arXiv:1303.6952v2 [hep-ph] 11 Sep 2013

MIT-CTP 4375
LA-UR-13-20960

Using 1-Jettiness to Measure 2 Jets in DIS 3 Ways

Daekyoung Kang,! Christopher Lee,? and Iain W. Stewart!

ICenter for Theoretical Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA
2 Theoretical Division, MS B283, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM 87545, USA

We predict cross sections in deep inelastic scattering (DIS) for the production of two jets—
one along the proton beam direction created by initial state radiation (ISR) and another
created by final state radiation after the hard collision. Our results include fixed order
corrections and a summation of large logarithms up to next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic
(NNLL) accuracy in resummed perturbation theory. We make predictions for three versions
of a DIS event shape 1-jettiness, each of which constrains hadronic final states to be well
collimated into two jets along the beam and final-state jet directions, but which differ in
their sensitivity to the transverse momentum of the ISR from the proton beam. We use
the tools of soft collinear effective theory (SCET) to derive factorization theorems for these
three versions of 1-jettiness. The sensitivity to the ISR gives rise to significantly different
structures in the corresponding factorization theorems—for example, dependence on either
the ordinary or the generalized k& -dependent beam function. Despite the differences among
1-jettiness definitions, we show that the leading nonperturbative correction that shifts the
tail region of their distributions is given by a single universal nonperturbative parameter
4, even accounting for hadron mass effects. Finally, we give numerical results for Q2 and x
values explored at the HERA collider, emphasizing that the target of our factorization-based
analyses is to open the door for higher-precision jet phenomenology in DIS.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Deep inelastic scattering (DIS) of an energetic lepton
from a proton target at large momentum transfer probes
the partonic structure of the proton and the nature of
the strong interaction, and was an important ingredient
in the development of the theory of Quantum Chromody-
namics (QCD) [1-6]. Modern DIS experiments at HERA
and Jefferson Lab continue to illuminate the internal par-
tonic structure of hadrons, yielding information on par-
ton distribution functions of all types, as well as the value
of the strong coupling ay itself (see e.g. [7]). The pre-
cision of a, extractions from DIS jet cross sections is
currently limited by the availability of theoretical predic-
tions only at next-to-leading order (NLO) [7].

Predicting the dependence of such cross sections on
jet algorithms, sizes, and vetoes to high accuracy cur-
rently presents a formidable challenge. The dependence
on more “global” observables characterizing the jet-like
structure of final states can often be predicted to much
higher accuracy. Indeed, some of the most precise ex-
tractions of a5 today come from hadronic event shapes in
ete™ collisions, for which theoretical predictions in QCD
exist to N3LL accuracy in resummed perturbation theory
matched to O(a?) fixed-order results , along with a
wealth of data from LEP. Using event shapes to describe
jet-like final states in QCD in a global manner holds the
potential to improve the description of jet production in
DIS to the same high level of precision.

Thrust distributions in DIS were considered in [15] and
calculated to NLL accuracy in resummed perturbation
theory, and were compared to O(a?) fixed-order results
calculated numerically ﬂE, ] Since then the improve-
ment of theoretical predictions for DIS event shapes be-
yond these orders of accuracy has not received much at-
tention. The introduction of soft collinear effective the-
ory (SCET) [1822] has brought about a revolution in
methods to achieve higher-order resummation in a va-
riety of applications in QCD, leading, for example, to
the N3LL resummation of thrust ﬂﬂ] and heavy jet mass
ﬂﬁ] in eTe™ collisions mentioned above . SCET has been

used to predict a wide variety of event shapes in ete™

collisions [23-25] and pp collisions [26-29], going beyond
the resummed accuracy previously available. A wealth
of data now exists on event shapes in DIS from mea-
surements at HERA by the ZEUS and H1 collaborations
[30-35]. To take advantage of these data, for instance
to achieve high-precision extractions of ay, requires com-
mensurate accuracy in theoretical predictions. Thanks
to advances already made in tools and calculations for
eTe™ and pp event shapes, the time is ripe to extend the
accuracy of DIS event shape predictions beyond NLL.
(DIS in the endpoint region,  — 1, has been studied
with SCET in [36-40].)

Traditional ways to define jet cross sections involve the
use of a jet algorithm (such as kp-type recombination al-
gorithms or infrared-safe cone algorithms ), and
often a jet veto as well. Predicting the dependence on jet

algorithms, sizes, and vetoes to high accuracy is currently
a formidable theoretical problem in QCD. In particular,
non-global logarithms (NGLs) [47, 48] can arise and com-
plicate resummation beginning at NLL order for observ-
ables that probe soft radiation with different measures
in sharply divided regions of phase space, as occurs with
some jet vetoes, for instance ] Similar clustering
logs due to the way algorithms cluster soft gluons can also
spoil resummation beginning at NLL order ﬂa, 553, B
ESEJ] NGLs and clustering logs limit the precision one can
achieve in theoretical predictions for jet cross sections in
QCD. A great deal of progress has been made to resum
NGLs numerically in the large-N¢ limit m, @], to un-
derstand the origin and structure of NGLs in the frame-
work of effective field theory ﬂ@, @—@], and to find ways
to minimize their numerical impact (e.g. [29,63]), but a
generic approach to obtain NNLL and higher order pre-
dictions does not yet exist. These complications due to
non-global methods of measuring jets provide a strong
motivation to use global measurements of hadronic final
states that still probe their jet-like structure and are re-
summable to arbitrarily high accuracy in QCD pertur-
bation theory. The first steps needed for higher order
resummation in DIS are the derivations of appropriate
factorization theorems.

Precisely such a global measure of jet-like structure of
hadronic final states is the N-jettiness introduced in ﬂﬂ]
N-jettiness 7 is global event shape that is a generaliza-
tion of thrust ﬂ@] and can be used in any type of collision
to constrain the final state to contain N+ Np jets, where
Np is the number of initial-state hadronic “beam” direc-
tions. In ete™ collisions, events with small 7 contain
N jets in the final state; in pp collisions, they contain
N + 2 jets, with two along the beam directions from ini-
tial state radiation (ISR). In DIS, small 7 constrains
events to have N + 1 jets, with one jet along the beam
direction from ISR from the proton.

In this paper we will predict a special case of N-
jettiness cross sections in DIS, the 1-jettiness. We define
a whole class of DIS 1-jettiness observables by

! Zézmin{%-pi,%-m}, (1)
ieX

where ¢p is a four-vector along the incident proton beam
direction and ¢; is another four-vector picking out the
direction of the additional final-state jet we wish to mea-
sure. Particles ¢ in the final state X are grouped into
regions, according to which vector ¢gp, ; they are closer
to as measured by the dot products in Eq. (). Different
choices of ¢p ; give different definitions of the 1-jettiness.
In this paper we consider three such choices:

T ¢y =P, q7 =jet axis  (2a)
Tf : q%::EP, quzq—i—:EP (2b)
T g =P, q5 =k, (2¢)

where P and k are the initial proton and electron mo-
menta, and () and z are the usual DIS momentum trans-



fer and the Bjorken scaling variable. The three versions
of 7 in Eq. @) are named for one of their distinctive
properties: 7" aligns the vector ¢ with the physical jet
axis as identified by a jet algorithm or by minimization of
the sum in Eqé]) over possible directions of ¢%, see for
example Ref. [65]. This jet axis is almost but not quite
equal to g+ x P, which is used as the vector qf’, in 77, The
measurement of 7 groups final state particles in Eq. ()
into exact back-to-back hemispheres in the Breit frame.
Finally, 7f groups particles into exact back-to-back hemi-
spheres in the center-of-momentum frame.

Note that the three 71’s in Eq. (@) are physically dis-
tinct observables. Each one of them can be defined in any
reference frame, but the definitions may be simpler in one
frame versus another. The DIS 1-jettiness 7{* coincides
with the version of 1-jettiness recently considered in @]
at NLL order, and is closest in spirit to the original N-
jettiness event shape in ﬂﬂ] No factorization theorems
so far exist for either 7§ or 7{.

There are in fact a number of DIS event shapes that
have been measured by experiments at HERA. Two ver-
sions of thrust [64] were measured by the H1 Collabo-
ration [30-32], and by the ZEUS collaboration [33135).
The DIS thrust variables 7,5 are all based on hemi-
spheres in the Breit frame where the axis n is either
frozen to 2 (along the virtual v or weak boson), or deter-
mined from a minimization. They have been computed
to NLL+0(a?) [15,148]. The 7,y measure particles from
only one hemisphere, and the choice of normalization N
determines whether they are global or non-global HE]
(where the non-global variables were used for the experi-
mental measurements). Our 1-jettiness event shapes de-
fined in Eqs. () and (@) are global variables, avoiding
NGLs by including information from all particles in the
final state. We will demonstrate that our DIS 1-jettiness
variable 77 actually exactly coincides with the DIS thrust
TQ = T.Q, computed in ﬂﬁ] at NLL.

It would be interesting to re-analyze HERA data to
measure global 1-jettiness or thrust variables. For such
measurements, one may be concerned about the contri-
bution of the proton remnants to Eq. (). However, these
remain close to the ¢p axis, so their contributions to the
sum giving 7 are exponentially suppressed [67]. (To see
this exponential written out explicitly see Eqs. (214)) and
[@I6).) It is only the larger angle soft radiation and ISR
in the beam region and the collision products in the ¢
region that need to be measured. In fact, we will show
below that one can measure 77’ e only from the products
in the g region, obtaining the gp-region contributions by
momentum conservation (however for 7{ this is true only
in the two-jet region 7" < 1).

We will give predictions for cross sections in the three
versions of 71 in Eq. [2]) accurate for small 1. We will also
prove factorization theorems for all three variables 7" be,
The structure of these factorization theorems will differ
because 71" each probe initial- and final-state radiation
in DIS differently. Besides grouping final-state hadrons
into different regions, each version has a different sensi-

tivity to the transverse momentum of ISR. For Tf “, the

nonzero k of ISR causes the final-state jet momentum
to deviate from the ¢; axis by an amount ~ k; due to
momentum conservation. This affects the measurement
of ¥ or 7{ at leading order. For 7{, q5 is always aligned
with the physical jet momentum and so is insensitive to
the k; of ISR at leading order. This leads to different
structures in the factorization theorems for ri"°.

Before proceeding let us summarize the merits of the
three versions of 7. Tf *“ have the experimental advan-
tage of being entirely measurable from just the collision
products in the so-called “current” hemisphere, while for
7{ this is true only for 7{* < 1. From a theoretical per-
spective, since in this paper we give predictions for 7{""*
at the same order of accuracy (resummed to NNLL), cur-
rently they are equally preferred. However, 7{ involves
more nontrivial integrals over the transverse momenta of
beam and jet radiation, leading us to anticipate that ;' °
will be easier to extend to higher accuracy. In addition,
the factorization theorem we prove for 7{ is valid only
when the DIS variable y ~ 1, that is, for large lepton en-
ergy loss in the CM frame producing a jet in a direction
qy fairly close to the initial electron direction. It is thus
perhaps fair to say that 72 possesses the best combination
of advantages of experimental measurability, theoretical
calculability, and kinematic range of applicability. Nev-
ertheless, we emphasize that comparing 7" with each
other can shed light on the transverse recoil of ISR, and
can test the universality of nonperturbative effects which
we will discuss below.

We will prove that the cross sections in all three vari-
ables factorize as special cases of the form:

do _d
dedQ?dr  dx

(o
d222 > HL(Q p) / dt ydt pdksd®p .

X Jq(t,] - (ql + pL)2a:u) Bﬁ/p(thxvpihu)

ty tp ks
X Shemi(ks, 1) 5(71 s g QR) (3)

where x runs over quark and antiquark flavors, sz, sp, Qr
are normalization constants given in Eqgs. (B4) and (ES)
that depend on the choice of observable 71 in Eq. ().
oo is the Born cross section, H, is a hard function aris-
ing from integrating out hard degrees of freedom from
QCD in matching onto SCET, J; is a quark jet function
describing collinear radiation in the final-state jet, and
B,y is a quark beam function containing both pertur-
bative collinear radiation in a function Z,; as well as the
proton parton distribution function (PDF) f;/,:

1
dz x
Bn/p(tuxupivﬂ):Z/ 7:an(t,;,pi,ﬂ) fj/P(Z’M)'
j /e

(4)

This beam function depends on the transverse virtuality
t of the quark s as well as the transverse momentum
p. of ISR. Shemi in Eq. (B) describes soft radiation from



both the proton beam and the final-state jet. Despite
the fact that the 1-jettiness Eq. ([I) may not divide the
final state into hemispheres, we will nevertheless show
that the soft function for any 1-jettiness in DIS is related
to the hemisphere soft function Spemi. Finally, q, is the
transverse momentum of the momentum transfer g in the
DIS collision with respect to the jet and beam directions.

We briefly discuss differences in the factorization the-
orem for 7' b€ For 78, the jet axis is aligned so that
the argument of the jet function t; — (qi +pL)? — ts
with zero transverse momentum, and p, then gets av-
eraged over in Eq. (B]), removing the dependence on this
variable in the beam function and yielding the ordinary
beam function of Ref. [67]. For 70, 7¢, the convolution
over p, remains and thus they are sensitive to trans-
verse momentum of ISR. Thus for 7¥, 7¢ results depend
on generalized p_-dependent beam function introduced
in Ref. ﬂ@] The final difference is that q is identically
zero for 7%, while it is nonzero for 7¢, causing these ob-
servables to differ and inducing additional complications
in the convolution over p, for 7{. In particular the cross
section for 77 does not start at 77 = 0, but rather at
T = qﬁ_/Q2 due to the nonzero q, injected into the
collision and the choice here for the jet axis.

The ingredients in the factorization theorem Eq. (3)
depend on an arbitrary scale p that arises due to inte-
grating out degrees of freedom from QCD, matching onto
a theory of collinear and soft modes, and then integrat-
ing out collinear degrees of freedom and matching onto
just soft modes. The resulting hard, jet, beam, and soft
functions each depend on logs of p over physical vari-
ables. Renormalization group (RG) evolution allows us
to evolve each function from a scale iy, 7 B, Where these
logs are minimized to the common scale p. This evolu-
tion resums logs of Tf’b’c to all orders in as, to a given
order of logarithmic accuracy determined by the order
to which we know the anomalous dimensions for the RG
evolution. We will use this technology to resum logs of
1-jettiness in DIS to NNLL accuracy for 7{"°.

The factorized cross section in Eq. @) accurately pre-
dicts the 7 distribution in the peak region and for the
tail to the right of the peak, where 71 < 1 and logs of
71 are large. To be accurate for larger 71, the prediction
of Eq. B) must be matched onto predictions of fixed-
order QCD perturbation theory to determine the “non-
singular” terms. In this paper we do not perform the
matching onto the O(as) and O(a?) tail of the 7 distri-
butions, leaving that to future work. However, by com-
paring the unmatched predictions of Eq. @) integrated
over 71 to the QCD total cross section at 2, Q% we can es-
timate the small size of these missing corrections at large
71. We emphasize that Eq. [B) accurately captures the
distribution for smaller 7 near the peak region.

The factorization theorem Eq. [B]) also allows us to ac-
count for nonperturbative effects—not only in the parton
distributions f(x, u), but also through a shape function
that appears in the soft function S. In eTe™ collisions,
the leading nonperturbative corrections from this shape

function have been shown to be universal for different
event shapes and collision energies ] (for earlier
work see [7375]). The same conclusions hold for the
soft shape function in Eq. @), endowing it with real pre-
dictive power. We will analyze the dominant effects of
the nonperturbative soft shape function on the DIS 1-
jettiness. For the peak region we include a simple non-
perturbative model function to show the impact these
corrections have and how they modify the perturbatively
calculated distribution. For the tail region the leading
shape function power correction is a simple dimension-1
parameter Q‘ll’b’c that induces a shift to Tf’b’c, and is de-
fined by a matrix element of a soft Wilson line operator.
For our observables we will prove that there is universal-
ity for this correction, namely that Qf = Q4 = Q. This
follows from a general analysis we carry out for how the
direction of axes affect nonperturbative matrix elements
for two-jet soft Wilson line operators.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. [I] we re-
view the kinematics of DIS in several commonly used
reference frames, laying out the notation for our subse-
quent analyses. In Sec. [Tl we define the three versions
of 1-jettiness in DIS that we will use in this paper and
consider their physics in some detail. In Sec. [V]we follow
the usual formalism for calculating the DIS cross section
in QCD, and introduce an additional measurement of the
1-jettiness into the hadronic tensor that appears therein.
Sec.[Vlis the technical heart of the paper. Here we present
the elements of the SCET formalism that we need and
give a detailed proof of the factorization theorems for the
generic DIS 1-jettiness in Eq. (Il) and the three special-
izations we give in Eq. @) . In particular we derive in
each factorization theorem how the observable depends
on the transverse momentum of ISR through the beam
function, and also show that by rescaling arguments we
can always use the hemisphere soft function for each ver-
sion of 1-jettiness.

In Sec. VI we use the factorization theorems from
Sec. [Vl to give predictions for the singular terms in the
71 distributions at fixed order O(«), and also enumerate
the results for the hard, jet, beam, and soft functions that
we will need to perform the RG evolution in the next sec-
tion. In Sec. VIl we perform the RG evolution and give
our resummed predictions to NNLL accuracy. We com-
pare our predictions for 70 to those of [15] at NLL. We
also explain the “profiles” for the individual hard, jet,
beam, and soft scales which we use to perform the RG
evolution [14, 28, [76]. These profiles allow for a smooth
transition from the tail region into the peak region where
the soft scale becomes nonperturbative, and into the far
tail region where the resummation of logarithms must be
turned off. Then we explain how we incorporate nonper-
turbative hadronization corrections into our predictions
through a soft shape function and discuss the 2; param-
eters. We show that the shifts Q"¢ to the tail region
of all three versions of the 1-jettiness distributions obey
universality.

In Sec. [VIIT] we present numerical results for our pre-



dictions to NNLL for the ("¢ cross sections, including
also their z and Q? dependence. We consider both in-
tegrated (cumulant) and differential cross sections. The
particular results we present are for x, Q? values studied
at HERA @, @] However, the analytic results we give
in Sec. [VIIl can just as easily be used for other experi-
ments at different kinematics, such as at Jefferson Lab
(JLab) m], or for nuclear states other than the proton,
such as those at the future Electron-Ion Collider (EIC)
[78] and Large Hadron Electron Collider (LHeC) @]
In Sec. [[X] we conclude. In several Appendices we col-
lect various technical details that are used in the main
body of the paper. In particular, in App. [Dl we collect
the anomalous dimensions we need to get to NNLL ac-
curacy in the 71 cross sections, and in App. [ we give
the resummed cross sections in an alternative formalism
13, 180] to that used in Sec. VT [14, [76). In Sec. V11
we use a formalism that expresses the result of the RG
evolution of Eq. @) entirely in momentum space, while
in App. [E]l we use a formalism that expresses the RG
evolution through Laplace space objects. These two ap-
proaches give identical analytic results at each order in
resummed perturbation theory, but since both are com-
monly used in the SCET literature we provide both re-
sults for people who prefer one or the other. Indeed, all
of our numeric results have been cross checked between
two codes which each use one of these two approaches.
The reader mainly interested in the phenomenology of
DIS 1-jettiness and our numerical predictions may read
Secs. [[HIl and then skip to Sec. [VIIIl For those inter-
ested in details of the factorization and resummation, we
provide these in Secs. [[VHVII and the Appendices.

II. KINEMATICS OF DIS

In this section we define the kinematic variables in DIS
that we will use throughout the paper. We also consider
three reference frames—center-of-momentum (CM), tar-
get rest frame, and Breit frame—and describe the picture
of the events in each of these frames.

A. Kinematic variables

In DIS, an incoming electron with momentum k& and
a proton with momentum P undergo hard scattering by
exchange of a virtual boson (photon or Z) with a large
momentum ¢, and outgoing electron k’. The boson mo-
mentum ¢ can be determined from the initial- and final-
state electron momenta,

g=k—F. (5)

In inclusive DIS, the final states from the hard scat-
tering are inclusively denoted as X and their total mo-
mentum is denoted as px. Using Eq. (B) momentum
conservation k + P = k' + px can be written as

q+ P =px. (6)

The momentum scale @ of the hard scattering is defined
by the virtuality of the exchanged gauge boson. Because
the boson has a spacelike (negative) virtuality, one de-
fines the positive definite quantity Q? by

Q*=—¢. (7)

where we will be interested in ) > Aqcp. Next one

defines dimensionless Lorentz invariant variables. The
Bjorken scaling variable x is defined by
2 2
P ®)
2P-q 2P-q

where x ranges between 0 < x < 1. Another Lorentz-
invariant quantity y is defined by

2P-q Q?
y_2P-l€_:zrs7 )
where the total invariant mass s = (P + k)? = 2P -k and
y ranges from 0 < y < 1. The variable y measures the
energy loss of the electron in the target rest frame. For
a given s Eq. @) relates z, y, and Q? to one another,
allowing one of the three variables to be eliminated. The
invariant mass of the final state in terms of the above
variables is

Lm0~ (1 s (10)

2

bx = -
In the classic DIS region one has p% ~ Q2 for generic
x. In the endpoint region 1 — z ~ Aqep/Q, the final
state is a single narrow jet with momentum of order
in the virtual boson direction (and studied with SCET
in Refs. [36-40]). The resonance region where 1 — z ~
A(2QCD /Q? cannot be treated with inclusive perturbative
methods.

In this work we are interested in the classic region
where 1 — 2 > Aqep/Q ie., v ~ 1 —2 < 1. In this
region one can have more than a single jet. Below, we
will make an additional measurement that picks out two-
jet-like final states.

B. Center-of-momentum frame

A two-jet-like event in the CM frame is illustrated in
Fig.[I An incoming electron and proton collide and pro-
duce in the final state an outgoing electron and hadrons.
The hadrons, mostly collimated into two jets with addi-
tional soft particles elsewhere, are grouped into two re-
gions Hp and H s, and py and pp are the total momenta
of particles in the each region. The regions Hp ; are not
necessarily hemispheres in this frame, though we drew
them as such in Fig.[[l The definitions of the regions are
described in Sec. [ITAl As shown in Fig. [ the electron
direction is defined to be the 4z direction and the proton
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FIG. 1: Two-jet like event in center-of-momentum frame, in
which one jet is produced by initial state radiation from the
proton, and the other by the hard collision with the electron.
Particles are grouped into two regions Hjp with total mo-
menta py,p in each region. Different choices of “1-jettiness”
observables will give different boundaries for the two regions.

direction to be the —z direction. In the CM frame the
initial electron and proton momenta are

nk nH
M=sZ Pr=s o, (11)

where the light cone vectors are

n.=(1,0,0,1), @.=(1,0,0,-1). (12)

They satisfy n,-n, = 2 and n,-n, = n,-n, = 0. An
arbitrary four vector V# can be written as

n
-z

=+ Vi, (13)

=1
V“:V+%+V

where VT =V.n, and V= =V i, and V# = —V2 < 0.
In this frame x,y take the values

= — , Y 14
N Nz (14)
and so ¢ is given by
nk 2\ nH
¢ =ys = s (1- ) e g (15)
2 Q 2
which satisfies Q% = —¢® = 2ys. Here g7 is a four-vector
transverse to n, 7. and satisfies ¢ = —q3 < 0.

C. Target rest frame

The same two-jet like event in Fig. [lis illustrated as
it would appear in the target rest frame in Fig. The
proton is at rest. The regions in Fig. [2] are transformed
from those in Fig. Il because of the boost along the proton

FIG. 2: Two-jet like event in target rest frame. The regions
Hs,B and directions of the total momenta ps g in these re-
gions are boosted from the CM frame in Fig. [l Both jets go
forward, but those in H; are more highly collimated.

direction. In this frame, the initial electron and proton
momenta are

|y
nt +nt

i
ku_snz ’
2

=—-2, Pt=M 16
ALY (16)
satisfying 2k-P = s. Here M is the proton mass. We
reach this frame by a boost of momenta p* in the CM

frame along the z direction,

%nz-p, ﬁz-pﬁgﬁz-p. (17)

Therefore, in this frame, ¢* in Eq. (A is boosted to
become

Nyp—

T

2 g

ar \ ; W
- M(1-3 ) 1
o2 7 < >2 I (18)

Q2

and z,y are given by

@ E-FE
“oME-E) YT T E

T

(19)
Here FE and E’ are the energies of the incoming and out-

going electron, respectively, measured in the target rest
frame. Here y is the fractional electron energy loss.

D. Breit Frame

In the Breit frame, the virtual boson with momentum
¢" and proton with momentum P* collide along the z
direction. This frame is useful because the proton initial
state radiation moving along the proton direction can be
relatively well separated from other scattering products.
One might worry that an ISR jet, which we want to mea-
sure in this paper, could be contaminated by the proton
remnants which are difficult to separate from ISR. How-
ever, the 1-jettiness observable in Sec. [I[Al that we use
to measure the jets in the final state is actually insensitive
to this contamination since contributions from the region
of the beam remnant give exponentially suppressed con-
tributions to the variable. The contributions from the



beam region are by far dominated by the initial state ra-
diation at larger angles. The picture of the two-jet like
event in the Breit frame is similar to Fig.[[lwith incoming
electron replaced by virtual boson and with the outgoing
electron removed.

The Breit frame is defined as that in which the mo-
mentum transfer ¢ is purely spacelike:

ng — g
¢ =@ (20)
where we align n, to be along the proton direction:
Qnf
=== 21
s (21)
The incoming electron has momentum
Qnt 1—yn#
k=== — 22 4 kb 22

where k% = Q?(1 — y)/y*. The outgoing electron then
has momentum

w_olzyns  @nt .
kH = 2+y2+kT' (23)
Unlike the CM and target rest frames, where for a fixed
s the incident momenta are fixed, in the Breit frame the
incident momenta are functions of x,y. Thus each point
in the differential cross section in x,y corresponds to a
different Breit frame.

III. HADRONIC OBSERVABLES
A. N-jettiness

To restrict final states to be two-jet-like, we must make
a measurement on the hadronic state and require ener-
getic radiation to be collimated along two light-like di-
rections. An observable naturally suited to this role is
the N-jettiness ﬂﬂ] In our case, with one proton beam,
1-jettiness 71 can be used to restrict final states to those
that have two jets: one along the original proton direc-
tion (beam) from ISR and another produced from the
hard scattering. Recalling the definition of 71 in Eq. ():

T = é Z min{qp-pi, q7-pi} (24)
ieX
where ¢p, q; are massless four-vectors chosen to lie along
the beam and jet directions.

The minimum operator in Eq. (24) groups particles
in X with the four-vector to which they are closest (in
the sense of the dot product). We will call the region in
which particles are grouped with the beam Hp and the
region in which particles are grouped with the jet H;.
We denote the total momentum in the beam region as
pp and total momentum in the jet region as p;:

pB:ZPi, pJ:ZPi- (25)

i€EHB i€H

These regions are illustrated for two examples in the CM
and target rest frames in Fig. [[land Fig.
The 1-jettiness 71 can be expressed as the sum

TN =T +7Ty, (26)

where 75 and 7; are defined by

- 2qB-pB S 2q;-ps
Q* Q*

The variables 7, ; are projections of pg ; onto the refer-
ences vector g, ;. They can be thought as two indepen-
dent observables, and 71 is one possible combination of
them. Another combination gives a generalized rapidity
gap and is discussed in App. [Al

The reference vectors gp and g; can be expressed as

(27)

nh nh
qlé_wB_Ba ql]L:w]_Jv (28)
2 2
for light-like vectors np y given by ngy = (1,np,.y),

where np s are unit 3-vectors satisfying n% ; = 1. Below
we will use the vectors np s to define the directions of
the collinear fields in SCET which we use for the degrees
of freedom that describe fluctuations collimated in the
beam and jet regions. Refs. ﬂﬂ, @] discussed the pos-
sibility of also minimizing over possible vectors ¢p s to
give the smallest possible 71 in Eq. (24]), and Ref. ﬂ@] de-
veloped a fast algorithm to carry out this minimization.
Here we will take gp,; to be fixed vectors. We will dis-
cuss several possible choices for ¢p,; below, each giving
a different definition of 7.

Measuring 71 to be small means the final state has at
most two collimated jets, one in the gp direction and one
in the ¢y direction (irrespective of the exact definition
of gg and ¢y). For power counting purposes we will use
71 ~ A2 which defines a small parameter A\ < 1 in which
we will perform the expansion to obtain the leading-order
factorization theorem for DIS 1-jettiness cross sections.

1. 7: 1-jettiness aligned with the jet axis

The first version of 1-jettiness that we consider is 77,
which is defined by choosing the beam reference vector ¢%
in Eq. (24) to be proportional to the proton momentum,
and the jet reference vector ¢4 to be the jet momentum

-

as given by a jet algorithm such as anti-kr [46]:
Ta—lzmm{a- g% pi} (29)
1 _Qg dB " Piqy " Pis -
i€X
These reference vectors are given by the values

qpt =z P, ¢ =q¢" +xP* + qj‘” , (30)

where g7 is O(Q\). This is because xP is the longitudi-
nal momentum of the parton that hard scatters from the
virtual photon of momentum ¢, which would produce a



PJ g
’q_/ true jet axis

pg averaged over, p# =0

(a) 7

Hy

q =k

v

pPJ

L L

FIG. 3: (a) 1-jettiness 71" measures the small light-cone component of the momentum in the jet region #H; along the “true” jet
axis ¢%, which is proportional to the jet invariant mass and is thus insensitive at leading order in A to the transverse momentum
pg of ISR. Thus pp gets averaged over in calculating the 7f cross section. (b) 1-jettiness 7 measures the small light-cone
component of ps along the fixed axis ¢} = ¢ + 2P. This projection is sensitive to and balances the transverse momentum pp
of ISR. The transverse momenta of pp and ps get convolved together in calculating the cross section. Both 7{ and 7{ divide
the final state into hemispheres in the Breit frame. (c) 1-jettiness 71 divides event into back-to-back hemispheres in the CM
frame and projects beam and jet momenta onto n., 7. axes. These projections are sensitive to the transverse momentum pg
of ISR. The momentum transfer ¢ has a nonzero transverse component in these coordinates, and the jet and beam momenta

are convolved in p3 in calculating the cross section.

jet of momentum g + xP, but the colliding parton may
also have a transverse momentum of order Q. It can-
not be larger, otherwise it would cause 7 to be larger
than O(A\?). Various jet algorithms give the same value
of ¢% up to negligible power corrections of O(QM?), and
the cross section does not actually depend on which of
these algorithms is used. Here it would also be equiva-
lent to leading power to define 7{* by minimizing the sum
in Eq. (29) with respect to n; in ¢%. The total momen-
tum of particles in the jet region H; is p;y = ¢5 + k for
a soft momentum k of O(QA?). Thus, to the order we
are working, the sum over particles in the jet region H s
in Eq. ([29) gives the total invariant mass of those parti-
cles, QH%%-]U = p% = m? (for more discussion of this see

Refs. [29, [81]).

We will show below that in deriving the correct fac-
torization theorem for the 7{ cross section, we must use
the fact that qj- is chosen to make the relative transverse
momentum between ¢4 and the actual jet momentum p s
be zero (technically the dominant O(QA\) part must be
zero and a small O(QA\?) part is still allowed). That is,
q5 is aligned with the jet, hence the name 7. This is
also important for experimentally measuring 7{". Never-
theless, once this factorization theorem is known, q} is
not directly required for calculating the objects such as
hard and soft functions that appear in the factorization
theorem. For the other versions of 1-jettiness we consider
below, the reference vector ¢ is not aligned exactly with
the jet, and the transverse momentum between ¢; and
the jet momentum pj; will be nonzero, as illustrated in
Fig.[Bl This will change the structure of the correspond-
ing factorization theorems, introducing convolutions over
the transverse momenta of radiation from the beam and
from the final-state jet.

2. 10 hemisphere 1-jettiness in the Breit frame

A second way to define 1-jettiness in DIS is

2 .
= 0 Z min{q - pi, a5 i} (31)
i€X
where
a" =apP", ¢4 =q¢" +aP". (32)

In this case, qf’, is given exactly by the quantity ¢ + P
which can be constructed from the electron and proton
momenta k,k’, P, and needs no information about the
jet momentum given by any jet-finding algorithm. Thus
in general qf’, differs by a transverse momentum q} ~ QA
from the vector ¢4 used in the 7{ definition of 1-jettiness
we introduced above in Eq. [29). Note that since ¢ =
qf} — q%, q itself has zero tranverse momentum ¢, with
respect to the directions nf’,, nﬂ’g of qf’,, q%.

This choice of vectors is natural in the Breit frame
(hence the name 77), in which it divides the final state
into back-to-back hemispheres. In the Breit frame,

rei 1 : —
7’{) B: t — Z mln{nz ‘Piy Nz pz} . (33)
Q i€X

This definition directly corresponds to the thrust g in
DIS defined in [15] .

We will often work in the CM frame in intermediate
stages of calculation below. Expressing q% 7 in the CM
frame, we find

'FL'U'
%" =ays = (34)

m nk n
@ =yVs o +ae(l—yVs o +ar,



where g% = (1 —y)Q? and ¢% is a massless vector. ¢} in
Eq. (34) can also be written in the form

nk ne
" = PTeYTZ + PTe_YTZ + Ppik., (35)
where the jet transverse momentum and rapidity are

1
Pr=Qyi—y, Y:fnL (36)

z(l—y)’

and np is a unit vector in the direction of ¢p. These
relations can be inverted to give

Pr eV Pr ey
r= ——-7 =
N e

Equating the Oth components of Egs. (28) and (BH), we
find that

(37)

wh =2PrcoshY = [y + z(1 — y)]\/s. (38)

Calculating 7¥ in the CM frame groups particles into
non-hemisphere-like regions. Particles with momenta p
are grouped into the beam or jet regions according to
which dot product is smaller:

b b, b
T\ Snpp winy-p

Hp: 5 5
b bob
zy/snyp _ winp
Hy: B . 39
JRpac . (39)
Using Eq. (B8), we can write these conditions as
nkp y nkp Y
Hp: — <l-y+=, Hy:—F—>1-y+=.
nY-p x n’- x
(40)

In order to understand the regions defined by Eq. ([@0),
let us consider simple case y ~ 1 and = < y. For this
case ¢ in Eq. @8) is n.-collinear because in Eq. (30)
Pr and Y are small and large, respectively. We can
replace nl} and n% in Eq. @) by n, and 7, and set
n.-p/n.-p = 1/(tan?/2) where 6 is the polar angle of
massless particle p. Then, the jet region is a symmetric
cone around the n, direction of opening angle given by

tan? R ~ 2 , (41)
2y

and the beam region is everything outside. For generic x

and y, the jet region is not symmetric around the n%.
As mentioned above in the description of 7{, the vec-
tor ql} = ¢+ x P is the 4-momentum of a jet produced by
scattering at momentum ¢ on an incoming parton with
momentum exactly equal to zP. In general the colliding
incoming parton will have a nonzero transverse momen-
tum due to ISR, causing the produced jet momentum
to deviate by O(QA) from ¢%. The scale O(Q)) is per-
turbative and this transverse momentum is much larger
than the intrinsic transverse momentum of partons in
the proton. The observable 7{ differs from 7¥ in that
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1-jettiness axis qg axis qp
eneric nJ w ns
T wy— —
g 1 7 D)
(5 zP +q+q7 P
Tf zP +q zP
T k P

TABLE I: Reference vectors ¢; and gp defining the axes for
various versions of 1-jettiness. For 71" the ¢ axis is defined to
be the jet momentum ¢5 given by, e.g., the anti-kt algorithm.
This axis is given by ¢ + P up to transverse momentum
corrections of order g7 ~ O(Q\). The exact value of ¢7 will
not be needed for our calculation, only the fact that there is no
relative transverse momentum larger than O(QA\?) between
the momentum p; in the jet region H; and the axis ¢5. This
is in contrast to 77, for which the cross section will depend on
the transverse momentum between p; and q(’} =q+ zP, but
where ¢, = 0. Finally for 71 we also have ¢, # 0.

7{ measures the true invariant mass m? of the jet while

7% simply projects the jet momentum onto the fixed axis

qf} = ¢ + P which does not vary with the exact direc-
tion of the jet. The jet axis varies from qf} due to ISR
from the beam before the hard collision. This subtle dif-
ference leads to a different structure in the factorization
theorems for 7{* and 7?.

For the 1-jettiness for DIS studied in [66], the proce-
dure for determining the ¢; was described as determin-
ing the jet axis from a jet algorithm. This makes their
qs correctly correspond with our ¢. However, they also
used the formulas Eqs. (B8) and (36) to describe their ¢,
which yields g5 = g + P, and this would correspond to
our 7¥. This choice neglects the O(Q\) transverse mo-
mentum between ¢; and the jet momentum p;, which
taken literally would lead to an incorrect factorization
theorem for the observable 7. However, after the cor-
rect form of the factorization theorem for 7 is known
(which was written in [66]), this approximation is valid
for calculating the objects in that theorem to leading or-
der in A. Thus, the 71 in @] is the same as our 71" defined
above in Eq. ([29), where ¢; is aligned along p .

3. 7{: hemisphere 1-jettiness in the CM frame

A third way to define the 1-jettiness in DIS is with the

proton and electron momenta

qg" = P+, a5t = k" (42)

We use the superscripts ¢ because this choice naturally

divides the final state into hemispheres in the CM frame,

mimicking the thrust defined in the CM frame for eTe™
collisions [64].

In the CM frame the momenta k£ and P are along the

z and —z directions as in Eq. (II)). In this frame the ref-

erence vectors ¢ g are given by the light-cone directions



C 3 3 c .
ng ; and normalizations w ;:

cl _ =p
np =Ny,

and
wh =1/s, WG =+/s. (44)
In this frame, 7 is then given by

. 1 L
= " ieZXmln{nz-pi,nz-pi}. (45)

The minimum here assigns particles to either the hemi-
sphere containing the proton or electron. States with
small 71 thus have two nearly back-to-back jets in this
frame.

The essential differences among 7¢, 70, 7¢ are illus-
trated in Fig. Bl drawn in the CM frame and summa-
rized in Table [l 7% and 7{ project the jet momentum
onto a fixed axis, and are sensitive at leading order to
the transverse momentum of initial state radiation from
the incoming proton, while 7{ always projects the jet
momentum onto the axis with respect to which it has
no transverse momentum, and so measures the invari-
ant mass of the jet which is insensitive at leading order
to the transverse momentum of ISR. Table[[| summarizes
the choices of reference vectors ¢, g for the three versions
of 1-jettiness defined in this section.

B. Versions of DIS Thrust

Several thrust DIS event shapes have been considered
in the literature @], and some of them have been mea-
sured by experiments. One version, called 7¢ in ﬂﬁ] but
not yet measured, is defined in the Breit frame by

Brei 2

i€Hco

where Hc is the “current hemisphere” in the direction
set by the virtual boson q. We will show below in sec-
tion [[IID] that 7¢ is equivalent to our 7¢.

Another version of thrust, used in [30, [33] and called
T¢E in ], is defined using a thrust axis whose definition
involves a maximization procedure over particles in the
current hemisphere Heo = H; in the Breit frame:

Tt = 1 —max M (47)
n Zie’;—[c |pz|
The maximization aligns the vector n with the direction
of the jet in the current hemisphere, just like the ¢ vec-
tor in our definition of 7{*. However, because the sums in
both the numerator and denominator are limited to H¢,
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the observable is actually non-global @], cutting out ra-
diation from the remnant hemisphere.! Thus it differs
from our 7{ which sums over both hemispheres. It can-
not be simply related to a global version of 1-jettiness as
above. A global thrust event shape, 7, can be obtained
by replacing the denominator in Eq. (Z) by /2, but
this version of the thrust event shape is also not related
to our 77

Yet another variation is 7.g @, @] which is like
Eq. @1) with the same normalization, but with respect
to the z-axis in the Breit frame. It is also not global ]
H1 and ZEUS have measured 7. = TCHl = 1—T,YZEUS and
g = TH =1 — TZEUS [32 [35]. Tt would be interesting
to reanalyze the data to measure the global observables

a,b,c

T we predict in this paper at NNLL order.

C. Jet and Beam Momenta
1. Jet and beam contributions to 1-jettiness

The cross sections for the different versions of 1-
jettiness in Sec. [[ILAl will all be expressed in terms of
beam, jet, and soft functions that depend on the projec-
tions of the total momenta in the regions Hp and H;
onto the reference vectors ¢p,; in the definition of the
1-jettiness Eq. [24]). These vectors point in the direction
of light-cone vectors ng = n, and nj, which varies for
the three different versions of 1-jettiness 7", The ex-
pression 71 in Eq. (26) can be written in terms of ny - py
and np-pp as

nj-p;g , NMB'PB
T = + , 48
' QJ (O (48)
where @)y and Qg are given by
2 2
Qy = & , Q= Q— (49)
wy wp

Table [ lists explicit expressions for @Qp,; in the CM,
Breit, and target rest frames for the three versions of
1-jettiness ¢, 70, 7¢.

For the three different cases 7" of Eq. (@), the con-
tributions n s - py will be with respect to different vectors
n?b’c, and ny-py,np-pp will include momenta of parti-
cles in different regions H g in the three cases. For 7{,
the differences between energies w’ and w% and between
unit vectors nf} and n% are of order A since the vectors ql}
and ¢4 differ due to the transverse momentum of ISR of
order Q. So using the same expression wf’, in Eq. (38)) for
w¢ is correct up to corrections suppressed by A that can
be neglected in computing 7{'. Nevertheless, the values of
ng-ps in the equations for 7 and 7 do differ at leading

I The variable 7¢ is also not IR safe without a minimal energy
constraint on the H. hemisphere.
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1-jettiness frame QJ Qs Ry Rp Qr S SB
2 2 2
generic 71 @ Q° \/anJ np \/WJ”J nB Q 489 ~2  47°q 2
wyJ wB 2w g 2wB V2q5-9B 4B-q9J qB-4J
oM VTYQ g VZY \/Q
y+z(l—y) x y+z(l—-y) x
a,b 2 2
71 Breit Q Q 1 1 Q Q@ Q
2
Target-rest M f—M % %
CM VTyQ VTyQ 1 1
i Breit Y9 x@Q Vy/z \/E VTYQ yQ? ryQ?
2—y 2—y Y
2
Target-rest xyM QM % g

TABLE II: Kinematic variables characterizing 1-jettiness. Normalizations Qs and @p in the expression Eq. [8]) and sizes
Ry, of the jet and beam regions H,p in Eq. (B0) for the different versions of 1-jettiness, in three different reference frames
described in Sec. [T} and the Lorentz invariant combinations Qr = Q/Rs = Q/Rp in Eq. (&4) and s 5 given in Eq. (G8]).

power (n;-ps ~ QA?) because the O()\) difference in the
axes n’ and n% is dotted the into transverse momentum
in py which is of O(QA\). This difference is reflected in

the different factorization theorems for 7¢ and 77.

The discussion on the jet and beam regions H;p in
Sec. [ITA2] can be done for a generic 7;. For particles
with momenta p grouped into the beam or jet region,
the criteria gy - p < gp - p and gp - p < q; - p that define
the regions H j g, respectively, can be written

peH,: P YBENINE _ 2, (50a)
ny-p 2wy

peHp: “LL LI _ p2 (50b)
np-p 2wp

Here ny and np are the normalized conjugate vectors to
ny and npg, respectively. Their definitions are

o
2n’;

nyng’

o
2n'y

= 1)
chosen so that ny-ny; = np-np = 2. The parameters
R j p characterize the sizes of the regions H ; g into which
the 1-jettiness Eq. (24) partitions final-state particles.
The variables on the left-hand sides are analogous to the
ratio of momenta related to rapidity: n-p/n-p = e~2¥ for
back-to-back directions n,n. They can be interpreted as
a generalized rapidity, e 2Y#s7s or e 2¥n575 as defined
by Eq. (A2). These rapidities are defined in terms of 4-
vectors 717, p and nj g, which are not in general back-to-
back. Rjp in Eq. (B0) characterizes the range of these
generalized rapidities that are included in each of the

regions Hj B.

2. Invariants for 1-jettiness

For later purposes we will express Eq. (@8] in terms
of separate n j-collinear, np-collinear, and soft contribu-
tions:

ny-(p5 + k) n ng-(ps + kB)
Qs QB ’

where p§ is the total momentum of all nj-collinear
modes, p% is the total momentum of all np-collinear
modes, and kjp are the total momenta of soft modes
in regions Hj p, respectively. These modes are defined
by the scaling of their light-cone components of momen-
tum:

(52)

T =

n j-collinear : (ng-pyvg-p,pL) ~QA 1, \)
np-collinear : (np-p,p-p,pL) ~QA\ 1,\)
soft : ko~ QM. (53)

The normalization constants )7 g in Eq. (52]) are not
Lorentz invariant (which for SCET corresponds to a repa-
rameterization invariance [83, [84]), but by combining
them with other kinematic quantities we can form in-
variants in terms of which we can express Eq. (52)). One
set of such combinations uses Ry p in Eq. (B0). The
sizes R p of the regions ‘H j p are not Lorentz-invariant—
they depend on the choice of frame. However, the ratios
Qs/Ry and Qp/Rp are Lorentz/reparameterization in-
variant and, in fact, are equal:

_ Qs Qs Q7
g2l _%B_ %

= = . 54
Ry R V2598 (54)



Expressions for Rp, ; and Qg for each case 77’ b are given
in Table [l (Strictly speaking, dot products with ¢% are
not Lorentz-invariant due to dependence on the jet algo-
rithm, but for calculating Qr and s;p we can use the
approximation ¢§ = qf} = q + P to leading order in A,
which does give Lorentz-invariant dot products.)

It is useful to re-express the soft contribution in
Eq. (B2) by rescaling the vectors njp by n)jp =
nyp/Rj B, which gives us

ny-ky ng-kp :n{]kj—l-n;ng
Qu Qs Qr '

This relation will help us simplify the soft function in
the factorized 71 cross sections later on. This is because
rewriting the particle grouping in Eq. (B0) in terms of
n'; p absorbs the factor Rjp giving n'; - p/n/; -p < 1
and n’p - p/fy - p > 1. Hence with these variables the
hemispheres H ; g are symmetric, which makes it possible
to connect our soft function to the usual hemisphere soft
function.

We can also re-express the n s p collinear contributions
to 71 in Eq. (B2) in terms of another set of Lorentz-
invariant combinations involving @) s . In the 7 factor-
ization theorems we derive below, the arguments of the
collinear jet and beam functions appearing therein will
naturally depend on “transverse virtualities” - pn - p of
the n j-collinear jet and of the struck parton in the pro-
ton, respectively. Relating the n j-collinear contribution
to 71 to the transverse virtuality ¢; of the jet,

Ts = (55)

nygpG _ Nypingpg ty

Tc = fr— — fry —
J Qs ny-psQs ny-qQy

where in the middle step we simply multiplied top and
bottom by the large component 7y -p; of the total
collinear momentum in region H s, and in the last step
we used in the denominator fiy - py = g - ¢ + O(QN?).
The large component of the jet momentum can only come
from the momentum transferred into the collision by the
virtual boson of momentum g—the proton with which it
collides only has a large component in the n; - p compo-
nent. Similarly, the np-collinear contribution to 7 is

+0O(\Y, (56)

np'pp _ —NBPzNBDx tp

Qs  nBp.Qs  —npqQp

+O(\Y),

(57)
where p, is the momentum of the parton that is struck
by the virtual boson of momentum g. In the middle step
we used that np-p% = —np-p, since the struck parton
recoils against the ISR and balances the small component
of momentum in the np direction. In the last step, we
defined the positive virtuality tg = —np-p,np-p, of
the spacelike struck parton and in the denominator used
that fig-p. = —np-q+ O(QN?). This is because the
collision of the virtual boson and struck parton is the n ;-
collinear jet which has no large momentum in the np - p
component. Thus momentum conservation requires that
the large components of np - ¢ and np - p, cancel.

5

13

The quantities in the denominators of the relations
Egs. (B0) and (B7)) are Lorentz invariant:

sp=ngqQy = 457 Q. (58a)
qB-4J
sp=—npqQs=—22Q?% (58b)
4B-qs

where the minus sign in sp makes it positive since ng-q <
0. For the cases 71", s; and sp take the special values
given in Table [[Il

Using the definitions of Qg and s; p in Egs. (54)) and
([]) these factors can be combined to give the transverse
virtuality of the exchanged boson g:

SJSB _ _ np-nj
Q—2 =-—np-qnj-q B) :Qz(l—qf_/QQ), (59)
R
where we used
_n _on
q=nB-qTB +nJ-q7J+qL7 (60)
and ¢2 = —Q?. The transverse momentum ¢, is orthog-

onal to np y. The relation Eq. (BI) will be useful in
evaluating the fixed-order 71 cross section in App.[Gl We
will use that g% /Q* ~ A\? when 1-jettiness is measured
to be small, 7, ~ A?. A larger q, cannot be transferred
into the final state for this to be true, since particles have
to be collimated along g5 or be soft.

D. Momentum Conservation and the Beam Region

We noted earlier that the contribution of proton rem-
nants to 7 is exponentially suppressed, by a factor
e~ 1AY1 of their rapidity with respect to gg. Only the
energetic ISR and soft radiation at larger angles in Hp
contribute to 71. Although these contributions are easier
to measure, one may still prefer to measure particles only
in the H; jet region in the direction of ¢;. In general,
such a restriction in the final state is non-global, and
leads to NGLs. However, by momentum conservation,
we can show that each of the global 7" observables we
consider can be rewritten in terms of momenta of parti-
cles only in the H ; region (for case a this is true only in
the 2-jet region 70 < 1).

First, consider T{’ . In the Breit frame,

p Breit 1 . _
T = = min{n, - p;, N, - p; 61
1 0 ;{ { } (61)
1
i€HY ieHYy
1
= 0 [Z(Ez +p.i) —2 Z pzi:| ;
i€ X ieHh

where X = HZ + 7—[5’9 denotes the entire final state. Note
that in the Breit frame,

Q Q
gaovoaQ_ )a (62)

pX:P-i-q:( o
2z



where py = 3, pl. Thus, Ex + p.x = Q, and we
obtain

b Bgltl—% sziETQ, (63)
ieHy

where in the last equality we recall that Eq. (G3) is pre-
cisely the definition in Eq. (46]) of the DIS thrust variable
called 7¢g in ﬂﬁ], where the hemisphere Y in the Breit
frame was called the “current hemisphere” Ho. We will
comment further on the relation between the results of
[15] for 7 and our results for 70 in Sec. [VIIBl below.
Eq. @3) shows that 7§ can always be computed just in
terms of the measurements of momenta of particles in the
current hemisphere He = ’H,S.

The same arguments as for 70 in the Breit frame apply
to 71 in the CM frame. In the CM frame,

com 1 . _
T = xy\/giezxmln{nz~pi,nz~pi} (64)
1
= s [Z(Ei+pzi) -2y pzi:| -

ieX =
In this frame, we have that

px =P+q (65)

re @ é(1— y—\z/g > pu). (66)

Thus, 77 also can be measured just from momenta of
particles in the H; hemisphere in the CM frame.

Finally, the above argument can be extended to apply
also to the 1-jettiness 7{, but only for the region where
T < 1. 7{ can be written

= %[Z Gpit Y (J%'Pz}- (67)

iCH iEHY

Now, ¢% = ¢%, while ¢% = ¢% + O(Q)). Thus the re-
gions HG p differ from those for ¥, Hl}_’ 5, by a change
in the region boundary of O(A). This does not affect the
assignment of collinear particles to the two regions, since
none of them change regions under this small change in
boundary. An O()) fraction of the soft particles switch
from one region to the other, but this then produces a

correction suppressed by A to the soft contribution 75 in
Eq. (B5). Thus, Eq. [€7) can be expressed

2
=5 [ ST as—d)pi+d dhpi+Y q%-m%@(ﬁ)
ieHY i€HY ieHYy

2
275‘1‘@ > (@5 —dh)pi+ 00N, (68)
i€HY
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in the regime where 71 ~ A\? < 1. This is the regime
we aim to predict accurately in this paper. Thus, in this
limit 7{* can also be computed just by measuring particles
in the “current hemisphere” Hl} = Hc in the Breit frame,
as long as both axes ¢ and qf} are measured. For larger
71", both regions H9 5 would need to be measured, and
we emphasize that the contribution of proton remnants
is still exponentially suppressed.

In summary, for small 71 none of the three versions of
1-jettiness 77’ wbre require direct measurement of particles
from initial state radiation in the beam region. Further-
more, for larger 71 values the variables Tf “ still do not
require such measurements (though 7{* does). All three
T1’s are global observables since measurement of 71 by
summing over the particles only in the H; region is still
affected by ISR from the proton beam through momen-
tum conservation.

IV. CROSS SECTION IN QCD

In this Section we organize the full QCD cross section
into the usual leptonic and hadronic tensors, but with an
additional measurement of 1-jettiness inserted into the
definition of the hadronic tensor. We express it in a form
that will be easily matched or compared to the effective
theory cross section we consider in the following section.

A. Inclusive DIS cross section

We begin with the inclusive DIS cross section in QCD,
differential in the momentum transfer ¢,

do 1
dTUq = 2—S/d<I>LzX:<|M(eP — LX)|2>

x (2m)*6Y (P +q—px)0t (g —k+ k),

(69)

where L is the final lepton state with momentum k’, and
X is the final hadronic state with momentum px. d®,
is the phase space for the lepton states, and the ", in-
cludes the phase space integrals for hadronic states. The
squared amplitude |./\/l|2 is averaged over initial spins,
and summed over final spins. Recall that ¢ (and z,y)
can be determined entirely by measurements of the lep-
ton momenta. Later in Sec. [V Blwe will insert additional
measurements such as 1-jettiness on the state X.

We wish to express the cross section differential in the
Lorentz-invariant variables Q?, z using Eqs. (@) and (&).
Although @Q?,r are Lorentz-invariant, at intermediate
stages of integration we can work in a particular frame.
In either the CM or Breit frame, the proton momentum
is of the form P =n,-Pn,/2. So we decompose ¢ along
the n,n, directions, ¢ = n, - qn./2 4+ n, - qn./2 + qr.
Then the delta functions defining @2,z take the form

5(w—Q72)5(Q2+n qn.q—q7) (70)
n,-Pn;-q - - e



Inserting these into Eq. ([69) and integrating over ¢* and
q~—, we obtain

do 1
W = E/d2qT/dq)L64(q_k+k/)

x Y (2m)*0H (P + g — px)(IM[*),
X

where ¢ is now given by the value

Q* nt q7
- 'PT—amz-P _Q_T2 —+ . (72)

q" =

For a single electron final state L = e(k’) (which is
all we have at the leading order in «.,, at which we are
working), the integral over @, in Eq. (T1]) takes the form

dgk/ d4k/ "
/@ﬁﬁﬂz/@ﬁﬂk% (73)

so, performing the k' integral, we obtain

do 1
dzdQ? 4(2m)3 xs /quTé((q —k))

x Y (2m)*0H (P + g — px)(IM[*) .
X

(74)

To use the first delta function, we need to pick a partic-
ular frame in which to complete the ¢ integration. In
the CM frame,

2y _ 2 Q2 Q? 2
(k) = 8@ +20k) = 5 (ad — (1- ) @?)
(75)
where we use Eq. (@), k = /sn./2 and P = \/sn./2.
We use this delta function to perform the g% integral in
Eq. (@), and then use that the spin-averaged squared
amplitude is independent of ¢, to obtain

do Q2 4 ¢4 2
drdQ? 52 2(2”) (P +q—px){(IM[).
X

8(2m)? a2
(76)

Here the integrand is evaluated in the CM frame with ¢
now given by

nt nY .
q“=y¢35~ﬂwv§3~+vl—an%, (77)

where fir = (0,1,0,0) in (n° n1,n2,n3) coordinates.
The matrix element M is given by

Z <eIX|JﬁEW(O)D;IWJ}/,QCD(O)|6P>7
I=~,Z

M(eP — €'X) =

(78)
where the sum over I is over photon and Z exchange,
Jr.Ew is the appropriate electron electroweak current,
Jr,Qcp is the quark electroweak current, and D{w is the
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~ or Z propagator. There is an implicit sum over quark
flavors. The matrix element can be factored,

M(eP = e X)= > (e|T} oD le) XY genlP)-
I=~,Z

(79)
More conveniently, we can express the sum over ¢ as being
over the vector and axial currents in QCD,

Ty =am"ay Jhy =@y vsqr - (80)

The sum in Eq. (78) can then be expressed as

M= "> Ly (X|J} |P) (81)

I=V,A f

defining the leptonic vector Ly, which contains the elec-
tron matrix element, electroweak propagator, and elec-
troweak charges of the quarks implicit in Eq. (Z8). The
sum over f in Eq. (&I is over quark flavors.

Now the cross section in Eq. (Z6) can be written

de' dQ2 = Z LII( WII P'V( Qz) ) (82)
I'=

I,

where
Q2
L (z,Q%) = m (@, QLY (2,Q%), (83a)
Wi, Q%) = (P T |X) (X| J} | P)
X (83b)

x (27)* 4P +q —px).

Here LY}, W} depend on z, Q* through the components
of ¢ given in Eq. ([2). The average over initial electron
and proton spins is implicit in Eq. [83]), as is the sum
over quark flavors in Eq. (830).

1. Leptonic tensor

The leptonic tensor in Eq. (83al) is given by

2

Ir 2y . Yem Ir o0 T | pIl 2\ T
L,uvff/(xaQ ) - _21'282 (Lgfj’(Q )gyu+ZLefj"(Q )e,uu)v
(84)
where
k!, + kK, .
g:fv = Guv — 2Tu ) 6;7:1/ Q2 Eaﬁlwk kP )
(85)



where k' = k — ¢, with ¢ given in Eq. (T1) and
LYY aygp - @t vQuue vy (6F 4 a2
o I (T T
Qf’l)f/ + ’Ufo/ 20UV Ve
L+m7/Q*  (14+m3/Q*)?>"
afay (v? 4 a?) 2apapveae
(1 +m%/Q?)?" (1+m%/Q*)?’

a vy (V2 + a?)
L A L , = Ve — ,
fo ‘7f 1+m%/Q? [ij 1+m%/Q?

Lfff, = — (86)

Lyfy =

Léff/ —

v Qe 2051,

Ly = L#Fﬁ+mym(@”1+my@)
where we have made explicit the flavor indices f, f'. Q;
is the electric charge of the quark g in units of e; v¢,ar
are the weak vector and axial charges of ¢;; and ve,a.
the weak vector and axial charges of the electron. The
vector and axial charges are given by:

Tf Tf - 2Qf sin2 9W
af = — s vy = - s
sin 20y, sin 20y,
1 —1+4sin®0
Qe = —— Ue:w, (87)
2 sin 20y 2 sin 260y
where Ty = 1/2 for f =wu,c,t and —1/2 for f =d, s,b.

B. 1-jettiness cross section

To form the cross section differential in the 1-jettiness
71, we insert a delta function measuring 7 into the
hadronic tensor Eq. (830):

Z LII'

I,1'=

IT pv 2
dr ng dTl W ( Q 77-1)7 (88)

where the 7 -dependent hadronic tensor is

Q%) = SR XY (X| TP (89)
X

X (27r)454(P+q—px)5(71 —Tl(X)).

Here the 1-jettiness 7y (X) of state X is defined by
Eq. 24). The definition depends on the choices of refer-
ence vectors ¢p, ;.

The sum over states X in Eq. (89) can be removed by
using an operator 71 which gives 71 (X) when acting on
the state X:

Wiz

7 1X) =7n(X)|X) . (90)

This operator can be constructed from a momentum-
flow operator as in @] Explicitly,

=% + 72, (91)
where
.. 2 [ ~
3= 2y an PG (@)
Q Y B
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Here P(Y]B) is a momentum flow operator that can be
defined and explicitly constructed in terms of the energy-
momentum tensor, which can be obtained for massless
partons using M] and for massive hadrons using ﬂﬂ]
It measures the momentum flow in the generalized ra-
pidity direction Y7 5, which we define as we did below

Eq. BI) by
o2 — nj-p
nyp’

np-p

e B = — .
np-p

(93)

The lower limits Y g on the integral in Eq. (92)) are given
according to Eq. B0) by Y5 = 3In(1/R;p). These
values depend on the frame of reference and choice of 1-
jettiness 1. For example, for the choice 7{ of Eq. (42]) in
the CM frame for y near 1, the beam and jet regions are
hemispheres and Y p = 0. For the choice ¥ of Eq. (32)
in the CM frame, the jet region is given by the lower
limit Y; = $In(y/z), and the beam region is given by
the lower limit Yz = 3 In(z/y).

In the massless limit the generalized rapidities
exp(—ZYJ_,B) — (1 — COSH‘LB)/(]; — COS@B_’J)TLJ'TLB/2
defining generalized “pseudorapidities”. They depend
only on angles 67 g from the n; g directions and n;-ng,
and so simply characterize angular directions in space
over which we integrate in Eq. (02).

Using Eq. ([@2)) the hadronic tensor Eq. ([89) can be
written

W (0.Q2m) = [t o= (PLIF (2)5(n — )IFO)IP),

(94)
recalling that ¢ is given by Eq. (T1). 71 can also be ex-
pressed in terms of momentum operators in the regions

Hj B, using Eq. [@S):
. _nJ-P;  NBPB
1 = + )
Qs @s

where pyp measures the total 4-momentum in region

HJ)B.

(95)

V. FACTORIZATION IN SCET

Soft-collinear effective theory (SCET) [18 22] is a sys-
tematic expansion of QCD in a small parameter A which
characterizes the scale of collinear and soft radiation from
energetic massless partons. Soft and collinear modes are
defined by the scaling of their momenta in light-cone
coordinates with respect to light-like vectors n,n (not
necessarily back-to-back) satisfying n? = 72 = 0 and
n-n = 2. We express the components of a vector p in
n,n light-cone coordinates as p = (7o - p,n - p,p1), where

n n
p:ﬁ-pg —I—n-pE +p, (96)

with p, being orthogonal to n,n, defined as
ntn? + n¥n#

- (97)

=9V, 9 =9g" -



In these light-cone coordinates, n-collinear and soft mo-
menta scale as:

collinear:

Pn ~ Q(17A27)\)
~ QN NN

(98a)

soft: Ds (98Db)

The parameter A is determined by the virtuality of the
modes p2 ~ Q?\? that contribute to the observable in
question. Collinear momenta will be expressed as the
sum of a large “label” piece and a small “residual” piece:
DPn = Dn+k, where p,, = n-pn/2+p, contains the O(Q)
longitudinal and O(QM) transverse pieces, and k is the
residual O(QA?) piece.

A. Matching onto SCET

Now we are ready to match the currents in Eq. (@4)
onto operators in SCET. The QCD current

Jrp(@) = qp(@)qp(2), (99)
with T}, = 4 and I'¥} = 4#~5, matches onto operators
in SCET,

Tpa) = /d3131d31326i(’31*ﬁ2)'””

ning

B . 100
><[Cf‘quag(pl,pz)oqf(pl,pz;w) (100)
+C;Lfgg)\p(]aluﬁ2)05)]\5(ﬁluﬁ2;:I:)i| ,

neglecting power corrections of O(\?).
gluon SCET operators are

The quark and

O (1, D23 %) = X0 5, (@)X 5, (@) (101a)
O (pr, p2; @) = Vwrwz Bie (x)B,7° 5 (z)  (101b)

where we sum over fundamental color indices j and ad-
joint color indices ¢, but fix the spin indices a8 and Ap.
We leave implicit that xy = x4 carries flavor ¢q. Below
we will also leave the flavor index f on the current J;
implicit. The collinear fields x5, and Bi,ﬁi carry label
momenta

Bi= 5+ (102)
where i = 1,2. The momentum of each collinear field can
be written in n;, fi; light-cone coordinates as in Eq. (@),
with the residual  dependence of the SCET fields being
conjugate to momenta k of order Q2. In Eq. (I00),
the integrals over p; 2 are continuous versions of discrete
sums over the label momenta, and the measures are given
by dgf)l = dwzdzﬁi

The quark jet fields xy,, 5(x) are products of collinear
quark fields with collinear Wilson lines,

Xnp = [0(w—=n-P)8* (L —PLW,i&],  (103)
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where P* is a label momentum operator m] which acts
on collinear fields and conjugate fields as:

Phony = Ddnp, PIOL, =00, (104)
and W,, is the Wilson line
_ _9 5
W (x) = p;ns exp [ P An(x)]| (105)
where Al (z) = >, A}, 5(x) is a n-collinear gluon field.

The gluon jet fields B;- are collinear gauge-invariant
products of gluon fields and Wilson lines,

B, = Wi (PL+ gAp)Wy].

(106)
The matching coefficients Cyg,Cyy in Eq. (I00) are cal-
culated order-by-order in a by requiring that matrix el-
ements of both sides of Eq. ([00) between collinear states
in QCD and in SCET be equal.
Collinear fields are decoupled from soft fields by the
field redefinitions [21]

é[&(w i P)S (L + L)

Xn =YX O AcTe = yeb g bpa _y; AObpby T
(107)
where Y,, is a Wilson line of soft gluons in the fundamen-

tal representation. For n = np we have

Y., (x) = Pexp [ig /O dsnp - As(nBS—i-:v)] , (108)

— 00

and YV, is defined similarly but in the adjoint represen-
tation. Soft gluons carry momenta scaling as A? in all
components. Additional factors accompanying outgoing
states turn the path in Eq. (I08) into = to oo [89] for
outgoing collinear particles, see also @] So for n =ny
we have

—+oo
V! (z) = Pexp [zg/ dsny-As(nys+ 3:)} . (109)
0

After the field redefinition Eq. ([I07), the operators in
Eq. (I0I) become

O (1, 2 x) = X0 (@) TV Yo * (@) 02 ()
ON By, i ) = ooz B 22 () (110)

X TV Yy ]°4(2) B2 ().

The directions ny and ny will each get set equal to either
ny or np later on, replacing Y;,, with Y, , in Eq. (I08)) for
n; = npg or with YJf in Eq. (I09) for n; = n;. Henceforth
we use only the decoupled collinear fields and drop the
(0) superscripts.

The measurement operators in Eq. ([@5) also split up
into collinear and soft pieces. Since p is linear in the
energy-momentum tensor, which itself splits linearly into



decoupled collinear and soft components after the field
redefinition Eq. (I07) ﬂ@], p splits up as

p=p"t +p" +p° (111)
where p™"2¢ is built only out of the ni-collinear, no-
collinear, or soft energy-momentum tensor of SCET, re-
spectively.

After matching the product of currents J}.J, in the
hadronic tensor in Eq. ([@4) onto SCET, there will
be products of the quark and gluon operators (Oqq +
Ogg) (O + O, ). The 050, and Oy, O . cross terms
will vanish inside the proton-proton matmx element by
quark-number conservation (only one of the fields y,,, or
Xn, i Ogg will create/annihilate a quark in the collinear
proton). Thus only the 0y;0;; and Oy,O;, operator
products can contribute.

In fact, for DIS, only the quark operator product con-
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tributes, just as in Drell-Yan (DY) [67]. Following the
arguments in ﬂ@], we know that the matching coeflicients
CT,q(P1,P2) must be a linear combination of p and pf,
and obey the symmetry

A ~ - A ~ ~
CI;g,u. (p17p2) = ijgg#(_p% _pl) ) (112)
due to the structure of the operator Eq. (I0IH). This
requires C7, to be proportional to (p2 —p1)", which the
x integration in Eq. ([@4) will eventually set equal to g*.

Vector current conservation in QCD requires ¢,CY;, . = 0,

Vgg —
which requires that C“ , be identically zero. The axial

current matching coeﬁiment ch 199 Can be nonzero, but
still proportional to ph —p4 = ¢*, which gives zero contri-
bution when contracted with the lepton tensor Eq. (&4]).
Thus for DIS we need only consider the quark operator
contribution as in DY.

B. Factorization of the Hadronic Tensor

The hadronic tensor Eq. (@) can now be written in SCET as

Wlf,f,(x,Q2,7'1) = /d%elqz Z /d3 p1d> pod®p, d3ply €' (P2 =P x/dT}dTBdTSKS( TL—Tj—TB—Ts)

n1n2
ning
~Ba ~ ~\-Bk T i aj ny-p J nB'ﬁnB
<P | O3 1 PN p T YN g (007 = 22 ) (g = P22 )
_nypy  nB-Pp e ty 1 BE
5 (r = PP BB ool (5, )y TIY Vg ¥ XG5 0) o) (113)

We have explicitly specified that the proton is an np-collinear state. The conjugate quark matching coefficient is
given by C’f;‘q# (p1,D2) = [”yOC’;qq(f)l,[)g)yo]ﬁa. We have used that the measurement operator 77 can be written in the
form Eq. (@), and that the momentum operators psp split up linearly into purely nj- and np-collinear and soft
operators as in Eq. (III]). We dropped the subscripts J, B on the collinear momentum operators restricting them to
the jet or beam regions H ;g determined by the definition of 7, since all np collinear particles are grouped in region
B and all n;-collinear particles are grouped in region J. In the soft sector, the restrictions of the operators 7j 5 to
the H j p regions remain.

Since the nj-collinear, ns-collinear and the soft sectors are all decoupled from one another, the proton matrix
element in Eq. (II3]) can be factored,

-

Wil/(ﬂc Q% 1) /d4 /d3 prd>poetlatp2 pl)m/dT]dTBdTS(S(Tl —T;—TB — )quq#(pl,pg)Cﬁgy(ﬁl,ﬁg)

1 ki (o T_anJ_anB + 'K
X (O[], Yo 19 @0 (s — T = SRR )V Y17 (0) ) (114)
np-p"e / ny-p"
x{< Pas | X7 5 @18 (75 = )T 0) P (013 5, @3 (s = = )7 ©) 0

(P | X532 5, ()0 (75— %)xz;g%m [P (01 X% 5, () (7 = %)xﬂ ¥ (0) |o>}

The last two lines account for the two ways to choose a pair of collinear fields in the proton matrix element. We have
performed the sums over nq 2,1} 5 sums using that the fields within each collinear matrix element must all be in the
same collinear sector. We also require that the fields in the proton matrix element must be in the same collinear sector
as the proton, and those in the vacuum matrix element with the direction n; in the definition of 7;. The integrals
over py , have been absorbed into the definition of the unlabeled fields x,, ,. In the soft matrix element we have used

the fact that T[Y,] V,,,] =Y, Y, and T[Y,] V,,,] =Y,[ Y, since the two Wilson lines are space-like separated and
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the time ordering is the same as the path ordering ﬂ,‘l—lL @] For the soft Wilson line matrix element corresponding to
antiquarks in the beam and jet functions, we have used charge conjugation to relate it to the matrix element shown
in Eq. (I14).

It is measuring 71 to be small that enforces that the direction nj; on the collinear fields in the vacuum matrix
element be equal to the direction of the vector ¢; in the definition of the 1-jettiness 71. We are free to choose any
vector ¢y to define the observable 7. Requiring that the final-state jet J be close to the direction of ¢; may, in
general, impose additional kinematic constraints on z,y, Q? to ensure this. We will find below that for 7' ’b, qj is
already chosen to be close to the final-state jet and so imposes no additional constraints, while for 7{ requiring the
jet be close to ¢ = k requires y to be near 1.

Next we wish to perform the x integral in Eq. (IT4) to enforce label momentum conservation. Before doing so,
we consider the residual momentum dependence conjugate to the coordinate x in the SCET matrix elements. The
collinear field x, ;(x) with a continuous label momentum p depends only on single spatial component 722 because
the residual momenta (conjugate to the spatial components n-x, 2, ) are reabsorbed into p when the discrete label is
made continuous. Then, the matrix element of n-collinear fields are M,, = M,,(7-z). For convenience the soft matrix
element with Y;,(x) and Y5 (z) will be defined as M (x). Their Fourier transforms take the form

dn-k d*ks . .~
Mo (n - a) = / SN k), My(a) = /(%;4 ek M, (k) (115)
where k, k; is a residual or soft momentum of order Q\?. When combined with the exponentials containing ¢ or label
momenta p1 2, we can expand the exponents using ¢ +p + k = (¢ + p)[1 + O(A?)], and drop the terms of order A2.
Then the remaining integrals over n-k, ks are simply the Fourier transforms of the position space matrix elements
evaluated at 2 = 0. So, we can set = 0 in the SCET matrix elements, and perform the x integral in Eq. (IT4) to
enforce label momentum conservation.

In performing the x integration, we have a choice to write x and momenta in ng,np coordinates or ns,ny coor-
dinates. In fact, we have freedom to define the vectors 7 5 as long as we choose them such that 7% = 7% = 0 and
ny-ny = np-np = 2. Since the measurement of 7 involves measurements of both n;-p and np-p components of
particles’ momenta, it is convenient to choose np to be proportional to n; and n; to be proportional to ng, as we
did in Eq. (&), a choice we will continue to use in what follows.

For the first pair of collinear matrix elements in Eq. (IT4), the « integral and accompanying phase factor for label
momentum conservation take the form

s dnpg-x dng-x . ng-T ng-x ny-T 5 5
/d%el(q“’?_pl)'w:/Hd%LeXP (Z{(ﬁB'Q-l-wz) b +np-q b — w1 4 + (g1 +p2L—p1L)'fM}>

2 2 2 2

= 2(2m)*6(fp-q + wz)‘s("B'q - w)(s?(ﬂ + 5y — i)
4 ~ ~
T (2m)*6(p-q + w2)8(Ry-q — w1)0%(q1 + Py — Pi) (116)

where we used Eq. (BI)) to rewrite n;-x in terms of fig-2 in the first line and to rewrite np-¢ in terms of 7;-¢ in the
last line. Exchanging ws and —w; in Eq. (II6) gives us the label momentum-conserving delta functions for the second
pair of collinear matrix elements in Eq. (IId). Using these delta functions to perform the w; o and pi integrals in

Eq. (I14), we obtain

Wi (2,Q% ) = 2(2m)(Q.QB)? / d*p

/dTJdTBdeJ drBs(ry — 75— — 17 — 7P)
ny-np

‘B’ _ ny ~ _ np .
x [Cpe Cn ] (nJ-q7 + a1+ P, N +p¢)

< (0] 1Y, Y, 19 (008(Qur =y 57)3(QurE —np-53) Y], Y (0) 0)
{ anB 8(Quri —npp") [8(hp-q + - P)EL — POXIS (O] [Py)  (117)

X (0] X272 (0)6(Qurs —ny-p™)8(fiy-q + 715 P)S*(qr + Po + PL)Xn]] (0)10)
+ (Poy | X2 (0)8(Qp7p — np-p"") [0(ip-q + - P)62 (5L — PLIXEI (0)] |Pasy)

< (01 T2 (0)3(Qms — 5 )3(Fs-q + s PIOX s + P+ PN (0) |o>} ,

where we use the change of variables p3 = p, in 3rd and 4th lines and 3 = —p, — ¢, in 5th and 6th lines. Recall
that np and n; are now fixed by Eq. (BI). The collinear fields without labels implicitly contain a sum over all labels,
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with the delta functions then fixing the labels to a single value (it is important to recall that label operators P* acting
on fields x, 5 give minus the label momentum, —p# ﬂ%]) The vector n; (may) implicitly depend on the integration
variable p |, at least for the case of the 7¢ distribution, which we will deal with below. For 77 and 7 the vector n;
is independent of ;. We have also indicated that the arguments of the matching coefficients C, C' are both set equal
to the label momenta of the fields in the collinear proton and vacuum matrix elements.

The result in Eq. (II7) is organized in terms of factorized matrix elements that can now be related to known
functions in SCET.

C. SCET Matrix Elements
1. Beam Functions

The proton matrix elements in Eq. (IT7) can be expressed in terms of generalized beam functions [93,194] in SCET.
In covariant gauges (for discussion of similar matrix elements in light-cone gauges see MD they are defined by

£ e ,M/dy /2 p N 50— P) Rk
B, (wkt ook ) = =2 [T (PulP) 3 (v75 ) 5[0 = - P)Z3(k% = PR )xa(0)][Pu(PT), (118)
okt g2 _M/dy_*mm e B (5= 5w — 7Py &
Bq(“’k’P*’kL’“)_ w ) an © (Pu(P )‘tr2x"(y 2){5(“’ n-P) ok~ PLX ]‘P RE
where the light-cone components of vectors are given by V¥ = n -V and V- = n - V. Note the dependence

of the beam functions on the transverse label momentum k; is only on the squared magnitude kﬁ_ The matrix
elements in Eqs. (II8)) and (II9) are similar to those that define parton distribution functions, but the separation
of the collinear fields in the n direction means there is energetic collinear radiation from the proton with virtuality
~wkt > AQQCD (assuming we are measuring k™ to be large enough), which must be integrated out to match Eq. (IS
onto nonperturbative PDFs (where the separation of X,,, X, fields is zero). The generalized beam functions Eq. (IIJ)
are related to the ordinary beam functions originally defined in ﬂ@ | by integrating over all k :

Bq,q(wkt%,u) :/koLqu(wk ey ) (119)

This relationship would be subtle for PDFs, where it is true for the bare matrix elements, but where after renor-
malization the two objects may no longer be simply related. In the beam function case both sides have the same
anomalous dimension which is independent of k£, and there is no such subtelty.

The proton matrix elements in Eq. (IT7)) can now be expressed as

(Pos X2E(0)8(QpTE — npp™?) [8(Ap-q + fip-P)0* (51 — PLIXAE (0)] [Pay) (120)
= %glﬁ gk NB-q o
——nB'qTN—C q(SBTB;_ﬁB—Pvij,u>7
(Pru| X221 (0)8(Qp7E — np-p") [6(Ap-q + ip-P)* (5L — PL)XeS (0)] [Pay)
- %aa 537 ) nNB-q
= —Nnp-q 4 N —B (SBT37 ’FLB'PJDJJ/L),

where sp is defined in Eq. (B8). Now, to simplify the second argument of the beam functions, we note that

2 Ag-qng-q+ g2 -
g _ npgnp-qgTaq; BQ+O(A2),

2¢-P ng-qig-P ~  nag-P (121)
where in the second equality we used that the proton momentum P is exactly along the np direction, and in the
last step used that ¢, is no bigger than O(QA?). (The directions n; and np will always be chosen so that this is
true, according to Eqs. (I16) and (BIal). In other words, for events with small 1-jettiness, all the large momentum ¢
transferred into the final state is collimated along n; and np with no O(Q) momentum going in a third direction.)
Thus to leading order in A the second argument of the beam functions in Eq. (I20)) is always just x.
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2. Jet Functions

The vacuum collinear matrix elements in Eq. (IT7) can be written in terms of jet functions in SCET [21], defined
with transverse displacement of the jet in [67] by

+ 2 _ (2m)? / Ay~ ity )2 ﬁ -n _ 2 .
Jo(wk™ +wi,p) = No 2100 |w|e tr <O}2xn(y 2)5(w+n P)é (wl—I—PL)XH(O)}O>7 (122)
ot 2 _ (@2n)? / Ay~ atrys2/ale (-1 _ 2 i
Ja(wk™ +wi,p) = No —2|w|e <0 xn(y 2)5(w+n P)o (LUJ_+7)J_)2Xn(O)‘O>.
Thus the vacuum collinear matrix elements in Eq. (IT1) can be expressed
(0123 (008(Qurs = ny-pa)d(s-q + iy - P (L + o + PL)Xs; (0)]0) (123)
_ ng-q Vl?a/ i ~ \2
- (27T)3 4 § Jq(sJTJ + (ql +pl) 7:“) )

(O XX (0)5(Qu7s = 1y pu)d(7g g+ 7y - PO (qu + o+ PL)x5 . (0)]0)
_ g %gﬂakk,
(2m)3 4
where s; is defined in Eq. (58) and (¢, +p.)? = —(q. +Pp.1)%

Jg(sg7s+ (g1 +51)% 1),

3. Hard and Soft Functions

Using the above definitions of beam and jet functions, the hadronic tensor in Eq. (IT7) can be written as
/ Rg-q 2
Wy (@,Q% 7) = _2(27T)nB'an'Q(QJQB)2/d2pj_
nj-np

x S(Qu7),QprE nynp, ) Jo(sm + (q1 +51)% 1) (124)

/dTJdTBdTSJ drBs(ry =75 —1p — 17 = 1P)

X Héquu(q27nJ7 TLB)BQ(SBTB,JJ,ﬁi,M) + H;zjluv(q27n37 nJ)Bé(SBTBaxaﬁzlu N)} .

where the hard function is defined

B (51~ 52)?, ) = T [Crag 1, 52) 22 O, )22 (125)
and the soft function is defined
1 s s
S(ky,kB,q7s,q8, 1) = o O [V}, Y0,100)8 (ks = ny-p5)0(kp — np-pR)[Y,l, Yus1(0)[0) . (126)

To write Eq. (I124) we used the equality of the quark and antiquark jet functions J, 4 in QCD.
a. Structure of the hard functions In Eq. (I28]), the matching coefficients C, C' in the hard function Eq. (I23]) for
the vector and axial currents I = V, A take the form

Cl 4 a1, P2) = Cvpg(Br — P2)*)0 s Cagaan (Br,52) = Carg((Br — $2)*)7 s (127)

where ”yﬁ is transverse to the directions n; » of the label momenta p; 2. We have shown the index f for the quark
flavor in the current explicitly. In Eq. (I24) these directions are n;p. The scalar coefficients Cy ¢ 45, Cafqz depend
only on the symmetric Lorentz-invariant combination (p; — p2)?. Using the momentum-conserving delta function in
Eq. (II7), this combination takes the value (1 — p2)? = ¢*. Inserting Eq. (I27) into Eq. (I25) we obtain

HLB 65 ) = Crpa 1) Cr g, T (T B0 ). (128)
where FL/ =~/ and Fﬁ = ' ~v5. Thus, there are two distinct traces to take in Eq. (I28):
Hagi (@ m, 1) = == v 1ola®, 1), ol 1)L (129)
quﬁ;AV(qQ,nJ, np,pt) = —inJZLB Cv,arq(@®, 11)Cay prq(a®, p)el”,

where ¢/” and ¢/|” are symmetric and antisymmetric tensors orthogonal to n; and np given in Eq. (BI). Hence,
HVV:AA and HVAAY are symmetric and antisymmetric, respectively, under exchanging n; and np.
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b.  Structure of the soft function The soft function Eq. (I26) depends on the momenta kg ; projected onto
the np, ; directions in the regions Hp j, respectively. The shape of these regions in turn depends on the vectors
qp,; = wp,gnp,s/2 in the definition of the 1-jettiness 7 in Eq. (24). Indicating this dependence explicitly, we express
the soft function Eq. (I26]) as

1 2
S(ks, kB, 47,98, 1) = Ne > (X [V, Y0 1(0) [0)] 5(kJ — ) O(gp-ki — QJ'ki)nJ'ki)
X, i€X.
Xé(kB — Z H(qJ-ki—qB-ki)nB-ki) . (130)
ieX,
Note that the soft function for DIS involves the square of one incoming and one outgoing Wilson line, and hence

differs from that for eTe™ — dijets that has two outgoing lines, and for pp — L + 0—jets which has two incoming

lines. We can relate Eq. (I30) to the usual hemisphere soft function for DIS by generalizing an argument given in
[98]. Note that the Wilson lines Y;, are invariant under rescaling of n (boost invariance):

0 0

Yan, = Pexp [zg/ ds BnB.AS(BnBs)} = Pexp [zg/

— 00 — 00

ds nB-AS(nBs)} =Y., (131)
and similarly for the lines extending from 0 to +o0o, Y3,, =Y,,. Recall from Eq. (50) that

wBNpB-NJ wynj-np
R =,/ —— = Rp=,/— 132
! 2WJ ’ B 2wB ’ ( )

so defining n’; = n;/R; and nl; = ng/Rp we have (¢gg —qs) - ki = %wBRB (n'g —n';) - k; since wyR; = wpRp. This
implies that the same partitioning defined in Eq. (I30) can be expressed with 8(n'; - k; —n’; - k;) and 0(n'; - k; —n'p - k;).
Furthermore n;-n’; = 2. Thus expressing Eq. (I30) in terms of the rescaled vectors, n’; and n’z, we obtain

1 2k,
S(kr. k. 7.ap.1) = Fp g O (Xl V], Vi J0) 0] 8( 555 = - 0y ohs = nlyokpnly ks )
X 1€Xs

kg
X 5(R—B — leZXS H(n’]kl — nggkl)njgkl)
1 ky kg
~ R R Shcmi(R_Jv R—Baﬂ) : (133)

In the last equality we have expressed the fact that the expression in Eq. (I33) is the same as the hemisphere soft
function (up to the overall 1/(R;Rp) in front), with momentum arguments rescaled by R p as indicated. Therefore
from here on we will write all the 7 factorization theorems in terms of the DIS hemiphere soft function. Note that the
vectors n’ ;.5 have been rescaled from n; g such that they no longer have timelike components equal to 1 nor spacelike
magnitudes equal to each other, and therefore do not partition the final states X into hemispheres as viewed in the
original n; 5 frame of reference. However, the soft function in Eq. ({I33)) depends on n’; 5 exactly like the hemisphere
soft function depends on n ;g and depends on the dot product n';-n’s, which is 2, making it equal to the hemisphere
soft function. Physically, there exists a frame where n/; and n’; are back-to-back with equal time-like components, so
that the partitioning in this frame gives hemispheres.

In the 1-jettiness cross sections below, the soft function Eq. (I33)) will always be projected symmetrically onto a
function of a single variable kg, following from Eq. (I24)):

Shemi(k57 /1’) = /dkg dkg 5(k5 - ké - kg)shemi(kga kgv M) ) (134)

We will use the same name Shem; for the hemisphere soft function of two variables in Eq. (I33) and its one-variable
projection Eq. (I34), distinguishing them by the number of arguments we write.

4. Final Form of Factorization Theorem for Hadronic Tensor

Changing variables in the arguments of the beam, jet, and soft functions in Eq. (I24]) gives

t t k) + kB
/dtJdthkg dkB s (7’1 - L_E_ L) Jo(ts —(aL+pu)%p)  (135)

Wi (@, Q% :/d2
m ( Q 1) pL 57 sp QR

nj-np

X Shemi(kga ksB M) [Hézjlp,y(q2u nJanBau)Bq(tBaxapiau) + Héquu(q27nBanJ7 M)Bé(tBu x, piv N)} .
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We have written the arguments of the jet and beam function in terms of dimension 2 variables ¢ g, the arguments
of the soft function in terms of the total light-cone momentum kJ = n;-kJ in region J and k2 = np-kZ in region B,
and have rewritten the transverse momentum arguments of the jet and beam functions in terms of two-vectors q ,p
instead of the the four-vectors ¢, ,p . The constant Qr is defined in Eq. (54)) and s; g are defined in Eq. (58)), and

. . b . .
their special values for 71" are given in Table [Il

5. Factorization Theorem for Cross Section

In the cross section Eq. (88), the hard function Eq. (I28)) gets contracted with the leptonic tensor L, in Eq. (84]).
The contraction of the leptonic tensor and the hard function can be performed using the tensor contractions in
Egs. (B2) and (B3J), and can be expressed in terms of Born-level cross section and scalar hard coefficients as

’ 87 ’ do

E 11 2 11 2 _ 0 2

II/ Llu‘yff’(x7Q )nJ'nBqu,u.v(q ,nJ,TLB,M) - dde2 Hq(anunQ 7/1')7 (1363.)
’ 87 ’ do

Z 11 2 11 2 _ 0 2

e Llu,yff/(va )TLJ'TLB qulu,y(q ;nB;nJvlu) - dx ng Hq(‘]JM]Ba Q a:u)v (136b)

where the Born-level cross section is given by

dedQ?  2%52Q? 4798

The hard coefficients of the quark and antiquark beam functions are

doyg dma?,, g1k gk +qs-kas-k

(137)

x vV AA * VA * AV
Hy 4(q7,q8, Q% 1) =Y [(CV 1oCv gLy fpr + CiaygCarpaLifs) F1(as,a8) (Cp,CapaLlit + Ciap Cvpa L)1
Fr
(138)
where the relative minus signs for H; come from the interchange of n;p in Eq. (I36). The coefficients Cy 4 =
Cv,a(q?, 1) are functions of ¢ and p and the leptonic coefficients L, = L, (Q?) given in Eq. (88). The coefficient

7(¢s,9B) is given by

g7k gk —qs-kqs-k
a5) = , 139
rlas.qz) qs°kK qg-k+qr-kqg-k (139)

Because the coefficient 7 is a function of scalar products of gp s and k and £’ it becomes a function of y and Q2 once
. are specified as in Sec. [ITAl So, the hard coefficient H, ; also is a function of y and Q2 through the coefficient r.
Contracting Eq. B84) with Eq. (I33]) then gives for the cross section Eq. (8],

do dog ty tp ks
— = [ dt ydtpdksd - — — — — ) J,(t; - 2 Shemi(k
T dO% dr, / PL sz/ sdtpdks (Tl i QR) ¢(t; = (aL +PL)”, 1) Shemi(ks, 1)

X [HQ(un 4B, Q27M)Bq(t37 x, pﬁgﬂ) + HQ(QJa 4B, Q27 M)Bé(tB7x7piu /J')} )

(140)
where we used the projection Eq. (I34) of the soft function onto a single variable.

D. Results for three versions of 1-jettiness 7, 70, ¥

Now we will specialize the generic factorization theorem for 1-jettiness in Eq. (I40) to the specific cases 77’ b€ The
discussion will be most efficient if we begin with 77.

1. 1-jettiness ¥

The reference vectors q% =z P and ql} = ¢+ xP in Eq. (32) are used to define the 1-jettiness 7¥. In any frame ¢
can be written as ¢ = qf} — q%, so with respect to the directions n%, nl}, the transverse component ¢; = 0 so that the
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argument of the jet function in Eq. (IZ0) is (q. + p1)? = p7. Meanwhile, the coefficient r(¢s,¢p) in Eq. (I39) is
given by

y(2—y)

(141)

Note that 7 is a function only of y. So, the hard coefficients H, ; in Eq. (I38) depend on y and Q?, and we define the
hard coefficients for ¥ by Hé’ﬁq(y, Q% p) = Hy 4(q + 2P, P,Q?%, 1). Therefore, using Eq. (I40) the final factorization

theorem for 72 is given by

do dol / » it ks
- diydtpdis s (0 — L 1B _TS) g ks,
drdQ?drb  dzwaqz | “7UEYS (Tl @z q) Semilks)

x /dszJq(tJ —pi. K [Hf(y,Q2,u)Bq(tB,x,pi,u) + H)(y, Q% 1) By (tp, x,p1, 1) |

(142)

where we used Table [Tl to substitute for s; 5, Qg in Eq. (IZ0), and where the Born-level cross section is given by

do? 2ra?
= d222 - gjm [(1—y)% +1] . (143)

2. 1-jettiness 71

For the 1-jettiness 7{* defined in Eq. (29)), the minimization inside the sum over final state particles ¢ groups particles
with the reference vector to which they are closest. The reference vector ¢ with which the jet particles are grouped
is aligned with the jet momentum p;, so that the jet has zero transverse label momentum with respect to n%. This
direction n% is the one which would minimize 7§ (to leading O()\?))with respect to variations of ¢%. A jet with
momentum p; = wyny/2+ psi + k, where k is residual, has a mass m? = wyn-k —l—ﬁ?u, so ny-k = (m? _ﬁ?]L)/OJJ.
The choice of n; which makes p% | = 0 minimizes n;-k (note that p3 < 0).

The cross section for the 7{ distribution is given by Eq. ({I40), with ¢p = ¢% = P and ¢; = ¢, where ¢4 is the
vector ¢y in Eq. (29) that minimizes 7{*. We will write ¢% in terms of the vector qS = q + =P that was used to define
the 1-jettiness 77. Now, the vector ¢% has a direction n’ and magnitude wY, given by

b b n) y Lz y Iz J
gy = wJTJ = Pre > + Pre” 5 + Privp, (144)

expressed in the CM frame, where pr,Y are given by Eq. (36). With respect to nl} and np, the collinear fields in the
jet function matrix elements still have nonzero transverse labels. Now, for each [)ﬁ, we rotate an to a vector n% so
that the transverse label with respect to n9 is zero. This requires that the total label momenta in the two coordinate
systems be equal:

V1t =y (145)

so n% differs from nY at most by a quantity of O(\). Now we express ¢ in n%,np coordinates. In Eq. (I40), the
transverse label on the collinear fields in the jet function is ¢; +p1. The n%,np coordinate system is defined as that

which makes this quantity is zero, so ¢, = —p,. By using ¢*> = —xys and np-q = y+/s, q is expressed as
Vi (2v5+ pi)"P (146)
=yVs —(xv/s+ ——=)|— —p.L.
=Y n%np y/5) 2 b1

Then Eq. (I40) takes the form

do dod t tp ks
A 0 /dtdt dks 6 (70 — =L — 2B 25} 1 (¢, 1) Shemi(k
dx dQ? dri / bL dz dQ? JRBARS O\ =33 — 2 T q(ts, 1) Shemi(ks, 1)

X [Hq(cﬁaanvQ27N)Bq(th337pivﬂ) + Hq(Q§7Q%aQ2aH)Bq(tBazapiaﬂ)} 9

(147)

where we used Table [Tl to substitute for s; 5 and Q.
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The generalized beam functions appearing here explicitly depend on p,. The vector n% appearing in ¢% implicitly
depends on p. Now, n9 differs from an (which is independent of p, ) by a quantity of order A. Here we can expand
the hard and soft functions and the Born cross section around n% = n% + O(\) and drop the power corrections in .
This makes everything in Eq. (I47)) independent of p, except for the generalized beam function. The integral over
p. then turns the generalized beam function into the ordinary beam function Eq. (IT9). Thus the final factorization
theorem for the 7{ cross section is

do _ _dog « ti it ks
dx dQ? dr{  dzdQ? /dt]dthkS g (Tl - @ - @ - 6 Jq(t s 1) Shemi (ks 1)
x [Hg(yaQ2,u)Bq(thu) + Hg(vaQ,u)Bq(tB,x,u)} : (148)

where the Born cross section is given by Eq. [[3) and H} ,(y, Q%) is given by Eq. (I38) with r in Eq. (IZI). The
hard and soft functions in Eq. (IZ8) are the same as those in Eq. ([42) for 7¢.

Eq. (I4]) differs from Eq. (I42]) in that the jet and beam functions are no longer convolved together in the transverse
momentum p, . The 1-jettiness 7{ is proportional to the invariant mass of the jet, while 77 measures the projection
qf} - py onto the fixed axis qf} = ¢+ xP. The emission of ISR with transverse momentum p, , causing a shift in the
jet momentum by the same amount due to momentum conservation, will not change the mass of the jet, but it will
change the projection of the jet momentum onto the qg axis. Thus 7{ involves no convolution over p, , while 7% does.

3. 1-jettiness 71

For the 1-jettiness 71, the directions n; and np are along the electron and proton directions, respectively:
ny=ne, nNg=np, (149)

where n. p are the light-cone directions of ¢; = k = wen./2 and gqg = P = wpnp/2. In the CM frame, n. p are
back-to-back, n, = n, and np = n,. In this frame, ¢ is given by

Ny N,
¢=yVso —ayVsg +an, (150)

where ¢, = Q+/1 —yn,. Let us consider for a moment the power counting of the argument of the jet function in
Eq. (TZ0) with 7. The requirement that ¢, ~ Q) requires that 1 — y ~ A2. This is ensured by measuring 7{ to be
O(A\?). The argument of the jet function (call it m?%) in the factorization theorem Eq. (IZ0) for 7{ is

m%=t;—(1—y)Q*—-2Q/1—yh, p. —pl. (151)

Now, the jet function will be proportional to a theta function 6(m?), requiring m?% > 0. Measuring 7{ to be of order
A2 and therefore forcing t; to be of order @Q?\? then enforces that 1 —y ~ A2. Then, we can set y = 1 to leading
order everywhere in Eq. ([40) except in the argument of the jet function. In terms of x, using the relation xys = Q?,
requiring y < 1 is equivalent to requiring = > Q?/s, which sets a lower bound on .

The normalization constants s; g, Qr in Eq. (IZ0) are given for 7{ in Table [[Il The Born-level cross section and
the coefficient (g, ¢g) in the hard coefficients reduce to

do§ 2ra’,,
dr ng = Q4 ) T(k,P) =1, (152)

where we see the Born cross section is now Eq. (I43]) in the limit y — 1. This happens because the expression
Eq. (I37) is evaluated with g; = k, which is the actual jet direction only near y — 1. The hard coefficient is now
independent of x,y and depends only on Q% H¢ .(Q* ) = Hyg(k, P,Q?, 1v). From Eq. ([Z0) the final factorization
theorem for the 7{ cross section is then given by

do do§ ) / ty  tm ks 2
= d dt ydt pdk - — - —= ty — emi(ks,
dr dQ? drf dde2/ e S5<Tl 02~ 202 \/EQ> Jo(ts — (ar +p1)*, 1) Shemi(ks, 1)
X {H;(Q2,;L)Bq(t3,x,pi,u) +H3(Q27/L)B¢7(t35175p3_7,u):| . (153)

This is like the 70 cross section Eq. (IZ2) in that the jet and beam functions are convolved in the transverse momentum
p. of ISR, but in this case the momentum transfer ¢ itself has a nonzero transverse momentum with respect to the
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light-cone directions n. p. This will make the evaluation of the p, integral considerably more involved than in the

7 cross section Eq. ([42).

VI. FIXED-ORDER PREDICTIONS AT O(as)

In this Section we evaluate to O(as) the predictions
of the factorization theorems for the cross sections differ-
ential in the different versions of 1-jettiness in Eq. (I42)
for 7%, and Eq. ([dR) for 7 and Eq. (I53) for 7{. These
formulas correctly predict the singular terms at small 7y
in the fixed-order differential cross section, although they
have to be resummed to all orders in « to accurately pre-
dict the behavior at small 7. We will do this in the next
Section. Also, for the predictions to be correct for large
71, they would have to be matched onto O(a) and O(a?)
fixed-order full QCD calculations, an analysis we defer
to future work. Nevertheless we can estimate the size of
these matching corrections by comparing our predictions
integrated up to large 7 to the known total QCD cross
section o (z,Q?) at O(as), which we will do in Sec. [VIIIl

A. Hard Function

At O(ay), the matching coefficients Cy 74, C'a f4 for the
vector and axial currents Eq. (@9) that appear in the hard
coefficient in Eq. (I38) are equal and diagonal in flavor,
and were calculated in @

Cviq(q®) = Case(d®) = 5fq0(q2), (154)
oy _ 14 @WCr (oot oot o7
Clg*)=1+ y ( In 7 ?)ln_q2 8+ 5 )

For DIS recall ¢> = —Q?. Then, the hard coefficients
H, 7 in the cross section Eq. (I40) are given to O(as) by

H‘];‘j(an 4B, Q27 /J') = H(Q27/'L)Lq;lj(qJ7 4B, Q2) ’

where we have defined the universal SCET 2-quark hard
coefficient,

(155)

H(Q, 1) = |C(% )| (156)
(N) n2 s m

and the factor containing the components of the leptonic

tensor Eq. (&),
AA A A
Lqﬁq(q(]v(IB;Q ) L}]/;Z‘g quq :FT(anqB)(LZJq Leq‘(;

)
157)
where 7(qs, qp) was defined in Eq. ([I39).

b .
1. 7" cross sections

For the 7 cross sections Egs. ([Z2) and ([@R), ¢p =
zP and q; = q + zP, so that r(qs,qp) is given by

Eq. (IZI). Then the leptonic factor L,z in Eq. (I57)

becomes
Le (45,48, Q%) (158)
VV | rAA y(2—y) VA | AV
= Lygq T Lggq F 1—y?2+ 1(Leqq Leqq)
_ Q2 2Qqvqve (’Ug + a’g)(vg + a’g)
¢ 14+my/Q? (1+m7/Q?)?

2y(2 —y) aqae[Qq(l + m2Z/Q2) - 2'Uq'Ue]
(I—y)+1 (1+m%/Q%)? '

2. 71 cross section

For the 7{ cross section Eq. (I53), ¢ = k and g5 = P,
the electron and proton momenta, respectively. Then
r(k,P) =1 in Eq. (I39), and the leptonic factor L, 5 in
Eq. (I57) becomes

c Vv AA VA AV
Liq(ks Py Q%) = Lggy + Lygg F (Legy + Ligg) - (159)
Qo 2Q4(vqve £ aqae)

q 1+m2/Q?

(v 4 a2)(vZ + a2) + dvgaqveae
(1+mZ/Q%)?

B. Soft Function

The soft function Shemi(ks,u) that appears in the

cross sections Eqs. ([42), ([48), and ([I53)) is given by
Eqgs. (I33) and ([I34). For ete~ — dijets, ST is known
at O(ay) [99] and O(a?) [60, [61, 104). Athl loop order
the dijet soft funct1on 1s the same for DIS. Beginning at
2-loop order, the finite part of the soft function for DIS
could possibly differ due to switching incoming and out-
going Wilson lines, but the anomalous dimensions and
thus the logs are the same.

To O(as), the soft function Eq. (I33)) takes the form:

1) 1.J B Jyo(1)(1.B (160)
+ SV (kg 1)o (kg ) +6(ky)SH (ks 1),
where
2
M _ asCp [0y 8 [0ks) In(ks/ 1)

(161)
and the projection Eq. (I34]) is then given to O(as) by

Shemi(ks, ) = d(ks) + 28 (kg, ) . (162)
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It has previously been observed that the sizes R p of the which is due to changing the effective scale at which the
regions H j p to which soft radiation is confined enter the  soft modes live M]

arguments of the logs in the soft function ﬂ@, 101, ],

|
C. Jet Function

The jet function Eq. (I22) is given to O(ay) by [104, 105

s @sCE [ o 3 AW A 60 In(/w?)
Taalt, ) = 6() + =24 {(7 RO L/M2L+M2{ 7. L} (163)

It is in fact known to two-loop order M] and its anomalous dimension to three loops @]
D. Beam Functions
1.  Generalized Beam Functions

The generalized beam functions in Eq. (II8) can be matched onto ordinary PDFs, defined in SCET as [22]:

fol@' /P 1) = 0(w") (Pu(P7)| Xn(o)%[&w' — 7 P)xn(0)] | Pu(P7)) , (164a)
e /P~ ) = ) (Pu(P) 1 )50 = - P 0)] [P (P)) (164b)
The matching result is [68, [94]:
1 T A2 AQ
Bi(taxakiaU)_g/m %Iij(t’g’kiaU)fj(gaU){l_Fo( QtCDa IngD)} s (165)

where i, j = ¢,3,g. This expansion is valid for perturbative beam radiation satisfying ¢, k2 > A(QQCD. At tree level,

IOt 2,3, 1) = (1/m)8330()5(1 — 2)8(k3 ), leading to B (£, 2, k%, 1) = (1/m)3(1)3(K3) fi(, o).
To O(as), the nonzero matching coefficients in the generalized quark beam function were computed in ﬂ@, @], and
we use the results from [94]:

as n(t/u?
T (1,208 ) = 60601 — 2501 ) + %e@{% HOBL] s as0c) (166a)
+
1 [6(t) 3 (1—2)t
+ o [WL [qu(z) - 5001 - z)} 613 - —=)
(1 —2)In(1 — 2) w2 1+ 22
+5(t)5(ki)H — ]+(1+z2)—?6(1—2)4—6‘(1—2)(1—2— l_zlnz)”,
Lyg(t, 2, ki,u) = %6‘(2 {% [f/(;i] qu(z)é(ki— (1_22)t) + (5(t)(5(kf_) {qu(z) In ? + 29(1—2)2(1—2)]} ,
+
(166b)
where Py, 44 are the ¢ — gg and g — ¢q splitting functions,
-z 22
Pyy(z) = {9(11_ - )] ) (14 22) + 25(1 )= [9(1 —2) 11+_ : L , (167a)
Puy(2) =01 — 2)[(1 — 2)* + 27]. (167b)

They appear in the anomalous dimensions of the PDF's, which to all orders obey

d ooy A& r (& e
u@fz(&u)—zj:/ 7 %j(g,,u)fj(@u)- (168)
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At O(as) the anomalous dimensions for the quark PDF are

A (/L)CF

™

Vaa (22 1) = 0(2)Paq(2) , Vg (1) = MWZ)P@(Z)- (169)

2. Ordinary Beam Functions

The ordinary beam functions Eq. (IT9) satisfy the matching condition [67, 106, 107):

san =3 [ Eo(F)nten]i- o)), 170

where at tree level Ii(;)) (t,z, 1) = 6;;0(t)0(1 — z), leading to Bgo)(t,x,u) = 0(t)fi(x, ). To O(as), the matching
coefficients in the quark beam function are given by integrating Eq. (IG6]) over k. @ @
as(u)Cr 2 {9(15) 111(15/#2)} [ (t) ] { }
Log(t,zop) =0(0)0(1 —2)+ ————0(2) - | —————| (1l —2)+—= |—5 P, 61—2
qq( ) () ( ) o1 ( ){'uQ t/'uQ N ( / N ( )
(1 —2)In(1 —2) o T2 1+ 22
+5(t) [ —— ) (1422) = o1 = 2) + 001 z)(l i-——n z) . (171a)

Tt 2 p1) = m@(z){% {@L%(z) +6(t) {qu(z)ln 1=

21 t/ = +20(1 - 2)2(1 - z)] } . (171b)

E. Dijet Cross Section

We can now form the SCET predictions for the 7 cross section Eq. (I40) to O(as) by plugging in the O(as)
expressions for the hard function given by Eqs. (I53), (I56), and (A1), the soft function given by Eqgs. (I60) and
(@61, the jet function given by Eq. (I63), and the generalized beam function given by Eqs. (I63) and ([I&). It is
convenient to express the result in terms of the cumulant 7 distribution, defined by

1 [ do
2 _ _
oe(®, Q%) = ao/o an Ydr dQ?dr)’ (172)

where oy is the Born cross section defined in Eq. (I37). We will give here the results for the 7* cumulants at O(av,).
The more complicated results for the 77 and generic 71 cumulants are given in App.

1. 71 cross section

Plugging in the O(a) results for the hard function given by Eqs. (I53), (I50), and (58], the soft function given by
Eqgs. (I60) and (I6I) with s; 5 and Qg given in Table [} the jet function given by Eq. (IG3), and the ordinary beam
function given by Eq. (I70) into the 7{ cross section Eq. ([[48]), we obtain for the 7{ cumulant given by Eq. (IT2) in
the CM frame:

ool Q2 78) = 0(r) / L1182, Q1) o/ 2 ) + L8, Q) () 2, )] (173)
x {5(1 —2) [1 - O‘ﬁF (9+ 2% 467l +4In®T )]

™

N a;CF [51(1 —2)(142%) +6(1 — z)(l —z— 1;?; lnz) +1n(QZ )qu(Z)”

* ango(Tf) [LZ(I’ Q2)+Lg($v QQH/l %fg(iﬂ/zvﬂ){ln(Q;;f %)qu(z) +20(1 —2)2(1 — z)}.

x
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The factorization scale u still appears on the right-hand side of the equation, though the cross section is in fact
independent of p. The p-dependence in the PDFs on the first line is cancelled by the p-dependence in the logs
multiplying the splitting functions on the third and final lines to O(as). The residual p-dependence is O(a?) and
would be cancelled by the higher-order corrections.

2. Tf cross section

The 72 cross section is nearly identical to the 7{ cross section except for the presence of the p | -dependent generalized
beam function in Eq. (I42) instead of the ordinary beam function. The effect of the nontrivial p, -dependent terms
in the generalized beam function Eq. (I6H) is simply to multiply the arguments of the u-dependent logs in Eq. (I73)

by z, giving the simple relation

oolw, Q) = oulw, Q70|
TI‘)TI

#0052 [ Zna{Co L@ alo/2.0) + L@ ala /2. )] Punl2)

HTr[L5(Q%) + Q)] Pay(2) o /7 1)}

(174)

In App. [Gl we give the O(as) 7{ cross section. In the next section we resum the large logarithms of 7 b¢ that
appear in these fixed-order expansions to all orders in as to NNLL accuracy.
[

VII. RESUMMED PREDICTIONS FOR 7
CROSS SECTIONS

The fixed-order predictions for the 71 cross sections
presented in the previous Section contain logarithms of
71 which grow large in the limit m — 0 and must be
resummed to all orders in ay to yield accurate predic-
tions for small 7. In this Section we use the factoriza-
tion theorem Eq. (I40) for the 7 1-jettiness cross section
and its specialized cases Eqs. (I42), (I48), and ([I53) for
0, 7, 7¢ to predict the cross sections differential in these
variables to next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (NNLL)
accuracy, estimate the perturbative uncertainty by ap-
propriate scale variations, and discuss power corrections
due to hadronization, including their universality and im-
pact in the tail and peak regions.

A. Perturbative Resummation to NNLL

The hard, jet, beam, and soft functions in Eq. (I40)
obey renormalization group (RG) evolution equations
whose solutions allow us to resum large logarithms of
ratios of the separated hard, jet, beam, and soft scales.
These solutions allow us to express any of these functions
G ={H, J,B,S} at one scale p which contains logs of u
over some scale Q¢ in terms of the function evaluated at
a different scale ug ~ Qg where the logs are small.

The hard function H(Q?, i) obeys the RG equation

d
u@H(Q27u) =yu (W) H(Q 1), (175)
where the anomalous dimension -y has the form
Q2
Y (1) = Lilas(p)] In 2 + va[os(w)] (176)

with a cusp piece I'g[as] = 2I'Y,, and a non-cusp piece
~vi|as] (which is conventionally denoted by the same
symbol as the total anomalous dimension). Their expan-
sions in ay are given below in Eq. (I82) and Eqgs. (D28)
and (D29). Similarly the jet and beam functions which
are both functions of a dimension-2 variable ¢ obey RG

equations of the form

d

Gl ) = / dtra(t -t )G ), (177)

where the anomalous dimension ~yg takes the form

ot/1?)
t/p?

1
ot =Telanolz | 8| tagfanGolsto,
+
(178)
where here G = {J, B}, and the plus distribution is de-
fined in App. [0 The cusp pieces I'yp = —2I'¢, and
non-cusp pieces vz, g of the jet and beam anomalous di-

mensions are given in Eqs. (D28)) and (D30). The beam
function also depends on z and the generalized beam
function also depends on p? , but they do not change the
structure of the RG equation Eq. (IT1).

Finally, the soft function in Eq. (I33) obeys the RG
equation

d
H@Shcmi(k,];anu) :/dkf]dk/B

X VS(kJ - kf], kB - leaM)Shemi(kf]a iju /1*)7

(179)

where the anomalous dimension factorizes into the form

vs(ky, kg, 1) = vs(ks, n)o(kp) +vs(kp, p)d(krs), (180)

which is required by p-independence of the total cross
section Eq. (I40) |. Each piece vs(k, ) takes the
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_ 1 H(k/u)}

(k) = 2sla o] - | A2 sl o).

(181)

where I's = T'cysp, and the non-cusp piece is given by
Vs = —VH/2 =

The cusp and non-cusp pieces of the anomalous di-

mensions of all the functions above all have perturbative
expansions in ag:

0 " Qg n+1 OO " Qg n+1
FG[QS]_ng(4ﬂ) ) Vc[as]_;/YG(llﬂ_) B

(182)
which defines the coefficients I'¢y, . Furthermore, the
cusp pieces of the anomalous dimension are proportional
to the same cusp anomalous dimension T'd g [as], whose
perturbative expansion along with the non-cusp anoma-
lous dimensions are given in App. The explicit solu-
tions to the RG equations for the hard, jet, beam, and
soft functions individually are given in App.

The solutions of the RG equations Eqs. (R, (),
and ([I79) allow us to express the hard, jet, beam, and
soft functions at any scale p in terms of their values at
different scales pp 5,5 where logarithms of ug/Q¢ in
their perturbative expansions are small. There are a
different conventional ways in the literature to express
the resummed cross section in terms of the solutions for
hard, jet, beam, and soft functions to the RG equations.
One method [14, [76] performs the exact inverse trans-
form back from Fourier space, and carries out analytically
the convolution of all the evolution factors and the fixed-
order functions for the 7 factorization theorem Eq. (I40)
in momentum space. In this section we use this method
and formalism, relegating some of the required formu-
las to App.[El We give an alternative equivalent form of
the resummed cross sections in App. [E] using a method
m, ] that first Laplace transforms the cross section and
writes certain corrections as derivative operators before
transforming back to momentum space. This avoids tak-
ing explicit convolutions of the evolution factors and the
fixed-order functions. If one carries out these derivatives
analytically then the final results from the two formalisms
are identical.

In this section we give just the final results for the RG

6K77E£2

e 00 = 1 (i

| T @) [ F pe/nm) Wyler) + AW (] + 0 0).

1

Woy(e1) = HQ ) Y T [onlr). T-] 182 e (m)

ni,n2,
n3:71

Q >77H(uH-,#) <7'Q2

1%
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. . . . a,b,c .
improved cross sections for the 1-jettinesses 7 using
the formalism of ﬂﬂ, @] We will express the results in

terms of the cumulant 7" distributions:

1 [ do
oo(z,Q* 1) = U_o/o dﬂm7

where we note that o, is dimensionless due to the division
by op. The differential cross section can be obtained
by taking the derivative of o.(z, @2, 71) with respect to
71. Care must be exercised in this procedure because o,
also depends on 7 dependent jet/beam and soft scales in
the factorization theorem Eq. ([AQ), o (z, Q%, 71, pi(71))-
The appropriate procedure is to use, for € — 0,

(183)

ﬁ = Uc(x7Q27T1+E7'ui(Tl)) — UC(Ianle_ea,ui(Tl))
dm 2e ’

(184)

where dé/dr = (1/00)do/dri. See Ref. [14] for further
discussion of this point.

b .
1. 71" cross sections

The cross section in Eq. (I40)) is expressed as a convolu-
tion of jet, beam, and soft functions in momentum space.
To resum the large logs, each function is RG evolved from
a scale where the logs are small, an operation which is
in the form of a convolution of an RG evolution ker-
nel and the fixed order function as in Eqs. (D) and
(DI4). The evolution kernels Uy p s in Egs. (D) and
(DIA) are plus distributions, and each fixed order func-
tion can also be written as a sum of plus distributions
as in App. [E1l Thus, the resummed cross section con-
tains numerous convolutions of plus distributions £, L,,,
which we can compute by repeatedly applying the plus
distribution convolution identity in Eq. (ES). The cross
section then gets written as a resummation factor times
sums of products of coefficients called V in App. [E2 and
Jp, 13999 and S,, in App. [E1]

The resummed 7{ and 7¥ cross sections in Eqs. ([42)
and (I4])), obtained from RG evolution of the hard, jet,
beam, and soft functions, are given by:

(1B, H) Q2 17 (g,1) Q 2ns (s, )
)G (%)

(185a)

i %} Sny {O‘S(HS)a ;_Cj]
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ni+na+1£414+n3+1

XD D VEmVTVE©), (185b)
51:— fgz—l

0 for rf

185¢
% [6;qCrPyq(2) + 8;gTrPyy(2)] Inz for 7b ( )

AWgi(2) = {

Here j sums over quark flavors and gluons, and the 4+(q +» ¢) includes the term where the virtual gauge boson couples
to an antiquark. In Eq. (I85a) the exponent is a resummation factor that resums the large logs and the terms Wy;
and AW,; are fixed-order factors which do not contain large logs. The evolution kernels K and 2 are given by

K= IC(MH7MJ7,U'BMU'57M) = KH(/”’H?:”’) + KJ(/LJ,/L) + KB(/'LBNU‘) + 2KS(ILLS7/'L) (1863.)
Q= Qus, pB, s, 1) = 05(ps, 1) + (s, 1) + 20s (s, 1) (186b)

where the individual evolution kernels Ky, K; = Kg, Kg, n; = np, and ng are given below in Eqs. (D3), (D3,
and (DIH). Note that K and 2 are indpendent of y because the p dependence cancels between the various K; and
n; factors in the sums. Their expressions to NNLL accuracy are given in Eq. (D26) App. [Dl The coefficients J,,, 199,
199, S, in Eq. (I85L) are given in Eq. (E7). The constants V;™" and V;*(2) are given in App.[E2

Note that in the resummed cross section Eq. (I85) the coefficients J,,, 1%, and S,, are functions of logarithms of
their last argument as shown in Eq. (EZ) and the hard function also depends on the logarithm In(Q?/u%). The logs

in these fixed-order factors can be minimized by choosing the canonical scales

' ons = Q. (187)

Large logs of ratios of these scales to the arbitrary factorization scale p are then resummed to all orders in o, in the
evolution kernels K and Q. The choices in Eq. (I87) are appropriate in the tail region of the distribution where 7
is not too close to zero and not too large so that the logs of 7 are still large enough to dominate non-log terms and
need to be resummed. Near 7, ~ 0 and 7; ~ 1, we will need to make more sophisticated choices for the scales, which
we will discuss in Sec. VILCl

pr =0Q, pr=pp=Q\ 1"

2. T{ cross section

The resummed 7{ cross section obtained from RG evolution of the hard, jet, beam, and soft functions in Eq. (I53])
is given by

e e (gy’*““*” (M)”BW <M>’““‘”’” <M>2“(“H’“’
STEV T+ Q) \ s 1% 2 i

<Ly @?) [

x

%fj(a:/z) [chj (2,7 =1+y) + AW (2,7 — 1+ y)] + (g q), (188)

where W and AWqu are the fixed-order terms from jet, beam, and soft functions:

1 2 2
. x €T
szcj('z?T) = H(Q27MH) Z Jn1 |:045(MJ)7%:| 13]2 |:045(MB)727 T 2 :| Sn3 |:045(MS), T Q:| (1893.)
ni,na, lu’J HB Hs
n3:—1
ni+ne+1£414+n3+1
XD DD VATVEmVE9),
21:71 52:71
s 1-X
AWE (2,7) = = ;/;B) [0j4CF Pag(2) + 039 T Pag (2)] le (7) {m {ﬁ} ~H(-1- Q)} (189D)

where X = (1 — 2)/(x + z — zz). Note that the 7 in W (z,7) and AW/, (z,7) gets shifted by 1 —y in Eq. (I88).
H(n) is the harmonic number and 2F(a,b;c; z) is the hypergeometric function. The additional more complicated
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terms in AW/, are due to the nontrivial p, integral in Eq. ([I53) which convolves the terms in the generalized beam
function with nontrivial p? dependence with the dependence of the jet function on (q, + p1)?, with q; # 0 when
y < 1. Note that the term on the last line of Eq. (I89H) contributes below 7¥ = 1 — y when plugged into Eq. (I88)),
but that the size of the correction in this region is very small.

The second arguments of J,,, I%, and S,, in Eq. (I83a) show that the canonical scales should be chosen to minimize
the logs of the agruments, which are the fixed-order terms in the hard, jet, beam, and soft functions.

pr=Q, pr=Q\/1—14+y, pp=Q\/z(r{—1+y), ps=vzQ(1{ —1+y). (190)

Here the whole cross section is shifted to the right by an amount 1 — y due to the nonzero q; and choice of axes for
7{. Unlike 77 ’b, the jet and beam scales are separated by a factor v/z due to the different normalization of the ¢p
reference vector in the definition of 7{. For 7{, ¢§; = P while for 7} ’b, q%’b = xP. The soft scale is also rescaled by
Vx. We will discuss below a more sophisticated choice of scales than Eq. (I90) that give rise to proper behavior in
the limits 7f — 1 —y and 77 ~ 1.

3. Logarithms included in our LL, NLL, and NNLL results

It is worth briefly discussing the logarithmic accuracy of our resummed results. Although this discussion is standard
in the literature, sometimes the same notation is used for different levels of resummed precision, so it is worth being
specific about our notation. The order in a, to which the anomalous dimensions, running coupling, and fixed-order
hard, jet, beam, and soft functions are known determines the accuracy to which the logarithms of 7 in cross section
are resummed. It is most straightforward to count the number of logs thus resummed in the Laplace transform of the
cross section (equivalently we could consider the Fourier transform to position space),

e do
~ 2 —vT
= d _— 191
0(‘T7Q 7V) ‘/0 TE de dQ2 dT ( )
The fixed-order expansion of (x, Q?,v) takes the form,
5’($,Q2,V) =1+ Z—;(ClgLQ —l—CllL—l—ClQ—f—CZl(l/)) (192)

s\ 2 ~

* (E) (c2aL® + c23L% + c22L” + cor L + 0 + d2(v))
ag\3 . . , \ ) )

+ (E) (c36L® + c35L° + c34L* + ca3L® + c32L” + c31 L + a0 + d3(v)) + -+ -,

where L = logv. The largest log at each order in aj is a?L?*". Our results in Eqs. (I85) and ([I8J), once Laplace
transformed, reorganize and resum the logarithms into the form:

5(z,Q%v) = exp [ %(012132 + C1 L + Cho) (193)

(

2
+ %) (C23L? 4 C22L? + Co1 L + Cap)
g\ 3
+(32) ¢

CagL* + C33L3 + C39 L + C31 L + C30) + - - ] +d(z,Q%v),

where the largest log at each order in the exponent is ([I93) back to momentum space using

a L™t The coefficients ¢pm, Crm, and d,,(v) are func- .

. 2 . 5 2 . d Yoo d

tions of z and Q . The.functlon d(a.c,Q ,v) contains 02 :/ _V'eura,(x,Q2’V)7 (194)
terms d,,(v) and is a non-singular function of v that van- du dQ? dr 5 2mi

ishes as v — oo (7 — 0). Transforming Eqs. (I92) and

—100

where v lies to the right of all singularities of the inte-
grand in the complex plane, defines the accuracy to which
logs of 7 in the cross section and its cumulant o.(x, Q?, 7)
are resummed.
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Do) | v[as] | Blas] | {H, J, B, S}ovs] Do) | v[as] | Blas] | {H, J, B, S}ovs]
LL s 1 s 1 LL s 1 s 1
NLL | o? Qs o? 1 NLL' | o2 Qs o? Qs
NNLL| o o? al Qs NNLL'| o2 o? al o?

TABLE III: Orders of logarithmic accuracy and required order of cusp (I') and non-cusp () anomalous dimensions, beta
function 8, and fixed-order hard, jet, beam, and soft matching coefficients H,.J, B,S. The “primed” counting includes the

fixed-order coefficients to one higher order in as.

Our main results in Eqs. (ISH) and ([I88) resum singu-
lar logarithmic terms o2 In™ 7, but not the terms in the
non-singular d(x,Q2,7) (inverse transform of d). The
d(z,Q?,7) must either be calculated by comparing a full
QCD perturbation theory calculation with the resummed
result and determining the difference order by order in
as, or by determining the next-to-singular infinite tow-
ers of logarithmic terms in d(z, Q?,7) by carrying out a
factorization and resummation analysis in SCET at sub-
leading power.

Fixed-order perturbation theory sums the series in
Eq. ([92) row-by-row, order-by-order in a;. When the
logs are large this expansion is not well behaved. Re-
summed perturbation theory instead sums the exponent
in Eq. (I93) column-by-column, in a modified power ex-
pansion that counts In7 ~ 1/a, when the logs are large.
Everything in the first column of Eq. (I93) is O(1/«s)
[leading log (LL)], the second O(1) [next-to-leading-log
(NLL)], the third O(as) (NNLL), ete. in this counting.
Each order of logarithmic accuracy is achieved by cal-
culating the cusp and non-cusp anomalous dimensions,
running coupling, and fixed-order hard, jet, beam, and
soft functions to the orders given in Table [IIl Another
common counting used in the literature (eg. [14, [7d, 99])
is the primed counting which accounts for the fixed-order
matching coefficients H, J, B, S at one higher order than
in the unprimed counting. This primed counting is par-
ticularly useful when one also requires predictions for
transition regions where the size of the logarithmic and
non-logarthmic d,, (7) terms are comparable. Since in this
paper we have not considered the nonsingular terms we
adopt the unprimed counting (LL, NLL, NNLL) through-
out.

B. Comparison to NLL DIS Thrust 7¢

As discussed above in Sec. there are several ver-
sions of DIS thrust discussed in the literature. Here we
consider the version of thrust called 7¢g in ], to which
we can directly compare our results for 70, since as shown
above in Eq. ([G3)) of Sec. [IIDlthey are one and the same.
We will see that at NLL accuracy the result in ﬂﬁ] for
7 is equivalent to our result in Eq. (I85) for 7¥ for the
particular scale choices Eq. (I8T) in the SCET cross sec-
tion. The NLL resummed cross section given in ﬂﬂ] in

the MS scheme is, in our notation,

ou(r) = 9(@{2 & [fq@c, V70) (195)

q

# / 1 %Clq(Z)fq(iv/Za Q)]

() D [ e,

q

+

where
Ciq(z) =CF {2£1(1 —z)—(1+2)In(1 —=2)

+1—z—(ﬂ—2+9)5(1—z)}, (196)

3 2
Cig(2) =Tp[Pyy(2) In(1 — 2z) + 22(1 — 2)],

and complete expressions for the resummation constants
g1.2 can be found in Ref. [15]. They have fixed-order
expansions in a; = a,(Q) given by

2
gllnT:Glzg—;ln2T—G23(;—;) 7+ (197)
2
92 :—G11%1D7’+G22(%) In®r 4
27 2m

with the coefficients

G12 = —26’};\7 Gll = 3CF, G23 - 27TBOG127 (198)
4, . T 169 11
Gog = —gﬂ' CF + (? - %)OACF + EOFTL] .

Note that the cross section Eq. (93] includes only the
photon contribution for the intermediate gauge boson
mediating the scattering, so for the comparison we spe-
cialize our results to this case.

By comparing to the resummed cross section in
Eq. [I85), we find that the result of [15] given in Eq. (T35
is equivalent to the SCET photon induced cross section at
NLL order with the following fixed choices for the scales
in the evolution factors:

p=pg = pup = Q\11,

Thus the two results agree at NLL order.

HH = Qa HS = QTl . (199)



We note that in the fixed-order coefficient in Eq. (193],
the choice = @+/7 has been made in the tree level term,
but the O(as) terms have been evaluated at u = Q.
In the SCET result Eq. (ISH) (or Eq. (E7)) pieces of
the as(p) terms are evaluated at p = Q, u = Q+\/7, or
1 = Q1 according to whether they come from the hard,
beam/jet, or soft functions, while the PDF's are evaluated
at u = Q+/7. The difference between the SCET result
and Eq. ([I87) is NNLL, since the error is ~ o2 In 7 in the
fixed-order coeflicient. In our counting taking the correct
scales for as(p) is required for NLL' accuracy, since this
provides the appropriate boundary conditions for the full
NNLL result. Thus the result in Eq. (I93) with as(Q)
is at an intermediate level of accuracy between NLL and
NLL'.

Note that the SCET expression Eq. ([I83) still shows
the full dependence on the individual scales p1,B, 5,5 in-
stead of the single scale u, and the dependence on each of
these scales cancels out to the order in resummed pertur-
bation theory that we are working. The remaining scale
dependence thus provides a useful way to estimate the
theoretical uncertainty due to the truncation of higher
order terms in resummed perturbation theory.

C. Scale Profile Functions

In general there are three relevant regions with differ-
ent power counting

peak region: 11 ~2Aqep/Qr <K 1,
2AQCD/QR L7 <K 1,

T1N1.

tail region: (200)

far-tail region:

For the peak and tail regions of the distribution we have
71 < 1 and we must sum the large logarithms. In the
tail region the results in Eqs. (I87) and (I90) above are
the canonical scales for g s ,s for which the logs in the
fixed-order hard, jet, beam, and soft functions are mini-
mized. Evolution from these scales to another scale y re-
sums the logs of the ratios u/pm, 7 B,s to all orders in as.
In the peak region for small 71, the scale us ~ Q7 goes
towards the nonperturbative region. The validity of our
resummation analysis relies on there being a perturbative
expansion for the soft function anomalous dimensions at
the scale pg, T's[as(us)] and vys[as(us)]. Therefore in
the SCET approach it is mandatory that we stop the
renormalization group evolution at a scale ug ~ 1 GeV
that can still be considered perturbative. This requires
the scales to deviate from the canonical form. Finally, for
larger values of 7y the logs are no longer large, and the
nonsingular terms in the fixed-order expansion become
equally important. In this large 7 region we should turn
off the resummation, which will revert the results to a
fixed-order expansion in «s. Again this forces the scales
to deviate from the canonical ones.

To achieve these properties we use profile functions to
describe the functional dependence of the scale pg g,y on
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71. First we will consider the profile functions for the 7y b

cross sections and then for 77.

1. 1 profile functions

b . .
For the 71" cross sections, the canonical scales are

given in Eq. (I87), s ~ 71, g ~ /T1Q, pu ~ Q. The
perturbative resummation of large logs of ratios of these
scales is valid when Aqep < ps < pp, 7 < pupr, which is
the tail region. We will define boundaries , t; < 71 < to
for the region of 7 where this condition is satisfied, and
use scales that are within a factor of 2 of the canonical
ones. Beyond this region, when 71 > ¢, 71 is of O(1), and
the logs are the same order as the nonsingular terms in
the fixed-order expansion. In this region, the scales must
be taken to be of the same order, pg ~ pup g~ pg ~ @,
which turns off the resummation in Eq. (I85). Finally
for 7 < t1, the soft scale approaches Aqcp and nonper-
turbative corrections become important. In this region
we freeze the soft scale g used in the perturabtive cross
section to a value above Aqcp: ps ~ 1-2 GeV. The hard
scale is ug ~ @ and beam and jet scale are determined
by hard and soft scales as \/fmfts ~ f17,B-

Profile functions for scales that satisfy the above crite-
ria have been used for other cross sections in ﬂﬂ, 28, @]
Here, we adopt the profile functions in [28]. The hard,
beam, jet, and soft scales we use are given by

fH =, (201)

N2
wB, g (1) = [1+GB,,J9(153—71)(1—§) ] 1 fhrun (715 )

ps(i) = [1 + GSG(tB_Tl)(l—%)Q} Prun (71, 1)

where ep, ;g are parameters used to vary the jet, beam,
and soft scales to estimate theoretical uncertainty of the
perturbative predictions. t3 is the point above which all
scales are set equal, ug = up,; = s = . The common
function piyun (71, 1) is given by

fo + ati [ty TSt
() = 20T +0 hhsm s,
Hrun(T1, 4 w— CL(Tl _ t3)2/(t3 — t2) to <711 <t3,
U T1>t37
_ M, b— pty — MO(t2 +t3) 7 (202)
t1 —ty —t3 tr—t2— 13

The function piun (71, 1) quadratically approaches pg be-
low t; and p above ta, and it is linearly increasing from
t1 to ta. The continuity of pyun(71, 1) and its derivative
at t; and to determines a and b.

The default values of parameters we will use for what
we will consider the “central values” of the 7y b cross
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FIG. 4: Tla'b profile functions for the scales pm, pus,s(m1),
ps(m1) with @ = 90 GeV used in the resummed factorized
cross section Eq. (I8H). The double arrow and the colored
bands illustrate the scale variations in Eq. (204]) used to ob-
tain theoretical uncertainty estimates.

sections are:
p=a,

3 GeV
t = ég, to =04, t3=06.

To estimate theoretical uncertainty due to missing higher
order terms in fixed-order and resummed perturbation
theory, we vary the parameters p, ep y, and eg from
their default values by O(1) factors in order to vary cor-
responding scales up, pg,.g, and ug by O(1) factors, re-
spectively. We separately vary the parameters one by
one and keep the others at their default values. The to-
tal number of variations we perform around the central
values are as follows:

eB,J:eS:()u /,LOZQGGV,

(203)

) u=2%Q, eps=0, es=0 (204a)
11
2) p=Q, epy==+g.4z, es=0 (204b)
11
3) n=Q, epy=0, es=dzFz.  (204c)

Variation 1 moves all the scales in Fig. [ together up
and down by factors of 2, and corresponds to the scale
variation used to estimate the fixed order theoretical un-
certainty in perturbation theory. Variations 2 and 3 are
additional variations we are able to perform because of
having independent 7 g and pg scales in the resummed
cross section Eq. (I8H) and give an estimate of the uncer-
tainty at each order in logarithmic accuracy in resummed
perturbation theory that can not be achieved by varying
the single scale p. Variation 1 alone underestimates the
total uncertainty.

The size of the cross section at a given value of 7
may not vary monotonically with e; g, eg, and ideally we
would vary them continuously within some finite band to
find the maximum uncertainty. The four values we test
for ey p,es in Eq. (204) are a discrete approximation to
such a procedure that remains computationally tractable.
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FIG. 5: 71 profile functions for the scales pu5;, 5, 5 (1), ps(71)
with z = 0.1, y = 0.9, and @ = 90 GeV, along with the simple
canonical scales Eq. (I90). The double arrow and colored
bands illustrate the scale variations in Eq. (204).

We take the largest and smallest values of the cross sec-
tion among these points and use them to define the width
of the uncertainty band from e g or eg variation.

To make a conservative estimate of the total uncer-
tainty, we sum in quadrature the uncertainties we get
from variations 1, 2, and 3 individually. We find that
the total size of the bands provided by Eq. ([204) are rea-
sonable estimates of the theoretical uncertainty when we
compare the cross sections at different orders of logarith-
mic accuracy.

Fig. @ shows profile functions for pm, ps.s(m1), ps(m)
with @ = 90 GeV. The solid lines are the central values
of the scales with default values in Eq. (203), the double-
headed arrow implies variation 1 and the bands represent
variations 2 and 3 in Eq. (204)). The dashed and dotted
lines are the canonical scales in Eq. (I87).

2. 11 profile functions

For 71, the canonical scales in Eq. (I90) are

:uHNQv HSNQ\/E(Tl_l—i_y)v
pe~QvVa(n—1+y), pr~Qyn—1+y, (205)

=a*'2upps Com-

pared to the canonical scales for 7' in Eq. (1), there
are two differences in the canonical scales for 7. First, 7
is replaced by 7 — (1 —y) because the transverse momen-
tum of jet is nonzero, which is (1 —y)Q? at tree level and
the projection onto ¢ differs from the projection onto
jet axis by (1 —y)Q?. This requires that canonical scales
in Eq. (I87) and profile in Eq. (201) are shifted by 1 —y.
Second, the soft scale and beam scale are multiplied by
vz because of rescaling of the beam axis from zP for
7 to P for .

In this paper we consider the case v/z ~ O(1) and this
factor changes the scales by O(1), which is the size of per-
turbative uncertainties from varying p, ep, ; and eg. This

where they satisfy the relation ,uQB_’J



means that multiplying pp and pg by & in Eq. (201)
should not make a difference within the perturbative un-
certainty. So, we could use the profile in Eq. (201)) but
shifted by 1 — y. On the other hand, by modifying the
profile the canonical relations among the scales py s B,s
for 7¥ Eq. (I90) can be maintained and we can account
for the extra factors of y/z. Therefore, for these profiles
we define pg; ;5 g as

(206)

:Ug{ =M, :uCB,J,S(Tl) = ,UJB,J,S('rle -1+ y) )

A2
pa(x, 1) = [1+€J9(t3_7_1)(1_i) } 1, (2, 71, 18, 0),

A2
/LB(IaTl) = |:1+630(t3_7-1)(1_§) :| ,U,U?un(I,Th,UJ, 1)7

2
MS(:I;a Tl) = [1+659(t3_7—1) (1 - %) :|/1’1fun($7 1y Ky 1/2)
The pg,, used here depend on = and index 0,1,2 that
is different for puy, up, ps. We want pl,, (z, 7, pu,n) ~
2™ with n = 0,1/2,1 so that the canonical scaling for
wy,s.5 in Eq. (I90) is respected in the small 7 region.
In the large 7 limit, ué,,(z, 7 ,p,n) should go to p, so
that pg and pp s both go to p.

As in Eq. @02) u&,, should run linearly between t;
and to. However, the slope of ¢, in Eq. (206) should be
different for the three cases n = 0,1/2,1. Therefore, we
cannot use Eq. (202) to define ug,,, because all parame-
ters in pun are fixed by matching boundary conditions
and the slope is fixed. Instead, by replacing the quadratic
polynomial in Eq. ([202) by a cubic polynomial one can
introduce a free parameter and this parameter can be
chosen such that uS,, (z,m,u,n) ~ " u between ¢4
and to9. We define pé,,, as

a" g +a(n) T2/t T <ty

. 2a(n) 11 + b(n) ty <7 <ty
/’Lrun(x yT1 5 1, TL) =
Peubic(Z, 71, 1, 1) to <7 <t3,
I 71 > t3,
m—t3)° m—t3)°
cubic\« s = K- T 1 —d T 1
penita 71 pim) = el (2232 )=o) (252
b(n) = x"_l/zuo —a(n)ty,
c(n) = 3(p — 2" Y2 o) — a(n)(2ts + 4ty — 3ty),
d(n) = 2(p — "2 ) — 2a(n)(ts +ty — t1). (207)

Here the parameters b(n), ¢(n), d(n) are determined by
continuity of pyy, and its derivative at ¢y, t2, t3. The
slope a(n) is a free parameter which is chosen to satisfy
a(n) ~ z™u to achieve canonical scaling of jet, beam, and
soft scales:

a(n) = o P70
i3 +t2 — 11

Note that in 2 — 1 limit, Eq. 207) reduces to Eq. (202)
and profiles for 7{ in Eq. [206]) reduce to the profiles in

Eq. @) for ¢ and 7}.

(208)
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We choose the same default parameters and scale vari-
ations as for 7" in Eqs. (203) and [@04) except for ty:

ty=0.1. (209)

Because of the different definition of the profiles for 7f
this value of > must be smaller than the value for the 7' b
profiles. This occurs because p,, in Eq. 207) changes
faster than that the piy, in Eq. (202) between t5 and t3.
As can be seen from Fig. Bl the final profiles for g have
similar shapes.

Fig. Bl shows 7{ profile functions for ug, ug ;(m1),
u$S (1) defined in Eq. (200) with z = 0.1, y = 0.9, and
@ = 90 GeV. The solid lines are the central values of
the scales with default values in Eq. (209) for ¢ and in
Eq. 203) for all other parameters. The double-headed
arrow represents variation 1 and the uncertainty bands
are variations 2 and 3 in Eq. (204). The dashed, dotted,
and dotted-dashed are the canonical scales in Eq. (I90).

D. Nonperturbative Soft Function

The hemisphere soft function defined in Eq. (I34)) de-
scribes soft radiation between jets at the nonperturbative
scale Aqcp as well as at perturbative scales above Aqcep.
The results given in Egs. (I60) and (DI4) are valid in the
perturbative region. In the MS scheme the soft function
valid at both scales is given by a convolution between a
purely perturbative function SPS™'. and a nonperturba-
tive model function F :

Shoms(ko) = [ A SE (= K PR (210)

The function F(k) contains information about physics at
the nonperturbative scale and has support for £ ~ Aqcp,
falling off exponentially outside this region. Inserting
Eq. [2I0) into the factorization formula in Eq. (I40) one
obtains the convolved form for the cross section:

do doPert k
d(:) :/dk - <n _ @) Flk), (211

where doP®/dr is the cross section calculated by using
only the perturbative soft function and Qg is given by
Eq. (54). Eq. 2II)) correctly describes both the peak
region Qrm1 ~ Aqcp where the entire function F'(k) is
required, as well as the tail region Qr71 > Agcp where
only its first moment is required since we can expand in
Aqep/(QrT1).

For the peak region, various ways to parametrize mod-
els for F(k) have been proposed |76, @, [109]. We will
adopt one proposed in HE] that expands F systematically
in an infinite set of basis functions:

F(k) = % Li_o cnfn (;)1 2 ;

(212)



where in principle we can choose any complete basis of
functions f,. We adopt the same basis that has already
been used in ﬂﬂ, @], and exhibits fast convergence of the
expansion. The normalization condition [ dk F(k) = 1
gives the constraint Y, ¢? = 1. The characteristic scale
A of size O(Aqcp) is an additional parameter if the sum
is truncated at finite N, as we will do in practice.

In the tail region where Qr7m > Aqcp, Eq. 2I0) is
consistent with the power correction from an operator
product expansion (OPE),

er a,b,c er
do(r) _ doPert (1) |2 d?oP ;(7'1) (213)
d7'1 d7'1 QR dTl

x {1+O(w> +O<AéCD> +} .
QT Q3¢
To lowest order in Aqep/(Q71) this result agrees with a
simple shift 71 — 7 —2Q1 /Q r. Here the coefficient of the
power correction 20" is a nonperturbative matrix ele-
ment and it corresponds to the first moment of the non-
perturbative function [ dk k F'(k) which could in princi-

ple differ for each of 7' 2¢The first set of power correc-

tions indicated on the second line of Eq. (2I3)) comes from
perturbative corrections to the leading power correction
ﬂﬂ], and the second set involves purely nonperturbative
corrections at subleading order. In the next section we
will consider the question of universality of the Q, Q8,
QS parameters for the observables 7, ¥, 7¢.

In the peak region the parameters ¢; and A should be
determined by fitting to experimental data. Since data is
not yet available, our only purpose here will be to get an
idea of the impact of the nonperturbative shape function.
We take the simplest function F(k) with N = 0. Then,
co = 1 by normalization and A is the only parameter. To
get the right first moment, we require A = 2{);. We use
Q1 = 0.35 GeV, which is determined from measurements
of ete™ — dijets [14]. However, Q; in DIS is not nec-
essarily the same as in eTe™ collisions, and we merely
consider this to be an illustrative but reasonable value.

E. Universality Classes for (2; Parameters Defined
with Different Directions

The various versions of 1-jettiness 77’ b€ o1 the generic
version Eq. (24 depend on different choices of the axes
q; =wyny/2 and gqg = wpnp/2. In this section we will
show that the 1-jettiness power correction parameter is
universal under changes to the axes used in its defini-
tion, by exploiting properties of operators @, ﬂ] and
including hadron mass effects [69, [72).

If we use different axes for the decomposition of four-
momenta then they can all be written in a form similar
to the event shapes given in ﬂﬁ]

Zmilf(TivygB)v

%

m (214)

B 1
2Qr
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where Qr is defined in Eq. (B4)), i sums over hadrons,
and mf,ri,yf]B are defined with respect to the vector

q7,B by:

1 :
m*t =/p? +m?2, rizp—i, yJBE§1n%,
(215)

where m is the mass of the hadron whose momentum is
p*. For the 1-jettinesses 71 given in Eq. ([24) we have

f(r,y)=e Pl (216)

For each different 71, i.e. each choice of ¢ g, the defini-
tion of m* and Yy change since they are computed with
different coordinates. The Qg also depends on ¢ - ¢p, as
given in Eq. ([&4).

Following the logic in @] for massive hadrons and
@, |1_1|] for massless particles, the leading power correc-
tion in the expansion Eq. (2I3)) of distributions in event
shapes of the form Eq. [2I4) is always described by the
nonperturbative matrix element

1 e’}
2040 = / dr / dVsaf(r,YsB) (217)
0 0

X (0| Y, Vo, E50(r, Vip) Yy Yoy 0)

Here & is a “transverse velocity operator” defined as in
ﬂﬂ], but now using the axes given by ¢; and ¢p,

En(r,Yp) [X) =Y mis(r—r)6(Vsp — Vip)|X) .
ieX

(218)
It measures the total transverse mass of particles flowing
in a slice of velocity and rapidity around r and Y;pg.
Now consider making an RPI-III transformation ﬂ@] in
the matrix element in Eq. (ZI7) which takes ny — ny/¢
and ng — (np. This transformation leaves the vacuum
and the Wilson lines Y,,, and Y,,, invariant, but shifts
Er(r,Ysp) to Er(r,Ysp + ') where Y’ = In(. This is
the analog of the boost argument for back-to-back n;
and np in Ref. [70, [71]. Thus, the matrix element inside
the integral in Eq. (2I7) is independent of Y5, and we
can integrate over );p to obtain the power correction
Q?’b’c for Tla’b’c, using the f given in Eq. 2I6):

[/00 dYsp f(r,Ys8) QP (r,p) =2Q{P(r,n), (219)

— 00
where the renormalized matrix element is

Q7 (r, 1) = (01 Y1, Yo, Ex(r, 0)Y,], Yo [0) . (220)
This matrix element still depends on the choices of axes
through np y. By rescaling n; and np as in Eq. (I33)
we find it is independent of ny - ng. It still depends on
these axes through the parameter r, since the transverse
momenta p, inside r depends on the choice of these axes.

However, in the tail region the Qf?(r) always appears
inside an integral. At LL order we have the resummed



coefficient C*(k, r, 1) from [72] for any 7, and the shape
function OPE is

1 A2
P = 50 + [ drCE (k20070 + 0 (62)
0

k.S
(221)

1 A2
= a0)+ [ dr CH (b w26 p) + O(=E2).
0

where in the second line we removed the 72 superscript
on £ by using the fact that the only axis dependence oc-
curs through the parameter r which is now just a dummy
variable. It would be interesting to consider the univer-
sality beyond LL order for this Wilson coefficient.

Thus we see that at least to LL order there is
a universal power correction €4(r) for all three ver-

sions of 1-jettiness, 77 b€ Taking the tree level result
CH(k,r, u) — —6'(k) yields Eq. (2I3) and leads to the
identification

1
Qebe = / dr Qy(r). (222)
0

Eq. (221) also implies universality of the shift parameter

a,b,c,

appearing in Eq. 213) for 7

“=0b =0f. (223)

VIII. RESULTS

In this section we present our numerical results for the
three versions of DIS 1-jettiness: 7{, 77, and 7¥. We
plot the cross sections accurate for small 7 resummed
from LL to NNLL accuracy, and also the singular terms
at fixed order O(a;) (NLO) for comparison. (We esti-
mate the size of the small missing non-singular terms by
comparing to the known O(as) cross section integrated
over all 71.) We start by describing the 7{ spectrum in
detail, and then compare the features of the 70 and 7¢
cross sections relative to the results for 7{'. We choose
s = (300 GeV)? as in the H1 and ZEUS experiments.
For the PDFs, we use the MSTW2008 [110] set at NLO
and include five quark and antiquark flavors excluding
top. To be consistent with the «a, used in the NLO
PDFs we use the 2-loop beta function for running o,
and as(mz) = 0.1202.

We present results for the cumulant cross section o ()
defined in Eq. (I83) and the dimensionless distribution

do 1 do d

I mdn dn

(224)

Note that both the cumulant o.(71) and the differential
distribution dé/dr are differential in 2 and Q?. How-
ever, for notational simplicity we made their z and Q>
dependences implicit in this section.
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A. 77 cross section

In this subsection, we present results for the cumulant
cross section o.(71) and differential cross section dé/dm
for the “aligned” 1-jettiness 7 = 7{".

Fig. [6] shows the 7{ cumulant cross section, defined
by Eq. (I83), at Q@ = 80 GeV and = = 0.2. In or-
der to illustrate perturbative convergence the results re-
summed to LL, NLL, and NNLL accuracy are shown.
The bands indicate perturbative uncertainties by vary-
ing the scales pp p.js given by “profile functions” as
described in Sec. [VILC1] and there is excellent order-by-
order convergence, and beautiful precision at NNLL or-
der. The cumulant cross section increases monotonically
from the small 7{ region and begins to saturate near for
large 7{* where the integral defining this cumulant be-
comes that for the total cross section. There is a small
gap between the total cross section at O(«ay) (dashed
horizontal line) and our NNLL cumulant at large 7{, re-
flecting the small size of nonsingular terms not taken into
account in this paper. Note however that these terms are
important at the level of precision of our cumulant cross
section, and hence they will be considered in the future.

We can characterize the dé/dr{* cross section by
three distinct physical regions: the peak region (7{ ~
2Aqcp/Q), the tail region (2Aqep/Q < 7§ < 1), and
the far-tail region (7{ ~ O(1)). We will do this with
four plots. We first show the purely perturbative cross
section to study convergence and the impact of resumma-
tion compared to fixed order results. Next we show the
impact of nonperturbative effects, which in the tail re-
gion produce a simple shift in the distribution, and have
a significant impact on the shape of the spectrum in the
peak region. We also illustrate the dependence of the
cross section on z and Q% at fixed 7.

Fig. [0 shows the weighted differential cross section
mido/dr{ at Q = 80 GeV and z = 0.2. The results
are weighted by 7{ for better visibility because the dif-
ferential cross section falls very rapidly with 7{*. In the
tail region, the overlap in resummed results shows a good
perturbative convergence from NLL to NNLL. The large
deviation between NLO and NNLL shows the large effect
of resummation and the underestimated uncertainty of a
pure fixed-order result. In the peak region, NLO result
blows up as (In7y)/71, while the NLL and NNLL results
converge into a peak due to resummation of the large logs
to all orders in as. Again the uncertainty bands overlap
fairly well. In the far-tail region for larger 71, the resum-
mation effect becomes small and the size of the deviation
is reduced. Near the far-tail region (77 ~ 0.3), the NNLL
curve begins to depart from the NLL band. In this re-
gion the nonlogarithmic a? term and nonsingular terms
neglected in our NNLL result may begin to be significant.

Fig. @ shows the differential cross section do/dm at
@ = 80 GeV and z = 0.2 in the peak region at fixed
order and NNLL resummed accuracy. Note that it is not
scaled by 71 as in Fig. [@ In this plot, the NNLL result
convolved with a nonperturbative shape function (NNLL
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FIG. 6: Cumulant cross section in 71" at @ = 80 GeV and
x = 0.2. Colored bands show theoretical uncertainties around
central values (lines) to LL (dotted line, green band), NLL
(dashed line, blue band), and NNLL (solid line, red band) ac-
curacy and the horizontal dashed line is the total cross section
at fixed z, Q2.

PT + NP) is shown in comparison with purely perturba-
tive fixed-order NLO and resummed NNLL results (NLO
PT and NNLL PT). As discussed in Sec. VI Dl we use the
simplest shape function with one basis function N = 0
in Eq. (2I2)) with a reasonable choice ©; = 0.35 GeV for
the value of the first moment just to illustrate the impact
of the nonperturbative effects. For practical analysis, a
shape function with more basis functions should be used
and the parameters ¢;, A in the model function Eq. (212)
should be determined from experimental data. In the
endpoint region, there is significant change from NLO
and NNLL due to the resummation of large perturbative
logs, and there is another large change from perturbative
NNLL to the result convolved with the shape function
due to nonperturbative effects. As we move into the tail
region, the size of nonperturbative correction reduces to
O(Aqcep/m1Q) and the correction simplifies to the power
correction in Eq. (2I3).

Fig. [ shows the weighted differential cross section
xdo/(dz dQ? dry) as a function of z at Q = 80 GeV and
7 = 0.1. Note that the lower bound = > Q?/s is set by
the relation rys = Q? in Eq. [@) and the constraint y < 1.
The = dependence comes from the quark and anti-quark
beam functions and the decreasing curves with increas-
ing = are characteristic patterns of PDFs contained in
the beam function. With decreasing x, NLO and NNLL
curves rise faster than NLL curve because they contain
the gluon PDF, which rises faster than the quark PDF,
and whereas the NLL result only contains the tree-level
beam function which is just the quark PDF.

Fig. shows the @ dependence of the differential
cross section at = 0.2 and 7{ = 0.1. Overall, @) de-
pendence is mild. In the naive parton model the cross
section is insensitive to ) because of the approximate
scaling law in the Bjorken limit where @,s — oo with
x fixed. This scaling is broken by logarithms of ) in
QCD. It is also broken by the Z boson mass with the
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FIG. 7: Weighted differential cross section in 7{ at Q =
80 GeV and x = 0.2. Colored bands show theoretical uncer-
tainties around central values (lines) at fixed order a; (dot-
ted line, gray band) and resummed to NLL (dashed line, blue
band) and NNLL (solid line, red band) accuracy.
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FIG. 8: Differential cross section in 7{' at @ = 80 GeV and
x = 0.2 in the peak region, NNLL with nonperturbative shape
function taken into account (NNLL PT+NP, dashed, orange),
and without NP shape function at fixed-order as (NLO PT,
dotted, gray) and resummed (NNLL PT, solid, red).

factors 1/(1 +m%/Q?) in Eq. (I53). As shown in the
plot, well below mz = 91.2 GeV the curves vary gently
in @ and near and above myz they increase due to the
factor Q*/(Q* +m3).

B. 7} cross section

The 7¥ cumulant cross section is different from 7{ by a
single term at NLO in Eq. (I85). The term contains In z
where z is integrated over from x to 1, and so the term
becomes larger for smaller z. Fig. [[Il shows their per-
cent difference at NLL and NNLL for two sets of (Q, x):
(80,0.2) and (40,0.02). The difference at NLL is zero
because at LO fixed order 7{ and 7¥ cross section are
identical and the NLL logs are the same. At NNLL for
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FIG. 9: z dependence of 7{ differential cross section at
Q = 80 GeV and 7 = 0.1. Colored bands show theoreti-
cal uncertainties around central values at fixed-order a; (dot-
ted, gray) and resummed to NLL (dashed, blue) and NNLL
accuracy (solid, red).

x = 0.2 the size of difference is small, a few percent. The
difference at the value x = 0.02 is larger than that for
z = 0.2, becoming now a 10-15% effect. This difference
is roughly constant in () because of the mild @ depen-
dence in Fig.

C. 77 cross section

The 1-jettiness 71 is designed to measure a jet close to
the z axis (incoming electron direction), and the factor-
ization theorem for 7{ in Eq. (I53) is valid for a jet with
small transverse momentum ¢3 = (1 —y)Q?. So, the pa-
rameters () and x should be chosen such that 1 —y < 1
in other words, Q?/(zs) ~ 1. The parameters in Fig.
cannot be used because y ~ 0.36 for Q = 80 GeV and
x = 0.2. For 7{ in Figs.[[2land [[3 we choose @ = 90 GeV
and z = 0.1 for which ¥y = 0.9. Note that the profile
functions for 7§ given in Eq. (206]) are also different from

those for 71"

Fig.[I2shows the cumulant 7{ cross section resummed
to LL, NLL, and NNLL accuracy. The most notable fea-
ture in the 7{ spectrum is the threshold 6(7f — 1 +y) in-
dicated by an arrow in the plot. The threshold is exactly
respected in LL and NLL results and is effectively true at
NNLL because, although Eq. (I89h) contains terms vio-
lating this threshold at O(as), their size is numerically
small (~ 0.1%). In the region near this threshold nonper-
turbative corrections are quite important, and the purely
perturbative cross section actually has a small negative
dip (almost invisible in the plot).

Fig. I3 shows 7{ in comparison with the 7{ cumulant
cross section at NNLL. In addition to the threshold dis-
cussed in Fig.[[2] the 7{ curve increases more slowly than
the 7 curve does. This is because the normalization of
the 77 axes in Eq. [@2)) are different from those for 7.
The beam axis qp for 7{ is larger than for 7{* by a factor
of 1/x while the jet axis ¢ is approximately the same in
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FIG. 10: @ dependence of 71 differential cross section at x =
0.2 and 7{ = 0.1, with theoretical uncertainties at fixed-order
as (dotted, gray) and resummed to NLL (dashed, blue) and
NNLL accuracy (solid, red)
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FIG. 11: Difference between 7{ and 7{ cumulant cross sec-
tions at Q = 80 GeV and z = 0.2 and at Q = 40 GeV and
x = 0.02. The difference at NLL is zero for both parameter
sets.

the limit y — 1. This increases the projection of the par-
ticle momentum ¢p - p; by the factor of 1/x in 1-jettiness
Eq. 4), but 7{ is not increased by quite the same factor
because fewer particles are grouped into the Hp region
due to the minimum in Eq. (24). Still, in Fig. I3l for the
same value of the cross section the departure of 7{ from
its threshold is larger than that of 7{" due to this factor.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

We have predicted 1-jettiness (71) cross sections in DIS
to NNLL accuracy in resummed perturbation theory, ac-
curate for small 7 where hadrons in the final state are
collimated into two jets, including one from ISR. We used
three different versions of 1-jettiness, 77’ b€ which group
final-state hadrons into “beam” and “jet” regions dif-
ferently and have different sensitivity to the transverse
momentum of ISR relative to the proton direction.
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FIG. 12: 7{ cumulant cross section at Q = 90 GeV and

z = 0.1, giving y = 0.9. Colored bands show theoretical
uncertainties around central values for resummed results to
LL (dotted, green), NLL (dashed, blue), and NNLL (solid,
red) accuracy. The horizontal line is the total cross section.
The arrow at 1 — y indicates the threshold in 7{ spectrum.

Each 7 is similar to thrust, measuring how closely
final-state hadrons are collimated along “beam” and
“jet” reference axes, but with important variations. 7{
measures the small light-cone momentum along two axes
aligned with the proton direction and the actual jet di-
rection, and averages over the transverse momentum of
ISR in the calculation of the cross section. 7{ projects
onto fixed axes such that the beam and jet regions are
back-to-back hemispheres in the Breit frame. The fixed
jet axis is not quite equal to the physical jet axis in the
final state, causing 7¥ to be sensitive to the transverse
momentum p; of ISR and requiring a convolution over
p. in the jet and beam functions in the 70 factoriza-
tion theorem. Finally 7{ groups final-state hadrons into
back-to-back hemispheres in the CM frame, projecting
momenta onto the initial proton and electron directions,
and also requires a convolution over the transverse mo-
menta of the ISR and final-state jets. Furthermore, the
case of small 7{ also requires the DIS variable y to be
near 1.

We proved factorization theorems for all three versions
of 7 using the tools of SCET, carefully accounting for
the differing dependences on the transverse momentum
of ISR. These differences lead to the appearance of the
ordinary beam function in the 7{ factorization theorem
and the generalized k) -dependent beam function in the
72 and 7{ factorization theorems. We were able to re-
late the soft function appearing in any of these factor-
ization theorems in any reference frame to the ordinary
DIS hemisphere soft function by suitable rescaling of the
arguments, using boost invariance.

The relevant hard, jet, beam, and soft functions and
their anomalous dimensions are known to sufficiently
high order that we could immediately achieve NNLL re-
summed accuracy in our predictions for the 7" cross
sections (using the factorization theorems we derived).
We gave predictions for the differential and cumulant 7
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FIG. 13: 71 cumulant cross section in comparison to 71 re-
sult at @ = 90 GeV and x = 0.1 which gives y = 0.9. The
horizontal dashed line is the total cross section at this z, Q2.

. . . . b,
cross sections, illustrating the differences among 7"

due to the different dependences on the transverse mo-
mentum of ISR. We presented numerical predictions at
x and Q2 values explored at the HERA collider, but our
analytical predictions can easily be applied to a much
wider range of kinematics relevant at other experiments,

such as at JLab [77] and the future EIC [78] and LHeC

The resummed predictions we presented are accurate
for small values of 74 where final-state hadrons are well
collimated into two jets. For large 71 our predictions
have to be matched onto fixed-order predictions of non-
singular terms in 7 from full QCD. We leave the perfor-
mance of this matching at O(a;) and beyond to future
work. However, we compared our cumulant 7 cross sec-
tions for large 7 to the known total cross section at fixed
z and Q?, and found that the cumulative effect of these
corrections on the whole cross section is roughly at the
several percent level for the kinematics we considered.

To achieve higher perturbative accuracy in the over-
all 71 distributions we require both singular and the
above-mentioned non-singular corrections to higher or-
der. Here we achieved NNLL resummed accuracy, but
without non-singular matching corrections needed to
achieve NNLL+NLO accuracy. To go to NNLL'+NNLO
accuracy, we need the fixed-order hard, jet, beam, and
soft functions in SCET and non-singular terms in full
QCD to O(a?). These are already known for the hard
and jet functions. The soft function (known for ete™ to
O(a?) but not yet for DIS) and beam function (including
both t and p, dependence for Tf "“) are not yet known.
Once they are, we could actually achieve N3LL accuracy
immediately since the necessary anomalous dimensions
are all known to sufficiently high order. In extractions
of o from eTe™ event shapes, it was found that adding
another order of accuracy in the fixed-order SCET and
full QCD calculations (i.e. adding a ’) reduces theoreti-
cal uncertainty in the final value for as by about a factor



of 2.5 at a time, with a precision of order 1-2% possible
using N3LL or N3LL/ results [14]. We may anticipate
similar future precision in extracting as from DIS event
shapes.

We showed how to incorporate nonperturbative
hadronization corrections into our predictions by inclu-
sion of a shape function that is convolved together with
the perturbative soft function. The first moment of the
shape function gives the parameter 2; which describes
the shift to the distribution in the tail region. We demon-
strated that this parameter is universal for our three
event shapes 77" b¢ and for any values of z,Q?, and so
it can be extracted from one set of data to predict oth-
ers. We also made a simple illustration of the effects of
a shape function numerically on the cross section. We
leave a more extensive study of nonperturbative effects
and extractions of the model parameters from data to fu-
ture work. We note that extraction of a, from DIS data
(along the lines of [14] for eTe™) using the above rigor-
ous factorization theorem based treatment of the power
correction 2; has yet to be performed.

The extension of our results to N-jettiness 7 in DIS
with N > 1 is straightforward, at least if we define 7
similarly to the 1-jettiness 7{ that we defined in Eq. [29)).
That is,

X‘/' = QQ Zmln{qB puql pza"'7qN pz}a (225)
ieX

where ¢ = P and ¢ is the jet axis of the ¢th non-ISR
jet in the final state as given by a jet algorithm or by
minimization of the sum Eq. ([225]) over the directions of
q{,-...q%. Aslong as these jet reference axes are aligned
with the physical jet axes, the transverse momentum k&
of ISR will not affect the value of 7, at leading order in A.
The factorization theorem will then look like Eq. (I48]),
with suitable generalizations of the hard and soft func-
tions and additional jet functions (cf. [27]):

do dog
dth - dty dtp dk 226
dzdQ?drs,  dzdQ? / g dtp ks (226)
o tptth+-+t) ks
oy - O] ks

x ZthB,x,u)Jm (tho ) Ty (8], 1)

X tr Hl_m({qm} L M)Sl_”g(kSW {QWL}u /1‘) )

where H;_,,.({qm}, L, ;1) contains the underlying hard in-
teraction i(gg)e(k) — e(k)k1(q1) - - - kn(gn), where i, k;
denote parton types, L denotes the dependence on the
leptonic states e(k), e(k’) and the exchanged virtual bo-
son, and the sum over ¢, is over all relevant partonic
channels. The hard and soft functions H S are matrices
in color space, and the trace is over these colors. B; is
the ordinary beam function for the initial-state parton
of flavor i. Since Eq. [225) uses reference axes ¢f that

are aligned with the physical jet axes, the arguments ¢/,
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of the jet functions are the invariant masses of the jets
and are not shifted by any transverse momentum &k, of
ISR. Thus only the ordinary beam function B; appears
in Eq. (226)), k£, having been averaged over. We leave
the explicit evaluation of Eq. (220]) for N-jettiness cross
sections in DIS with N > 1 to future work.

Our results bring to the arena of DIS the power of
SCET that has already vastly improved the precision of
theoretical predictions of event shapes in e*e™ collisions
and pp collisions. The factorization theorems derived
here point the way to methods to improve the precision
of parton distributions, hadron structure, and the strong
coupling as that we can extract from existing and future
experiments. With further advances in our calculations
to greater perturbative accuracy and improved modeling
of the nonperturbative effects, the frontiers of the study
of the strong interaction using jets in DIS can be pushed
to higher precision.

Note Added: While this paper was being finalized,
Ref. ﬂmﬂ appeared which also considers the event shape
we call 7{ at NNLL order. A complete derivation of the
factorization theorem was not presented there, where the
focus is instead the use of 1-jettiness to probe nuclear
PDFs and power corrections from dynamical effects in
the nuclear medium.
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Appendix A: Generalized Rapidity Gap AY

The 1-jettiness 71 in Eq. [@8)]) is just one possible com-
bination of jet and beam momenta that we can choose
to measure in DIS. It is quite straightforward to keep
ny-ps,np-pp as independent observables in the factor-
ization theorem Eq. (I33]), and then to form other observ-
ables by taking different combinations of ny-ps,np-pp.
In this Appendix we consider one of these possibilities—
the generalized rapidity gap AY between the beam jet
and the other final-state jet.

The rapidity of a particle with momentum p with re-
spect to the z-axis is given by

Tz p
Ynzﬁz(p)7§l np

(A1)
If p is m,-collinear, the rapidity Y, . is large and pos-
itive, while it is large and negative if p is n,-collinear.
Two jets produced in DIS are not, in general, back-to



back, and the reference vectors that measure jets are not
always aligned along one (z) axis, as Fig. [ illustrates.
The rapidity in Eq. (AT)) can be generalized by replacing
n. z with np and n; as follows:

1. npop
YanB(p):_ln z

5in 2L (42)

where Y, ,p,, is large and positive for the n s-collinear jet
and is large and negative for the np-collinear jet. The
generalized rapidity difference between two jets of mo-
menta p; and pp is given by

B 1. np-prnsps
AY = YanB(pJ) - YanB (pB) = Elnmm

A3)

The np, s in Eq. (A3) can be replaced by ¢p.; because the
energy factors wy p/2 in the numerator and denominator
cancel. By using Eq. 1) ¢p,s-pp,s can be expressed in
terms of 75, 5. So, Eq. (A3]) can be rewritten as

AY = Ly 49PBaB P

QY (A1)

where the products 2¢;-pp and 2 gg-p; are O(Q?) and

AY is O [In(1/\/7s75)] ~ O [In(1/A%)]. Eq. (&4) can

be specified for DIS by using ¢;-pp ~ ¢;-(P + q) and

qB-PJj = gp-q where we use momentum conservation

P+ q = pp + ps and suppress p% and p%. As we have

three versions of 7y, there are three versions of AY":
1 1—a 1 1—a

AY*t = 21 AY® = -1 .
2 n xTTR 2 " 22T7TR

(A5)

Appendix B: Tensors and contractions

The symmetric and asymmetric tensors transverse to
both np and n; are defined by

Ho v VoM
nynp +nyng

B = ghv — Bla
9 =g o (Bla)
_ guu _ n?ﬁ; + n;ﬁ§ — guV _ Bﬁ% + n%ﬁ%

2 2 ’
1
etu = nyng EuuaﬁngnBB ) (Blb)
1 _ 1 _
= 5%%&”3"5 = §€uva6n%”g )

where np and n; are conjugate to np and n; as defined

in Eq. (51 .
In order to calculate the contraction of the lepton ten-
. . II’ .
sor LM with the hard function H,;,, as in Eq. (I30),

we must compute two tensor contractions: g;{l,gﬁ” and
er,€1”, where g”', €” are defined in Eq. [85) and gy, e,
in Eq. (BI). These contractions are given by

y kK, + kK 5
gfyg‘j_ = (QW - 2%) (g'u -
4

=———(n;-kng-k ‘k'np-k). B2
nymp qp Rk k) (52)

Mo v VoM
anB—i-anJ)
njy-np
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and
T pv 2 ,uukak/ﬁ )
€€l = nyngQ? Capuvtys nynp s
4
:m(ﬂj'kl’fLB'k—nJ'knB'k/). (B3)

The ratio Eq. ([B2) over Eq. (B3) is the coefficient
r(qs,qp) defined in Eq. (I39).

Appendix C: Plus distribution

The standard plus distribution for some function ¢(z)
is given by

[q(x)} L= lim di [9(96 —€) Q(x)} ,

e—0 dx

= lim [0(z — €) q(2) +3(z — ) Q)] , (C1)

where
Q) = [ d'afa). (©2)
Integrating against a test function f(x), we have
[ awto) gl 1),
= [ o) (@) - 10+ 70) Qamne) . (3

for xmax > 0.
For the special cases ¢(z) = 1/2'7% with a > —1 and
q(z) = In" /2 with integer n > 0, we define:

“ 0(x
cw= 59 (1)
x
+
Lo(z) = {M} ., n>0.  (C5)
x
Jr
For convenience we also define
L_1(x) =d(x) (C6)
The plus function £,, obeys the rescaling relation,
A In" A
n - \ n— ’
AL, (Az) kz:% (k) N Lop(@) + S 8(2), (CT)

where A\ > 0.

Appendix D: Renormalization Group Evolution

In this appendix we collect results relevant for resum-
mation of the DIS 1-jettiness cross section Eq. (I40) and

its special cases Eqs. (A7), ([Z2), and [{53) for r>°.



The RGE and anomalous dimension for the hard Wil-
son coeﬁiment C in Eq. (I34) for the two-quark operator

are 30, 01

d
d—C(qz, 1) =4 1) C(dP, ),
m
2
—q
Fcusp(o‘S) In 7 + ’Yg‘ (QS) .

I

4¢P 1) = (D1)

The anomalous dimension for the hard function H in
Eq. (I55) is given by

H(Q* ),

2
2 +7H(a5)7

—H(Q* p) = vu(Q% 1)

YH (Q ) - 2Fcusp(as) In (D2)

where vy = 27¢. The expansions in a, of T'¢,. (c) and

vé&(evs) are given below in Eqgs. (D28) and (D29).
The solution of the RGE in Eq. (DJ]) yields for the RG

evolved hard function:

( 7:“) H(Q2 :U’O) UH (Q y o, ) )
o12) Q \ n# (o)
UH(Q y o, ) (k. (/140) )
(/1407 ) _4KFQ (MOa ) + KVH (/1‘07 /J') )
(/1407 ) - 477I‘q (MOa /'L) ) (D?))

where the functions Kra(po, ), nre(po, ) and K, are
given below in Eqgs. (D24) and (D24]).
The quark beam function RGE is given by

udqu(t,%u) = /dt’ Vgt —t' 1) By(t',z, 1), (D4)
n

t
= 2lyle) 250 (3) + 7 @) 50),

and its solution is @, @, m, m]

v (t, )

Bq(t,x,,u) = /dt/ Bq(t - t/a z, ,U'O) UBq (t/a Ho, :U‘) )

el Bq—VENB, [773 t ]
Ug, (t, oy 1) = ——— |22 L7150 (— ) +5(2) ] ,
Bq( Ho IUJ) F(1+an) /140 (M%) ()

Kp,(po, 1) = 4Kra(pto, 1) + Koa (po, 1)
B, (1o, 1) = —21ra (po, 1) -

(D5)

The solution of the RGE for B, given by Eq. (D)) can
be derived from the form of the solution Eq. (D3]) for
the hard function by first Laplace transforming the beam
function:

Eq(u,x,u) = / dte "' By(t,z, u), (D6)
0
which obeys the RGE
M@Eq(yawaﬂ) :ﬁBq(Vaﬂ)Eq(VVT’u)’ (D7)
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with the Laplace transformed anomalous dimension,

ﬁ/% (V7 M) 21—‘gusp(a8) IH(M2V€’YE) + ’Y% (Oés) : (DS)
The evolution of B, in Eq. (D7) is multiplicative, of the
same form as the hard function RGE Eq. (D2), and there-
fore its solution is just like the hard function Eq. (D3),
given by

Bq(V,ZE,‘U,) :Bq(Vafaﬂo)ﬁBq(Va,UOa.U)v (Dg)

where

ﬁBq (v, o, p) = eBBaltoot) (2,78 =184 (Hoo) —(D10)

with Kp_ ,np, given by the same expressions as in
Eq. (DA). The inverse Laplace transform of the solu-
tion Eq. (DJ) gives the momentum space solution for
By (t,z, p) in Eq. (DI).

The jet function obeys the same RGE as the beam
function. They are defined by matrix elements of the
same operator. The solution for the Laplace transformed
jet function J, (v, ) is given by the same form, Eqgs. ([D9))
and (DI0) with B — J, and for the momentum-space jet
function J, (¢, 1) by the same form Eq. (D3)), with B — J.

The hemisphere soft function in Eq. ([I60) obeys the
RGE

d
N@Shcmi(k(]; ka /L) = /dkf]dk/B
N)Shemi(klju k/B7 M) )

where the dependence of the anomalous dimension on the
two variables separates

vs(ks, kg, 1) = vs(ks, 0)o(kp) +vs(kp, n)o(ky) ,
(D12)
with each piece of the anomalous dimension taking the
form

WS(ka ,U,) -

(D11)

xvs(ky — k'), kg —

2tp(00)7, o) +7s(0)d) . (DI3)

where v = —y& — ~v%. The solution to the soft RGE

Eq. (DIJ) is given by
Shoms (s iz ) = [ ARk S (K. K, )

x Ug(ky — kY, po, 1)Us(kp — kg, p1o, 11)

(D14)

where
elKs—vEns ng k
Us(k =— | =L — ok
S( alu‘Ovlu) F(l"‘l_ns) |:MO (/140) + ( ):| )
KS(MOaM) = _2KFQ (/1'07”) + KVS (/1‘07 /J') )

ns(pos i) = 2nra(pio, 1) - (D15)

This solution can be derived as for the beam and jet
functions above by first taking the Laplace transform:

§hemi(VJ7 vp, N)

= / dkj / dkB e_VJkJ_VBkB Shemi(kJu kBa M) )
0 0
(D16)



which obeys the RGE

d ~

d ShCmI(VJ7VB)/’L) = (D17)

M= S’Jhcmi(VJ; VB?/‘L)

x s (v, 1) +3s(ve, p)]

where each part of the anomalous dimension takes the
form

s (v, p) = =208 o, In(pre™) + ys(as) - (D18)
Solving the soft RGE Eq. (DI1), we obtain
Shemi(V, VB, 1) = §himi(VJ7 VB, Noj (D19)
x Us(v.s, o, 1)Us (v, pio; 1) ,
where each soft evolution factor takes the form
Us (v, o, p) = €500 (pgpere ) =ns o) - (D20)

where Kg,ngs are given by Eq. (DIH). Taking the in-
verse Laplace transform of Eq. (DI9) gives the solution
to the RGE for the soft function in momentum space
Shemi(k., kg, ) given in Eqs. (D14) and (DL5).

In the 1-jettiness cross sections in this paper, we always
encounter the soft function Eq. (DI4) projected onto a
function of a single variable k, according to Eq. (I34). It
obeys the RGE

d
St ) = [ A’ 21500k = 1) Sl I, 1)
(D21)
where vs(k, ) is given by Eq. (DI3). In Laplace space,

d ~ ~ ~
u@Shemi(w 1) = 295 (v, 1t) Shemi (v, 1) - (D22)

Kr(po, p) =
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The solutions to these RGEs are given by

Shemi(k, 1t) :/dk/Shcmi(k/,Mo)Ug(k—k/,uo,H) (D23a)

§hemi(V7 M) = §hemi(V7 MO)ﬁS(Vu 1o, /1*)2 ) (D23b)
where UZ(k, po, 1) is given by Eq. (DIF) with Kg,ns —
2Kg,2ns, and Ug (v, po, 1) is given by Eq. (D20).

The functions Kra (o, p), nra(po, ), Ky (po, i) in the
above RGE solutions are defined as

as(k) do s do’
KP (NOaM) :/ . I‘gus (Oés)/ > ’
' as(uo) Blas) P as (o) B(O)
O‘S(P‘) da
Uiy (/1'07 M) = / - Pqus (Oés) ’
’ as(po) ﬂ(as> e

Qs (P‘) dO[S

K’v(ﬂovﬂ)—/( )B(as)v(as)-

(D24)

Expanding the beta function and anomalous dimen-
sions in powers of ag,

(D25)

i a n+1
s) — -2 s n(_s) 5
(as) = —2a ;ﬂ =
q _ o q %)nJrl _ e (%)nJrl
1—‘cusp(O‘S) HZ_OFn(Zhr 77(045) nzzo/yn A7 ’

their explicit expressions to NNLL accuracy are (sup-
pressing the superscript ¢ on I'?),

Lo f dAm 1 L RNC RV B2
4ﬁ3{as(uo)(1 . 1nr)+<ro BO)(I T+lnr)+2601nr

as(po) [T Ba\/1—12 Gl B3 Ty By (1—r)?
* [<_2__)( +lm)+<ﬁofo_ﬁ_g)(l_T+TlnT)_<F_o_ﬁ0F0> 2 ”’

47 2

By Bo

Ty {
) =—— |Inr
nr(to, 1) 5%

N s (p1o) <E . &) (r=1)+ ozlfé;tg) (% -

gl B3 ﬁg) r? — 1}

+
47 Ty  Bo Bolo B2 Do 2
o s (o) (71 ﬁ1> }

K ) = Inr+ ———=— ) (r=1)]. D26
(b0, ) = = [t 2500) (2 By (D26)

Here, r = as(p)/as(10) and the running coupling is given to three-loop order by the expression

1 X ﬂl g ( ) /82 ﬂl 1DX 1

= In X 1-— — -1 D27
o~ e T T X+ e 5 )+ﬁ0( +x 1)) (b27)

where X = 14 a(po)Bo In(pe/110)/(27). In our numerical analysis we use the full NNLL expressions for Kt -, nr in
Eq. (D26), but to be consistent with the value of a(u) used in the NLO PDFs we only use the two-loop truncation
of Eq. (DZD), dropping the B2 and 3% terms, to obtain numerical values for a,(u). (The numerical difference between
using the two-loop and three-loop «; is numerically very small and well within our theory uncertainties.) Up to three
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loops, the coefficients of the beta function m, m] and cusp anomalous dimension m, m] in MS are

11
BO:_CA_gTana
B1 = _CA_ (—CA —|—4CF) Trnyg,
2857 , 205 1415
fo= S G+ (CF—ECFOA OA)2Tan+( Cp + — OA)4Tan,
I = 4Ck,
67 w2 20
q _ _
I _4CF[(9 3)CA 9 F"f]’
245 13472 117t 22y 418 4072 56(s
=4 2 - T
CF[(G 27 5 T 3)CA ( o7 T 7 T 3)OA Fny
55 16
+(—?+16§3)Oprnf 27T}27n?]. (D28)

The MS non-cusp anomalous dimension vz = 2v¢, for the hard function H can be obtained [38, ] from the IR
divergences of the on-shell massless quark form factor C'(¢?, 1) which are known to three loops

)

Vo =—6CF,
s ——Q{Q§—5KQCA+@ Mr+%@K&+(? +72) 6]
(ST U2 )
Bt By (s
2 4
R RE ) o

As shown in M], the anomalous dimension for the beam function equals that of the jet function, v% = ~%, so the
non-cusp three-loop anomalous dimension for the jet and beam functions are both given by ﬂ@],

Vbo =770 ="6Cr,

146 121 272
Y51 =751 =CF [(7 - 804‘3)0,4 + (3 — 472 + 48¢3)Cr + (T + —)ﬁo}
52019 84172 827 2056¢;  8872(y
q _ i _ 2
Y52 =72 =2Cr K 162 81 27 g tT79 ° 23245) Ca
151 20572 2477t 844¢; 872G
00 . 120 )C c
( 4 9 135 T3 g T1206)Calr

29 8t 1672 7730 325 , 6l7at 1276
+ (5 + 37+ -+ 638G - 7;43 2 m_ 12766

B 2
5 5 240C5)CF+( 54 81 270 9

+( 3457 5 16C3)50 (@ 82 41xt 52C3)51} (D30)

324 9 7 9 135

)Cao

The anomalous dimension for the soft function is ob- result would also require the two-loop fixed-order correc-
tained from vg = —7% — 7%. At NNLL, we only need tions, which are known for the hard function, but not yet
the one- and two-loop coefficients of vx, 5, 7,5. The three- for the beam and soft functions.

loop coefficients are given for completeness. They would

be required at N?LL, along with the four-loop beta func-

tion and cusp anomalous dimension, the latter of which

has not yet been calculated. In addition, the full N3LL



Appendix E: Coefficients in Momentum-Space
Resummed Cross Section

The resummed cross sections for 7" in Sec. [VTI are
obtained by plugging the solutions to the RG equations
for the hard function and for the momentum-space jet,
beam, and soft functions given in App.[Dlinto the factor-
ization theorems derived in Sec. Performing the con-
volutions in these factorization theorems of the jet, beam,
and soft evolution kernels given in App. and fixed-
order functions requires computing the convolutions of
plus functions with each other. The results of these con-
volutions produce the expressions given in Egs. (I83]) and
([I8Y), given in terms of coefficients J,, I,, S, of the logs
in the fixed-order jet, beam, and soft functions and coef-
ficients V""" and V;"*(a) that are the result of the convo-
lutions of plus functions. In this Appendix we tabulate
these coeflicients. For more details see Refs. ﬂﬂ, @]

1. Jet, Beam, and Soft Coefficients J,, 1999, S,

The fixed-order results at O(a;) of soft, jet, and beam
functions can be written as sum of plus distributions as

(E1)

G(t,p) = u% 1 Grlas(w)] Ln (ﬂ%) :

n=-—1

where G(t, 1) represents the single-variable soft function
S(t, p) in Eq. 2I0), jet function J(¢, x) in Eq. (IG3), or
the coefficient 7% (t, z, i) inside the beam function in
Eq. (). The index nyp = 1 for the soft function and
np = 2 for the jet and beam function. In the case of the
beam function, the z dependence in F(¢, ) is implicit.
The coefficients F,, in Eq. (EIl) for the three functions
are Sy, Jp, and 19999 The soft coefficients at order o
are given by

2
Si(ag) =1+ 22T
Qs
So(as) =0, Si(as) = = (~16),
the jet coefficients by
2
Jor(og) =14 29F G - %) |
C Tir’) c (E3)
Qg Qg
Jo(as) = — wFZ’ Ji(as) = WF ;

and the beam function coefficients by

I (as,z) = L_1(1 —2) + 1%

{El(l —2)(1+ 2%

w2 1+2
_gﬁ_l(l—z)—i-H(l—z)(l—z— 1 lnz)} ,

—Z

1§00, = 252200:) (Ple) - 5241 -2))
IM(as, 2) = asCr 2L_1(1—2z), (E4)
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and

1% (0, 2) = 25 0(2)[ Py (2) In 224261 2)2(1- )]
i z

1§9(00,2) = 25 0(2) Py 2), (E5)
Vs

where the splitting functions Py q4(2) are given in
Eq. (I67).

The argument of the plus distributions £,, in Eq. (EI)
can rescaled by using the identity Eq. (C1). Eq. (EI) can
be rewritten in terms of the rescaled distribution as

S Gufon (i) N £ (22). o

n=-—1

G(t, /J') =

ApnG

where the coefficents G, (as, A) in Eq. (EG]) are expressed
in terms of the coefficients in Eq. (EI]) by using the rescal-

ing identity in Eq. (C7)) as

Gor(anX) = Goalan) + Y Gulan) 22

—1(Qs, = G n\Os) ———

1 1 2 ——
Gn(as,)\)—kzzo - Gnarlas) A, (BT)

where G,, = {S,, J, [19%99}. Explicit expressions for

Sn(as, A), Jn(as, A), and 3999 (as, \) are obtained by
inserting Eqs. (E2), (E3), (E4), and (E3) into Eq. (ED).

2. Results of convolving plus functions

Convolutions of plus distributions in the jet, beam,
and soft evolution kernels and the fixed-order functions
produce the functions V;*(£2) and the coefficients V" in
the resummed cross sections Eqs. (I83]) and (I88]). There
are three types of convolutions of plus distribtions £,, and
L%, and we write them in useful form as

m—+n—+1

[avtnte—ea) = > vimLda),

(=—1

(E8)

/ dy [aL(z — y) + 8(x — )] [PL2 W) + 5(y)]

_ Tl E0) () (204 () + 6(a)]

IF'l+a+b)
n+1
/ dylale(z —y) + 6z — )] Laly) = S V() L3(a).
k=-1

The coefficients V;*(a) and V"™ are related to the Taylor
series expansion of V(a,b) around ¢ = 0 and a = b = 0,
where V(a,b) is defined by



which satisfies V(0,0) = 0. The V;*(a) for n > 0 are

d™ V(a,b)

k=-1
“dr ato :
k) dbn—Fk ’ b—0 ’ - =
L, k=n+1.
n+1
(E10)

The V"™ are symmetric in m and n, and for m,n > 0
they are

dm d" V(a,b)
da™ db™ a + b a=b=0

p=0¢=0
Vkmn: qm-—p dnq

“dam—r dpna

9 k:_la

V(a,b)

1 1

mAl il

k=m-+n-+1.
m+1

(E11)
Using Eq. (CG)) we can extend these definitions to include
the cases n = —1 or m = —1. The relevant coefficients
are

vV~ 1((1) =

1, Vo ta)=a
V_Zl(a) =0,

E12
Vk—l,n _ an,—l _ 6nk ) ( )

x>

Appendix F: Resummed cross section from Laplace
transforms

An alternative way @, ] to express the resummed
cross sections in Sec. [VIIl is to utilize the Laplace-
transformed jet, beam, and soft functions given in App.
and their RGE solutions. The method avoids taking ex-
plicit convolutions of plus functions in the evolution fac-
tors and in the fixed-order jet, beam, and soft functions.

Each of the RGE solutions for the jet, beam, and soft
functions is given by a function of the form

(N;(% ) = (N;(% pio)e e o) [0 (ye )1 /ia]—iana (k)
(F1)
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For the jet and beam functions, je = 2, while for the soft
function jg = 1. The fixed-order expansion of G(v, p19) =

é(Lg, o) can be considered to be a function of the log
Lg = InQg/po, where Qg = (ve¥®)~1/ic . To O(a?),

G(Laypo) = 1+ LT )( TOLE — 8L+ k) (F2)

+(2ely Jrtr 18 (28 + 30) 22

1
+ (5(78:)2 +7&B0 — T — CIGFOG)L%

(v + %+ 265B0) L + ] |

Each power of Lg can be generated by taking derivatives
with respect to ¢ in Eq. ([):

v, ) = eX0W0m G, o) [po (vere)1/3e] Iome o)

(F3)
where §(0y, f10) is the operator constructed by replacing
each L¢ in Eq. (E2) with 9, /jq:

(HO) (_ 0 9,

~ )
G(Dys10) =1+ = Tg— —ve— + cé) (F4)
]G Ja

1 o3
5 FO 2 77 + FO (’YG + 50) ;7
Ja

1 o7
(5 24980 —T& — cgle: )j—;
G
1 1.0 1 877 2
- (¢ +eere+ QCcﬂo)j—G teg| -

Now it is easy to take the inverse Laplace transform of

Eq. (ET),

c+ioo dl/

vt~
o 57 ¢ G(v, ) (F5)
e (1] e

I'(na) t ’

= Ko l)5(0,,., o)

where ng = na(po, ). The derivatives with respect to
ng automatically generate the results of taking convolu-
tions of the logs inside G(t, o) with the evolution kernel
Ug(t, 1o, 1) in RGE solutions like Eqgs. (DA]) and (D14]).
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a,b .
1. 77 cross sections

Using the above formalism, we obtain for the Laplace transforms of the 77’ b differential cross sections (1/09)do /dr) b

in Egs. (IZ2)) and (I47),

6(:67Q27Va)b) :H(Q27NH)3(877J7NJ)[ (LL' Q )bab( mes L, IU'B)+L (LL' Q ) ( e L IU‘B)]~(82USMU‘S)

w Bu(prm)+ Ky (prp)+Kp(pp,pn)+2Ks (ns 1)
(F6)

" (Q)UH(#H#)( Q? )77.7(#‘],#)( Q? )ﬁB(#By#)( Q )2775(#57#) '

WH lu%e'YE pasb IUJ2Be’YE pa.b ,UJSS’YE pasb

Taking the inverse Laplace transform with respect to v’ and taking the cumulant in Eq. (I72), we easily obtain in
momentum space,

Q )nH(tuu) (QQTf’b)nJ(u.nu) (QQT{I’b)nB(#Ba#) (Qrf’b)%s(usyu)fﬂ

2 _ab 2
o qu y T :HQ s HH (
el 1) =H Wi 13 ey s

2 2

a a,b KB a 2\7.a,b KB
[L (z, Q? )b ( Q—an—uSJCaMB)‘f'Lq(%Q )bg (aﬂ—an—usagﬁaﬂBﬂ (F7)

2 QTa,b Q H(Ta,b)
9o — 1 , ) da. ( 1 ) 1 K(pw pa pms,ms,m) ,
><J( Q nQM 12 ( Q us) LigeT® F(1+Q)e
with a sum over quark and antiquark flavors ¢, g, and where the sums of evolution kernels I, {2 are given by

IC(MH7MJ7MBaMSuM) = KH(/J'Huu) + KJ(MJa/'L) + KB(N‘BuN‘) + 2KS(N‘S?M) (F8a')
Q= Qug, 1B, psy ) =151, 1) + 05 (s, 1) + 20s (s, 1) (F8b)

where the individual evolution kernels Ky, 5 5,s,17 8,5 are defined in App.

The fixed-order operators j, by q, 5 in Eq. (ET) each take the form Eq. (F4), which in this paper we will truncate to
O(as), working to NNLL accuracy. In Eq. (E4), I'%, v}, B8, are the coefficients in the fixed-order expansions Eq. (D25])
of the anomalous dimensions and beta function, and where jg = 2 for the jet function and ji = 1 for the soft function,
and the constants ¢}, are given by

1'\0 2 2
@:(7-#)@-%2 cgz%c r3 (F9)

Note that the cusp parts of the hard, jet/beam, and soft anomalous dimensions are related to the cusp anomalous
dimension in Eq. (D23]) by

Ty =209, Dyp=-2I%,, Dg=2I7%_. (F10)

. . 7 . b . .
Meanwhile the beam function operators b in the 7° cross sections are given b
p q 1 y

Ta ( ) m? Y w? ’70
b2 (D, x, nB) = fq(xaﬂB){ P F? - 4J (5521 + F) + 7]39
v ; [ (Z.2) Fyle) + Tty (Lo ) o) (F11)
os(pB) x a
e w2 fa (S8 ) + TrPag(2) o (S m) | [0+ 867(2)]
where Bg’b differ only in the last term,
6b%(z) =0, ob°(z)=Inz, (F12)
and the functions Fy , are given by
- (1 —2)In(1 — 2) 1+ 22
Fy2)=(1+=2 ){ — ++9(1 z)(l e lnz) (F13a)
1—
Fy(2) = Pyy(2) (m —* 1) FO(1—2), (F13b)
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and Pyq,qq are given by Eq. (IG7). The additional term 6b°(z) = In z that appears in the final integrand in Eq. (F1I)
for b° is due to the nontrivial k? dependent terms in Eq. ([66) for the generalized beam function, which generate
the db°(z) = In z term upon integration over the transverse momentum in Eq. ([42)). Thus the difference the 7{* and

7P cross sections will become more pronounced at smaller z, when the §b°(z) = Inz term inside the integrand of

Eq. (F10) can grow larger.

To evaluate the action of the fixed-order operators given by Eqs. (F4) and (FTI)) in the resummed cross section
Eq. ([7D), it is useful to tabulate the following relations:

o) = (20)" !

evE 1+9Q)’
90G(Q) = [— In & - H(Q)} G(Q), (F14)
956(0) = [(n g+ (@) O+ )6,

where H is the harmonic number function, H(Q) = vg + ¢ (1 + Q) and ¥ (z) = (d"/dz")[I"(2)/T(2)] is the
polygamma function. The result of taking these derivatives in the expression Eq. (E7) is equivalent to the results of
convolving logs in the fixed-order jet, beam, and soft functions with the momentum-space evolution kernels in deriving
the expression Eq. (I8H). The two formalisms yield equivalent expressions for the resummed cross section.

2. 71 cross section

The resummed 71 cross section obtained from RG evolution of the hard, jet, beam, and soft functions in Eq. (I53)
is given by

2

ooz, Q% 7%) = H(Q2,/LH)(2)WH(HH7M) (Q_2)77J(HJxH) (LQ2)7IB(MB7H) (@)%s(us,u)—ﬂj (39 I @,,&J)

[ 1% I 115 Qus
247 1 2\7 13
X |:Lq(Q )bq(aﬂ_ln ﬁQuSaIavala,uB) +Lq(Q )b(j(aQ_ln \/EQMS,I,y7T17/LB):|
) VZQ |t — 1+ QK st i phs 1)
19, F15
X s( Q,HS) < LseTE T(1+Q) ) ( )

where the operator Bg is given by

z

- ~ o) Ldz x T
bg(Oa,z,y, 11, up) = 0(77 — 1+ y)bg(Oa, z, up) + ) / [CFqu(Z)fq(;,uB) + TFqu(Z)fg(;,uB)]

o
x {9@0 —1+4y) [m(l - Zﬁ) ~H(-Q) - é] (1 —y— Tlc)sinﬁwQ
+ é (%)Q oF) (—Q, —0,1- O _ﬁ) }9(75 ~(l-y)(1-X)), (F16)

and similarly for l;g Here X = z(1 — 2)/(x + z — xz). The additional more complicated terms in Bg are due to the
nontrivial p, integral in Eq. (I53) which convolves the terms in the generalized beam function with nontrivial p?
dependence with the dependence of the jet function on (q, + p.)?, with q; # 0 when y < 1. Note that the apparent
singularities as @ — 0 (the fixed-order limit) cancel in the sum of all terms. The result Eq. (EI5) is equivalent to the
expression Eq. ([I88) derived from RG evolution directly in momentum space.
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3. Generic 71 cross section

In similar fashion we can form the resummed 71 cross section for an arbitrary definition Eq. ([24) of the 1-jettiness.
Using the generic factorization theorem Eq. (I40)

e (1) £ 57\ NI (1) 7 55\ 1B (1B, 2ns (s> 1) =2
Uc(xa Q277-1) = H(Q2”UJH)(Q) (_;) (_f) (%)

1zs M KB Hs
X |:LQ(QJ7 4B, Q2)bq (aﬂ —In ‘L;BQR »47,4B>T1, MB) + Llj(QJ7 qB, QQ)bq(aQ —In IL‘:EQ: 147,485 715 MB):| (F17)

BHS
Q eK:(:U'HnUva#B-,#S#L)

2 -
. PIQR . Qrln — 74|
1 +

X ](80 n S s ,[LJ)S(&Q;,US)< LgeE 1+ ’

where the operator l;q is given by

- - < Ld
bg(90,q7. 48,71, p1B) = 0(T1 — 74)bg (O, T, up) + M/ 72 {CFqu(Z)fq(ga,UB) + TFqu(Z)fg(gvﬂB)]

2m
1—-X,m1 — 71 1 s
O — ) |In( =290 7T\ _g—)— = | —6(r, —
o =) (S5 ) e - | - - (F15)
Q
L[ 7aXq T1 — Tq
— (T2 ) (-0 —01-0— 9( —r(1-X )
+Q(|71_Tq|) ’ 1( T4 Xq m Tl J
and similarly for l;g In Egs. (E17) and (E18), 7, and X, are given by
2 2
—ar-a(l —
SR R v A A £ (€ k) (F19)

Qingq sy zq — (1 —2)qs] - ¢~

Appendix G: O(as) fixed-order cross sections

1. 7 cross section

The fixed-order 71 cross section at O(c) is easily obtained from Eq. (F13) by taking the limit pg, 75,5 = p, which
turns off all the resummation. We plug the O(a;) hard function Eq. (I53]), the O(as) jet and soft operators given
by Eq. (E4), and the O(as) beam function operator Eq. (ELI6) into the expression Eq. (E15). We use Eq. (E14) to
evaluate the action of these operators in Eq. (E15)), and finally take the K, Q,ng, 75,5 — 0 limit. The result is:

1
i, @) = 000 = 1+0) [ CILL@ a2 + L5(Q) a2 )]
X {5(1 —2) {1 - %(9 + ? +3Infz(rf — 14+ y)?| +4lnfz(rf — 1+ )] In(rf — 1+ y))]

g xQ? T —
+ % [qu(z) In w + Fq(z)} }

2Q*(1f — 14 y)

L CsUT ey Loy (@26 — 14 y) / 1 L 1o (Zon) [Pug()n e +Fy(2)]

2w
1
n o (pe) / %{CFqu(Z) [L;(Qz)fq(x/z, ) + L%(Q2)fé($/zv M)] + TFqu(Z)(Lq + Lé)(Q2)fg(x/Z= N)}

2m
z(1-y) )1n (1-yX
r4z—xz)  1-—y—71f]

z

x [H(Tf—l—i—y)ln +0(1—y—)6(ri -

rT+z—x2
In the last line we used that in the Q — 0 limit, the hypergeometric function in Eq. (EIG) behaves like [120, 121]:
oF 1 (=, -1 — Qs —T) =1+ Q?Lig(-T) +---, (G2)

In the © — 0 limit in Eq. (E16), only the first term in this expansion survives.
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2. Generic 7, cross section

The fixed-order O(ay) cross section is similarly obtained from Eq. (E1Z) by taking the limit of equal scales py =
wE = g = pp = ps, and thus K, Q,ng 7 p.s — 0. For the cumulant to O(ay), we obtain:

Lz

UC($7Q277—1) = 6‘(7-1 _Tq)/ 7[LQ(qJ7QB7Q2)fq(‘T/27M)+Lé(qJ7QB7Q2)fé(‘T/27M)]

x

—Tq)

X{5(1_2)[1_M(g+¥+3m%(2}2 5 s
B J

47

Qg (M)CF

+ 2

L osTr (Lq + Lq) (97,98, Q%)0(1 — Tq)/

27 "

2

[qu(z) In %Q_Tq) + Fq(z)] }

(50 [Pt

§ + 41n Q%%(Tl — Tq) In Q%(Tl — Tq)):|

(G3)
sp(T1 — 7q)

112 + Fg(z)}

L s / L P [Lafa(om) + Laa(50)] + ToPoy(@) Lo + L)1y (50) )

X [9(7’1 — 1) In(1 — Xy) +0(1y — 7'1)9(7'1 —1(1 — Xq)) In

TqXq ]

Tq —T1

where we have used the relation in Eq. ((9), s;sp/Q% = Q2 to leading order in A, to simplify the arguments of the

logs on the second line.
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