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ABSTRACT: Recently, we have presented the result for the zero-jettiness soft function at
next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order (N3LO) in perturbative QCD [1], without providing
technical details of the calculation. The goal of this paper is to describe the most im-
portant element of that computation, the triple real-emission contribution. We present a
detailed discussion of the many technical aspects of the calculation, for which a number
of methodological innovations was required. Although some elements of the calculation
were discussed earlier [?-6], this paper is intended to provide a complete summary of
the methods used in the computation of the triple real-emission contribution to the soft
function.
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1 Introduction

Experiments at the LHC and its high-luminosity upgrade will continue the exploration of
the Standard Model and searches for physics beyond it through precise measurements.
Eventually, interpretations of such measurements will be dominated by theoretical sys-
tematics, and improvements in the description of hard hadron collisions are therefore
called for. Such improvements require advancements in computations of two- and three-
loop amplitudes for high multiplicities, and in dealing with real-emission processes which
are needed to cancel infra-red divergences present in loop amplitudes [7—Y].

The crucial difference between loop amplitudes and real-emission contributions is
that infra-red divergencies in virtual amplitudes appear explicitly after integrating over
the loop momenta, manifesting themselves as poles in the dimensional regularization pa-
rameter € = (4 — d)/2, with d being the dimensionality of space-time. On the contrary,
real-emission contributions involve complex observables and cannot be analytically in-
tegrated over the entire phase space. Because of that, infra-red divergences need to be
extracted before the numerical integration.

It is possible to do that because divergences only appear in phase-space regions where
additional radiation (with respect to Born processes) becomes soft and collinear and,
therefore, unresolved. Since infra-red safe observables are, by definition, not sensitive to
soft- and collinear radiation, and since matrix elements exhibit universal factorization in
these limits, it becomes possible to extract infra-red divergences in a process-independent
manner. Consequently, various slicing and subtraction schemes that isolate, extract, and
cancel infra-red poles in cross-section calculations, have been proposed and employed at
NLO [10-20], NNLO [21-70] and N3LO [71-75]. Additionally, fully-numerical approaches
exist which combine loop- and real-emission integrands before the integration [76-582].
Further discussion of advanced computational methods in QCD and their applications
can be found in ref. [83].

Modern slicing and subtraction schemes require integration of well-defined functions
encapsulating soft- and collinear dynamics, over phase spaces of unresolved emissions.
These integrals differ because of phase-space constraints which are particular to a specific
scheme. In this paper, we consider the N-jettiness observable Ty [54, 85], which can be
used as a slicing variable for lepton- and hadron-collider processes with final-state jets.
The N-jettiness slicing scheme has already been used in a number of high-profile NNLO
QCD computations [29-32, 72, 75].

In case of N-jettiness, integrals over unresolved phase-space regions are further split
into the so-called soft, beam and jet functions. Beam and jet functions describe collinear
emissions off incoming and outgoing hard partons. These functions are process-independent
and are currently known through N3LO in perturbative QCD [36-93].

The soft function describes soft QCD radiation at large angles. For this reason, it is
sensitive to color charges in the full event. This fact makes the soft function a much more
complex quantity to calculate. The complexity of the soft function is further exacerbated

ICollinear divergencies associated with the initial-state radiation are absorbed into the parton distribution
functions.



by the definition of the N-jettiness variable which requires one to find the minima of
certain combinations of scalar products between soft and hard partons. The traditional
approach to computing the N-jettiness soft function, that goes back to the early papers
on this subject [34, 85], involves explicit resolution of the N-jettiness constraint by an ad-
ditional phase-space partitioning. Since the complexity of such a partitioning strongly
increases with the number of external particles, the N-jettiness soft function was first cal-
culated for processes with two, three and four hard partons [2, 94-100].

Recently, new computational approaches were developed which allowed the calcula-
tion of the N-jettiness soft function for an arbitrary number of hard partons N [101, 102].
This fact makes the N-jettiness slicing scheme the first scheme in which all unresolved
real-emission ingredients are known analytically for arbitrary collider processes (with
massless partons) at NNLO QCD. We note in passing that the computation of ref. [102]
represents a notable departure from the original methods, because divergences are regu-
lated at the level of the entire soft function and the N-jettiness is treated as any other infra-
red safe observable. Practically, one employs nested soft-collinear subtraction scheme [103]
and the integrated double-soft subtraction term computed in ref. [104].

One may dream of replicating this success also at N3LO QCD but, given a rather
limited understanding of soft and collinear singularities at that perturbative order, and
a complex nature of the N-jettiness soft function, calculations at N3LO have naturally
focused on the N = 0 case [3-6]. The explicit partitioning of the radiative phase space into
sectors where the N-jettiness assumes a definite value, remains manageable in such a case.
However, instead of integrating the resulting expressions numerically using the sector
decomposition method [105], as was done in NNLO QCD computations for the N =
0,1, 2 soft functions [96-100], we use techniques developed for multi-loop computations,
such as the integration-by-parts (IBP) relations [106, ] and the method of differential
equations [108-112], and adapt them for our purposes.

In this paper, we discuss the triple-real contribution to the N3LO QCD zero-jettiness
soft function, accounting for both ¢gg¢ and gq7 soft final-state partons. We aim at explain-
ing how to overcome the technical challenges described in ref. [1], where the result for the
zero-jettiness soft function at N3LO has been presented.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we define the zero-jettiness soft
function, explain how the soft limits of tree-level matrix elements are computed, and de-
termine the integrand for the soft function computation. In section 3 we argue that some
integrals, required for the computation of the soft function, are not regulated dimension-
ally. We also describe a constructive procedure called filtering, which allows us to remove
such integrals from the calculation. In section 4 we explain how the integration-by-parts
method works for phase-space integrals with Heaviside functions. In sections 5 and 6,
we discuss computation of master integrals. We find it necessary to divide them into
two classes. The first class contains no integrals with the propagator 1/k3,,, where ki3
is the sum of three soft-parton momenta. The second class comprises integrals with this
propagator. Integrals that belong to the first class are discussed in section 5; we compute
them by integrating over the phase space of three soft partons, subject to the zero-jettiness
constraint. Integrals of the second type are too complicated for a direct integration. In



section 6, we explain how we introduce an auxiliary parameter and derive differential
equations for such integrals. Calculation of the boundary conditions is discussed in sec-
tion 7. We elaborate on the numerical checks in section 8, provide results for the soft
function in section 9 and conclude in section 10. Some elements of the calculations and
the various quantities used there are presented in several appendices.

2 Definition of the soft function and the soft limits of squared amplitudes

The zero-jettiness observable describes processes with exactly two hard partons. It is de-
fined as follows [84, 85]

2p, - ki 2pyp 'ki:| ‘ (2.1)

T(TZ): ; mln|: 7
0 1:21 P P

In eq. (2.1), pap are the four-momenta of hard partons, either incoming or outgoing, k;,
i € {1,..,n} are the momenta of additional (soft) partons, and P is an arbitrary parameter
of mass-dimension one. The zero-jettiness soft function can be written as

Se=Y s, 2.2)

(n)

where S’ describes a partonic process with n soft particles in the final state. It reads

s = 1 1T 1dki] 6(x — To(n)) Eik(pa, py, k1, K} . 23
N | TTH] 8= Ta(o)) Bik(pas o (b o) 3

In eq. (2.3), Noym is a symmetry factor to account for identical particles in the final state,
[dk] = d?k/ (27t)?15(k?)6(k?), and the eikonal function is defined as follows

Bik(pa, py (K, - n}) — lim A2 MAPa P AL AR D

A—0 | M (pa, 1) |2 ' @4

which corresponds to the leading soft approximation of the matrix element M.~ Each
eikonal function receives virtual corrections which also have to be computed in the lead-
ing soft approximation; it follows that at leading order sﬁ”) ~al.

Hence, to obtain the N3LO contribution to the zero-jettiness soft function, one re-
quires ingredients that are familiar from computations of partonic cross sections at that
perturbative order. They include the radiation of three soft partons, the one-loop correc-
tions to the double-real emission, and the two-loop corrections to the single-real emission.
The notable difference to ordinary N3LO computations is that the three-loop (purely vir-
tual) corrections become scaleless in the soft limit and vanish. For the case when soft
partons are gluons, the relevant contributions are shown in fig. 1. The two non-vanishing

virtual corrections (RRV and RVV) have been computed in refs. [3, 5]. In the RRV case

%In eq. (2.4) | M|? refers to the matrix element squared summed over colors and polarizations of all parti-
cles involved.



both phase-space and loop integrations were treated on the same footing. In contrast, the
RVV contribution was computed directly by integrating eq. (2.3) for n = 1. Such an in-
tegration is straightforward thanks to the simple form of the single-soft current for two
hard partons at two loops [113-115]. We discuss the calculation of the RVV contribution
in appendix

In this paper, we elaborate on the computation of the triple real-emission contribution,
the most challenging part of the calculation of the zero-jettiness soft function at N3LO.
We begin with the explanation of how the four-momenta of soft and hard partons are
parametrized in this case. Since we aim at simplifying the zero-jettiness measurement
function and since this function depends on projections of momenta k; on p, , it is conve-
nient to introduce light-cone (Sudakov) coordinates. The two hard momenta p,; define
two light-cone directions. We write

VSab Sab 2.5)

pa: 2 n, pb: ﬁ/

where s,, = 2p, - pp. It follows that n*> = 71> = 0 and n- 72 = 2. The momenta of soft
partons read

Kt = 2n"—|—ﬁlny—|—kh, i=1,2,3. (2.6)

1

We note that since k? = 0, kii =./a 51%;/ withe, ;-n=-e,,;-7n=0,and (e, ;)? = —1.
It follows that a; = k; - 7i and B; = k; - n. We use the above definitions, take P = ,/s,;,, and
re-write eq. (2.1) as

= i min [[Xi, ﬁz] . (27)
i=1

As can be seen from eq. (2.6), the minimum function differentiates between soft partons
emitted into the forward and the backward hemisphere, defined with respect to the col-
lision axis. In order to project the different phase-space regions onto a unique value of
To(n) without the minimum function, we insert a partition of unity for each of the soft
partons and write

3
1= [0 —Bi)+0(Bi — ). (2.8)

i=1
Upon expanding the product, eq. (2.5) splits into eight terms. These terms can be ar-
ranged in two groups. In the first group (two terms) all soft partons are emitted into the
same hemisphere whereas in the second group two partons are emitted into the same
hemisphere and one parton into the opposite hemisphere (six terms). Assuming that the
eikonal function is symmetric under the permutation of soft partons,” and under the ex-
change of forward and backward directions (n <+ 71), we only need to consider two of the
eight phase-space configurations, which we refer to as “nnn” and “nnn”. The phase-space

3This is the case for three soft gluons, in case of soft gluon plus soft quark-antiquark pair emission we
symmetrize the integrand.



measures for the two cases read

ddggg = /\1/3 (ﬁ[ko) X 0(1 — P123) ¥ (

i=1

3
i=1

9(0(1' — 51)) , (29)

3 2
dq)Q@G_ = m (H[ko) X 5(1 — ﬁlg — 063) X (H 9(061' — ‘Bz)> X e(ﬁS - IX3) . (210)
e \i=1 i=1
We assumed that in the nni case, c.f. eq. ( ), partons 1,2 are emitted into the same
hemisphere and parton 3 into the opposite one. Furthermore, we have introduced a nor-
malization factor
Q(d—Z) ( 47-()8

Ne= 12071 " Ter( o) @11)

The N3LO triple-real emission contribution to eq. (2.3) is then written as

= SRRR = A3 [2 (S5 + S5 ) +6 (555 + 55| - 12)

a3

This leaves us with four quantities to compute; they read

1

S5 = 57 | dusa g (1,7, k1 o, ko) P (n 4 )], 213)
1

5388 _ i/dcpe@g[uggg(n, 7,k ko ks) P+ (n 4 7)) (2.14)

S§ZZ = /dCDGGB [quq(”r i, k1, ko, ks)fz +(n+ fl)}, (2.15)

g 1
S‘g?ﬁﬁ = g/dq)eeé[(quq(”r ﬁ,kl,kz,k3)|2 + (kz > kg) + (k1 — k3)> + <7’l > fl)} (2.16)

The eikonal functions Jge (1,7, k1, ko, k3) and Jegs(n, 7, k1, k2, k3) describe the soft limit
ki ~ ky ~ ks — 0 of the tree level matrix elements squared of the processes f;(pa) +
fo(pe) = X +g(k) + g(k2) + g(ks) and fa(pa) + fo(pp) — X+ g(k1) +q(k2) + q4(ks),
respectively, where X is an arbitrary color-neutral state. These quantities are known; the
three-gluon eikonal function was computed in ref. [116] and the eikonal function for the
gq4 emission can be found in refs. [117, 118].

We have re-calculated both eikonal functions for the required case of two hard par-
tons. To do this, we generated all required diagrams for the above processes using DIANA
[119], which internally calls QGRAF [120], employed the “soft-gluon rules” [121] and ma-
nipulated resulting expressions using FORM [122-125]. Complete agreement with the re-
sults in the literature [116-118] was found.

The eikonal functions that need to be integrated over zero-jettiness phase space con-
tain the following inverse propagators

1/D1 S {q 'ki/q kl]/q : k123/k12j /k%23}/ q - 1’1,7’_1, i 7é ] = 1/2/3/ (217)

“We note that we have set T = 1 in egs. (2.9,2.10) and in what follows. The dependence on T can be
restored by means of simple dimensional analysis, whenever required.
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Figure 1. Different contributions to the zero-jettiness soft function at N3LO, see text for details.
Only contributions with final-state gluons are shown. Diagrams to the right of the cut are complex-
conjugated.

where kjj = k; +k;j and kip3 = ki + ka + k3. In section 4 we explain how to use the
integration-by-parts technology [106] to express integrals in eqs. (2.13-2.16) through a
smaller set of master integrals. However, before doing this, we will discuss a peculiar
issue that we encountered while working on the computation of the soft function, namely
the existence of integrals that are not regulated dimensionally.

3 Integrals not regulated dimensionally

In refs. [4, 5] we have pointed out that some master integrals required for the triple-real
contribution to the N3LO zero-jettiness soft function are not regulated dimensionally.” Our
calculation is not the first one to face this problem in QCD perturbation theory [126-128].
The standard way to treat this problem is to introduce an analytic regulator into the in-
tegration measure for all integrals. Unfortunately, the new regulator — which appears
alongside with the dimensional one — makes the required computations significantly more
complex, so that finding ways to avoid ill-defined integrals becomes important.

Our experience with computing the N3LO real-emission master integrals for the soft
function indicates that several conditions need to be satisfied for such integrals to become
unregulated. In particular, it is necessary that one of the Sudakov variables is small, and
the other one is large, that their product is O(1) and that it appears in one of the prop-
agators. This can be understood from the fact that the integration measure d® depends
on the dimensional regularization parameter through a factor f[ (a;iBi) . Obviously, if

i=1
a; ~1/aj, Bi ~1/Bjor a; ~ 1/ ;, the dimensional regulator becomes ineffective.

To understand if such scalings lead to integrals with a non-vanishing support, we can
assume, without loss of generality, that the smallest variable is 81 ~ A — 0 and that the
largest variable is either aq ~ Aloray; ~ A1 or B2 ~ A~L. We are interested in finding
integrals where the A — 0 limit is non-trivial, and leads to non-vanishing integrals that
are not regulated dimensionally.

Consider the case f1 ~ A and a1 ~ 1/A, with A — 0. Inverse propagators with

5Note that this problem did not arise for the real-emission contributions with two real partons both at
NNLO and N3LO [2, 6].



non-trivial dependence on a; and B become
M 4x-- =1, Br+x—x, ki = aBy, k3= aiBs, ki —a(f2+p3), (B1)

where x denotes a generic O(1) quantity composed of Sudakov parameters of the soft
partons. We also drop 1 from the J-function constraining the zero-jettiness. It follows that
integrations over a1 and B factorize, which implies that the region with 1 ~ A, a3 ~ A1
has no support.

We continue with the region f; ~ A, B2 ~ A~!, where the following relations for
inverse propagators hold

,32 +x-0 = ,32, ﬁl +x =X, k%z — ,32061, k%g) — ﬁztxg, k%23 — 132(061 + 063). (32)

Similar to the previous case, the factorization of f; and f, integrations implies that this
region has no support.

For the remaining option 81 ~ A,a; ~ 1/A, the main difference compared to the
previous cases is that the propagator

k) = a1B2 + a2f1 — 21/ a1 f1aaPa cos iz, (3.3)

does not simplify, because all terms on the right-hand side of eq. (3.3) are of the same
order. Since we are interested in the region f; < a1 and B> < ay, partons 1 and 2 are
emitted into the same hemisphere. Incorporating the zero-jettiness constraints for the two
partons, 6(x1 — B1)6(az2 — B2), we change the integration variables f1 — ria1, a0 — B2/12,
with 1, € [0,1].

As we already mentioned, the critical new element in this region is the inverse propa-
gator k3, which does not simplify. This propagator depends on the relative angle between
directions of the transverse components of the four-vectors k.. To perform the integra-
tion over kj 5, we write

Ky = w12 <1 + 2) (0 p12), (3.4)

where we have introduced two (d — 1)-dimensional vectors p and p1, such that p?> = 0
and p3, =1 —4rira/ (11 + r2)%. The required integral over angles is then easily computed
using eq. ( ). We find

d—2 d—2 (1) 2
x, - [0 1, (o)) 35)

Oty Qaa) (k)" azps (1+%)"’

where I{gl_)z;n (p?) can be extracted from eq. (1).36). Using eq. (E.4), the result can be sim-

plified, and we obtain

1 r
X, = 0 — F 21l —¢g —
! (061/52)”{ (r2=n1)oh <n,n+e ‘ T2>

n
+<7’2> 9(1’1—}’2)2P1 (1’1,1’1+€}1—€,‘r2)].
1 "

(3.6)



Next, we need to integrate over r1, 2. The generic integral reads

_uh = /drz/drlr“ € b*%Fl <n,n+s;l—e;:1>
2
+/dr1/d1’2r” € b” (?) »F (n,n—i—s;l—e;?),
1

where a and b are integers, and powers of ¢ arise from the integration measure after the
variable transformation. We change the integration variables as 1 = zy,r» = y, and

(3.7)

rp = zy, r1 = y in the first and the second integral, respectively. We find

1 1

EEI? = /dy yitor2 / dz (z”’g + zb+‘€+”> 2Fi(n,n+¢1—¢z2). (3.8)
, o 7 0

The integral over z is regulated dimensionally, but the integral over y is not. In fact, the

integral exists for a 4+ b 4+ 2 > 0 but not for other values.

To obtain a fully-regulated integral, we need an additional regulator. We do that by in-
troducing a factor B} B3 B5 into the measure for nnn integrals and B} By« for nnii integrals.
Of course, in the above discussion only the B} factor is relevant, but since we aim at mod-
ifying the measure in such a way that all integrals are regulated, momenta components
of all soft partons must appear. Since B} = (r1a;)", the computation proceeds unaffected,
except that in egs. (3.7,3.8) a becomes a + v and the potential divergences for2+a+b <0
are regulated. The integral in eq. (3.5) with a — a + v evaluates to

() _ sh(mn+el+a+v—egl—e2+a+v—egl)
Tatvh T (14+a+v—e)2+at+v+b)
sh(nn+el+b+n+egl—e2+b+n+egl)
(1+b+e+n)2+a+v+b) ’

(3.9)

The 1/v pole arises for24+a+b = 0.

We note in passing that even if the equation a +b = —2 is satisfied, this does not
immediately imply that a particular integral has a 1/v divergence. The reason for this is
that such a divergence may be multiplied by an unconstrained (scaleless) integral over
another Sudakov parameter, or that the residue of Eg?mb
For the particular choice of small and large parameters that we discussed above, the

at v = 0 vanishes.

first option may occur because of the integration over a;. Hence, unregulated integrals
in this case must involve denominators of the form &1 + x. The master formula for such
integrals reads

b da;  af T(m)T (n2—n1) o,
-1 — 1
/ xq (061 —+ x)”2 T (712) X ! (3 O)

where x stands for other O(1) Sudakov parameters. Note that in our example, x in
eq. ( ) can only be a3, which shows that one needs at least three partons for the un-
regulated term to occur.
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integrand ‘ scaling
& g | 1
k%S lX1,B3 1
k%3 062‘[33 A1
ko w23 !
a1+ o Ko A1
a1+ a3 a1+ a3 1
ap + o3 %3 A1
a1+ o + a3 %) At
B1+ B2 B2 1
P1+ B3 B3 1
B2+ B3 B2+ B3 1
Prtpa+Bs | PatPs 1
5] 5] 1
1%} [1%) A1
03 1%} 1
P P A
P2 P2 1
Bs Bs 1

Table 1. Scalings of all possible propagators that appear in the soft function. All other config-
urations can be obtained through permutations of soft momenta k;. To classify an integral, one
can simply replace all inverse propagators with their A-scalings and read off the overall factor A?.
Integrals with p > 0 are well-defined without the regulator, while those with p < 0 are ill-defined.
Integrals with p = 0 are potentially 1/v-divergent which can be checked directly without much
effort.

The above analysis can be used to identify integrals that are not regularized dimen-
sionally, and to remove all IBP relations that involve them from the system of equations
that one employs to find master integrals. We refer to this procedure as filtering. To de-
termine affected integrals, we find all integrals that contain at least one propagator 1/ klzj,
make sure that 6-functions” constraints are such that partons i and j are emitted into the
same hemisphere, consider the two cases g; ~ 1/a; — 0 and B; ~ 1/a; — 0, expand
remaining propagators assuming that all other Sudakov parameters are O(1) and deter-
mine parameters 7,4 and b that appear in the function Ef:b). If for a particular integral
a+b+2 <0, it is declared to be ill-defined without the regulator and all equations that
contain such an integral are removed the system of IBP equations. If, however, the condi-
tion a + b +2 > 0 holds, all equations that contain such integrals are retained and used
in the course of the reduction to master integrals. This procedure can be conveniently
summarized as a set of power-counting rules for the denominators listed in table 1. We
emphasize that, for this analysis, it is important to derive the IBP relations keeping the
analytic regulator non-vanishing, v # 0, since an ill-defined integral may have a coeffi-

~10-



cient that is proportional to v. Finally, we note that the redundancy of IBP equations and a
very specific set of conditions that integrals must fulfill to be ill-defined, ensures that only
a small set of v-dependent master integrals” is needed at the end of the calculation. Such
master integrals are explicitly computed in section

4 Integral reduction in the presence of theta functions and additional regula-
tors

It is well-known [129] that one can simplify the calculation of phase-space integrals by
mapping them onto loop integrals and treating them using conventional multi-loop meth-
ods. In this section, we explain how to do this for the integrals of the eikonal functions in
egs. (2.13-2.16). We would like to express integrals that are needed for the computation of
the soft function through a smaller number of independent “master integrals”. Computa-
tional methods that we use to achieve that have been discussed in ref. [4]; we repeat them
here for completeness.

Reduction to master integrals simplifies the computation in multiple ways. On the
one hand, it minimizes the number of integrals that we need to calculate; on the other
hand, it also decreases the complexity of the calculation because master integrals are
often simpler than the original ones. Furthermore, the reduction establishes algebraic
relations between integrals offering the flexibility in choosing which integrals to com-
pute and which to obtain from such relations. Also, availability of the reduction enables
useful crosschecks by comparing explicit computation of integrals with their expressions
through master integrals. Finally, a working reduction is the prerequisite for deriving
differential equations satisfied by master integrals, see section 6.

The reduction to master integrals follows Laporta’s algorithm [130] and proceeds in
the following way. One derives a large-enough system of linear relations among the in-
tegrals relevant for the problem at hand using integration-by-parts (IBP) identities [106]
and symmetries of the integrals. Then, introducing a measure to order integrals in com-
plexity, one solves the homogeneous linear system using the Gauss’ elimination method,
expressing many complex integrals, in terms of a few simpler integrals. These remaining
integrals are called “master integrals”.

We note that the general approach described above is well-known and broadly used
for perturbative calculations in quantum field theory. However, it proved to be very chal-
lenging to realize it for integrals that are needed to compute the soft function. Below we
describe the challenges and explain how they are overcome.

IBP relations Linear relations between integrals are obtained using the IBP technol-
ogy [106], based on the observation that for properly regularized integrals the following
formula is valid

)
0= [[Ta', g " FUR (P1) @D

1

®Furthermore, only divergent parts of those integrals are needed.
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In the above equation, v is either one of the loop momenta k; or one of the external mo-
menta p;, and the integrand f is a product of propagators (see eq. (2.17)) raised to arbitrary
powers, d-functions that ensure that partons are on-shell and that the zero-jettiness has a
definite value, and 0-functions that allow us to resolve the zero-jettiness constraint.” In
principle, computing derivatives under the integral sign in eq. (4.1) is straightforward
and, once this is done, that equation provides algebraic relations between different in-
tegrals that we seek to exploit. In practice, there is a problem of differentiating /- and
f-functions that we now discuss.

We deal with all -functions by employing the reverse unitarity idea [129, 131], which
amounts to writing

.1 1 1 1
80 =0 o (g v e g - ia} B [g(x)L' 2
The “cut propagators” appearing on the right-hand side of the above equation can be
easily accommodated into the IBP technology.

It is useful to classify appearing integrals in terms of the integral families, defined
by complete and linearly-independent sets of generalized propagators with respect to
algebraic relations that involve scalar products of all four-vectors in the problem. Such
a classification allows one to re-write scalar products that appear in the numerators of
phase-space integrals uniquely through the denominators, and to represent integrals in a

compact way using denominators raised to positive or negative powers. We will explain
shortly how the integral families for the computation of the soft function are constructed.

However, before doing that, we discuss how the 8-functions, that determine a hemi-
sphere into which a particular soft parton is emitted, are incorporated into the IBP formal-
ism. Schematically, modified IBP relations can be written as follows

0= /(Hddki> ai;f””f"[g]

d d
-/ (Hddh) {0,110l 0l o Sl 1 4 vﬂak?g}.

The three terms that appear on the right-hand side of the above equation are quite dif-
ferent. In the first two terms the original 6-function is unaffected, which means that they

(4.3)

would not change even if the §-function constraint was removed from the integrand. The
last term in eq. (4.3), where the 6-function has turned into a é-function with the same ar-
gument, is the contribution of the boundary that now occurs at finite values of partons’
momenta.

Making use of this observation, we derive IBP relations that connect integrals with
a certain number of 0- and J-functions to integrals with the same number of 6- and J-
functions, as well as integrals where the number of 0-functions is decreased and the num-
ber of /-functions is increased by one. Repeated application of IBP relations to boundary-
type integrals decreases the number of 0-functions further, until we arrive at integrals

7 As we already mentioned, not all integrals that are needed for computing the soft function are regularized
dimensionally. However, once the analytic regulator is employed, IBP relations are applicable.
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where all #-functions are replaced by J-functions. Integrals with J-functions and no 6-
functions close under the integration-by-parts identities thanks to reverse unitarity, so
once this stage is achieved, no new types of integrals appear. To incorporate both 6- and
d-functions with arguments +(a; — B;), we generalize the notation for the phase-space in
egs. (2.9,2.10) and write

3
dq)flefS /\}3 (H[dki]> 0(1— B123) ¥ (Hfz ) ’ (4.4)

3
d® .z = /\1/3 <H[dki]> X (1 — P12 —az) X (gfi(zxi — ,Bl)> X f3(Bs —az). (4.5)

The functions f; , 3 represent 8- and J-function constraints.
As an example, consider the IBP relation

0= / 9 'd®ggq _ / dPygg 71
okl (k1 -k2)(kiz - 7)2(ko - m)(ky - 71) (k1 - k2) (kiz - )% (k2 - m) (ky - 72)
L2k nt KA (46)
[k2] [1 — k12 n— k3 . ﬁ]c (k1 . kz) (k12 . 171) (kz . 1”[) )

— B2 — 3)0(a1 — B1)0(Bs — a3) _
/Hdk] (k1 - k) (k12 - 1) (kz - ) (kq - 72) A

The first five terms on the right-hand side of eq. (4.6) arise when the derivative acts on
either an eikonal or a cut propagator from the phase space; we will refer to such terms as
“homogeneous”. The last — “inhomogeneous” — term in eq. (4.6) describes the non-zero
boundary contribution. Writing the -function which originated from the derivative of the
f-function as a cut propagator, it is easy to see that the resulting propagators cease being
linearly independent. Although the presence of linearly-dependent propagators is in itself
not fatal for the IBP technology, it does create multiple inconveniences because of hidden
linear dependencies between integrals which may significantly increase the complexity of
intermediate expressions.

To get rid of these problems, we perform a partial fraction decomposition by mul-
tiplying the last term in eq. (4.6) by 1 = [ky -1+ (ko -1 — ko - n) +ky - n] / [k12 - 71]. We
arrive at

_ dPygg
0= / (ki -k2) (k2 - 72)2(kp - ) (ky - 72)
[_Z(klz‘ﬁ—kl'ﬁ)_ n-n B kl'ﬁ o n-n
k3] [1—kip-n—ks-fle (ki-ka) (ka-n) @7)
_ dq)%g 1 (kz - —ky- TZ) 1
B (”'”>/ i k) ko 7P | o) () (k1 -7) | (ky-7)
—_—

=0

8We note that the derivative on the left-hand side does not act on the volume differential ddkz. Further-
more, recall that a; = k; - 7i and B; = k; - n.
9We note that the second term in the last line of eq. (4.7) has the form ~ x§(x) and integrates to zero.
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After this step, all propagators in the two integrals in the above equations are linearly
independent, and we proceed with defining the integral families. The primary distinction
between families is the number of 8- and J-functions, and the types of propagators they
contain. We show the IBP relations and the way they connect the various types of integral
families in fig. 2.

Analytic regulator In section 3, we have argued that some integrals, needed to compute
the zero-jettiness soft function, are not regularized dimensionally. We have also explained
that one can regularize such integrals by introducing the analytic regulator v. The modi-
fied measures read

3
d®% pp, = /\1/3 <H[dki]> 6(1 — Pr23) X (Hfz ) , (4.8)

3
d®f 1, = /\1@3 <E[dki]> X 6(1 — t1z3) (Hﬂ Bi)B zV) x f3(Bs —asz)ay, (4.9)

where t1p3 = P12 + a3. A significant drawback in using the analytic regulator is that it
changes the IBP relations. To illustrate this, consider the same IBP relation as before, but
with the analytic regulator. We find

0= /(Hd‘%) %v”fG[g] (kj-q)"

| ] ol o -y
1/ iq)”
-/ (Uddki> a0 o 00t ”f SOl S oty

where g = 1, i depending on the the choice of k; and the configuration of the integral. The
last term on the r.h.s. of eq. (4.10) is caused by the regulator and, generally, also requires
an additional partial fraction decomposition.

Symmetry relations In addition to linear relations provided by the IBP equations, there
are also symmetry relations between integrals. In the nnn case, the phase space is sym-
metric under the re-labeling of partons” momenta. In the nnfi case, the phase space is
symmetric under the relabeling ki < k».

In the nnf case, integrals with J-functions can be simplified further. For example,
interchanging k, <> k3 and n <> i leaves the 500 phase space unchanged. Furthermore,
there are two types of nni integrals that can be mapped onto the nnn configuration en-
tirely. First, for integrals with f3 = J, we can write

5(1 — ﬁlZ — 063)(5(0(3 — 53) = 5(1 — ﬁug)é(ﬁ% — 063) . (4.11)
Second, for f1 = f, = 4, we find
6(1 = P12 — a3)6(a1 — P1)6(az — B2) f3(Bs — 3)

27 5(1 — w12 — B3)0(B1 — 21)8(Ba — a2) f3(az — B3) (4.12)
= 6(1— P13)d(ar — B1)d(a2 — B2) f3(a3 — B3).
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Hence, we only need to consider integrals of the 000-, 560- and 650-type for the configu-
ration nnf. The symmetry relations are also illustrated in fig. 2; they are heavily used to
simplify the reduction.

Details of the technical implementation Following the sequence of steps described be-
low, we express the phase-space integrals in eqgs. (2.13-2.16) through fewer and less com-
plex master integrals.

¢ Using the partial fraction decomposition to resolve dependencies between the zero-
jettiness constraining J-function and the eikonal propagators, we map all 666 inte-
grals onto a set of O(100) families. They are constructed in such a way that they
close under IBP relations with the analytic regulator v.

e Starting from these families, we determine all lower-level families which arise when
f-functions turn into J-functions. Again, these families are constructed in such a
way, that they close when the term with the analytic regulator in the measure is
differentiated. We arrive at additional O(100) and O(200) integral families for the
nnn and nni configuration, respectively. The partial fraction decompositions we
use in this step are not unique; to ensure that these definitions suffice to uniquely
identify integrals in terms of families in the entire IBP setup, we had to choose a
global ordering of propagators that we keep through the entire calculation.

e It is easy to derive the homogeneous parts of the IBP relations for generic powers of
propagators for each integral family. To obtain a complete IBP relation, we need to
add terms that arise from the derivatives of Heaviside functions and measure factors
raised to power v. We add these terms on-the-fly, while generating relations for a
specific set of indices (i.e. for a particular seed integral) which makes this step rather
slow. We do so, because inhomogeneous terms require partial fraction decomposi-
tion, using the chosen ordering, as well as the integral-family identification.

The issue of generating sufficiently many linear relations, to have a reduction to the
minimal set of master integrals, did play a crucial role in the calculation. Choos-
ing a large-enough seed-list for complete reduction to occur, yet the seed-list that
we could still handle with available resources, proved non-trivial and required a
significant amount of trial and error.

* We use Feynson [137] to derive symmetry relations between integrals.

* We use Kira®FireFly [133-135] to solve the resulting linear system of equations
as a function of 4 and v. Since we expect that the soft function is regular in the
limit v — 0, it is useful to choose master integrals in such a way, that they remain
independent in the v — 0 limit. Good candidates for such basis can be found by
studying the system at v = 0 and requiring that the v = 0 master integrals remain
master integrals also in the v # 0 case. With this informed choice of basis, the
reduction requires a runtime of about 10 days on 32 cores, compared to about 70
days without this optimization.
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Figure 2. Relations between integrals. IBP identities relate integrals to those where one of the
f-functions is replaced by a J-function, as illustrated by black arrows. Rectangular boxes repre-
sent sets of integrals which are processed using integration by parts, and no mapping onto other
integral families is performed. Oval-shaped empty boxes are mapped into the same-hemisphere
configuration as indicated by red arrows. After momenta re-naming, shown above the green ar-
rows, filled oval-shaped boxes are mapped onto unique topologies.

Proceeding along the lines described above, we arrive at the following result for the
soft function

T R = WU 1/v
Snnnnnn Z(ZI +Zb1 +V2CZI +O( ) (4.13)
i=1 i=1

where we have taken the v — 0 limit wherever possible, such that the reduction coeffi-
cients a;, b;, c; only depend on e. Using the power counting rules from section 3, we find
four integrals {I 1.1/ "} that contain a 1/v singularity but, thanks to the choice of basis, they
appear in the soft function with a prefactor v. Furthermore, in eq. (4.13), we have sepa-
rated v-regular integrals according to whether or not they contain the 1/k3,, propagator.
The reason for this separation is that these three classes of integrals are computed
differently. Indeed, in the following section, we will show that direct integration allows us

to compute master integrals without the 1/k3,, propagator {I?%&}, as well as the 1/v parts
of master integrals {Iil/ "}. After that, we consider the most complicated set of integrals

2
{I:(123 }, which we compute by modifying these master integrals through the introduction
of an auxiliary parameter, followed by constructing and solving differential equations
with respect to this parameter that the modified master integrals satisfy.

10We note that not all integrals contribute to all channels/configurations, so some of the a;, b;, c; are zero.
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fi f2 f3 Variable change Splitting
ddsgg | 6 (1 —P1) O(aa—Pa) O(az—Pa) | a1 = Prooa = B2ag B —
ddspg | 6 (1 —P1) O(a2—Pa) O(Bs—as) | &y — Prooa — B2, ps = 2 —
d®gss | 0 (a1 — 1) S(az—P2) S(as—pa) |1 — 5o = Poas > ps |  —
d®gsp | 0 (a1 — 1) b(a2—p2) O(az—p3) | a1 — 51 Jay = Poas — B s
d®gss | 0 (1 —p1) (a2 —p2) O(B3—a3) | g — ﬁl a0 = Bo, B3 — 2| —
d®ges | 0 (a1 —p1) O(aa—pa) 0(f3—a3) | aq — ﬁl = B2 g8
d®gs | 0(B1—m1) O(az—p2) O(as—P3) | p1— Thao = o, ps > 2| —
dDgge | 6(B1—a1) O(a2—p2) O(ws—fa) | pr— o> B2 s -2 | —

Table 2. Summary of applied variable changes and integral splittings according to J— and 6-
function constraints f;. Splitting of the integration domain into r; < r;j and r; < 7; sectors is
required only if the integral contains the propagator 1/k; - k;.

5 Integrals without 1/k%,, propagator and 1/v-divergent integrals

In this section we discuss the calculation of master integrals without the 1/k3,; propaga-
tor, and the 1/v-divergent integrals. These integrals are computed by a direct integration
over the light-cone coordinates of soft partons a and B. All in all, 127 integrals are calcu-
lated in this way.

5.1 Integrals that do not need an analytic regulator

An important property of the eikonal function is that all integrals without the 1/k?,; prop-
agator, needed for computing the N3LO contribution to the soft function, can have up to
two scalar products between momenta of different soft partons. Hence, owing to the pos-
sibility of relabelling soft momenta, we write such integrals as

_ [ 9%npp R({a), {B)) de;dB;
fom _/ [2ky - ko)™ [2ky - kea]™ /H< (@Bi)° i(i, B )) R({a}, {B}) O (5.1)

In the above equation, the phase-space measure d®y s, is given in egs. (4.4,4.5), and

we used the Sudakov decomposition in eq. (2.6) to express all denominators other than
2k1ky and 2kiks through {a} and {B}, collecting them into the rational function R. The
non-trivial dependence on the relative azimuthal angles between soft-parton momenta is
encapsulated in the angular integral (),,,,. It reads

1 -d0l P! an 2
1 2 3
(Qt-2)? 2k - ka)" [2ky - K3]™

Qi = (5.2)

—-17 -



To compute this integral we use the fact that we can integrate over angles of partons 2 and
3 independently. Furthermore,

d-2 1
Q2 ) 2k k" (i + )"

where I{g/ln) can be found in eq. (D.36) and pfj = (a;Bj — (legz.)z / (2iBj + (x]»ﬁl.)2, It follows
that M (2 M (2
O,y = Id—2;n<p12> Id—Z;m<p13> . (5.4)
(€12 + a2B1)" (13 + azpr)”

For each specific set of the jettiness constraints represented by functions f; ineq. (5.1),

we change integration variables following table 2. We then simplify the hypergeomet-
ric functions appearing in functions I(!) by applying the transformation in eq. (I.4). For
configurations where two soft partons are emitted into the same hemisphere we split the
integration region and introduce new variables r;, c.f. table 7, to map the integration re-
gions onto the intervals [0, 1].

We note that the transformation eq. (-.4) that we apply to simplify angular integrals
involves the absolute value of p;;. In principle, p;; does not need to be positive-definite, but
there are cases when it can be. Indeed, this happens if the two constraints f; and f; are
fifi € {66,605,00}. Then, using variables defined in table 2, we easily find

_1—1’]' ‘9‘5 _1—7’1' (55)

_ 05| _ eé) 1 —ritj
1—|—1’]" 0 1—|—1’i’

i 1 —|—1’i1’]"

50
Oij

where 0 < r;; < 1. Superscripts in the above equations are introduced to indicate con-
straints on partons i and j. However, if f;f; = 00, so that the two partons are emitted into

the same hemisphere, we find |p;;| = [r; — r;|/(r; + 7j). In this case, we have to write
ri — 1’]' 7’]' — 7
il = 0(ri —r; 0(rj —ri , 5.6
"Ol]| (1’1 1’]) ri + 7 * (7’] 1’1) T + 7 (56)

to get rid of the absolute value.

Hence, after integrating over azimuthal angles in integrals I,,;; in eq. (5.1), and chang-
ing the integration variables as in table 2, we obtain integrals over variables «;, B;, ¥; which
are at most six-dimensional. Furthermore, at least one of the integrations can be per-
formed by removing the § function that fixes the zero-jettiness value.

Calculation of several representative I, integrals for the nnn case were discussed in
ref. [4]. Below, we will consider examples of new master integrals with three 6 functions,
which appear for the first time in the nn# configuration. We begin by considering an
integral without scalar products between momenta k; and k;. The integral reads

_ d®gys
= / ( (57)

kioz - 1) (kioz - 1)

We choose the parametrization according to table 2 and note that for this integral the
splitting of integration variables 71, into 71 < 7 and r» < rq is not necessary. We then
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integrate over a3 to remove the zero-jettiness constraint, and change the integration vari-
ables, 1 — x y and By — x (1 — y). We obtain

_ x)1728x374€r;1+87271+8r371+€(1 _ y)1728y1728 (5 8)

1
(1
= [ dxdydridr,dr .
J 0/ Yyaneraars (xry 411 (r2(1—x) +x(1—vy))) (1 — x +r3x)
The integrations over r1 and r3 can be performed in terms of the hypergeometric functions.
We find

1
] — 812 /dxdydrz(l . x)—2sx2—4er2—2+e(1 o y)l—Zey—Ze
0 (5.9)

X (1,8,‘1 —|—8;—%) »F (]_,g;]_ +g;_72(1*@w> .

Xry

We note that arguments of the hypergeometric functions in the above equation look com-
plicated, suggesting an increased difficulty compared to integrals needed for the nnn case
discussed in ref. [4]. However, upon closer inspection, the singularity structure of the in-
tegrand in eq. (5.9) turns out to be quite simple, as could be expected on general grounds.
Indeed, since the hypergeometric functions in eq. (5.9) diverge logarithmically at the inte-
gration boundaries, the singularity structure is entirely determined by the double pole at
r, = 0. To isolate it, we apply the transformation shown in eq. (-.3) to both hypergeomet-
ric functions. We then find

1
1 _
] = 2 /dx dy dry (1 —x) x5, 2 (o + x(1—r)(1—y))°
5 (5.10)

x (1—y)'7"%y 5%F (e,61+¢x)2F (e, el+e; —r;i;é(i;r)z(ﬁ)y)) )

To subtract the double-pole singularity at o = 0, we need to extract the different r, — 0
branches that are contained in the last hypergeometric function in eq. (5.10). This can be
easily done using eq. (-.2), and we find

J=]@ 4]0, (5.11)
where
ri-e
(a) — — € / )\ —€,2-3e,—2+42erq _ . \1-2e —¢
I =ra+e / dudydry (1 =) 2 TR —y) Y (5.12)
X(ra+x(1—r—y)) 2F (61 +¢x),
, 1
](b) — S(S — 1) /dxdydrz (1 _ x)*8x3738r271+28(1 _ y)l—Zeyl—Zs
0 (5.13)

" oF (6,614 ¢ x)
(o +x(1—r2)(1—y))

e Xyr
2R (112 - & prielayy )
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Integral J(*) can be integrated over r, using eq. (F.7); the result reads

(1

1
](a) — w /dxdy(l o x)fsx274s(1 o y)lf?:syfs
0 (5.14)
1
X2F1(8/€;1+8;x)2[“1< 1+2€ 28 M)

The integrand of () has a simple pole at 7, = 0 which can be easily subtracted. Finally,
we expand the integrand for | (@) in eq. (5.14) and the subtracted integrand for | ) in ¢
using the package HypExp [136, ], and integrate order by order in & with the help of
HyperInt [138]. The result for the full integral reads

__ 5 215 (11, 343 1999 | 7, )
J= 10 7ze+<72” 24)“( 36 g7 T Cs) O(e?). (5.15)

We continue with the discussion of an integral involving two scalar products of dif-
ferent soft-parton momenta

d®gyg

I:/(kls'ﬁ) (ko - 12) (k1 - k3) (k2 - k3)”

(5.16)

Proceeding as discussed earlier, we integrate over the azimuthal angles of the three par-
tons, change the integration variables following table 2, and integrate over a3 removing
the zero-jettines ¢ function. We find

Bi (r1r2r3)°
5 1+2¢ 5 (5 17)
(B1B2Pr2) ™ (B1+11Pr2) :
X (1,1 +&1—¢ 7’11’3) F (1,1 +¢&1—c¢ 1’21’3) ,

1 1
I= 4/d‘31d,32 9(1 — ,312) /d?’ldrzdrg,
0 0

where B1; = 1 — B12. We change the integration variable f; = t(1 — B2), integrate over r,
using the definition of the generalized hypergeometric function in eq. (I.5), and obtain

( - 52)_1_48 ‘32—1—2g (1 o t)—l—ZS t_25
r+t—rnt (5.18)

I =

T / dBdtdridrs

X o Fy (1,1+S;1—5;r1r3) sh (L,14+¢e14+61—¢2+¢713).

This expression can be further integrated over f, and t. Integration over B, results in
I'-functions, and integration over t leads to an »F; function with the argument 1 —1/7,
which can be simplified using eq. (/.3). Proceeding along these lines, we obtain

3
2 /dxdy 2F1 (L,1+¢&1—¢xy)

(1+¢)T(—6¢) (5.19)

X oF (1—28,—48;1—48,‘1—X)3F2 (L,L14+el+gl—¢2+¢€y).
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Since this integral is finite, we compute it by expanding the integrand in ¢ and inte-
grating the resulting expression. To do this, we use the packages HypExp [136, 137] and
HyperInt [138]. The final result reads

o (3 2 1 9 4
27 , 1 125 , 837 ’ '
—8(27'(—162@3-1-407'[ —|-7 €3—C5> ( )
The above examples demonstrate how the calculation of integrals that are regulated
dimensionally and do not contain the 1/k3,; propagator is performed. Although these
computations are not easy and, quite often, integral representations for nnf integrals look
quite complex, in comparison with their nnn counterparts they have a simpler structure
of singularities and require a smaller number of subtractions before the expansion of in-

tegrands in € can be performed.

5.2 1/v-divergent integrals

There are 4 master integrals that become divergent if the analytic regulator is sent to zero.
They are

= / klzji@f)?{zﬁlifi‘iﬁﬁ , (5.21)
[
= Bl -sz(ff + (il)ﬁ(zi)rﬁz + BB 2
B P e o2

The integrals Ill,/z” have been computed previously in ref. [4]; they read

 T2(—2e)T(—4e — 1)T'(1 + 2¢)
v _ -1 0
L' =v T(6e—1) C(e) +O(v"), (5.25)
1 T2(=2¢)T(—4e)T(1 + 2¢)
v _ -1 0
L = T(“6e) C(e)+0O(v"), (5.26)
where
: (1
€O =lim [+=0
_3Bh(1L,1+e14+61—¢2+¢1) B sh(1,1+¢ —g1—¢1—¢1) (5.27)
N 1+e € '

We have discussed the origin of the 1/v singularities in section 3, and described steps
required to extract them. Although those steps are sufficient for obtaining the 1/v poles
of I;fl", we find it instructive to discuss the calculation of the 1/v poles of these integrals
in detail.
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We begin with [ i/ V. The 1/v singularity in this case originates from the integration
region f1 ~ «, 15 0. We integrate over the relative azimuthal angle between k; and ky,
and obtain

11/1/ /d,Bld,BZd‘XSﬁ 2£+1/IB 2£+1/ 2£+v/drldr2 1,.9 2 e 2/dﬁ3,33

(1_51_,32—063) _
" Br/r1 + as)(Ba/12) (B1+ B2 + Ba) B 2[ r2 0(r1 —12) (5.28)

X2k (1,1+€;1—€;r2> +110(r2 — r1)2F (1,1+e;1—s;r1> },
ri 79

where r; = B;/«; are the new integration variables. Because of the scaling relation be-
tween B1 and &, and since other Sudakov variables are O(1), we find r; ~ f; — 0 and
ry ~a, ' — 0. Approximating the integrand, we find

Il/VN/dﬁldledOC3‘B 2€+U‘B 2€+1/ /dﬁdrz 1’8 21,.; 2/d,33‘358
az

(1 — 52 - 0¢3) B
" (B1/11 +a3)(B2/72) (B2 + )P [r29(rl r2) (5.29)

x2h (1'1+€?1_€r:1> +r16(r2 — 11)2F (1,1+€;1—e;2> }

The integral over B, is easily computed using eq. (3.10). Keeping the 1/v pole, we write

I}/V = 2T (—2¢)T'(1 + 2¢) Ci’s)

1 (o]
—2¢ ., —3e—1 _ _ *5#i
X L/ dpadasf, “az ™ 6(1 = B2 “3)Zdﬁ3ﬁ3 B2+ B3 B2

1)

where we have used eq. (5.27) to express E,”; ;| in terms of C(e). The last integral in
eq. (5.30) can be easily calculated. We obtain

/ dBadasfy *a; > 16(1 — Br — as) / dpsps B2+ Bs +/33 /312

B F(—Zs)F(l —4e)
-~ el(1—6e)

(5.31)
3B (1,1, -2¢1+¢,1—6¢61).

Finally, combining the various contributions and extracting the 1/v pole, we find

2(_ _
_ DE2TU 29T = 38) 0 p (1,1, -261 46,1 — 6551) + O(0),  (5.32)

Il/V
4 vel (1 — 6¢)

where the function C(e) is given in eq. (5.27).
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The computation of integral Ig/ Y proceeds analogously. The only difference in com-
parison to Ii/ " is the presence of the propagator 1/k2,,, which simplifies to 1/ (a283) in
the region responsible for producing the 1/v singularity. We find

[(1+ 2¢)T(—4e)T?(—2¢)

I]/U —
3 vI(—6¢)(1 +e)

C(e) 3F (1,1, —2¢;—6¢,2 + 1) + O(WP). (5.33)

The four integrals discussed above are the only 1/v-divergent integrals that are re-
quired for computing the N3LO QCD contribution to the soft function.

6 Computing integrals with 1/k7,, propagators using differential equations

It remains to compute 139 integrals that contain the 1/k3,; propagator. Since we did not
find a way to calculate them by direct integration, we follow the approach described in

ref. [4] and modify this propagator by introducing an auxiliary parameter m?,

1 N 1
k%23 k%23 +m?

6.1)

This step, applied to an original master integral I(e) transforms it to an m?-dependent
integral [ (e, m?).

There are two reasons for introducing m? in this way. First, it allows us to derive dif-
ferential equations for the integrals J (g, mz), to solve them with high numerical precision
and to extrapolate solutions to the point m? = 0. Second, inclusion of m? into the prop-
agator 1/k3,, enables computation of boundary conditions for the differential equations
at the point m? = oo, where significant simplifications occur. Although these simplifi-
cations are not as radical as may be naively expected, they are sufficient for an analytic
computation of the required boundary constants, as we explain in section 7.

6.1 Constructing the differential equations

The differential equations are constructed following the standard procedure.

1. After the reduction of all integrals needed to compute the soft function, we select a
set of dimensionally-regulated master integrals that contain the 1/k%,, propagator.
We will refer to this set as { ¥ () }.

2. For integrals from this set, we modify the 1/k3,, propagator as in eq. (6.1). We will
refer to this new set as {J¥is (e, m?)}.

3. For {J Kias (¢, m?)} integrals, we generate a system of linear equations using the
integration-by-parts method, following the discussion in section 4. We need to
extend the list of integrals that we consider and include additional integrals with
1/ (k3,5 + m?) and also integrals without this propagator, to ensure that integration-
by-parts identities close. We will refer to the new list of integrals as {] (¢, m?)}. We
note that the presence of the parameter m?> does not affect the classification of inte-
gral families.
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4. Computing derivatives of integrals from {J¥ (¢, m?)} with respect to m?, and ex-
pressing them through master integrals, we obtain a linear system of first-order dif-
ferential equations

d
5 ) (e,m*) = M(e, )] (e, m?). (62)

In principle, the above procedure should be performed for integrals defined with the
analytic regulator. We have attempted to do that and found that the construction of dif-
ferential equations becomes extremely complicated, as the reduction to master integrals
involves three parameters d,v and m? making it very slow and inefficient. However, it
is important to realize that it is unnecessary to do that. Indeed, since the set of integrals
[¥3 (¢) includes integrals that are regularized dimensionally, and since introduction of m?
cannot affect this property, derivatives of (e, m?) integrals cannot depend on v as well.
Hence, it should be possible to construct a v-independent system of differential equations
that these integrals satisfy. Our experience shows that the construction of such a system is
possible but highly non-trivial. To achieve this, we relied heavily on the idea of filtering de-
scribed at the end of section 3, which allows us to remove ill-defined integration-by-parts
identities from the sets of linear equations and set v = 0 everywhere before attempting to
solve it. We note that we have performed extensive checks of the filtering process by com-
paring exact v-dependent reductions with reductions performed using a filtered system
of IBP relations.

Remarkably, the filtered reduction actually achieves a more “complete” reduction
than the v-dependent reduction. In a test of the filtered reduction, we reduce those well-
defined integrals needed for the computation of the soft function and compare the result
with the v-dependent reduction.” Some of the integrals are reduced to well-defined mas-
ter integrals, which we reproduce exactly, while other integrals are reduced to the four
1/v-divergent integrals I'/V discussed in section 5.2 with O(v!) reduction coefficients.
We find that the filtered IBP system reduces all such integrals, equivalently, to two well-
defined integrals with O(v°) reduction coefficients instead. It turns out that there are
linear relations among the 1/v poles of the four integrals I'/¥

1+ 6e
11/1/ _ Il/v 0 .

Il/V:_1+6811/V 14 7¢
3 1+3¢ (1 + 3e)

B+ o). (6.4)

In the v-dependent reduction, the I'/V integrals are independent, which is understandable
since higher order terms in the expansion in v of these integrals are unrelated to each
other. This fact shows that the filtered reduction correctly captures the contributions that
are relevant for the soft function and avoids the redundancies introduced by the analytic
regulator v.

11Note that in our setup, the soft function is expressed as a linear combination of both well-defined integrals
and ill-defined integrals. The filtered IBP system can only work with well-defined integrals.
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6.2 Solving the differential equation and constructing solutions at m? = 0

In the previous section we described the construction of the system of differential equa-
tions for integrals that contain the 1/k%,, propagator. Any system of differential equations
requires boundary conditions. We find it convenient to compute them at 12
discuss the details of their computation in section 7. In this section we assume that the
boundary conditions are known, explain how to solve the system of differential equations
numerically, and recover the m?> = 0 master integrals I(¢) that we actually require.

The system of differential equations reads

— 00, we

0,2 (e,m?) = M(e,m?)] (e, m?). (6.5)

It contains 630 integrals. Our goal is to solve it numerically, starting from m? = oo, and
obtaining the desired m? = 0 integrals as

I(e) = lim J(e,m?). (6.6)

m2—0+

In deriving the system of differential equations it is critical to choose a basis of mas-
ter integrals that keeps the differential equations simple. In particular, it is important to
ensure that the matrix M (g, m?) contains no denominators which mix € and m?. We were
able to achieve this for the system of equations that we have to solve. Even for good
bases, elements of the matrix M are rational functions of m?, comprised of high-degree
polynomials with many poles in the complex m?-plane.

Before describing how the system of differential equations can be solved, it is use-
ful to make a few remarks about singularities of the integrals J(e,m?). Since these are
phase-space integrals with k,; > 0, the mass dependent propagator 1/ (k3,; + m?) cannot
develop any non-analyticity for real positive values of m?, except for m> = 0 and m? = cs.
Hence, in principle, as long as we stay away from the negative real axis in the complex
m?-plane, we can reach the point m? = 0 without having to worry about crossing singular
surfaces, where values of integrals can branch.

However, it is to be noted that the matrix M (e, mz), that appears in the differential
equation, does have singularities also in the half-plane where Re(m?) > 0. Altogether,
there are 38 poles at various values of m? in the matrix M (¢, m?), coming from 29 different
polynomials in the denominator. These polynomials read

m?, +1 + m?, +1 4 2m?, +1 + 4m?, +1 + 8m?, +9 + 16m?,4 + m?, —16 + m?,
1+16m?,1 4 3m?,—9 + 4m?, =3 + 4m>,1 + 5m?, —3 + 8m?,4 + 9m?,1 + 64m?,
1+ 4m*, 1+ 4m* 4+ 16m*, 4 4+ 13m> + 32m*, —27 + 64m*, —7 — 36m> + 96m*,
16 4+ 87m? + 1024m*, 1 4+ 108m? — 304m* + 64m°.

(6.7)

Among the zeros of these polynomials, there is a branch point at the origin, which is
our target point. There are 22 singularities located at the half-plane with Re(m?) < 0 or
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e

Figure 3. Singularities of M (g, m?) in the vicinity of m? = 0. The singularities located in the right
half-plane of m? are colored in red, while other singularities are colored in blue. The path that we
follow to move from m? = co to m? = 0 is shown in green.

on the imaginary axis of m?

m?> ~ {—4, —1, —0.649511, —0.5625, —0.5, —0.444,
-0.33, —-0.25, —0.203125+0.289379;, —0.2,
—0.1412, —-0.125, —-0.125+£0.21651i, —0.0625,
—0.042480 £ 0.11756i, —0.015625, —0.00903, =+0.5i}.

Finally, there are 15 poles in the half-plane where Re(m?) > 0,

m? ~ {0.125, 0.25, 0.203125 =+ 0.289379i, 0.375,
0.3966835638, 0.5, 0.5162444550, 0.5625, (6.9)
0.6495190528, 0.75, 1, 2.25, 4.362345770, 16}.

These different singularities of the matrix M are illustrated in fig. 3, and, as we already
mentioned, all ] (¢, m?) integrals have to remain regular in the half-plane to the right of the
imaginary axis.

Furthermore, when m? is real and positive, the phase-space integrals should also be
real. While this sounds completely obvious, it provides a useful consistency check for
the solutions of the differential equations, especially if one starts at complex infinity and
moves towards a positive real axis.
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The solution at m? = oo takes the following form

Joulem?) = Y (m?) " log" m2Bu(e) = Y (m?) " BS(e)
nlk n
+ (m?) [Z (m?) " By (e) + ) (m?) " logmB, " (8)]
' (6.10)
+ (m?) [Z (m?) " B2 (e) + Y (m?) " logm*B, % ()

n n

+) (m?) " log? sz;2£’1°g2 (e)

n

4

where in the second step we write the relevant terms of the expansion actually allowed by
the differential equations.

We find that we require 49 constants of the type BY, 28 constants of the type B; ¢, 26
constants of the type B; %, and 1 constant of the type B;E’bg to fully specify the solu-
tion. Integrals, from which these constants are determined, can be chosen arbitrarily, but
simpler integrals are preferred.

Having determined a sufficient number of the expansion coefficients in eq. (6.10),
we can evaluate ], (¢,m?) at a point m?> = m? that is different from infinity. To choose
this point, we need to determine the radius of convergence of the expansion in eq. (6.10),
which is controlled by the closest singularity to m? = oo in the complex mZ-plane, or the
farthest singularity away from the origin. For our equation m? = 16 dictates the radius of
convergence of the solution at the boundary eq. (6.10), any m? that satisfies |m?| > 16 is
a valid choice of m?. In practice m? is taken to be 64i. Having chosen the first evaluation
point miz, within the radius of convergence, we obtain J(e, mlz) = Jol(g, mf) To move
forward, we represent solutions of the differential equation as Taylor series

Joo(em?) = Y (m> —m?)" cule), (6.11)

' n=0
2
1
apparent that ¢o(¢) = J(¢, m?) and that other coefficients in the above equation are

1d" J(e,m?)
cnle) = n dm2n

which is possible since m? is a regular point of the differential equation. It should be

(6.12)

mzzm?.
We find it convenient to compute these derivative by utilizing the differential equation.
The n-th derivative satisfies
d" J(e,m?) "= (n—1)! d*M AP0 g(e,m?)
dm2t = (n—1-k)k! |dm%*  dm2e-1-k) |’

(6.13)
k=0
Using these equations recursively, we easily obtain the coefficients c,(¢).”~ We then use
eq. (6.11) to move away from the point m?, staying within its radius of convergence, and
then repeat the above procedure at another regular point.

12In practice, ¢, (¢) can be evaluated efficiently by casting the differential equation system into a system of
linear recurrence relations and solving it order by order.
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Continuing this process, after about 50 steps we reach a point within the radius of
convergence of the solution at m? = 0. We will refer to this last regular point as mjzf The
point m? = 0 is a singular point of the differential equation, so the expansion around this

point has a power-logarithmic form

Jole,m®) = 1 (m2) """ log* e (e). (6:14)
Ink
We compute coefficients of the expansion in eq. (6.14) by comparing it with the value of
the Taylor-expanded integrals J (¢, m]%) at mjzf. We emphasize that in the formal solution
shown in eq. ( ) we include all branches that are consistent with the behavior of the
differential equation eq. (6.5) at m? = 0.
Finally, we take the limit m? — 0 at fixed ¢, recovering original massless integrals
I(e) = lim Lim Jo(e, m?) = cooo(e), (6.15)

e—=0m2—0+

where the limit ¢ — 0 is understood as an expansion through the required order in e.

It is interesting to note that there are more independent integrals in the list J (g, m?)
than in I(e). This means that the massless integrals that we obtain as the limit of massive
integrals are not independent and relations between them can be found using the IBP
relations for massless integrals. This provides an opportunity for a highly non-trivial and
powerful check, and we find that our solutions do pass it.

To conclude this section, we note that in comparison to our previous work [4, 5],
where both parameters d and v were retained in the differential equations, the current
approach is simpler and more transparent. The reason for this is that it is difficult to con-
struct the v-dependent differential equations and to analyze the behavior of the solutions
around singular points m?> = 0 and co. For example, the solution J,(e, v, m?) of the v-
dependent system of differential equations at m?> = 0 depends on both regulators ¢ and v,
and the original massless integrals are recovered in the following way

I(e,v) = limlim lim J,(e, v, m?). (6.16)

e—=>0v—=0m2—0+

The need to compute these limits forces us to develop full understanding of the v depen-
dence of master integrals at the singular points, which is highly non-trivial. Furthermore,

2 = o0 to m? = 0 is much more

evolving solutions of the differential equations from m
challenging in the presence of the v regulator.
Previously [4, 5], we observed that the v-dependent solutions (2 )"+/+'v logk m? take
a relatively simple form and, in the limit v — 0, can be accounted for correctly without the
need of explicitly introducing the regulator v to the differential equation. This allows us
to take the v — 0 limit before starting to solve the differential equations, making it similar
to cases where dimensional regularization is sufficient. However, due to an increased
complexity of master integrals, this was hardly a viable option for the nnii case. The use
of a filtered reduction was crucial for solving the problem, as all integrals I(¢) that appear

in that case are guaranteed to be well-defined without the need of an additional regulator.

13The ¢ — 0 and v — 0 limits should be understood as the expansion of integrals through an appropriate
order in these variables.
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7 Boundary conditions

In the previous section, we have assumed that all the boundary conditions at m? = oo
are known. In this section we discuss how they are computed. By analyzing the matrix
M (e, mz) at m? — oo, it is possible to identify the possible branches for various integrals
and deduce the minimal set of constants for the boundary conditions. Many of these
branches provide vanishing contributions, and only three branches (m2?) ™ with n =
0,1,2, which have already appeared in the nnn case [4, 5], contribute.

71 The Taylor branch

Since we discuss phase-space integrals and consider the limit m? — oo, the most natural
contribution arises from the Taylor expansion of integrands in 1/m?. This implies

1 1
o e T OKn/m), (7.1)
123

and the complicated denominator k%,, disappears from the computation entirely. Integrals
that appear in the calculation of the Taylor branch can be computed by direct integration
in the same way as the master integrals discussed in section 5.

7.2 Region (m?) "

A peculiar feature of phase-space integrals required for the computation of the soft function
is their ultra-violet sensitivity, manifesting itself in the appearance of non-trivial branches
in the m?> — oo limit. We start with the discussion of the (m?)~¢ branch. This branch
occurs when a larger light-cone component of one of the partons’ momenta is O (m?) and
all other momenta components and momenta of other partons are O(1). This can only
happen if at least one f-function is present in the integrand.

In table 3 we provide original and simplified expressions for all inverse propagators,
for different choices of the large light-cone coordinate. It follows from that table, that there
is one (and only one) case-specific scalar product of two four-momenta that cannot be
simplified. These scalar products depend on the relative angle between momenta of two
partons, and it is this dependence that makes the computation of boundary conditions for
this branch challenging.

We denote two partons, whose momenta scale as O(1), as i and j, and the parton
with one O(m?) Sudakov component as h. We also assume that the larger momentum
component is §; and the smaller one is ;. It follows from table 3 that any integral that
provides the (m?)~¢ branch can be written as

(o]

R fzﬁR(J(az,ﬁz,a],ﬁ],w A7 %
] /\/2 O/d’)/h ’)’h /[dkl][dk] [ /,.y h xZ] +m2)

where the rational function Ro(«;, Bi, aj, Bj, v1,) contains the zero-jettiness d-function, and
depends on the light-cone components of all partons. The polynomial x;; that depends on

(7.2)
0
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D; aq ~ m? oy ~ m? as ~ m? B3 ~ m>
kiz - n B12 B12 P12 B12
kos -1 B3 P23 B3 Bs
kiz - n B3 B13 B13 Bs
k123 - 1 B123 B123 B123 Bs
ki - 7 01 L) a12 X12
kos - 7 ®23 %) u3 %23
ki - 71 a1 a3 o3 a3
ki3 - 71 1 L) 3 X123
K x1B2 21 K K
K3 k3 23 352 Bswz
K x1B3 ki3 a3B1 Bsas
k%za +m? || a1B23 + m? | waP1z +m? | asPra+m? | Bsary + m?

Table 3. Scalings in the region (m?) €.

the light-cone components of momenta k; ; can be read off from table 3. The integral over

Vi gives

T dy, ¥, © IF(mp+n—1+e)(1—n;—e _
/~n1 ~'Yh Tn — = (m2)l-e—m=m (m +no +e)I'( 1 )x?]_l e (7.3)
S Yy (T xij +m2)" I(n2)

As the next step, we discuss integration over momenta of partons i and j and consider

the following integral

1

MZNQﬂ%MMﬁéwﬂﬁM%&wﬂ%W) (7.4)
€ l]

Ineq. (7.4) we have introduced a new function R(a;, B;, aj, Bj, ) = xg.l_HgRo(txi, Biraj, B, Yn)-

The inverse propagator kizj reads

k@:%rhz(m@+%@)G—&ééTZQQJ@M):(w@+%ﬂ)@¢My (7.5)

where p and p,, are two (d — 1)-dimensional Minkowski vectors. The vector p is light-like,
p? = 0, and the vector p,, is time-like with

(eiBj — ;i)
oy = PP 76)
(eiB; + 1)
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The angular integration in the transverse space is easily performed with the help of eq. (
and J;; becomes
(d-2) (d-2)
1 da;dB;da;dB; dy;™ ~d0y;
Jij = / i £y R, By, B,m1) [
b)) (wpipy)” ] . 1" (7.7)

B / de;dpida;dp; . . R(ai, Biaj, Bj, 1) 1 (02)
= ; o (O)-
(wipioiBy)” "7 (wipi+api)”

(1 ) is defined in eq. ( ).

Further mtegrahons require us to specify the constraints f; and f;. There are five cases
to be considered.

The function 1;

A) If f; = 6(a; — B;) and f; = 6(a; — B;), we integrate over &; and «; to obtain

= P T / aB:B; (Bifs) " R(Bu B By By ). (79

) if fi = d(a; — B;) and f; = O(a; — B;), we integrate over &; and perform a variable
transformation a; — B;/r;. We find

/d/% dﬁ]/dr] - (B Pr) F(nntel—gr). (79

+2£n1+2£2n£2
]

Q) if fi = 0(«; — Bi) and f; = 0(B; — «;) we integrate over «;, and replace B; = «;/7;

.BZI;BZ/CK]r I’)/h>
/d,B duc]/dr] B TR 2F(n,n+el—grj). (7.10)

D) if fi = 6(«; — B;) and f; = 6(a; — B;), we replace a; = B;/r;, «j — B;/rj, apply
the transformation shown in eq. (1.4) to the angular integral, where we also need
to split the original integration region into two regions r; < rj and r; < r;. Writing
ri = r;¢ and r; = ¢r; in the first and in the second region, respectively, we obtain the
following representation for the integral

i Bj
R (C‘BT,]/ ﬁi/ 7;/ ,B]I ’Yh)
(‘Bi‘B].)n71+2£r]3—n—2£€2,n,g
R (!ril]/ ,Bi/ %/ ,B]/ r)’h)

(ﬁilg],)n—1+2£r?*n*2€§2—n—s

1 1
Jij = /dﬂid[ﬁj / dr;d¢g oF (nn+61—g78)
0 0

(7.11)

1 1
+ /dﬁidﬁj/dﬁdé oF (n,n+¢g1—g¢).
0 0
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(E) finally, if f; = 8(a; — B;) and f; = 6(B; — «;), we replace «; — B;/7;, Bj — «;/rj and
find

(7’ /ﬁll lX], /’Yh)
Jij = /dﬁ da; /drldr] By ) T (ryr oF(nn+gl—grr).  (7.12)

Further integrations are case specific. Often, integrations over variables » and ¢ can
be performed in terms of hypergeometric functions, but if mixed propagators of the type
1/(«; + aj) appear, it becomes impossible to do that. At any rate, the subsequent integra-
tions are performed on the case-by-case basis.

To illustrate the above discussion, we compute the (m?)~¢ branch of the following
integral

dPpgg

= . 7.13
J / (k1 -k3) (ky-n) (kips - ﬁ)2 (k3y3 + m?) (7.13)

This integral has three 6-functions and contributes to the nni configuration.

A simple analysis shows that the leading (%) ¢ contribution originates from the re-
gion where B3 ~ m?; because of that, the integral corresponds to the case (1)) above with
i = 1and j = 2. The integrand in eq. (7.13) has no scalar product k; - kp; for this reason,
no non-trivial angular integration has to be performed. We use table > to read off the sim-
plified propagators, and apply the variable transformations that are explained in item
above. We then write the result as the sum of two terms

J=1Ja+]Js (7.14)
where
0 1
(B1B2) % (az) 1y T*°E2T5 (1 — 1 — Po — a3)
= 2/ B 0/ rdPa A dra (5, B+ a2 P (B + ol T wrat) 1)
7 dBs (B1B2) % (a3) “ry 72815 (1 — 1 — Bo — a3)
2 [ g 0/ drdadasdnidd o o ey (716)

In both integrals, integration over 83 can be immediately performed using eq. (7.3). Then,
the zero-jettiness J function is removed by integrating over B, in J4 and over B; in J.
After that, the variable transformation B1, = #(1 — a3) is performed in integrals J4 5,
respectively.

To proceed further, it is convenient to treat both integrals on the same footing. To do
that, we introduce an auxiliary integral J,

_ A+ (1 — ay) e e (1 — 1) 22t — & — 1)
= =ty / drdedasdt 5

(F—ast + ¢ — aaf + asrC — 16+ aste)? (7.17)

and notice that J; = J4 and Jo = Jp, provided that r is identified with rq, in the two
integrals, as appropriate.

32—



To compute J,,, we change the integration variables

tu v
T 1_u—+tu = 7.1
C 1—u+t1/l’ “3 u+U—MU/ ( 8)
and obtain
ZT( )F 1 —|— € r£(1 — t)*zgt*1+”*£u”*3g(1 _ U)lfl’)sv—g
= drdtdud . (719
Jn (mZ) / r u U( —u+ tu)”"‘s(u 19— MU)1_4€(1 —v4+ T’ZJ)Z ( )

Integration over v produces the Appell function Fj, see eq. (1.9), which simplifies to > Fj,
c.f. eq. (5.6). The integration over t leads to a hypergeometric function ,F;. We obtain

_r(2-3e)T(1—2e)I*(1—¢)T(n—e)T(1+¢) h re
Jn =~ e(m2) 1+ (3 — 4e)T (1 + 1 — 3¢) 0/ drdu g ey

(7.20)
XoF (2,1 —€3—4¢e1—ru)F (n —en+egl+n— 38 " 1>
It is possible to integrate over r, expressing the result in terms of the hypergeometric

function 3F,. To do this, we employ egs. (-.2) and (I.8). We obtain the following one-
dimensional integral representation

4(1—4e)T(2—-3e)[(2—2e)T(n — &)T?(1 —&)T(1 +¢)
3e2(m?)1+¢(1 — 3¢) (1 +¢)T'(3 — 4e)T (1 + n — 3¢)

]n:

x /du WoF (1—2en+e1+n—36u)sE (2,1 —¢1+e2+el+36u)

2T (2 —3¢)[(1 — 2¢)T(n — e)[(—¢)T(3e)T(1 +¢) /d (7.21)

(m2)+e(1—-2e)['(14+n — 38
XoF (1—2¢e,n+¢1+n—23¢u)3F (1 —4¢2—3¢,1—261—3¢,2—2¢;u),

where we also used eq. (I.3) to simplify the u-dependent hypergeometric function in
eq. (7.20).

The integral representation for J,, n = 0,1 in eq. (7.21) is convenient because inte-
gration over u is not singular. Hence, the integrand in that equation can be expanded
in powers of ¢, and integrated term by term using HyperInt [135]. Upon doing that, we
obtain the final result for the integral in eq. (7.13)

2
= )1 2 1 B (st - D)

£ <§§§3 6—172g3> (53)].

All integrals that possess the (mz)fs-branch at large m? can be analyzed using similar
steps once the large momentum component for one of the partons is identified.

(7.22)

—-33 —



7.3 (m?)~¢log (m?) boundary integral

All branches of master integrals contain prefactors (mZ)_”g, with n = 0,1,2. In addi-
tion, we have found that in case n = 1, one needs to account for additional sub-branch
(m?)~¢log (m?), where the logarithm appears before expansion in ¢. This contribution may
appear if, in a given integral, two different integration regions over Sudakov parameters
contribute to the (m?)~¢ branch. We will illustrate this phenomenon by considering two
integrals. The first integral is quite simple, it can be computed in a closed form and used
to understand the origin of such terms. The second is more complex; we discuss it because
it was actually used to determine the required boundary condition.
We begin with the following integral

dD 555 B>
Ry = / 00 P2 (7.23)
(k%23 + m?)

It receives two non-vanishing contributions to the branch (m?)~¢ from the regions with
ay ~ m? and B3 ~ m?. Hence, we can write

R;S = Rl,Déz + Rl,ﬁy (724)

and a simple analysis shows that, individually, these contributions are not regulated di-
mensionally.

To proceed with the calculation of individual contributions to the (m?)~¢ branch, we
introduce the factor 85" to the numerator of the original integral eq. (7.23). Considering
the contribution of the ay ~ m? region and making use of the integral representation in
eq. (7.10) with n = 0, we find

°0 1 v 1-2e -2 T
Rig = /d«xz/dﬁldﬁzdagdrg (2) d3 P Pa(wafa) (13— pr=fa) ;o
0 0

1y (ra(aafy + m?) + axaz)

We continue with the integrations over a; and r3. We remove the §-function by integrating
over 1, and change variables a3 = #(1 — B;) after that. The integrations over B, and t
factorize and we obtain
(1—e)T(1—-2)3(1—e)T(1+¢)(2—3e—v)

(m?)eevl’ (2 — 3e)I'(4 —4e —v) (7.26)
x3F (1 —2¢v,e+v;2—3¢1+v;1).

Rl,ﬂ(z =

The 1/v pole in the above expression is compensated by the contribution from the
region B3 ~ m?, that we now discuss.
We use the representation in eq. (7.9) to obtain

BBy B3 (a3p3) Fry TO(1— a3 — 1 — Bo)
r3(B1B3 + m?) + P23 .

00 1
Rypy = / dps / dp1dBadazdrs (7.27)
0 0

14To avoid confusion, we stress that this integral is regularized dimensionally, in agreement with the dis-
cussion in section 3. However, when we approximate the integrand to simplify the calculation of the (m?)~¢
branch at large m?, the resulting expressions become ill-defined.
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Performing the integrations, we find

R 11-gr(- 2e)T2(1 — )T (—e—v+1)T(3—3e+v)T(e+v)
Lbs— 7y (m2)eH'T (3 = 3¢)T (4 — 4e + v) (7.28)

X 3F (1 —2¢¢—1v;3—3¢,1—v;1).

Finally, combining Ry 4, and Ry g, and expanding in v at fixed ¢, we find

(1—¢)l(1—2e)3(1 —¢)l'(e)
['(4— 4e)

Ry® =Ry + Rip, = (m*)~flog (m*) +...,  (7.29)
where ellipses stand for contributions that do not contain the (m?)~¢log (m?) branch. We
note that out of the two terms discussed above, only R g, produces a log (m?) contribution
whereas another one is only needed for removing the 1/v pole. This is a generic feature
of such integrals, that we exploit in the second example below.

A more complicated integral that is actually employed for the calculation of the rele-
vant boundary constant reads

dd,,;
R, = / 060 ) 7.30
? (k%23 +m?) (ko3 - 1) (7.30)

To compute the (m?)~¢ branch of this integral, we need to consider two regions, a ~ m?

and B3 ~ m?. We regulate both of these contributions by multiplying the integrand in
eq. (7.30) with B3". Similar to the previous example, we find that the region a; ~ m? does
not contribute to the log (m?) branch, whereas the B3 ~ m? region does. Both regions
contribute to the coefficient of the 1/v pole, where they cancel each other.

Focusing on the term (m?)~¢log (m?), we consider the region where B3 ~ m? and
split the relevant integrations into two parts, similar to the representation in eq. (7.11). We
write a; = B1/r1 and ap = B2/ 1, consider two regions r; < r2 and rp < r1 and find that
only the first one contributes to the (m?)~¢log (m?) branch. Hence, changing variables
r1 = ¢ rp, we arrive at the following representation of the relevant contribution '~ to the
integral

(B1B2)'*6(1 — a3 — 1 — P2)
3 o B 58 A (7.31)
By (aapa)rd 22 (wa+ £2) (m2 + B2 4 Bify)
To compute this integral, we integrate over B3, remove the J-function by integrating over

a3, and change variables as follows, B, = t(1 — B1) and 1 = (1 —v)/(t + v — tv). Inte-
grating over v and r,, we obtain the following two-dimensional integral

0o 1
R, = / dgs / dB1dBadazdrrdE
0 0

1
- r2-3)r2—2¢)I(—e—v+1)r(e—v)f(e+v) (1—t)"
fa= (m2)evT'(4 —5e)T (e —v +1) O/dtdéw

(7.32)

1 1
X o F <1,£—1/;1+£—1/;1—t) 2 F <2—3e,3—4€—|—v;4—5e;1—t§).

15We introduce notation R; to emphasize that the expression below only gives the relevant log(m?) term
and not the whole integral R.
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D; ay ~ ay ~ m? Ry ~ g ~ m> ay ~ az ~ m?
q="Fk+k q=ky+ks qg=ky +ks

ki2 - n B12 = By B12 = B2+ B1 B12 = B1+ B2

koz - n B2z = B2 + B3 B2z = By B2z = B3 + B2

kiz-n B1z = B1+ B3 B13 = Bs + B1 B1z = By

kioz-n || B1oz = By + B3 B123 = By + B1 B123 = Bg + B2

kip-7 X2 = iy %3 nq

kos -7 ao a3 = &g a3

kiz -7 o1 a3 13 = o

ki3 - 71 K12 = g a3 = Q a3 = &4

Kt k=g x21 «1B2

K3 23 k35 = 9 32

ks x1B3 w3 P1 ks =4

k2, ki, + a12Bs +m? | ki3 + aa3P1 + m? | ki, + a13B2 + m?

Table 4. Possible large integration parameters combinations giving contribution in the region
(m?)~%. We do not include contribution of the region with a; ~ B3 ~ m? and ay ~ B3 ~ m?
resulting in scaleless integrals.

Applying the transformations shown in eqgs. (I.3,2.1) to first and second hypergeometric
functions, respectively, we find that the integral splits into two parts, where in each part
integration over ¢ can be performed. Keeping the part that provides the (m?)~¢log (m?)
contribution, we write

o 2\—e—vT2(1 _ 1 1-2¢
RZZ_F(Z 3¢)(m*) (1 s)r(e)/dx (1x DR L1+l —x)+..., (7.33)
0

vel' (3 — 4e) —x)

Integrating over x and extracting the log (m?) term, we obtain the final result

[(1—2e)3(1—&)I(1+e¢)

R, —
2 262(2 — 3¢)T (2 — 4e)

3F(1,1,1— 63 —3¢,14¢&1)m *log (m?) +-- -, (7.34)

where ellipses describe terms that do not contain the log (m?) term at fixed e.

74 Region (m?) h

Integrals where two light-cone components of partons” momenta can become large simul-
taneously may possess an (%)% branch.

Similarly to the (m?)~¢ branch considered earlier, we compute it by removing the 0-
functions which involve large light-cone components and extend the relevant integrations
to the interval [0, c0). Since in the region where «; ~ aj ~ m?, momenta k; and k]- are not
anymore constrained by the 6-functions, it is useful to introduce a new vector g = k; + k;
and treat an integral over momenta k;, k; as a normal phase-space integral at fixed 4.
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All possible combinations of large Sudakov components, together with simplified
propagators, are summarized in table 4. The integration measures for all the relevant
cases can be simplified as follows

062N063Nm2:

1
dq)&GB - '/T/'gddﬂdkl](s (1 - ,3,1 - ,31) ) (0(1 - ,Bl) dq)(q, ko, k3), (7.35)
K] ~ Kz ~ 7’}12 .
1
dPys — A—Qddq[dkz]é (1— By — B2) & (a2 — B2) d®(q, k1, ks), (7.36)
K] ~ Ky ~ m2 .
1
dPges — A—[eddq[dkg]cs (1— By — B3) & (a3 — B3) d®(q, k1, k2), (7.37)
N1 ~ Ky ~ m2 .
1
dDges — J\—/sddq[dkg]é (1— By —a3) 0 (Bs — a3) dD(q, k1, k2), (7.38)
N~ 0y ~ m?
1
dd,e5 — A—/deq[dk3]5 (1— By —a3) 0 (B3 — a3) dP(q, k1, ka), (7.39)
where
1 (@)
d<I>(q, ki, k]) = '/\?[dkl] [dk]] ) (q — kz]) . (7.40)

Since integrations over two partons” momenta that add up to g correspond to stan-
dard phase-space integrals, it is useful to discuss how to simplify them. To study the most
general form of such integrals, we consider the case with g = k; + kp, and note that all
other momenta assignments can be analyzed similarly. Hence, we consider the following
family of integrals

J _ 1/ [dk1][dk2]6) (g — ky — k)
ai...de /\/‘82 (k1 . n)al (k2 K n)az (kl 'ﬁ)a3 (kz . ﬁ)a4 (kl N+ 133)% (k2 T+ ﬁg,)%'

(7.41)

One can use the integration-by-parts technology to reduce them to the minimal set of mas-
ter integrals. This approach was employed in the previous (same-hemisphere) calculation
as described in refs. [4, 5]. We have also used it in the current computation alongside with
an alternative approach that we describe below.

Since the non-trivial part of the integral in eq. (7.41) is the integration over azimuthal
angles, we start with discussing it. It is convenient to consider the reference frame where
q = (go,0), parametrize momenta of partons 1 and 2 using energies and angles, and inte-
grate over energies removing the J-functions. As we explain below, remaining integrals
over angles can be related to cases familiar from earlier studies [139, 140].
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Using energies and angles to parametrize light-like vectors, we write the required
inverse propagators as follows

kl-nzﬁ;(m-pn), kz-nzliq(pl-Pn)f
14

: (7.42)
kl'fl:?q(Pl‘Pﬁ)/ kz-flzfq(Pl'ﬁﬁ)'
In the above expressions, we introduced the light-like vectors p; = (1, El/ ]Ell), On =

(1,7/i|), and pz = (1,7/]ii|), as well as conjugate vectors p, and pz which are defined
as parity-transformed versions of p, and py.

Inverse propagators that contain further Sudakov parameters in addition to scalar
products shown in eq. (7.42) can be written as scalar products of a light-like vector and a
time-like vector. To see this, we introduce two four-vectors p,, = (1,A#i/|#|) and p,, =
(1, —Aidi/ i), with

_ Bq
V= (7.43)

and write
ki-n+Bs = <52q+ﬁ3> (o1 Pm), ka-n+p3= ('qu+53> (o1 Pm) - (7.44)

The integral in eq. (7.41) can be written as follows

_ da/2-2
] = 71 Q(d Y (qZ) 2 Q(dfl)
-6 /\/’s2 (87'[2):1—1 1331-&-0!2“33-&114 (ﬁq +2ﬁ3)ﬂ5+ﬂ6 a1.---A6

(Pn/pnlpﬁ/ pﬁl Pm/pm) ’ (745)

6
wherea = ) a; and the angular integral over directions of a light-like vector k with kg = 1
i=1
is defined by the following formula

(d-1)
(d-1) 1 / dQy,
Quyoay [01,-.,00] = AT ] o™ (ko)™ (ko™ (7.46)

General results for such integrals, alongside with many specific cases, are discussed in
refs. [139-141].

For our purposes angular integrals can be further simplified using e.g. the relation
between k - p and k - p scalar products. The required partial fractioning rules can be found
in appendix [D. Once these relations are applied, the final set of ()-integrals consists of
integrals with at most two denominators. Such integrals have been computed in ref. [139]
and we provide explicit expressions for them in appendix . Furthermore, since angular
integrals with arbitrary powers of the denominators are known in terms of hypergeomet-
ric functions, linear relations between integrals with different powers can easily be con-
structed [140], and used to simplify the resulting expressions without the need to express
hypergeometric functions through elementary functions.

After the partial fractioning and the simplification of angular integrals, the original
integral whose (m?) 2 branch defines the required boundary value is given by a linear

- 38 —



combination of several simple integrals. Further integrations over components of the vec-
tor g can be often performed following the discussion of the nnn case in ref. [4]. However,
new challenges arise for the nnii case, as we explain below.

The first point is that in the same-hemisphere configuration the zero-jettiness con-
straint §(1 — B123) implies that B3 = 1 — B = 1 — B, and, therefore, entries in eq. (7.44)
simplify. The second point is that in the same hemisphere configuration, integrals with
three 6-functions do not appear as master integrals. For the choice of large Sudakov com-
ponents that we discuss, this implies that not only B3 but also &3 is equal to 1 — B,. All in
all, this implies that the integration over k3 can be easily performed, and only the integra-
tion over g remains. For nn integrals with three 6-functions — the examples of which are
shown in eq. (7.39) — the required computation is more complex. Below we consider an
example which illustrates how such integrals can be calculated.

We are interested in the (m?)~% branch of the following integral

dPpgg

J = . (7.47)
/ (k2 - 71) (kiz - ) (kips + mz)Z

The relevant contribution comes from the region a1 ~ ap ~ m?. The integration measure
in this case is given by eq. (7.39). Simplifying the propagators in the limit a;, ~ m? — oo,
we obtain

5(1— By —a3) 0 (Bs — @ (g —
o [ atglany LB 080 OBs 285 [y gy - 20 k) g
N; (42 + a12B3 + m2) (k2 -7) (kv - + B3)
Using egs. ( , , ), we write the integral over momenta ki » as follows
L Qb 4@
- 17 (Pa - oms 0%) - 7.49
Jooo110 N2 (872)d-1 a (5q T 2133) d—1;1,1 (Pn Oms O ) (7.49)
Scalar products that appear as arguments of the function Itgl—)l;l,l are given by
Pn-pm=1—A1-2u), > =1-A% (7.50)
where A can be found in eq. (7.43) and u reads
2 2
"y = q q (7.51)

(-m)(q-7)  agBy’

Finally, using the expression for the angular integral in eq. ( ) and applying the trans-
formation of the Appell function shown in eq. (I.5), we obtain the following result for the
angular integral

2 —1 2
11517)1;1,1 (P~ s ) = ( 848(25@;)’33)

P 5 (7.52)
1 el De q
X F (1, 1,—¢1—2¢ (,53+,Bq) txq' ,33+,3q> ,
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so that the complete integral over momenta k1, k, becomes

10 @)L By
Jooo110 = A2 (B2 (B, + Bo)ag F (11, —&1—2¢ Bt p)a Bathe) (7.53)

For the remaining integrations over g and k3, we employ the Sudakov decomposition
for both of these momenta. The integration measure reads

O4-2) dazdBsdaydBedg?
4 (a3B307)"
where we used the fact that the integrand is independent of the directions of 4| and kg/ I

We then change the variable f3 = w3/r3 eliminating the Heaviside function 6(f3 — a3),
and write > = agBqt, 4% = agBy(1 —t). We then find that the integral in eq. (7.48) becomes

1
g [dks] =

N , (7.54)

- 1
]~ = (1(m§;f+(zls+2€) /dﬂég,dﬁq‘s(l — a5 = By)(wapy)"
0

(7.55)
5 (a3 + Bgra) "S(az + Bgrat) (1 — w) T (a3 + Byrs — Byraw)”
(a3 + Bgrs — Bgratw) (1 — £)¢te !

/ dtdrsdw?3

where we integrated over a; and introduced the integral representation for the Appell
function, c.f. eq. (£.9), using an auxiliary variable w. Next, we remove the J-function
integrating over a3, and change the variable B, = y/(r3 +y — r3y). Integration over r3
can be expressed through the hypergeometric function > F;, c.f. eq. (E.7). Applying the
transformation in eq. (=.3), we find

2I2(1 —¢)T (1 + 2¢) (1—y)'"2%F (1—¢g2—g1—y)
J~ (m?2)1+2e(1 — /d wdy ye(1— w) 42 (1 — wy) <
(7.56)

(1— )t
/dtl—wwx —yA— D

The integral over t can be expressed through the first Appell function (E.9), which reduces
to the »F; function thanks to eq. (1.6). Using the transformation eq. (I.3), we derive the
two-dimensional integral representation for the (m?) % branch of |

2I4(1—¢)T 1—|—28 —y))t-%
]~ (m2)12(1 — )T /d dy w)1+2 (7.57)

X oF (1,2 =262 —¢1 —y)2F1 (1-2¢,1—g2-2y(1+w(l—y))).

The only divergence of the integral occurs at the point w — 1, which can be easily sub-
tracted. The subtracted integral is finite, can be expanded in € under the integral sign and
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integrated using HyperInt [138]. The final result reads

? n*  log(2)m* 7
Jr~ == <6+4+8€3>

2 2 7 3 2 17
e (” + 510§ (2) + 6 — 5 log (2)* + - log (2)° + 757" — 9Ly (1/2>>

3 160
2 7 17
— ¢ (37‘[2 +log (2)7* + Eég + %714 + i log? (2) — Zlog4 (2) —18Li4 (1/2)

211, ., 3. 5 43 , 1023 ,

— 7 log (2) + —1 2) ——1 2)— — - — Lis (1/2
—& (inz + 27 log (2) + 723 + gn‘* - glog4 (2) + 27t% log? (2) — 36Liy (1/2)
304 Lttort ()4 Pt () - 198, 8

0 log (2)+37T log (2)+24O7r log (2) 3 s 15" {3+ 18Li5 (1/2)

221 40 2oy 2 375, 121 o 1. 6 1 5 4
*960” log” (2) — m“C31og (2) 16 §3+20167T 50108 (2)+327T log™ (2)

— inzm (1/2) + ?g,gﬂ —9Lig (1/2) ) + O(eh).

The (m?)~% branch in all integrals can be calculated once a pair of large parameters
is identified, the expansion of denominators is performed according to table 4, angular
integrals as in eq. (7.45) introduced and computed, and subsequent integrations over g
and the remaining Sudakov parameters are performed.

8 Numerical checks

Calculation of the soft function requires computing a large number of complicated uncon-
ventional integrals. Because of this, checking them using alternative methods is critical.
Techniques that are usually employed for this purpose include the sector-decomposition
[142] and Mellin-Barnes methods [143, ]. In our case, however, the complex structure
of divergencies of the relevant integrals, as well as high perturbative order, makes direct
application of public codes based on these methods unfeasible. Hence, care is required to
organize the numerical checks to make them manageable. Below we discuss how this can
be achieved.

All integrals that we computed numerically can be split into three groups. First, there
are integrals without propagators that involve scalar products of soft-parton momenta;
such integrals are calculated using the standard sector decomposition approach. Second,
there are master integrals with complicated propagators that can be efficiently dealt with
using the Mellin-Barnes method. The third group includes integrals that depend on 1/k3,,
and they pose the biggest challenge. The problem is to find a suitable parametrization
that minimizes the number of sectors that appear, if overlapping singularities are treated
using the sector decomposition method, or a suitable compact representation if the Mellin-
Barnes technology is employed.
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All integrals that we may want to check numerically can be written as follows

do
Z{f, fr, 3t {ay...a;},{by... b7}, {c;...c :/ fifofs , (8.1
Wi fa sl dm.ark ibr brb e ) AYAYBhBYCO o &1

where the integration measure is determined by the vector { f1, f2, f3}

d®y f,f, = N3 [dk1][dko][dks] f1 (71 — 71) f2(F2 — 12) f3(V3 — 13)6 (L — 11 — 12— 73), (8.2)

with 7; = B;, ¥ = w; for f; = 4,0 and 7; = a;,9; = B; for f; = 6. We have split all
appearing propagators into three groups. Propagators in the first group involve vector n
A1:k1'1’l, Azzkz'n, A3:k3'1’l,
As=kip-n, As=ky-n, As¢=ks-n A7 =k n (8.3)

The second group contains propagators that depend on vector 7

Bi=ky-fi, By=ky-fi, B3=ks 17,
By =kip-fi, Bs=ky-fi, Be=ks -7, By =kig-f. (8.4)

The last group contains propagators that depend on the scalar products of soft momenta
Ci=ki-ky Co=ky-ks, Cy=ki-ks, Cy=kip. (8.5)

8.1 Integrals without the 1/k2,, propagator

We will discuss first the numerical computation of integrals in eq. (5.1) with cz3 = c4 = 0.
This assignment covers all integrals in the soft function that do not contain the propaga-
tor 1/k%,,. To derive a suitable representation for such integrals, we change integration
variables 4; = 7;/ sl-z, 0 < s; < 1, to resolve all f-functions’ constraints.'” Two inverse
denominators that involve scalar products between momenta of soft partons read

2
. . 2 i t‘j
fi=0,f=0: kl-]-— SZZSJZ ((s —s]) + 4s; S]t2 +t1]> , (8.6)
¥ij t
_ _a. 2 i
fi=0f=20: kij = sizsjz ((1—55]) +4ss]t2+{2> (8.7)

where we introduce angle variables t3/ (7 + ;) = sin® (¢;;/2) € [0,1] and the notation
¥ = 1 — x for all variables 0 < x < 1 appearing in this section. To satisfy the é-function
constraint 6(1 — 1 — 72 — 73) we apply the variable transformation

{’70(1),%(2),%(3)} — {x,yx, 7%}, (8.8)

16The same variable transformations can be applied to integrals with é-function constraints. We explain
below how the corresponding integral representations can be constructed.
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where ¢ is a permutation of the set {1,2,3}. Different permutations of the set {1, 72,73}
lead to different integrand expressions, which, after the integration, should give identical
results, providing useful internal consistency checks of the numerical calculation.

Combining the Jacobians of all transformations described above, we obtain the fol-
lowing expression for the integration measure, where integrations on the right-hand side
are confined to a unit hypercube

3 2vids; [ s15283 \
dq)f1f2f3 = dxdy 11 S? X X <xyyf2>

(8.9)
Qd-3) dtqo 2 1-2 Qd-3) dtos 2

1—2¢
x - - .
QUE=2) (11551, <t%z + E%z> Q=) (y323)* <t%3 + %3)

For each constraint f; = 60 or f; = 6 we replace *y; according to eq. (8.8) choosing a partic-

ular permutation ¢, and for each f; = § we sets; = 1 and drop the integration over s; by
setting ;ds; — 1in eq. (5.9). The propagators 1/A;and 1/B;,i = 1,...,7, are expressed
in terms of x,y, s; following the variable change specified by eq. (5.5). The two propaga-
tors 1/Cy are written as in egs. (5.6,8.7) depending on the relevant constraints. If f; = J,
the two expressions become equal once s; = 1 is employed.

Using the measure in eq. (5.9) we can, in principle, compute integrals defined in
eq. (8.1) without the propagator 1/Cy, using public codes FIESTA [145] or pySecDec [142],
which implement the sector decomposition approach. However, since the inverse propa-
gator eq. (8.0) has a (line) singularity inside the integration region at s; = s;, and since such
singularities are not automatically found by any of the public codes, we need to consider
the cases s; < sjand s; < s; separately. If we do this, all singularities appear at the bound-
ary of the integration domain, and such cases are processed automatically by FIESTA [145]
and pySecDec [142]. Nevertheless, since integrals that we consider are multidimensional,
it turns out to be beneficial to analyze the existence of potential singularities at the upper
integration boundaries manually, avoiding the automatic option for doing that in public
codes. We have mostly used FIESTA [145] to compute integrals with the analytic regula-
tor and we emphasize that the introduction of the analytic regulator d® — d® (y17273)"
does not impact our discussion. Using these methods, we have checked numerically both
regular integrals calculated in section 5.1 and also the 1/v divergent parts of integrals Ig/ v
and I i/ ¥ considered in section

8.2 Calculation of integrals with 1/k?,; using the Mellin-Barnes representation

It turns out to be very difficult to perform numerical checks for integrals with the prop-
agator 1/k2,, using the sector decomposition approach because suitable parametrization
of angular variables is hard to find. We avoid this by constructing Mellin-Barnes repre-
sentations for such integrals and using them for the numerical evaluation.

Since the dependence on the momenta directions in the transverse space in such in-
tegrals comes only from propagators which contain scalar products of soft momenta, we
focus on this part first. The most general form of the considered integral reads

R({ki-n} {ki-n})
/[dkl] [de] [dk3] (k1 . kz)alz (k2 . k3)ﬂ23 (kS . kl)“31 (kl ko +ky -k + ks - kl)am / (8.10)

— 43—



where the rational function R contains propagators 1/A; 7 and 1/B;, 7, c.f. egs. (3.3,8.4).
We focus on the case a1p3 > 0 and, as the first step, we split the 1/k2,, propagator using
the Mellin-Barnes representation
c+ico
1 o 1 dzidz; F(A+Z12)T(—Z1)F(—Zz)
(ki-ky+ky-ka+ks-kp)* — T(A) / (27ti)* (ki - ko)=2 A (kp - k3) =1 (ks - k) =

c—ico

, (8.11)
where z15 = z1 + z5. After this transformation, integration over directions of soft momenta
in the transverse space reduces to the calculation of the following integral

do{?daal?aal"?
I(ny,n2,n3) = / (ky - ko)™ (ky - k3)n2 (ks - kq)1s

(8.12)

where powers n; 5 3 are arbitrary.

To integrate over angles in the transverse space, it is useful to consider auxiliary
(d — 1)-dimensional (Minkowski) vectors, which contain (d — 2)-dimensional transverse
momenta. We write

%u EiL'%ji 2
pi = , pirpp=1-=—=—, pi=0. (8.13)
l ( Um\) Y ki IRy,

The scalar products in eq. (5.12) take the form

k) = WP B) | s o6 .19

If fi = f; = ¢, the first term in the above equation vanishes. However, in general this does

not happen, and we need to split the scalar product further. We write

C+1oo z - 2z
/ T )= (Vaib; — v/2iPi) ! (8.15)

I'(A+ .
(aiprn ]ﬁ])z/ZJr/\/Z (0i - pj)=t

(kk

CIOO

Hence, to proceed further, we require the following integral

1 \° d0¥2gnl-2qnl*-2
)> / ( 1 2 3 (8.16)

w1, W, W3 ) = 4
]( 1, W2 3) (Q(dz 01 ,pz)w] (PZ . P3)wz(P3 .pl)ws

for arbitrary values of wy 3. Since, to the best of our knowledge, such integral is not avail-
able in the literature, we briefly explain how to compute it. First, we apply eq. ( ) to
integrate over p3. The hypergeometric function that appears in that equation depends on

1— p1-p2/2 and obeys the standard series representation OZO: cn (1= (01 p2)/2)". Writing
n=0

ch (11— (o1-p2)/2)" i i ( épz)k, (8.17)

n=0 n=0 k:0
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we can integrate over directions of p, using eq. ( ). Finally, we sum over k and n using

the definition of a hypergeometric function, and simplify the result to I'-functions since

after each summation, the obtained hypergeometric function is evaluated at one. We find
A

P(1— )T (1— 26— wps) AT (z —e—w)

r3/226etwin (1 — 2¢)

](ZU],ZUZ, w3) = i1 ’ (818)

HI‘(l—Ze—wij)
j=1

3
I1
i=1
where w;; = w; + w; and w13 = wy + wy + ws. The integral J (w1, w2, w3) is a symmetric
function of its arguments; it is normalized to give J(0,0,0) = 1 and it reduces to known
expressions when any of its arguments vanishes.

The Mellin-Barnes representation that we derived so far is five-dimensional since we
required two integrations for 1/k3,, and then one for each of the three terms 1/k;k;."” For

each constraint f; = 6 or f; = §, we change the large variable 7; = v;/s? and obtain

i

) 1
/d’?ifS(l—%‘—"')9(’?i—’7i)f(’7i) :/dsi (?) S(1—=vi—-)f <Z21> (8.19)
0 0 !

To resolve the J-function constraint, we apply a variable transformation from eq. (8.9)
choosing a particular permutation. We find

1 1
/ dy1dy2dy3d(1 —y1 — 72 — 3) (Y1, 72, 13) = / dxdy xf(x, yx, X77). (8.20)
0 0

It remains to convert the remaining part of the integral into a Mellin-Barnes represen-
tation suitable for numerical integration. To do that, we enable integrations over x,y and
s; by introducing additional Mellin-Barnes integrations to convert sums of these variables,
that may appear in the inverse propagators from groups A and B, into variables’ products.
From eq. ( ) one notices that for the nnn case, i.e. when f; = f; = 6, the representation
of k; - k; leads to the factor (s; — s]-)p . We would like to avoid such quantities since, after
the application of the Mellin-Barnes splitting formula, they produce a factor (—1)* which
conflicts with the z-integration contour that runs to complex infinity. The solution is to
split the integral into two parts where s; < s; and s; > s;.

The remaining integral consists of polynomial factors in variables x,y,s; ...s, raised
to some powers. We change the integration variables v; — u;/(1+ u;) for all v; €
{x,y,51...s,}, mapping all [0,1] integration intervals to [0, c0) intervals. Integrals that
we are left with have the following generic representation

R n42 m
/ [T dui T ]Pi(i2), (8.21)
o =1 j=0

where Pj(ﬁ) are polynomials of variables uy,uy, ..., u,. For such integrals, the Mellin-
Barnes representations with the minimal number of integrations can be constructed using

171f some of the constraints are é-functions, the number of Mellin-Barnes integrations is smaller.
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the package MBcreate [144]. This package employs the recursive splitting of polynomials
P; into two parts by introducing a single Mellin-Barnes integration at each step, until all
u;-integrations can be performed using the following formula

/du uP (au +b)7 = lp+ 1)11:((::)_ 1 1)a_p_1b”+q+1. (8.22)
0

We have found that for successful application of the package MBcreate to integrals of
interest, we need to extend it by an additional (simple) integration rule
]odu ub(14+u)? C+m£ Tz+rT(—2)T(1+p+22)T2r—p—gq—1)
) (1+u)2+u2) 27ti I'(r)'(2z+2r—gq) )

c—ico

(8.23)

In practice, we use MBcreate [144] to construct the representation for all possible permuta-
tions o corresponding to different ways of resolving the J-function constraints in eq. (5.20),
and select one with the minimal number of MB integrations.

The above steps are sufficient to derive the minimal Mellin-Barnes representations for
all required integrals. We note that we work with analytically regularized integrals which
allows us to check that our master integrals are regulated dimensionally. To find suitable
integration contours and to perform analytic continuation of Mellin-Barnes representa-
tions, we use the package MBresolve [146], which is applicable also when the analytic
regulator is present. Furthermore, we find it useful to introduce additional parameter to
the angular integral in eq. (8.18) which ensures that all poles of the Mellin-Barnes rep-
resentation are separated. We do this by shifting all arguments in J(w;, w2, w3) by an
infinitesimal positive-definite quantity, which we take to be equal to the analytic regula-
tor. Integrals, analytically continued and expanded in all small parameters, are integrated
numerically using the package MB [143].

We will illustrate this discussion by describing numerical computation of the integral

o ddsgs
= / (k2 - k3) (kps) (ks - 7) (kios - 72)

(8.24)

As the first step, we introduce the factor By Bya% (01 - p2) V(01 -p3) V(p2-p3)"", v — 0F,
into the integrand to achieve the pole separation in the Mellin-Barnes integral. Then,
following the steps outlined in this section we obtain the Mellin-Barnes representation

i 27Ti

c+ioco 10
] = / (1‘[ dz”) (Ja(2) + Js(2)), (8.25)

18We have modified the MB package in such a way that a C code suitable for numerical integration is gener-
ated. The modified package can be downloaded from https://github.com/apik/mbc.
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where

e 2oy T = €T (—200)T(—25) (2T (~23)(~2)T (26 + 1)
il (3 —€) T(—22z4)T(3v — 6¢)T (21 + z2 + 2)T(—225 — z7)
I'(—z7)T(—2z8)T(zg +1)T'(z1 + 22 + 1)T' (23 — z1)T' (25 — 22)T' (27 — 224)
F2v—2e—2z1—z4—2z5 — ) (2v —2e —zp — 23 — 24 — 1)
" I'(Bv —6e+29)['(z1 + 20 + 24 +2)T' (223 + 224 — 27 + 1)
IF(2e—2z10+2z2+z3+za+ )T (2v —2e+ 21 +2p — 23 — 25 + 1)
y T(v—e+zi—z3+3)T(v—2e+z10—2)[ (v—e+20— 25+ 3)
IF(2e4+2z1 —z4+25 —2z6+27+ 1) (8.26)
T(v—e—z1—zp—zs— 3) [(—2v +4e — 21 + 26 — 29)
T(4v —4e+ 21 — 24 + 25 — 22¢ + 27 + 28 + 229 + 2)
xT(3v—2e—2z3—2z4 —25 — 1)['(2v —4e+ 21 + 210 — 26 + 29 + 1)
x T'(2e —2z10+2p — 23 — 24 + 27)T (dv — de + 21 — 24 — 25 — 224 + 229)
x T'(
x T'(

Ja

X

2e4+2z1 —z4 +25 — 2z + 27 + 28 + 1)T(—225 —z7 — 25 — 1)
—v+2e— 210+ 22 — 29)T(225 + 27 + 25 + 2),
[, = 222224225 T(1—e)*T(—z10)T (—23)T(—24)T (—25)T(—26)T (26 + 1)
nl (3 —€) T(—225)T(3v — 6¢)T (21 + 22 +2)
" I[(—z7)T(—2z8)T(z8 + 1)T(z1 + 22 + 1)T' (23 — 21)T (25 — 22)T (27 — 225)
[(—2z4 —z7)T(2v —2e —21 —24 —25 — 1)T(2v — 26 —zp — 23 — 24 — 1)
I(z1+22+2z4+2)T (223 + 225 —z7+ 1)T (=224 — 27 — 23 — 1)
T(2v—2e+2z14+2p —2z3 — 25 + 1) (2e + 21 + 24 — 25 + 226 + 27 + 3)
T(v—e+zi—z3+3) T (v—e+z0—25+3)
[(4e —z1 + 2210+ 24 — 25 + 27 + 28 + 2)
T(v—e—z1—z0—z4—3)T(Bv —2e —z3 —z4g —z5 — 1)
['(—4v + 10e + z1 + zp + 23 + 25 + 226 — 229 + 3)
XT(—v+2e+2z1 —210+26 —29+ D) (—2v+4e+ 21 + 20 + 26 — 29 + 2)
xT(2v —4e —z1 + 210 — 20 — 26 + 29 — 1)T (224 + 27 + 25 + 2)
X T'(—4v + 10e + z1 + zp — 23 — 25 + 226 + 27 — 229 + 2)T'(3v — 6¢ + 29)
x T'(
x T'(

(8.27)

X

2+ 21 + 24 — 25 + 226 + 27 + 28 + 3)T'(4e — 21 + 2219 — 24 — 25)
v—2e—2z1 +ZlO_Z6—1).
We use the MB package to expand the above integrand in the parameters v and ¢, and

take the limit v — 0", ¢ — 0 afterwards. Integrating over Mellin-Barnes parameters, the
following numerical result is obtained

0.104167 0.25 1.7820119(14) 2.077362(8)
Jns = gt + 3 + &2 B e

—100.8647(18) — 1049.07(4)e — 8238(2)¢. (8.28)

Upon computing the same integral by solving the differential equations in the auxiliary
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parameter, as described in section 6, we find

0.104167  0.250000 = 1.78201 2.07736
DE — 84 + 83 ™ 5‘2 B £

—100.863 — 1048.99¢ — 8238.03¢>. (8.29)

The two results are in very good agreement with each other and, in fact, this level of
agreement is typical for the many comparisons that we performed.

Out of 139 master integrals with the 1/k3,, propagator 107 are checked through all
required orders in € with at most a 5% deviation for the central value. For the remaining
32 integrals the precision rapidly deteriorates once we move to higher terms in the € ex-
pansion. The total number of evaluations used to obtain the value of a particular integral
by means of Monte-Carlo integration varies greatly from integral to integral leading to
vastly different runtimes needed for obtaining accurate numerical results.

The numerical results are summarized in the density plot fig. 4 where the relative
error

JoE — JmB

ol (8.30)

o = log,,

is calculated for each order in the e-expansion. We note that results for all integrals ex-
panded through all but the very last order in the e-expansion are indirectly checked by
our ability to reproduce divergencies of the soft function. On the other hand, we do not

N=1row to the eN-row in fig. 4 strongly

see anything particular when moving from the e
suggesting that standard deterioration of the numerical precision occurs for higher orders

in the expansion when the Mellin-Barnes method is employed.

6N76 120
glN—>3 100
N—4
€ 80
N-3
€ 60
N—-2
g
40
6]\771
- 20
EN
3 =6 ) ;) 0 5 0
o

Figure 4. Number of master integrals with propagator 1/k3,, that have specific relative errors as
defined in eq. (3.30), calculated for each order in e. Here ¢\ denotes the highest order in ¢ required
for each individual integral in the final expression of the soft function.

— 48—



8.3 Numerical checks at finite m?

Determination of complicated integrals from the differential equations at finite m?, as dis-
cussed in section 6, is a critical element of our approach to compute the zero-jettiness soft

2 are very much

function. Hence, high-quality numerical checks of integrals at finite m
needed. Among other things, they give us confidence in the correctness of the filtered
system of differential equations and of the boundary conditions at m?> = oo. The goal of
this section is to discuss how such checks are performed.

We note that integrals where a mass-like parameter is introduced into a propagator
1/k3,, are less divergent than the original ones, since m? acts as an infra-red regulator.
It is possible to construct the Mellin-Barnes representations for such integrals, following
the discussion in the previous section. However, quite often, this does not allow high-
precision evaluation of sufficiently many terms in the e-expansion, because such represen-
tations contain one additional Mellin-Barnes integration in comparison to the m? = 0 case.
Because of this, we look for a way to perform such checks for numerous mz—dependent
integrals, using the sector decomposition methods. The idea is to numerically compute
many nearly-finite integrals, for which the proliferation of sectors can be avoided, and
then use the integration-by-parts reduction to relate them to the master integrals that we
actually employ and would like to check.

To explain how this works, we introduce three angles between vectors k;,3 in the
(d — 2)-dimensional transverse space. The scalar products read

(k1 ko) = ( 06152— 062[51) + /112262 (1 — cos 1),

(kz k3) ( “2'33 _ 063/32) \/062,[320(3‘B3 (1 — COS 923) P (8.31)
(kl k3) ( 0‘1'33 _ “?’ﬁl) + 4/ 061[31063,33 (1 — COS 912 COS 923 — sin 912 sin 923 Ccos 913) P

where 0;; are the relevant angles. We change variables to map the three angles onto a unit
hypercube; the variables are introduced in such a way that the appearance of square roots
in the integrand is avoided. Explicit formulas read

. 2tt b—t
sinfp; = fz n tz' cos By, = {2 n tz' (8.32)
. 2trf) P ?)
sim 923 [‘2 T tz, COSs 923 = ﬂ, (833)
sinfi3 = 2/ A3A3, cosfi3 =1 —2A3, (8.34)
where, as before, ¥ = 1 — x, for all variables. The integration measure becomes
-3
(042) "aof"Pdof Pdol"? ~ (8.35)

Q(d73)Q(df4) dtl 21725 dtz 2172£ d)\3 27172£
(Q(d72))2 (tlfl)k (t‘i‘ + i—_%)l—Ze (tZEZ)Zs (t% + i—_%)l—Ze (/\37\3)“—8 ’
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where all integrations on the right -hand side are restricted to the [0, 1] intervals. The re-
maining integrals over the light-cone components are simplified using eq. (5.19) to resolve
f-function constraints, and eq. (8.20) to eliminate the jettiness -function. For each pair of
same-hemisphere emissions with f; = f; = 6, we split the integration into two regions
si < sjand s; < s; to avoid the line singularity. Since in the most complex integrals with
three 0-functions, only two partons can be emitted into the same hemisphere, there is only
one scalar product where such a splitting is required. Performing these steps, we obtain
an eight-dimensional integral over a unit hyper-cube in variables x,y,s1,...,5,,t1,t2, A3.
In general, these integrals have a complicated structure of infra-red divergences and even
if some divergences are “screened” because of the m? parameter in the 1/k2,, propaga-
tor, they are still very difficult to calculate. Part of the reason for this is an interplay of
ultra-violet and infra-red divergences in many master integrals, which becomes hidden
if all integration variables are mapped onto a unit hypercube. This observation suggests
that one possibility to simplify the computation of mass-dependent integrals, is to choose
them to be ultra-violet-finite.

Hence, instead of calculating m?-dependent master integrals, we find it more benefi-
cial to find a (large) set of less divergent integrals, compute them numerically with high
precision, and express them through master integrals to obtain constraints on the latter. In
fact, by calculating a large enough number of such quasi-finite integrals and comparing
them with the results of the reduction and with the solutions of the differential equations,
we obtain a very powerful tool for checking master integrals at finite 7.

Because we need many integrals for such checks, it is useful to develop an automated
procedure to construct them. To this end, we note that since we have access to numerical
solutions for all master integrals with 72, we can select a subset of integrals F which are
e-finite. Because we work at finite m?, any derivative of any such integral with respect
to m?, is also finite. Hence, it can be “easily” computed numerically and also expressed
through the master integrals using the integration-by-parts reduction.

Although the procedure described above is relatively straightforward, it is important
to notice that the construction of the e-expansion requires care since the integration mea-
sure in eq. (5.35) exhibits artificial divergences at A3 — 0 and A3 — 1. We have found it to
be convenient to subtract these divergences from the integrands and add integrated sub-
tracted terms back. Properly subtracted integrands can be expanded in ¢ and integrated
numerically with CUBA [147]. Results for finite integrals obtained in this way provide the
most accurate numerical checks of the finite-m? master integrals, especially for higher or-
ders of the e-expansion.

Two comments are in order here. First, one can extend the list of integrals F by in-
cluding there also integrals with simple divergences, e.g. the ultra-violet ones. Second, it
is convenient to express the derivatives of integrals F through master integrals recursively,
using the differential equation, instead of performing the real reduction, see eq. (6.15)

Finally, we note that for some integrals and their derivatives, that enter the differen-
tial equations, it was not possible to find finite or easily-calculable divergent integrals that
would allow the above checks. In such cases we had to work with integrals whose di-
vergence structure is complex, and involves overlapping divergences. Unfortunately, the
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numerical integration rapidly becomes very challenging due to a large number of terms
that appear after the sector decomposition of all possible overlapping divergences.

To reduce the complexity of the integration, it is crucial to find integrals with as sim-
ple a divergence structure as possible. We do such an analysis before the actual integral
calculation using the following technique. Our starting point is the parametrization of the
(d — 2)-dimensional transverse momenta integration measure shown in eq. (8.35), com-
plemented with integrations over other variables over the unit hypercube. After splitting
the integration domain in case of the same-hemisphere emissions to avoid the “line sin-
gularities”, all divergencies of the integral are located at the boundaries of the integration
domain, i.e. either at zero or at one.

Our approach to detecting potential divergences of the integrals is inspired by tech-
niques developed for the analytical regularization of parametric integrals [1458] and for
finding finite integrals [149]. Suppose we integrate over a set of variables {v;} over the
unit hypercube. It is useful to switch to new variables v; = z;/(1 + z;) remapping all
divergences from v; = 1 to z; = co. Integrals of interest become

Con le‘ m 0
/‘ = LI1P (21, z0). (8.36)
0 i

Potential divergences of such integrals can be identified by considering subsets of vari-
ables {z1, ..., z, } and studying limits when the variables from the subset approach zero or
infinity. Specifically, we consider two non-intersecting subsets of Z, = {z1,...,z,}, that
we will refer to as Zy and Z, such that ZgU Z, € Z,,. We then rescale all variables z; € Z
by z; = Az;and all z; € Z by z; — z;/A, and consider the limit A — 0. Upon doing this,
the integral receives an overall factor A”. The integral is divergent in the above limit if

w < 0. (8.37)

By considering all possible subsets {Zy, Z}, it is possible to detect all potential diver-
gences of the integral. If divergences with a non-empty set Z,, are detected, we split the
integration domain for each variable z; € Z,, and remap divergences that arise at z; — o
to zero by an appropriate change of variables. Continuing this procedure, we obtain the
set of integrals where all potential divergencies are located at the origin.

To select candidates that are best suited for numerical evaluation, we choose integrals
for which the minimal number of such splittings is needed. Since the remaining integrals
after the splitting can only have divergences at the origin, we prefer integrals with the
smallest number of shortest Zj lists. The resulting integrals are computed numerically
with FIESTA [145].

We note that some finite-m> master integrals have also been checked with a patched version of
pySecDec [142].
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9 Soft function renormalization and checks from the renormalization group
equation

The result for the N3LO soft function has been already presented in ref. [1]. In this section
and in a few appendices, we collect all the different contributions that are needed to obtain
this result.

We start with the bare soft function. Restoring the dependencies on 7, s, = 2p; - pp,
and the normalization factor P, we write

sun a0+ () 5 2 () s 2 () s 0 ().

where the expansion parameter reads

g
A= G —ey 62
and gs is the bare strong coupling constant. The NLO and NNLO contributions Sy,
needed through higher orders in ¢, have been computed in refs. [2, 94, 95], and can be
found in eq. (A.8). The N3LO part Sz is comprised out of three terms

Sy = SRYV + SRRV | gRER (9.3)

which refer to the two-loop corrections to single-real emission, the one-loop corrections to
double-real emission, and the triple-real emission, respectively.

It is straightforward to compute the two-loop correction to the single-gluon emission
because the corresponding soft current is simple and because the integration over the
single-gluon phase space is easy. This contribution was calculated in ref. [3]; we present
its independent computation in appendix

One-loop corrections to real-emission amplitudes with two soft partons (47 and gg)
were calculated in refs. [3, 6]. The RRV contribution in eq. (Y.3) can be written as

3 3
SEEY = cos (7¢) ( Siadv,gg + Skvar) (9.4)
where the two quantities Sgﬁvl g’ Sl(ﬁgv, 47 can be found in ancillary files to ref. [6].

Triple-real emission contribution to the N3LO soft function, SIT{%R,

is described in this paper, is quite demanding. To describe it, we note that each of the
perturbative contributions in eq. (V.1) admits a Laurent expansion in &

whose calculation

[ee]

S, = Sk 5. (9.5)
k=1-2n

We also note that it is possible to predict all contributions to the N3LO soft function S3
through S3 from the renormalization group equation that the soft function satisfies, c.f.
eq. (9.10). Hence, using these predictions, the results for SXV and SX®V, and eq. (9.3),
it is possible to predict all terms in the expansion of SE%R in e through O(¢%). For this
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reason, we do not show these terms and only say that our calculation of the triple-real
contribution does reproduce them. The coefficient Sxa%, which cannot be predicted from
the renormalization group equation and the knowledge of other contributions to the soft

function, reads

945 243 81
70912 12544 , 12800 ) 540224
+ 9 634— 135 7T — 3 7T €3+61184C5> —CRCA< 243

10496 , 218048 9112 , = 35200 2 13928 ,  (9.6)
31 T 9 3 o7 T+ 3 {3 — 1682565 105 T

+ 73104@%) — 18285.58462095074Cr C3 + 3809.242380482391CrCan fTr

15692 277376 2144
SRR = <131072g§— 26928 6) —C3 fTF< 576 02

— 556.5414878890519CRrCFn¢ TE.

We note that the C3 and C% terms in eq. (9.6) originate from iterated emissions; their
calculation is discussed in appendix C. Combining Sxa® with contributions from the RVV
result in ( ), and the RRV result from [6], we obtain

159649528 7_[6) 2 Ty (277376 21440 , n 70912

&

S31 =C% (131072g§ - 13 s 5

12544 , 12800 , , . (540224 10496 ,
118475 | — —
T g5 T T 5 st olls g;,) CRCA( 243 81 "
218048 9112 35200 1024
I3 — mt+ 7203 — 1682565 + ——— 1° + 1310473
3 35 9.7)

+ CR”pr (224512€3 839552 1664 2 9664 7_[4)
81 2187 27 405

— 8308.6818721153875355162222571CrC%

+4352.6418957721480642594288751CrCanTr

— 158.21578438939415938180801214Cr Cpn s Tk.

We need to renormalize the bare soft function and the bare strong coupling constant
that appear in eq. (Y.1). The renormalization of the strong coupling constant amounts
to expressing the bare coupling A through the MS coupling a;(y) with the help of the
following formula

As:as(y)lmzas, Zuszl—asﬁo—ka (/30 51>+O( 3, (9.8)

where B are the expansion coefficients of the QCD B-function that can be found in ap-
pendix A, and as(u) = as(p)/ (47).

The remaining divergences of the soft function are removed by a dedicated MS renor-
malization. It is convenient to perform this renormalization working with the Laplace-
transformed soft function, defined as

S5 (as(p0) Ls) = [ dre ™ Scp(a(n)), 99)
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In the above equation Lg = log (uii\/s,/P) and i1 = ue’t.
The renormalized soft function reads

S (as, Ls) = Zs (as, Ls) Sp (as, Ls), (9.10)

where both a; and Ls depend on the scale p. The constant Z; fulfills the renormalization
group equation [95, 150-152]

<88L5 + ﬁ“saaa) log Zs (as, Ls) = —4T cusp(as)Ls — 29°(as), (9.11)
where the B-function and the anomalous dimensions can be found in appendix A. Solving
the renormalization group equation, we find the renormalization constant Zs; the result is
given in appendix A. Using it in eq. (V.10), we obtain the renormalized soft function.

It is convenient to write the renormalized soft function in an exponential form. To
this end, we define the logarithm of the soft function 3(Ls) = logS(Ls) and write its
perturbative expansion as

00 i+1

5(Ls) = log [S(Ls)] = Y_al Y ;L. (9.12)
i=1  j=0

Coefficients of terms with non-vanishing powers of logarithm L; in eq. (9.12) follow from
the renormamlization group analysis and can be calculated from the following recurrence
relation

2 i—1
Cij = <]- Y Ck,j—l,Bi—l—k) —2(8j0Ti1 +6171_1) - (9.13)
k=1

In eq. ( ), Bi, I'i and -y} are the As-expansion coefficients of the p-function, cusp anoma-
lous dimension and soft anomalous dimension, respectively. They can be found in ap-
pendix A, c.f. egs. (A.2,A.4,A.6). Explicit expressions for coefficients C;; in eq. ( ) are
presented in appendix A as well.

The coefficients C; o, i = 1,2, 3, have already been provided in ref. [1]. We repeat them
here for completeness

80 15472 104(s
_ 2 — b _
Cio = —Crmt®, Co0=Cgr [”fTF (81 + 57 5 )

o, (M40, 8717  286(3 14m*
A\ 780 54 9 15 )|

(9.14)

265408 40072 5190403 = 3287
C30 = Cr | n2T? — -
30 R[”f F( 6561 243 43 1215)

+nsTr (CEXpr + CaXpa) + CaXan

4

The numerical constants truncated to sixteen significant digits are given by [1]
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Xrr = 68.9425849800376,
Xra = 839.7238523813981, (9.15)
Xaa =—753.7757872704537.

10 Conclusion

Recently [1], we have presented the calculation of N3LO QCD corrections to the zero-
jettiness soft function. The technical details of the computation were not discussed in that
reference. The goal of this paper is to fill this gap and to provide a detailed discussion of
the theoretical methods employed and developed by us in the course of that computation.
A particularly challenging contribution at N3LO QCD is the triple real-emission correc-
tion since in this case the phase space includes one Heaviside functions per soft parton
making it especially complex.

Methods discussed in this paper encompass the extension of reverse unitarity [129]
to real-emission integrals with 6-function constraints, the need to introduce an analytic
regulator and the idea of “filtering”, which allows us to remove this regulator from the
properly-constructed integration-by-parts identities, computation of phase-space integrals
using differential equations obtained by introducing an auxiliary parameter, calculation
of boundary conditions as well as numerical computation of zero-jettiness phase-space
integrals which turns out to be quite demanding. We hope that theoretical methods de-
veloped by us in the context of the zero-jettiness soft function computation and presented
in this and earlier papers [5, 6, 93], will be useful for extending the N-jettiness slicing
scheme to arbitrary number of hard partons at N3LO in perturbative QCD.
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A Perturbative expansion coefficients

In this appendix, we collect the various quantities that are needed for the calculation of
the N3LO zero-jettiness soft function, see e.g. ref. [152]. The QCD B-function is defined as
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follows .
Ba, = —2eas — 2a§ Z ,Bkals‘, (A1)
k=0
where a; = a5/ (47). The two coefficients, relevant for the computation of the soft func-
tion at N3LO, read

11 4 34 20
Bo=3Ca—gniTr, P1="73Ch— FCansTr —4Crn;Tr. (A-2)

We write the a; expansion of the cusp anomalous dimension as

1—‘cusp = s [FO +asl' + a§r2 +0 (ag)} ’ (A.3)

with the expansion coefficients

[y =4Cg,
I = CrCa (228 - §n2> - %cRnfTF,
FZZCRCIZq< {3+ 49()—523767Tz+jé7r4) (A4)
+ CrCanyTr ( 22453 - @ + 126707T2>
+ CrCrnfTr (6453 - 2;0) -~ %CRnJ%Tf.
The soft anomalous dimension 7® reads
YV =as [v) +asyi +airs+ O (al)], (A.5)
where
70 =0,
vi = CrCa ( 2805 + 820—78 - 19—1 2) + (;"nz 22274> CrfTr,
73 = CrC3 ( 1316€3 n ¥7T2€3 19275+ 137627981 6234235 5 ii 4)
+ CrCansTr (1;1;653 - 2?;24 + 2221238  — 12 4) (8.6)
+ CrCpnyTr (60853 — % + %nz + En‘*)

448 8320 80
+ Cgn fT2< 2).

275" 79 81"
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Using these quantities and the renormalization group equation, we compute the soft-
function renormalization constant. We find

1"2 s 21"2
z_1+as[r°+2F°Ls}+ [0 holo | Th | i (0 Polo

24 4¢3 4e2 - 2¢ g3 2

r 212 I3 3BT 1
+ 1>L + °L2]+ {0— Po °+<18[50Fo+4ror1>

6€° 4¢5
e gon -3 2]
5,[;05 + <§50T0+ T0F1> ( 1r0+§ﬁorl F071> 1 +231;2>L
i <281;g B zi%r% + nger)Lz - fg } +0(at).

The last two ingredients that one needs are the soft functions at NLO and NNLO. The
coefficients of the e-expansion through the required orders are [?]

S1,-1 = 8Cg,
Sy—3 = —32C%,
16 44
Sy 0= —gcRnpr + KCRCA,
64 80 268 4
S2,7] = ?7T2CR - KCRnfTF + CRCA <9 - 377:2> 7
44 44
Sop = 512C12{C3 + CRTlpr <1967'[2 — 278> + CrCy < 5603 + @ _ 97_[2> )

64 320 320 112 ,
52]—77( CR+CRnfTF< 3 €3 81_9”)

5
880, 8560 98 , 268 2)
+2202),

1024 > '

S»p = Ck <6144§5 - 0

1408 8576 208 , 640 2>
+ —7r

Gromt T T

+ CRi’lpr <— 3

32 o, 49664 572 , 1472 ,
+CRCA< 68075 + 107205 + 03 + — - — 2 . n),

10112 9088 13952 1280
Sz,a:CIz{( 915 70 4096§3)+CRnfTF< 3 {5+ > i3 — 5 720,

138688 832 4000 24992 31456
— ot 7'[2> —|—CRCA(

2 —_
729 45 " 81 G5 — 90483 — —7— G

3520 20+ 270112 40 ¢ 1876 , 9664 ,
3T 7729 T 63 45 81 :

Divergent contributions to the soft function are related to anomalous dimensions and p-
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function coefficients. We summarize these relations below

S1,-1=2Ty, S10=0,
Sy3=—2T3, Sy »=PBolo,

4
52,,1 = -2 51,1 T'o+ 57'[21—% +1I4,
1
S20=—2 512 To+2Bo S1p — 6712,801‘0 + 327313 + 273,

3
S35 =13, S3 4= —Eﬁorz,

3 2 3
53,,3 = E 51,1 I% + éﬁ%ro - 27121“8 - EI}I’O,
3 15 9 1 4
== | p— Lo+ > 72BoT3 + =B1T + =Bl — 3oy — 647513
S3,2 > S12 I 4,30 S11 0+47T Bo o+3[51 0+3[30 1 — 3ly] — 6431, (A9)
3 3 5 3 3 5 20
S3-1= ) Soq I'o — 5 S13 15— 1,30 S12 To+ S11 —ZLIH + 3B — m°Th

1 4 2
— 37 BaT0 — 17'Tg + 27 T1lo + 3T + 72BolaTg + 4Bo7i,

15 3
3 3 21
S30 = ) Sop I'o+3Bo So1 — > S14 T35+ Zﬂo S13 o+ Sip <—7TZF%
3

9 3 3
—2T1=3B5 ) + Si1 ( +z7°Bolo — 482315 — 591 + 51
4 8 2 2

1 1 1 2
+ 57*Bol§ — ¢ Bilo — 7 Bol't + 47 Toi + 5B5aTo — 96025
+ 96712313 + 727311 To + 215,

Contributions that cannot be obtained from the renormalization group equation alone are
marked with boxes.
Terms in the soft function that are multiplied by powers of the logarithm Lg are

Ci1=0,
Cio = —8Cp,
Ca1 = CaCR (56g3 — % — 4947r2> + CrrfTr (4;;3 + 196n2> ,
C22 = CrCa <§712 — 5g6> + 1g—ocRnpr,
Co3 = —19&CRCA + %CRnpr,
Cor = ChCu( 50— 5t - awags - T2 - S )
+ CrCanyTr (— 122076453 + 167026948 + 3226 m — 14258n4) (A.10)

1216 6844 16 , 32 ,
+CRCanTF< T€3+7+?75 457'1-'>
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y /d<1> Re [JUX 7] ~

f=6,0

Figure 5. Soft amplitude squared (! x m)-loop contribution with single soft gluon emission.

Cs2 = C4iCr (352@ — 6280% + %7‘(2 — % 4> + CrCansTr (3288116
+ 13—87r ) + CrCrnsTr <4§0 — 128&;3) + CRn}n%(—?’;?O - 12278712)
Cos = CaC2 (32572 2 2884180> 4 CCan/Ts < 1884¥ 3 122787_[2>
+634CRCpnpr zgioCRnsz,
C3a=— 1;;6CRC 2+ 1§g8cRcAnfTF - 2576 Crn}Tf.

B Single soft-gluon emission corrections

In this appendix we compute the single-gluon N3LO QCD contribution to the zero-jettiness
soft function. It follows from eq. (2.4) that in order to do that, we need to integrate the
square of the single-soft eikonal current, truncated at O(a2), over single-gluon phase
space subject to the zero-jettiness constraint.

To facilitate this computation, we write perturbative corrections to the soft current

] U, a = 8 Z g l (Bl)
and define the product of /- and m-loop currents

Wy (K) = —g"Re | Tk (I (6)] (B2)

where summation over all color degrees of freedom, as well as over gluon polarizations, is
assumed. Thanks to the simple dependence of the soft currents on the external momenta,
this quantity reads

_ 1+ (1+m)
_ —irmtle jimme n-n
wy (k) = CpnRe [e e } (2(k k- ﬁ)> , (B.3)

where the constant C; ,, contains all the information about colors and other quantities that
depend on [ and m but not on momenta k, n and 7.
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To calculate soft-function contribution s; ,, from diagrams with [ x m loops we sum
over two hemisphere configurations and integrate over the gluon momentum k

Sl,m :./\/’g Z_/dq)fwl,m(k)

f=6,0

3 m 2 — B.4
L\ 1 (+m)e
= ZM cos [(l — m)ne]CLm F(l + m) <>

Using the following expressions for the integration measures,

1 _ L
Ne N

and the fact that the integrand is symmetric under n <+ 7 replacement, we find

d®y = —[dk]6(1 —k-n)0(k-7i—k-n), dP, [dk]6(1—k-7)0(k-n—k- i), (B.5)

dadp 1 T dw 1
F(m) :/ “sﬁs 5(1 —ﬁ)@((x —‘B) “1+m851+m£ = 1/ pl+etme = (m+1)€' (B'6)
The final expression for n - i = 2 reads
Cl,m
Sl,m = 2./\/;_ CcOS [(l — m)TL'S] m (B7)

To find corrections at N3LO, we require spp, s20 and sq;;. To fix the normalization, we
start with the lowest order contribution. Writing the leading order current as

];Ba (k) =T, <kn;4n - k”y_) , (B.8)

n

and using it in eqgs. (B.1,8.3), it is easy to fix the constant Cyy = 4Cr. The one-loop current
was computed in ref. [153] and we borrow it from that reference. It reads

1) () — =) 1"
e 1 Or( + o
I*(1—¢)I'(1+e¢
X =-Cy 2T(1 —2¢) (B.10)
Then, using eq. (5.5) and eq. (B.9), we calculate the NLO contribution
= €

—n -

w10 = wo1 = woo Ne' [Z(kn)(kfl)] , (B.11)

20Gince we consider 7, i and k to be final-state momenta, the (—1)¢ factor should be understood as e*'™%,
see ref. [153].
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and use eq. (B.3) to fix the following constants.
Cop = C10 = N:XCp. (B.12)
Similarly, using eq. (B.9) we can calculate w;; and extract the corresponding constant
C11 = (NeX)* Cop. (B.13)

The result for the two-loop contribution is [113-115]. We use ref. [113] and eq. (B.3) to fix
two remaining constants

Coa = Cap = 4Ck (NEFS (1"1(1_5)55()1 ha 8)>2 2 (B.14)
The constant rﬁi}t is defined in [113]; it reads
P2 = 2CanfT¥Ry + C3 Ry, (B.15)
where
2
+ <16652+ m? — > <iéé — - g3—”4> (B.16)
—57—<28277§3 + 9 +325 — % + 12;7; + 75) +0 (&),
(ZTH%Z o —% 4) —e(?ﬁb?i’ 2—@5 5"

451 5
— 17605 + $150 7 + €3) O(e).

Finally, we use the above results to compute the single-gluon contribution to the soft
function through N3LO. Writing

Sg = ASY + A28% + 43P + 0 (Ag) ) (B.18)

where the strong coupling constant A; is defined in eq. (Y.2), we obtain

1) _ So0 8

_soo _ 8 B.1

S¢' =N = ¢ (B.19)
1 8

S = & (510 501) = - Crcos (7e)X, (B.20)
€
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1
ng?)) = J\Tg (Sz,o +s1,1+ 50,2)
8 ) B(1-el(1+e))\ @
= §CR (X + 2 cos (271¢) ( Ti—20) Teoft | - (B.21)

To conclude, we explicitly write the result for S}V = § g’) expanded through the required

orderin ¢

16 16 4 1
SRVV 55(’3) —CrC% + <9CACRnpr — 9C,24CR> o

35

_ ((22678 N 2897T2)C31CR _ i(;CACRnpr>813

- (c CR<1ZT4 22270 2 §3) — CRCAnpr<:;Ol4 — 23”2»312
< e CR<9214336 12‘110712 B @g . %n ) +CACRnfTF<320g3

(B.22)

1040 400 \\1_ (. e 54560 7936 , 5360, 308 ,
243 ' 81 R 729 243 27 % 135
32 o, 488 3376 1952 , 1600 12,
et 55) CRCAnsTF ( 729~ 243 79 T 13"

326848 46760 , 33040, 1876 , 4400
2 B 2 B 4 2
<CRCA( 287 79 ° e BT as Lty T

2992 2524, 136 10640 8656 , 10400
T3 5 05" €3) CaCrrsT <2187 72070 T g1 o
12, 1600 , 1088 )

C Iterated real-emission contributions

As we explain in this appendix, some of the real-emission contributions to the N3LO soft
function can be computed with a relative ease. To this end, we consider the real-emission
contribution to the n-th order term in the expansion of the soft function in as, c.f. eq. (2.3),
and write it as

= /H [dki] 6(T —To(n)) Gulkr, ... kn). (C.1)
i=1

The functions ¢, contain contributions from all possible final states and color structures
and, in general, they cannot be predicted from similar functions at lower orders. However,
for certain color structures, their form simplifies. Following refs. [116, ], we write

G1(k1) = Cruwg(k1), (C.2)
&a(ki, ko) = % (Crwg(k1)wg (k) + CrCawgg(k1, k2)) + CrrfTrwgz(ki, k2),  (C.3)

gg(kl,kz,kg,) 31' <Cng(k1)wg(k2)ZUg(k3)
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+ CRCa [wy(k1)weg (ko k3) + (1 <+ 2) + (1 <3 3)] ) (C.4)
+ CansTrwg (ki )wgg (ko k3) + .. .,

where ellipses stand for contributions that are unrelated to lower order ones. The func-
tions wyg (k1) and wg,(k1, k2) are called wl(glc)(kl) and wgc)(kl,kz) in ref. [116]; the function
wyg(k1, k2) is called wl(gzg (k1,kp) in ref. [118]; they can be extracted from those references.
The common feature of the contributions to {3 shown explicitly in eq. (C.4) is that the
single-gluon emission contribution w, factorizes as least once.

Since the zero-jettiness 7 is a linear function of the soft partons’ momenta, the factor-
ization property can be exploited by computing the Laplace transform of the soft function.

We introduce it by considering the C3 contribution to S?). We write
s@ck — L[4 e’”Tﬁ[dk‘]é(T— o) we(ky)we (ka)we(ks) (C.5)
u ~ 31 i 0 g\A1)Wg(R2)We(R3). .

i=1

Integrating over T and using the fact that 7o = To(k1) + To(k2) + To(k3), we obtain

3.y _ 1.
s R:i[sﬁﬂ R} . (C.6)

Subleading contributions C2C4 and Czn #TF are obtained in the same way. Comput-
ing the Laplace transform and accounting for the permutations, we find

2
Sf),c,{cA _ S&l),cngz),cRcAl Sf,s)’CR”fTF _ Sgl),cngz),CRnpr_ (C7)
Because the scaling of the soft function 5&”) with respect to 7 is fully determined by #, the
following relation between the soft function and its Laplace image holds

S = r(—2ne) uPestM| (C.8)

=1

Hence, once the Laplace imagine is known, it is straightforward to reconstruct the -
dependent soft function from the above equation. When writing the soft function S
below, we will always assume that T is taken to be one and we will not indicate this
further.
Required NLO contribution to eq. (C.7) can be easily calculated from the exact result
(1)
for S;
8 8I'(—2
s =2 o s (S ) e, (C9)
Using eq. (C.60) and eq. (C.8), we find the part of the N3LO soft function proportional to

C13{ to be

)k _ (=2¢) [om)cn)® _ 2561°(=2¢)
St = 6T (—6¢) {ST } 36T (—6¢) (C.10)
To calculate contributions proportional to C3 using eq. (C.7) , we can extract the re-
quired parts S&Z)’CR €4 and Sf,z)'CRnf Tr from the NNLO soft function in eq. (A.5). To get the
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real-emission contribution for the final-state gluons, we need to subtract virtual correc-
tions from the NNLO soft function. On the contrary, in case of the g4, no subtraction is

needed, and we can use the NNLO contribution ng)’cknf Ri directly. We obtain
(3),(:12?71pr r(—ZE)F(—4£) (1)/CR (2),CRﬂfT1:
S =——-—_ 785 Sy
I'(—6¢)
32 160 1 (8% 160 , 1 640 32 ,
= =4+ ——4+=—=—=-—= ~ | =217 —_— 4+ =
e 3 52(9 3”)+s< 6€3+27+9”>

(C.11)

17152 4864 2 3424 4 70912
+<25653 1 o " 45”)+< g &

277376 21440 , 12544 )
3 T s 1357r>£+(’)(£).

12800
3

+ 7203 — 6118475 —
As we mentioned earlier, to obtain the CI%C 4 part of the soft function, we need to
subtract the real-virtual corrections from the O(CrC,) term in the NNLO soft function.
The real-virtual contribution reads
5@ _ 8I°(1—)°(1+¢)
TRV 312(1 — 26)T(1 + 2¢)”

(C.12)

where the color factor CrC4 is not shown. By combining the relevant contributions, we
obtain the final result for the coefficient of the C12z C color structure

s@ckea _ T(=2e)0(—4e) gy [sErecs g2

T(—6e) ° RV
= —i—f - i—f +813 (88712 - 5§6) +812 <2736§3 - % - 44307r2>
+ (598453 - 12% + 5%6712 + 3§8n4> % + <2144g3 — 489671°(3 o
T 6888075 — 9983128 N 1528772 24 91136 n4> N (2189048 - 35;00 22 (G139
— 7310473 + 16825605 — 5t042324 + 10;96 m + 9;2 t
119)?7‘(6>€ +0 ().
D Angular integrations
Partial fractioning identities
o ) " 20 e 2 -
1 1 1 1 1
o) (o100 2(01-p) 2000 P) 2
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(01 Pm)

Integrals defined in (

1 1 1A 1
(01 pn) (01 Om) —Apr1-pn) 1=A(p1-pm)
1 1 ! 1
(01-0n) (o1 Ppm) 14+A(o1-pu)  14A (01 pm)
1 1 L 1
(01-Pn) (o1-pm)  14+A(o1-pn)  14A(01-pm)
1 1 1A 1
(Pl‘pn)(Pl‘pM) 1- A(Pl‘ﬁn) 1_)‘(P1'F_’m),
1 11 1
(01 0om) (01 Pm)  2(p1-0m)  2(01-Pm)
1 (01 Pn) 1
=—142————, =—14+2—,
(01 Pn) (01 0n) (01 0n)
1 (01 0n) 1
42— A 0 DA R, L S
(01 Pn) (01 0n) (01 0n)
1 1—-A 1 (1 - pm) 1
- - “ A+ (1-A)—m,
A A (p1-om) (01 on) ( )(pl “On)
1 1+A 1 (o1 Pm) 1
= — = -A+(1+A)——,
A A (o1 Pm) (01 pn) ( )(pl “0n)
1 14+A 1 (o1 - pm) 1
— — B — — = _)\+ 1+A — Vi
A A (o1 om) (01 Pn) ( )(m “Pn)
1 1-A 1 (o1 Pm) 1
=V, — =A4+(1-A —,
A A (o1 Pm) (01 Pn) ( )(pl “Pn)
1 (01 Pm) 1
=142 —, =-1+2 .
(01 Pm) (P1-om) (01 om)

Q((J‘(i)oolo)o =1
Qifoo%))oo Ié )1 ar’
Q(()fzzoé)oo = Ibg )1 %
Uorso00 = L1
Q(()goé)oo = Ia(l )1 s’
Q(()aoloolalo

d 1115 (pi)’
=2
m

d—1
Q((Joooo)uf, = Id 16 ( ) ’

(d-1)
Qa10u3000
(d-1)
Qa100a400
(d—1)
QOIIQ!ZQ,OOO

(d-1)
QOa20a4OO

d 1a1a3(Pn

d 1u1a4(p”

d 1a2u3( Pn
(P

1112 a4 7!
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(D.3)
(D.4)
(D.5)
(D.6)
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d-1
Q((]OﬂSO)aSO d 1 ;43,5 ( “Pm, pgn) ’ (D.26)
d—1
Q((JOO{Z4)H5O d 1 14,05 (Pa - Pm,Pi) , (D.27)
d—1 _
O frs0be; = Id 1 s (07 P D7) (D.28)
d-1 i}
Q(()OO(M)OLZG = 1u4 ag ( Pm/ ﬁ/l) (D29)
All considered angle integrals are normalized by full solid angle, so
I = 1" (0%) = 159 (o1 -p2) = I (o1 -p2,p3) = 1. (D.30)
(d—1)
o _ 1 / dQ, 2
I - ’ - 0/ D.31
d—1;n Q(d—l) (U . p)n Y ( )
(d—1)
(1) 2\ 1 / dQv 2
Licin (P°) = = oo f £0, (D.32)
(d-1)
(0) 1 dQ, 2 o
Id—l-ah (pl ’ PZ) - — / 7 , p1=p5;=0, (D.33)
“ QDS (v 01)" (0 p2)"
(1) ( 2) 1 doy’ 2 2
L3 0 (01 02,02) = 5= / p , p1=0,0; #0, (D.34)
e A (o) (002
where v is a light-like vector.
[0 _ r2-2)r(l—e—mn) (D.35)

d=Ln = T(1—¢)T(2—2e—n)’

n 2
Ilgi)l;n (92):(14—5) 2K (n,l—s,2—2s;1fﬁ>, B=1/1-p2 (D.36)
(0) o T@2-2)T(1—-e—a)T(1—e—D)
lazyap (P102) = 204072 (1 — )T (2—2e —a—D)
(1) ‘ 0N 2 T (2-2¢e)T(1—e—a)
li-ap (P1-P2,P7) = (p1-p)! TA—e)T(2—2¢—a) "

o (a,b,l—s;l— "1;’2), (D.37)

F1<b,1—e—a,1—£—a,2—2e—a;1 l+ﬁ L-p >, B=1/1-p5 (D38)
P1- Pz P1 P2

E Special functions

In this appendix we collect various identities for (generalized) hypergeometric functions,
see e.g. ref. [154], that we have used in this paper.

Transformation rules
N1 2 T(b—a)T(c) s 1
oF (a,b;¢,2z) = (1 —2) T DT (B c—a)T (D) JF (a,c—b;14+a—b; 1>

+(1—2)" ll:(z—b)

— 66 —



IF'(c—a—0b)T(c)
I'(c—a)T(c—b)
cfafbr(a"”b_c)r(c)

oF1 (a,b;¢;2z) =

oF (a,b;a+b+1—¢1—2)

+(1—-2) T (@) T () oFi(c—a,c—byc+1—a—b;1—-2z), (E.2)
2F (a,b;c;z) = (1—2) 2R <C —a,b; C;Zil> , (E.3)
—2a
1+vV1—-z 1 11-v1-z
Fi(a,b;2b;z) = | ————— Flaa-b+ b+ -, ———— |, E4
oF1 (a,5;20;2) ( 4 ) 21< - 21+m) (E.4)
F . !, 4. — _ —a o K . w z—w .
1(a;b,V;cw,z) =(1—w) "R (a,c b=V V6 —— 17— ) (E5)
F (a6, V;b+b;w,2) = (1—2) " 2F (a,b;b—i—b'; zlu_—zz> ) (E.6)
Integral representations
1
2F (a,b;¢;,2) = I() /dt 11— ) (1 — )" (E.7)
1\#, U, r(b)r(c—b J s

T'(b ap—1
(0 6072) = Fttar | G s (e,

(E.8)

T a—1 _ 4\c—a—1
F (a;b,V;c;w,z) = (c) /dt (; — zi)li‘)b(?— 7 (E.9)
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