical challenges [20]. At NNLO these consist of the two-loop integrals entering into
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double virtual contributions, which are mostly unknown for 2 → 3 kinematics with massive
partons, as well as approaches to deal with the singularities arising from the soft and
collinear emissions of massless particles and with the cancellation of the corresponding
infrared poles, which also need further development.

Meanwhile, in conjunction with the already available amplitudes at LO and NLO, it is
possible to employ the well-established formalism of resummation [21,22] of large logarith-
mic terms associated to soft-gluon emission, to predict the all-order contribution coming
from this specific class of higher-order terms. This class provides the dominant contri-
bution to the cross section in the phase-space regions where the corresponding terms are
particularly large, i.e. close to threshold. By re-expanding the all-order results with a well
defined logarithmic accuracy (leading logarithmic, next-to-leading logarithmic, etc.), it is
then possible to determine differential cross sections with different degrees of approximate
fixed-order accuracy. In particular, approximate NNLO differential cross sections for the ttj
hadroproduction process might be obtained for the first time. One may foresee a scientific
development somehow similar to the one for the tt + X hadroproduction process, where,
historically, approximate NNLO predictions for total cross sections [23] were published be-
fore exact NNLO results could be computed [24–27]. The main difference with respect to
the tt + X hadroproduction process is that, while for the latter it was possible to first de-
velop calculations for total inclusive cross sections and check the validity of the threshold
approximation, predictions for the ttj + X hadroproduction process are divergent already
at leading order, implying the necessity to impose fiducial cuts on the light jet and work at
the differential level from the very beginning.

To be able to successfully apply the resummation formalism at the next-to-leading lo-
garithmic (NLL) level, one of the missing ingredients are the one-loop corrections to the
soft functions, that enter the formulas used to refactorize partonic cross sections in the
framework of the resummation formalism of soft-gluon logarithms. In the following of this
manuscript, we define the soft functions for tt+ jet production in parton-parton scattering
and express them in terms of their building blocks, the soft anomalous dimension matrices in
Section 2. We provide the details of the calculation of the latter at 1-loop and the procedure
to automatize this step in Section 3. We report the analytic results of this calculation in
Section 4. We discuss their connection with the infrared pole structure of the virtual
amplitudes and related cross-checks in Section 5. We draw our conclusions in Section 6.
Technical details on the color bases and the derivation of the color structures of the soft
anomalous dimension matrices are left to the Appendices. Beyond the specific application
on which we focused in this work, a review of the status of calculations and explicit results
on soft anomalous dimension matrices for a number of processes interesting for collider
phenomenology appeared recently in Ref. [28]. A general recipe for the calculation of the
color structures of these matrices can be found in Ref. [29]. On the other hand, recent
developments on the calculation of soft anomalous dimension matrices in multi-particle
scattering amplitudes at higher orders are summarized in Ref. [30], together with up-to-
date insights and perspectives for the future.
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2 Definition of the soft function for ttj hadroproduction

Factorization theorems allow to express partonic cross sections (or partonic multi-particle
scattering amplitudes) in terms of hard functions, soft functions and jet functions. Emissions
that are neither soft, nor collinear, are included in the hard functions, collinear non-soft
emissions are encoded in the jet functions and soft wide-angle (i.e. non-collinear) emis-
sions are described by the soft functions. The latter kind of emissions are conveniently
parametrized by Wilson lines. Adopting the notation of Ref. [31], a general Wilson line is
defined along the path C in space-time, beginning at the point zµ and ending at the point
z′µ:

W (f)
[
C; z′, z

]
= P exp

[
−ig

∫ η2

η1

dη
dy(η)

dη
·A(f)(y(η))

]
, (1)

where g is the SU(Nc) gauge coupling, with Nc equal to the number of colors, A
(f)
µ (y) is

the gauge field in the fundamental or adjoint representation of the SU(Nc) group, corre-
sponding to f being a quark or a gluon, respectively, and P denotes path-ordering in the
same sense of η, i.e. when the exponential is expanded, the fields with the higher value
of η are on the left. The path C is parametrized by a function yµ(η) in the variable η,
with endpoints yµ(η1) = zµ and yµ(η2) = z′µ. The classical trajectory of an initial or final
state parton moving with velocity βµ can be expressed as a straight line yµ(η) = ηβµ + xµ,
stretching from the interaction vertex xµ to infinity, either from the distant past (initial
state, η1 = −∞) or towards the distant future (final state, η2 = +∞). The corresponding
Wilson line is given by

Φ
(f)
β (η2, η1;x) = P exp

[
−ig

∫ η2

η1

dη β ·A(f)(ηβ + x)

]
. (2)

The ttj hadroproduction process has the following structure at the Born level:

a(βa, c
(fa)
a ) b(βb, c

(fb)
b )→ 1(β1, c

(f1)
1 ) 2(β2, c

(f2)
2 ) 3(β3, c

(f3)
3 ) , (3)

where c
(f)
i are color indices in the representation f described above, depending on the kind

of parton i under consideration. In particular, ttj hadroproduction at the LHC can occur
through distinct tree-level hard-scattering subprocesses (see Eq. (13) in the following). For
each of the two subprocesses gg → ttg and qq → ttg, it is useful to choose a color basis {cI},
with the index I labeling a generic element of the color basis, and to define a set of eikonal
non-local operators {ωI}, in one by one correspondence with the elements of the color basis.
We emphasize that the color basis for a specific subprocess is not unique and depends on
the kinds of partons (quarks, antiquarks and gluons) involved in the subprocess. In Mellin
space we write the ωI operator as

ω
{f}
I (x){ck} =

∑
di

Φf3
β3

(∞, 0;x)c3,d3Φf2
β2

(∞, 0;x)c2,d2Φf1
β1

(∞, 0;x)c1,d1

(
c
{f}
I

)
d3d2d1,dbda

×Φfa
βa

(0,−∞;x)da,caΦfb
βb

(0,−∞;x)db,cb , (4)

which generalizes the expression used in Ref. [31] for the dijet case to our process. In the

previous formula the color tensor
(
c
{f}
I

)
d3d2d1,dbda

links the five Wilson lines corresponding
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to the external legs of the subprocess and encodes the coupling of the Wilson lines one with
each other in color space, while the superscript {f} refers to the ensemble of the flavors of
all external lines, i.e. {fa, fb, f1, f2, f3}. In terms of this operator the eikonal cross section
is given by [32,33]:

σ
{f},eik
LI (αs, ε) =

∑
ξ

δ(w − w(ξ))×
〈

0

∣∣∣∣T [(ω{f}L (0)
)†
{bi}

]∣∣∣∣ ξ〉〈ξ ∣∣∣T [ω{f}I (0){bi}

]∣∣∣ 0〉 , (5)

where T and T are time ordering and anti-time ordering operators respectively, |ξ〉 denotes
a set of intermediate states, L is an index running over the elements of the color basis,
analogously to I, and αs = g2/(4π) is the strong coupling constant. The contribution of the
|ξ〉-state to the weight is given by w(ξ), where w is the corresponding measure of the eikonal
phase space near partonic threshold in the center–of–mass frame of the colliding partons [31].
In the eikonal approximation of Eq. (5) soft gluons are allowed to be collinear as well.
Dimensional regularization is understood, according to which we work in D dimensions,
with D = 4 − ε, and soft and soft-collinear singularities are re-expressed in terms of poles
for ε → 0. In the definition of the soft function adopted here, we have to factor out the
soft-collinear contributions, since only soft wide-angle emissions are included1. Thus, the
soft function is defined as the part free of collinear divergences of the eikonal cross section,
introduced in Eq. (5), after a Mellin transform of the latter, which leads to the following
factorized form

σ
{f},eikN
LI = S

{f} N
LI jNa j

N
b j

N
1 j

N
2 j

N
3 . (6)

In this formula the superscript N indicates that the N -th Mellin moment of the cross
section is obtained through the transform, SN denotes the soft-function matrix in Mellin
space, whereas jNa , jNb , jN1 , jN2 , jN3 are the jet functions corresponding to the initial- and
final-state particles, describing both collinear soft and collinear non-soft emissions.

Notice that, due to this definition, if we expand in a power series the exponentials which
come from the Wilson lines involved in the soft-function construction, at the Born level,
where there is no need for renormalization, we simply get

S
{f},0
LI =

〈
c
{f}
L |c

{f}
I

〉
. (7)

To be able to perform the resummation of the logarithms associated to soft wide-angle
gluon emissions and see how the soft function exponentiates, we have to study its renormali-
zation properties. By definition, each soft function is free of collinear divergences. However,
it still contains the ultraviolet (UV) divergences, which can be re-expressed in terms of poles
for ε→ 0 through dimensional regularization. Then the UV poles have to be renormalized
using appropriate counter-terms. In the MS scheme these counter-terms contain the UV
divergent part of the corresponding eikonal amplitudes. Since the soft function in Eq. (5)

1Soft-collinear emissions can enter in both the soft and the jet functions, so that different options exist,
all aimed at avoiding double counting. In the factorization approach applied in this work, the jet functions
include both, collinear non-soft and soft-collinear emissions, whereas each soft function describes only soft
wide-angle gluon emissions (and absorptions) from the initial and final-state partons [22,31,34].
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is defined as a product of two operators, it has to be renormalized multiplicatively:

S
{f}(B)

LI =
(
Z
{f}†
S

)
LB

S
{f}
BA

(
Z
{f}
S

)
AI

, (8)

where the superscript (B) on the left-hand side denotes the bare soft function and the ZS
matrix includes the renormalization counter-terms.

Applying the µd/dµ operation on Eq. (8) and considering that bare quantities do not
depend on the renormalization scale µ, one can derive a renormalization group equation,
which assumes the form [35,36]

µ
d

dµ
S
{f}
LI =

(
µ
∂

∂µ
+ β(αs)

∂

∂αs

)
S
{f}
LI = −

(
Γ
{f}
S

)†
LB

S
{f}
BI − S

{f}
LA

(
Γ
{f}
S

)
AI
, (9)

where β(αs) is the QCD β-function. The matrices Γ
{f}
S are process-specific functions of g

through αs. They depend on the process kinematics and color structure. They are referred
to as soft anomalous dimension matrices in the literature. The solution of the equation
above gives the resummation of all logarithms of the scale µ. By comparing Eq. (8) and
Eq. (9) one arrives at the following expression for the soft anomalous dimension matrices
at one-loop in the MS scheme:(

Γ
{f}
S

)
LI

(αs) = −αs
∂

∂αs
Resε→0

(
Z
{f}
S

)
LI

(αs, ε) , (10)

which indicates that soft anomalous dimensions are partial derivatives of residues of the UV

poles contained in the Z
{f}
S matrices. The solution of Eq. (9) can be written as

S(µ) = P exp

[∫ µ

µ0

dµ′

µ′
Γ†S(αs(µ

′2))

]
S(µ0)P exp

[∫ µ

µ0

dµ′

µ′
ΓS(αs(µ

′2))

]
, (11)

where P and P refer to path-ordered exponentials in the same and in the opposite sense
as the integration variable µ, respectively, and we have suppressed the superscripts {f} on
top of ΓS and S to lighten the notation.

Hence, having the soft anomalous dimension matrix, enables us to determine the soft
matrix, provided that this matrix is known at an initial scale µ0. S(µ0) can be fixed by
matching the leading-order expansion of the resummed cross section to the result of a
leading-order exact calculation.

The soft anomalous dimension matrices have a perturbative expansion, driven by the
definition of the eikonal cross section, Eq. (5):

ΓS =
(αs

2π

)
Γ
(1)
S +

(αs
2π

)2
Γ
(2)
S +O(α3

s). (12)

The result of this expansion can be expressed diagrammatically by means of Wilson
webs (for a review on webs see e.g. Ref. [37]), which are generated in the following way:

• all initial and final state particles are connected to the common vertex;
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• the external partons, which are involved in the QCD interaction, are represented by
Wilson lines;

• at one-loop level, one has to consider all possible single gluon exchanges between the
Wilson legs.

The Feynman rules involving the Wilson lines are somewhat different from the standard
QCD Feynman rules involving quarks and gluons and are called eikonal Feynman rules. In
the following we adopt for them the prescriptions of Ref. [38].

3 Soft anomalous dimension matrices for ttj hadroproduc-
tion

At leading order the hadronic process p + p → tt + jet consists of the following partonic
subprocesses:

1) q + q → t+ t+ g ,

2) q + g → t+ t+ q, g + q → t+ t+ q ,

3) q + g → t+ t+ q, g + q → t+ t+ q ,

4) g + g → t+ t+ g . (13)

Notice that the ttq and ttq production processes is not symmetric with respect to the
exchange of the initial state particles and hence, we have to consider both the qg and the
gq channels explicitly.

From the point of view of color space, processes 2) and 3) do not differ from process
1). This is because all these three processes involve the same color vertices. Hence, we
only need to work out processes 1) and 4) explicitly. Results for processes 2) and 3) can be
inferred from those of process 1) by relabeling the indices. The color structure of this and
other 2→ 3 processes has already been analyzed in Ref. [39]. For our calculations we have
used the same color bases presented there and reported in Appendix A for completeness.

Let us discuss the case of the qq → ttg subprocess explicitly. The same principles
apply to the gg induced subprocess. Figure 1 shows Wilson-web graphs corresponding
to all possible one-loop soft gluon exchanges between the involved partons, plus the self-
energy corrections for the heavy quark and antiquark (on the other hand, for each massless
parton the self-energy contribution vanishes because of the scaleless loop integral). The
corresponding amplitudes for these graphs, obtained by applying the eikonal Feynman rules
in Ref. [38], are summarized in Table 1, where we factorize the kinematical (κij) and color
parts (Fij). Similarly, Table 2 reports the amplitudes for the Wilson web graphs relevant
for the gg → ttg subprocess. These graphs are analogous to those reported in Fig. 1, except
for the initial-state Wilson lines (see caption of Fig. 1).

We work in a general axial gauge, introducing a vector nµ, whose components act as
gauge parameters, which satisfies the conditions n · A = 0, n2 6= 0. This simplifies the
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(a)

(b)

Figure 1: One-loop corrections to the soft function of the qq → ttg partonic subprocess:
(a) vertex corrections, (b) heavy-quark self-energies. Double lines with arrow correspond
to quark Wilson lines, whereas lines without arrow correspond to gluon Wilson lines. The
direction of a curved arrow shows the momentum flow inside the loop. The Wilson webs for
the gg → ttg process can be obtained by substituting the initial-state quark and antiquark
Wilson lines with gluon Wilson lines and leaving all the rest the same.
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Connection (i− j) Kinematical part (κij) Color part (Fij)
before integration

1− 2
vµ1

−v1·l+iε
−vν2
v2·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc1c′1
Tαc′2c2

δc3c′3δc4c′4δγ5γ′5

1− 3
vµ1

v1·l+iε
vν3

v3·l+iε
Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc1c′1
Tαc′3c3

δc2c′2δc4c′4δγ5γ′5

1− 4
vµ1

v1·l+iε
−vν4
v4·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc1c′1
Tαc4c′4

δc2c′2δc3c′3δγ5γ′5

1− 5
vµ1

v1·l+iε
−vν5
v5·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc1c′1
(−ifαγ5γ′5)δc2c′2δc3c′3δc4c′4

2− 3
−vµ2
−v2·l+iε

vν3
−v3·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′2c2
Tαc′3c3

δc1c′1δc4c′4δγ5γ′5

2− 4
−vµ2
−v2·l+iε

−vν4
−v4·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′2c2
Tαc4c′4

δc1c′1δc3c′3δγ5γ′5

2− 5
−vµ2
−v2·l+iε

vν5
−v5·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′2c2
(−ifαγ′5γ5)δc1c′1δc3c′3δc′4c4

3− 4
vµ3

−v3·l+iε
−vν4
v4·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′3c3
Tαc4c′4

δc1c′1δc2c′2δγ5γ′5

3− 5
vµ3

−v3·l+iε
−vν5
v5·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′3c3
(−ifαγ5γ′5)δc1c′1δc2c′2δc4c′4

4− 5
vµ4

−v4·l+iε
−vν5
v5·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc4c′4
(−ifαγ5γ′5)δγ1γ′1δγ2γ′2δc3c′3

3− 3
vµ3

v3·l+iε
vν3

−v3·l+iε
Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′′3 c3
Tαc′3c′′3

δc1c′1δc2c′2δc4c′4δγ5γ′5

4− 4
−vµ4
v4·l+iε

−vν4
−v4·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′′4 c4
Tαc′4c′′4

δc1c′1δc2c′2δc3c′3δγ5γ′5

Table 1: Amplitudes for the graphs shown in Fig. 1. The first column specifies the partons
which exchange a soft gluon, the second and third column show the corresponding kinematic
part κij and color part Fij . For the definition of the various elements appearing in the color
part see Appendix A. The first ten rows correspond to vertex corrections (Fig. 1a), whereas
the last two rows correspond to the self-energy contributions (Fig. 1b).

analysis, by ensuring that collinear logarithms appear only within the jet functions [31]. In
this gauge the gluon propagator entering the kinematical factors κij is given by

Nµν(k) = gµν − nµkν + nνkµ

n · k
+ n2

kµkν

(n · k)2
, (14)

where gµν is the metric tensor. To deal with the unphysical singularities introduced by the
axial gauge we use the principal value prescription [40]:

P

(l · n)β
=

1

2

(
1

(l · n+ iε)β
+ (−1)β

1

(−l · n+ iε)β

)
, (15)

where β denotes a power not restricted to integer values. As a result, each integral over the
kinematic part can be reduced to the following form:

ωij(δivi, δjvj ,∆i,∆j) = g2
∫

dD`

(2π)D
κij(δivi, δjvj ,∆i,∆j ; `)

= ∆i∆jδiδj

(
I1(δivi, δjvj)−

1

2
I2(δivi, n)− 1

2
I2(δivi,−n)−

− 1

2
I3(δjvj , n)− 1

2
I3(δjvj ,−n) + I4(n

2)
)
, (16)
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Connection (i− j) Kinematical part (κij) Color part (Fij)
before integration

1− 2
vµ1

−v1·l+iε
−vν2
v2·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

−fαγ1γ′1fαγ′2γ2δc3c′3δc4c′4δγ5γ′5
1− 3

−vµ1
v1·l+iε

vν3
v3·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

(−ifαγ′1γ1)Tαc′3c3
δγ2γ′2δc4c′4δγ5γ′5

1− 4
−vµ1
v1·l+iε

−vν4
v4·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

(−ifαγ′1γ1)Tαc4c′4
δγ2γ′2δc3c′3δγ5γ′5

1− 5
−vµ1
v1·l+iε

−vν5
v5·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

−fαγ′1γ1fαγ5γ′5δγ2γ′2δc3c′3δc4c′4
2− 3

vµ2
−v2·l+iε

vν3
−v3·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

(−ifαγ2γ′2)Tαc′3c3
δγ1γ′1δc4c′4δγ5γ′5

2− 4
vµ2

−v2·l+iε
−vν4

−v4·l+iε
Nµν(l)
l2+iε

(−ifαγ2γ′2)Tαc4c′4
δγ1γ′1δc3c′3δγ5γ′5

2− 5
vµ2

−v2·l+iε
vν5

−v5·l+iε
Nµν(l)
l2+iε

−fαγ2γ′2fαγ′5γ5δc1c′1δc3c′3δc′4c4
3− 4

vµ3
−v3·l+iε

−vν4
v4·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′3c3
Tαc4c′4

δγ1γ′1δγ2γ′2δγ5γ′5

3− 5
vµ3

−v3·l+iε
−vν5
v5·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′3c3
(−ifαγ5γ′5)δγ1γ′1δγ2γ′2δc4c′4

4− 5
−vµ4
−v4·l+iε

−vν5
v5·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc4c′4
(−ifαγ5γ′5)δγ1γ′1δγ2γ′2δc3c′3

3− 3
vµ3

v3·l+iε
vν3

−v3·l+iε
Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′′3 c3
Tαc′3c′′3

δγ1γ′1δγ2γ′2δc4c′4δγ5γ′5

4− 4
−vµ4
v4·l+iε

−vν4
−v4·l+iε

Nµν(l)
l2+iε

Tαc′′4 c4
Tαc′4c′′4

δc1c′1δc2c′2δc3c′3δγ5γ′5

Table 2: Same as Table 1, but for the gg → ttg subprocess.

where vµi is the dimensionless velocity vector of the parton i with momentum pµi , defined
as:

vµi =
pµi
Q
, (17)

with Q =
√
s/2, where s is the partonic center-of-mass energy. A term ∆i is associated to

each quark and antiquark, assuming values of +1 and −1, respectively. In case of gluons
∆i = 1 if a soft gluon line is emitted below the eikonal line and ∆i = −1 otherwise [35].
The term δi assumes value +1 or −1 depending if the direction of the momentum of the
exchanged gluon is the same or opposite of the direction of momentum of line i. More
details on ∆i and δi, as well as on the integrals I1, I2, I3 and I4 in Eq. (16), can be found
in Ref. [38].

Considering the one-loop soft-anomalous dimension expression in Eq. (10), we are only
interested in the simple poles of the integrals above. The UV poles of the integrals I1 − I4
appearing in Eq. (16) are given in Ref. [38]. One can observe that plugging these integrals
into Eq. (16) causes double poles to cancel. There are two sources of gauge dependence in
these integrals: i) the gauge dependence coming from the vertex-correction webs, among
those in Fig. 1a, where the wide-angle soft gluon is exchanged between a massive quark
and another parton, is canceled by the heavy-quark self-energy contributions depicted in
Fig. 1b; ii) the remaining gauge dependence originates from the massless partons and it is
contained in terms of the following form

νi =
(vi · n)2

|n|2
. (18)
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They remain present at the level of the soft function and are expected to finally cancel upon
substitution of the soft function into the fully factorized expression of the partonic cross
section, thanks to their combination with similar terms coming from the jet functions, as
also discussed in Ref. [38].

The final result for the soft anomalous dimension matrix elements can be written as:

(ΓS)AB =
5∑

i,j=1;i≤j
FABij Ωij , (19)

where the sum runs over all diagrams of Fig. 1, Fij are color matrices, corresponding to
Wilson webs with soft gluon exchange between partons i and j, A and B are indices running
over the elements of the color basis and Ωij = (ωij)UV divergent corresponds to the sum of
simple poles of ωij (see Eq. (16)), extracted using the technique described above.

In Eq. (19) the self-energy contributions of Fig. 1b enter with a prefactor 1
2 , due to the

way the quark (antiquark) wave-function renormalization is performed:

ψ(B) = Z
1/2
ψ ψ . (20)

Concerning the color decomposition of the amplitude associated to each Wilson web
in the color basis, in simple cases, as the one discussed in Appendix B, one is able to
manipulate the color tensor structure and visually recognize linear combinations in terms
of the elements of the color basis, which allow for a manual reconstruction of Fij . However,
for more complicated cases, like those for the gg → ttg subprocess, requiring a color basis
with many elements, it becomes hard to express the color structure in terms of the basis
tensors in a straightforward way. Hence, we have developed a more general and automatized
approach to achieve this task. Let us define the following tensor:

GAB = tr

cAc
′
B
† ∑
i,j;i≤j

ΩijFij

 , (21)

where {c} is the color basis for the process before soft wide-angle gluon exchange, {c′} is
the color basis in terms of color indices after soft wide-angle gluon exchange, the Fij terms
are taken directly from the Wilson web graphs and collected in Table 1 and 2, and the
trace is performed over color space. The idea of this procedure is to contract the open color
indices and algebraically manipulate the resulting terms which are scalars in color space.
This way we perform the color decomposition of the amplitude of each Wilson web. Then,
the components of the soft anomalous dimension can be extracted according to

ΓIJ =
(
S(0)

)−1
IK

GKJ . (22)

These operations can be implemented using computer algebra systems, which makes it
possible to perform the calculations even for complicated processes.

11



4 Results for one-loop soft anomalous dimension matrices

Following the strategy outlined in Section 3 and using the computer algebra system FORM [41],
the package FORMSoft [42] has been developed to perform analytical calculations of soft
anomalous dimension matrices at one loop. Starting from color bases hard-coded by the
user, the rest is done automatically. The generation of Wilson webs and of their ampli-
tudes, which are input for FORMSoft, has been performed automatically as well, using the
C-program WilsonWebs [43], which supports planar Wilson web generation up to six loops.
In the following we present explicitly the analytical results of the calculation for the qq- and
gg-induced subprocesses.

4.1 qq channel

The Born-level soft matrix calculated according to Eq. (7) is given by

S(0) =


Nc(N2

c−1)
2 0 0 0

0 Nc(N2
c−1)
2 0 0

0 0 Nc(N2
c−1)
4 0

0 0 0 (N2
c−1)(N2

c−4)
4Nc

 . (23)

We explicitly verified that S(0) satisfies the consistency check

tr(H
(0)
ABS

(0)
BC) = |M|2 , (24)

where H(0) is the color decomposed Born-level hard-scattering matrix entering the refacto-
rization formula for the partonic cross section and |M|2 is the squared amplitude of the
partonic process at leading order. Performing the calculation of the color part of the soft
anomalous dimension matrix at one-loop, we are able to reproduce the results published
in [39], confirming their correctness, using their same color basis, also reported in Ap-
pendix A.1 for completeness. After including the kinematical factors as well, we get the
following results for the elements of the one-loop Γ matrix, considering the perturbative
expansion in Eq. (12):

Γ
(1)
1,1 =

1

2Nc

[
2Lβ + N2

c

(
−2 log (ν5) + 2 log (v35) + 2 log (v45) + 2 log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (16) + 2

)

+
(
N2
c − 1

)
(− log (ν1)− log (ν2) + 2iπ) + log (4)

]

Γ
(1)
1,2 =

1

Nc
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
1,3 =− log (v13)

2 − log (v14)
2 + log (v15) + log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 − log (v25)

Γ
(1)
1,4 =

N2
c − 4

2N2
c

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]
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Γ
(1)
2,1 =

1

Nc
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
2,2 =

1

2Nc

[
N2
c (−2 log (ν5)+2 log (v15)+2 log (v25)−log (16)+2)+

(
N2
c −1

)
(−2Lβ−log (ν1)

− log (ν2)) + log (4)− 2iπ
]

Γ
(1)
2,3 =− log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 + log (v35)− log (v45)

Γ
(1)
2,4 =

N2
c − 4

2N2
c

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
3,1 =− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)

Γ
(1)
3,2 =− log (v13) + log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24) + 2 log (v35)− 2 log (v45)

Γ
(1)
3,3 =

1

2Nc

[
2Lβ +N2

c

(
−2 log (ν5) + log (v15) + log (v25) + log (v35) + log (v45) + 2 log

(
s
m2

t

)

− log (16) + 2

)
+
(
N2
c − 2

)
(log (v13) + log (v24)) +

(
N2
c − 1

)
(− log (ν1)− log (ν2))

+ 2 log (v14) + 2 log (v23) + log (4)− 2iπ

]

Γ
(1)
3,4 =

N2
c − 4

2Nc
[− log (v13) + log (v15) + log (v24)− log (v25) + log (v35)− log (v45)]

Γ
(1)
4,1 =log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)

Γ
(1)
4,2 =log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)

Γ
(1)
4,3 =

Nc
2

[− log (v13) + log (v15) + log (v24)− log (v25) + log (v35)− log (v45)]

Γ
(1)
4,4 =

1

2Nc

[
2Lβ +N2

c

(
−2 log (ν5) + log (v15) + log (v25) + log (v35) + log (v45) + 2 log

(
s
m2

t

)

− log (16) + 2

)
+
(
N2
c − 6

)
(log (v13) + log (v24)) +

(
N2
c − 1

)
(− log (ν1)− log (ν2))

+ 6 log (v14) + 6 log (v23) + log (4)− 2iπ

]

In the previous formula, Lβ is the velocity-dependent eikonal function:

Lβ =
1− 2m2

t /s

β

(
ln

1− β
1 + β

+ πi

)
, (25)

with β =
√

1− 4m2
t /s, mt the top-quark mass and vij = vivj , see Eq. (17). Those cases
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where ΓAB 6= ΓBA are related to the fact that the corresponding color components FABij 6=
FBAij , i.e. the Fij matrix is in general non-symmetric.

4.2 gg channel

The results of our calculation of the Born-level soft matrix and one-loop color factors,
using the color basis taken from Ref. [39] and reported in Appendix A.2 for completeness,
with basis elements ordered as listed, are in agreement with those published in Ref. [39],
confirming the correctness of the latter. For explicit expressions, we address the interested
reader to that reference. On the other hand, the complete result that we obtained for the
one-loop components of the soft anomalous dimension matrix including both the color and
the kinematic factors, reads as follows:

Γ
(1)
1,1 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ+N2

c

(
− log (ν1)−log (ν2)−log (ν5)+log (v35)+log (v45)+log

(
s
m2

t

)
−log (8)

+ 2 + 2iπ

)
+ 1

]

Γ
(1)
1,2 =

2Nc
N2
c − 1

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
1,3 =0

Γ
(1)
1,4 =

N2
c

N2
c − 1

[− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
1,5 =0

Γ
(1)
1,6 =

N2
c − 4

N2
c − 1

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
1,7 =0

Γ
(1)
1,8 =0

Γ
(1)
1,9 =0

Γ
(1)
1,10 =0

Γ
(1)
1,11 =0

Γ
(1)
2,1 =

1

Nc
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]
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Γ
(1)
2,2 =

1

Nc

[
−Lβ

(
N2
c −1

)
+N2

c (− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log (v15) + log (v25)− log (8)

+ 2 + iπ) + 1
]

Γ
(1)
2,3 =0

Γ
(1)
2,4 =− log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 + log (v35)− log (v45)

Γ
(1)
2,5 =0

Γ
(1)
2,6 =0

Γ
(1)
2,7 =

N2
c − 4

2N2
c

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
2,8 =0

Γ
(1)
2,9 =0

Γ
(1)
2,10 =

Nc + 3

4Nc + 4
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
2,11 =

Nc − 3

4Nc − 4
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
3,1 =0

Γ
(1)
3,2 =0

Γ
(1)
3,3 =

1

Nc

[
−Lβ

(
N2
c −1

)
+N2

c (− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log (v15) + log (v25)− log (8)

+ 2 + iπ) + 1
]

Γ
(1)
3,4 =0

Γ
(1)
3,5 =− log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 + log (v35)− log (v45)

Γ
(1)
3,6 = log (v13)

2 − log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2

Γ
(1)
3,7 =0

Γ
(1)
3,8 =0

Γ
(1)
3,9 = log (v13)

2 − log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2

Γ
(1)
3,10 =0

Γ
(1)
3,11 =0
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Γ
(1)
4,1 =− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)

Γ
(1)
4,2 =− log (v13) + log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24) + 2 log (v35)− 2 log (v45)

Γ
(1)
4,3 =0

Γ
(1)
4,4 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +N2

c

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log (v13)

4 + log (v14)
4 + log (v15)

2 + log (v23)
4

+ log (v24)
4 + log (v25)

2 + log (v35)
2 + log (v45)

2 + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (4096)

4 + 2 + iπ

)
+ 1

]

Γ
(1)
4,5 =

N2
c − 4

4Nc
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
4,6 =

N2
c − 4

4Nc
[− log (v13) + log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24) + 2 log (v35)− 2 log (v45)]

Γ
(1)
4,7 =

N2
c − 4

4Nc
[− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
4,8 =0

Γ
(1)
4,9 =0

Γ
(1)
4,10 =

Nc + 3

4Nc + 4
[log (v13) + log (v14)− 2 log (v15)− log (v23)− log (v24) + 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
4,11 =

Nc − 3

4Nc − 4
[− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
5,1 =0

Γ
(1)
5,2 =0

Γ
(1)
5,3 =− log (v13) + log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24) + 2 log (v35)− 2 log (v45)

Γ
(1)
5,4 =

Nc
4

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
5,5 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +N2

c

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log (v13)

4 + log (v14)
4 + log (v15)

2 + log (v23)
4

+ log (v24)
4 + log (v25)

2 + log (v35)
2 + log (v45)

2 + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (4096)

4 + 2 + iπ

)
+ 1

]

Γ
(1)
5,6 =

Nc
4

[− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
5,7 =

N2
c − 4

4Nc
[− log (v13) + log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24) + 2 log (v35)− 2 log (v45)]
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Γ
(1)
5,8 = log (v13)

2 − log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2

Γ
(1)
5,9 =0

Γ
(1)
5,10 =0

Γ
(1)
5,11 =0

Γ
(1)
6,1 =log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)

Γ
(1)
6,2 =0

Γ
(1)
6,3 =log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)

Γ
(1)
6,4 =

Nc
4

[− log (v13) + log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24) + 2 log (v35)− 2 log (v45)]

Γ
(1)
6,5 =

Nc
4

[− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
6,6 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +N2

c

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log (v13)

4 + log (v14)
4 + log (v15)

2 + log (v23)
4

+ log (v24)
4 + log (v25)

2 + log (v35)
2 + log (v45)

2 + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (4096)

4 + 2 + iπ

)
+ 1

]

Γ
(1)
6,7 =

N2
c − 12

4Nc
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
6,8 =0

Γ
(1)
6,9 =0

Γ
(1)
6,10 =

Nc(Nc + 3)

4N2
c + 12Nc + 8

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
6,11 =

Nc(Nc − 3)

4N2
c − 12Nc + 8

[− log (v13) + log (v14) + log (v23)− log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
7,1 =0

Γ
(1)
7,2 =

N2
c

N2
c − 4

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
7,3 =0

Γ
(1)
7,4 =

N3
c

4N2
c − 16

[− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
7,5 =

Nc
4

[− log (v13) + log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24) + 2 log (v35)− 2 log (v45)]
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Γ
(1)
7,6 =

Nc(N
2
c − 12)

4N2
c − 16

[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
7,7 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +N2

c

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log (v13)

4 + log (v14)
4 + log (v15)

2 + log (v23)
4

+ log (v24)
4 + log (v25)

2 + log (v35)
2 + log (v45)

2 + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (4096)

4 + 2 + iπ

)
+ 1

]

Γ
(1)
7,8 =

N2
c

2N2
c − 8

[log (v13) + log (v14)− 2 log (v15)− log (v23)− log (v24) + 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
7,9 =

Nc
N2
c − 4

[− log (v13) + log (v14) + log (v23)− log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
7,10 =0

Γ
(1)
7,11 =0

Γ
(1)
8,1 =0

Γ
(1)
8,2 =0

Γ
(1)
8,3 =0

Γ
(1)
8,4 =0

Γ
(1)
8,5 =log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)

Γ
(1)
8,6 =0

Γ
(1)
8,7 =log (v13) + log (v14)− 2 log (v15)− log (v23)− log (v24) + 2 log (v25)

Γ
(1)
8,8 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +N2

c

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5)+ log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 +log (v15)+ log (v23)

2

+ log (v24)
2 + log (v25) + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (64)

2 + 2

)
+ 1

]
Γ
(1)
8,9 =− log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 + log (v35)− log (v45)

Γ
(1)
8,10 =

Nc(Nc + 3)

4Nc + 8
[− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
8,11 =

Nc(Nc − 3)

4Nc − 8
[log (v13) + log (v14)− 2 log (v15)− log (v23)− log (v24) + 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
9,1 =0

Γ
(1)
9,2 =0
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Γ
(1)
9,3 =2 log (v13)− 2 log (v14)− 2 log (v23) + 2 log (v24)

Γ
(1)
9,4 =0

Γ
(1)
9,5 =0

Γ
(1)
9,6 =0

Γ
(1)
9,7 =

1

Nc
[−2 log (v13) + 2 log (v14) + 2 log (v23)− 2 log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
9,8 =− log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 − log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 + log (v35)− log (v45)

Γ
(1)
9,9 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +N2

c

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5)+ log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 +log (v15)+ log (v23)

2

+ log (v24)
2 + log (v25) + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (64)

2 + 2

)
+ 1

]

Γ
(1)
9,10 =

Nc(Nc + 3)

4Nc + 8
[− log (v13) + log (v14) + log (v23)− log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
9,11 =

Nc(Nc − 3)

4Nc − 8
[− log (v13) + log (v14) + log (v23)− log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
10,1 =0

Γ
(1)
10,2 =2 log (v13)− 2 log (v14)− 2 log (v23) + 2 log (v24)

Γ
(1)
10,3 =0

Γ
(1)
10,4 =log (v13) + log (v14)− 2 log (v15)− log (v23)− log (v24) + 2 log (v25)

Γ
(1)
10,5 =0

Γ
(1)
10,6 =

Nc − 2

Nc
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
10,7 =0

Γ
(1)
10,8 =

−Nc(Nc − 1) + 2

2Nc
[log (v13) + log (v14)− 2 log (v15)− log (v23)− log (v24) + 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
10,9 =

−Nc(Nc − 1) + 2

2Nc
[log (v13)− log (v14)− log (v23) + log (v24)]
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Γ
(1)
10,10 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +Nc

(
Nc

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (64)

2 + 2

)
+ (Nc

+ 1)

(
log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 + log (v15) + log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 + log (v25)

)
− log (v35)

− log (v45)− 2iπ

)
+ 1

]
Γ
(1)
10,11 =0

Γ
(1)
11,1 =0

Γ
(1)
11,2 =2 log (v13)− 2 log (v14)− 2 log (v23) + 2 log (v24)

Γ
(1)
11,3 =0

Γ
(1)
11,4 =− log (v13)− log (v14) + 2 log (v15) + log (v23) + log (v24)− 2 log (v25)

Γ
(1)
11,5 =0

Γ
(1)
11,6 =

Nc + 2

Nc
[− log (v13) + log (v14) + log (v23)− log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
11,7 =0

Γ
(1)
11,8 =

Nc(Nc + 1)− 2

2Nc
[log (v13) + log (v14)− 2 log (v15)− log (v23)− log (v24) + 2 log (v25)]

Γ
(1)
11,9 =

Nc(Nc + 1)− 2

2Nc
[− log (v13) + log (v14) + log (v23)− log (v24)]

Γ
(1)
11,10 =0

Γ
(1)
11,11 =

1

Nc

[
Lβ +Nc

(
Nc

(
− log (ν1)− log (ν2)− log (ν5) + log

(
s
m2

t

)
− log (64)

2 + 2

)
+ (Nc

− 1)

(
log (v13)

2 + log (v14)
2 + log (v15) + log (v23)

2 + log (v24)
2 + log (v25)

)
+ log (v35)

+ log (v45) + 2iπ

)
+ 1

]

Notice that all (A, B) combinations for which ΓAB = 0 are characterized by FABij = 0 for

all (i,j) pairs. Also notice that, whenever ΓAB = 0, even ΓBA = 0, because the zero terms
are disposed symmetrically in the non-symmetric matrix Fij , i.e., if FABij = 0, even FBAij
= 0.

20



4.3 Discussion in the light of existing literature

We note that results of soft anomalous dimension calculation for ttj hadroproduction have
been previously published in Ref. [44], working with different color bases. Different choices
of color bases lead to different normalizations of the leading-order soft function matrix used
in the calculation of the soft anomalous dimension matrix according to Eq. (22). Hence,
an additional transformation must be applied to the results presented in this work to be
able to compare them with those of Ref. [44]. Additionally, while our results refer to the
general axial gauge (n · A = 0), those of Ref. [44] are obtained in a specific axial gauge
(Weyl gauge, corresponding to A0 = 0). Accounting for these aspects in the comparison
allows to identify some differences with the published results of Ref. [44]. In particular, in
both the gg → ttg and qq → ttg anomalous dimension matrices some of the elements of the
soft anomalous dimension matrices turned out to be mixed up, i.e., they do not correspond
to the chosen color basis. Additionally, for massless partons Ref. [44] uses the following
substitution νi = 1

2 for the gauge-dependent terms, which is only true in the Weyl gauge
in the center–of–mass frame of a 2→ 2 process. As a consequence of these issues, the soft
anomalous dimension matrices presented in Ref. [44] are not correct. On the other hand,
the results reported in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 satisfy the consistency checks discussed in
the following, besides the check in Eq. (24).

5 Probing the infrared poles at NLO

With the soft anomalous dimension matrices at hand, it is possible to calculate the infrared
(IR) poles of the virtual amplitudes of the parton-parton → ttj production process at
NLO and compare them against the IR pole structure obtained using the Catani-Seymour
subtraction formalism [45,46].

In the Catani-Seymour formalism the expression for the NLO part of the NLO cross
section reads

δσNLO =

∫
n+1

[(dσreal)ε=0+(dA)ε=0]+

∫
n
[dσvirt+

∫
1
dA′]ε=0+

∫
dx

∫
n
[dσfact+dA

′′]ε=0 , (26)

with

0 =

∫
n+1

dA+

∫
n

∫
1
dA′ +

∫
dx

∫
n
dA′′ . (27)

The terms dA, dA′ and dA′′ are constructed in such a way to make the individual inte-
grands in Eq. (26) finite. dA represents the sum of all dipoles,

∫
1 dA

′ corresponds to the
integral of the sum of all dipoles over the phase space of the additional soft and/or collinear
parton causing divergences, i.e. the so-called I-term, and the term dA′′ arises from mass
factorization and includes the so-called P-, K- and H-terms.

All these terms are built using information about the soft and collinear factorization
properties of QCD amplitudes. The subtraction term dA can be expressed as a sum of
individual dipoles:

dA =
∑
D(i, j; k) . (28)

21



This sum runs over all colored external partons in the scattering process. The possible
{i, j; k} combinations are obtained from the real corrections for which the subtraction term
dA is constructed.

As an example let us consider the expression for Dij,k(p1, p2, . . . , pn+1):

Dij,k(p1, p2, . . . , pn+1) =

= − 1

2pi · pj
n〈1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1|Tk ·Tij

T2
ij

Vij,k|1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1〉n ,(29)

which describes the configuration corresponding to the splitting of a final-state parton ĩj
(emitter) into the partons i and j in the presence of a final-state spectator parton k̃. The
n-parton matrix element is obtained from the original n + 1-parton matrix element by
replacing i and j with a single parton ĩj and k with k̃. In the previous equation, the color
charge operator Tk is associated with the emission of a gluon from the parton k. If the
emitted gluon has color index c, the color-charge operator is defined as

Tk = T ck |c〉 (30)

and its action onto the color space is defined by

〈c1, . . . , ck, . . . cm, c|Tk|b1, . . . , bk, . . . bm〉 = δc1b1 . . . T cckbk . . . δcmbm , (31)

where T acb ≡ ifcab if the emitting parton k is a gluon (adjoint representation of the SU(Nc)),
T acb ≡ T acb if the emitting parton is a quark (fundamental representation) and T acb ≡ T

a
cb

= −T abc in case of an emitting antiquark2. These operators satisfy the usual color-algebra
relations:

Tk ·Tj = Tj ·Tk if k 6= j , (32)

T2
k = Ck ∀ k , (33)

where Ck = CA for gluons and Ck = CF for quarks and antiquarks.

The matrix element

n〈1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1|Tk ·Tij |1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1〉n (34)

is referred to in the literature as color linked Born amplitude squared (CLBS). The CLBS
uses as input the reduced kinematics. The original momenta (pi, pj , pk) are reduced to
(p̃ij , p̃k). In the dipole subtraction formalism the reduced kinematics obey the on-shell
conditions and momentum conservation. This makes it possible to evaluate the CLBS

2Notice the difference in the color factor convention of the Catani-Seymour formalism with respect to the
eikonal Feynman rules, as well as to the standard ones, where both quarks and antiquarks get color factors
with a plus sign. This might seem inconsistent at a first glance, but actually it is not, keeping in mind that
in case of the eikonal rules, the kinematic factor of the antiquark gets an extra minus sign with respect to
the quark one. From the point of view of the sign, the factorization into a color and a kinematic factor is
not unique and the minus sign can be assigned to either part. When using the results of calculation of soft
anomalous dimension matrices in the dipole formalism through Eq. (35), it is important to remember the
aforementioned aspects regarding the sign conventions.
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analytically in a straightforward way or numerically by applying the existing codes for
tree-level calculations. Notice that the color operators Tk · Tij which enter the CLBS
calculation, after bracketing, produce nothing else but the color factors also emerging from
the calculation of the soft anomalous dimension matrices. Thus, the CLBS can be calculated
as:

n〈1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1|Tk ·Tij |1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1〉n = tr(H
(0)
ABΓ̃

(1)
BC), (35)

where H
(0)
AB are the components of the color decomposed Born-level hard-scattering ampli-

tude and Γ̃
(1)
BC are the color factors of the one loop soft anomalous dimension. Γ̃

(1)
BC may differ

from the color factor in the expression of Γ
(1)
BC at most by an overall sign, cf. Footnote 2.

Using this formalism we evaluate the I-terms, which require the CLBS as input. The
calculation of I, that was repeated for both the qq- and the gg-induced subprocesses, was
performed numerically using the automated tool AutoDipole [47]. The results obtained
were then compared with I-terms calculated analytically using Eq. (35), where we inserted
the Γ̃(1) matrix elements which are part of the Γ(1) ones presented in this work.

Additionally we verified that the matrix element of the I operator, calculated making
use of Eq. (35), satisfies the following equation

n〈1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1| I |1, . . . ĩj, . . . , k̃, . . . , n+ 1〉n =
C−2
ε2

+
C−1
ε

+ C0 (36)

producing the expected structure in terms of finite terms, simple and double poles and their
coefficients.

All these calculations were automatized using FORM and the SymPy [48] library in the
python module pyDipole [49]. This way we could confirm the correctness of all color
factors of the soft anomalous dimension matrices and the validity of the color decomposition
procedure.

6 Conclusions

Analytical expressions for all terms of the soft anomalous dimension matrices at one-loop
for ttj production in parton-parton scattering close to threshold have been presented. This
allows for the calculation of the one-loop soft functions, essential ingredients of the threshold
factorization formula for the resummation of the logarithms associated to soft gluon emission
at NLL accuracy. The expressions are provided in the most general axial gauge and have
been subject to a number of analytical and numerical checks.

When the program of computing threshold resummation effects for the ttj hadroproduc-
tion process at NLO+NLL accuracy in QCD will be completed, indirect determinations of
the top-quark mass with improved accuracy will indeed become possible, thus overcoming
the limitations of previous extractions which have relied on NLO (or NLO+PS) differen-
tial distributions [50]. In particular, with the availability of results incorporating threshold
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resummation effects, a much wider ρs interval will be accessible in the normalized ρs dis-
tribution with respect to the restricted one used so far. This increases the robustness of
the extraction procedure and reduces the theoretical uncertainties on the extracted top-
quark mass value. It is a crucial advancement of QCD theory in view of the high-statistics
data foreseen for the High-Luminosity LHC phase and of the increase of competitiveness of
indirect top-quark mass extractions with respect to the direct ones.

FORM files with the results for immediate use in resummation frameworks are also pro-
vided in ancillary files.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The work of B.C. was partially supported by the DAAD (German Academic Exchange Pro-
gram) scholarship 57440925. The work of M.V.G. and S.M. was supported in part by the
Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung under contract 05H21GUCCA.

A Color bases

We use the color bases of Ref. [39]. For completeness we list them below, with components
in the same order in which they are used in the rest of our manuscript. In the following
expressions for the basis elements, {T e} are the generators of the SU(Nc) group in the
fundamental representation. They are Nc × Nc matrices. femn and demn are the totally
antisymmetric and totally symmetric structure constants, obeying

femn = 2iTr([T e, Tm]Tn) , (37)

demn = 2Tr({T e, Tm}Tn) , (38)

respectively. The color indices e, m, n run from 1 to N2
c − 1.

A.1 Color basis for qaqb → qcqdge

(c1)abcde = δabT
e
cd ,

(c2)abcde = δcdT
e
ba ,

(c3)abcde = TmbaT
n
cdifmne ,

(c4)abcde = TmbaT
n
cddmne , (39)

where the a, b, c, d color indices run from 1 to Nc and e, m, n run from 1 to N2
c − 1.
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A.2 Color basis for gagb → qcqdge

(c1)abcde = T ecdδab ,

(c2)abcde = ifabeδcd ,

(c3)abcde = dabeδcd ,

(c4)abcde = ifabnifmenT
m
cd ,

(c5)abcde = dabnifmenT
m
cd ,

(c6)abcde = ifabndmenT
m
cd ,

(c7)abcde = dabndmenT
m
cd ,

(c8)abcde = P 10+10
abme T

m
cd ,

(c9)abcde = P 10−10
abme T

m
cd ,

(c10)abcde = −P 27
abmeT

m
cd ,

(c11)abcde = P 0
abmeT

m
cd , (40)

where the c, d color indices run from 1 to Nc, the a, b, e, m, n color indices run from 1 to
N2
c − 1, and the multiplet projectors are given as:

P 0
abcd = −

Ndabgdcdg
4(N − 2)

− 1

2
fadgfcbg +

1

4
fabgfcdg

+
1

4
δacδbd +

1

4
δadδcb −

δabδcd
2(N − 1)

,

P 10−10
abcd =

1

2
dacgifbgd −

1

2
dbgdifacg ,

P 10+10
abcd =

1

2
(δacδbd − δadδcb)−

fabgfcdg
N

,

P 27
abcd =

Ndabgdcdg
4(N + 2)

+
1

2
fadgfcbg −

1

4
fabgfcdg +

1

4
δadδbc

+
1

4
δacδbd +

δabδcd
2(N + 1)

. (41)

B A simple example of color decomposition

In this Appendix we show how the color decomposition can be done in the simplest cases,
using as example the particular vertex correction graph depicted on the right-hand side of
Fig. 2 among all those for the qq → qqg subprocess shown in Fig. 1a.

Following the argumentation of Ref. [39], one can use as Born-level color basis {ci} the
one in Appendix A.1, specifying the color indices to the case of the graph at hand (see
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Figure 2: Example of color flow before and after soft gluon exchange.

Fig. 2):

c1 = δc1c2T
γ5
c3c4 ,

c2 = δc3c4T
γ5
c2c1 ,

c3 = Tαc2c1T
β
c3c4if

αβγ5 ,

c4 = Tαc2c1T
β
c3c4d

αβγ5 ,

(42)

with α, β, γ5 running from 1 to N2
c − 1 and c1, c2, c3, c4 running from 1 to Nc. As shown

in Fig. 2, the colors of two partons might change after a gluon exchange (e.g., for the case
at hand, c1 → c′1, γ5 → γ′5). The basis in terms of color indices after gluon exchange {c′i} is
then given by

c′1 = δc′1c′2T
γ′5
c′3c

′
4
,

c′2 = δc′3c′4T
γ5
c′2c

′
1
,

c′3 = Tαc′2c′1
T β
c′3c

′
4
ifαβγ

′
5 ,

c′4 = Tαc′2c′1
T β
c′3c

′
4
dαβγ

′
5 .

(43)

By performing color tensor manipulations, making use of the Fierz identity for the
generators in the fundamental representation:

TαijT
α
kl =

1

2

(
δilδjk −

1

Nc
δijδkl

)
, (44)

and of the properties Eqs. (37) and (38) for the structure constants, one can show that the
vertex correction leads to the following relation between the basis in terms of the Born-level
color indices and the basis in terms of color indices after gluon exchange:

c1F15 = −c′3 , (45)

c2F15 = −Nc

2
c′2 , (46)

c3F15 = −1

2
c′1 −

Nc

4
c′3 −

Nc

4
c′4 , (47)

c4F15 =

(
1

Nc
− Nc

4

)
c′3 −

Nc

4
c′4 . (48)
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We thus see that the linear transformation which describes the modification of the
Born-color structure caused by the soft-gluon exchange between two partons (in this case
incoming quark and outgoing gluon) is given by

F15 =


0 0 −1

2 0

0 −Nc
2 0 0

−1 0 −Nc
4

1
Nc
− Nc

4

0 0 −Nc
4 −Nc

4 ,

 (49)

which represents the color part of the soft anomalous dimension matrix. In other words,
the matrices Fij are defined such that:

cFij = c′Fij , (50)

where c = (c1, c2, c3, c4) and c′ = (c′1, c
′
2, c
′
3, c
′
4).

The result presented in Eq. (49) coincides with the one already presented in Ref. [39],
where one finds also the results for all other (i, j) pairs. In this way we calculated the F15

matrix for the graph shown, as well as those for other Wilson web graphs, as discussed in
Sections 3 and 4.
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