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Current phenom enological studies of £t observables at colliders are clearly lim ited by the theoretical uncer-
tainties inherent in the next-to-leading order Q CD description. W e discuss the recent progress m ade towards
the calculation of Q CD corrections to Et observables at the next-tonext-to-Jlading order in Q CD and highlight

future perspectives and yet open issues.

1. Introduction

Jet production observablesare am ong them ost
sensitive probes of Q CD at high energy colliders,
w here they are used for exam ple to detem ine the
strong coupling constant. At present, the inter-
pretation of gt production data wihin pertur-
bative Q CD is restricted to next-to—Jeading order
(NLO ) calculations, with theoretical uncertain—
ties considerably larger than current experim en—
talerrors. G oing beyond NLO calculationso ers
m oreover a m ore accurate m atching of theoreti-
cal and experim ental gt de nitions and a m ore
detailed m odelling of the hadronic nal state [
]. The extension of Pt calculations to NNLO
requires three ingredients: the two—loop correc—
tions to multi-leg am plitudes, the sihgle unre—
solved lim its of one-Jloop am plitudes and the dou-
ble unresolved Iim is of tree am plitudes. Finally,
all these contrbutions have to be combined to—
gether into a program for the num erical com —
putation of gt ocbservables from NNLO parton
Jevel cross sections. In this talk, I review recent
progress m ade on these sub fcts as well as the
currently open issues.

2. VirtualTwo-Loop Corrections

W ithin din ensional regularization, the large
num ber of di erent integrals appearing in m uli-
Ioop calculations can be reduced to a anall
number of socalled master integrals by us—
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ing integration-by-parts (BP) identities [}, 1.
T hese identities exploit the fact that the integral
over the total derivative of any of the loop m o—
m enta vanishes in dim ensional regularization.

For integrals involring m ore than two exter—
nal kgs, another class of identities exists due
to Lorentz nvariance. These Lorentz invariance
Identities [E] rely on the fact that an In nites—
In al Lorentz transform ation com m utes w ith the
loop Integrations, thus relating di erent integrals.
The comm on origin of IBP and LI identities is
the Poincare invariance of loop integrals w ithin
dim ensional regularization, as was pointed out
by JJ. van der Bij at this conference. U sing
Integration-by-parts and Lorentz invariance iden—
tities, alltw o-doop Feynm an am plitudes for2 ! 2
scattering or 1 ! 3 decay processes can be ex—
pressed as linear com binations ofa an allnum ber
of m aster integrals, which have to be com puted
by som e di erent m ethod. E xplicit reduction for-
mulae for on-shell two-loop Purpoint integrals
were derived in [[§]. C om puter algorithm s for the
autom atic reduction ofalltw o-loop fourpoint in—
tegrals were descrbed 1 [[4, [].

Them aster ntegrals relevant to 2 ! 2 scatter—
Ingorl! 3 decay processes arem assless, scalar
twoloop fourpoint functions wih all legs on-
shell or a singlke kg o —shell. Several techniques
for the com putation ofthose fiinctions have been
proposed in the literatuire, such asthe application
ofaM ellin-B ames transform ation to allpropaga—
tors, which was used successfully to com pute the
on-shell planar doubk box integral [[], {1 , the
on-shell non-planar doublk box integral [E] and
two double box integrals with one leg o —shell [
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Figure 1. Com puter A Igebra for analytic evaluation of tw o-loop m atrix elem ents.

]. M ost recently, the sam e m ethod was used
to derive the on-shell planar double box integral
w ith one Intemalm ass scale [@] as well as the
high energy lin it of the on-shellplanar triple box
integral [[I].

A m ethod for the analytic com putation ofm as—
ter Integrals avoiding the explicit Integration over
the loop m om enta is to derive di erential equa-
tions In intemal propagator m asses or In exter—
nalm om enta for the m aster integral, and to solve
these w ith appropriate boundary conditions. T he
com putation ofm aster integrals from di erential
equations proceeds as follow s [H]. C arrying out
the derivative w ith respect to an extemal invari-
ant on the m aster integral of a given topology,
one ocbtains a linear com bination of a number of
m ore com plicated integrals, which can however
be reduced to the m aster integral itself plus sin -
plr integrals by applying the reduction m ethods

discussed above. A sa result, one obtainsan inho—
m ogeneous linear rst order di erential equation

In each invariant for the m aster integral. The in—
hom ogeneous term in these di erential equations
contains only topologies sin pler than the topol-
ogy under consideration, which are considered to
be known if working In a bottom -up approach.
T he m aster integral is then obtained by m atch—
ing the generalsolution of its di erentialequation

to an appropriate boundary condition.

U sing the di erential equation technigque, one
of the on-shell planar double box integrals [E]
as well as the 1]l set of planar and non-planar
o -shell doublk box integrals [ [[4] were derived.
T he com puter algebra structures applied in the
com putation of the m aster integrals from the dif-
ferentialequations are displayed in the right hand
colum n ofFigurefl. The di erential equation ap—
proach has recently been extended to phase space



ntegrals [[L9].

A strong check on all these com putations of
m aster integrals is given by the com pltely nu-
m erical caloulations of [[L4], which are based on
an irerated sector decom position to isolate the in—
frared pole structure. The m ethods of [] were
applied to con m allofthe above-m entioned cal-
culations.

A third approach, which avoids the reduction
to m aster Integrals, has been presented in [E].
In this approach, all Integrals appearing in the
two-loop am plitudes are related to higher tran—
scendental functions, which can be expanded In
term s of nested ham onic sum s.

T he two-loop fourpoint functions w ith all legs
on-shell can be expressed in tem s of N ielsen’s
polylogarithm s [, @]. In contrast, the closed
analytic expressions for tw o-Joop fourpoint finc—
tionsw ith one leg o -shellcontain twonew classes
of functions: ham onic polylogarithm s [ @]
and two-din ensional hamm onic polylogarithm s
@dHPL’s) [[i4]. Accurate num erical in plem en—
tations for these functions [@] are available.

2.1.2! 2Processeswith all legs on-shell

W ith the explicit solutions of the integration—
by-parts and Lorentz-invariance identities for on-
shell tw o-loop ourpoint functions and the corre—
soonding m aster integrals, all necessary ingredi-
ents for the com putation of two-loop corrections
to 2! 2 processes w ith all legs on-shell are now
available. The generic structure of such a cal-
culation is outlined in the lft hand column of
Figure EI In fact, only half a year elapsed be—
tween the com pletion ofthe fi1ll set ofm aster in—
tegrals and the calculation of the two-loop Q ED
corrections to Bhabha-scattering [ P3l. Subse-
quently, results were obtained for the two-loop
QCD corrections to all parton-parton scattering
processes [E]. For glion-glion scattering, the
two-loop helicity am plitudes have also been de—
rived [@]. M oreover, tw o—loop corrections were
derived to processes nvolving two partons and
two real photons []. Since the gluon fusion
Into photonshas a vanishing tree level am plitude,
these results form part ofthe NLO corrections to
photon pair production [R§], yielding a sizablke
correction.

Finally, light-by-light scattering In two—-Jloop
QED and QCD was considered In [E].

The results for the twoJoop QED m atrix ele—
ment fr Bhabha scattering [PJ] were used in [
Pd] to extract the single Iogarithm ic contrbutions
to the Bhabha scattering cross section.

2.2. 2" 2Processeswith one o —shell leg

U sing the two—-Joop m aster integrals w ith one
o —shell kg [El], the two-loop QCD m atrix ele-
ment bre"e ! 3 fts [RPY] and the correspond-—
Ing helicity am plitudes [[B(] were com puted ol
low iIng the reduction procedure depicted In Fig—
ureﬂl . The nfrared pole structure of these results
agrees w ith the prediction [[B1]] cbtained from an
Infrared factorization formula.

An iIndependent con m ation of part of these
results was perform ed in [@], where two of the
seven colour factors (corresponding to the tem s
proportional to n¢) of the two—-loop helicity am —
pliudes ore* e ! 3 ftswere derived using the
nested sum m ethod of [].

Processes related to e"e ! 3 fts by cross
Ing symm etry are 2 + 1)—ft production in deep
nelastic ep scattering and vectorboson-plis—gt
production at hadron colliders. T he analytic con-
tinuation ofthe e e | 3 fts two-loop helicity
am plitudes to the kinem atic regions relevant for
these scattering processes has been derived In [

B3

3. RealC orrections

Besides the two-loop virtual corrections, a
NNLO calulation of gt observables has to in-—
clide the contributions from single unresolved
(soft or collinear) real radiation from one-loop
processes as well as from double unresolved real
radiation at tree level. Only affer summ ing all
these contrbutions (@nd incliding term s from the
renom alization of parton distributions for pro—
cesses w ith partons in the initial state), do the
divergent tem s cancel am ong one another. The
factorization properties ofboth the one-loop, one-
unresoled-parton contribution [@] and the tree—
level, twounresolved-parton contributions []
have been studied, but a system atic procedure for
isolating the nfrared sihgularities has so far been
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Figure 2. Structure of NN LO parton lkevelM onte C arl programm €.

established only forthe one-loop, one-unresoled—
parton processes. A lthough this is still an open
and highly non-trivial issue, signi cant progress
is anticipated in the near future.

4. N um erical Im plem entation

P rior to their in plem entation into a num er-
ical program , i is needed to analytically ex—
tract the infrared polk tems from the one-
Joop, oneunresoked-parton and two-unresolved—
parton contrbutions. At NLO, two types of
m ethods have been used very successfully in the
past. T he phase space slicingm ethod [@] divides
up the nal state phase space into resolved and
unresolved regions; the nfrared subtraction term s
are then Integrated only over the unresolved re—
gions. Thism ethod avoids overcounting of singu-—

lar contrbutions, the required Integrals over re—
stricted phase space regions can how ever be very
Involved beyond NLO . T he subtraction m ethod [

] iIntegrates the subtraction tem s over the full
phase space. T he construction of the subtraction
term requires in this case great care to avoid over—
counting problem s. In general, algorithm s based
on subtraction arem ore e clent num erically.

The rem aining nite term s m ust then be com —
bined into a num erical program im plem enting
the experin entalde nition of gt ocbservables and
event-shape variables. T he sketch of such a pro—
grammeto computee’ e ! 3jatNNLO isgiven
in Figure E

Program s to com pute processes wih initial
state hadrons involve the additional com plica—
tion of initial state singularities, which have to



be absorbed into the NN LO parton distrbutions.
Lacking the full expressions for the splitting func—
tions at this order, these are not yet availabl at
%esent, work on them ishoweverwelladvanced [

1.

A st calculation involving the features of
NNLO #Ft calculationswas presented for the case
of photon-plisone—gt nal states in electron{
posiron annihilation in [@], thus dem onstrating
the feasibility of this type of calculations. A pre—
requisite for such a num ericalprogram com puting
n Bt nalstates is a stabl and e cient next-to—
lading order program m e for the processes yield-
Ingn+ 1 Ft nal states. For the processes of
highest phenom enological interest, these are al-
ready available:e" e ! 43 [@], ep! G+ 1)JI[
Bl oot 35kl po! v + 25 (R

5. Conclusions and O utlook

Considerable progress has been made In the
last two years (in fact since the last \Loops and
Legs"—-and \RAD COR "-conferences) tow ardsthe
com putation of £t cbservablesat NNLO inQCD .
In particular, new m ethods have been developed
for the calculation of tw o-loop virtual corrections
to Purpoint scattering am plitudes. As a resul,
the two-loop virtual corrections relevant to all
phenom enologically im portant processes in Q CD
and QED are now known.

These form however only part ofthe ull calcu—
lation required at NN LO accuracy, which also has
to take Into account contrbutions from one-loop
sihgleunresolved radiation and tree-level double
unresolved radiation processes. W hilke appropri-
ate subtraction tem s for these processes have
been known for quite som e tin e, their analytic
Integration (required for the cancellation of in-—
frared poles in physical gt observables) is stillan
unsolved problem . O nce this obstaclk has been
overcom e, the rem aining nite parts can be in —
plem ented into a num erical programm e to com —
pute NNLO Ft observables.
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