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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 Ti(x). 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, ē,

dσ

de
=
∑
N

∫
dΠN

dσN
dΠN

δ(e− ê({pµi }))

tracks−−−→ dσ

dē
=
∑
N

∫
dΠN

dσ̄N
dΠN

∫ N∏
i=1

dxiTi(xi) δ(ē− ê({xipµi })) . (1.1)

A track function for each parton in the perturbative state is included, that absorbs the IR diver-

gences of the partonic cross section σN , resulting in the infrared-finite matching coefficient σ̄N .

Here, dΠN 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 e+e− → 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

σ̄. 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-
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Figure 1: Track functions, Ti(x), 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]1, 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.2 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

1For 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.
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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 i that is converted to a subset R of the final-state hadrons. We assume that the subset

R ⊂ 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]

Tq(x) =

∫
dy+dd−2y⊥e

ik−y+/2
∑
X

δ

(
x−P−

R

k−

)
1

2Nc
tr

[
γ−

2
⟨0|ψ(y+, 0, y⊥)|X⟩⟨X|ψ̄(0)|0⟩

]
, (2.1)

Tg(x) =

∫
dy+dd−2y⊥e

ik−y+/2
∑
X

δ

(
x−P−

R

k−

)⟨0|Ga
−λ(y

+, 0, y⊥)|X⟩⟨X|Gλ,a
− (0)|0⟩

(2−d)(N2
c −1)k−

.

Here, P−
R is the large light-cone component of the total momentum of the particles in subset R

of X, ψ 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 k−, and the y⊥ integral sets its

transverse momentum to zero. Finally, the factor 2Nc and (d − 2)(N2
c − 1) in the denominator

arises from averaging over spin and color.

These definitions imply that the track functions are normalized,∫ 1

0
dx Ti(x, µ) = 1 . (2.2)

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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(b)

Figure 2: (a) Fragmentation of a parton with momentum k into a subset of hadrons with

momentum PR, is described by a universal non-perturbative track function, T (x). (b) The scale

evolution of T (x) is determined by a non-linear evolution equation described by the kernels

Ki→i1i2···im , 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

d lnµ2
Ti =

∑
{if}

∞∑
ℓ=0

aℓ+1
s K

(ℓ)
i→{if} ⊗

∏
j∈{if}

Tj . (2.3)

Here, i denotes a parton species (e.g. q, g), {if} denotes a set of parton species, as = αs/(4π)

and the arguments x and µ 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

d lnµ2
Ti = as

[
K

(0)
i→i Ti +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ Ti1Ti2

]
(2.4)

+ a2s

[
K

(1)
i→i Ti +K

(1)
i→i1i2

⊗ Ti1Ti2 +K
(1)
i→i1i2i3

⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3

]
,
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with a sum over all possible splittings implied. Here, the convolutions for the 1 → 2 and 1 → 3

terms explicitly read

Ki→i1i2 ⊗ Ti1Ti2(x) (2.5)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)

∫ 1

0
dz1dz2 δ(1−z1−z2)δ(x−z1x1−z2x2)Ki→i1i2(z1, z2) ,

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3(x)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3)

×
∫ 1

0
dz1dz2dz3 δ(1−z1−z2−z3)δ(x−z1x1−z2x2−z3x3)Ki→i1i2i3(z1, z2, z3) .

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

T bare
i (x) = Ti(x, µ) + as

1

ϵ

(
K

(0)
i→i ⊗ Ti +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ Ti1Ti2

)
(x, µ)

+
a2s
2

{
1

ϵ

(
K

(1)
i→i ⊗ Ti +K

(1)
i→i1i2

⊗ Ti1Ti2 +K
(1)
i→i1i2i3

⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3

)
(x, µ)

+
1

ϵ2

{
K

(0)
i→i

(
K

(0)
i→iTi +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ Ti1Ti2

)
(x, µ)

+K
(0)
i→i1i2

⊗
[
Ti1

(
K

(0)
i2→i2

⊗ Ti2 +K
(0)
i2→j1j2

⊗ Tj1Tj2

)
+
(
K

(0)
i1→i1

⊗ Ti1 +K
(0)
i1→j1j2

⊗ Tj1Tj2

)
Ti2

]
(x, µ)

− β0

(
K

(0)
i→iTi +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ Ti1Ti2

)
(x, µ)

}}
+O(a3s) . (2.6)

Note that, since this is a relation between a bare and a renormalized quantity, the poles in ϵ

are identified with UV divergences. Throughout this paper we carry out all the calculations in

d = 4 − 2ϵ dimensions and use the MS subtraction scheme. Next, we expand the renormalized

track function in the strong coupling

Ti(x, µ) = T
(0)
i (x) + as(µ)T

(1)
i (x) + a2s(µ)T

(2)
i (x) +O(a3s) . (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
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back into eq. (2.6), we then obtain

T
(1)
i (x) = −1

ϵ
K

(0)
i→i ⊗ T

(0)
i (x)− 1

ϵ
K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

(x) , (2.8)

T
(2)
i (x) = − 1

2ϵ

[
K

(1)
i→i ⊗ T

(0)
i (x) +K

(1)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

(x) +K
(1)
i→i1i2i3

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2
T
(0)
i3

(x)

]
+

1

2ϵ2

{
K

(0)
i→i

(
K

(0)
i→iT

(0)
i +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

)
(x)

+K
(0)
i→i1i2

⊗
[
T
(0)
i1

(
K

(0)
i2→i2

⊗ T
(0)
i2

+K
(0)
i2→j1j2

⊗ T
(0)
j1
T
(0)
j2

)
+
(
K

(0)
i1→i1

⊗ T
(0)
i1

+K
(0)
i1→j1j2

⊗ T
(0)
j1
T
(0)
j2

)
T
(0)
i2

]
(x)

+ β0

(
K

(0)
i→iT

(0)
i +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

)
(x)

}
. (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 x 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, Jtr,i(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

– 7 –



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(α2
s), 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,

Jbare
tr,i (s, x) =

∑
N

∑
{if}

∫
dΦc

N δ(s− s′)
1

S{if}
σci→{if}

(
{zf}, {sff ′}, s′

)
×
∫ [ N∏

m=1

dxmT
(0)
im

(xm)

]
δ

(
x−

N∑
m=1

xmzm

)
. (3.1)

This involves a sum over 1 → N contributions, where total invariant mass s′ of the collinear phase-

space dΦc
N is fixed to the argument s of the jet function by the delta function. Each squared

collinear matrix element σc is divided by an appropriate symmetry factor S{if} that depends on

the final state {if}. The squared collinear matrix elements depend on the momentum fraction zf
and pair-wise invariant masses sff ′ of the partons. They can be expressed in terms of splitting

functions,

σci→i1i2 =

(
µ2eγE

4π

)ϵ
2g2

s′
Pi→i1i2 , (3.2)

σci→i1i2i3 =

(
µ2eγE

4π

)2ϵ
4g4

s′2
Pi→i1i2i3 . (3.3)

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 dΦc
N is only needed for N = 2 and N = 3 in this work,

which reads [62, 63]

dΦc
2 = dz ds′

[z(1− z)s′]−ϵ

(4π)2−ϵΓ(1− ϵ)
, (3.4)

dΦc
3 = dz1dz2dz3δ(1− z1 − z2 − z3) ds

′ds12ds13ds23δ(s
′ − s12 − s13 − s23)

× 4Θ(−∆)(−∆)−
1
2
−ϵ

(4π)5−2ϵΓ(1− 2ϵ)
, (3.5)

with the total invariant mass s′ ≥ 0 and where

∆ = (z3s12 − z1s23 − z2s13)
2 − 4z1z2s13s23 . (3.6)

For the 1 → 3 splittings, the phase-space integration over the invariant masses sff ′ 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 ZJi(s) for the standard jet function. This was shown in ref. [61], where a
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similar approach was used to study fragmentation in identified jets. The renormalization of the

track jet function then reads

Jtr,i(s, x, µ) =

∫ s

0
ds′ ZJi(s

′, µ)Jbare
tr,i (s− s′, x) , (3.7)

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 δ(s) terms and terms involving the plus

distributions of s/µ2 of the form [lnk(s/µ2)/(s/µ2)]+ with k ≥ 0. We will only need the δ(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

a2s appears together with the tree-level matching coefficient which is proportional to δ(s). For

the remainder of this work we therefore solely focus on the δ(s) terms needed for extracting the

track function evolution, however, the plus distributions in s/µ2 can serve as a cross-check: the

evolution up to order aℓs can be cross-checked against the plus distributions in the jet function at

order aℓ+1
s .

After renormalization, any remaining poles in ϵ 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,

Jtr,i(s, x, µ) = δ(s)
∞∑
ℓ=0

∑
{if}

[
aℓsJ (ℓ)

i→{if} ⊗
∏

j∈{if}

Tj

]
(x, µ) , (3.8)

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(a2s),

Jtr,i(s, x, µ)

= δ(s)T
(0)
i (x) + as(µ) δ(s)

{(
J (1)
i→i −

1

ϵ
K

(0)
i→i

)
⊗ T

(0)
i (x) +

(
J (1)
i→i1i2

− 1

ϵ
K

(0)
i→i1i2

)
⊗ T

(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

(x)

}
+ a2s(µ) δ(s)

{(
J (2)
i→i −

1

2ϵ
K

(1)
i→i +

β0
2ϵ2

K
(0)
i→i

)
⊗ T

(0)
i

+
(
J (2)
i→i1i2

− 1

2ϵ
K

(1)
i→i1i2

+
β0
2ϵ2

K
(0)
i→i1i2

)
⊗ T

(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

+
(
J (2)
i→i1i2i3

− 1

2ϵ
K

(1)
i→i1i2i3

)
⊗ T

(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2
T
(0)
i3

+
(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
i→i +

1

2ϵ2
K

(0)
i→i

)
⊗
(
K

(0)
i→i ⊗ T

(0)
i +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

)
+
(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
i→i1i2

+
1

2ϵ2
K

(0)
i→i1i2

)
⊗
[
T
(0)
i1

(
K

(0)
i2→i2

⊗ T
(0)
i2

+K
(0)
i2→j1j2

⊗ T
(0)
j1
T
(0)
j2

)
+
(
K

(0)
i1→i1

⊗ T
(0)
i1

+K
(0)
i1→k1k2

⊗ T
(0)
k1
T
(0)
k2

)
T
(0)
i2

]}
+O(a3s) , (3.9)

where summation over all possible splittings is implied. Writing the renormalized track jet func-

tion as an expansion in as and ϵ,

Jtr,i(s, x, µ) = δ(s)
∑
ℓ

aℓs(µ)J
(ℓ)
tr,i(x) = δ(s)

∑
ℓ

∑
m

aℓs(µ)

ϵm
J
(ℓ,m)
tr,i (x) , (3.10)
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the LO and NLO evolution kernels of the track function can be extracted from the simple pole

terms as follows:

J
(1,1)
tr,i = −K(0)

i→i ⊗ T
(0)
i −K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

, (3.11)

J
(2,1)
tr,i = −1

2
K

(1)
i→i ⊗ T

(0)
i − 1

2
K

(1)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

− 1

2
K

(1)
i→i1i2i3

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2
T
(0)
i3

(3.12)

− J (1)
i→i ⊗

(
K

(0)
i→i ⊗ T

(0)
i +K

(0)
i→i1i2

⊗ T
(0)
i1
T
(0)
i2

)
− J (1)

i→i1i2
⊗
[
T
(0)
i1

(
K

(0)
i2→i2

⊗ T
(0)
i2

+K
(0)
i2→j1j2

⊗ T
(0)
j1
T
(0)
j2

)
+
(
K

(0)
i1→i1

⊗ T
(0)
i1

+K
(0)
i1→k1k2

⊗ T
(0)
k1
T
(0)
k2

)
T
(0)
i2

]
.

This requires the known one-loop matching kernels J (1) [67]3, but the J (2) 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 + z2 = 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 : z1 < z2 < z3 , 3 : z2 < z1 < z3 , 5 : z2 < z3 < z1 ,

2 : z1 < z3 < z2 , 4 : z3 < z1 < z2 , 6 : z3 < z2 < z1 , (3.13)

as is illustrated in Fig. 3. For each sector, we denote the momentum fractions, ordered from

smallest to largest, by za, zb and zc. We then apply a coordinate transformation to the momentum

fractions based on this specific ordering,

za =
zt

1 + z + zt
, zb =

z

1 + z + zt
, zc =

1

1 + z + zt
. (3.14)

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

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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①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

Figure 3: The space of momentum fractions for a 3-particle final state is divided into six sectors.

Each 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 nz1(z, t)
nz2(z, t)

nz3(z, t)

sector 1 z1 < z2 < z3
zt

1+z+zt
z

1+z+zt
1

1+z+zt

sector 2 z1 < z3 < z2
zt

1+z+zt
1

1+z+zt
z

1+z+zt

sector 3 z2 < z1 < z3
z

1+z+zt
zt

1+z+zt
1

1+z+zt

sector 4 z3 < z1 < z2
z

1+z+zt
1

1+z+zt
zt

1+z+zt

sector 5 z2 < z3 < z1
1

1+z+zt
zt

1+z+zt
z

1+z+zt

sector 6 z3 < z2 < z1
1

1+z+zt
z

1+z+zt
zt

1+z+zt

Table 1: Our conventions for the ordering of the momentum fractions in different sectors. The

index n in nzi 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 t → 0 and

z → 0 independently, corresponding to za becoming soft and za and zb simultaneously becoming

soft, respectively. Thus we will only need plus distributions in z and t 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

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3(x) (3.15)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3)
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×
∫ 1

0
dz1dz2dz3 δ(1−z1−z2−z3)δ(x−z1x1−z2x2−z3x3)Ki→i1i2i3(z1, z2, z3) .

In these coordinates the kernelKi→i1i2i3(z1, z2, z3) would contain multi-variable plus distributions,

which are more cumbersome to work with. With sector decomposition applied, the convolution

reads instead

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3(x) (3.16)

=

6∑
n=1

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3)

∫ 1

0
dzdt δ

(
x−nz1x1−nz2x2−nz3x3

)
nKi→i1i2i3(z, t).

Here, the sum on n is over the sectors and nzi can be read off from table 1. With sector decompo-

sition applied, the kernels nKi→i1i2i3(z, t) only involve plus distributions in z and t 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 N = 4 SYM, we introduce some simplified notation. We

write the evolution of track function in eq. (2.4) in the following form instead

d

d lnµ2
T (x, µ) = a

[
K

(0)
1→1 ⊗ T (x, µ) +K

(0)
1→2 ⊗ TT (x, µ)

]
(4.1)

+ a2
[
K

(1)
1→1 ⊗ T (x, µ) +K

(1)
1→2 ⊗ TT (x, µ) +K

(1)
1→3 ⊗ TTT (x, µ)

]
,

and in analogy we now write the renormalized track jet function in eq. (3.8) as

Jtr(s, x, µ) = δ(s)T (x, µ) + a δ(s)
[
J (1)
1→1T (x, µ) + J (1)

1→2 ⊗ TT (x, µ)
]

(4.2)

+ a2 δ(s)
[
J (2)
1→1T (x, µ) + J (2)

1→2 ⊗ TT (x, µ) + J (2)
1→3 ⊗ TTT (x, µ)

]
+O(a3) ,
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where a = g2Nc/(4π)
2 with Nc denoting the dimension of the fundamental representation of the

SU(Nc) 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, z2, z3) as argu-

ments, while the former uses one less argument (e.g. z, t).

K1→2 ⊗ TT (x) (4.3)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2 T (x1)T (x2)

∫ 1

0
dz1dz2 δ(1−z1−z2)δ(x−z1x1−z2x2)K1→2(z1, z2)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2 T (x1)T (x2)

∫ 1

0
dz δ

(
x− z

1 + z
x1−

1

1 + z
x2

)
K1→2(z) ,

K1→3 ⊗ TTT (x)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 T (x1)T (x2)T (x3)

×
∫ 1

0
dz1dz2dz3 δ(1−z1−z2−z3)δ(x−z1x1−z2x2−z3x3)K1→3(z1, z2, z3)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 T (x1)T (x2)T (x3)

×
∫ 1

0
dzdt δ

(
x− zt

1 + z + zt
x1−

z

1 + z + zt
x2−

1

1 + z + zt
x3

)
K1→3(z, t) .

Note that K1→2(z) and K1→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 N = 4 SYM track jet function, eq. (3.9) reduces to

Jtr(s, x, µ)

= δ(s)T
(0)
i (x) + a δ(s)

{(
J (1)
1→1 −

1

ϵ
K

(0)
1→1

)
⊗ T (0)(x) +

(
J (1)
1→2 −

1

ϵ
K

(0)
1→2

)
⊗ T (0)T (0)(x)

}
+ a2 δ(s)

{(
J (2)
1→1 −

1

2ϵ
K

(1)
1→1 −

1

ϵ
J (1)
1→1K

(0)
1→1 +

1

2ϵ2
K

(0)
1→1K

(0)
1→1

)
⊗ T (0)

+
(
J (2)
1→2 −

1

2ϵ
K

(1)
1→2 −

1

ϵ
J (1)
1→1K

(0)
1→2 +

1

2ϵ2
K

(0)
1→1K

(0)
1→2 (4.4)

− 2

ϵ
J (1)
1→2K

(0)
1→1 +

1

ϵ2
K

(0)
1→2K

(0)
1→1

)
⊗ T (0)T (0)

+
(
J (2)
1→3 −

1

2ϵ
K

(1)
1→3

)
⊗ T (0)T (0)T (0)

+ 2
(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
1→2 +

1

2ϵ2
K

(0)
1→2

)
⊗
[
T (0)

(
K

(0)
1→2 ⊗ T (0)T (0)

)]}
+O(a3) .
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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

J
(1,1)
tr = −K(0)

1→1 ⊗ T (0) −K
(0)
1→2 ⊗ T (0)T (0) , (4.5)

J
(2,1)
tr = −

(
J (1)
1→1K

(0)
1→1 +

1

2
K

(1)
1→1

)
⊗ T (0) −

(
J (1)
1→1K

(0)
1→2 + 2J (1)

1→2K
(0)
1→1 +

1

2
K

(1)
1→2

)
⊗ T (0)T (0)

− 1

2
K

(1)
1→3 ⊗ T (0)T (0)T (0) − 2J (1)

1→2 ⊗
[
T (0)

(
K

(0)
1→2 ⊗ T (0)T (0)

)]
(4.6)

where J (1)
1→1 and J (1)

1→2 denote their O(ϵ0) 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

P
(0)
1→2(z) = 2Nc

(
1

z
+

1

1− z

)
, (4.7)

and one-loop order

P
(1)
1→2(z) = 2Re

[
r
(1)
S P

(0)
1→2(z1, z2)

]
. (4.8)

The ratio r
(1)
S of the one-loop splitting amplitude to the tree-level one is

r
(1)
S (ϵ; z, s) = a

eϵγE

ϵ2

(
µ2

−s

)ϵΓ2(1− ϵ)Γ(1 + ϵ)

Γ(1− 2ϵ)
(4.9)

×
[
− πϵ

sin(πϵ)

(1− z

z

)ϵ
+ 2

∞∑
k=0

ϵ2k+1Li2k+1

( −z
1− z

)]
,

which can be obtained from refs. [71, 72], with ln(−1) = −iπ in the ϵ-expansion of [µ2/(−s)]ϵ for
time-like kinematics. Finally, we also need the tree-level 1 → 3 splitting function [25]

P
(0)
1→3(z1, z2, z3; s, s12, s13, s23) (4.10)

= N2
c

[
s2

2s13s23

(
1

z1z2
+

1

(1− z1) (1− z2)

)
+

s

s12z3

(
1

z1
+

1

1− z1

)
+ (5 permutations)

]
.

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

function4

ZN=4
J (s, µ) = δ(s) + a

(
−4

ϵ
δ(s) +

4

ϵ

1

µ2

[
1

s/µ2

]
+

)
+ a2

[
δ(s)

(
8

ϵ4
− π2

ϵ2
+

8ζ3
ϵ

)
+ . . .

]
+O(a3s)

(4.11)

The “. . . ” denote terms involving plus distributions in s/µ2, that are not needed to extract the

track function evolution, as discussed in sec. 3.1.

4We obtain the jet function J(s) by integrating the track jet function J(s, x) over the charged-hadron momentum

fraction x, using the normalization condition for track functions
∫ 1

0
dxT (x) = 1.
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4.3 LO results

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

J
(1)
tr (x, µ) =

(
−π

2

3

)
T (0)(x) +

[
−1

ϵ
· 2
([

1

z1

]
+

+

[
1

z2

]
+

)
(4.12)

+ 2

([
ln z1
z1

]
+

+

[
ln z2
z2

]
+

+
ln z2
z1

+
ln z1
z2

)]
⊗ T (0)T (0)(x) +O(ϵ) .

Here, the convolution is written in traditional momentum fraction coordinates, with z1 and z2
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

K
(0)
1→1 = 0 , (4.13)

K
(0)
1→2(z1, z2) = 2

([
1

z1

]
+

+

[
1

z2

]
+

)
, (4.14)

and

J (1)
1→1 = −π

2

3
, (4.15)

J (1)
1→2(z1, z2) = 2

([
ln z1
z1

]
+

+
ln z2
z1

)
+ (z1 ↔ z2) , (4.16)

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

notation we also provide K
(0)
1→2 in sector decomposed coordinates, using the notation of eq. (4.3),

K
(0)
1→2(z) = 4

[
1

z

]
+

. (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

J
(2,1)
tr =

21ζ3
2
T (0) +

{
−24

[
ln2(z)

z

]
+

− 24 ln2(1 + z)

z
+

56 ln(1 + z)

z
ln z

}
⊗ T (0)T (0)

+ 4

{
−12

[
ln z

z

]
+

[
1

t

]
+

+

[
1

z

]
+

(
−8

[
ln t

t

]
+

+
ln t

1+t
+

3 ln(1+t)

t

)
+

16 ln(1+z)

z

[
1

t

]
+

+
ln(t)

(1 + t)(1 + tz)
− 13t2z2 + 13t2z + 13tz2 + 28tz + 13t+ 14z + 14

t(1 + t)(1 + z)(1 + tz)

ln(1 + z)

z

+

(
3t2z2 + 2t2z + 3tz2 + 4tz + 2t+ 3z + 3

)
ln(1 + tz)

t(1 + t)z(1 + z)(1 + tz)
− (2 + z + tz) ln(1 + t)

(1 + t)(1 + z)(1 + tz)

+
14t2z2 + 14t2z + 14tz2 + 30tz + 14t+ 14z + 14

t(1 + t)(1 + z)(1 + tz)

ln(1 + z + zt)

z

}
⊗ T (0)T (0)T (0) . (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

J (1)
1→2 ⊗ T (0)

(
K

(0)
1→2 ⊗ T (0)T (0)

)
(4.19)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 T

(0)(x1)T
(0)(x2)T

(0)(x3)

∫ 1

0
dvdw δ

[
x−vx1−(1− v)wx2−(1− v)(1− w)x3

]
× 4

([
ln(v)

v

]
+

+

[
ln(1− v)

1− v

]
+

+
ln(1− v)

v
+

ln(v)

1− v

)([
1

1− w

]
+

+

[
1

w

]
+

)
= E1→3 ⊗ T (0)T (0)T (0) + E1→2 ⊗ T (0)T (0) + E1→1 ⊗ T (0) .

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

and the results are

E1→1 = ζ3 ,

E1→2(z) = 12

[
ln2 z

z

]
+

+
4 ln2(1 + z)

z
− 24 ln(1 + z)

z
ln z ,

E1→3(z, t) = 8

{
3

[
ln z

z

]
+

[
1

t

]
+

+

[
1

z

]
+

([
ln t

t

]
+

+
ln(1 + t)

t

)
− 5 ln(1 + z)

z

[
1

t

]
+

+
6

tz
ln
( 1 + z

1 + z + zt

)
+

ln(1 + tz)

tz

}
.

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,

K
(1)
1→1 = −25ζ3 , (4.20)

K
(1)
1→2(z) =

8π2

3

[
1

z

]
+

− 16 ln(1 + z)

z
ln z +

32 ln2(1 + z)

z
, (4.21)

K
(1)
1→3(z, t) = 8

{[
1

z

]
+

(
4

[
ln t

t

]
+

− ln t

1 + t
− 7 ln(1 + t)

t

)
+

4 ln(1 + z)

z

[
1

t

]
+

(4.22)

− 7 ln(1 + zt)

zt
− 10

zt
ln
( 1 + z

1 + z + zt

)
− 1

z

ln(1 + z)

1 + t
+

1

z

ln(1 + zt)

(1 + z)(1 + t)

+
ln(1 + z)

(1 + t)(1 + z)
+

ln(1 + t)

(1 + t)(1 + z)
− z ln(1 + z)

(1 + z)(1 + tz)

− 1

(1 + t)(1 + zt)
ln
( t

1 + t

)
+

2

(1 + z)(1 + t)(1 + zt)
ln
( 1 + zt

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

d lnµ2
Tq = as

[
K(0)

q→q ⊗ Tq +K(0)
q→qg ⊗ TqTg

]
+ a2s

[
K(1)

q→q ⊗ Tq +K(1)
q→qg ⊗ TqTg (5.1)

+K(1)
q→qgg ⊗ TqTgTg +K

(1)
q→qqq̄ ⊗ TqTqTq̄ +

∑
Q

K
(1)

q→qQQ̄
⊗ TqTQTQ̄

]
,

d

d lnµ2
Tg = as

[
K(0)

g→g ⊗ Tg +K(0)
g→gg ⊗ TgTg +

∑
q

K
(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ TqTq̄

]
(5.2)

+ a2s

[
K(1)

g→g ⊗ Tg +K(1)
g→gg ⊗ TgTg +

∑
q

K
(1)
g→qq̄ ⊗ TqTq̄

+K(1)
g→ggg ⊗ TgTgTg +

∑
q

K
(1)
g→gqq̄ ⊗ TgTqTq̄

]
,

where we have dropped the arguments x and µ 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 ⊗ Ti1Ti2(x) (5.3)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)

∫ 1

0
dz1dz2 δ(1−z1−z2)δ(x−z1x1−z2x2)Ki→i1i2(z1, z2)

=

2∑
n=1

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)

∫ 1

0
dz δ

(
x−nz1x1−nz2x2

)
nKi→i1i2(z) ,

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3(x) (5.4)

=

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3)

×
∫ 1

0
dz1dz2dz3 δ(1−z1−z2−z3)δ(x−z1x1−z2x2−z3x3)Ki→i1i2i3(z1, z2, z3)

=

6∑
n=1

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3)

∫ 1

0
dzdt δ

(
x−nz1x1−nz2x2−nz3x3

)
nKi→i1i2i3(z, t),

with the argument µ 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 nKi→i1i2i3 . In order to make the expressions for the

evolution equations in uniform coordinates, we order the two momentum fractions, z1 and z2, in
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sector ordering nz1(z)
nz2(z)

sector 1 z1 < z2
z

1+z
1

1+z

sector 2 z2 < z1
1

1+z
z

1+z

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→qq̄ =
2Kg→qq̄ , (5.5)

while for the 1 → 3 kernels we have

1Kq→qQQ̄ = 2Kq→qQQ̄ ,
3Kq→qQQ̄ = 4Kq→qQQ̄ ,

5Kq→qQQ̄ = 6Kq→qQQ̄ ,
1Kq→qqq̄ =

3Kq→qqq̄ ,
2Kq→qqq̄ =

5Kq→qqq̄ ,
4Kq→qqq̄ =

6Kq→qqq̄ ,
1Kq→qgg = 2Kq→qgg ,

3Kq→qgg = 4Kq→qgg ,
5Kq→qgg = 6Kq→qgg ,

1Kg→gqq̄ =
2Kg→gqq̄ ,

3Kg→gqq̄ =
4Kg→gqq̄ ,

5Kg→gqq̄ =
6Kg→gqq̄ , (5.6)

and

1Kg→ggg = 2Kg→ggg = 3Kg→ggg = 4Kg→ggg = 5Kg→ggg = 6Kg→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

P (0)
q→qg(z) = CF

(
1 + z2

1− z
− ϵ(1− z)

)
, (5.8)

P
(0)
g→qq̄(z) = TF

(
1− 2z(1− z)

1− ϵ

)
, (5.9)

P (0)
g→gg(z) = 2CA

(
z

1− z
+

1− z

z
+ z(1− z)

)
, (5.10)
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while the one-loop corrections to the splitting functions, in the conventional dimensional regular-

ization scheme, are [44, 45]5

P (1)
q→qg(z; s) = 2as

(µ2eγE
s

)ϵ π Γ(1− ϵ)

ϵ tan (πϵ)Γ(1− 2ϵ)

{
P (0)
q→qg(z)

[
CF + (CF − CA)

(
1− ϵ2

1− 2ϵ

)
+ (CA − 2CF ) 2F1

(
1,−ϵ; 1− ϵ;

z − 1

z

)
− CA 2F1

(
1,−ϵ; 1− ϵ;

z

z − 1

)]
+ CF (CF − CA)

z(1 + z)

1− z

ϵ2

1− 2ϵ

}
(5.11)

P
(1)
g→qq̄(z; s) = 2as

(µ2eγE
s

)ϵ π Γ(1− ϵ)

ϵ tan (πϵ)Γ(1− 2ϵ)
P

(0)
g→qq̄(z)

{
CA

[
[2(ϵ− 2)ϵ+ 2ϵ− 3]ϵ2 + 3

(3− 2ϵ)(ϵ− 1)(2ϵ− 1)

+ 2− 2F1

(
1,−ϵ; 1− ϵ;

z − 1

z

)
− 2F1

(
1,−ϵ; 1− ϵ;

z

z − 1

)]
(5.12)

+ CF
ϵ
(
2ϵ2 − 3ϵ+ 3

)
− 2

(ϵ− 1)(2ϵ− 1)
+ nfTF

4(ϵ− 1)ϵ

4(ϵ− 2)ϵ+ 3

}
,

P (1)
g→gg(z; s) = 2as

(µ2eγE
s

)ϵ π Γ(1− ϵ)

ϵ tan (πϵ)Γ(1− 2ϵ)
CA

{
ϵ2[1− 2z(1− z)ϵ][CA(ϵ− 1) + 2nfTF ]

(1− ϵ)(ϵ− 1)(2ϵ− 3)(2ϵ− 1)

+ P (0)
g→gg(z)

[
1− 2F1

(
1,−ϵ; 1− ϵ;

z − 1

z

)
− 2F1

(
1,−ϵ; 1− ϵ;

z

z − 1

)]}
. (5.13)

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

P
(0)

q→qQQ̄
(z1, z2, z3; s, s12, s13, s23) (5.14)

= CFTF
s

2s23

{
− 1

s s23

[
s23(z2 − z3)

z2 + z3
+

2(s13z2 − s12z3)

z2 + z3

]2
+ (1− 2ϵ)

(
−s23
s

+ z2 + z3

)
+

(z2 − z3)
2 + 4z1

z2 + z3

}
,

P
(0)
q→qqq̄(z1, z2, z3; s, s12, s13, s23) (5.15)

= CF

(
CF − 1

2CA

){
− s2

2s23s13
z3

[
1 + z23

(1− z2)(1− z1)
− ϵ

(
2(1− z2)

1− z1
+ 1

)
− ϵ2

]
+

s

s23

[
1 + z23
1− z2

− ϵ

(
1 + z3 +

(1− z1)
2

1− z2
− 2z2

1− z1

)
− 2z2

1− z1
− ϵ2(1− z1)

]
+ (1− ϵ)

(2s12
s23

− ϵ
)}

+ P
(0)

q→qQQ̄
(z1, z2, z3; s, s12, s13, s23) + (1 ↔ 2) ,

P (0)
q→qgg(z1, z2, z3; s, s12, s13, s23) (5.16)

= C2
F

{
s2

2s13s12
z1

[
1 + z21
z2z3

− ϵ
z22 + z23
z2z3

− ϵ(1 + ϵ)

]
+ (1− ϵ)

(
ϵ− (1− ϵ)

s12
s13

)
5For the nfTF term in the one-loop g → qq̄ splitting, we find a typo in [45]. The denominator should be

4(ϵ− 2)ϵ+ 3, as compared to 4(ϵ− 2)ϵ− 3.
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+
s

s13

[
(1− z3)z1 + (1− z2)

3

z2z3
− ϵ

(1− z2)(z
2
2 + z2z3 + z23)

z2z3
+ (1 + z1)ϵ

2

]}
+ CACF

{
s2

2s23s13

[
z22(1− ϵ) + 2(1− z2)

1− z1
+

2z1 + (1− ϵ)(1− z1)
2

z2

]
− s2

4s12s13
z1

[
(1− z1)

2(1− ϵ) + 2z1
z2z3

+ ϵ(1− ϵ)

]
+

s

2s23

[
(1− ϵ)

z3(z
2
3 − 2z3 + 2)− z2(z

2
2 − 6z2 + 6)

z2(1− z1)
+ 2ϵ

z1(z3 − 2z2)− z2
z2(1− z1)

]
+

s

2s13

[
ϵ(1− z2)

(z22 + z23
z2z3

− ϵ
)
− ϵ
(
z2 − z3 +

2(1− z2)(z2 − z1)

z2(1− z1)

)
− (1− z3)z1 + (1− z2)

3

z2z3
+ (1− ϵ)

(1− z2)
3 − z2 + z21

z2(1− z1)

]
+ (1− ϵ)

[
1

4s223

(
s23(z3 − z2)

z2 + z3
+

2(s12z3 − s13z2)

z2 + z3

)2

− ϵ

2
+

1

4

]}
+ (2 ↔ 3)

P
(0)
g→gqq̄(z1, z2, z3; s, s12, s13, s23) (5.17)

= CFTF

{
s2

s12s13

(
z21 −

z1 + 2z2z3
1− ϵ

+ 1
)
− s

s12

(
2z1 −

2(z1 + z2)

1− ϵ
+ 1 + ϵ

)
− (1− ϵ)

s23
s12

− 1

}
+ CATF

{
− s2

2s12s13

[
1 + z21 −

z1 + 2z2z3
1− ϵ

]
+

s2

2s13s23
z3

[
(1− z1)

3 − z31
(1− z1)z1

− 2z3(1− 2z1z2 − z3)

(1− z1)z1(1− ϵ)

]
+

s

2s13
(1−z2)

[
1 + z1 − z21
(1−z1)z1

− 2(1−z2)z2
(1−z1)z1(1−ϵ)

]
− 1

4s223

[
2(s13z2 − s12z3)

z2 + z3
+
s23(z2 − z3)

z2 + z3

]2
+

s

2s23

[
z31 + 1

(1− z1)z1
+
z1(z3 − z2)

2 − 2(z1 + 1)z2z3
(1− z1)z1(1− ϵ)

]
+
ϵ

2
− 1

4

}
+ (2 ↔ 3) ,

P (0)
g→ggg(z1, z2, z3; s, s12, s13, s23) (5.18)

= C2
A

{
s2

s12s13

[
2z1(1+z1) + 1

2(1−z2)(1−z3)
+

1−2(1−z1)z1
2z2z3

+
z1z2(1−z2)(1−2z3)

(1−z3)z3
+
z1
2
(1+2z1)+z2z3−2

]
+

s

s12

[
4(z1z2 − 1)

1− z3
+
z1z2 − 2

z3
+

[1− z3(1− z3)]
2

(1− z1)z1z3
+

5z3
2

+
3

2

]
+

1

4s212
(1− ϵ)

[
s12(z1 − z2)

z1 + z2
+

2(s23z1 − s13z2)

z1 + z2

]2
+

3(1− ϵ)

4

}
+ (all permutations) .

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

jet function to order a2s.

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.

ZJq(s) = δ(s) + asCF

{
−
( 4

ϵ2
+
3

ϵ

)
δ(s) +

4

ϵ

1

µ2
L0

( s
µ2

)}
+ a2sCF

{[
CF

( 8

ϵ4
+
12

ϵ3
+

9

2ϵ2
− 4π2

3ϵ2
− 12ζ3

ϵ
− 3

4ϵ
+
π2

ϵ

)
+ nfTF

(
− 4

ϵ3
+

2

9ϵ2
+
121

27ϵ
+
2π2

9ϵ

)
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+ CA

(11
ϵ3

+
π2

3ϵ2
− 35

18ϵ2
+
20ζ3
ϵ

− 1769

108ϵ
− 11π2

18ϵ

)]
δ(s) (5.19)

+

[
−CA

( 22

3ϵ2
− 134

9ϵ
+
2π2

3ϵ

)
− CF

(16
ϵ3

+
12

ϵ2

)
+ nfTF

( 8

3ϵ2
− 40

9ϵ

)] 1

µ2
L0

( s
µ2

)
+ CF

16

ϵ2
1

µ2
L1

( s
µ2

)}
.

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

Ln(s/µ
2) ≡ [lnn(s/µ2)/(s/µ2)]+, the renormalization kernel for the gluon is

ZJg(s) = δ(s) + as

{[
CA

(
− 4

ϵ2
− 11

3ϵ

)
+ nfTF

4

3ϵ

]
δ(s) + CA

4

ϵ

1

µ2
L0

( s
µ2

)}
(5.20)

+ a2s

{[
C2
A

(8ζ3
ϵ

+
8

ϵ4
+

77

3ϵ3
−π2

ϵ2
+

6

ϵ2
+
11π2

18ϵ
− 548

27ϵ

)
+ CAnfTF

(
− 28

3ϵ3
− 68

9ϵ2
+
184

27ϵ
− 2π2

9ϵ

)
+ CFnfTF

2

ϵ
+ n2fT

2
F

16

9ϵ2

]
δ(s)

+

[
C2
A

(
−16

ϵ3
− 22

ϵ2
− 2π2

3ϵ
+
134

9ϵ

)
+ CAnfTF

( 8

ϵ2
− 40

9ϵ

)] 1

µ2
L0

( s
µ2

)
+ C2

A

16

ϵ2
1

µ2
L1

( s
µ2

)}
.

5.2 QCD Evolution Kernels at LO

The δ(s) term of the one-loop renormalized quark track jet function, up to order-ϵ0, is given by

J
(1)
tr,q(s, x) =

(
J (1)
q→q −

1

ϵ
K(0)

q→q

)
⊗ T (0)

q (x) +
(
J (1)
q→qg −

1

ϵ
K(0)

q→qg

)
⊗ T (0)

q T (0)
g (x) , (5.21)

J
(1)
tr,g(s, x) =

(
J (1)
g→g −

1

ϵ
K(0)

g→g

)
⊗ T (0)

g (x) +
(
J (1)
g→gg −

1

ϵ
K(0)

g→gg

)
⊗ T (0)

g T (0)
g (x)

+
∑
q

(
J (1)
g→qq̄ −

1

ϵ
K

(0)
g→qq̄

)
⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄ (x) . (5.22)

The track function evolution kernels can be extracted from the simple pole terms,

J
(1,1)
tr,q = −K(0)

q→q ⊗ T (0)
q −K(0)

q→qg ⊗ T (0)
q T (0)

g , (5.23)

J
(1,1)
tr,g = −K(0)

g→g ⊗ T (0)
g −K(0)

g→gg ⊗ T (0)
g T (0)

g −
∑
q

K
(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄ . (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(0)
q→q = 3CF , (5.25)

K(0)
g→g =

11CA

3
− 4nfTF

3
, (5.26)
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and

K(0)
q→qg(z1, z2) = CF

(
4

[
1

1− z1

]
+

− 2(1 + z1)

)
, (5.27)

K(0)
g→gg(z1, z2) = CA

(
2

[
1

z1

]
+

+ z1z2 − 2

)
+ (z1 ↔ z2) , (5.28)

K
(0)
g→qq̄(z1, z2) = 2TF (1− 2z1z2) . (5.29)

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

results read

1K(0)
q→qg(z) = 2CF

1 + 2z + 2z2

(1 + z)3
, (5.30)

2K(0)
q→qg(z) = CF

(
4

[
1

z

]
+

− 8 + 10z + 4z2

(1 + z)3

)
, (5.31)

1K(0)
g→gg(z) = 2CA

([
1

z

]
+

− 2 + 3z + 2z2

(1 + z)4

)
, (5.32)

1K
(0)
g→qq̄(z) = 2TF

1 + z2

(1 + z)4
. (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

J (1)
q→q = −π

2

3
CF , (5.34)

J (1)
g→g = −π

2

3
CA . (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

J (1)
q→qg(z1, z2) = 2CF

(
2

[
ln z2
z2

]
+

+
1 + z21
1− z1

ln z1 − (1 + z1) ln z2 + z2

)
, (5.36)

J (1)
g→gg(z1, z2) = 2CA

([
ln z1
z1

]
+

+
ln z1
z2

+ (z1z2 − 2) ln z1

)
+ (z1 ↔ z2) , (5.37)

J (1)
g→qq̄(z1, z2) = 2TF

(
2z1z2 + (1− 2z1z2) ln(z1z2)

)
. (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

J
(2)
tr,q =

(
J (2)
q→q −

1

2ϵ
K(1)

q→q +
β0
2ϵ2

K(0)
q→q

)
⊗ T (0)

q

+
(
J (2)
q→qg −

1

2ϵ
K(1)

q→qg +
β0
2ϵ2

K(0)
q→qg

)
⊗ T (0)

q T (0)
g

+
(
J (2)
q→qgg −

1

2ϵ
K(1)

q→qgg

)
⊗ T (0)

q T (0)
g T (0)

g +
(
J (2)
q→qqq̄ −

1

2ϵ
K

(1)
q→qqq̄

)
⊗ T (0)

q T (0)
q T

(0)
q̄

+
∑

Q

(
J (2)

q→qQQ̄
− 1

2ϵ
K

(1)

q→qQQ̄

)
⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
Q T

(0)

Q̄
(5.39)

+
(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
q→q +

1

2ϵ2
K(0)

q→q

)
⊗
(
K(0)

q→q ⊗ T (0)
q +K(0)

q→qg ⊗ T (0)
q T (0)

g

)
+
(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
q→qg +

1

2ϵ2
K(0)

q→qg

)
⊗
[(
K(0)

q→q ⊗ T (0)
q +K(0)

q→qg ⊗ T (0)
q T (0)

g

)
T (0)
g

+ T (0)
q

(
K(0)

g→g ⊗ T (0)
g +K(0)

g→gg ⊗ T (0)
g T (0)

g +K
(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄ +

∑
Q
K

(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T

(0)
Q T

(0)

Q̄

)]
,

for the case of the quark track jet function, and

J
(2)
tr,g =

(
J (2)
g→g −

1

2ϵ
K(1)

g→g +
β0
2ϵ2

K(0)
g→g

)
⊗ T (0)

g

+
(
J (2)
g→gg −

1

2ϵ
K(1)

g→gg +
β0
2ϵ2

K(0)
g→gg

)
⊗ T (0)

g T (0)
g

+
∑

q

(
J (2)
g→qq̄ −

1

2ϵ
K

(1)
g→qq̄ +

β0
2ϵ2

K
(0)
g→qq̄

)
⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄

+
(
J (2)
g→ggg −

1

2ϵ
K(1)

g→ggg

)
⊗ T (0)

g T (0)
g T (0)

g +
∑

q

(
J (2)
g→gqq̄ −

1

2ϵ
K

(1)
g→gqq̄

)
⊗ T (0)

g T (0)
q T

(0)
q̄

+
(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
g→g +

1

2ϵ2
K(0)

g→g

)
⊗
(
K(0)

g→g ⊗ T (0)
g +K(0)

g→gg ⊗ T (0)
g T (0)

g +
∑

q
K

(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄

)
+ 2
(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
g→gg +

1

2ϵ2
K(0)

g→gg

)
⊗
[
T (0)
g

(
K(0)

g→g ⊗ T (0)
g (5.40)

+K(0)
g→gg ⊗ T (0)

g T (0)
g +

∑
q
K

(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄

)]
+
∑

q

(
−1

ϵ
J (1)
g→qq̄ +

1

2ϵ2
K

(0)
g→qq̄

)
⊗
[
T (0)
q

(
K

(0)
q̄→q̄ ⊗ T

(0)
q̄ +K

(0)
q̄→q̄g ⊗ T

(0)
q̄ T (0)

g

)
+
(
K(0)

q→q ⊗ T (0)
q +K(0)

q→qg ⊗ T (0)
q T (0)

g

)
T
(0)
q̄

]
,

for the case of the gluon track jet function. To extract the evolution kernels we specifically focus

on the simple poles in ϵ, which can be rearranged as

J
(2,1)
tr,q = −

(1
2
K(1)

q→q + J (1)
q→qK

(0)
q→q

)
⊗ T (0)

q

−
(1
2
K(1)

q→qg + J (1)
q→qK

(0)
q→qg + J (1)

q→qgK
(0)
q→q + J (1)

q→qgK
(0)
g→g

)
⊗ T (0)

q T (0)
g (5.41)
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− 1

2
K(1)

q→qgg ⊗ T (0)
q T (0)

g T (0)
g − 1

2
K

(1)
q→qqq̄ ⊗ T (0)

q T (0)
q T

(0)
q̄ − 1

2

∑
Q
K

(1)

q→qQQ̄
⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
Q T

(0)

Q̄

− J (1)
q→qg ⊗

[(
K(0)

q→qg ⊗ T (0)
q T (0)

g

)
T (0)
g + T (0)

q

(
K(0)

g→gg ⊗ T (0)
g T (0)

g

)
+ T (0)

q

(
K

(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄

)
+
∑

Q
T (0)
q

(
K

(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T

(0)
Q T

(0)

Q̄

)]
,

for the quark case, and

J
(2,1)
tr,g = −

(1
2
K(1)

g→g + J (1)
g→gK

(0)
g→g

)
⊗ T (0)

g

−
(1
2
K(1)

g→gg + J (1)
g→gK

(0)
g→gg + 2J (1)

g→ggK
(0)
g→g

)
⊗ T (0)

g T (0)
g

−
∑

q

(1
2
K

(1)
g→qq̄ + J (1)

g→gK
(0)
g→qq̄ + J (1)

g→qq̄K
(0)
q→q + J (1)

g→qq̄K
(0)
q̄→q̄

)
⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄

− 1

2
K(1)

g→ggg ⊗ T (0)
g T (0)

g T (0)
g − 1

2

∑
q
K

(1)
g→gqq̄ ⊗ T (0)

g T (0)
q T

(0)
q̄

− 2J (1)
g→gg ⊗

[
T (0)
g

(
K(0)

g→gg ⊗ T (0)
g T (0)

g

)
+
∑

q
T (0)
g

(
K

(0)
g→qq̄ ⊗ T (0)

q T
(0)
q̄

)]
−
∑

q
J (1)
g→qq̄ ⊗

[
T (0)
q

(
K

(0)
q̄→q̄g ⊗ T (0)

g T
(0)
q̄

)
+
(
K(0)

q→qg ⊗ T (0)
q T (0)

g

)
T
(0)
q̄

]
,

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,

Ji→i1i′2
⊗ Ti1

(
Ki′2→i2i3 ⊗ Ti2Ti3

)
= Ei→i1i2i3

[
J ,K

]
⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3 . (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 Ei→i1i2i3 , 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, eqs. (5.5)

- (5.7).

1 → 1 kernels

K(1)
q→q = C2

F

(3
2
− 12ζ2 + 24ζ3

)
+ CACF

(3337
54

− 274

9
ln(2)− 44

3
ln2(2)− 49ζ3

)
(5.43)

+ CFnfTF

(
−532

27
+

92

9
ln(2) +

16

3
ln2(2)

)
,
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K(1)
g→g = C2

A

(1880
27

− 44

3
ζ2 −

274

9
ln(2)− 44

3
ln2(2)− 25ζ3

)
(5.44)

+ CAnfTF

(
−658

27
+

16

3
ζ2 +

92

9
ln(2) +

16

3
ln2(2)

)
− 4CFnfTF .

1 → 2 kernels

q → qg

1K(1)
q→qg(z) (5.45)

= 4C2
F

{
1 + 2z + 2z2

(z + 1)3

[
−2Li2

( 1

1 + z

)
+ ln2

( z

(1 + z)2

)
+ ln2(1 + z)

]
+

2

(z + 1)3
ln
( z

1 + z

)
− 1

(z + 1)2

}
+ 4CACF

{
1 + 2z + 2z2

(z + 1)3

[
2

(
Li2(−z) +

π2

3

)
− ln2(z) + 4 ln(z + 1) ln(z)

]
− 2

(z + 1)3
ln(z) +

1

(z + 1)2

}

2K(1)
q→qg(z) (5.46)

= 4C2
F

{
4 + 4z + 2z2

z(z + 1)3

[
Li2(−z) + 2 ln2(z + 1)− ln(z) ln(1 + z)

]
− 2z

(z + 1)3
ln(z + 1)− 1

(z + 1)2

}
+ 4CACF

{
2π2

3

[
1

z

]
+

− 4 + 4z + 2z2

z(z + 1)3
Li2(−z)−

π2

3

2z2 + 5z + 4

(z + 1)3
+

1

(z + 1)2

}
g → qq̄

1K
(1)
g→qq̄(z) (5.47)

= 4CFTF

{
1 + z2

(1 + z)4

[
π2 − ln2(z) + 4 ln(z) ln(1 + z) + 6 ln(1 + z)

]
− 3z2 + 4z + 3

(z + 1)4
ln(z)− 8 + 6z + 8z2

(z + 1)4

}
+ 4CATF

{
1 + z2

(z + 1)4

[
−2π2

3
+ ln2(z)− 6 ln(z) ln(1 + z) + 4 ln2(1 + z)

]
+

11z2 + 12z + 11

3(z + 1)4
ln(z)− 22 + 12z + 22z2

3(z + 1)4
ln(1 + z) +

76 + 66z + 76z2

9(z + 1)4

}
− 16nfT

2
F

{
1 + z2

3(z + 1)4
ln

(
z

(1 + z)2

)
+

5 + 6z + 5z2

9(z + 1)4

}
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g → gg

1K(1)
g→gg(z) (5.48)

= 2C2
A

{
2π2

3

[
1

z

]
+

− π2

3

4 + 6z + 4z2

(1 + z)4
+

1

3(1 + z)2
− 4(1 + z + z2)2

(1 + z)4
ln(1 + z)

z
ln

(
z

(1 + z)2

)}
− CAnfTF

4

3(1 + z)2

1 → 3 kernels

q → qQQ̄

1K
(1)

q→qQQ̄
(z, t) (5.49)

= CFTF

{[
8z(1 + z2)

(1+z+zt)2(1+z)3
− 4z(1 + z2)

(1+z+zt)3(1+z)2
− 8z(1 + z2)

(1+z)4(1+z+zt)

]
log

(
t(1+z)2

1+z+zt

)
− 8z − 8z2 + 8z3

(1 + z)2(1+z+zt)3
+

8z − 48z2 + 8z3

(1 + z)3(1+z+zt)2
− 8z − 48z2 + 8z3

(1 + z)4(1+z+zt)

}

3K
(1)

q→qQQ̄
(z, t) (5.50)

= CFTF

{[
4z − 8t

(1+z+zt)3
+

32t2 + 32t+ 8

(1+z+zt)2
− 88t3 + 144t2 + 72t+ 16

1+z+zt

+
16

(1 + zt)4
+

32t− 16

(1 + zt)3
+

56t2 + 8

(1 + zt)2
+

88t3 + 56t2 + 16t

1 + zt

]
log

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + zt)2

)
+

24t− 8z

(1+z+zt)3
− 112t2 + 112t+ 8

(1+z+zt)2
+

328t3 + 544t2 + 232t+ 16

1+z+zt

− 64

(1 + zt)4
− 128t− 64

(1 + zt)3
− 216t2 + 8

(1 + zt)2
− 328t3 + 216t2 + 16

1 + zt

}

5K
(1)

q→qQQ̄
(z, t) (5.51)

= CFTF

{
8

[
1

z

]
+

[
1 + t2

(1 + t)4
log

(
t

(1 + t)2

)
− 1− 6t+ t2

(1 + t)4

]
+ 8

1 + t2

(1 + t)4
log(1+z+zt)

z

+

[
8z3 + 8z2 + 4z

(1+z+zt)3
+

32z3 + 24z2 + 8z

(1+z+zt)2
+

88z3 + 56z2 + 16z

1+z+zt

+
56z

(1 + t)2
− 88z2 + 56z

1 + t
− 16

1 + t2

(1 + t)3

]
log

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + t)2

)
− 24z3 + 24z2 + 8z

(1+z+zt)3
− 112z3 + 88z2 + 8z

(1+z+zt)2
− 328z3 + 216z2 + 16z

1+z+zt

+
128

(t+ 1)3
− 216z + 128

(t+ 1)2
+

328z2 + 216z + 16

1 + t

}
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q → qqq̄

1K
(1)
q→qqq̄(z, t) (5.52)

= 4CF

(
CF − 1

2CA

){[
− 1

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

2 + z

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)2
− 3 + z

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)

+
t

(1+z+zt)2
+

−t2 − 2t

1+z+zt
+

2

(z + 1)(1 + zt)
+
t2 + t

1 + zt

]
ln

(
(1 + z)(1 + zt)

1+z+zt

)
+

1

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
− 2 + 3z + 3z2

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
− 3t

(1+z+zt)2
+

1 + 6t+ 5t2

1+z+zt

− 2t

(1 + zt)2
− 5t2 + t

1 + zt

}
+ 4CFTF

{[
z2

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)3
+

1 + 4z + 3z2 + 2z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)2
− 2 + 9z + 12z2 + 9z3 + 2z4

(z + 1)4(1+z+zt)

− t

(1+z+zt)3
+

4t2 + 4t

(1+z+zt)2
− 11t3 + 18t2 + 9t

1+z+zt

+
2

(1 + zt)4
− 2− 4t

(1 + zt)3
+

7t2 + 1

(1 + zt)2
+

11t3 + 7t2 + 2t

1 + zt

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + zt)2

)
+

[
z + z3

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)3
− 2z + 2z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)2
+

2z + 2z3

(z + 1)4(1+z+zt)

]
ln

(
1+z+zt

(1 + z)(1 + zt)

)
− 2z + z2 + 2z3

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)3
− 1 + 2z + 9z2

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)2
+

1 + 3z + 12z2 + 3z3 + z4

(z + 1)4(1+z+zt)

+
3t

(1+z+zt)3
+

−14t2 − 14t

(1+z+zt)2
+

41t3 + 68t2 + 29t

1+z+zt

− 8

(1 + zt)4
+

8− 16t

(1 + zt)3
+

−27t2 − 1

(1 + zt)2
+

−41t3 − 27t2 − 2t

1 + zt

}

2K
(1)
q→qqq̄(z, t) (5.53)

= 4CF

(
CF − 1

2CA

){[ z3

(1+z+zt)3
+

z3

(1+z+zt)2
+

z + z3

1+z+zt
− 1 + z2

t+ 1

]
1

1 + z
ln

(
1+z+zt

(1+z)(1+t)

)
+

z3

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

6z2 + 7z3 + 3z4

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
+

5z2 + z

1+z+zt
+

2

(t+ 1)2
+

−5z − 1

t+ 1

}
+ 4CFTF

{[
1

z

]
+

[
1 + t2

(t+ 1)4
ln

(
t

(1 + t)2

)
− 1− 6t+ t2

(t+ 1)4

]
+

1 + t2

(t+ 1)4
ln(1+z+zt)

z

+

[
z/2 + z2 + z3

(1+z+zt)3
+
z + 3z2 + 4z3

(1+z+zt)2
+

2z + 7z2 + 11z3

1+z+zt

− 4

(t+ 1)3
+

4 + 7z

(t+ 1)2
− 11z2 + 7z + 2

t+ 1

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + t)2

)
−
[

z + z3

2(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)3
− z + z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)2
+

z + z3

(z + 1)4(1+z+zt)

]
ln

(
t(1 + z)2

1+z+zt

)
− 8z + 5z3 + 3z4 + 3z5

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)3
− 20z2 + 49z3 + 76z4 + 53z5 + 14z6

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)2
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− 3z + 29z2 + 162z3 + 334z4 + 356z5 + 191z6 + 41z7

(z + 1)4(1+z+zt)

+
16

(t+ 1)3
− 27z + 16

(t+ 1)2
− −41z2 − 27z − 2

t+ 1

}

4K
(1)
q→qqq̄(z, t) (5.54)

= 4CF

(
CF − 1

2CA

){[
−z

2 + 2z + 1

(1+z+zt)3
− z + z2 − t

(1+z+zt)2
− 1 + z + z2 + t2

1+z+zt

+
t+ t3

(t+ 1)(1 + zt)
+

1 + z

t+ 1

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + t)(1 + zt)

)
− 1 + 2z + z2

(1+z+zt)3
+

2− z − 3z2 + 3t

(1+z+zt)2
− 1 + z + 5z2 + 6t+ 5t2

1+z+zt

+
2t

(1 + zt)2
+

5t2 + t

1 + zt
− 2

(t+ 1)2
+

5z + 1

t+ 1

}
+ 4CFTF

{[
1

z

]
+

[
1 + t2

(1 + t)4
ln

(
t

(1 + t)2

)
− 1− 6t+ t2

(t+ 1)4

]
+

1 + t2

(t+ 1)4
ln(1+z+zt)

z

+

[
+
z3 + z2 + z/2

(1+z+zt)3
+

4z3 + 3z2 + z

(1+z+zt)2
+

11z3 + 7z2 + 2z

1+z+zt

− 4

(t+ 1)3
+

7z + 4

(t+ 1)2
− 11z2 + 7z + 2

t+ 1

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + t)2

)
+

[
+

z/2− t

(1+z+zt)3
+

1 + 4t+ 4t2

(1+z+zt)2
− 2 + 9t+ 18t2 + 11t3

1+z+zt

+
2

(1 + zt)4
− 2− 4t

(1 + zt)3
+

1 + 7t2

(1 + zt)2
+

2t+ 7t2 + 11t3

1 + zt

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + zt)2

)
− 2z + 3z2 + 3z3 − 3t

(1+z+zt)3
− 1 + z + 11z2 + 14z3 + 14t+ 14t2

(1+z+zt)2

+
2− 2z − 27z2 − 41z3 + 29t+ 68t2 + 41t3

1+z+zt

− 8

(1 + zt)4
+

8− 16t

(1 + zt)3
+

−27t2 − 1

(1 + zt)2
+

−41t3 − 27t2 − 2t

1 + zt

+
16

(t+ 1)3
+

−27z − 16

(t+ 1)2
+

41z2 + 27z + 2

t+ 1

}
q → qgg

1K(1)
q→qgg(z, t) (5.55)

= 2C2
F

{[
2 + 4z + 3z2

(1+z+zt)3
− 4 + 6z

(1+z+zt)2
+

5 + t2

1+z+zt
− t

(1 + zt)2
+
t− t2

1 + zt

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + zt)2

)
+

[
3 + 4z + 2z2

(1+z+zt)3
− 6 + 4z

(1+z+zt)2
+

6 + 2z + z2

1+z+zt
− 2 + z

t+ 1
+

1

(t+ 1)2

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + t)2

)
− 3 + 4z + 3z2

(1+z+zt)3
+

2− 3z − 5z2 + 5t

(1+z+zt)2
+

1− 3z − 7z2 − 6t− 7t2

1+z+zt
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+
2t

(1 + zt)2
− t− 7t2

1 + zt
− 2

(t+ 1)2
+

3 + 7z

t+ 1

}
+ 2CACF

{
−
[
3 + 8z + 12z2 + 8z3 + 3z4

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)3
− 6 + 16z + 24z2 + 16z3 + 6z4

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)2

+
6 + 16z + 24z2 + 16z3 + 6z4

(z + 1)4(1+z+zt)

]
ln

(
t(1 + z)2

1+z+zt

)
+

[
1

(1+z+zt)3
− 2

(1+z+zt)2
+

2

1+z+zt

]
1

1 + z
ln

(
1+z+zt

(1 + t)(1 + z)

)
+

[
z3

(1+z+zt)3
− 2z2

(1+z+zt)2
+

2z

1+z+zt

]
1

1 + z
ln

(
1+z+zt

(1 + z)(1 + zt)

)
− 2 + 3z + 6z2 + 3z3 + 2z4

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)3
− 2z − 8z2 + 2z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)2
+

2z − 8z2 + 2z3

(z + 1)4(1+z+zt)

}

3K(1)
q→qgg(z, t) (5.56)

= 2C2
F

{
6 + 12z + 12z2

(z + 1)3
1

t
ln

(
1+z+zt

(1 + z)(1 + t)

)
+

[
2z2 + z3

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

2z + 4z2 + z3

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
+

z − z2

1+z+zt

− 1

(t+ 1)2
+
z − 1

t+ 1

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + t)2

)
+

[
2z + 4z2 + 6z3

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

2z + 4z2 + 6z3

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
+

6z + 12z2 + 12z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)

]
ln

(
(1 + t)(1 + z)

1+z+zt

)
+

2z + 2z2 + 3z3

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

6z2 + 9z3 + 5z4

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
− z − 7z2

1+z+zt
+

1− 7z

t+ 1
+

2

(t+ 1)2

}
+ 2CACF

{
+
4 + 8z + 8z2

(z + 1)3

[
ln t

t

]
+

+

[
4 + 8z + 8z2

(z + 1)3
log(z + 1)− 2

(z + 1)3

][
1

t

]
+

+
1 + 2z + 2z2

(z + 1)3
1

t

[
4 ln

(
1+z+zt

1 + z

)
− ln(1 + t)− 7 ln(1 + zt)

]
+

[
− 7z + 7z2 + 4z3

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

2t

(1+z+zt)3
− 12 + 24z + 12z2 + 4z3

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
+

−8t− 8t2

(1+z+zt)2

+
20 + 56z + 52z2 + 12z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)
+

34t+ 36t2 + 22t3

1+z+zt

− 4

(1 + zt)4
+

4− 8t

(1 + zt)3
− 8 + 14t2

(1 + zt)2
− 20t+ 14t2 + 22t3

1 + zt

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + zt)2

)
+

[
− 1

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

3 + 5z + z2

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
+

t

(1+z+zt)2

− 4 + 11z + 10z2 + 2z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)
− 3t+ t2

1+z+zt
+

2 + 2t+ t2

1 + zt

]
ln

(
1 + t

1 + zt

)
+

[
+
1 + 2z + z2

(1+z+zt)3
+

1 + z − t

(1+z+zt)2
− t− t2

1+z+zt
− 2− 2t+ t2

1 + zt

]
ln

(
t(1 + z)

1 + zt

)
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+
5z + 5z2 + 2z3

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
− 4t

(1+z+zt)3
+

2 + 4z − 2z2 − 2z3

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
− 20t+ 20t2

(1+z+zt)2

− 4 + 10z + 12z2 + 4z3

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)
− 44t+ 100t2 + 60t3

1+z+zt

+
12

(1 + zt)4
− 12− 24t

(1 + zt)3
− −40t2 − 2

(1 + zt)2
− −60t3 − 40t2 − 4t

1 + zt

}

5K(1)
q→qgg(z, t) (5.57)

= 2C2
F

{
−12

zt
ln

(
(1 + z)(1 + zt)

1+z+zt

)
+

24 + 30z + 12z2

(z + 1)3
1

t
ln

(
(1 + z)(1 + zt)

1+z+zt

)
+

[
1 + 2z

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

1 + 4z + 2z2

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
− 2 + 3t+ t2

1+z+zt

+
t

(1 + zt)2
+

2t+ t2

1 + zt

]
ln

(
t(1+z+zt)

(1 + zt)2

)
+

[
6 + 4z + 2z2

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
+

6 + 4z + 2z2

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
+

12 + 12z + 6z2

(z + 1)3(1+z+zt)

]
ln

(
(1+z)(1+zt)

1+z+zt

)
+

3 + 2z + 2z2

(z + 1)(1+z+zt)3
− 1− z

(z + 1)2(1+z+zt)2
− 5 + 5t

(1+z+zt)2
+

3 + 10t+ 7t2

1+z+zt

− 2t

(1 + zt)2
− 3t+ 7t2
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(1)
g→gqq̄(z, t) (5.58)
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3K
(1)
g→gqq̄(z, t) (5.59)

= 4CFTF
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+
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+
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g → ggg

1K(1)
g→ggg(z, t) (5.61)
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To highlight that αsCA (i.e. including the factor of CA) corresponds to the N = 4 ’t Hooft

coupling a, these factors are shown in green. The terms highlighted in magenta correspond to the

NLO kernel K
(1)
1→3 (eq. (4.22)) in N = 4 SYM, as will be discussed in sec. 5.5.6 The expressions

for both the LO and NLO kernels are available in a Mathematica notebook attached with the

submission of this article.

6For eq. (4.22), the expression of K
(1)
1→3 is written in a more compact form.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 4: Two-dimensional plots of the NLO kernels, K
(1)
i→i1i2i3

appearing in the track func-

tion evolution. These exhibit a highly non-trivial structure reflecting how energy is distributed

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 N = 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 N = 4 track function. Due to the length of the T → TTT

expressions, here we focus only on the T → T and T → TT kernels.

The NLO kernel in N = 4 is given by

d

d lnµ2
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{
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[
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z

]
+

+
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z
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z

}
+K
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}
, (5.62)

while the C2
A component of the NLO evolution of the gluon track function is given by

d

d lnµ2
Tg(x) = a2s
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C2
A
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1880

27
− 44

3
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9
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[
1
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]
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+ 16
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z
− 1
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+
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+ 16
ζ2
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+ 6 1K(1)

g→ggg ⊗ TgTgTg

}
. (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
(1)
i→i1i2i3

kernels. These exhibit highly non-trivial

features, exhibiting correlations in energy flow in the fragmentation process. While they take

a relatively simple shape for g → ggg and g → gqq̄, the kernels for q → qqq̄ and q → qq′q̄′

exhibit interesting patterns. In particular, we believe that the structure of q → qqq̄ 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 (xi) → δ(xi) 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 Ti, which corresponds to the process of i to i, a branching vertex of i → i1i2 and a vertex of
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i→ i1i2i3 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

d lnµ2
Ti(x) =Ki→iT (x) +

∑
{i1,i2}

Ki→i1i2 ⊗ Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)

+
∑

{i1,i2,i3}

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3) , (6.1)

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 µ 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:

• First, we let T (xm) → δ(xm) 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

d lnµ2
Ti(x) =Ki→iTi(x) +

∑
{i1,i2}

[
Ki→i1i2 ⊗ Ti1(x1)δ(x2) +Ki→i1i2 ⊗ δ(x1)Ti2(x2)

]

+
∑

{i1,i2,i3}

[
Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ Ti1(x1)δ(x2)δ(x3) +Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ δ(x1)Ti2(x2)δ(x3)

+Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ δ(x1)δ(x2)Ti3(x3)

]
. (6.2)

• Second, with δ(xm) integrated out, we replace T (x) and T (xi) with the corresponding

single-hadron fragmentation functions D:

d

d lnµ2
Di→h(x) = Ki→iDi→h(x) +

∑
{i1,i2}

Ki→i1i2 ⊗ [Di1→h(x1) +Di2→h(x2)] (6.3)

+
∑

{i1,i2,i3}

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ [Di1→h(x1) +Di2→h(x2) +Di3→h(x3)] .

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

d

d lnµ2
D(x) =K1→1D(x) +

∫
dx1 dz δ

(
x− x1

z

1 + z

)
D(x1)K1→2(z) (6.4)

+

∫
dx2 dz δ

(
x− x2

1

1 + z

)
D(x2)K1→2(z)

+

∫
dx1 dz dt δ

(
x− x1

zt

1 + z + zt

)
D(x1)K1→3(z, t)

+

∫
dx2 dz dt δ

(
x− x2

z

1 + z + zt

)
D(x2)K1→3(z, t)

+

∫
dx3 dz dt δ

(
x− x3

1

1 + z + zt

)
D(x3)K1→3(z, t) .

Up to NLO, the kernels K1→M = aK
(0)
1→M + a2K

(1)
1→M (M = 1, 2) and K1→3 = a2K

(1)
1→3 given in

eqs. (4.13), (4.14) and eqs. (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

0
dxxND(x) . (6.5)

Then, acting on both sides of eq. (6.4) with
∫ 1
0 dxxN , we have

dD(N)

d lnµ2
=D(N)

{
K1→1 +

∫ 1

0
dz

[(
1

1 + z

)N

+

(
z

1 + z

)N]
K1→2(z)

+

∫ 1

0
dz

∫ 1

0
dt

[(
1

1 + z + zt

)N

+

(
z

1 + z + zt

)N

+

(
zt

1 + z + zt

)N]
K1→3(z, t)

}
≡−D(N)KN=4(N ; a) , (6.6)

where we obtain

KN=4(N ; a) = 4a
[
γE +Ψ(N)

]
+ 4a2

{
8

N3
− 2

(N + 1)3
+

2ζ2
N

−
(

4

N2
+ 2ζ2

)
[Ψ(N + 1) + γE ]

+

(
Ψ(N + 1) + γE − 1

N

)[
Ψ(1)

(N + 1

2

)
− 4Ψ(1)(N + 1)−Ψ(1)

(N + 2

2

)]
− 2Ψ(2)(N + 1) +

1

8

[
Ψ(2)

(N + 2

2

)
−Ψ(2)

(N + 1

2

)]
+Ψ(2)(N + 2)

− 3ζ3 − 4C̃(N)

}
(6.7)

by first considering positive integer N and analytically continuing [76–79]. This expression

contains Euler’s constant γE , the digamma function Ψ(ν) = Γ′(ν)/Γ(ν) and its nth deriva-

tive Ψ(n)(ν) = dnΨ(ν)/dνn. C̃(N) denotes the nontrivial part of the harmonic sum S−2,1(N)

within the dispersion representation where the domain of N is C\{N ∈ Z|N < 0}7, which can be

7For a positive integer N , C̃(N) = (−1)N
[
S−2,1(N) + 5

8
ζ3
]
.
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obtained from refs. [80, 81],

C̃(N) =
∞∑

m=1

(−1)m

m+N
[S−2(m− 1)− ζ2] , (6.8)

with harmonic sums

Sa1(N) ≡
N∑

m1=1

(sign(a1))
m1

m
|a1|
1

, (6.9)

Sa1,a2(N) ≡
N∑

m1=1

(sign(a1))
m1

m
|a1|
1

Sa2(m1) .

KN=4(N ; a) agrees with the twist-2 spin-N+1 anomalous dimension up to NLO

γT,uni(N + 1; a) ≡ −
∫ 1

0
dz zNPT,uni(z, a) . (6.10)

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(0)(z) and I(1)(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 h1, h2 can be produced

by the same partonic branch, or hadron h1 comes from one branch of a splitting while hadron h2
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, Dj→h1h2 , 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 Di→h1h2 (shown in the red

box) as well as products of the single hadron fragmentation functions Di→h1 (in the green box).

After the first step of inserting delta functions, we have

d

d lnµ2
Ti(x) =

{
Ki→iTi(x) +

∑
{i1,i2}

[
Ki→i1i2 ⊗ Ti1(x1)δ(x2) +Ki→i1i2 ⊗ δ(x1)Ti2(x2)

]
+

∑
{i1,i2,i3}

[
Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ Ti1(x1)δ(x2)δ(x3) +Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ δ(x1)Ti2(x2)δ(x3)

+Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ δ(x1)δ(x2)Ti3(x3)
]}

+

{ ∑
{i1,i2}

Ki→i1i2 ⊗ T (x1)T (x2) +
∑

{i1,i2,i3}

[
Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ T (x1)T (x2)δ(x3)

+Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ T (x1)δ(x2)T (x3) +Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ δ(x1)T (x2)T (x3)
]}

(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

d lnµ2
Di→h1h2(y1, y2) =

{
Ki→iDi→h1h2(y1, y2) +

∑
{i1,i2}

Ki→i1i2 ⊗ [Di1→h1h2 +Di2→h1h2 ]

+
∑

{i1,i2,i3}

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ [Di1→h1h2 +Di2→h1h2 +Di3→h1h2 ]

}
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+

{ ∑
{i1,i2}

Ki→i1i2 ⊗ [Di1→h1Di2→h2 +Di1→h2Di2→h1 ]

+
∑

{i1,i2,i3}

Ki→i1i2i3 ⊗ [Di1→h1Di2→h2 +Di1→h2Di2→h1 +Di1→h1Di3→h2

+Di1→h2Di3→h1 +Di2→h1Di3→h2 +Di2→h2Di3→h1 ]

}
. (6.12)

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, δ(x−∑xmzm) 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

d lnµ2
Ti(x) =Ki→iTi(x)

+
∑

{i1,i2}

2∑
n=1

∫
dx1dx2

∫ 1

0
dz nKi→i1i2(z)Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)δ(x− nz1x1 − nz2x2)

+
∑

{i1,i2,i3}

6∑
n=1

∫
dx1dx2dx3

∫ 1

0
dz

∫ 1

0
dt nKi→i1i2i3(z, t)Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3)

× δ(x− nz1x1 − nz2x2 − nz3x3) , (6.13)

where there are no δ-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

d lnµ2
Di→h1h2(y1, y2)

= a2s

{
K

(1)
i→iDi→h1h2(y1, y2)

+
∑

{i1,i2}

∑
n

∫ 1

0
dz nK

(1)
i→i1i2

(z)

[∫
dy′11dy

′
12Di1→h1h2(y

′
11, y

′
12)δ

(
y1 − nz1 y

′
11

)
δ
(
y2 − nz1 y

′
12

)
+

∫
dy′21dy

′
22Di2→h1h2(y

′
21, y

′
22)δ

(
y1 − nz2 y

′
21

)
δ
(
y2 − nz2 y

′
22

)]
+

∑
{i1,i2,i3}

∑
n

∫
dzdt nK

(1)
i→i1i2i3

(z, t)

[∫
dy′11dy

′
12Di1→h1h2(y

′
11, y

′
12)δ

(
y1 − nz1 y

′
11

)
δ
(
y2 − nz1 y

′
12

)
+

∫
dy′21dy

′
22Di2→h1h2(y

′
21, y

′
22)δ

(
y1 − nz2 y

′
21

)
δ
(
y2 − nz2 y

′
22

)
+

∫
dy′31dy

′
32Di3→h1h2(y

′
31, y

′
32)δ

(
y1 − nz3 y

′
31

)
δ
(
y2 − nz3 y

′
32

)]}
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+ a2s

{ ∑
{i1,i2}

∑
n

∫ 1

0
dz nK

(1)
i→i1i2

(z)

×
[∫

dy′11dy
′
22Di1→h1(y

′
11)Di2→h2(y

′
22)δ(y1 − nz1 y

′
11)δ(y2 − nz2 y

′
22)

+

∫
dy′21dy

′
12Di2→h1(y

′
21)Di1→h2(y

′
12)δ(y1 − nz2 y

′
21)δ(y2 − nz1 y

′
12)

]
+

∑
{i1,i2,i3}

∑
n

∫
dzdt nK

(1)
i→i1i2i3

(z, t)

×
[∫

dy′11dy
′
22Di1→h1(y

′
11)Di2→h2(y

′
22)δ(y1 − nz1 y

′
11)δ(y2 − nz2 y

′
22)

+

∫
dy′21dy

′
12Di2→h1(y

′
21)Di1→h2(y

′
12)δ(y1 − nz2 y

′
21)δ(y2 − nz1y

′
12)

+

∫
dy′11dy

′
32Di1→h1(y

′
11)Di3→h2(y

′
32)δ(y1 − nz1 y

′
11)δ(y2 − nz3 y

′
32)

+

∫
dy′31dy

′
12Di3→h1(y

′
31)Di1→h2(y

′
12)δ(y1 − nz3 y

′
31)δ(y2 − nz1 y

′
12)

+

∫
dy′21dy

′
32Di2→h1(y

′
21)Di3→h2(y

′
32)δ(y1 − nz2 y

′
21)δ(y2 − nz3 y

′
32)

+

∫
dy′31dy

′
22Di3→h1(y

′
31)Di2→h2(y

′
22)δ(y1 − nz3 y

′
31)δ(y2 − nz2 y

′
22)

]}
. (6.14)

The structure of this evolution equation is exactly illustrated in fig. 7, which shows the contri-

butions from mixing into both Di→h1h2 , as well as products of the single hadron fragmentation

functions Di→h1 . 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

d lnµ2
Ti(x) =

∑
M

∑
{if}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗ Ti1Ti2 · · ·TiM (x) , (6.15)

with no Dirac delta function in K’s8. 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 δ(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

d lnµ2
Ti(x) (6.16)

=
∑
M≥1

∑
{if}

∑
f1∈{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗ Tif1 (xf1)δ(xf2) · · · δ(xfM )

+
∑
M≥2

∑
{if}

∑
{f1,f2}

⊆{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗ Tif1 (xf1)Tif2 (xf2)δ(xf3) · · · δ(xfM )

+
∑
M≥3

∑
{if}

∑
{f1,f2,f3}

⊆{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗ Tif1 (xf1)Tif2 (xf2)Tif3 (xf3)δ(xf4) · · · δ(xfM )

+ · · ·
+
∑
M≥N

∑
{if}

∑
{f1,f2,··· ,fN}
⊆{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗ Tif1 (xf1)Tif2 (xf2) · · ·TifN (xfN )δ(xfN+1
) · · · δ(xfM )

⇓
d

d lnµ2
Di→h1h2···hN

(y1, y2, · · · , yN ) (6.17)

=
∑
M≥1

∑
{if}

∑
f1∈{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗Dif1→h1h2···hN
(y′f1,1, y

′
f1,2, · · · , y′f1,N )

+
∑
M≥2

∑
{if}

∑
{f1,f2}

⊆{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗
∑
S2

Dif1→k hadrons(y
′
f1,1, · · · , y′f1,k)

×Dif2→(N−k) hadrons(y
′
f2,k+1, · · · , y′f2,N )

+
∑
M≥3

∑
{if}

∑
{f1,f2,f3}

⊆{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗
∑
S3

Dif1→k1 hadrons(y
′
f1,1, · · · , y′f1,k1)

×Dif2→k2 hadrons(y
′
f2,k1+1, · · · , y′f2,k1+k2)Dif3→(N−k1−k2) hadrons(y

′
f3,k1+k2+1, · · · , y′f2,N )

+ · · ·
+
∑
M≥N

∑
{if}

∑
{f1,f2,··· ,fN}
⊆{1,2,··· ,M}

Ki→i1i2···iM ⊗
∑
SN

Dif1→1 hadron(y
′
f1,1)× · · · ×DifN→1 hadron(y

′
fN ,N ) .

To simplify the notation, we have used Sn 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 {{hj1 · · ·hjm}, {hjm+1 · · ·hjN }} is considered to be different from

{{hjm+1 · · ·hjN }, {hj1 · · ·hjm}} ; {{hj1}, {hj2}, · · · , {hjN }} is different from {{hj2}, {hj1}, · · · , {hjN }}.
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 Di→h1h2h3 (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

Jbare
tr,i (s, x) =

∑
N

∑
{if}

∫
dΦc

N δ(s− s′)σci→{if}
(
{zf}, {sff ′}, s′

)
×
∫ [ N∏

m=1

dxmT
(0)
im

(xm)

]
δ

(
x−

N∑
m=1

xmzm

)
. (6.18)
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The corresponding calculation of the fragmenting jet function [61], can be written as

Jbare
i→h (s, x) =

∑
N

∑
{if}

∫
dΦc

N δ(s− s′)σci→{if}
(
{zf}, {sff ′}, s′

)
×

N∑
m=1

∫
dxmD

(0)
im→h(xm)δ(x− xmzm) . (6.19)

In ref. [61], h was replaced by a quark or gluon, using that D
(0)
q→q(xm) = δ(1−xm), D

(0)
q→g(xm) = 0,

etc. However, by keeping D
(0)
im→h 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 δ(xm). These δ(xm)’s eliminate the corresponding xm integrals and

remove the corresponding term from the sum inside δ(x−∑m xmzm).

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:

Jtr,i(s, x, µ) =
∑
N

∑
{if}

∫ N∏
m=1

dzm Ji→{if}(s, {zf}, µ)
∫ [ N∏

m=1

dxmTim(xm, µ)

]
δ

(
x−

N∑
m=1

xmzm

)
,

Ji→h(s, x, µ) =
∑
j

∫
dz Jij(s, z, µ)

∫
dx′Dj→h(x

′, µ) δ(x− zx′) . (6.20)

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 Di→h and Ti that appear on the right-hand side. We will

proceed by working order by order in αs.

At O(α0
s), the only non-vanishing matching coefficients are

J (0)
i→i(s, z, µ) = δ(s)δ(1− z) = J (0)

ii (s, z, µ) . (6.21)

Using this, we find that at order αs

J
(1)
tr,i(s, x, µ) = δ(s)T (1)(x, µ) +

∫
dz1 dz2 J (1)

i→i1i2
(s, z1, z2, µ)

×
∫
dx1 dx2 T

(0)
i1

(x1)T
(0)
i2

(x2) δ(x− x1z1 − x2z2) ,

J
(1)
i→h(s, x, µ) = δ(s)D

(1)
i→h(x, µ) +

∑
j

∫
dz J (1)

ij (s, z, µ)

∫
dx′D

(0)
j→h(x

′) δ(x− x′z) , (6.22)

with summation over channels i1, i2 implied. Combining the observation that J
(1)
i→h can be ob-

tained from J
(1)
tr,i by our reduction and that the first term on the right-hand side of these equations

consist solely of infrared poles while the second terms are infrared finite, we conclude that D
(1)
i→h
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can also be obtained from T
(1)
i by using the reduction and obtain the following relation between

matching coefficients

J (1)
ii1

(s, z1, µ)δ(1− z1 − z2) = (1 + δi1i2)J
(1)
i→i1i2

(s, z1, z2, µ) = J (1)
ii2

(s, z2, µ)δ(1− z1 − z2) . (6.23)

The relation between D
(1)
i→h and T

(1)
i can also be seen from their explicit expressions:

T
(1)
i (x, µ) =

1

1 + δi1i2

∫
dz

αs(µ)

2π

1

ϵIR
P

(0)
i→i1i2

(z)

∫
dx1 dx2 T

(0)
i1

(x1, µ)T
(0)
i2

(x2, µ) (6.24)

× δ(x− x1z − x2(1− z)) ,

D
(1)
i→h(x, µ) =

1

1 + δi1i2

∫
dz

αs(µ)

2π

1

ϵIR
P

(0)
i→i1i2

(z)

×
∫
dx′
[
D

(0)
i1→h(x

′, µ)δ(x− x′z) +D
(0)
i2→h(x

′, µ)δ(x− x′(1− z))
]
.

Finally, we consider order α2
s:

J
(2)
tr,i(s, x, µ) = δ(s)T

(2)
i (x, µ) +

∫
dz1 dz2 J (1)

i→i1i2
(s, z1, z2, µ) (6.25)

×
∫
dx1 dx2

[
T
(1)
i1

(x1)T
(0)
i2

(x2) + T
(0)
i1

(x1)T
(1)
i2

(x2)
]
δ(x− x1z1 − x2z2) +O(ϵ0)

J
(2)
i→h(s, x, µ) = δ(s)D

(2)
i→h(x, µ) +

∑
j

∫
dz J (1)

ij (s, z, µ)

∫
dx′D

(1)
j→h(x

′) δ(x− x′z) +O(ϵ0) .

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 T
(2)
i and D

(2)
i→h, we thus need to show that the

reduction holds for the second terms in these equations. This follows from the previous result

that T
(1)
i reduces to D

(1)
i and eq. (6.23). In principle the reduction also yields terms where in

T
(1)
i1

(x1)T
(0)
i2

(x2) both T
(0)’s in T

(1)
i are replaced by a δ(xm), but these vanish: These replacements

yields T
(1)
i (x, µ) ∝ δ(x) (see eq. (6.24)), whose coefficient is fixed to be zero because of the

momentum sum rule
∫
dxTi(x, µ) = 1 that implies

∫
dxT

(1)
i (x, µ) = 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]

Ji→h1h2(s, x1, x2, µ) =
∑
j

∫
dz Jij(s, z, µ)

∫
dx′1 dx

′
2Dj→h1h2(x

′
1, x

′
2, µ) δ(x1 − zx′1) δ(x2 − zx′2)

+
∑
j,k

∫
dz1 dz2 Jijk(s, z1, z2, µ)

∫
dx′1Dj→h(x

′
1, µ) δ(x1 − z1x

′
1)

×
∫
dx′2Dk→h(x

′
2, µ) δ(x2 − z2x

′
2) , (6.26)
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where Jij are the same as in the single hadron fragmentation case. Expanding this to order αs,

we get

J
(1)
i→h1h2

(s, x1, x2, µ) = D
(1)
i→h1h2

(x1, x2, µ) +
∑
j

∫
dz J (1)

ij (s, z, µ)

∫
dx′1 dx

′
2D

(0)
j→h1h2

(x′1, x
′
2, µ)

× δ(x1 − zx′1) δ(x2 − zx′2) +
∑
j,k

∫
dz1 dz2 J (1)

ijk (s, z1, z2, µ)

×
∫

dx′1D
(0)
j→h(x

′
1, µ) δ(x1−z1x′1)

∫
dx′2D

(0)
k→h(x

′
2, µ) δ(x2−z2x′2) . (6.27)

The first term only consists of IR poles while the other terms are finite, implying that D
(1)
i→h1h2

can be obtained from T
(1)
i 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,

J (1)
ii1i2

(s, z1, z2, µ) = J (1)
i→i1i2

(s, z1, z2, µ) . (6.28)

Finally, at order α2
s,

J
(2)
i→h1h2

(s, x1, x2, µ) = D
(2)
i→h1h2

(x1, x2, µ) +
∑
j

∫
dz J (1)

ij (s, z, µ)

∫
dx′1 dx

′
2D

(1)
j→h1h2

(x′1, x
′
2, µ)

× δ(x1 − zx′1) δ(x2 − zx′2) +
∑
j,k

∫
dz1 dz2 J (1)

ijk (s, z1, z2, µ)

×
[∫

dx′1D
(1)
j→h(x

′
1, µ) δ(x1−z1x′1)

∫
dx′2D

(0)
k→h(x

′
2, µ) δ(x2−z2x′2)+∫

dx′1D
(0)
j→h(x

′
1, µ) δ(x1−z1x′1)

∫
dx′2D

(1)
k→h(x

′
2, µ) δ(x2−z2x′2)

]
+O(ϵ0) .

(6.29)

We know the reduction allows us to obtain J
(2)
i→h1h2

from J
(2)
tr,i, but we want to show this also holds

for getting D
(2)
i→h1h2

from T
(2)
i , 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 T
(0)
j is replaced by D

(0)
j→h1h2

, this works the

same as in the single hadron fragmentation function case. Moving on to the terms involving two

single-hadron fragmentation functions, the T
(1)
i1

(x1)T
(0)
i2

(x2) term receives a contribution where

T (1) and T (0) each yield a D(0) fragmentation function, corresponding to the last two lines.

However, the reduction also produces a term where T (1) yields two fragmentation functions and

T (0) reduces to a delta function, which is the remaining part of D
(1)
i→h1h2

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 Ti(x, µ) =
∑M

m=1 a
i
m(µ)Θ(m−1

M ≤ x ≤ m
M ) for some fixed integer M with

coefficients aim, 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/

HaoChern14/Track-Evolution.

7.1.1 Fourier Series

The evolution equations for track functions Ti(x, µ) is a system of integro-differential equations.

Truncation to O(α2
s) involves a convolution with at most 3 track functions:

d

d lnµ2
Ti(x, µ) = Ki→i(αs)Ti(x, µ) +

2∑
n=1

∫ 1

0
dx1 dx2

∫ 1

0
dz nKi→i1i2(z;αs)δ

(
x−nz1x1−nz2x2

)
× Ti1(x1, µ)Ti2(x2, µ) +

6∑
n=1

∫ 1

0
dx1 dx2 dx3

∫ 1

0
dz dt nKi→i1i2i3(z, t;αs)

× δ
(
x−nz1x1−nz2x2−nz3x3

)
Ti1(x1, µ)Ti2(x2, µ)Ti3(x3, µ) , (7.1)

with summation over all possible splitting (i.e. i1, i2, i3) implied. We remind the reader that nzj
only depends on z (and t) for nKi→i1i2 (nKi→i1i2i3). To avoid directly dealing with evolution of

functions, we expand the track function in terms of an orthonormal function basis {fm(x)}:

Ti(x, µ) =
∑
m

bim(u)fm(x) , (7.2)

bim(u) =

∫ 1

0
dxf∗m(x)Ti(x, µ) ,

where we introduce the abbreviation u ≡ lnµ2.

In this way, the evolution equations become a system of ordinary differential equations for

the coefficients
{
bim(u)

}
:

d

du
bim(u) = Ki→i(αs) b

i
m(u) +

2∑
n=1

∑
m1,m2

nA
{m,i}
{m1,i1},{m2,i2} b

i1
m1

(u) bi2m2
(u) (7.3)

+
6∑

n=1

∑
m1,m2,m3

nB
{m,i}
{m1,i1},{m2,i2},{m3,i3} b

i1
m1

(u) bi2m2
(u) bi3m3

(u) ,

with the coefficients A,B given by

nA
{m,i}
{m1,i1},{m2,i2} =

∫ 1

0
dx1 dx2

∫ 1

0
dz nKi→i1i2(z;αs) f

∗
m(nz1x1+

nz2x2) fm1(x1) fm2(x2) ,

nB
{m,i}
{m1,i1},{m2,i2},{m3,i3} =

∫ 1

0
dx1 dx2 dx3

∫ 1

0
dz dt nKi→i1i2i3(z, t;αs)

f∗m(nz1x1+
nz2x2 +

nz3x3) fm1(x1) fm2(x2) fm3(x3) . (7.4)
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Though any orthonormal basis {fm(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 {fm(x) = e2πimx} with m ∈ Z, because all xj integrals take the form∫ 1
0 dx exp(2πi a x) = exp(iπa) sinc(πa). For this basis the coefficients in eq. (7.4) are given by

nA
{m,i}
{m1,i1},{m2,i2} = (−1)m1+m2−m

∫ 1

0
dz nKi→i1i2(z;αs) sinc(m1π−mπ nz1) sinc(m2π−mπ nz2) ,

nB
{m,i}
{m1,i1},{m2,i2},{m3,i3} = (−1)m1+m2+m3−m

∫ 1

0
dz dt nKi→i1i2i3(z, t;αs)

× sinc(m1π −mπ nz1) sinc(m2π −mπ nz2) sinc(m3π −mπ nz3) . (7.5)

The remaining integrals can be evaluated numerically for any given set of integers {m,m1,m2,m3}.
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 {fm(x) = e2πimx} with m = −M,−M + 1, . . .M

as an approximation. Using the reality condition (bim)∗ = bi−m for Fourier series and the

normalization condition bi0 = 1 for track functions, the ranges of integer labels in (7.3) are

1 ≤ m ≤ M, −M ≤ m1,m2,m3 ≤ M . We use the Julia [87] package HCubature9 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 L2 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 largeM . Therefore, we will employ mixed truncation

parameters at LO (M1) and NLO (M2). 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 M1 = 100 and M2 = 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 ≤ x ≤ 1 uniformly into 2K−1 intervals that are indexed by m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K−1,

and on each interval we define appropriately transformed Legendre polynomials:

ψm,ℓ(x) = Θ
(m− 1

2K−1
< x ≤ m

2K−1

)
2K/2P̃ℓ

(
2Kx− (2m− 1)

)
. (7.6)

The Θ-function restricts x to the interval indexed by m and P̃ℓ is the normalized Legendre

polynomial P̃ℓ(x) =
√
ℓ+ 1/2Pℓ(x). The Legendre wavelets form an orthonormal basis:∫ 1

0
dxψm1,ℓ1(x)ψm2,ℓ2(x) = δm1,m2δℓ1,ℓ2 . (7.7)

9https://github.com/JuliaMath/HCubature.jl
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We approximate the track function Ti(x, µ) with

Ti(x, µ) ⋍
2K−1∑
m=1

L−1∑
ℓ=0

cim,ℓ(u)ψm,ℓ(x) , (7.8)

with again u ≡ lnµ2. The orthonormal relation allows the inversion

cim,ℓ(u) =

∫ 1

0
dxψm,ℓ(x)Ti(x, µ) = 2−K/2

∫ 1

−1
dy P̃ℓ(y)Ti

(
2−K(y + 2m− 1), µ

)
, (7.9)

which leads to

d

du
cim,ℓ(u) = Ki→i(αs)c

i
m,ℓ(u) +

2∑
n=1

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2

∫ 1

0
dz nKi→i1i2(z;αs)ψm,ℓ(

nz1x1+
nz2x2) (7.10)

× Ti1(x1, µ)Ti2(x2, µ) +

6∑
n=1

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3

∫ 1

0
dz dt nKi→i1i2i3(z, t;αs)

× ψm,ℓ(
nz1x1+

nz2x2 +
nz3x3)Ti1(x1, µ)Ti2(x2, µ)Ti3(x3, µ)

≈ Ci(αs)c
i
m,ℓ(u) +

2∑
n=1

2K−1∑
m1,m2=1

L−1∑
ℓ1,ℓ2=0

ci1m1,ℓ1
(u) ci2m2,ℓ2

(u) nMi→i1i2

(
m m1 m2

ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2

)

+
6∑

n=1

2K−1∑
m1,m2,m3=1

L−1∑
ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3=0

ci1m1,ℓ1
(u) ci2m2,ℓ2

(u) ci3m3,ℓ3
(u)nMi→i1i2i3

(
m m1 m2 m3

ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3

)
.

The coefficient array nMi→i1i2 is

nMi→i1i2

(
m m1 m2

ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2

)
= 2−K/2

∫ 1

−1
dy dy1 dy2

∫ 1

0
dz P̃ℓ(y)P̃ℓ1(y1)P̃ℓ2(y2) (7.11)

× δ
(
y − nz1(y1 + 2(m1 −m))− nz2(y2 + 2(m2 −m))

)
nKi→i1i2(z;αs) ,

and more complicated nMi→i1i2i3 has a similar form

nMi→i1i2i3

(
m m1 m2 m3

ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3

)
= 2−K

∫ 1

−1
dy dy1 dy2 dy3

∫ 1

0
dz dt P̃ℓ(y)P̃ℓ1(y1)P̃ℓ2(y2)P̃ℓ3(y3) (7.12)

× nKi→i1i2i3(z, t;αs) δ
[
y − nz1(y1 + 2(m1 −m))

− nz2(y2 + 2(m2 −m))− nz3(y3 + 2(m3 −m))
]
.

From these δ functions, we see that only the differences {m −mi} are important, which is the

discretized version of shift symmetry in the wavelet interval label.

The δ 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 δ-function lie inside the domain −1 < y < 1:∫ 1

−1
dy P̃ℓ(y)δ(y − a) = Θ(−1 < a < 1) P̃ℓ(a). (7.13)
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Thus, for a given value of z, t, the yi 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:

Imm1m2
ℓ ℓ1ℓ2

(z) =

∫ 1

0
dy dy1 dy2 P̃ℓ1(y1)P̃ℓ2(y2)P̃ℓ(y) δ

(
y − (y1 + 2(m1 −m)) + z(y2 + 2(m2 −m))

1 + z

)
,

(7.14)

integrates the polynomial

P̃ℓ1(y1)P̃ℓ2(y2)P̃ℓ

(
(y1 + 2(m1 −m)) + z(y2 + 2(m2 −m))

1 + z

)
, (7.15)

on the polytope Ω formed by constraints:

−1 <
(y1 + 2(m1 −m)) + z(y2 + 2(m2 −m))

1 + z
< 1, −1 < y1 < 1, −1 < y2 < 1 . (7.16)

If integers m,m1,m2 and the value z are given, Reduce[...,{y1, y2}] will cut Ω into non-

overlapping subregions Ωr

Ωr = {(y1, y2) | a(r)1 < y1 < a
(r)
2 , a

(r)
3 y1 + a

(r)
4 < y2 < a

(r)
5 y1 + a

(r)
6 }, (7.17)

on each of which the polynomial integration becomes straightforward. We therefore choose to

keep all yi integrations exact while using the midpoint-rule approximation for z, t integrals, e.g.

1Mi→i1i2

(
m m1 m2

ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2

)
≈ 2−K/2

N∑
s=1

1Ki→i1i2

(
z =

s− 1/2

N
;αs

)
Imm1m2
ℓ ℓ1ℓ2

(
z =

s− 1/2

N

)
, (7.18)

where the choice of N is in principle independent of K. When the kernels nKi→i1i2(z;αs) or
nKi→i1i2i3(z, t;αs) 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
nKi→i1i2(z;αs) may contain logp z that is relatively steep near the boundary z ∼ 0. Here, we take

the following modification to reduce the error:

nKi→i1i2

(
z =

s− 1/2

N
;αs

)
→ N

∫ s/N

(s−1)/N
dz nKi→i1i2(z;αs) . (7.19)

When there is a plus distribution, we employ the replacement in the summand:[
f(z)

z

]
+

Imm1m2
ℓ ℓ1ℓ2

(z)

∣∣∣∣∣
z=

s−1/2
N

→ N

s− 1/2

[
Imm1m2
ℓ ℓ1ℓ2

(
s− 1/2

N

)
− Imm1m2

ℓ ℓ1ℓ2
(0)

]
N

∫ s/N

(s−1)/N
dz f(z) ,

(7.20)

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

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 x-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 Ti(x, µ) is defined as

T (N,µ) =

∫ 1

0
dx xNTi(x, µ) (7.21)

with the zeroth moment fixed by the normalization condition, T (0, µ) = 1. In principal, if one

is able to get analytic expressions for the evolution equation of Ti(N,µ) for generic values of N ,

as well as derive the solution of the renormalization group equations given some initial condition

at the scale µ0, then this solves the evolution problem. All the information about the track

function at a certain scale µ1 in momentum-fraction space, Ti(x, µ1), is contained in the solution

Ti(N,µ1), 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 − n1 − n2)-th moment of the 1 → 3 evolution

kernel Ki→i1i2i3 for generic n1, n2, N , which multiplies the Ti1(n1)Ti2(n2)Ti3(N −n1−n2) term.10

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 ℓ:

Pm(x) =
ℓ∑

k=0

(1 + ℓ)2

1 +m+ k
f(m)f(k)xk , (7.22)

with m = 0, 1, . . . ℓ and

f(k) =

1 , if k = 0 ,∏k
j=1

(
1− (1+ℓ)2

j2

)
, if k ≥ 1, k ∈ N .

(7.23)

These polynomials have the property such that for integer N with 0 ≤ N ≤ ℓ∫ 1

0
dxxN Pm(x) = δN,m , (7.24)

10Although we are able to work out the generating functions for the moment-space kernels in N = 4 and QCD,

to extract the kernels, Ki→i1i2(n1, N−n1),Ki→i1i2i3(n1, n2, N−n1−n2) for generic n1, 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 M1 = 100 and M2 = 40, while the moment method uses first

M = 25 moments.

so we can directly reconstruct the approximate Ti(x, µ1) in terms of the moments Ti(m,µ) as

Ti(x, µ) ⋍
ℓ∑

m=0

Ti(m,µ)Pm(x) . (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 Ti(x, µ1). Naively, one can always add more moments, and more

terms to the polynomial, to obtain a better approximation to Ti(x, µ). 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 x-distribution, especially for large N . This can be seen from

T (N) + δT (N) =

∫ 1

0
dxxN [T (x) + δT (x)] (7.26)

which shows that large errors at values of x away from x = 1 will lead to small errors of δT (N) =∫ 1
0 dxxNδT (x) 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 x = 1, due to the xN 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

of e2πimx. Additionally, the coefficient is smaller for a harmonic with a larger integer index m.

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 ≤ x ≤ 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 Tq(x, µ). 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 M1 at LO and M2 at NLO. Since

we choose M2 = 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

f ⊗ Ti1
(
g ⊗ Ti2Ti3

)
= E[f, g]⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3 , (A.1)
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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 ⊗ Ti1
(
g ⊗ Ti2Ti3

)
=

∫
dx1 dx2 dx3 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3) (A.2)

×
∫ 1

0
dv dw δ

[
x− vx1 − (1− v)wx2 − (1− v)(1− w)x3

]
f(v)g(w).

The convolution on the right-hand side is written in sector-decomposed coordinates as follows,

E[f, g]⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3 =
∑
n

∫
dx1 dx2 dx3 Ti1(x1)Ti2(x2)Ti3(x3) (A.3)

×
∫ 1

0
dz dt δ

[
x− nz1x1 − nz2x2 − nz3x3

]
nE(z, t) ,

where the sum on n runs over sectors.

To apply sector decomposition, we first identify z1, z2 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,∫
R
dvdw f(v)g(w) =

6∑
n=1

∫
nR

dzdt nE(z, t) . (A.4)

Here, nR 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) = f̃(v) +

∞∑
p=0

(
0fpLp(v) + 1fpLp(1− v)

)
+ 0f−1δ(v) + 0f−1δ(1− v) , (A.5)
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sector ordering nv(z, t) nw(z, t)

sector 1 z1 < z2 < z3
zt

1+z+zt
z

1+z

sector 2 z1 < z3 < z2
zt

1+z+zt
1

1+z

sector 3 z2 < z1 < z3
z

1+z+zt
zt

1+zt

sector 4 z3 < z1 < z2
z

1+z+zt
1

1+zt

sector 5 z2 < z3 < z1
1

1+z+zt
t

1+t

sector 6 z3 < z2 < z1
1

1+z+zt
1

1+t

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

with a similar expression for g(w). Here we take f̃(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, t)-space can be written as

nE(z, t) = nẼ(z, t) +

∞∑
p=0

(
nẼz

p(t)Lp(z) +
nẼt

p(z)Lp(t)
)
+

∞∑
p=0

∞∑
q=0

nEpqLp(z)Lq(t)

+

(
nẼt

−1(z) +

∞∑
p=0

nEp,−1Lp(z)

)
δ(t) + nE−1,−1δ(z)δ(t) . (A.6)

Again, the notation Ẽ 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

δ(z) term needs no further t-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 t > 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,

nẼ(z, t) +

∞∑
p=0

nẼz
p(t)

logp z

z
+

∞∑
q=0

nẼt
q(z)

logq t

t
+

∞∑
p=0

∞∑
q=0

nEpq
logp z

z

logq t

t
(A.7)

=
z

(1 + z + zt)3
1

1− nv
f(nv)g(nw) for z, t > 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 t→ 0.

Next, let us derive nẼt
−1(z) and

nEp,−1, the coefficient functions that multiply δ(t). To derive

these functions we need to choose the region of integration such that δ(t) contributes to the

– 61 –



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

R1 : 0 < w < ϵ , v1 < v < v′1 ,

R2 : 1− ϵ < w < 1, v2 < v < v′2 ,

R3 : w3 < w < w′
3 , 0 < v < ϵ ,

R4 : w4 < w < w′
4 , 1− ϵ < v < 1 ,

R5 : w5 < w < w′
5 , 0 < v < ϵ ,

R6 : w6 < w < w′
6 , 1− ϵ < v < 1 ,

where ϵ 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

1Ẽt
−1(z) +

1Ep,−1
logp z

z
=

{
0f−1 +

∞∑
p=0

0fp
1

1 + p
log1+p

( z

1 + z

)} 1

(1 + z)2
g
( z

1 + z

)
, (A.8)

2Ẽt
−1(z) +

2Ep,−1
logp z

z
=

{
0f−1 +

∞∑
p=0

0fp
1

1 + p
log1+p

( z

1 + z

)} 1

(1 + z)2
g
( 1

1 + z

)
, (A.9)

3Ẽt
−1(z) +

3Ep,−1
logp z

z
=

{
0g−1 +

∞∑
k=0

0gk
log1+k z

1 + k

}
1

(1 + z)2
f
( z

1 + z

)
, (A.10)

4Ẽt
−1(z) +

4Ep,−1
logp z

z
=

{
1g−1 +

∞∑
k=0

1gk
log1+k z

1 + k

}
1

(1 + z)2
f
( z

1 + z

)
, (A.11)

5Ẽt
−1(z) +

5Ep,−1
logp z

z
= 0g−1

1

(1 + z)2
f
( 1

1 + z

)
, (A.12)

6Ẽt
−1(z) +

6Ep,−1
logp z

z
= 1g−1

1

(1 + z)2
f
( 1

1 + z

)
, (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 nE−1,−1, which is the coefficient of the δ(z)δ(t)

term. To extract this term, we choose the region to be the sector itself, resulting in

nE−1,−1 =

∫
sn

dvdw f(v)g(w)−
∫ 1

0
dzdt 1+3Ẽ(z, t)−

∫ 1

0
dz 1+3Ẽt

−1(z) . (A.14)
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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−1,−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,{
Mf ⊗ Ti1(g ⊗ Ti2Ti3)

}
(N + 1) =

{
ME ⊗ Ti1Ti2Ti3

}
(N + 1) ∀ N ∈ N , (A.15)

with {M . . . } denoting the Mellin moment. Treating all moments of the track functions as

independent variables, one arrives at the following constraint∑
n

∫ 1

0
dzdt nzk11

nzk22
nzk33

nE(z, t) =

∫ 1

0
dvdw vk1(1− v)N−k1wk2(1− w)k3 f(v)g(w) , (A.16)

for all k1 + k2 + k3 = N . We have checked that this condition is satisfied for all k1 + k2 + 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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[30] K. Lee, B. Meçaj, and I. Moult, Conformal Colliders Meet the LHC, arXiv:2205.03414.

[31] H. Chen, I. Moult, J. Thaler, and H. X. Zhu, Non-Gaussianities in collider energy flux, JHEP 07

(2022) 146, [arXiv:2205.02857].

[32] L. Ricci and M. Riembau, Energy correlators of hadronically decaying electroweak bosons, Phys.

Rev. D 106 (2022), no. 11 114010, [arXiv:2207.03511].

[33] X. Liu and H. X. Zhu, Nucleon Energy Correlators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130 (2023), no. 9 091901,

[arXiv:2209.02080].

[34] C. Andres, F. Dominguez, R. Kunnawalkam Elayavalli, J. Holguin, C. Marquet, and I. Moult,

Resolving the Scales of the Quark-Gluon Plasma with Energy Correlators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130

(2023), no. 26 262301, [arXiv:2209.11236].

[35] Y. Li, I. Moult, S. S. van Velzen, W. J. Waalewijn, and H. X. Zhu, Extending Precision

Perturbative QCD with Track Functions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (2022), no. 18 182001,

[arXiv:2108.01674].

[36] M. Jaarsma, Y. Li, I. Moult, W. Waalewijn, and H. X. Zhu, Renormalization group flows for track

function moments, JHEP 06 (2022) 139, [arXiv:2201.05166].

[37] Y.-T. Chien, R. Rahn, S. Schrijnder van Velzen, D. Y. Shao, W. J. Waalewijn, and B. Wu,

Recoil-free azimuthal angle for precision boson-jet correlation, Phys. Lett. B 815 (2021) 136124,

[arXiv:2005.12279].

[38] Y.-T. Chien, R. Rahn, D. Y. Shao, W. J. Waalewijn, and B. Wu, Precision boson-jet azimuthal

decorrelation at hadron colliders, JHEP 02 (2023) 256, [arXiv:2205.05104].

[39] W. J. Waalewijn, Calculating the Charge of a Jet, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 094030,

[arXiv:1209.3019].

[40] D. Krohn, M. D. Schwartz, T. Lin, and W. J. Waalewijn, Jet Charge at the LHC, Phys. Rev. Lett.

110 (2013), no. 21 212001, [arXiv:1209.2421].

[41] D. J. Scott and W. J. Waalewijn, The leading jet transverse momentum in inclusive jet production

and with a loose jet veto, JHEP 03 (2020) 159, [arXiv:1912.06673].

[42] D. Neill, F. Ringer, and N. Sato, Leading jets and energy loss, JHEP 07 (2021) 041,

[arXiv:2103.16573].

– 65 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.11050
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.11381
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.02492
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.08393
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.07800
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.03414
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.02857
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03511
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.02080
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.11236
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01674
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.05166
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.12279
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.05104
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.3019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2421
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06673
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.16573


[43] S. Catani and M. Grazzini, Infrared factorization of tree level QCD amplitudes at the

next-to-next-to-leading order and beyond, Nucl. Phys. B 570 (2000) 287–325, [hep-ph/9908523].

[44] D. A. Kosower and P. Uwer, One loop splitting amplitudes in gauge theory, Nucl. Phys. B 563

(1999) 477–505, [hep-ph/9903515].

[45] G. F. R. Sborlini, D. de Florian, and G. Rodrigo, Double collinear splitting amplitudes at

next-to-leading order, JHEP 01 (2014) 018, [arXiv:1310.6841].

[46] K. Konishi, A. Ukawa, and G. Veneziano, A Simple Algorithm for QCD Jets, Phys. Lett. B 78

(1978) 243–248.

[47] K. Konishi, A. Ukawa, and G. Veneziano, Jet Calculus: A Simple Algorithm for Resolving QCD

Jets, Nucl. Phys. B157 (1979) 45–107.

[48] J. Kalinowski, K. Konishi, and T. R. Taylor, JET CALCULUS BEYOND LEADING

LOGARITHMS, Nucl. Phys. B 181 (1981) 221–252.

[49] J. Kalinowski, K. Konishi, P. N. Scharbach, and T. R. Taylor, RESOLVING QCD JETS BEYOND

LEADING ORDER: QUARK DECAY PROBABILITIES, Nucl. Phys. B 181 (1981) 253–276.

[50] J. F. Gunion and J. Kalinowski, Jet Calculus Beyond Leading Order for the Gluon Sector, Phys.

Rev. D 29 (1984) 1545–1548.

[51] J. F. Gunion, J. Kalinowski, and L. Szymanowski, RESOLVING QCD JETS BEYOND

LEADING ORDER: GLUON DECAY PROBABILITIES, Phys. Rev. D 32 (1985) 2303–2321.

[52] A. Banfi, G. Marchesini, and G. Smye, Away from jet energy flow, JHEP 08 (2002) 006,

[hep-ph/0206076].

[53] A. Banfi, F. A. Dreyer, and P. F. Monni, Next-to-leading non-global logarithms in QCD, JHEP 10

(2021) 006, [arXiv:2104.06416].

[54] A. Banfi, F. A. Dreyer, and P. F. Monni, Higher-order non-global logarithms from jet calculus,

JHEP 03 (2022) 135, [arXiv:2111.02413].

[55] Y. L. Dokshitzer, Calculation of the Structure Functions for Deep Inelastic Scattering and e+ e-

Annihilation by Perturbation Theory in Quantum Chromodynamics., Sov. Phys. JETP 46 (1977)

641–653.

[56] V. N. Gribov and L. N. Lipatov, Deep inelastic e p scattering in perturbation theory, Sov. J. Nucl.

Phys. 15 (1972) 438–450.

[57] G. Altarelli and G. Parisi, Asymptotic Freedom in Parton Language, Nucl. Phys. B 126 (1977)

298–318.

[58] U. P. Sukhatme and K. E. Lassila, Q2 Evolution of Multi - Hadron Fragmentation Functions,

Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980) 1184.

[59] U. P. Sukhatme, K. E. Lassila, and R. Orava, Diquark Fragmentation, Phys. Rev. D 25 (1982)

2975.

[60] A. Majumder and X.-N. Wang, The Dihadron fragmentation function and its evolution, Phys. Rev.

D 70 (2004) 014007, [hep-ph/0402245].

[61] M. Ritzmann and W. J. Waalewijn, Fragmentation in Jets at NNLO, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014),

no. 5 054029, [arXiv:1407.3272].

[62] W. T. Giele and E. W. N. Glover, Higher order corrections to jet cross-sections in e+ e-

annihilation, Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992) 1980–2010.

– 66 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9908523
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9903515
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6841
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206076
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.06416
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.02413
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402245
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.3272


[63] A. Gehrmann-De Ridder and E. W. N. Glover, A Complete O (alpha alpha-s) calculation of the

photon + 1 jet rate in e+ e- annihilation, Nucl. Phys. B 517 (1998) 269–323, [hep-ph/9707224].

[64] D. A. Kosower and P. Uwer, Evolution kernels from splitting amplitudes, Nucl. Phys. B 674 (2003)

365–400, [hep-ph/0307031].

[65] T. Becher and M. Neubert, Toward a NNLO calculation of the anti-B —> X(s) gamma decay rate

with a cut on photon energy. II. Two-loop result for the jet function, Phys. Lett. B 637 (2006)

251–259, [hep-ph/0603140].

[66] T. Becher and G. Bell, The gluon jet function at two-loop order, Phys. Lett. B 695 (2011) 252–258,

[arXiv:1008.1936].

[67] A. Jain, M. Procura, and W. J. Waalewijn, Parton Fragmentation within an Identified Jet at

NNLL, JHEP 05 (2011) 035, [arXiv:1101.4953].

[68] T. Binoth and G. Heinrich, An automatized algorithm to compute infrared divergent multiloop

integrals, Nucl. Phys. B 585 (2000) 741–759, [hep-ph/0004013].

[69] T. Binoth and G. Heinrich, Numerical evaluation of phase space integrals by sector decomposition,

Nucl. Phys. B 693 (2004) 134–148, [hep-ph/0402265].

[70] C. Anastasiou, K. Melnikov, and F. Petriello, A new method for real radiation at NNLO, Phys.

Rev. D 69 (2004) 076010, [hep-ph/0311311].

[71] C. Anastasiou, Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, and D. A. Kosower, Planar amplitudes in maximally

supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 251602, [hep-th/0309040].

[72] Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, and D. A. Kosower, Two-loop g —> gg splitting amplitudes in QCD, JHEP

08 (2004) 012, [hep-ph/0404293].

[73] A. Kotikov, L. Lipatov, A. Onishchenko, and V. Velizhanin, Three loop universal anomalous

dimension of the Wilson operators in N = 4 SUSY Yang-Mills model, Phys. Lett. B 595 (2004)

521–529, [hep-th/0404092]. [Erratum: Phys.Lett.B 632, 754–756 (2006)].

[74] J. M. Campbell and E. W. N. Glover, Double unresolved approximations to multiparton scattering

amplitudes, Nucl. Phys. B 527 (1998) 264–288, [hep-ph/9710255].

[75] S. Catani and M. Grazzini, Collinear factorization and splitting functions for

next-to-next-to-leading order QCD calculations, Phys. Lett. B 446 (1999) 143–152,

[hep-ph/9810389].

[76] J. Blumlein and S. Kurth, Harmonic sums and Mellin transforms up to two loop order, Phys. Rev.

D 60 (1999) 014018, [hep-ph/9810241].

[77] A. V. Kotikov and V. N. Velizhanin, Analytic continuation of the Mellin moments of deep inelastic

structure functions, hep-ph/0501274.

[78] S. Albino, Analytic Continuation of Harmonic Sums, Phys. Lett. B 674 (2009) 41–48,

[arXiv:0902.2148].

[79] J. Blumlein, Structural Relations of Harmonic Sums and Mellin Transforms up to Weight w = 5,

Comput. Phys. Commun. 180 (2009) 2218–2249, [arXiv:0901.3106].

[80] V. N. Velizhanin, Exact result in N = 4 SYM theory: generalised double-logarithmic equation,

JHEP 05 (2022) 176, [arXiv:2201.04616].

[81] V. N. Velizhanin, Analytic continuation of harmonic sums: Dispersion representation, Nucl. Phys.

B 984 (2022) 115976, [arXiv:2205.15182].

– 67 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9707224
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0307031
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603140
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.1936
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.4953
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0004013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402265
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0311311
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0309040
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404293
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0404092
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710255
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9810389
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9810241
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0501274
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.2148
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.3106
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.04616
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.15182


[82] P. Banerjee, A. Chakraborty, P. K. Dhani, V. Ravindran, and S. Seth, Second order splitting

functions and infrared safe cross sections in N = 4 SYM theory, JHEP 04 (2019) 058,

[arXiv:1810.07672].

[83] V. N. Gribov and L. N. Lipatov, e+ e- pair annihilation and deep inelastic e p scattering in

perturbation theory, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 15 (1972) 675–684.

[84] B. Basso and G. Korchemsky, Anomalous dimensions of high-spin operators beyond the leading

order, Nucl. Phys. B 775 (2007) 1–30, [hep-th/0612247].

[85] Y. L. Dokshitzer and G. Marchesini, N=4 SUSY Yang-Mills: three loops made simple(r), Phys.

Lett. B 646 (2007) 189–201, [hep-th/0612248].

[86] M. Procura and I. W. Stewart, Quark Fragmentation within an Identified Jet, Phys. Rev. D 81

(2010) 074009, [arXiv:0911.4980]. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 83, 039902 (2011)].

[87] J. Bezanson, A. Edelman, S. Karpinski, and V. B. Shah, Julia: A fresh approach to numerical

computing, SIAM review 59 (2017), no. 1 65–98.

[88] C. Rackauckas and Q. Nie, Differentialequations.jl–a performant and feature-rich ecosystem for

solving differential equations in julia, Journal of Open Research Software 5 (2017), no. 1.

[89] O. Tange, Gnu parallel - the command-line power tool, ;login: The USENIX Magazine 36 (Feb,

2011) 42–47.

[90] J. A. De Loera, R. Hemmecke, J. Tauzer, and R. Yoshida, Effective lattice point counting in

rational convex polytopes, Journal of symbolic computation 38 (2004), no. 4 1273–1302.
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