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Abstract: In double parton scattering (DPS), two partonic collisions take place between
one pair of colliding hadrons. The effect of DPS can be significant for precision measure-
ments due to the additional radiation from secondary partonic collisions, and especially for
specific processes such as same-sign WW production. Its effect is usually included through
Monte Carlo parton showers. In a factorization approach to DPS, the initial state is de-
scribed by double parton distributions (DPDs). These are currently poorly constrained by
experiment, but provide a view on interesting correlations between partons in the hadron.
Here we show that the Large Momentum Effective Theory approach can be applied to DPDs.
Specifically, we present a general matching relation between DPDs and lattice-calculable
quasi-DPDs for general flavor, spin and color structures. We furthermore calculate the one-
loop matching coefficients for the quark-quark DPDs, verifying that the infrared logarithms
and divergences cancel in the matching. While we restrict to the flavor-non-singlet case, we
do take color and spin correlations into account. Interestingly, quasi-DPDs combines non-
trivial features from both the collinear and transverse momentum dependent quasi-parton
distribution functions. This represents a first step in extending the quasi-PDF approach to
DPDs, opening up a new way to constrain these distributions using lattice QCD.
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1 Introduction

Experimental studies at hadron colliders largely focus on hard scattering processes, in which
heavy particles (such as Higgs bosons or top quarks) or jets with large transverse momenta
are produced. In the theoretical description of these processes, one usually considers a
single partonic scattering between a pair of colliding hadrons. Monte Carlo parton showers
account for the underlying event through multiple parton interactions [1–4] to describe
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the data. These additional partonic collisions are much less energetic, but the resulting
radiation may e.g. affect jet measurements such as the jet mass [5, 6].

In a factorization approach to double parton scattering (DPS), the initial state is de-
scribed by double parton distributions (DPDs). DPS was already considered in the early
days of the parton model [7–11], and since then there has been substantial progress in for-
malizing the theoretical framework [11–20], see ref. [21] for a comprehensive review. DPDs
describe the possibility of extracting two partons out of a hadron, in direct analogy to the
parton distribution functions (PDFs) that describe the extraction of a single parton. DPDs
depend on the transverse separation of the partons, as well as their flavor, spin and color
states, opening up the exciting possibility of studying correlations between the partons in
the hadron [10, 13, 14, 16].

While there is clear experimental evidence for double parton scattering, the result of
such measurements is often expressed in terms of a single number: the effective cross section
σeff . This assumes that both scatterings are independent of each other, as summarized
in the “pocket formula” for the DPS cross section: σDPS = σ1σ2/(Sσeff), where σ1,2 are
the cross sections of the individual partonic scatterings and S is a symmetry factor [11].
Though there are many measurements of σeff from different processes [22–36], the field has
not progressed to the point that an extraction of DPDs is within reach. In the meantime,
sum rules [37, 38] and positivity bounds have been investigated [39, 40], DPDs have been
studied using various models of the proton [41–47], and moments of the DPDs have been
extracted from lattice data [48–50] (similar to the lattice extraction of moments of parton
distributions).

In recent years, a new method of obtaining PDFs form lattice QCD has been pro-
posed [51–59], which makes use of Large Momentum Effective Theory (LaMET) and has
been referred to the quasi-PDF approach (alternatively, there is the pseudo-PDF approach
based on short-distance factorization). In this method one defines an analogue of the PDF
in which the fields are now space-like separated, known as the quasi-PDF, which corresponds
to the PDF under an infinite Lorentz boost. The quasi-PDF is defined such that it can be
calculated using lattice methods. It agrees with the PDF in the infrared (nonperturbative)
limit, and the difference in the ultraviolet limit can be encoded by a perturbative matching
correction, in principle providing access to the entire momentum fraction dependence of the
PDF. More recently, this method has been extended to the case of transverse momentum
dependent parton distributions (TMDs) [60–69]. This extension was rather non-trivial be-
cause the definition of the physical TMDs, the ones that enter the factorization formulae,
contains a soft function. The soft function involves two opposite light-like directions, which
presents a difficulty to implement on a Euclidean lattice. Fortunately, it has been shown
that the soft function can be split up into a rapidity independent part and a part that only
involves the Collins-Soper kernel and that each individual part can be calculated on the
lattice [61, 63, 70–73].

In this paper, we extend the quasi-PDF approach to the case of DPDs. We define
lattice-calculable quasi-DPDs and construct a matching formula that relates them to their
physical counterparts. The matching relation we present is general: it holds for DPDs of
all flavor combinations, spin structures and color structures. We further present a one-loop
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calculation of the matching kernels that are relevant to the quark flavor non-singlet case,
and we include results for spin and color correlations. This calculation verifies, at least
to one-loop order, that the quasi-DPDs and the physical DPDs share the same infrared
behaviour, which is a necessary condition for the matching to apply. With this matching
relation, DPD and the nonperturbative correlations of partons in a hadron they encode,
can be accessed through lattice QCD.

The outline of this paper is as follows: In sec. 2 we provide a brief introduction to
LaMET and its application to quasi-PDFs and TMDs. Similarly, in sec. 3 we provide a
brief introduction on DPDs, including their field-theoretic definition. (These sections can
be skipped by those familiar with these topics.) The matching between quasi-DPDs and
physical DPDs is discussed in sec. 4, and an explicit one-loop calculation for the quark flavor
non-singlet case is carried out in sec. 5, with expressions for individual diagrams relegated
to app. B. We conclude in sec. 6. Notation regarding plus distributions are summarized in
app. A.

2 Quasi-PDFs, TMDs, and LaMET

After establishing our notation and conventions in sec. 2.1, we start in sec. 2.2 with a recap
of the field-theoretic definition of parton distribution functions (PDFs) and transverse-
momentum-dependent parton distribution functions (TMDs). We review the current ap-
proach to extract PDFs (sec. 2.3) and TMDs (sec. 2.4) from lattice calculations using Large
Momentum Effective Theory (LaMET).

We refer the reader to the original literature on LaMET [51, 52, 56], as well as a
paper [65] proving the possibility of determining TMDs using lattice calculations, on which
much of our understanding is based. We generally follow the notation established in ref. [65].

2.1 Notation and conventions

In defining parton distribution functions, it is useful to work in lightcone coordinates. We
denote the components of a vector in lightcone coordinates by (v+, v−,v⊥), where

v± =
v0 ± vz√

2
, v⊥ = (vx, vy) . (2.1)

The dot product takes the following form

v · w = v+w− + v−w+ − v⊥ ·w⊥ , (2.2)

and the factors of
√
2 ensure that the Jacobian of the coordinate transformation is unity,

d4x = dx+dx−d2x⊥. Corresponding to a transverse vector b⊥, we write

b⊥ = (0, 0,b⊥) , (2.3)

and we will use b⊥ and b⊥ interchangeably when there is no potential for confusion. We
will use na = (1+, 0−,0⊥), nb = (0+, 1−,0⊥) to denote the light-like basis vectors.

– 3 –



The definition of parton distributions involve Wilson lines, which are path ordered
exponentials of gauge field operators. For a general path γ, the Wilson line is defined as

W [γ] = P exp

(
ig

∫
γ
dxµAa

µ(x)t
a

)
. (2.4)

In general the ta depends on the SU(3) representation of the partons, but in this work we
restrict ourselves to quarks and therefore only need the fundamental representation. Hence
there is no need for a label to indicate the representation.

In the TMDs we will encounter Wilson lines that follow a staple-shaped path, for which
we introduce the following notation

W⊐(b, ηv, δ) =W

[
b← b+ ηv − δ

2
← ηv +

δ

2
← 0

]
. (2.5)

This describes a Wilson line consisting of straight-line segments going from the origin to
b along a staple-shaped path, where the sides of the staple have length η and lie in the
direction of v. Note that our convention for the direction of the arrows is opposite that
of [65], i.e. our “←" corresponds to their “→". The argument δ concerns the shape of the
transverse segment of the Wilson line and is chosen such that the transverse segment is
perpendicular to the longitudinal pieces (to avoid angle-dependence in the renormalization
of the soft function). Besides the staple-shaped Wilson line, the definition of TMDs also
involves a Wilson loop that is obtained by gluing together two staple-shaped Wilson lines
at their end-points, which we denote by

S (b, ηv, η̄v̄) = tr
[
W [b← b+ η̄v̄ ← η̄v̄ ← 0← ηv ← b+ ηv ← b]

]
. (2.6)

2.2 Lightcone PDFs and TMDs

The (bare) parton distribution functions are defined as hadronic matrix elements of fields
separated along the lightcone. For quarks,

fq(x, ϵ) =

∫
db−

4π
e−ixP+b− ⟨P | ψ̄(b−)γ+W [b− ← 0]ψ(0) |P ⟩ , (2.7)

where (0+, b−,0⊥) is abbreviated to b− and ϵ regulates the UV divergences. Here, W [b− ←
0] is a straight Wilson line from 0 to b− that ensures the gauge invariance of the parton
distribution, and is defined in eq. (2.4). The finite length Wilson line in eq. (2.7) can be
regarded as the remnant of two Wilson lines extending to infinity with opposite orientation,

W [b− ← 0] =W [b− ← −∞nb]W [−∞nb ← 0] , (2.8)

describing the remaining color-charged objects in the process and accounting for the inter-
actions of the extracted parton with their color-potential. The bare lightcone PDFs have
ultraviolet divergences and require renormalization, leading to a dependence on a renor-
malization scale µ in the renormalized PDFs.

Next, we consider the field theoretic definition of lightcone TMDs, for which we will
only consider the quark case and hence suppress flavor labels. Since TMDs also encode the

– 4 –



dependence on the transverse momentum of the parton, they naively correspond to PDFs in
which the fields also have a separation along the transverse directions. This transverse gap
prevents the cancellation of the anti-parallel Wilson lines in eq. (2.8). As a consequence, we
encounter the rapidity divergences typically associated with infinite-length light-like Wilson
lines. Many different regulators have been introduced to handle these rapidity divergences,
see e.g. refs. [74–80]. In this work we consider two of these: the off-lightcone regulator used
in the Collins scheme [76] and the δ-regulator [74, 79]. The off-lightcone regulator takes all
light-like Wilson slightly off the lightcone,

W [a−∞na ← a]→W [a−∞nA(yA)← a] ,

W [a−∞nb ← a]→W [a−∞nB(yB)← a] , (2.9)

where nA(yA) and nB(yB) are space-like vectors with rapidities of respectively yA and yB,

nA(yA) = (1,−e−2yA ,0⊥) ,

nB(yB) = (−e2yB , 1,0⊥) . (2.10)

The delta regulator is implemented by modifying the definition of infinite-length Wilson
lines as follows,

W [a−∞na ← a]→ P exp

(
ig

∫ −∞

0
ds esδ

−
Ac,−(a+ sna)t

c

)
W [a−∞nb ← a]→ P exp

(
ig

∫ −∞

0
ds esδ

+
Ac,+(a+ snb)t

c

)
. (2.11)

The effect of this regulator is that the ±i0 in eikonal propagators get replaced by finite
imaginary numbers.

To construct a lightcone TMD that is free of rapidity divergences, we begin by defining
a beam function, also known as the unsubtracted TMD. In the Collins scheme the (bare)
beam function is defined as

B(x, b⊥, ϵ, yB, P
+) =

∫
db−

4π
e−ixP+b− ⟨P | ψ̄(b)γ+W⊐

(
b,−∞nB(yB), b−nb

)
ψ(0) |P ⟩ ,

(2.12)

where b = (0, b−,b⊥) andW⊐ is a staple-shaped Wilson line defined in eq. (2.5). It extends
from one quark field along the lightcone to minus infinity, bridges the transverse gap, and
returns to connect to the second quark field in the correlator. The third argument in this
Wilson line is chosen such that the transverse gap is perpendicular to the longitudinal
segments of the Wilson line. In the above, yB is associated with the rapidity of nB, as
given in eq. (2.10), and acts as a rapidity regulator by taking the Wilson line slightly off
the lightcone.

The dependence on a rapidity regulator is indicative of a missing piece in our calcula-
tion, given here by a soft function encoding the dependence on soft emissions radiated by
the energetic colour-charged particles in the process. In the Collins scheme, the (bare) soft
function is defined as

S(b⊥, ϵ, yA, yB) =
1

Nc
⟨0|S

(
b⊥,−∞nA(yA),−∞nB(yB)

)
|0⟩ , (2.13)
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with the Wilson loop S defined in eq. (2.6). The soft function encodes information about
the full process, as soft emissions — isotropic and long-ranged — can mediate interactions
between the different collinear sectors. For the definition of one single TMD, this means that
only one Wilson staple’s direction is fixed to match the beam function (⊐), the other (⊐′)
must be matched up with the TMD describing the other incoming parton (or outgoing spray
of hadrons, for semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering), such that the full cross-section is
well-defined. As a result, the geometry encoded by the soft function resembles that of an
open book, with the spine along the transverse separation between the partons (and with
infinitely wide pages). It carries two rapidity regulators, yA and yB, due to the fact that
there are two staple-shaped Wilson lines in its definition (the two open pages of the book).

The physical TMD is defined as the ratio of the beam function and the square root of
the soft function1. In the Collins scheme,

f(x, b⊥, µ, ζ) = lim
ϵ→0

Zuv(ϵ, µ, ζ) lim
yB→−∞

B(x, b⊥, ϵ, yB, P
+)√

S(b⊥, ϵ, yA, yB)
, (2.14)

which is free of rapidity divergences regularized by yB, but depends on an auxiliary variable

yn = 1
2(yA + yB) . (2.15)

In eq. (2.14) it is implied that one takes yB → −∞ and yA → +∞ while keeping yn fixed.
The dependence on yn cancels in the full cross-section, through a dependence on a rapidity
scale

ζ = 2(xP+)2e−2yn (2.16)

as a remnant of the rapidity regulator cancellation. After the rapidity divergences are
cancelled, the UV divergences are regularized and renormalized through Zuv, to arrive at a
TMD that can be used in calculations.

2.3 Quasi-PDFs and matching with lightcone-PDFs

The PDFs and TMDs as defined above are, unfortunately, not compatible with calculations
on the lattice. This is mainly due to the sign problem. Lattice QCD circumvents the
sign problem by making use of a Euclidean lattice, prohibiting the calculation of matrix
elements where operators are separated in time. Since the parton distributions in eqs. (2.7)
and (2.12) involve fields that are separated along the lightcone, and hence also separated
in time, they cannot be directly accesed on the lattice.

A solution arises from the insight that the ultra-relativistic limit of a space-like tra-
jectory “looks” light-like, and so we may expect to be able to relate a highly-boosted off-
lightcone parton distribution to a PDF (or TMD). This is the fundamental insight behind
the quasi-PDF approach, and has its root in the view of the parton picture as envisioned by
Large Momentum Effective Theory (LaMET) [51, 52, 56]. LaMET posits that in the large-
momentum limit the structure of a proton (typically chosen to travel along the z-direction)

1The reason we divide, rather than multiply, with by the square root of the soft function is due the
zero-bin [81], that accounts for the overlap between the beam function and soft function. Here this overlap
is equal to the inverse of the soft function [82–84].

– 6 –



is independent of the exact value for P z — a Large Momentum symmetry — and so we
should expect results for PDFs (or TMDs) defined with separation along the z-direction to
agree with those separated along the lightcone up to corrections of O(Λ2

QCD/P
2
z )

2. As a
consequence, we can define a quasi-PDF, with exactly this type of separation.

Quasi-PDFs have the same definition as their lightcone counterparts, but with the
lightcone correlators replaced by correlators where the fields are only separated along the
z-axis. For quarks, the (bare) quasi-PDF is defined as

f̃q(x, ϵ, P
z) =

∫
dz

4π
eixP

zz ⟨P | ψ̄(z)γzW [z ← 0]ψ(0) |P ⟩ . (2.17)

where we use a tilde to distinguish it from the light-cone PDF in eq. (2.7). The time-
independence of this matrix element makes the quasi-PDF well suited for lattice calcula-
tions. In contrast to the boost-invariant lightcone-PDF, the quasi-PDF is boost dependent,
which is captured by its P z dependence. Applying an infinite boost to the quasi-PDF is
therefore identical to considering the P z →∞ limit.

As P z →∞, one naively expects the quasi-PDF to approach the lightcone-PDF. How-
ever, they are inherently different due the order of limits concerning the ultraviolet regulator
and P z →∞: For the lightcone-PDF that enters in factorization formulae, a UV regulator
is introduced after already having taken the limit of infinite hadron momentum. For the
quasi-PDF, the infinite boost is only performed after UV divergences have been regulated.
Instead of equality, one can however derive a matching relation relating the lightcone- and
quasi-PDFs in the limit that P z is much larger than ΛQCD and the mass of the hadron
M [51, 52, 58]:

f̃a(x, µ, P
z) =

∑
a′

∫ 1

−1

dx′

|x′|
Caa′

( x
x′
,

µ

|x′|P z

)
fa′(x

′, µ) +O
(
M2

P 2
z

,
Λ2

QCD

x2P 2
z

,
Λ2

QCD

(1− x)2P 2
z

)
.

(2.18)

Here C is a perturbative matching kernel and the sum over a′ accounts for mixing between
parton species. This matching relation also holds for polarized PDFs (a = ∆q, δq). It should
be noted that the above equation relates the renormalized lightcone- and quasi-PDFs, so
the matching kernel depends on the renormalization schemes for the lightcone- and quasi-
PDFs. Though scale-invariance requires that the matching coefficient depends on the value
of µ and the partonic momentum |x′|P z, any perturbative expansion will involve αs(µ) as
well.

The matching kernel for the quark flavor non-singlet case (Cqq) was first calculated to
one-loop order for all polarizations in ref. [59] and is now known up to two-loop order [85, 86].
The complete matching for all parton species and polarizations has been performed to one-
loop order [87].

Much progress has been made in extracting parton distributions from lattice data. The
unpolarized quark flavor non-singlet distribution was recently extracted from lattice data
using the two-loop matching kernel [88] and the gluon PDF has been calculated using the

2The power corrections also depend on x, b⊥ and the mass of the hadron.
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one-loop matching coefficient [57, 89–91]. Additionally, the above matching relation has
been extended to the case of generalized parton distributions (GPDs) [92].

2.4 Quasi-TMDs and matching with physical TMDs

In this section we review the recent progress for quasi-TMDs. We start by providing their
field-theoretic definition, present the matching relation with the physical TMDs, and then
sketch the proof for this matching that was given in ref. [65].

The (bare) quasi-beam function corresponding to the beam function in eq. (2.12) is
defined as,

B̃(x, b⊥, a, η̃, xP̃
z) =

∫
dz
4π

eixP
zz ⟨P̃ | ψ̄(b)γzW⊐(b, η̃ẑ, b

z ẑ)ψ(0) |P̃ ⟩ , (2.19)

where b = (0,b⊥, z), a denotes a UV regulator (e.g. ϵ or the lattice spacing), and the Wilson
staple is now along the z-axis. The finite length of the Wilson line η̃ renders this object
calculable on the lattice. The limit of large η̃ is divergent, so η̃ has to be chosen large
but finite for calculations on the lattice. The external proton state and choice of rapidity
regulator influence each other as will be discussed below (see eq. (2.27)), which is the reason
we write |P̃ ⟩ and P̃ z in this section (which was not needed in sec. 2.3).

As for the physical TMD in eq. (2.14), the quasi-TMD requires a soft function. Defining
a quasi-soft function that is related to the soft function by a Lorentz boost and is lattice
calculable is challenging: the soft function knows about the color flow in the full process,
as indicated by the two Wilson staples extending in different light-like directions. Here
we contend ourselves to provide a definition of a soft function that leads to a consistent
matching, deferring a discussion of how to calculate it on the lattice to sec. 2.5. The quasi-
soft function can be defined by taking the Collins soft function, where the two staples are
slightly off the lightcone, and boosting it such that one of its staples lies along the z-axis.
Since the soft function is boost invariant, one does not have to make this boost explicit.
One does, however, need to take into account that the quasi-soft function is to be calculated
on the lattice, and therefore one has to impose a restriction on the length of the Wilson
lines. This leads to the following definition

S̃(b⊥, a, η̃, yA, yB) =
1

Nc
⟨0|S

(
b⊥,−η̃

nA(yA)

|nA(yA)|
,−η̃ nB(yB)
|nB(yB)|

)
|0⟩ , (2.20)

Note that, because of the finite length η̃ of the Wilson lines, the quasi-soft function is
rapidity finite. Rapidity divergences appear as η̃ →∞.

The quasi-TMD is then defined as the ratio of the quasi-beam function in eq. (2.19)
and the square root of the quasi-soft function in eq. (2.20),

f̃(x, b⊥, µ, ζ̃, xP̃
z) = lim

a→0
Z̃uv(a, µ, yA − yB) lim

η̃→∞

B̃(x, b⊥, a, η̃, xP̃
z)√

S̃(b⊥, a, η̃, yA, yB)
. (2.21)

Here, the limit η̃ → ∞ is taken at fixed but arbitrarily large yA and yB, and the diver-
gences that appear as η̃ → ∞ cancel between the beam and the soft function. Since the
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quasi-beam and soft function can both be renormalized multiplicatively, we included one
renormalization factor Zuv for both. This renormalization factor only depends on the cusp
of the Wilson lines, which can be expressed in terms of yA − yB. More notably, the renor-
malization does not depend on η̃ as this parameter only contains long-distance physics,
and it is also insensitive to the parton momentum as is always the case for quasi parton
distributions. Finally, note that the dependence on yA and yB on the right-hand side is
hidden in the

ζ̃ = (2xP̃ zeyB−yn)2 (2.22)

on the left-hand side. This would seem to diverge as yA →∞ and yB → −∞ for fixed yn,
but this divergence can be shown to be spurious by expressing P̃ z in terms of the momentum
P+ for the physical TMD using eq. (2.27) given below.

The quasi-TMD in eq. (2.21) can be matched perturbatively onto the physical (Collins
scheme) TMD,

f̃(x, b⊥, µ, ζ̃, xP̃
z) = C(xP̃ z, µ) exp

[
1

2
γζ(b⊥, µ) ln

(
ζ̃

ζ

)]
f(x, b⊥, µ, ζ) , (2.23)

where C(xP̃ z, µ) is a perturbative matching factor. This matching was proven in ref. [65] in
two steps: First the quasi-TMD was related to a so-called large rapidity (LR) scheme TMD,
which is then subsequently related to the physical (Collins scheme) TMD. The LR scheme
can be viewed as an intermediate scheme between the quasi-TMD and the Collins-TMD,
and is defined as the Collins scheme but with the order of the yB → −∞ and ϵ→ 0 limits
reversed:

fLR(x, b⊥, µ, ζ, yP − yB) = lim
−yB≫1

lim
ϵ→0

ZLR
uv (ϵ, µ, yn − yB)

B(x, b⊥, ϵ, yP − yB)√
S(b⊥, ϵ, yA, yB)

, (2.24)

where
yP = 1

2 ln(P
+/P−) = ln[P+/(

√
2mh)] (2.25)

is the rapidity of the hadron momentum P . Here, both the left-hand-side and the right-
hand-side depend on yA and yB, through either ζ as given in eq. (2.16) and eq. (2.15), or
through yn as given in eq. (2.15) directly. As ζ and yn are assumed to be fixed the value
of yB therefore also determines the size of yA. It was then shown, by an analysis of all
Lorentz invariants that a TMD can depend on, that the quasi-TMD of eq. (2.21) and the
LR-scheme TMD in eq. (2.24) are related by

f̃(x, b⊥, µ, ζ̃, xP̃
z) = fLR(x, b⊥, µ, ζ̃, yP − yB) . (2.26)

Additionally, this analysis leads to the conclusion that

yP̃ = yP − yB , (2.27)

where yP̃ is the rapidity of P̃ , which is the hadron momentum for the quasi-TMD. Conse-
quently this equation illustrates why we take yB to be large but finite.
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Finally, the authors of [65] relate the LR scheme TMD to the Collins TMD, which
differ only by the order of limits yB → −∞ and ϵ → 0. Using asymptotic freedom, they
argue that the difference between the two schemes can be accounted for by a perturbative
matching factor. Combining this with the relation between the quasi- and LR scheme TMD
of eq. (2.26), they arrive at the matching relation in eq. (2.23).

The first lattice calculation of the unpolarized flavor non-singlet quark TMD was carried
out in [69] and an application to spin dependent TMDs can be found in [93]. Additionally,
the matching relation in eq. (2.23) has been used to extract the Collins-Soper kernel from
lattice calculations [71, 73]. The matching factor in eq. (2.23) is currently known to two-
loops [68].

2.5 Lattice calculability of the quasi-soft function

Unfortunately, the quasi-TMD in eq. (2.21) that appears in the matching relation eq. (2.23)
is not directly calculable on the lattice. The problem lies with the quasi-soft function that
enters the definition of the quasi-TMD. The quasi-soft function consists of two Wilson line
staples that are slightly off the lightcone staples, only one of which can be boosted to lie
along the z-axis. Consequently, the matrix element defining the quasi-soft function is time
dependent and cannot be calculated on the lattice directly.

In the literature this issue has been addressed by introducing a naive quasi-soft function.
The (bare) naive quasi soft function is defined in terms of a rectangular Wilson loop, whose
longitudinal sides lie along the z-axis,

S̃naive(b⊥, a, η̃) =
1

Nc
⟨0|S (b⊥, η̃ẑ,−η̃ẑ) |0⟩ . (2.28)

This soft factor can then be used to define a naive quasi-TMD that is directly calculable
on the lattice,

f̃naive(x, b⊥, µ, xP̃
z) = lim

η̃→∞

B̃(x, b⊥, µ, η̃, xP̃
z)√

S̃naive(b⊥, µ, η̃)
, (2.29)

and the structure of the renormalization is the same as in eq. (2.21). However, this naive
quasi-TMD cannot directly be matched to the physical TMD, because it has different IR
behavior.

The final step consists of relating the quasi- and naive quasi-TMD, by considering the
ratio of the two functions

f̃(x, b⊥, µ, ζ̃, xP̃
z)

f̃naive(x, b⊥, µ, xP̃ z)
= lim

η̃→∞

√
S̃naive(b⊥, µ, η̃)

S̃(b⊥, µ, yA, yB, η̃)
=

√
S̃naive(b⊥, µ)

S(b⊥, µ, yA, yB)
, (2.30)

where the dependence on yA and yB on the right-hand-side is hidden in the ζ̃ and P̃ z, see
eqs. (2.22) and (2.27). In the second equality the divergences as η̃ →∞ cancel in the ratio.
Crucially, the S(b⊥, µ, yA, yB) in the final expression is the same soft function that enters
the definition of the physical Collins scheme TMD. We can further reduce the above ratio
by using the fact that for large yA and yB the Collins soft function behaves as

S(b⊥, µ, yA, yB) = SI(b⊥, µ)e
(yA−yB)γζ(b⊥,µ) . (2.31)
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Here, SI(b⊥, µ) is the rapidity-independent part of the soft function. It is referred to in the
literature as the intrinsic soft function, and has been related to a lattice-calculable meson
form factor [63]. Furthermore, the Collins-Soper kernel can be calculated on the lattice by
calculating ratios of quasi-beam functions at different hadron momenta [61]. Summarizing,
the quasi-TMD is related to the naive quasi-TMD by

f̃(x, b⊥, µ, ζ̃, xP̃
z) = f̃naive(x, b⊥, µ, xP̃

z)

√
S̃naive(b⊥, µ)

SI(b⊥, µ)
exp

[
−1

2
γζ(b⊥, µ) ln

(
(2xP̃ z)2

ζ

)]
,

(2.32)

where all ingredients on the right-hand-side can be calculated on the lattice. Results for
lattice calculations of the soft function can be found in [70, 94].

3 Double parton distribution functions

We start with a brief introduction to double parton scattering in sec. 3.1, including a short
overview of the theoretical framework. For a more comprehensive presentation, we refer to
the book on this subject [21]. The definition of the double parton distributions are discussed
in sec. 3.2, which is the starting point for their extracting from lattice QCD using LaMET,
and their renormalization is treated in sec. 3.3.

3.1 Introduction to double parton scattering

Double parton scattering (DPS) refers to two partonic scatterings between the same collid-
ing hadrons. In contrast to pile-up, in which there are collisions between different hadrons
in the same bunch crossing, the two partonic collisions in DPS are not independent of each
other. Within the area of multi-parton interactions, there are different kinematic regions of
interest: For many LHC measurements, there is a single energetic collision and additional
partonic scatterings take place at lower energies. These additional partonic scatterings still
produce radiation that affect measurements and are modeled in Monte Carlo parton show-
ers. On the other hand, there is also an interest in two energetic collisions, for which a
field-theoretic description in terms of factorization formulae is available. This is the case
we focus on, and the one investigated in measurements of DPS that extract σeff .

A given process, say double Drell-Yan for concreteness, can receive contributions from
both DPS as well as single parton scattering (SPS). In the SPS contribution, only one
parton is extracted from each of the colliding hadrons, and the two electroweak bosons are
produced by a single hard scattering, rather than from two separate partonic scatterings.
The contribution of DPS to the total cross section is suppressed by Λ2

QCD/Q
2 compared

to SPS, where Q is the typical energy scale of the hard collisions (the invariant mass of
an electroweak boson in double Drell-Yan). To enhance the contribution of DPS, one can
consider processes where the energies of the hard collisions are fairly low, such as charm
production [95]. Alternatively, one can restrict to the region of phase-space where the total
transverse momentum of each of the individual hard scatterings is small (for double Drell-
Yan this is the transverse momentum of each of the electroweak bosons). For single parton
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scattering the contribution is also power suppressed in this region as the two electroweak
bosons are unlikely to each have a small transverse momentum, so the size of the SPS
contribution will be of the same order as the DPS contribution [13].

The factorization formula for the double Drell-Yan cross section takes the following
form [16, 19]

dσDPS

dQ2
1 dY1 dQ

2
2 dY2

=
1

S

∑
a1,a2,a3,a4

∑
R1,R2,R3,R4

cR1,R2,R3,R4

∫
dx1
x1

dx2
x2

dx3
x3

dx4
x4

∫
d2b⊥Φ

2(|b⊥|ν)

× σa1a3(x1, x3, Q1, Y1, µ)σa2a4(x2, x4, Q2, Y2, µ)

× R1R2Fa1a2(x1, x2,b⊥, µ, ζp)
R3R4Fa3a4(x3, x4,b⊥, µ, ζ̄p) . (3.1)

Here R1R2Fa1a2(x1, x2,b⊥, µ, ζ) is the double parton distribution (DPD) describing the prob-
ability of extracting partons a1 and a2 from a proton with moment fraction x1 and x2 and
transverse separation b⊥. The superscripts Ri label the color representation of the par-
tons, and in principle there are also interference effects in fermion number (that we will not
consider). Because color singlets are produced, the dependence on the color representation
can simply be encoded in an overall coefficient cR1,R2,R3,R4 . The regulator Φ2(|b⊥|ν) will
be discussed below.

The partonic cross section σa1a3(x1, x3, Q1, Y1, µ) in eq. (3.1) describes the scattering
process in which the partons a1 and a3 collide to form an electroweak boson with invariant
mass Q1 and rapidity Y1. Beyond leading order in perturbation theory, additional partons
are produced in the final state and infrared poles in the partonic cross sections need to
be subtracted. The coefficient S describes a symmetry factor. The parton flavors ai and
representations Ri are summed over, and the momentum fractions xi and the transverse
separation b⊥ between the two collisions are integrated over.

Even for unpolarized protons, the cross section in eq. (3.1) receives contributions from
DPDs such as F∆q∆q, that describes extracting two longitudinally polarized quarks. While
a non-vanishing distribution for a single longitudinal quark requires a polarized proton,
F∆q∆q describes spin correlations of the two partons in an unpolarized proton. The sum
over polarizations is included in the sum over flavors, e.g. a1 = ∆q is part of the sum over
a1.

As an example of color correlations encoded in the superscripts R1, R2, R3, R4, two
pairs of color-correlated (anti-)quarks can produce two color singlet electroweak bosons,
corresponding to a term 88Fqq

88Fq̄q̄ in the DPS cross section.3 The tree-level cross section
for double Drell-Yan, including spin and color correlations and interference effects, is shown
in eq. (43) of ref. [16]. For color correlations, the currents in the DPDs at position 0 and b⊥
are not color singlets. (The complete operator in the DPD of course is.) Consequently, soft
radiation resolving the large distance b⊥ ∼ 1/ΛQCD between the currents must be included.
The corresponding soft functions are shown explicitly in ref. [16] but have been absorbed in
the DPDs in eq. (3.1). As for the case of TMDs in sec. 2.2, there is an associated rapidity

3Since the proton is colorless, there is no corresponding distribution for single parton scattering. However,
the proton is not an electroweak singlet, so there is a corresponding (perturbative) electroweak effect [96].
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resummation, for which a corresponding argument ζp and ζ̄p is included in the DPDs (this
is absent for the color-summed DPDs).

DPDs can receive contributions from PDFs in the b⊥ → 0 limit [97, 98], known as the
double parton splitting singularity [99]. For example, Fqq̄ receives a contribution from fg
where the gluon splits, g → qq̄. In particular, one has to make sure to avoid double counting
between DPS and SPS. While several proposals for how to address this problem were put
forward [15, 100–103], a first complete solution was presented in ref. [19]. This leads to the
inclusion of the regulator Φ2(|b⊥|ν) in eq. (3.1), which goes to zero for b⊥ → 0 and becomes
one for large |b⊥|. This does not play a role in our calculations because we only consider
the flavor-non-singlet DPDs and restrict to the one-loop matching. One crucial ingredient
in proving factorization is the cancellation of Glauber gluons, which was established for
double Drell-Yan in ref. [18].

We will conclude this section by explaining how the “pocket formula" with σeff arises
from eq. (3.1). We assume all spin and color correlations and interferences effects can be
ignored, such that we only need to consider 11Fa1a2 and can drop the argument ζ. The
following ansatz [11]

11Fa1a2(x1, x2,b⊥, µ) = fa(x1, µ)fb(x2, µ)G(b⊥, µ) , (3.2)

is then made, where fa,b are the collinear PDFs. Due to the constraint x1 + x2 < 1, this
can only hold if xi is small (which we assume). This implies

dσDPS

dQ2
1 dY1 dQ

2
2 dY2

=
1

S

dσ

dQ2
1 dY1

dσ

dQ2
2 dY2

∫
db⊥Φ

2(|b⊥|ν)G(b⊥, µ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
1/σeff

, (3.3)

so the two partonic scattering can be treated independently. The effective cross section can
then be interpreted as a measure of the transverse size of the proton. It will be interesting
to confront these assumptions with lattice data, using the LaMET approach.

3.2 Field-theoretical definition of DPDs

Definitions of DPDs as proton matrix elements of operators in quantum field theory, have
e.g. been given in refs. [14, 16]. For convenience, we repeat the definition for the quark-quark
DPD here.

As for TMDs, the definition of DPDs involve infinite-length light-like Wilson lines and
therefore contain rapidity divergences. These divergences cancel in the cross section when
the DPDs are combined with their associated soft functions. The DPDs that appear in
eq. (3.1) can be defined as the ratio of an unsubtracted DPD and the square root of the
corresponding soft function.

Let us now define the unsubtracted quark-quark DPDs, for general color and spin
structures:

F unsub
ijkℓ (x1, x2,b⊥, ϵ, yB, P

+) (3.4)

= −πP+

∫
db−1
2π

db−2
2π

db−3
2π

e−ix1P+b−1 e−ix2P+b−2 eix1P+b−3

– 13 –



× ⟨P | T̄
{[
ψ̄(b1)W

[
b1 ← b⊥ −∞nB(yB)

]]
i

[
ψ̄(b2)W

[
b2 ← −∞nB(yB)

]]
j

}
× T

{[
W

[
b⊥ −∞nB(yB)← b3

]
ψ(b3)

]
k

[
W

[
−∞nB(yB)← 0

]
ψ(0)

]
ℓ

}
|P ⟩ .

Here i, j, k, ℓ denote the color and spin indices, which are uncontracted, T (T̄ ) denotes
(anti-)time ordering. The coordinates bi are

b1 = (0+, b−1 ,b⊥) , b2 = (0+, b−2 ,0⊥) , b3 = (0+, b−3 ,b⊥) , b⊥ = (0+, 0−,b⊥) , (3.5)

The Wilson line W was defined in eq. (2.4), and for definiteness we use the off-lightcone
rapidity regulator yB in eq. (2.10).

The quark-quark DPD as defined above can be decomposed into several color and spin
structures. Following the conventions of ref. [20],

11Fq1q2 = (Γq1)ik(Γq2)jℓFijkℓ , (3.6)

88Fq1q2 =
2Nc√
N2

c − 1
(Γq1t

c)ik(Γq2t
c)jℓ Fijkℓ , (3.7)

where Nc = 3 is the number of colors, tc is the SU(3) generator in the fundamental rep-
resentation and the Dirac structures Γq1 ,Γq2 ∈ {γ+, γ+γ5, γ+γ

µ
⊥γ

5} are labelled q, ∆q and
δq, respectively. The free Lorentz index in the δq can be contracted with b⊥ or the index
of another δq.

For the color correlated DPD, the currents at b⊥ and 0⊥ are not separately gauge
invariant and a transverse Wilson line at infinity is required. While this transverse Wilson
line can be eliminated in covariant gauges by setting the gauge field at infinity to zero, they
will be important when we introduce a lattice calculable quasi-DPD in sec. 4.1. In that
case the Wilson lines are located at a finite distance η̃ along the z direction, and can no
longer be set to unity.

Next we discuss the soft functions needed to obtain the physical DPD from the un-
subtracted one in eq. (3.4). For the case of the quark-quark DPDs there are only two soft
functions corresponding to the two different color structures: 1S and 8S (in principle there
are more when one considers interference contributions). The soft function corresponding
to the color-summed DPD is trivial, 1S = 1, so in this case no soft subtraction is needed.
The (bare) soft function for the color-correlated DPD can be written as

8S(b⊥, ϵ, yA, yB) = −
1

2NcCF
+

1

2NcCF
⟨0|S†(b⊥,−∞nB(yB),−∞nA(yA))
×S

(
b⊥,−∞nB(yB),−∞nA(yA)

)
|0⟩ , (3.8)

where yA and yB are two off-lightcone rapidity regulators and S is the Wilson loop defined
in eq. (2.6).

For general flavor, spin and color we now define the (bare) DPDs by performing the
soft subtraction:

R1R2F bare
a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, ζp) = lim

yB→−∞

R1R2F unsub
a1a2 (x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, yB)√
R1/2S(b⊥, ϵ, yA, yB)

. (3.9)
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This ratio is finite as yB → −∞, but a dependence on a rapidity scale ζp remains. This
rapidity scale dependence is described by a Collins-Soper evolution [20],

∂

∂ ln ζp
R1R2F bare

a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, ζp) =
1

2
R1/2Jbare(b⊥, ϵ)

R1R2F bare
a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, ζp) , (3.10)

with a similar equation being satisfied by the renormalized DPDs. Here RJ is the rapidity
anomalous dimension or rapidity evolution kernel. This kernel depends only on the dimen-
sion of the representation R with |R1| = |R2| being implied. The rapidity evolution kernels
are related to the familiar Collins-Soper kernel by a color factor. Note that in contrast to
the TMD case in eq. (2.16), the rapidity scale associated to DPDs contains no momentum
fractions,

ζp = 2(P+)2e−2yn . (3.11)

This general form will be used in sec. 4, but in our actual calculations in sec. 5 we
will only consider the color-summed (R1 = R2 = 1) and color-correlated (R1 = R2 = 8)
quark-quark DPDs.

3.3 Renormalization of DPDs

The bare DPDs defined in eq. (3.9) contain UV divergences and need to be renormalized.
The reason for discussing renormalization in some detail here is that the structure of the
renormalization group equations will play a key role in constructing the matching relation
between the lightcone- and quasi-DPDs. This renormalization has been discussed exten-
sively in refs. [20, 104–106], and includes results at order α2

s.
The renormalization of DPDs can be performed either in position or momentum space.

These bare DPDs are related by a Fourier transform

R1R2F bare
a1a2(x1, x2,∆⊥, ϵ, ζ) =

∫
dd−2b⊥ e

ib⊥·∆⊥ R1R2F bare
a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, ζ) . (3.12)

This same formula does not hold for the renormalized DPDs, because of the double parton
splitting singularity which occurs in the b⊥ → 0 limit (see the discussion of the function Φ

in eq. (3.1)).
In position space, the currents that enter the definition of the bare DPDs are separated

by a distance b⊥. Because of this transverse separation, the two operators renormalize
separately4,

F = Z ⊗1 Z ⊗2 F
bare . (3.13)

Explicitly, this reads

R1R2Fa1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζp) =
∑
a′1,a

′
2

∑
R′

1,R
′
2

∫
dx′1
x′1

dx′2
x′2

R1R̄′
1Za1a′1

(x1
x′1
, µ, x21ζp

)
(3.14)

4In principle one could consider two separate renormalization scales for the two operators as they renor-
malize independently.
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× R2R̄′
2Za2a′2

(x2
x′2
, µ, x22ζp

)
R′

1R
′
2F bare

a′1a
′
2
(x′1, x

′
2, b⊥, µ, ζp).

Here it is clear why ζp is defined without momentum fractions, since they differ in the
various terms. For color-summed DPDs the rapidity scale dependence drops out.

In momentum space, additional singularities are generated due to the 1 → 2 splitting
mechanism. This leads to mixing with single PDFs,

F = Z ⊗1 Z ⊗2 F
bare + Zs ⊗ fbare . (3.15)

Explicitly,

R1R2Fa1a2(x1, x2,∆⊥, µ, ζp) =
∑
a′1,a

′
2

∑
R′

1,R
′
2

∫
dx′1
x′1

dx′2
x′2

R1R̄′
1Za1a′1

(x1
x′1
, µ, x21ζp

)
(3.16)

× R2R̄′
2Za2a′2

(x2
x′2
, µ, x22ζp

)
R′

1R
′
2F bare

a′1a
′
2
(x′1, x

′
2,∆⊥, µ, ζp)

+
∑
a′

∫
dx′

(x′)2
R1R2Za1a2,a′

(x1
x′
,
x2
x′
, µ, x1x2ζp

)
fbare
a′ (x′, µ, ϵ) .

Because the renormalization of DPDs is different in position space and momentum
space, the matching with quasi-DPDs will also be different in position space and momentum
space. Note that this only affects the mixing with single PDFs, which is absent from our
explicit one-loop calculations that are limited to the flavor-non-singlet case.

4 Quasi-double parton distributions

In this section we take the first steps in extending the quasi-PDF approach to the case of
double parton distributions. We define quasi-DPDs in sec. 4.1, which are related to the
physical lightcone-DPD by an infinite Lorentz boost. The lattice-calculability of the DPD
soft function is discussed in sec. 4.2 (paralleling the discussion in sec. 2.5 for the TMD soft
function). In sec. 4.3, we construct a matching relation between the physical and quasi-
DPD. Although we do not prove the matching relation in this work, we verify its consistency
to one-loop order in sec. 5 for the flavor non-singlet quark-quark DPD.

4.1 Defining quasi-DPDs

First we define (bare and unsubtracted) quasi-DPDs. Their definition can be obtained
straightforwardly from their lightcone counterparts by essentially replacing all appearances
of na and nb by ẑ and −ẑ. For the quark-quark DPD with spin and color indices i, j, k, ℓ
uncontracted, we obtain

F̃ unsub
ijkℓ (x1, x2,b⊥, a, η̃, P̃

z) = −πP̃ z

∫
dbz1
2π

dbz2
2π

dbz3
2π

eix1P̃ zbz1eix2P̃ zbz2e−ix1P̃ zbz3 (4.1)

× ⟨P̃ |
[
ψ̄(b1)W

[
b1 ← b⊥ + η̃ẑ

]]
i

[
ψ̄(b2)W

[
b2 ← η̃ẑ

]]
j

×
[
W

[
b⊥ + η̃ẑ ← b3

]
ψ(b3)

]
k

[
W

[
η̃ẑ ← 0

]
ψ(0)

]
ℓ
|P̃ ⟩ ,
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as the quasi-analogue of eq. (3.4). The coordinates bi are now

b1 = (0,b⊥, b
z
1) , b2 = (0,0⊥, b

z
2) , b3 = (0,b⊥, b

z
3) , b⊥ = (0,b⊥, 0) , (4.2)

so (anti-)time ordering is no longer relevant. The Wilson line W is defined in eq. (2.4),
and we replaced the off-lightcone rapidity regulator in eq. (3.4) by a finite length η̃ of the
Wilson lines, i.e. −∞nB(yB)→ η̃ẑ. This is necessary as the quasi-DPD is calculated on a
lattice of finite size.

The color and spin decomposition of quasi-DPDs is essentially the same as for lightcone-
DPDs. For definiteness, the decomposition of the quark-quark quasi-DPDs is given by

11F̃ unsub
q1q2 (x1, x2, b⊥, a, η̃, P̃

z) (4.3)

= −πP̃ z

∫
dbz1
2π

dbz2
2π

dbz3
2π

eix1P̃ zbz1eix2P̃ zbz2e−ix1P̃ zbz3

× ⟨P̃ | ψ̄(b1)Γ̃q1W [b1 ← b3]ψ(b3) ψ̄(b2)Γ̃q2W [b2 ← 0]ψ(0) |P̃ ⟩ ,
88F̃ unsub

q1q2 (x1, x2, b⊥, a, η̃, P̃
z) (4.4)

= −πP̃ z

∫
dbz1
2π

dbz2
2π

dbz3
2π

eix1P̃ zbz1eix2P̃ zbz2e−ix1P̃ zbz3

× ⟨P̃ | ψ̄(b1)Γ̃q1W [b1 ← b⊥ + η̃ẑ] tcW [b⊥ + η̃ẑ ← b3]ψ(b3)

× ψ̄(b2)Γ̃q2W [b2 ← η̃ẑ] tcW [η̃ẑ ← 0]ψ(0) |P̃ ⟩ .

Note that qi denotes both the flavor of the quark field ψ as well as the Dirac structure Γ̃qi .
These Dirac structures are related to those of the lightcone-DPD by

1

pz
ū(p)Γ̃u(p) =

1

p+
ū(p)Γu(p) , (4.5)

with u(p) the spinor for a massless quark with momentum in the z direction. Note that in
this equation, the overall magnitude of p is irrelevant because it cancels in the ratio, so p can
be replaced by p̃ if necessary. In principle there exists a universality class of valid choices of
Γ̃, obtained by replacing γ+ in the lightcone-DPD definition by a linear combination of γ0

and γz (except for γ0−γz). For definiteness, we take Γ̃ = γz, γzγ5, γzγ⊥γ
5 for unpolarized

(q), helicity (∆q) and transversity (δq), respectively.
We note that the color non-singlet distribution 88F̃ as written in eq. (4.3) is not au-

tomatically gauge invariant due to the appearance of SU(3) generators tc in between the
Wilson lines. While this issue could be ignored for the DPD in sec. 3.2 (at least as long
as covariant gauges are used), here we need to be more careful. We address this by first
applying completeness relations for the generators which reconnects the color indices of
the end-points of the Wilson lines, and then introducing transverse gauge links at spatial
infinity where needed. As an example, in the quark-quark case we first use

taijt
a
kℓ = TF

(
δiℓδkj −

1

Nc
δijδkℓ

)
, (4.6)

and then add the missing transverse Wilson lines between η̃ẑ and b⊥ + η̃ẑ. This leads to
the following gauge invariant definition of the color-correlated quark-quark quasi-DPD

88F̃ unsub
q1q2 (x1, x2, b⊥, a, η̃, P̃

z)
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= −TF
N

11F̃ unsub
q1q2 (x1, x2, b⊥, a, η̃, P̃

z)− πP̃ z

∫
dbz1
2π

dbz2
2π

dbz3
2π

eix1P̃ zbz1eix2P̃ zbz2e−ix1P̃ zbz3

× ⟨P̃ |
[(
ψ̄(b1)Γ̃q1

)
α
W [b1 ← b⊥ + η̃ẑ ← η̃ẑ ← 0]ψβ(0)

]
×
[(
ψ̄(b2)Γ̃q2

)
β
W [b2 ← η̃ẑ ← b⊥ + η̃ẑ ← b3]ψα(b3)

]
|P̃ ⟩ , (4.7)

where α, β denote the spin indices. (Note that we already used this approach to obtain a
gauge-invariant soft function in eq. (3.8).)

Next we define a quasi-DPS soft function. As for the TMD soft function, it is not
possible to define a matrix element that is both time-independent and is related to the
lightcone soft function by a boost. To make sure that the quasi- and lightcone distributions
possess the same infrared behaviour, we follow the same approach as in sec. 2.4 for TMDs,
defining the quasi-soft function as the off-lightcone regularized soft function with finite-
length Wilson lines. Explicitly, the DPS quasi-soft function can be obtained by taking the
off-lightcone regularized soft function and making the replacement

∞nA(yA)→ η̃
nA(yA)

|nA(yA)|
, ∞nB(yB)→ η̃

nB(yB)

|nB(yB)|
. (4.8)

For the quark-quark case, the color-summed quasi-soft function is 1S̃ = 1 and the color-
correlated quasi-soft function is defined as

8S̃(b⊥, a, η̃, yA, yB) = −
1

2NcCF
+

1

2NcCF
⟨0|S†

(
b⊥,−η̃

nB(yB)

|nB(yB)|
,−η̃ nA(yA)
|nA(yA)|

)
(4.9)

× S
(
b⊥,−η̃

nB(yB)

|nB(yB)|
,−η̃ nA(yA)
|nA(yA)|

)
|0⟩ ,

with S defined in eq. (2.6).
We now define quasi-DPDs, which we will match onto the physical lightcone-DPDs

in the next section. First we use the quasi-soft functions to subtract the singularities for
η̃ → ∞ (known as pinch-pole singularities) from the unsubtracted quasi-DPDs, and then
we perform the renormalization,

R1R2F̃a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζ̃p, P̃
z) = lim

a→0
η̃→∞

R1R2Z̃a1,a2(a, µ, yA, yB)
R1R2F̃a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, a, η̃, P̃

z)√
RS̃(b⊥, a, η̃, yA, yB)

,

(4.10)

Note that, as in the case of quasi-PDFs and quasi-TMDs, quasi-DPDs can be renormalized
multiplicatively. This is in contrast to the lightcone-DPDs, which are renormalized by a
convolution in the two momentum fractions, see eq. (3.14).

4.2 Lattice calculability of the DPD quasi-soft function

The quasi-DPD as defined above cannot be calculated directly on the lattice because the
matrix element defining the quasi-soft function is time-dependent. Therefore, analogous
to the TMD case in sec. 2.5, we define naive quasi-DPDs, which can be calculated on the
lattice directly and can be related to the proper quasi-DPDs via an intrinsic soft function.
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For the quark-quark DPD, we simply have 1Snaive = 1 in the color-summed case, while for
the color-correlated case we define the (bare) naive soft function as

8Snaive(b⊥, a, η̃) = −
1

2NcCF
+

1

2NcCF
⟨0|S†[b⊥,−η̃ẑ, η̃ẑ]S

[
b⊥,−η̃ẑ, η̃ẑ

]
|0⟩ . (4.11)

We then define the naive quasi-DPDs as

R1R2F̃ naive
a1a2 (x1, x2, b⊥, µ, P̃

z) = lim
a→0
η̃→∞

R1R2Z̃a1a2(a, µ, yA, yB)
R1R2F̃a1a2(x1, x2,b⊥, a, η̃, P̃

z)√
RS̃naive(b⊥, a, η̃)

,

(4.12)

The naive quasi-DPD does not posses the correct IR behaviour to be used to in the matching
relation, as it is not related to the lightcone-DPD by a boost. However, it can be used in
lattice calculations to subtract the pinch-pole singularities of the unsubtracted quasi-DPD,
that appear as divergences in the limit η̃ →∞.

To relate the naive quasi-DPD to the quasi-DPD that is used in the matching to physical
DPDs, we need to define an analogue of the intrinsic soft function of (2.31) for the double
parton case. To define an intrinsic soft function it is necessary that the rapidity divergences
exponentiate, which was proven to be the case in [107]. This allows us to define an intrinsic
soft function for the DPD case by5

RS(b⊥, µ, yA, yB) =
RSI(b⊥, µ)e

(yA−yB)RJ(b⊥,µ) . (4.13)

Following the same arguments as for the TMD case, we then find the following relation
between the quasi- and the naive quasi-DPDs,

F̃ (x1, x2, b⊥, P̃
z, µ, ζ̃) = F̃naive(x1, x2, b⊥, P̃

z, µ, ζ̃)

√
RS̃naive(b⊥, µ)
RSI(b⊥, µ)

(4.14)

× exp

[
−1

4
RJ(b⊥, µ) ln

(
(2x1P̃

z)2

x21ζp

)
− 1

4
RJ(b⊥, µ) ln

(
(2x2P̃

z)2

x22ζp

)]
.

4.3 Factorization for quasi-DPDs

We will now present a matching relation between quasi-DPDs and the physical DPDs for
general flavor, color and spin. In position space the matching relation reads

R1R2F̃a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζ̃p, P̃
z) (4.15)

=
∑
R′

1,R
′
2

∑
a′1,a

′
2

∫ 1

0

dx′1
x′1

dx′2
x′2

R1R′
1Ca1a′1

(x1
x′1
, x′1P̃

z, µ
)

R2R′
2Ca2a′2

(x2
x′2
, x′2P̃

z, µ
)

× exp

[
1

2
R′

1/2J(b⊥, µ) ln

(
ζ̃p
ζp

)]
R′

1R
′
2Fa′1a

′
2
(x′1, x

′
2, b⊥, µ, ζp) ,

5Note that we assume a basis where mixing between different soft functions under rapidity evolution is
absent.
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while in momentum space the matching relation reads

R1R2F̃a1a2(x1, x2,∆⊥, µ, ζ̃p, P̃
z) (4.16)

=
∑
R′

1,R
′
2

∑
a′1,a

′
2

∫ 1

0

dx′1
x′1

dx′2
x′2

R1R′
1Ca1a′1

(x1
x′1
, x′1P̃

z, µ
)

R2R′
2Ca2a′2

(x2
x′2
, x′2P̃

z, µ
)

× R′
1R

′
2Fa′1a

′
2
(x′1, x

′
2,∆⊥, µ, ζ̃p)

+
∑
a′

∫ 1

0

dx′

x′2
R1R2Ca1a2,a′

(x1
x′
,
x2
x′
, x′P̃ z, µ

)
fa′(x

′, µ) .

Here, RR′
Caa′ and RR′

Ca1a2,a′ are perturbative matching kernels. The rapidity evolution
kernel RJ only depends on the dimensionality of the representation, and |R1| = |R2| is
necessary to have a non-vanishing DPD. In the momentum-space matching the lightcone-
and quasi-DPD are evaluated at the same rapidity scale, to avoid the more complicated
momentum-space rapidity evolution. Furthermore we wish to stress that the position space
and momentum space matching relations eq. (4.15) and eq. (4.16) are not equivalent due
to the single-PDF contribution that arises at vanishing transverse separation.

As we will now show, the above matching relations are consistent with the renormal-
ization group evolution and the rapidity evolution of the lightcone- and quasi-DPDs. The
rapidity evolution is satisfied trivially, as both the lightcone- and the quasi-DPD satisfy
a Collins-Soper evolution. Note that this relies on the fact there is no matching between
quasi-DPDs onto lightcone-DPDs with a different rapidity anomalous dimension and that
the matching kernels are rapidity-scale independent.

To show that the matching relation is also consistent with renormalization group evo-
lution, we start by presenting the structure of evolution equations for the quasi-DPD. Their
evolution can be inferred from eq. (4.14) by using the fact that the unsubtracted quasi-DPDs
have a multiplicative renormalization and the quasi-soft soft function satisfies eq. (4.13).
This leads to the following evolution equation for the quasi-DPDs,

d

d lnµ2
R1R2F̃a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζ̃p, P̃

z) (4.17)

=

[
R1γa1 +

1

4
R1γJ ln

(
(2x1P̃

z)2

x21ζp

)
+ (1↔ 2)

]
R1R2F̃a1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζ̃p, P̃

z) .

Here Rγa corresponds to the anomalous dimension of one of the current operators in the
unsubtracted quasi-DPD and RγJ is the anomalous dimension of the rapidity evolution
kernel,

d

d lnµ2
RJ(b⊥, µ) = −RγJ(µ) . (4.18)

On the other hand, for the physical DPDs in position space, the renormalization scale
dependence is given by [20, 105]

d

d lnµ2
R1R2Fa1a2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζp) (4.19)
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=
∑
R′

1R
′
2

∑
a′1,a

′
2

∫
dx′1
x′1

dx′2
x′2

[
R1R̄′

1Pa1a′1

(x1
x′1
, µ, x21ζp

)
δR′

2R2
δa′2a2 δ

(
1− x2

x′2

)
+ (1↔ 2)

]
× R′

1R
′
2Fa′1a

′
2
(x′1, x

′
2, b⊥, µ, ζp) ,

where the RR̄′
Paa′ are referred to as the color-dependent DGLAP splitting kernels. These

kernels can be split up into a rapidity-independent part P̂ and rapidity-dependent part,

RR̄′
Paa′(x, µ, ζ) =

RR̄′
P̂aa′(x, µ)−

1

4
δRR′δaa′ δ(1− x)RγJ ln

(
ζ

µ2

)
. (4.20)

Using these evolution equations, one can see that the matching relation is consistent
with the UV and large rapidity behaviour of the lightcone- and quasi-DPDs. Furthermore,
one can conclude that the matching kernels satisfy,

d

d lnµ2
RR′

Caa′

( x
x′
, x′P̃z, µ

)
=

[
Rγa +

1

4
RγJ ln

(
(2x′P̃ z)2

µ2

)]
RR′

Caa′

( x
x′
, x′P̃ zµ

)
(4.21)

−
∑
R′′

∑
a′′

∫ 1

0

dx′′

|x′′|
R′′R̄′

P̂a′′a′

(x′′
x′
, µ

)
RR′′

Caa′′

( x

x′′
, x′′P̃ z, µ

)
.

In this paper we do not provide a proof for the matching relation. However, for the
color-summed case, the proof for the single-PDF case [58], which makes use of the operator
product expansion (OPE), directly carries over for the position-space matching in eq. (4.15).
This is because the operator that defines the color-summed DPDs consists of two copies of
the single-PDF operators separated by a finite distance b⊥. The finite transverse separation
ensures that no additional terms can arise in the OPE and so one can apply the OPE to
each current operator separately. This leads to the conclusion that the matching kernels
for the color-summed DPDs will be identical to the matching kernels of the single parton
case,

11Caa′

( x
x′
, x′P̃ z, µ

)
= Caa′

( x
x′
,

µ

|x′|P̃ z

)
, (4.22)

where the Caa′ are the matching kernels that appear in (2.18). Note that this proof does
not directly carry over to the momentum-space matching relation of eq. (4.16), as the OPE
relies on the position-space formulation where b⊥ is taken to be finite, whereas the mixing
term involving single PDFs arises from the region where b⊥ → 0.

For DPDs with a non-trivial color structure the proof would be more complicated.
In principle, one could extend the proof of the TMD matching relation in ref. [65] to
the case of color-correlated DPDs. This proof was based on the decomposition of the
hadronic correlator in terms of all available Lorentz structures, which was used to show
that the correlators describing the quasi- and LR scheme TMDs agree in the infinite boost
limit, up to higher twist terms. An extension of this proof to the case of DPDs would
require an analysis of the Lorentz decomposition of the hadronic correlator defining DPDs.
Furthermore, this proof cannot be carried over directly to our case because DPDs have a
substantially different UV behaviour.
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5 One-loop matching for the flavor-non-singlet case

In this section we will calculate the quark-quark DPD matching kernel RR′
Cqq′ for all color

and spin structures to one-loop order. We consider the flavor non-singlet DPDs, which can
be defined as

R1R2FNS
q1q2 = R1R2Fu1u2 − R1R2Fu1d2 − R1R2Fd1u2 +

R1R2Fd1d2 . (5.1)

Here qi denote the spin structure q,∆q, δq and not the quark flavor, while ui and di de-
note different quark flavors and have the same spin structure as the corresponding qi. By
considering the flavor non-singlet case, we do not need to consider mixing with different
flavors, but mixing with color and spin is still present. In this case the matching relation
of eq. (4.15) simplifies to

R1R2F̃NS
q1q2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζ̃p, P̃

z) (5.2)

=
∑
R′

1,R
′
2

∑
q′1,q

′
2

∫ 1

0

dx′1
x′1

dx′2
x′2

R1R′
1Cq1q′1

(x1
x′1
, x′1P̃

z, µ
)
R2R′

2Cq2q′2

(x2
x′2
, x′2P̃

z, µ
)

× exp

[
1

2
R1/2J(b⊥, µ) ln

(
ζ̃p
ζp

)]
R′

1R
′
2FNS

q′1q
′
2
(x′1, x

′
2, b⊥, µ, ζp) .

where the sum on q′i runs only over the spin structures, not quark flavors. The only
nonvanishing color structures are R1 = R2 and R′

1 = R′
2 which can be either 1 or 8.

The one-loop matching kernels can be extracted from the one-loop corrections to the
lightcone- and quasi-DPDs with the proton replaced by partonic states. As we discuss in
sec. 5.1, the use of partonic states leads to ill-defined expressions. We resolve this by using
different in- and out-states, only taking them equal at the end of the calculation. The
“master formula" for extracting the one-loop matching kernel from the various ingredients
is derived in sec. 5.2. Next, sec. 5.3 provides an example calculation for one of the diagrams
contributing to the one-loop lightcone- and quasi-DPD, with our conventions for plus dis-
tributions given in app. A. The results for all one-loop diagrams are presented in app. B.
Finally, in sec. 5.4 we obtain the one-loop matching coefficients and verify their perturbative
nature by showing that they are free of infrared logarithms. We also provide the one-loop
expressions for the remaining ingredients that enter the matching relation: the lightcone-
and quasi-soft functions, the rapidity evolution kernel and the relevant renormalization
factors.

5.1 Handling divergences in calculating DPDs for partonic states

The matching kernel in eq. (5.2) is independent of the external state |P ⟩. We can therefore
replace the proton by a suitable partonic state to calculate the matching kernel in pertur-
bation theory. However, the DPDs as defined in the previous section are not well-suited for
partonic states. This is because the definition of DPDs leads to the square of a delta func-
tion when applied to identical partonic in- and out-states. Here we demonstrate how this
issue arises, and how it can be resolved by using different in- and out states in intermediate
steps of the calculation.
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The simplest state that gives a non-trivial result for the DPDs is a di-quark state
where the quarks have definite (on-shell) momenta p1 and p2. Neglecting the transverse
momentum of the two quarks, we take

p1 = ω1p , p2 = ω2p , with ω1 + ω2 = 1 , (5.3)

where p = (p+, 0−,0) = (pz,0, pz), and we will use lowercase p for partonic momenta
throughout the calculation.

Since we calculate the matching kernels for all color and spin structures, we do not
average over the color and spin of the external partons. For notation convenience, we
denote products of spinors as

ū(p1)Γq1TR1u(p1) ū(p2)Γq2TR2u(p2) ≡ (TR1 ⊗ TR2) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2 , (5.4)

where TRi are the generators in the representation Ri and Γqi are Dirac structures.
When calculated on di-parton states, the DPDs defined in eq. (3.4) diverge. Explicitly,

for the color-summed DPD at tree-level, using the di-quark state in eq. (5.3)

11F (0)
qq (x1, x2) = −πp+

∫
db−1
2π

db−2
2π

db−3
2π

e−ix1p+b−1 e−ix2p+b−2 eix1p+b−3

× ū(p1)eiω1p+b−1 γ+e−iω1p+b−3 u(p1) ū(p2)e
iω2p+b−1 γ+u(p2) . (5.5)

The Fourier transforms over b−1 and b−2 result in delta functions of the two momentum
fractions,

11F (0)
qq (x1, x2) = −π(1⊗ 1)

γ+ ⊗ γ+

p+1 p
+
2

δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) ∫ d(p+b−3 )

2π
ei(x1−ω1)p+b−3 . (5.6)

The combination of Dirac matrices and p+i is chosen to match the form in eq. (4.5). The
remaining b−3 integral gives a delta function involving x1, which has already been fixed to
x1 = ω1 by the Fourier transform over b−1 , therefore resulting in a square of a delta function.

To avoid this extra delta function, we introduce slightly different in- and out states,
which we use in intermediate steps of the calculation of the matching coefficients. Specifi-
cally, we temporarily change the in-state to

|p1p2⟩ →
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3) |p3p4⟩ , (5.7)

with p3 = ω3p and p4 = ω4p = (1− ω3)p, while keeping the out-state as ⟨p1p2|. The above
in-state replaces the unwanted extra delta function by Ψ(ω1):

11F (0)
qq (x1, x2) = −π(1⊗ 1)

γ+ ⊗ γ+

p+1 p
+
2

Ψ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
. (5.8)

In the limit that the in- and out-states are identical, i.e. when Ψ(ω3) is narrowly peaked
around ω3 = ω1, the above factor Ψ(ω1) can be treated as an infinite normalization factor.
Because the tree-level lightcone- and the quasi-DPD share this normalization factor, it
directly drops out of the matching coefficient at this order, see eq. (5.12) below. Beyond
tree-level care should be taken in treating Ψ(ω3) as narrowly peaked, as we will see in our
one-loop calculation in sec. 5.3. In practice, we will set ω3 equal to ω1 whenever that is
possible without generating a divergence.
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5.2 Constructing the one-loop matching kernel

Here we lay out the details that enter the calculation of the one-loop matching kernel in
eq. (5.2). We denote the perturbative expansion of the matching kernels by

C = C(0) +
αs

4π
C(1) +O(α2

s) , (5.9)

and use a similar notation for the perturbative expansion of the other objects. At tree-level,
the matching kernel can be constructed from the tree-level lightcone- and quasi-DPDs,
which respectively read

R1R2F (0)
q1q2(x1, x2) = −πΨ(ω1)δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR2)

Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

, (5.10)

R1R2F̃ (0)
q1q2(x1, x2) = −πΨ(ω1)δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR2)

Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

pz1 p
z
2

. (5.11)

The tree-level matching kernel is then

RR′
C

(0)
qq′

(x
ω
, ωp̃z, µ

)
= δRR′δqq′ δ

(
1− x

ω

)
. (5.12)

Using these tree-level results in the expansion of eq. (5.2) to one-loop order, leads to

R1R2F̃ (1)
q1q2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζ̃p, p̃

z) (5.13)

= R1R2F (1)
q1q2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζp)

−
∑
R′

1

∑
q′1

πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR′

1
⊗ TR2)

Γq′1
⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

R1R′
1C

(1)
q1q′1

(x1
ω1
, ω1p

z, µ
)

−
∑
R′

2

∑
q′2

πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR′

2
)
Γq1 ⊗ Γq′2

p+1 p
+
2

R2R′
2C

(1)
q2q′2

(x2
ω2
, ω2p

z, µ
)

− πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR2)

Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2
RJ (1)(b⊥, µ) ln

(
ζ̃p
ζp

)
.

The one-loop corrections to the DPDs that appear in this expression are the renormalized
subtracted DPDs. Following eqs. (3.9), (3.14) and (4.10), these one-loop corrections can be
written in terms of the bare unsubtracted DPDs R1R2F unsub

q1q2 and R1R2F̃ unsub
q1q2 as

R1R2F (1)
q1q2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζp) = lim

ϵ→0
lim
δ+→0

{
R1R2F unsub(1)

q1q2 (x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, δ
+, p+) (5.14)

+ πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR2)

Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2
RS(1)(b⊥, ϵ, δ

+, e2ynδ+)

− πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR′

1
⊗ TR2)

Γq′1
⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

R1R̄′
1Z

(1)
q1q′1

(x1
ω1
, µ, x21ζp

)
− πΨ(ω1) δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR′

2
)
Γq1 ⊗ Γq′2

p+1 p
+
2

R2R̄′
2Z

(1)
q2q′2

(x2
ω2
, µ, x22ζp

)}
,

R1R2F̃ (1)
q1q2(x1, x2, b⊥, µ, ζ̃p, p̃

z) = lim
η̃→∞

lim
ϵ→0

{
R1R2F̃ unsub(1)

q1q2 (x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, η̃, p̃
z) (5.15)
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k
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Figure 1. The one-loop corrections to the quark-quark quasi-DPD that involve only a single quark
line. For the corresponding lightcone diagrams, a cut should be inserted vertically in the middle
of the diagram. The top and bottom row have different color factors for the color-correlated DPD,
and consequently require a rapidity regulator.

p2k

p1

(G)
0−,0⊥ b−2 ,0⊥

b−3 ,b⊥ b−1 ,b⊥

(H) (I)

(J) (K) (L)

Figure 2. The one-loop corrections to the quark-quark quasi-DPD that involve a gluon exchange
between the two quark lines. For the corresponding lightcone diagrams, a cut should be inserted
vertically in the middle of the diagram.

+ πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR2)

Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

1

2
RS̃(1)(b⊥, ϵ, η̃, yA, yB)

− πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
(TR1 ⊗ TR2)

Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

R1R2Z̃(1)
q1q2(ϵ, µ, yA, yB)

}
.

Here we switched from the off-lightcone regulator in eq. (2.9) to the delta regulator in
eq. (2.11).

The diagrams for the one-loop corrections to the bare unsubtracted DPDs are shown
in figures 1 and 2. For simplicity, we only show the diagrams belonging to the quasi-DPD,
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as those for the lightcone-DPD look identical up to a vertical cut through the middle of
the diagram due to the time-ordering prescription in eq. (3.4). For identical quark flavors
one could also consider “crossing" quark lines, but this turns out to be irrelevant. The
one-loop corrections can be classified as diagrams where only a single quark line is involved
(fig. 2) and diagrams where a gluon connects the two quark lines (fig. 1). This classification
is useful, as the diagrams in the first category are identical to the one-loop corrections to
regular PDFs, up to an overall normalization and the presence of the other quark line. Note
however that these diagrams must be calculated with a rapidity regulator, as the diagrams
in the top and bottom row receive different color factors for the color-correlated DPD,
preventing the cancellation of rapidity divergences. The diagrams shown do not include the
contributions of the transverse Wilson that are necessary to ensure gauge invariance of the
color-correlated quasi-DPD (see eq. (4.4) vs. eq. (4.7)). However, we have explicitly verified
that at one-loop order the contribution of the transverse Wilson line cancels between the
unsubtracted quasi-DPD and the quasi-soft function.

It is useful to separate the color structure from the rest of the diagram such that the
resulting expressions can be used to calculate both the color-summed and color-correlated
DPDs:

R1R2F unsub (1)
q1q2 =

∑
i∈diagrams

∑
R′

1,R
′
2

∑
q′1,q

′
2

R1R2,R′
1R

′
2ci

[
F i
q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
(TR′

1
⊗ TR′

2
)
Γq′1
⊗ Γq′2

p+1 p
+
2

. (5.16)

Here F i
q1q2 is the expression for diagram i contributing to R1R2F

(1)
q1q2 with color factors

absorbed into R1R2,R′
1R

′
2ci. Conveniently, the diagrams in figures 1 and 2 are ordered such

that diagrams in each row have an identical color structure. We furthermore use
[
F i
q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2

to denote its contribution to the spin structure Γq′1
⊗ Γq′2

. A similar expression holds for
the quasi-DPDs F̃ , with the appropriate replacement of Γ and p+i , see eq. (4.5).

Before writing down an expression for the one-loop matching kernel, let us discuss how
the divergent factor Ψ(ω1) drops out of the matching kernel. The individual expressions
for the one-loop lightcone- and quasi-DPDs contain non-trivial integrals involving Ψ(ω3).
However, in constructing the matching kernel, these terms cancel between the lightcone-
and the quasi-DPDs. Even at the level of individual diagrams, the difference between the
one-loop corrections to the lightcone- and quasi-DPDs factors as

lim
p3,p4→p1,p2

[
F̃ i
q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, η̃, p̃

z)−
[
F i
q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, δ

+, p+) (5.17)

= −πΨ(ω1)
[
∆i

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, {η̃, p̃z}, {δ+, p+}) ,

such that the divergent factor Ψ(ω1) drops out of the matching kernel.
Combining all the perturbative expansions and organizing by color and spin structures,

the one-loop matching kernels for the flavor non-singlet case can be expressed as

δR2R′
2
δq2q′2δ

(
1− x2

ω2

)
R1R′

1C
(1)
q1q′1

(x1
ω1
, ω1p̃

z, µ
)
+ (1↔ 2) (5.18)

= lim
η̃→∞

lim
ϵ→0

lim
δ+→0

{∑
i

R1R2,R′
1R

′
2ci

[
∆i

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, {η̃, p̃z}, {δ+, p+})
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Figure 3. Diagram H for the lightcone- (left) and quasi-DPD (right).

+
1

2
δR1R′

1
δR2R′

2
δq1q′1δq2q′2δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
×
[
RS(1)(b⊥, ϵ, δ

+, e2ynδ+)− RS̃(1)(b⊥, ϵ, η̃, yA, yB)− RJ (1)(b⊥, µ) ln

(
ζ̃p
ζp

)]
+ δR1R′

1
δR2R′

2
δq1q′1δq2q′2δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
R1R2Z̃(1)

q1q2(ϵ, µ, yA, yB)

− δR2R′
2
δq2q′2

R1R̄′
1Z

(1)
q1q′1

(x1
ω1
, µ, x21ζp

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
− δR1R′

1
δq1q′1

R2R̄′
2Z

(1)
q2q′2

(x2
ω2
, µ, x22ζp

)
δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)}
.

The order of the η̃ and ϵ limits does not matter [65].

5.3 Lightcone- and quasi-DPDs at one-loop

Here we will provide an example calculation of one of the diagrams that contributes to the
one-loop lightcone- and quasi-DPDs. A complete overview of the results of all diagrams
is given in app. B. The diagram we will calculate here is diagram H, also shown in fig. 3.
This diagram exhibits most features that distinguish DPDs from PDFs and TMDs, as it
involves both quark lines.

First we calculate the lightcone diagram, shown on the left in fig. 3. To keep the
notation compact, we will use the shorthand for the graph labelled with n

Fn =
αs

4π

∑
q′1,q

′
2

[Fn
q1q2 ]q′1q′2

Γq′1
⊗ Γq′2

p+1 p
+
2

, (5.19)

and F̃n for the corresponding quasi-DPDs. From the Feynman rules one can derive the
following expression,

FH = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫
dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥

[
(igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γq1 ⊗ Γq2(ign

ν
a)

i

k+ + iδ+

]
× (−gµν) 2πδ(k2)θ(k0) δ

[
x1p

+ − (p+1 − k
+)

]
δ
[
x2p

+ − p+2
]
δ
[
x1p

+ − p+3
]

= −αsΨ(x1) δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) γ+γµΓq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

(ω1 − x1)p+ + iδ+
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× 4π3µ2ϵ0

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥

(p1 − k)µ

k−
δ(k2)θ(k0) δ

[
k+ − (ω1 − x1)p+

]
, (5.20)

where µ0 is the scale associated with dimensional regularization. The remaining momentum
integral in eq. (5.20) can be simplified by considering the contribution of each component
of (p1 − k)µ separately: First, since (γ+)2 = 0, the contribution of (p1 − k)− vanishes.
Second, since γµ⊥ can be anti-commuted through γ+, and because γ+Γ = 0 for all Γ ∈
{γ+, γ+γ5, γ+γ⊥γ5} the contribution of (p1 − k)µ⊥ vanishes as well. This leaves us only
with the combination γ−(p1 − k)+ = x1p

+γ−, which gives

FH = −αs

4π
Ψ(x1) δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

2x1
(ω1 − x1) + iδ+/p+

(5.21)

× (4π2µ20)
ϵ

∫
ddk eik⊥·b⊥

1

k−
δ(k2)θ(k0) δ

[
k+ − (ω1 − x1)p+

]
.

The remaining integral is given in eq. (B.3), resulting in

FH = −αs

4π
πΨ(x1) δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

2x1
(ω1 − x1) + iδ+/p+

2
√
πΓ(−2ϵir)
Γ
(
1
2 − ϵ

) (4πµ20b
2
⊥)

ϵ ,

(5.22)

where d = 4− 2ϵir/uv and we only sometimes add the subscript “ir” or “uv” to indicate the
origin of the poles. Finally, introducing a plus distribution using the convention in app. A,
and expanding in ϵ and dropping terms of O(ϵ)

FH =
αs

4π
2πΨ(x1)δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)]
(5.23)

×
{[ x1

ω1

1− x1
ω1

][0,1]
+

− δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)[
1+ln

(
δ+

p+1

)
+
iπ

2

]}
, .

Here the ratio x1/ω1 is the variable of the plus distribution, i.e. integrating it over the
interval [0, 1] will give zero. The µ0 is related to the MS-scale µ and the b0 is given by

µ20 = µ2
eγE

4π
, b0 = 2e−γE . (5.24)

Next we calculate diagram H for the quasi-DPD. This matrix element can be treated
as time-ordered and therefore does not include a cut gluon propagator. From the Feynman
rules we derive

F̃H = −πpzµ2ϵ0
∫
dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥

[
(igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2(igẑ

ν)
i

kz

]
× −igµν

k2
(
e−ikz η̃ − 1

)
δ
[
x1p

z − (pz1 − kz)
]
δ
[
x2p

z − pz2
]
δ
[
x1p

z − pz3
]

= αsΨ(x1) δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) γzγµΓ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

pz1p
z
2

(5.25)

× 4iπ2pz1µ
2ϵ
0

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥

(p1 − k)µ

k2(p1 − k)2
1− e−ikz η̃

kz
δ
[
kz − (ω1 − x1)pz

]
.
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Note that ẑ · p = −pz due to the signature of our metric. To simplify the above expression,
we use that for an on-shell quark spinor u(p) with p = (pz, 0, 0, pz) we have γ0u(p) = γzu(p).
Additionally, we can ignore the term (p1 − k)µ⊥ as its contribution is power-suppressed by
1/(|b⊥|pz). This leads to

F̃H =
αs

4π
16iπ3Ψ(x1) δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

pz2
(5.26)

× µ2ϵ0
∫

ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥

(p1 − k)0 + (p1 − k)z

k2(p1 − k)2
1− e−ikz η̃

kz
δ
[
kz − (ω1 − x1)pz

]
.

We find it convenient to already introduce a plus distribution at this stage of the
calculation. That way we may omit the regulator η̃ inside the plus distribution, as the
behavior of the function at x1 = ω1 is contained in the delta-function term. To calculate
the resulting momentum integrals we combine denominators by introducing a Feynman
parameter v and use eq. (B.5),

F̃H =
αs

4π

{
−Ψ(x1) δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

pz1 p
z
2

(5.27)

×
(
µ20
p21z

)ϵ[ 1

1− x1
ω1

∫ 1

0
dv

(
v + x1

ω1

)(2π|b⊥|pz1
|v − x1

ω1
|

) 1
2
+ϵ

K 1
2
+ϵ

(
|v − x1

ω1
||b⊥|pz1

)]
+

+ πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

pz1 p
z
2

× 16iπ2pz1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ 1

0
dv

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1−e−iypz1 η̃

y

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
eiℓ⊥·b⊥

2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)pz1

]}
.

Finally, we perform the integral over the Feynman parameter v and expand in ϵ to obtain

F̃H =
αs

4π

{
πΨ(x1) δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

pz1 p
z
2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
2 x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

][0,1]
+

(5.28)

+ πΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

pz1 p
z
2

× 16iπ2pz1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1−e−iypz1 η̃

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
eiℓ⊥·b⊥

2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)pz1

]}
.

While we were able to obtain a closed-form expression for the remaining integral, we find
that it substantially simplifies after combining it with other diagrams, so we only present
results for the sum. This is discussed at the end of app. B.

Let us now write down the contribution of diagram H to the matching kernel. First,
note that as both the lightcone- and quasi diagrams are diagonal in spin, this diagram does
not contribute to mixing between spin structures. Second, note that the difference of the
two diagrams can be written as eq. (5.17). Including the contributions of the three sister
topologies of this diagram, we find that[

∆H
q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
(x1, x2, b⊥, ϵ, {η̃, P̃ z}, {δ+, p+}) (5.29)
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= −4δq1q′1δq2q′2δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) [
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)]
− 2δq1q′1δq2q′2δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

)
× 16iπ2p̃z1µ

2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− cos(yp̃z1η̃)

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
eiℓ⊥·b⊥

2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z1

]
+ (1↔ 2) .

Inserting this into eq. (5.18), gives its contribution to the one-loop matching coefficient.

5.4 Result for one-loop matching kernel

Here we present the one-loop matching kernels for the flavor non-singlet case of eq. (5.1) for
all color- and spin structures, which can be calculated from the master formula in eq. (5.18).

Here we list all the one-loop ingredients that are needed to construct the matching
kernels. The results for the one-loop diagrams for the lightcone- and quasi-DPDs can be
found in app. B. The one-loop soft functions for the lightcone-DPD can be obtained from
the TMD case [108] by an appropriate modification of the color factor

88S(1)(b⊥, ϵ, δ
+, δ−) = −4CA

{
1

ϵ2uv
+

[
1

ϵuv
+ln

(µ2b2
⊥

b20

)]
ln
( µ2

2δ+δ−

)
− 1

2
ln2

(µ2b2
⊥

b20

)
−π

2

12

}
,

(5.30)

We have calculated the corresponding quasi-soft function, obtaining

88S̃(1)(b⊥, ϵ, η̃, yA, yB) = 4CA

{[
1

ϵuv
+ ln

(µ2b2
⊥

b20

)][
2− (yA − yB)

]
+

2πη̃

|b⊥|

}
. (5.31)

Note that the above expression for the quasi-soft function does not contain the contribution
from the transverse Wilson line. Though non-zero, its contribution cancels between the
quasi-soft function and the unsubtracted quasi-DPD. The one-loop rapidity evolution kernel
is given by

8J (1)(b⊥, µ) = −4CA ln
(µ2b2

⊥
b20

)
. (5.32)

For completeness we also present the renormalization kernels and factors that define the
renormalized distributions. The renormalization kernels for the lightcone-DPD read [106]

11Z(1)
qq (x, µ, ζ) = − 1

ϵuv
2CF

[
1 + x2

1− x

][0,1]
+

, (5.33)

11Z
(1)
∆q∆q(x, µ, ζ) = −

1

ϵuv
2CF

[
1 + x2

1− x

][0,1]
+

,

11Z
(1)
δqδq(x, µ, ζ) = −

1

ϵuv
CF

(
4

[
x

1− x

][0,1]
+

+ δ(1− x)
)
,
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for the color-singlet case. Those for the color non-singlet case are related to their color-
singlet counterpart by an modification of the color factor and an additional piece

88Z(1)
qq (x, µ, ζ) =

(
1− CA

2CF

)
11Z(1)

qq (x, µ, ζ)− CAδ(1− x)
{

1

ϵ2uv
+

1

ϵuv

[
ln

(
µ2

ζ

)
+

3

2

]}
.

(5.34)

For the color-singlet quasi-DPDs, we find that only the transversity distribution needs
renormalization,

11Z̃(1)
qq (ϵ, µ, yA, yB) = 0 , (5.35)

11Z̃
(1)
∆q∆q(ϵ, µ, yA, yB) = 0 ,

11Z̃
(1)
δqδq(ϵ, µ, yA, yB) = −

1

ϵuv
2CF .

In direct analogy to eq. (5.34), the renormalization factors for the color-correlated quasi-
DPDs are related to their color-singlet counterpart by

88Z̃(1)
qq (ϵ, µ, yA, yB) =

(
1− CA

2CF

)
11Z̃(1)

qq (ϵ, µ, yA, yB)−
1

ϵuv
CA

[
1 + 2(yA − yB)

]
. (5.36)

Note that all renormalization kernels are diagonal in color- and spin structures.
We find that at one-loop order there is no mixing between color structures. This can

be understood from the fact that the matching coefficients are related to the difference
between the order of the UV and large rapidity limits (as discussed at the end of sec. 2.4).
However, only diagrams where a gluon connects the two quark lines can lead to mixing
between color structures, but these do not have UV divergences since the quark lines are
separated by b⊥. It should be noted that individual diagrams of this type can contribute to
the matching kernel due to the different treatment of rapidity divergences for the lightcone-
and quasi-DPDs, but their contribution should cancel once all diagrams are combined. This
argument is expected to hold at higher orders in perturbation theory as well.

For the color-singlet case, we verify that the matching kernel is related to that of the
ordinary PDF case, see eq. (4.22). We have verified that this holds, and for completeness
we present the matching kernels in the MS scheme,

11C(1)
qq (x, p̃z, µ) = −2CF

{[
1 + x2

1− x

[
ln
( µ2

4(1− x)2p̃2z

)
− 1

]
+

4x

1− x

][0,1]
+

(5.37)

−
[
sgn(x)

(
1 +

1 + x2

1− x
ln
∣∣∣ x

1− x

∣∣∣)](−∞,+∞)

+

}
,

11C
(1)
∆q∆q(x, p̃

z, µ) = −2CF

{[
1 + x2

1− x

[
ln
( µ2

4(1− x)2p̃2z

)
+ 3

]
− 4x

1− x

][0,1]
+

(5.38)

−
[
sgn(x)

(
1 +

1 + x2

1− x
ln
∣∣∣ x

1− x

∣∣∣)](−∞,+∞)

+

}
.

11C
(1)
δqδq(x, p̃

z, µ) = −2CF

{[
2x

1− x

[
ln
( µ2

4(1− x)2p̃2z

)
+ 1

]][0,1]
+

(5.39)
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−
[
sgn(x)

x

1− x
ln
∣∣∣ x

1− x

∣∣∣](−∞,+∞)

+

}
.

The matching kernels for the color-correlated case are identical to those for the color-
summed case, up to a color factor and an additional xP̃ z-dependent piece,

88C(1)
qq

( x
x′
, x′P̃ z, µ

)
=

(
1− CA

2CF

)
11C(1)

qq

( x
x′
, x′P̃ z, µ

)
(5.40)

− δ
(
1− x

x′

)1
2
CA

[
ln2

(
µ2

(2x′P̃ z)2

)
+ 2 ln

(
µ2

(2x′P̃ z)2

)
+ 4− π2

6

]
,

where we switched back to expressing partonic momenta as fractions of hadronic momenta.
Note that all matching kernels which are off-diagonal in color or spin vanish (though this
is not true at the level of individual diagrams). Note also that the form of (5.40) arises
because the contribution of all graphs in fig. 2 to the matching kernel is proportional to
delta functions in both momentum fractions, although the contribution of some individual
graphs to the DPD or quasi-DPD is not.

6 Conclusions

Double parton scattering can significantly affect precision measurements due to the radi-
ation from a secondary partonic collision. For certain processes, such as same-sign WW

production, its contribution can be on par with that of single parton scattering. Currently,
the double parton distributions (DPDs) that enter in the factorization theorems for these
cross sections are poorly constrained experimentally: Essentially only a single number, the
effective cross section, has been measured for a range of different processes. At the same
time, these DPDs provide a window on a range of interesting correlations of partons inside
the proton.

Inspired by the substantial progress in the quasi-PDF approach to extract (single)
PDFs from lattice QCD, we have taken the first steps in this paper to extend this approach
to DPDs. We have put forward a general matching relation, whose form is constrained
using the renormalization group equations. This shares similarities with both the quasi-
PDF approach to parton distribution functions (convolutions in momentum fractions and
flavor mixing) and transverse momentum distributions (rapidity divergences, requiring a
soft function). We have obtained explicit results for the flavor non-singlet quark-quark
DPD at one-loop order, showing that the matching coefficients do not involve the infrared
scale b⊥. For the color-summed case, the kernel can directly be expressed in terms of that
for the single PDF case.

There are several open questions left that we wish to explore in future work: On
the conceptual side, the method to obtain the double-parton scattering soft function from
the lattice requires further investigation. On the calculational side, there is the obvious
extension to other flavors, for which the mixing with single PDFs may need to be taken
into account (in transverse momentum space), as well as the extension to interference
DPDs. The following issues related to lattice calculations will also need to be addressed:
The nonperturbative renormalization, conversion to the RI/MOM scheme and the mixing
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of operators. We expect that in the coming years this effort will lead to a substantial
improvement of our understanding of DPDs, that can be confronted with measurements of
double parton scattering and unveil more of the fascinating structure of the proton.

Note added: While this manuscript was in preparation, ref. [109] appeared. It discusses
the color-singlet quark-quark DPD, showing that the matching can be expressed in terms of
that for single PDFs, due to the spatial separation between the currents. We reach the same
conclusion, as discussed at the end of sec. 4.3. However, we take a broader perspective,
presenting a matching relation for general flavor, spin and color correlations. The latter
particularly complicates things due to the presence of rapidity divergences and the need to
subtract a soft factor. In our calculations we restrict to the non-singlet quark-quark DPD,
but account for general spin and color correlations.
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A Plus distributions

In this paper we will encounter singularities requiring a plus prescription at x = 1. Since
quasi-parton distributions have a range outside the domain [0, 1], we have modified the plus
prescription such that [f(x)]I+ only has support on the finite or infinite length interval I
(i.e. the theta functions ensuring this are included in the definition of the plus distribution)
and satisfies ∫

I
dx [f(x)]I+ = 0 . (A.1)

In practice we decompose a function regulated by e.g. ϵ in terms of plus distributions by
writing

f(x, ϵ) =
[
f(x, ϵ)

]I
+
+ δ(1− x)

∫
I
dy f(y, ϵ) , (A.2)

and then expanding (with respect to the regulator) the expression in the plus distribution
and the result of the integral. The following identity still holds for these plus distributions∫

I
dx g(x)

[
f(x)

]I
+
=

∫
I
dx

[
g(x)− g(1)

]
f(x) . (A.3)

B One-loop diagrams

In this appendix we present the calculation of the one-loop lightcone- and quasi-DPDs,
defined in secs. 3.2 and 4.1. The one-loop diagrams for the quasi-DPD are shown in figs. 1

– 33 –



diagram R1 = 1, R′
1 = 1 R1 = 1, R′

1 = 8 R1 = 8, R′
1 = 1 R1 = 8, R′

1 = 8

A,B,C CF 0 0 CF − CA
2

D,E, F CF 0 0 CF

G,H, I 0 1 CF
2N 2CF − CA

2

J,K,L 0 1 CF
2N 2CF − CA

Table 1. Color factors R1R2,R
′
1R

′
2ci for the i-th diagram, as defined in eq. (5.16). Note that only

R1 = R2 and R′
1 = R′

2 are allowed, which is why we just list R1 and R′
1.

and 2. The diagrams for the lightcone-DPD are identical up to a cut that goes vertically
through the middle of the diagram. In each figure, the diagrams in the top row correspond
to real-emission diagrams while those on the bottom are virtual corrections. These diagrams
are decomposed according to eq. (5.16), and the color factors belonging to these diagram
are shown in table 1.

The following integrals are convenient for calculating the one-loop corrections to the
lightcone-DPD

∫
ddk

δ(k+ − ξ)
k2(k − p)2

eik⊥·b⊥ =
iπ2

p+
θ(ξ)θ(p+ − ξ) π

1
2
−ϵΓ(−ϵir)
Γ
(
1
2 − ϵ

) (b2
⊥)

ϵ , (B.1)∫
ddk

δ(k+ − ξ)
k2(k − p)2

=
iπ2

p+
θ(ξ)θ(p+ − ξ)

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)
, (B.2)∫

ddk δ+(k
2)
δ(k+ − ξ)

k−
eik⊥·b⊥ = πθ(ξ)

2π
1
2
−ϵΓ(−2ϵir)
Γ
(
1
2 − ϵ

) (b2
⊥)

ϵ , (B.3)∫
ddk δ+(k

2)
δ(k+ − ξ)

k−
= πθ(ξ)

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)
. (B.4)

For the calculation of the one-loop quasi-DPD the integrals below can be used,

∫
ddk

(2π)d
δ(kz − ξ)

k4
eik⊥·b⊥ =

i

16π3

(
2π|b⊥|
|ξ|

) 1
2
+ϵ

K 1
2
+ϵ

(
|ξ||b⊥|

)
, (B.5)∫

ddk

(2π)d
δ(kz − ξ)

k4
=

i

16π2
(4π)ϵΓ

(
1
2 + ϵ

)
√
π

|ξ|−1−2ϵ , (B.6)∫
ddk

(2π)d
δ(kz − ξ)

k2
eik⊥·b⊥ = − i

4π2

(
2π|b⊥|
|ξ|

)− 1
2
+ϵ

K− 1
2
+ϵ

(
|ξ||b⊥|

)
, (B.7)∫

ddk

(2π)d
δ(kz − ξ)

k2
= − i

8π2
(4π)ϵΓ

(
−1
2 + ϵ

)
√
4π

|ξ|1−2ϵ , (B.8)

where K denotes the modified Bessel function of the second kind.
We will now discuss each diagram in turn. To keep the notation compact, we will use
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the shorthand introduced in eq. (5.19)

F I =
αs

4π

∑
q′1,q

′
2

[F I
q1q2 ]q′1q′2

Γq′1
⊗ Γq′2

p+1 p
+
2

. (B.9)

In the following we will assume that the arguments of the plus distributions are always the
ratios xi/ωi.

diagram A

This diagram corresponds to the emission of a real gluon. For the lightcone diagram the
gluon propagator is cut and the diagram yields

FA = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
(igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γq1

i

/p3 − /k
(igγν)⊗ Γq2 (B.10)

× (−gµν) 2πδ+(k2) δ
[
x1p

+ − (p+1 − k
+)

]
δ
[
x2p

+ − p+2
]
δ
[
x1p

+ − (p+3 − k
+)

]
= −αsΨ(ω1) δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

ρq1
2

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)[
1− x1

ω1

][0,1]
+

− αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

ρq1
4

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)
.

The factors ρq1 are spin-dependent and given by

ρq = 1 , ρ∆q = 1 , ρδq = 0 . (B.11)

In principle these factors include terms of O(ϵ) and beyond, but these are irrelevant as they
drop out when multiplying with the above combination of ϵ poles.

The range on the plus distribution arises here from two considerations: The upper
bound has its origin in one of the intermediate delta distributions, which only has support
if ω1 > x1. The lower bound is added manually, to separate the quark-DPD from the
antiquark-DPD.

For the quasi-diagram the gluon propagator is not cut, as the matrix element defining
quasi-DPDs can be treated as time-ordered. The quasi-diagram results in

F̃A = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
(igγµ)

i

/̃p1 − /k
Γ̃q1

i

/̃p3 − /k
(igγν)⊗ Γ̃q2 (B.12)

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]
δ
[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z3 − kz)
]

= αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

× ρ̃q1
2

[(
1− x1

ω1

)( 1

ϵir
+ 2 + ln

( µ2

4(1− x1
ω1
)2(p̃z1)

2

))
θ
(
x1
ω1

)
θ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
− sgn

(
x1
ω1

)(
1 +

(
1− x1

ω1

)
ln

∣∣∣∣ x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

∣∣∣∣)](−∞,∞)

+
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− αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

ρ̃q1
4

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)
,

where we used (4.5) to relate the Dirac structures in the last term to the lightcone ones to
highlight the similarity to (B.10). ρ̃q1 are again spin-dependent factors, given by

ρ̃q = 1− 3ϵ , ρ̃∆q = 1 + ϵ , ρ̃δq = 0 . (B.13)

This time the O(ϵ) contributions are relevant as they multiply an isolated 1/ϵ. The intricate
pattern of plus distribution ranges arises from the varying sign possibilities imposed by the
absolute values in eq. (B.6).

For both the lightcone and the quasi diagram the infinite normalization factor Ψ(ω1)

factors out (its argument is ω1 due to the interplay of the two delta distributions in the
first line of eq. (B.12), which enforces ω3 = ω1). Including the corresponding graph where
the gluon connects to the other quark line, we obtain, in the notation of eq. (5.17),

[
∆A

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= −2δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ(1−

x2
ω2
)

{
ρq1
ϵuv

[
1− x1

ω1

][0,1]
+

+
ρ̃q1 − ρq1

ϵir

[
1− x1

ω1

][0,1]
+

(B.14)

+ ρ̃q1

[(
1− x1

ω1

)[
2 + ln

( µ2

4(1− x1
ω1
)2(p̃z1)

2

)]][0,1]
+

− ρ̃q1
[
sgn

(
x1
ω1

)(
1 + (1− x1) ln

∣∣∣∣ x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

∣∣∣∣)](−∞,+∞)

+

}
+ (1↔ 2) .

Diagram B

For diagram B we need to implement the rapidity regulator. For the lightcone diagram we
find

FB = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
Γq1 ⊗ (igγµ)

i

/p2 − /k
Γq2(ign

ν
a)

i

k+ + iδ+
(B.15)

× (−gµν) 2πδ+(k2) δ
[
x1p

+ − p+1
]
δ
[
x2p

+ − (p+2 − k
+)

]
δ
[
x1p

+ − p+3
]

= −αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)[ x2
ω2

1− x2
ω2

][0,1]
+

+ αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)[
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+2

)
+

iπ

2

]
.

For the color-summed DPD, the rapidity divergence (ln δ+) of this diagram will cancel
against that of diagram E. For the quasi-diagram we obtain,

F̃B = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
Γ̃q1 ⊗ (igγµ)

i

/̃p2 − /k
Γ̃q2(igẑ

ν)
i

kz
(B.16)

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z1
] (
e−ikz η̃ − 1

)
δ
[
x2p̃

z − (p̃z2 − kz)
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]

= αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2
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× 1

2

[ x2
ω2

1− x2
ω2

(
1

ϵir
+ ln

( µ2

4(1− x2
ω2
)2(p̃z2)

2

))
− 1

](0,1)
+

+

[
sgn

(
x2
ω2

) 1

1− x2
ω2

(
1

2
− x2
ω2

ln

∣∣∣∣ x2
ω2

1− x2
ω2

∣∣∣∣)](−∞,∞)

+

+ αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

× 4iπ2 p̃z2µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− e−iyp̃z2 η̃

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z2

]
.

While we were able to obtain a closed-form expression for the integral in the last term, it
substantially simplifies if we first combine diagrams before performing the integral, which
is all we need to calculate the matching. This is discussed at the end of this appendix. The
contribution of diagram B and its three sister topologies to the matching kernel is given by

[
∆B

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= −4δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x2

ω2

){[ x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

(
1

ϵuv
+ ln

( µ2

4(1− x1
ω1
)2(p̃z1)

2

))
− 1

][0,1]
+

+

[
sgn

(
x1
ω1

) 1

1− x1
ω1

(
1

2
− x1
ω1

ln

∣∣∣∣ x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

∣∣∣∣)](−∞,+∞)

+

− δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)( 1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)[
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)]
+ δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
8iπ2 p̃z1µ

2ϵ
0

×
∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− cos(yp̃z1η̃)

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z1

]}
+ (1↔ 2) , (B.17)

where the appearance of the cosine is due to the combination of the two diagrams attaching
to the same quark line.

Diagram C

Diagram C vanishes for the lightcone-DPD as both ends of the gluon line are connected to
Wilson lines along the na direction, leading to n2a = 0. For the quasi-DPD it is given by,

F̃C = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3 Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

i

kz
(igẑµ)

−igµν
k2

(igẑν)
i

kz
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z1
]

×
(
1− e−ikz η̃

){
δ
[
x2p̃

z − (p̃z2 − kz)
]
− eikz η̃δ

[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]}
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]

= αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

1

2

[∣∣∣∣ 1

1− x2
ω2

∣∣∣∣
](−∞,∞)

+

+ αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

[
1

ϵuv
+ 2 + ln

(
µ2η̃2

b20

)]
, (B.18)

– 37 –



where b0 and the relation between µ0 and µ is given in eq. (5.24). Dividing out Ψ(ω1), the
contribution of diagram C to the matching kernel is

[
∆C

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= −2δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x2

ω2

){[∣∣∣∣ 1

1− x2
ω2

∣∣∣∣
](−∞,∞)

+

+ 2δ
(
1− x1

ω1

) [ 1

ϵuv
+ 2 + ln

(µ2η̃2
b20

)]}
+ (1↔ 2) , (B.19)

which also includes the related topology attaching to the other quark line.

Diagram D

This is the quark self-energy diagram and is the same for the lightcone- and quasi-DPD,
therefore [

∆D
q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= 0 . (B.20)

Diagram E

The lightcone diagram is given by

FE = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫

dω3 Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
(igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γq1

−i
k+ − iδ+

(ignνa)⊗ Γq2 (B.21)

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p

+ − p+1
]
δ
[
x2p

+ − p+2
]
δ
[
x1p

+ − p+3
]

= −αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2

(
1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)[
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)
− iπ

2

]
.

The corresponding quasi-diagram yields,

F̃E = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
(igγµ)

i

/̃p1 − /k
Γ̃q1

i

kz
(igẑν)⊗ Γq2 (B.22)

× −igµν
k2

{
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z1
]
− e−ikz η̃δ

[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]}
δ
[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]

= −αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

× 4iπ2 p̃z1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− e−iyp̃z1 η̃

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z1

]
.

The remaining integral can be carried out but again simplifies when first combined with
other diagrams, as discussed at the end of this appendix. The contribution of this diagram
and its three sister topologies to the matching kernel is[
∆E

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= −4δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

){( 1

ϵuv
− 1

ϵir

)[
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)]
(B.23)

− 8iπ2 p̃z1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1−cos(yp̃z1η̃)
y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z1

]}
+ (1↔ 2) .
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Diagram F

Diagram F vanishes for the lightcone-DPD. For the quasi-DPD it is given by

F̃F = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫
dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
Γ̃q1

i

kz
(igẑµ)

i

kz
(igẑν)⊗ Γ̃q2

−igµν
k2

(B.24)

× δ
[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
] {
e−ikz η̃δ

[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]
− δ

[
x1p̃

z − p̃z1
]}

= −αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1p̃
z
2

1

2

[
1

ϵuv
+ 2 + ln

(
µ2η̃2

b20

)]
.

The Ψ(ω1) factors out again, and the contribution of diagram F and its three mirror
topologies to the matching kernel is given by

[
∆F

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= 8δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) [ 1

ϵuv
+ 2 + ln

(µ2η̃2
b20

)]
. (B.25)

Diagram G

For diagram G one does not need to use the modified partonic states of sec. 5.1, so we can
set Ψ(ω3) = δ(ω1−ω3) in the calculation of this diagram. The lightcone diagram results in

FG = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫

ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

i

/p4 − /k
(igγν) (B.26)

× (−gµν) 2πδ+(k2) δ
[
x1p

+ − (p+1 − k
+)

]
δ
[
x2p

+ − p+2
]
δ
[
x1p

+ − p+1
]

= αs δ(ω1 − x1) δ(ω2 − x2)
1

p+1 p
+
4

(
gµν⊥ − 2ϵ

bµbν

b2
⊥

)
γργµΓq1 ⊗ Γq2γνγ

ρ

× 1

8

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)]
(ω1 − x1)θ(x1)θ(ω1 − x1)

= 0 .

We start by noting that the corresponding quasi-diagram is UV and IR finite. We calculate
it by first expanding in 1/(|b⊥|pz) (usually we do it the other way around, but that is much
more complicated here), leading to

F̃G = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3 δ(ω3 − ω1)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/̃p1 − /k
Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

i

/̃p4 − /k
(igγν)

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]
δ
[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]

= −αs δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) 1

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

γ⊥ργ⊥µΓ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2γ⊥νγ
ρ
⊥

× 4iπ2p̃zµ2ϵ0
∂

∂bµ

∂

∂bν

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥

1

k2(k − p̃1)2(k − p̃4)2
δ(kz) . (B.27)

The precise expression for this diagram is ultimately not relevant for the calculation of the
matching kernel, as the difference between the lightcone and quasi diagrams gets divided
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by the infinite normalization factor from the tree-level DPDs, so[
∆G

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= 0 . (B.28)

Diagram H

Since this diagram involves a gluon being connected to a Wilson line, its calculation requires
the implementation of a rapidity regulator. The lightcone diagram yields

FH = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γq1 ⊗ Γq2(ign

ν
a)

i

k+ + iδ+

× (−gµν) 2πδ+(k2) δ
[
x1p

+ − (p+1 − k
+)

]
δ
[
x2p

+ − p+2
]
δ
[
x1p

+ − p+3
]

= αsΨ(x1) δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][ x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

θ
(
x1
ω1

)
θ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
− αsΨ(ω1) δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x1

ω1

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)
+

iπ

2

]
.

(B.29)

The calculation of the quasi diagram is more complicated because the divergences that arise
when the gluon momentum goes to zero is regulated by both ϵ and η̃,

F̃H = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/̃p1 − /k
Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2(igẑ

ν)
i

kz

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]
δ
[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
] (
e−ikz η̃ − 1

)
= αsΨ(x1) δ

(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

1

2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][ x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

θ
(x1
ω1

)
θ
(
1− x1

ω1

)]
+

+ αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

(B.30)

× 4iπ2 p̃z1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− e−iyp̃z1 η̃

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
eiℓ⊥·b⊥

2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z1

]
.

The remaining integral can be carried out but again simplifies when first combined with
other diagrams, as discussed at the end of this appendix.

A special comment concerning the wave function Ψ: In eq. (5.17) we must factor
out Ψ(ω1), and so far this has not been a problem: Either this arose naturally (e.g. in
diagram A), or we encountered the combination Ψ(x1)δ(1 − x1

ω1
), which is essentially the

same. Here for the first time Ψ(x1) appears with a non-trivial function of x1, naively
precluding the extraction. However, the lightcone and quasi diagrams share the same non-
trivial x-dependence. Therefore, after subtracting the two diagrams only a delta function
term remains and we can factor out the normalization constant Ψ(ω1) as before. The
contribution of this diagram to the matching kernel is then given by

[
∆H

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= −4δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

){[ 1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)]
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+ 8iπ2 p̃z1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− cos(yp̃z1η̃)

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d

× eiℓ⊥·b⊥
2− y − v

ℓ4
δ
[
ℓz − (y − v)p̃z1

]}
+ (1↔ 2) . (B.31)

Diagram I

This diagram vanishes for the lightcone-DPD as it involves a gluon line whose both ends
are connected to Wilson lines in the na direction. For the quasi-DPD this diagram gives

F̃ I = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥

i

kz
(igẑµ)Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2(igẑ

ν)
i

kz
−igµν
k2

(B.32)

×
(
1− e−ikz η̃

){
δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]
− eikz η̃ δ

[
x1p̃

z − p̃z1
]}
δ
[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]

= αs δ
(
1− x1

ω1
) δ

(
1− x2

ω2
)
Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

[
ln

(
η̃2

b2⊥

)
+ 2− πη̃

b⊥

]
.

The contribution to the matching kernel is then[
∆I

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= −4δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) [
ln
( η̃2
b2
⊥

)
+ 2− πη̃

|b⊥|

]
+ (1↔ 2) . (B.33)

Diagram J

For this diagram we can set Ψ(ω3) = δ(ω1 − ω3) from the beginning, as no squared delta
functions show up here. The lightcone diagram can be calculated directly and results in

F J = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γq1 ⊗ (igγν)

i

/p2 + /k
Γq2

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p

+ − (p+1 − k
+)

]
δ
[
x2p

+ − (p+2 + k+)
]
δ
[
x1p

+ − p+3
]

= −αs δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) γ⊥ργ⊥µΓq1 ⊗ γ
ρ
⊥γ⊥νΓq2

p+1 p
+
2

(
gµν⊥ − 2ϵ

bµbν

b2
⊥

)
× 1

8

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)]
As for diagram G, the calculation of the quasi diagram is more complicated and so we first
expanding in 1/(|b⊥|pz), leading to

F̃c = −πp̃+µ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/̃p1 − /k
Γ̃q1 ⊗ (igγν)

i

/̃p2 + /k
Γ̃q2

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]
δ
[
x2p̃

z − (p̃z2 + kz)
]
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]

= −αs δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) γργµΓ̃q1 ⊗ γργνΓ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

(
1

8

1

ϵir
gµν⊥ +O(ϵ0)

)
.

Because the lightcone and quasi diagram share the same IR poles, their difference is finite.
Dividing by the infinite normalization constant Ψ(ω1) yields[

∆J
q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= 0 . (B.34)
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Diagram K

For lightcone diagram K we have

FK = −πp+µ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/p1 − /k
Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

−i
−k+ − iδ+

(−ignνa)

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p

+ − (p+1 − k
+)

]
δ
[
x2p

+ − (p+2 + k+)
]
δ
[
x1p

+ − p+3
]

= −αsΨ(x1) δ(1− x1 − x2)
Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
ω2

x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

θ
(x1
ω1

)
θ
(
1− x1

ω1

)]
+

+ αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γq1 ⊗ Γq2

p+1 p
+
2

1

2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)
+

iπ

2

]
.

(B.35)

For the quasi diagram we have,

F̃K = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ (igγµ)

i

/̃p1 − /k
Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

i

kz
(igẑν) (B.36)

× −igµν
k2

δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
] {
δ
[
x2p̃

z − (p̃z2 + kz)
]
− e−ikz η̃ δ

[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]}
δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]

= −αsΨ(x1) δ(1− x1 − x2)
Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

1

2

[
1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
ω2

x1
ω1

1− x1
ω1

θ
(x1
ω1

)
θ
(
1− x1

ω1

)]
+

− αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

× 4iπ2 p̃z1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− e−iyp̃z1 η̃

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
eiℓ⊥·b⊥

2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z1

]
.

Upon subtracting the lightcone and quasi diagrams, the non-trivial x-dependence cancels
between the two and Ψ(ω1) can be factored out, to yield

[
∆K

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= 4δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

){[ 1

ϵir
+ ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)][
1 + ln

(
δ+

p+1

)]
(B.37)

+ 8iπ2p̃z1µ
2ϵ
0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− cos(yp̃z1η̃)

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d

× eiℓ⊥·b⊥
2− y − v

ℓ4
δ
[
ℓz − (y − v)p̃z1

]}
+ (1↔ 2) .

Diagram L

For the lightcone-DPD, diagram L vanishes due to the gluon line being connected to two
Wilson lines in the na direction. For the quasi diagram we find

F̃L = −πp̃zµ2ϵ0
∫

dω3Ψ(ω3)

∫
ddk

(2π)d
eik⊥·b⊥ Γ̃q1

i

kz
(igẑµ)⊗ Γ̃q2

−i
kz

(igẑν)
−igµν
k2

(B.38)

× δ
[
x1p̃

z − p̃z3
]{
δ
[
x1p̃

z − (p̃z1 − kz)
]
− e−ikz η̃ δ

[
x1p̃

z − p̃z1
]}
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×
{
δ
[
x2p̃

z − (p̃z2 + kz)
]
− e+ikz η̃ δ

[
x2p̃

z − p̃z2
]}

= −αsΨ(ω1) δ
(
1− x1

ω1

)
δ
(
1− x2

ω2

) Γ̃q1 ⊗ Γ̃q2

p̃z1 p̃
z
2

[
ln

(
η̃2

b2⊥

)
+ 2− πη̃

b⊥

]
. (B.39)

Dividing out Ψ(ω1), we find that the contribution of diagram L to the matching kernel is
given by

[
∆L

q1q2

]
q′1q

′
2
= 4δq1q′1δq2q′2 δ

(
1− x1

ω1
) δ

(
1− x2

ω2
)

[
ln
( η̃2
b2
⊥

)
+ 2− πη̃

b⊥

]
+ (1↔ 2) . (B.40)

Remaining integrals in ∆B,∆H ,∆E ,∆K

For the color-summed DPD, the remaining integrals cancel between ∆B and ∆E . For the
color-correlated DPDs, this cancellation no longer holds, due to the different color factors
in table 1. In that case, the combination of all four diagrams leads to the following integral,

I(p̃z) = p̃zµ2ϵ0

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− cos(yp̃z η̃)

y

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
(1− eiℓ⊥·b⊥)

2−y−v
ℓ4

δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z

]
.

(B.41)

Note that this integral does not contain any IR divergences due to factor of 1 − eib⊥·l⊥ .
However, we cannot set d = 4 because the term proportional to y in the numerator of the
momentum integral results in a UV divergence for y → ±∞. However, this term is finite
as y → 0 and so we can take η̃ →∞ in this term, leading to trivial integrals over y and v.
Splitting off this term, we can rewrite the above integral as

I(p̃z) = p̃z
∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− cos(yp̃z η̃)

y

∫ 1

0
dv (2− v)

∫
d4ℓ

(2π)4
1− eiℓ⊥·b⊥

ℓ4
δ
[
ℓz − (y−v)p̃z

]
− µ2ϵ0

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
1− eiℓ⊥·b⊥

ℓ4
. (B.42)

The integral in the second line is straightforward to compute. To calculate the momen-
tum integral in the first line we first perform a Wick rotation, integrate over all components
of the momentum perpendicular to the plane spanned by b⊥ and ẑ, and lastly integrate
over the component of ℓ that is parallel to b⊥. The result is

I(p̃z) = i

16π2

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

1− cos(yp̃z η̃)

y

∫ 1

0
dv

2− v
|y − v|

(
1− e−|y−v|b⊥p̃z

)
(B.43)

− i

16π2

(
1

ϵuv
+ Lb

)
,

with Lb defined in eq. (B.46). To perform the remaining integral over y and v, we first
change the integration bound of the y integral to [0,∞) by symmetrizing the integrand.
The resulting integrand is finite as y → 0 and so we can drop the regulator η̃, leading to

I(p̃z) = i

16π2

∫ ∞

0
dy

1

y

∫ 1

0
dv (2− v)

(
1− e−|y−v|b⊥p̃z

|y − v|
− 1− e−|y+v|b⊥p̃z

|y + v|

)
(B.44)
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− i

16π2

(
1

ϵuv
+ Lb

)
.

The remaining integrals over y and v can then be performed. For large |b⊥|p̃z the result
can be written as

I(p̃z) = − i

16π2

(
1

ϵuv
+ 2Lb − LbLp − 2 + Lp −

1

2
L2
b −

1

2
L2
p

)
, (B.45)

where

Lb = ln

(
µ2b2

⊥
b20

)
, Lp = ln

(
4(p̃z)2

µ2

)
. (B.46)
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