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the transition of a produced parton into the identified hadron. To compute higher-order
perturbative corrections to these processes requires a subtraction method for infrared singular
configurations. We extend the antenna subtraction method to hadron fragmentation processes
in hadronic collisions up to next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in QCD by computing
the required fragmentation antenna functions in initial-final kinematics. The integrated
antenna functions retain their dependence on the momentum fractions of the incoming and
fragmenting partons.
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1 Introduction

The transition from a parton into a hadron (fragmentation) is a non-perturbative process,
whose probability is described by a fragmentation function (FF, [1, 2]). Like parton distribu-
tions functions (PDFs), these FFs fulfil perturbative evolution equations [3] in their resolution
scales, whose non-perturbative initial conditions can not be determined from first principles.
Instead, FFs are determined from global fits [4-12] to data on the production of a selected
hadron species in various collider processes. The FF evolution kernels are known [13, 14]
to next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in QCD.

In terms of hadron production observables, one distinguishes semi-inclusive observables,
which are differential in the hadron momentum but fully inclusive in all other particles in
the event, and exclusive observables, where the hadron is identified in final states that have
been selected based on specific properties, such as the identification of a jet or a gauge
boson. Hadron production in e™e™ annihilation or deep-inelastic scattering has typically
been studied in terms of semi-inclusive observables. In contrast, hadron production cross
sections at hadron colliders are often of exclusive type, such as gauge-boson-plus hadron
production or identified hadron spectra inside jets.



The coefficient functions for semi-inclusive hadron production are known to NNLO
accuracy in compact analytical form for e*e™ annihilation [15-17] and for deeply-inelastic
lepton-proton scattering [15, 18-22], thereby allowing for the consistent inclusion of the
respective data sets into global FF fits at NNLO.

Semi-inclusive hadron production at hadron colliders [23] as well as any type of exclusive
identified hadron production cross section can not be computed to higher orders using the
methods that yielded the respective semi-inclusive coefficient functions in eTe™ annihilation
or lepton-proton scattering. Instead, these processes require a numerical implementation of
all parton-level subprocess contributions to a given perturbative order, using an appropriate
method to identify and recombine infrared singular contributions among different subprocesses.

Generic subtraction methods for NLO [24, 25] and NNLO [26-37] calculations are
available and have been used widely for jet cross sections. For processes involving hadron
fragmentation, any subtraction method requires an extension in order to keep track of parton
momentum fractions in unresolved emissions, which are usually integrated over. Such an
extension is available at NLO for dipole subtraction [24]. At NNLO, recent work towards
fragmentation processes yielded results for heavy hadron production in top quark decays [38]
in the residue subtraction method [30] and photon fragmentation [39, 40] in the antenna
subtraction method [26, 27, 41].

Subsequently, the antenna subtraction method was extended [42] to accommodate generic
hadron fragmentation processes by deriving the required phase space factorizations and
mappings and by devising the construction of the antenna subtraction terms. The newly
introduced fragmentation antenna functions contain one parton with identified momentum
fraction in the final state and another radiator parton in the final state (final-final fragmenta-
tion antenna) or in the initial state (initial-final fragmentation antenna). The unintegrated
forms of these antenna functions are identical to their inclusive counterparts [26], while their
integration must keep proper track of the identified parton’s momentum fraction.

In [42], the full set of integrated final-final fragmentation antenna functions was derived.
A subset of integrated initial-final fragmentation antenna functions was computed in [39],
focusing on identified photons in the final state. In this paper, we complete the construction
of the NNLO antenna subtraction method for processes with identified hadrons. We derive
the full set of integrated initial-final fragmentation antenna functions and we describe how the
integrated antenna functions can be systematically combined with mass factorization counter-
terms for PDFs and FFs to yield so-called dipole operators [27, 43]. Such dipole operators
conveniently combine with purely virtual corrections, thereby ensuring the infrared finiteness
of the numerical implementation of all parton-level contributions to a given observable.

In section 2, we briefly recapitulate the formulation of the antenna subtraction method
for fragmentation processes [39, 42]. The integration of the fragmentation antenna functions
in initial-final kinematics is described in detail in section 3, with the relevant master integrals
tabulated in appendix A. The resulting integrated antenna functions are combined with
mass factorization counter-terms, described in appendix B, to yield integrated fragmentation
dipoles in section 4. We conclude with an outlook in section 5.



2 Antenna subtraction for fragmentation processes

The generic form of a cross section with an identified final-state hadron is given as convolution
over parton-level cross sections with PDFs and FFs:

do™ =" d6T (&, &, pars g 1) @ Fil&1s pig) @ fi(G2o i) @ D (0, pa),  (2.1)
0.5,p

where f; ; denote the parton distributions in the two incoming hadrons, defined at the
factorization scale py and Df is the fragmentation function describing the transition of
parton p into hadron H, defined at factorization scale p,. The parton-level cross section d&
for the process ¢ + j — p + X contains the full definition of the selected final state, including
specific cuts on X; which can select other particles (such as gauge bosons) accompanying the
identified hadron or involve a jet reconstruction. It can be computed in perturbative QCD as
an expansion in the renormalized coupling constant ay, defined at the renormalization scale p,.:

2
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with the leading order (Born-level) cross section
d610 = Nz [ d®p(lr,- ks i pis )

1
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where N is the Born-level normalization factor (potentially containing further powers of
as), @, is the Born-level phase space, S, is the symmetry factor appropriate for the final
state, MO represents the Born-level squared matrix element and J the final state definition,
based on the Born-level kinematics of the parton-level process {ki,...,kp,...,ky;pi,pj} and
the incoming (p;/&1, p;j/€2) and outgoing (nk,) hadron momenta.

At higher orders in perturbation theory, the parton-level cross sections receive contri-
butions from real and virtual corrections (or combinations thereof), which contain infrared
singularities and are defined on phase-spaces of varying multiplicity (n + ¢ for ¢ real emissions
relative to the Born-level process). These singularities are made explicit by working in
dimensional regularization in d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions. The PDFs and FFs are redefined by
mass factorization (absorption of initial- and final-state real radiation singularities) at each
order. Only the sum of all contributions at a given order is infrared-finite and well-defined.
In order to extract the infrared singularities from each subprocess, one typically applies a
subtraction scheme which introduces subtraction terms that enable to define finite remainders
at the level of each phase space multiplicity.

The parton-level cross section at NLO reads as follows:

dénLo = / B (dofio — dofiro) + / (d6¥10 — dofro) - (2.4)

where d&ﬁtvo denote the real and virtual NLO corrections to the Born-level process and

d6§go are the respective subtraction terms. These fulfil

d6fr0 = —dodilo — [ dotio (25)



with the NLO mass factorization counter-term contribution dé{t%) and [, denoting the
analytical integration over the phase space relevant to the emission of one extra parton.
Likewise, at NNLO we have:

donNLO = / (d6§§Lo - dfTigINLo)
n+2
ARV AT
+ / (dU NNLO — dUNNLO)
n+1
+/ (d51‘\1/1‘\I/LO - dﬁgNLo) ; (2.6)
n
with d&ﬁﬁfg/’vv being the double-real, real-virtual and double-virtual corrections to the

Born-level process and d&fﬁ&% the respective subtraction terms. These are related as follows:

A5 .S . S,2
doRnro = donNLo + dOxNLo

T aVS1 ~MF,1 ~S,1
donnro = donnLo — donnro — /1 donNLO
U B ~MF2 LVS1 5,2
donnLo = —donnro — /1d‘7NNLo - /QdUNNLO . (2.7)

In here, d(}f\\f[N};:lO and d&%\f;fo are the mass factorization terms for one and two unresolved
emissions and f1,2 are analytical integrations over the single- and double-real emission
components of the phase space. Each integration in (2.4) and (2.6) is numerically well-defined
and finite. It can be implemented in a numerical parton-level event generator code that
analyses each parton-level momentum configuration according to the observable definition J.

The antenna subtraction method [26, 27, 41] describes a systematic procedure to construct
the subtraction terms up to NNLO in QCD. The method is based on exact factorizations of
the (n+ 1) and (n + 2) particle phase spaces into a reduced n-particle phase space and an
antenna phase space, which allows to build real radiation subtraction terms from products
of antenna functions with lower-multiplicity matrix elements, evaluated over the reduced
phase space. Owing to the phase space factorization, each antenna function can be integrated
analytically over its corresponding antenna phase space, thus entering the construction of
the virtual subtraction terms. An antenna function encapsulates all unresolved radiation
between two colour-ordered hard radiator partons. For subtraction at NLO, only three-
parton (two hard radiators, one unresolved parton) tree level antenna functions X:? are
required. At NNLO, these are supplemented by four-parton tree-level antenna functions X
and three-parton one-loop antenna functions Xi as well as by large-angle single-soft antennae
S [27]. The antenna functions depend on the parton species of the two hard radiators (quark-
antiquark [44], quark-gluon [45] or gluon-gluon [46]) and are derived from matrix elements
for the decay of a colour-neutral current to a three- or four-parton system. Alternatively,
they can also be constructed in an iterative manner from the unresolved behaviour in all
limits [47-49]. An extension of antenna subtraction to N3LO, involving up to five-parton
antenna functions, has been put forward most recently [50-52]. Each of the two radiators can
be in the initial or in the final state, yielding different integrated antenna functions for final-
final [26], initial-final [53], and initial-initial [54, 55] cases. These integrated antenna functions
are fully inclusive in the final-state radiation, but differential in the momentum fractions



of the initial-state radiation. They can be combined with the mass factorization terms of
the PDFs to yield integrated antenna dipoles [27, 43] J3 and J2 that make the infrared pole
structure of the integrated subtraction terms explicit and allow for an analytical cancellation
of e-poles between subtraction terms and virtual corrections to the matrix elements.

The extension of the antenna subtraction method to incorporate final-state hadron
fragmentation requires to keep track of the momentum fraction of the fragmenting final-
state parton in the phase space factorization and mappings, as well as in the resulting
integrated antenna subtraction terms. It requires the introduction of fragmentation antenna
functions [39, 42], which are differential in the momentum of one final-state parton, which
is associated with a final-state radiator. The other radiator can be either in the final state
(final-final fragmentation antenna functions) or in the initial state (initial-final fragmentation
antenna functions). These fragmentation antenna functions appear in those contributions to
the antenna subtraction terms that involve the fragmenting parton p, indicated by a superscript
‘id.p’. In the following we briefly illustrate the structure of the antenna subtraction terms with
identified final-state particles. We aim at a contained description of the key features of each
subtraction component, rather than a detailed discussion of the whole antenna subtraction
method, which is thoroughly documented in [26, 27, 43]. In particular, we highlight how
fragmentation antenna functions are employed up to NNLO to subtract infrared divergences
associated to the emission of unresolved radiation from the fragmenting parton. Clearly, for
a generic process, standard antenna functions are also required to fully remove singularities
originated from soft or collinear emission from other external legs.

2.1 Final-final configurations

At NLO, with fragmenting parton k, and non-identified partons k], kj, all in the final state,
we use three-parton tree-level fragmentation antenna function X3 4P t5 construct the real
subtraction term:

~5.id. 1 i
doxie 2 87 Npd®y 1 (k.- kip, by Ky - K15 pis pj) o— 5 X (ke g, o)

n+1
XMyg(klw"ak 7K kn+lapl7p])
><J(k'17~--7]~€ R kn-‘rl;piapj;glaéévzn)' (28>
The final-final phase space mapping [42] is defined by the momentum fraction z, used to
define k‘p = ky/z, and by a recoil momentum K:
4 . k
c= IR Rk (1) (2.9)
Spj T Spk + Sk z

At NNLO for final-final kinematics, the removal of double-unresolved divergences at the real-

real level is done using final-final four-parton tree-level fragmentation antenna functions X, O.id-p,

~S,i 1 i
do EH\?LPO 2 (SWQ)QNqu)TL-‘rQ(kl?"'7kp7kj7kkakla'-->kn+1;pi7pj) g 0 dp(kp,kj,k'k,kl)

n+1
Mg(kla .. '7kp7K7 .. '7kn+1;p’iapj)

Xj(klv .. '7]%[77[(7' . -7kn+1;pi7pj;€17§27277)7 (21())



now with

. _ k
z = Sp) T Spk 7 Syl ;o K=kj+k+k—(1-2)>. (2.11)
Spj +Spk+3jk +Spl +Sjl + Ski o

The removal of single-unresolved divergences at the real-virtual level is done analogously
to (2.8) using final-final one-loop fragmentation antenna functions X; id-p,

Y 1 .
do—gj‘i\ljcig 2 SWQNBd(I)n—i-l(kla ey kpa kja k/ﬁ ey kn-i-l?plapj) Sf—‘,—l Xgl’ld.p(kp, ]f], kk)
n

XMO(ky -y kpy Ky oo k13 0 Dj)
X']<k17- . -7];7p7}?7 .. .,kn+1;pi,pj;€1,§2,277) . (212>

The integration of the final-final fragmentation antenna functions is based on the phase space
factorizations (with ¢ = k, + k; + ki(+k;) time-like):

dq)n+1(k17"' 7kp7kj>kka'--7kn+1;piapj) = dq)n(kb . wlzpvkv"wknJrl;pi?pj)
2
q —2¢
x%dq)g(kj,kk;q—kp)zl 24z,

dq)n+2(k71a cee 7kp7 k]v kkv kla sy kn+27plap]) = d(I)n(kb ey Epa K? sy kn+2apl7p])

2
x %d@;»,(kj, ks kg — ky) 2426 dz. (2.13)
™

These lead to the integrated antenna functions

id. 1 P 19 w0id.
x049P(5) = e /d@Q(kj,k:k;q—kp)%zl 2¢ X0UP(k ks ko) (2.14)

id. 1 P 19 w1id.
X392 (z) = O(E)/dcpg(kj,kk;q— k:p)%zl 2 X3 (kyp, kj, k) (2.15)

0,id. 1 @ 1o void.
X4 p(z) = 0(6)2 /d©3(k])kk7kl’q_ kp)gzl 2 X4 p(kp7kj7kk’kl)’ (216)
ith
wit (47re*VE)E

O(e) = (2.17)

which were all computed in [42].

Integrated fragmentation antenna functions are employed to subtract explicit infrared
singularities from virtual corrections. It is possible to organize them within the so-called
integrated dipoles [27, 43, 56, 57]. We discuss in detail the construction and the properties
of integrated dipoles in the context of antenna subtraction with fragmentation in section 4.
Here we simply summarize their generic structure at NLO and NNLO to present the typical
expressions for virtual subtraction terms.

One-loop integrated dipoles Jz(l) contain integrated fragmentation three-parton tree-level
antenna functions and NLO mass factorization kernels I'"):

IV (pa) = Cao X3P + epy T, (2.18)

where ¢ X0 and cpa) are constants which depend on the specific partonic and kinematical
configuration. Parton a is a non-identified hard radiator. Since both integrated fragmentation



antenna functions and splitting kernels depend on z, the integrated dipoles will also depend
on it, even if we keep this dependence implicit for ease of notation. One-loop integrated
dipoles can be used to assemble the NLO virtual subtraction term, aimed at removing the
explicit infrared singularities in one-loop matrix elements:

~T,id. 1
do—gt%p 2 NBdQn(kb ey kpa kav R kTwplapj) Si‘]2(1)(p7 a‘)

n

X MQ(k1y .. kpykay -« oy kni piy pj)
Xj(kla v 7kp7 kav ey kn;pi7pj;§l7§27 277) . (219)

The specific form of the integrated dipole JQ(I) depends on the partonic species of p and a
as encoded by its arguments in the expression above. An analogous contribution is used at
partonic multiplicity (n + 1) to subtract the explicit poles of the real-virtual matrix element.
72

Two-loop integrated dipoles J,™ have a more complicated structure:

(2) B 0,id.p Lidp 0,id.p 0,id.p Bo ,,0,id.p
J27 (D, a) = cxpdy ™+ cap Xy + Capxp Xy ® X 4 gy Ay

+%(2)f(2) + CF(l)F(l)F(l) T + Cr(l)XagF(l) ® Xg?, (2.20)

where, as at one-loop, all constants depend on the partonic content and the kinematical
configuration of the dipole. For a complete list of two-loop mass factorization kernels f@)
see e.g. [27] for the space-like expressions and appendix B for the time-like ones. Two-loop
integrated dipoles are needed to construct the double-virtual subtraction terms. However,
to properly remove the infrared singularities of two-loop matrix elements, one also has to
consider the combination of one-loop integrated dipoles with one-loop matrix-elements and
the convolution of two one-loop integrated dipoles [27, 43]. The structures present in the
double-virtual subtraction term are then:

A U.id. 1
A6 D Npd®, (ky, ... Ky, ks - -, ks i D5) S—Jé”(zv, a)

XMr(L)(kly-"7kp7ka7"‘7kn;p’iapj)
Xj(kh ceey kpv ka, ) kn;pivpj;glvf%zn) (221)
A U.,id. 1
do—ll\]J]’\]dLg :_) NBd(I)n(kh ) kpu ka: R k’mpz;p]) 57J2(1)(p7 G)

XMrlb(k'b ceey kpv kaa .. 7kn7plvp])
XJ(kl) ) kpv ka7 RS kn;pivpj;€17§27 277): (222)

and

L U.id. 1
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where b and ¢ can also coincide with either p or a.



2.2 Initial-final configurations

For configurations with momentum p; in the initial state, fragmenting parton momentum k,
and unresolved momentum k;, in the final state, the NLO real subtraction term is assembled
using initial-final three-parton tree-level fragmentation antenna functions ng’;d'p :

~S,id. 0,id.
dO-Niop 2 STFZNqu)n-‘rl(kla v 7kp7 kka R kn-‘rl;piapj) R X3:; p(kp7 kknp’b)

Sn+l
XMg(k‘l, . ,,kp, . .,kn_H;po’,pj)

XJ(klv ceey kpa o 7kn+1; xpi’pﬁfl/%&a ZT/) . (224)

In here, the phase space mapping is the initial-final one [41], with final-state momentum
fraction z and initial-state momentum fraction x defined as
S Sip + Sik — S
P il iy (2.25)
Sip + Sik Sip + Sik
At NNLO, we use initial-final four-parton fragmentation antenna functions Xi’;d'p to remove
double-unresolved singularities:

q 1 .
do’l%ll\IdL% D (8772)2N3d‘1)n+2(k517 ook kR k‘n+2;pi,pj) T " Xg:l}d.p(kp’ Ko, 3 pi)
n
XMy?(kh ey ]%p7 ey kn+2§ xplapj)

Xj(kh R kpa (R kn+2; :Ephpj;gl/l‘ag% 277) ) (226)

with the initial-final phase space mapping at NNLO, and x and z defined as:

Sip . . Sip + Sik + Sil — Spk — Spl — Skl
e — 4 5 = .
Sip + Sik + Sil Sip + Sik + Sil

z =

(2.27)

The removal of single-unresolved divergences from the real-virtual corrections is done analo-
gously to (2.24) using initial-final one-loop fragmentation antenna functions X3 ’;d'p :

s 1o
donniD 2 8TNpd®pi1 (ki ... kp kis .o Eng1i iy pj) < X1V (kp, ki pi)

n+1

ng(krl, - 7,15p, .. -,kn+1;xpiapj)

Xj(kla ceey k}h ceey kn—i—l; xphpj;‘gl/xag% ZT/) . (228>

To integrate the initial-final fragmentation antenna functions, we employ the phase space
mappings (with ¢ = —p; + kp + ki (+k;) space-like and Q? = —¢?):
dq)n-i—l(klv ) kp7 klﬁ RS kn-ﬁ-l»p’bvpj) = d(I)n(k’l, B ];:p7 ) kn-‘rlv:pphp])
dz Q?
X ?%dq)Q(k‘]n kk7 qvpl)(s (Z - Z3) dz )
dq)n-‘rQ(klv o 7kp7 klm kl7 ceey kn+27p17pj) = d(bn(kla ey kp7 ey kn+27xpzap])

d 2
X%%d‘b:a(k‘p, i, ki3 q,pi)0 (2 — 24) dz, (2.29)
T



resulting in the integrated antenna functions

0,id. 1 Q% oid
B 2) = G / Aoy, i3 4,91) = X7 (ks )32 — ), (2.30)
pLidp 1 _ Q% 1idyp .

3,1 (.Q?, Z) — C(G) d¢)2(kp> kkv %pi)% X3,i (kpv kkapz)(s(z - 23) ) (231)

id. 1 Q* L 0d.
X1 (2, 2) = W/d(I)S(kp,kkakISQapi)% X1V (kp, ki ks pi)0(2 — 24) . (2.32)

The method for the analytic computation of these integrated initial-final fragmentation
antenna functions has been developed in the context of extending the antenna subtraction
method to photon fragmentation processes in [39]. In the case of the X:g ’iid'p (x,z) and
X;v’iid‘p (x,z), the 0(z — z3) trivializes the d®2 phase space integration, which subsequently
amounts only to an expansion in distributions in (1 —z) and (1 —z). This has been performed
for all three-parton initial-final fragmentation antenna functions in [39]. The integration of
the four-parton initial-final fragmentation antenna functions is described in detail in section 3
below, where the full set of X£ 1P (1 2) is computed.

As for the final-final case, the subtraction of explicit singularities at the virtual level
occurs by means of one- and two-loop integrated dipoles. In this case, initial-final integrated
fragmentation antenna functions are combined with initial- or final-state splitting kernels to
construct the integrated dipoles, but their general expressions still follow (2.18) and (2.20).
Clearly, integrated dipoles in the initial-final configuration depend on both z and x. We
refer the reader to section 4 for the explicit representation of final-final and initial-final
integrated dipoles. The structure of the virtual subtraction terms is identical to the one
in equations (2.19) and (2.21)—(2.23).

3 Integration of initial-final fragmentation antenna functions

The initial-final phase space for three-parton fragmentation antenna functions Xg ’Z-id‘p is fully
constrained, such that no integration is required:

id. 1 Jid. Q2 S
B 0,2) = g [ Pk ks p) X3 S0 (2 - e
Qe 2)"¢ 0,id
T2 T1-o Xa;? 1
2 T(1— o) (@) T 2) X517 (2, 2), (3.1)

with ¢ = (p; — kj — kx)?> = —Q? < 0 and the Jacobian factor is given by
J(@,z)=(1—z) x%2(1—2)°. (3.2)

After expressing the invariants in the antenna function in terms of x and z, all terms of the
form (1 — 2)~'~¢ and (1 — 2)7'7¢ are expanded in distributions, where we use the notation

In"(1 —u)
1—u

,n€Ng. (33)
_l'_

Dy (u) = [

The same feature also holds true for the one-loop three-parton antenna functions Xgly’iid'p ,
where some additional care has to be taken to isolate the kinematical endpoint contributions



inx =1 and z = 1 from the one-loop box integrals. The integration of the initial-final
fragmentation antenna functions X?S ’Z-id‘p and Xglv’iid‘p is described in detail in [39]. Although
the main focus of [39] was on photon fragmentation processes, the full set of X; ’Z-id'p and
X;’iid'p required for generic hadron fragmentation was already computed there.

The integration of four-parton initial-final fragmentation antenna functions X£ ’Z-id'p is
also described in [39], where only a limited set of antenna functions relevant to photon
fragmentation has been computed. To complete the computation for all antenna functions
relevant to hadron fragmentation processes X£ ’;d‘p , technical extensions of the methods
outlined in [39] are required. The antenna functions relevant to photon fragmentation
processes were all integrable at z = 1, since the photon must always be accompanied by a
quark which can not become soft. In contrast, general hadron fragmentation processes can be
accompanied by soft gluons only, thereby requiring an expansion of the relevant fragmentation
antenna functions around z = 1 (in addition to the expansion around z = 1). Another
technical aspect concerns the integration of the initial-final fragmentation antenna functions
over z, which recovers the inclusive initial-final antenna functions [53]. These calculations help
to determine several integration constants in the master integrals relevant for X £ ’iid'p and they
must now account for potentially singular behaviour in one or both endpoints z = 0 and z = 1.

The kinematics of the X initial-final antenna functions is given by

q+pi = kp+k+ kg, (3.4)

with pg = kg = k:l2 = k,% = 0 and ¢° = —Q? < 0. Fully inclusive integration over the
four-particle phase space yields the integrated X antenna functions [53]:

1 Q2
Xp(x) = C(G)Q/dq)3(kp>kk7kl§pi>Q)27TX2,ia (3.5)

with z = Q?/(2p - q).
For fragmentation antenna functions in initial-final kinematics, the integration remains
differential in the final-state momentum fraction z of the identified parton p

(p’L ;2]{51))2> Q72X2:iid‘p7 (36)

- 1
x01dP (g :7/d<1> Ky ki, ki pinq) 6 | 2 —
4,0 (l‘ Z) 0(6)2 3( Py ks KI5 Pi Q) - o
where as in (3.1), the initial-state momentum p is used as a reference momentum to define z:

(kp +pi)? i
z=g-F = — Z'p —. (3.7)
Q 32p+31k + sil

Using the reverse unitarity relation

1 1
012
2mid (k7) = k2 +ie k2 —ie’ (3:8)

the phase space integrals (3.6) are rewritten as 2 — 2 three-loop-integrals in forward scattering
kinematics with four cut propagators (three on-shell conditions and the definition of z). These
are amenable to standard integral reduction techniques based on integration-by-parts (IBP)
relations [58] in the Laporta algorithm [59]. The resulting integrals all contain four cut
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propagators and up to three linearly independent ordinary propagators. After applying
momentum conservation ki = q + p; — kp — ki, the following set of denominator factors
appears in the antenna functions:

Dy = (q—kp)?,
Dy = pz+q_kp)2>
D3 - pi_kl)2)

D7 = (p; — kp — k)2,

Ds = (kp + ky)?,

Dy =k,

Dy = ki,

D1y = (q+pi — kp — k)7,

Diz = (pi — ky)* + Q= (3.9)

where the cut propagators are Dg to D1o. Combining the cut propagators with any subset of

three linearly independent ordinary propagators yields an integral family, for which an IBP

reduction to master integrals can be performed. We use the Reduze2 [60] code for this task.
The master integrals are labelled by their propagators factors (omitting the cut prop-

agators, which we require in each integral), for example:

D3

/ %k, A%k, 6 (D) 6 (D1o) 6 (D11)8 (D12) =2, (3.10)

QQ (271')_2d+3
= —-— D77

T

1[-3,7]

where a negative sign on the propagator label indicates its occurrence in the numerator. We
find 12 integral families and in total 21 master integrals which are summarised in table 1.
The integral family F derives from the I[1,3,7] top-level integral which is reducible to
known integrals from other families. The master integrals are calculated using differential
equations [61] in the two kinematic variables « and z. The boundary conditions are fixed by
integrating the solution of the differential equations over z and comparing the result with
the inclusive master integrals calculated in [53]. This procedure is described in detail in [39],
where the master integrals of families A and B were computed already.

The master integrals and the antenna functions potentially contain end-point singularities
inz =1, 2z=1and z = 0. These are regulated by factors (1 —x)72¢, 27"¢ and (1 — z)™"¢
with n = 1,2 that need to be retained in exact form in solving the differential equations.
Their e-expansion subsequently yields distributions around the endpoints. The singular
behaviour at z = 0, which is relevant to match the boundary conditions onto the inclusive
master integrals, requires particular attention.

The phase space integral I[0] can be derived by direct integration:

1—2¢

0)(Q% 2,2) = Np Q%) (1—w)! =071 ¥27e(1 — 2)1 7%, (3.11)
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family | master | deepest pole at x = at z=1
I[O] e (1 m)1—26 (1 - 2)1_26
A I[5] et (1—z)2 | (1—z)l2
12,3, 5] €2 (1—2)" 172 | (1= z) 12
117] e (1—xz)72 | (1—2z)1"2%
B I1-2,7] 0 (1— )72 | (1—2)—2
I[-3,7] Y (1—a)l=2% | (1—2)-2
172,3,7] €2 (1—a)"2 | (1—2) 1%
C 1[5,7] et (1—x)72% | (1—z)'"2
57 2 | (-w | (-2
] e (L—z)2 | (1—2)%
D 11, 4] €0 (1 — z)2 (1 )2
11,3, 4] et (1—z)"2% | (1—z)"12
E I1,3,5] =2 (1—2) % | (1—z) 1%
G | 1I[1,3,8] 2 1_a) > | (1o L2
H I1,4,5] e 1 (1—a)" 2% | (1—2)2
I 1]2,4,5] €2 (1— )12 | (1—2)2
| @ [ a-or | a-a7
1[3,4,7] e ! (1— )% (1— 2)2
K 13,5, 8] e 2 (1—a) 172 | (1-2)2
L I14,5,7] e ! (1—a) 172 | (1—2)2
M | I[4,5,8] J A—a) 1% | (1—2) %

Table 1. Summary of the double-real radiation master integrals.

with

2—5+467r—3+26 F2(2 o 6)
I'? (3 — 2¢)

Np = (3.12)

In the limit z — 0, the identified particle momentum k, becomes soft, such that
propagators Ds = (k, + ki)? and Ds = (k, + k;)? become singular. The computation of the
master integrals that contain both these propagators, I[3,5, 8] (family K) and 1[4, 5, 8] (family
M), must account for this behaviour and retain the exact dependence on the dimensional
regulator at least in the z — 0 limit. For both integrals, a naive approach of solving the
differential equations in x and z as a Laurent expansion in € with symbolic boundary conditions
at a regular point in z yields integrals that contain at most e~!, while the corresponding
z-integrated inclusive initial-final master integrals with this combination of propagators

diverge as € 3.
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In the following, we provide a detailed description of the computation of I[3,5, 8] = I[358]
in a closed form in e. The differential equations for this master integral contain only 7]0] and

I5)(Q% x,2) = Nr (1 _626)2 (Q2)72E (1 — )22

I'(l1-2¢)I(1 —i—e))
I'(1—e) '

X (z—fQFl(e, 2,14 € 2)— 2% (3.13)
as subtopologies, and the differential equations in z and x are fully separable. Moreover, its
differential equation in x is homogeneous, implying that the z-dependence of I[358] factorises
fully. The differential equations read:

IB(Q%2,2) _ 204 prang 02 )

0Q? a Q?
2 X,z € €
R 0,2) _ (126 202 paigp )
OI3B8)(Q* x,z)  1+2e 223(1 — 2€)%(1 + 2)
Oz - 1[358](Q27$72) - (Q2)3(1 — x)2622(1 — Z)QI[O](Q2>1'>Z)
$26
@R Bl@h ). 10

From the above equations, the functional dependence of I[358] on Q? and on z can be
read off. Moreover, the z-differential equation can be solved by means of an integrating

14+2¢

factor z Introducing

1—2¢
€

11358](Q* x,2) = Np ( )2 (Q*)7272(1 — ) "1 2ep 22,7172 /358 (), (3.15)

and inserting (3.11), (3.13) yields

aI’[358](Z) _ 4(1 — 26)225(1 _ z)—1—2e _ 2(1 — 26)22—1+e(1

—2¢
0z € € )

—Z

2(1 — 2¢)?
-ng_H'6 oF1(€,2¢;1 + € 2)
€

2(1-26)2 T(1 —26)T(1+¢€) _
- T 271, (3.16)

This equation can be integrated in a straightforward manner in the form of a primitive:

4(1 B 26)221—‘1-6
e(1+e)

2(1 — 2¢)?
—(726)26 oF1(€,2¢;1 + € 2)
€
2(1 — 2¢)?
62
2(1 —2€)2 T'(1 —26)['(1 +¢)

— - T0—0 In(z) + C" . (3.17)

I'[358](2) = — oF1(14+€6142€624¢z2)

2°3Fs(e,6,2¢;1+€,14¢€;2)

where C’ is the constant of integration. In (3.17), which is exact in €, we note the simultaneous
appearance of z¢ and In z. This observation implies that the singular behaviour of the master

,13,



integral I[358](Q?, x, z) at z — 0 can not be expressed by an ansatz containing a finite number

—1-m¢ with integer n < i. Moreover, a naive e-expansion of (3.17)

i of terms of the form z
shows that its most singular piece is only 1/e. The a priori unknown boundary constant C’
can be determined by computing the z-integral of I[358](Q?, z, 2) and matching it onto the
known inclusive result. The inclusive Ic[358](Q?, ) is itself not a master integral but can
be expressed in terms of the inclusive phase space Iinc[0](Q?, z):

3(1 — 2€)(4 — 6¢€)(2 — 6¢) 3

Iine[358](Q%, ) = 5 UL x)QI[O](QZ,a:) , (3.18)

with

1—2sx—1+26r(2 —2¢)I'(1—¢)
I'(3 — 3e)

We note that (3.18) diverges as 1/¢*. Dividing (3.17) by the integrating factor z'*2¢ and

integrating over z, we obtain standard integrals yielding hypergeometric functions at unit

Iinc[o](Q27x) = NF(Q2)1_26(1 - x)

(3.19)

argument as well as from the last two terms:

! —1-2¢ 1 ! —1-2e 1
/0 dz z =5 /0 dz In(z)z =2 (3.20)

where in particular the occurrence of a double pole in the second integral is noteworthy. By
matching onto the inclusive integral, we then obtain a closed form expression:

1— 2¢

1[358](622,56,2) — NF ( >2 (QQ)—2—26(1 . x)—1—26x2+262—1—2e

X ( —2(1 — 2) %2 4 223 Fy(e, 6,26, 1 + €,1 + €, 2)

2el(1 — 2e)T'(1 + ¢)
B I(1—¢)

(7 cot(me) + ln(z))) : (3.21)

The master integral I[458] has considerably more subtopologies than I[358] and its
differential equations in z and x do not separate. After extracting its dominant behaviour
at z = 0, the computation for /[458] follows in principle the same steps as for [358]. It is
however much more cumbersome and consequently less intuitive to describe.

For their insertion into the integrated antenna functions X£ ’iid‘p (z,z), master integrals
are calculated in terms of a Laurent expansion in e, after factoring the relevant regulating
factors in (1 — z) and (1 — 2) from each integral. The results for the integrals are collected
in appendix A and given in computer-readable format in the supplementary material. The
regulating factors combine with potential endpoint singularities in the reduction coefficients
of the integrated antenna functions to master integrals, and are subsequently expanded
in distributions. The resulting integrated initial-final fragmentation antenna functions are
included as an ancillary file in the supplementary material.

3.1 List of integrated antenna functions

In this section we list all integrated antenna functions in the initial-final kinematics with an
identified parton in the final state, following the notation of (2.31) and (2.32). These relate to
the parent unintegrated antenna, denoting in the argument list the parton crossed to the initial
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state with © and the identified parton with ‘9. The functional form of these unintegrated
antenna functions is identical for all kinematical crossings and does not change if a final-state
parton is identified. To obtain the minimal set of antennae we exploit the symmetries of the
unintegrated antennae. For example, if the unintegrated antenna X9 (i, j, k,[) is symmetric
under the exchange of identical partons ¢ and j, then the two integrated antennae X£ ’;d'i
and X£ ’Z»id'j are also identical. We avoid listing double-real antennae which only give a finite
contribution since they will not be employed in the subtraction.

The XY antennae are listed in table 2 along with their symmetries. Due to the presence
of convolutions in the integrated dipoles — namely in the subtraction terms — involving
XY antennae and NLO splitting kernels, the latter must be known up to O(e?). In [39],
most of the antennae in table 2 were already computed, with the exception of higher orders
in € for Ag:igd'q. Furthermore, only partial results were presented for the flavour-changing
part of the gluon-initiated DY antennae. For identity-changing dipoles in particular, both

flavour-preserving and flavour-changing contributions of the gluon-initiated D§ antenna must

0,id.q
5 the

flavour-changing contribution is finite. Again, due to the presence of convolutions in the

be included. Dg:igd'q and Dg:;d'g therefore contain both flavour structures. For D

subtraction terms, also the finite g??;;d‘q antenna is needed.

The symmetries of the X§ antennae are the same as the ones of the corresponding
XY due to the identical external momentum configuration. A, £ and G types have leading
(X3) and sub-leading (X;) colour structures, as well as closed quark loop contributions
(/'?31) D and F types only have leading-colour and closed quark loop contributions. The
X antennae are listed in tables 3-5.

In tables 6-8 we list the leading-colour X} and subleading-colour .}Ef antennae with
respective symmetries. The number of antennae within the same family is determined by the
number of symmetries of the integrand. For example C, D and E have only one symmetry
and therefore we find 7 antennae of C, D and & types respectively. Of the C-type, only four
of these are divergent and thus retained in table 6.

We notice that some identity-changing antennae, despite presenting e-poles, are not
employed in the subtraction. This is the case for all four parton tree-level and three-parton
one-loop gluon-initiated D-type antennae with an identified gluon. Indeed, such configuration
of identity-changing limits ¢ — ¢ can be rendered by quark-antiquark A-type antennae, due
to the freedom in the choice of the spectator parton. Moreover, G- and £-type antennae
which have the secondary quark (antiquark) in the initial state and the secondary antiquark
(quark) identified do not correspond to any physical unresolved configuration and are therefore
not needed for subtraction at NNLO. Finally, the H, 2(1;‘1', 24,3¢, Zlq/) antenna function only
encodes a double-collinear iterated configuration, which can be targeted with the combination
of two NLO antennae. Analogous observations were made in the context of antenna subtraction
without identified final-state particles if the identified particle is crossed into the initial state.
The full set of final-final and initial-final fragmentation antenna functions is provided as
ancillary files in the supplementary material.
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Notation Integral of Integrand symm.

Hard radiators: quark-quark

Ay A§(15,34,24)
Ay A§(15",34,24) 1e2
Ay A3(14. 33", 2)

Hard radiators: quark-gluon
Dyry DY (13", 34, 2,)
DY D(14,34,2i%) 243
Dy’ DY(L4,34,25")
2 (13" 3¢ 2¢) )y
£9idd E9(14,39,24)

Hard radiators: gluon-gluon
Fyao FQ(1i4,3,,2,) 142,143,243
Gyg ! GB(15",34,24)
Gy GS(1y. 33" 29) 263
Gyg GY(Ly 33" 29)

Table 2. Integrated tree-level three-parton antenna functions.

Notation Integral of Integrand symm.

Hard radiators: quark-quark

Az AJ(15t,3,,29)
Az AJ(15t,34,29)
Azt A3(14, 33", 24)
Ayt AJ(1i-,84,24)
Ay AL(1i,3,,2;) 1452
Ay AY(14,35,29)
Xé:igd'q Aé(liqd'vggﬂq)
ﬁé:i;d'q Aé(liqd'v?’g’%)
Az A (14,35, 29)

Table 3. Integrated quark-quark one-loop three-parton antenna functions.
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Notation Integral of Integrand symm.

Hard radiators: quark-gluon

D DYYE3,.,)
Dy D153, 240)
Dy DY 8. 2%")
Dy Dy 30:2,) -
By DI 3,.2")
By Di1 3. 2%")
glida E3(15", 3¢, 2)
pite PA(iq. 3 2)
g;,;i.q/ Ei(1g, 323', 24)
& B (1534 2¢)
£ B 1,352 o
g;y,(i;lq/ ~§ (1g, 32/'7 27)
& B3(15% 3y 2¢)
& £ (133 20)
é\i;d[/ Ej (1535, 2¢)

Table 4. Integrated quark-gluon one-loop three-parton antenna functions.

Notation Integral of Integrand symm.

Hard radiators: gluon-gluon

Fg”;d'g li"‘l(ligd”g‘“g") 142,143,243
Fslyf F}(15,34,2)

Gl G315, 34,29)

Gslg Gi(1y. 35", 29)

Gy Gi(14,34",29)

A';:(i]d,g é%(lgi 13 Qé)

Gsy " Gi(1g, 35, 29) 2¢3
Gy Gi(1g,35,2)

Gs g GH(15".34.24)

Gy Gh(14, 34,2,

Gy Gh(14, 34,2y

Table 5. Integrated gluon-gluon one-loop three-parton antenna functions.
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Notation Integral of Integrand symm.

Hard radiators: quark-quark

A A

Agzigi.q AQ(1i 34,44, 24)

Agfgi'q AJ(1id 3.4y, 29) 1o2+3¢4
Ay A} (1q, 35", 44, 29)

Al a5, 0)

Ay AR (L4, 35", 49,24)

T R0

%g:‘ld'q :2(1151939’ 49,2q) 142,34
B A

Agias 801,55 10,2

By BY(15" 3¢, 47, 2)
BB ez
B B0,

Clry ™ (15", 34,49, 29)

I I S

Cig ™ CP(14:34. 44, 25%) o
coidas C(14, 31,44, 29)

Table 6. Integrated quark-quark tree-level four-parton antenna functions. The notation a <> b+c¢ <> d
indicates that the antenna is symmetric under simultaneous exchange of a with b and ¢ with d.
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Notation Integral of Integrand symm.

Hard radiators: quark-gluon

0,id. id. 5
DT DR
0,id. id. 3
Dyt DR(1E 24, 30,4,)
Dy Di(13,: 25", 34, 4)
Tg." Di(14,25%,3:49) 2ot
Dy, Di(14, 255,34, 4)
Dg:;d93 D2(15>2g73;d'745’)
pg o D12, 5514,
0,id. id. 5
84,;’/ 7 Eg(lizd 124,375 49)
82:;51'(1 Eg(l;d', 24, 35’7 4,)
gQida BY (11,2, 34, 4,)
0,id.q’ 2 id.
goida BY(i5, 235, 4,)
S8 B,
ggia B(1,.2483.,) N
i o N o symm.
g4,q E4(1<§7 2‘1/736’ 749)
0.id.d" 3 id.
&g EQ (1,24, 355, 4)
gida EQ(14,24, 3, 4,)
R P25
goida E(14,24, 35, 4%
goida B9 (14,24, 37,410
BT B2 50,)
goid EQ(1, 24,37, 4)
il BY(15, 2530, 49)
g (15,2 35,4,) 2
50,id.q" E i i
Eg " Ef (14,253, 44)
50,id. EO(] id.
54,4 ! E2(1§724’73¢7’7419d)
50,id. o 3q,4
Exly ¢ Eg(lqﬂq’vz%ﬁ“%d')

Table 7. Integrated quark-gluon tree-level four-parton antenna functions.
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Notation Integral of Integrand symm.
Hard radiators: gluon-gluon
Foda FP(1id-2,,3,,4,)
4 13,244,124+ 3<4
Figa FP(1i9,20,3,,4,)
gy G114, 3,,44,2,)
g it G114, 3,,44,2,)
go ld 92 Gg(lgv?’qﬂl@zgd‘)
0,1d.q QO 3id g o 1<2+3+4
g4gl 4(1973q [ g)
gO i Gg(lgv‘?’izdﬁzl(?azl])
gg,;‘i»q Gg(lgv‘?’iqd‘véléa Zl])
gO g ééﬂl(lg 3115415329)
Giy s Gh(1g 3047, 25") L9 e
g it G9(1y, 39, 44, 2,)
0, d ~ id. j
g( 2 2(19 3qd 46725)
Hy “1‘1 HO(1id 5.3, 4
01d 4(? qu) 142,304, 13+204
Hyo? HY (114 24,3,,45)

Table 8. Integrated gluon-gluon tree-level four-parton antenna functions.
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4 Mass factorization of initial- and final-state collinear singularities

The integrated fragmentation antenna functions can be collected into so-called integrated
dipoles, which allow for a natural organization of infrared singularities at the double-virtual
level [27, 43, 56, 57]. It is noticeable that the assembly and the properties of integrated dipoles
in the context on fragmentation antenna functions fully match the ones of standard antenna
functions, suggesting that the overall antenna subtraction infrastructure in the presence of
identified particles in the final state should not differ from the one without fragmentation.
For this reason, the presentation of the integrated dipoles closely aligns with the discussion
in [43], to which we refer for an in-depth illustration of characteristic structures which are
summarized in the following.

We distinguish between identity-preserving (IP) integrated dipoles, reproducing the
infrared singularity structure of virtual corrections, and identity-changing (IC) integrated
dipoles, addressing identity-changing initial and final-state collinear singularities. For frag-
mentation processes, we are interested in FF and IF integrated dipoles. To resort to a more
compact notation, in the following we relabel z, the momentum fraction carried by the identi-
fied final-state parton, as x3. Consistently, we label with 3 the identified final-state parton
in the list of external momenta, to distinguish from 1 and 2 used for initial-state partons.
All integrated antenna functions depend therefore on the three momentum fractions x1, zo
and z3 (= z), but here we keep this dependence implicit. We note that for FF fragmentation
antenna functions, the dependence on z; and x5 is trivially given by 6(1 — z1)d(1 — z2) and
for IF fragmentation antenna function the x5 dependence is trivially given by 6(1 — x2). We
also introduce the shorthand notation §; = §(1 — z;). In the presence of identity-changing
configurations we use the subscripts (¢ — b) and (a + b) to indicate a change of parton
species from a to b respectively in the initial or final state.

4.1 One-loop integrated dipoles

We first consider one-loop integrated dipoles. They are given as a combination of integrated
three-parton tree-level fragmentation antenna functions and NLO mass factorisation kernels.
The general structure in the IP case reads:

70,9 = 1 (a.9). (4.1)
, . Ny - (1), .
T3V (i.g) = IV (i, g) + ﬁsz (i,9), i=4q,9. (4.2)
The colour decomposition of the IC dipoles follows the one of splitting kernels at NLO:
N2 -1
1 . c 1 . .
jQ(aq)_W(g’ Z) = < Nc > ‘]2(,q)—>g(ga 1)7 t1=4q,9, (43)
1 . 1 . .
T g 0:3) = T310g(a:0), i=a.9, (4.4)

and analogously for IC configurations on the final-state identified leg, simply obtained
by inverting the direction of the arrow, for any kinematical configuration (FF or IF). To
properly adjust the spin-averaging factor for initial-state identity-changing collinear limits,
we introduce [27, 43]:

2 —2¢ 2 1
Sg_>q = 9 =1- €, Sq_>g = ﬁ = . (45)
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Integrated dipoles

FE | ) (34,4q) = A (s5:) — TG (23) 61

IF | g5 (14.3,) = AV (s13) — T3 (21) 3 — TSy (23) 6

Table 9. Identity-preserving quark-antiquark one-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.The sub-
scripts indicate the identified final-state parton.

Integrated dipoles
J5D (3g,ig) = 3DY 4 (s5;) — g (3) 61
FF1 )
2 (1 . id.
Jo (3g,ig) = 5657 (s:)
1 . id. 1
J5D (3g.iq) = DY (s31) — STG) (w3) &1
FF9 )
A (1 . ~
Jo (3g,iq) = — 3155 (x3) 0y
o |2 Uar8) = Dt (s1a) i) (1) 8 — 5Ty (2)
q
~ (1) ~
Jo (14,3y) = _%FEJ? (w3) 61
o |2 Boly) = D3t (ois) i) (a) 61 — 5149 (21)
9
~ (1) ~
T2 (3g,1g) = =454 (1) 85

Table 10. Identity-preserving quark-gluon and gluon-quark one-loop colour-stripped integrated
dipoles.

Integrated dipoles

ISV (3g.ig) = SFS I (s5:) — 4TSy (23) 6

FF
~ (1) . id. =
Jo(3,ig) = 1G99 (s5:) — 3T4y) (w3) 6
- T (14,3,) = Foit9(s13) — T8 (1) 85 — LT58) (x5) 8y

. (1) ~ N
Jo(14,3¢) = —4T08) (21) 85 — 355 (23) 6y

Table 11. Identity-preserving gluon-gluon one-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.

In tables 9-11 we list the identity-preserving integrated dipoles and in tables 12-14
the identity-changing ones.

In complete analogy to what happens for integrated dipoles without fragmentation [43],
within IP one-loop integrated dipoles the mass factorization kernels absorb the poles of
integrated antenna functions coming from initial-state PDF and final-state FF collinear
singularities. The residual infrared poles reproduce the ones of one-loop virtual corrections.
In particular one can write [43]:

Poles [‘_72(1)(2',]')} = Poles [Re (IZ.(jl) (e,u%))} , (4.6)
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Integrated dipoles

FF9<a

J(l) (3,

2,9¢q

Jig) = — 3 AP (s3;) + TGy (23) 61

1KY

9g—q

JZ(,lg)ﬁq(lq73 ) = A3(s15) — SgsqTg (1) 05

IRy~

TS (14.30) = — A (s13) + Thy) (25) 61

Table 12.

Identity-changing quark-antiquark one-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.

subscripts indicate different choices of identified final-state partons.

Integrated dipoles

FF9<4

O

. ,id. 1
2,geq(3q7 Zg) Dg g(—gq( 3i) + ng) ($3) 51

FF7-9

. Jid.q’ 1
Js q)<—g( 9riq) = _539 T (s3:) + F((zg) (z3) 61

AR

id. 1
J2 g(—q(197 3(1) = 7Dg:gd !](513) + FSI‘I) (1’3) 61

IF9

9g—q

1 1
Jz(,;ﬂq(lqﬁg) = —Dj g q(513) — Sgsalsy (1) 83

IFg<9

1 Lid.q" 1
T (Lg,3g) = —E917 (s15) + TG (23) 61

IF?

q—g

(1 Jid. 1
Js q)—>g(1.‘]7gll) = —E£30 Y (s13) — Sqmglbe (1) 03

Table 13. Identity-changing quark-gluon one-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.

Integrated dipoles

FF7-9

(1 . Jid.q’ 1
IS (Bgrig) = =G (s3) + T4y (23) 61

IF9

q—g

T8 (14,34) = =G99 (s13) — SygThd (1) 03

IFg<9

‘]2(,1q)eg(3ga 1y) = =Gt 7 (s13) + T (23) 6y

Table 14. Identity-changing gluon-gluon one-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.

The

where the quantity on the right-hand-side is closely related to Catani’s one-loop infrared

insertion operators [62] and is explicitly given in [43].

The relation above holds for any

kinematical and partonic configuration. On the other hand, IC one-loop integrated dipoles
are free of poles, given that the singularities of integrated IC fragmentation antenna functions
completely cancel against mass factorization kernels:

Poles [‘72(;)_%(2"]')] = Poles {j;;{_b(i,j)} =0,

which again holds for any kinematical and partonic configuration.
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4.2 Two-loop integrated dipoles

The ingredients needed to build the two-loop integrated dipoles in fragmentation are: four-
parton tree-level integrated antenna functions, three-parton one-loop antenna functions,
convolutions of two three-partons tree-level integrated antenna functions, convolutions of
three-parton tree-level integrated antenna functions with NLO mass factorisation kernels
and NNLO mass factorisation kernels (see appendix B).

The general decomposition of IP two-loop integrated dipoles reads:

5 (2)

2 N _
T (@) = I (4,9) — NQJQ( '(q, )+FfJ2 (¢,9) (4.8)
N¢ 4~ (2 .
T (g.i) = I (9.0 + <L B (9.0
Ny¢ 2 . N2 2 . .
—NngQ(Q) (9,1) + Fi; I (g,3), i=g,q. (4.9)

As extensively explained in [43], the construction of two-loop integrated dipoles is significantly
less straightforward than for their one-loop counterparts. In particular, the presence of
spurious singularities in some of the NNLO antenna functions requires the introduction
of so-called corrective, auziliary and flip-flopping integrated dipoles, to properly remove
unwanted terms. Here we fully present these types of dipoles in the context of fragmentation
antenna functions, but we direct the reader to [43] for additional details on their definition.

The colour decomposition of identity-changing two-loop integrated dipoles follows the
one of two-loop identity-changing splitting kernels:

_ N2 -1
..72(,%1)%9(971) = (N) |:NCJ2(,2(1)%9(97 i)+ J2(2q)ﬂg( i)

+ij§,2q)ﬁg(g’i)} : (4.10)
T3yq(:1) = Ned§)q(a,1) + A%4>+Mﬁggn, (4.11)
T2 (@,7) = (va_1> [Jé’ng( D+ L i)] , (4.12)
jﬁ,ilq/(q’,i) = (va_ 1) Jz(,?q)ﬁq/(q’,z‘), (4.13)

and analogously reverting the arrow for a change of identity happening on the final state.
At NNLO we can also have a change of identity for both an initial- and a final-state parton.
These configurations are captured by the following integrated dipoles

2 —
“72(79)—>q g<—q(q’ q) = Ne J2( g)—>q g<—q(Q7 q) + Jg( g)_>q g<_q(q, q), (4.14)
N2 -1
jQ»Q‘)g ng(g g) ( N > J2(,q)~>g qeg(g g) (415)
(2) 1 2
Tyaosgga 90 = Ne T3 g4 (9.0 + 1 Tarsy g (9:) (4.16)
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and analogous ones where the order of identity changes is swapped. Finally, a single parton
can undergo a double change of identity (flip-flopping):

2 . N02 —1 2
j2(:q)‘>g‘>q(q’z) = (N) JQ(,q)—)qu(q7 )7 (417)

for a flip-flop in the initial state and analogously by inverting the direction of the arrows
for a final-state flip-flop.

The IP quark-antiquark two-loop integrated dipoles are listed in table 15 and the IP
quark-gluon two-loop colour stripped ones are given in table 16. The flip-flopping terms are
given in table 17 while the corrective terms required to remove spurious identity-changing
singularities from integrated identity-preserving gluon-initiated quark-gluon antenna functions
are given in table 18. Auxiliary quark-antiquark two-loop integrated dipoles needed to remove
spurious poles present in integrated quark-gluon antenna functions, which are not present
in physical matrix elements, are listed in table 19. The identity-preserving gluon-gluon
two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles are given in table 20 and the required flip-flopping
terms are given in table 21. The IC quark-antiquark, quark-gluon and gluon-gluon two-loop
integrated dipoles are listed in tables 22-27.

As for the one-loop case, it is possible to relate the e-poles of IP two-loop colour-stripped
integrated dipoles to the infrared singularities of two-loop matrix elements [43]:

Poles [N 7 (0.0) - L7 .0

— Poles [Re (1(2) (e:2) = 220 (e u?))} . (418)
Poles [N.7%(9.9) - 27" (9.9)]

= Poles [Re (Z;f,) (en?) - @I(”( u))} (4.19)
Poles[Nc (77 (0.9) + 757 (9, 0) — 275" (0. 0))

(A .0+ 5 <,>)]

= Poles [Re (I( ) (e ,ur) —i—Ig(,z—) (e, u%) 660 ( (e ,ur) +I§(17) (e,,u?)))} , (4.20)

where the quantities in right-hand-side are related to Catani’s one- and two-loop infrared
insertion operators [62] and are given in [43]. The relations above hold for any kinematical
and partonic configuration. The IC two-loop dipoles satisfy

Poles [j ) (i) — 560 span )} — 0, (4.21)
Poles [ (i) - 270, (0.)] = 0. (122)

where we notice that the one-loop integrated dipoles present in this formulae can vanish if
the considered change of identity is not allowed at one-loop, for example ¢ — ¢’. The full
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Integrated dipoles

M

J2(2) (3q7 ) AO Jid.q +A1 Jid.q + bo (\332”)’ Ag,id.q . % [Ag,id.q ®Ag,id4q:|

—=(2)id.
- qu (1‘3) 51

FF J2(2)( 34,1q) = %A“Z,id.q i 2Cg,id.<j+cg,id.q1 +Z§,id.q _ % [‘Agﬁid.q ®A(3),idq]
~(2)id.
+ qu (1’3) 01
3 (2)id.

(34,74) = o () T -T,, @)
J2(2) (1[1’3) AOldq+A11dq+b?0(\jl’12;;\> AOldq %[A01dq®A01dq:|

=(2)
- qu

jz()

—(2)id.
(1) 35 — T (5) 6y

TP (14,3,) = LAGIG0 4 ocQidte | gplidar 4 Flida _ 1 [AO g AP “}
=(2) =(2)id.
—|—qu (’El) 63 —|—qu (11:3)(51

IF

j2 (2)

(1q’3) BOId(]+A3ldQ+bOF (\515,\) AOldq

Hr
~(2) ~(2)id.
— qu (Il) 63 —qu (1’3)61

Table 15. Identity-preserving quark-antiquark two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.The
subscripts indicate different choices of initial-state partons.

set of final-final and initial-final fragmentation colour-stripped integrated dipoles is provided
as ancillary files in the supplementary material.
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Integrated dipoles
J(z)( 3,.1y) = 1D2 ddg | Dl dda %?0 <\Z3§-|)’ Dg,id.q _ % [Dg,id.q ®Dg,m.q
—(2)id.
— qu (333) (51
- jz( >(3q,ig) = ghidar | %ﬁ;,id,q + %gé,idq + %boé,p (\;y)‘ pYid-a
s € £0,i ic id.q 5(2)id.
+%?O(‘,uil) ggdq_%[gg l‘q®'D§¢d-1i| _qu (553)51
j2(2) (3(]’%) _ go Jid.q1 + %gg,idg
I 3y.10) = 48+ 4 () g e 0 6]
J(2)( 3y,1q) = D“ ddga | DO Jid.gs3 +D1 idg | bU (\Zm) 'Dg,id.g
Bt ,id. —(2)id. .
B Dg gd<—gg ® Dg g<—gg} %F (3) 01 + J2 1C corr. (3q: 1q)
j2(2) (3g7iq) 50 1dg+,D ( ) DO ,id.g
FF9 ~(2)id.
= 2)
- %Fgg (z3) 01 + Jz f/f( g1q) + J2( 1C corr. (341 1)
N ~(2)id.
5(2 . 50,id. = (2 .
I (3g,ig) = SEV9 4 AT, (23) 61+ I (3g.10)
~ ~(2)id
A2 , =
JZ( ) (3g71q) = _%Fgg (w3) 01
J2(2) (1(17 3(]) _ ,Dgzlizd~92 4 %Dgz(izd.ga 4 Dl ,id.g + b() (|<;1;\> DO ,id.g
; ; 2@ ~@)id.
— [P0 @ D] - Ty (1) 8 — 4T,y (20) &
o ~(2)
52 (14,3,) = €214:9 4 LpLids | bor (‘T') DY T, (21) 03
IFg ~(%)id T
! A2
2qu (x?’) 1+ J2(,f)/f (14,39)
(2. R
2 i 7(2
TP (1,3,) = 362149 L 1T (29) + I3 (14, 34)
/\(2)1d
9 A
I (1,35) = —4T,,  (22) 81
I8 (14,3,) = DY + DY e 4 DY 4 b (Ll phida
i 7(2 id. ~(2)id.
- Dg:;d ® DO o q] B qu (‘TB) 01— %F.qg (171) 3
. (2 ; ; TN 04 ~(2)id.
57 (15,30) = E034 4 1Dy 4 b (L) T pQida T () 6y
IFY "
= 304y (21) 05 +J. 2 f/f (g, 19)
X =2
F(2 50,id.
J (15,8,) = $E 4 1T, (@0) 8 + I (34,1,)
R 2(2)
22 A
57 (13,3,) = =3y (21) 0

Table 16. Identity-preserving quark-gluon and gluon-quark two-loop colour-stripped integrated
dipoles.
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Integrated dipoles
FF9 T (3gig) = [Fglq w3) @ E97 q] +3 [F o (23) ® Fg}z)(l‘s)} o1
e Bgria) = = [T (w5) @ €94 4+ 1 [0 (w5) @ T4 (w5)] 61
. 5 B3gr10) = = [T50 @s) @ €937 | + 3 [Pl (ws) @ T4} (w5)| &1
e (39 1) = = [T (w5) @ €930 | 4+ 4 [0 (ws) @ T4 (w5)] 61
17y J2(2f/f(1973q) = Sgq [Ff(zg 1) ®501 q} 3 [Ft(zlg 1) ®F( )( )} 03
‘ J2(2f)/f(1973 ) = Sg—q [F( ®Eyn q} 3 [th}; 1) @ TGy (« )} ds

Table 17. Flip-flopping contributions to identity-preserving quark-gluon two-loop integrated dipoles.

Integrated dipoles

2 .
‘]2(,I>C corr (3‘1’ Zq)

+2[05(@s) @

3,9<q

|:D01dq®D

0,id. 0,id.
D‘g] ALd9

3,9¢q

Oldq] [Fgl)(xg) & DPYid: q:|

3,9¢q

10,id. 1,id.
.A d.g Asyl g

Al id.g ~ 1k ((%)_ _ 1) A0ids [Ag,id.q ®Ag*id'9}
FF +% [Félg)(,xg) ®Ag,idgi| _ [Fg};)(xg) ®Ag,id.g:|
_ ?0 (D() ,id.g Dg ;‘Hg)

(2 . ,id.
2(,I)C corr (3q7 ZQ) [gg ! ® D

+ 3 [P0 () @ A ] - e (D)

0,id. S 0,id.
3 lg(—gq:| - [Fgg)(%) @ D3,lg<—gq}

()" =) e

DOldq)

3,99

Table 18. Corrective terms required to remove spurious identity-changing singularities from integrated
identity-preserving gluon-initiated quark-gluon antenna functions.

Integrated dipoles

FF

‘]’2(2)(3(1’. )7 1A21dq+A11dq %{A01dq®A01dq:|

j2(2)(3q7 ifi) =

~ (2 .
A )(3%]@)

IF

j2(2)(1q,3 ) = AO Jid.q +A1 jidg % [Ag:;d.q ®Ag:;d.q]

72
T (14,34) =

j2( )(1117 '?’Q)

Table 19. Auxiliary quark-antiquark two-loop integrated dipoles needed to remove spurious poles
present in integrated quark-gluon antenna functions, which are not present in physical matrix elements.
jg(g)(?)q,jq) is the FF fragmentation dipoles given in table 15.
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Integrated dipoles
J2(2) (3,.i4) = 1}-0 idg | 1}-1 id.g +1 bo (\i32i|)7 ]_-g,idg ~1 [J—_g,idg ®]_-§,id‘gi|
—(2)id.
- %ng) (Ig) 61
> (2 i i i F 534 € id.
J2(>(q7 q) gOdg+1F1dg+ gldg_’_lbo€ <‘;432_|) }—g,dg
. - : . . ~(2)id.
4l (%) Goids _ 1 {gg,ldy ®]_-g,1dg} — 1T, (ws) 6y
2(2
+ 2(,f)/f (3g-1g)
- (2. wr
7 . ~0,id. ~1.id. 7 .
5 (3g,4g) = §GPH + 4G5 44T (wa) 01+ T3¢ (30 g)
j2(2) (3971-9) _ %é\;,idg + %boT,F (‘Zlél) gO Jid.g |:g ,id.g ® gO ,id. g}
2(2)id.
- %ng (z3) 01
2 id.g1 ic ,id. Sq: € ,id.
) (14,35) = FRaeor + LFORo 4 it 4t (lgl) " ppido
|:]_-()1dg® ()1d.gi|771—\57 ( )(ngll—‘ (2)id. ( )
. =(2)
J (2) (1g73 ) gOldg 11dg+ bop < ) Old.g %F (.1‘1)63
IF ~(2)id.
— 30y (ws)d1+ 2f)/f(1 +39)
#(2) 0, d 1A(2> 1:(2)id (2)
JQ (1.‘]73, ) = g 9+ QFgg ($1)(53+§F9g (Z1)63+ 2f/f (19739)
- 1:(2) 13(2)1(1.
Jo (19739) = _§Fgg (551) 03 — §Fgg (I3)51
Table 20. Identity-preserving gluon-gluon two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.

Integrated dipoles

FF

%0 (3g,1g) = — [T (29) @ G5 + &

(153 (w5) © T4 (3)]
j2(,2f)/f (3g,ig) = — [Fﬁ)(m)@gg’id‘q} [F (z3) ®I‘ ( )} 5

IF

(2 ,id. 1)
‘2(,f)/f(19729) Sg-q {ng 21) @Gy’ + 3 [Ft(zq 1) ® Ty (x )} 03

7(2 id. 1
‘]2(,f)/f(19729) = Sg-q {Ft(zg 21) ® Gy [ TSy (1) © T4 (& )] d3

]
- [ng)(m) ® go - q} [F (r3) ® Fqg (1'3)} [
a

[Fgﬁz) (z3) ® Gyt q] T4y (23) ® Ty (963)} 01

Table 21. Flip-flopping contributions to identity-preserving gluon-gluon two-loop integrated dipoles.
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Integrated dipoles

2 . 0,id. 1,id. o (1s3:]\ ¢ 40,id.
Tq (Bavig) = =AY — LApto — Lo (lagl) 7 ygide
id. id. =(2)id.
+1 [Ag’ 9 0 A q] + Fﬁl) (3) 01
+ 3[4 T )] - 3 [06) () @ T4 ()] 81

S *%[Ag’id‘g®réé)(x3)]+%[F"( 3) ® T4 (w5)] 81

Iy i) = —b A0 — 4 (L) " g L T 5,
+ 3 [P @ T (@) -  [060) (@) @ 1) (@) &1
J2(29)47q (34i7) = _A'g,id.g o A’é,id.g + [Ao,id.q ®Ag,id<g] _ [Ft(zlq)(%) ®Ag,id<g]
+ [0 ) o T )] 0y - 2T, (@) 8
FET | O (30 =00 1 T, (@)
FRa-9+4a J2(2q)‘—9<—q (3.ig) = BT — [Pglg) (73) ® Ao’id'g}

~(2)id.
+ [0 (2) @ TG (2)] 01 — 2Ty, (2s) 01

Table 22. Final-final identity-changing quark-antiquark two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.
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Integrated dipoles

T (s80) = — AT = AT - ATt () AR
— [AGS 0 A — 5y T (@0) 8
— A8 @ T0) (1) + 35y [T (@) @ TG ()] 33
+ [ T (@1)] = £y [T @01 © T4 (1) 8
iy | JE), (14,30) = —3 AR 4 hor (Lnal) ™ ggida SuraTor (21) 3
— [ @ TG ()] + 30 [Tl (01) © 10 (1) 6
TS e (1g,3g) = —AYIda - gida
+ [ASi 0 AL + [0 (01) © A3
— 18,00 [T (21) @ T4 (1) 0 + sﬁﬁfg) (21) 8
']2(,2g<—q( ) - .AO Jid.gs AO Jid.ga Al Jid.g ? (%) AO Jid.g
+ [Aggff'g ® Agqu] + T2 (24) 6,
[Aoldq (1)(353)} ! [ T (24) @ T (2 )} 5,
[AO idg o pl) (o )] +1 [rg D(z5) @ T (@ )] 51
IFF | IR, (30, 1) = —3 AR — 3hor (L) ™ ggido B (o) 80
+ [A5 o T ()] = 4 [T6) (@9) @ T3 () o1
T (Bgi1g) = —AYs — yids
+ [ At o 409 — [150 o) AT
H [ e o T @] 6Ty )01
IFZ N J2(2q 'q (1 q’ ’3q) = Bg:iq(%'q — Sq—g [Fg}z) (1) ® Ag:igd'q]
+ 3 [f) ) @ TG ()] 8 — T (1) 0
o Tty By 1g) = B — [Félg)(xg)@AS:;d‘g]
+ 4 [Tl @0) @ T3 (@0)| 61 ~ Ty ()01
IFG J2(2q)~>q (15,3,) = Cyin +f(2) (z1) 63
IFET | @) (3,1,) = Chidas L T2 gy 5,
IS spgeq (o 3) = AV + 8,4 [T (01) @ AT
- + [06) () © M) = 28550085 (@0) TG (@)

2 51 1 1id. ¢
JQ( g)ﬁq geq (1g:3g) = -’40 o Sg—q [F,(]; (z1) ® Ag,qd q]

+ [Fg}l) (w3) ® Ag:iid'q] - ZSH—NJFSI;) (z1) F‘S]}I) (z3)

Table 23. Initial-final identity-changing quark-antiquark two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.
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Integrated dipoles

Iy (Byig) = —E410 — gt b (Il ) gpia
+2 (DY, @ &34 | + [1f () @ €37 |
— 08 (e3) © €947 — £ [T (@) @ T4 () o1
+ 1 [16 () 0 T4 (w3)| 81 + T (w3) 01

alid.g  bor (lssi]\ ¢ £0,id.q’ (1) 0,id.q’
=& i (72 &y — |Tgq (z3) @ &

FRa<9
A2 .
J2<,q)(7g(39’ lq) =

e \n?
~ ~(2)id.
+1 [Fs(zlg)(xzs) ® F%)(xg)] 01+Ty (23)d

Ty (3e) = 80— B ¢ [0 o) 607

~(2)id.
— L [P (@s) @ T (o) 61— Ty (20) 81

Table 24. Identity-changing final-final quark-gluon two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles.
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Integrated dipoles

2 0,id. 0,id. 1,id. 31\ "€ £0,id.
J2(7q)ﬂg(19’ 3¢) = —Eily ‘- Exy ‘- &l ‘- b?o (‘Zl?.s‘) €3 !
0,id.q 0,id.q (1) 0,id.
+2 (DS @ et ] + 16 (o) @ 955

— [0 @) @ £9377] + 18,004 [T (21) @ TG (1) 0
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=(2
— SqﬁgF;q) (.’El) (53

2(2) _ glidg bor [Isis]\ € e0,id.q
J2,q~>g(1973!1)*_53,q’ T T e 2 53,(1’

~ [P ) @ £2509]

— 380y [T4) (01) © T3 (01)] 65 = Sy

¥,

=(2)
ng (Il) 53

=(2 50,id. Jid. 1 Jid.
) g (15,30) = —EL 0 — £33 + [P0 (w1) @ 93]
=(2)
48400 [T (@1) @ TG (21)] 65 + S0 T gy (21) 83

0,id.q’ 0,id.q’ Lidq' by (s3] € £0,id.q’
€4q 5441 5341 e \ 2 g3,q

(1q’ 39) ==
+2 D30 0 £ + [T (w5) © £3:%7

- [Fglg) (r3) ® 5?,’;(1'{1/] —3 [Fg?(%) Ty (1'3)} )

2
L

+ % [F‘S]lg) (z3) ® Fg? ($3)] o1

—(2)
+ T2 (25) 6y

IF‘N_Q
q —€ 1
bo,r ( |s13] go,lqu
3.q

ol,id.q’
(1Qa3g) = _53,111 - € n2

Ty
~ [F ) @ €90
F3[E @) o T )] 1+ Ty @)1
T o(10,30) = =800 — &3t + T3 (wa) 0 9377 |
-1 [rglq> (23) @ T (wS)] 6y — ﬁffg) (z3) 0y

(4,3,) = 260799 4 9g0ida o5, [rgi,) (1) ® D

0,id.g
3,9

2
J2(,q)’—>g,g<—q
— [r6 (@) © £03] = 254, [T6) @1) @ TG ()]

g<—4q
IF’I/HQ 0 0 0
- By, + (£, ®A3,]
+ 2850 155 (21) © 88, | +2 [167 (21) @ T4 (1) 0
2 Jid.g’ Jid.q 1 Jid.
T ey (Bgr 1g) = 260100 1 ggdidd’ _ o [rg;(xS) ® DY 9]

+ 28500 [T8) (21) @ E957 | = 28, 143 (23) @ TG (a1)]

IR <9
g 0,id.q’ 0,id.q’ 0,id
,B4a1 -q + [537 -q ®A31 -g}

—2 [T @) @ &7 | +2 [T ) @ T (e | 6

Table 25. Identity-changing initial-final quark-gluon two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles
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Integrated dipoles

(2) 0,id.q Lidg by [Isail\ "€ 0.id.q
J. (Q’ZQ) g g3 *?D Tg g3

2,q¢9
N
+ M e e 6] - 1) 0 657
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~ 3 [06 @) o T8 (a9)] +

: ! -id. bo, $3i ,id.
o | i ()" g
id. 1 ~(1
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~(2)id.
I‘qg (w3) 01

T Byig) = =307 - 9“‘*‘1+[901‘”®F“( 3]
( )id.

-3 [F((z?( )®F( (z )] 0y — (23) 61

Table 26. Identity-changing final-final gluon-gluon two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles
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Integrated dipoles
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Table 27. Identity-changing initial-final gluon-gluon two-loop colour-stripped integrated dipoles
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5 Conclusions

Processes with identified final-state hadrons play an increasingly important role in precision
studies at the LHC. To compute NNLO QCD corrections to these observables requires an
extension of existing NNLO subtraction methods, in order to keep track of the momentum
fraction of the final-state fragmenting parton. In the antenna subtraction method, this is
accomplished through fragmentation antenna functions, which were derived previously at
NNLO only for final-final kinematics [42], relevant to eTe™ colliders. In the present work,
we complete the set of fragmentation antenna functions for hadron colliders at NNLO by
computing them in initial-final kinematics. To enable the efficient and systematic construction
of the relevant antenna subtraction terms, we combine the integrated fragmentation antenna
functions in all kinematical settings with the respective mass factorization counterterms
into dipole operators [27, 43]. These operators mirror the infrared singularity structure of
the corresponding virtual loop amplitudes.

Our results enable the extension of antenna subtraction at NNLO to important hadron
collider processes such as single-inclusive hadron production [23] or vector-boson-plus-hadron
production [63], which were previously accessible only to NLO QCD. Likewise, hadron
production processes inside jets at hadron-hadron or lepton-hadron colliders can now be
computed to NNLO.

The kinematical setting of the integrated initial-final fragmentation antenna functions
is identical to semi-inclusive hadron production in deep inelastic scattering (SIDIS). We
could thus employ the same integration techniques as described in [39] and in section 3 to
compute the NNLO QCD coefficient functions for unpolarized and polarized SIDIS, which
we already presented elsewhere [20, 21].

The ability to derive precise predictions for identified hadron cross sections has important
phenomenological implications. It will for the first time enable global NNLO determinations
of fragmentation functions for a variety of hadron species, thereby bringing the description of
fragmentation processes to a new level of quantitative accuracy. Specific final-state hadron
observables also allow to determine important aspects of the structure of the colliding hadrons,
such as the flavour decomposition of the quark sea. The identification of heavy-flavoured
hadrons is moreover a common approach to jet flavour tagging, which can now be mirrored in
a direct manner in theory calculations, thus allowing a potential alternative to the application
of a flavoured jet algorithm [64-67].
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A Master integrals for double-real radiation

In the following, we document all master integrals relevant for the integrated double-real
radiation fragmentation antenna functions in initial-final kinematics X£ ’Z-id'j (z,z). The Laurent
expansions of these integrals are required for generic (z,z) up to transcendental weight 2,
while they are required for generic z at x = 1 and for generic x at z = 1 up to transcendental
weight 3 and at the soft endpoint x = z = 1 up to weight 4.

A.1 Normalization of integrals

The full set of master integrals reads:

10)(Q 2.2) = N (@) (1-2)' (1 2)' 0 (. 2).
I)(Q% ,2) = Ne(Q@) (1 —2) (1 — 2) > ri(a, 2),
I[5)(Q% a,2) = Nr(Q) (1 —2) (1 — 2) 7 r5(w, 2) ,
7@ x,2) = Nr(Q)72(1 —2)'72(1 = 2)' 72 re(a, 2),
1[-2,7)(Q% x,2) = Nr(Q)' (1 — 2)72(1 = 2)' 7 rinar (2, 2)
I[-3,7)(Q% z,2) = Np(QH)'72(1 — 2)'72(1 — 2)1 72 ryu37(x, 2),
I[L,4)(Q% x,2) = Nr(Q) 7211 —2) 7% (1 — 2)"* ria(x, 2)
I[4,7)(Q% @,2) = No(Q) > (1 — 2) (1 — 2) > rug(a, 2)
1[5, 7)(Q% x,2) = Nr(Q) 7211 — )72 (1 — 2)' " * rsz(x, 2)
I11,3,4)(Q% w,2) = Nr(Q*) 2 2(1 —2) % (1 — 2z) %1222 (1 + 2) " r134(z, 2)
I11,3,5/(Q% x,2) = Nr(QY)272(1 — ) %(1 — 2) 2z 7“135( ,2),
I11,3,8](Q% x,2) = Np(Q*) 272(1 — ) 2¢(1 — 2) 2 1?21 rysg(x, 2),
I11,4,5](Q% x,2) = Np(QH)272(1 —2) 72711 — 2) 22?27 rygs(x, 2),
112,3,5](Q% x,2) = Np(Q*)™272(1 — ) 2711 — 2) 72 122 rozs(x, 2)
12,3, 7)(Q% =, 2) = Np(Q*)™272(1 — ) 72(1 — 2) 2 L2271 rogr(a, 2),
112,4,5](Q% x,2) = Np(Q*)7272(1 — 2) 2711 — 2) 22?271 rogs(z, 2),
I[3,4,7)(Q% x,2) = Np(Q*)™272(1 — ) 72(1 — 2)7222%(1 + 2) 127 ragr(z, 2),
13,5, 7(Q% x,2) = Nr(QH) ™2 72(1 — 2)72(1 — 2) %z27 ! rgsr(x, 2),
I[3,5,8)(Q% =, 2) = Np(Q*) 2721 — 2) 727 (1 — 2) 222271 rasg(a, 2),
I14,5,7(Q% =, 2) = Np(Q*)7272(1 — 2) 72711 — 2) 22?271 rysy(z, 2),
I14,5,8](Q% x,2) = Np(Q*) 2 72(1 — ) 211 — 2) 22?2 ! ryse(z, 2) . (A.1)

The dimensionless functions 7;(x, z) can be expressed in Laurent expansions in e. The
prefactors are chosen to properly isolate the dominant behaviour in the x = 1 and z = 1
endpoints, and to account for common rational prefactors where appropriate.

The r;(x, z) are documented below, truncated in € to the required orders for the respective

kinematical regions.
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A.2 Hard region
The master integrals in the hard region (z < 1, z < 1) read:

2
ro(z,y) = 14 €(2In(x) — In(2)) + € (2 In?(z) — 2In(z) In(2) + In 2(2)> + O(€),

ri(z,z) = In(z) + € <2Lig(:c) +1In(z)(2In(1 — z) — In(2) — 2) + 31n2($) _ 7r2>

2 3
+0(e),
_ In(z)  —12Lis(z) — 12In(z)(In(x) + In(1 — 2) — 2) + 9In*(2) + 27
r5(z, z) = a2 — =7
+0(e),
RN
ri(a,9) =~ o),
rar (3, 2) = (I—2z)(2—-224(z+ 1) In(2)) + In(z)((x + 1)(1 — 2) + (= + 2) In(2))
B (1 - 2)%2(1—2)
+0(e) ,
_ In(z)(z — zln(z) — 1)
rm31(®,2) = (1—2)z(1l—=2) +0(e),
ria(z, 2) = 25(—1@ (1 _;‘_x> + Lis <1+"2‘—$) i, <u+29;— 1)
. u—x+1
+Lis (— oy ) +In(z)In(1 —u+z) — In(z) In(1 + v+ x)) + O(e),

rar(z, 2) = —2\/f<Tiz (Vzz) — Tig (—y/z) — Tig (@) + Tiy (—\/f)
—In (zz) arctan (vzz) +In (i) arctan (ﬁ) ) + O(e),

x <2(ln(v—z+1)—ln(v+z—1)) , (1—2)
+ 8Liy

re7(@,2) = (1—2)w €

—4Liy <;(—v—z+1)> +4Liy <z+z:> + 8Lis (Zvl)

+4Li <_” J;ZZ + 1> + 4Ly <—” _22; 1) — 4Liy (;(—v Yot 1))
+3In%(v—2+1)—In?*(v+2—1) +2In(z)In(v — 2 + 1)
+16In(2)In(v+2—-1) —4In(l —2)In(v — 2+ 1) = 8In(v — 2z + 1)
—2In(z)In(v —2+1) —2In(v — 2+ 1) In(v+ 2 —1) + 61n(z) In(v + z — 1)
+8ln(v+z—1)+4ln(v—2z+1)In(v+2+1) —4In(z) In(v + 2z + 1)
—4ln(v+z—1)In(v+2z+1) —8In(v)In(l —2) +4In(l — 2)In(v + 2z — 1)
—2In(z)In(v + 2z — 1) + 41n%(v) + 41n*(1 — 2) — 81n(2) In(z)

—8In(2)In(z) — 41In(z) In(x) + 237T2 - 161n2(2)> + O(e),
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7’134(907»2) =

135 (x7 Z)

r138($7 Z) =

7“145(9072’) =

ro35(x, 2) =

7‘237(337 Z) =

7“245(33,2) =

7“347(9072) =

r3s7(x, 2) =

In(z)

; + 2Lig(—1z) — 2Lia(2) — 2In%(z) — 2In(1 — z) In(x)

2
+21In(z + 1) In(z) + 41n(z) + % +0(e),
2

1 4 2
= & — — +2Liy (1 - m) — 4Lig(x) —41In(1 — z) In(z) + % +4+ O(e),
€

€ z

1 2(21 —1 -2
L) )22y, ()
€ € z

) + 4Lig(z) + 51n?(z) — 16In(z)

—61n(x)In(z) +41In(1 — ) In(z) + In*(2) + 81n(z) — 237T2 +4+ O(e),

In(z)

€

z

+ 2Liy <1 - x) — 2Lig(2) — %51112(9;) + 41n(z) 4+ In?(2)

2

—2In(1 — 2)In(2) + % + O(e),

3 2(—3In(x) +1In(z) +6)
-=+
€ €
7T2
-8 ln(z) + ? — 12 + 0(6),

+41n(z) In(z) — 61n%(z) + 24 1In(x)

7"138(xa Z) »
1 —31 21 4

1y 3In(x) 4+ 2In(z) + oLy (1 _ 33) + 2Lis(2) + 41n(z) In(2)
€ € <

—% In?(z) + 121In(z) — In?(2) + 21In(1 — 2) In(z) — 81n(z)

2

—§—4+O(6),

_In(z)

L (‘) — Lis(—2%) + 2Liz(—) — 2Lis(x) — In(z) In < . )

x+z
z

+In(z)In(z) — In(x) In(1 4+ z2) + In(2) In (

) —In(z) In(1 + z2)

_% In?(x) — 2In(1 — z)In(z) + 2In(1 + z) In(z) + 41n(z) + In?(z)

7'['2 i
—Z2 nr)—1n(zg) —
a 2:5) rsr(@,2) + o + - ) I =4 o, (;(—v—zﬂ))

- 1 241 1
+2Li2< vtet >—2L12<—” 2t )+2L12((—v—|—z+1)>
2z 2z 2

+gln2(v—z+1)+ gln2(v+z— 1)+4In2)In(v+2z+1)
—4ln(v—2+4+1)—In(v—2z+4+1)In(v+2—-1) —2In(z) In(v + 2z — 1)
—4dln(v+z—-1)—2In(v—z+1)In(v+z+1)+2In(z)In(v+2+1)
2
—2In(v+z—1)In(v+z+1)+8In(z) — =

3
+4 —21n%(2) + 81n(2) + O(e),
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2 2(—2In(x )+ln(z)+4)

r358(2,2) = —— + +41n(x)In(z) — 4In®(z) + 16 In(x)
—81n(z) -8 + (’)( )

ras7(z,2) = { In(z) + (1n(4:cz) —2In(1 — 2+ v))]
+2Lis ( o ) +2Liy (”;j“) — 2Liy (—”;Z+1>
2LQ< U_FZ+1>+2U2<§>ﬂjﬂxz)QLb@)

+2In(z)In(v+2+1)+4In2)In(v —2+ 1) +4In(2) In(v + 2z + 1)

+2In(z)In(v—2+1)—4ln(v —z+1)In(v+2z+1) +4In(z)In(v + 2+ 1)

—3In(z)In(z) + 2In(z) In(z + 2) — 2In(z) In(z + 2z) — 2In(x) In(zz + 1)
(2) In(

2
—2In(2)In(zz + 1) — 2In(2) In(z) + 31n2(z)

—2In(1 — 2)In(z) +41n(z) + 7;2 —41n%(2)

1—=z2 —v—z+1 v+2z-—1
— 4L 2Lig | ——— | = 2Lig [ —————
12( v )+ 12< 2 ) l2<v—2+1)

— 1 — 1
—4Liy < > — 2Ly <U+Z+> — 2Ly <_U’Z+>
z— 2z 2z

1
“*” > —2In(z)In(v — 2+ 1) + 2In(z) In(v + z + 1)

—61n(2) In(z)

1+ 2
_|_

—|—2L12

—2In%(v—2z+1)+8In(2)In(v — 2+ 1) +4In(2) In(v + 2z + 1)

+41n(v) n( z)+4In(l —2z)In(v —2z+1)+8In(v —2z +1)

+4In(z)In(v —2z+1) —4Iln(v —z+ 1) In(v+ 2+ 1) + 4In(z) In(v + 2 + 1)

31n?(x)
2

—21In%(v) — 2In(z) In(1 — 2) + In(z) In(2) + —41n(x) — 2In?(1 — 2)

‘5111; ) _ 410(2) (1 - 2) - $1n(2) In(=) — 2In(1 — 2) In(2) — 41n(2)
_7;2 —61n%(2) — 81In(2)| + O(e),
rass(@, 2) = —rapr(w, 2) — ane( 2 + 2Liy (_Z) — 2Liy(—2z) — 4Liz(2) — 41n(z) In(z)

—2In(z)In(z + 2z) — 2In(z) In(zz + 1) + 2In(z) In(x + 2)
—2In(z) In(zz + 1) + 51n?(2) — 4In(1 — 2) In(z) + 81In(z) + ﬁ + O(e),

3
(A.2)
where we introduced the abbreviations
u=u(z,z) =/(1+x)?—4zz, v=uv(z,z) =/(1—2)%+4zz. (A.3)
In r47(z, 2), the inverse tangent integral function
Tia(y) = /O ! arcj‘”dx (A.4)
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appears. It is not commonly encountered in higher-order perturbative calculations and is
related to the dilogarithm for purely imaginary argument as [68]:

Lis(iy) = {Lin(~3) + iTio(y) (A.5)

A.3 Initial state endpoint region

The master integrals in the initial-state endpoint region (x = 1, z < 1) become:

ro(l,z) = 1—eln(z) + 621112(2) +0O(e%),

2
ri(1,2) = O(),
In(z) n 12Lig(2) — 9In?(2) + 12(In(1 — 2) — 2) In(z) — 272

ra(h2) = a5 61— 2)
+ﬁ( — 48Lig(z) — 24Li3(1 — z) — 12Li3(z) — 12Lia(2) In(z)
+24Liy(1 — 2)In(1 — 2) 4 24Lig(2) In(1 — 2) + 7In3(2) — 181n(1 — 2)In?(2)
+361n2(2) + 241n%(1 — 2)In(2) + 4% In(z) — 48In(1 — 2) In(z) + 241n(2)
—4r?In(1 - 2) +12((3) + 872) + O(€?),
n(z € w2
re(1,2) = i E i + (1 < (2Li2(z) - ;m?(z) +20In(1 - 2) — 1) In(z) — 3) + O,
rmor(1,z2) = hl( ) + — (12L1 (2) —9In%(2) + 12In(1 — 2)In(2) — 121n(z) — 2#2)
+(9( )
—z+zn(z € 2z
rsr(12) = 1 1+_ Zl (2) 1 _Z<2zLi2( ) — =5 §3zln (2) — zIn(2)

+2zIn(1 — 2) In(z2) — ln(z)) + O(e?),

ra(1,z) = O(€?),

ra(1,2) = 0(),
rs7(1,2) = _e(thi(z)Q) T (4 In?(1 — 2) +8In(2) + 4In(1 — 2)In(2) + 31n?(2)

—8In(1 — 2)In(z + 1) — 8In(z) In(z + 1) + 41n?(z + 1) — 8Liy(—2)

z+1 1—2
41, 8L 8Li
+4Lio(2) + 12( 1>+ 12<Z+1>>

(16L12( ) + 8Lig(1 — Z) + 4L13(Z) + 4LiQ(Z) 11’1(2’)

—32Liy ) In(z 4+ 1) 4+ 32Lia(—2) In(z + 1) — 32Liz(2) In(z + 1)

—32Lis ( ) In(z+1) — 371n3(z) —161n*(z + 1) + 61n(1 — 2) In*(z)
—121n%(2) 4+ 321n?(z + 1) In(2) + 321In(1 — 2) In*(z + 1)

1—2)In(z+1) — g’]TQ In(z) +161In(1 — z) In(2)

(
—161n?(
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8 87
—32In(1 — 2)In(z + 1) In(z) — 81n(z) + 5772 In(z+1) —4¢(3) — )

3
+0(e%),
ri3a(1,2) = O(%),
1 4 . 9 72
riss(1,2) = 5 = = +2Lia(2) — In*(2) + 2In(1 - 2)In(z) — — +4
€ €

+6( — 8Lia(z) — 4Li3(1 — z) — 2Li3(2) — 2Lia(2) In(z)
+4Lig(1 — 2) In(1 — 2) 4 4Liz(2) In(1 — 2) +1In®(2) — 31In(1 — 2) In?(2)

+41n%(2) +41n%*(1 — 2)In(2) + ;WQ In(z) — 8In(1 — z) In(z)
2
_272 (1 — ) +2¢(3) + 43) +0(&),
1 2(In(z) +2) 2

ri3s(1,2) = R 2Lis(2) + 2In%(2) — 2In(1 — 2)In(z) + 81n(z) + % +4

—i—e(SLig(z) - dLis(1 — 2) + 2Lis(2) + 2Lia(2) In(2) — 4Lia(1 — 2) In(1 — 2)
—4Lig(2)In(1 — 2) — %4ln3(z) +3In(1 — 2)In?(2) — 81n?(2)

—41n%(1 — 2)In(z) — %71’2 In(z) +8In(1 — z) In(z) — 81n(z)

7T2

+§w2 (1 — 2) — 2¢(3) — 43) + O,

7“145(172) = 0(62)7
2
ro35(1,2) = —6% + W —8lIn(z) + % —12+ 6<8L13(z) — 4Lis(2) In(2)
2

_g m3(2) — §7T2 In(2) + 81n(z) + 2(3) — 4;;) + o),
ro37(1, 2) = ri3s(1, 2) ,
ross(1,2) = —Eiz + W 4 4Lig(2) — 2In2(2) + 4In(1 — 2) In(z) — 81n(z)

22

-5 - 4+ e( — 16Lia(z) — 12Li3(1 — z) — 4Li3(z) — 4Li2(z) In(z)

41n3(2)

+12Lig(1 — 2) In(1 — 2) + 12Lia(2) In(1 — 2) + —61n(1 — 2)In?(2)

+81n%(2) + 121n?(1 — 2) In(z) + §W2 In(z) — 161n(1 — 2) In(2)

o2

+81In(z) — 2n%In(1 — 2) + 4¢(3) + 3

) +0(e%),
raar(l,z) = O(€%),

1 21In(z In?(z
T357(1’Z):€2+6(_4_ 1+(z)>+4—|—4ln(z)—|— 2()
+1_Z<—2Li () + 4Li (Z+1>+6Li (2) + 4Li (l_z)
1+2 2 \z-1 2 \z+1
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+2In?(z + 1) + 2In(2) In(1 — 2)

2
+21n?(1 — 2) + ?’h;(z)

—4In(z+1)In(1 — 2) +4In(z) — 41n(2) In(z + 1))

+e[ élng(z) —21m2(z) — 41n(2) + <4L12< ) In(2) + 8Lia(2)

+4L13(1 — Z) + 2L13( ) - 8L12 (

1+
) — 14Lis(2) In(2)
(1-

—8L12<;'i>1n()—1n (2) = 5In(1 — 2) In?(2) + 81n(z + 1) In?(2)

—61n%(2) — 41n*(1 — 2)In(2) — 41n®(z + 1) In(2) 4 8In(1 — 2) In(z)

+8In(1 — z)In(z 4+ 1) In(z) — 41In(z) — 2¢(3) — 47?: ) +0(e%),
rass(1, ) = —632 + W _8—8ln(2) + e<4L13(z) _ gln?’(z)

+21n(1 — 2) In?(z) — §7T2 In(z) + 8In(z) — 4((3)) +O(e%),

T'457(1,Z) = 0(62),

2In(z) 5Li, (Z2> —4ln (1 _ 22) In(z) + 41n%(2) + 81n(z) + 32

rase(l,2) = — c

1—=2 z+1
3 2 3 2 ; ;
8L12 (z ) + 2L12 (Z ) log(z) - 8L13 () — 8L13 ( )
+ 1 Z)+ 1 1 Z)+ 13(2 1
3 3 1 3 3 3 1

. 2z 2 2 2
+8Li3 (z—i—l) — 4log“(2) log (1 -z ) + 16 log(z) log (1 -z )

+e€

4
-3 log®(1 — 2) — 4log®(2) + 4log(2) log?(1 — z) + 4log(2) log®(z + 1)
+8log(1 — 2) log?(z) — 161og?(2) + 4log?(1 — 2) log(z) + 6log?(z) log(z + 1)
4 4
—§w2 log(l —z) — §7r2 log(z) — 8log(2) + 2n%log(z + 1)

472 8log3(2) 4 ,
— —7%log(2
3 T3 37" 108(2)

+0(€?). (A.6)

—8log(1 — z) log(z)log(z + 1) — 4¢(3) —

A.4 Final state endpoint region

The master integrals in the final-state endpoint region (z < 1, z = 1) become:

ro(, 1) = 1+ €(2In(z)) + € (2 (x)) + O(€),
) 31In?(x) 2
ri(z,1) = In(z) + € <2L12(a:) + — +2(In(1 —z) — 1) In(z) — 3)

+62< ~ ATiy(z) — ALis(1 — 2) — 2Lis(x) + 4Lis(x) In(z)
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rs(x, 1)

r7(z, 1)

’l“m27(l’, 1) =

rmar(x, 1)

ria(x, 1)

rq7(x,1) =

= % +1In(z) — 2+ e( — 2Lis(x) + %ln(x)(—llln(l —z)+1In(x) — 4)

7’57(1’, 1)

rz4(z, 1) = —

r3s(z, 1) =

71n3(x)
6
+3In(1 — ) In?(x) — 31n?(x) + 41n*(1 — ) In(z) — %772 In(z)

+4Lis(1 — 2) In(1 — z) + 4Lis(x) In(1 — ) 4+

—4In(1 — z)In(x) — §7T2 In(1—x)+2¢(3) + 27; > +0(e%),
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In(z) € (12Lig(x) +91n?(x) + 12In(1 — 2) In(z) — 121n(x) — 27T2>
+

11—z 6(1—2)

+0(e%),

O(e%),

o(e?),

z1n?(x) x1n(z)
-z @ “301—2)

—12In(z) — 271'2) +0(e%),

O(e%),

(12Lia(2) + 31n*(z) + 121n(1 - 2) In(x)

7T2

+3> +0(é),

lnim) + 2Lis(—=) — 2Lis(z) — 2In*(z) — 2In(1 — z) In(x)

+2In(z 4 1) In(x) 4+ 41n(z) + 7;2 - e<8Liz(—x) — 8Lig(z) — 4Li3 (1 ; x)

o (r+1 . 2x . 2x
—4L13< 5 > +4L13< _1> + 4Lig (:L‘—l—l
5Ind(z) 2
1 31 - _Z
z)In(x) — 3 nd(1 — ) + 3 3

)
2(2)In(z + 1) +2In(2) In?(1 — 2) 4+ 2In(2) In%*(z + 1)
—z)In%(z) — 81n (z) + 2In(z) In®(z + 1) + 2In*(1 — z) In(z)
)

) — 4Lis(—x) In(z)

In®(z 4+ 1) — 2In%(2) In(1 — )

(@) In(z 4+ 1) — f7r In(1 — ) — 7?In(z) — 8In(1 — z) In(x)
+41n(x) + %77 In(x +1) —4In(1 — z) In(x) In(z + 1) + 81In(x) In(z + 1)

4n’(2) 1, 1n(16)> +0(€%),

972
+27° + 3 6

1 4
= — —+4+7%—6In(1 — z)In(x) — 6Liy(2)
€
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+e(24Li2(m) +16Lis(1 — &) + 14Lis(2) — 16Lia(1 — 2) In(1 — 2)

—16Lig(x) In(1 — ) — 14Lig(x) In(z) — 16 In(x) In*(1 — )
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r38(x,1) =

r45(z, 1) =

ro3s(x, 1) =

rozr(x, 1) =

ro45(x, 1) =

raa7(z,1) = —

—7In*(z)In(1 — 2) + gw2 In(1 —z)+241In(z) In(1 — x)

—14¢(3) — 471'2) +0(e%),

;2 + 4(111(:?_1) + 6Lig(z) + 51n?(z) + 61In(1 — z) In(z) — 16In(z)

+4— 7?4 e( — 2Li3(z) — 16Liz(1 — x) 4+ 10Liz(z) In(x)

+16Lia () In(1 — ) — 24Lis(z) + 16Lia(1 — 2) In(1 — 2) + L; ()
+91n(1 — ) In?(x) — 20In?(z) + 16In?(1 — z)In(z) — 241n(1 — z)In(x)

2 2
—4% In(z) + 16 1n(z) — 8% In(1 — z) + 4n* + 2(3) + O(€%)

ln(f) + 2Lig(x) + 5ln2(:v) +2In(1 —z)In(z) —41n(z) — 7;2
3
+6< — 8Lig() — 4Li3(1 — x) — 2Liz(2) + 8Lia(2) In(x) + 131125 =

+7In(1 — z) In?(z) — 101n?(z) — 7% In(x) — 8In(1 — z) In(z)
+41In(z) +2¢(3) + W) +O(€%),

3
12 — 61 2
—6% + in(:”) —61n*(x) + 241In(z) + % —12
3 2 2 5 4 2

+e | —4In°(x) + 241In*(z) + 3T In(z) — 241In(z) + 10¢(3) — ER + O(€?),
r138(z, 1),

1 4-31
—+ 3I) oy () — ;m?(g;) —2In(1 — 2)In(z) + 12In(z)

€ €
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,45,



2
rasr(2,1) = 612 L@ = e+ ) o (- p) () — 4n() + T 44
3
+e<8Liz(1:) 4 ALig(1 — ) + 2Lis(x) — ALis(z) In(z) + 6(@
—3In(1 — z)In?(z) — 21n®(z) + éﬂ2 In(z) 4+ 81n(1 — ) In(z)
472
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rass(z,1) = 632 = 4ln( ) 41n’(z) +16In(z) — 8
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7'457(%', 1) 62

rass(z,1) = O(€2).
A.5 Soft region
In the soft endpoint (xz = 1

ro37(1,1)
r245(1,1) =
r347(1,1) =
r357(1,1) =

=-S5+ +

z = 1) the master integrals become:

63 12 % (72— 36) + %e (15¢(3) - 27%)

1 4 2 3
+55¢ 2 (=3600¢(3) + 317 +1207%) + O(€%),

1 4
=< ——+4+0(),
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1

4
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2 8
r358(1,1) = 3 + i 8+ 0O(e),

ras7(1,1) = O(€),
7'458(1, 1) = 0(63) s (AS)

B NNLO time-like mass factorisation kernels

While the NLO mass factorisation kernels are identical for time-like and space-like kinematics,
the NNLO ones are sensitive on whether the identified particle is in the initial or final state.
In the following we list the NNLO time-like mass factorisation kernels. The reduced time-like
two-loop mass factorization kernel is defined similarly to the space-like case [27]:

T (2,21, m9) = T (2) Sapd(1 — 21)8(1 — w2) + T (2) 8eab(1 — 21)5(1 — o), (B.1)

where ff);ﬂu (z) is directly related to the LO and NLO time-like Altarelli-Parisi spitting
kernels [3, 13, 16, 69, 70]

—(2)id. 1
Ff(zb),full (2) = 9 (P;b(z) + engb(z)) . (B.2)

We can decompose ff;j)}ﬂn (z) into colour layers as discussed in [27]

1) = (YD) [ME e+ T 0+ T 0 N )] 83)
) = () 2+ 5T o). (B4
o - (M) ra ®3
e = () e, 50
r2 ) = (M) I ) 4 3T @+ v )] (.7
T (2) = NI (2) + ;Cfi)id'(z) Ny, ), (B2)
P = NI ) 4 N T )+ N, ()4 Ny (). (B9

Cc

We report for completeness the explicit form of each colour stripped function

=(2)id. 1 11 4
T ) = 5| - )
1f(=* 67 1 ., 31 1
+e[ <12 ~ 35 + 1 log®(z) — o1 log(z) — B log(1 — 2) log(z)) Do(z)

43 1372 w2z Tlz 3z 3
— = 1—2)— — 4= 22 2 ) 1log?
<192 BT > W=2) =57+ 35 +( 16 16) o8’ (2)

— 47 —



Tz 5 z 2 1
+ (T3 ¢ tose) + (5 + 3 ) (1 - 2)log(2) = 57— 5 (B.10)
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2
+ (—2,22 —2z+ - — - 4) log(z)log(z + 1)
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109z w2 2r2 25
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where
1+z2
pgq(z) = Do(z) — ( 5 ) +-0(1—2),
1 z
0
pgq('z) - ; -1 5 )
1
pgg(z) = §_Z+227
2
pgg(z) = 2Do(2) + = — 4422 — 222 + by (1 — 2),
z
Plgr(2) = bo.pd(1—2), (B.27)
with by = 11/6 and by = —1/3. Here we have labelled with z; and z2 the momentum

fractions carried by the initial-state partons and with z the momentum fraction carried by
the identified final-state parton.
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