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We present results for the 7 and 7, 1-Jettiness global event shape distributions,
for Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS), at the N3LL + O(a?) level of accuracy. These
event-shape distributions quantify and characterize the pattern of final state radia-
tion in electron-nucleus collisions. They can be used as a probe of nuclear structure
functions, nuclear medium effects in jet production, and for a precision extraction
of the QCD strong coupling. The results presented here, along with the correspond-
ing numerical codes, can be used for analyses with HERA data, in EIC simulation
studies, and for eventual comparison with real EIC data.



I. INTRODUCTION

The Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) [1IH3], to be built at the site of the Brookhaven National
Laboratory, will conduct detailed studies of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) and the
structure and dynamics of nucleons and nuclei. Some of the major goals of the EIC will be to
study the origin of the nucleon mass and spin, different types of nucleon structure functions,
the nuclear modification of the nucleon structure functions, the emergent properties of high
density gluons at low Bjorken-z, and cold nuclear medium effects on the propagation color
charges and jet production. To facilitate these studies, the EIC design requirements include

2571, a 47 hermetic detector,

electron-nucleon collisions at high luminosity £ ~ 1033734 cm™
polarized electron and nucleus beams, collisions with a wide variety of nuclei, variable center
of mass energy /s ~ 20 — 140 GeV, and correspondingly wide kinematic coverage in x and
Q?, where Q? is the square of the electron momentum transfer to the nucleus. A wide range
of electron-nucleus scattering observables will be studied in order to unravel these questions.

One class of observables that will be studied at the EIC are Deep Inelastic Scattering
(DIS) global event shapes which characterize the pattern of final state radiation in electron-
nucleus collisions. DIS event shapes were first studied [4-7] more than two decades ago. The
Thrust [4] and Broadening [6] event shapes were studied at the next-to-leading-log (NLL)
level of accuracy and matched at O(as) to fixed order results. A numerical comparison
was also done [8, 9] against O(a?) results. Thrust distributions have also been measured
at HERA by the H1[I0HI2] and ZEUS[I3HI5] collaborations. Recently-proposed energy
correlators [16H25] further aggrandize the physics content of the global event shapes at the
EIC.

As a generalization of the thrust observable, new event shapes were introduced and
studied using the framework of 1-Jettiness [26, 27]. For DIS, a dimension one 1-jettiness
event shape variable 7; was introduced in Ref. [28] and resummation results were presented at
the next-to-leading-logarithm (NLL) level of accuracy. These results have been extended to
the NNLL [29] [30] level of accuracy, including for electron collisions with heavier nuclei [29].
These results were further improved numerically to the NNLL+O(«;) [31] level of accuracy.
O(ay) analytic results were presented in Ref. [32] for 71, in the Breit frame and differential in
z and Q?. In Refs. [30, 32] a dimensionless 1-jettiness (71,) event shape was used which is a
variant of the 71 definition. In Ref. [30], two other 1-jettiness event shapes were introduced
and denoted as 7y, and 7. and their corresponding factorization formulae and numerical
results at NNLL were presented. Analytic O(a) results for 7, were presented in Ref. [33].
The 71, event shape is equivalent to the DIS thrust event shape introduced in Ref. [4].
Numerical results for 7y, have been presented [34] at the N3LL level of accuracy and it
was recently measured using HERA data [35] and compared to O(a?) predictions from the
program NNLOJET [36H39]. Most recently in Ref. [40], the 7y, groomed and ungroomed
event shape distribution was studied and compared to HERA data at the NLL'+O(a)



level of accuracy and normalized to the total O(a?) cross section. Here, NLL/ refers to
using O(a;) matrix elements, one order higher than needed for NLL resummation. Efforts
toward higher logarithmic precision are under investigation recently [41H46] and the power
corrections to the class of the jettiness observables have also been studied in [47-50].

In this work, for the first time, we present numerical results for the 7 and 7, event
shape distributions at the N*LL+O(a?) level of accuracy. The O(a?) fixed order calculation,
which includes up to three final state colored partons, can be implemented numerically using
programs such as NLOJET++ [51] where the O(as) di-jet production in DIS is calculated,
as well as the DISTRESS [52] and NNLOJET [36-39] codes where the O(a?) DIS single
jet production is available. In this work, we make use of the NLOJET++ program to
numerically implement the O(ay) and O(a?) fixed order contributions. The resummation
of large Sudakov logarithms that arise in the limit of small 7, or 7y,, acting effectively as a
veto on additional jets beyond the leading jet, is done through a factorization theorem [28-
30] derived using the Soft-Collinear Effective Theory (SCET) [53-58]. The factorization
formula involves a convolution product of hard, jet, soft, and beam functions that describe
the physics of the hard scattering, jet production, ambient soft radiation, and initial state
radiation collinear to the beam. The beam functions are further matched onto the parton
distribution functions (PDFs), factoring out the dynamics of the perturbative initial state
radiation from the physics of nucleon structure. The necessary ingredients needed to carry
out the Sudakov resummation at the N3LL level of accuracy are now available. This includes
the fixed order O(ay) [59] and O(a?) [60, [61] hard function, the O(a,) [62] and O(a?) [63)64]
jet function, the O(ay) [26] 65HET] and O(a?) [68, 69] beam functions and the O(«) [70] and
O(a?) [71] soft function. Finally, the analytic expression for the four loop cusp anomalous
dimension, needed to solve the renormalization group evolution equations at N3LL, was
obtained recently [72, [73].

II. KINEMATICS AND 1-JETTINESS EVENT SHAPE OBSERVABLES

We consider the electron-proton DIS process!:
e (k) +pP)—=e (K)+J+ X, (1)

where k*, k'*, and P* denote the four-momenta of the initial electron, the final electron, and
the initial proton, respectively, and J denotes the leading jet. We work in the center of the
mass frame. Correspondingly, definitions of 7, and 7y, given below are also in the center of

mass frame. For the center of mass energy /s, the initial electron and proton momenta are

1 'We use slightly different notation compared to our earlier works in Refs. [28, 29, [31] and introduce it here

in a self-contained manner.



given by
pro= ?M, n = (1,0,0,1),
k= ?ﬁ“, At = (1,0,0, 1), 2)

where we have ignored the electron and proton masses. The relevant and standard DIS
kinematic variables are defined as:

s = (k+P),
q = k_kla
Q= —-¢
2

T = @ ,

2P -q

P-q
y:—P-k’ (3)

where (Q? = zys, when we ignore the proton mass. The dimension one DIS global event
shape, 71, is defined as

. [29B - Dk 24 - Pk
T = Zk:mm{ 0 Q) }, (4)
where the sum is over all final state particles, except the final electron. Here ¢f; and ¢/; denote
the beam and jet reference vectors, respectively. The Qg and (); are constants associated
with the beam and jet sectors. The choice of these quantities is part of the definition of 7.
Thus, each final state particle with momentum py is grouped either with the beam or jet
sector according to the minimization condition in Eq. , and contributes accordingly to 7.
Note that the largest contributions to 7, come from final state particles with large energies
and large angles relative to both the beam and jet reference vectors. The contribution of soft
particles or energetic particles closely aligned with the beam or jet axes is suppressed. In this
manner, the 7; event shape quantifies the pattern of final state radiation in electron-nucleus
collisions.

For the beam sector, we work with the canonical choice

g = xP, Qp = 1‘\/5 (5)

The jet reference vector ¢/ is determined by employing a standard jet algorithm [74] such
as the anti-kp, kr, or Cambridge-Aachen (C/A). The jet algorithm is used to determine the
leading jet and its momentum K'/. The transverse momentum K, = K J| and rapidity
yx of the leading jet is used to construct the null jet reference vector ¢/;. Accordingly, for

the jet sector, we work with the canonical choice

QJ = 2KJT COShyK, qj = (KJT COShyK, I?JT, KJT SinhyK). (6)



We also give results for a related event shape 71, [30], corresponding to a different choice
for the @) and @); constants in Eq. . It is dimensionless and defined as

. [(2qB - pr 295 - Px
Tia = me{ R 5 } (7)
d T Q

In this work, we make predictions for two types of observables. The first type of observ-
able, studied in Refs. [28] 29] 31] is differential in (7, Py, ys)

do(e”+p— J+ X) (8)
ddePJT d7'1 ’

do 11, Py, y;] =

where Py, = P | and y; denote the transverse momentum and rapidity, respectively of the
jet J and they are defined through a 1-jettiness-based algorithm. Procedurally, after using a
standard jet algorithm to determine the jet reference vector ¢y, as in Eq. @, the 1-jettiness

jet momentum is defined as 2

_ 205 Pk 24 - Pi
- e, o

corresponding to the sum of the momenta of all final state particles grouped with the jet
sector according to the minimization condition in Eq. . The jet transverse momentum
P;,. and rapidity y; are constructed from this 1-jettiness jet momentum P/, defined in the
center of mass frame.

The second type of observable requires reconstruction of the DIS variables (Q? z) or
(Q?,y). Two examples of such an observable that we will work within this paper are given
below

3 — —
da[ﬁa,QQ,x} _ d’oc(e”+p—e +J+X)7

dx dQ? dr,
Bole”+p—e +J+X)
d 0y Q2 = 10
o [7—1 7@ 7y} dy dQ2 dTla ) ( )
where the two are related by a simple Jacobian
2 2
do [Tlaa Q%y} = QT do |:T1a,Q2,I' = Q_] )
yss ys
2 2
do [Tlaanax} = QTdo- |:Tlll7Q27y: Q_:| (11>
x?s xs

where we made use of the kinematic relation Q? = zys.

2 In practice, one could directly use the leading jet momentum K ; as the 1-jettiness momentum P; = K ;.
In the resummation region where 7y is small, the difference in the definitions is power suppressed. In this
work, we stick to Eq. @)



In order to establish notation and convention, we give the explicit expression for the tree-
level cross section with single boson (v*/Z*) exchange in the parton model. The relevant
electromagnetic and neutral weak currents for the electron and quarks are

JE, = QY T, = (ot + agpy s )0y, (12)

where Qf, vy, ar denote the electric charge, neutral weak vector charge, and neutral weak
axial-vector charge, respectively, of the fermion f in units of the proton charge e. At the
tree level, ignoring hadronization effects, the final state is just a single quark or anti-quark
recoiling against the final state electron. In this case, the 1-jettiness event shape vanishes so
that the resulting 1-jettiness distribution will be proportional to §(71) or §(7,). Of course,
these distributions will be smeared once hadronization and non-perturbative soft radiation
effects are included. Ignoring final state non-perturbative effects, the resulting tree level
cross section for the observable differential in (714, Q?, z) is

doo[T1e, Q% 2] = 0(T14) O [Z Lyfo(x, 1) + Z L;fq(z, u)} : (13)

where f, and f; denote the quark and anti-quark PDFs, respectively, and o{) is given by
b 2ra?

2\ 2
oy = ol 1—1—(1—%) ], (14)

and following the notation of Ref. [30], L, and L; are each respectively given by

L.— 0l 2Qvve (V3 +a?) (v +a?)

I s A A (RN AT O

29(2 —y) aqa.[Q,(1+ my/Q%) — 20,0
(I-y2+1 (1+m3/Q?)? 7

where m 4 denotes the Z-boson mass. The tree level cross section for the observable differen-

tial in (714, @%,y) can be obtained from Eq. as dog[T14, @, y] = Q*/(y?s)dog[T1a, Q% x =
Q?/(ys)]. We also give the tree level cross section for the observable differential in

(15)

(11, Py, ys), where now Py, and y; become the transverse momentum and rapidity, re-

spectively, of the final quark or anti-quark. The result is given by

doo[m1, Py, ys] = 6(11) 09 [Z Lofo(we, ) + Y Lafa(x., M)]> (16)
q q
where we have defined oy and z, as
Py,
eyJ PJ _ 2 Tz eyJ
o1 :47r04§m— 1+ (1——Te yJ) , Ty = ———. 17
" \/EPJZT Vs 1— P% ey’ a7)

We note some complementary differences between the two types of 1-jettiness observables
defined in Eq. and Eq. . The observable in Eq. is differential in terms of the



(Py,,y) variables that are typically used in the study of jets. The observables in Eq.
are differential in terms of the variables (Q?, z) or (Q?,y) that are typically used in the study
of inclusive DIS.

The hard scale for the DIS scattering process is set by pg ~ P, and pg ~ \/@ for the
observables defined in Eqgs. and , respectively. In fixed order perturbation theory
in ag, applicable in the region 7 ~ Pj. or 1, S 1, there can be qualitatively different
kinematic configurations that contribute to the two types of observables. For example, the
observables in Eq. , where the hard scale is set by ugy ~ \/@, require the scattered
electron to emerge from the primary scattering vertex with a large Q2. On the other hand,
since puy ~ Py, for the observable in Eq. , it can receive contributions from the Q? — 0
region at O(a?) and corresponds to the leading jet recoiling against hard initial state QCD
radiation.

Since the observable in Eq. does not require the measurement of (Q?, z,y), it does
not require a reconstruction of the momentum of the electron emerging from the primary
scattering vertex. In particular, the variables (71, Py, ys) are determined by the momenta
of all the final state particles, except the final electron, that hit the detector. Thus, unlike
the observables in Eq. , the observable in Eq. is not affected by the uncertainties
associated with reconstructing the true (Q? z,y) values which can differ from the corre-
sponding measured values due to QED radiation emitted by the electron in initial and final
states [7T5HT7E].

Thus, the two types of 1-jettiness observables in Eqs. and are complementary to
each other and we provide results for both.

III. 1-JETTINESS SPECTRUM

The 1-jettiness spectrum is characterized by two distinct regions as shown in Fig. (1l The
region corresponding to 73 < Pj,. or 13, < 1 corresponds to the left panel of Fig. [1| where
the event is characterized by energetic radiation (E ~ Pj. or E ~ \/@) only along the
beam or jet directions and only soft radiation (E ~ 71 or E ~ Tla\/@) at wide angles
from the beam or jet directions. This can be understood from the definitions of 71 and 7,
in Eqgs. and , respectively, where it is seen that the largest contributions come from
energetic final state particles at wide angles from both the beam and jet directions. On
the other hand, the final state particles with momenta closely aligned with the beam or jet
reference vectors ¢ or ¢, respectively, give small contributions.

The region of 7 < Py, or 7, < 1 is referred to as the resummation region due to
the presence of large Sudakov logarithms of the form a? In*™(7,/Py,.) or o In*" (), for
m < n, that arise from the small 1-jettiness restriction on final state radiation and require
resummation for making accurate predictions. The small 1-jettiness restriction effectively
acts as a veto on additional energetic jets at wide angles from the beam or jet references
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FIG. 1: Schematic figure of the process e™ +p — e~ +J + X in the limit 7y < Pj,.. The restriction
71 < Py, (left panel) allows only soft radiation between the beam and jet directions. In the region
of large 1-jettiness 71 ~ Py, (right panel), additional hard radiation is allowed at wide angles from
the leading jet and beam directions.

vectors, ¢ly or ¢, respectively.
< 1 corresponds to the

~Y

On the other hand, the region corresponding to 71 ~ P, or 7y,
right panel of Fig. [I, where the event is characterized by additional energetic radiation at
wide angles from both the beam or leading jet directions. This corresponds to a looser
veto on additional jets. In this region, the fixed order region, there are no large Sudakov
logarithms so that resummation is not required and accurate predictions can be made using
fixed order perturbative QCD calculations.

The resummation region, 7 < P;, or 7, < 1, can be further classified into two sub-
regions. The region Agep < 11 < Py, or Agep/ \/@ < T4 < 1 corresponds to the
resummation region with perturbative soft radiation. The other region, 7 ~ Agcp or
Tia ~ Agep /\/@ , corresponds to the resummation region with non-perturbative soft ra-
diation. In terms of the factorization theorem, the two regions correspondingly refer to a
soft function that is either perturbatively calculable or is a non-perturbative function that
is typically modeled for the purposes of generating numerical results. A constraint on the
non-perturbative soft function model is that it smoothly reduces to the perturbative soft
function as 7, or 71, is increased.

The three regions of the 1-jettiness spectrum discussed above are summarized in Table[]
The complete 1-jettiness spectrum with a matching of the resummation and fixed order

regions is given by the standard schematic formula

resum

do = [d0esum — A0 paon] + do™©, (18)

FO

where doyesum denotes the resummed cross section in the region 7 < Py, or 7, < 1, dojoqm

denotes this resummed cross section expanded to fixed order in perturbation theory, and

do"O denotes the full cross section at the same fixed order in perturbation theory. The



’ Regions ‘ T1 ‘ Tla ‘
Resummation Region 71 ~ Aqcp Tia ~ Agep/ \/@
(nonperturbative soft radiation)
Resummation Region Agep < 11 < Py, | Agep / \/@ LK1

(perturbative soft radiation)

Fixed Order Region 71 ~ Py, T S 1

TABLE I: The three distinct regions in the 71 and 71, 1-jettiness spectra.

FO
resum

by terms that are non-singular in the 74 — 0 or 7, — 0 limit. The formula in Eq.

expanded resummed cross section do differs from the full fixed order cross section do™©
has the required properties for generating a smooth and continuous spectrum across the
resummation and fixed order regions. In particular, we see that in the singular limit 7 — 0
or 11, — 0, the cross section is dominated by the resummed cross section doesum due to a
cancellation between dof0 —and do¥© up to suppressed non-singular terms. On the other

hand, in the fixed order region 7, ~ Pj,. or 71, < 1, the cross section is dominated by the

full fixed order cross section do™™® due to a cancellation between do,esum and dofQ

up to
terms suppressed in perturbation theory.
In the rest of the section, we discuss the features of the resummation and fixed order

regions in more detail before providing numerical results.

A. Resummation Region

The resummation region, characterized by the conditions
T1<<PJT, or T1a<<1, (19)

allows for writing down a factorization formula that is systematically improvable, facilitates
the resummation of large Sudakov logarithms, and is independent of the external jet algo-
rithm used to determine the jet reference vector ¢’; in Eq. @ For the purposes of discussing
and demonstrating the jet algorithm independence, it is more convenient and natural to work
with the observable do |11, Py,.,ys], since it is differential in the P;. and y; variables that
are directly related to the properties of the leading jet.

We can understand the external jet algorithm independence in the resummation region,
71 < Pj,., by noting that in this region the typical event configurations look like the left panel
of Fig. [} These events are characterized by a single hard jet that is well separated from the
beam region with only soft radiation between the beam and jet directions. For such events,
the resulting difference between different jet algorithms just corresponds to the amount of
soft radiation clustered with the jet. Only the jet mass is sensitive to the amount of soft
radiation. In particular, its transverse momentum K ;. and rapidity yx are not affected
by the soft radiation, up to power corrections in 7y /Pj,.. Thus, in the resummation region
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71 < Pj,., the reference vector ¢ in Eq. @ is independent of the external jet algorithm
used to find the leading jet. Correspondingly, the resulting values of the 1-jettiness event
shape 7, and the 1-jettiness jet momentum P, according to Egs. and @D, respectively,
are also independent of the external jet algorithm. Furthermore, we have P;, = K. and
YJ = Yk, up to power corrections in 7y /Pjy,.. Thus, in the resummation region, Eq. @ can

be written as

q7 npy, ~ (Pj,.coshyy, ﬁJT, P;_sinhy,), Q. ~ 2Py, coshy;. (20)
Thus, for a priori specified values of P;. and y;, we can unambiguously compute
d0resum [T1, Py, ys] using Eq. in Eq. , without any reference to an external jet algo-
rithm.

Furthermore, in this resummation region where the final jet is initiated by the quark or
anti-quark emerging from the hard scattering followed by a parton shower, one can asso-
ciate the leading jet momentum as P; = ¢ + x P, up to power corrections from ambient soft
radiation clustered with the jet. In general, there will be some uncertainty in applying this
relationship arising from QED photon emissions by the initial and final electron that affects
the reconstruction [75H78] of ¢*, and correspondingly the (Q?, z) values at the primary elec-
tron scattering vertex. The identification P; = ¢+ x P implies a simple relationship between
A0 resum [T15 Prys Y] and doresum [T1a, @, Y] OF dOresum [T1a, @2, 2] to all orders in perturbative
QCD. This relationship, as derived in appendix [A] is given by

daresum [Tlm Q27 Z/] =
Vi=y

2y

1 2(1 -
dUresum =V Q2 Tlay PJT = Q2(1 - y)ny = 5111% . (21)

The factorization formula for doresum [Tia, @% 2] is then simply obtained from
A0 esum [T1a, @2, y] using the general relation in Eq. . One can easily check these re-
lations for the tree level cross sections given in Egs. and .

Thus, in the rest of this section, when discussing the resummation region, we will
primarily focus on doesum [T1, Py, ys] with the understanding that doyesum [Tia, @%,y] and
A0 esum [T1a, @, 7] can then be easily obtained from the relationships in Egs. and the
second line in Eq. , respectively.

In Refs. [28, 29], it was shown the factorization formula for doyesum [171, Pry, ys] has the

schematic form
daresum [lepJTayJ] ~ H®B®J®87 (22)

where H is the hard function describing the physics of the hard scattering, B is the beam
function [26] describing the physics of the perturbative collinear initial state radiation along
the beam direction and the initial state PDF, J is the quark jet function describing the
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physics of the collinear radiation along the jet direction, and S is the soft function describing
the physics of the soft radiation throughout the event. The beam function can be further
factored into a perturbatively calculable coefficient and initial state PDF's

B~I®f, (23)

where Z describes the perturbative initial state collinear radiation along the beam direction.
Each of these functions in the factorization formula is sensitive to physics associated with a
single energy scale so that one can minimize large logarithms by choosing the corresponding
renormalization scales to have the scaling

,UHNPJTv Hyg ~ B~ T1PJT, Hs ~ T1. (24)

Correspondingly, for the 7y, observable, the renormalization scales chosen to minimize large

logarithms have the scaling

HE ~ \/ QZ, Ky ~ U~ 7’1an> Hs ~ TiaV/ Qz- (25)

Using the renormalization group equations in SCET, the hard, beam, jet, and soft functions
are evolved to the common scale p at which the cross section is evaluated. In the process,
large logarithms of 71/P;, or 7y, are resummed in the corresponding resummation region

7 K Pj, or 1y, < 1, respectively.

B. Momentum Space Resummation Factorization Formula

The detailed form of the factorization formula [28] 29] in the resummation region, 7 <

Pj,., is given by

t S
d0vesum [T1, Py ys] = 0o H(f2aU5ﬂH)/d3J/dtB J(s7, 05 p15)S <T -2 L N;Ms)

Qe Q
X [Z Lq Bq<tB> Ty 4 ,UB) + Z Llf Blj<tBﬂ Ly s MB)] ’ (26)
q q
where 0( and x, are given in Eq. and we have defined
P2
& =a./sPpe = —3"0 (27)
1—- % e Y/

and field theoretic definitions of the hard (H), jet (J), beam (B,;), and soft (S) functions
can be found in Appendix A in Ref. [29]. The quark or anti-quark beam functions (B, ;)
are matched [26] onto the PDFs as

Lz T
Byq(tp, v, p; pp) = Z/ ~ L (tB,;,u;uB> firp(2, 1B), (28)
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where the Z,; or Zz are perturbatively calculable matching coefficients and the index i
runs over the possible initial parton species in the proton, including the quarks, the anti-
quarks, and the gluon. The factorization formula presented in Refs. [28, 29], explicitly
included only the case of single photon exchange in the hard scattering. The result in
Eq. is extended to also include the contribution from single Z-boson exchange in the
hard scattering through the L, ; coefficients [30]. Note that the hard, jet, beam, and soft
functions include their renormalization group evolution from their natural scales pg, ps, s,
and pg, respectively, to the common scale u. The PDF in Eq. is evaluated at the
g scale using the standard DGLAP evolution. By charge conjugation and quark flavor
symmetry of QCD, the quark jet function .J is the same for all light quark and anti-quark
flavors so that J (s, p; py) = Jg(ss, pspy) = J(sg, p; o) and is thus factored out of the
sum over quark and anti-quark flavors. The soft function appearing in Eq. is defined
in terms of the generalized hemisphere soft function [70} [79] as

S(Tl,u;us) = /dkB/dk‘J (S(Tl—k’B—k’J) S(k’B,kJJ,[I,;,LLS). (29)

The generalized hemisphere soft function S(kg, ks, i; 1us), appearing on the RHS above, is a
function of two kinematic arguments kg, k;, corresponding to the contribution to 77 of soft
radiation grouped with the nuclear beam and jet directions respectively, as determined by
the 1-jettiness algorithm used to calculate 77 in Eq..

In the region pug ~ 7 ~ Agep, the soft function becomes non-perturbative and is mod-
eled as a convolution between the perturbatively calculable partonic soft function and a
phenomenological model function (Fy0q.) as

5(7—17 ,uS) - /du Spart.(Tl — U, ,U/S) Fmod. (U), (30)

with the normalization condition

/du Froa.(u) = 1. (31)

This convolution structure ensures that the soft function reduces to the perturbative partonic
soft function in the region 7 > Agep, up to power corrections in Agep/m. We choose a
default parameterization for Fq (u) as [28, 29, 31]

a—1 —b)?
Faoa 1) = M2 (1) o [ -U 5 )
where a,b, and A are free parameters and N(a,b, A) is a normalization factor that ensures
the normalization constraint in Eq. . One might also consider analysis using shape
function models that are expanded in a set of basis functions [80, 8I]. In our analysis, we
work with the default parameterization in Eq. . We note that in general, the shape
function F™°d(u) can depend on the beam and jet reference vectors used to define the
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1-jettiness observable. Following the analysis in Ref. [30], in Appendix |F| we present an
analytic formula in Eq. that explicitly shows how the beam and jet reference vector
dependence can be incorporated into the shape function model F™°%(u). However, since
the focus of this work is on pushing the accuracy of the perturbative results, we use the
simplified model in Eq. which ignores the dynamical dependence on the jet reference
vector. We leave a more detailed phenomenological analysis of shape function models that
include this dependence for future work. We also note that in general, the non-perturbative
soft function effects will be different for the = and 7, distributions. This difference can
arise because of the difference in the measurement function at the operator level for the
non-perturbative soft function, corresponding to the difference in the definitions of 7 and
Tia, as seen in Eqgs. and , respectively. For simplicity, in this work, we choose to
also implement non-perturbative effects for 71, by just using the non-perturbative model

parameterization in Eq. 7 but with appropriately different values for the a,b, and A
parameters, and using Eq. (21).

C. Position Space Resummation Factorization Formula

The factorization formula in Egs. and can be written in terms of the Fourier
transformed position space objects. The momentum space beam, jet, and soft functions are

related to their position space counterparts by the Fourier transforms

dyB i
I(q7q)7:(tB7 Z, ﬂB) = / % € thBI(q,q)i(yBa z, ,uB>7

d .
Hosus) = [ G e ), 33)

due
Stris) = [ 5 e S(ys.ns)

In position space, the renormalization group evolution becomes multiplicative so that the
beam, jet, and soft functions can be evolved to the common scale i from their natural scales

at upg, s, and pg, respectively, as

To.qi(ys, i pe) = Us(ys, tb iB) Zig.qi (B, T, B):
J(yJ,M;ﬂJ) - UJ(anunuJ) J(ijljﬂ])v (34)
S(ys, s ps) = Us(ys, p, s)S(ys, frs),

where Ug(yp, i, uB), Us(ys, ity pr.y), and Us(ys, i, 1s) are the position space evolution factors
for the beam, jet, and soft functions, respectively. Similarly, the hard function also has a

multiplicative renormalization group evolution

H(§27M;MH) = UH(§27:U’7:UH)H(§27/~LH)7 (35>
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where Up (€2, u, ) is the corresponding hard function renormalization group evolution
factor.
Furthermore, the momentum space convolution between the partonic soft function and

the model function in Eq. becomes a simple product in position space

S(QT,MS) = Spart.(ym,u5> Fmod.(yr); (36)

where the position space model function is given by the Fourier transform

Frod (yr) = /du e Froa. (). (37)

In terms of these position space objects, the factorization formula in Eq. now takes the

form

daresum [ThPJT?yJ] = 0y UH(€2 1y :U“H> (52 luH)
d T 7, T1
X/ ey, (Q e NJ)US(yﬂMaMS)UB(Q \ 1y [4B)

27T a

XJ(%) ,UJ) Spart.(y‘ra ,US) Fmod. (y‘r)

[ZZL / % Ly (%,I*,,w;) fz/p(Z KB) (38)
XSt [ (G T st

where all the hard, beam, jet, and soft functions are evaluated at their natural scales and
the explicit renormalization group evolution factors evolve them to the common scale .
More details of the factorization formula in Eq. can be found in the appendices @,
, and |E| which give explicit expressions for the various RG evolution factors up to N3LL,
explicit expressions for the hard, beam, jet, and soft functions up to O(a?), and a master

factorization formula useful for numerical implementation, respectively.

D. Profile functions

As discussed in Refs. [67] and [82], one must be careful in estimating the perturbative
uncertainty in the matched spectrum of Eq. . In particular, the fixed order contribution
do¥© appropriate in the fixed-order region where 7 ~ Pj._ or 7y, ~ 1, depends on the single
common scale, urpo. On the other hand, the resummed cross section depends on multiple
scales; the hard function scale py ~ purpo and the beam, jet, and soft function scales, ug, 1,
and pg, respectively. These are the scales that correspondingly minimize large logarithms in
the hard, beam, jet, and soft functions. The matched spectrum should approach the fixed

order result, do¥©, in the fixed order region. This requires that resummation turns off as
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one approaches the fixed order region and the scales up, 1y, and pg smoothly converge to
pro ~ py. This is done by introducing profile functions [30] which make the scales ug, i,
and pg functions of 7 or 7,.

We follow the parametrization of profile functions and the corresponding scale variations
given in Eqs. (201-204) of Ref. [30]. The profile functions in Ref. [30] were implemented for
the 7,-distribution. We adapt the same parameterization for the 7 -distribution as well,
but with the appropriate generalization as described below. The hard, beam, jet, and soft
scales are given by

K = HFO = H,

pps(x) = |1+epyl(ts — ) (1 — %) ] VI fran (7, ), (39)

t3

ps(z) = |1+es0(ts — z) (1 - E)QIMNH(I,M),

where the argument, z, of the beam, jet, and soft scale profile functions is given by
rT=T1/p or T = Tiq, (40)
for the 7 and 7, distributions, respectively. Similarly, the hard scale has typical size
pi~ P ot g ~/Q (41)

for the 7 and 7, distributions, respectively. The ep ;g are parameters that can be varied
to estimate the perturbative uncertainty associated with the variation of the beam, jet, and
soft scales pp ss. For @ > t3, all scales are set equal to the hard scale, up = p; = ps = p.
The function fiyu,(z, 1) is given by

to + a x?/ty, r<t
2ax + b, th <xz<ty
/Lrun($>ﬂ = P 42)
) p—alr—1t3)%/(ts —ta), ta<a <ty (
M, T > 13
where the parameters a and b are given by
— t1 — to 4+t
o= MoK ’ p— Hh pho(ts + 3). (43)
t — to — t3 t —ty — t3

We note that the profile function parameters, a and b, above are unrelated to those that
appear in the soft function model, Fyq.(u) in Eq. . The parameters in the profile
functions are chosen [30] to take on the values:

_ 3GeV

Mo = 2 GeV, tl s t2 = 04, tg = 0.6. (44)
M
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FIG. 2: Profile functions for puy, p1p s, and pg, along with their scale variation bands, for the 7; (left
panel) and 7, (right panel) observables. The plots correspond to the choices Qg = Py, = 20.0
GeV and Qg = \/@ = v60.0 GeV for the 71 and 7, distributions, respectively. The scale
variation bands are generated using the scale variations in Eq. .

The central curves for the 71 and 7, distributions correspond to profile functions with the
choice ep = e; = eg = 0, along with y = pg, where we set ug = Py, and pyg = \/@,
respectively. The scale variations to estimate the perturbative uncertainty are employed by
varying the parameters 1, ep s, and eg in the profile functions, corresponding to varying the
scales ug = pro, ip,s, and pg, respectively. The variations of the hard, beam and jet, and
soft scales are respectively implemented by varying the parameters as:

Hard (pug): p = 2°'Qu, epy=0, es=0,
1 1
Beam, Jet (ugy): pp = Qu, epy= j:g, ié’ es =0, (45)
1 1
Soft (us) : p = Qu, eps=0, GS:ig,ﬂzé,

where we have defined Qg = P, or Qg = \/@ for the 7 and 7y, distributions, respec-
tively. Note that for the beam/jet and the soft scales there are two separate trumpet scale
variations ep ;96 = £1/3 and ep s = +1/6. The scale variations for the different scales
are considered one at a time and the uncertainty band is the result of adding these scale
variations in quadrature. Fig. [2] shows the profile functions for pgy,pp s, and pg, along
with their corresponding scale variations as described above, for the 71 (left panel) and 7,
(right panel). These profile function curves are for the choice uy = P;. = 20.0 GeV and
g = \/@ = v/60.0 GeV for the 7, and 7, distributions, respectively. We see that the pro-
file functions smoothly connect the resummation and fixed order regions. i.e. the pgy, g s,
and pg scales have the appropriate scalings in the resummation region and smoothly con-
verge in the fixed order region.

We note that in the subsequent section on numerical results, for the 77 distribution we
choose Qg = \/5_2 in Eq. , instead of Q) = Pj,., corresponding to minimizing logarithms

of the exact argument appearing in the hard function in the resummation region, as seen in
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the resummation expanded singular contribution (blue curve) and the full
O(as) prediction from NLOJET++ (red curve) for both 7 (left panel) and 7, (right panel). Good
agreement is observed, validating our computational setup.

Egs. and . This choice still has the same scaling /&2 ~ P, as seen in Egs. 1)
and (A6]). We have also checked that both choices give consistent results.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical results up to the N3LL+O(a?) level of accuracy.

For the 11-spectrum we provide numerical results for the following choice of kinematics:
T Vs =90.0 GeV, Py, =[20.0 GeV, 30.0 GeV], ys = [—2.5,2.5],  (46)
corresponding to typical EIC kinematics. For the 71,-spectrum we choose:
Tiq : Vs =319.0 GeV, Q* = [60.0 GeV?,80.0 GeV?, y=1[0.2,0.6], (47)

corresponding to typical HERA kinematics. For the fixed order calculations, we use the
anti-kr jet algorithm [74] with jet radius, R = 1.0, and numerically implement them using
the NLOJET++ [51] program.

First, we provide results at the partonic level, ignoring final state hadronization effects.
In Fig. [3| we show the dofQ, = (blue) and do¥© (red) contributions to the N?LL+O(a)

resum

matched cross section in Eq. . The left and right panels correspond to the 7 and 7,

distributions, respectively. As expected, in the small 7, (71,) region where the fixed order

FO

result is dominated by the singular terms, do'© at O(as) approaches dofQ

expanded to
O(ay). In the region around 71 2 5 GeV (114 2 0.7), the contribution of the singular terms

~

to the O(a,) result goes negative, and the non-singular terms in do© at O(a,) become
important.
Similarly, in Fig. |4/ we show the doEQ = (blue) and do™™ (red) contributions to the

N3LL+O(a?) matched cross section in Eq. . Once again, as expected, we see that
in the small 7y (714) region, do¥© at O(a?) approaches dofQ = expanded to O(a?). Once

resum
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FIG. 4: Comparison of the resummation expanded singular contribution (blue curve) and the full
prediction from NLOJET++ up to O(a?) (red curve) for both 71 (left panel) and 71, (right panel).
Good agreement is observed, validating our computational setup.

again, in the region around 7, 2 5 GeV ( 1, 2 0.7), the contribution of the non-singular
terms in do¥© at O(a?) become important.

In Fig. [5] we show do¥© at O(a?) (red) , doyesum. at N*LL (blue), and the matched result,
do, at N3LL+0O(a?) (black) for the 7, (left panel) and 71, (right panel) distributions. We
note that as expected, the matched distribution approaches the resummation result for small
71 or 71, and the fixed order result for large 7 or 7.

In Fig. @ we show the matched 7y (left panel) and 7y, (right panel) distributions, cor-
responding to Eq. (18), along with their scale variation bands at the N2LL+O(a) (green)
and N3LL+0O(a?) (red) levels of accuracy.

In Fig. [7|, we show that the 7 (left panel) and 7y, (right panel) distributions in the re-
summation region, normalized to the integral of the central curve over the displayed region.
i.e. the curves generated through scale variation are divided by the same normalization
factor used to normalize the central curve to unity over the displayed range. We see good
convergence in going from the N2LL to N3LL resummation curves. We also display the
corresponding results of Pythia8 [83] simulations (blue dots) and find relatively good agree-
ment.

Finally, we perform a preliminary study of hadronization effects using a soft function
model, following Egs. (30)), (31)), and (32). In Fig. [8) we show the 7 (left panel) and 7,
(right panel) distributions (red curve), along with their scale variation bands (tan color),
in the resummation region where non-perturbative effects are important (see Table [I). The
results are normalized to the integral of the central curve in the displayed region. The
results are generated through a convolution of a non-perturbative soft function model with
the perturbative N3LL resummation curve as in Eq. . We also show the results from
Pythia8 (blue dots) with hadronization turned on. As mentioned earlier below Eq. (32)),
in general one expects different non-perturbative effects (soft function models) for the 7
and 71, distributions due to the correspondingly different measurement functions at the
operator level. For the 7y distribution, the results where generated using model parameters
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FIG. 5: As seen in the left (right) panel, for the 7 (71,) distributions of Eq. , the N3LL+q?
(black) matched distribution approaches the N3LL (blue) and O(a?) (red) results in the 71 < Py,
(T1a < 1) and 714 ~ Py, (714 ~ 1) regions, respectively.
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FIG. 6: Partonic resummed results for 7, (left panel) and 7, (right panel) at the N*LL+O(a?2)
(red) and N?2LL+NLO (green) levels of accuracy.

with values a = 1.0,b = 0.45, and A = 0.5 GeV in Eq. . For the 1y, distribution, we used
a=1.0,b=0.75, and A = 0.5 GeV. We see that for these choices of the soft function model
parameters there is good agreement between the Pythia8 results and the theory predictions.
We note that the scale variation band for the 7, distribution (right panel) in Fig. [§ is
relatively large because of the choice of a relatively small hard scale, u% = Q* = [60.0, 80]
GeV2. The hard scale variation around this small central value leads to a relatively large
variation in the value of the strong coupling. We have checked that at larger (Q? the scale
variation is much smaller and similar to what is seen for 7, which is evaluated and varied
around a larger hard scale ug ~ Py, = 20.0 GeV.

We note that these results in the non-perturbative region are only meant to demon-
strate that one can easily find an appropriate soft function model to describe the Pythia8
hadronization effects. We leave a more detailed and rigorous best-fit extraction of the soft
function model parameters for future work. Relatedly, there can also be important renor-
malon effects in the soft function [81] [84] that can affect the extraction of the soft function
model parameters, and is also left for future work.
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FIG. 7: The 7 (left panel) and 7, (right panel) distributions with scale variations normalized to
the central curve over the displayed range, at the N2LL (green) and N3LL (red) level of accuracy.
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FIG. 8: The 71 (left panel) and 71, (right panel) N3LL+Soft Function Model distributions with
scale variations (tan band) normalized to the central curve (red) over the displayed range, compared
to Pythia data (blue dots).

The numerical results given in this section provide a benchmark for further analyses using
simulations for the proposed EIC and data collected at HERA.

V. CONCLUSION

We have provided results for the 1-Jettiness spectrum in Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS),
up to the N3LL+O(a?) level of accuracy. In particular, we considered two types of 1-
Jettiness distributions, do [1, Py, ys] and do [T14, Q?, y], where 71 and 71, denote two differ-
ent definitions of the 1-jettiness global event shape. We also discussed the differences and
complementarity between these two types of 1-jettiness distributions. In the resummation
region, corresponding to energetic final state radiation being closely aligned with either the
beam or leading jet directions, a factorization framework is used and corresponding ana-
Iytic formulae are provided, up to the N3LL level of accuracy. In the region of very small
1-Jettiness, where the distribution becomes sensitive to the non-perturbative soft radiation
throughout the event, a phenomenological model is employed to describe non-perturbative
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effects. In the fixed order region, corresponding to energetic final state radiation at wide
angles from the beam or leading jet directions, fixed order perturbative QCD is appropri-
ate. Fixed order results up to O(a?) are implemented using NLOJET++ [51] program and
smoothly matched with the factorization framework in the resummation region. We also
provided a comparison of the theory predictions with Pythia8 simulation results, includ-
ing a preliminary study of hadronization effects. These results allow for further detailed
phenomenological studies of nuclear structure, nuclear medium effects, and a precision ex-
traction of the strong coupling. The results presented here can be adapted to analyses with
HERA data, ongoing EIC simulation studies, and eventual real data from the EIC.
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Appendix A: Relationship Between 7, and 7, in the Resummation Region

In this section, we derive the relationship in Eq. connecting doyesum [T1a, Q?, y| and
d0resum |15 Py, ys]. In the resummation region ( < Pj.or 7, < 1), up to power

suppressed corrections, one can identify the 1-jettiness jet momentum as
P Jg=4q+ xP. , (Al)

corresponding to the momentum of the quark or anti-quark emerging from the hard parton-
level scattering. Thus, the partonic Mandelstam variables can be expressed as

§=(k+aP)?  t=Pr—aP)P=¢=-Q* a=(k—Py? (A2)
which can in turn be expressed in terms of s = (k + P)?, P;,., and y; as
§=uxs, t=—-Q*= —a\/sPye ¥, i = —/sPj.e¥ (A3)

where we have ignored terms proportional to the electron or parton masses. Furthermore,
in this limit of massless electrons and partons, the partonic Mandelstam variables satisfy

the constraint
s+t+a=0, (A4)

from which we can solve for the momentum fraction of the struck quark or anti-quark to get
the result
PJT ey’

= (A5)

T
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Using this result for z in Eq. (A3)), we can write Q* and the inelasticity parameter y =
P-q/P-k=Q* (rs) as

P2 P
2__ “Jr — 2T oy A6

Note that £2 in Eq. is equivalent to Q% expressed in terms of /s, Pj.., and y;, as above
in Eq. (A6). Inverting these equations, we can write Py, and y; in terms of Q? and y as

— /02 _ 1 Q°(1—y)
PJT - Q (1_y)a yJ_ﬁlnTa (A7)
from which we obtain the Jacobian for the change of variables from (P, y;) to (Q% y):

2
dQ*dy = 2y

_y dPJT dyJ. (A8)

From the definitions of 7 and 7, in Egs. and , respectively, one can show that they
are related to each other as

1
V@?

Putting together Eqgs. (A8) and (A9)), we get

n(Qr — VQ% Qs — VQ?), dTiq = \/1Q—Qd71- (A9)

Tla =

2y
\/1—_—y dndPy.dyy, (A10)

which along with Eq. (A7) gives the final result of Eq. (21).

dﬁadQ2 dy =

Appendix B: Useful Identities

The plus-distributions, £,(z), for n > 0, are defined as

0(z) lnnz} _ lim {9(,2 —B)In" 2 (e — B)lr{”rl B]
+

(B1)
z B—0 z n+1

Lo(z) = {

for any dimensionless variable z. Using this definition, for « € R and o > 0, via explicit

calculation the Laplace transform of £, (z) is given by:

n+1

/000 dz e “L,(z) = : > (= (” Z 1) ()™ /oo due™ (. (B

_n+1k:0 0

This result can be analytically continued to o — iy, for y € R, to get the Fourier transform

of the £,(z) distributions, which are useful for computing the Fourier transforms of the
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beam, jet, and soft functions in Eq. . Explicit results for the cases of n =0,1,2, and 3

are:

/ dze W Ly(2) = —L,
0

[Ceerne = e L (B3)
ze Z2) = = —
o ! 2 12’
& A 1 2 2
dze VAL = ——[3-——L-=
| @z = 5 -Ti-sa
o0 . 1 2 3t
dze WL = L'+ —L*4+2GL+ —
/0 ze 3(2) 1 + 1 + 2L + 0
where we have defined
L = In(iye™”), (B4)

and Euler’s constant, vz, can be expressed as the definite integral:

YE = —/ due " Inu, (B5)
0

and (, is the Riemann zeta function defined by

(o)

1 1 o sl
=3 = dr, B6
¢ ns F(s)/o w1 (B6)

n=0

for Re(s) > 1 and by analytic continuation elsewhere. Numerically, vz ~ 0.5772 and
(3 ~ 1.202. The results in Eq. (B3) follow from using the identities:

o) 7T2
/ due “In*u = & + —, (B7)
0

o] 7T2
/ dueIndy = —7%_%?? -2,
0

o 3t
/ due™In*u = v + 727+ 8 g Cg‘f‘%'
0

Another useful plus-distribution is:

{M} ~ im {M o 5)%} , (BS)

$1+w N B—0 $1+w

which can be used to show:

(iye™)” = F‘?J_VZ) / dz e lfffiL (BY)
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Appendix C: Fixed Order Results

In this section, we collect results for the hard, beam, jet, and soft functions up to the
O(a?) level of accuracy in perturbation theory. These results are needed to carry out
resummation of the 71- and 7,-distributions at the N®LL level of accuracy, using Eqgs.

and , respectively.

1. Hard Function

The hard function is given by
H(Q* 1) = [C(Q% m)P, (C1)

where C'(Q?, ) is the Wilson coefficient that arises from matching the QCD current opera-
tors in Eq. onto the corresponding SCET current operators. The fixed order perturb-
vative expansion of the C'(Q?, 1) Wilson coefficient is expressed as:

@)= {“jfﬁ)r ct (C2)

n=0
The result for the Wilson coefficient is known up to O(a?)[60, 61]:
cO =1,
2
oW = CF(—L2+3L—8+E), (C3)
0(2) == CF(CFHF + CAHA + TFTLfo),

where L = In ("3—22 and the Hp 4 f coefficients are defined as

L 25 72 45 3m? 255  Tm?  83w!
He = = 3034 (2T )2y (2227 Logey ) L4222 . 2T 3
FT +<2 6) +( - <3) T T T 3e0 0

11 233 72 2545 1172 51157 3377 11x* 313
Hy = —L° 4+ ) LA —_— —26(3 | L — —
47 +( 18+3> (54+ 9 C‘”’) 618 108 T 45 T g%
4 38 418  4r? 4085 237* 4
Hf = ——L*4+ —L? —— — — | L+ — — C4
! 5" T +( 27 9) 62 T2 g% (C4)
The hard function can be can be correspondingly expressed as
o0 o n .
H@ ) = 1@ P =3 | 2] o, (©5)
n=0

where the coefficients H™ | expressed in terms of the C™ coefficients, up to O(a?) are given

by:

H? = 20@ 4 (0W)? (C6)



25

2. Soft Function

The fixed order perturbative expansion of the soft function in momentum space can be
expressed as:

oo o, n .
(i) = 3| 2] 50, ). (©"
n=0
The results up to O(a?) [70, [71] are given by:
SO = §(m),
2 16
50 = Cp | Tom) = it/
3 .
o N 1 ) ,1 ) 1 )
SY =40k | — —=0(n1) + 064G = Lo(m1 /1) — 127" = La1(71 /1) + 32— L3(11 /1)
40 f [ I
2 w2 . 81 N
+ 4n;Cr [%5(71) - grﬁo(ﬁ/ﬂ) + g?@(ﬁ/ﬂ)} (C8)
[
it 11¢; 535 335m2  17nt 341(
+ 4CaCr (% TT9 TR0 206 1418 ) o(m)
1x2  16¢; 404 1172 58G)\ 1 i
( st tw e ?) pLo(m/i)
1672 268 o\ 1 . 88 44\ 1 -
+ ( s g Y ) ﬁﬁl(ﬁ/#) + (g - g) /352(71/#)]
20 3772 62( or2 112\ 1 i
+ 4CFTLfTR (g + 54 - T) 5(7’1) + (? - 2_7) E*CO(Tl/:u)
801 . 321 -
+ gﬁﬁl(ﬁ/ﬂ) - 3352(71/#)] ;

where we have defined the scale

~ 29B - qg
= T s T = . 09
fi = [sTs s =1/ 00, (C9)

The fixed order expansion of the soft function in position space can be obtained from the
momentum space result in Eq. (C7)) by inverting the Fourier transform relation in Eq. .
The corresponding perturbative expansion in position space can be expressed as:

S(:UMUS) = Z {%r‘g(n)(%,us)a (ClO)

n=0

where the S (y,, us) coefficients are functions of Lg = In(iy,jie?®). This is apparent
through the identities in Eq. (B3] for the Fourier transforms of the 1/ .L,, (71 /i) distributions



that appear in Eq. (C8]). Using Eq. (C9)), we can write the useful relation
[N/S = LS + Inr S
where we have defined

Ls = In(iy,puse’®).

3. Jet Function

The fixed order expansion of jet function in position space is parameterized as

(s, 1) = i [Mrﬂn)-

o 4m
The results are known up to O(a?) [60, 61, [63]:

JO =1,
2

2
JO = o <2L3 +3L, 47— %) ,

J(Q) = OF (CFJF + OAJA —l—TanJf),

and Jp, Ja, and J; coefficients are defined as:
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(C11)

(C12)

(C13)

(C14)

37  A4rn? 45 205 977%  6lxt
Jp = 204 =615+ | = — — | L3+ | ——= +4n° —24G ) L+ = — —6
4 J J+(2 3) R T e T I
22 367  2nm? 3155  11x?
Jy = ——=L7 — )7 - 40¢3 | L
4 9‘]+(18 3)J+( 54+9+C3)"
53129 15572  37x?
— — — 18
M 36 180 =
8 58 494 4r? 4057 1372
Jp= Ly ——L3+ == —— ) L;— — C15
! 9J9J+<27 9>J162+9’ (C13)
where the logarithm, L, is defined as
Ly = In(iysle™®). (C16)
4. Beam Function
The beam function is given by the convolution
L dz x
Bi(t7$7uB) = Z ?I’ij(tZ?#B)fj(;vﬂB% (C17)
j T
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where the matching coefficients have the perturbative expansion

— [ "

Up to O(a?) [65, [68], the expressions for the matching coefficients are given by

It up) = 6(8)5;5(1 — ),
1 1 :

T (t . im) = o La(t/p)Tydi0(1 >+FQW@ﬂJ%%M—@+m%4
B B

(121 ().

1 I
2 t.115) = L Lot/ 05,501 — )

2
1 i O
+ Lo r{ Db+ ) a1 - >+wz<>}

L, 2y }
oz Ly(t/ ) { —% (r3)’ > () +VB§B°> 0i;0(1 — ) + 205 11 ()

+
> =

=

5 4

- (730—'—60 Z] +4Z/ _sz: PIS)(Z)}

1 ) ;™ 731 i ™ 0
UB

_ (730+250 Zj +4Z/ _Im P(O)(Z)+4Pi(jl)(x)}
+ 8(t)41S) () (C19)

The quark flavor diagonal and universal structure of QCD interactions results in two distinct
types of non-zero matching coefficients for each quark flavor ¢, denoted by Z,,(¢, x, ug) and
Ty(t,x, up). Explicit expressions for the functions ]Z-(jl)(x) and Ii(jZ)(:E) are quite long and
can be found in Ref. [68]. Similarly, one can also find explicit expressions for the splitting
functions Pl(j )(2) and Pé”(x) in Ref. [68]. The position space matching coefficients can
be obtained by inverting the Fourier transform relation in Eq. , and making use of the
identities Eq. for the Fourier transforms of the 1/up L, (t/u%) distributions that appear
in Eq. . The corresponding perturbative expansion in position space can be expressed
as:

Zij(yp, v, up) = Z i

n=0

3 [M] Iy, v, ), (C20)

where the IZ-(;L ) (yp,x, pup) coefficients will be functions of

Lp = In(iypugpe’®). (C21)
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Appendix D: Renormalization group evolution

In this section, we collect useful results needed to carry out resummation of the - and
T1o-distributions at the N3LL level of accuracy, using Egs. and , respectively. In
particular, we collect the results for the RG evolution factors appearing in Eq. .

1. Hard function

The RG evolution equation for the hard function is given by

d
M@H(QQ,M) = v H(Q? 1), (D1)

where the anomalous dimension ~g is given by

where 7. is the anomalous dimension of the Wilson coefficient C(Q?, 1) which satisfies
H(Q* u) = |C(Q* u)]®. The general form [85, 6] of the anomalous dimension is given

Ye = Zu’ycusp(as In +Z’7 as <D3>

2 9
(i.9) %ij

where s;; = 20;p; - p; + 10 and 0;; = +1 if the momenta p; and p; are both incoming or
outgoing and o;; = —1 otherwise. The sum over ¢, j run over the external partons of the
corresponding SCET operator and (7, j) denotes unordered tuples of distinct parton indices.
In our case, the SCET operator is just the photon or Z-boson current operator involving
two quarks or antiquarks as the external partons.

Yeusp 18 Telated to the cusp anomalous dimension in the fundamental and adjoint repre-
sentations I5 (a,) and T4, (a,) respectively as

Pasples) — Tligp(as)

VYeusp (as) = CUE:F = Cuzij . <D4)

For example, 'L (o) and T4, (a;) correspond to the case with all external lines being
quarks or antiquarks and all external lines being gluons, respectively. The cusp and non-

cusp anomalous dimensions and the beta function have expansions in ay given by

= Qs el cus
’Ycusp[as] - Z <E> n p)

n=0
oo

Qg n+1
,.Yq,g [045] = (E) ’77%797 <D5)

S
o
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> o n+1
s| — -2 s <_S) n-
Blos] = —20 ; o) B
For N3LL resummation of 7, and 71, we need Yeusp, 7%, and 3 to 4-loops, 3-loops, and
4-loops respectively along with O(a?) PDFs. Here 77 denotes the non-cusp anomalous

dimension contribution form light quarks or antiquarks.
The coefficients of Yeusp in Eq. (D5]), up to four loops [72, 87, [88], are given by

W =4
AT P)ea-Br,]
= 4[031<2;l5 - 1324; + 131;:4 + —2C3) + C'ATan< - % + 4(2)7;2 56 >
+ CrTpng( - % +16Gs) - ;(;Tg 2], (D6)
57 = 25004~ e~ g e S~ an)
o e e g e
+ nyTpCrCy <%€3 _ WT@ n 25 B 157108343 N 52587;2 B 17127;4>

37¢; 5G| 143 35¢; 7wt 1972 923

T 02( ) 272 ( _ _ )
+nyle 94 o T ogg) TyirvA 27 1080~ 972 ' 5184
106 | = 299 23

ZTQC ( _) 3T3< )
+oplptr( o +180+648 Tl 81+27
dancdd%bcd <4-3 363 55C5 71'2 3171'6) dabcddabcd( C3 %)]

CrN, "reen, 6 T3

i 6 3 3

6 2 12 12 7560

The coefficients of 47 in Eq. (D5]), up to three loops [61], 89], are given by

73 = _6CF7
961 1172 260 472
I = O%(—3+4n° — 48 CrC CrT —
M F(=3+4dm G) + CrCa( 27 3 )+ CrTrng(—- 57 + 3 )
16 4 2
N8 = C3(—29 — 677 — — — 136 + G + 480¢5)
151 41072  4947*  1688(; 1672
2 3 3
— _ — — 240
+ CrCal 5> T 9 T3 3.0 3 G)
139345 716372 831 7052(; 887
2 3 3
— — — — — 9792 D7
+ CrCal 1458 243 5 9 9 G) (D7)
5906 5272 56wt 1024C
27N — _ 3
+ CpTrNr 27 9 7 T )
34636 518872 44wt 3856(y
ToNp(— —
+ CrCaTrNr( 729 " 23 1 27 )
19336 8072 64
+ CpT2N%( m_ 8,

729 27 27
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Finally, the coefficients of the S-function in Eq. (D5]), up to four loops [00H92], are given by

11 4
Bo = _CA__ FTg,
3
61 = ?CA — EC’ATfnf — 4CFTan,
2857 205 1415 158
By = - Ca+ Tyny (20 — =-CrCa — ——C3) + ni(e 0F+2—70A)
150653 445 3 39143 136(3 7073 656C3
- - Teny (- ) Teny (5 =5 )
B CA( 486 9 > + CaTeny s1 T3 ) T OACr T (G
4204 352 7930 224
+ OAC%TFTLf< - 7 + 9C3> + 460?;1TF7’L]0 + CZT%?’L?<8—1 + 9<3>

1352 704G 1232

27 9

17152 448§3)

n ch;ngc( 5

2 2
) + CACFTan( =

. di‘bcdd%zcd ( B 8_ N 704(3> ; d%dedeCd <y _ 1664C3> + n2 dancdd%?cd < B E n 51263
9 3 77Ny 9 3 T Na )

Na

The solution to the RG equations for the hard function in Eqs. (D1f), (D2)) and (D3] has
the form in Eq. (35]), where the hard function evolution factor has the form

2Cr A(p,pimr)
Un(Q% i, ar) = exp [ACwS (1, pr) = 24m (s, )| (‘C‘; ) . (DY)
where the functions S, A, and Ay are defined as
as(ir)  doy @ do/
S(M 7”1) = _/ 7 1 Jeus [a]/ ’
! ot Bl T S Bl
as(pf) do
A(/’I/ ?Nz) = _/ 77 Veus [Oé], (DlO)
! as(pi) B[O&] '
as(py) do
AH(M ’Nz) = _/ _’Yq[ah
! auu) Bla]
The perturbative expansion of S(uy, u;) needed for N®LL resummation is given by
R 1 neo B B
Sy, i) = l———Inr)+ (<=5 — 1—r+Inr) + = In?r
(s, 1) 455 {O‘S(ﬂz‘)( r ) (% v 50>( ) 260
s (14s) b1 P2 B B
1— 1 — ——=)(1-=r)l
" [<6 )0 ()
5% /82 5170usp Cusp (1 _ /r)
- 2 o + cus D11
(53 Bo Bt % p> 2 (1)

asw)r (ﬁlﬁz B B (7__ B B M“SP) ﬂl_r?)
i { i [ B 2\ A& aer) 2 )"
+ (Py?c)usp /83 2/81 /82 ﬁl ( Cusp /81 ) /82’}/(31151) /8 Pycusp ) ( _ r)2

cusp % /8 70 usp /Bo,ycusp 3

et T T

(D8)

OAT;E + ——CpTin}

3
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cus cus + cus + cusp
A48 2™ B 4B Bovo ot 4B 468

X (5152 B B 4 b WCuSp) 1—r
g B Bw b/ 2 |

+ (3_53 B ,yguSp ﬁi’, /B%fy;usp ﬁ fycuSp 5 ,ycusp 7B152) (1 . 7’)2

the corresponding perturbative expansion for A(suy, y1;) is given by

cusp cusp ﬁ
Alpug, ) = 2 {logH ol (Vi—usp——l)

2030 4 \ Bo

+ﬁwﬂ ﬁm_@_@(jf_@)ﬂ—l

471— ,y(():usp /80 /80 cusp /30 2

1 as(uz)} ,)/;llsp B @ CllSp (/8_% B @)

- [78“" wt (E % D12

9 cusp
b (& 2B I Cusp) (r* — 1)3 ,
A \B B
and finally, the corresponding expansion for Ay (puy, it;) is given by

Aupg ) = ;—go{logw e L (D13)

=
4m % B Bo \w bo 2 '

2. Beam, jet, and soft functions

The RG equations for the beam, jet, and soft functions in momentum are given by

d
ﬂ@Bq(tamﬁjl) = /dt/'yB(t_t/?M) Bq(t,7x>p“)7

d
M@J(S,M) = /dS’ V(s =8, 1) J (s, ),
d / / /
M@S(T, p) = /dT vo(T — 7', 10)S(7, 1), (D14)

where the anomalous dimensions have the form
v(t, 1) = —QCF%usp(as) Eo(t/ 1)+ vE(as)d(t),
Y5(5.1) = =20k Yeusplcts) Ecas/u ) + (e 8(s), (D15)

(1) = ACEeusp () %zowm 1 29%(as) 6(r),
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where i = prs and ry is defined in Eq. (C9)). The corresponding RG equations for the position
space for the jet, beam, and soft functions, related to their corresponding momentum space
definitions as in Eq. , take the multiplicative form

d
u@J(y,u) = vy, 1) J (y, 1),
d
M@Bq(y,x,ﬂ> = ")/B(y,M)Bq(y,x,,U), (D16)
d

and the position and mometum space anomalous dimensions are related by

vy, 1) = / dt =" yp(t, ),
) = [ dse (s, (D17)
vs(y, ) = / dk e ys(7, ).

Using Egs. and , the position space anomalous dimensions have the form

Y8y, 1) = 2CFYeusp(ts) In(iyp’e?™) + v (as),
Yy, 1) = 2CYeusp () In(iyp’e?™) + v9(as), (D18)
Vs(Y, 1) = —4CFYousp(cvs) In(iype™) + 275 (o).

Solving the RG equations in Eq. (D16 gives the beam, jet, and soft functions evolved to any
arbirary scale, u, from their values at their natural scales ug, iy, and pg, respectively, where

large logarithms in their perturbative expansions are minimized. They have the general form
given in Eq. , where the Ug, U;, and Ug denote the RG evolution factors have the form

_ . —2CF A(pg i)
Us(ys, fif, i) = exp| —4CrS 1y, pi) —AB(uf,m)] (@yBu?e”E> ,

>—QCFA(Nf7Ni)

Us(Yg, pig, i) = exp_—4CF5(uf,m) _AJ<Nf7Ni)] <iym?6”3 , (D19)

_ » 2CF A(pg i)
Us(ys, pg, 1) = exp |4CpS(puy, pi) — 2AS(/Lfa/vLi)} [(@ysmrse”’f)ﬂ ,

where the function S is defined in Eq. (D10)) and its perturbative expansion needed for N3LL
resummation is given in Eq. (D11]). The functions Ag, A, and Ag are defined as

as(pf) do
AUMM=—/ o (o,
o anuy Bla] P

s (pf) do
Astpgn) = == [ 7 Loatlal,
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o) = = [ 0 g (D20)
Astpuns) = = [ SEatla), D20
o) Blod
where 75,79, 7%, and 79 satisfy the relations
VB = Ys="— =" (D21)

where the second relation reflects from the cancellation of renomalization scale dependence
between the hard, beam, jet, and soft functions in the resummation cross section formula
of Eq. . The perturbative expansion of 7% up to three loops [61], needed for N*LL

resummation is given by

75, = 6CF,
vl = Cp [(% —80(3)C'4 + (3 — 472 + 48¢3)Cp + (% + %ﬁ)ﬁo} , (D22)
¥ = =208 (—% _3p2 8%4 68+ TG 24()(5)

~acge, (5L 20 TGS )

- acpcy (BT A 102 06 )

— 2C3Trny (42(;4 - 3297T2 - 1?;17: + 20§<3)

729 i 243 45 27

5476 118072  467* 2656
- 2CFCATFTlf (— T + T - C3)

13828 8072 256(s
2,2
B QCFTF”f( 729 81 27 )

and the corresponding expressions for % and v¢ can be obtained from a combination of

Egs. (D21)), (D22)), and (D7]). The corresponding expressions for the perturbative expansions
of Ag, Ay, and Ag in Eq. (D20) needed for N*LL resummation can be obtained by replacing

Y012 — With 7%0712,730’1‘2, and 7%0’1’2, respectively, in Eq. (D13).

3. Product of RG Evolution Factors

The factorization and resummation formula in Eq. , contains a product of the position
space RG evolution factors for the hard, beam, jet, and soft functions, given by

Utotal = UH(SQa H, ,UH)UB(%a Ly MB)UJ(%a K, H’J)Us(y‘rv Ly MS) (DQS)

Using the results for the corresponding RG evolution factors in Egs. and (D19)), the
combined evolution factor, Uigia, is given by

Uoral = Unipys (rg)*Crauns) (pp) =20 AUus) (p ) =20r AGm) (Gy gy ge7) (D24)
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where we have defined, Uypgs, as

Unpjs = exp [4CF[S(M, pr) + S, ps) — S, ps) — Sk, m)ﬂ

eXp[ — 2Ay (p, porr) — A, ) — Ag(p, pg) — 2As(p, Ms)} (D25)

M%{ ) 2Cr A(p,p5r)

o (d

a‘nd7 W= w(MJMBnU’J?/'I’S)a as

X

Y

w(pt, g, s, ps) = 20k [2A(1, ps) — A, ps) — A, )],
= 207 [Aps, ps) + A, ps)). (D26)

Appendix E: Numerical Implementation of Resummation Factorization Formula

In order to implement code that can generate numerical results in the resummation region,
it is useful work with the position space resummation factorization formula in Eq. . Using
Eq. to rewrite the model soft function in momentum space, and using Eq. , the
resummation factorization formula in Eq. can be brought into the form

A0 vosum [T1, Prps Y] = 00 Unipys(8ag) 2T A0#s) (1) 720 Albus) (g 1) =20 Aluwps)

d T _iyr(Ti—u) [ w
XH(fZ,uH)/dU/%e yr (11 )(ZZ/T,US@YE)

Yr
XJ(@) /'['J) Spart. (yﬂ MS) Fmod. (U,) )

1
X [ZZLq/x %Iqi <%, %7/~LB> firp(z, 118)
q i

1
+ZZL,;/$ %I‘ﬁ (%’ %’“B) fi/p(Z’MB)] (E1)
q 1 *

The hard function has a perturbative expansion expressed as in Eq. (C5)). The perturbative

expansions of the soft, jet, and beam functions in Egs. (C10), (C13)), and (C20) can be
re-expressed in powers of Lg = In(iy,use’®), when y; = y,/Q s and yp = y./Qp, as

co  2n n
Qs m n
S(y'rv,US)part. = ZZ |: iis):| LS 57(”)7

n=0 m=0
oo  2n n
Qs m n
DD S SR
n=0 m=0

2n e’} n
n OéS(luB) m n
o () Qs is) = > { e } L7 Ly(1—2) I (@), (E2)
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where, for ease of notation, we have defined £_»(z) = §(x) and L_,(x) = 0(x). Here, Si
and J | denote the Coefﬁcients of (as(ps)/ (4m))" L'? in the soft and jet function perturba-
tive series, respectively. I(q aimi(2) denotes the coefficient of Li(1 — ) (as(ps)/ (4m))" LF
in the perturbative series for the beam function. In arriving at this form of the perturbative
series for the soft, jet, and beam functions, we defined two new variables

2 2
Hp Wy

rp = s ry= ) E3

7 Qpus T Qs (E3)

which along with the definition of rg in Eq. (C9) allowed us to write the logarithms Lg,
L;, Lp that appear in the position space perturbative expansions in Egs. (C10]), (C13|), and
(C20)), for the soft, jet, and beam functions, respectively, as

Ls = Lg+1Inrs,
Ly = In(iysp5e"®) = Ls +1Inry, (E4)
Lp = In(iygupe’®) = Lg +Inrp,

when y; = y,/Q; and yp = y- /Q5.
The hard function coefficient functions H™ in Eq. (E2) are functions of In(£2/u2,) and

the coefficients up to O(a?) [FOH61], H®1?), are given in Eq. (C6). The partonic soft

function [70) [71], jet function [62H64], and beam function [26], 65-69] are also known up

to O(« ) These fixed order results are used to extract the coefficient functions S,(,If ), T(,? ),

and I( )

ij,mk
partonic soft functions in Eq. (E2)), the resummation formula can be brought into the final

(z) up to O(a?). Using these fixed order expansions of the hard, beam, jet, and

form

A0 resum [T1, Prp, Ys] = 00 Unrpys(rg) CrAWns) (pp)=20rAGnns) (p ) =2Cr Alwis)

x %ﬁ m%g |:Oés I rl [%Z;J)TQ {asiZB)rB [aiﬁs)r‘* (E5)

x Hm) Jn2) glna) jo(ns) / du Frnoa. (1) iy g m, (71— 0, w, i),

where we have defined the coefficient functions IC%L ) as

ZZL / & Z qzmk Ek 1_Z)fz( 7MB)
+ ZZL / & Z qzmk ‘Ck 1_2)f1( 7NB) (E6)

and the d,,(m,w, ug) functions as

dyq- P NG . ew'YE 1 Iul-l—we
dm(Tlvwaﬂ'S) = /%6 o (Z?JTMSGW ) LS = aw {F(-U))E |: (Tl)lJ(rw) : (E7>
+




36

In arriving at this result we made use of the relation (iy,use’®)“L% = 0" (iy,use’)* and
the identity in Eq. (B9). In the factorization formula, we always have w = w(up, fis, tis) < 0
as seen from Eq. and the hierarchy of scales pug < pp,py. This allows us to drop
the plus-prescription in the numerical evaluation of the d,, (71, w, pug) functions. The explicit

results for do 1234 are:

e ] fg O\t
dO(w7T1 - ua:“S) - F(_w) LLs (7_1 _ U)
B B ew"/E i ,U/S 14w r lu/Se'YE (O) _
dl(w77—l ua:uS) - F(—W) LLs (Tl—u> _ln T —u w ( (,U):|7
B e 1 g e [Lg€VE o\ .
dlwm —uwps) = g (H00) (0 +e0w) - e(w)
B B €w7E i ,U’S 14w ILLSG’YE B 3
d3(w)7—1 uuu’S) - F(—w) MS(TI —U> _(111 T —u +1/}0< C{)))
YE
= 30 (=w) (In 25— 4 O (—w)) + 9 (—w),
1 u
_ e L s NI oy vt W(_ N2 _ )
d4((¢),7’1 ua:“S) - F(—w) L (Tl—u> |:[7v/} ( (.U)] +3[¢ ( w):| w ( w)
YE YE
+ 1 4(“5 )+4[¢<0>( w)]* In £
n—1u n—1u
YE
£ 6 [ (—w)? (hﬁ (“—) —w“)(—w)) (E8)
T — U
YE
— 6 (—w) In? (“Se )+4¢<2>( )In 15€
T — U T —Uu
3

where 1™ (z) is the PolyGamma function of order n

dn+1

- danrl

Y™ (z) InT(x). (E9)

Eq. (EB) serves as the master formula for the numerical implementation of the resummed

factorization formula.

Appendix F: Non-Perturbative Shape Function

In general, the 1-jettiness shape function F,.q(u), appearing in Eq. , can depend on
the null beam and jet reference vectors nfy = (1,7g) and n'; = (1,7,), respectively. Here 7ip
and 77; are unit 3-vectors that point along the beam and leading jet directions, respectively.
Note that for each event, the 3-vector 77; can point in a different direction, corresponding
to the leading jet. In this section, we derive an analytic formula that explicitly shows how
one can incorporate the dynamical dependence on the beam and jet reference vectors into a
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model for the shape function, Fj.q(u). We derive this result by following and building on
the analysis in Ref. [30].
The soft function that appears in the factorization formula has the form

S(Tl,u):/dk’B /dkf]é(Tl—k?B—k‘J)S(k?B,/{?J,[L), (Fl)

as in Eq. , where S(kp, ky, p) is the generalized hemisphere soft function where the
arguments kg, k;, correspond to the contribution to 77 of soft radiation grouped with the
beam and jet reference vector directions, respectively. The field theoretic definition of the
generalized soft function is [29, 30]:

Sk, by, p) = —tr Z( (XY, Y, )O10)
_ _ 45 , 4B 4B,
5_kB l_EZX:e(QJ k= o k)QB k]
_ 9 g ) 4
5 |ky ;e( 0 o k) o k] (F2)

The beam and jet reference vectors that appear in the definition of 71, in the resummation

region, can be written as:

w
n' ny

CI% = w37 C]ﬁ = wJ77

Qp = wp, Qs=wy. (F3)

In our work, for 71, we have wp = xy/s and w; = 2P, coshy,, corresponding to Egs. ,
@, and . In general, the scalar dot product ng - n; will depend on the direction of the
leading jet in each event.

As explained in Ref. [30], around their Eq. (133), one can define new null reference vectors,

n'z and n'; as:
ng =np/Re,  nj=ns/Ry, (F4)

where Rp and R; are defined as:

wy Qpnp-ny wp Qrnp-ny
Rp = 4] =—LZX2 , R, =/ —==*- , F5
b Qrwp 2 ! Qpuwy 2 (F5)
which leads to the result:
n’y -m’; =2 = constant, (F6)

for every event. Using Eqs. (F3)) and the invariance [93] of the Wilson lines under the
transformations in Eq. (F4]), generalized hemisphere soft function can be written as:

1 2
Slhusks ) = -t 3 [(XY], Y, J0)10)
(& Xs
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1 | ks
—0 O(ny-ki—nlg-ki)ng -k
o? o= 30kt ]

1 | ky
—0 | = — Qn’kz—n'kl n'~ki 3 F7
RJ RJ ZEZ:)(S ( B J ) J ] ( )

which corresponds to the relation [30]:
1 kg ky

S(kBakJapJ) = RBRJShemi.(R_B7R_J“u)' (F8>

i.e. the generalized hemisphere soft function, S(kg, kj, i), is related to the standard hemi-
sphere soft function Spemi.(k1, k2, pt), evaluated with the reference vectors n; and ny such
that ny - ny = 2, a constant, if one makes the subsitution k; = kg/Rp and ky = k;/R;.
Thus, all the dependence on the reference vectors ng and n; in the 1-jettiness soft function
is accounted for through the factors Rp and R; as shown above.

Thus, the 1-jettiness soft function in Eq. can now be written in terms of the standard
hemisphere soft function as:

1 kg kj
pr— —_— —_— —— . — — . F
S<7_17 ,u) / dkB /ko 5(7_1 kB kJ) RBRJSheml.(RBa RJ?H’) ( 9)

Through a simple change of integration variables, this can be brought into the equivalent

form:
S(Tl,,u) = / d/{)B /dk] 5(7’1 — RBkB — Rjkj) Shemi.(k37 kJ,M). (FlO)

Thus, a shape function model for S(7y, ) can now be incorporated in terms of a shape
function model for the hemisphere soft function through the convolution:

Sheml kB7 kJa /dkB/dk/ 8111):;61 - k/B7 kJ - kf]v )S}rlr(le(r)r(lil (k/B7 ki])? (Fll)

where Sﬁ’j;fl is the partonic hemisphere soft function and S°% is the model hemisphere

shape function, which satisfies the normalization condition:

/dkB /ko Sod- (kg ky) = 1. (F12)

Using Eq. (F11) in Eq. (F10)), following the procedure outlined in pages 17, 18, and 19
of Ref. [29], one can compare the result to Eq. (30)), to extract F™% (u) as:

mod. _ 1 “ mod. U+< U_C
o) = 5 [ g sm (S B0

1 /U/RBdg gmod (Ut RoC u— Ry
Rg+ Ry J _ur, Sweni R TR, Ry + Ry

), (F13)
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where we have expressed F™°%(u) in terms of the generalized hemisphere function, S™°¢ and
the standard hemisphere soft function, S™°%, in the first and second equalities, respectively.
In the first equality, the original kg and k; variables are related to the transformed variables
as u = kg + ky and ( = kg — k;. In the second equality, the original kg and k; variables
are related to the transformed variables as u = Rgkg + R k; and ( = kg — k;. This shows
the explicit dependence of the shape function F™°%(u) on the reference vectors ng and ny
through Rp and Rj, defined in Eq. above. For 71, using Egs. and , we can
have:

np-ny 29B - q7
p= \/ 2 sy S (F14)

where 7g is defined in Eq. (C9)). Thus, Eq. (F13]) can be written as entirely in terms of rg

as:

o 1 u/Ts mod. U+ TsC u—15¢
) = 5 e s
—u/rg

). (F15)

)

27’5 27"3

Thus, one can construct a model for the standard hemisphere shape function, &% (k;, ks)

and then use it in the above equation to obtain the corresponding model for the shape
function F™°4-(u) with the full dependence on the beam and jet reference vectors, encoded in
rg. This result that determines the shape function, F™°d (v), for the 7; observable in terms
of the standard hemisphere function ST (ky, ky) corresponds to a degree of universality
among shape functions in DIS event shapes.

Finally, we note that the first moment of the shape function F™°% () can be expressed in
terms of the generalized hemisphere function and the standard hemisphere function moments

as
/ duw F™% (u) = / dkg / dky (kp + kj) S™%(kg, k1),

= T’S/dkl/dkz (k1 + k2) ff:;f{,(/ﬁ,@)a (F16)

again showing universality up to the overall factor of rg. This is consistent with the expected
universality [30, 93], 94] of the leading power correction, determined by the first moment of
the shape function, in the tail region of the 7y-distribution.
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