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ABSTRACT: A definition of partonic jet flavor that is both theoretically well-defined and
experimentally robust would have profound implications for measurements and predictions
especially for heavy flavor applications. Recently, a definition of jet flavor was introduced as
the net flavor flowing along the direction of the Winner-Take-All axis of a jet which is soft safe
to all orders, but not collinear safe. Here, we exploit the lack of collinear safety and propose
a factorization theorem of perturbative flavor fragmentation functions that resum collinear
divergences and describe the evolution of flavor from the short distance of jet production to the
long distance at which hadronization occurs. Collinear flavor evolution is governed by a small
modification of the DGLAP equations. We present a detailed all-orders analysis and identify
exact relations that must hold amongst the various anomalous dimensions by probability
conservation and the existence of fixed points of the renormalization group flow. We explicitly
validate the factorization theorem at one-loop order, and demonstrate its consistency at
two loops in particular flavor channels. Starting at two-loops, constraints on phase space
imposed by flavor measurements potentially allow for non-trivial soft contributions, but we
demonstrate that they are scaleless and so explicitly vanish, ensuring that soft particles are
summed inclusively and all divergences are exclusively collinear in nature. This factorization
theorem opens the door to precision calculations with identified flavor in the infrared.
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1 Introduction

Jets, collimated streams of high-energy particles and a foundational phenomena of quantum
chromodynamics (QCD), provide a proxy for particle production at the shortest distances in
particle collider experiments. In addition to understanding the production of particle energy
and momentum through jets, one would also desire an understanding of how other quan-
tum numbers, such as electric charge or partonic flavor, are produced and then distributed
throughout the numerous particles observed in experiment. For electric charge, a practically
useful definition of a jet’s charge has been introduced long ago [1], and more recently has
been put on a more firm theoretical foundation [2-4] enabling a richer quantitative interpre-
tation. Any observable sensitive to a jet’s electric charge necessarily lacks the property of
infrared and collinear (IRC) safety [5, 6] that enables precision predictions exclusively within
the perturbation theory of QCD.

Ascribing a partonic flavor to a jet is similar in many respects to electric charge, however
it has been explicitly demonstrated that a jet’s flavor can be defined in an entirely IRC
safe way [7], as least on theoretical jets that consist exclusively of quarks and gluons, at a
scale after parton showering but before hadronization. Motivated by several recent high-
precision calculations for the production of heavy-flavor jets [8-12], many more jet flavor
definitions have been proposed [13-17]. For maximum utility within a high-precision fixed-
order calculation, the jet flavor prescription must factorize from the kinematics of the jet and
simply provide a label on an otherwise unflavored jet. For applications to measurements at
the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), this means that jet flavor should be a label to jets found
with the anti-kp algorithm [18].

With this as a goal, we follow the motivation of Ref. [13] and actually recommend that
IRC safety not be a strict requirement for a useful jet flavor definition. In particular, relaxing
collinear safety but maintaining safety to exactly collinear emissions means that the jet flavor
can be described by a flavor fragmentation function, whose evolution from high to low scales is
completely governed by perturbatively-calculable differential equations. Ref. [13] introduced



this fragmentation function as defined by the net flavor that lies exactly on the Winner-Take-
All recombination scheme axis of the jet [19-21]. However, in that reference, the fragmentation
function was introduced rather ad-hoc and resummation was only performed to leading-
logarithmic (LL) accuracy, both of which are insufficient for applications to high-precision
calculations. In this paper, we will solve these issues and present a factorization ansatz for
jet flavor in which the flavor fragmentation function is but one part and well-defined to
any perturbative order, as well as present first calculations necessary for next-to-leading
logarithmic resummation and corresponding matching to next-to-next-to-leading fixed order.

This flavor factorization ansatz will be presented within the context of factorization in
soft-collinear effective theory (SCET) [22-25], with calculations performed in dimensional
regularization and formulated as a product of functions each of which is defined at a unique
scale. Resummation is then accomplished by renormalization group evolution between the
disparate scales of the functions in the factorization ansatz. In a factorized form, the pieces
that depend on the hard scattering process are separated from universal collinear functions,
and so flavor fragmentation functions can be recycled from one calculation and used in nu-
merous other contexts. Within this framework, we reproduce the leading-logarithmic flavor
evolution equations of Ref. [13] and extend their accuracy. A central feature of this factoriza-
tion ansatz is that it is soft insensitive, as the Winner-Take-All recombination scheme axis is
insensitive to soft particles. This we check explicitly via the zero-bin subtractions [26]. The
phase-space constraints are generally non-trivial when expanded in the zero-bin, but after
appropriate rescalings, we can show the contributions are scaleless integrals.

Despite the significant evidence we present for this factorization ansatz, we emphasize
again that we lack a more formal, rigorous proof, of identifying modes, their separation, and
construction of a leading-power jet cross section as a product of matrix elements of SCET
fields, as presented in, e.g., Refs. [27-32]. At least as traditionally defined, collinear fields in
SCET, those that are responsible for jet production, have a well-defined net partonic flavor
and are invariant to collinear gauge transformations which requires that they can produce
an arbitrary number of particles. From the perspective of jet flavor advocated here, we
would refer to the well-defined flavor of this SCET field as the ultraviolet (UV) flavor. For
measurements that are inclusive over emitted particles or insensitive to their flavor, this is
preferred, because corresponding measurements that constrain the fields exclusively act on the
distribution of momentum produced by the fields. Requiring exclusive information about the
flavor of particles produced in the jet would seem to modify the structure of and information
carried by the fields. We leave the question of feasibility and construction of IR flavor sensitive
SCET fields to future work.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the definition of jet flavor of
Ref. [13] as the net flavor that flows exactly along the direction of the Winner-Take-All axis.
In Sec. 3, we present our conjecture for the factorization ansatz of Winner-Take-All flavor,
appropriate for jets produced in eTe™ collisions. This is for simplicity here, to illustrate the
structure and consistency of the factorization ansatz, but the extension to jets produced at
a hadron collider is straightforward, as only a new hard function needs to be calculated. In



Sec. 4 we present a general, all-orders analysis of the structure of UV renormalization from
considerations like conservation of total flavor along the flow and the consequences of the
symmetries of (perturbative) QCD. This produces several non-trivial relationships between
anomalous dimensions. Exact, all-orders solutions to the renormalization group equations
are presented in Sec. 5, extending the leading-logarithmic predictions of Ref. [13] to whatever
accuracy one is strong enough to calculate anomalous dimensions. In Sec. 6, we present
explicit calculations of the hard and jet flavor functions at one-loop order and demonstrate
consistency of the renormalization structure implied by the factorization ansatz at two-loops
in Sec. 7. In Sec. 8, we use these results to calculate the dependence of the Winner-Take-All
flavor definition on the center-of-mass collision energy, resummed through LL' accuracy. We
conclude in Sec. 9 and discuss numerous applications of this factorization ansatz. Appendices
collect and summarize central results of the paper.

2 Definition of WTA Jet Flavor

In this section, we introduce the definition of the Winner-Take-All (WTA) flavor algorithm
employed throughout the rest of this paper. As our calculations will be restricted to jets
produced in eTe™ collisions, we present the definition of WTA flavor for jets exclusively in
the eTe™ collider environment. Nevertheless, we note that the extension to WTA flavor
appropriate for jets in a hadron collider is simply a change of coordinates in the reclustering
metric and recombination scheme. Because we only consider flavor measurements on already-
clustered jets, there is no clustering with the beam, for example, that needs to be considered.
This further means that the algorithm of WTA flavor simply establishes a label for the jet
given the flavors of its constituent partons, and in no way modifies any kinematic quantities
of the jet. As such, the kinematics of WTA flavored jets remains exactly that of the more
familiar and experimentally-measured flavor-inclusive jets.

First, we define our jet sample in eTe™ collisions. We will consider events divided into
two hemisphere jets as defined by the plane transverse to the axis that minimizes thrust
[33, 34]. Then, on both of the hemisphere jets separately, we run the WTA flavor algorithm,

as introduced in Ref. [13]:

1. Cluster and find jets in your collision event with any desired jet algorithm; in the case
studied in this paper, defined through thrust hemispheres.

2. On a given jet, recluster its constituents with the kp algorithm [35, 36], using the WTA
recombination scheme [19-21]. Specifically:

(a) For all pairs 7,j of particles in your jet, calculate the pairwise k7 metric d;; =
2min[E?, Ef](l — cosb;;), where E;, E; are the energies of particles 4, j and 6;; is
the angle between their three-momenta.



(b) For the pair i,j that corresponds to the smallest d;;, recombine their momenta
into a new massless particle ij such that \]5;~j| = |pi| + |Pj|, and the direction of ij
is along the direction of the harder of i and j.!

(c) Replace particles ¢ and j with their combination Z] in the collection of particles in
the jet.

(d) Repeat clustering until there is a single, combined particle that remains. The
direction of this particle corresponds to the direction of the WTA axis of the jet.

3. The sum of the flavors of all particles in the jet whose momenta lie exactly along the
WTA axis is defined to be the flavor of the jet. This sum of flavors is defined as follows.
Gluons g have 0 or neutral flavor. A quark ¢ and anti-quark ¢ of the same species
have opposite flavor such that the flavor sum of a quark and its anti-quark is neutral
(gluon): ¢+ @ = g. The flavor of two quarks of different species, say ¢ and ¢’, sum to a
non-partonic flavor which we denote as ¢ + ¢’ = (q¢’).

In this algorithm, we follow the WTA axis all the way to the end of the parton shower,
which is terminated at some physical scale k:i ~ 1 GeV?, just before the scale of hadronization
at which QCD becomes strongly coupled. From a leading-order perspective, the WTA axis
necessarily consists of a single parton, but at higher orders, in general, there will be the effect
of unresolved emissions that lie within this cutoff scale, to ensure that the virtual and real
divergences in the splitting functions that govern the parton shower cancel. We will discuss
how this scale arises and what emissions in the jets contribute at leading power to the WTA
flavor in the following section.

As discussed in Ref. [13], the WTA flavor algorithm is soft safe because soft particles
cannot affect the location of the WTA axis. However, WTA flavor is not collinear safe, be-
cause the WTA axis may move between different-flavored particles infinitesimally separated
in angle, but is inclusive over ezactly collinear splittings. As we discuss more in Sec. 4.1, inclu-
sivity over exactly collinear splittings ensures that scale evolution of WTA flavor is governed
by unambiguous parton-to-parton transitions, i.e., u quark to g gluon, which significantly
simplifies the space of solutions. The lack of collinear safety means that the WTA flavor
cannot be calculated in fixed-order perturbation theory, but strictly collinear unsafety means
that divergences can be absorbed and resummed into appropriate fragmentation functions.
These fragmentation functions are defined through the factorization ansatz that we present
in the following section, but are much simpler than fragmentation functions that describe
the transition of a perturbative parton to a non-perturbative hadron. For flavor, the frag-
mentation function exclusively describes the evolution of a parton in the UV into the parton

'For massless particles, this prescription is equivalent to setting the energy of particle ZNJ to the sum of
the daughter energies. However, massive particles can be at rest which renders the energy form of the WTA
recombination ambiguous, and so FastJet, for example, only implements the magnitude of three-momentum
recombination rule [37]. Throughout this paper, we only consider massless partons, so the magnitude of the
three-momentum or energy form of the recombination are identical.



that lies along the WTA axis in the IR and so the WTA flavor fragmentation function can
be completely calculated perturbatively. That is, the anomalous dimensions of the evolution
equations are perturbative as are the boundary conditions imposed on the flavor fragmen-
tation function and so their solutions are completely perturbative. However, they are not
IRC safe, because there are interesting asymptotic limits in which a Taylor expansion about
as = 0 breaks down [13], in a similar way to Sudakov safe observables studied in other
contexts [38-41].

However, the perturbativity of the solutions to the evolution equations is a consequence
of imposing a non-zero relative transverse momentum cut on the region about the WTA
axis in which flavors are summed. In the factorization conjecture that follows, we call this
scale k2, and further it is necessarily larger than the QCD scale, k:i > A%QCD' Within the
context of a parton shower, k:f_ would be comparable to the termination scale of the shower,
before hadronization. With these caveats, the analysis presented in this paper is the very
first step toward systematic theoretical development of this flavor definition. A practical and
more realistic implementation of jet flavor will require inclusion of quark masses, as for heavy
flavor applications, the mass of quarks is comparable to the scale of the end of the parton
shower. Further, partonic flavors are clearly not experimentally accessible, but augmentation
of the factorization conjecture here with a non-perturbative function that describes evolution
of partonic flavor from scale k2 to hadronic flavor at AéCD may accomplish something toward
this end. We discuss these and other future directions more in the conclusions, Sec. 9.

Additionally, throughout this paper, we exclusively consider the measurement of the
WTA flavor label of jets, and no other flavor-sensitive information like the energy fraction
distribution of the WTA axis. A first study of kinematic quantities that are sensitive to
an IR flavor definition was presented in Ref. [13], and the analysis there could be extended.
However, we leave a more general analysis to future work, as the factorization of WTA flavor
labels will be interesting and subtle enough.

3 Factorization Conjecture

Given the WTA flavor algorithm, we now present the conjecture for the factorization for its
all-orders calculation in the collinear limit. Here, we will apply the WTA flavor algorithm to
both thrust hemisphere jets in e*e™ collisions, as described above. We propose that the cross
section o+, ¢, f, for the scattered ete™ to produce hemisphere WTA flavors f7, fr in the
IR is

Oete~—frLfr = Z He+e*—>ijR(Q27 M2> JjL‘)fL (M27 ki) JjRHfR(:U’Zv ki) : (3'1)

JL>IR
In this expression, Q? is the squared collision energy or UV scale and ki is the scale of the
termination of the parton shower according to the kr jet algorithm, at which the WTA flavor
is measured. This factorization ansatz is valid in the limit in which the IR and UV scales
are hierarchically separated, Q2/ k:i — 00, with corrections expected as powers of ki /Q? <



1 in this limit. Here-,;, ;,(Q% p?) is the hard function that describes the production of
hemisphere WTA flavor from the ete™ collisions at scale Q? to the factorization scale u?,
at which the WTA flavors of the left and right hemispheres are jr,, jr, respectively. The jet
function J;, s, (1%, k2 ) describes the evolution of the flavor of the left hemisphere from jr,
at scale p? down to the measurement scale k:f_, at which the WTA flavor is fr. Note that
the intermediate parton flavors jr, jr that connect the hard function to the jet functions are
summed over.

Evolution in p? between the hard function and either jet function proceeds via modified
DGLAP evolution equations [42-46] that were first derived at leading-logarithmic accuracy
in Refs. [13, 47]. The specific evolution equations will be presented in the following and
anomalous dimensions evaluated a one-loop order, but their structure is to just follow the
particle that lies on the WTA axis at every step in the evolution, as opposed to traditional
DGLAP which follows the evolution of all particles produced at every step. Additionally,
we only track the flavor of the particle along the WTA axis, and no other moments of its
energy, which renders the evolution equations especially simple, as coupled, linear differential
equations. We also note the probability-conservation sum rule, which, when all IR flavors are
summed over, the total cross section that the e*e™ collision in the UV produced any pair of
flavors is:

Z Octe=—frfr = Otot s (32)
fr, fr

where oy is the total hadronic cross section in ete™ collisions. We will exploit related
sum rules for the hard and jet functions in the general analysis of the renormalization group
equations in the following.

3.1 Soft Effects

In the infrared, we naively have contributions from both soft (s) and collinear (c) particles,
whose momenta scale as:

ps~ (ki ki k1), (3.3)
Pe ~ (kﬁ Q kj_) : (3.4)
(& Q7 )

The scale at which flavor is measured is a transverse momentum relative to the WTA axis
of k|, and so a soft particle is one for which its momentum scales like k| in all components.
That is, the soft momentum p; scales like k| in all lightcone coordinates relative to the WTA
axis (the z-axis) where the first entry denotes the +-component (p* = E — p,), the second
entry is the —-component (p~ = F + p.), and the final entry is the momentum transverse to
the WTA axis. Such a momentum has energy that scales like Fs ~ k| and an angle relative to
the WTA axis of 5 ~ 1. The collinear scaling implies the particles carry an order-1 fraction
of the collision energy @ and are confined to an angular region of size 6. ~ k; /Q < 1. These



particles set the precise direction of the WTA axis, and are coherently recoiled by the soft
emissions.

When practically calculating the jet functions in the factorization ansatz, we must impose
the constraint on the relative transverse momentum of resolved particles. This then defines
the WTA flavor to be the net flavor in a region of size k|, as defined by the kp-algorithm.
While soft particles cannot affect the WTA axis, they can be clustered within the scale k|
of the WTA axis and therefore in principle affect the net flavor, according to this definition.
However, we find that at the scale k| , the soft contributions will be given by scaleless integrals,
so that the collinear calculations will completely describe the UV renormalization of WTA
flavor, through tracking the flavor of collinear particles along the renormalization group flow.
That the soft contribution is scaleless is surprising as the naive zero-bin expansion [26] of the
relevant collinear phase-space appears to be non-trivial, but a more detailed analysis reveals
the integrals to be scaleless. This will be demonstrated explicitly at two-loop order in Sec. 7.

This does not imply that there is no soft contribution to the flavor of the jet. Strictly
speaking, the net flavor of any region of finite size is ambiguous due to the presence of soft
quarks beginning at order-a? [7]. However, the generation of soft flavor is therefore described
by distinct evolution equations, exclusively at or below the scale &k , which formally evolve the
softs down to the non-perturbative QCD scale Aqcp. Another way to describe the collinear
flavor evolution that we study here is as the flavor that would be tracked to the end of a
perturbative parton shower, from the collision scale @ to the scale k|, which represents the
minimum scale that separates all resolved particles produced in the shower. Because no
particles in a parton shower are produced within the relative scale k| of any other particle,
the WTA flavor is unambiguous and has correspondingly no contribution from soft particles.
This understanding of WTA jet flavor could therefore be a relevant benchmark for high-order
parton showers, such as, e.g., Refs. [48-51], but we leave more details of such an analysis to
future work.

3.2 Ultraviolet Renormalization

As a first step of the analysis of this factorization ansatz, we present UV renormalization of the
hard and jet functions and the definition of the renormalized objects which satisfy evolution
equations. For the hard function, because the WTA axis is insensitive to soft physics, there
are no correlations between the particles that set the flavor in the two hemispheres, and so it
is renormalized with a product of independent renormalization factors:

HEM (@R =Y HE (@A) 2y (P d) 2 ) (3.5)
kr,kr

The bare hard function is on the left which is independent of renormalization scale p?, and

the renormalized hard function is on the right, multiplied by renormalization factors. Note

the sum over intermediate flavors ky, kg in the renormalization; renormalization of flavor is

necessarily non-diagonal. The jet functions are renormalized in a similar way, with, for the



left hemisphere we have,

(bare) (ren)
JJL—>fL Z ]L—>kL :u07 )JkL_UfL(M kj_) (3.6)

Consistency of the factorization ansatz requires independence of the flavor probabilities to
the renormalization scale u2?. Correspondingly, the product of the bare hard and jet functions
is necessarily equal to the product of the renormalized hard and jet functions:

(bare) (bare) (bare)
S0 HE @) T () T, (8K (37)
JL>JR
. (ren (ren) (ren)
Z ete~—jLir (QQ’ MQ) JJL—>fL (,u ki) JjR—>fR ('uz’ ki) )
JLyJR

For this to hold, the hard and jet function renormalization factors are matrix inverses of one
another:

H 2 2\ (] 2 2
Z Z@'(Ll)jL(:UJ 7”0) Z]('L)—ﬂ{;L(/’LO’lu’ ) = 5iLkL ) (38)
Jr
for the left hemisphere, and similar for the right hemisphere. Then, for independence of the
measurable flavor probabilities on the scale y?, we must enforce the renormalization group
evolution equations for the hard and jet functions:

0

2 ren 2 92 ren 2 2 ren 2 2

1% 8 H£+e€2_>ijR(Q y ) = _ZH6(+662_>ijR(Q y b )FYkL—)jL - ZH£+B€2_>ijR(Q y b )P)/kR*)ij
kL kR

0
“Qﬁ J(ZeifL k) = Z%mm erei)fL( k), (3.9)

H2 a(Z2 J](}T:i)fR( 27 ki) = ; Vir—kr Jlle:isz (,u2, ki) :

R
The ~y;_ factors are the UV anomalous dimensions and for which there are numerous all-
orders constraints and relationships that we will review in the next section. Also, while
we have retained the superscript (ren) here to denote that these are the renormalized func-
tions, we will typically not include the superscript working from the assumption that, unless
otherwise noted, all functions are their renormalized versions.

4 General Analysis of Renormalization Group Equations

Here, we will provide several general, all-orders relationships between the functions in the
factorization ansatz and their anomalous dimensions. The matrix structure of the hard and
jet functions’ evolution equations is particularly constraining. We will study the hard and jet
functions separately, and then provide a summary of the identities at the end of this section.



Some relationships between the anomalous dimensions that describe the evolution from
WTA flavor i to j follow directly from symmetries of QCD itself. By charge conjugation
symmetry, the anomalous dimension from quark ¢ to anti-quark ¢ is equal to the reverse
process:

Yg—q = Vg—q - (4.1)

Charge conjugation also relates the transitions between gluons and (anti-)quarks:

Yg—q = V9—q> Yg—g9 = Vg—g - (4.2)

Further, flavor symmetry between all massless species constrain anomalous dimensions in-
volving a gluon to a quark, or vice-versa, to be independent of flavor:

Yg—q = Vg—q' > Yg—g = Vg =g (4.3)

for any two (anti-)quarks ¢,¢’. Finally, detailed balance requires that the evolution from a
quark ¢ to another quark ¢’ is equivalent to the opposite process:

Ya—q = Vg'—q - (4.4)

Flavor symmetry also requires that for ¢’ # ¢, g that all other quark-to-quark transitions are
described by a single anomalous dimension, ,_,,. Therefore, there are only six independent
anomalous dimensions, regardless of the numbers of active quark flavors: v,—q, Vg—7, VYg—¢'>

Yg—g> Yg—gq» a0d Ygorg-
4.1 Constraints from the Hard Function

Suppressing arguments, the hard function H,+.-_,;j, ;.. describes the evolution of WTA flavor
from the center-of-mass collision scale @2 to the renormalization scale ;2. At every step of
this evolution, the flavor of the WTA axis necessarily changes into some flavor. Further, this
flavor is necessarily and unambiguously partonic, up quark, anti-strange quark, gluon, etc.,
because the WTA flavor in the hard function is determined by the net flavor in a region of 0
angular size about the WTA axis and exactly collinear splittings in QCD conserve partonic
flavor. Therefore, the hard function satisfies a sum rule, that the total probability that the
initial scattered electron-positron pair evolves into any hemisphere WTA flavor pair j;jgr is

the total hadronic cross section:
Z He*e*—m‘LjR = Otot - (45)
JL.JR
The renormalization group equations that govern the evolution of the hard function are,
again,

0
/‘1’287/L2H6+6_4)ijR = - Z H€+€_4)ijR ’)/kL—{jL - Z He+e_~>ijR ’YkR—>jR . (46)
kr, kR



This is a set of linear, first-order differential equations and the anomalous dimensions v_,;
are necessarily real numbers and independent of scale u? (except for implicit dependence in
as). As such, the late-scale behavior in the limit that u?/Q? — 0 of these equations is to
necessarily flow to a fixed-point at which

5 O

hm 1% ailﬂHe-}e—*}ijR = 0 (47)

12 /Q?—0
Because the equilibrium flavor is governed by the limit of collinear evolution, the equilibrium

flavors of the two hemispheres are independent and the hard function reduces to a product
of hemisphere hard functions, where

He+e——>ijR = Otot HjLHjR . (48)

Therefore, in equilibrium, we need only study one hemisphere at a time. With this property
established, the relationship between the fixed-point fractions and the anomalous dimensions

is simply

> Hiyj=0. (4.9)
k

Relationships between the anomalous dimensions can be established by considering the
specific final hemisphere flavor states, j. If 7 = ¢, this equilibrium constraint is

0= Z Hy Ve—q = HqVgsq + HgYgoqg + HgVgoq + Z Hy g =q - (4.10)
k q'#q4,q

By the established symmetries of the anomalous dimensions, the equilibrium quark flavor
fractions are independent of quark flavor, and so the hard functions involving only quarks are
all equal:

H,=H;=H,. (4.11)

Additionally, for ny active quark flavors, there are 2(ny — 1) quarks ¢’ and so we find the
relationship

0=H, [7q—>q +Ygg + 2(ny — 1)7q—>q’] + HgYg—q - (4.12)

Additionally, because of the independence of quark flavor on equilibrium fraction, the sum
rule in equilibrium is simply

1= Hy+Hy=2npH,+ H,, (4.13)
q

where on the right H, is the fraction that a single species of quark is the WTA flavor.
If instead the equilibrium flavor was a gluon, j = g, then the equilibrium constraint is

0= Z Hi Yesg = Z Hyvgsg + Hyvgsg = 2npHyvgsg + Hyvgg - (4.14)
k q

,10,



These three constraints, Eqs. 4.12, 4.13, and 4.14, can be used to solve for the equilibrium
flavor fractions where

_ Dg—g
Hy=—21 Hy=—1129 (4.15)
Yg—g — Vg—g Yg—g — Vg—g

This further produces the relationship between the anomalous dimensions where

21 1Yg—-qVg—g = VYg—g [’Vq—ﬂz + Y=g T 2(”]” - 1)’Yq—>q’] . (4.16)

4.2 Constraints from the Jet Function

The most general form of the ;2 evolution equations for the jet function is of a similar form
to that of the hard function, where

0
:u 6 a2 ]—)f Z’V]—>kjk—>fa (4'17)

again suppressing arguments for brevity. Similar to the hard function, the jet function satisfies
a probability-conservation sum rule, where, by summing over all possible WTA flavors,

> Jrp=1. (4.18)
f
In the renormalization group evolution, summing over all WTA flavors then enforces that
o S Ares =0= o = (119)
k., f k
and so the sum of the all possible anomalous dimensions for any UV flavor j vanishes:
Z YVi—k =0. (4.20)
k

We can then consider the two cases of UV flavors, g or g, and establish linear constraints on
the anomalous dimensions.
Starting with a quark in the UV, the sum of anomalous dimensions is

0= Z%;-m = Ygq T Vgoq T 2(nf — D)Vgosg + Yaog s (4.21)
k

where the quark flavor ¢’ # ¢, . For a gluon in the UV, the sum of anomalous dimensions is

0= Z Yg—k = Vg—g T 2N fVgq - (4.22)
k

We note that these two constraints, Eqgs. (4.21) and (4.22), render the constraint from the
hard function, Eq. (4.16), a tautology.
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4.3 Summary of Relationships Between Anomalous Dimensions

We now summarize these general, all-orders relationships amongst the anomalous dimensions
and fixed-point flavor fractions. The only independent anomalous dimensions of UV renor-
malization are vyq, Yg—q'> Yg—g> a0d Yg—q, for any quark flavor ¢ and ¢’ # ¢,q. All other
anomalous dimensions are related by the symmetries of QCD (flavor symmetry, charge conju-
gation, detailed balance) and the flavor-conserving anomalous dimensions are related by the
existence of a fixed-point in the deep infrared or flavor-conservation:

Yaog = —Vg—q — 2(nf — 1)Ygsg — Yg—g 5 Yg—g = —2NfYg—q > (4.23)

for ny active quark flavors. The simplest form of the infrared fixed-point flavors fractions for
any quark species ¢ or gluon g are

— o Hy——29 (4.24)
21 §Yg—q + Yg—g 211799 + Vg—g

q

These fixed points fractions are, in a general non-Abelian gauge theory, rational functions
of the coupling, a;. However, because of asymptotic freedom of QCD, in the limit that the
physical scale Q2 — oo for fixed renormalization scale p?, these fixed-point fractions are
independent of ag, where

’7g—>q(048)

H, = lim : 4.25
T a0 20 fYg—q(s) + Ygg(ts) ( )
H, = lim Dgg () . (4.26)

as—0 2nf’7g*>q(as) + Vqﬁ)g(as)

As the anomalous dimensions are a Taylor series in g, the fixed point fractions therefore are
actually exclusively determined by the one-loop anomalous dimensions.

5 All-Orders Solution of Renormalization Group Evolution

Before presenting explicit calculations for the hard and jet functions at one-loop order, we
will solve the general renormalization group equations to all orders. This will illustrate
their structure and the way in which the fixed points are approached. For simplicity and
compactness, we will only present the complete solution to the evolution equations for WTA
gluon flavor, but more details and the solution for WTA quark flavor is presented in App. A.
Again, the evolution equation for the jet function with identified WTA flavor f is

0

MQWJjﬁf(Mzaki) = ZVJ‘—kaaf(lﬂaki)' (5.1)
k
This can be re-expressed as evolution in the value of the coupling o through the S-function,
where
da
200
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Then, the renormalization group evolution is

0 1

@Jjﬁf (Ozs, Oés(ki)) = m zk:’Yj—ﬂe(as) Jk—f ((a&as(ki)) ) (5.3)

with the boundary condition defined by the value of s at the scale k%, a,(k?).

5.1 Gluon WTA Flavor

For gluon WTA flavor, this equation simplifies to a two-dimensional matrix equation

o <Jg_>g (%,%(ﬁ))) _ 1 (Vg—hq 2y %ﬁq’) (‘]g—’g (cvs, cvs( >)> . (5.4)

2
1
Ao \ Jg—g (0487 O‘S(ki)) Blas) \ Yg—g Zq’ Yg—q' Jg—g (0‘57 ozs(ki))

where ¢’ is any active quark flavor and we have used the relationships between anomalous
dimensions. Then, exploiting the fixed-point restrictions, this further simplifies to

0 (Jg—>g (Oés,as(ki))> _ 1 ('Yg—m _79—>g> <J9—>9 (O‘S’O‘S(ki))> : (5.5)

Oas \ Jgog (O‘Svo‘s(ki)) Blas) \ Yg—g —Va—g Jg—g (O‘Sv%(ki))

The rate of evolution of the WTA flavor is determined by the eigenvalues of the anomalous
dimension matrix. Because of flavor conservation, this matrix has a 0 eigenvalue, while the
other eigenvalue is

Vg, WTA = Yg—=g — Vg—g - (56)

Therefore, this single eigenvalue controls the rate of evolution of the gluon WTA jet function
from the scale ki to the scale 2.
This matrix equation can be expanded out in terms of two coupled differential equations:

(‘3(243 [Jg—w (as,as(k:i)) — Jg—g (0457%(]‘73))] = % [Jg—>g (O‘Sa%(ki)) — Jyg (as,as(ki))} )
ais s (s s (62)) + Ty sy (s, s(k2))] = W [y (s s(2)) — Ty (ass as(K2))] -
(5.7)

The first equation’s solution is

o (05,050)) = oy (050, 0ulb) 50 | [ 2005 (gf0) = male) | + Fles),
as(pus

Ja—g (O‘&OCS(ki)) = Jg—g (O‘S(MZJ)7 O‘SU‘?E_)) exp /a: ) ,6’(?(;) (Yg—g(@) = Ygog(@)) | + F(as),
as(ps
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in terms of a natural scale y?% of the jet function and for some function F(«;). The second
differential equation in terms of F'(a;) can be written as

a F(Oés) — 7q—>g(as) Jg—>g (QS(M?])a O‘s(ki)) - 79—)9(048) Jq—)g (O‘S(:u?])7 as(ki)) (510)
Oayg Blas)
% exp [ / () 5 (o) - vqﬁgm))] .

Requiring that F(as) vanishes at the scale y? = u?], the solution can be written as

I Vg—rg(@) Jg—g (O‘S(M?J)v as(ki)) — Yg—g(a) Jgg (O‘S(F‘g)v O‘S(kﬁ))
Pan= [0 5(a)

" exXp [/C:(M%) Bczz/) (Yg—g(a’) = vq%g(o/))] . (5.11)

Putting it together, the solutions for the jet functions are

Gs do

Jg—g (0657045(]?3_)) = Jg—g (OCS(M?I)7 0‘8(’“3_)) exXp [/ ) 3(a) (Yg—sg(a) — ’yq_m(a))]
as(ps

s 'Yq—)g(a) Jg—>g (@9(:“«?])7 as(ki)) - 79—}9(6“) Jq—)g (as <M?I)7 as(ki))
o™ 5(a)

X exp [/C:(NZ) ﬁiz,) (’YQAg(O/) - 'Yqﬁ\g(a/))] ) (5.12)

J

“s do

iy (008) = Ty (50 | |

S(N?j) (OZ)

s ’Yq%g(a) Jg—g (O‘S(N?])a O‘S(ki)) - 'Ygﬁg(a) Jg—g (as (#?7), as(k%_))
* /as(u?,) o B(a)

('79%9(04) - 'ang(a))]

o do’ , ,
X exp [/as(u?,) m ('Yg—m(a ) — Vg—glc ))] . (5.13)

,u% is the natural scale of the jet function and is taken to be of the order of ki, but sensi-
tivity to the specific choice of ,u% can be used to assess the residual scale dependence from
a calculation truncated at a finite order. We will show later that these expressions agree
exactly with the results resummed at leading-logarithmic order in Ref. [13] with one-loop
anomalous dimensions and S-function, and appropriate choices for the boundary conditions,

Tg—sg (as(3), os(k1)) and Joog (0s(p3), as(k1)).
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5.2 Quark WTA Flavor

The evolution equations for WTA quark flavor are substantially more complicated, as de-
scribed by a four-dimensional matrix equation:

Jg—q (as,as(k‘i)) Yg—q Vg—q Zq’ Yg—q' Vg—g Jg—q (O‘Sa%(k’i))
O | Jgorq(as,as(k?)) | _ 1 Vg—q Vi—a Dog Viod Vig Jgq (s, as(kT))
Oas | Jy—yg (as,as(ki)) Blas) | Yg—q Yo—a Eq” Vg'—q" Vg'—g Jg—q (aaas(ki))
Jg—q (045, O‘S(ki)) Yg—q Vg—q Zq' Yg—q'  Vg—yg Jg-q (a57 O‘S(ki))

Yaog Vg 2(nf — D)Ygsq Ya—g J4—q (as, O‘s(ki

1 Yo—q Vg—q 2(nf — D)Ygsy Ya—g Ja-q (0‘87 as(ki

/B(O‘S> Yg—q Vg—q —Vg—g — 2'Yq—>q’ Ya—g Jq’—>q (0137 as(ki

Yg—a Yg—a 2(nf — D)Ygmq —2nf7Ygq Jg-q (O‘Sv as(k‘i
(5.14)

Here, the quark flavor ¢ is distinct from ¢ and ¢, ¢ # ¢q,q and ¢” is distinct from ¢. In
writing these expressions, we have used the SU(ns) flavor symmetry and in the second line,
have simplified the anomalous dimension matrix using the fixed-point relationships. In this
form, it is obvious that the anomalous dimension matrix has a 0 eigenvalue for total flavor
conservation, while the three other eigenvalues are:

Vg, WTA;, = VYg—g — Vg—g> (515)
Y, WTAs = Yg—q — VYq—q» (5.16)
Yq,WTA3 = _an’}’q—)q’ — Yg—g - (517)

These three eigenvalues then control the rate of collinear evolution of the jet functions from
the scale ki to the scale p?. For brevity here, we present the explicit solutions to these
evolution equations with one-loop running in App. A.

6 Fixed-Order Analysis of UV Renormalization

In this section, we present an explicit analysis of the UV evolution equations, evaluating
the hard and jet functions at O(as) to validate the consistency of the factorization ansatz,
and presenting general expressions for the solution to the renormalization group equations
through O(a?). From these results, the established relationships between various flavor-
changing anomalous dimensions can be verified and will set the stage for the calculation of
new processes that start at O(a?) in Sec. 7.

6.1 Solution to UV Renormalization Equations Through Order-a?

We begin by presenting the general solution to the renormalization group equations through
O(a?). We will present the result explicitly for the jet function, but the expression for the
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hard function is similar. We can expand the jet function in powers of a; as
Tt 13) = 535+ 22 1, (10g 22 (52 12 (10 R )
J=f 5 RL) = 05+ 5 Tig ng ox) limf gkz , :

for some functions f j(:) 7 of the logarithm of the ratio of scales at nth order in az. The running
coupling satisfies the one-loop S-function

Jda
2 S s
= 6.2
W 50 : (6.2)
where [y is the one-loop coefficient,
11 2

The anomalous dimension can also be expanded in powers of «; as
e ) (XN )

Then, the renormalization group evolution equation can be expressed through O(a?) as

9 Qg d 1 Qg 2 d 2 1
uzaTﬂJﬁf(uz,ki) == (L) + (%) {de]Qf(L) — B f}gf(L)] (6.5)
= Z’Yj—>k<]k—>f
k

— %, Qs )2 (1) (1) @)
= %Vj%f + (g) [;’Yjﬂkfkgf( )—l—’)fjﬁ\f] ,

where L = log u?/ k:f_ Matching terms order-by-order, we find

d ) (1)
dL j—)f(L) =58 (6.6)
or that
1) (1) (1)
fj_nc(L)—fy_)fL—kc]_,f, (6.7)
where cgli f is a constant, independent of 2.
With this result, the equation at the next order is
d (2 N £ &)
7105 (L) = Bo i3 Zvﬁk AL+ (6.8)
or that
d .o
dL J(_)>f(L) :/807] L+BOC Z [ ]—>k:'7k—>fL+’7(—)>kcl(c—)>f:| +'7( )f' (69)

k
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The solution is

(1)
2) O —)kfyk%f—i_ﬁ 7~>f ) 2)
fim (D) = = ’ B%ﬁ+§:ﬁ%%ﬂ+%ﬁfL+%ﬁﬁ
(6.10)
where cii) ¢ is another constant. Then, through O(a?), the jet function is
D g 21 D
Tjoss (12, h)—;f+2 Cuﬁk%k2+%ﬁ0 (6.11)
m @
0\ ? [ ey + Aoty | 4 () 2 wo o
_‘_(27;) J - J log k2 Boc Zvjﬁkckﬁf—i-’yjﬁf logk—z—i—c Sy
+0(a?).

6.2 Order-a, Calculations: Hard Function

We now turn to explicit calculations of the jet and hard functions for WTA flavor in eTe™
collision events, starting with the hard function, He+.-_,;, ;.. At leading-order, the hard
function is diagonal, where

« 1 2
He“'e——)ijR = 5qu5¢?jR + ﬁHe("')e_*)ijR + O(as) ) (6'12)

where ¢ and ¢ are an antiparticle pair of a quark ¢ and anti-quark g. We will calculate the

)

one-loop corrections to this hard function, the factor H (+e inin

, and through it will validate
the general results established in previous sections.
First, the one-loop virtual contributions to the hard function exclusively contribute to

the flavor-diagonal factors, where

2 €
(1,V) " 2 3 7 5
He+e,_>qq Cr <Q2> <—€2 - 8 4+ gﬂ , (6.13)

which is the well-known one-loop virtual result for the ete~™ — hadrons total cross section in
dimensional regularization where the dimensionality of spacetime is d = 4 — 2e.

Real contributions to the hard function can result in flavor changes from the UV to the
IR and can be calculated from the differential cross section for the ete™ — ggg process, where

1 do® Qg w2\ 1 e e e
23+ 23— €221 — 19
(1 —1)(1 — x2)

Here, oy is the electroweak cross section for ete™ — ¢qq and the 1, xo variables are the energy

)2
@(33‘1 + 29 — 1) .

fractions of the quark and anti-quark with

2E, 2,
, 2y = 224 6.15
0 2= 5 (6.15)

Tr1 =
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where (@ is the center-of-mass collision energy. The energy fraction of the gluon is constrained
by energy conservation, 3 = 2 — x1 — 2. The real emission contribution to the total cross
section is well known, where

(LR) 2\(2 3,19 7
g Os H 2
= Sop (L) (24242 L2, 1
o0 27rCF (Q2> (62 PR ) (6.16)

At this order, the only possible final hemisphere WTA flavor combinations are ¢, qg, and

gq and so the sum of these three corresponding real contributions to the hard functions is
constrained to equal this total:

2\ €
Qs (1,R) (1,R) (1,R) O 7 2 3 19 7 4
o (D gt B+ HY ) = nCr <Q2> (2 ety e ) 610

Additionally, we note that, by charge conjugation, the hard functions He(if,) gy = He(ieR,) g
and so we only have to explicitly calculate the hard function Héi?_) g

The hemisphere WTA flavors are diagonal, ete™ — ¢g, if the gluon is the lowest energy
particle, so that the WTA axes always lie on the quark and anti-quark. The real contribution
to the hard function is thus

2 €
) ILL ]' —€ —€ —€
Héi?_)qq — Cp <Q2) =9 /dacl drg (1 —21) " (1 — 22) " (21 + 29 — 1) (6.18)

22422 —e(2— 21— 19
(1 —a1)(1 = x2)

2\N(2 3 —%44log2 119 7, 7 5
—CF<H> <+€+A‘g+—7T2+210g2—410g3+410g22

2
) O(x1 + 2 — 1) O(221 + 22 — 2) O(x1 + 222 — 2)

Q2 €2 € 24 6

2
+21og?3 + 4 Liy (3)) ,

where Liy(z) is the dilogarithm function. Summing this with the virtual contribution identi-
fied earlier, the one-loop flavor-diagonal hard function is

2\ € 5
O o (E (ZitAloe2 T T 534 dl0g? 23 4 4Li, ( 2
He+e_>qup<Q2>< . 24—1-20g2 4og3—i— 0g” 2+ 2log®3 + 4Lis 3 .
(6.19)

Importantly, all soft divergences have been explicitly canceled, and the remaining 1/e diver-
gence is purely collinear and can therefore be removed by collinear renormalization described

in Sec. 3.2. The hard functions Héi)e, ag and He(i)e, g ATC then
2w 0B (1)
(1) (D) __as 09 ete~—qq
He*e*—n]g - He*e*—>g¢j - 9 (6'20)
2\ € 5
I —3+2log2 109 7 5 9 9 . (2
=Cr | = -+ — — —log2+ -log3 —2log“2 —log"3 — 2Liy | = .
F<Q2> ( c +48 4og +80g og og 1o 3
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From these results, we can then extract the one-loop anomalous dimensions yéﬁq and
yéﬁg. Note that v,—¢ = 754, and so

a [0 o a
2 s (1) _ s (0) (1) s 0) (1)
a o2 %Hae*—wq T or ZH6+6*—>kq’yk—>q T or ZHe+e*—>quk—>q (621)
k k
_ ¢!
=-2: o ’Yéﬁ)q
Qg 5
—2. %50 (=2 4 210g2) .
o F< 3 + 2log )

The anomalous dimension 7329 is extracted from the evolution of the flavor changing process,

for example

0 « Q@ Q@
9 s (1) - SZ (0) SE: (0)
e %Hﬁe*—mq_ Cor k He*@*%kqvk’*g_% . Hetem gk Tkra (6.22)
__% @
=g i
Qg 5
== — —2log?2
27rCF <8 o8 >

Note that this result establishes that the flavor-preserving and changing anomalous dimen-
sions are opposite to one another at one-loop, fyél_)m = —mgl_)m. This is consistent with the
general relationship between these anomalous dimensions from Sec. 4.3 because all quark-

. . . 1
flavor changing anomalous dimensions, ’y( )

gq+ Where q # q, vanish at one-loop order.

6.3 Order-a,; Calculations: Jet Function

With the one-loop hard function calculated, we now turn to the one-loop jet function that
describes collinear evolution of the flavor of the WTA axis. We first review the procedure
of renormalization of the jet function through one-loop, as these results will be useful for
extracting two-loop anomalous dimensions and validating the general fixed-order expansion
formula of the jet function in Sec. 7.
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6.3.1 Renormalization

From the renormalization prescription, the jet functions are explicitly renormalized as follows:

Jéf;e) = qquériI;) + Zgsg gf;(l] + Z Zqﬁq”Jqf/eiq» (6.23)
TP = Zo g JE) + Zy g IR + Z Zogsqr T3 (6.24)
Jq(lj;?) = Zq%qjéizz + Zg—yg gir(ll/ + Z q—=q" Jqf’(ail)q (6.25)
I = ZgsqJ3S9) + Zgog IS + Z g-q" Jqf/‘i)q , (6.26)
TP = Zg g J) 4 Zg g J) + Z Zyosp T3 (6.27)

summed over intermediate quarks ¢” # q. We have suppressed the arguments of these func-
tions for brevity here as well. At lowest order, o, only the diagonal jet functions are non-zero,
Jisj = 0ij + O(as). Therefore, the only non-zero renormalization factors are also diagonal:

Zi‘)j = 52‘]‘ + (9(043) . (6.28)

Through O(a), the quark flavor-changing jet functions are still 0: Jyv_,, = O(a?), and so
through this order, the renormalized functions are

Jibare) = 1 4z 4 Jihren) + 0(a?), (6.29)
Jibare) = jitxen) 4 7(1) "+ O(a?), (6.30)
TP = 0(a?) (6.31)
Ty = 20, + TR + 0(ad), (6.32)
JPwe) =14z + Jire) 4 0(a?). (6.33)

Here, the superscript 1 denotes the order in a; at which these objects are calculated.

6.3.2 ¢ — q Jet Function Flavor Transition

We now turn to the explicit calculation of the one-loop jet functions. In this and all following
subsections, we will denote the energy of the jet as E; and the relative transverse momentum
between two particles produced in a splitting to be min[2?, (1 — 2)?]E%62, where 2, (1 — z) are
the energy fractions of the daughter particles and 6 is their relative angle. If the transverse
momentum of the splitting is above some scale k%, the flavor of the WTA axis is that of the
more energetic particle. If instead the transverse momentum of the splitting is below ki,
then the flavor of the WTA axis is the flavor of the initiating particle, which is also the sum
of the flavors of the daughters.
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With this set-up, the dimensionally-regulated, flavor-diagonal bare jet function Jébare)

through one-loop is
bare) (,,2 1.2 asCr (47T ) Mo 2
Jé—)q )(/‘Oykl) =1+ o F( ( d9 (6.34)
X (62) 1—e _26(1 — z)_ (1 —2) — ez>

x [0(2*0°E5 — k1)0(1/2 — 2z) + ©(kT — min[z?, (1 — 2)*]0>E7)] + O(a3)

asCp (3\“ 1[5 7 2 2
=1 — | = |=—2log2 2——-log2—21 2 .
+ o <ki “ |3 0g2+e 1 og og + O0(a3)

To evaluate this expression, we have used the ¢ — gg collinear splitting function and simplified
the integrand at intermediate steps using the fact that scaleless integrals vanish in dimensional
regularization. Further, note that the zero-bin jet function to this order is scaleless,

zero,bare aSO
Jé%q " )(M(Z)aki) = ﬂ_F El < > / dz/ d6? (6.35)
( 2) 1—e —1 2e( o
x [0(*0°EF — k%) + 9(’& — 220°E3)] + O(a3)
=04 0(a?),

where we take the z ~ k; — 0 limit in the integrand.
To eliminate divergences, we set the renormalization factor at this order to

Zq(—)>q(M07u ) = or </j’2) g (8 - 210g2 ’ (636)

so that the renormalized WTA jet function is
TS i kD) = I (g, k) — Z§M4 (1, 1) (6.37)

asCp ‘1[5 7 5
=1 ~ |5 —2log2 2 — ~log2 — 2log?2
w5 (1) £ [3-mmsave (2 frsa amt)]
a,Cp ﬂ(g) ‘1/(5 2
- 20} 2 (2 —2log2
-C (Mz L2 - 210m2) + 00

2
=1+ asCr <<5 —2log2> log'uf +2 - Zlog2—2log 2) —i—(’)(a?).

2w 8 k2

Its anomalous dimension is

C
Vgsq = O‘“;iﬂF (8 —2log 2> +0(a?). (6.38)

This is the same anomalous dimension as calculated from the hard function He+c—_,4q-
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6.3.3 ¢ — g Jet Function Flavor Transition

The WTA flavor is only a gluon if there is a resolved emission and it is harder than the quark:

(bare) 2 1.2\ _ asCr (47T / / 2
Jq—>g (MO» kJ_) or F(l - 6 do (639)
2\ —l—c,~2¢(q _ 1 +(1-2)° B N2p22 12 B 2
x (%)~ (1—2)72 e O ((1—2)%0°E5 — k1) O(z — 1/2) + O(2)
asCr (131 5 7 2 2
=— | =) - |—=+2log2 -2+ -log2+ 21 2 .
o (ki ol e +2log2+e€ + 1108 + 2log + O(a3)

For this jet function, the zero-bin explicitly vanishes because the gluon must be more energetic
than the quark. We set the renormalization factor to this order to

ZW8, (1, 1) = a;iF <Z§)1 <Z +2log 2> : (6.40)
so the renormalized WTA jet function is
TED (2, K2) = T (8 12 — 20, (3, 4%) (6.41)
= 0‘2? (1@? 1 [—Z +2log2+e€ (—2 + ZlogZ + 210g22>]
_ O‘QiF (Zé)i <—Z + 210g2) + 0(a?)
- a‘;iF <(—Z + 2log2> loglg -2+ ZlogQ + 2log? 2> +0(a?).

Its anomalous dimension is then

QSCF

5
= 2" (- +2log?2 3. 42
g = S5t (=3 + 210g2) + Olad) (6.42)

This is the same anomalous dimension as calculated from the hard function He+.-_, g4

6.3.4 g — g Jet Function Flavor Transition

Now, onto an initial gluon. For evolution into a gluon at the WTA flavor scale k:i, the
contribution to the one-loop jet function from the C'4 collinear splitting channel is 0 because
regardless of how the splitting occurs, there is perfect cancelation between real and virtual
emissions. However, there is a non-zero contribution from the Tz channel if the splitting is
unresolved:

€ 2\ € 1 00
(bare) (2 1.2 — | asngTg  (4) Ho / / 2 4
J9—>9 (MO? kJ_) + F(l _ 6) E?] 0 dz 0 o (6 3)

™

2z(1

X (0%) 7121 = 2) 7 <1 - Z)> O(k7 — 220°E7)O(1/2 — 2) + O(a3)

asngTr (4m)¢ (pd\1[ 2 17 9
=1 LA I - 1 2 .
T ta—g\2) | 3T T Talee?)| o)
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The factor of ny appears because we must sum over all possible unresolved quarks. We set
the renormalization factor to this order to

1 2 9y asngTR 12
Zg(H)g(HoaM )=— Ton <H2> €3’ (6.44)

so the renormalized WTA jet function is

TS (k) = I i, k) = ZgD, (i, 1) (6.45)

aniTr (pE\1[ 2 17 4
=1+ 1=(2) =|-2 —— + —log?2
L= (kﬁ) A R TRESC

asn¢T) 2\“12
L @y Tr (Mo) 12 1 o)

27 2 3
anfTr (2. p? 17 4 9
=14 ——— | —=log — — + —log2 @) .
i ( B2 T8 T3 8% T (o)
Its anomalous dimension is
2asnflR
Tg—g = 73 SQjT +0(a3). (6.46)

6.3.5 g — g Jet Function Flavor Transition

For a quark from a gluon, this only occurs if the splitting is resolved and the quark takes

away more energy than the anti-quark:

1/2
(bare)(, 2 7.2\ _ asTg (47T / / 2
oo o ML) = 5250 E2 dz | df (6.47)

X (6%) 7121 - 2) 7% (1 - 2251_ :‘)> O(20°E3 — k3) + O(a?)

asTr (4m)¢ (pd\“ 11 17 2 )
= — 7 _(£0) 2|2 = Zlog2 .
or T(1—¢) <kﬁ c[37\36 ~3loe?)| + O

We can then set the renormalization factor through this order to

Tr (p3\ 11
ZW) Q2R (H0 4
94 or \p2) €3’ (6.48)

and the renormalized WTA jet function is

Tyosqlk) = T2 (k) — 21

g—q 9g—q

asTr (H3\ 11 17 2 asTr (1311 )
= B 2o de( = —Zlog2)| - Yy 2240
27 <3 c137 3 3® o \j2) e3 O

k
asTp (1, p?2 17 2 5
= —log — + — — =log2 | + O(a?).
<3 gki+36 og >+ (af)

(6.49)

2T

Its anomalous dimension is

+0(a?). (6.50)

T9=a T 37
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6.4 One-Loop Jet Function Summary

We now summarize the results from calculating the one-loop jet functions for all possible
flavor transistions. The scaled anomalous dimensions are:

5 5
B, =Cr <8 —2log 2> : Y, =Cr (—8 +2log 2> : (6.51)
1 2
’.Yg(]gq = gTRy ’Y_((]E)g = —gnfTR-

These one-loop anomalous dimensions equal the corresponding results derived and used in
Ref. [13] for one-loop evolution of the WTA flavor from the perspective of modifying DGLAP
evolution. The scaled one-loop constants of the jet function are

7 7
1) _ 2 1) _ 2
C((l)q—CF <2 log2 210g 2> y C((I)g—CF< 2+ log2—|—2log 2> 5 (6.52)

17 2 17 4
1 1
Célq = TR (36 — *3 log 2> s Cg )g = nfTR <_18 + 3 log 2> .

These results are also collected in App. C, along with the explicit expression for the hard
function.

7 Order-o? Calculations with ¢ — 7'¢'¢ Matrix Element

With results at one-loop order established, we now move to studying the predictions and
consequences of the WTA flavor factorization ansatz at O(a?). In this section, we will focus
on flavor transitions in the jet function, validating that the factorization ansatz and its renor-
malization procedure produces identical results to explicit calculation with complete matrix
elements. For all of these analyses, we focus on the collinear splitting of an initial quark ¢ into
quarks of new flavors ¢/, 7, ¢ — @} ¢5q3. What is particularly interesting about this splitting is
that there are multiple WTA flavor channels that are present. This is the first order at which
both quark flavor changes can occur, e.g., ¢ — ¢, as well as non-partonic WTA flavor can
be produced, e.g., ¢ — (qq’), where the two partons g and ¢’ lie within a relative transverse
momentum of k:i of each other. Crucially, we will demonstrate that the zero-bin is indeed
scaleless and the resulting jet functions have no IR divergences, which also ensures that the
non-partonic WTA flavor jet function has no UV divergences at this order.

The bare jet function for transition from the initial quark ¢ to a final flavor f can be
calculated from this splitting via the master formula

2,b
Jé—)fare) (Hg’ ki) = /dq)3 |Mq—>¢jiqéq3 ‘2 OwTa - (71)
d®s is differential three-body collinear phase space in d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions. Explicitly, this
is [52, 53]

B (5
(4m)5=2¢ (1 — 2¢)

dds = d0%y dO7y dp dzy dzg 2y 2 2y 2 237 2¢(03,) "“(013) “sin~* ¢, (7.2)
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for phase space coordinates formed from pairwise angles 0%2,0%3, azimuthal angle ¢, and
energy fractions z;, with 21 + z0 + 23 = 1 on a jet with total energy E;. By the law of cosines,
the azimuthal angle ¢ is defined in terms of the pairwise angles as

033 = 075 + 075 — 2015013 cos ¢ (7.3)
IMgq qéq3|2 is the squared matrix element for this collinear splitting where [54, 55]

2 CFTR 1

M i 2 = 87T 260( 74
Misiiagel” = (Bmig'e) 2B 212067, (21200 + 2123075 + 222363;) 7
2
% o 21220%2 223 9%3 - 0%3 21 — 22
21220%2 + 21239%3 + 2223933 1— 23 9%2 21+ 2o
dzg + (21 — 2)? 21290%
+ 3 (1 2) +(1—26)(2’1+22— 5 12;2 5 .
z1 + 22 2129079 + 2123075 + 2223033

Finally, ©Owra is the WTA flavor measurement function of the phase space variables that
depends on the specific WTA flavor f and scale kﬁ_

At this order, the WTA flavor constraints are very complicated, so we can’t necessarily
hope to evaluate the jet function in closed, analytic form. Therefore, we will restrict calcu-
lations to leading-logarithmic accuracy, at which splittings are described by strongly-ordered
emissions. In the hierarchical collinear limit of the ¢’¢’ pair, and averaged over their relative
azimuthal angle, the squared matrix element is

9 % 2 CrTg 1
(Magiapas|” = (8mpgors) 2B 212023(1 — 23)0%,0%,
8212923 dz3 + (21 — Z2)2
B (1 — 2’3)3 1-— z3

We leave a thorough calculation of the jet function to future work, and its consequence on

(7.5)

+ (1 —26) (1 —Z3)

higher logarithmic accuracy WTA flavor evolution.

7.1 UV to IR Quark Flavor Change

We will start our analysis here by studying contributions to the quark flavor changing jet
function J152—)>q’ with ¢’ # ¢, to validate the structure of the factorization ansatz that is
dependent on the UV renormalization scale 2.

7.1.1 Calculation from Evolution Equations

Our first step will be to calculate the jet function Jq_>q/(u2, ki) from the explicit solution to
the evolution equations, Eq. (6.11). Because the quark flavors are distinct, g # ¢, there are
no contributions to the jet function at either O(a?) or O(al). The leading contributions start
at O(a?) and can be expressed as

2
Qs (1 2 2
Jgosq (0*,K2) = <2w) ( D Vi iy log (E Dk + 72qu> log - w2t CEH)q’>

+0(?). (7.6)
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By the structure of the one-loop jet functions, the only possible intermediate particle k£ that
can connect two quarks of differing flavor is a gluon, and so the jet function to this order
reduces to

as\2 (1 1 s 2
Jgmsq (12, K1) = (g) (275—)>ﬂ5(]lq log? i (véﬁg D+, ) log £+ W7 - célq>
+0(a3). (7.7)

Plugging in the corresponding one-loop results summarized in Sec. 6.4, this jet function is

s\ 2 5 1 2
Tyosg (12, 12) = (%) [CFTR <—48 + 5 log 2) log? Zi (7.8)
5 172 ) e
+ (CFTR <_8 + 2log 2) (36 —3 log 2) +’yq_>q,> logE + sy
+ O(ag) .

(2)
qa—q
knowledge of the jet function through this order. However, we will next validate that the

2)

We are still missing the two-loop anomalous dimension v ™. , and constant c 1 for complete

leading-logarithmic term is correctly reproduced with the renormalization prescription which
then correspondingly enables extraction of these values from the explicit calculation of the
bare two-loop jet function.

7.1.2 Calculation from Explicit Renormalization

Using the general renormalization prescription of the jet function from Sec. 6.3.1, we can
evaluate the two-loop renormalized jet function for the ¢ — ¢ transition via

J(bare) J(2 ren) + Z(1) J(l ren) _|_Z(2) , _|_O( ) (7.9)

q—q q—q’ 99" g—q' a—q

We will focus here on calculation of the leading logarithmic terms at O(a?) in this jet function,
and so we only need to calculate each term in this relationship to leading logarithmic order.
The leading logarithmic contributions to the product of the one-loop renormalized jet function
and the renormalization factor are

2\ € 2\ € 2\ €
() jen) _ (as\2CpTR (5 Mo\ LMY (M
Z0 a5 5 (52) 25 (—5 + 2log2 2) 2| 3 (7.10)
s\ 2 1 5 2 @2 5 4 pd . P
= (%) CrTR [e (—24 + 3log2> log k2 + ( B + glog > log log ki

5 5 12
+< @+ log2)log }

Next, we need to evaluate the bare jet function as described by the master formula of
Eq. (7.1). We have already presented the expression for the differential phase space and
squared matrix element relevant for this transition; now, we need to construct the measure-
ment function Owra that establishes the quark ¢’ as the WTA axis. Because there are no
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flavorless particles in the ¢ — ¢} ¢5gs final state, there cannot be any particles within a relative
transverse momentum scale kf_ of the quark ¢’. The WTA axis is defined through pairwise
reclustering with the kp algorithm, so, for a jet with three final state particles, we must
consider three possible clustering histories. If ¢’ is initially clustered with either ¢ or g, we
must require that the ¢’ is more energetic than its cluster partner and together they carry
more than half of the jet’s energy. If instead ¢’ and ¢ are clustered together first, the ¢’ quark
alone must carry more than half of the jet’s energy.

These considerations produce the complete measurement function for WTA flavor of ¢/
in the ¢ — @} ¢5qs collinear splitting to be

Owra = © (minf:?, 6%, — A63) © (minlz3, 2 — %) ()
X O (; — 23> O(z0 — 21)0 (2107, E7 — k7))
+© (minlz2, 102, — 303,) © (winl:?, 2162, — 303,
X © G - 21> O(z2 — 23)0 (2303367 — k)
+ 0 (zf@%z — min[zf, z§]0%3) C) (25953 — min[zf, z§]9%3) C) (zg — ;)
x [O(z1 — 23)0 ((1 — 22)%01,EF — k1) + O(23 — 21)0 ((1 — 22)%033E5 — k7)] .

In these expressions, because we utilize the WTA recombination scheme, the relative trans-
verse momentum from a reclustered pair of particles is measured with respect to the harder
of the two in the cluster. One thing to note for this measurement function is that its zero-bin
explicitly vanishes in the limit that z1,20 ~ k| — 0.

Restricting to validating the leading-logarithms of the jet function, the measurement func-
tion simplifies significantly. At leading logarithmic accuracy, the ¢} ¢} pair are parametrically
more collinear than their angle to the final-state g3, and so we can expand the measurement
function in the limit where 62, < 6%, ~ 03:

2 2 1 2 ki
@WTA — @(913 — 912)@ (2 — 23) @(22 — Zl)@ (012 — E'?]) . (7.12)
Because we require that ¢} is relatively hard, there are no divergent soft limits for this
flavor configuration, so just to extract the leading logarithms, we can ignore energy fraction
modifications to angles, as they will only vary the argument of the logs by an order-1 amount,
and are therefore subleading.
With these strongly-ordered collinear results, we can then integrate over the angles 67,
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and 03, and extract the leading divergent terms. We find

2,bare
Jé_m/ )= /d@s |M|? Owra (7.13)
as\2 CrTg ,ug 2 1 / 8212023 4z3 + (21 — 2’2)2
- (27r> 4 <k3 N e I TR v o R
<6121 - 200 (5~ 1) 82— 2),

where we note that z3 = 1 — 29 — 2z1. Performing the integral, we find
2CpTr (12\* 1 ([ 5 4
J(@bare) (O‘—) Ho ) (22 4 Dhogo 7.14
a4 o) T4 \2) @\T12 3% (7-14)
s\ 2 1 5 4 1/ 5 2 I
=(=2) CpTr|-— (——= +-log2) + = [ —— + Zlog2 | log 22
(27r> FR[M( 12+30g>+e(24+30g>0gki

5 2 2 13
+< 24+310g2>10g )

Then, the difference of the bare jet function and the product of one-loop quantities is

J(Q,bare) . Z(l) J(l,ren) . J(2,ren) + Z(Q)

q—q' 929%g—=q" T Yq=q q—=q' (7.15)

s\ 2 1 5 4 1 5 2 13
=) CpTr |— [ ——= +=10g2 ) + - [ —— + = log 2 ] log =2
D(27r) FRLR?( 12+3°g>+e<24+30g>0gu2

osy? 5 o 2B 1,
AN opTr [~ 2 4 Zlog2) (10g2 K0 4 Z10g2 2
+(50) FR( 24+3Og><0g 2% e

All remaining divergences can be absorbed into the two-loop renormalization factor, where
2 5 4 1 1 uz 1 ul
Z(Q),:(%) CrTr (= + 21082 ) [ = + —log K0 4 Z1pg2 10 7.16
e = \gr) CFIR\ gt g8t ) (ga T g 08 a8 o (7.16)
0\ 2 5 4 1 [ ud
— (=) CFTp|——+=1log2 ) — | =
(27r> FR( 12+3°g>4e2 <u2

Then, the renormalized two-loop jet function for this flavor-changing process is

(2,ren) Qs 2 b} 1 2 /~L2
JEen) 5 (%) CpTr (—48 + 5 log2 ) log? I (7.17)

which agrees exactly with the leading-logarithmic terms in the solution of the renormalization

group equation to this order, Eq. 7.8.

7.2 UV to IR Quark-Gluon Flavor Change in Crn;Tr Channel

The second WTA flavor configuration we consider is the transition ¢ — ¢ in the color channel
of this squared matrix element. This is especially interesting because this flavor restriction
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requires that two collinear emissions ¢’¢q’ are unresolved, and we must sum over all possible
quark flavors:

|Mq—>912¢I3’2 = Z |Mq—>qiq§q3’2 = nf’Mq—nj’lqéqg 2 ) (718)
q/

for ny massless quark species.

7.2.1 Calculation from Evolution Equations

To this order and in this color channel, the leading logarithmic terms from the solution of the
evolution equations are expressed as
(1 @ (1) 2
() 2 12 s \2 Vg9 Vg—g T B0Vg>g | o
q_}gmeR('LL ,]CJ_) D) (g) 9 lOg E . (719)

Note the presence of the S-function coefficient, because of its nyTr term. Plugging in the
values of the anomalous dimensions, we have

2 g\ 2 5 4 ,u2
Jélg,nfTR(MZ, k) D — <%> CrnfTr (—12 + 3 log 2> log? E (7.20)

7.2.2 Calculation from Explicit Renormalization

To explicitly calculate this jet function from the collinear splitting matrix elements, we note
that the complete measurement function for the transition ¢ — g here is

Owra = O (min[z%, 232)]0%3 — min[z%, z%]@%Q) C) (min[zg, 232)]0%3 — min[z%, z%]efg) (7.21)
x © <; — zg> €] (k‘ﬁ_ — min[z%, z%]@%zE?])
X [O(21 — 22)0 (23013E5 — k7)) + O (22 — 21)© (2305, E7 — k7)] .

We require that the pair )¢} are unresolved, and have a relative transverse momentum less
than ki However, their relative transverse momentum to g3 must be larger than k:i, to
ensure that they have a flavor distinct from the initiating quark. Focusing on the leading-
logarithmic limit, we take the collinear limit in which ¢ ¢} are strongly-ordered where the
measurement function then becomes

1
Owra — © (2 _ zg) O (k2 — 02,52) © (02,2 — k2) . (7.92)
Again, we can ignore overall scalings by the energy fractions because all must be order-1.

This correspondingly means that the zero-bin phase space constraints of Eq. (7.21) vanish as
well, taking the scaling 21,20 ~ k1 — 0.
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Using this measurement function, the bare jet function for this flavor transition is

2 bar
Jé%gani)TR /dq’3|M| OwTra (7.23)
as\2 CrnfTgr M(Q) 2 8212923 dzs + (21 — ,22)2
(=2 LR (R0 dz dey |- 1
o (52) =5 =) 62/ e I TR i R

1
X@(—Zg)
2\ 2€
_ (% wo\ oL (o5
= (271_) CanTR(k‘2> €2< 12+ 10g2> .

The renormalization prescription relates this bare jet function to the renormalized jet function

as

2 bare 2,ren 1 1,ren 1 Qs 1 :U’% ‘ 1,ren 2
T = T + 20, T + (Zélﬁ 5 fo- (M) >qu9 423 (1.24)

Note that the color factor of the Zél_%qjéirgen) term is C%, and so doesn’t contribute to the case
at hand. The explicit S-function term is needed to modify the scale at which the coupling is

evaluated in Jél_f;n) from p? to u%- Therefore, the renormalized jet function is

2\ €
(2,ren) _ 7(2,bare) 1 1, ag , 1 Ho 1, (2)
JqﬁgvnfTR B Jq%g,nfTR - Zéﬁ)gjg(ﬁr;n) B %ﬁog <L62> Jéﬁrgen) - Zqﬁg,nfTR : (725)

The difference of the bare and one-loop renormalized factors is

J(Z,bare) Z(l) J(l ren) as , 1 :U’(Q) ‘ J(l,ren) 7.96
q=gnfTr ~ “a—g9Y9—g T %50; ? q—g (7.26)
2¢ 2¢ 4 €
s )2 5 4 1 115 115 Ho
— (=) CpngTr [ —— + =log2 ) = | [ 22 2(50) —2
> (%) F R< 2 3% >e2 [<ki e\ p?k:i
= — (%)2 CrnfTr _2 + - 10g2 1 1+ 2elog + 2¢? log2 1 + e log? + o) .
27 12 3 p? u? k:2

Then, all residual divergences can be absorbed by setting the two-loop renormalization factor
to

(2) g\ 2 5 1 ,ug 2
Zq—)g,nfTR = — (%) CFTLfTR <_12 + *1 ) ? (/_]2) s (727)
so that the leading-logarithmic terms of the renormalized jet function are

(2,ren) g\ 2 5 4 9 #2
o gmiTh 2 <%> CrnsTg <12 + 3 log 2 ) log E7 (7.28)

which agrees exactly with Eq. (7.20).

— 30 —



7.3 UV to IR Quark Flavor Conservation in Crn;Tr Channel

The final partonic WTA flavor in this splitting is the flavor-diagonal transition, ¢ — ¢q. Now,
both resolved and unresolved splittings contribute to this transition and further, the zero-bin
will be non-trivial. As with the transition ¢ — ¢, we will need to sum over all possible flavors
of the pair ¢’q’ in the matrix element.

7.3.1 Calculation from Evolution Equations

From the fixed-order expansion of the solution to the evolution equations, the possible leading
logarithmic contributions to ¢ — ¢ transition take the form

9 A1) (1) (1 @ (1) 2
Jéﬁq(lﬁ ki) S (%) Ya—q Ya—q T Ya—g Vg—>q + B0 Vg—=q log? H (7.29)

2 2 k2

Note that neither ’y(ggq %Sﬂq nor v(ggg fyﬁq are proportional to ny; only the §p term is.
Therefore, we have

(1) 2

(2) 2 12 as\2 BoYg2q | 2 M
g\ 2 5 2 5 12
— (&) Cpn T (=2 + Zl0g2 ) 1og? 2
(%) Frf R( 21738 ) % @

7.3.2 Calculation from Explicit Renormalization

Now, we move to explicit calculation of the renormalized jet function from its bare version.
The measurement function for WTA ¢ flavor is a rather large mess; namely

Owra = O (#7015 — min[2}, 23)015) © (23055 — min(zf, 23]67,) (7.31)

X © <z3 - ;) [O(21 — 22)© (21013 E7 — k) + O (22 — 21)© (2305557 — k)]

46 (minfs?, 2162, — minl=3, 2)6%) © (minf=3, 23163 — min(=?, 6%
x [O(21 — 22)0 (k7 — min[z7, 23]073E7) + O (22 — 21)O (kT — min[z3, 231055 E7) ]

+© (min[z7, 2316%, — minfz3, 22163,) © (minlz3, 22163, — minf=3, 2363,

1
x © (min[e?, 23]075E5 — k1) © (21 + 23 — 2) O(z3 — 21)

+© (minf=2, 162, — min[:3, 22183,) © (min[2?, 22)6% — min[:3, 22)63;)
1
x © (minz3, 23]033E7 — k1) © (2’2 + 25 — 2) O(z3 — 22) .
In the first two lines, the 7}¢5 pair is clustered first, but resolved from the g3 and relatively
soft; in the third and forth lines, all particles are within k| of the ¢ and so there is no energy

constraint imposed; on the fifth and sixth (seventh and eighth) lines, ¢} and g3 (¢5 and ¢3) are
clustered first but resolved, separated beyond a relative transverse momentum of k:i Unlike
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the previous two flavor transitions considered, there is a non-trivial zero-bin of the phase
space constraints from taking 21,20 ~ k; — 0, where

6%?/)TA =0 (min[zf, 23]9%2 - 259%3) S} (23933 - 3%9%3) © (2’%9%332] - ki) (7.32)

+0 (min[zf, 23]9%2 - Z%9%3) e (Z%Q%?, - 23953) o (2393332] - ki) :

Here, we have ignored constraints that produce manifestly scaleless integrals. While this zero-
bin will not be needed at leading logarithm, it is critical to check that no soft contribution
affects the extraction of the two-loop anomalous dimension of the jet function. We show in
App. B this contribution is indeed scaleless and therefore vanishes after appropriate rescalings
of the variables.

For our leading-logarithmic calculation, the collinear limit of the measurement function
is
Owra — O (min[?, 231075 — min[27, 23]0%,) © (min[23, 23075 — min[z{, 23]6%,) (7.33)

1 . .

X O (2 - Z3> [O(21 — 22)© (k7 — min[2?, 23]035E3) + O(20 — 21)O (k7 — min[23, 231035 E3)] |
where we have ignored scaleless phase space constraints. Note that these constraints then
eliminate the soft divergence 21,29 — 0, and so, for extracting the leading-logarithmic pre-
diction all energy fractions are order-1, and therefore their specific values only contribute at

next-to-leading logarithmic order. Then, at leading logarithmic accuracy, this phase space
constraint can be expressed as

Owra — O (013 — 61,) © (; - 23> © (k1 — 035E7) , (7.34)

Using this measurement function, the bare jet function for this flavor transition is

2,bare
s = [ v e (7.35)
as\2 CpnyTg M% 2 8212923 423 + (21 — 22)?
Qs \TEFER (H0 ) 2 gy |- 1
> (50) ) @ / Sl I TR i B g P

1
X@(223)
2e
s\ 2 pd\ 1 5 2
= (= Tr( ) = (-2 +-log2].
(271') Crny R(ki) 62< 24+30g>

The renormalization prescription relates this bare jet function to the renormalized jet function
as

2\ €
J(Zbare) _ g(2ren) 4 (1) g(lren) y (Zq(Equ ;Lsﬁol (Mo) )J(l,ren) + 73 (7.36)
™ €

a—q T Yq—q q—9"9g—q /’LQ a—q qa—q "
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Of the terms involving one-loop renormalization, only the S-function term is proportional to
ny, and its difference with the bare jet function is

2\ €
J(2bare) _ %501 <Mo> 7(Lren) (7.37)

qa—q 2 € M2 qa—q

o 9 1 5 9 ,LL(Q) 2e ,u% 2e Mé €
s Th (—= +2log2) | (22 2 (F0) o
- (277) Crny Re2< 24+3 °8 > [(ki) e ,ﬂki

Qg2 ) 2:”0
:<%> Crn¢Tr —ﬂ+710g2 1+2«slog,u +2¢?log 2 + €2 log? k2 —I—(’)( 3)

All residual divergences can be absorbed by setting the two-loop renormalization factor to

2e
(2) _ ()2 5 2 1 [
2 e = (%) CrnsTr (—24+31 =) (7.38)

so that the leading-logarithmic terms of the renormalized jet function are

(2,ren) g\ 2 5 9 /112
S qns TR 2 (ﬂ) CrnsTr <—24 + - 3 log 2) log E, (7.39)

which agrees exactly with Eq. (7.30).

7.4 Non-Partonic Flavor: ¢ — (¢¢)

Finally, with this matrix element, we must also comment on the possibility that net non-
partonic flavor is contained with a region of transverse momentum kzi of the WTA axis.
There are two possible configurations, but we will just focus on the transition where ¢ — (¢¢q’)
and ¢’ # @, where (¢¢') means that the quarks ¢ and ¢’ compose the WTA region. The
measurement function for this configuration is

OwTta = © (min[z%, z§]9%2 - min[z%, z§]9§3) C) (min[z%, 35]9%3 - min[z%, z§]053) (7.40)

1
X O (k‘i — min[23, z§]9§3E3) ) (22 + 23 — 2)

x [O(22 — 23)0 (2103, E7 — k1) + O(23 — 22)0O (27035 EF — k7 )]

Note that the quark @ must be resolved, so this measurement function forbids the limit in
which the pair g} ¢, become collinear, 615 < 613,623. Thus, only the overall collinear limit,
019 ~ 013 ~ b3 ~ k| — 0, can possibly contribute.

However, there is a non-trivial soft limit of the phase space, z1,20 ~ k; — 0. The

zero-bin measurement function is

@%(\JZ)TA =0 (min[zf, 23]9%2 - 23933) S/ (2%9%3 - 239%3) © (k' - 22923EJ) (7.41)
x O (21073E7 — k1) .
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Following the analysis given in App. B, we actually find this contribution is once again
scaleless.

This is further a strong validation of the factorization ansatz because a non-scaleless
zero-bin would indicate that there would be non-trivial production of non-partonic WTA
flavor from one-loop renormalization. However, the fact that J @

q—(qq')
means that at higher orders, there will be collinear divergences and in general, J,_,(4q) Will

is non-zero but finite

need renormalization. This is entirely consistent with the factorization ansatz, because jet
functions are only renormalized “on the left”; that is, at the scale u?, evolved up from the
measurement scale ki The jet flavor in the UV as produced from the hard function must be
partonic, but can become non-partonic in the IR because of the finite size of /<:2L In particular,
the renormalization group evolution of this non-partonic flavor is identical to that presented
in Sec. 5.2 for WTA quark flavor ¢, with the replacement in the jet functions of j — ¢ to
j — (q¢’). The anomalous dimension matrix would be identical.

8 Numerical Analysis

In this section, we will use the results derived above and present predictions for the WTA
flavor evolution at leading-logarithmic (LL) and leading-logarithmic prime (LL’) accuracy.
Here, LL’ accuracy means that one-loop low-scale constants are included in the hard and jet
functions, which are formally only needed for next-to-leading logarithmic accuracy (NLL).
This will enable a study of the sensitivity of the scale dependence as well as improved in
precision as higher-orders are included. Nevertheless, a complete study at NLL is necessary,
especially to match to next-to-next-to-leading order predictions.
What we will plot is the cross-section prediction from the factorization ansatz

Tetem—frfr = Z H6+€*—>ijR(Q27 ) JiL—fr (u* k1) JjR—>fR(:U’27 k1), (8.1)
Jr.Jr

as a function of the center-of-mass collision energy @), with a fixed value for the measurement
scale, k| = 2 GeV. This measurement scale is comparable to the scale of the end of the parton
shower and at which non-perturbative effects begin to become important. However, 2 GeV
is still sufficiently perturbative that we can study the effect of variations of this scale on the
results. By construction, the factorization ansatz is independent of the renormalization scale
1%, so we can conveniently set it to u? = @Q?, for which the hard function is just evaluated at

its natural scale and does not evolve:

Oete~—frfr = Z He+5_‘>ijR(Q2’ Q2) Ji—fs (Q2’ ki) Jin—tr (QQv ki) . (8.2)
JL,jr
While there are numerous possible WTA flavor combinations, here we will restrict ourselves
to just displaying three results for brevity. Nevertheless, all possible flavor configurations
through LL’ accuracy can be predicted with the results summarized in the appendices.
Another thing to note is that, because the hard function is only evaluated at one-loop
and does not evolve, this dramatically reduces the sum over intermediate parton flavors. At

— 34 —



one-loop, the only possible flavor change is of one of the initial quarks into a gluon, and so
the WTA flavor cross section can be expressed as

Oete——frfr — Z [He+e——>qq(Q2’ QQ) Jq—>fL (QZ’ ki) Jq—>fR(Q2a ki) (83)

flavor ¢
+ He*e*%qg(Qa QZ) JquL (Q27 ki) Jg%fR(Q{ ki)
+He+e—ﬁgq(Q27 Qg) Jg—)fL (Q2> kﬁ_) th—>fR(Q2a k‘i)] .
Additionally, for simplicity, we will consider the natural scales of both of the jet functions to
be identical and equal to the scale u?,, which is of the order of ki This scale choice is not
exhaustive nor the most general, but will demonstrate sensitivity to higher-order effects.
We first consider the case of quark flavor conservation, o.+.-_,qq, isolating the term in

the sum over intermediate flavors g for which ¢ = f;. This contribution to the WTA flavor
cross section can be expressed as

Tete—qq 2 Hete—qq(@% Q%) Jyg(Q% k1) Jgosq(Q% K2 (84)

t Hetem309(Q% Q) Jgog(Q% K1) Jgosg( Q% K1) + Herom 1309(Q% Q) Jgog(Q% D) Jgog(@Q% K1) -
With the natural scale of the jet functions the same, then we note that this further simplifies,
exploiting charge conjugation,

Oete—qq 2 Hetem —>qq(Q2 QQ) [ q—>q(Q2 kj_)] (8.5)
+ 2He+e‘—>qg(Q2’ Q%) Jy—q(Q% K1) Jg%q(QQa k7).

Next, we consider the case in which an initial anti-quark, for example, has transformed

into a gluon, o.+.-_,44, but the quark flavor ¢ is conserved. We have
Oete——qg ) He+e— %qq(Qa Q2) JQHQ(QQ’ ki) Jqﬂg (Q27 ki) (86)
+ He*e*ﬁqg(Q% QQ) Jq—ﬂl(Q% ki) JQ%Q(Q% ki) + He*e*ﬁgq(Qzﬂ Q2) JQ—NJ(Q27 ki) JQ—W(Q% ki) .
Again, exploiting charge conjugation, this simplifies to
Oete——qg ) He+e*—>qq(Q27 QQ) Jq—NI(Q27 ki) ‘]‘1—>9 (Q27 ki) (87)
+ He+e*ﬁqg(Q2> QQ) [JQ—NI(QQ? ki) JQ—HJ(Q% k‘i) + JQ—NI(Q% ki) Jq%g(Q% ki)] .

The final example we consider is the case in which a single quark transforms into any
different flavor of quark, o Oete——sqq'» Such that the WTA flavor in the hard and jet functions
differs, ¢ # q,q. We have

Zae+e —qq’ i Z ete™ —>qq Q2 QQ) q—>q<Q2 kJ_) in—ﬂ] (Q2 kJ_) (8'8)
Y Heto 1q0(Q% Q%) Jymg(Q K1) Ty (Q K

ql

+ Z He+e——>gq(Q27 Q2) JQHQ(sz ki) Jq—>q’(Q2, kji) .

q/
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Figure 1: Plots of the cross sections of the WTA flavor in each hemisphere of ete™ —
hadrons events as a function of center-of-mass collision energy @, for the transitions ete™ —
qq (upper left), ete” — qg (upper right), and ee™ — ¢¢' (bottom), inclusive over all
q # q,q. The measurement scale is set to k; = 2 GeV and the number of active quarks is
ny = 5. Uncertainty bands represent variation of the natural scale in the jet function by a

factor of 2 about k| .

Exploiting flavor symmetry, this simplifies to

Z Oete——qq’ o 2(nf - 1)He+e*—>qq(Q27 Q2) Jq—>q(Q27 ki) Jq—>q’(Q2> ki) (89)
q/

+ 2<Tlf - 1)He+e*—>qg(Q27 QQ) Jg—>q(Q27 ki) [Jq—ﬂl(Qa ki) + Jq—>q’(Q27 ki)] :

We plot these WTA flavor cross section predictions as a function of the center-of-mass
collision energy in ete™ — hadrons events in Fig. 1. For the LL prediction, we have multiplied
the predicted flavor cross section by the total cross section oy so that the LL and LL/
predictions have the same normalization. On these plots, we have included representative
scale variation bands, corresponding to varying the natural scale u; of the jet functions by
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a factor of 2 around k; = 2 GeV. Going from LL to LL’' dramatically reduces the scale
sensitivity, which can be understood from the fixed-order expansion of the jet function in
Eq. (6.11). Inclusion of the one-loop constants ¢ explicitly eliminates the single-logarithmic
terms proportional to ¢(1) that arise from variation of the scale k:i at order-a2. Further, there
is a natural hierarchy in the WTA flavor fractions, octc— 49 ~ QsOcte—qq AN Tt qq ~
QsOcte——yqq> TEPresentative of the order in o at which the transition is first allowed. Until
nearly @ = 20 GeV, the 0.+.-_,,y cross section at LL' accuracy is negative, which is a
consequence of missing the complete low-scale matrix element J,_, (as(u?]),as(ki)) that
first contributes at O(a?). At sufficiently high Q, the logarithms dominate, ensuring that the
cross section is positive.

9 Conclusions

A theoretically well-defined notion of jet flavor has important consequences for high precision
calculations with exclusive heavy flavor production, for classification and identification of jets
of different origins, and for constraining correlations between the final state and initial state
for improved extractions of parton distribution functions. We have extended the WTA flavor
prescription of Ref. [13], establishing a factorization ansatz for jet flavor that is systematically
improvable and can be incorporated with fixed-order results. The evolution of flavor in the
flow from the UV to the IR is governed by a modification to the DGLAP equations, and zero-
bin subtraction is vital for ensuring that IR divergences are eliminated. We have demonstrated
consistency of the factorization ansatz through two-loop order, and look forward to studies
that push the precision boundary.

The calculations and factorization ansatz presented here are just the beginning of the
exploration of the utility of this WTA flavor definition. In most practical use cases, jet flavor
would be applied to production of heavy quarks, charm or bottom, and so quark masses will
be important. Here, all calculations have been presented for massless quarks, which would
implicitly require that the IR scale is parametrically larger than the quark mass, ki > mg.
However, relevant quark masses are on the scale of a few GeV, at the same order as the end

of the parton shower, and so this massless flavor theory must match on to other theories
2
q?
match onto a quasi-collinear theory, for which one-loop jet functions can be calculated from

that incorporate masses. For high-energy jets, but assuming the scaling k:i ~ m:, we would
known results [56, 57]. At even lower cutoffs, ki < mg, we would match onto a version of
(boosted) heavy quark effective theory [58-62], and further may possibly need to incorporate
heavy quark decays.

While the jet flavor is a purely perturbative notion, requiring partons on which to be
defined, to be incorporated into real, experimental measurements would require an interface
with hadronization. Further, the exclusively collinear nature of the WTA flavor factorization
ansatz implies that this can be incorporated by another universal fragmentation function
that would describe the transition of a parton of flavor f at the scale k:i into the hadron
that lies along the measured WTA axis at a scale comparable to the QCD scale, A(QQCD. First
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studies into the distribution of hadrons about the WTA axis were presented in Ref. [63]. Just
as for the functions in the perturbative factorization ansatz, the scale dependence of this
partonic-to-hadronic flavor transition would be governed by modified DGLAP equations, but
there is a subtlety now with flavor. Partonic flavor would have to be mapped to different
hadron species, which muddies a short-distance interpretation of flavor, but would much
more naturally connect with practical experimental definitions of heavy-flavor tagged jets. In
this way, these hadronic flavor fragmentation functions may have a close relationship with
track functions [3, 64-67], that describe the production of electrically-charged hadrons from
partons.

A piece of the two-loop anomalous dimensions will involve next-to-leading order timelike
splitting functions [6, 68-70] separated into distinct flavor channels. Some more recent studies
have developed this further, especially for application in a next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic
parton shower [53, 71, 72]. Splitting functions, however, measure the energy of a single
particle in the splitting and are inclusive over all other particles, but the definition of the
WTA axis requires re-clustering particles and measuring the hardest particle at each stage
of the reconstructed branching history. Thus, part of the two-loop WTA flavor anomalous
dimensions will be the probability that a particle produced in the splitting will have energy
fraction greater than 1/2, but clustering effects will be significant. Nevertheless, a fruitful
way forward to higher precision may be to first extract universal or clustering-independent
anomalous dimensions, especially if clustering effects can be expressed as a purely subleading
logarithmic effect.

Because the WTA flavor evolves due to collinear splittings, the flavor jet functions are
universal. Factorization of WTA flavor at hadron colliders like the LHC then only requires
new calculations for the hard function that establishes the WTA jet flavor in the UV. How-
ever, incorporating WTA flavor in a high-precision fixed-order calculation may be non-trivial
for a couple of reasons. First, the WTA flavor is not IRC safe, so standard subtraction
methods, e.g., Refs. [73-81], cannot immediately be employed out of the box. Second, the
flavor information of individual particles must be retained along with reclustering and WTA
recombination throughout the calculation, which is more exclusive and complicates phase
space boundaries. Nevertheless, the factorization ansatz requires that the divergences of the
hard function are universal and exclusively collinear in nature, and so there may be a flavored
subtraction scheme that can be used to isolate the finite contributions of the hard function.
We look forward to these and other applications where the flavor of a jet can be exploited
and improve analyses to one’s own taste.
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A Explicit Solutions for Quark Flavor with One-Loop Evolution

We first present the jet functions for the gluon WTA flavor with one-loop running, which we
can then take as input to the expressions for quark WTA flavor. From Sec. 5, and inputing

one-loop values, we have

iy e
Ty (00(0),00(K) = Jyg (03005 00)) (22057 ) (A1)
(1) (1)
n ’Ytgl—)xq Tgg (s(pi5), a5 (k2)) + 2nf7£(12q Jag (@s(17), as(k})) 1— < a(p?) W
an%(;l—)m + ’chl—)m as(43)
iy 2t
Ty (0, 040)) = Ty (). 0(42) (2053 ) (A2)

(1)

1
(1 Q"f"’g%qu’Yt(lH)g

i ’Yq—)>g Jg—>g (as(ﬂ?])a as(ki)) =+ 2nf7£(71—)>q Jq—>g (O[S(/’L?])7 O‘s(ki)) 1— < 04(,“2) ) Po

2
2n 57§t + Vb s (1)

Connecting to the leading-logarithmic results of Ref. [13], we would set Jy_,q (as(p?), as(k?)) =
1 and Jg_yg (as(13), as(k?)) = 0, which then agrees exactly with the results established there.
Note also that in this form, there are in general O(a;) corrections to the value of the fixed
point as expressed exclusively in terms of ratios of anomalous dimensions, through the higher-
order terms in Jy_4 (o5 (13), as(k?)), for example.

Only considering one-loop running, the quark evolution equations take a much simpler
form than the all-orders expression:

1 1
Jg—q (s, (k7)) 'Vtgﬁ)q (1) 0 'Vé?)g Jg-rq (0, s(K1))
9 Jgq (s, as(k7)) _ 1 0 %g—)nz 0 ’ch—)w Jgrq (s, as(k7))
dovs | Jyoq (as, as(k?)) asBo 0 0 — égg ’Yégg Ty —sq (s, as(k?))
Jg—q (s, s (k1)) 7§2q 'yél_)ﬂ] 2(ns — 1),},;1_)>q —2nf’y§2>q Jg—q (a5, as(k1))
(A.3)
where By is the one-loop S-function coefficient and we have set 721_)@ = 752 g = 0in the
anomalous dimension matrix. Now, there are only two distinct non-zero eigenvalues of the
matrix,
1
Vtg,\aVTAl - 7529 - 7(539 , (A.4)
1
Y hrras = 18 (A.5)
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Additionally, because the flavor structure is particularly simple through one-loop, we have
the sum rule that

L= Jgyg (O‘S(MQ)a O‘S(ki)) + Z Jg—q (as(NQ)v O‘S(ki)) (A.6)

= Jg—yg (O‘S(NQ)a O‘S(kﬁ)) +2n5Jgq (043(,&2)7045(]?3_)) :

With the explicit solution for the jet function Jy_g (as(p?), as(k?)) from Eq. (A.1), the g — ¢
jet function is then

Jg—q (QS(NQ)v as(k‘i)) (A.7)

1 1
2”f"/§—))q+"/(<1—>>g

_ L Jgg (as(p3), as(k1)) <as(,u2)> 5o
2ny 2ny as(p3)

(1 2nf75<]1~))q+’\/(<]3g

_ ’Yq—)>g Jg—>g (as(li?])a as(ki)) =+ 2nf75(71—)>q Jq—>g (as(/i?])a O‘s(ki)) 1— < 04(/1'2) ) Po

Q”f(Q”f7§gq + %ggg) as(u?f)

This relationship between Jy_,q (s (1?), as(k7 ) and Jy—g (s (1?), as(k? ) only holds at one-
loop order, because at higher loops, there are more IR flavors that need to be included in the
sum rule.

With this jet function, it is then easy to determine the other jet functions. For example,
the quark flavor-conserving jet function satisfies the evolution equation

9 7(1) 7(1)

as@Jq%q (Olsaas(ki)) = . qﬁzq Jg—q (a&as(kﬁ)) — 7[15Zg Jg—q (a&as(ki)) ) (A.8)

The solution is
amr (D (D)
(1) 9 f gﬂﬁq q9—g
Y Qs 0
Tuosa (0s(2),04(02)) = e | 1- (2 (A9)
2nf(2npyg-5q + Vg->9) s\Hy

50T (s (1) (k) — 2n 5752 Tgmg (as(83), 0 (K2))

(2075 + 1)

(1)

Jg—g
2ng — 1 as(p?)\ Po
# 2 g (o)) (2203
s\Hy
(1) 2 2 2 2 9 2n 1955 76 g
+ Ya—g Jo—g (O‘S(Nﬂv O‘s(lﬁ)) + Ja—q (O‘S(NJ)v O‘S(ki)) <04s(,u )) Po
2ny 2nf’y!§1lq + végg 0‘8(#?})

For our numerical results, we also need the quark-flavor transition jet function, which satisfies
effectively the same differential equation with one-loop evolution,

9 'y(l) A0
ozsaqu_)q/ (as, as(k?)) = —IqB—Zq Jysq (s, (k7)) — % Jysq (s, as(k7)) ,  (A.10)
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because at one loop, 7329 = —yégq. Its solution is then

(1) ( 2) 2"f’yf<]%q+’yf(114>>g
v as 0
Jgq (as(1?), as(kD)) = 1(11_;9 6 1= <a ( 2)) (A-11)
205 (2nfYg5q + Va-g) s\Hy

égng—xq (Ols(/ia)a as(ki)) - anVélquqﬁq (as(u?j)7 as(ki))

1 1
(2095 + 1)

(1)

Jg—g
 Jamg (as(pd), as(kY)) <as(u2)> %
2ny OZS(N?])
(1) (1)
25959t Yg>g
+ 76(11—)>9 Jg—g (as(“3>v O‘S(ki)) + Jy—q (O‘S(/‘?I)v O‘S(ki)) <as(ﬂ2) Po
2ny 2nf7§1lq + végg 048(/{2])

because through O(as), Jy—q (as(13), as(k?)) = 0.

B Two-loop Soft Contributions

We analyze the matrix element at two-loops for the soft contribution to quark flavor produc-
tion. Since the soft emissions do not move the WTA axis, we may identify this axis as one
of the eikonal lines in the soft approximation, n, and we keep in the soft limit the definition
of light-cone fraction as the energy fraction, though this will not affect our conclusions. The
relevant matrix element can be lifted from Ref. [82], and is given by:

2(n-k1+n-k2)(ﬁ~k1+ﬁ~k2)(k1~k2)—(n-klﬁ-kQ—n~k2ﬁ-k1)2

Mnﬁ 7l
| —qql” (n-k1+n-k)?(f-ki+n-ka)?(ki- ko)

(B.1)

The momenta ki, ky are the momenta of the quarks. We have dropped factors of ny, as,
and color as these are inessential to our analysis, and let ¥y = 1, which can be restored via
dimensional analysis. The relevant phase space region is given by:

/ A sqq (B.2)

= ittt 0(n b - ko (st~ 4ok, i )o (- )
dek;

(2m)d-1

[k = O(k)I(k?) - (B.3)

This is simply the phase-space constraint Eq. (7.32), written in the appropriate soft variables,
with the additional assumption that z; < z5. Analyzing the case z5 > 21 results in the same
conclusions. Making use of the on-shell conditions of the final state particles, and rescaling
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as:

Zi =def. M kz 3 (B 4)

k2
ki = =L B.5
meki = (B.5)
2y = 2122, (B.6)
kio — kiakiy. (B.7)

We achieve:

_ dzldkhk%fk dzadky k%fe 2 2 2
/de—qu = Qd?/dQ12 (2m)3—2¢ (2)3—2¢ @( )@<ku - kT)@(kZJ_ - 1)

X @(kg 22 2ok cos¢12) : (B.8)

The angle ¢15 is the relative angle of the momenta projected into the transverse plane, i.e., the

angle between El 1 and Eg 1, and df21o is the appropriate phase space measure. The integral

over z; is now unconstrained by the phase space, and the matrix element takes the form:

22koy (k‘éj_ + 22 — 2(1 + 29) ko (22 + k‘gj_) cos ¢19 + k%L(l +4z9 + zg))
zikry (14 23) (22 + k3 )2 (k3| + 25 — 220k cos d12)? .

The integral over z; is divergent, but upon appropriate regularization with a rapidity regulator

[ Musgql? (B.9)

[83], is scaleless. We can repeat the analysis without using the light-cone approximation to the
energy fractions. This leads to a more complicated matrix element, but, the energy fraction
integral over zi, after the appropriate rescalings, is again unconstrained and now regulated
in dimensional regularization, and we conclude it is scaleless. We can repeat this analysis for
the phase space in Eq. (7.41), once more finding scaleless integrals.

C Summary of One-Loop Results

In this appendix, we summarize the one-loop calculations presented in Sec. 6 for both the hard
function for jet production in eTe™ collisions, and the jet function that describes collinear
flavor transitions. In these expressions, the coupling is evaluated at the scale u?, as(p?), and
satisfies the one-loop S-function evolution

oa a?
-, e
where the one-loop coefficient is
11 2
Bo = FCA — 3 Ry (C.2)
The solution to the S-function is
as(m%)

O‘S(M2> =
14 as(mz 5o log

where mz = 91.18 GeV and we use as(m%) = 0.118.
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C.1 Hard Function

The general form of the hard function H+.-_,;, ;. (Q%, 4%) through one-loop accuracy is

2
Qg 1 % 1
Hote o5 5(@% 1) = 80y S + 5 (—viﬁe_WR log (55 + hiﬁe_WR) +0(a?). (CA4)

The relevant anomalous dimensions through this order are

1 ) 1 1 )
’7§+)e*—>ch = CF <4 - 410g 2) ’ ’72+)e*—>qg = 7§+)e*—>gq = CF <_8 =+ 210g 2> . (05)

The low-scale constants are

1 737 5 . (2
hije,_)qq =Cp (—24 + §log2 — Zlog3 + 4log? 2 + 2log? 3 + 4 Liy <3>) ,
(C.6)
(1) ) - 109 7 ) 9 9 . (2
he+e,_)qg = he+e*—>gq =Cp (48 — Zlog2 + glogS — 2log“2 —log” 3 — 2 Lis 3 .
(C.7)
C.2 Jet Function
The general form of the jet function J;_,¢(u?, k%) through one-loop accuracy is
2
o 1 H 1
Tis (12, K2) = 87 + 3 (vﬁ-lf log 1+ célf) +0(a2). (C8)
The relevant anomalous dimensions through this order are
W (2 (1) _ b
Ygq = CF §—210g2 , Yg2g = CF —g—|—210g2 , (C.9)
1 2

The low-scale constants are
0~ op (2= Tlog2 - 21022 m =C 9+ Clog2 + 2102 2 C.10
Cq-)q = UF - Z 0og 2 — 0og ) Cq—)g =LV |\ — + Z 0og + og ’ ( . )
17 2 17 4
1) _ 1) _
cglq =Tr (36 ~3 log 2> ) cégg =nslg <— 13 + 3 log 2) .
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