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Beautiful and Charming Energy Correlators
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1Department of Physics, Yale University, New Haven, CT 06511
2Nuclear Science Division, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA 94720

3Center for Theoretical Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA

Understanding the detailed structure of energy flow within jets, a field known as jet substructure,
plays a central role in searches for new physics, and precision studies of QCD. Many applications of
jet substructure require an understanding of jets initiated by heavy quarks, whose description has
lagged behind remarkable recent progress for massless jets. In this Letter, we initiate a study of
correlation functions of energy flow operators on beauty and charm jets to illuminate the effects of the
intrinsic mass of the elementary particles of QCD. We present a factorization theorem incorporating
the mass of heavy quarks, and show that the heavy quark jet functions for energy correlators have
a simple structure in perturbation theory. Our results achieve the very first full next-to-leading-
logarithmic calculation of the heavy quark jet substructure observable at the LHC. Using this
framework, we study the behavior of the correlators, and show that they exhibit a clear transition
from a massless scaling regime, at precisely the scale of the heavy quark mass. This manifests
the long-sought-after dead-cone effect and illustrates fundamental effects from the intrinsic mass of
beauty and charm quarks in a perturbative regime, before they are confined inside hadrons. Our
theoretical framework for studying energy correlators using heavy jets has many exciting applications
for improving the description of mass effects in next generation parton shower event generators,
probing the QGP, and studying heavy flavor fragmentation functions.

Introduction.—Jet substructure is playing an increas-
ingly central role in collider physics [1–3], with applica-
tions ranging from innovative searches for new physics, to
unravelling the nature of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
[4–8]. The progressively subtle features of the radia-
tion pattern being exploited have motivated significant
progress in the description of the perturbative substruc-
ture of jets, including the introduction of new theoret-
ically motivated observables [9, 10] and new theoretical
techniques [11–15].

Despite this tremendous progress, many physical ap-
plications require an understanding of the substructure
of jets initiated by massive (beauty or charm) jets. The
most famous examples in the context of beyond the Stan-
dard Model searches, being the search for H → bb̄, which
initiated the field of jet substructure [16], and recent
searches for H → cc̄, for which the strongest constraints
come from jet substructure [17–19]. In the context of
QCD, heavy quarks provide direct access to mass effects
of quarks before their confinement into hadrons, and pro-
vide interesting probes of the QGP [20–24]. For a wealth
of other discussions of the importance of heavy quarks,
see e.g. studies of heavy quark production [25–45], frag-
mentation [46–51], massive event shapes [52–55], jet sub-
structure [6, 56–65] and experimental measurements [66–
72].

The theoretical description of the substructure of
heavy quark jets is made difficult by the presence of the
additional scale, and has seen much less progress than
its massless counterpart. This is true both for perturba-
tive calculations, as well as for parton shower simulations
where large discrepancies with data are often observed
[69–72]. While many beautiful measurements of event
shapes on b-quark jets were made at SLD/LEP [66–68],
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FIG. 1: The EEC measured inside high-pT jets. The
radiation pattern in the jet is modified by the pres-
ence of heavy quarks masses, suppressing small angle

radiation and giving rise to a “dead cone”.

a particular complexity associated with the high energies
of the LHC is that it requires a description of the transi-
tion from a regime where the quark behaves as massless
to one where it behaves as massive. Motivated both by
the wealth of physical applications, and by the develop-
ment of a next generation of parton showers [73–81] that
must incorporate heavy quark effects, we believe that the
study of heavy quark jets requires renewed attention and
a new approach.

In this Letter we initiate a study of heavy
quark jets using correlation functions [82–85]
〈Ψ|E(~n1)E(~n2) · · · E(~nk)|Ψ〉 of energy flow operators
[11, 86–88], E(~n), allowing us to apply recent theoretical
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progress in this area1 to study the effects of intrinsic
quark masses within jets. We present a factorization for-
mula describing the universal behavior of the correlators
in the small angle limit, and compute perturbatively the
effects of the heavy quark mass, showing that they take
a simple structure. We show that the heavy quark mass
imprints itself as a characteristic angular scale in the
energy correlator, see Fig. 1, allowing us direct access to
the “dead-cone” effect [110] recently measured by the
ALICE collaboration [111–114], but in an observable
that can be systematically computed in perturbation
theory. This extends the list of physical systems to
which the energy correlators have recently been applied
to derive new insights, ranging from top quark decays
[115], to nucleon structure [116], and massless jets in the
QGP [117].

Factorization Theorem.—Since our interest is on the
behavior of energy correlators inside jets, we are natu-
rally led to study their universal behavior at small angles,
which can be described by universal factorization theo-
rems. Here we present the factorization theorem for a
general class of scaling observables derived from the N -
point correlation functions by integrating out all the in-
formation about the shape while keeping the length of the
longest side, RL, fixed, which are referred to as projected
correlators, and will be denoted ENC [9]. In the small
angle limit, the cumulant of the projected N -point cor-
relators Σ[N ](RL, p

2
T ,mQ, µ) factorizes into a hard func-

tion ~H(x, p2
T , µ), which describes the production of the

collinear source, and the energy correlator jet function,
~J [N ](RL, x, µ,mQ), which describes the RL dependence
of the observable

Σ[N ](RL, p
2
T ,mQ, µ) (1)

=

∫ 1

0

dxxN ~J [N ](RL, x,mQ, µ) · ~H(x, p2
T , µ) .

This factorization was first derived in the context of
e+e− [98] and was recently extended to hadron collid-
ers [118]. It should be viewed as an extension of the clas-
sic factorization theorems [119–125] for massive quark
fragmentation [46–51] to the case of jet substructure ob-
servables. Note that massive jets may introduce ad-
ditional subtleties [126–129] in the factorization theo-
rem beyond the next-to-leading-logarithmic (NLL) accu-
racy we work in this paper. In the case of hadron col-
liders, ~H(x, p2

T , µ) also includes the parton distribution
functions of the incoming beams as well as the match-
ing coefficients incorporating the details of the jet al-
gorithm. The hard function in proton-proton was re-
cently computed at NNLO [25], which should allow us

1 For a selection, see e.g. [9, 11–15, 89–109] and in particular the
development of the light-ray operator product expansion (OPE)
[11, 12, 103] and celestial blocks [12, 14, 15, 103].
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FIG. 2: The EEC for beauty and charm jets illustrat-
ing a UV scaling behavior at large angles, and a mass

dependent suppression at small angles.

to extend the perturbative accuracy of our calculation.
The corresponding hard scale of the hadron colliders
is associated with the transverse momentum of the jet,
µH ∼ pT . When jet algorithms such as the anti-kT jet
algorithm [130–133] are used, they also introduce a jet
scale associated with the jet radius as µJ ∼ pTR. Com-
pared to what is presented in literature, we now also in-
clude the heavy quark mass in our factorization frame-
work. See also [123, 125]. As long as µJ � mQ, the
heavy quark mass dependence factorizes completely into
the heavy flavor jet function. That is, the hard function
and the jet function are vectors in flavor space such that
~H ≡ {Hg, Hq, HQ = Hq} and ~J [N ] ≡ {J [N ]

g , J
[N ]
q , J

[N ]
Q },

where g, q and Q stand for gluon, light quark and massive
quark labels respectively.

Since factorization theorems involving massive quarks
are much less well tested than their massless counter-
parts, to verify the factorization theorem in Eq. 1, we
have computed the full angle EEC for massive quarks
in e+e− → QQ̄g, expanded it in the small angle limit,
and used it to separately extract the heavy quark EEC
jet function. We find exact agreement with the direct
calculation of the jet function from its operator defini-
tion in the factorization theorem, which is presented in
Eq. 3, providing a highly non-trivial check on the fac-
torization theorem. This also highlights the perturbative
tractability of the energy correlators on massive partons,
also highlighted by the perturbative calculations beyond
the leading order for massless partons [91, 94–96], and is
deserving of further study.

The Heavy Quark EEC Jet Function.—The cumulant
N -point heavy quark energy correlator jet function is de-
fined as [98]

J
[N ]
Q (RL,mQ) =

∑
X

∑
i1,i2,...,iN∈X

〈0 |χ̄n|X〉
Ei1Ei2 · · ·EiN

pNT
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FIG. 3: Ratios of the multi-point projected correlators
resolve the structure of the UV scaling dimensions of
QCD, and are independent of the heavy quark masses.

Θ (max{θij} < RL) 〈X |χn| 0〉 , (2)

where χn is the gauge invariant collinear field in SCET
for the massive quark field [134–138]. We choose to re-
tain only the maximum angle information here, which
corresponds to the N -point projected energy correlator
discussed below. As the UV physics is independent of
the heavy quark mass, the UV-poles of the heavy quark
jet functions are identical to those of the light quark jet
functions.

The light quark energy correlator jet function was com-
puted in [98] by integrating the Altarelli-Parisi splitting
functions [139] over the massless collinear phase space.
In the case of a massive quark, the phase space and the
matrix elements are nontrivially modified due to the pres-
ence of the mass. Representative one-loop diagrams are

+ + .

We have computed the jet function both using the mas-
sive splitting functions [140], as well as massive [141]
SCET [134–138], finding agreement.

An interesting feature of the massive jet function cal-
culation is that the heavy quark mass renders the virtual
diagrams, as well as diagrams where both detectors lie
on the same particle, not scaleless, and sensitive to the
quark mass. With the mass regulating the IR-poles, the
dimensional regularization parameter ε only regulates the
UV-poles, and there is no ambiguity with respect to the
nature of different poles. The IR sensitivity in the poles
cancels in the sum of the diagrams as expected and the
remaining UV divergence corresponds to the LO twist-2
spin-N+1 anomalous dimension as in the massless case
[98]. This consistency is also required for the consistency
of the factorization theorem given in Eq. (1). Suppress-
ing the contact terms for simplicity, for RL 6= 0, the NLO
heavy quark jet function is given by

J
[N ]
Q (RL,mQ)|RL 6=0 =

αsCF
4π

∫
dx

2(1− (1− x)N − xN )
[
2x3 + (1 + x2)(x+ δ)(x+ δ̄) ln δδ̄

(x+δ)(x+δ̄)

]
(−1 + x)(x+ δ)(x+ δ̄)

, (3)

where δ =
imQ

pTRL
. This integral can be done as a func-

tion of N in terms of hypergeometric functions, however,
the particular result is not particularly enlightening. For
integer N , the results are expressed in terms of the tran-
scendental functions of weight 1 (i.e. logarithms) with
alphabet {δ, δ̄, 1 + δ, 1 + δ̄}, and explicit results for up
to N = 6, as well as analogous results for the mass-
dependent part of the gluon jet function, are presented
in the Supplemental Material. It would be interesting to
understand if this simple structure for the heavy quark
jet function persists at higher loop order.

The Two-Point Energy Correlator.—The lowest order
correlation function that exhibits a non-trivial depen-
dence on the angular distance is the two-point energy
correlator. This corresponds to taking N = 2 in Eq. (1).
As the angular scale RL is associated with the trans-
verse momentum exchange ∼ pTRL + mQ between the
two-point, we expect to observe distinct regimes as the
angular scale is varied. In Fig. 2, we compare our ana-

lytic calculation of the two-point energy correlators for
beauty and charm quark jets with results from the parton
shower Monte Carlo Pythia 8.2 [142].2 We have verified
that Vincia [143–145] gives compatible results. In Pythia
we select gg → QQ̄ and qq̄ → QQ̄ processes, where Q is
beauty or charm or light flavor quarks. In order to carry
out a corresponding theoretical calculation, we choose
Hq = Hg = 0 in Eq. (1), whereas this may experimentally
correspond to using experimental tagging techniques to
select the heavy flavor jets [69–72]. Our analytic calcula-
tion is performed at NLL (single log counting), using the
ingredients developed in [118], including the NLO hard
functions [146–151], the NLO fragmenting jet functions
[152, 153] and the NLO energy correlator jet constants
[98]. This is the first calculation of a heavy quark jet

2 Note that this figure contains identical information as the Fig. 1,
but is plotted as log-log scales to emphasize the scaling behaviors.
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FIG. 4: Ratios of heavy/light correlators reveal a sup-
pression of the small-angle gluon radiation at the an-
gular scale of the heavy quark mass. This provides a
calculable observable sensitive to the dead-cone effect.

substructure observable at the LHC at this perturbative
order.

At scales larger than the heavy quark masses, we ob-
serve that the correlators exhibit a scaling behavior iden-
tical to that for massless quarks (We will verify this quan-
titatively in the next section). As RL → mQ/pT , we
observe an onset of sensitivity to the heavy quark mass
scale. A similar behavior was observed for light quark
jets, but with the turn over at a scale of RL → ΛQCD/pT
[116, 154]. An interesting feature of heavy quark jets
is that this turn over is described by perturbation the-
ory, in particular, the heavy quark EEC jet function in
Eq. 3. Using a profile function to match between the
resummation in the scaling and the heavy quark mass
regions, we find good agreement with parton shower sim-
ulations, particularly for b-quark jets, where the turn over
is more in the perturbative region. We believe this turn
over region is particularly interesting for improving the
description of heavy quark dynamics in parton shower
programs. To our knowledge, ours is the first infrared
safe heavy flavor observable (only sensitive to collinear
dynamics) that exhibits such strong sensitivity to the in-
trinsic mass effects. We will now study the UV (large
angle) and IR (small angle) regimes in more detail.

Projected Correlators and Anomalous Dimensions.—A
particularly interesting feature of the high LHC energies
is that we are able to clearly see the transition between
a regime where the heavy quark behaves as massless to a
regime where the mass dominates. To make this quanti-
tative, we can study ratio of projected correlators. This
corresponds to taking the ratio of N > 2 and N = 2
point correlators calculated using Eq. (1). These ra-
tios were designed to remove IR effects and isolate UV
scaling associated with twist-2 anomalous dimensions [9].
Although this was originally intended to eliminate non-

perturbative effects at the scale ΛQCD, we find that it
also cancels the heavy quark effects, which are also IR.
In Fig. 3 we show the projected correlator ratios up to
six-points for massive quark, which exhibit a clear scaling
behavior, and is identical to the massless calculations pre-
sented in [118].3 We find identical scaling behavior to the
massless case. While this is expected since the anoma-
lous dimensions are a UV effect, we find it remarkable
that we can isolate them in a clean manner.

The Dead-Cone Effect.—In the other extreme, we can
isolate infrared effects by taking the ratio of the two-point
correlator on massive and massless jets. Since the scaling
behavior is the same in both cases, this ratio should be
calculable in fixed order perturbation theory, and be re-
flective of the infrared dynamics of the quark mass. This
ratio is shown in Fig. 4, where we find excellent agree-
ment between our fixed order calculation and the Pythia
parton shower, illustrating that the transition region is
under perturbative control.

This shape of the ratio in Fig. 4 is a clean manifesta-
tion of what is commonly referred to as the “dead-cone”
effect, which is a fundamental feature of all gauge field
theories and is a direct signature of the intrinsic mass be-
fore confinement [110]. The dead-cone effect was recently
observed experimentally [114] using an observable based
on a de-clustering procedure [111]. Here we have shown
how it can be seen in the energy-correlators, where the
description of the transition region can be computed sys-
tematically in perturbation theory. We look forward to
real data observation of the dead-cone effect using energy
correlators, and comparison to higher order calculations
of heavy quarks in the near future.

Conclusions.—In this Letter we have initiated a study
of heavy quark jets using energy correlators. While the
study of heavy quarks has long played an important role
in QCD for understanding the mass effects of elementary
particles, much less attention has been devoted to their
study in jet substructure, primarily due to the prohibitive
complexity associated with the additional mass scale.

We derived a factorization theorem for projected en-
ergy correlators on heavy quark jets, and showed that
the jet functions, which encode the heavy quark mass
effects can be computed analytically, and take a simple
form. We demonstrated that the scaling of heavy en-
ergy correlators, like that of light energy correlators, is
also governed by the twist-2 anomalous dimensions at
large angles, but shows a turnover at angles of order the
heavy quark mass. This provides an observable that
is simultaneously experimentally measurable, and can
be computed systematically in perturbation theory, that

3 The difference compared to [118] only arises from making the
choice Hq = Hg = 0 in Eq. (1) as discussed, and ratios are
otherwise identical regardless of whether one measures them on
a charm or beauty or massless jet.
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manifests the long-sought-after dead-cone effect [20, 110–
114, 155, 156].

We believe that a precision understanding of the ra-
diation pattern of jets initiated by massive quarks, as
provided by the energy correlators, has many important
applications. First, they can be used to improve the de-
scription of heavy quarks within next generation parton
showers [73–81], which play a crucial role in many LHC
searches, such as H → cc̄. For this purpose it will also
be important to extend our results to shape dependent
multi-point correlators [10, 97]. Second, heavy quark jets
are a powerful probe of the quark-gluon plasma, and our
calculation provides a first step towards understanding
how they are modified by interactions with the medium.
Finally, it would be interesting to apply our approach to
other heavy quark systems, such as quarkonia to help in
understanding the fragmentation mechanisms of heavy
flavor hadrons and in resolving outstanding puzzles of
heavy quarkonium production [24, 47–51, 125, 157–162].
We hope that the beauty and charm of the energy correla-
tors will open many new avenues to study heavy particles
in QCD.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Heavy Quark Jet Function

In Eq. 3, we presented a general result for the projected N -point correlators as a single fold integral. As discussed
in the main text, because we choose Hq = Hg = 0, the component of the gluon jet function involving heavy quarks
do not contribute to our result. For completeness, the NLO expression of the mass-dependent part of the gluon jet
function is given by

J
[N ]

g→QQ̄(RL,mQ)|RL 6=0 =
αsTF

4π

∫
dx

2(1− (1− x)N − xN )
[
2(1− x)3x3 + (1− 2x(1− x))

(
x2(1− x)2 + δδ̄

)
ln δδ̄+x2(1−x)2

δδ̄

]
(
x2(1− x)2 + δδ̄

) ,

(4)

where δ = iM
pTRL

.

Here we collect explicit expressions for the projected correlators for the NLO heavy quark jet function in Eq. 3 and
g → QQ̄ component of the NLO gluon jet function up to N = 6. When RL 6= 0, they are given up to N = 6 by

J
[2]
Q |RL 6=0 =

αsCF
4π

{[
δ4 − 4δ3 + 2δ2 − 3

]
ln

(
δ

1 + δ

)
− 1

2

(
9δ2 +

31

6

)}
+ c.c , (5)

J
[3]
Q |RL 6=0 =

αsCF
4π

{[
3

2
δ4 − 6δ3 + 3δ2 − 9

2

]
ln

(
δ

1 + δ

)
− 1

2

(
27

2
δ2 +

31

4

)}
+ c.c , (6)

J
[4]
Q |RL 6=0 =

αsCF
4π

{[
2
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δ6 − 16
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3
δ3 + 4δ2 − 83
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]
ln

(
δ

1 + δ

)
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2

(
106
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δ4 +
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5
δ2 +

1417

150

)}
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J
[5]
Q |RL 6=0 =

αsCF
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5
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3

]
ln
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1 + δ
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2

(
53

3
δ4 +

29
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ln
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J
[4]

g→QQ̄|RL 6=0 =
αsTF

4π

{[−1320δ4 + 3336δ3 − 992δ2 − 152δ + 76

105
√

1− 4δ

]
ln

(
A− 1

A

)
− 1

2

(
−3116

105
δ2 +

22634

11025

)}
+ c.c ,

(12)

J
[5]

g→QQ̄|RL 6=0 =
αsTF

4π

{[−660δ4 + 912δ3 − 244δ2 − 34δ + 17

21
√

1− 4δ

]
ln

(
A− 1

A

)
− 1

2

(
−802

21
δ2 +

5143

2205

)}
+ c.c , (13)

J
[6]

g→QQ̄|RL 6=0 =
αsTF

4π

{[
728δ5 − 3700δ4 + 3560δ3 − 866δ2 − 110δ + 55

63
√

1− 4δ

]
ln

(
A− 1

A

)
− 1

2

(
−104

9
δ4 − 4946

105
δ2 +

50696

19845

)}
+ c.c ,

(14)

where A = 1
2 (1−

√
1− 4δ).

These were computed using the massive 1→ 2 splitting functions, which we reproduce here for completeness, since
they are less familiar than their massless counterparts. We have

PQ→Qg(x,mQ) =
CF

s−m2
Q

[
1 + x2

1− x − ε(1− x)−
2m2

Q

s−m2
Q

]
, (15)

Pg→QQ̄(x,mQ) =
TF
s

[
1− 2x(1− x)

1− ε +
2m2

Q

(1− ε)s

]
, (16)

where s = (p1 + p2)2, with p1 and p2 being the momentum of the two outgoing partons.
The virtual diagrams and the real diagrams with correlators on the same particle contribute to RL = 0 part of

the heavy quark jet function. The IR sensitive poles cancel in the sum, and the remaining UV pole is regulated by
dimensional regularization parameter ε. They are given up to N = 6 as

J
[2]
Q |RL=0 =

αsCF
4π

{
−3

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]
− 49

6

}
, (17)

J
[3]
Q |RL=0 =

αsCF
4π

{
−9

2

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]
− 47

4

}
, (18)

J
[4]
Q |RL=0 =

αsCF
4π

{
−83

15

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]
− 6611

450

}
, (19)

J
[5]
Q |RL=0 =

αsCF
4π

{
−19

3

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]
− 779

45

}
, (20)

J
[6]
Q |RL=0 =

αsCF
4π

{
−734

105

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]
− 193101

9800

}
, (21)

J
[2]

g→QQ̄|RL=0 =
αsTF

4π

{
14

15

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]}
, (22)

J
[3]

g→QQ̄|RL=0 =
αsTF

4π

{
11

15

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]}
, (23)

J
[4]

g→QQ̄|RL=0 =
αsTF

4π

{
64

105

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]}
, (24)

J
[5]

g→QQ̄|RL=0 =
αsTF

4π

{
11

21

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]}
, (25)

J
[6]

g→QQ̄|RL=0 =
αsTF

4π

{
29

63

[
1

ε
+ ln

µ2

M2

]}
. (26)

As expected, the UV pole proportional to 1
ε is given by the moment of the corresponding LO twist-2 spin-N + 1

anomalous dimension. It is also worth nothing that in the limit pTRL � M , we recover the 1-loop massless jet
functions as expected.
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