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ABSTRACT: Jets and their substructure play a central role in many analyses at the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC). To improve the precision of measurements, as well as to enable measurement of
jet substructure at increasingly small angular scales, tracking information is often used due to
its superior angular resolution and robustness to pile-up. Calculations of track-based observables
involve non-perturbative track functions, that absorb infrared divergences in perturbative cal-
culations and describe the transition to charged hadrons. The infrared divergences are directly
related to the renormalization group evolution (RGE), and can be systematically computed in
perturbation theory. Unlike the standard DGLAP evolution, the RGE of the track functions is
non-linear, encoding correlations in the fragmentation process. We compute the next-to-leading
order (NLO) evolution of the track functions, which involves in its kernel the full 1 — 3 splitting
function. We discuss in detail how how we implement the evolution equation numerically, and
illustrate the size of the NLO corrections. We also show that our equation can be viewed as a
master equation for collinear evolution at NLO, by illustrating that by integrating out specific
terms, one can derive the evolution for any N-hadron fragmentation function. Our results provide
a crucial ingredient for obtaining track-based predictions for generic measurements at the LHC,
and for improving the description of the collinear dynamics of jets.
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1 Introduction

Jets play a crucial role at hadron colliders, both for searches for new physics and measurements
of Standard Model processes, as well as for studies of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) itself.
This is increasingly true with the advent of jet substructure (for reviews, see [1-3]), which allows
detailed aspects of the structure of energy flow in jets to be measured. From the experimental
perspective, jets are complicated final states, making it difficult to measure them, and in particular
their internal structure, with high precision.

One approach to overcoming this is through the use of tracking information, which greatly
improves the angular resolution of jet and jet substructure measurements, and also makes them
more resilient to pile-up. For examples of measurements using tracking for jet substructure or
fragmentation, see e.g. [4-15]. However, from the theoretical perspective, the use of tracking infor-
mation significantly complicates first principles calculations, since track-based observables are no
longer infrared and collinear safe, meaning that they cannot be computed purely in perturbation
theory.

A systematic approach to the incorporation of tracks was derived in refs. [16, 17], where it
was shown that the non-perturbative physics relevant for the description of measurements on
tracks factorizes into a universal non-perturbative function called a track function, which we will
denote T;j(z). For a generic infrared and collinear safe (IRC safe) observable, e, we can write
down a factorization theorem allowing for the calculation of the same observable measured on
tracks, e,
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A track function for each parton in the perturbative state is included, that absorbs the IR diver-
gences of the partonic cross section oy, resulting in the infrared-finite matching coefficient &y.
Here, dll is the phase space associated with an N-particle final state. This factorization is illus-
trated schematically in fig. 1, where track functions are attached to each gluon in a complicated
perturbative state, allowing for the measurement of a generic observable on a subset of hadrons
in the final state. As an explicit example sensitive to the full structure of the track function, one
can consider the energy fraction in charged hadrons in eTe™ — hadrons. While this cannot be
computed in perturbation theory, it can be computed using the track function formalism, and its
calculation at NNLO is presented in a companion paper. The calculation of generic observables
on tracks at higher perturbative orders requires a calculation of the IR subtracted cross section
a. This goes beyond what is currently possible with (N)NLO subtraction schemes, but there
has been significant recent progress for identified hadrons or photons, whose cross sections are
described by factorization theorems which share many similar features to eq. (1.1) [18, 19]. While
we focus on the renormalization group evolution (RGE) of track functions in this paper, we note
that these are directly related to the infrared poles that will need to be subtracted.

Much like a fragmentation function, the RGE of track functions can be computed pertur-
batively, however, unlike the standard DGLAP equations governing the evolution of the frag-



Figure 1: Track functions, T;(z), allow an infrared and collinear safe observable to be computed
on tracks, using the factorization in eq. (1.1). A track function is added to each particle in a
perturbative final state, describing their transition to hadrons.

mentation functions, the RG evolution for track functions is non-linear. While the LO evolution
equation was computed in refs. [16, 17], a systematic understanding of the renormalization group
properties of track functions beyond the leading order has been lacking.

There has recently been renewed interest in understanding the theoretical structure of track
functions, due to advances in the measurement of jet substructure observables. In a series of
papers, it was shown that for a particular class of observables, the energy correlators [20-23]!, only
moments of the track functions appear [26], and the evolution equations for the track functions
moments were computed at next-to-leading order (NLO) [35, 36]. Furthermore, it was shown
through explicit calculation that these equations reproduced the infrared poles in fixed order
calculations at NLO, providing a highly non-trivial test of the track function formalism. However,
for general observables, the complete evolution of the track function is required, not just its integer
moments. A clean example for which the perturbative ingredients have been computed to high
precision are jet-boson azimuthal decorrelations computed on tracks [37, 38]. Beyond the specific
case of tracks, similar evolution equations appear for jet charge [39, 40], or leading jets [41, 42].

The derivation of the full evolution equation for the track functions is interesting more gen-
erally for understanding non-linear evolution equations for collinear dynamics beyond the leading
order. Although we have phrased it for the particular application of track functions, it can be
viewed as a master equation incorporating multi-hadron fragmentating functions. NLO evolution
equations in the collinear sector have not yet appeared in the literature, as they combine the tech-
nical complication of combining the 1 — 2 and 1 — 3 splitting functions into a single evolution
equation. Thus, while the splitting function ingredients have long been available [43-45], they
have not been combined into infrared finite evolution equations.? This is different from non-linear
evolution equations for soft physics, which have received much attention [52-54].

In this paper we give a detailed derivation and solution of the NLO RG equations for track

'For modern applications of energy correlators to jet substructure, see refs. [24-34].
2One interesting exception to this are the early extensions of the jet calculus [46, 47] beyond the leading order
[48-51]. It would be interesting to understand the connection of these evolution equations to our present work.



functions. We derive the results both in the simplified case of N' = 4 SYM, as well as for both
quark and gluon jets in QCD. We show how these equations can be reduced to the standard
DGLAP [55-57] equations, or multi-hadron fragmentation functions [47, 58-60] (which were pre-
viously unknown at NLO). We also show how they can be solved in an efficient and practical
manner, and present results for the evolution of the track functions at NLO.

An outline of this paper is as follows: In sec. 2 we review the definition of track functions,
and the general structure of their evolution. In sec. 3 we outline the strategy of our calculation
of the track function kernels. In sec. 4 we derive the structure of the NLO kernels in N' = 4 SYM
as a warm-up to the full QCD calculation, which is presented in sec. 5 along with the explicit
results for the quark and gluon track function evolution. In sec. 6 we describe how the standard
DGLAP equation, as well as the evolution equations for multi-hadron fragmentation functions
can be derived from our master collinear equation. In sec. 7 we present several approaches to
solve the evolution equations for phenomenological applications, and present numerical results
for the evolution of the track functions. We conclude in sec. 8.

2 Track Functions and their Evolution

Track functions were defined in refs. [16, 17], and describe the momentum fraction x of an initial
parton ¢ that is converted to a subset R of the final-state hadrons. We assume that the subset
R C X of the final state X is specified in terms of some quantum number, with electric charge
being the canonical example. In light-cone gauge, the track functions are defined as [16, 17]

T,(0) = [ayrat2y.et W?Za( 2 ) x| B O 0 IGO0 2)
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Here, P is the large light-cone component of the total momentum of the particles in subset R
of X, ¢ is the quark field and G the gluon field strength. The integral over y* fixes the large
light-cone component of the momentum of initiating field to be £~, and the y, integral sets its

transverse momentum to zero. Finally, the factor 2N, and (d — 2)(N2 — 1) in the denominator
arises from averaging over spin and color.
These definitions imply that the track functions are normalized,

/1 dz Ti(z,u) = 1. (2.2)
0

The evolution equations are independent of the choice of R, and thus the evolution equations we
derive in this paper are generic. When we numerically solve the RG equations in sec. 7, we will
take the specific case where R denotes the set of charged particles, but this choice only enters in
the non-perturbative boundary conditions.

Deriving the renormalization group equations for track functions serves two purposes. First,
given a non-perturbative input function at some scale (for example as extracted from some exper-
imental measurement), they allow this function to be evolved to other scales such that they can
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Figure 2: (a) Fragmentation of a parton with momentum % into a subset of hadrons with
momentum Pg, is described by a universal non-perturbative track function, 7'(z). (b) The scale
evolution of T'(z) is determined by a non-linear evolution equation described by the kernels
Ki_yiyig-i,,, which can be computed perturbatively from the multi-collinear splitting functions.

be used to make predictions about other measurements. This is of course familiar to the cases
of parton distribution functions and fragmentation functions. The second application is that
since they are specifically designed to absorb infrared divergences in perturbative calculations
into non-perturbative functions, their renormalization group evolution also predicts the structure
of infrared divergences in perturbative calculations of observables measured on tracks (or more
general subsets of particles). Due to the non-trivial structure of the track function evolution
equations, we review the necessary details here.

The evolution equations for track functions, in contrast to those for parton distributions
functions (PDFs) and fragmentation functions (FFs), are non-linear. This is because track func-
tions concern a subset R of the final state hadrons, whereas PDFs and FFs only concern a single
particle or final-state hadron. As a result, the evolution of track functions keeps track of all
final state particles as is shown schematically in fig. 2. The evolution of track functions can then
schematically be written in the form

d _ - 41 3-(0)
{ig} £=0 jelis}

Here, i denotes a parton species (e.g. ¢, g), {if} denotes a set of parton species, as = o/ (4m)
and the arguments x and p have been suppressed for brevity. Additionally, the symbol ® denotes
a convolution in the momentum fractions, the specific form of which depends on the number
of elements in {if} or equivalently on the number of track functions that are involved in the
convolution.

In this paper we will work up to NLO. At this order at most 1 — 3 splittings can occur, and
so the evolution of track functions can be written more concretely as

d 0 0
mTi = Qs [Kz(~21 T+ KZ-(%)z‘lig ® Ti1Tiz] (2.4)
1 1 1
+ ag |:KZ(*27, TZ + K’L(*lelg ® 717:1717:2 + K?F*Z’higig ® ﬂln2n3:| )



with a sum over all possible splittings implied. Here, the convolutions for the 1 — 2 and 1 — 3
terms explicitly read

Ki i, @ Ty, T;, () (25)
1 1
:/ dz1day Ti1($1)Ti2($2)/ dzidzy 0(1—21—2)0(x— 2121 — 20m2) Kisiyin (21, 22)
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0
1
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The LO kernels for the track function evolution were computed in refs. [16, 17], and a primary
goal of this paper will be to extend this progress up to NLO.

The evolution kernels can be extracted from the radiative corrections to the (renormalized)
track functions. Specifically, in dimensional regularization, the evolution kernels can be extracted
from the infrared poles of the renormalized track function. To demonstrate this, we first use the
form of the evolution to deduce that the bare and the renormalized track functions are related
by

1
Tibare(l,) _ Ti($,,u) + as ; (KZ(EZZ QT; + K(O) X E1E2> (l‘mu)
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Note that, since this is a relation between a bare and a renormalized quantity, the poles in €
are identified with UV divergences. Throughout this paper we carry out all the calculations in
d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions and use the MS subtraction scheme. Next, we expand the renormalized
track function in the strong coupling

Ti(a, 1) = T, () + as(p) T (2) + a2 (1) T (2) + O(a) . (2.7)

Lastly, we use the fact that track functions are scaleless, such that the radiative corrections to the
bare track function formally vanish in dimensional regularization. Inserting the above expansion



back into eq. (2.6), we then obtain

1) = {Kf& 2 10 — K, 0 TOTY (@), (28)
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K, 0 |10 (KD, 0 10 + KL, 0 TVTY)
+ (K o1 + KD, 0 TOT ))Ti(f)} ()
+ 6 (KO0 + KO, 0 TV T (:c)} . (2.9)

where, in contrast to the UV poles of eq. (2.6), the poles are now to be identified as IR divergences.
The above result shows that the evolution kernels in eq. (2.4) can be extracted order by order in
perturbation theory from the simple poles of the renormalized track functions.

We can’t calculate the evolution kernels directly in this way because track functions are
scaleless quantities, which renders the radiative corrections to the bare track function zero. More
formally, in dimensional regularization, the UV and IR divergences cancel one another out. How-
ever, to renormalize the track functions, one must be able to distinguish between UV and IR
divergences. In the next section, in order to circumvent this problem, we introduce a different
object with an additional scale such that the radiative corrections do not vanish.

3 Strategy for the Calculation of Track Function Kernels

Since the calculation of the track functions is quite technical, in this section we provide a general
overview of the strategy used for the calculation. In sec. 3.1 we demonstrate how the track function
evolution kernels can be obtained by calculating a jet function differential in the invariant mass
s of all particles and the momentum fraction z of the (charged) subset R. We will use sector
decomposition to avoid introducing multi-variable plus distributions, as described in sec. 3.2. The
implementation of this approach for the specific cases of N' =4 SYM and QCD are presented in
sec. 4 and sec. 5, respectively.

3.1 Track Jet Function Calculation

Track functions are scaleless in dimensional regularization, making it difficult to directly extract
their evolution from the calculation of radiative corrections. The simplest way to extract their
evolution then is to introduce an additional scale based on a physical measurement. We do this
by considering a jet function on tracks, Ji;(s,x) differential in both the invariant mass s of
all particles and the momentum fraction x of the subset R (e.g. the charged hadrons), with i
denoting the flavor. The evolution of track functions is then inferred from the poles that remain
after renormalization of the track jet function, which are infrared and must be absorbed by track



functions. This approach is similar to that used for calculating the evolution of the moments of
track functions [35, 36].

To extract the evolution equations for the track functions at O(a?), requires the calculation
of the jet function at this order. The track jet function can be obtained using the same phase-
space and squared collinear matrix elements as the standard invariant-mass jet function [61], but
where for each outgoing parton a track function of the corresponding flavor is attached,

are & 1 (&
Ter(s,e) = SO0 [ A8l = ) g ot (b dsgpr))
N {ig} lir}

x / Lﬁ[l e, T (xm)] 5 <x - mi:l :Umzm) . (3.1)

This involves a sum over 1 — N contributions, where total invariant mass s’ of the collinear phase-
space d®¢; is fixed to the argument s of the jet function by the delta function. Each squared
collinear matrix element o¢ is divided by an appropriate symmetry factor S; B that depends on
the final state {if}. The squared collinear matrix elements depend on the momentum fraction z;
and pair-wise invariant masses sy of the partons. They can be expressed in terms of splitting

functions,
2 YE € 2 2
ple g
O—’L'C—H'liz = < A7 ) 7 Pi—}ilig ) (32)
2,78\ %€ 444
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This requires both the tree-level 1 — 3 splitting functions, as well as the one-loop 1 — 2 splitting
functions in dimensional regularization. These are well known, and can be found in ref. [43] and
ref. [45], respectively.

The collinear phase-space measure d®4; is only needed for N = 2 and N = 3 in this work,
which reads [62, 63]

1—2)s]¢
49 = dz ds’ . 3.4
27 Y1 — o) (34)

dq)g = d21d22d235(1 — 21 — R — Zg) d8/d812d813d8235(sl — 812 — S13 — 523)

40(—A)(-A) 2~

* dm)p (1 — 26) (3:5)
with the total invariant mass s’ > 0 and where

A = (23812 — 21523 — 22513)2 — 42129513593 . (3.6)

For the 1 — 3 splittings, the phase-space integration over the invariant masses sy can be
performed using the integrals presented in the appendix of ref. [64].

From the bare track jet function, we can obtain the renormalized track jet function using the
renormalization kernel Z,(s) for the standard jet function. This was shown in ref. [61], where a



similar approach was used to study fragmentation in identified jets. The renormalization of the
track jet function then reads

Jiri(s, 2, 1) = / ds’ Zj, (s, M)Jgafe(s - s, z), (3.7)
0

upon renormalization of the coupling constant. The renormalization kernels for the quark and
gluon jet functions can respectively be found in refs. [65] and [66]. After renormalization, the
track jet function can be written as a combination of d(s) terms and terms involving the plus
distributions of s/u? of the form [In*(s/u?)/(s/p?)]+ with k > 0. We will only need the §(s)
terms to extract the track function evolution kernels. The reason is that in the matching of the
renormalized track jet function onto track functions (see eq. (3.8)), the track function at order
a? appears together with the tree-level matching coefficient which is proportional to §(s). For
the remainder of this work we therefore solely focus on the d(s) terms needed for extracting the
track function evolution, however, the plus distributions in s/u? can serve as a cross-check: the
evolution up to order a’ can be cross-checked against the plus distributions in the jet function at
order a’*l.

After renormalization, any remaining poles in € are associated with the infrared poles of the
track functions. To extract the track function evolution kernels, we consider the matching of
renormalized track jet function onto track functions,

Jeri(s,x, 1) = 0(s ZZ[ j(f){lf}® H T] T, ), (3.8)

€=0 {iy} Je{ir}
where J are the matching kernels. Inserting into the above expression eq. (2.7) for the renormal-
ized track functions we obtain up to O(a2),
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where summation over all possible splittings is implied. Writing the renormalized track jet func-
tion as an expansion in as and e,

Tui(s,z, ) = 6(s) Y al (1)1 () ZZ 1) 76 () (3.10)

L



the LO and NLO evolution kernels of the track function can be extracted from the simple pole
terms as follows:

I = -k 01 - KO, o 7T (3.11)
@y _ 1. o 1. 0 1) (0) () (0)
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This requires the known one-loop matching kernels 7 [67]%, but the J® only enter finite
terms in eq. (3.9) and are not needed to determine the track function evolution at this order. Full
expressions for the sum over all splittings in QCD will be provided in section sec. 5.

3.2 Sector Decomposition

The track function evolution kernels are infrared finite, but soft divergences, which occur as
the momenta of one or more particles become soft, leave their imprints in the form of plus
distributions. Explicitly, these are plus distribution of the momentum fractions of the splitting,
which are the arguments of the evolution kernels K in eq. (2.4) (the arguments are written
explicitly in eq. (2.5)). For 1— 2 splittings, only one of the two momentum fractions can become
soft, since z1 + zo = 1. In this case soft divergences cancel out when the self-energy contribution
is included, leaving behind a plus distribution. For 1— 3 splittings, two of the three momentum
fractions can become soft, complicating the structure of plus distributions, since they can become
soft individually or simultaneously. When written in terms of the momentum fractions, this
would necessitate a multi-variable plus distribution. The cancellation of soft divergences and
introduction of plus distributions for the 1 — 3 kernel involves a non-trivial combination of the
1— 3 splittings, the virtual corrections to 1— 2 splittings, and the self-energy contribution.

The standard approach to disentangling overlapping singularities is to use sector decompo-
sition [68-70]. Here, one divides the space of momentum fractions into different sectors, corre-
sponding to different orderings in size. For the case of a 3-parton final state, the integration
region can be divided into six sectors which we will label as follows:

1: 21 <z <z3, 3: 29 <21 <2Z23, 5: 29 <z23<2z,
2: zn1<z3<z, 4: m<z <z, 6: 23<229< 21, (3.13)

as is illustrated in Fig. 3. For each sector, we denote the momentum fractions, ordered from
smallest to largest, by z,, 25 and z.. We then apply a coordinate transformation to the momentum
fractions based on this specific ordering,
zt z 1
Ra = 7 > 2p = T Ze = T -
142+ 2t 142+ 2t 142+ 2t

3Strictly speaking these results were obtained for fragmentation in a jet whose invariant mass is measured.

(3.14)

However, at this order there is at most a 1—2 splitting, so these results immediately carry over to our case.
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Figure 3: The space of momentum fractions for a 3-particle final state is divided into six sectors.
Fach maps into a unit square after the coordinate transformations listed in Table 1. Red edges
represent boundaries of phase space where soft divergences can be present.

sector | ordering | "z1(z,t) | "22(2,t) | "23(2,1)

2t z 1
14242t 14242t 14242t

sector 1 | 21 < 29 < 23

zt 1 z
14242t 14242t 14242t

z 2t 1
1+z+2t 1+z+2t 14242t

sector 2 | 21 < z3 < 29

sector 3 | 20 < 21 < 23

1 2t

zZ
sector 4 | z3 < z1 < 29 Tt T T

1 2t z
14242zt 14242t 1+2+42t

1 z zt
14242t 14242t 14242t

sector b | 290 < z3 < 21

sector 6 | 23 < z9 < 21

Table 1: Our conventions for the ordering of the momentum fractions in different sectors. The
index n in "z; denotes the sector.

This explicitly written out for the sectors in eq. (3.13) in table 1, and allows us to treat each sector
in the same way. As a result of this transformation, soft divergences only occur as ¢ — 0 and
z — 0 independently, corresponding to z, becoming soft and z, and z; simultaneously becoming
soft, respectively. Thus we will only need plus distributions in z and ¢ and no multi-variable
plus distributions. In principle, many other coordinate transformations could achieve the same
disentangling of overlapping divergences. However, this choice of coordinates is convenient as
the region of integration for each sector is simply the unit square bounded by 0 < z < 1 and
0 <t < 1. Moreover, this coordinate transformation can be straightforwardly extended to the
general case of 1 —n splittings.

For the sake of clarity, we present the explicit expression for a 1 — 3 convolution in sector
decomposed coordinates. In the standard momentum fractions, the convolution reads

K’L“ﬂliZiS ®7—%17—‘1'2Ti3 (l') (3-15)

1
:/ d%ldxgdxg 7}1(:61)7}2(:62)7}3(563)
0
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1
X/ d21d22d23 5(1—21—22—23)5($—21$1—22$2—23$3)KZ'%¢12‘2¢3(Z1,Z2,23).
0

In these coordinates the kernel K;_,;,i,i5 (21, 22, 23) would contain multi-variable plus distributions,
which are more cumbersome to work with. With sector decomposition applied, the convolution
reads instead

Kisiyigis @ T3, T, Tiy (7) (3.16)

6 1 1
= E / dxld.’EQd.’Eg El (1'1)7—%2 (1‘2)7—%3 (1'3)/ dzdt 5(%’*”21%‘1*7122332*”23.%3) nKi%’higig (Z,t).
n=1 0 0

Here, the sum on n is over the sectors and "z; can be read off from table 1. With sector decompo-
sition applied, the kernels "K;_,;,,i,(2,t) only involve plus distributions in z and ¢ individually.

Note that for many configurations, due to symmetries of the particles in the final state, one
can combine the kernels of different sectors. For example, for the g — ggg channel, all sectors
give identical results. For all other channels present in QCD, only three sectors are independent.
We will exploit these symmetries when presenting our results.

4 Evolution Kernels for N =4 SYM

Before considering the more complicated case of real world QCD, we start by computing the
NLO kernels in N' = 4 SYM. This is clearly not physical, as no particle states exist in this
theory. However, we can let the track functions for all states in the theory be equal. This
then provides a simplified setup where we can understand the structure of the calculation. In
particular, we find that the 1 — 3 evolution kernels take a particularly simple form [25] after
summing over all combinations of final state particles. Furthermore, in the process of performing
sector decomposition, there is no need to consider sectors separately due to the symmetry between
all the particles. This allows us to illustrate the calculation of the track function evolution kernels
in the simplest possible setup.

4.1 Setup and Calculation

First, as all particles are identical in A’ = 4 SYM, we introduce some simplified notation. We
write the evolution of track function in eq. (2.4) in the following form instead

d

WT(% p) =a [K§%1 @ T(w, 1) + K%, @ TT(x, ) (4.1)

+a’ [K1(1—)>1 @ T(x,p) + K (D ® TT(z, 1) + K|y @ TTT(%M)} ;
and in analogy we now write the renormalized track jet function in eq. (3.8) as
1 1
Jue(s, @) = 8(s)T () + 0 d(s) [ TN T (1) + Ty & TT (a1 (4:2)

+a8(s) [TENT (@, p) + Ty @ TT(w, p) + T2y @ TTT(w, )|
+0(a%),

- 12 —



where a = g?>N./(47)? with N, denoting the dimension of the fundamental representation of the
SU(N.) gauge theory.

For the case of N' =4 SYM, when applying sector decomposition it is not necessary to con-
sider any sectors separately, as all track functions involved in the convolutions are identical. We
therefore combine all sectors into one and drop the sector label on the kernels. To distinguish
between kernels being represented in sector-decomposed coordinates and original momentum-
fraction coordinates, we write the latter using all momentum fractions (e.g. z1, 22, 23) as argu-
ments, while the former uses one less argument (e.g. z,1).

Kio® TT(ZU) (4.3)

1 1
= / d(L‘ld{L'Q T(xl)T(xg) / dzleQ (5(1—21—22)5(1‘—21%1—22%2) K1_>2(21,22)
0 0

1 1 P 1
= dzidxs T T dzo(x— — K
/0 w1day T (1) (xz)/o z <m s 1+Zx2> 1-2(2),

K13 ® TTT(x)

1
:/ diﬁldedng(xl)T(xg)T(xg)
0
1
X/ ledZQdZ;g5(1—21—Zg—Zg)(S(I‘—ZliL'l—221‘2—231‘3)K1_>3(21,ZQ,2’3)
0
1
:/ d$1d$2d$3T(l‘1)T(x2)T(x3)
0

x/ld dt o ot ° ! ) Kioa(z,t)
z r— T1— ZTo— x z,t).
0 Lfztat ' 1dzdzt > 1dztat o) 0173

Note that Kj_,9(z) and Kj_3(z,t) includes a factor of 2 and 6, respectively, accounting for the
number of sectors.

As explained in sec. 3.1, the evolution kernels can be obtained from the simple pole terms of
the renormalized track jet function. For the A" =4 SYM track jet function, eq. (3.9) reduces to

Jtr<37 z, /J,)

1
=0(s) T; (0) r) +ad(s { j1—>1 c 1—)>1>®T( (z) + (»71(32—Kflz)@@T(“)T(“)(w)}
1
2¢

1 0
#2506 { (912 - 5K - g DK, + 5kl ) T
1 0
(*71%2 27K£~> _7‘71%1 1l2+7K£l1K£l2 (4-4)
1 0
- 200K, + KK, o TOTO

1—3

I (j1<i3 _ ZK(D ) & TO70)7(0)

vo(— 10 + 55K ,) @ [1O (K0, o TOTO)] } +0(a%).
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The evolution kernels can then be extracted by focusing on the simple pole terms, for which the
analogue of eq. (3.9) is

Tt = K2, 010 - K, 0 TOTO), (4.5)
1 1 0 1 0
Jt(r (‘71%1 1&1 + Kfll) 2 TO (jl(a)lK( )2 + 27192—’{( )1 + Kflz) o TOTO)
1
- Lk, 0 TOTOTO _a5Y, 6 [10 (K (Y, 0 TOTO)] 19

where j1(21 and j1(22 denote their O(e”) terms in dimensional regularization.

4.2 Ingredients

Here we collect the ingredients needed for calculating the track jet functions and the track function
evolution in N' =4 SYM.
First of all, we need the 1 — 2 splitting function at tree-level

(0) 1 1
P, - 2NC ~ 5 4.
D) =2V (4 1) (@)
and one-loop order
1 1) (0
Py (2) = 2Re[7ﬁ(g)P1(_)>2(21722)} : (4.8)

(1)

The ratio rg” of the one-loop splitting amplitude to the tree-level one is

(1) e (PP \T*(1—eT(1+¢) A
. — Ll 9
rs (€2,8) =a €2 \ —s (1 — 2e) (4.9)
o | me (1—z>6+2i 2k+17 ( —z >
sin(me) \ 2z ‘ 12/ )"
k=0
which can be obtained from refs. [71, 72], with In(—1) = —in in the e-expansion of [u?/(—s)]¢ for

time-like kinematics. Finally, we also need the tree-level 1 — 3 splitting function [25]

Pl(i)g(zl,ZQ,%;8,812,5137823) (4.10)

2
S 1 1 S 1 1
= NQ{ ( + > + < + > + (5 permutations ] .
¢ 2513823 Z1%29 (1 — Zl) (1 — ZQ) S$12%3 Z1 1-— Z1 ( P )

To renormalize the bare track jet function requires the two-loop renormalization factor of the

jet function in N = 4 theory. We derived the two-loop renormalization factor from the bare jet

function*
_ 4 4170 1 8 w2 &
N=4 _ 2 3 3
ZJ (S,u) = 5(8) + CL(—6(5(S) + g? |:S//L2:| +> +a |:5(8) <€4 - 67 + 6) + .. :| + O(CLS)
(4.11)
The “...” denote terms involving plus distributions in s/u?, that are not needed to extract the

track function evolution, as discussed in sec. 3.1.

“We obtain the jet function J(s) by integrating the track jet function J(s ) over the charged-hadron momentum

7
fraction «, using the normalization condition for track functions fol dzT(z) =

— 14 —



4.3 LO results

In N =4 SYM, the one-loop correction to the renormalized track jet function is given by

e =D (3] +[3])
eo([2] +[2] 4 o) oo oo,

Here, the convolution is written in traditional momentum fraction coordinates, with z; and 2y
acting as the momentum fractions of the final-state partons in 1 — 2 splitting. Using eq. (4.4),
it is straightforward to extract from this

KO _o, (4.13)
1 1
Kfo—)n(zhzz) = 2([21} + [22} ) ; (4.14)
+ +
and
o __m
j1_>1 = ? ) (415)
| 1
Tz =2(|22] +22) 4 o). (4.16)
1 + Z1

where the kernels are written in traditional momentum fraction coordinates. For consistency in

(0)

notation we also provide K, in sector decomposed coordinates, using the notation of eq. (4.3),

z

K9 (z) =4 H R (4.17)

4.4 NLO results

Next we present the results for the NLO evolution kernels. At this order, as 1 — 3 splittings
are involved, we present all results in sector decomposed coordinates. In sector-decomposed
coordinates (and summed over sectors), the simple pole term of the two-loop N' = 4 track jet
function is given by

2 2
z + z z

+4{_12[h12'] H +H (_8 [mt] | Int +31n(1+t)> L 16In(1+2) H
E2 B L D -2 v, 14t t z t],
In(2) 13t222 + 1322 + 13t2% + 28tz + 13t + 142 + 14 In(1 + 2)
(1+6)(1+tz) t(L+t)(1+2)(1 +t2) 2
(3227 + 2tz + 322 + 4tz + 2t + 32+ 3) In(1 + t2) (24 2z +t2)In(1 +1)
t(L+1)z(1+ 2)(1 + tz) A+ +2)(1+t2)
148222 + 14122 + 14t2% + 30tz + 14t + 142 + 14 1In(1 + 2 + 2t)
t(14+t)(1+2)(1+tz) z }
® TOTOT0) (4.18)
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The precise form of the convolutions appearing in this expression are given in eq. (4.3).

To obtain the evolution kernels from the above expression, we first rewrite the double convolu-
tion term that appears in eq. (4.6) in the same form as the convolution used in sector-decomposed
coordinates. Thus

JY, &1 (K§‘22 ® T(°>T<O>) (4.19)
1 1
= / dzrdzgdas TO (21)TO (1) T (25) / dvdw § [z —vz1 — (1 — v)wza— (1 — v)(1 — w)as]
0 0

(. [, ) 2 )

S 7O 7)) 4 Ei 0 ® 7)) | Ei 1 ® 7).

The formulae necessary to calculate the kernels on the right-hand side are provided in Appendix A
and the results are

Inz,

Ei11=(3,
ln2z 41n2%(1 + 2 241In(1 + 2z

Brsled) _8{ [lnz] [ ] [iL([me*ln(ltﬂ))_5ln(1z+2) m+
ienlri) 2

With the results in sec. 4.3 and the above in hand, we use eq. (4.6) to obtain the next-to-

leading order evolution kernels,

KW, = —25¢,, (4.20)

1 82 [1 161n(1 + 2) 321n(1 + 2)
Kf_)ﬂ(z):ig L] - Inz 4+ —«——=
JF

KO (1) = 8{ [i]+(4[mzftL - 1121:575 - 71n(1+t)> N 41n(1z+z) m+ (4.92)

C Tln(l+zt) 1oln( 1+ 2 )_11n(1—|—z) 1 In(l+zt)

(4.21)

Y

2t 2t \l4z42t) 2z 14t z(1+2)(1+1)
N In(1+ 2) In(1+¢)  zln(l+2)
1+t)(14+2) (A+t)1+2) (A4+2)(1+tz)
1 t 2 1+ 2t
1+ )1+ 2t) m(l—i—t) LN TS TSR TGy n<1+z+zt)}'

Note that the kernels are presented in sector decomposed coordinates, following the notation of
eq. (4.3). Interestingly, the above expressions exhibit some form of maximal transcendentality
that we will discuss in more detail when we compare to our QCD results in sec. 5.5. In sec. 6 we
will show how the standard DGLAP evolution (which is known to be of uniform weight [73]) can
be obtained by integrating this equation.
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5 Evolution Kernels for QCD

We now present the calculation for the more complicated case of QCD. The ingredients necessary
for this calculation are provided in sec. 5.1. The LO results for the evolution kernels are presented
in sec. 5.2 and the NLO results in sec. 5.3.

In QCD the track function evolution equations for quarks and gluons read

d . X
dn 2l = % [Kélq@” +K§lqg®TT] +a; [Kgi @ Ty + KN, @ T,T, (5.1)
(1) )
+ KW 00 ® ToTyTy + Ky oe @ T,T, T +ZK_> 00 @ TiTaTy)|
d )
dln p2 Ty=as [Ké—%g ® Ty + K gy @ Ty Ty + Z Kgqq © Tthi} (5.2)

#0420 Ty 4 K2, O T, 4 S T

+ KD g0 © TyTy Ty + Z g—>gqq ® TgTqTq} )
q

where we have dropped the arguments x and p for brevity. As mentioned before, the specific
form of the convolution depends on the number of track functions involved. For the 1—1 terms
the convolution is simply multiplication by a constant while for the 1 —2 and 1 — 3 terms the
convolutions are respectively given by

Ki—>i1i2 ® Tl1TZ2($) (5’3)

1 1
:/ d:Eld.’EQ El(l‘l)EQ(CL‘Q)/ dzleQ (5(1—21—22)5($—211}1—Zgl‘g)KiHiliQ(Zl,22)
0 0
2 1 1
= Z/ d{L’ld{EQ ,1_%1 (1‘1)'1_'@2(1'2)/ dZ (5(1‘—”2:1%1—”Z21‘2) nKi_m'liQ(Z) y
n=1"0 0
Ki—>ili2i3 ® Ti1ﬂ2ns (:B) (5'4)
1
:/ dxldxgdxg El(x1)ﬂ2(x2)ﬂ3(x3)
0
1
></ dzidzodzs §(1—2z1 — 20— 23)0(x — 2121 — 2202 — 23%3) Kisiyinis (21, 22, 23)
0
6 1 1
= Z/ da:ldajgda:g. T%l (.%1)1—%2(.%2)1—%3(.%3)/ dzdt 5(33—”211’1—”22%2—”23333) nKi*)fili2i3(Z’t)7
n=170 0

with the argument p suppressed for brevity. For both expressions, the top line expresses the con-
volution in standard momentum fraction coordinates and the bottom line in sector-decomposed
coordinates which are specified in Table 1 for "K;_,;,i,:,. In order to make the expressions for the
evolution equations in uniform coordinates, we order the two momentum fractions, z; and zs, in
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sector | ordering

sector 1 21 < 29

1+=z 1+2
sector 2 | 22 < 21 hlLZ s

Table 2: The conventions for the ordering of the momentum fractions in different sectors, for
1 — 2 channels.

1 — 2 channels as well, as is shown in Table 2. For the sector-decomposed kernels, symmetry
reduces the number of independent sectors. Specifically, for the 1 — 2 kernels we have

1Kg—>gg = 2Kg—>gg ) and 1Kg—>qti = 2Kg—>q(iv (5.5)

while for the 1 — 3 kernels we have

1 2 _ 3 __ 4 _ 5 ___6 _
Kq—>qQQ - Kq—ﬂzQQ’ Kq—ﬂzQQ - Kq—>qQQ’ Kq—ﬂzQQ - Kq—>qQQ’
1 _ 3 ~ 2 __5 ~ 4 __6 ~
Kq—q95 = "Kq—qqq » Kq—q95 = "Kg—qqq » Kq—q95 = "Kg—qqq »
1 _ 3 _ 5 _
Kq—q99 = Kq—qgg - Kq—q99 = Kq—qgg - Kq—q99 = Kq—qgg -
1 _ 2 ~ 3 o _ 4 ~ 5 __6 ~
Kg—g9q3 = Kg—gqq 5 Kg—g995 = Kg—gqq ; Kg—99q3 = "Kg—gqq 5 (5.6)
and
1 _2 _3 _ 4 _5 _ 6
Kg999 = Kgggg = Kgggg = Kgggg = Kgggg = Kg—ggg - (5-7)

5.1 Ingredients

The method of calculation was outlined in sec. 3. Here we list the ingredients necessary for
calculating the track jet functions and the track function evolution kernels in QCD.

For the calculation of the NLO evolution kernels, we need the tree-level 1 — 3 splitting
functions and the one-loop 1 — 2 splitting functions. The tree-level 1 — 2 splitting functions for
QCD are given by

ZQ
P4y (2) = CF<11+_ —e(1 - Z)> , (5.8)
Péi)qq(z) T (1 B 2251_ :’)) 7 (5.9)
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while the one-loop corrections to the splitting functions, in the conventional dimensional regular-
ization scheme, are [44, 45]°

PO (zs) = 2%(“26% ) mI(l—¢) {P(O) (2) [CF +(Cr — Cy) (1 _ )

a—a9 s etan (me)I'(1 — 2¢) | 77U 1—2¢

-1
+ (Ca —2CF) o Fy (1,—6;1 — ¢ Zi) — C 4ol (1,—6;1 — ¢ _c 1)]
z z—

+CF(CF—CA)Z(11+;)1€22€} (5.11)
Pyag(2:5) = 2a, (’”‘QEW )Eetanﬂ(:e()le;)— 2¢) F ;%qq(z){cA [[2((36—_ 222)6 (3—2 61)_(236]Gj ;3
yo2- 2F1<1, el . 1) L F (1, —al—c- - 1)} (5.12)
+Op S (?:2__1)3(6;?)1)_ o n Ty M} :
Pl =20 g ez O g T

z—1 z
+ PO, (2) [1 - 2F1<1, —a 16— ) - 2F1(1, —al-—— 1)” . (5.13)

The tree-level 1 — 3 splitting functions are given by [74, 75]

0
P;_quQ(Zl,Zz,Z:%;8,512,813,523) (5.14)
S 1 S93(29 — 2 (51329 — 51923) 17 s
— CpTy B 23(22 3) n (51322 1223) (- 26)(_2 42 +Z3)
2893 S So3 29 + 23 29 + 23 S
+ (22 — 23)° +4Z1} ,
22 + 23
Pq(g)>qqq(21722723;5781278137823) (515)
2 2
142 2(1 — z9)
= Cp(Cp - LC {— i z[ 3 —e<+1 e
F( r 2 A) 2823813 3 (1 —22)(1 —Zl) 1—2z
S 1 —|—Z§ (1 — 21)2 222 2Z2 2
= —el1 — — —€2(1 =
823[1—22 €< tast 1—2 1—2 1—2 6( Zl)
2512 0) .
+(1— 6)(@ - 6)} + P 00(71, 22, 23 8, 512, 513, 523) + (1 2 2)
Pq(g))qgg(zq,22,23;8,8127813,823) (516)
2 2 2 2
s 1+ 2 25+ 2 512
— 2 1_ 2723 _ . 1— (_1_ 7)
F{2813812Z1{ 2223 ‘ 2923 (146 +1—ele=l E)813

5For the ngTr term in the one-loop g — ¢@ splitting, we find a typo in [45]. The denominator should be
4(e — 2)e + 3, as compared to 4(e — 2)e — 3.
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S {(1 — 23)z1 + (1 — 29)3 6(1 — %) (25 + 2023 + 23) +(1+ 21)62] }
2923 7273

513
52 [zg(l —€) +2(1 — 2z9) N 221+ (1 —€)(1 - 21)2]

+ CACF{ 5
523513 1—2 29

52 [(1—21)2(1—6)+221
- 2z
4sizs1z |

#ell -9

48 [(1 3 E)zg(z§ — 223 +2) — 29(23 — 622 + 6) 2621(23 —229) — 22:|
2823 22(1 — Zl) 22(1 — Zl)
S 2’2 + Z2 2(1 — 2’2)(2’2 — 21)
R |
* 2813 [6( Z2) Z923 ¢ “\ 7 3 + 22(1 — 21)
1—23)z1 + (1 — )3 1—20)3 — 20422
( 3)21 + ( 2) +(1_6)( 2) 2+ 21
2923 22(1 —Zl)

+(1_6)[ 1 (.923(@,—@) +2(512Z3,—51322)>2_;+ﬂ}+(293)

48%3 z9 + 23 z9 + 23

R273

0
Pg(—)>gqq(21, 29,23} S, 512, 513, 523) (5.17)
2

2 2
:CFTF i (z%_zl—i_ Z2ZS+1>_i(221—(217+22)+1+6>—(1—6)%—1
512513 1—e¢ 1—e¢ S12

21 + 22923 52 (1—2)% —23 B 223(1 — 22129 — 23)
1—e¢ (1—21)z (1 —=21)z1(1 —¢)

S |:1 + 21— Z% 2(1—2’2)22 :| 1 |:2(51322 - 81223) 823(22 - 23):|2

(1—21)z1 (1—2z1)z1(1—¢) 4554 29 + 23 29 + 23

s 2 +1 21(23 — 22)% — 2(21 + 1) 2023 e 1 L263),

2823 (1—21)2’1 (1—21)2’1(1 —6) 2 4

2
S
+ CATF{_ [1 + 22 — Y-

Péi)ggg(21, 29,233 S, 512, 513, 523) (5.18)
B C2{ 52 [ 221(1421)+1  1-2(1—2z1)z1 = z122(1—22)(1—223) N 21
AN 519513 2(1—2z)(1—23) 22923 (1—23)z23 2

s |:4(le2 —1) L Aans 2 N [1—23(1—23)]2 523 3]

(1+221)+22Z3—2]

+=+ 5

S12 1-— z3 zZ3 (1 — 21)21,23 2 2

—|—L(1—e)

812(2’1 — ZQ) 2(82321 — 81322) 2 3(1 — 6)
152 + +
12

+ (all permutations) .
21 + 22 21 + 22 4 } (all p )

With these, and with the integrals listed in the appendix of ref. [64], we calculate the bare track
jet function to order a2.

To renormalize the track jet function at this order, the renormalization kernels for the jet
function are needed to two-loop order. The renormalization kernel for the quark jet function was
calculated in ref. [65] and is given by.

€

8§ 12 9 4r? 123 3 72 4 2 121 2n?
2

cr{[or(r g g T D) e )
T F{[ Mlatatae 3¢ € e )Tt 63+9€2+27€+ 9e

Z,(s) =46(s)+ asCF{—<;42+3)5(5) + 21/32£0<2>}

,20,



11 72 35 20 1769 1172
+Ca( 5+ s - )} (s)

?_1862—’_ e 108¢ 18e
22 134 22 16 12 8 40 1 S
~Ca(ga=gc+30) (@) +ntr(3a—50) 2% ()
+[ MN327 9 T3 ) T CF TrriE\3a T o0 )| o\
16 1 S
+CF€*2?£1 (qu)} .

The renormalization factor for the gluon was calculated in Laplace space in ref. [66]. Laplace
transforming this result, which converts logarithms of the Laplace variable into plus distributions
L (s/u?) = [In"(s/u?)/(s/p?)]+, the renormalization kernel for the gluon is

Z,(s) = 8(s) + as{ [CA (—é—;i) + nfTF; } 5(s) + CAZL:QEO (%) } (5.20)

C (8C3+ _‘_77_71-24_6_’_117[-2_&48)
A et 33 €2 €2 18 27e
28 68 184 272 5 16

T (———— ———) T T2 |5
O T\ 33 02 T 27 0e +CF"fF 1 F92} (s)

16 22 272 134 8 40 1 ]
Ala-a )+ oaniTe (5 =50) 2o (a)
[ ATa T @ 3 T ) T @ Ty, 2 O\ 2

2 16 1 s
5.2 QCD Evolution Kernels at LO

The (s) term of the one-loop renormalized quark track jet function, up to order-¢’, is given by

1
T sw) = (T8, TKQ,) T @) + (70, — TKQ,) o TOTO @), (5:21)

qa—q9 q9—q9

1
Jt(r,)g(&l’) = (\79(—29 o 7K§—)>g> ® T(O) (z) + (nggg o EKé—)mg) ® TéO)Tg(O) ()

+ Z(«ZH)W - *Kéqu) @ TOT," (). (5.22)
q
The track function evolution kernels can be extracted from the simple pole terms,
£ BN o2
T = k0 o1 - KO o, Z KV o101, (5.24)

Since the LO evolution kernels only involve 1 — 2 splittings, it is not strictly necessary
to apply sector decomposition. However, for consistency in notation we provide the LO results
both in standard momentum fraction coordinates and in sector-decomposed coordinates. In the
traditional coordinates the LO evolution kernels read

K, =3CF, (5.25)
11C4  4nsT,
0 _ fLF
Ky == =5 (5.26)
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and

1
K (21,22) = Cp (4{1 — ZlL —2(1+ z1)> : (5.27)
1
K® (21,22) = Ca (2 [21] . + 2129 — 2) + (21 ¢ ), (5.28)
K (21, 22) = 2Tr(1 — 22129) (5.29)

In sector decomposed coordinates, for which the conventions can be found in Appendix A, the
results read

1 0 _

K\, (2) 20F7(1 Fstaet (5.30)
17 8 + 10z + 422

27.-(0) _ ol I e

K ,(2) = Cp (4 = e > , (5.31)
(1] 24324222

17-(0) _ 1 _aTr9rT ez

Ky ,0(2) 2CA( HA e > , (5.32)

17-(0) _ 1+ 2%

Ky hea(2) = 2T eI (5.33)

The LO 1 — 1 kernels are the same in both coordinate systems (this is no longer the case at
NLO).

For later reference, we also present the other ingredients that comprise the one-loop track jet
functions. The 1 — 1 terms read

T, = _?CF , (5.34)
o __™
Tty =—75Ca - (5.35)

The 1 — 2 terms can again be represented either in standard momentum fractions or in sector-
decomposed coordinates. In the remainder of this work, we only need these one-loop matching
kernels in the former, in which they read

In z 1+ 22
jq(BQQ(Zh 22) =2CF (2[ Z22:| N + — Zi Inz — (1 + Zl) Inz9 + 22> , (5.36)
Inz Inz
j;i)gg(zl, 22) =2Cy <{ 211:| N -+ 221 + (2122 — 2) In 21) + (2’1 > 22) , (5.37)
.79(2@(21, 29) = 2TF (22122 + (1 —22129) ln(zlzg)) ) (5.38)
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5.3 QCD Evolution Kernels at NLO

Let us now proceed to extract the evolution kernels at NLO. The results for the two-loop renor-
malized track jet functions can be written in the form

Ky = (T80 = 1+ i) o T
™ (jq(i)qg o ?Kélqg 2502 Kq%qg) ® Tq(O)Tg(O)
(T80 = 558 g) © TOTOTO + (T2 = 5 D) © TOTLOTS
+Z ( q—qQQ 21€K‘§1_)>‘IQQ> ®TCI(0)TC(?0)TC%O) (5.39)
<_7 q(i?q + 7K<go—)>q) ® (tho—)nz ® Tq(O) + tho—)wg ® Tq(O)Tg(O)>
(50 + 5 H8) @ [ (K2 10+ 42y OO )10

o 0 0 0V (0 (0) 0)(0) (0)=(0)
+Tq()(Kg(7_))g®Tg()+K() ®T()T()+Kg—>qq®T( 1 +Z g—>q‘Z®TQT )]

for the case of the quark track jet function, and

‘]‘5(1”23} - (jg@g - %Kg—m + @Kg—m) ® Tg(o)
+ (7 - ;K;zgg p 1) @ TLOTLY
ST CEI PTIS  p
T (jg(izggg o 7K§—)>ggg> ® T(O)T(O)T O+ Z ( g@gqq o 7Ks§a)gqq> ® T;O)TtJ(O)TQ(O)
(e %K;%g) © (K%, o T + K0, 0 TOTO + 3 K 0 TOT,")
#2280+ 57K © [T; (K2, o7 (540

0 0 0)(0)
E (1) (0) 0 (0) (0) 0) (0) (0
+ q(—;jgﬁqq + fK“qu> ® [Tq( ><K@q®T + K; 55, ® 15 Tg( ))

+ (K() o T + K

0)(0) \ 7(0)
@, Qo TOTO )T

for the case of the gluon track jet function. To extract the evolution kernels we specifically focus
on the simple poles in ¢, which can be rearranged as

2y _ (1 0 0
Jirg = <§Kt§—>q T jq—>q 6(1—)>q) ® Tq( :

1) 1 0 0 0
( K(§_>qg + Jq_ﬂl q_“]g jq(—>)quq—>q + jq%qué—)>9> ® Tq( )Tg( ) (541)
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1 1
0)(0) (0 (1) 0)7(0)p(0) K( ) T T( )(0)
- *Kéﬁ)qgg @ TOTOTE — §anqqq®7q( T~ B) im0 @ T T,
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Q@ [(Ké ) g @ TOT >)T( )+ T >(K§, ) g ® TOTY ))

0 (0) (0) 0 (0) (0)(0)
+ T (K g @ TOTL) + >, T (Ko © TYTS )] :
for the quark case, and
(21) _ L a 1 0 0
Jirg =~ <§ng—)>g + jg(—szKé—)xq) ® Tg( )

1 1 0)7(0
o ( Kg(H)gg + jg%g g%gg + 2‘7(399[(9%9) ® ng )Tg( )

2
1 ) (0) 0)7(0)
N Zq<2 g—aq T j(ﬁgKg—ﬂzq T jg—ﬂzq q%q jg—>qq q) ® Tq( )Tci
0) 7(0)7(0) 7 (0)
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1 0 0 0)~(0 0 (0) 0)7(0)
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(1) 0 (0) 0)(0) (0)
- qug—mq@ [Tq( )<Kti—>¢ig @ T, T, ) + (Ké—)wg @ TOT,° ))Tq ] ,

for the gluon case.

To extract the evolution kernels from the simple pole terms of the track jet function, one first
needs to subtract the double convolutions. To subtract these terms it is necessary to first rewrite
these double convolutions as a single convolution as follows,

~7i—>i1i’2 @ Ti1 (Kz’ —i9i3 TZzTZJ) = Ei—>i1i2i3 [j7 K] ® TnTZQTZa (5'42)

Note that 1 — 2 and 1 — 1 terms are also allowed, but are for convenience absorbed into a
single 1 — 3 kernel. Finding the kernel E;_,; ,i,, however, is not trivial due to the fact that the
kernels on both sides of the equation contain plus distributions, so that one cannot simply apply
a coordinate transformation to get from one side of the equation to the other without introducing
multi-variable plus distributions. In Appendix A we provide the necessary machinery to obtain
the effective 1 — 3 kernel E[f, g| given two kernels f and g.

After having subtracted the double convolution terms from the simple pole of the track
jet function, only the NLO evolution kernels remain. As a way of organizing the kernels, all
terms involving delta functions of momentum fractions are absorbed into evolution kernels of a
lower splitting. We present the evolution kernels below, which are organized by flavor content and
correspond to independent sectors according to the symmetry relations between kernels, egs. (5.5)
- (5.7).

1 — 1 kernels

3 3337 274 44
KN, =Ch (5 —12¢ + 24(3) + CACF<5T g n(2) -3 In n*(2) - 49C3) (5.43)
532 92 16

— 24 —
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16 16 — 32t  —58t2 —2  —94¢3 — 582 — 4t
_(1—|—zt)4+(1+zt)3+(1—|—zt)2+ 1+ zt }
5K5(]1~)>gqq(z7t> (5.60)

ACT 82% + 82% + 4z N —822 — 2z +2 L T3ttde—1 +4t2+3t—1
T (T atat)t (1+2+2t)3 (1+2+42t)2 14242t

t t — 4t? t(1+242t)
— + In
(I14+2t)2  1+2t (1+ 2t)?
823 +82%2 +42 42+ 102% + 823 3z + 622 + 423 t(1+ 2)?
_ _ o A2 A
(142+42t)% (z4+1)(A4242t)3 (24 1)2(1+2+2t)? 14242t
—82% - 822 -8z 3—2z+102%2 823 1+ 22 2t + 2

(1+z+2t) * (z4+1)(A+242t)3  (z+ 1)2(A4242t)2  (1+z+2t)2

- N t 12
I+z42t (1+2t)2 1+2zt
1 1+ ¢ t 2 — 12t + 2t2 1+t% In(142z+2t)
A4C04Tre |~ |2 | — 2
At F{[H (¢ + 1)1 °g<<1+t>2> (¢ + 1)2 } G
823 +822+42 1023 —3z N 2223 + 1022 + 62 N 4223 + 1822 + 52
(14z+2t)4 (142z+42t)3 (142z+2t)? 14242t
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8 20z +8  —422% - 1825]1 <t(1+z+zt)>

_(t+1)3+(t+1)2 t+1 (1+1)2
2z +42% +223 222 + 223 242224223 14224222 14242t
+ + -~ 1
(142+42t)3 (142+42t)? 1+z+2t t+1 (14 2)(1+ 2t)
22 + 422 N 42° N 422 4z 1+ 2t
— n
(I4+z+2t)3  (1+z+2t)2  14+z42t t+1 1+t

—423 — 422 n —1023 — 622 — 2 n —3623 — 2622 — 22 . —9423 — 5822 — 42
(14+z+2t)? (14z+2t)3 (14 z+2t)? 14242t
32 —58z — 32 9422 + 58z + 4}

Terr e T i
g9 — 999
K 1gq(2,1) (5.61)
B 4034{ 1] (4[11115} o Int TIn(l41) 4468+ 487 ( t > 14t+t2>
3 z], t ], 1+t t (1+t)* (1+1)2 (1+t)4
_ 8+122+82° [mt] 41n(1 + 2) H _ 8+122+82° (1 + 2) H
(14 2)* t], z t], (1+2)4 t],
1 4+ 6t + 4t2 In(1+ 2+ 2t)
+ = {1() In(142+2t) — 10In(1 + 2) — 7In(1 + zt)} T .
2
232+ 227 J(Fl?’j;fz % {7111((1 +1)(1+ 2t)) — 101n<141ri+;t)}
Int 1
C(t+ 1) (tz + 1)+[(t T+ D GG 1)} In(1 +1)
[ 1 1 1 1
NeF0e+D " Grlt) 1 G+ 1)2} In(1 +2)
[ 1 1 1 1
T D+ D)  GrDt+]) B+l G+ 1):4] In(1 +12)
+ L ! — L — L } In(1+ z+tz2)
tz+1  (t+1)(tz+1) (E+1)(z+1) (2+1)(tz+1)
84162 + 2422 + 1623 +82* 9+ 222 + 922 — 923 — 2224 — 102° t
(z41)(A4242t)4 a (24 1)2(142+2t)3  (14242t)3
17 4+ 592 + 11022 + 13123 4 1262 + 7825 + 2225 2t + 12
CET(ETET 0L BNTETEE
2+ 22 — 6722 — 22023 — 3662% — 3522° — 18820 — 4227 3t + 212 + 43
B (z 4 1) (1+2+2t) 14zt
2t + t2 + 3 8 8+20z 20+ 20z + 4222 t(1+z+2t)
1426 G+18 T ar1E t+1 }ln<(1+t)(l+zt)>
184162+ 2422 + 1623 + 82 7T+ 172+ 2122 + 1423 + 424 — 25 t
2 (z 4+ 1)(14242t)* B (z+1)2(1+2+2t)3 C (14z+2t)3
15 4+ 372 + 5622 + 4323 4 222% + 425 4 26 t2
(z4+1)3(1+42+2t)? (14z+2t)?
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241024+ 922 — 523 — 162% — 122° — 526 — 27 t+t3

(z 4+ 1)4(1+2z+42t) 14tz
2 —t* +° 2+z+22] ln<t(1+z)2)
14 2t t+1 14242t
1[—14922 4+1923 + 924 ot 7 — 8z — 1322 — 212° + 20t + 212
21 (z+1)(1+z+42t)3 + (14+z+2t)3 (142z+2t)?
N 18 + 182 + 212° +412° 4 37t 4 60> + 4187 4 N 4-8t 84208
1+z+2t (14+z2t)*  (1+2t)3 (14 2t)?
18t + 19t + 41¢#3 8 8420z 18+ 21z + 4122 t(1+2+2t)
N 1+ 2t T G t+1 ]m<(1+zw2>
3246224623+ 324 4+ 2° t
(z41)2(142+2t)3  (14+2z2+2t)3
N 143241722 + 3223 + 462* 4 312° + 825 N 8t + 8t2
(z +1)3(1+2+42t)? (14 z+2t)?
245z — 1122 — 10823 — 22824 — 24025 — 12725 — 2727 21t + 46t2 + 2743
- (z+ 1) (142+42t) a 1+z+2t
N 6 6-12 N 1+19t2 2t + 192 + 27¢3
(1+zt)4  (1+zt)3 (14 =2t)? 1+ 2t

12 N 124192 2419z + 2722
(t+1)3  (t+1)2 t41

To highlight that asC4 (i.e. including the factor of Cy) corresponds to the N = 4 ’t Hooft

coupling a,

NLO kernel K(l)

these factors are shown in green. The terms highlighted in magenta correspond to the
125 (eq. (4.22)) in N =4 SYM, as will be discussed in sec. 5.5.° The expressions

for both the LO and NLO kernels are available in a Mathematica notebook attached with the
submission of this article.

5For eq. (4.22), the expression of K}1_>,3 is written in a more compact form.
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tion evolution. These exhibit a highly non-trivial structure reflecting how energy is distributed

appearing in the track func-

amongst correlated fragmenting partons.
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5.4 Consistency Checks

Due to the highly non-trivial nature of the kernels, we have performed a number of cross checks on
our results, in addition to the already strong cross check that we have obtained an infrared finite
evolution equation. Most importantly, we have previously computed the evolution equations for
the moments of the track functions [35, 36]. We have checked that by directly taking moments of
the evolution equations derived here we reproduce the evolution equations for the moments up
to the 6th moment. Additionally, for the case of N' = 4, we have analytically checked that by
integrating over the kernels, we reproduce NLO DGLAP, as will be described in sec. 6. For QCD
we have also carried out this check, but only for the first 30 moments.

5.5 Comparison of the /' = 4 and QCD Evolution Equations

It has been observed that many quantities computed in gauge theories exhibit a “principle of
maximal transcendentality”, namely that the terms of highest transcendental weight are universal.
Since this was originally discovered in DGLAP [73], it is interesting to understand whether it
extends also to the track function evolution. We may expect some version of this principle to
hold, since the track function evolution reduces to DGLAP upon integration over momentum
fractions, as we describe in sec. 6.

It is likely that for a complete analysis we should consider this question in moment space,
however, as a preliminary investigation, we simply compare the track function evolution equations
for the gluon track function and A/ = 4 track function. Due to the length of the T — TTT
expressions, here we focus only on the T'— T and T' — T'T kernels.

The NLO kernel in N = 4 is given by

d z
dlnﬂQTN:4(w) = { QOCJT / dxl/ d]:g/ dZT .L1 .Lz) (5<$—$11+Z 21—|—Z
o {16@ [1} . 321n? (z+1) B 161In(2) In(z + 1)}

n z 2

+ K. ® TTT} , (5.62)

while the C% component of the NLO evolution of the gluon track function is given by

d Iy 188()77 72774 44,
dlwﬁ(m)—as{oﬁ\ (o - ya- 5me) - J e 5a6) 5w

1
T,( _
/dxl/ d:cg/ dz T,(x1) (12)6<x x11+z 1+z>

: 1 1 1 2
Cﬁ{l% LL 16 (2In(1+2) — In(z) In(1 + 2)) <z Tt e +z)2>
4/3 — 32
N 16(1 —i<-2z)4 * 16(1 —%2)3 {1 + 2)? <2} 0 lKé(Jl—)ng ® TqTqTfJ} . (5.63)

In the gluon kernel, we have highlighted in magenta the terms that appear in the N' = 4 kernel.
These are terms of maximal weight if one assigns 1/z to have weight 1, and these terms will give
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Figure 5: A schematic of the reduction of the track function evolution equation into the evolution
equations for multi-hadron fragmentation functions. The evolution equations for the N-hadron
fragmentation functions are encoded in the track function for all values of N. From this perspec-
tive, the track function can be viewed as a master equation for collinear evolution.

rise to the terms of maximal weight in the DGLAP kernels, upon integrating out momentum
fractions. We observe that the same is true for the full 1 — 3 kernels, with the corresponding
terms highlighted in eq. (5.61). It would be interesting to understand this relation better.

5.6 Plots of QCD Evolution Kernels

Since the QCD kernels are quite complicated multi-variable functions, it is interesting to plot their
form as a function of energy fraction variables (as opposed to the sector decomposed variables).

In fig. 4 we collect several plots of the K @) , kernels. These exhibit highly non-trivial

1—>11121
features, exhibiting correlations in energy flow in the fragmentation process. While they take
a relatively simple shape for ¢ — ggg and g — g¢qq, the kernels for ¢ — qq¢ and ¢ — q¢'q
exhibit interesting patterns. In particular, we believe that the structure of ¢ — qqq arises from

the non-trivial interference diagrams that contribute to this splitting.

6 Reduction to DGLAP and Multi-hadron Fragmentation

Unlike for multi- or single-hadron fragmentation functions, which study the properties of a fixed
number N of hadrons, the track functions measure the total charge in hadrons, and must therefore
keep track of an arbitrary number of hadrons. This implies that the evolution equation for track
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Figure 6: A schematic of the reduction of the track function evolution equation into the evolution
equation for single-hadron fragmentation functions (DGLAP).

functions must track all partons in a splitting, and therefore the evolution equation conserves
momentum. This was exploited in refs. [35, 36] to simplify the calculation of the moments. Since
the track function captures correlations between hadrons for any number of hadrons, one expects
that there is a way to extract the evolution of the N-hadron fragmentation function [47, 58—60]
from that of the track function. This implies that the RG equations of track functions are a form
of master equation encompassing all collinear evolution equations.

For any finite N, the evolution equations for N-hadron fragmentation functions describe
radiated energy loss. This is quite distinct from the energy conserving evolution equation for
the track functions. Therefore, to reduce the track function evolution equations to the evolution
equations for multi-hadron fragmentation functions, one must devise a way of effectively ignoring
all but a fixed subset of hadrons in the fragmentation process. This can be done by substituting
T(x;) — d(z;) for some subset of track functions in the evolution equation, which effectively
means that this particle is integrated out. We will now describe this procedure in some detail,
starting with the fragmentation of single hadrons in sec. 6.1, two hadrons in sec. 6.2 and N
hadrons in sec. 6.3. A derivation of this procedure is given in sec. 6.4.

6.1 Single Identified Hadrons and DGLAP

We begin by considering the simplest case of the reducing the evolution of the track function
to that of the fragmentation function for a single identified hadron. The evolution equation for
the single-hadron fragmentation is a linear evolution equation, which is the celebrated DGLAP
evolution equation [55-57].

For simplicity, we assume that a parton splits into at most three partons (which holds up to
NLO), but the discussion below can straightforwardly extend to splitting processes with more than
three final-state partons. In fig. 6, the left-hand side depicts the track function evolution equation
of T}, which corresponds to the process of ¢ to ¢, a branching vertex of ¢ — 4172 and a vertex of
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1 — 411213 followed by charged hadron production which is described by the corresponding track
functions. For each splitting process, the total momentum of the charged hadrons observed is
the sum of the momentum fractions of the tracks produced by every branch. On the other hand,
for single-hadron fragmentation function evolution, the single identified hadron that is observed
can come from each branch of each splitting process. So, the evolution for the single-hadron case
corresponds to the sum of all the different ways of single hadron production, as is shown on the
right of fig. 6.
The track function evolution equation in schematic form reads

d
Wﬂ(ﬂv) =KiiT(x) + Z Kisiyin ® Ty, (21) Ty (12)
{irsio}
+ D Kinvirigiy ® Tiy (21) Ty, (22) Ty (3) (6.1)

{i1,42,i3}

where to present our idea clearly the momentum fraction arguments of track functions and the
sums over splitting processes are displayed explicitly while the renormalization scale p is sup-
pressed. The reduction of the track function evolution equation to the DGLAP evolution of
single-hadron fragmentation functions can be accomplished in a two-step process:

e First, we let T'(z,) — 0(zy,) which drops the contribution from that branch. In this way,
we can set a cutoff at the number of branches (of splitting processes) that are observed.
For the single-hadron case here, one sums over all ways of keeping exactly one T

d
# {i1,i2}
+ Z Kisivigiz @ Ty (21)0(22)0(x3) + Kissiyigiz @ 6(x1)Tiy(x2)0(x3)
{i1,i2,i3}
# Ky ® 30 Ty )| (6.2

e Second, with 6(x,,) integrated out, we replace T'(z) and 7T'(z;) with the corresponding
single-hadron fragmentation functions D:

d
mDi—m(x) = KiniDisn(z) + Z Kiiyiy @ [Diy (1) + Diysn(22)] (6.3)
H {i1si2}
+ Z Kisivigis ® [Diy—n(21) + Dign(22) + Dign(23)] -

{i1,i2,i3}

For example, for the N’ =4 SYM case, we can derive an expression for the DGLAP evolution in
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terms of the track function kernels in the sector decomposed coordinates (z,t) as

4
dln p?

D(z) =K1-1D(z) + /dxl dz 5(x — @17 z Z)D(xl)Klﬂg(z) (6.4)

1
+/dx2dz5(a:—:v21+z

zt
+/d$1 dZdt5<$—I'lm)D(l'l)Kl_)g(z,t)

)D(azg)Kl_,Q(z)

z
+/d$2d2dt5<$$2W)D($2)K1H3(z,t)
+/dx3d2dt5<ﬂf—x31_{—z_i_zt)D(x3)K1_)3(z,t)

Up to NLO, the kernels Ki_,y; = aK{O_))M + a2K£1_))M (M =1,2) and K;_,3 = a2K£1_)>3 given in
egs. (4.13), (4.14) and eqgs. (4.20-4.22).

To verify this procedure reproduces the standard DGLAP kernels, we convert eq. (6.4) to
Mellin space, where the N-th moment of the single-hadron fragmentation function is defined as

D(N) = /1 dz 2V D(z). (6.5)

0

Then, acting on both sides of eq. (6.4) with fol dz 2V, we have

w000 <ponf s [ a](11) +(55) oo

/dz/ dt[<1+z+zt> +<1+zz+zt>N+<1+zt+zt>N]K1—>3(z,t)}

= — D(N)Kn=4(N;a), (6.6)

where we obtain

KN:4<N;a>=4ahE+\p<N>]+4a{8 2 2% (4

N~ T e - (e 2 O D+ )

1 N+1 N +2
~ ) g (A g _g (M2
+<\II(N+1)+VE )[\p ( 5 ) AN +1) - W ( 5 )]
1 N +2 N+1
pae) g@ (A2 gt )
20 (N+1)+8[\If ( 5 ) v ( 5 )}wp (N +2)

—3(3 — 40(N)} (6.7)

by first considering positive integer N and analytically continuing [76-79]. This expression
contains Euler’s constant g, the digamma function ¥(r) = I'(v)/I'(v) and its nth deriva-
tive U (v) = d"¥(v)/dv™. C(N) denotes the nontrivial part of the harmonic sum S_5;(N)
within the dispersion representation where the domain of N is C\{N € Z|N < 0}, which can be

"For a positive integer N, C(N) = (=1)V [S—21(N) + 2¢s].
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obtained from refs. [80, 81],

ey =S E (s m-1-al, (68)

with harmonic sums

N
(sign(a1))™
S () = 3 L (6.9)
mi1=1 my
o~ (sign(a1))™
Suran(V) = 3 TERI s ().
mi1=1 ml
Knr—4(N;a) agrees with the twist-2 spin-N +1 anomalous dimension up to NLO
1
'YT,uni(N + 1; a) = —/ dz ZNPT,uni(Z, CL) . (610)
0

This time-like anomalous dimension (as indicated by subscript T') can be derived from the uni-
versal (space-like) anomalous dimensions listed in ref. [73] or from the Mellin transform of the LO
and NLO universal space-like splitting functions, I°)(z) and IV (z), listed in ref. [82], according
to the reciprocity relation [83-85].

For the case of QCD, one must additionally incorporate flavor. We have obtained the DGLAP
evolution equations by the same procedure described above and have checked them for the first
30 moments. This provides a direct relation between the track function evolution kernels and the
much more studied DGLAP kernels. In particular, in sec. 5.5, we showed that the track function
kernels exhibit some form of maximal transcendentality, which can be partially explained by this
relation to the DGLAP kernels.

6.2 Di-hadron Fragmentation

We can now extend this procedure to the case of di-hadron fragmentation functions. The
schematic form of the reduction is shown in fig. 5, where the two hadrons hq, hy can be produced
by the same partonic branch, or hadron h; comes from one branch of a splitting while hadron ho
comes from another branch of that splitting. This indicates we must either integrate out all track
functions except one, which we replace by a dihadron fragmentation function, D;_4,5,, or we
must integrate out all track functions, except two, both of which are replaced by single hadron
fragmentation functions. All the ways of two hadron production should be added up together.
Explicitly, starting from the evolution equation in eq. (6.1), we insert appropriate delta
functions, and then we convert these to single or dihadron fragmentation functions as required.
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Figure 7: The structure of the evolution equation for the di-hadron fragmentation functions, as
derived from the track function evolution. The equation involves both D; 5,1, (shown in the red
box) as well as products of the single hadron fragmentation functions D; 5, (in the green box).

After the first step of inserting delta functions, we have

d
T Tie) = KiTi@) 4 3 [Kicunsy © T (00)0(02) + Koy © 0(01) T 02)
{i1,i2}
3 [Kiviviais ® Ty (21)0(22)0(25) + Kivsiriziy © 6(21) Ty (22)0(w3)
{i1,02,i3}

+ Kisiyigis ® 0(x1)0(22) T, ($3)} }

+ Z Kisivip @ T(x1)T (x2) + Z [Kmm'm ® T'(x1)T (x2)0(x3)

{i1,32} {i1,i2,i3}
+ Kisiiniz @ T(21)0(22)T (23) + Kisiyinis ® 5(I1)T($2)T($3)] } (6.11)

where the number of the partonic branches that are observed has been limited. After the second
step, we obtain the evolution equation for dihadron fragmentation functions,

d

dT/JJZDi—HLth (yby?) = {Ki—)iDi—ﬁuhg (?/1792) + Z Kigﬂ'liQ 2 [Di1—>h1h2 + Di2—>h1h2]

{i1,i2}

+ Z KZ—)’LlZQZg [D’L'1~>hqh2 + Dig%hlhg + Dig*)hlhg]}

{i1,i2,i3}
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+ { Z Kiiviy @ [Diy by Diy—hy + Diy—shy Dig—shy |

{i1,i2}
+ Z Ki—)iligig ® [Di1—>h1 D’ig—)hz + Di1—>h2Di2—)h1 + D’i1—>h1 Dig—)hz
{i1,i2,i3}
+ Di1—>h2 -Di3—>h1 + Di2—>h1 Di3—>h2 + Di2—>h2 Dig—)hl] } . (612)

The terms in the red brackets are depicted in the red box of fig. 7 and those in the green brackets
are depicted in the green box of fig. 7. Note that in eq. (6.12), the ® are not the same as for
the track function evolution equation, since in the single-/multi-hadron fragmentation function
evolution equation one no longer tracks all the momenta of the splitting. In particular, the

momentum conserving delta function, §(z — > &, 2,,) must be split into the pieces corresponding
to the observed hadrons, which is explicitly shown in eq. (6.14) below.

In the sector decomposed coordinates we adopt, the evolution equation in QCD reads

d

T D) = KiniTi()

+ Z Z/dxldxg/ dz "Kiiyiy (2) T3, (21)Thy (22)0 (2 — "z121 — "2022)

{i1,i2} n=1

+ Z Z / dridaadars / dz / dt "Ki—iyigis(2,t) Tiy (21) Ty (12) Ty (3)

{i1,i2,i3} n=1

X 0(x —"z121 — "20m9 — "2323) , (6.13)

where there are no -functions in the K’s since the soft contributions are included in the terms
with fewer track functions. This allows us to derive a result for the NLO evolution of the dihadron
fragmentation function in terms of our kernels. We find

d
m Dz’%hl ha (yl ; 3/2)

1
= a? {Kz'(—ziDHhmz (y1,92)

3 [t K| [ D e 01912050~ )5~ o)

{i1,i2} m

+ /dyéldy§2Di2—>h1hz (yéh y§2)5(y1 — "z ?J§1)5(yz — "z y§2)]

+ Z Z/dZdt nKz—}zlng, (2,1) [/ dyy1dy12Diy (yil,yb)é(yl — "z 3//11)5@2 — "z yiz)

{i1,2,i3} ™

+ /dyéldyﬁpizﬁhlhz (yéh 3152)5(191 —"29 yél)5(y2 —"29 Z/QQ)

+ /dyéldyé2Di3—>h1h2 (yélv yéQ)(s(yl —"z3 yél)é(y2 — 23 yé2):| }
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{ > Z/ dz "KLY, . (2)

{i1,i2} 7

X [ / Ay Ao Diy iy (Y11) Dig—shy (52)8 (41 — 21 y11)0(y2 — "22 Yos)

+ / dyy dy19Diy—siy (Y1) Diy =iy (U12)8 (Y1 — "22 Y1) 0 (Y2 — "21 Y12)

+ Z Z/dZdt nKl—mlzgzg(z’t)

{i1,i2,i3} ™
X [/ dyllldyQQDil*}hl(ylll)DiZ*}hQ(yéQ)(s(yl - "z y11)5(y2 — "2 yé2)
4 [ oadyha Diaeo (951 Drs 312301 = "22951)800 — ")
+ [ dv11dys0Diy sy (Y11) Dig—hy (432)8(y1 — "21 ¥11)0(y2 — "23 y30)
+ [ dys1dy1aDig—sny (Y31) Diy—hy (112)0(y1 — "23 y31)0(y2 — "21 y12)

+ dyéldy§2Diz—>h1 (yél)Dig—mg (3/52)5(91 —"z9 3/51)5(112 —"z3 yé2)

+
— e —

dyéldyﬁDis%hl(y:/al)Dizﬁhz(yéz)(S(yl —"z3 yél)5(y2 — "2 Z/QQ)] } . (6-14)

The structure of this evolution equation is exactly illustrated in fig. 7, which shows the contri-
butions from mixing into both D;_,p,5,, as well as products of the single hadron fragmentation
functions D;_,,. To our knowledge, the NLO evolution of the di-hadron fragmentation function
has not previously appeared in the literature.

6.3 Generalized Multi-hadron Fragmentation

We can now extend this to a general procedure, as is illustrate in fig. 5. We write the evolution
of track functions in the form

d
T B@ =23 Kiviiaeeing 9 TT - Tiyy (2) (6.15)
M {ig}

with no Dirac delta function in K’s®. Then for the evolution equation for the N-hadron fragmen-
tation function (where N is a positive integer), we simply sum over all ways of keeping < N T’s,

8In fact, soft contributions (expressed as Dirac delta functions) in the kernels of track function evolution would
just lead to (ym)-terms in the RHS of the resulting evolution equation of single-/multi-hadron fragmentation
function D({ym}), which can be immediately dropped. In particular, the reduction procedure we present here still
works, “no Dirac delta function in K’s” is not a prerequisite but just a convention.
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and replace the track functions with the appropriate multi-hadron fragmenation functions:

_d
dln p?
=33 Y Kivivisein @ Ty (w4,)0(p,) -+ 0(a,,)

M2>1 {if} fre{1,2,,M}

+ Z Z Z K’i*}’hig“'i]\{ & Tifl ("Eﬁ)nb (:Ufz)(s(m]%) T 5(fo)
M>2 {is} {f1.f2}
g{1’2,’M}
+ Z Z Z K’i*}’hig-“’t’]\{ & Tifl (l‘ﬁ)nb ($f2)Tif3 (xf3)5($f4) T 6(me)

M23 {if} thifais)

Ti(z) (6.16)

+

+ Z Z Z Kiiyigeipg ® Tifl (‘Tﬁ)Tih (fo) o 'TifN (‘TfN)(s(‘TfNJrl) T 5(‘TfM)
MZ>N {ig} {f1.f2..IN}
C{1,2,--,M}
4

d
dTMQDi—)hlhzth(ylayQa”' 7yN) (617)

M2>1 {if} fre{1,2,,M}

+ Z Z Z Ki—>i1i2~~'iM ® Z Diflﬁk hadrons(y}l,la o 7y}1,k)

M>2 {is} C{{1f21’-]-c-2}M} Sa
/ /
X Dif2—>(N—k) hadrons(yfg,kJrl? e 7yf2,N)
/ /
+ Z Z Z Ki%iliz---iM & Z Difl—ﬂcl hadrons(yfhla T 7yf1,k1)
M>3 {is} C{{f11’2f.2.7.f§\/}1} S3
% D (’ e VD, (/ e )
i, —k2 hadrons Yfo k1+1s ) Yfa k1 +ko zf3—>(N—k1—k2) hadrons\Y f5 k1 +ka+1> yYfa,N
4+ ..
/ /
+ Z Z Z Kisiyigeiy @ ZDihal hadron(yfl,l) X X DifNﬁl hadron(ny,N) :
M2>N {is} {fl{»fzr'wa}} SN
C{1,2,+,M

To simplify the notation, we have used S, to denote all ways of dividing the set of hadrons
into n non-empty sets. Note that, for the above equation, the sets obtained by dividing a set
are ordered. E.g., the division {{h;, --- hj,, }, {Rj,..1 - - hjy }} is considered to be different from
{{hjm+1 T th}v {hjl T hjm}} ) {{h’jl}’ {h]é}v R {th}} is different from {{hj2}7 {hh}v HA) {th}}'
An example of the structure of this evolution equation for the case of the tri-hadron fragmentation
function is shown in fig. 8.

Although we will not focus on the case of multi-hadron fragmentation functions in this paper,
to our knowledge, the NLO corrections to multi-hadron fragmentation have not appeared in the
literature. Here we have shown how they can be derived them from our master equation for the
track function, and it would be interesting to study their structure in more detail. We leave this
to future work.
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Figure 8: The structure of the evolution equation for the tri-hadron fragmentation functions,
as derived from the track function evolution. The equation involves the trihadron fragmentation
function D;_p, hyhy (shown in the red box), products of the dihadron and single hadron fragmen-
tation functions (in the green box), and products of three single hadron fragmentation functions
(in the orange box).

6.4 Derivation of reduction

In the previous subsections we presented a reduction algorithm that allows one to obtain the RG
evolution of (multi-)hadron fragmentation functions from that of the track function. While this
may be intuitively clear, and the explicit NLO check for the DGLAP evolution of the single hadron
fragmentation functions is compelling, here we provide a derivation of this reduction based on field
theory. We do this by connecting the track jet function in sec. 3.1 to the fragmenting jet function
in refs. [67, 86], from which the evolution of the track function and fragmentation function can
be derived. For simplicity we start by considering the case of single-hadron fragmentation.
The calculation of the (bare) track jet function in sec. 3.1 was given by

Tre(s,) = SO0 [ A5 8(s = ) oty () g )

N {if}

y / Lf[l Az T (xm)] 5 <x _ mEN:l xmzm> . (6.18)
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The corresponding calculation of the fragmenting jet function [61], can be written as

Tts.0) = S5 [ a0 ds = o) oty (o sgsr).)

N (i)
N

<3 / Ay DO, ()3 — ) (6.19)
m=1

In ref. [61], h was replaced by a quark or gluon, using that Dt(zo_{q(:cm) =0(1—zp), Dgo_)}g (xm) =0,

etc. However, by keeping DESL) i

5, explicit, we directly see that the connection between the track
jet function and fragmenting jet function is in accordance with our reduction, i.e. we obtain
eq. (6.19) from eq. (6.18) by replacing one track function by a fragmentation function and the
other track functions by 0(x,,). These §(z,)’s eliminate the corresponding x,, integrals and
remove the corresponding term from the sum inside 6(z — >, Tmzm).

The next step in the calculation is renormalization. The UV divergences do not depend on the
IR details of whether a single hadron or all charged hadrons are measured, which is why the track
jet function and fragmenting jet function both have the same renormalization as the invariant-
mass jet function J(s). In the final step of the calculation, the track jet function and fragmenting

jet function are matched onto track functions and fragmentation functions, respectively:
N N
Jtrz (s,, ) ZZ/H dzm u7z—>{zf} {Zf} H /[H dfxmnm(mm,ﬂ)}s(*f - Z xmzm) )

N {if} m=1 m=1

Ji—)h($7 xz, :U) = Z /dZ \Yij(sa 2y :U) /d.%'/ Dj—)h(x,a M) (5($ - Z.%'/) . (620)
J

While we have already established that the reduction holds for the left-hand side of these equa-

tions, the key is to derive it for the D, ,;, and T; that appear on the right-hand side. We will

proceed by working order by order in as.
At O(a?), the only non-vanishing matching coefficients are

T (5,2 ) = 6()6(1 — 2) = T (5. 2.11) (6.21)
Using this, we find that at order ay
Jt(rlg(s,a;, p) =6(s) T(l)(x,u) /dzl dze jz—mm(S?Zl? 29, 1)
X /dxl dzs Ti(o) (1) Tl-(o) (x2) 6(x — w121 — x222) ,

I (5,2, 1) = 6(s)DY), (, +Z/dzj 8,2, 1) /dx DY, (a")d(x —a'2),  (6.22)

with summation over channels i1, 72 implied. Combining the observation that Ji(izh
(1)

tained from Ji ; by our reduction and that the first term on the right-hand side of these equations

can be ob-

consist solely of infrared poles while the second terms are infrared finite, we conclude that Dgl_zh
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(1)

can also be obtained from 7}’ by using the reduction and obtain the following relation between

matching coeflicients
T (s, 20, 1)0(L = 21 = 22) = (14 01y0,) T 1, (521, 22, 1) = T2 (5, 22, m)6(1 — 21— 22) . (6.23)

The relation between DY), and Ti(l) can also be seen from their explicit expressions:

i—h
Tl(l)(a: ) = ! /dz @s(1) LP»(O). - (2) /dxl dzo T‘(O)(Cﬂl ,u)T‘(O)(xQ n) (6.24)
) 1+51112 271’ €IR 1—1112 71 ) 12 ’
X 0(x —x12 —x2(1 — 2)),
o) _ 1 as(u) 1 50
Do) = 5 [ @S P

/da: [ DY, (@' w)d(x — a'2) + DY), (o, w)d(x — 2/ (1 - 2))]| .

Finally, we consider order a?:
Jt(rz(s,x,y) = (5(3)Ti(2) (x,p) + /dzl dzo jlﬁzm(s, 21,29, J4) (6.25)
X / day dzs [T}U (2T (22) + T (xl)z;g”(@)} §(z — w121 — w222) + O(0)
J® (5,2, 1) = 8(s)D, (2. 1 +Z/dzj 52 0) /dx’ DY, (') 6(z — 2'2) + O(2)..

Since the track function and fragmentation function consist purely of poles, IR finite terms
are irrelevant and dropped in the above. Using that the reduction has been established for
the left-hand side and wanting to derive it for Ti( ) and DZ(_Zh, we thus need to show that the
reduction holds for the second terms in these equations. This follows from the previous result
that T, D reduces to D(l) and eq. (6.23). In principle the reduction also yields terms where in

Z(ll)(xl)T (0 )($2) both T( )’s in T( ) are replaced by a d(z,), but these vanish: These replacements
yields Ti( )(x,u) x d(x) (see eq. (6.24)), whose coefficient is fixed to be zero because of the
momentum sum rule [ dz Tj(x, 1) = 1 that implies [ dz Ti(l) (x,pu) =0.

These arguments can be extended to multi-hadron fragmentation functions, by comparing
track jet functions to multi-hadron fragmenting jet functions. We conclude this section by illus-
trating this in some detail for the dihadron case. That our reduction can be used to obtain the
bare dihadron fragmenting jet function from the bare track jet function is again immediate, and
the renormalization is also the same. However, the matching equation for dihadron fragmenting

jet functions is given by [39]

Tismana(tsa,) = 3 [@5 T5i(5,2,0) [ dat ity Dy (ah ) Sy = 201 8 = 203)
J
+ Z /d21 dze Jiji(s, 21, 22, ) /dx’l Djn(2h, p) 6(x1 — z127)
K

X /d:r'Q Dy (2, 1) 6 (g — 200%) , (6.26)
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where J;; are the same as in the single hadron fragmentation case. Expanding this to order o,
we get,

1
Ji(_zhlhz(s,xl,m, w) = Dl(_)mlh2 (1,2, 1t —|—Z/dz] S, 2, L) /dx’l deD](_)mlhz(xll,x'Q,u)

X 6(zy — 2x)) 8(we — 2zah) + Z/dzl dzo j]k S, 21, 22, [4)

X /d:c'l D§Ol>h(xﬁ,u) §(x1—2z12)) /dx’2 D,(C(Zh(wé,,u) S(xo—20mh) . (6.27)

1)

’i—)hl h2

The first term only consists of IR poles while the other terms are finite, implying that D
(1

can be obtained from 7T ) by using the reduction and that the new matching coefficient coefficient

for the term with two fragmentation functions is equal to that for two track functions,
1 1
«7,-(,-122(87 21,22, ) = ~7Z~(_>)i1i2(87 21, 22, 1) - (6.28)
Finally, at order o2,

2 1
Jz(—zhlhz(s’xl’m’ p) = Df_zhth (1,2, 1 —|—Z/dz.7 S, 2, Jb) /dx'l dab, Dj(_)mm(a:'l,xé,u)

X 0(z1 — 2a)) §(wg — zah) + Z/dzl dzo jjk S, 21,22, 1)

X {/dw’l D§2h(xi,u) §(x1—217)) /dx'z D,gol}h(wé,u) §(wg—207h)+

/dx'l D](.(Eh(:c'l, w) 6(zy —2127) /dxé D,(Cllh(:nlz,u) §(zo—202h) | + O(€Y) .
(6.29)
(2)

We know the reduction allows us to obtain J i@hlh from J but we want to show this also holds

trye?
for getting Dz(—)m p, from TZ-(Q), such that we can conclude that the reduction holds for the RG
equation. Thus we must argue that the replacement holds for the other terms on the right-hand
side. For the term in the track jet function where a TJ( ) is replaced by Dj(_)m1 h,» this works the
same as in the single hadron fragmentation function case. Moving on to the terms involving two
single-hadron fragmentation functions, the Ti(ll)(xl)Ti(zo) (z2) term receives a contribution where
T and T© each yield a D© fragmentation function, corresponding to the last two lines.
However, the reduction also produces a term where T yields two fragmentation functions and

(1)

T reduces to a delta function, which is the remaining part of D; . 1, on the first line.

7 Numerical Implementation of the Evolution Equations

Solving the non-linear evolution equation for the track functions is non-trivial, even numerically.
We present in some detail several approaches to their solution in sec. 7.1, before showing numerical
results in sec. 7.2. Common to all these approaches is that we express the track function in terms
of some basis. We then truncate the basis and solve the resulting finite system of differential
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equations for the coefficients. The bases we consider are Fourier series, wavelets and moments.
The leading-order evolution was studied in ref. [16] using moments and discretization. The latter
corresponds to writing Tj(z, 1) = SSM_al (1) O(2 < ¢ < 1) for some fixed integer M with

m=1"m
coefficients al,, and is a subset of the wavelets discussed in sec. 7.1.2.

7.1 Approaches

Here we summarize our different approaches to solving the RG evolution of the track func-
tions. Numerical implementations of all the techniques can be found at https://github.com/
HaoChernl14/Track-Evolution.

7.1.1 Fourier Series

The evolution equations for track functions 7T;(x, 1) is a system of integro-differential equations.
Truncation to O(a?) involves a convolution with at most 3 track functions:

2 1 1
d
dlnuzTi(xvﬂ) = Kisi(as)Ti(, p) + 712_:1/0 day d562/0 A2 "Kisiyip (23 )8 (2= "2121 —"222)

6 1 1
X Ty, (z1, ) Tiy (2, 1) + Z/ dzy dag d963/ dz dt "Kisiyizis (2, 15 as)
n=1"0 0

X 0(x—"z101 —"20mo—"2323) T, (21, 1) Ty (w2, 1) Ty (23, 1) (7.1)

with summation over all possible splitting (i.e. i1, i2,3) implied. We remind the reader that "z;
only depends on z (and t) for "K;_; i, ("Ki—iyizis). To avoid directly dealing with evolution of
functions, we expand the track function in terms of an orthonormal function basis { f,(x)}:

2ot) = 3 b (W) fun(@). (7.2)

1
b (u) = /def() @),

where we introduce the abbreviation u = In 2.
In this way, the evolution equations become a system of ordinary differential equations for
the coefficients {bf, (u)}:

d _ n g{m.i} i
du b (1) = Kii(as) u) + Z Z A{mh“} {ma,iz} bml( u) by, (w) (7.3)

n=1mi,ms

ngB {m,i} (] ()
+ Z Z {ml’zl} {m2712} {m3’23} bm1< ) b k ( ) b’r?l,g (u) )

n=1lmi,ma2,ms3

with the coefficients A, B given by

1 1
A iz} = /0 dey dzy /0 Az "Kiiniy (23 ) fo (21214 "202) fony (21) fo (32)

{m1i1}{masizo},{ms,iz} —

1 1
nB{m o / d:El dSCQ dxg/ dzdt nKi%iligig (Z,t;ozs)
0 0

f("z121 42202 +"2373) finy (T1) fing (72) fms (23) - (7.4)
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Though any orthonormal basis {f,(x)} in principle serves the purpose, we prefer those
for which as many integrals as possible can be carried out analytically. This is the case when
using Fourier series {fn(z) = e*™™?%} with m € Z, because all z; integrals take the form
fol dz exp(27iax) = exp(ima)sinc(wa). For this basis the coefficients in eq. (7.4) are given by

. 1
"A}Zi};l}’{m%h} = (—1)m1+m2m/ dz "Kiyiyi, (25 as) sine(mym—mm "z1 ) sinc(mom —mm "29) |
0
, 1
nBr{{:ZiL}u{mg,i2}7{m3,i3} - (_1)m1+m2+m3m/0 dz dt "Kiiyigis (2, £ )
x sinc(mym — mm "z1) sinc(meom — mm "z3) sinc(mgm — mm "z3) . (7.5)

The remaining integrals can be evaluated numerically for any given set of integers {m, m1, ma, ms}.
Since we are unable to deal with infinite systems for numerical integration and ODE solving, we
will truncate to a finite set of Fourier modes {f,,(z) = €?™™*} with m = —M,—~M +1,... M
as an approximation. Using the reality condition (b )* = b’  for Fourier series and the
normalization condition bf) = 1 for track functions, the ranges of integer labels in (7.3) are
1<m< M, —M < mj,mg,mg < M. We use the Julia [87] package HCubature? for numerical
integration in eq. (7.5) and the package DifferentialEquations [88] for solving eq. (7.3). We also
use GNU Parallel [89] to handle the large amount of numerical integrations.

We briefly comment on the Fourier series method. First, due to Parseval’s theorem — the Eu-
clidean distance in the coefficient space equalling the distance in the L? function space, the errors
in these two spaces should have the same order. Second, as a typical property of Fourier approx-
imation, the error is relatively large near the end points and we can see the wiggles there in the
approximation function especially when is is quite flat. The error can be reduced when we use large
truncation number M. Third, NLO evolution requires rank-4 arrays in the coefficients evolution
that make it impractical to extend to a very large M. Therefore, we will employ mixed truncation
parameters at LO (M;) and NLO (Mz). We provide a public docker image for the Fourier method
on the website https://hub.docker.com/r/haochern/qcd-track-evolution-fourier, whose
truncation parameters are M; = 100 and My = 40.

7.1.2 Wavelets

Another useful choice of basis is to use wavelets, that piecewise approximate a function. In this
paper, we consider the Legendre wavelet, for reasons that will soon be clear. We divide the track

function domain 0 < 2 < 1 uniformly into 25! intervals that are indexed by m = 1,2,...,2K-1
and on each interval we define appropriately transformed Legendre polynomials:

The O©-function restricts = to the interval indexed by m and ]54 is the normalized Legendre
polynomial Py(z) = /¢ + 1/2 P;(x). The Legendre wavelets form an orthonormal basis:

1
/0 dx wmlyfl (x) wmz,fz (x) = 5m1,m25€1,52 . (7’7)

Shttps://github.com/JuliaMath/HCubature. j1
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We approximate the track function 7;(x, ) with

oK-1p1_1

Z Z ?rn,f Q;Z)mf ) (78)

m=1 (=0

with again u = In x?. The orthonormal relation allows the inversion

. 1 1 _
¢ () = / A () T, ) = 2752 / W RTE =), (79)

which leads to

2 1 1

d . .

ducfn,é(u):Ki%i(as)cfmg(u)-i-z:/ dxldxz/ d2"Kiiyio (25 0s) Y o ("z121+"2022)  (7.10)
_1/0 0

6 1 1
x Tpy (w1, p) Tig (22, 1) + Z/ dl‘ldmdxs/ dz dt "Kiiyigis (2, 5 as)
0 0

X (2121 + 2210 +”23x3)Tz-1 (z1, )Ty (22, 1) Tiy (23, 1)

2K 1
n m mi1 mo
~ C + Z Z Z ml 51 m2 Lo (u) Mi_ﬂ‘liz( 0 0 £y )

n=1 my,ma=1 {1 lo=
6 2K -1 L-1 e e T
i1 i2 i3 nr.o 172 13
+ Z Z Z Cmi 0 (u) Crma o (u) Cma,ts (u) MZH“ZQH 0 01 Uy ¥ '
n=1 mi,me,mz=1 {1 ,4s,¢3=0 L2t

The coefficient array "M;_s;,;, is

1 1

m m; m _ -~ ~

"Mi—ivio R ) K/z/ dy dy: dy2/ dz Po(y) P, (y1) Pe, (y2) (7.11)
V4 61 EQ -1 0

X 5(y —"21(y1 + 2(m1 — m)) — "zo(y2 + 2(ma — m)))”KiﬁiliQ(z; as)

and more complicated "M;_,;,,i; has a similar form

1 1

m mq mo M _ ~ =~ ~ ~

nMi—>i1i2i3<£ 611 622 233) =2 K/ dy dy1 dys dy3/ dzdt Po(y) Po, (y1)Pr, (y2) Py (y3)  (7.12)
1 0

X nKi—)iliQig (Za t, as) 5[y - nzl(yl + 2(m1 - m))
— "z9(y2 + 2(m2 —m)) — "z3(y3 + 2(mz — m))].

From these § functions, we see that only the differences {m — m;} are important, which is the
discretized version of shift symmetry in the wavelet interval label.

The § function of y in the above expressions were used to eliminate the integral over y in the
initial lines of eq. (7.10). However, we write them explicitly to highlight that the coefficients M
are nonvanishing if and only if the solution of d-function lie inside the domain —1 < y < 1:

1
/_1 dy B(y)5(y — a) = ©(—1 < a < 1) Py(a). (7.13)
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Thus, for a given value of z,t, the y; integrals are integration of polynomials on polytopes which
can algorithmically be carried out exactly. This is our reason for using Legendre wavelets: the
dual basis is polynomial and the orthogonality does not involve a non-trivial weight function. For
example, the public software LattE [90] (Lattice point Enumeration) contains a program named
integrale [91, 92] that does this job. In this paper, we choose a more pedestrian method with
the help of function Reduce in Mathematica. Let’s illustrate this with an example for the n = 1
sector:
1
1736 = [y Py o) B Pul) oy - 12 =D S 2me =)

)

(7.14)
integrates the polynomial

Py, (y1) oy (2 (7.15)

)Pg<(y1 +2(my — ))1122(3/2 + 2(mo —m))>7

on the polytope ) formed by constraints:

(y1 +2(m1 —m)) + 2(y2 + 2(m2 —m))
142
If integers m, m1, my and the value z are given, Reducel...,{yl, y2}] will cut  into non-

-1< <1l, —-l<yi<l, —-1l<y<1. (7.16)

overlapping subregions 2,

(r) (r)

Q= {(y1, 1) |a\” <y < aY,af (r)

y +al (r

<yr<ag y1+a6)} (7.17)

on each of which the polynomial integration becomes straightforward. We therefore choose to
keep all y; integrations exact while using the midpoint-rule approximation for z,t integrals, e.g.

1 mmy may\ —-K/2 al 1 3_1/2_ mmi1mo 3_1/2
Mz‘—)ilig ~ 2 Z Ki—>z’1i2 (Z = Tt O‘s)%glg2 (Z = > ) (7-18)
s=1

¢l Uy N N

where the choice of N is in principle independent of K. When the kernels "K;_,; i, (z; as) or
"K_yiyigis (2, t; ) diverge or involve plus distributions near the boundary, we use the averag-
ing value rather than the midpoint value to improve the accuracy. For example, the kernel
"Ki i iy (2; ) may contain log? z that is relatively steep near the boundary z ~ 0. Here, we take
the following modification to reduce the error:

s—1/2 s/N

;as) — N dz "Kii iy (25 0us) - (7.19)
(s=1)/N

n

1—i112 (Z =
When there is a plus distribution, we employ the replacement in the summand:

f(2) N s—1/2 s/N

P mme) o S e () —mre o)y [T s i),

00142
+
(7.20)
noting that the boundary term of the plus distribution (not included) will drop out in the sum

_s—1/2
F=TN

over all bins s in eq. (7.18).

Though wavelet approximation is not continuous, its central value is still trustable when
away from the boundaries of the sub-intervals. This offers a cross check for other approximation
methods. The wavelet method docker image with K = 5 (16 intervals) and L = 3 can be found
on https://hub.docker.com/r/haochern/qcd-track-evolution-wavelet.
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7.1.3 Moments

One of the ways the LO evolution equations for the track function were solved in ref. [16], was by
mapping to moment space, evolving in moment space, and then mapping back to functions. In
refs. [35, 36] we have derived the general structure of the RG equations for the first six moments
of the track functions. To achieve reliable results requires more than six moments, which can
be obtained from the full z-dependent evolution calculated in this paper, and we find that high
precision is needed to avoid numerical noise in the inversion. Here we elaborate on this method,
as well as some of its challenges.
Recall that the N-th moment of a track function T;(x, 1) is defined as

1
T(N, p) :/0 dz 2N Ty(x, p) (7.21)

with the zeroth moment fixed by the normalization condition, 7(0, ) = 1. In principal, if one
is able to get analytic expressions for the evolution equation of T;(N, u) for generic values of N,
as well as derive the solution of the renormalization group equations given some initial condition
at the scale pg, then this solves the evolution problem. All the information about the track
function at a certain scale p1 in momentum-fraction space, T;(x, p1), is contained in the solution
T;(N, p1), by taking the inverse Mellin transform. However, in contrast to the DGLAP case, the
track function evolution only has a simple moment space decomposition for integer moments: only
in this case does the evolution involve a finite sum of moments (obtained by using a multinomial
expansion). Furthermore it is not easy to obtain the N-th moment of the track function evolution
at NLO, since one has to work out the (n1,n2, N —n; — n2)-th moment of the 1 — 3 evolution
kernel K; ;i for generic ny,ng, N, which multiplies the T}, (n1)T}, (n2) Ty (N —ny —ng) term. !0

Here we take an alternative approach, deriving the evolution equations for a finite set of
integer moments, solving them numerically and then mapping back to a function by supposing
the track function can be approximated by a polynomial. To simplify the process of mapping
back, we identified a polynomial basis of degree /¢:

¢
(1+4¢)2 &
k 7.22
2%1+m+k (m) (k) 2* (7.22)
with m =0,1,...¢ and
f(k) - =0, (7.23)
- H§:1(1—(1j92), ifk>1,keN, '
These polynomials have the property such that for integer N with 0 < N </
1
/ dz 2 Pp(x) =0Nm, (7.24)
0

10 Although we are able to work out the generating functions for the moment-space kernels in /' = 4 and QCD,
to extract the kernels, K;_si,i5(n1, N —n1), Ki—si,iqi5(n1, 12, N —n1 —ng) for generic ni,n2, N, is still cumbersome;
we leave this to future work.
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Figure 9: The evolution of the quark and gluon track functions at NLO and LO, evolved
using the Fourier transform approach (top row) and the moment approach (bottom row). The
initial conditions are taken from the Pythia parton shower Monte Carlo [16]. The Fourier series

approach results are made with M; = 100 and Ms = 40, while the moment method uses first
M = 25 moments.

so we can directly reconstruct the approximate T;(x, y1) in terms of the moments T;(m, 1) as

l
Ty(z,p) = Y Ti(m, p) () . (7.25)

The moment method is applied on the basis of the Weierstrass approximation theorem that
states that any real-valued continuous function defined on a real interval can be arbitrarily well
approximated by a polynomial on that interval. Of course the finite number of moments we use
to solve the evolution equations numerically limits the degree of the polynomial, and thus how
well it approximates the real T;(x, 1). Naively, one can always add more moments, and more
terms to the polynomial, to obtain a better approximation to 7T;(z,u). However, in practice,
we have found that beyond a certain point adding more moments don’t necessarily improve the
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result: At higher degrees, the coefficients of the terms in the polynomial increase significantly
and there are large cancellations between terms. Also, the errors of moment values are amplified
when converted to the z-distribution, especially for large N. This can be seen from

T(N)+6T(N) = / 1 dz 2N [T (x) + 0T (z)] (7.26)
0

which shows that large errors at values of z away from z = 1 will lead to small errors of 67'(N) =
fol dx 2N6T (z) for large N. Therefore, higher-degree polynomials require higher accuracy of the
numerical solutions of track function moments, which makes the process of numerically solving
the RGEs less efficient. Despite the effort to achieve that, the high-degree polynomials just take
primary effect for the range near x = 1, which is not surprising since large integer moments N
are dominated by the behavior of the track function near z = 1, due to the =V factor.

The Fourier series method doesn’t have the above disadvantage. The coefficients of the
Fourier series are of the same order, which can be easily understood given the stable integral

2mimz - Additionally, the coefficient is smaller for a harmonic with a larger integer index m.

of e
Both the Fourier series method and the moment method result in a smooth function (consisting
of a finite number of Fourier modes or monomials) on the interval 0 < z < 1 that approximates

the track function at some scale.

7.2 Numerical Results for Track Function Evolution

Having developed a number of approaches for solving the evolution of the track functions, we now
present some numerical results for the evolution of the track functions, and comparisons of the
different approaches. Here we will focus only on the evolution of the track functions themselves.
In a companion paper we have also used these track functions to compute a physical observable,
namely the fraction of energy in charged hadrons in e™e™ — hadrons.

In fig. 9, we show the evolution of the quark and gluon track functions using an initial condi-
tion at 100 GeV obtained [16] from the Pythia parton shower Monte Carlo [93]. For convenience,
we assume that the quark track functions are flavor-independent, and we take an average of the
100 GeV track functions of the 5 quark flavors as the initial condition for Tj(z, 1r). The top row
shows the the evolution obtained using the Fourier approach and the bottom row the moment
method. The effect of the NLO evolution is moderate in the peak region for gluon jets, and is
small for quark jets. We emphasize that even if the numerical effect is relatively moderate, the
NLO evolution is extremely important to be able to predict the structure of IR divergences in
perturbative calculations involving tracks.

Next we investigate the differences between the various techniques in fig. 10 and fig. 11, to
ensure that the approximations used do not modify the final result. We compare the evolution
performed using the wavelet, Fourier, and moment approaches, for both quark and gluon jets,
using the same initial condition at 100 GeV. We see excellent agreement between all approaches
when we evolve to either higher energy (1000 GeV), or lower energy (10 GeV). This provides a
strong test of our numerical approaches.
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Figure 10: A comparison of the different approaches to performing the LO track function
evolution. As in fig. 9, the boundary conditions are taken from the Pythia parton shower Monte
Carlo. We uses 16 intervals and quadratic polynomials on each of them for wavelet approximation.
Two Fourier series results correspond to 50 modes and 100 modes truncation respectively. The
moment method employs first 25 moments. The difference plotted in the subfigure is computed
relative to the Fourier result with 100 modes.
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Figure 11: A comparison of the different approaches to performing the NLO track function
evolution. As in fig. 9, the boundary conditions are taken from the Pythia parton shower Monte
Carlo. The wavelet and moment methods here use the same parameters as that described in
fig. 10. The Fourier series approach uses mixed truncation M; at LO and My at NLO. Since
we choose My = 40 for all Fourier curves here, we make it implicit in the legend labels. The
difference plotted in the subfigure is computed relative to the Fourier result with 100 modes.
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8 Conclusions

In this paper we have given an extended presentation of the derivation and solution of the NLO
RG evolution equations for track functions. We derived the kernels in QCD, for both quark and
gluon jets, as well as in N' = 4 SYM. We showed how one can incorporate triple collinear splitting
functions in evolution equations, and how to systematically treat overlapping singularities occur-
ring in the evolution variables. Our approach is systematic, and therefore in principle could be
extended to higher orders, since all the required perturbative amplitudes are known [72, 94-99].

Beyond the particular application to track function evolution considered here, as well as in
our companion paper, our evolution equation can be viewed as a master equation for collinear
evolution at NLO. In particular, we showed how one can integrate out information from the track
function RGE, and obtain the DGLAP equations, as well as the RG evolution for multi-hadron
fragmentation functions. For this reason, it would be interesting to understand some of the
features of our equation more systematically, such as the hints of uniform transcendentality in
the kernels.

We believe that our evolution equations takes a concrete step towards improving the de-
scription of the collinear dynamics of jets, and in particular, of understanding correlations in
the shower/ fragmentation process and their RG evolution. There is significant current work
to implement higher order corrections to parton showers, including 1 — 3 splitting functions
[100-102]. These implementations are currently based on the standard DGLAP formalism. It
would be interesting to understand if our 1 — 3 evolution equation can used to constrain these
implementations, or could itself be the basis of a parton shower.

With the prominent role that jets and their substructure are currently playing at the LHC
and other colliders, we believe that our results lay the groundwork for an improved description
of measurements involving tracks, as well an improved description of the collinear dynamics of
jets more generally.
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A Sector Decomposition and Plus Distributions

In deriving the track function evolution kernels one needs to subtract terms that involve a double
convolution. To subtract these terms one first needs to write these double convolutions as a single
convolution. Given two kernels f and g, the goal is to find an effective kernel E|f, g] such that
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Figure 12: The two-dimensional (v, w) space for a 3-particle final state is divided into six sectors.
Each maps into a unit square after the coordinate transformations listed in Table 3. Red edges
represent boundaries of phase space where soft divergences can be present.

where possible 1 — 2 and 1 — 1 terms have been absorbed into a single 1 — 3 kernel. The
convolution on the left-hand-side, in standard momentum fraction, is

f & El (g X TZ'2T%3) = /da:l d.’L‘Q dafg T%l (wl)j_%2 ((EQ)EB (1‘3) (AQ)

1
X / dvdwé |z — vay — (1 — v)wzs — (1 —v)(1 — w)zs] f(v)g(w).
0
The convolution on the right-hand side is written in sector-decomposed coordinates as follows,

Elf.g] © Ty TiTsy = 3 [ oy oy dan T, (1) Ti02) T (o) (A3)

1
X / dzdto [x — "2 — "29y — "23333] "E(z,t),
0

where the sum on n runs over sectors.

To apply sector decomposition, we first identify z1, z9 and z3 with respectively v, (1 — v)w
and (1 —v)(1 —w). An overview of the change of coordinates in the different sectors is provided
in Table 3, which is illustrated in Fig. 12 as well. Obtaining E[f, g], however, is not as trivial as
simply changing coordinates as this would lead to multi-variable plus distributions.

Instead of directly applying a change of coordinates, we will construct E[f, g] by a matching
procedure. In this procedure, we require that both sides of Eq. (A.1) agree when integrated over
a specific region R of the integration space,

/ dvdw f(v Z / dzdt "E(z,t) . (A.4)

Here, "R is the region in (z,t)-space that R maps to in sector n. The above restriction ensures
that one obtains the correct behaviour around singular points.

Before we proceed to carry out the matching procedure, we write the kernels f(v) and g(w)
in the general form

f(v +Z(Ofp v) + 1fpLp(1 —U)) +0f-16(v) +of-10(1 —v) , (A.5)

p=0
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sector | ordering | "w(z,t) | "w(z,t)
sector 1 | 21 < 29 < 23 Hziizt Tiz
sector 2 | z1 < z3 < 29 Hziizt 1J1rz
sector 3 | zo <21 <23 | Em | Tom
sector 4 | z3 < 21 < 22 | 75 71_,’}215

1 t
sector 5 | z2 < 23 <21 | {95557 i

1 1
sector 6 | z3 < 22 < 21 | {95557 i

Table 3: An overview of the change of coordinates in the different sectors.

with a similar expression for g(w). Here we take f(v) to be an integrable function that is at most
logarithmically divergent as v — 0 or v — 1. All 1 — 2 kernels considered in this work can be
written in this form. Similarly, any kernel in (z,¢)-space can be written as

"Bz 1) = "B, t) + D ("B (OLy(2) + "ELL(0) + D D "EpaLp(2)L4(1)
p=0

p=0 ¢=0

+ ("E‘t_l(z) +Y "E ,lcp(z)> 5(t) +"E_1,_18(2)8(t) . (A.6)
p=0

Again, the notation E implies an integrable function that is at most logarithmically divergent as
its arguments go to 0. Additionally, due to the form of the delta function in the convolution, the
d(z) term needs no further ¢-dependence.

Let us now carry out the matching procedure. First we consider a region away from the
boundaries, such that all delta functions in f and g can be discarded. Translating to (z,t)-space,
the conditions 0 < v < 1 and 0 < w < 1 automatically lead to z > 0 and ¢ > 0, such that all
delta functions in E[f, g] can be ignored as well. As now there are no long plus distributions in
the integral, we can safely change variables to obtain four of the seven coefficient functions,

nf; OOnEZ log? z oonEt log?t & OOnE log? z log?t A7
()4 SO 4 SR+ 3 (A7)

z 1 n n
:(1+z—|—zt)31—nuf(v)g(w) for z,¢ >0, .

The individual coefficient functions can then be found by expanding the right-hand-side in z and
t and matching the coefficients of the pieces that diverge as z — 0 and ¢ — 0.

Next, let us derive "E* | () and "E,, _1, the coefficient functions that multiply §(¢). To derive
these functions we need to choose the region of integration such that §(¢) contributes to the
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integral. Moreover, we wish to find these coefficient functions for each sector separately, and so
we must construct six regions of integration that are each restricted to one. The six regions of
integration that satisfy both points are

Ri: O<w<e , U1<U<Uia
Ry: 1—e<w<l, v < v < Vb,
Rs: ws<w<w, O<v<e,
Ry : w4<w<wfl, l—e<v<1,
Rs: ws <w<uwh, O<v<e,
Rg : w6<w<wé, l—e<v<1,

where € is taken to be infinitesimally small such that the contributions of regular functions can be
discarded. Additionally, the bounds on the regions are such that they lie within a single sector.
The condition in Eq. (A.4) then leads to

~ logpz 1 z 1 z

1 t 1 . 1+

E* +E,_ = 1+ —1 p( ) ( ) , A8
1(2) P17 {Of 1 pZOOfpl +p o8 142 (1+z)2g 1+z (A.8)

- log? =z 1 + z 1 1 A

270t 2 — _ 1

E + By f_1+ f 1 p( ) ( ) , 9
~1(2) Pl {O ' ;—00 P14p ©8 1+=z (1+Z)2g L4z (49)

- log? =z - log'** 2 1

37t 3

7 o _ - Al
“1(2) +°Ep—1 z {09 1+kzzoogk Tk (1+z)2f(1+z) ; (A.10)

() 4 E loglz +i log' " 2 1 f( ) (A1)
Tz p,—1 P 19-1 kzolgk 1+k (1+z)2 1+2/° .

s 5 log? =z

B (2) +Ep,—1 —09- 1(1+z)2f<1+z) ’ (4.12)
- log z

B () + e = v (1) (A.13)

which holds for z > 0. Again, the individual coefficient functions can be solved for by expanding
the right-hand-side in z and matching the coefficients of the pieces that diverge as z — 0.

Finally, we need to derive an expression for "E_; _1, which is the coefficient of the 6(2)d(t)
term. To extract this term, we choose the region to be the sector itself, resulting in

"E_1,-1 :/ dvdw f(v)g(w) — /1 dzdt 1F3E(2,t) — /1 dz "PBE (2) . (A.14)

Sn 0 0
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It should be noted that one should be careful about the points (v, w) = (0,0) and (v, w) = (0,1),
as the border of some sector cuts this point. This can be solved by simply considering the
combined total of the two sectors. For example, the point (0,0) lies on the border of sector 1
and 3, and so instead of considering 1E,1’,1 and 3E,1’,1 separately one considers only the sum
1+3E,17,1. This does not lead to any trouble in the evolution equation, as both these terms
accompany the same combination of track functions.

As a cross check on this method, we also considered matching the moments of Eq. (A.1). In
this case, one starts by requiring that the moments of the two sides agree,

with {M...} denoting the Mellin moment. Treating all moments of the track functions as
independent variables, one arrives at the following constraint

1 1
Z/ dzdt " ke noks gy 1) = / dvdw v (1 — )N Fwk2 (1 —w)ks fu)g(w) , (A.16)
n Y0 0

for all k1 + k9 + k3 = N. We have checked that this condition is satisfied for all k1 + ko + k3 = N
up to N = 30 for all the kernels that are considered in this work. Although in principle possible,
we have not been able to solve the above equation exactly as non-trivial changes of variables need
to be found.
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