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Abstract: In this paper, we explore the use of jet substructure as a way of probing phe-

nomena which break the isotropic behavior of jets, such as jet propagation through an

anisotropically flowing quark-gluon plasma or spin correlations. We introduce two novel

observables for this purpose: the azimuthal-dependent jet broadening and the azimuthal-

dependent jet shape, which generalize the traditional isotropic substructure studies. Using

Soft-Collinear Effective Theory, we explicitly calculate the jet functions associated with

these observables with a standard jet axis and with a Winner-Take-All jet axis in both the

resummed and fixed order limits. While our analysis first and foremost establishes the for-

malism for the azimuthal-dependent jet substructure, it also brings to light new results for

jet substructure in the azimuthally integrated case, such as the semi-inclusive jet function

and the exclusive jet shape for the Winner-Take-All axis, and the jet broadening in the

fixed order region. As an illustrative example for the new formalism we demonstrate that

the azimuthal-dependent jet broadening can be used as a direct probe of the transversity

parton distribution function in deep inelastic scattering.
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1 Introduction

Jet substructure observables correlate the pattern of hadronic activity contained within

the jet with the quark and gluon dynamics [1–3], providing a method to uncover the

properties of the partonic interaction. They can be used to test beyond the Standard Model

theories [4–7] and serve as a probe of the fundamental strong interaction dynamics [8–20].

Various jet substructure observables have been proposed in the literature, see for instance

[21] for a review, but in this paper we focus on jet angularities and jet broadening [22–24]

and the jet shape [25]. Jet angularities allow for a smooth transition between jet mass

and jet broadening studies, while the jet shape yields information for the energy profile of

the jet. While these observables contain a wealth of information on the momenta of jet

constituents, both observables integrate over the azimuthal dynamics of the jet, providing

only isotropic information on its substructure.

In Ref. [26] it was demonstrated that non-perturbative effects correlate the transverse

spin of a quark with the distribution of final-state hadrons. Namely, fewer hadrons with

a higher average transverse momentum relative to the parent quark are produced in one

direction, while a higher multiplicity of hadrons which carry on average smaller transverse

momentum are produced in the opposite direction in the azimuthal plane. In this way, the

transverse spin of the initial state quark breaks the isotropic symmetry of hadronization

and results in an anisotropic distribution of hadrons in the jet. This Collins effect and

the resulting distribution of hadrons are governed by the non-perturbative fragmentation

function (FF) known as the Collins Fragmentation Function. More recently, perturbative

computations associated with the correlation of the quark spin and final-state hadron trans-

verse momentum have also been performed [27]. Di-hadron fragmentation functions [28–30]

and correlations associated with the spin of the final-state hadron can also be shown to

give rise to similar effects. With the ongoing interest in mapping out the spin structure

of nucleons and understanding polarization dependent fragmentation function, see for in-

stance [31–35], jet substructure measurements which are sensitive to the transverse spin

of the jet can offer novel insight into spin-dependent dynamics. Within a transverse mo-

mentum dependent framework this has been studied for instance in [36], where azimuthal

asymmetries around the jet are considered for a single hadron close to the jet axis. Lastly in

Refs. [37, 38], it was demonstrated that hadronization effects lead to correlations between

the transverse spin and the direction of the Winner-Take-All (WTA) jet axis.

Anisotropic jet substructure can also arise due to color flow in a preferential direction,

such as in the case of jet pull [39–41]. In [39] the authors introduced the idea of jet pull as a

means of discriminating between Higgs and gluon initiated b di-jets in hadronic collisions.

In the case of Higgs initiated b-dijets, the tree level process generates a di-jet pair which is

a color dipole. This color dipole generates a preferential direction for radiative emissions,

resulting in an anisotropic contribution to the jet substructure. In the gluon initiated dijets

however, color dipoles are generated between the jets and the incoming hadronic beams,

results in a two separate pulls between the beam remnants and the jets.

In reactions with nuclei, parton showers are modified via radiative and collisional pro-

cesses in matter. Qualitatively, they are broader and softer than the ones in the vacuum.
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Quantitatively, jet observables in such mesoscopic collisions, were shown to be sensitive

diagnostics of the transport properties of matter and non-local quantum coherence ef-

fects [42, 43]. Jet substructure can be further sensitive to redistribution of the energy

deposited in the medium by hard quarks and gluons. This has motivated studies of sev-

eral substructure observables in heavy ion reactions [44–57]. Lastly, there has been recent

interest in using jet substructure to probe the flow of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP). Off-

center collisions of energetic nuclei result in pressure gradients and velocities of the QGP

that drive anisotropic collisional interactions and bremsstrahlung patterns that have been

derived theoretically [58] and visualized at the parton branching level [59]. These theoret-

ical developments offer a promising avenue for exploring how energetic particles interact

with flowing, strongly coupled plasmas [60, 61]. Thus far, a first-principles approach for

azimuthal-anisotropic jet substructure that can be generalized to reactions with nuclei has

not been developed.

In this paper, we address this deficiency and define azimuthal-dependent generaliza-

tions of jet shape and jet angularities. Using Soft-Collinear Effective Theory (SCET), we

derive the factorization and resummation of the jet functions associated with experimental

observables and demonstrate that they share the same anomalous dimension as the exclu-

sive and semi-inclusive jet functions. This allows for novel jet substructure studies to be

performed across a large number of processes. While our analysis focuses on defining the

azimuthal-dependent jet functions, it also brings to light new insights into jet substructure

in the azimuthally integrated case. Specifically, we derive the semi-inclusive jet function for

the Winner-Take-All axis, calculate jet broadening in the fixed order region, and develop

the exclusive jet shape with the WTA axis. In Sec. 2, we calculate the azimuthal-dependent

jet broadening in the fixed order and resummed limits using a Standard Jet Axis (SJA)

and a WTA jet axis. In Sec. 3, we calculate the azimuthal-dependent jet shape in the

resummed and fixed order limits. In Sec. 4, we demonstrate that anisotropic effects of the

jet substructure allow us to directly probe the transversity PDF in DIS. We conclude in

Sec. 5. Selected results on jet functions, anomalous dimensions, and partonic cross sections

are collected in the Appendix.

2 Azimuthal-dependent jet broadening

Traditional jet angularities in hadronic colliders [22, 23, 62, 63] are defined by

τ̄a =
1

pT

∑
i∈J

piT |∆RiJ |2−a , (2.1)

where the bar is used to denote that azimuthal averaging has been performed, piT is the

transverse momentum of particle i with respect to the beam axis, pT denotes the transverse

momentum of the jet, and the inter-particle distance is defined as

∆Rij =
√

∆y2ij +∆ϕ2ij . (2.2)
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Figure 1: The azimuthal-dependent jet broadening. Emissions which pass through the

red surface are constituents of Jφ and thus contribute to the observable.

The final-state particles are collected into the jet if they satisfy the condition that ∆Rij <

R, where R is defined in terms of the jet pseudo-rapidity and jet radius as

R =
R

cosh η
. (2.3)

The parameter a in the definition of the angularity controls the exact measurement that is

performed on the jet. Thus, for different values of a the relevant EFT that is used for the

factorization and resummation is altered. In the region a ≲ 2 the dominant contribution

to the angularity comes from the large light-cone momentum component of the constituent

particles. In this case, the angularity provides information on their energy distribution

and we have the power counting that τ̄a ∼ 1, indicating that SCET I is the proper EFT.

Alternatively, in the region where a ∼ 1 the particles measure the distribution of momentum

that is transverse to the direction of the jet. Thus, the proper EFT in this region is SCET

II. Lastly, in the region where a ∼ 0 the measurement is dominated by the small light-

cone momentum component of the particles of the jet, proving information for the mass

distribution of the jet. Thus, this subset of the angularities has a power counting that

τ̄a ∼ λ2, once again requiring the use of SCET I.

In this paper, we generalize the jet angularities to provide additional sensitivity in the

azimuthal plane. In the traditional definition of jet angularities we see that while the jet

broadening characterizes the mean width of a jet, this measurement cannot be used to

determined if the hadrons in the jet are more spread out in one direction or another. Thus,

while jet angularities can be used to address the question as to how effects such as flavor

can alter the overall width of a jet, they are not ideal in obtaining information associated

with the direction of the effect in anisotropic scenarios. To address this issue, we define

the set of jet angularities

τa =
1

pT

∑
i∈Jφ

piT |∆RiJ |2−a , υa (φ) =
∂

∂φ
τa , (2.4)

where Jφ defines a wedge of the jet which is specified with the azimuthal angles φi and

φ, see Fig. 1. Here τa represents the jet angularity while υa represents the differential jet
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Figure 2: Illustration of the EFT modes that obey different power counting and contribute

to the non-perturbative, resummed, and fixed order regions.

angularity. In this paper, we focus on the jet broadening, which has a = 1. For simplicity,

we will take the notation τ1 ≡ τ .

We now note that there are two ways to define a jet wedge, these can either be iterative

or by slicing the jet. In the iterative approach, the jet is reconstructed. At each point in

the history of the jet, if the azimuthal angle of an emission falls within a range that is

determined by the wedge, the particle remains in the jet wedge. The jet slicing definition

of the wedge is much simpler. In this case, a jet is constructed and all particles that fall

within an azimuthal range are contained within the wedge. For the jet broadening, we will

use the slicing method while for the jet shape, we will use the iterative method.

2.1 Power counting the jet broadening

The precise definition of the jet broadening requires careful consideration of several scales,

including the hard scale for the process pT , the jet scale pTR, the jet broadening scale pT τ ,

and ΛQCD. Focusing on pT τ , in this section we’ll cover three regions, where ΛQCD ≲ pT τ ≪
pTR ≪ pT , where ΛQCD ≪ pT τ ≪ pTR ≪ pT , and where ΛQCD ≪ pT τ ≲ pTR ≪ pT . We

will refer to these three regions as the non-perturbative, resummed, and fixed order regions,

respectively, and illustrate them in Fig. 2. For τ ≪ R logarithms of τ/R are resummed by

re-factorizing the jet function into hyper-collinear and soft-collinear functions and solving

the rapidity renormalization group evolution equations.

Events in which no collinear emissions occur outside of the jet are characterized as

‘exclusive’, see for instance Ref. [62, 63] for the computation of jet angularities with a < 1,

while events in which collinear emissions occur outside of the jet are characterized as ‘semi-
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inclusive’, see for instance [64–66]. The exclusive jet broadening functions are given by the

SCET I matrix elements as

Ĝaxis
q alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

1

2Nc
Tr

[
/̄nJ
2
⟨0|δ (ωJ − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)χnJ (0)|Jφ⟩

× ⟨Jφ|χ̄nJ (0)|0⟩
]
, (2.5)

Ĝaxis
g alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = − ωJ

2(N2
c − 1)

⟨0|δ (ωJ − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)BnJ⊥µ(0)|Jφ⟩

× ⟨Jφ|Bµ
nJ⊥(0)|0⟩ , (2.6)

where µ is the renormalization group scale, ζ is the Collins-Soper parameter, the wedge of

the jet runs from some initial value to φ, and the hat is used to denote that the function

is bare. We note that the Collins-Soper scale enters only in the resummed and non-

perturbative regions; however, to simplify the notation, we include the Collins-Soper pa-

rameter in the functional dependence in all regions. The jet boundary here depends on the

definition of the jet axis, which may be either a Standard Jet Axis (SJA) or a Winner-Take-

All axis (WTA), and the algorithm used, which may be either anti-kT or cone. Additionally,

in these expressions, the measurement operator for the jet broadening is defined by

τ̂ |Jφ, X⟩ = 1

ωJ

∑
i∈Jφ

pi⊥|Jφ, X⟩ , (2.7)

where pi⊥ denotes the magnitude of the transverse momentum of particle i with respect to

the direction of the jet, and the τ̂ operator acts only on the sub-space of the jet wedge.

For the semi-inclusive jet broadening functions there are two characteristic collinear

momenta, the large component of the parton ω and the large component of the jet ωJ .

The semi-inclusive jet broadening functions are given by [66]

Ĝaxis
q alg (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

z

2Nc

∑∫
X

Tr
[ /̄nJ
2
⟨0|δ (ω − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)χnJ (0)|Jφ, X⟩

× ⟨Jφ, X|χ̄nJ (0)|0⟩
]
, (2.8)

Ĝaxis
g alg (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = − z ω

2(N2
c − 1)

∑∫
X

⟨0|δ (ω − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)BnJ⊥µ(0)|Jφ, X⟩

× ⟨Jφ, X|Bµ
nJ⊥(0)|0⟩ , (2.9)

where the exclusive and semi-inclusive functions are differentiated from one another by the

z argument, which is the energy fraction of the jet with respect to the parent parton.

In the region where τ ≪ R, there are two modes which contribute to the jet broadening,

namely the hyper-collinear and soft-collinear modes that have the power counting

pµc ∼ ωJ

(
λ2, 1, λ

)
, pµs ∼ ωJ

λ

R

(
R2, 1, R

)
, (2.10)

where λ ∼ τ is our power counting parameter. Based on this power counting, we see that

these modes have the natural scales

µc ∼ µs ∼ ωJλ , νc ∼ ωJ , νs ∼ ωJ
λ

R
, (2.11)
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where µ denotes the usual renormalization group scale while ν is the rapidity renormaliza-

tion group scale. Under a BPS field redefinition, the momentum space jet function in the

resummed and non-perturbative regions can be written as

Ĝaxis
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = Haxis

i alg (νs, νc)C axis
[
Ĉaxis
i Ŝaxis

i

]
(φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (2.12)

Ĝaxis
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = Ĥaxis

i alg (νs, νc)C axis
[
Ĉaxis
i Ŝaxis

i F axis
i

]
(φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (2.13)

where i denotes the flavor of the parton that initiates the jet and we have dropped power

correction terms for simplicity. The four functions that enter into these expressions are

the matching coefficient function H, the hyper-collinear function C, the soft-collinear func-

tion S, and the non-perturbative contribution F . The hyper-collinear and soft-collinear

functions depend trivially on the choice of the axis, namely they will contain subtleties

associated with factors of 2. In using the fixed order expressions for the hyper-collinear

and soft-collinear functions in the asymptotic region, the perturbative expression contains

logs of the rapidity scales νc and νs. The matching function removes these logarithms such

that the resummed and fixed order regions match. Lastly, the non-perturbative function

does not depend on the jet constraint based on the power counting. However, the non-

perturbative effects do depend on the jet axis used. In this expression, the dependence

on the jet algorithm is encoded in the power suppressed terms. In the next section we

will provide details as to why this occurs. In what follows we will use k⊥ to denote the

transverse momentum of the initial-state hyper-collinear parton radiation in the jet. In

this paper, we consider this momentum to be in 2 − 2ϵ dimensions. The integration in

this variable accounts for the recoil of the collinear mode due to soft radiation [67, 68] and

largely complicates the full computation of the jet function due to interplay between the

polar angle of the collinear mode and the jet constraint (aka geometric effects), see for

instance [69] where the recoil effects were considered for the jet shape. The Winner-Take-

All (WTA) jet axis greatly simplifies the expression since the direction of the jet axis is

insensitive to soft emission [70]. Thus, the expression for a WTA jet axis is the same as

that for the SJA except that the soft-collinear function for the WTA axis will always be

proportional to a delta function in the transverse momentum so that the integration can

be performed trivially. Lastly, we have used the short-hand notation that

C SJA
[
ĈSJA
i ŜSJA

i

]
(φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

∫
d2−2ϵk⊥

∫
dτc dτs δ (τ − τc − τs)

× ĈSJA
i

(
φ, τc,k⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
ŜSJA
i (φ, τs,−k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) , (2.14)

C SJA
[
ĈSJA
i ŜSJA

i Fi

]
(φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

∫
d2−2ϵk⊥

∫
dτc dτs dτNPδ (τ − τc − τs − τNP)

× ĈSJA
i

(
φ, τc,k⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
ŜSJA
i (φ, τs,−k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) F

SJA
i (τNP, ζ0, ζ) .

(2.15)
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For the WTA axis, we have

CWTA
[
ĈWTA
i ŜWTA

i

]
(φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

∫
dτc dτs δ (τ − τc − τs)

× ĈWTA
i

(
φ, τc, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
ŜWTA
i (φ, τs, R, ωJ , µ, ν) , (2.16)

CWTA
[
ĈWTA
i ŜWTA

i Fi

]
(φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

∫
dτc dτs dτNP δ (τ − τc − τs − τNP)

× ĈWTA
i

(
φ, τc, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
ŜWTA
i (φ, τs, R, ωJ , µ, ν) F

WTA
i (τNP, ζ0, ζ) . (2.17)

In performing this refactorization, the measurement function in the non-perturbative region

factorizes as

τ̂ |J⟩ = τ̂c|Jc, Js, JNP⟩+ τ̂s|Jc, Js, JNP⟩+ τ̂NP|Jc, Js, JNP⟩ , (2.18)

where Jc, Js, and JNP represent the sub-spaces of the hyper-collinear, soft-collinear, and

non-perturbative contributions to the jet, while the operators τ̂c/s/NP act on those sub-

spaces. The refactorization in the resummed region is similar except that one takes τ̂NP →
0.

The matrix elements that define the hyper-collinear function is given by

ĈSJA
q

(
φ, τ,k⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=

1

2Nc
Tr

[
/̄nJ
2
⟨0|δ2−2ϵ (P⊥ − k⊥) δ (ωJ − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)

× χnJ (0)|Jφ⟩⟨Jφ|χ̄nJ (0)|0⟩
]
, (2.19)

ĈSJA
g

(
φ, τ,k⊥, ωJ , µ, ,

ζ

ν2

)
=− ωJ

2(N2
c − 1)

⟨0|δ2−2ϵ (P⊥ − k⊥) δ (ωJ − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)

× BnJ⊥µ(0)|Jφ⟩⟨Jφ|Bµ
nJ⊥(0)|0⟩ , (2.20)

ĈWTA
q

(
φ, τ, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=

1

2Nc
Tr

[
/̄nJ
2
⟨0|δ2−2ϵ (P⊥) δ (ωJ − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)

× χnJ (0)|Jφ⟩⟨Jφ|χ̄nJ (0)|0⟩
]
, (2.21)

ĈWTA
g

(
φ, τ, ωJ , µ, ,

ζ

ν2

)
=− ωJ

2(N2
c − 1)

⟨0|δ2−2ϵ (P⊥) δ (ωJ − n̄J · P) δ (τ − τ̂)

× BnJ⊥µ(0)|Jφ⟩⟨Jφ|Bµ
nJ⊥(0)|0⟩ , (2.22)

where the collinear fields are those of SCET II. Note that there is no kT dependence in the

WTA case. S denotes the soft-collinear function which is constructed from the vacuum
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expectation values of SCET II Wilson lines as

ŜSJA
q (φ, τs,k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) =

1

Nc

∑∫
Js,Xs

Tr
〈
0
∣∣∣S†

nJ
(0)Sn̄J (0)δ (τs − τ̂s)

∣∣∣ Js, Xs

〉

×
〈
Js, Xs

∣∣∣S†
n̄J
(0)SnJ (0)

∣∣∣ 0〉 δ2−2ϵ

(
k⊥ −

∑
i∈J

ki,⊥

)
, (2.23)

ŜWTA
q (φ, τs, R, ωJ , µ, ν) =

1

Nc

∑∫
Js,Xs

Tr
〈
0
∣∣∣S†

nJ
(0)Sn̄J (0)δ (τs − τ̂s)

∣∣∣ Js, Xs

〉
×
〈
Js, Xs

∣∣∣S†
n̄J
(0)SnJ (0)

∣∣∣ 0〉 , (2.24)

while there are analogous expressions for the gluon soft-collinear function with Wilson lines

in the adjoint representation of SU(3).

The jet function involves a convolution of the hyper-collinear and soft-collinear contri-

butions to the total jet broadening. This convolution is simplified by working in Laplace

space. The exclusive jet broadening function becomes

Ĝaxis
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = Ĥaxis

i alg(νs, νc)

∫
d2−2ϵk⊥

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞

dκ

2πi
exp

( κτ
eγE

)
× Ĉaxis

i

(
φ, κ,k⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
Ŝaxis
i (φ, κ,−k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) , (2.25)

while there is an analogous expression for the WTA jet function, but without the transverse

momentum integration. Here κ denotes the Laplace conjugate variable to τ . In this expres-

sion, the hyper-collinear and soft-collinear functions can be written as Laplace transforms

of the momentum space distributions

Ĉaxis
i

(
φ, κ,k⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=

∫ ∞

0
dτ exp

(
− κτ

eγE

)
Ĉaxis
i

(
φ, τ,k⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
, (2.26)

Ŝaxis
i (φ, κ,k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) =

∫ ∞

0
dτ exp

(
− κτ

eγE

)
Ŝaxis
i (φ, τ,k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) . (2.27)

In our definition of the jet function, we omitted emissions outside of the jet. These

additional emissions result in the jet carrying a portion z of the parent parton’s momentum.

As discussed in [66], from an EFT perspective, these contributions can be considered by

accounting for hard-collinear emissions, which have a power counting phc ∼ ωJ(R
2, 1, R)

and thus are wide angled enough to occur outside of the jet and can contribute to energy

loss of the fragmenting parton. In this case the jet function can be written as

Ĝaxis
i alg (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = ĥij (z,R, ωJ , µ) Ĝ

axis
j alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (2.28)

where i represents the flavor of the parent parton while j represents the flavor of the jet.

The function h is the hard-collinear function, which does not depend on the jet algorithm

as we will later discuss.
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2.2 Kinematics at one-loop

In a rotationally invariant about an axis system, the tree level functions are simply given

by

Ĝ
axis (0)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

φ

2π
δ (τ) , (2.29)

Ĝ
axis (0)
i alg (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

φ

2π
δ (τ) δ (1− z) . (2.30)

The interpretation of this expression is that a parton that moves in the direction of the jet

axis has a probability φ/2π of entering into the jet wedge.

Before we begin computing the perturbative ingredients at one-loop, we first touch on

a subtlety in the definition of the jet direction. In our matrix elements for the jet function,

we enforce that the jet has momentum

Pµ
J = ωJ

n̄µ

2
. (2.31)

At one-loop, if an emission is inside the jet, the parent parton then has a momentum

lµ = ωJ
nµ

2
+ n · l n̄

µ

2
, (2.32)

where n · l ∼ λ2ωJ . This constraint is fixed by Eq. (2.31). However, if a particle with

momentum q leaves the jet, the momentum of the particle which remained in the jet

carries the jet momentum and we have

(l − q)µ = ωJ
nµ

2
, (2.33)

which is once again fixes the frame and is enforced by Eq. (2.31). The exclusive jet broad-

ening function contains emissions only within the jet and, therefore, we use only the first

frame discussed. The computation of the semi-inclusive jet broadening with a SJA however

requires the use of both frames. For simplicity, we first discuss the exclusive jet broadening

function and then discuss the semi-inclusive jet broadening function.

The expression for the exclusive jet broadening function can be written in terms of the

Lorentz invariant amplitudes as

Ĝ
SJA (1)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =2

∫
dx dΦlq (2π)

d−1δ (ωJ − n̄J · l) δd−2 (l⊥)

×
∣∣M∣∣2

i
ΘSJA

(jk) alg δ
SJA
τ δ

(
1− x− n̄ · q

n̄ · l
)
, (2.34)

where x and (1−x) are the momentum fractions of the two partons in the jet, the δτ term

measures the broadening of the jet wedge and it’s precise form will be discussed later, and

ΘSJA
alg is the jet constraint. Here we use the index i to denote the parent parton while we

use j and k to denote the final-state partons. We use the (jk) subscript to mean that both

partons are restricted to be within the jet. The anti-kT algorithm measures the angle of

the final-state partons with respect to one another while the cone algorithm measures the
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angle of each parton with respect to the jet. The form of these restrictions are known to

be [62]

ΘSJA
cone(jk) = Θ

(
ωJ x tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
Θ

(
ωJ (1− x) tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
, (2.35)

ΘSJA
kT(jk)

= Θ

(
ωJ x (1− x) tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
, (2.36)

where q⊥ represents the transverse momentum of the partons with respect to the parent

parton. The frame is fixed in this expression by the delta function in the transverse

momentum of the initial-state parton and the delta function that fixes the initial-state

energy of the incoming parton. In this expression, we have used the short-hand notation

for the phase space measure

dΦlq =
ddl

(2π)d−1

ddq

(2π)d−1
δ
(
q2
)
δ
(
(l − q)2

)
. (2.37)

The squared amplitudes read∣∣M∣∣2
q
=
g2s
2
CF

(
µ2eγE

4π

)ϵ
1

l4
Tr

[
/̄nJ
2
/l γα /k γβ /l

]
∆αβ (q) , (2.38)

∣∣M∣∣2
g
= ωJ

g2s
2

(
µ2eγE

4π

)ϵ
1

l4
1

2− 2ϵ
∆µν(l)

{
nf Tr

[
/kγµ/qγ

ν
]

+ CAV
νσβ (l,−q,−k) V ρµα (q,−l, k) ∆ρσ (q) ∆αβ (k)

}
, (2.39)

where k = l − q, and the Feynman rules are

∆µν (q) = −gµν +
qµn̄ν + qν n̄µ

n̄ · q − q2

(n̄ · q)2
n̄µn̄ν , (2.40)

V µνρ (p, q, r) = (p− q)ρ gµν + (q − r)µ gνρ + (r − p)ν gρµ . (2.41)

To simplify discussion on the semi-inclusive jet function, we now decompose it in terms of

the contribution inside and outside of the jet as

Ĝ
SJA (1)
i alg (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =Ĝ

SJA (1)
i alg in (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ)

+ Ĝ
(1)
i out (z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (2.42)

where we have purposefully dropped the dependence on the jet axis and the algorithm

dependence for emissions outside of the jet. We will discuss this point later in this sec-

tion. The expression for the contribution inside the jet can be related to the exclusive jet

broadening through the relation

Ĝ
SJA (1)
i alg in (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = δ (1− z) Ĝ

SJA (1)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (2.43)

For the case of an emission outside of the jet, one of the final-state partons points in the

direction of the jet. Since the anti-kT algorithm measures the angle relative to the final-

state partons while the cone algorithm measures the angle with respect to the jet axis,
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these two restrictions are identical to one another for an emission outside of the jet. We

then have

ΘSJA
alg(j) = ΘSJA

alg(k) = Θ

(
q⊥ − ωJ (1− z) tan

R

2

)
, (2.44)

such that the ‘out’ terms do not depend on the jet algorithm. When we discuss the WTA jet

axis we will demonstrate that these contributions are also axis independent. The expression

for the emissions outside of the jet then take on the form

Ĝ
(1)
i out (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = 2

∫
dx dΦlq (2π)

d−1δ
(
z − ωJ

ω

)
δd−2 (l⊥ − q⊥)

×
∣∣M∣∣2

i

[
ΘSJA

alg (j) +ΘSJA
alg (k)

]
δ (ωJ − n̄J · (l − q)) δ (τ) δ

(
1− x− n̄ · q

n̄ · l
)
. (2.45)

In this expression q⊥ represents the transverse momentum of the parton leaving the jet with

respect to the parton that remains in the jet. Thus, the cone and anti-kT jet constraints

have the same meaning and we have the jet constraints

ΘSJA
alg(j) = ΘSJA

alg(k) = Θ

(
q⊥ − ωJ (1− z) tan

R

2

)
. (2.46)

For the WTA scheme, the jet direction is determined by the most energetic particle. This

will result in an identical frame being used for both emissions inside and outside the jet as

well as an independence on the jet algorithm. The jet constraint for the WTA jet is given

by

ΘWTA
(jk) = Θ

(
ωJ (1− x) tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
Θ

(
x− 1

2

)
. (2.47)

In this expression, we enforce that the parton with momentum fraction x is more energetic.

Because the jet broadening is only sensitive to the transverse component of the momentum,

we will then have to sum over the cases that distinguish which particle is more energetic.

Taking all of this into account, we have the expression for the exclusive WTA jet broadening

Ĝ
WTA(1)
i (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =2

∫
dx dΦlq (2π)

d−1δ (ωJ − n̄J · l) δd−2 (l⊥ − q⊥)

×
∣∣M∣∣2

i
ΘWTA δWTA

τ + x→ (1− x) , (2.48)

where the term associated with switching x and 1 − x accounts for interchanging which

parton is more energetic.

The semi-inclusive jet broadening function can be written in terms of contributions

within and outside of the jet as

Ĝ
WTA(1)
i alg (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =Ĝ

WTA(1)
i alg in (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ)

+ Ĝ
(1)
i out (z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (2.49)

Once again, the emissions inside the jet can be related to the exclusive jet broadening

function through the relation

Ĝ
WTA(1)
i in (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = δ (1− z) Ĝ

WTA(1)
i (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (2.50)
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while the emissions outside are the same as those with a SJA. This can be seen simply

since the frame used for both a SJA and a WTA axis are identical if the emission is outside

of the jet.

After accounting for these details, we find that the exclusive jet broadening functions

take on the form

Ĝ
axis (1)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

∑
j,k

∫
dΦ
[
P̂(jk)i (x, q⊥, ϵ)

]
δaxisτ Θaxis

alg , (2.51)

where all of the axis and algorithm dependence is encoded in the measurement function

and the jet algorithm constraint, with the exception of the interchange of x and 1−x that

must be performed for the WTA case. In this expression, the splitting functions are given

in the Appendix and we have use the short-hand notation for the phase space integral∫
dΦ =

∫
dd−2q⊥ dx . (2.52)

For the semi-inclusive jet broadening functions, we have

Ĝ
axis (1)
i alg (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =δ (1− z) Ĝ

axis (1)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ)

+ Ĝ
(1)
i out (z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (2.53)

The last thing that we now touch on are the measurement functions. For a SJA, we find

δSJAτ =Θ(π − φ) [Θ (φ > φq > 0) + Θ (π + φ > φq > π)] δ

(
τ − q⊥

ωJ

)
+Θ(φ− π) [Θ (φ− π > φq > 0) + Θ (φ > φq > π)] δ

(
τ − 2q⊥

ωJ

)
+Θ(φ− π) [Θ (π > φq > φ− π) + Θ (2π > φq > φ)] δ

(
τ − q⊥

ωJ

)
. (2.54)

The logic behind this expression is that for a SJA if φ < π then only a single parton can

enter the jet wedge. As a result, the jet broadening is simply given by q⊥/ωJ . However,

there are two contributions for φ > π since we must sum over which parton enters the

wedge. These contribution are the left two subfigures of Fig. 3. For φ > π, we can

have either that one or two partons enters into the jet wedge. These contributions are

represented by the right two figures of Fig. 3. In the next section, we will perform the

integration in detail.

For a WTA jet, one parton is always along the direction of the jet and thus will

not contribute to the jet broadening. In this case, the measurement function for the jet

angularity is simply given by the expression

δWTA
τ = Θ(φ− φq) δ

(
τ − q⊥

ωJ

)
. (2.55)
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Figure 3: Left two diagrams represent the contributions with φ < π while the right two

diagrams correspond to φ > π. The red and black lines exiting the jet represent the two

partons at NLO.

2.3 The fixed order region

We will now derive the jet broadening in both the fixed order region for both the azimuthal-

dependent and azimuthaly integrated cases in this subsection.

For the SJA, we saw that either one or two partons can enter into the jet wedge while

in the case of the WTA jet axis, we can either have a single parton within the wedge

along the jet direction or we can one parton along the direction of the jet and the other

parton within the jet wedge. In this section, we will begin by computing the exclusive

jet broadening function for the case of the SJA with a single parton and then with both

partons. We then compute the exclusive jet broadening functions with a single parton

and then with both partons. Lastly, we compute the expressions for the semi-inclusive jet

broadening functions.

To perform the integration of the jet function in the fixed order region, we employ the

identity

x−1−2ϵ ln(x) = − 1

4 ϵ2
δ(x) +

(
lnx

x

)
+

− 2ϵ

(
ln2 x

x

)
+

+O
(
ϵ2
)
, (2.56)

where x → 0 is regularized by the plus distributions. Next, we note that if one parton is

in the jet, the jet constraint restricts

τkTmax =
1

2
tan

R

2
, τ conemax = τWTA

max = tan
R

2
. (2.57)

Taking this into consideration, for the standard jet axis with an anti-kT algorithm and

a two partons, we find that

Ĝ
SJA (1)
q kT

(τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =
αsCF

2π

1

τkTmax

[

−
(

3

τk

)
+

√
1− τk +

(
8

τk

)
+

ln
(√

1− τk + 1
)
−
(

4

τk
ln (τk)

)
+

+ δ(τk)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+
L2
R

2
− 3LR

2
− π2

12
+

1

2
− 8 ln2(2) + 6 ln(2)

)]
, (2.58)
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Ĝ
SJA (1)
g kT

(τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =
αs

2π

1

τkTmax

{
β0
2

(
1

2

√
1− τk −

(
2

τk

)
+

√
1− τk

)
+ CA

(
−3

4

√
1− τk + 8

(
1

τk

)
+

ln
(
1 +

√
1− τk

)
− 4

(
ln τk
τk

)
+

)
+ δ (τk)

[
CA

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+
L2
R

2
− π2

12
+

11

12
− 8 ln2(2)

)

+
β0
2

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 1

2
+ 4 ln(2)

)]}
, (2.59)

where we have use the short hand that τk = τ/τkTmax and we note that the divergences at the

origin are regulated by the plus prescription. Here we have also used the short-hand that

LR = 2 ln
(
ω
µ tan R

2

)
. The results for a single partons entering into the jet wedge can be

obtained from this expression simply by taking τk → 2τk in the finite terms. By studying

these expressions, one can show that by taking τk → 1, the jet broadening always vanishes,

as expected.

For cone jets, we find

Ĝ
SJA (1)
qCone (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

αsCF

2π

1

τCone
max

[
− 3

(
1

τc

)
+

+ 8

(
tanh−1(1− τc)

τc

)
+

+ 3

+ δ(τc)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+
L2
R

2
− 3LR

2
− π2

12
+

1

2
− 2 ln2(2) + 3 ln(2)

)]
, (2.60)

Ĝ
SJA (1)
gCone (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

αs

2π

1

τCone
max

{
β0
2

(
τ2c
2

− 3

2
τc + 3−

(
2

τc

)
+

)
+ CA

(
−3

4
τ2c +

9

4
τc −

3

2
+ 8

(
tanh−1(1− τc)

τc

)
+

)
+ δ (τc)

[
CA

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+
L2
R

2
− π2

12
+

11

12
− 2 ln2(2)

)
+
β0
2

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 1

2
+ 2 ln(2)

)]}
,

(2.61)

where for cone jets we have τc = τ/τ conemax . Lastly, for WTA jets, we find

Ĝ
WTA(1)
i (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = Ĝ

SJA (1)
iCone (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (2.62)

To compute the azimuthal-dependent jet broadening, we now note that the result for the

SJA can be obtained from the above expressions simply by considering the dependence on

the azimuthal angle and through the redefinition that τmax → τmax/2. Thus, we have

Ĝ
SJA (1)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

φ

2π
Θ(π − φ) Ĝ

SJA (1)
i alg

(τ
2
, R, ωJ , µ, ζ

)
+Θ(φ− π)

×
[(

2π − φ

2π

)
Ĝ

SJA (1)
i alg

(τ
2
, R, ωJ , µ, ζ

)
+

(
φ− π

π

)
Ĝ

SJA (1)
i alg (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ)

]
. (2.63)

Due to our treatment of the emissions along the jet direction, the terms that are propor-

tional to a delta function are suppressed by a factor of φ/2π for any value of φ. This will

play a role in our discussion on renormalization group consistency of the jet wedges.
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Due to the simplicity of the WTA measurement function, for this definition of the jet

axis, we have trivially that

Ĝ
WTA(1)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

φ

2π
Ĝ

WTA(1)
i alg (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (2.64)

For the semi-inclusive jet broadening function, we have to consider emissions outside

of the jet. For the SJA with the anti-kT we have

Ĝ
SJA (1)
q kT

(z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =
αsCF

2π

1

τkTmax

[
(Pqq(z) + Pgq(z))

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 ln (1− z)+

)
δ (τk)

+ δ (1− z)

(
−
(

3

τk

)
+

√
1− τk − 4

(
ln τk
τk

)
+

+

(
8

τk

)
+

ln
(
1 +

√
1− τk

))
+ δ (τk) δ (1− z)

(
1

2
− 8 ln2(2) + 6 ln(2)

)
− δ (τk)

]
, (2.65)

Ĝ
SJA (1)
g kT

(z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =
αs

2π

1

τkTmax

[
(CAPgg(z) + nfPqg(z))

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 ln (1− z)+

)
δ (τk)

+ CAδ (1− z)

(
1

6

√
1− τk −

11

3

(
1

τk

)
+

√
1− τk − 4

(
ln τk
τk

)
+

+

(
8

τk

)
+

ln
(
1 +

√
1− τk

))
+ nf

(
2

3

(
1

τk

)
+

√
1− τk −

1

6

√
1− τk

)
δ (1− z)− 2nfz(1− z)δ (τk)

+ δ (τk) δ (1− z)

(
CA

(
22

3
ln(2)− 8 ln2(2)

)
+ nf

(
1

6
− 4

3
ln(2)

))]
, (2.66)

For a cone jet, we have

ĜSJA (1)
q cone (z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

αsCF

2π

1

τ conemax

[
(Pqq(z) + Pgq(z))

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 ln (1− z)+

)
δ (τc)

+ δ (1− z)

(
−
(

3

τc

)
+

− 4

(
ln τc
τc

)
+

+

(
4

τc

)
+

ln (2− τc) + 3

)
+ δ (τc) δ (1− z)

(
1

2
− 2 ln2(2) + 3 ln(2)

)
− δ (τc)

]
, (2.67)

ĜSJA (1)
g cone (z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

αs

2π

1

τ conemax

[
(CAPgg(z) + nfPqg(z))

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 ln (1− z)+

)
δ (τc)

+ CAδ (1− z)

(
τ2c
6

− τc
2
− 11

3

(
1

τc

)
+

+ 4 + 8

(
tanh−1(1− τc)

τc

)
+

)
+ nf

(
−τ

2
c

6
+
τc
2
+

2

3

(
1

τc

)
+

− 1

)
δ (1− z)− 2nfz(1− z)δ (τc)

+ δ (τc) δ (1− z)

(
CA

(
11

3
ln(2)− 2 ln2(2)

)
+ nf

(
1

6
− 2

3
ln(2)

))]
, (2.68)
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Lastly, for WTA jets, we find

Ĝ
WTA(1)
i (z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = Ĝ

SJA (1)
iCone (z, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (2.69)

2.4 The soft-collinear contribution

In this section, we will now compute the soft-collinear function in Eq. (2.25).

In defining a wedge in the jet, emissions along the jet axis can be treated as either being

partially or totally contained within the wedge. The scheme for the treatment however,

must respect the matching relations between the regions of different power counting. At

tree-level this reads

Ĝ
axis (0)
i alg (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =Ĥ

axis (0)
i alg (νs, νc)

× C axis
[
Ĉ

axis (0)
i Ŝ

axis (0)
i

]
(φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (2.70)

In this paper, we will take the scheme where any emissions from the jet and hyper-collinear

sectors along the jet direction are suppressed by a factor of φ/2π while any soft-collinear

emissions along the direction of the jet are not suppressed by this factor. Under this

scheme, we have the tree level expressions for the jet and hyper-collinear functions

Ĝ
axis (0)
i (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

φ

2π
δ (τ) , (2.71)

Ĥ
axis (0)
i alg (νs, νc) = 1 , (2.72)

Ĉ
axis (0)
i

(
φ, τc,0⊥, R, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=

φ

2π
δ (τc) , (2.73)

where we have used the fact that the tree level soft-collinear function should scale like a

delta function in the transverse momentum. From these expressions, the tree level soft-

collinear function is given by

Ŝ
axis (0)
i (φ, τs,k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) = δ (τs) δ

2−2ϵ (k⊥) . (2.74)

The above expression is motivated by the fact that the tree level soft-collinear function is

associated with no emissions and, thus, cannot be suppressed by the angular suppression

factor.

In this section, we begin by deriving the soft-collinear function for the azimuthally

integrated case. We then use this result to construct the azimuthal-dependent one. Ac-

counting for the effects of soft-recoil, the one-loop expression for the jet function can be

written as

Ĝ
SJA (1)
i alg (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =Ĥ

SJA (1)
i alg (νs, νc) δ (τ) + Ĉ

SJA (1)
i

(
τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
+ C SJA

[
Ĉ

SJA (0)
i Ŝ

SJA (1)
i

]
(τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) . (2.75)

For simplicity, we will now express the soft contribution as

Ŝ SJA (1) (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) = C SJA
[
Ĉ

SJA (0)
i Ŝ

SJA (1)
i

]
(τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) . (2.76)
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We note that from this expression, we will obtain the hard matching coefficient functions.

Additionally, we remark that the third term in this expression accounts for the soft-recoil

of the collinear function. From Eq. (2.75), we see the issue associated with the soft-recoil

effects. The third term has a natural rapidity scale of τ/RωJ but will also contain a

contribution from the hyper-collinear sector, making a clear separation of contributions

from the soft-collinear and hyper-collinear sectors challenging. The expression for the

WTA axis is relatively more simple and is given by

Ĝ
WTA(1)
i alg (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =Ĥ

WTA(1)
i alg (νs, νc) δ (τ) + Ĉ

WTA(1)
i

(
τ, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
+ Ŝ

WTA(1)
i (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) . (2.77)

The bare soft-collinear functions for the SJA and WTA axes at one-loop are given by the

expressions

Ŝ SJA (1) (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) =2g2Ci

(
µ2eγE

4π

)ϵ ∫
ddl

(2π)d
(2π) δ

(
l2
) nJ · n̄J
nJ · l n̄J · l

×
(
n̄J · l
ν

)η

δ

(
τ − 2l⊥

ωJ

)
Θ

(
tan2

R

2
− nJ · l
n̄J · l

)
, (2.78)

Ŝ
WTA(1)
i (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) =2g2Ci

(
µ2eγE

4π

)ϵ ∫
ddl

(2π)d
(2π) δ

(
l2
) nJ · n̄J
nJ · l n̄J · l

×
(
n̄J · l
ν

)η

δ

(
τ − l⊥

ωJ

)
Θ

(
tan2

R

2
− nJ · l
n̄J · l

)
, (2.79)

where the color factor is Ci = CF for a quark and Ci = CA for a gluon. The factor of 2 in

the measurement function enters from the soft-recoil.

For the SJA, the soft factor is complicated due to the recoil effects, but the exact

expressions for the soft-collinear function are given by

Ŝ SJA (1) (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) =
αsCi

π2
1

η

(
µ2πeγE

)ϵ (ν tan R
2

)η
k2+η
⊥

δ

(
τ − 2

k⊥
ω

)
, (2.80)

Ŝ
WTA(1)
i (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) =

αsCi

π2
1

η

(
µ2πeγE

)ϵ (ν tan R
2

)η
k2+η
⊥

δ

(
τ − k⊥

ω

)
. (2.81)

Expanding these expressions in η and ϵ, we find that momentum space expressions

Ŝ SJA (1) (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) =
αsCi

2π

{
δ(τ)

[
1

ϵ2
− 2

ηϵ
− 2

η
LSJA
µs +

1

ϵ
Lνs −

1

2
LSJA
µs

2
+ LSJA

µs Lνs −
π2

12

]

+

(
4

η
− 2Lνs + 2LSJA

µs

)(
1

τ

)
+

− 4

(
ln(τ)

τ

)
+

}
, (2.82)

ŜWTA(1) (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) = Ŝ SJA (1) (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) |LSJA
µs →LWTA

µs
, (2.83)

where we have introduced the momentum space expressions for the logs

LSJA
µs = 2 ln

(
2µ

ωJ

)
, LWTA

µs = 2 ln

(
µ

ωJ

)
, Lνs = −2 ln

(
ν tan R

2

µ

)
. (2.84)
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To obtain the anomalous dimension of the soft factor, we take the Laplace transform of

the soft-collinear function yielding

ŜSJA
i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ν) =

αsCi

2π

[
1

ϵ2
− 2

η

(
1

ϵ
− LSJA

µs

)
+

1

ϵ
Lνs +

1

2
LSJA
µs

2 − LSJA
µs Lνs −

5π2

12

]
,

(2.85)

ŜWTA
i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ν) = ŜSJA

i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ν) |LSJA
µs →LWTA

µs
, (2.86)

where the logs are defined as

LSJA
µs = ln

(
ω2

4κ2µ2

)
, LWTA

µs = ln

(
ω2

κ2µ2

)
, Lνs = ln

(
µ2

ν2 tan2 R
2

)
. (2.87)

The renormalized k⊥ integrated soft-collinear function for the SJA then satisfies the renor-

malization group equations

d

d lnµ
lnSaxis

i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ν) = γµ axis
S i

(
µ,
µ

ν

)
, (2.88)

d

d ln ν
lnSaxis

i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ν) = γν axis
S i (µ) (2.89)

and we note that

γµ SJA
S i

(
µ,
µ

ν

)
= Γcusp

i Lνs , γν SJA
S i (µ) = Γcusp

i Laxis
µs , (2.90)

The expression for the evolution of the soft contribution for the WTA jet is identical, except

that the soft-collinear function is then given by the solution

Saxis
i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ν) = Saxis

i (κ, ωJ , R, µi, νi) U
axis
Si

(µi, µ; ν) V
axis
Si

(νi, ν;µ) , (2.91)

where the initial scales µi and νi are taken to minimize the logarithms in the fixed order

term and the Sudakov exponents are given by

Uaxis
Si

(µi, µ; ν) = exp

[∫ µ

µi

dµ′

µ′
γµ axis
Si

(
µ′,

µ′

ν

)]
, (2.92)

V axis
Si

(νi, ν;µi) =

(
ν

νi

)γν axis
Si

(µi)

. (2.93)

The construction of the azimuthal-dependent soft-collinear function can be written as

Ŝ SJA (1) (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) = Θ (π − φ)
φ

π
Ŝ
WTA(1)
i (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) + Θ (φ− π)

×
[(

2π − φ

π

)
Ŝ
WTA(1)
i (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) +

(
φ− π

π

)
Ŝ SJA (1) (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν)

]
. (2.94)

For the WTA axis, we have

Ŝ
WTA(1)
i (φ, τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) =

φ

2π
Ŝ
WTA(1)
i (τ,R, ωJ , µ, ν) . (2.95)
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We now note a subtlety in the soft-collinear function. The finite terms of the soft-

collinear function will be suppressed by φ/2π. This can be seen from the matching relation

between the jet, hyper-collinear, and soft-collinear functions. However, we note that the

rapidity divergence of this function occurs where n̄J · l goes to infinity and is, therefore,

collinear to the direction of the jet axis. Similarly, the UV divergences of the soft factor

occur where l⊥ = 0. As a result, all divergences that enter into the soft-collinear function

are associated with emissions along the jet axis. Consequently, under our scheme for the

soft-collinear emissions the divergences will not contain the angular suppression factor. As

a result, we find that the finite terms of the soft-collinear functions are suppressed by a

factor of φ/2π while the anomalous dimensions are unchanged.

2.5 The hyper-collinear functions

The hyper-collinear function enters into the resummed expression for the jet function in

Eq. (2.25). The tree level expressions for the hyper-collinear functions are given by

Ĉ
axis (0)
i

(
φ, τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=

φ

2π
δ (1− x) , (2.96)

Beyond tree level, however, additional subtleties enter into the computation including soft-

recoil and the number of partons. The expression for the collinear function is then given

by

Ĉ
axis (1)
i

(
φ, τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=

∫
dΦ
∑
j

P̂ji (x, q⊥, ϵ)

(
ν2

(1− x)2ζ

)η/2

δaxisτ , (2.97)

where we note that this expression is identical to that for the fixed order region except

that we have dropped the dependence on the jet algorithm since τ ≪ R in this region.

To obtain the momentum space expression for the hyper-collinear functions, we perform

the expansion

τ−1−c = −1

c
δ (τ) +

(
1

τ

)1+c

+

− c

(
ln τ

τ

)1+c

+

+O
(
c2
)
, (2.98)

where c is some regularization parameter. Performing this expansion, we find that the

hyper-collinear function for the azimuthally integrated jet broadening is given by

Ĉ(1) axis
q

(
τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
αsCF

π

{
δ (τ)

×
[
1

η

(
1

ϵ
+ Laxis

c

)
− Laxis

c Lνc

2
+

3Laxis
c

4
− Lνc

2ϵ
+

3

4ϵ
+

1

4

]

+

(
−2

η
+ Lνc −

3

2

)(
1

τ

)
+

}
, (2.99)

Ĉ(1) axis
g

(
τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
αsCA

π

{
δ (τ)
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×
[
1

η

(
1

ϵ
− Laxis

c

)
− Laxis

c Lνc

2
+

11Laxis
c

12
− Lνc

2ϵ
+

11

12ϵ

]

+

(
−2

η
+ Lνc −

11

6

)(
1

τ

)
+

}

+
αsnf
π

{
δ (τ)

[
− Laxis

c

6
− 1

6ϵ
+

1

12

]
+

1

3

(
1

τ

)
+

}
, (2.100)

where the logarithms in momentum space are given by

LSJA
c = ln

(
4µ2

ω2
J

)
, LWTA

c = ln

(
µ2

ω2
J

)
, Lνc = ln

(
ω2

ν2

)
. (2.101)

The Laplace space expression for the hyper-collinear function reads

Ĉaxis (1)
q

(
κ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
αsCF

2π

×
[
2

η

(
1

ϵ
+ Laxis

µc

)
+

Lζ

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+ LζLaxis

µc +
3

2
Laxis
µc +

1

2

]
,

(2.102)

Ĉaxis (1)
g

(
κ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
αsCA

2π

×
[
2

η

(
1

ϵ
+ Laxis

µc

)
+

Lζ

ϵ
+

β0
2CAϵ

+ LζLaxis
µc +

β0Laxis
µc

2CA
+

nf
6CA

]
, (2.103)

where the Laplace space logs are given by

Lζ = ln

(
ν2

ζ

)
, LSJA

µc = ln

(
4κ2µ2

ω2
J

)
, LWTA

µc = ln

(
κ2µ2

ω2
J

)
. (2.104)

These functions obey the evolution equations

d

d lnµ
ln Caxis

i (κ,0⊥, ωJ , µ, ν) = γµ axis
Ci

(
µ,
µ

ν

)
, (2.105)

d

d ln ν
ln Caxis

i (κ,0⊥, ωJ , µ, ν) = γν axis
Ci (κ, µ) , (2.106)

where the anomalous dimensions are given by

γµ axis
Ci

(
µ,
µ

ν

)
= Ciγ

cuspLνc + γi , γν axis
Ci (κ, µ) = Ciγ

cuspLaxis
µc , (2.107)

The collinear function is then obtained by the solution

Caxis
i

(
κ,0⊥, ωJ , R, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=Caxis

i

(
κ,0⊥, ωJ , R, µi,

ζ

ν2i

)
× Uaxis

Ci
(µi, µ; νi) V

axis
Ci

(νi, ν;µi) , (2.108)
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where the initial scales µi and νi are taken to minimize the logarithms in the fixed order

term and

Uaxis
Ci

(µi, µ, ν) = exp

[∫ µ

µi

dµ′

µ′
γµ axis
Ci

(µ, µi)

]
, (2.109)

V axis
Ci

(νi, ν, µi) =

(
ν

νi

)γν axis
Ci

(µi)

. (2.110)

The hyper-collinear function for the azimuthal-dependent jet broadening can be expressed

in terms of the azimuthally integrated jet shape through

Ĉ
SJA (1)
i

(
φ, τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
φ

π
Θ(π − φ) Ĉ

WTA(1)
i

(
τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
+Θ(φ− π)

×
[(

2π − φ

π

)
Ĉ

WTA(1)
i

(
τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
+

(
φ− π

π

)
Ĉ

SJA (1)
i

(
τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)]
.

(2.111)

For the WTA axis, the hyper-collinear function is simply given by

Ĉ
WTA(1)
i (φ, τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ, ζ) =

φ

π
Ĉ

SJA (1)
i (τ,0⊥, ωJ , µ) . (2.112)

We find that the anomalous dimension of the azimuthal-dependent hyper-collinear func-

tions are identical to those of the azimuthally integrated case.

2.6 The asymptotic region

The contribution in the asymptotic region can be obtained by considering only the terms

in the fixed order region which contribute the most in the small τ limit. Furthermore, by

expanding the result from the resummed region and comparing with the jet functions in

the asymptotic region, we can obtain the expression for the matching functions.

Combining the soft-collinear and soft modes, we arrive at the expressions for the asymp-

totic region

Ĝ
SJA (1)
q alg (τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) =Ĥ

SJA (1)
q alg (νs, νc) δ(τ)

+
αsCF

2π

{
δ(τ)

[
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+
L2
R

2
− 3LR

2

− 2 ln2
(
2 tan

R

2

)
+ 3 ln

(
2 tan

R

2

)
+

1

2
− π2

12

]

+ 4 ln

(
2 tan

R

2

)(
1

τ

)
+

−
(
3

τ

)
+

− 4

(
ln τ

τ

)
+

}
, (2.113)

Ĝ
SJA (1)
g alg (τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) =Ĥ

SJA (1)
g alg (νs, νc) δ(τ)

+
αsCA

2π

{
δ(τ)

[
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

11

6ϵ
+
L2
R

2
− 11

6
LR
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− 2 ln2
(
2 tan

R

2

)
+

11

3
ln

(
2 tan

R

2

)
− π2

12

]

+ 4 ln

(
2 tan

R

2

)(
1

τ

)
+

− 11

3

(
1

τ

)
+

− 4

(
ln τ

τ

)
+

+
αsnf
2π

{
δ(τ)

[
− 1

3ϵ
+
LR

3
− 2

3
ln

(
2 tan

R

2

)
+

1

6

]
+

2

3

(
1

τ

)
+

}
,

(2.114)

while the expression for the WTA jet function we replace

ln

(
2 tan

R

2

)
→ ln

(
tan

R

2

)
. (2.115)

From these expressions, we can obtain the matching functions, which are UV finite, to be

H
SJA (1)
qCone (νs, νc) =

αsCF

π

[
ln2
(
tan

R

2

)
+ 2 ln(2) ln

(
tan

R

2

)
− 3

2
ln

(
tan

R

2

)]
, (2.116)

H
SJA (1)
q kT

(νs, νc) =H
SJA (1)
qCone (νs, νc) +

αsCF

π

[
−3 ln2(2) +

3

2
ln(2)

]
, (2.117)

HWTA(1)
q (νs, νc) =H

SJA (1)
qCone (νs, νc) , (2.118)

H
SJA (1)
gCone (νs, νc) =

αsCA

π

[
nf
3CA

ln

(
tan

(
R

2

))
+ 2 ln2

(
tan

(
R

2

))

+ 2 ln(2) ln

(
tan

(
R

2

))
− 11

6
ln

(
tan

(
R

2

))]
, (2.119)

H
SJA (1)
g kT

(νs, νc) =H
SJA (1)
gCone (νs, νc)

+
αsCA

π

[
nf ln(2)

3CA
+ ln2

(
tan

(
R

2

))
+ 3 ln2(2)− 11 ln(2)

6

]
, (2.120)

HWTA(1)
g (νs, νc) =H

SJA (1)
gCone (νs, νc) , (2.121)

where 2 tanR/2 = νs/νc.

2.7 Evolution of the exclusive jet broadening function

The exclusive jet angularities satisfy the evolution equations that

d

d lnµ
lnGaxis

i alg (τ, ωJ , R, µ) = γJi [αs(µ)] , (2.122)

where γJi is the anomalous dimension of the exclusive jet function that is given in Eq. (A.35).

Based on the computation in the previous section, we can see that the anomalous

dimensions of the jet function and the soft-collinear function are opposite to one another.

This result is expected and serves as a benchmark of our formalism. In the Collins-Soper

formalism, these functions can then be combined to a single jet substructure function

Gaxis
i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) = Caxis

i

(
κ, ωJ , R, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
Saxis
i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ν) . (2.123)
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Figure 4: The evolution for the jet broadening functions. The final step of the evolution

in green is performed either via a DGLAP evolution equation or a Sudakov resummation.

This combined function will contain rapidity logs of the form ln
(
κ tan R

2

)
that are resummed

in the Collins-Soper equation. Thus the evolution of this combined jet substructure function

takes on the form

d

d lnµ
lnGaxis

i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) = γµ axis
Ci

(
µ,

ζ

ν2

)
+ γµ axis

Si

(
µ,
µ

ν

)
= γµ axis

Ji
(µ, ζ) , (2.124)

d

d ln ζ
lnGaxis

i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) = −1

2
γν axis
Ci

(κ, µ) . (2.125)

Thus, the solution is given by

Gaxis
i (κ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) = Gaxis

i (κ, ωJ , R, µi, ζi) U
axis
G i (µi, µ; ζ) Z

axis
G i (ζi, ζ;µi) , (2.126)

where the initial scales which minimize the large logs in the expressions are

µi =
ωJ

κ
, ζi =

ω2
J

κ2 tan2R/2
, (2.127)

while the Sudakov exponentials are given by

UG i (µi, µ; ζ) = exp

[∫ µ

µi

dµ′

µ′
γµ axis
Ji

(µ, ζ)

]
, (2.128)

ZG i (ζi, ζ;µi) = exp

[∫ ζ

ζi

dζ ′

ζ ′
1

2
γν axis
Ci

(κ, µi)

]
. (2.129)

This coupled evolution can be represented graphically in Fig. 4.

2.8 Evolution of the semi-inclusive jet broadening function

To compute the evolution equations of the semi-inclusive jet broadening functions, we need

to consider the hard-collinear contributions. These contributions are precisely the same

as the graphs (B) and (C) for the semi-inclusive jet function [68, 71]. Here we list the
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expressions

ĥqq (z, ωJ , R, µ) =δ(1− z) +
αsCF

2π

[(
− 1

ϵ2
+

1

ϵ
LR − 1

2
L2
R +

π2

12

)
δ(1− z)− (1− z)

+

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 (ln(1− z))+

)
Pqq(z)

]
+O

(
α2
s

)
, (2.130)

ĥgq (z, ωJ , R, µ) =
αsCF

2π

[
−z +

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 (ln (1− z))+

)
Pgq(z)

]
+O

(
α2
s

)
, (2.131)

ĥqg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =
αsnf
2π

[
−1 +

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 (ln (1− z))+ + 1

)
Pgq(z)

]
+O

(
α2
s

)
, (2.132)

ĥgg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =δ(1− z) +
αsCA

2π

[(
− 1

ϵ2
+

1

ϵ
LR − 1

2
L2
R +

π2

12
+
β0
2

(
LR − 1

ϵ

))
δ(1− z)

+

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 (ln(1− z))+

)
Pgg(z)

]
+O

(
α2
s

)
. (2.133)

We see from these expressions that the double poles of the hard-collinear modes and the

soft-collinear modes precisely cancel one another. Thus, we find that the evolution equation

for the semi-inclusive jet function is governed by the DGLAP type evolution equation

d

d lnµ
Gaxis
i alg(N, τ, ωJ , R, µ) =

αs

π
cij Pij(N)Gaxis

j alg(N, τ, ωJ , R, µ) , (2.134)

where we have simplified the evolution equation of the semi-inclusive jet broadening func-

tion by working in Mellin space.

In the case of semi-inclusive jet functions, the UV divergences at q⊥ = 0 cancel against

those at q⊥ → ∞ and x = 1. The remaining UV divergences are those that generate a

DGLAP evolution. Thus, semi-inclusive jet functions follow the evolution equation

d

d lnµ
Gaxis

i alg (z, φ, τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) =
αs

π
cij Pij(z)⊗Gaxis

j alg (z, φ, τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) . (2.135)

To simplify the evolution equation, it is convenient to work in Mellin moment space

Gaxis
i alg (N,φ, τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) =

∫ 1

0
zN−1Galg

i alg (z, φ, τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) , (2.136)

Pji (N) =

∫ 1

0
zN−1Pji (z) , (2.137)

where the calligraphic font is used to denote a transformed function. Under this transfor-

mation, the coupled evolution equation becomes

d

d lnµ
Gaxis
i alg (N,φ, τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) =

αs

π
cij Pij(N)Gaxis

j alg (N,φ, τ, ωJ , R, µ, ζ) . (2.138)

The evolution of the semi-inclusive jet angularity function involves careful consideration.

Emissions near the scale ωJλ are resummed by solving the coupled evolution equations of

the collinear and soft-collinear modes. While emissions near the scale ωJR are resummed

through the DGLAP evolution outlined here.
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Figure 5: The four azimuthal-dependent jet shapes. From left to right, these are the

double integrated jet shape, the φ integrated r differential jet shape, the r integrated φ

differential jet shape, and the double differential jet shape.

3 The r and φ dependent jet shapes

The traditional integrated and differential jet shapes can be defined by the expressions

ψaxis
alg (r,R) =

∑
i∈j

n̄J · pi/
∑
i∈J

n̄J · pi , ρaxisalg (r,R) =
∂

∂r
ψ(r,R) . (3.1)

In the numerator of the integrated jet shape, all particles in a cone of size r are included,

while in the denominator all particles of the jet of radius R are summed over. From the

definition of these observables, it is clear that they provide information for the distribution

of energy as a function of the sub-jet radius r. We will refer to these functions as the r

integrated and r differential jet shapes, and will refer to them collectively as the r dependent

jet shapes.

In this paper, we introduce several generalizations of the r dependent jet shapes. First,

we note that rather than defining the jet shape to measure the energy as a function of the

sub-jet radius r, one can in principle measure the energy as a function of the azimuthal

angle of a wedge of the jet. We denote these the φ dependent jet shapes and define them

as

ψaxis
alg (φ,R) =

∑
i∈Jφ

n̄J · pi/
∑
i∈J

n̄J · pi , ρaxisalg (φ,R) =
∂

∂φ
ψ(φ,R) . (3.2)

Unlike the jet broadening, where the jet wedge is constructed using the slicing method, the

azimuthal-dependent jet shape is constructed using the iterative method. Starting from

the parent parton, at each point in the jet’s history, the azimuthal angle of the emitted

particles are considered. If the azimuthal angle of the emission is within the azimuthal

range governed by φ, the particle is considered to be within the jet wedge. As we will

later demonstrate, the definition of this observable requires careful consideration of non-

perturbative effects. In this paper, we demonstrate that the energy weighting of the jet

shape eliminates these non-perturbative effects.
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By introducing φ dependence jet shapes, we can now also consider r and φ dependent

jet shapes, which are defined as

ψaxis
alg (φ, r,R) =

∑
i∈jφ

n̄J · pi/
∑
i∈J

n̄J · pi , (3.3)

where we use the notation that jφ represents a wedge of the jet with radius r and azimuthal

angle φ. By considering both r and φ dependence, this allows us to define the two single-

differential jet shapes

ρaxisalg (φ, r,R) =
∂

∂r
ψaxis
alg (φ, r,R) , Φaxis

alg (φ, r,R) =
∂

∂φ
ψaxis
alg (φ, r,R) , (3.4)

while we can also define a double-differential jet shape

∆axis
alg (φ, r,R) =

∂

∂r

∂

∂φ
ψaxis
alg (φ, r,R) . (3.5)

These jet shapes are represented graphically in Fig. 5.

The r dependent jet shape and the φ dependent jet shape can be obtained from the r

and φ dependent jet shape by taking the limit that φ = 2π or r = R. Thus, all information

relating the jet shape to the cross section can be written succinctly as

ψaxis
alg (φ, r,R) =

∫
dzwzw

dσc
dPS ĵaxisc alg (φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) /

dσc
dPS Ĵ

axis
c alg (R,ωJ , µ) , (3.6)

ψaxis
alg (φ, r,R) =

∫
dzwzw

dσc
dz dPS ⊗ ĵaxisc alg (φ, z, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) /

dσc
dz dPS ⊗ Ĵaxis

c alg (z,R, ωJ , µ) , (3.7)

where the first and second line represents the exclusive and semi-inclusive jet shapes. In

this expression ⊗ stands for a collinear convolution in the variable z, while the momentum

fraction of the wedge with respect to the jet is zw, and in the limit that φ → 2π we have

zw = zr where zr is the energy fraction of the sub-jet. Additionally, in this expression j

is the sub-jet wedge function, while when r = R we refer to this as the wedge function.

In the following sections we will discuss the factorization and resummation of the r and φ

dependent sub-jet functions.

3.1 Power counting the jet shapes

The wedge that defines the azimuthal-dependent sub-jet function extends from R to 0, this

function will therefore contain contributions at the three critical angles θNP ∼ ΛQCD/ωJ ,

θr ∼ r, and θR ∼ R. The contributions of the order θNP capture the non-perturbative

contributions associated with energy flow. We will demonstrate that the azimuthal distri-

bution of energy flow is governed by the ‘wedge function’.

The traditional jet shape is integrated over the azimuthal angle and thus does not

depend on the wedge function. In the region where ΛQCD ≪ ωJr ≪ ωJR, the exclusive
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sub-jet functions take on the factorized forms

ĵSJAi alg (zr, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =Ĥ
SJA
i alg (νs, νc)

∫
d2−2ϵk⊥

× ĈSJA
i

(
zr,k⊥, r, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
Ŝi (−k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) , (3.8)

ĵWTA
i alg (zr, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = ĤWTA

i alg (νs, νc)
[
Ĵij ⊗ ĴWTA

j

]
(zr, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (3.9)

while the semi-inclusive sub-jet function are given by

ĵaxisi alg (z, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = ĥij (z, ωJ , R, µ) ĵ
axis
j alg (zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (3.10)

In the second expression, the capital J is the semi-inclusive WTA jet function at a sub-jet

radius of r while the function J represents a matching coefficient function.

The φ dependent sub-jet function probes the distribution of energy down to θNP and

thus must be perturbatively matched onto a non-perturbative function, namely the wedge

function. This matching takes on the form

ĵaxisi alg (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =
[
K̂axis

i alg ⊗ ŵaxis
i

]
(φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (3.11)

and the semi-inclusive sub-jet function can be computed by taking into consideration the

hard-collinear modes. In this expression, K represents the matching function that we will

compute to one-loop in the following subsection.

Lastly, we examine the r and φ dependent jet shape. In the region where θr ≫ θNP,

the azimuthal-dependent sub-jet function can be perturbatively matched onto the wedge

function as

ĵaxisi alg (φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ) =
[
M̂axis

i alg ⊗ ŵaxis
i

]
(φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ) , (3.12)

where the matching function for the r and φ dependent sub-jet function is related to the

matching function for the φ dependent jet function. In the region where r ≪ R, the jet

functions contains logs of r/R that require resummation. In this case, the QCD modes

associated with emissions within the jet split into a hyper-collinear mode and a soft-collinear

mode

pµc ∼ ωJ

(
r2, 1, r

)
, pµs ∼ ωJ

r

R

(
R2, 1, R

)
. (3.13)

We note that the soft-collinear mode is not energetic enough to contribute to the observable.

However, using a SJA, the soft-collinear emissions will cause the hyper-collinear mode to

recoil. In the case of the exclusive jet functions, the matching coefficient functions in this

region take on the form

M̂SJA
i alg (φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = ĤSJA

i alg (νs, νc)

∫
d2−2ϵk⊥

× ĈSJA
i

(
φ, zw,k⊥, r, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
Ŝi (φ,−k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) , (3.14)

M̂SJA
i alg (z, φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = ĥij (z, ωJR,µ) M̂SJA

j alg (φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (3.15)
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The functions C and S here denote the contributions of the hyper-collinear and soft-

collinear modes with φ dependence. The case of a WTA axis is drastically more simple.

Since the direction of the jet axis is insensitive to soft emissions, no soft-collinear function

enters into the factorization. In this case, the matching function factorizes as

M̂WTA
i (φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = ĤWTA

i (νs, νc)
[
Ĵij ⊗ ĵWTA

j

]
(φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (3.16)

M̂WTA
i (z, φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) = ĥij (z, ωJR,µ) M̂WTA

j (φ, zw, r, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (3.17)

The matching coefficient J can be easily calculated but we leave this for a later study.

3.2 The wedge function

In this section, we calculate the expressions for the wedge function and the matching

coefficients for the jet wedge functions at one-loop. Using these expressions, we obtain the

resummation equations for these functions.

The non-perturbative contribution to the φ dependent jet shapes are determined by the

wedge function. To obtain the wedge function, an event must be reconstructed. Starting

from the parent parton, an emission is within the wedge so long as the azimuthal angle of the

emission is within a range determined by φ. Emissions outside of that this azimuthal range

are removed from the wedge, while emissions from the remaining particles are considered.

If the wedge extends over the full azimuthal angle, momentum conservation enforces that

ŵaxis
i (φ, z, µ) |φ=2π = δ (1− z) . (3.18)

We now note that this expression holds to all orders in perturbation theory since all loop

corrections to this will always yield a zero result.

For values with φ < 2π, radiative emissions which are outside of the wedge will result

in an energy loss of the wedge at each step in the reconstruction, leading to evolution in

the scale µ. As the function is non-perturbative, we will need to parameterize the function

at the initial scale. We take the natural parameterization that

ŵ
axis (0)
i (φ, z, µ0) =

φ

2π
δ (1− z) , (3.19)

where µ0 ∼ ΛQCD is the initial scale of the wedge function. The physical interpretation of

this expression is that a parton that travels along the direction of the wedge will have a

probability φ/2π of being clustered into the wedge. This parameterization enforces that

⟨z⟩ = φ/2π at the initial scale, and that the initial parameterization is isotropic. The

isotropic condition, however, breaks down with the introduction of spin correlations, which

can introduce non-trivial azimuthal dependence. A transversely polarized quark, for in-

stance, will result in an anisotropic pattern of radiation in the final-state. By momentum

conservation, the wedge function in the φ → 2π region for a transversely polarized quark

will remain unchanged, regions in the azimuthal plane will contain more collinear mo-

mentum than others. In this paper, we study the observable and discuss complications

associated with these functions while we leave spin dependence for another study.
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At one-loop, the expression for the SJA and WTA wedge function can be written down

as

ŵ
SJA (1)
i (φ, z) = min

(
φ

2π
,
2π − φ

2π

)
αs

2π

∑
j

cjiPji(z)

(
1

ϵUV
− 1

ϵIR

)
, (3.20)

ŵ
WTA(1)
i (φ, z) =

φ

2π

(
2π − φ

2π

)
αs

2π

∑
j

cjiPji(z)

(
1

ϵUV
− 1

ϵIR

)
, (3.21)

where we exploited the fact that contributions with both partons entering the wedge vanish,

as will contributions where no partons enter the jet wedge. The additional factor of φ/2π on

the expression with the WTA axis enters because the parton that remains within the wedge

only contributes a portion φ/2π to the energy of the wedge. From these expressions, one

can easily see that the renormalized wedge function obeys a modification of the standard

DGLAP evolution equation

d

d lnµ
wSJA (φ, z, µ) = min

(
1,

2π − φ

φ

)
αs

2π

∑
j

cji [Pji ⊗ wi] (φ, z, µ) , (3.22)

d

d lnµ
wWTA (φ, z, µ) =

(
2π − φ

2π

)
αs

2π

∑
j

cji [Pji ⊗ wi] (φ, z, µ) . (3.23)

The evolution equation for the SJA satisfies the condition that it obeys the standard

DGLAP below φ < π, while as φ approaches 2π, the anomalous dimension vanishes, which

is required by momentum conservation. Additionally, the anomalous dimension of the

WTA wedge function vanishes in this limit as well.

3.3 The φ dependent sub-jet function

In the region where ωJR≫ ΛQCD, the jet wedge function can be written as

ĵaxisi alg (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) =
[
K̂axis

i alg ⊗ ŵaxis
i

]
(φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) . (3.24)

At tree level, we have the trivial matching coefficient

K̂axis(0)
i alg (zw, R, ωJ , µ) = δ (1− zw) . (3.25)

To obtain the matching function at one-loop, we now note that the graphs for the jet wedge

function contain IR divergences that are identical to those of the wedge function. These IR

divergences occur due to IR emissions outside of the jet wedge but inside of the jet radius.

At one loop, we must consider two configurations. The first configuration is associated with

both partons being inside the jet but only one parton is within the wedge. The second

configuration is associated with both partons being inside the jet and inside the wedge.

The latter are identical to exclusive jet functions except for the angular integrations. Upon
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considering the azimuthal angles of the emissions, the matching functions take on the form

K̂SJA (1)
i alg (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) =θ (π − φ)

φ

2π
K̂SJA (1)

i algAII
(zw, R, ωJ , µ) + θ (φ− π)

×
[(

φ− π

π

)
δ (1− zw) Ĵ

SJA
i (R,ωJ , µ)

+

(
2π − φ

2π

)
K̂SJA (1)

i algAII
(zw, R, ωJ , µ)

]
, (3.26)

K̂WTA(1)
i (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) =

φ

2π
δ (1− zw) Ĵ

WTA
i (R,ωJ , µ)

+

(
2π − φ

2π

)
K̂WTA(1)

i AII
(zw, R, ωJ , µ) , (3.27)

where the terms that are associated with the AII contain the IR divergences. This naming

convention will becomes clear in Sec. 3.4. We find that the expression for these contributions

are given by

K̂SJA (1)
qConeAII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) =
αsCF

2π

[
δ (1− zw)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+

1

2
L2
R − 3

2
LR − π2

12
+ 2

)

+ 2 (Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw)) (LR + ln (zw (1− zw))) + 2

]
(3.28)

K̂SJA (1)
gConeAII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) =
αs

2π

{
CA

[
δ (1− zw)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

11

6ϵ
+

1

2
L2
R − 11

6
LR − π2

12

)

+ Pgg(zw) (LR + 2 ln(1− zw))

]
+ nf

[
δ (1− zw)

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
LR

3

)

+ Pgq(zw) (LR + 2 ln(1− zw)− 1) + 1

]}
, (3.29)

K̂SJA (1)
q kT AII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) =
αsCF

2π

[
δ (1− zw)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+

1

2
L2
R − 3

2
LR − π2

12
+ 2

)

+ 2 (Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw)) (LR + ln (zw (1− zw))) + 2

]
, (3.30)

K̂SJA (1)
g kT AII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) =
αs

2π

{
CA

[
δ (1− zw)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

11

6ϵ
+

1

2
L2
R − 11

6
LR − π2

12

)

+ Pgg(zw) (LR + 2 ln (zw(1− zw)))

]
+ nf

[
δ (1− zw)

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
LR

3

)

+ Pgq(zw) (LR + 2 ln (zw(1− zw)) + 2zw(1− zw))

]}
, (3.31)
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for the SJA. For the WTA

K̂WTA(1)
q AII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) = K̂SJA (1)
qConeAII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) , (3.32)

K̂WTA(1)
g AII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) = K̂SJA (1)
gConeAII

(zw, R, ωJ , µ) . (3.33)

The semi-inclusive matching functions can be obtained by considering the hard-collinear

contributions. From this result, we obtain the one loop expressions for the total matching

functions

K̂SJA (1)
qCone (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) =

αsCF

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

×
[
φ

2π

(
1

ϵ2
− Lr

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+

1

2
L2
r −

3

2
Lr −

3π2

4
+ 7 + 6 ln(2)

)
+
π2

3
− 7

2
− 3 ln(2)

]

+

(
2π − φ

π

)[
(Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw))

(
Lr + 2 ln (zw(1− zw))+

)
+ 2
]}

, (3.34)

K̂SJA (1)
gCone (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) =

αs

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

×
[
φ

2π
CA

(
1

ϵ2
− Lr

ϵ
+

11

6ϵ
+

1

2
L2
r −

11

6
Lr −

3π2

4
+

137

18
+

22

3
ln(2)

)

+
φ

2π
nf

(
− 1

3ϵ
+

1

3
Lr −

23

18
− 4

3
ln(2)

)]

+

(
2π − φ

π

)[
(CAPqq(zw) + nfPqg(zw)) [Lr + 2 ln(1− zw)] + 2nfzw(1− zw)

]
+

[
CA

(
π2

3
− 11

3
ln(2)− 137

36

)
+ nf

(
23

36
+

2

3
ln(2)

)]}
, (3.35)

K̂SJA (1)
q kT

(φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) =
αsCF

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

×
[
φ

2π

(
1

ϵ2
− Lr

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+

1

2
L2
r −

3

2
Lr −

17

12
π2 + 13

)
+

2

3
π2 − 13

2

]

+

(
2π − φ

π

)[
(Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw))

(
Lr + 2 ln (zw(1− zw))+

)
+ 1
]}

, (3.36)

K̂SJA (1)
g kT

(φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) =
αs

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

×
[
φ

2π
CA

(
1

ϵ2
− Lr

ϵ
+

11

6ϵ
+

1

2
L2
r −

11

6
Lr −

17

12
π2 +

134

9

)

+
φ

2π
nf

(
− 1

3ϵ
+

1

3
Lr −

23

9

)]

+

(
2π − φ

π

)[
(CAPqq(zw) + nfPqg(zw))

[
Lr + 2 ln(zw(1− zw))+

]
+ 2nfzw(1− zw)

]
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+

[
CA

(
2

3
π2 − 67

9

)
+ nf

(
23

18

)]}
, (3.37)

for the SJA, and for the WTA

K̂WTA(1)
q (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) = K̂SJA (1)

qCone (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) , (3.38)

K̂WTA(1)
g (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) = K̂SJA (1)

gCone (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ) . (3.39)

The φ dependent jet shape can be determined by the azimuthal-dependent jet wedge

from Eqs. (3.6), (3.7). At one-loop, these expressions reduce to

ψaxis
i alg(φ,R) =

φ

2π
+

∫
dzwzwj

(1)
c (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ)− J (1)

c (R,ωJ , µ) +O
(
α2
s

)
. (3.40)

The one-loop results for the azimuthal-dependent jet shapes are then simply given by the

zw weighted expressions for the matching coefficients. We now, however, note an important

point. In the expressions for the jet shape we saw the appearance of IR divergences

that require the introduction of the wedge function. However, by introducing the energy

weighing the IR divergence terms will go like

ĵaxisi alg IR ∼ 1

ϵIR

∫
dzwzw

∑
j

Pji(zw) = 0 . (3.41)

Consequently, the energy weighting results in the IR divergences vanishing. For every

expression for the jet shape, we then obtain the result that

ψaxis
i alg(φ,R) =

φ

2π
+

(
φ− 2π

2π

)
J
axis (1)
i alg (R,ωJ , µ) +O

(
α2
s

)
, (3.42)

exactly as expected.

3.4 The r and φ dependent sub-jet function

To compute the r and φ dependent sub-jet function, we must first compute the central

sub-jet wedge function. To achieve this, we need to consider emissions that are outside of

the sub-jet wedge and jet, emissions that are inside the jet but outside of the sub-jet wedge,

and emissions that are inside the jet and sub-jet wedge. The relevant configuration depends

on the particular values of x, q⊥, and φ. At one-loop, the semi-inclusive jet shape with a

SJA contains five contributions, while the exclusive jet shape contains three contribution

with a SJA. The case of the jet shape is simpler for the WTA jet axis, in which the semi-

inclusive jet shape contains four contributions while the exclusive jet shape contains only

two contributions. Each contribution is associated with integrating a partonic contribution

over some region in x and q⊥ and is represented in Fig. 6. Thus, up to one-loop we will

write

ĵaxisi alg (φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) = ŵaxis
i (φ, zw, µ)

+
∑
G

[
M̂axis (G) (1)

i alg ⊗ ŵaxis
i

]
(φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) +O

(
α2
s

)
, (3.43)
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Figure 6: Left: Kinematic regions for the jet shape for the SJA. Right: Same but for the

WTA axis. The blue curves represent the restriction that the emission is inside of the jet

while the red and green curve represent that the restrictions associated with the subjet

radius. Each region is labelled (A, B, C). The purple lines along q⊥ = 0 represents the

collinear divergences while the pink lines at x = 0 and 1 represent soft divergences.

where regions A through C are depicted in Fig. 6. The semi-inclusive sub-jet function

contains contributions which cannot be depicted on the left side of Fig. 6 due to the

requirement of a different frame choice for emissions outside of the jet. To compute the

sub-jet wedge function, we now note that for the SJA the contributions from B and C

contain only a single parton within the sub-jet and are therefore related to the azimuthally

integrated jet shape via the relations

M̂axis (g) (1)
i alg (φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) =

φ

2π
ĵ
axis(g) (1)
i alg (zw, r, R, µ, ζ) . (3.44)

The expressions for the azimuthally integrated jet shapes are given in the appendix, and g

is an element of (B,C). However for the A contributions, we find that

M̂axis (A) (1)
i alg (φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) = K̂axis (1)

i cone (φ, zw, r, µ, ζ) . (3.45)

The matching coefficients for graph A, however, are precisely given by the matching coef-

ficient functions for the wedge jet function with a cone algorithm onto the wedge function.

M̂SJA (1)
q kT

(φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) =
αsCF

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

[
φ

2π

(
1

ϵ2
+

3

2ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 3Lr

2
−
L2
r/R

2
−

3Lr/R

2
− 3π2

4

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)
(−7− 6 ln(2)) +

π2

3

]
+
φ

π

+
φ

2π
(Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw))

[
(Lr/R + 2 ln(zw))θ

( r
R

+ zw − 1
)

+ 2(Lr + ln(1− zw) + ln(zw))

]}
, (3.46)
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M̂SJA (1)
g kT

(φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) =
αs

2π

[
δ (1− zw)

{
φ

2π
CA

(
1

ϵ2
+

11

6ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 11Lr

6
−
L2
r/R

2
−

11Lr/R

6
− 3π2

4

)

+
φ

2π
nf

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
Lr

3
+
Lr/R

2

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)[
CA

(
−137

18
− 22

3
ln(2)

)
+ nf

(
23

18
+

4

3
ln(2)

)]
+ CA

π2

3

}
+
φ

π
nfzw (1− zw)

+
φ

2π
(CAPgg(zw) + nfPqg(zw))

[
(Lr/R + 2 ln(zw))θ

( r
R

+ zw − 1
)

+ 2(Lr + ln(1− zw) + ln(zw))

]]
, (3.47)

M̂SJA (1)
qCone (φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αsCF

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

[
φ

2π

(
1

ϵ2
+

3

2ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 3Lr

2
−
L2
r/R

2
−

3Lr/R

2
− 3π2

4

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)
(−7− 6 ln(2)) +

π2

3

]
+
φ

π

+
φ

2π
(Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw))

[
2

(
ln

(
zw

1− zw

)
Θ

(
R

r +R
− zw, zw − 1

2

)

+ Lr + ln(1− zw) + ln(zw)

)
+ Lr/RΘ

(
zw − R

r +R

)]}
, (3.48)

M̂SJA (1)
gCone (φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αs

2π

[
δ (1− zw)

{
φ

2π
CA

(
1

ϵ2
+

11

6ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 11Lr

6
−
L2
r/R

2
−

11Lr/R

6
− 3π2

4

)

+
φ

2π
nf

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
Lr

3
+
Lr/R

2

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)[
CA

(
−137

18
− 22

3
ln(2)

)
+ nf

(
23

18
+

4

3
ln(2)

)]
+ CA

π2

3

}
+
φ

π
nfzw (1− zw)

+
φ

2π
(CAPgg(zw) + nfPqg(zw))

[
2 ln

(
zr

1− zr

)
Θ

(
R

r +R
− zr, zr −

1

2

)
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+ Lr/RΘ

(
zr −

R

r +R

)
+ Lr + 2 ln (1− zr)

]]
, (3.49)

M̂WTA(1)
q (φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αsCF

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

[
φ

2π

(
1

ϵ2
+

3

2ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 3Lr

2
−
L2
r/R

2
−

3Lr/R

2
− 3π2

4

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)
(−7− 6 ln(2)) +

π2

3

]
+
φ

π
+

φ

2π
(Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw))

[
θ

(
zw − 1

2

)
Lr/R

+ 2(Lr + ln(1− zw) + ln(zw))

]}
, (3.50)

M̂WTA(1)
g (φ, zw, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αs

2π

[
δ (1− zw)

{
φ

2π
CA

(
1

ϵ2
+

11

6ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 11Lr

6
−
L2
r/R

2
−

11Lr/R

6
− 3π2

4

)

+
φ

2π
nf

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
Lr

3
+
Lr/R

2

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)[
CA

(
−137

18
− 22

3
ln(2)

)
+ nf

(
23

18
+

4

3
ln(2)

)]
+ CA

π2

3

}

+
φ

π
nfzw (1− zw) +

φ

2π
(CAPgg(zw) + nfPqg(zw))

[
θ

(
zw − 1

2

)
Lr/R

+ 2(Lr + ln(1− zw) + ln(zw))

]]
. (3.51)

In the previous section, we saw that the energy weighting removed the IR divergences.

After performing the zw weighting, we obtain the expression for the r and φ dependent jet

shape

ψSJA
q kT

(φ, r,R) =
φ

2π
+
αsCF

2π

φ

2π

[
−1

2
L2
r/R +

3

2
Lr/R − 9

2
+ 6

r

R
− 3

2

r2

R2

]
+

(
φ− 2π

2π

)
J
SJA (1)
q kT

(z,R, ω) +O
(
α2
s

)
, (3.52)

ψSJA
g kT

(φ, r,R) =
φ

2π
+
αs

2π

φ

2π

[
CA

(
−1

2
L2
r/R − 203

36
+ 8

r

R
− 3

r2

R2
+

8

9

r3

R3
− 1

4

r4

R4

)

+
β0
2
Lr/R + nf

(
41

36
− 2

r

R
+

3

2

r2

R2
− 8r3

9R3
+

r4

4R4

)]

+

(
φ− 2π

2π

)
J
SJA (1)
g kT

(z, ωR, µ) +O
(
α2
s

)
, (3.53)
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ψSJA
q cone (φ, r,R) =

φ

2π
+
αsCF

2π

φ

2π

[
− 1

2
L2
r/R +

3

2
Lr/R +

3

2
− 3 ln(2)− π2

3

+ 4Li2

(
r

r +R

)
+ 2 ln2

(
1 +

r

R

)
+ 3 ln

(
1 +

r

R

)
+

3r

r +R

]

+

(
φ− 2π

2π

)
JSJA (1)
q cone (z,R, ω) +O

(
α2
s

)
, (3.54)

ψSJA
g cone (φ, r,R) =

φ

2π
+
αs

2π

φ

2π

[
CA

(
−
L2
r/R

2
+ 2 ln2

(
1 +

r

R

)
+ 4Li2

(
r

r +R

)
− π2

3
+

R− r

6(r +R)3
(
11r2 + 22rR+ 12R2

))

+ β0

(
Lr/R

2
+ ln

(
1 +

r

R

)
− ln(2)

)
+ nf

R− r

3(r +R)3

(
r2 + 2rR+

3

2
R2

)]

+

(
φ− 2π

2π

)
JSJA (1)
g cone (z, ωR, µ) +O

(
α2
s

)
, (3.55)

ψWTA
q (φ, r,R) =

φ

2π
+
αsCF

2π

φ

2π
Lr/R

(
3

8
− 2 ln(2)

)
+

(
φ− 2π

2π

)
JWTA(1)
q (z,R, ω) +O

(
α2
s

)
, (3.56)

ψWTA
g (φ, r,R) =

φ

2π
+
αs

2π

φ

2π
Lr/R

[
CA

(43
96

− 2 ln(2)
)
− nf

7

96

]
+

(
φ− 2π

2π

)
J
WTA(1)
g kT

(z, ωR, µ) +O
(
α2
s

)
. (3.57)

The results recover exactly the r dependent jet shape in the limit that φ = 2π, while they

recover the φ dependent jet shape in the limit that r approaches R. In these expressions,

we have used the short-hand that Lr/R = −2 ln r/R.

3.5 The soft-collinear function

We now derive the expression for the soft-collinear function that enters into the factorization

of the matching function in the resummed region in Eq. (3.14). The soft-collinear function

for the sub-jet function with a SJA is given by the expression

Ŝ
(1)
i (k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) =2g2Ci

(
µ2eγE

4π

)ϵ ∫
ddl

(2π)d
nJ · n̄J

nJ · l n̄J · l2πδ
(
l2
)(2l0

ν

)η

× δ2−2ϵ (l⊥ − k⊥)Θ

(
tan2

R

2
− l+

l−

)
. (3.58)

The one-loop integration yields

Ŝ
(1)
i (k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) =

αsCi

π2
1

η

(
µ2πeγE

)ϵ (ν tan R
2

)η
k2+η
⊥

, (3.59)
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which gives the momentum space expression for the soft-collinear contribution

Ŝ
(1)
i (k⊥, R, ωJ , µ, ν) =

αsCi

2π

[
δ2−2ϵ (k⊥)

(
1

ϵ2
− 2

ηϵ
− 1

ϵ
Lνs −

π2

12

)

+

(
1

k⊥

)
+

(
4

η
+ 2Lνs + ln

(
µ

k⊥

)
+

)]
. (3.60)

To obtain the soft contribution to the jet shape, we now note that if the soft region has a

transverse momentum k⊥, that the collinear mode has a momentum of

pµc =

{
k2⊥
ωJ
, ωJ ,k⊥

}
. (3.61)

The one-loop expression for the soft-collinear function is then given by

Ĉ SJA
[
C

SJA (0)
i S

(1)
i

]
(zw, R, ωJ , µ, ν)

=
αsCi

2π

(
1

ϵ2
− 2

ηϵ
+
Lνs

ϵ
+

2LSJA
µs

η
− 1

2
LSJA
µs

2 − LSJA
µs Lνs −

π2

12

)
,

(3.62)

where we have introduced the logs

LSJA
µs = 2

(
ωJ tan

R
2

µ

)
, Lνs = 2

(
µ

ν tan R
2

)
. (3.63)

The expressions for the evolution equation of the soft contribution are then given by

d

d lnµ
lnC SJA

[
C

SJA (0)
i S

(1)
i

]
(zw, R, ωJ , µ, ν) = Γcusp

i Lµs , (3.64)

d

d ln ν
lnC SJA

[
C

SJA (0)
i S

(1)
i

]
(zw, R, ωJ , µ, ν) = Γcusp

i Lνs . (3.65)

3.6 The hyper-collinear function

We now derive the expression for the hyper-collinear function that enters into the factor-

ization of the matching function in the resummed region in Eq. (3.14). We decompose the

collinear function in terms of the contributions of the different graphs

ĈSJA
i

(
φ, zw,k⊥, r, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=

φ

2π
δ (1− zw)

+
∑
G

Ĉ
SJA (G)
i

(
φ, zw,k⊥, r, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
+O

(
α2
s

)
, (3.66)

where here G ∈ (A,B,C) and the regions are the same as the fixed order region except

that one takes R→ ∞.
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Without the effects of soft-recoil, the expressions for these graphs are

Ĉ
SJA (A)
i

(
φ, zw,0⊥, r, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=K̂SJA

iCone (φ, zw, R, ωJ , µ, ζ) , (3.67)

Ĉ
SJA (B)
i

(
φ, zw,0⊥, r, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
∑
j

∫
dΦ δ(x− zw)P̂ji (x, q⊥, ϵ)Θ

SJA
((k)q)

×
(

ν

(1− x)
√
ζ

)η

, (3.68)

Ĉ
SJA (C)
i

(
φ, zw,0⊥, r, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
∑
j

∫
dΦ δ (x− (1− zw)) P̂ji (x, q⊥, ϵ)Θ

SJA
((q)k) , (3.69)

where dΦ = dx d2−2ϵq⊥. Here, 0⊥ denotes that the soft-recoil transverse momenta are

taken to be zero. In these expressions, the jet algorithm constraints are given by

ΘSJA
((k)q) = Θ

[
ωJx tan

r

2
− q⊥

]
Θ
[
q⊥ − ωJ(1− x) tan

r

2

]
, (3.70)

ΘSJA
((q)k) = Θ

[
q⊥ − ωJx tan

r

2

]
Θ
[
ωJ(1− x) tan

r

2
− q⊥

]
. (3.71)

The contributions from graphs (B) and (C) are the same as those for the azimuthally

integrated case except for the factor of φ/2π. Their exact expressions were derived in

Ref. [68]. The one-loop expressions for the hyper-collinear functions are given by

ĈSJA (1)
q

(
φ, zw,0⊥, r, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
αsCF

2π

{
δ (1− zw)

×
[
φ

2π

(
2

ηϵ
− 2

η
Lµc +

3

2ϵ
− Lνc

ϵ
+ LνcLµc −

3

2
Lµc −

2π2

3

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)
(−7− 6 ln(2)) +

π2

3

]
+
φ

π
+
φ

π
(Pqq(zw) + Pgq(zw))

×
(
θ

(
zw − 1

2

)
ln

(
zw

1− zw

)
+ Lµc + 2 ln(1− zw) + ln

(
zw

1− zw

))}
, (3.72)

ĈSJA (1)
g

(
φ, zw,0⊥, r, ωJ , µ,

ζ

ν2

)
=
αs

2π

[
δ (1− zw)

×
{
φ

2π
CA

(
2

ηϵ
− 2

η
Lµc +

11

6ϵ
− Lνc

ϵ
+ LνcLµc −

11

6
Lµc −

2π2

3

)

+
φ

2π
nf

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
Lµc

3

)

+

(
π − φ

2π

)[
CA

(
−137

18
− 22

3
ln(2)

)
+ nf

(
23

18
+

4

3
ln(2)

)]
+ CA

π2

3

}
+
φ

π
nfzw (1− zw)

+
φ

2π
(CAPgg(zw) + nfPqg(zw))

(
Lµc + 2 ln(1− zw) + 2 ln

(
zw

1− zw

))]
, (3.73)
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where we have introduced the logs

Lµc = 2

(
ω tan r

2

µ

)
, Lνc = ln

(
ζ

ν2

)
. (3.74)

We find that the evolution equation for the collinear functions are given by

d

d lnµ
lnCSJA

i

(
zw,0⊥, ωJ , r, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
= Ciγ

µ SJA
Ci

(
µ,
µ

ν

)
, (3.75)

d

d ln ν
lnCSJA

i

(
zw,0⊥, ωJ , r, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
= Ciγ

ν SJA
Ci (µr, µ) , (3.76)

where the anomalous dimensions that enter into these expressions are given by

γµ SJA
Ci

(
µ,
µ

ν

)
= Ciγ

cuspLνc + γi , γν SJA
Ci (κ, µ) = Ciγ

cuspLµc . (3.77)

4 Example application in DIS

Lepton-jet correlations in the back-to-back limit have been used to probe the non-perturbative

structure of TMD PDFs using a SJA in [72, 73]. In [74, 75], it was demonstrated that em-

ploying a WTA axis can massively improve the perturbative framework, particularly the

precision or range at which these structures can be studied using lepton-jet correlations.

Notably, this improvement was achieved at N3LL accuracy. However, this observable faced

a significant limitation: the integration over the azimuthal angle in the jet function re-

stricted the number of spin structures that could be probed.

This limitation was addressed in [76], where it was shown that considering hadron-in-jet

formation substantially increases the number of accessible spin-dependent non-perturbative

structures. However, the use of hadron-in-jet observables comes with a trade-off. While the

number of probed spin structures increases, these observables rely on spin-dependent frag-

mentation functions, thereby introducing additional non-perturbative functions required

for their description.

The collinear transversity PDF is particularly challenging to probe due to its chiral-odd

nature. For instance, in traditional DIS, the transversity PDF would naturally couple to a

chiral-even jet function, causing the observable to vanish. Recently, it was shown in [37, 38]

that the WTA jet function contains a chiral-odd component. Specifically, hadronization

effects correlate the direction of the jet with the spin of the struck quark. These studies

demonstrated that this observable can be used to probe the transversity TMD PDF. Since

the transversity TMD PDF can be collinearly matched onto the collinear transversity PDF,

this observable serves as an indirect probe of the latter. Nevertheless, directly accessing

the collinear transversity PDF remains a significant challenge.

In this section, we demonstrate that azimuthal-dependent jet broadening in lepton-jet

correlations in the collinear limit can serve as a direct probe of the collinear transversity

PDF. Moreover, we show that the number of non-perturbative structures required to probe

this distribution is very small, enabling a clean and precise determination of the collinear

transversity PDF.
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4.1 Kinematics

In this section, we will study lepton-jet production in DIS

e (ℓ) + p (P ) → e
(
ℓ′
)
+ j (PJ) +X , (4.1)

where e, p, j, and X denote the electron, proton, jet, and unobserved states, and the

momenta are labeled in the parenthesis of this expression.

In the collider CM frame, the incoming beams have momenta

Pµ =
√
S
nµ

2
+O

(
M2

S

)
, ℓµ =

√
S
n̄µ

2
+O

(
m2

ℓ

S

)
, (4.2)

where M and mℓ denote the masses of the proton and the electron, respectively. The

momentum of the final-state lepton can be written as

ℓ′
µ
=

√
S

{
1− y,

ℓ′T
2

S (1− y)
,
ℓ′x√
S
,
ℓ′y√
S

}
, (4.3)

where the event inelasticity is defined by y = 1− P · ℓ′/P · ℓ and we chose the frame such

that the final-state jet moves in the x − z plane. The photon’s momentum is given by

q = ℓ− ℓ′. From this parameterization, we can define the kinematic variables

Q2 =
ℓ′T

2

1− y
, xB =

Q2

2P · q , (4.4)

t̂ = −Q2 , ŝ = xBS , û = −ŝ− t̂ . (4.5)

Finally, the transverse spin vector of the incoming proton can be written as

Sµ
T = ST cosϕS x̂

µ + ST sinϕS ŷ
µ , (4.6)

where ST and ϕS denote the magnitude of the transverse spin of the proton and the

azimuthal angle of the polarized proton.

4.2 Power counting and factorization

The spin-dependent differential cross section for this process can be inferred from [76],

where a TMD formalism was used. We find

dσ

d2ℓ′T dy dz dφ dτ
= FUU + ST sin (ϕS − φ)F

sin(ϕS−φ)
TU + ... , (4.7)

where z, φ, and τ denote the energy fraction, azimuthal angle, and broadening of the

observed jet. The azimuthal angle is defined such that φ = 0 is oriented in the x direction.

We note, however, that for θJ = π/2, φ is not defined. Additionally, the ellipsis corresponds

to additional spin structures that we do not consider in this paper. Lastly, we note that

the labeling conventions for the structure functions correspond to the polarization of the

incoming proton and electron. Namely, the second term is associated with an unpolarized

electron and a transversely polarized proton.
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To obtain this expression, we have written the matrix elements for the initial state as

1

2NC
⟨p, S |χ̄nj(0)δ (Q− n · P)χni(0)| p, S⟩

= f1 (x)
/̄nij
4

+ g1 (x)
/̄nij
4
γ5 + h1 (x)

1

4

(
σµνγ5

)
ij
STµn̄ν +O

(
M

Q

)
, (4.8)

where f1 and h1 are the unpolarized and transversity PDFs, while g1 is the helicity PDF

that we will not discuss in this paper.

The matrix elements for the final-state can be written as

1

2NC

〈
0
∣∣∣δ (Q− n · P) δ (τ − τ̂j) δ

(
z − ωJ

ω

)
χn̄ i(0)

∣∣∣ jφ〉 ⟨jφ |χ̄n̄ j(0)| 0⟩

= Gq (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ)

(
/̄nJ
4

)
ij

+GTq (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ)
1

4
(σµν)ij n̄Jµρ̂ν + ... , (4.9)

where ρ̂ represents a vector in the azimuthal plane which can be thought of as an infinitely

small wedge. A transversely polarized quark moving in the −z direction will generate a

pattern of hadronic radiation that resembles the left panel of Fig. 7. In this figure, the

polarized quark is taken to be in the y direction. This leads to a higher multiplicity of

soft particles being generated in the −x direction, while less hadron that are harder move

in the positive x direction. For a SJA the transverse momenta will be balanced and,

thus, the anisotropic broadening will not be affected by the spin effects. For a WTA axis,

however, the jet axis will be determined by the hardest particle in the jet. Consequently,

the transverse momentum is not balanced within the jet in this case. This allows us

to correlate the direction of the broadening with the spin of the proton. The second

term in Eq. (4.9) does not mean that transverse momentum flows preferentially in one

direction, that would violate transverse momentum conservation. Rather, it means that

while transverse momentum is conserved, one side of the jet will have a higher number of

hadrons, each containing a smaller transverse momentum on average, while the other side

of the jet will contain a smaller number of hadrons, each containing a higher transverse

momentum on average. The dots denote terms that are associated with polarized hadrons

in the final-state or power suppressed terms. Lastly, we note an important point. Unlike

the Collins effect, this jet function measures sums over the hadron multiplicity and is

insensitive to information associated with non-perturbative collinear splitting and is, thus,

less sensitive to non-perturbative effects than the Collins function.

From this expression, we can now define an asymmetry. We first want to take φ = π

and center the wedge in the x direction. The expression for the asymmetry can be written

in terms of the cross section

A
sin(ϕS−φ)
TU =

F
sin(ϕS−φ)
TU

FUU
. (4.10)

The unpolarized and transversely polarized structure functions take on the factorized form

FUU = [σ̂U ⊗ f1 ⊗G] (x, z, φ, τ, R) , (4.11)

F
sin(ϕS−φ)
TU = [σ̂T ⊗ h1 ⊗GT ] (x, z, φ, τ, R) . (4.12)
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Figure 7: Left: Example of the density of hadrons in a jet with a SJA that was initiated

from a transversely polarized quark. The saturation of the red indicated the density of

hadrons in a particular region. The black circle represents the boundary of the jet. While

transverse momentum is conserved in the jet, the Collins effect results in a higher multi-

plicity of hadrons on one side of the jet. The red star on the right side of the plot indicates

the hardest hadron that determines the direction of the jet axis for a WTA axis. Right:

Example of the broadening of the jet as a function of the azimuthal angle φ of the jet.

In these expressions the σ terms are the partonic cross sections, their tree-level expressions

are given in terms of the partonic Mandelstam variables as

σ̂U =
α2
em

sℓ′T
2

2
(
û2 + ŝ2

)
t̂2

, σ̂T =
α2
em

sℓ′T
2

(−4ûŝ

t̂2

)
, (4.13)

while beyond tree-level they obey evolution equations which are complementary to those of

the PDF and jet functions. Note the traditional expressions for the partonic cross sections

are typically inversely proportional to Q2 while the expressions listed here are inversely

proportional to ℓ′T
2. This difference enters from the Q2 to ℓ′T

2 Jacobian.

In the region where τ ≪ R, the jet contains both hyper-collinear and soft-collinear

contributions. In the region where τ ∼ ΛQCD/Q, there are non-perturbative contributions

that we will need to parameterize. For these reasons, the jet function will take on the

factorized form

Gq (z, φ, τ, R, µ, ζ) =hjq (z, ωJ , R, µ)

∫
dτs dτc dτNP δ (τ − τc − τs − τNP)

× Cj

(
φ, τc, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
Sj (φ, τs, R, µ, ν) Fj (φ, τNP) . (4.14)

The hyper-collinear and soft-collinear functions in this expression are the same as those for

that were calculated previously, while the non-perturbative function F will be parameter-

ized in the next section.
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For the case of a transversely polarized quark, the jet function factorizes as

GTq (z, φ, τ, R, µ, ζ) =h
T
qq (z, ωJ , R, µ)

∫
dτs dτc dτNP δ (τ − τc − τs − τNP)

× CTq

(
φ, τc, µ,

ζ

ν2

)
Sq (φ, τs, R, µ, ν) FTq (φ, τNP) , (4.15)

where we note that only q → q splitting can contribute to the observable since q → g

splitting would lead to an unpolarized gluon in the jet and the asymmetry would vanish.

As we will discuss in the next section, this jet function will follow a different evolution than

the standard DGLAP of the unpolarized jet.

4.3 Numerical parameterization

We follow the parameterization in Ref. [77] for the transversity PDF

hq/p(x,Q0) = Nh
q x

αh
q (1− x)β

h
q
(αh

q + βhq )
αh
q+βh

q

αh
q
αh
q βhq

βh
q

1

2

[
fq/p (x,Q0) + gq/p (x,Q0)

]
, (4.16)

where Nh
q , α

h
q , β

h
q are fit parameters which were obtained in this reference for the u and

d quarks, while the contributions of the sea quarks were set to zero. Here Q0 = 1 GeV is

the initial scale of the parameterization. This function evolves from the initial scale to the

hard scale Q by solving the evolution equation Ref. [78]

d

d lnµ2
hq/p(x, µ) =

αs

2π

∫ 1

x

dx̂

x̂
P h
qq(x̂)hq/p

(x
x̂
, µ
)
, (4.17)

where the splitting kernel for the transversity PDF is given by

P h
qq(x) = CF

[
2x̂

(1− x̂)+
+

3

2
δ(1− x̂)

]
. (4.18)

The evolution equation in Eq. (4.17) can be significantly simplified by taking the Mellin

transform of this expression. Because this parameterization for the transversity PDF

resulted in polynomial dependence on x at Q0 = 1 GeV, the Mellin transform for the

transversity PDF initial condition can be performed analytically. As a result, evolving our

parameterization for the transversity PDF from Q0 can be accomplished by performing a

single numerical integral which is associated with an inverse Mellin transformation.

To parameterize the non-perturbative contribution to the jet broadening, we use the

simple form

Fi (φ, u) = N (a, b,Λ)
1

Λ

(u
Λ

)(a−1)
exp

[
−(u− b)2

Λ2

]
, (4.19)

where the parameter values are taken such that the non-perturbative shape function peaks

in the region where τ ∼ ΛQCD/Q, such that in the perturbative region this contribution

is small. Here, N represents a normalization parameter that conserves unitarity. In this

paper, we will use the parameter values from Ref. [79] that a = 1, b = 0.45, and Λ = 0.5.
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For the anisotropic contribution to the jet broadening, we will simply take the param-

eterization

FTq (φ, u) = cTFi (φ, u) , (4.20)

where cT is some non-perturbative constant that must satisfy cT < 1 by positivity. Ad-

ditionally, we find that the perturbative contribution to the hyper-collinear function is

identical to the one-loop matching for the Collins function.

Lastly, we note now that the jet function for the polarized case follows the same

evolution as the transversity PDF. Namely, we have

d

d lnµ2
GTq (z, φ, τ, R, µ, ζ) =

αs

2π

∫ 1

z

dẑ

ẑ
P h
qq(ẑ)GTq

(z
ẑ
, φ, τ, R, µ, ζ

)
. (4.21)

4.4 Predictions

In the right panel of Fig. 7, we plot the ratio

Rφ =
Gq (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ)− cosφGTq (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ)

Gq (z, φ, τ, R, ωJ , µ, ζ)
, (4.22)

for a quark polarized in the y-direction. This plot is presented as a function of the jet’s

azimuthal angle for an energy scale of Q = 10 GeV and jet radius R = 0.8, computed at

next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) accuracy. To illustrate the modulation effect, we use

a non-perturbative constant cT = 0.1, corresponding to a 10% modulation of jet broad-

ening in this region. However, the exact value of cT will need to be determined through

a comprehensive analysis of spin-correlation experimental data, including deep inelastic

scattering (DIS) and e+e− collision data. While the Collins fragmentation function is

a complex, multi-dimensional non-perturbative function that depends on both transverse

and collinear dynamics, the anisotropic broadening we observe here primarily reflects trans-

verse momentum effects. Therefore, the modulation in this ratio is driven primarily by the

constant cT , rather than requiring the full collinear fragmentation function.

In Fig. 8, we present the transverse spin asymmetry expected to be observed at the

Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) for various lepton and proton beam energy configurations.

To highlight the utility of this observable in probing the transversity parton distribution

function (PDF), we plot the asymmetry as a function of the Bjorken variable x. The

asymmetries are shown for four collider setups: 5×41 GeV2, 5×100 GeV2, 10×100 GeV2,

and 18 × 275 GeV2. For simplicity, we assume the event inelasticity to be y = 0.5 and

the unpolarized contribution to the jet broadening to be τ = 0.1. The ratios, shown

from left to right, correspond to different hard scales. The behavior of the curves remains

consistent across the panels, as the primary difference arises from changes in Q, which are

driven by evolution effects. However, the differences in the DGLAP evolution between the

transversity PDF and the unpolarized PDF are small, resulting in minor variations. This

consistency underscores the value of this observable as a clean probe of the non-perturbative

structure of the transversity PDF.
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Figure 8: The transverse spin asymmetry as a function of x at different lepton and proton

energy configurations at the EIC.

5 Conclusions

The primary motivation for this study was to develop a formalism for azimuthal-dependent

jet substructure observables to better understand anisotropic effects in jet dynamics. Tra-

ditional analyses of jet substructure focus on isotropic observables, which average over

azimuthal information and thus miss potentially critical directional dependencies. By ex-

tending jet broadening and jet shape observables into the azimuthal plane, we aim to

probe phenomena such as spin correlations and medium-induced anisotropies, offering a

more complete picture of jet properties and QCD dynamics.

In the course of this work, several by-products emerged for the azimuthally integrated

case. We derived the semi-inclusive jet function for the Winner-Take-All axis, providing

a new contribution that adds to the cases documented in the literature. Additionally, we

calculated jet broadening in the fixed-order region, offering insights into the behavior of

jets across different energy scales. We also developed the exclusive jet shape with the WTA

axis, enhancing our understanding of isotropic angular energy distributions. These results

address long-standing gaps in the theoretical description of jet substructure and establish

a baseline for future studies.

For the azimuthal-dependent case, we performed extensive calculations for jet broad-

ening and jet shape observables. For both, we derived the jet functions in the resummed

and fixed-order regions for both the Standard Jet Axis and the WTA axis. Furthermore,

we demonstrated that the jet function for the azimuthal-dependent jet shape contains

non-perturbative contributions due to infrared divergences that arise in the perturbative

expression. However, we showed that energy weighting removes these divergences, allowing

for a well-defined theoretical treatment. Together, these calculations provide a comprehen-

sive framework for studying azimuthal dependence in jet substructure.

As an application, we demonstrated that the azimuthal-dependent jet broadening can

serve as a direct probe of the transversity parton distribution function in deep inelastic

scattering. This showcases the potential of azimuthal-dependent observables to provide

insight into fundamental QCD dynamics, particularly in relation to spin correlations and

non-perturbative fragmentation functions, such as the Collins Fragmentation Function.
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Figure 9: The graphs for the semi-inclusive quark jet function.

This example underscores the utility of the formalism developed in this work for both

theoretical exploration and experimental applications.

Looking forward, there are numerous avenues to extend and refine this work. Future

studies could incorporate higher-order corrections to improve the precision and accuracy

of predictions. Non-perturbative effects could be explored further, particularly in the

context of medium-induced modifications in heavy-ion collisions. Additionally, extending

the framework to multi-jet observables and heavy-flavor jets could broaden its applicability.

Investigating the interplay between jet substructure and multi-scale phenomena, such as

jet-medium interactions, represents another promising direction. These advancements will

enhance the utility of azimuthal-dependent jet substructure observables, contributing to a

deeper understanding of QCD and the properties of strongly interacting matter.
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A Review of the exclusive and semi-inclusive jet functions with a SJA

In this section, we review the computation of the exclusive and semi-inclusive jet functions,

providing pedagogical details and the discussing the renormalization group consistency for

the jet substructure observables.

The semi-inclusive jet function can be expressed in a perturbative series as

JSJA
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =

∑
l

(αs

2π

)l
J
SJA (l)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) . (A.1)
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In this paper, we are interested in performing the computation at one-loop. At one-loop,

there are three combination associated with the permutations of the final-state partons

enter or exiting the jet. The one-loop Feynman diagrams associated with the semi-inclusive

jet function are given in Fig. 9. Thus, the one-loop expression for the jet function read

J
SJA(1)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =

∑
G

J
SJA(G)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) , (A.2)

where G is the contribution associated with the graphs in Fig. 9. Following the notation

of Sec. 2.2, the exact expressions for these graphs are given in this frame by

J
SJA(A)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) = δ (1− z)

∫
Φlq δ (ωJ − n̄J · l) δd−2 (l⊥)

∣∣M∣∣2
i
ΘSJA

alg (jk) , (A.3)

J
SJA(B)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =

∫
Φlq δ (x− z) δ (ωJ − n̄J · l) δd−2 (l⊥)

∣∣M∣∣2
i
ΘSJA

alg (j) , (A.4)

J
SJA(C)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =

∫
Φlq δ (1− x− z) δ (ωJ − n̄J · l) δd−2 (l⊥)

∣∣M∣∣2
i
ΘSJA

alg (k) , (A.5)

where the amplitudes are given in Eqs. (2.38) and (2.39) and i denotes the flavor of the

initial parton, while j and k denote the flavors of the final-state partons. Here, x denotes

the momentum fraction of parton j, while the jet constraints are given in the Heaviside

theta functions. In the case of a jet cone algorithm, the angle of each final-state parton is

compared against the jet radius. Their exact expressions are given by

ΘSJA
cone(jk) = Θ

(
ωJ x tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
Θ

(
ωJ (1− x) tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
, (A.6)

ΘSJA
cone(j) = Θ

(
ωJ x tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
Θ

(
q⊥ − ωJ (1− x) tan

R

2

)
, (A.7)

ΘSJA
cone(k) = Θ

(
q⊥ − ωJ x tan

R

2

)
Θ

(
ωJ (1− x) tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
, (A.8)

where q⊥ denotes the transverse momentum of each parton with respect to the jet axis.

For an anti-kT algorithm, the angle of the final-state partons must be smaller than the jet

radius. This amounts to the jet constraints

ΘSJA
kT(jk)

= Θ

(
ωJ x (1− x) tan

R

2
− q⊥

)
, (A.9)

ΘSJA
kT(j)

= ΘSJA
kT(k)

= 1−ΘSJA
kT(jk)

. (A.10)

The expressions for the graphs can then be shown to take on the form

J
SJA(A)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) = δ(1− z)

∑
j,k

∫
dΦP̂(jk)i(x, q⊥, ϵ)Θ

SJA
alg (jk) , (A.11)

J
SJA(B)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =

∑
j,k

∫
dΦP̂(jk)i(x, q⊥, ϵ)δ (z − x)ΘSJA

alg (j) , (A.12)

J
SJA(C)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =

∑
j,k

∫
dΦP̂(jk)i(x, q⊥, ϵ)δ (1− z − x)ΘSJA

alg (k) . (A.13)
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The sum in these expressions is used to account for the fact that the observable is insensitive

to the type of radiation into the final-state. We have also used the short hand notation for

the two dimensional integration ∫
dΦ =

∫
dd−2q⊥dx , (A.14)

and we define the splitting kernels to be

P̂(q′g)q(x, q⊥, ϵ) =δq′q
CF

π

(
πµ2eγE

)ϵ 1

q2⊥

[
1 + x2

1− x
− ϵ(1− x)

]
, (A.15)

P̂(gg)q(x, q⊥, ϵ) =0 , (A.16)

P̂(qq̄)g(x, q⊥, ϵ) =
nf
π

(
πµ2eγE

)ϵ 1

q2⊥

[
1

2
− x(1− x)

1− ϵ

]
, (A.17)

P̂(gg)g(x, q⊥, ϵ) =
CA

π

(
πµ2eγE

)ϵ 1

q2⊥

[
x

1− x
+

1− x

x
+ x(1− x)

]
, (A.18)

where the splitting function for q → gg does not enter until two loops. The exclusive jet

function can be computed from graph (A) via the relation

JSJA
i alg (ωJ , R, µ) =

∫ 1

0
dzJ

SJA(A)
i alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) . (A.19)

The simplified expressions for the quark initiated jet function using an anti-kT algorithm

are given by

J
SJA(A)
q alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =CF δ (1− z)

[
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+

1

2
L2
R − 3

2
LR + cSJAq alg

]
, (A.20)

J
SJA(B)
q alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =CF

[
− δ(1− z)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

3

2ϵ
+

1

2
L2
R − 3

2
LR − π2

12

)

+ Pqq(z)

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 (ln(1− z))+

)
+ z − 1

]
, (A.21)

J
SJA(C)
q alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =CF

[
Pgq(z)

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 (ln (1− z))+

)
− z

]
, (A.22)

where the algorithmic dependence of the jet function is encoded into the coefficients

cSJAq kT
=

13

2
− 3π2

4
, cSJAqCone =

7

2
− 5π2

12
+ 3 ln(2) . (A.23)

We have introduced for notational convenience the logarithm

LR = ln

(
ω2
J tan

2 R
2

µ2

)
, (A.24)
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and we define the splitting functions as

Pqq(x) =

[
1 + x2

(1− x)+
+

3

2
δ(1− z)

]
, (A.25)

Pgq(x) =

[
1 + (1− z)2

z

]
, (A.26)

Pqg(x) = [1− 2x(1− x)] , (A.27)

Pgg(x) = 2

[
x(1− x) +

1− x

x
+

x

1− x

]
+

β0
2CA

δ(1− x) . (A.28)

For the gluon initiated jets, we have

J
SJA(A)
g alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =CAδ (1− z)

[
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

β0
2CAϵ

+
L2
R

2
− β0

2CA
LR

]
+
αs

2π
δ(1− z)cSJAg alg , (A.29)

J
SJA(B)
g alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =

CA

2

[
− δ (1− z)

(
1

ϵ2
− LR

ϵ
+

β0
2CAϵ

+
L2
R

2
− β0

2CA
LR − π2

12

)

+ Pgg(z)

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 ln(1− z)+

)]

+
nf
2

[
Pqg(z)

(
1

ϵ
− LR − 2 ln(1− z)

)
− z(1− z)

]
, (A.30)

J
SJA(C)
g alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) =J

(B)
g alg (z, ωJ , R, µ) . (A.31)

The algorithm-dependent coefficients are given by

cSJAg kT
=CA

(
−3π2

4
+

67

9

)
− nf

(
23

18

)
, (A.32)

cSJAgCone =CA

(
−5π2

12
+

137

36
+

11

3
ln(2)

)
− nf

(
23

36
+

2

3
ln(2)

)
. (A.33)

For the WTA jet, we find

J
WTA(G)
i (z, ωJ , R, µ) = J

SJA (G)
iCone (z, ωJ , R, µ) , (A.34)

where G ∈ (A,B,C). The renormalized exclusive jet functions contain double poles that

lead to a Sudakov resummation. Thus, the renormalized exclusive jet function obeys the

evolution equation

d

d lnµ
ln Jaxis

i alg (ωJ , R, µ) = γJi (µ) ,

where the anomalous dimensions are given by

γJi (µ) = −Ciγ
cusp
i [αs(µ)]LR − γi [αs(µ)] . (A.35)
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For the semi-inclusive jet function, the double poles of graph (A) are cancelled against

those of graphs (B) and (C). In this case, the divergences which generate the evolution of

the jet function are multiplied by the splitting functions, resulting in a DGLAP evolution

equation. In Mellin space, this function obeys the equation

d

d lnµ
J axis
i alg (N,ωJ , µ) =

αs

π
cijPij(N)J axis

j alg (N,ωJ , µ) , (A.36)

where the color factors are given by

cqq = CF , cgq = CF , cqg = nf , cgg = CA . (A.37)

B Central sub-jet functions

In Ref. [68] the authors derived the expressions for the semi-inclusive central sub-jet func-

tion. However we found that the exclusive central sub-jet functions were not present in the

literature. We include them here

jSJAq kT
(zr, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αsCF

2π

[
δ (1− zr)

(
1

ϵ2
+

3

2ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 3Lr

2
−
L2
r/R

2
−

3Lr/R

2
− 5π2

12
+

7

2
+ 3 ln(2)

)

+ (Pgq(zr) + Pqq(zr))

(
2 ln

(
zr

1− zr

)
θ

(
− r

R
− zr + 1, zr −

1

2

)

+ (Lr/R + 2 ln(zr))θ
( r
R

+ zr − 1
))]

, (B.1)

jSJAg kT
(zr, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αs

2π

[
CAδ (1− zr)

(
1

ϵ2
+

11

6ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ
− Lr

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 11Lr

6
−
L2
r/R

2
−

11Lr/R

6
− 5π2

12
+

137

36
+

11 ln(2)

3

)

+ nfδ (zr)

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
Lr

3
+
Lr/R

3
− 22

36
− 2

3
ln(2)

)

+ (CAPgg(zr) + nfPqg(zr))

(
Lr/R + 2 ln zr

)
Θ
( r
R

+ zr − 1
)]

,

(B.2)

jSJAqCone (zr, r, R, µ, ζ) =
αsCF

2π

[
δ (1− zr)

(
1

ϵ2
+

3

2ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 3Lr

2
−
L2
r/R

2
−

3Lr/R

2
− 5π2

12
+

7

2
+ 3 ln(2)

)
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+ (Pqq(zr) + Pgq(zr))

(
Lr/R

(
zr −

R

r +R

)

+ 2 ln

(
zr

1− zr

)
Θ

(
R

r +R
− zr, zr −

1

2

))]
, (B.3)

jSJAgCone (zr, r, R, µ, ζ) =
αs

2π

[
CAδ (1− zr)

(
1

ϵ2
+

11

6ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ
− Lr

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 11Lr

6
−
L2
r/R

2
−

11Lr/R

6
− 5π2

12
+

137

36
+

11 ln(2)

3

)

+ nfδ (zr)

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
Lr

3
+
Lr/R

3
− 23

36
− 2

3
ln(2)

)

+ (CAPgg(zr) + nfPqg(zr))

(
Lr/RΘ

(
zr −

R

r +R

)

+ 2 ln

(
zr

1− zr

)
Θ

(
R

r +R
− zr, zr −

1

2

))]
, (B.4)

jWTA
q (zr, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αsCF

2π

[
δ (1− zr)

(
1

ϵ2
+

3

2ϵ
− Lr

ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 3Lr

2
−
L2
r/R

2
−

3Lr/R

2
− 5π2

12
+

7

2
+ 3 ln(2)

)

+ (Pgq(zr) + Pqq(zr))Θ

(
zr −

1

2

)
Lr/R

]
, (B.5)

jWTA
g (zr, r, R, µ, ζ) =

αs

2π

[
CAδ (1− zr)

(
1

ϵ2
+

11

6ϵ
−
Lr/R

ϵ
− Lr

ϵ

+ LRLr/R +
L2
r

2
− 11Lr

6
−
L2
r/R

2
−

11Lr/R

6
− 5π2

12
+

137

36
+

11 ln(2)

3

)

+ nfδ (zr)

(
− 1

3ϵ
+
Lr

3
+
Lr/R

3
− 22

36
− 2

3
ln(2)

)

+ (CAPgg(zr) + nfPqg(zr))Θ

(
zr −

1

2

)
Lr/R

]
. (B.6)

C Anomalous dimensions up to NNLL

In this section, we provide the expressions for the cusp, non-cusp, and rapidity anomalous

dimensions up to NNLL. These can be expressed as a perturbative series in the strong

coupling as

γcusp [αs(µ)] =

∞∑
n=0

(αs

4π

)n+1
γcuspn , γi [αs(µ)] =

∞∑
n=0

(αs

4π

)n+1
γin . (C.1)

– 52 –



At NNLL, the cusp and non-cusp terms are given by

γcusp0 =4 , (C.2)

γcusp1 =CA

(
268

9
− 8ζ2

)
− 40nf

9
, (C.3)

γcusp2 =C2
A

(
−1072ζ2

9
+

88ζ3
3

+ 88ζ4 +
490

3

)
+ CAnf

(
160ζ2
9

− 112ζ3
3

− 836

27

)
+ CFnf

(
32ζ3 −

110

3

)
−

16n2f
27

. (C.4)

The quark and gluon anomalous dimensions up to two loops are

γq0 = − 3CF , (C.5)

γqq =CACF

(
−11ζ2 + 26ζ3 −

961

54

)
+ C2

F

(
12ζ2 − 24ζ3 −

3

2

)
+ CFnf

(
2ζ2 +

65

27

)
,

(C.6)

γg0 = − β0 , (C.7)

γg1 = C2
A

(
11ζ2
3

+ 2ζ3 −
692

27

)
+ CAnf

(
128

27
− 2ζ2

3

)
+ 2CFnf . (C.8)

Similarly, the Collins-Soper anomalous dimension of the TMDs can be written as

γζ(µ, b) = −2CF

∫ µ

µb

dµ′

µ′
γcusp

[
αs

(
µ′
)]

− CFγ
r [αs(µb)] , (C.9)

where γr is the rapidity anomalous dimension. This anomalous dimension can be expressed

at a perturbative series as

γr [αs(µ)] =
∞∑
i=0

(αs

4π

)i+1
γri , (C.10)

where at NNLL, the anomalous dimension are while the soft anomalous dimensions are

γr0 =0 , (C.11)

γr1 =CA

(
22ζ2
3

+ 28ζ3 −
808

27

)
+ nf

(
112

27
− 4ζ2

3

)
− 2ζ2β0 . (C.12)

References

[1] M. H. Seymour, Searches for new particles using cone and cluster jet algorithms: A

Comparative study, Z. Phys. C 62 (1994) 127–138.

[2] M. H. Seymour, The Average number of subjets in a hadron collider jet, Nucl. Phys. B 421

(1994) 545–564.

[3] J. M. Butterworth, B. E. Cox, and J. R. Forshaw, WW scattering at the CERN LHC, Phys.

Rev. D 65 (2002) 096014, [hep-ph/0201098].

– 53 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201098


[4] D. E. Soper and M. Spannowsky, Combining subjet algorithms to enhance ZH detection at

the LHC, JHEP 08 (2010) 029, [arXiv:1005.0417].

[5] R. M. Godbole, D. J. Miller, K. A. Mohan, and C. D. White, Jet substructure and probes of

CP violation in Vh production, JHEP 04 (2015) 103, [arXiv:1409.5449].

[6] N. Chen, J. Li, Y. Liu, and Z. Liu, LHC searches for the CP-odd Higgs by the jet

substructure analysis, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015), no. 7 075002, [arXiv:1410.4447].

[7] D. Adams et al., Towards an Understanding of the Correlations in Jet Substructure, Eur.

Phys. J. C 75 (2015), no. 9 409, [arXiv:1504.00679].

[8] D. Britzger, K. Rabbertz, D. Savoiu, G. Sieber, and M. Wobisch, Determination of the

strong coupling constant using inclusive jet cross section data from multiple experiments,

Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019), no. 1 68, [arXiv:1712.00480].

[9] CMS Collaboration, S. Chatrchyan et al., Measurement of the Ratio of the Inclusive 3-Jet

Cross Section to the Inclusive 2-Jet Cross Section in pp Collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV and First

Determination of the Strong Coupling Constant in the TeV Range, Eur. Phys. J. C 73

(2013), no. 10 2604, [arXiv:1304.7498].

[10] ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Determination of the strong coupling constant αs

from transverse energy–energy correlations in multijet events at
√
s = 8 TeV using the

ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017), no. 12 872, [arXiv:1707.02562].

[11] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., Measurement of transverse energy-energy correlations

in multi-jet events in pp collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV using the ATLAS detector and

determination of the strong coupling constant αs(mZ), Phys. Lett. B 750 (2015) 427–447,

[arXiv:1508.01579].

[12] CMS Collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Measurement of the inclusive 3-jet production

differential cross section in proton–proton collisions at 7 TeV and determination of the

strong coupling constant in the TeV range, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015), no. 5 186,

[arXiv:1412.1633].

[13] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., Determination of the parton distribution functions of

the proton from ATLAS measurements of differential W and Z boson production in

association with jets, JHEP 07 (2021) 223, [arXiv:2101.05095].

[14] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., Measurement of the inclusive jet cross section in pp

collisions at sqrt(s)=2.76 TeV and comparison to the inclusive jet cross section at sqrt(s)=7

TeV using the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013), no. 8 2509, [arXiv:1304.4739].

[15] CMS Collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Constraints on parton distribution functions and

extraction of the strong coupling constant from the inclusive jet cross section in pp collisions

at
√
s = 7 TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015), no. 6 288, [arXiv:1410.6765].

[16] CMS Collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Measurement and QCD analysis of

double-differential inclusive jet cross sections in pp collisions at
√
s = 8 TeV and cross

section ratios to 2.76 and 7 TeV, JHEP 03 (2017) 156, [arXiv:1609.05331].

[17] R. Abdul Khalek et al., Phenomenology of NNLO jet production at the LHC and its impact

on parton distributions, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020), no. 8 797, [arXiv:2005.11327].

[18] L. A. Harland-Lang, A. D. Martin, and R. S. Thorne, The Impact of LHC Jet Data on the

MMHT PDF Fit at NNLO, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018), no. 3 248, [arXiv:1711.05757].

– 54 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.0417
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.5449
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4447
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.00679
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.00480
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.7498
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.02562
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01579
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.1633
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.05095
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.4739
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.6765
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.05331
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.11327
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.05757


[19] J. Pumplin, J. Huston, H. L. Lai, P. M. Nadolsky, W.-K. Tung, and C. P. Yuan, Collider

Inclusive Jet Data and the Gluon Distribution, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 014019,

[arXiv:0904.2424].

[20] B. J. A. Watt, P. Motylinski, and R. S. Thorne, The Effect of LHC Jet Data on MSTW

PDFs, Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) 2934, [arXiv:1311.5703].

[21] S. Marzani, G. Soyez, and M. Spannowsky, Looking inside jets: an introduction to jet

substructure and boosted-object phenomenology, vol. 958. Springer, 2019.

[22] C. F. Berger, T. Kucs, and G. F. Sterman, Event shape / energy flow correlations, Phys.

Rev. D 68 (2003) 014012, [hep-ph/0303051].

[23] L. G. Almeida, S. J. Lee, G. Perez, G. F. Sterman, I. Sung, and J. Virzi, Substructure of

high-pT Jets at the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 074017, [arXiv:0807.0234].

[24] A. J. Larkoski, J. Thaler, and W. J. Waalewijn, Gaining (Mutual) Information about

Quark/Gluon Discrimination, JHEP 11 (2014) 129, [arXiv:1408.3122].

[25] S. D. Ellis, Z. Kunszt, and D. E. Soper, Jets at hadron colliders at order α− s3: A Look

inside, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 (1992) 3615–3618, [hep-ph/9208249].

[26] J. C. Collins, Fragmentation of transversely polarized quarks probed in transverse momentum

distributions, Nucl. Phys. B 396 (1993) 161–182, [hep-ph/9208213].

[27] M. Arratia, Z.-B. Kang, A. Prokudin, and F. Ringer, Jet-based measurements of Sivers and

Collins asymmetries at the future electron-ion collider, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 7

074015, [arXiv:2007.07281].

[28] D. Pitonyak, C. Cocuzza, A. Metz, A. Prokudin, and N. Sato, Number Density Interpretation

of Dihadron Fragmentation Functions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132 (2024), no. 1 011902,

[arXiv:2305.11995].

[29] JAM Collaboration, C. Cocuzza, A. Metz, D. Pitonyak, A. Prokudin, N. Sato, and R. Seidl,

Transversity Distributions and Tensor Charges of the Nucleon: Extraction from Dihadron

Production and Their Universal Nature, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132 (2024), no. 9 091901,

[arXiv:2306.12998].

[30] Jefferson Lab Angular Momentum (JAM) Collaboration, C. Cocuzza, A. Metz,

D. Pitonyak, A. Prokudin, N. Sato, and R. Seidl, First simultaneous global QCD analysis of

dihadron fragmentation functions and transversity parton distribution functions, Phys. Rev.

D 109 (2024), no. 3 034024, [arXiv:2308.14857].

[31] R. Abdul Khalek et al., Science Requirements and Detector Concepts for the Electron-Ion

Collider: EIC Yellow Report, Nucl. Phys. A 1026 (2022) 122447, [arXiv:2103.05419].

[32] A. Bacchetta, M. Diehl, K. Goeke, A. Metz, P. J. Mulders, and M. Schlegel, Semi-inclusive

deep inelastic scattering at small transverse momentum, JHEP 02 (2007) 093,

[hep-ph/0611265].

[33] D. Callos, Z.-B. Kang, and J. Terry, Extracting the transverse momentum dependent

polarizing fragmentation functions, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 9 096007,

[arXiv:2003.04828].

[34] M. G. Echevarria, Z.-B. Kang, and J. Terry, Global analysis of the Sivers functions at

NLO+NNLL in QCD, JHEP 01 (2021) 126, [arXiv:2009.10710].

– 55 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.2424
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.5703
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303051
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.0234
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3122
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9208249
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9208213
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07281
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.11995
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.12998
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.14857
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05419
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611265
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04828
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.10710


[35] Z.-B. Kang, K. Lee, D. Y. Shao, and F. Zhao, Probing transverse momentum dependent

structures with azimuthal dependence of energy correlators, JHEP 03 (2024) 153,

[arXiv:2310.15159].

[36] Z.-B. Kang, K. Lee, and F. Zhao, Polarized jet fragmentation functions, Phys. Lett. B 809

(2020) 135756, [arXiv:2005.02398].

[37] W. K. Lai, X. Liu, M. Wang, and H. Xing, Unveiling Nucleon 3D Chiral-Odd Structure with

Jet Axes, arXiv:2205.04570.

[38] X. Liu and H. Xing, The time-reversal odd side of a jet, Fund. Res. 3 (2023) 346–350,

[arXiv:2104.03328].

[39] J. Gallicchio and M. D. Schwartz, Seeing in Color: Jet Superstructure, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105

(2010) 022001, [arXiv:1001.5027].

[40] A. Larkoski, S. Marzani, and C. Wu, Safe Use of Jet Pull, JHEP 01 (2020) 104,

[arXiv:1911.05090].

[41] A. J. Larkoski, S. Marzani, and C. Wu, Theory Predictions for the Pull Angle, Phys. Rev. D

99 (2019), no. 9 091502, [arXiv:1903.02275].

[42] L. D. Landau and I. Pomeranchuk, Limits of applicability of the theory of bremsstrahlung

electrons and pair production at high-energies, Dokl. Akad. Nauk Ser. Fiz. 92 (1953) 535–536.

[43] A. B. Migdal, Bremsstrahlung and pair production in condensed media at high-energies,

Phys. Rev. 103 (1956) 1811–1820.

[44] I. Vitev, S. Wicks, and B.-W. Zhang, A Theory of jet shapes and cross sections: From

hadrons to nuclei, JHEP 11 (2008) 093, [arXiv:0810.2807].

[45] Y.-T. Chien and I. Vitev, Towards the understanding of jet shapes and cross sections in heavy

ion collisions using soft-collinear effective theory, JHEP 05 (2016) 023, [arXiv:1509.07257].

[46] C. A. Salgado and U. A. Wiedemann, Medium modification of jet shapes and jet

multiplicities, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 042301, [hep-ph/0310079].

[47] S. Cao and X.-N. Wang, Jet quenching and medium response in high-energy heavy-ion

collisions: a review, Rept. Prog. Phys. 84 (2021), no. 2 024301, [arXiv:2002.04028].

[48] J. Brewer, A. Sadofyev, and W. van der Schee, Jet shape modifications in holographic dijet

systems, Phys. Lett. B 820 (2021) 136492, [arXiv:1809.10695].

[49] H. T. Li and I. Vitev, Jet charge modification in dense QCD matter, Phys. Rev. D 101

(2020) 076020, [arXiv:1908.06979].

[50] Y.-T. Chien and I. Vitev, Probing the Hardest Branching within Jets in Heavy-Ion

Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017), no. 11 112301, [arXiv:1608.07283].

[51] Y. Mehtar-Tani and K. Tywoniuk, Groomed jets in heavy-ion collisions: sensitivity to

medium-induced bremsstrahlung, JHEP 04 (2017) 125, [arXiv:1610.08930].

[52] J. a. Barata, P. Caucal, A. Soto-Ontoso, and R. Szafron, Advancing the understanding of

energy-energy correlators in heavy-ion collisions, arXiv:2312.12527.

[53] S. Wang, W. Dai, B.-W. Zhang, and E. Wang, Radial profile of bottom quarks in jets in

high-energy nuclear collisions, Chin. Phys. C 45 (2021), no. 6 064105, [arXiv:2012.13935].

[54] Y. Li, S. Wang, and B.-W. Zhang, Longitudinal momentum fraction of heavy-flavor mesons

– 56 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.15159
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.02398
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.04570
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03328
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.5027
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.05090
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.02275
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.2807
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.07257
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0310079
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.04028
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10695
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.06979
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.07283
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.08930
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.12527
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.13935


in jets in high-energy nuclear collisions, Phys. Rev. C 108 (2023), no. 2 024905,

[arXiv:2209.00548].

[55] H. T. Li and I. Vitev, Inverting the mass hierarchy of jet quenching effects with prompt b-jet

substructure, Phys. Lett. B 793 (2019) 259–264, [arXiv:1801.00008].

[56] K. Devereaux, W. Fan, W. Ke, K. Lee, and I. Moult, Imaging Cold Nuclear Matter with

Energy Correlators, arXiv:2303.08143.

[57] A. Budhraja, R. Sharma, and B. Singh, Medium modifications to jet angularities using

SCET with Glauber gluons, arXiv:2305.10237.

[58] A. V. Sadofyev, M. D. Sievert, and I. Vitev, Ab initio coupling of jets to collective flow in the

opacity expansion approach, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 9 094044, [arXiv:2104.09513].

[59] J. a. Barata, J. G. Milhano, and A. V. Sadofyev, Picturing QCD jets in anisotropic matter:

from jet shapes to energy energy correlators, Eur. Phys. J. C 84 (2024), no. 2 174,

[arXiv:2308.01294].

[60] L. Antiporda, J. Bahder, H. Rahman, and M. D. Sievert, Jet drift and collective flow in

heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022), no. 5 054025, [arXiv:2110.03590].

[61] J. Bahder, H. Rahman, M. D. Sievert, and I. Vitev, Signatures of Jet Drift in QGP Hard

Probe Observables, arXiv:2412.05474.

[62] S. D. Ellis, C. K. Vermilion, J. R. Walsh, A. Hornig, and C. Lee, Jet Shapes and Jet

Algorithms in SCET, JHEP 11 (2010) 101, [arXiv:1001.0014].

[63] A. Hornig, Y. Makris, and T. Mehen, Jet Shapes in Dijet Events at the LHC in SCET,

JHEP 04 (2016) 097, [arXiv:1601.01319].

[64] Z.-B. Kang, F. Ringer, and I. Vitev, The semi-inclusive jet function in SCET and small

radius resummation for inclusive jet production, JHEP 10 (2016) 125, [arXiv:1606.06732].

[65] Z.-B. Kang, F. Ringer, and I. Vitev, Jet substructure using semi-inclusive jet functions in

SCET, JHEP 11 (2016) 155, [arXiv:1606.07063].

[66] Z.-B. Kang, K. Lee, and F. Ringer, Jet angularity measurements for single inclusive jet

production, JHEP 04 (2018) 110, [arXiv:1801.00790].

[67] Y. L. Dokshitzer, A. Lucenti, G. Marchesini, and G. P. Salam, On the QCD analysis of jet

broadening, JHEP 01 (1998) 011, [hep-ph/9801324].

[68] Z.-B. Kang, F. Ringer, and W. J. Waalewijn, The Energy Distribution of Subjets and the Jet

Shape, JHEP 07 (2017) 064, [arXiv:1705.05375].

[69] P. Cal, F. Ringer, and W. J. Waalewijn, The jet shape at NLL’, JHEP 05 (2019) 143,

[arXiv:1901.06389].

[70] A. J. Larkoski, D. Neill, and J. Thaler, Jet Shapes with the Broadening Axis, JHEP 04

(2014) 017, [arXiv:1401.2158].

[71] Z.-B. Kang, X. Liu, F. Ringer, and H. Xing, The transverse momentum distribution of

hadrons within jets, JHEP 11 (2017) 068, [arXiv:1705.08443].

[72] X. Liu, F. Ringer, W. Vogelsang, and F. Yuan, Lepton-jet Correlations in Deep Inelastic

Scattering at the Electron-Ion Collider, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019), no. 19 192003,

[arXiv:1812.08077].

– 57 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.00548
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.00008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08143
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.10237
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.09513
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.01294
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.03590
http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.05474
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.0014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.01319
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.06732
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07063
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.00790
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9801324
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05375
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.06389
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.2158
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.08443
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.08077


[73] X. Liu, F. Ringer, W. Vogelsang, and F. Yuan, Lepton-jet Correlation in Deep Inelastic

Scattering, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 9 094022, [arXiv:2007.12866].

[74] S. Fang, W. Ke, D. Y. Shao, and J. Terry, Precision three-dimensional imaging of nuclei

using recoil-free jets, JHEP 05 (2024) 066, [arXiv:2311.02150].

[75] S. Fang, M.-S. Gao, H. T. Li, and D. Y. Shao, N3LL + O(α2
s) predictions of lepton-jet

azimuthal angular distribution in deep-inelastic scattering, arXiv:2409.09248.

[76] Z.-B. Kang, K. Lee, D. Y. Shao, and F. Zhao, Spin asymmetries in electron-jet production at

the future electron ion collider, JHEP 11 (2021) 005, [arXiv:2106.15624].

[77] Z.-B. Kang, A. Prokudin, P. Sun, and F. Yuan, Extraction of Quark Transversity

Distribution and Collins Fragmentation Functions with QCD Evolution, Phys. Rev. D 93

(2016), no. 1 014009, [arXiv:1505.05589].

[78] M. Stratmann and W. Vogelsang, Next-to-leading order QCD evolution of transversity

fragmentation functions, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 057502, [hep-ph/0108241].

[79] H. Cao, Z.-B. Kang, X. Liu, and S. Mantry, One-jettiness DIS event shape at N3LL+O(αs2),

Phys. Rev. D 110 (2024), no. 1 014045, [arXiv:2401.01941].

– 58 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.12866
http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.02150
http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.09248
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15624
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.05589
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0108241
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.01941

	Introduction
	Azimuthal-dependent jet broadening
	Power counting the jet broadening
	Kinematics at one-loop
	The fixed order region
	The soft-collinear contribution
	The hyper-collinear functions
	The asymptotic region
	Evolution of the exclusive jet broadening function
	Evolution of the semi-inclusive jet broadening function

	The r and  dependent jet shapes
	Power counting the jet shapes
	The wedge function
	The  dependent sub-jet function
	The r and  dependent sub-jet function
	The soft-collinear function
	The hyper-collinear function

	Example application in DIS
	Kinematics
	Power counting and factorization
	Numerical parameterization
	Predictions

	Conclusions
	Review of the exclusive and semi-inclusive jet functions with a SJA
	Central sub-jet functions
	Anomalous dimensions up to NNLL

