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Important aspects of QCD factorization theorems are the properties of the objects involved that
can be identified as universal. One example is that the definitions of parton densities and frag-
mentation functions for different types of hadrons differ only in the identity of the nonperturbative
states that form the matrix elements, but are otherwise the same. This leads to independence of
perturbative calculations on nonperturbative details of external states. It also lends support to
interpretations of correlation functions as encapsulations of intrinsic nonperturbative properties.
These characteristics have usually been presumed to still hold true in fragmentation functions even
when the observed nonperturbative state is a small-mass cluster of n hadrons rather than simply
a single isolated hadron. However, the multidifferential aspect of cross sections that rely on these
latter types of fragmentation functions complicates the treatment of kinematical approximations in
factorization derivations. That has led to recent claims that the operator definitions for fragmenta-
tion functions need to be modified from the single hadron case with nonuniversal prefactors. With
such concerns as our motivation, we retrace the steps for factorizing the unpolarized semi-inclusive
e+e− annihilation cross section and confirm that they do apply without modification to the case
of a small-mass multihadron observed in the final state. In particular, we verify that the standard
operator definition from single hadron fragmentation, with its usual prefactor, remains equally valid
for the small-mass n-hadron case with the same hard parts and evolution kernels, whereas the more
recently proposed definitions with nonuniversal prefactors do not. Our results reaffirm the reliability
of most past phenomenological applications of dihadron fragmentation functions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Factorizable high-energy collisions in QCD are describable in terms of convolution products of a perturbatively
calculable factor with one or more factors that encapsulate the description of nonperturbative hadronic properties.
The nonperturbative factors can take the form of parton distribution functions, which describe the distribution of
partons in a target, or fragmentation functions, which characterize the hadronization of a parton into particular types
of final states. In the simplest cases where processes are very inclusive, the parton distribution and fragmentation
functions depend on only one variable, the momentum fraction of the parent particle involved, in addition to an
auxiliary scale associated with the renormalization group. For such cases, collinear factorization is the relevant
theoretical framework, and the derivations lead to definitions for universal nonperturbative correlation functions like
parton distribution or fragmentation functions. A notable advantage of collinear factorization is that it allows one to
exploit the simplifications arising from inclusive sums over final states.

The fragmentation of a parton into a single hadron can be extended to cases for which a parton fragments into
a small-mass cluster of n hadrons (which we will call an “n-hadron”). By incorporating n-hadron fragmentation
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functions within collinear phenomenology, one is able to exploit the advantages of collinear factorization to study
quantities like chiral-odd distributions (transversity, twist-3 e(x)) and related moments (tensor and scalar charge)
without needing to resort to more complicated QCD formalisms like transverse momentum dependent (TMD) fac-
torization, e.g. [1], or generalized parton distribution frameworks, e.g. [2]. As such, there is an long history of
projects dedicated to extracting dihadron fragmentation functions phenomenologically [3–6] to access objects like the
transversity distribution [5, 7–21] and interpreting them nonperturbatively.

Ultimately, connecting phenomenological extractions to insights about nonperturbative structures requires precisely
defined QCD operator matrix elements for the n-hadron fragmentation functions. Given that the steps of factorization
derivations with fragmentation functions appear to be independent of the identity of the observed hadronic state, it
has usually been presupposed that the standard fragmentation function definition that has long been used for single
hadron fragmentation applies equally well to the n-hadron case, with the only change necessary being that the single
hadron state is replaced by an n-hadron state in the matrix element (see, for example, Sec. 12.13.3 of Ref. [22]). Early
work on dihadron fragmentation functions like Ref. [7, 8] also used a dihadron fragmentation function definition that
exactly matched the single hadron case (compare Eq. (10) of [7] with Eq. (2.14) of [8]1). The standard fragmentation
function definition has also motivated most of the phenomenological work performed over the past few decades like, for
example, Eqs. (9) and (11) of Ref. [10] (see also Ref. [6]). Finally, it is the definition used for nonperturbative modeling
of dihadron fragmentation functions in works such as Refs. [24–28]. In the future, having a clear and unambiguous
definition for the fragmentation functions will be important for the expanding efforts being put into understanding
nonperturbative physics through the extraction and theoretical analysis of partonic correlation functions.

However, a recent study in Ref. [29] argues that the definition of a dihadron (or n-hadron) fragmentation function
needs to be modified with momentum-fraction-dependent overall prefactors, thus calling into question the validity
of earlier work with dihadron fragmentation functions. The authors of Ref. [29] further argue that the standard
definitions of dihadron fragmentation functions used in most of the past phenomenological efforts, like those based
on Ref. [3, 10, 12] and models like Refs. [24–28], lack a robust interpretation within a parton model framework. They
propose a new definition, which has since been adopted as the theoretical basis for phenomenological applications by
the JAM collaboration [30, 31].

In this paper, we show that the standard definition, with its usual prefactor, is actually the correct one in that it
is the universal operator definition that is consistent with ordinary collinear factorization with the usual hard parts
and evolution kernels. We also discuss how the parton model interpretation of the standard dihadron fragmentation
function definition generalizes directly to the multihadron case. Fortunately, therefore, earlier work with dihadron
fragmentation functions based on the standard definition and its interpretation is not compromised.

As an example process, we will consider semi-inclusive e+e− annihilation (SIA), as this is a simple and typical ap-
plication of fragmentation functions that exposes the advantages of the collinear factorization framework as compared
with the TMD one [32]. Experimental data for dihadron production in this process have been produced at Belle, both
for the Artru-Collins asymmetry [33] and, more recently, dihadron multiplicities [34].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce the notation and the conventions/approximations used to
describe the process of lepton-antilepton annihilation into a final hadronic state. In Sec. III, we describe the kinematics
and the observables (cross section, structure functions) for this process. In Sec. IV, we highlight the main steps to
achieve a factorized form of the hadronic tensor. In Sec. V, we scrutinize the operator definition of fragmentation
function that is consistent with factorization. In Sec. VI, we recover the familiar expression for the single-hadron e+e−

cross section consistently with the factorized expression of the hadronic tensor. Similarly, in Sec. VII we recover the
standard expression of the e+e− cross section for inclusive dihadron production adopted in many phenomenological
works, using two different sets of dihadron internal variables as illustrative examples. In Sec. VIII, we comment on
the alternative operator definition of multi-hadron fragmentation function presented in Ref. [29]. Finally, in Sec. IX
we summarize our main observations and make concluding remarks.

II. SETUP

We focus on the treatment of factorization for the semi-inclusive annihilation (SIA) process,

l+l− → γ∗ → {h1, h2, . . . , hn}+X . (1)

The virtual photon has four-momentum q, and q2 = Q2. The “{h1, h2, . . . , hn}” denotes a high energy, small-mass
cluster of n hadrons whose momenta we label ph1

, ph2
, . . . , phn

. We will call such a cluster of hadrons an “n-hadron,”

1 The fragmentation functions in Refs. [7, 8] are actually a factor of z times what is normally called a fragmentation function, see Ref. [23].
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or just a dihadron in the special case of n = 2. The total momentum of the n-hadron is

ph =

n∑

i=1

phi
. (2)

We define the two invariants p2h =M2
h and z = 2ph ·q/q2. In this paper, we will restrict to the regionM2

h ≪ Q2 and we
will only consider channels where one parton emitted from the hard scattering fragments into a small M2

h cluster of n
hadrons at fixed z. We also require that |zi − zj | is limited from above for any pair i, j = 1, .., n, with zi = 2phi

· q/q2,
in order to avoid power-suppressed (p.s.) contributions from soft partons with large relative momentum which could
become important and break factorization in practical situations, particularly when gluon densities are large (see
Refs. [35–37] for examples in the Drell-Yan process).

We will retrace the steps for arriving at the collinear factorization formula,

dσ

dY
=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂(2π)

3 dσ̂

d3k̂

)
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. , (3)

starting from the unfactorized cross section, with the usual Lorentz invariant phase space

dY ≡ d3ph1

2Eph1
(2π)3

d3ph2

2Eph2
(2π)3

× · · · × d3phn

2Ephn
(2π)3

. (4)

Equation (3) is the basic semi-inclusive annhilation factorization formula in, for example, Eq.(12.13) of Ref. [22] but

now generalized to the case of an n-hadron. Here, k̂ is the 3-momentum of the fragmenting parton and ξ is the
light-cone momentum fraction

ξ = p+h /k
+

in a hadron frame (see below for a review of frames). The 2Ek̂(2π)
3 dσ̂ /d3k̂ in parentheses is the semi-inclusive

cross section at the partonic level for producing a parton with momentum k̂ and energy Ek̂, and d(ξ, {ph}) is a
fragmentation function for a system of n hadrons (an “n-hadron”) carrying a total fraction ξ of the initial parton’s
momentum. The {ph} symbolizes dependence on all of the observed n hadron momenta,

{ph} ≡ {ph1
, ph2

, . . . , phn
} . (5)

The “p.s.” means “power suppressed” and refers to terms in Eq. (3) that vanish like powers of Λ2/Q2 as Q → ∞,
where Λ is a generic small-mass scale like ΛQCD or a small hadron mass.

In the special case of a single observed hadron (n = 1),

dY → d3ph

2Ep(2π)3
and d(ξ, {ph}) → d(ξ, ph) , (6)

with d(ξ, ph) matching the standard definition of a single-hadron fragmentation function for an observed hadron with
total momentum ph.
General derivations of Eq. (3) in QCD are well established for the single hadron case (see chapter 12 of Ref. [22]

and references therein), and the steps carry over without modification to the case of an observed n-hadron. The
task of this paper, therefore, only amounts to examining whether any changes might be necessary to account for the
kinematics of an n-particle final state phase space on the left-hand side. Therefore, we will work with the following
simplifications to streamline the discussion:

1. For our purposes, it will be enough to work with non-gauge theories and to consider a theory of quarks with
no color and only one flavor. We will take all quarks to have unit fractional charge, eq = 1. A sum over quarks
and antiquarks will be implied and not written out explicitly.

2. We will consider only the leading regions that contribute to the semi-inclusive cross section at zeroth order in
the hard part. That is, a massless, on-shell quark-antiquark pair is produced with a single parton fragmenting
into an n-hadron. (See Fig. 1 below.)

3. We will assume that there is only one flavor, h, of hadron in the final state, whose mass is m.

4. All expressions will be given in exactly four dimensions rather than with dimensional regularization made
explicit.
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5. When we encounter ultraviolet divergent transverse momentum integrals, we will assume that regulators have
been applied, but we will not indicate it explicitly in the notation. We will suppress explicit dependence on
auxiliary variables like the renormalization group scale µ except in places where it is necessary for the discussion.

These simplifications are already reflected in our expression of Eq. (3) above, e.g. in the lack of sums over parton
flavor. Once the main issues related to kinematical approximations have been clarified, the extension to full QCD,
multiple flavors, etc, will be straightforward, based on existing derivations.

Also, we stress that for this paper we focus only on the contribution from the single parton fragmentation channel.
In applications, contributions where separate partons fragment independently can be important, even at relatively
low scales. However, these involve factorization with single hadron fragmentation functions. Such treatments can be
combined, as is typically done, with a multihadron fragmentation function formalism in additional steps.

III. KINEMATICS AND OBSERVABLES

A. Cross sections

A differential element of the cross section (including any spin dependence) for Ntot final state particles, neglecting
the lepton masses, is

dσ =
|M |2
2Q2

d3p1

2E1(2π)3
d3p2

2E2(2π)3
× · · · × (2π)4δ(4) (q − pX) , (7)

where pX =
∑Ntot

i pi, and M is the scattering amplitude. The total cross section averaged over lepton spins and
separated into leptonic and hadronic tensors is

σ =
4πe4

2Q6
LµνWµν with Lµν = lµl′ν + l′µlν − l · l′gµν (8)

and

Wµν =
1

4π

∑∫

X

⟨0|jµ(0)|X⟩⟨X|jν(0)|0⟩(2π)4δ(4) (q − pX) =
1

4π

∫
d4x eiq·x⟨0|jµ(x)jν(0)|0⟩ , (9)

with

∑∫

X

|X⟩⟨X| ≡
∑

All #’s

of particles

∫
d3p1

2E1(2π)3
d3p2

2E2(2π)3
× · · · |p1, p2, . . . ⟩⟨p1, p2, . . . | , (10)

using the standard normalization for Heisenberg “out” eigenstates. The Lµν is the spin averaged leptonic tensor for
leptons with momentum l and l′.
For the n-particle semi-inclusive case in Eq. (1), one makes the replacement

Wµν → 1

4π

∑∫

X

∫

V

d3ph1

2Eh1
(2π)3

∫

V

d3ph2

2Eh2
(2π)3

× · · · ×
∫

V

d3phn

2Ehn
(2π)3

× ⟨0|jµ(0)a†phn
· · · a†ph2

a†ph1
|X⟩⟨X|aph1

aph2
· · · aphn

jν(0)|0⟩(2π)4δ(4) (q − pX − ph)

=
1

4π

∑∫

X

∫

V

dY ⟨0|jµ(0)|ph1
, ph2

, . . . , phn
, X⟩⟨ph1

, ph2
, . . . , phn

, X|jν(0)|0⟩(2π)4δ(4) (q − pX − ph) . (11)

Now the momenta p1, p2, . . . without an “h” subscript in Eq. (10) label the 3-momenta of hadrons that are not counted
as part of the n-hadron. For factorization to hold, the range of integration for each final state momentum will need
to be restricted to some appropriate momentum space volume, as indicated by the V subscript on the integration
symbols. On the last line, we have used the abbreviation

∫

V

dY (· · · ) =
∫

V

d3ph1

2Eh1
(2π)3

∫

V

d3ph2

2Eh2
(2π)3

× · · · ×
∫

V

d3phn

2Ehn
(2π)3

(· · · ) . (12)
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For the semi-inclusive differential cross section, the
∫
V

integrals are dropped and dY is moved to the left-hand side.
We define

Wµν
SI ≡ ⟨Nn⟩

dWµν

dY
≡ 1

4π

∑∫

X

⟨0|jµ(0)|ph1 , ph2 , . . . , phn , X⟩⟨ph1 , ph2 , . . . , phn , X|jν(0)|0⟩(2π)4δ(4) (q − pX − ph) (13)

where
∫

dY Wµν
SI = ⟨Nn⟩Wµν (14)

follows from the definition of the inclusive cross section, and ⟨Nn⟩ is the total multiplicity of the n-hadrons (for
example, for n = 2, ⟨N2⟩ is the number of dihadron pairs). For the semi-inclusive case, Eq. (8) then becomes

dσ

dY
=

4πe4

2Q6
LµνW

µν
SI . (15)

For n = 1,

Eph

dσ

d3ph
=

2α2

Q6
LµνW

µν
SI,n=1 . (16)

In the special case that the produced particle is a single massless and on-shell parton with momentum k̂, Eq. (16) is

Ek̂

dσ̂

d3k̂
=

2α2

Q6
LµνŴ

µν
SI , (17)

where Ŵµν
SI is exactly Eq. (13) but with a single partonic final state rather than the n-hadron {ph}. That is,

Ŵµν
SI (ẑ) ≡

1

4π

∑∫

X

⟨0|jµ(0)|k̂, X⟩⟨k̂, X|jν(0)|0⟩(2π)4δ(4)(q − pX − k̂) , (18)

where ẑ ≡ 2k̂ · q/Q2. Rather than working directly with Eq. (3), it is convenient to derive the equivalent formula for
hadronic tensors,

Wµν
SI =

∫
dξ

ξ2
Ŵµν

SI (ẑ) d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. . (19)

The total number of final state n-hadrons in an event with an overall total of Ntot final state hadrons equals the
number of ways of choosing n hadrons multiplied by the n! ways of relabeling them,

n!

(
Ntot

n

)
= Ntot(Ntot − 1)(Ntot − 2)× · · · × (Ntot − n+ 1) . (20)

The combinatorial factor follows automatically from the a†ph
’s and aph

’s in Eq. (11). In this way, one may express
the number of n-hadrons in terms of the total number of hadrons on the right-hand side of Eq. (14) by writing, for
example, ⟨N2⟩ = ⟨Ntot(Ntot − 1)⟩, ⟨N3⟩ = ⟨Ntot(Ntot − 1)(Ntot − 2)⟩, etc. Similar combinatorial factors were found in
the context of discussions of fragmentation functions in Refs. [29, 38].

B. Reference frames and leading regions

The relevant asymptotic limit for applying factorization is small ΛQCD/Q with fixed p0h/Q in the virtual photon
center of mass system. Standard region analysis then gives as the dominant region (with zeroth order in the hard
part) the structure shown in Fig. 1. Here, there are two jet regions represented by the green final state subgraphs
labeled J1 and J2. Lines inside the subgraphs are, respectively, collinear and anticollinear to ph. The hard vertex has
one outgoing parton with momentum k that fragments into the observed n-hadron system with momentum ph and an
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3

Wµ⌫
DY =

X

f

|Hf (Q; µ/Q)|µ⌫

⇥
Z

d2k1T d2k2T Ff/P1
(x1,k1T ; µ; ⇣1) Ff/P2

(x2,k2T ; µ; ⇣2) �
(2)(k1T + k2T � qT )

+ Y (qT , Q)

+ O
✓✓

⇤

Q

◆a◆

F̃f/P1
(x1,bT ; µ, ⇣1) =

Z
d2kT e�ikT ·bT Ff/P1

(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F )

K̃(bT ; µ) =

Z
d2kT e�ikT ·bT K(kT ; µ)

@

@ ln
p
⇣F

Ff/P1
(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F ) =

Z
d2qT K(qT ; µ) Ff/P1

(x1,kT � qT ; µ, ⇣F )

d

d ln µ
K(kT ; µ) = ��K(g(µ)) �(kT )

d

d ln µ
Ff/P1

(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F ) = �F (g(µ); ⇣F /µ2) Ff/P1
(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F )

k⇤(kT ) ⌘ k̂T

q
k2

min + k2
T

µ⇤(kT ) ⌘ C1k⇤

↵s(µ⇤(kT ))
kT !0

= ↵s(C1kmin)

b⇤(bT) ⌘ bTp
1 + b2

T /b2
max

µ⇤(bT ) = C1/b⇤

↵s(µ⇤(bT ))
bT !1

= ↵s(C1/bmax)

d�

dqT · · ·

P1 P2

k1 ⌘ k k2 ⌘ q � k

q + k (34)
k
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FIG. 1: The leading region contributing to Wµν
SI at zeroth order in the hard part. The observed n-hadron is shown as the

cluster of dashed lines emerging from the upper green subgraph. The momenta in the green bubbles are integrated over.

unobserved subgraph J1. The single other unobserved parton (momentum k2 = q− k) hadronizes into an unobserved
subgraph of hadrons2 labeled J(k2).
We recall the definition of kinematical variables (see Sec. II), which will be useful later on,

z ≡ 2ph · q
Q2

, zn ≡ z

2
+

√
z2

4
− M2

h

Q2
= z +O

(
M2

h

zQ2

)
. (21)

In the virtual photon center-of-mass, z = 2p0h/Q. So, the collinear factorization limit is ΛQCD/Q → 0 with fixed
z ≈ zn. To obtain factorization, we will need fixed Mh = O (ΛQCD).

In later sections, we will mostly work with three basic reference frames: a “hadron frame,” a “lab frame,” and
a “photon frame.” The hadron frame is a center-of-mass frame where the observed hadron (or n-hadron) has zero
transverse momentum. The momenta in this frame are labelled with an H subscript,

ph =

(
p+h,H ,

M2
h

2p+h,H
,0T

)

H

=

(
znQ√

2
,

M2
h

znQ
√
2
,0T

)

H

, q =

(
q+H ,

Q2

2q+H
,0T

)

H

=

(
Q√
2
,
Q√
2
,0T

)

H

, (22)

k =
(
k+H , k

−
H ,kHT

)
H

=
(
p+h,H/ξ, k

−
H ,kHT

)
H
. (23)

We also orient the positive z-axis along the direction of motion of ph so that p+h ≥ p−h . From Eqs. (22)–(23) we can see
the meaning of the zn kinematical variable. In the last line, we recall (see Sec. II) that we have defined the partonic
momentum fraction ξ ≡ p+h,H/k

+
H in terms of hadron frame components. The power counting in the leading region

depicted by Fig. 1 is

ph =

(
O (Q) , O

(
M2

h

Q

)
,0T

)

H

, k =

(
O (Q) , O

(
M2

h

Q

)
, O (ΛT)

)

H

, q = (O (Q) , O (Q) ,0T)H , (24)

where O (ΛT) indicates spatial transverse momenta of the order of the hadronic mass scale Mh. The zn in Eq. (21) is

p+h,H

q+H
=
z

2
+

√
z2

4
− M2

h

Q2
. (25)

The zn variable has the advantage that it allows us to express the exact momentum components in terms of lightcone
plus-momentum fractions.

The lab frame is just the hadron frame rotated until the z-axis lies along the direction of the incoming electron
momentum. Throughout this paper, whenever momentum components are expressed without subscripts, it should be
assumed that they correspond to the lab frame.

2 From Lorentz invariance, the components of parton momentum k and the momenta in {ph} are not totally independent.
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The “parton frame,” denoted by p subscripts, is defined to be a frame where k+p = k+H , kpT = 0T, and ph,pT =
−ξkHT. The transformation from hadron to parton frame components is

ph =

(
p+H ,

M2
h + ξ2k2HT

2p+H
,−ξkHT

)

p

=

(
ξk+H ,

M2
h + ξ2k2HT

2ξk+H
,−ξkHT

)

p

, (26)

k =

(
k+H , k

−
H − k2HT

2k+H
,0T

)

p

. (27)

The parton frame is useful for discussing definitions of fragmentation functions.

C. Structure functions

The usual structure function decomposition is3

Wµν
SI =

(
−gµν +

qµqν

q2

)
F1(z,Q

2, {ph}) +

(
pµh − qµ ph·q

q2

)(
pνh − qν ph·q

q2

)

ph · q F2(z,Q
2, {ph}) . (28)

Similarly, the decomposition of the tensor at the partonic level is

Ŵµν
SI =

(
−gµν +

qµqν

q2

)
F̂1(ẑ, Q

2) +

(
k̂µ − qµ k̂·q

q2

)(
k̂ν − qν k̂·q

q2

)

k̂ · q
F̂2(ẑ, Q

2) . (29)

A convenient way to extract partonic structure functions in calculations is by contracting the projection tensors,

P̂µν
1 = −

(
gµν

2
+

2k̂µk̂ν

Q2ẑ2

)
, (30)

P̂µν
2 =

gµν

ẑ
+

12k̂µk̂ν

Q2ẑ3
, (31)

so that

P̂µν
1 Ŵµν SI = F̂1(ẑ, Q

2) , P̂µν
2 Ŵµν SI = F̂2(ẑ, Q

2) . (32)

In terms of structure functions, Eq. (19) is

F1(z,Q
2, {ph}) =

∫
dξ

ξ2
F̂1(ẑ, Q

2) d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. , (33)

F2(z,Q
2, {ph}) =

∫
dξ

ξ3
F̂2(ẑ, Q

2) d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. . (34)

One often integrates over all angles and expresses the cross section as a function of z alone. Changing variables in
the lab frame then gives

d3ph

2Eph
(2π)3

=
Q2

8(2π)3
z dz dΩ+p.s. , (35)

where dΩ = dϕ d cos (θ). The “p.s.” here is because the z ≈ zn approximation has been used again. Similarly,

d3k̂

2Ek̂(2π)
3
=

Q2

8(2π)3
ẑ dẑ dΩ+p.s. . (36)

3 For this paper, we will not consider polarization effects, so other structure functions will not be written out explicitly.
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Then the factorization formula Eq. (3) becomes4, for the single hadron (n = 1) case,

dσ

z dz dΩ
=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
dσ̂

ẑ dẑ dΩ

)
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. . (37)

Contracting Wµν
SI,n=1 and Ŵµν

SI,n=1 in Eqs. (16)–(17) with Lµν gives

dσ

z dz dΩ
=

α2

2Q2

[
F1 + F2

z

4
sin2 θ

]
+ p.s. , (38)

dσ̂

ẑ dẑ dΩ
=

α2

2Q2

[
F̂1 + F̂2

ẑ

4
sin2 θ

]
. (39)

Integrating Eq. (38) over dΩ gives Eq. (16) in a form that is differential only in z,

dσ

dz
=
πα2z

Q2

[
2F1(z,Q

2) +
z

3
F2(z,Q

2)
]
+ p.s. . (40)

In Eq. (40), the “p.s.” term is present because we have approximated zn ≈ z.
From Eq. (15) and the cross section in Eq. (8), we also have for the general semi-inclusive n-hadron cross section,

dσ

dY
=

4(2π)3α2

Q6
LµνW

µν
SI =

4(2π)3α2

Q4

[
F1(z,Q, {ph}) +

zn
4
F2(z,Q, {ph}) sin2 θ

]
. (41)

IV. FACTORIZATION

The following steps are basically a review of steps like those in chapter 6.1 of Ref. [22] and similar treatments,
but now specialized to the case of fragmentation functions in e+e− annihilation rather than for parton densities in
deep inelastic scattering. Our focus is on highlighting the kinematical approximations needed to get factorization and
verifying that they are unmodified if the observed hadron is an n-hadron. The aim is to expand in powers of Λ/Q
as Q → ∞ where Λ was defined in Sec. II to be any other fixed mass scale like m, Mh, or an intrinsic transverse
momentum. That is,

Λ ∈ {m,Mh, kT, . . . } . (42)

In QCD, Λ would also include ΛQCD. Also, everywhere below we will use the notation

k2 = q − k (43)

to abbreviate expressions even though the k2 momentum is not independent of q and k.
Before factorization, a graph with the structure of Fig. 1 is

Wµν
SI =

1

4π

∫
d4k

(2π)4
Tr [J1(k, {ph})γµJ2(k2)γν ] . (44)

For approximations in the hard vertices (which are just zeroth order in our discussion), one uses k22 = (q−k)2 = O
(
Λ2
)

to find

k+H =
Q2

2q−H
+O

(
Λ2

Q

)
= q+H +O

(
Λ2

Q

)
, (45)

and zn = z to leading power. Thus, we define a “hatted” approximation in the hadron frame,

k̂ ≡
(
q+H , 0,0T

)
H
. (46)

4 We recall that in Sec. III A the hatted k̂ symbol in Eq. (36) has been defined as an approximate partonic momentum defined such that
in the hadron frame it has zero transverse momentum, i.e. it is exactly collinear to ph, and that the hatted ẑ symbol is defined similarly
to z in Eq. (21) but referred to k̂.
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The power counting for k in the hadron frame is

k =

(
O (Q) , O

(
Λ2

Q

)
, O (ΛT)

)

H

. (47)

In addition,

q − k =

(
O

(
Λ2

Q

)
, q−H +O

(
Λ2

Q

)
, O (ΛT)

)

H

, (48)

so we define another “hatted” approximation for the opposite moving antiquark,

k̂2 ≡
(
0, q−H ,0T

)
H
. (49)

The dominant power law behavior for the components of k2 in the hadron frame is

k2 =

(
O

(
Λ2

Q

)
, O (Q) , O (ΛT)

)

H

. (50)

To extract the leading power behavior in the subgraphs J1(k, {ph}) and J2(k2), we replace the largest components of
k by their approximate values, while the small components must be kept exact. To recall why, consider, for example,
the propagator denominator k2 −m2

q inside J1(k, {ph}). The power law behavior is

k2 −m2
q = 2k+Hk

−
H − k2HT −m2

q = 2

(
q+H +O

(
Λ2

Q

))
k−H︸︷︷︸

O(Λ2/Q)

−
(
k2HT +m2

q

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(Λ2)

= 2q+Hk
−
H − k2HT −m2

q︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(Λ2)

+O

(
Λ4

Q2

)
.

(51)

Approximating k+H by k̂+H = q+H introduces only power suppressed errors, whereas also neglecting kHT or k−H would
introduce uncontrolled leading power errors. Thus, we define a separate “tilde” approximation for k,

k → k̃ =
(
q+H , k

−
H ,kHT

)
H
, (52)

and use the leading power approximation,

J1(k, {ph}) → J1(k̃, {ph}) . (53)

The hatted variables are appropriate for describing hard partonic scattering with massless on-shell quarks, while the
tilde variables enter the separate collinear subgraphs. The partonic z is indicated with a hat,

ẑ =
2k̂ · q
Q2

=
zn
ξ
. (54)

To make the analogous approximation on k2 in J2(k2), it is convenient to analyze its components in a frame that is
slightly boosted from the hadron frame such that k2 has exactly zero transverse momentum, and its minus component
equals its minus component in the hadron frame. We will indicate components in this frame with a ‘*’. Then,

k2 =

(
q+H − k+H − k2HT

2
(
q−H − k−H

) , q−H − k−H ,0T

)∗

. (55)

Recalling that q+H − k+H = O
(
Λ2/Q

)
, the power law behavior for k2 in ‘*’ frame components is

k2 =

(
O

(
Λ2

Q

)
, O (Q) ,0T

)∗
. (56)

Let r be a k2-collinear momentum line internal to the J2(k2) subgraph,

r =

(
O

(
Λ2

Q

)
, O (Q) , O (ΛT)

)∗
. (57)
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Then the reasoning for J2(k2) analogous to Eq. (51) is to note that a propagator denominator of the form ∼ (k2 +
r)2 −m2

q has the power-law behavior,

(k2 + r)2 −m2
q = 2k2 · r +

(
k22 + r2 −m2

q

)
= 2k∗+2 r∗− + 2k∗−2 r∗+ +O

(
Λ2
)
. (58)

In Eq. (58), dropping the k−H in the plus component of Eq. (55) results in dropping an O
(
Λ4/Q3

)
plus component

contribution, whereas the dominant order is O
(
Λ2/Q

)
. Dropping k−H in the minus component of Eq. (55) results in

dropping an O
(
Λ2/Q

)
minus component contribution while the dominant order is an O (Q) contribution:

(k2 + r)
2 −m2

q = k22 + 2k2 · r + r2 −m2
q

= 2k∗+2
(
k∗−2 + r∗−

)
+ 2k∗−2 r∗+ + r2 −m2

q

= 2

(
q+H − k+H − k2HT

2
(
q−H − k−H

)
)
(
k∗−2 + r∗−

)
+ 2

(
q−H − k−H

)
r∗+ + r2 −m2

q

= 2



q+H − k+H − k2HT

2q−H︸ ︷︷ ︸
O
(

Λ2

Q

)
+O

(
Λ4

Q3

)




(
k∗−2 + r∗−

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(Q)

+2


 q−H︸︷︷︸

O(Q)

+O

(
Λ2

Q

)

 r∗+︸︷︷︸

O
(

Λ2

Q

)+ r2 −m2
q︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(Λ2)

= 2

(
q+H − k+H − k2HT

2q−H

)(
k∗−2 + r∗−

)
+ 2q−Hr

∗+ + r2 −m2
q +O

(
Λ4

Q2

)
. (59)

Thus, we define the k2 tilde approximation,

k2 → k̃2 ≡
(
q+H − k+H − k2HT

2q−H
, q−H ,0T

)∗
, (60)

and the effect of this replacement in, for example, Eq. (58) is a subleading error of O
(
Λ4/Q2

)
with respect to the

(leading) power O
(
Λ2
)
of the denominator. So, we make the leading power approximation

J2(k2) → J2(k̃2) . (61)

Finally, the leading power Dirac components for J1(k̃, {ph}) and J2(k̃2) in the hadron frame are, respectively,

J1(k̃, {ph}) =
1

4
Tr
[
γ+J1(k̃, {ph})

]
γ− + p.s. (62)

J2(k̃2) =
1

4
Tr
[
γ−J2(k̃2)

]
γ+ + p.s. . (63)

A change in variables from k+H to k̃∗+2 is a linear transformation with unit Jacobian, so

∫
d4k(. . .) =

∫
dk+H dk−H d2kHT(. . .) =

∫
dk̃∗+2 dk−H d2kHT(. . .) . (64)

Making the approximations in Eq. (53), Eq. (61), and Eqs. (62)–(63), and using the variable transformation in
Eq. (64) allows the hadronic tensor in Eq. (44) to be rewritten as

Wµν
SI =

1

16π
Tr
[
γ−γµγ+γν

] ∫ dk̃∗+2 dk−H d2kHT

(2π)4

(
1

2
Tr
[
γ+J1(k̃, {ph})

])(1

2
Tr
[
γ−J2(k̃2)

])
+ p.s. . (65)

The factor in the first set of parentheses is independent of k∗+2 while the factor in the second set of parentheses is
independent of k−H and kHT. Thus, rearranging the placement of integral symbols in Eq. (65) gives

Wµν
SI =

1

4Q2
Tr
[
/̂kγµ/̂k2γ

ν
](∫ dk−H d2kHT

(2π)4
Tr

[
γ+

2
J1(k̃, {ph})

])(∫
dk̃∗+2
2π

Tr

[
γ−

2
J2(k̃2)

])
+ p.s. , (66)
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3

Wµ⌫
DY =

X

f

|Hf (Q; µ/Q)|µ⌫

⇥
Z

d2k1T d2k2T Ff/P1
(x1,k1T ; µ; ⇣1) Ff/P2

(x2,k2T ; µ; ⇣2) �
(2)(k1T + k2T � qT )

+ Y (qT , Q)

+ O
✓✓

⇤

Q

◆a◆

F̃f/P1
(x1,bT ; µ, ⇣1) =

Z
d2kT e�ikT ·bT Ff/P1

(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F )

K̃(bT ; µ) =

Z
d2kT e�ikT ·bT K(kT ; µ)

@

@ ln
p
⇣F

Ff/P1
(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F ) =

Z
d2qT K(qT ; µ) Ff/P1

(x1,kT � qT ; µ, ⇣F )

d

d ln µ
K(kT ; µ) = ��K(g(µ)) �(kT )

d

d ln µ
Ff/P1

(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F ) = �F (g(µ); ⇣F /µ2) Ff/P1
(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F )

k⇤(kT ) ⌘ k̂T

q
k2

min + k2
T

µ⇤(kT ) ⌘ C1k⇤

↵s(µ⇤(kT ))
kT !0

= ↵s(C1kmin)

b⇤(bT) ⌘ bTp
1 + b2

T /b2
max

µ⇤(bT ) = C1/b⇤

↵s(µ⇤(bT ))
bT !1

= ↵s(C1/bmax)

d�

dqT · · ·

P1 P2

k1 ⌘ k k2 ⌘ q � k

q + k (34)k̂
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FIG. 2: The separation into factors in Eq. (66). The hooks represent the application of the approximations in Eq. (53) and
Eq. (61). The top factorized segment corresponds to the first factor in parentheses in Eq. (66) and the bottom factorized
segment corresponds to the second factor in parentheses.

where we have also multiplied and divided by k̂+H k̂
−
2H = Q2/2 to put the overall factor into a more recognizable form.

The separation into factors in Eq. (66) is shown diagrammatically in Fig. 2.
Up to standard issues related to renormalization and ultraviolet divergences, the last factor in parenthesis is 1 by

unitarity. By very general arguments (see sections 12.5-12.7 of Ref. [22]), the complete sum and integral over final

states in J2(k̃2) is insensitive to infrared contributions. Here this can be demonstrated by calculating its lowest order

massless perturbative approximation. The spin-summed lowest order subgraph is J2(k̃2) = /̃k2(2π)δ+(k̃
2
2), so

∫
dk̃∗+2
2π

Tr

[
γ−

2
J2(k̃2)

]
L.O.→

∫
dk̃∗+2 Tr

[
γ−

2
/̃k2

]
δ+(k̃

2
2) = 1 . (67)

Then,

Wµν
SI =

∫ 1

zn

dξ
1

2Q2
δ(1− zn/ξ)Tr

[
/̂kγµ/̂k2γ

ν
](∫ dk−H d2kHT

2ξ(2π)4
Tr

[
γ+

2
J1(k̃, {ph})

])
+ p.s.

=

∫ 1

zn

dξ

ξ2

(
1

2Q2
δ(1− zn/ξ)Tr

[
/̂kγµ/̂k2γ

ν
])(

ξ2
∫

dk−H d2kHT

2ξ(2π)4
Tr

[
γ+

2
J1(k̃, {ph})

])
+ p.s. . (68)

Here, we have also replaced zn in the expressions for k̃+ and k̂+ by a generic momentum fraction ξ, which we
then set to ξ = zn by inserting a δ-function. The lower limit starts from zn because in higher orders q+H ≥ k+H in

ẑ = zn/ξ = k+H/q
+
H .

3

Wµ⌫
DY =

X

f

|Hf (Q; µ/Q)|µ⌫

⇥
Z

d2k1T d2k2T Ff/P1
(x1,k1T ; µ; ⇣1) Ff/P2

(x2,k2T ; µ; ⇣2) �
(2)(k1T + k2T � qT )

+ Y (qT , Q)

+ O
✓✓

⇤

Q

◆a◆

F̃f/P1
(x1,bT ; µ, ⇣1) =

Z
d2kT e�ikT ·bT Ff/P1

(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F )

K̃(bT ; µ) =

Z
d2kT e�ikT ·bT K(kT ; µ)

@

@ ln
p
⇣F

Ff/P1
(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F ) =

Z
d2qT K(qT ; µ) Ff/P1

(x1,kT � qT ; µ, ⇣F )

d

d ln µ
K(kT ; µ) = ��K(g(µ)) �(kT )

d

d ln µ
Ff/P1

(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F ) = �F (g(µ); ⇣F /µ2) Ff/P1
(x1,kT ; µ, ⇣F )

k⇤(kT ) ⌘ k̂T

q
k2

min + k2
T

µ⇤(kT ) ⌘ C1k⇤

↵s(µ⇤(kT ))
kT !0

= ↵s(C1kmin)

b⇤(bT) ⌘ bTp
1 + b2

T /b2
max

µ⇤(bT ) = C1/b⇤

↵s(µ⇤(bT ))
bT !1

= ↵s(C1/bmax)

d�

dqT · · ·

P1 P2

k1 ⌘ k k2 ⌘ q � k

q + k (34)

k̂
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FIG. 3: The zeroth order contribution to Ŵµν
SI (ẑ), the hadronic tensor of Eq. (18) for semi-inclusive production of an on-shell

massless parton.

To identify the final factorized structure, it is necessary to compare Eq. (68) with the zeroth order contribution to

the partonic Ŵµν
SI (ẑ) from Eq. (18) and shown graphically in Fig. 3. It is

Ŵµν
SI (ẑ) =

1

4π

∫
d4k̂2
(2π)4

Tr
[
/̂kγµ/̂k2γ

ν
]
(2π)4δ(4)(q − k̂ − k̂2)(2π)δ+(k̂

2
2) =

1

2Q2
Tr
[
/̂kγµ/̂k2γ

ν
]
δ(1− zn/ξ) , (69)
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with k̂2 = q − k̂ after the integral on the k̂2 line. Then Eq. (68) becomes the final factorization formula,

Wµν
SI =

∫ 1

zn

dξ

ξ2
Ŵµν

SI (zn/ξ) d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. , (70)

if we are able (see Sec. V below) to make the identification for the collinear fragmentation function

d(ξ, {ph}) = ξ2
∫

dk−H d2kHT

2ξ(2π)4
Tr

[
γ+

2
J1(k̃, {ph})

]
. (71)

Contracting Eq. (70) with Lµν produces Eq. (3). Using the projectors of Eqs. (30),(31) on Eq. (69), we get

F̂1 =
zn
ξ
δ

(
1− zn

ξ

)
, F̂2 = −2 δ

(
1− zn

ξ

)
, (72)

from which Eqs. (33)–(34) read (after making the z ≈ zn leading-Λ/Q approximation)

F1 =
1

z
d(z, {ph}) , F2 = − 2

z2
d(z, {ph}) . (73)

In going from Eq. (66) to the first line of Eq. (68) it was necessary to factor a ξ into the hard part and a factor of 1/ξ

into the part in parentheses (which will become the fragmentation function) in order to get the hard Ŵµν
SI (ẑ). This

ultimately makes the fragmentation function a density in the parton frame phase space dξ d2phpT, as seen in Sec. V
below. The ξ factored into the hard part ensures that it has the final state phase space of the partonic cross section.
The trend continues to higher orders and the steps above confirm that they are independent of the identity of the
observed final state {ph}. In particular, they are independent of whether it is a single hadron or an n-hadron. The

Lorentz invariant phase space associated with the observed n-hadron in the J1(k̃, {ph}) subgraph is still the initial
one in Eq. (12) from the full cross section expression,

d

dY
= 2Eh1(2π)

3 d

d3ph1

2Eh2(2π)
3 d

d3ph2

× · · · × 2Ehn(2π)
3 d

d3phn

. (74)

Even though the partonic transverse momentum has been integrated out in Eq. (68) the cross section and Wµν
SI are

still differential in the hadronic transverse momentum.
To summarize this section, nothing in the steps above leading to the factorization formula in Eq. (68) and the

fragmentation function in Eq. (71) distinguishes between the single hadron and n-hadron situations.

V. FRAGMENTATION FUNCTIONS

A. Definition

To complete the discussion of factorization, it is still necessary to confirm that Eq. (71) matches the usual operator
definition of a fragmentation function, so in this section we review the steps for defining fragmentation functions while
generalizing the treatment to the n-hadron case. The following is a slight variation of the discussion in section 12.4
of Ref. [22], based on Ref. [23], now tailored to incorporate multihadron fragmentation functions. For most of this
discussion, we will drop explicit spin indices to simplify notation, but they should be understood to be implicit where
necessary.

The basic definition (still working in the non-gauge theory) of a bare transverse momentum dependent single hadron
fragmentation function is

2ξ(2π)3d(ξ,−ξkHT, ph)⟨k1|k2⟩ = ⟨k1|k2⟩
dN

dY

∣∣∣∣
single hadron

=
∑∫

X

⟨k1|ph, X⟩⟨ph, X|k2⟩ , (75)

or,

d (ξ,−ξkHT, ph) ⟨k1|k2⟩ =
1

2ξ(2π)3

∑∫

X

⟨k1|ph, X⟩⟨ph, X|k2⟩ . (76)
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The reason for expressing the parton momentum arguments in the variables above is that it simplifies discussions of
fragmentation functions in the parton frame where the parton transverse momentum is fixed to zero and all transverse
momentum is carried by the hadron transverse momentum, phpT = −ξkHT. The |k1⟩ and |k2⟩ are states created

by the action of lightcone creation and annihilation operators b†k and bk, which satisfy lightcone anticommutation
relations, acting on the vacuum, and to keep notation compact we have suppressed other quantum numbers5. Since
we are working with non-normalizable quark momentum eigenstates we start with off-diagonal states |k1⟩ and |k2⟩.
The reason for the 2ξ(2π)3 on the left-hand side of Eq. (75) will be made clear below.
To generalize Eq. (75) to the n-hadron case, one defines

2ξ(2π)3d(ξ,−ξkHT, {ph})⟨k1|k2⟩ = ⟨k1|k2⟩
dN

dY

= ⟨k1|k2⟩2Eph1
(2π)3

d

d3ph1

2Eph2
(2π)3

d

d3ph2

× · · · × 2Ephn
(2π)3

d

d3phn

N

=
∑∫

X

⟨k1|ph1
, ph2

, . . . , phn
, X⟩⟨ph1

, ph2
, . . . , phn

, X|k2⟩ , (77)

or,

d (ξ,−ξkHT, {ph}) ⟨k1|k2⟩ =
1

2ξ(2π)3

∑∫

X

⟨k1|ph1
, ph2

, . . . , phn
, X⟩⟨ph1

, ph2
, . . . , phn

, X|k2⟩ . (78)

The dY has just been generalized to a multihadron phase space. Using the expressions for b†k and bk in terms of the
quark field operator ψ(x) (and retracing the steps in Sec. (6.7.3) of Ref. [22]) puts the definition in the more familiar
form (see Eq. (12.39) of Ref. [22]) with coordinate space field operators, but now with a system of n observed hadrons
in the final state with n not necessarily equal to 1,

d (ξ,−ξkHT, {ph})

≡ Tr
1

4ξ

∑∫

X

∫
dx− d2xT

(2π)3
eix

−p+
h,H/ξ−ixT·kHT⟨0|γ+ψ(x/2)|ph1

, ph2
, . . . , phn

, X⟩⟨ph1
, ph2

, . . . , phn
, X|ψ(−x/2)|0⟩ ,

(79)

with x = (0, x−,xT) and where we have kept only the trace of γ+ corresponding to the unpolarized fragmentation
function. Translated into Feynman rules, this TMD fragmentation function is

d(ξ,−ξkHT, {ph}) =
1

4ξ

∫
dk−H
(2π)4

Tr
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k+
H=p+

h,H/ξ

. (80)

The cut final state in green is the usual sum of Feynman diagrams integrated over the final state phase space. The
collinear version is obtained by integrating over the parton transverse momentum in the form of −ξkHT,

d (ξ, {ph} ;µ) ≡ ξ2
∫ ∼µ2

d2kHT d (ξ,−ξkHT, {ph})

=
ξ

4

∫ ∼µ2

dk−H d2kHT

(2π)4
Tr
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. (81)

5 These operators should not be confused with the equal time creation operators a†p used for the on-shell hadronic asymptotic “out” states
in Eq. (11).
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This recovers the second factor in parentheses on the second line of Eq. (68), and it confirms that the operator
definition matches what we found in Eq. (71) for the factorized expression.

In Eq. (81), we have inserted a ∼ µ2 on the integral as a reminder of the need to regulate the ultraviolet divergent
transverse momentum integral (not necessarily with a cutoff) around a scale µ2, and we have restored an explicit
auxiliary µ argument. As in the previous section, nothing changes relative to the treatment of the single hadron
case except that the number density is now multidifferential in the {ph} momenta and the observed final state now
includes n hadrons.

Up to a careful treatment of renormalization, the definition in Eq. (78) is the standard fragmentation function
definition that appears in the factorization in Eq. (68) and Eq. (70). When n = 1, the overall 2ξ(2π)3 on the left-
hand side of Eq. (77) ensures that the d (ξ,−ξkHT, {ph}) has the interpretation of a number density, with respect to
dξ d2phpT , of hadrons associated with the fragmenting quark. In gauge theories a Wilson line needs to be accounted
for as well.

The above definition does not specify anything with regard to the internal relative momenta of the hadrons that
make up the n-hadron system. In applications, one often integrates over some subset of these momentum components.
We will call a function that results from such a simplifying integration a “reduced” fragmentation function. Different
reduced fragmentation functions will result from different choices of variables and different ranges of integration, but
the way that one connects them to fundamental operator matrix elements ultimately depends only on the variable
convention.

In applications to cross sections with n > 1, it is often convenient to change variables and write

d

dY
· · · =

(
2Eph

(2π)3
d

d3ph

)(
d

dY ′

)

H

· · · (82)

where dY ′ is the phase space of the relative internal momenta of hadrons making up the n-hadron system. By
expressing it in hadron frame components, one may eliminate the primed variables’ dependence on ph. Then the
set of factors and derivatives in the first set of parentheses is the usual Lorentz invariant phase space for the total
momentum of the n-hadron system. A particular reduced multihadron fragmentation function is obtained when one
integrates over some choice of subset of the momenta that make up Y ′. The integral

∫

V

dY ′ d (ξ,−ξkHT, {ph}) (83)

is then a density, again with respect to dξ d2phpT , of n-hadron systems whose relative internal momenta lie in an
integration volume V . Recall that the integration volume V must be restricted to M2

h ≪ Q2 for factorization to hold.
A potential point of confusion with the notation is that it might appear that the integral over phpT that reduces

the TMD to the collinear fragmentation function corresponds to an integral over a physically measured external
momentum in a full cross section. That is not the case, however, because the parton frame is not fixed. It changes
relative to the center of mass of the physical process as the internal parton momentum is integrated over. The cross
section itself remains differential in the physically observed transverse momentum of the final state hadrons, even
after the integrals over phpT have been carried out.

Note that the factor of ξ on the left-hand side of Eq. (77) is necessary for the definition of the fragmentation
function to match the factorization result in Eq. (68). Since the fragmentation function definitions are independent
of the number of hadrons in the external state, then so are the evolution equations.

B. Interpretations

As with any typical relativistic interacting quantum field theory that requires renormalization, one cannot define
an exactly literal probability density for finding a certain number of elementary particles inside an asymptotic state.
At least some properties needed for a literal probability density are violated. It is more precise, therefore, to speak of
quasiprobability distributions in the context of partonic correlation functions, in the sense that for most (but not all)
practical situations it is possible to treat objects like fragmentation functions as if they are probability distributions.
In particular, one may use them to construct expectation values, and the structure of factorization formulas like
Eq. (3) matches the probabilistic parton model intuition wherein an elementary partonic cross section is convoluted
with a number density for producing an n-hadron state in a given differential region of phase space, in a way that
closely follows probabilistic intuition. Furthermore, the definition of the fragmentation function in Eq. (79) has a
natural probabilistic interpretation when viewed as an extension of the kind of probability distributions that do arise
in theories that are ultraviolet finite. Provided that the usual caveats associated with renormalization, etc., are kept
in mind, it can be understood as a number density, with respect to a parton momentum fraction ξ, of objects carrying
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momentum ph in a single fragmenting parton. The same interpretation continues to apply if the object is an n-hadron
(in a restricted region of dY ′ ) rather than just a single isolated hadron.

Therefore, we disagree with the assertion in Ref. [29] that the standard fragmentation function definition lacks an
acceptable number density interpretation within a parton model framework when it is extended to the multihadron
case, at least so long as the usual limitations of number density interpretations alluded to above, and that apply to
most types of QCD correlation functions, are acknowledged. When we discuss parton model interpretations below,
we will assume that all such caveats are understood and taken into account.

The set of steps leading to Eq. (3), with the standard n-hadron fragmentation function definition appearing in
the factorization formula, are the main results of this paper. In the remaining sections, we will focus on showing
the details of variable transformations needed to rewrite cross sections in forms more familiar from phenomenological
applications in various choices of variables for the external hadrons.

As mentioned in the previous subsection, the internal kinematical details of the n-hadron state are often unknown,
and so it is usually convenient to define a kind of “reduced” fragmentation function by integrating over some subset
of the variables that make up dY ′ . The choice of variables used to do this is arbitrary, and it does not impact the
basic definition above or the validity of its interpretation.

Using Eq. (72), a semi-inclusive cross section for production of an n-hadron at zeroth order is

dσ

dY
=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂(2π)

3 dσ̂

d3k̂

)
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. =

8(2π)3

Q2

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
dσ̂

ẑ dẑ dΩ

)
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s.

=
8(2π)3

Q2

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
α2

2Q2

[
F̂1 + F̂2

ẑ

4
sin2 θ

])
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. +O (αs)

=
4α2(2π)3

zQ4

(
1− 1

2
sin2 θ

)
d(z, {ph}) + p.s. +O (αs) . (84)

Recalling

dσ

dY
= 2Eph

(2π)3
dσ

d3ph dY ′ =
8(2π)3

Q2

dσ

z dz dΩdY ′ (85)

gives

dσ

dz dΩdY ′ =
α2

4Q2

(
1 + cos2 θ

)
d(z, {ph}) + p.s. +O (αs) , (86)

which matches Eq.(12.29) of Ref. [22] after the change in variables in Eq. (35). The only difference is the presence
of the extra phase space dY ′ . Writing a more specific version of a parton model expression for n > 1 amounts to
choosing a set of variables for the Y ′ phase space.

VI. SINGLE HADRON INCLUSIVE PRODUCTION

Now we review the variable transformations that recover the familiar angular-integrated, z-dependent factorization
formula for the single hadron production case. When specializing to n = 1, Eq. (70) becomes

Wµν
SI =

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2
Ŵµν

SI (z/ξ) d(ξ, ph) + p.s. +O (αs) . (87)

Here we have replaced zn everywhere with z to obtain a completely leading power formula. We have also included an

“O (αs)” to indicate that we are working with the zeroth order Ŵµν
SI (z/ξ). Substituting Eq. (73) into Eq. (40) for the

special case of n = 1 gives

dσ

dz
=

4πα2

3Q2
d(z, ph) + p.s. +O (αs) = σ0d(z, ph) + p.s. +O (αs) , (88)

which, after power suppressed errors are dropped, is the standard zeroth order expression. Another way to write it is

1

σ0

dσ

dz
= d(z, ph) +O

(
Λ2

zQ2

)
+O (αs) . (89)
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Here the power suppressed error term is written out with the typical 1/z dependence shown explicitly to emphasize
the need to avoid the z → 0 region to maintain factorization. Given the form of Eq. (89), it might be tempting to
drop the error terms and use the definition of the inclusive cross section to write

∑

hadron
types

∫ 1

0

dz
1

σ0

dσ

dz
=
∑

hadron
types

∫ 1

0

dz d(z, ph) = ⟨N⟩ (90)

with ⟨N⟩ being a total hadron multiplicity. The sum over hadron types only includes one term since there is only
one hadron flavor in our treatment. But the error terms in Eq. (89) diverge in the integral over z down to 0. At a
minimum, a lower bound must be imposed on z such that z ≫ Λ2/Q2.

Thus, to a rough approximation, one might expect to find a relation of the form

∑

hadron
types

∫ 1

zmin

dz d(z, ph;µ) ≈ ⟨N⟩(zmin, µ) (91)

where zmin is a cutoff that is much larger than O
(
Λ2/Q2

)
and we have restored the explicit dependence on a scale µ

in the arguments to emphasize the presence of a scale ambiguity on the right-hand side. Given the discussion in the
previous section, the fragmentation function is still the hadron density, now differential in dz. But the dependence
of ⟨N⟩ on auxiliary variables µ and zmin highlights the limitations of a completely straightforward and unambiguous
interpretation outside of a parton-model-like approximation.

Another way to obtain the above is by substituting Eq. (72) into Eq. (39) and Eq. (37) which gives

dσ

dz
= z

∫
dΩ

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
dσ̂

ẑ dẑ dΩ

)
d(ξ, ph) + p.s. = z

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
dσ̂

ẑ dẑ

)
d(ξ, ph) + p.s.

= z

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
zα2π

Q2

4

3
δ (ξ − z)

)
d(ξ, ph) + p.s. +O (αs) =

4πα2

3Q2
d(z, ph) + p.s. +O (αs) . (92)

The zeroth order partonic cross section follows by a direct calculation of the zeroth order Feynman graph in Fig. 3.
One more direct way to arrive at Eq. (92) is to simply calculate Eq. (86) with dY ′ → 1 and integrate over dΩ.

VII. DIHADRON INCLUSIVE PRODUCTION

Next, we review the steps for changing variables to reduce the cross section expression for dihadron production to
other familiar forms. To simplify the discussion we will continue to assume that each hadron in a dihadron pair has
the same mass m. The minimum invariant mass Mh is then 2m.
For n = 2, the dihadron cross section in Eq. (3) becomes

2Eph1
(2π)32Eph2

(2π)3
dσ

d3ph1
d3ph2

=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂(2π)

3 dσ̂

d3k̂

)
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. , (93)

with the fragmentation function defined as in Eq. (81). For factorization to hold, the kinematics need to be restricted
to M2

h/z ≪ Q2.
A standard way to characterize the dihadron momentum that is common to many treatments is with the variables

ph ≡ ph1
+ ph2

, R ≡ ph1
− ph2

2
. (94)

We define

zn1 ≡
p+h1,H

q+H
, zn2 ≡

p+h2,H

q+H
, z1 ≡ 2ph1 · q

Q2
, z2 ≡ 2ph2 · q

Q2
, (95)

where zn = zn1 + zn2. We also define partonic momentum fractions analogous to ξ,

ξ1 ≡
p+h1,H

k+H
= ξ

p+h1,H

p+h,H
, ξ2 ≡

p+h2,H

k+H
= ξ

p+h2,H

p+h,H
, (96)



17

with ξ = ξ1 + ξ2. It is also useful to define the purely external kinematical variables,

x1 ≡
p+h1,H

p+h,H
=
zn1
zn

, x2 ≡
p+h2,H

p+h,H
=
zn2
zn

, so ξ1ξ2 = ξ2x1x2 . (97)

In the zeroth order parton model approximation, ξ → zn → z after the integral over ξ, in which case ξ1 → z1 and
ξ2 → z2. We take the standard definition of the parameter ζ that quantifies the asymmetry in the hadrons’ relative
momentum,

ζ ≡
p+h1,p

− p+h2,p

p+h,p
=
zn1 − zn2

zn
=
z1 − z2
z

+ p.s. . (98)

One may integrate over some subset of kinematical variables describing the relative momentum of the hadrons to
get a simpler form. The exact form depends on the choice of variables used to describe the phase space of ph1

and
ph2

. We illustrate this with two examples below.

A. Variable choice A

One standard choice is to use the variables above directly and obtain a cross section that is differential in Mh and
z. In the hadron frame,

ph1
=

(
zn(1 + ζ)Q

2
√
2

,

(
m2 +R2

HT

)√
2

zn(1 + ζ)Q
,RHT

)

H

, ph2
=

(
zn(1− ζ)Q

2
√
2

,

(
m2 +R2

HT

)√
2

zn(1− ζ)Q
,−RHT

)

H

. (99)

The hadron frame transverse components of R are related to the total invariant mass of the dihadron pair via

R2
HT =

M2
h(1− ζ2)

4
−m2 , (100)

which establishes the range of kinematically allowed ζ,

−ζmax ≤ ζ ≤ ζmax , with ζmax ≡
√

1− 4m2

M2
h

. (101)

Therefore, to satisfy leading power factorization, one must focus on the limit 4m2 ≤ M2
h ≪ zQ2. Note also that if

M2
h is allowed to become too large relative to m2, then the ζ ≈ ±1 region starts to contribute. Then the hadrons in

the pair can have very asymmetric rapidities, one of the two hadrons inside the pair can carry a very small fraction
of quark momentum, and there could be a danger of contamination by soft hadrons outside of the region where
factorization is valid. Thus, it is important to restrict consideration to an appropriate range of M2

h , e.g. by keeping
a fixed upper bound on the ratio M2

h/m
2 as Q→ ∞. Another useful relation is

Eph1
Eph2

=
z1z2Q

2

4
+ p.s. =

z2Q2(1− ζ2)

16
+ p.s. . (102)

The lab frame components of ph1 and ph2 , expressed in terms of the variables above, are listed in Appendix A. Using
Eq. (94) and Eq. (99), variable transformations give

2Eph1
(2π)32Eph2

(2π)3
d · · ·

d3ph1
d3ph2

=
32π3

Mh
2Eh(2π)

3 d · · ·
d3ph dMh dζ dϕR,H

+ p.s. , (103)

with the left-hand variables in the lab frame, ϕR,H the azimuthal angle of RHT in the hadron frame, and with power
suppressed errors being dropped at various points on the right-hand side. So, Eq. (93) becomes

32π3

Mh
2Eh(2π)

3 dσ

d3ph dMh dζ dϕR,H
=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂(2π)

3 dσ̂

d3k̂

)
d(ξ, ζ,Mh, ϕR,H) + p.s. , (104)

where now we have written out the arguments of the dihadron fragmentation function explicitly by defining

d(ξ, ζ,Mh, ϕR,H)
n=2≡ d(ξ, {ph}) . (105)
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The new function arguments ζ,Mh, ϕR,H describe the relative internal momentum of the pair of hadrons. Comparing
Eq. (104) with Eq. (82) shows that, with this particular choice of variables, the internal phase space of the dihadron
pair is

(
d

dY ′

)

H

· · · =
32π3

Mh

d

dMh dζ dϕR,H
· · · . (106)

The dihadron fragmentation function in Eq. (104) is still the one from Eq. (79). From the discussion in Sec. V,

1

32π3

∫

V

dζ Mh dMh dϕR,H d(ξ, ζ,Mh, ϕR,H) (107)

is the density (in dξ ) of dihadron pairs whose relative internal momenta lie within the integration volume V . Often
one is interested in the cross section differential in Mh and z. Then, one may apply all the integrals in Eq. (107) to
Eq. (104) apart from

∫
dMh to define a reduced dihadron fragmentation function differential in ξ and Mh,

dred,1(ξ,Mh) ≡
∫ ζmax

−ζmax

dζ

∫ 2π

0

dϕR,H
Mh

32π3
d(ξ, ζ,Mh, ϕR,H) . (108)

Note the limits of integration on the ζ integral, which both approach zero as Mh → 2m. This reduced dred,1(ξ,Mh)
is the density of hadrons with respect to the usual dξ phase space, but now it is also a density with respect to dMh.

6

Applying the
∫
Mh

dζ dϕR,H

32π3 integral to the cross section in Eq. (104) gives

2Eh(2π)
3 dσ

d3ph dMh
=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂(2π)

3 dσ̂

d3k̂

)
dred,1(ξ,Mh) + p.s. . (109)

This form of the factorization formula matches exactly the single hadron case apart from the cross section now being
differential inMh and the fragmentation function being a density in both total momentum fraction ξ and the dihadron
mass Mh. All subsequent steps to simplify the cross section are identical to those for a single-hadron fragmentation
function, apart from the need to carry along an Mh argument in the fragmentation function. The steps in Eq. (92)
are also unchanged and give

dσ

dz dMh
=

4πα2

3Q2
dred,1(z,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs) = σ0dred,1(z,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs) . (110)

With the error terms dropped, this is the form of the cross section that is commonly used for phenomenological
applications (see Eq. (9) of Ref. [4]).7 There, it is based on the operator definition in Eq. (11) from Ref. [10] (or
Eq. (16) from Ref. [13]), which matches Eq. (80) above (see Appendix B for a more detailed comparison). Thus, the
definitions used in these earlier applications are consistent with the factorization derivation.

To reduce the cross section to a still simpler form, one may integrate over Mh. Then,

dσ

dz
=

4πα2

3Q2
dred,2(z;Mh,max) + p.s. +O (αs) = σ0dred,2(z;Mh,max) + p.s. +O (αs) , (111)

where

dred,2(z;Mh,max) ≡
∫ Mh,max

2m

dMh dred,1(z,Mh) . (112)

TheMh integral is ultraviolet divergent in general, so the cutoffMh,max cannot be made arbitrarily large. To maintain
factorization one must ensure thatM2

h,max/z ≪ Q2. Thus, the fully integrated dihadron fragmentation function comes
with an additional auxiliary ultraviolet scale Mh,max.

6 If we wished, we could have defined still another fragmentation function by absorbing the Mh/(32π
3) of Eq. (107) into d(ξ, ζ,Mh, ϕR,H)

to make it like a density in its arguments ζ,Mh, ϕR,H . We refrain from doing this here to make keeping track of Jacobian factors
simpler.

7 Recall that here we use a single parton with unit charge, hence we must restore the overall factor of Nc = 3 and the squared fractional
charge e2q with a sum over flavors to get back to the full QCD version in Ref. [4].
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In a simple parton model treatment, one may expect that integrating over z down to a small z cutoff and using the
definition of the inclusive cross section gives an approximate relation analogous to Eq. (91),

∑

hadron
types

∫ 1

zmin

dz dred,2(z;Mh,max;µ) ≈ ⟨N2⟩(zmin,Mh,max, µ) , (113)

where ⟨N2⟩(zmin,Mh,max, µ) is a multiplicity of dihadron pairs inside a region specified by Mh,max and zmin, and we
have restored the explicit scale parameter µ as an argument. The auxiliary scales µ, Mh,max and zmin may be thought
of as defining the borders of a jet or jet-like structure. The zmin should be large relative to Λ2/Q2 and Mh,max should
be much less than Q. The “≈” refers to both neglected subleading powers and higher orders in αs. If the total number
of hadrons in this region is N , then the number of dihadron pairs is

(
N
2

)
multiplied by the 2! ways of relabeling the

hadrons. Thus, ⟨N2⟩ = ⟨N(N − 1)⟩.
The general zeroth order dihadron factorization formula is

2Eh1(2π)
32Eh2(2π)

3 dσ

d3ph1
d3ph2

=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂(2π)

3 dσ̂

d3k̂

)
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s.

=
8(2π)3

Q2

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
dσ̂

ẑ dẑ dΩ

)
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s.

=
8(2π)3

Q2

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
α2

2Q2

[
F̂1 + F̂2

ẑ

4
sin2 θ

])
d(ξ, {ph}) + p.s.

=
8(2π)3

Q2

1

z

(
α2

2Q2

[
1− 2

1

4
sin2 θ

])
d(z, {ph}) + p.s. +O (αs)

=
2α2(2π)3

zQ4

(
1 + cos2 θ

)
d(z, {ph}) + p.s. +O (αs) , (114)

where we used the expressions for F̂1,2 in Eq. (72). When applying Eq. (114) phenomenologically, the exact choice
of variables one uses for ph1

and ph2
is an arbitrary convention unrelated to the basic definition of the dihadron

fragmentation function d(z, {ph}) or its interpretation. The choice we used above that leads to Eq. (104) is only one
possible example.

B. Variable choice B

Another choice of variables, used in Ref [39], is the set of three-vector momenta

ph = ph1
+ ph2

, l = ph1
− ph2

, (115)

with the relevant l variables being its transverse components and azimuthal angle in the hadron frame, and with
the cross section made differential in z1 and z2 separately. In Ref. [39], l was called q, but we use a different label
here to avoid overlapping with the virtual photon momentum label. The components of the hadron momenta in the
laboratory frame are listed in Appendix A. Below, lT is the transverse part of l in the hadron frame and ϕT is its
hadron frame azimuthal angle. Since our focus is the SIA factorization region, we consider only the case where the
angle between ph1,2

and ph is less than 90o, i.e. we keep only positive square roots. The invariant mass squared M2
h

is then

M2
h →M2

h(Q, z1, z2, lT) =
z1z2Q

2

2

(
1 +

l2T + 4m2

z1z2Q2
−
√
1− l2T + 4m2

z21Q
2

√
1− l2T + 4m2

z22Q
2

)
=

l2Tz
2

4z1z2
+ p.s. , (116)

where lT is the magnitude of the transverse part of l in the hadron frame. We may change variables as follows,

d3ph1 d3ph2 = dϕT dϕ dθ dlT d|ph1 |d|ph2 |
lT sin θ

4
(|ph1 |+ |ph2 |)2 + p.s. ,

= dϕT dϕ d cos(θ) dl2T d|ph1 |d|ph2 |
1

8
(|ph1 |+ |ph2 |)2 + p.s. . (117)
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Now the “p.s.” includes lT/Q-suppressed contributions. Equation (117) agrees with the Jacobian factor listed on page
10 of Ref. [39]. Using |ph1

| = Eh1
= z1Q/2 + p.s., |ph2

| = Eh2
= z2Q/2 + p.s., this is also

dϕT dϕ d cos(θ) dl2T d|ph1 |d|ph2 |
1

8
(|ph1 |+ |ph2 |)2 =

1

32
dϕT dΩdl2T d|ph1 |d|ph2 |Q2 (z1 + z2)

2

=
z2

128
dϕT dΩdl2T dz1 dz2Q

4 , (118)

all up to power-suppressed errors. Then

dY =
d3ph1

d3ph2

2Eh1(2π)
32Eh2(2π)

3
=

Q2z2

128z1z2(2π)6
dΩdϕT dl2T dz1 dz2 +p.s. . (119)

Now Eq. (41) becomes

dσ

dY
= 2Eh1

(2π)32Eh2
(2π)3

dσ

d3ph1
d3ph2

=
128z1z2(2π)

6

Q2z2
dσ

dΩdϕT dl2T dz1 dz2
=

4(2π)3α2

Q4

[
F1(z,Q

2, {ph}) +
z

4
F2(z,Q

2, {ph}) sin2 θ
]
, (120)

or

dσ

dΩdϕT dl2T dz1 dz2
=

α2z2

32(2π)3z1z2Q2

[
F1(z,Q

2, {ph}) +
z

4
F2(z,Q

2, {ph}) sin2 θ
]
. (121)

Integrating over dΩ,

dσ

dϕT dl2T dz1 dz2
=

α2z2π

16(2π)3z1z2Q2

[
2F1(z,Q

2, {ph}) +
z

3
F2(z,Q

2, {ph})
]
. (122)

The general factorized expressions for F1(z,Q
2) and F2(z,Q

2) are still just Eqs. (33)–(34), with exactly the same
definition Eq. (79) (with Eq. (81)) for the fragmentation function as in the single hadron case. Now the “p.s.”
contributions include terms that vanish like l2T/Q

2.
If one intends to integrate over some range of l2T and ϕT in an experiment, then it may be convenient to define

a third type of reduced fragmentation function that absorbs the kinematical Jacobian factors from the cross section
above,

dred,3(ξx1, ξx2, z) ≡
z

16(2π)3z1z2

∫

V

dϕT dl2T d(ξx1, ξx2, lT , ϕT ) , (123)

where, recalling the definitions of x1,2 in Eq. (97), we have now defined

d(ξx1, ξx2, lT , ϕT )
n=2≡ d(ξ, {ph}) (124)

in these variables. The reason that we have defined the function arguments as in Eq. (124) is that universality means
the fragmentation function only depends on the parton momentum and the observed hadron momentum. Then, boost
invariance means the longitudinal components enter only in ratios of the plus momentum components. These consist
of all combinations of x1, x2, and ξ, but x1 +x2 = 1 so all three momentum fractions are determined from knowledge
of ξx1 and ξx2. When ξ → z, these just become z1 and z2. The integration region needs to be restricted to l2T ≪ Q2

and fixed z1 and z2 away from 0 to preserve factorization. Integrating over lT and ϕT , Eq. (122) becomes,

dσ

dz1 dz2
=
πα2z

Q2

[
2F1(z1, z2, Q

2) +
z

3
F2(z1, z2, Q

2)
]
+ p.s. (125)

with these structure functions obeying the same factorization formulas

F1(z1, z2, Q
2) =

∫
dξ

ξ2
F̂1(ẑ, Q

2) dred,3(ξx1, ξx2, z) + p.s. , (126)

F2(z1, z2, Q
2) =

∫
dξ

ξ3
F̂2(ẑ, Q

2) dred,3(ξx1, ξx2, z) + p.s. . (127)
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That is, they are again the same as in the single hadron formula in Eq. (40), but now with the fragmentation functions
integrated over the (restricted range of) physical phase space in Eq. (123). Recall that to keep the power suppressed
errors from growing too large, one needs to maintain a lower bound on the possible values of z1 and z2.

Using the zeroth order parton model level expressions for F1 and F2 in Eq. (122) gives

dσ

dϕT dl2T dz1 dz2
=

α2zπ

4(2π)3z1z2Q23
d(z, {ph}) +O (αs) + p.s.

=
4πα2

3Q2

z

16(2π)3z1z2
d(z, {ph}) +O (αs) + p.s.

= σ0
z

16(2π)3z1z2
d(z, {ph}) +O (αs) + p.s. . (128)

To recover the specific forms of the expressions in Ref. [39] we must note the following:

• In Ref. [39], the identification of physical momentum components with internal partonic momentum fractions is
imposed from the very beginning. Therefore, to match expressions we must take ξ = z, ξ1 = z1, etc., from the
outset.

• From Eqs. (24,27) of Ref. [39], the trace in the integrand of our Eq. (81) above is 2p+h,HT , where T is the quantity

defined in Ref. [39].

It is also useful to note that

2p+h,H

∫
dk+H δ

(
k+H − p+h,H/ξ

)
. . . = 2ξ2

∫
dk+H δ

(
ξ −

p+h,H

k+H

)
. . . . (129)

Then Eq. (123) matches Eq. (37) of Ref. [39] when we observe that,

dred,3(ξx1, ξx2, z) =
z

16(2π)3z1z2

∫

V

dϕT dl2T 2p+h,H
ξ

4

∫ ∼µ2

dk−H d2kHT

(2π)4
Tr
[
γ+T

] ∣∣∣
k+
H=p+

h,H/ξ

=
z

32(2π)3z1z2

∫

V

dϕT dl2T ξ
3

∫ ∼µ2

dk+H dk−H d2kHT

(2π)4
Tr
[
γ+T

]
δ
(
ξ − p+h,H/k

+
H

)

→ z4

32(2π)2z1z2

∫

V

dl2T

∫
d4k

(2π)4
Tr
[
γ+T

]
δ
(
ξ − p+h,H/k

+
H

)
= dred,3(z1, z2, z) . (130)

On the last line, we have made the replacement ξ → zn ≈ z in all parts of this reduced fragmentation function apart
from the δ-function, and we have integrated over ϕT .

8

The same integration that is used in the reduced fragmentation function of Eq. (123) when applied to the zeroth
order parton model level cross section in Eq. (128) gives

dσ

dz1 dz2
= σ0dred,3(z1, z2, z) + p.s. +O (αs) . (131)

This recovers Eq.(36) of Ref. [39], which was obtained using the reduced fragmentation function in Eq.(37) of Ref. [39]
(and Eq. (123) above).

An important point to note here is that the kinematical 1/(z1z2) factor in Eq. (130) is unrelated to the 1/(4ξ) in
the basic operator definition Eq. (79) of the fragmentation function. The latter arises from the parton momentum
while the former is associated with the hadron momenta and is a consequence of the specific and arbitrary set of
variables with which we express the SIA cross section. That combination of kinematical factors does not arise if, for
example, the variables are z and Mh as in Sec. VIIA.
Reference [39] also includes a treatment of evolution, although it is not obtained from the renormalization of

a specific operator definition but rather from the reabsorption of collinear divergent logarithms from higher order
perturbation theory diagrams. It also takes into account contributions from 2-parton-to-2-hadron fragmentation
mechanisms, which are beyond the scope of this paper. Therefore, comparing the evolution treatment there with the
operator definition oriented discussion here is not straightforward, and we leave such comparisons to future work.

8 It is important to keep in mind, however, that the identification of the parton momentum fraction ξ with z fails beyond zeroth order in
the hard part.
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VIII. ALTERNATIVE DEFINITIONS WITH NONUNIVERSAL PREFACTORS

It was recently argued in Ref. [29] (see also Refs. [40, 41] for additional details) that the basic operator definition
for the fragmentation function in Eq. (79) needs to be modified, when the final state is a dihadron, to

d (ξ,−ξkHT, ph1 , ph2)

≡ 1

64π3ξ1ξ2
Tr
∑∫

X

∫
dx− d2xT

(2π)3
eix

−p+
h,H/ξ−ikHT·xT⟨0|γ+ψ(x/2)|ph1

, ph2
, X⟩⟨ph1

, ph2
, X|ψ(−x/2)|0⟩

≡ 1

64π3ξ2x1x2
Tr
∑∫

X

∫
dx− d2xT

(2π)3
eix

−p+
h,H/ξ−ikHT·xT⟨0|γ+ψ(x/2)|ph1

, ph2
, X⟩⟨ph1

, ph2
, X|ψ(−x/2)|0⟩ . (132)

As before, x = (0, x−,xT). The x1x2 factor only depends on the external kinematics of the hadrons, so apart
from such constant factors there is an extra overall 1/ξ prefactor in this definition relative to standard definition.9

The corresponding collinear fragmentation function is deduced by further applying the transverse parton momentum
integral to it. For each n > 2 case, an analogous definition is proposed in Ref. [29], with an extra prefactor of 1/ξi
multiplying the basic definition for each additional hadron i that appears in the n-hadron. Other Jacobian factors are
then used later in Ref. [29] to convert the definition in Eq. (132) into functions that are to be integrated over specific
momentum variables.

Equation (132) contradicts the standard fragmentation function definition that follows from steps like those in
Secs. IV–V, and since this impacts the interpretation of past phenomenological work it is important to understand
the origin of the discrepancy (see Ref. [42] for additional discussions of this).

We identify a combination of two main reasons that Ref. [29] arrives at a different definition:

1. Reference [29] conflates parton momentum and hadron momentum, and in particular the parton momentum
fractions that we call ξ1, ξ2, and ξ are identified with the external kinematical variables like z1, z2, and z.
While these are fixed by a δ-function to be numerically equal in zeroth order hard scattering, they have different
roles in factorization and in operator definitions for fragmentation functions. In higher orders, and also in the
treatment of evolution, momentum fractions are not generally equal to external kinematical variables.

2. The treatment in Ref. [29] infers the form of the dihadron fragmentation function from the requirement that an
incorrect sum rule of the type

∑

hadron
types

∫
dξ1 dξ2 d

2pph1T d2pph2T . . . d (ξ,pphT, {phn
}) = ⟨Nn⟩ (133)

must be preserved, where ⟨Nn⟩ is a multiplicity of observed final state n-hadrons. The specific argument of
Ref. [29] is that the normalization factors of 2Ei(2π)

3 for each observed hadron i in the asymptotic n-hadron
state, combined with Eq. (133), would imply that the operator definition of multihadron fragmentation functions
must come with extra additional prefactors of 1/(2Ei(2π)

3). After changing variables in Eq. (133), and with the
conflation of momentum fractions and kinematical variables remarked upon in the first item above, that would
seem to require modified prefactors like the one in Eq. (132).

However, those external kinematical prefactors are already accounted for on the left-hand side of the basic
expression for the cross section in Eq. (3) and in Eq. (114). Repeating them in the definitions of fragmentation
functions themselves amounts to overcounting them. The 1/(4ξ) prefactor in the standard definition, Eq. (79),
actually arises from the partonic momentum, not from the phase space of observed hadrons.

Equation (133) itself fails for several reasons: In QCD, it fails for the interesting and rather fundamental reason
that hadronic final states have no overlap with states that have partonic quantum numbers. For a recent
discussion of this and related issues see Ref. [43]. More generally, the sum rule fails even in nongauge theories
because it requires integrating the momenta outside the region where factorization is valid, and where the
right-hand side of Eq. (133) is not meaningful. Indeed, the integral in (133) is generally ultraviolet divergent in

9 Here we are interpreting the prefactors as referring to momentum fractions ξ1 and ξ2, as is stated in Ref. [29], rather than kinematical
variables z1 and z2. If the latter was the case, then the definition would still differ from the standard one, but by a factor of ξ rather
than 1/ξ. It would also acquire additional process dependence since z1 and z2 are defined in terms of the external momentum q.
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theories that require renormalization. Recalling the discussions from Sec. VB above, however, it is important to
emphasize that preserving such a sum rule is not necessary for the standard fragmentation function definition
to retain a parton model interpretation, so long as the usual caveats are accounted for.

If one does use a definition like Eq. (132) in a factorization formula then, as the steps shown in previous sections
illustrate, one is forced to modify the hard partonic part with extra powers of ξ for each additional hadron that
appears in the observed n-hadron state. This removes the property expected for a satisfactory factorization theorem
that hard parts are independent of the details of external nonperturbative states.

Moreover, if one modifies the basic definition of fragmentation functions with nonuniversal ξ-dependent prefactors
this also modifies the renormalization factors in the renormalized fragmentation functions, which unavoidably changes
the evolution kernels. To see this, recall how a renormalized fragmentation function is related to its bare operator
definition (see, e.g., Sec. 12.2.2 in Ref. [22]),

dh/j(ξ, {ph} ;µ) = lim
ϵ→0

∑

j′

∫ 1

z

dξ′

ξ′
d(0)h/j′(ξ/ξ

′, {ph})Zj′j(ξ
′, g(µ), ϵ) =

∑

j′

d(0)h/j′ ⊗ Zj′j . (134)

Here we have restored parton flavor subscripts and the explicit µ and ϵ arguments that signal ultraviolet regularization
and renormalization in the MS scheme. Also, the “(0)” subscripts on the right-hand side denote bare operators.
The d(0)h/j′(ξ/ξ

′, {ph}) is given by the definition in Sec. V, but now we specify bare operators for the fields. The
renormalization factor Zj′j(ξ

′, g(µ), ϵ) is independent of the identity of the hadronic state h, and this gives rise to the
hadron-independence of evolution kernels. Indeed, a standard method for calculating Zj′j in perturbation theory is
to exploit the h-independence by replacing h with an on-shell partonic state. This then allows for simple calculations
of the evolution kernels directly from massless, on-shell Feynman diagrams. That procedure is invalidated, however,
if the overall prefactor in Eq. (79) is made dependent (in a ξ-dependent way) on the identity of h, and in particular
on the number of hadrons that make up h.

A fast way to see this is with sample calculations in model field theories like a scalar Yukawa theory with nonzero
masses and with the interaction terms

−gψψϕ− λ

3!
ϕ3 (135)

in the Lagrangian density. Here, ψ is a Dirac “quark” and ϕ is a scalar “hadron.” The lowest order hadron-in-
quark and dihadron-in-quark fragmentation functions are given by the graphs in Fig. 4. The only contribution to the
renormalization factor Zj′j in the collinear fragmentation function at this order of perturbation theory comes from
the ultraviolet divergence at large kHT. In the (di)hadron-in-quark TMD fragmentation functions, the ultraviolet
large kHT parts refactorize in the following way,

d(0),ϕ/ϕ ⊗Hϕ/q and d(0),ϕϕ/ϕ ⊗Hϕ/q (136)

where Hϕ/q is the same large-kHT hard factor in both cases (see Fig. 5), and d(0),ϕ/ϕ and d(0),ϕϕ/ϕ are zeroth

order hadron-in-hadron and O
(
λ2
)
dihadron-in-hadron collinear fragmentation functions, respectively. The steps for

refactorizing are exactly analogous to the steps to factorize the cross section itself. The same renormalization factor
Zj′j arises for both the single and dihadron cases, but only if both use the same operator definitions. If the prefactor
in the operator definition becomes h-dependent in a nontrivial way (e.g., dependent on the number of hadrons in
the cluster), then so does Zj′j , and therefore so does the evolution kernel. An extended version of this argument is
provided in Appendix C.
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<latexit sha1_base64="Llcci2fUsxeZ5eDp2xEn7VpT8es=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPRH/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM0QmmYoFp3PTcxfkaV4UzgtNRLNSaUjekQu5ZKGqH2s/mpU3JmlQEJY2VLGjJXf09kNNJ6EgW2M6JmpJe9mfif101NeO1nXCapQckWi8JUEBOT2d9kwBUyIyaWUKa4vZWwEVWUGZtOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnBfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFUKo3T</latexit>

(a)
<latexit sha1_base64="V6JQGUXei0SGzzD7wMiP1xkbke8=">AAAB8nicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoMQm3AXBS2DNhYWEcwHXI6wt9lLluztHrtzQjjyM2wsFLH119j5b9wkV2jig4HHezPMzAsTwQ247rdTWFvf2Nwqbpd2dvf2D8qHR22jUk1ZiyqhdDckhgkuWQs4CNZNNCNxKFgnHN/O/M4T04Yr+QiThAUxGUoecUrASn7vnughy6rkfNovV9yaOwdeJV5OKihHs1/+6g0UTWMmgQpijO+5CQQZ0cCpYNNSLzUsIXRMhsy3VJKYmSCbnzzFZ1YZ4EhpWxLwXP09kZHYmEkc2s6YwMgsezPxP89PIboOMi6TFJiki0VRKjAoPPsfD7hmFMTEEkI1t7diOiKaULAplWwI3vLLq6Rdr3kXtfrDZaVxk8dRRCfoFFWRh65QA92hJmohihR6Rq/ozQHnxXl3PhatBSefOUZ/4Hz+ALCykN0=</latexit>

k
<latexit sha1_base64="S3l8nnBLDerjgmOsR9KRP3N3+lk=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOl5rhfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQmv/YzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJu1b1Lqq15mWlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f09OM8w==</latexit>

ph
<latexit sha1_base64="Llcci2fUsxeZ5eDp2xEn7VpT8es=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPRH/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM0QmmYoFp3PTcxfkaV4UzgtNRLNSaUjekQu5ZKGqH2s/mpU3JmlQEJY2VLGjJXf09kNNJ6EgW2M6JmpJe9mfif101NeO1nXCapQckWi8JUEBOT2d9kwBUyIyaWUKa4vZWwEVWUGZtOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnBfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFUKo3T</latexit>

p1
<latexit sha1_base64="dlkuLvRLPKTpeNEp4w3DSOdaGBU=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPS9frniVt05yCrxclKBHI1++as3iFkaoTRMUK27npsYP6PKcCZwWuqlGhPKxnSIXUsljVD72fzUKTmzyoCEsbIlDZmrvycyGmk9iQLbGVEz0sveTPzP66YmvPYzLpPUoGSLRWEqiInJ7G8y4AqZERNLKFPc3krYiCrKjE2nZEPwll9eJa1a1buo1u4vK/WbPI4inMApnIMHV1CHO2hAExgM4Rle4c0Rzovz7nwsWgtOPnMMf+B8/gAAzo2c</latexit>

p2
<latexit sha1_base64="zVqSm7nkuXHALgIZSph8/BQiwIg=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GtzO//cS1EbF6xEnC/YgOlQgFo2ilh6Rf65crbtWdg6wSLycVyNHol796g5ilEVfIJDWm67kJ+hnVKJjk01IvNTyhbEyHvGupohE3fjY/dUrOrDIgYaxtKSRz9fdERiNjJlFgOyOKI7PszcT/vG6K4bWfCZWkyBVbLApTSTAms7/JQGjOUE4soUwLeythI6opQ5tOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AECUo2d</latexit>

(b)
<latexit sha1_base64="5LMKpNBIdcDY/QR/zxRQ2OUbQ3E=">AAAB8nicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoMQm3AXBS2DNhYWEcwHXI6wt9lLluztHrtzQjjyM2wsFLH119j5b9wkV2jig4HHezPMzAsTwQ247rdTWFvf2Nwqbpd2dvf2D8qHR22jUk1ZiyqhdDckhgkuWQs4CNZNNCNxKFgnHN/O/M4T04Yr+QiThAUxGUoecUrASn7vnughy6rh+bRfrrg1dw68SrycVFCOZr/81RsomsZMAhXEGN9zEwgyooFTwaalXmpYQuiYDJlvqSQxM0E2P3mKz6wywJHStiTgufp7IiOxMZM4tJ0xgZFZ9mbif56fQnQdZFwmKTBJF4uiVGBQePY/HnDNKIiJJYRqbm/FdEQ0oWBTKtkQvOWXV0m7XvMuavWHy0rjJo+jiE7QKaoiD12hBrpDTdRCFCn0jF7RmwPOi/PufCxaC04+c4z+wPn8AbI4kN4=</latexit>

k
<latexit sha1_base64="S3l8nnBLDerjgmOsR9KRP3N3+lk=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOl5rhfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQmv/YzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJu1b1Lqq15mWlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f09OM8w==</latexit>

ph
<latexit sha1_base64="Llcci2fUsxeZ5eDp2xEn7VpT8es=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPRH/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM0QmmYoFp3PTcxfkaV4UzgtNRLNSaUjekQu5ZKGqH2s/mpU3JmlQEJY2VLGjJXf09kNNJ6EgW2M6JmpJe9mfif101NeO1nXCapQckWi8JUEBOT2d9kwBUyIyaWUKa4vZWwEVWUGZtOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnBfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFUKo3T</latexit>

p1
<latexit sha1_base64="dlkuLvRLPKTpeNEp4w3DSOdaGBU=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPS9frniVt05yCrxclKBHI1++as3iFkaoTRMUK27npsYP6PKcCZwWuqlGhPKxnSIXUsljVD72fzUKTmzyoCEsbIlDZmrvycyGmk9iQLbGVEz0sveTPzP66YmvPYzLpPUoGSLRWEqiInJ7G8y4AqZERNLKFPc3krYiCrKjE2nZEPwll9eJa1a1buo1u4vK/WbPI4inMApnIMHV1CHO2hAExgM4Rle4c0Rzovz7nwsWgtOPnMMf+B8/gAAzo2c</latexit>

p2
<latexit sha1_base64="zVqSm7nkuXHALgIZSph8/BQiwIg=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GtzO//cS1EbF6xEnC/YgOlQgFo2ilh6Rf65crbtWdg6wSLycVyNHol796g5ilEVfIJDWm67kJ+hnVKJjk01IvNTyhbEyHvGupohE3fjY/dUrOrDIgYaxtKSRz9fdERiNjJlFgOyOKI7PszcT/vG6K4bWfCZWkyBVbLApTSTAms7/JQGjOUE4soUwLeythI6opQ5tOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AECUo2d</latexit>

(b)
<latexit sha1_base64="5LMKpNBIdcDY/QR/zxRQ2OUbQ3E=">AAAB8nicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoMQm3AXBS2DNhYWEcwHXI6wt9lLluztHrtzQjjyM2wsFLH119j5b9wkV2jig4HHezPMzAsTwQ247rdTWFvf2Nwqbpd2dvf2D8qHR22jUk1ZiyqhdDckhgkuWQs4CNZNNCNxKFgnHN/O/M4T04Yr+QiThAUxGUoecUrASn7vnughy6rh+bRfrrg1dw68SrycVFCOZr/81RsomsZMAhXEGN9zEwgyooFTwaalXmpYQuiYDJlvqSQxM0E2P3mKz6wywJHStiTgufp7IiOxMZM4tJ0xgZFZ9mbif56fQnQdZFwmKTBJF4uiVGBQePY/HnDNKIiJJYRqbm/FdEQ0oWBTKtkQvOWXV0m7XvMuavWHy0rjJo+jiE7QKaoiD12hBrpDTdRCFCn0jF7RmwPOi/PufCxaC04+c4z+wPn8AbI4kN4=</latexit>

H�/q
<latexit sha1_base64="sMkNAZKjKjGLngv9PLtB9A1IHrI=">AAACBXicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgBEGiwqJqSQFCcYKlg4MRaIPqYkix3Vaq44TbAepirKw8CssDCDEyj+w8Tc4bQZoOdKVjs65V/fe48eMSmVZ30ZpaXllda28XtnY3NreMXf3OjJKBCZtHLFI9HwkCaOctBVVjPRiQVDoM9L1x9e5330gQtKI36lJTNwQDTkNKEZKS5556NwgMSSpEyI1woilzcxLnXhET++zzDOrVs2aAi4SuyBVUKDlmV/OIMJJSLjCDEnZt61YuSkSimJGsoqTSBIjPEZD0teUo5BIN51+kcFjrQxgEAldXMGp+nsiRaGUk9DXnfmxct7Lxf+8fqKCSzelPE4U4Xi2KEgYVBHMI4EDKghWbKIJwoLqWyEeIYGw0sFVdAj2/MuLpFOv2We1+u15tXFVxFEGB+AInAAbXIAGaIIWaAMMHsEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH7PWklHM7IM/MD5/AEPPmRA=</latexit>

8
<
:

<latexit sha1_base64="oTW0Z1tEVTkZl0FncX05xWDWJhg=">AAACF3icbVA9SwNBEN2L3/ErammzGASr4y4KWoo2FhYK5gNyIext5pIle3vH7pwQjvsXNv4VGwtFbLXz37iJKTTxMQOP92bYnRemUhj0vC+ntLC4tLyyulZe39jc2q7s7DZMkmkOdZ7IRLdCZkAKBXUUKKGVamBxKKEZDi/HfvMetBGJusNRCp2Y9ZWIBGdopW7FDa6Z7kMeSIgwyGlwnw6YwiTOg0gznl8UtgoaaNEfoFt0K1XP9Sag88SfkiqZ4qZb+Qx6Cc9iUMglM6bteyl2cqZRcAlFOcgMpIwPWR/alioWg+nkk7sKemiVHo0SbVshnai/N3IWGzOKQzsZMxyYWW8s/ue1M4zOOrlQaYag+M9DUSYpJnQcEu0JDRzlyBLGtbB/pXzAbB5ooyzbEPzZk+dJo+b6x27t9qR6fjGNY5XskwNyRHxySs7JFbkhdcLJA3kiL+TVeXSenTfn/We05Ex39sgfOB/fYNugrQ==</latexit>

H�/q
<latexit sha1_base64="sMkNAZKjKjGLngv9PLtB9A1IHrI=">AAACBXicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgBEGiwqJqSQFCcYKlg4MRaIPqYkix3Vaq44TbAepirKw8CssDCDEyj+w8Tc4bQZoOdKVjs65V/fe48eMSmVZ30ZpaXllda28XtnY3NreMXf3OjJKBCZtHLFI9HwkCaOctBVVjPRiQVDoM9L1x9e5330gQtKI36lJTNwQDTkNKEZKS5556NwgMSSpEyI1woilzcxLnXhET++zzDOrVs2aAi4SuyBVUKDlmV/OIMJJSLjCDEnZt61YuSkSimJGsoqTSBIjPEZD0teUo5BIN51+kcFjrQxgEAldXMGp+nsiRaGUk9DXnfmxct7Lxf+8fqKCSzelPE4U4Xi2KEgYVBHMI4EDKghWbKIJwoLqWyEeIYGw0sFVdAj2/MuLpFOv2We1+u15tXFVxFEGB+AInAAbXIAGaIIWaAMMHsEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH7PWklHM7IM/MD5/AEPPmRA=</latexit>

8
<
:

<latexit sha1_base64="oTW0Z1tEVTkZl0FncX05xWDWJhg=">AAACF3icbVA9SwNBEN2L3/ErammzGASr4y4KWoo2FhYK5gNyIext5pIle3vH7pwQjvsXNv4VGwtFbLXz37iJKTTxMQOP92bYnRemUhj0vC+ntLC4tLyyulZe39jc2q7s7DZMkmkOdZ7IRLdCZkAKBXUUKKGVamBxKKEZDi/HfvMetBGJusNRCp2Y9ZWIBGdopW7FDa6Z7kMeSIgwyGlwnw6YwiTOg0gznl8UtgoaaNEfoFt0K1XP9Sag88SfkiqZ4qZb+Qx6Cc9iUMglM6bteyl2cqZRcAlFOcgMpIwPWR/alioWg+nkk7sKemiVHo0SbVshnai/N3IWGzOKQzsZMxyYWW8s/ue1M4zOOrlQaYag+M9DUSYpJnQcEu0JDRzlyBLGtbB/pXzAbB5ooyzbEPzZk+dJo+b6x27t9qR6fjGNY5XskwNyRHxySs7JFbkhdcLJA3kiL+TVeXSenTfn/We05Ex39sgfOB/fYNugrQ==</latexit>

d(0),�/�
<latexit sha1_base64="lvlu4ieSSMIvl7lg2HDcgFu+el0=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBahgtSkCrosunFZwT6gDWEymbZDJw9mJkqJ/RQ3LhRx65e482+ctFlo64F7OZxzL3PneDFnUlnWt1FYWV1b3yhulra2d3b3zPJ+W0aJILRFIh6Jrocl5SykLcUUp91YUBx4nHa88U3mdx6okCwK79Ukpk6AhyEbMIKVllyz7Ltp1To57ccjdpa1qWtWrJo1A1omdk4qkKPpml99PyJJQENFOJayZ1uxclIsFCOcTkv9RNIYkzEe0p6mIQ6odNLZ6VN0rBUfDSKhK1Ropv7eSHEg5STw9GSA1Uguepn4n9dL1ODKSVkYJ4qGZP7QIOFIRSjLAflMUKL4RBNMBNO3IjLCAhOl0yrpEOzFLy+Tdr1mn9fqdxeVxnUeRxEO4QiqYMMlNOAWmtACAo/wDK/wZjwZL8a78TEfLRj5zgH8gfH5A/Vvkyo=</latexit>

d(0),��/�
<latexit sha1_base64="DoxOyn+ZMrJyuCJZ+U8ocEZY+2o=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesrKq7cDBahgtSkCrosunFZwT6gDWEymbRDJw9mJkIJBX/FjQtF3Pod7vwbJ20W2nrgDodz7uXeOV7CmVSW9W0sLa+srq2XNsqbW9s7u+beflvGqSC0RWIei66HJeUsoi3FFKfdRFAcepx2vNFt7nceqZAsjh7UOKFOiAcRCxjBSkuueei7WdU6PesnQ5bXef5MXLNi1awp0CKxC1KBAk3X/Or7MUlDGinCsZQ920qUk2GhGOF0Uu6nkiaYjPCA9jSNcEilk03Pn6ATrfgoiIWuSKGp+nsiw6GU49DTnSFWQznv5eJ/Xi9VwbWTsShJFY3IbFGQcqRilGeBfCYoUXysCSaC6VsRGWKBidKJlXUI9vyXF0m7XrMvavX7y0rjpoijBEdwDFWw4QoacAdNaAGBDJ7hFd6MJ+PFeDc+Zq1LRjFzAH9gfP4AFmGU7w==</latexit>

FIG. 4: Graphs contributing to a single hadron (a) and a dihadron (b) fragmentation function in the Yukawa theory of Eq. (135).
The integrals and Dirac traces, etc., in Eqs. (79)–(81) are left implicit.
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k
<latexit sha1_base64="S3l8nnBLDerjgmOsR9KRP3N3+lk=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOl5rhfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQmv/YzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJu1b1Lqq15mWlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f09OM8w==</latexit>

ph
<latexit sha1_base64="Llcci2fUsxeZ5eDp2xEn7VpT8es=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPRH/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM0QmmYoFp3PTcxfkaV4UzgtNRLNSaUjekQu5ZKGqH2s/mpU3JmlQEJY2VLGjJXf09kNNJ6EgW2M6JmpJe9mfif101NeO1nXCapQckWi8JUEBOT2d9kwBUyIyaWUKa4vZWwEVWUGZtOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnBfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFUKo3T</latexit>

(a)
<latexit sha1_base64="V6JQGUXei0SGzzD7wMiP1xkbke8=">AAAB8nicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoMQm3AXBS2DNhYWEcwHXI6wt9lLluztHrtzQjjyM2wsFLH119j5b9wkV2jig4HHezPMzAsTwQ247rdTWFvf2Nwqbpd2dvf2D8qHR22jUk1ZiyqhdDckhgkuWQs4CNZNNCNxKFgnHN/O/M4T04Yr+QiThAUxGUoecUrASn7vnughy6rkfNovV9yaOwdeJV5OKihHs1/+6g0UTWMmgQpijO+5CQQZ0cCpYNNSLzUsIXRMhsy3VJKYmSCbnzzFZ1YZ4EhpWxLwXP09kZHYmEkc2s6YwMgsezPxP89PIboOMi6TFJiki0VRKjAoPPsfD7hmFMTEEkI1t7diOiKaULAplWwI3vLLq6Rdr3kXtfrDZaVxk8dRRCfoFFWRh65QA92hJmohihR6Rq/ozQHnxXl3PhatBSefOUZ/4Hz+ALCykN0=</latexit>

k
<latexit sha1_base64="S3l8nnBLDerjgmOsR9KRP3N3+lk=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOl5rhfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQmv/YzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJu1b1Lqq15mWlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f09OM8w==</latexit>

ph
<latexit sha1_base64="Llcci2fUsxeZ5eDp2xEn7VpT8es=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPRH/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM0QmmYoFp3PTcxfkaV4UzgtNRLNSaUjekQu5ZKGqH2s/mpU3JmlQEJY2VLGjJXf09kNNJ6EgW2M6JmpJe9mfif101NeO1nXCapQckWi8JUEBOT2d9kwBUyIyaWUKa4vZWwEVWUGZtOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnBfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFUKo3T</latexit>

(a)
<latexit sha1_base64="V6JQGUXei0SGzzD7wMiP1xkbke8=">AAAB8nicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoMQm3AXBS2DNhYWEcwHXI6wt9lLluztHrtzQjjyM2wsFLH119j5b9wkV2jig4HHezPMzAsTwQ247rdTWFvf2Nwqbpd2dvf2D8qHR22jUk1ZiyqhdDckhgkuWQs4CNZNNCNxKFgnHN/O/M4T04Yr+QiThAUxGUoecUrASn7vnughy6rkfNovV9yaOwdeJV5OKihHs1/+6g0UTWMmgQpijO+5CQQZ0cCpYNNSLzUsIXRMhsy3VJKYmSCbnzzFZ1YZ4EhpWxLwXP09kZHYmEkc2s6YwMgsezPxP89PIboOMi6TFJiki0VRKjAoPPsfD7hmFMTEEkI1t7diOiKaULAplWwI3vLLq6Rdr3kXtfrDZaVxk8dRRCfoFFWRh65QA92hJmohihR6Rq/ozQHnxXl3PhatBSefOUZ/4Hz+ALCykN0=</latexit>

k
<latexit sha1_base64="S3l8nnBLDerjgmOsR9KRP3N3+lk=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOl5rhfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQmv/YzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJu1b1Lqq15mWlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f09OM8w==</latexit>

ph
<latexit sha1_base64="Llcci2fUsxeZ5eDp2xEn7VpT8es=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPRH/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM0QmmYoFp3PTcxfkaV4UzgtNRLNSaUjekQu5ZKGqH2s/mpU3JmlQEJY2VLGjJXf09kNNJ6EgW2M6JmpJe9mfif101NeO1nXCapQckWi8JUEBOT2d9kwBUyIyaWUKa4vZWwEVWUGZtOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnBfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFUKo3T</latexit>

p1
<latexit sha1_base64="dlkuLvRLPKTpeNEp4w3DSOdaGBU=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPS9frniVt05yCrxclKBHI1++as3iFkaoTRMUK27npsYP6PKcCZwWuqlGhPKxnSIXUsljVD72fzUKTmzyoCEsbIlDZmrvycyGmk9iQLbGVEz0sveTPzP66YmvPYzLpPUoGSLRWEqiInJ7G8y4AqZERNLKFPc3krYiCrKjE2nZEPwll9eJa1a1buo1u4vK/WbPI4inMApnIMHV1CHO2hAExgM4Rle4c0Rzovz7nwsWgtOPnMMf+B8/gAAzo2c</latexit>

p2
<latexit sha1_base64="zVqSm7nkuXHALgIZSph8/BQiwIg=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GtzO//cS1EbF6xEnC/YgOlQgFo2ilh6Rf65crbtWdg6wSLycVyNHol796g5ilEVfIJDWm67kJ+hnVKJjk01IvNTyhbEyHvGupohE3fjY/dUrOrDIgYaxtKSRz9fdERiNjJlFgOyOKI7PszcT/vG6K4bWfCZWkyBVbLApTSTAms7/JQGjOUE4soUwLeythI6opQ5tOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AECUo2d</latexit>

(b)
<latexit sha1_base64="5LMKpNBIdcDY/QR/zxRQ2OUbQ3E=">AAAB8nicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoMQm3AXBS2DNhYWEcwHXI6wt9lLluztHrtzQjjyM2wsFLH119j5b9wkV2jig4HHezPMzAsTwQ247rdTWFvf2Nwqbpd2dvf2D8qHR22jUk1ZiyqhdDckhgkuWQs4CNZNNCNxKFgnHN/O/M4T04Yr+QiThAUxGUoecUrASn7vnughy6rh+bRfrrg1dw68SrycVFCOZr/81RsomsZMAhXEGN9zEwgyooFTwaalXmpYQuiYDJlvqSQxM0E2P3mKz6wywJHStiTgufp7IiOxMZM4tJ0xgZFZ9mbif56fQnQdZFwmKTBJF4uiVGBQePY/HnDNKIiJJYRqbm/FdEQ0oWBTKtkQvOWXV0m7XvMuavWHy0rjJo+jiE7QKaoiD12hBrpDTdRCFCn0jF7RmwPOi/PufCxaC04+c4z+wPn8AbI4kN4=</latexit>

k
<latexit sha1_base64="S3l8nnBLDerjgmOsR9KRP3N3+lk=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOl5rhfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQmv/YzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJu1b1Lqq15mWlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f09OM8w==</latexit>

ph
<latexit sha1_base64="Llcci2fUsxeZ5eDp2xEn7VpT8es=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPRH/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM0QmmYoFp3PTcxfkaV4UzgtNRLNSaUjekQu5ZKGqH2s/mpU3JmlQEJY2VLGjJXf09kNNJ6EgW2M6JmpJe9mfif101NeO1nXCapQckWi8JUEBOT2d9kwBUyIyaWUKa4vZWwEVWUGZtOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnBfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFUKo3T</latexit>

p1
<latexit sha1_base64="dlkuLvRLPKTpeNEp4w3DSOdaGBU=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0kPS9frniVt05yCrxclKBHI1++as3iFkaoTRMUK27npsYP6PKcCZwWuqlGhPKxnSIXUsljVD72fzUKTmzyoCEsbIlDZmrvycyGmk9iQLbGVEz0sveTPzP66YmvPYzLpPUoGSLRWEqiInJ7G8y4AqZERNLKFPc3krYiCrKjE2nZEPwll9eJa1a1buo1u4vK/WbPI4inMApnIMHV1CHO2hAExgM4Rle4c0Rzovz7nwsWgtOPnMMf+B8/gAAzo2c</latexit>

p2
<latexit sha1_base64="zVqSm7nkuXHALgIZSph8/BQiwIg=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GtzO//cS1EbF6xEnC/YgOlQgFo2ilh6Rf65crbtWdg6wSLycVyNHol796g5ilEVfIJDWm67kJ+hnVKJjk01IvNTyhbEyHvGupohE3fjY/dUrOrDIgYaxtKSRz9fdERiNjJlFgOyOKI7PszcT/vG6K4bWfCZWkyBVbLApTSTAms7/JQGjOUE4soUwLeythI6opQ5tOyYbgLb+8Slq1qndRrd1fVuo3eRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOd9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AECUo2d</latexit>

(b)
<latexit sha1_base64="5LMKpNBIdcDY/QR/zxRQ2OUbQ3E=">AAAB8nicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoMQm3AXBS2DNhYWEcwHXI6wt9lLluztHrtzQjjyM2wsFLH119j5b9wkV2jig4HHezPMzAsTwQ247rdTWFvf2Nwqbpd2dvf2D8qHR22jUk1ZiyqhdDckhgkuWQs4CNZNNCNxKFgnHN/O/M4T04Yr+QiThAUxGUoecUrASn7vnughy6rh+bRfrrg1dw68SrycVFCOZr/81RsomsZMAhXEGN9zEwgyooFTwaalXmpYQuiYDJlvqSQxM0E2P3mKz6wywJHStiTgufp7IiOxMZM4tJ0xgZFZ9mbif56fQnQdZFwmKTBJF4uiVGBQePY/HnDNKIiJJYRqbm/FdEQ0oWBTKtkQvOWXV0m7XvMuavWHy0rjJo+jiE7QKaoiD12hBrpDTdRCFCn0jF7RmwPOi/PufCxaC04+c4z+wPn8AbI4kN4=</latexit>

H�/q
<latexit sha1_base64="sMkNAZKjKjGLngv9PLtB9A1IHrI=">AAACBXicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgBEGiwqJqSQFCcYKlg4MRaIPqYkix3Vaq44TbAepirKw8CssDCDEyj+w8Tc4bQZoOdKVjs65V/fe48eMSmVZ30ZpaXllda28XtnY3NreMXf3OjJKBCZtHLFI9HwkCaOctBVVjPRiQVDoM9L1x9e5330gQtKI36lJTNwQDTkNKEZKS5556NwgMSSpEyI1woilzcxLnXhET++zzDOrVs2aAi4SuyBVUKDlmV/OIMJJSLjCDEnZt61YuSkSimJGsoqTSBIjPEZD0teUo5BIN51+kcFjrQxgEAldXMGp+nsiRaGUk9DXnfmxct7Lxf+8fqKCSzelPE4U4Xi2KEgYVBHMI4EDKghWbKIJwoLqWyEeIYGw0sFVdAj2/MuLpFOv2We1+u15tXFVxFEGB+AInAAbXIAGaIIWaAMMHsEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH7PWklHM7IM/MD5/AEPPmRA=</latexit>

8
<
:

<latexit sha1_base64="oTW0Z1tEVTkZl0FncX05xWDWJhg=">AAACF3icbVA9SwNBEN2L3/ErammzGASr4y4KWoo2FhYK5gNyIext5pIle3vH7pwQjvsXNv4VGwtFbLXz37iJKTTxMQOP92bYnRemUhj0vC+ntLC4tLyyulZe39jc2q7s7DZMkmkOdZ7IRLdCZkAKBXUUKKGVamBxKKEZDi/HfvMetBGJusNRCp2Y9ZWIBGdopW7FDa6Z7kMeSIgwyGlwnw6YwiTOg0gznl8UtgoaaNEfoFt0K1XP9Sag88SfkiqZ4qZb+Qx6Cc9iUMglM6bteyl2cqZRcAlFOcgMpIwPWR/alioWg+nkk7sKemiVHo0SbVshnai/N3IWGzOKQzsZMxyYWW8s/ue1M4zOOrlQaYag+M9DUSYpJnQcEu0JDRzlyBLGtbB/pXzAbB5ooyzbEPzZk+dJo+b6x27t9qR6fjGNY5XskwNyRHxySs7JFbkhdcLJA3kiL+TVeXSenTfn/We05Ex39sgfOB/fYNugrQ==</latexit>

H�/q
<latexit sha1_base64="sMkNAZKjKjGLngv9PLtB9A1IHrI=">AAACBXicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgBEGiwqJqSQFCcYKlg4MRaIPqYkix3Vaq44TbAepirKw8CssDCDEyj+w8Tc4bQZoOdKVjs65V/fe48eMSmVZ30ZpaXllda28XtnY3NreMXf3OjJKBCZtHLFI9HwkCaOctBVVjPRiQVDoM9L1x9e5330gQtKI36lJTNwQDTkNKEZKS5556NwgMSSpEyI1woilzcxLnXhET++zzDOrVs2aAi4SuyBVUKDlmV/OIMJJSLjCDEnZt61YuSkSimJGsoqTSBIjPEZD0teUo5BIN51+kcFjrQxgEAldXMGp+nsiRaGUk9DXnfmxct7Lxf+8fqKCSzelPE4U4Xi2KEgYVBHMI4EDKghWbKIJwoLqWyEeIYGw0sFVdAj2/MuLpFOv2We1+u15tXFVxFEGB+AInAAbXIAGaIIWaAMMHsEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH7PWklHM7IM/MD5/AEPPmRA=</latexit>

8
<
:

<latexit sha1_base64="oTW0Z1tEVTkZl0FncX05xWDWJhg=">AAACF3icbVA9SwNBEN2L3/ErammzGASr4y4KWoo2FhYK5gNyIext5pIle3vH7pwQjvsXNv4VGwtFbLXz37iJKTTxMQOP92bYnRemUhj0vC+ntLC4tLyyulZe39jc2q7s7DZMkmkOdZ7IRLdCZkAKBXUUKKGVamBxKKEZDi/HfvMetBGJusNRCp2Y9ZWIBGdopW7FDa6Z7kMeSIgwyGlwnw6YwiTOg0gznl8UtgoaaNEfoFt0K1XP9Sag88SfkiqZ4qZb+Qx6Cc9iUMglM6bteyl2cqZRcAlFOcgMpIwPWR/alioWg+nkk7sKemiVHo0SbVshnai/N3IWGzOKQzsZMxyYWW8s/ue1M4zOOrlQaYag+M9DUSYpJnQcEu0JDRzlyBLGtbB/pXzAbB5ooyzbEPzZk+dJo+b6x27t9qR6fjGNY5XskwNyRHxySs7JFbkhdcLJA3kiL+TVeXSenTfn/We05Ex39sgfOB/fYNugrQ==</latexit>

d(0),�/�
<latexit sha1_base64="lvlu4ieSSMIvl7lg2HDcgFu+el0=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBahgtSkCrosunFZwT6gDWEymbZDJw9mJkqJ/RQ3LhRx65e482+ctFlo64F7OZxzL3PneDFnUlnWt1FYWV1b3yhulra2d3b3zPJ+W0aJILRFIh6Jrocl5SykLcUUp91YUBx4nHa88U3mdx6okCwK79Ukpk6AhyEbMIKVllyz7Ltp1To57ccjdpa1qWtWrJo1A1omdk4qkKPpml99PyJJQENFOJayZ1uxclIsFCOcTkv9RNIYkzEe0p6mIQ6odNLZ6VN0rBUfDSKhK1Ropv7eSHEg5STw9GSA1Uguepn4n9dL1ODKSVkYJ4qGZP7QIOFIRSjLAflMUKL4RBNMBNO3IjLCAhOl0yrpEOzFLy+Tdr1mn9fqdxeVxnUeRxEO4QiqYMMlNOAWmtACAo/wDK/wZjwZL8a78TEfLRj5zgH8gfH5A/Vvkyo=</latexit>

d(0),��/�
<latexit sha1_base64="DoxOyn+ZMrJyuCJZ+U8ocEZY+2o=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesrKq7cDBahgtSkCrosunFZwT6gDWEymbRDJw9mJkIJBX/FjQtF3Pod7vwbJ20W2nrgDodz7uXeOV7CmVSW9W0sLa+srq2XNsqbW9s7u+beflvGqSC0RWIei66HJeUsoi3FFKfdRFAcepx2vNFt7nceqZAsjh7UOKFOiAcRCxjBSkuueei7WdU6PesnQ5bXef5MXLNi1awp0CKxC1KBAk3X/Or7MUlDGinCsZQ920qUk2GhGOF0Uu6nkiaYjPCA9jSNcEilk03Pn6ATrfgoiIWuSKGp+nsiw6GU49DTnSFWQznv5eJ/Xi9VwbWTsShJFY3IbFGQcqRilGeBfCYoUXysCSaC6VsRGWKBidKJlXUI9vyXF0m7XrMvavX7y0rjpoijBEdwDFWw4QoacAdNaAGBDJ7hFd6MJ+PFeDc+Zq1LRjFzAH9gfP4AFmGU7w==</latexit>

FIG. 5: Figure 4 with the large kHT parts shown factored from collinear fragmentation functions. The purpose of the graphs is
to emphasize that the factorized hard contributions from the large kHT regions are independent of whether the observed state
is a hadron or a small-mass multihadron.

We acknowledge that Ref. [29] contains an assertion that Eq. (110) from this paper and Eq. (9) from Ref. [4] are
derivable, along with the standard evolution equations, starting from the definition given in Eq. (132), but we are
unable to retrace the steps based on the information provided there. If we use Eq. (132), then we instead find that at
least one extra factor of ξ needs to be absorbed into the hard part to compensate for the extra 1/ξ in the modified
fragmentation function (along with whatever less interesting constant factors like (2π)3 might appear). In that case,
Eq. (93) becomes

2Eph1
(2π)32Eph2

(2π)3
dσ

d3ph1
d3ph2

=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂(2π)

3ξ
dσ̂

d3k̂

)
dmod(ξ, {ph}) + p.s. , (137)

where dmod(ξ, {ph}) is a dihadron fragmentation function modified by an extra 1/ξ prefactor. In the limit of the
zeroth order parton model approximation this becomes

2Eh1
(2π)32Eh2

(2π)3
dσ

d3ph1 d3ph2

=
2α2(2π)3

Q4

(
1 + cos2 θ

)
dmod(z, {ph}) + p.s. +O (αs) , (138)

so there is at least an extra overall factor of z on the right-hand side relative to the normal expression in Eq. (114).
To our knowledge, such a formula has not been used in phenomenological applications.

From Eq. (137), retracing the steps from Eqs. (103)–(110) gives the analog of Eq. (109):

2Eh(2π)
3 dσ

d3ph dMh
=

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2

(
2Ek̂ξ(2π)

3 dσ̂

d3k̂

)
dmod,red,1(ξ,Mh) + p.s. . (139)

Using Eqs. (35)–(36) and following the same steps as in Eq. (92) then gives

dσ

dz dMh
= z

∫
dΩ

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2
ξ

dσ̂

ẑdẑdΩ
dmod,red,1(ξ,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs)

= z

∫ 1

z

dξ

ξ2
ξ
4πα2

3Q2
δ(ξ − z) z dmod,red,1(ξ,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs)

=
4πα2

3Q2
z dmod,red,1(z,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs)

= zσ0dmod,red,1(z,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs) , (140)

again with an extra overall factor of z on the right-hand side relative to the normal expression. We could recover the
standard expression on the last line by absorbing the z into a redefinition of dmod,red,1(z,Mh), but this just converts
the definition back into the original one (for ξ = z). For a more detailed comparison with standard definition and the
definition from Ref. [29], see again Appendix B.

IX. COMMENTS AND DISCUSSION

The purpose of this paper is to reaffirm and clarify the validity of prior phenomenological applications of dihadron
(or multihadron) fragmentation functions that used a standard operator definition, but extended to include small-
mass multihadrons as the observed final state. To this end, we have considered the semi-inclusive production of
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“n-hadrons” from e+e− annihilation (SIA) and we have retraced the kinematical steps involved in separating the
unfactorized cross section into a hard partonic cross section and a fragmentation function. We have verified that
they are unmodified if the observed final state is a low-invariant-mass multihadron. In particular, the prefactor of the
resulting fragmentation function definition is the same for all values of n.

An additional goal is to argue that the parton model interpretation of the standard fragmentation function definition
also remains applicable even in the case when the produced object is a small-mass multihadron, at least up to the
usual caveats and limitations that apply to number density interpretations for all correlation functions. We argue
that an alternative definition that was recently introduced [29] is not consistent with factorization derivations unless
hard parts and evolution kernels are allowed to acquire nontrivial dependence on external nonperturbative states. For
this reason, we advocate for the continued use of the standard definition rather than the newly suggested one.

To keep the discussion simple, we have focused on the unpolarized multihadron fragmentation functions, but the
results apply equally to polarization sensitive quantities like interference fragmentation functions [10, 12].

The topics addressed in this paper mainly concern the formal theoretical foundations of multihadron fragmentation
functions in the context of factorization. It remains unclear to us whether and how these results impact the interpre-
tation of existing phenomenological results at a practical level. For example, Refs. [30] and [4] appear to use identical
expressions for the unpolarized factorization formula that relates the SIA cross section to fragmentation functions
(compare Eq. (2) in Ref. [30] and Eq. (9) in Ref. [4]), and the same evolution equations are used in both analyses.
Therefore, it appears to us on the surface that the steps for extracting the fragmentation functions phenomenologically
should be insensitive to the formal operator definitions that are referenced. However, page 15 of Ref. [30] asserts that
comparisons between the two extractions are obstructed by the differing operator definitions. We leave it for future
work to investigate if and to what extent the use of different formal definitions in these phenomenological extractions
limits the ability to compare them.

In future phenomenological applications it will also be important to map out the approximate kinematical regions
where factorization with n-hadron fragmentation functions can reasonably be expected to remain valid. For any
process where a factorization theorem holds, there can be separate relevant ranges of kinematics where different
versions of factorization apply, for example in the target versus current regimes of semi-inclusive deep inelastic
scattering. When the observed final state is an n-hadron system, the classification of regions becomes more complicated
than in the single hadron case because the invariant massMh of the system is no longer fixed and the final state requires
a larger set of kinematical variables to fully characterize. In this paper, therefore, we have included discussions about
the accuracy of approximations for the case of an observed n-hadron final state in semi-inclusive e+e− annihilation
in somewhat greater detail than is typical.

While the basic definitions of multihadron fragmentation functions discussed here are unmodified from the single
hadron case, further refinements to the treatment of factorization in multihadron cases are needed, and some directions
for further work are implied by the discussions provided in this paper.

As noted, for example, in Refs. [44–46], when Λ2
QCD ≪ M2

h the dihadron fragmentation function needs to be

refactorized into single hadron fragmentation functions. Moreover, the integrals overM2
h in the reduced fragmentation

functions are ultraviolet divergent, and this leads to extra terms in the collinear evolution equations [45]. Furthermore,
when M2

h ≈ Q2 the factorization formula for the dihadron cross section into dihadron fragmentation functions fails,
and one must match the description to a formula where the two hadrons are in entirely separate jets, or where multiple
partons fragment.

Indeed, it is generally not straightforward in physical applications to separate fragmentation of a single parton into
two hadrons (the mechanism addressed in this paper) from mechanisms where two partons each separately fragment
into a hadron. In the intermediate region where Λ2

QCD ≪ M2
h ≪ Q2, it is likely that a resummation of powers of

ln(M2
h/Q

2) is helpful. The different regions of factorization need to be matched to one another. We intend to discuss
this and related aspects of multihadron fragmentation functions further in future work.
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Appendix A: Momentum components in different variables

With variable choices A, the lab frame components are

p0h1
=
z2Q2(1 + ζ)2 + 4(m2 +R2

HT)

4z(1 + ζ)Q
, (A1)

pxh1
= sin(θ) cos(ϕ)

z2Q2(1 + ζ)2 − 4(m2 +R2
HT)

4z(1 + ζ)Q
+RHT cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos (ϕR,H)−RHT sin(ϕ) sin (ϕR,H) , (A2)

pyh1
= − sin(θ) sin(ϕ)

z2Q2(1 + ζ)2 − 4(m2 +R2
HT)

4z(1 + ζ)Q
−RHT cos(θ) sin(ϕ) cos (ϕR,H)−RHT cos(ϕ) sin (ϕR,H) , (A3)

pzh1
= cos(θ)

z2Q2(1 + ζ)2 − 4(m2 +R2
HT)

4z(1 + ζ)Q
−RHT sin(θ) cos (ϕR,H) , (A4)

p0h2
=
z2Q2(1− ζ)2 + 4(m2 +R2

HT)

4z(1− ζ)Q
, (A5)

pxh2
= sin(θ) cos(ϕ)

z2Q2(1− ζ)2 − 4(m2 +R2
HT)

4z(1− ζ)Q
−RHT cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos (ϕR,H) +RHT sin(ϕ) sin (ϕR) , (A6)

pyh2
= − sin(θ) sin(ϕ)

z2Q2(1− ζ)2 − 4(m2 +R2
HT)

4z(1− ζ)Q
+RHT cos(θ) sin(ϕ) cos (ϕR,H) +RHT cos(ϕ) sin (ϕR,H) , (A7)

pzh2
= cos(θ)

z2Q2(1− ζ)2 − 4(m2 +R2
HT)

4z(1− ζ)Q
+RHT sin(θ) cos (ϕR,H) . (A8)

With variables choices B, the components of hadron momenta in the laboratory frame are

p0h1
=
z1Q

2
, (A9)

pxh1
=
z1Q

2

(
sin(θ) cos(ϕ)

√
1− l2T + 4m2

z21Q
2

+
lT
z1Q

cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos (ϕT )−
lT
z1Q

sin(ϕ) sin (ϕT )

)
, (A10)

pyh1
=
z1Q

2

(
− sin(θ) sin(ϕ)

√
1− l2T + 4m2

z21Q
2

− lT
z1Q

cos(θ) sin(ϕ) cos (ϕT )−
lT
z1Q

cos(ϕ) sin (ϕT )

)
, (A11)

pzh1
=
z1Q

2

(
cos(θ)

√
1− l2T + 4m2

z21Q
2

− lT
z1Q

sin(θ) cos (ϕT )

)
, (A12)

p0h2
=
z2Q

2
, (A13)

pxh2
=
z2Q

2

(
sin(θ) cos(ϕ)

√
1− l2T + 4m2

z22Q
2

− lT
z2Q

cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos (ϕT ) +
lT
z2Q

sin(ϕ) sin (ϕT )

)
, (A14)

pyh2
=
z2Q

2

(
− sin(θ) sin(ϕ)

√
1− l2T + 4m2

z22Q
2

+
lT
z2Q

cos(θ) sin(ϕ) cos (ϕT ) +
lT
z2Q

cos(ϕ) sin (ϕT )

)
, (A15)

pzh2
=
z2Q

2

(
cos(θ)

√
1− l2T + 4m2

z22Q
2

+
lT
z2Q

sin(θ) cos (ϕT )

)
. (A16)

Here, lT is the transverse component of l in the hadron frame, and ϕT is its hadron frame azimuthal angle. The
three-momenta have magnitudes

|ph1
| = z1Q

2

√
1− 4m2

z21Q
2
, |ph2

| = z2Q

2

√
1− 4m2

z22Q
2
. (A17)
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Appendix B: Operator definitions of fragmentation functions in Refs. [29, 30] as compared with Ref. [13]

To make a more complete comparison between the correlation functions defined in Refs. [29, 30] and those in
Ref. [13], it is helpful to translate the notation of these earlier papers to that of Secs. II–VII of this paper. Momentum
labels in Ref. [13] mostly match those used throughout this paper, with P+

h → p+h , and other momenta that are
capitalized in Ref. [13] are lower case here. The variables R, ζ, and RT are defined in the same way as in this paper.
In Ref. [13], the observed hadron moves along the −z axis, so expressions in Secs. II–VII need to have their plus and
minus components reversed in order to be compared. Reference [13] defines a so-called quark-quark correlator (see
Eq.(5) of Ref. [13]),

∆(k, Ph, R) =
∑∫

X

∫
d4x

(2π)4
eik·x ⟨0|ψ(x)|Ph, R,X⟩⟨Ph, R,X|ψ̄(0)|0⟩ , (B1)

which is 1/(2π)4 times the momentum space Feynman diagrams of the outgoing quark in Fig. 2. Thus, it is related
to J1(k, {ph}) of Sec. IV by means of

∆(k, Ph, R) =
1

(2π)4
J1(k, {ph}) . (B2)

By integrating on the light-cone suppressed component k+ and making explicit the dependence from the gauge link
operator, the quark-quark correlator becomes (see Eq. (8) of Ref. [13])

∆(z,kT , R) =

∫
dk+ ∆(k, Ph, R)|k−=P−

h /z

=
∑∫

X

∫
dx+ d2xT

(2π)3
eik·x ⟨0|U(∞, x)ψ(x)|Ph, R,X⟩⟨Ph, R,X|ψ̄(0)U(0, x)|0⟩|x−=0 . (B3)

Equation (B3) is identical to the definition in Eqs.(1) and (2) of Ref. [29], after expressing it in variables Ph, R rather
than P1, P2 and defining z = z1 + z2, ζ = (z1 − z2)/z.

Explicit components of k are in the hadron frame, i.e. k+ → k+H , etc., in the notation of this paper. Reference [13]
restricts the analysis to the zeroth-order parton model level so that the kinematical z can be identified with the
momentum fraction ξ. Translating slightly into the language and notation of this paper, the more general way of
expressing the operator in Eq. (B3) would be to translate the equation in the following way:

∆(ξ,kT , R) =

∫
dk+ ∆(k, Ph, R)|k−=P−

h /ξ

=
∑∫

X

∫
dx+ d2xT

(2π)3
eik·x ⟨0|U(∞, x)ψ(x)|Ph, R,X⟩⟨Ph, R,X|ψ̄(0)U(0, x)|0⟩|x−=0 . (B4)

Using the parameterization of momenta listed in Eqs.(2,3) of [13], we can rewrite the dependence of the quark-quark
correlator as ∆(ξ, ζ,kT ,M

2
h , ϕR), where M

2
h = P 2

h is the dihadron pair invariant mass and ϕR is the azimuthal angle
of RT with respect to the reaction plane.

The unpolarized fragmentation function D1 can be extracted from the quark-quark correlator through the following
projection (see Eq.(16) of Ref. [13] or, equivalently, Eqs.(11,19) of Ref. [10]):

D1(ξ, ζ,kT ,M
2
h) =

1

4ξ

∫
dk+ Tr

[
∆(k, Ph, R) γ

−] |k−=P−
h /ξ

=
1

4ξ

∫
dk+

(2π)4
Tr
[
J1(k, {ph}) γ−

]
|k−=P−

h /ξ . (B5)

The factor of 1/(4ξ) follows from the same factorization-based reasoning as in Sec. IV and Sec. V of this paper. On
the second line, we have applied the notational translation in Eq. (B2), which shows that D1(ξ, ζ,kT ,M

2
h) matches

the definition we gave for d(ξ,−ξkHT, {ph}) earlier in this paper as it appears in Eq. (80). By further integrating
upon the parton transverse momentum, we get

D1(ξ, ζ,M
2
h) = ξ2

∫
d2kT D1(ξ, ζ,kT ,M

2
h)

=
ξ

4

∫
d2kT

∫
dk+ Tr

[
∆(k, Ph, R) γ

−] |k−=P−
h /ξ

=
ξ

4

∫
dk+ d2kT

(2π)4
Tr
[
J1(k, {ph}) γ−

]
. (B6)
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On the last line we have again made the translation in Eq. (B2) to emphasize consistency with the definition of
d (ξ, {ph}) in Eq. (81) of this paper. To summarize the above, the dihadron fragmentation functions of Ref. [13] and
related articles are defined in the same way as in Sec. V of this paper.

To change variables and compare these expressions with those of Ref. [29], it is necessary to consider the integration
over some regions of phase space V where factorization is reasonable. In preparation for this, note from Eq. (35) and
Eq. (103) the following variable changes in integrals over P1 and P2,

∫
d3P1 d

3P2

2E1(2π)32E2(2π)3
(
1 + cos2 θ

)
. . .

=
Q2

32(2π)6

∫
dΩ z dz dMh dζ dϕRMh

(
1 + cos2 θ

)
. . . =

1

3

16πQ2

32(2π)6

∫
z dz dMh dζ dϕRMh . . . (B7)

where the “. . .” only has angle-independent factors. Another useful variable transformation is

∫
d3Pp,1 d

3Pp,2

2Ep,1(2π)32Ep,2(2π)3
4z1z2(2π)

6 . . . =

∫
dz1 d

2P1,pT dz2 d
2P2,pT . . .

=

∫
dz dMh dζ dϕR d2kT(1− ζ2)

z3

8
Mh . . . . (B8)

Integrals of this latter type should be interpreted with care since the momentum components of the hadrons in the
parton frame do not directly correspond to a physically measurable momentum. Rather, the parton frame moves
as the internal integrals over partonic kT are carried out. Parton frame variables are ill-defined for describing the
differential cross section because parton momenta are internal integration variables.

Because D1(ξ, ζ,kT ,M
2
h) matches the definition from Sec. V, the factorization derivation relates Eq. (B6) to a

zeroth-order parton model cross section via Eq. (114):

1

σ0

∫

V

d3P1 d
3P2

2E1(2π)32E2(2π)3
(
1 + cos2 θ

)(2α2(2π)3

zQ4

)
D1(z, ζ,M

2
h) = ⟨N2⟩V + p.s. +O (αs)

→ Q4

8(2π)6

∫

V

Mh dz dMh dζ dϕR

(
2(2π)3

Q4

)
D1(z, ζ,M

2
h) = ⟨N2⟩V + p.s. +O (αs)

→ 1

16π2

∫

V

Mh dz dMh dζ D1(z, ζ,M
2
h) = ⟨N2⟩V + p.s. +O (αs) . (B9)

We have divided the semi-inclusive cross section on the left-hand side by the total cross section σ0 to convert it into
a dihadron multiplicity ⟨N2⟩V . The V subscripts are to emphasize the restriction on the integrals to the factorization
region. Just as in Eq. (108), we may next define

D1,red(z,Mh) ≡
∫ ζmax

−ζmax

dζ

∫ 2π

0

dϕR
Mh

32π3
D1(z, ζ,M

2
h) =

∫ ζmax

−ζmax

dζ
Mh

16π2
D1(z, ζ,M

2
h). (B10)

So,

∫

V

dz dMhD1,red(z,Mh) = ⟨N2⟩V + p.s. +O (αs) . (B11)

If we use ⟨N2⟩V = σinclusive
V /σ0 this is just the semi-inclusive differential cross section,

dσ

dz dMh
= σ0D1,red(z,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs) =

4πα2

3Q2
D1,red(z,Mh) + p.s. +O (αs) , (B12)

thus reproducing Eq. (110) of this paper but now in the notation of Ref. [13] and related papers.
An alternative way that one might attempt to obtain a dihadron multiplicity is to instead try to enforce the number

sum rule of Ref. [29] on the basic definition in Eq. (B5):

∫
dz1 d

2P1,pT dz2 d
2P2,pTD1(z, ζ,kT ,M

2
h) = ⟨N2⟩V , (B13)
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where, in the spirit of remaining in a zeroth-order parton model approximation, we have fixed ξ = z. Using Eq. (B8),
this would give

∫
dz dMh dζ dϕR(1− ζ2)

z3

8
Mh d

2kTD1(z, ζ,kT ,M
2
h)

= π

∫
dz dMh dζ(1− ζ2)

z

4
MhD1(z, ζ,M

2
h) = ⟨N2⟩V , (B14)

but this clearly contradicts the last line of Eq. (B9), which was obtained by working directly with the cross section,
especially if we wish to interpret z as a momentum fraction and not a process dependent external kinematical variable.
Hence, there is the appearance of a paradox.10

In order to force the last line of Eq. (B14) to match the last line of Eq. (B9), one would need to redefine the
fragmentation function used in Eq. (B14) and replace it with a new fragmentation function D′

1(z, ζ,M
2
h) by setting

the integrands of Eq. (B14) and Eq. (B9) equal:

πz

4
(1− ζ2)D′

1(z, ζ,M
2
h) =

1

16π2
D1(z, ζ,M

2
h)

→ D′
1(z, ζ,M

2
h) =

z

16π3z1z2
D1(z, ζ,M

2
h) . (B15)

Using Eq. (B6), we then get

D′
1(z, ζ,M

2
h) = z2

∫
d2kT

[
1

64π3z1z2

∫
dk+ Tr

[
∆(k, Ph, R) γ

−] |k−=P−
h /z

]

=

∫
d2kT

1

16π3(1− ζ2)

∫
dk+ Tr

[
∆(k, Ph, R) γ

−] |k−=P−
h /z

≡
∫

d2kTD
′
1(z, ζ,kT,M

2
h) , (B16)

where the quantity in braces on the first line is Eq. (132), i.e. the definition from Ref. [29], with ξ fixed to z, and in
the last line we have adopted the same convention of Ref. [29] to relate collinear and transverse-momentum dependent
fragmentation functions via an integral over kT rather than over z2kT and ϕR. But D1(z, ζ,M

2
h) and D′

1(z, ζ,M
2
h)

cannot both be the basic fundamental definition of the fragmentation function once ξ ̸= z.
Despite the contradiction between Eq. (B9) and Eq. (B14), let us continue to study the properties of the new primed

fragmentation functions under various variable transformations and notation changes. It may be desired to always
define fragmentation functions in the form of densities in the exact arguments used to parametrize them, and this is
readily done by grouping Jacobian factors together each time variables are changed and then defining new functions.
We can do this, for example, by switching to integrals over R2

T rather than M2
h . Of course, all the expressions above

can be written in terms of integrals over R2
T rather than M2

h if, using Eq. (100), we simply make the replacement
∫
Mh dMh . . . =

∫
1

2
dM2

h . . . =

∫
2

1− ζ2
dR2

T . . . (B17)

wherever an integral over Mh appears. All fragmentation functions are made to be explicit functions of R2
T if, again

using Eq. (100), we write

D1(z, ζ, R
2
T ) ≡ D1

(
z, ζ,M2

h(R
2
T , ζ)

)
(B18)

D1(z, ζ,kT , R
2
T ) ≡ D1

(
z, ζ,kT ,M

2
h(R

2
T , ζ)

)
. (B19)

Then, Eq. (B14) becomes

∫
dz dζ dϕR dR2

T

z3

4
d2kTD1(z, ζ,kT , R

2
T )

=

∫
dz dζ d2RT

z

2
D1(z, ζ, R

2
T ) = ⟨N2⟩V . (B20)

10 The presence of a contradiction relies on an assumption that the physical multiplicity ⟨N2⟩V in Eq. (B9) is to be identified approximately
with the “sum rule” quantity on the right-hand side of Eq. (B13), labeled by the same symbol.
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The transition to primed functions is exactly the same for functions of R2
T as for the functions of M2

h . So, rewriting
Eq. (B20) for D′

1(z, ζ, R
2
T ) and applying a definition analogous to the last line of Eq. (B16), we get

∫
dz dζ d2RT

(
d2kT

z

2
D′

1(z, ζ,kT, R
2
T )
)
= ⟨N2⟩V . (B21)

Noting the integrand, we can define

DJAM
1 (z, ζ, R2

T ) ≡
∫

d2kT
z

2
D′

1(z, ζ,kT, R
2
T ) =

z

32π3(1− ζ2)

∫
d2kT

∫
dk+ Tr

[
∆(k, Ph, R) γ

−] |k−=P−
h /z , (B22)

which matches Eq. (15) of Ref. [29]. If we swap the fragmentation function for the primed fragmentation function
and use Eq. (B18) then the second line of Eq. (B14) becomes

π

∫
dz dMh dζ(1− ζ2)

z

4
MhD

′
1(z, ζ,M

2
h) = π

∫
dz dMh dζ(1− ζ2)

z

4
MhD

′
1(z, ζ, R

2
T )

= π

∫
dz dMh dζ(1− ζ2)

z

4
Mh

∫
d2kTD

′
1(z, ζ,kT, R

2
T ) =

∫
dz dMh

(
π

2

∫
dζ Mh(1− ζ2)DJAM

1 (z, ζ, R2
T )

)

≡
∫

dz dMhD
JAM
1 (z,Mh) = ⟨N2⟩V , (B23)

and the DJAM
1 (z,Mh) in the last line then matches Eq.(17) of Ref. [29]. Note that if we work strictly with the ξ = z

assumption, then the (1 − ζ2) that was absorbed into the definition of DJAM
1 (z,Mh) simply converts it back to the

original definition in Eq. (B6) and the remaining factors make it a ξ = z version of the reduced fragmentation function
in Eq. (108) (or Eq. (B10) above).

To summarize, we have shown how, starting from the expressions and notation in Ref. [13], one may modify
the operator definitions of the fragmentation functions that do follow from factorization into “primed definitions”
that instead preserve Eq. (B13) via Eq. (B15) and reproduce the newly suggested operator definition in Eq.(4) of
Ref. [29]. We then connected these modified operator definitions to the DJAM

1 (z, ζ, R2
T ) and D

JAM
1 (z,Mh) functions

in Eqs. (B22)–(B23) above by reabsorbing various factors to recover the other expressions from Ref. [29]. In retracing
the steps above, we are able to see that the fundamental definitions obtained from factorizing the cross section differ
in a concrete way from the modified definitions that are obtained by imposing a sum rule like Eq. (B13).

The resolution to the paradox is that Eq. (B13) is not a valid relation for the basic definition, as explained in the
main text and in Refs. [42, 43].

Appendix C: Effect of extra prefactors on evolution

First, consider the definition with the standard prefactor for both the single and dihadron cases and use the Yukawa
theory toy model discussed in Sec. VIII. For the zeroth order bare scalar-in-scalar fragmentation function,

d
[O(1)]
0,s/s (ξ) = k+ξ3

∫
dk− d2kT

(2π)4
(2π)4δ(4)(k − ph) = δ(1− ξ) . (C1)

For the zeroth order bare dihadron-in-scalar fragmentation function,

d
[O(1)]
0,ss/s(ξ) =

λ2

M4
h

k+ξ3
∫

dk− d2kT

(2π)4
(2π)4δ(4)(k − ph) =

λ2

M4
h

δ(1− ξ) . (C2)

At O
(
g2
)
in the Yukawa theory, the single hadron and dihadron fragmentation functions that follow from their

operator definitions also satisfy

d
[O(g2)]
0,ss/q (ξ) =

λ2

M4
h

d
[O(g2)]
0,s/q (ξ) . (C3)

The MS quark-in-scalar renormalization factor expanded in perturbation theory is

Zqj′(ξ) = δqj′δ(1− ξ) + g2
Sϵ

ϵ
δqj′Z

[O(g2)]
j′/s (ξ) +O

(
g4
)
, (C4)
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where the dimension of spacetime is 4− 2ϵ and Sϵ = (4π)ϵ/Γ(1− ϵ). Expanded in perturbation theory, Eq. (134) is

lim
ϵ→0

∑

j′

∫ 1

z

dξ′

ξ′

[
d
[O(g2)]
0,s/q (ξ/ξ′)δ(1− ξ′) + g2

Sϵ

ϵ
Z

[O(g2)]
q/s (ξ)d

[O(1)]
0,s/s (ξ/ξ′)

]
+O

(
g4
)

(C5)

and in the dihadron case,

lim
ϵ→0

∑

j′

∫ 1

z

dξ′

ξ′
λ2

M4
h

[
d
[O(g2)]
0,s/q (ξ/ξ′)δ(1− ξ′) + g2

Sϵ

ϵ
Z

[O(g2)]
q/s (ξ)d

[O(1)]
0,s/s (ξ/ξ′)

]
+O

(
g4
)
. (C6)

The Z
[O(g2)]
q/s (ξ) in the second term needs to ensure the cancellation of the Sϵ/ϵ pole in the first term. Clearly, then,

the same Z
[O(g2)]
q/s (ξ) applies to both the single and dihadron cases. The only difference between the two cases is the

overall λ2

M4
h
in the dihadron case that arises from the dihadron/scalar vertex.

Now consider the consequence of modifying the prefactor of the dihadron fragmentation function definition by a
factor N (ξ) = ξν (with ν ̸= 0) relative to the single hadron fragmentation function. Then in the above we have the
replacements,

d
[O(1)]
0,ss/s(ξ) → N (ξ)

λ2

M4
h

d
[O(1)]
0,s/s (ξ) = N (1)

λ2

M4
h

d
[O(1)]
0,s/s (ξ) and

d
[O(g2)]
0,ss/q (ξ/ξ′) → N (ξ/ξ′)

λ2

M4
h

d
[O(g2)]
0,s/q (ξ/ξ′) . (C7)

Now Eq. (C6) becomes

lim
ϵ→0

∑

j′

∫ 1

z

dξ′

ξ′
λ2

M4
h

N (1)

[N (ξ)

N (1)
d
[O(g2)]
0,s/q (ξ/ξ′)δ(1− ξ′) + g2

Sϵ

ϵ
Z

[O(g2)]
q/s (ξ)d

[O(1)]
0,s/s (ξ/ξ′)

]
+O

(
g4
)
. (C8)

Here we have used N (ξ/ξ′) = N (ξ) because of the δ(1 − ξ′). Comparing with Eq. (C6) shows that the order-g2

correction to the MS renormalization factor is modified from the result in the standard definition by a factor of
N (ξ)/N (1) for the dihadron case,

(
Z

[O(g2)]
q/s (ξ)

)

dihadron

=
N (ξ)

N (1)

(
Z

[O(g2)]
q/s (ξ)

)

single hadron

(C9)

The splitting functions Pjj′ are obtained by inverting the equation for the running of the renormalization factor,

d

d lnµ2
Zjk(ξ) =

∑

j′

∫
dξ′

ξ′
Pjj′(ξ

′)Zj′k(ξ/ξ
′) . (C10)

Therefore, modifying the prefactor of the operator definition of the multihadron fragmentation function by a nontrivial
ξ-dependent factor necessarily leads to a modification of the evolution kernel Pjj′ for the multihadron case relative to
the single hadron case.

Note that for treating evolution it is the momentum fraction ξ that is relevant and not external kinematical factors
of z, etc., that might arise from the Jacobians when changing the variables used to parametrize a cross section for a
specific process.

The evolution is unaffected if N (ξ) consists only of constant factors like π since these cancel from both sides.
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