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1 Introduction

With ever-increasing precision on the side of collider experiments, it has become impera-
tive to address the accuracy of ingredients used in Monte Carlo event generators (MCEG),
in particular their parton-shower component. The latter is responsible for generating the
radiation pattern of QCD from the energetic scale of the hard collision down to the hadroni-
sation scale, and a precise description of this extra radiation is crucial for the interpretation
of data at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). Recently, considerable efforts to improve the
parton-shower component of MCEG’s have led to the advent of next-to-leading logarithmic
(NLL) accurate showers [1-9], with a clear path towards full NNLL accuracy [10, 11].

In addition to all-order resummation, the shower needs to be matched to fixed-order
calculations to correctly describe hard (resolved) radiation. Two well-known schemes
are used to match parton showers at next-to-leading order (NLO): MC@QNLO [12] and



POWHEG [13, 14], along with a few more recent proposals [15-17]. Next-to-next-to-
leading order (NNLO) matching is more involved, and several approaches have been ap-
plied to specific processes of interest at the LHC, i.e. NNLOPS [18], UN?LOPS [19, 20], as
well as MiNNLOpg [21] and GENEVA [22].

Early on, it was realised in ref. [23] that a mismatch between the evolution variable
of the hardest-emission generator and the subsequent shower can lead to a under- or over-
counting of phase space. Ref. [24] later examined the interplay between matching and
logarithmic accuracy at NLO in final-state showers. This study established that extra
care is needed in the “handover” between an external phase-space generator, responsible
for the first emission(s), and the parton shower: often such a construction requires that
emissions in double-counted phase-space regions be vetoed [13, 24, 25]. Therefore, it is
advantageous to use the parton shower itself as a phase-space generator for the matched
emissions [26, 27]. That is the strategy we adopt in this paper within the VINCIA sector
shower framework [28-31].

Sector showers, as implemented e.g. in VINCIA, facilitate the application of tree-level
matrix-element corrections. This is due to the fact that each n-parton phase-space point
can only be reached via a single shower path. Recently, a proposal for matching sectorised
parton showers to NNLO perturbative accuracy was presented by several of us in ref. [32].
Here, we derive explicit expressions for the matching coefficients required for hadronic
Z decays, fully differentially in each of the 2-; 3-, and 4-parton phase spaces. These
are accompanied by an implementation of our subtraction method in C++4 for numerical
evaluation.

In sec. 2, we summarise the calculation of ARCLUS [33] jet rates at fixed order for
hadronic Z decays and establish a notation that will be convenient for the remainder of
the paper. In sec. 3 we derive the explicit forms of the O(a?) matching terms at the 3-jet
level. Sec. 3.1 describes the subtraction procedure that we implement in order to evaluate
the NLO 3-jet matching coefficient. In sec. 3.2 we provide the Np contribution, as well as
a consistent treatment of the interference between different Born processes. We give some
recommendations on evaluating uncertainties associated with uncontrolled higher-order
terms in sec. 4, and finally conclude in sec. 5. Appendices A—C include some auxiliary
formulae and alternative prescriptions beyond those covered in the main text.

2 Fixed-order jet rates in Z decay

We start by considering jet rates as defined with an infrared- and collinear-safe, deter-
ministic, sequential jet algorithm. For this class of observables, the O(a?) perturbative
expansions for the fully-differential inclusive 2-, 3-, and 4-jet rates in Z decay (suppressing
overall energy-momentum-conserving ¢ functions) are, respectively:



NNLO 2-Jet Rate: (2.1)
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NLO 3-Jet Rate: (2.2)
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LO 4-Jet Rate: (2.3)
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where we have left the dependence of the matrix elements on the respective n-parton
phase spaces implicit, and denote the clustering prescription (a.k.a. clustering map) of the
jet algorithm by

By (D) . (2.4)

Note that, for m > 2 we shall assume simple iteration of single clusterings unless otherwise
specified.

These are the expressions we shall seek to match to fixed-order expansions of parton-
shower rates below. To make the notation less cumbersome, we adopt a POWHEG-inspired
notation with B,, the lowest-order matrix element for n partons, V,, the sum of the inte-
grated real and virtual contributions at NLO, and similarly W, for the NNLO contributions.
With this notation, the terms in the above equations are:

By = ‘M8|27 (25)
Bs = |M;|?, (2.6)
By = |M{[?, (2.7)
Vo = 2Re[M; M3*] + /dq’:s |Mg[? 6 <‘I’2 - ‘992((1’3)) ; (2.8)
Vs = 2Re[MI MY + /dq>4 M2 5 (<1>3 - <i>3(c1>4)) , (2.9)

Wy = [MI? + 2Re[M2M*] + / d®s 2Re[ M M0*) 5@ (q>2 - <i>2(<1>3))

+ /d<1>4 |MP[2 52 (<I>2 - <i>2(<1>4)) . (2.10)

We also define a variant of V3 in which the 4-parton integral only includes ordered clustering
sequences, i.e. for which the jet clustering measure evaluated on the clustered 3-parton state



is larger than that evaluated on the 4-parton state,

VO = 9Re[M) MO +/ ddy | MY[2 56) (q>3—<i>3(<1>4)), (2.11)

t3>ta
with t, = t(®,,) the jet-clustering resolution.

We emphasise that the rates in eqs. (2.1)—(2.3) are fully differential in each of the
respective phase spaces, hence it should not matter which specific jet algorithm we pick as
the basis for deriving the matching equations. In sec. 3 we exploit this freedom to make a
choice that will be particularly convenient for us.

Note also that, in addition to the implicit dependence on the phase-space variables,
®,,, the amplitudes will also in general contain one or more powers of the renormalised
coupling evaluated at a specific scale uyy,

|My|* = [My (@ pia)]* - (2.12)

For a process as simple as Z decay, it is trivial to match a probability-conserving shower
to the inclusive NNLO rate, simply by using the full NNLO expression for the total width,
x Bs 4+ Vs +Ws. Since the matching prescription we define preserves this property of strict
unitarity, we shall not comment on the inclusive NNLO normalisation further, though we
do return to it in the context of ambiguities that enter at O(a?), in sec. 4.

Below, we shall also need the explicit forms of By and Vs, the former of which is just
the tree-level squared matrix element for Z decay and the latter of which is the well-known
NLO correction [34],

Vy = 7)82 . (2.13)

3 NLO 3-jet matching

Here, we examine the 3-jet rate in the ARCLUS algorithm [33]. Since our sector shower
represents an inverse of that clustering procedure, this will simplify the derivation of the
matching equations. The ARCLUS algorithm performs 3 — 2 clusterings according to
a resolution variable t,. To simplify the discussion, let us consider the n-parton state
4g1 - - - gn—2q (we will come back to g — ¢g splittings in sec. 3.2.1). ARCLUS computes the
following “transverse momentum”,

Sijsjk

where for our purposes i, j, and k are colour-connected. The jet resolution is then defined
as:
J

for the smallest value of ¢; in an n-parton configuration.!

'The sector resolution variable appropriate for g — ¢g splittings is discussed in sec. 3.2.



For a parton shower starting from 2-parton configurations normalised to the inclusive
NNLO rate, the differential rate of 3-parton configurations is, naively,?

my d°T

@T% = (BQ + Vo + Wg) Ag(m%, t3) AQ,_)g , (33)

with Ay 3 the 2 — 3 antenna function of the shower (on which we shall impose matching
conditions below) and As the corresponding no-emission probability. We have again left
the phase-space dependence implicit, understanding that terms with a subscript n depend
on a corresponding n-parton phase space. For example,?

BQ = 82 (‘fg((pg)) y (34)
Ag(m%,tg) = AQ (@2(@3),771%,?53(@3)), (35)
AQ,_>3 = AQ,_>3 ((i)g(q)g), (133) . (36)

For a shower matched to 3-parton matrix elements at O(as) or O(a?) respectively, the
emission densities must be given by

By AL9, = By + O(a?), (3.7)
(Ba + Va) (1 + Ad(m%, t3)) AYLS = B3 + V3 + O(ad), (3.8)

where the superscript 1 on Al indicates the first-order term in the expansion of the shower
no-emission probability,

2

z ) A
dds As .30 (fl)g — @2(‘133)) . (3.9)

m

Ab(mZt) = — /

t3
Solving eq. (3.7) for the antenna function yields the LO matching condition [35],
o _ Bs 2
Azss =g+ O(e3) (3.10)
2

where we note that the ratio Bs/Bs for Z decay is identical to the GGG antenna function
A9 [36] (modulo the colour and coupling factor). This is also the radiation function that

would be employed in first-order MECs [35] or POWHEG [14] for Z decay.
Similarly, using eq. (3.8) yields provisional NLO matching conditions for ANLQ

ANLO _ Bs (1 — Aj(m%,t3)) + V3
23 By + Vo

(3.11)

V V
= A59; (1 — Ay(mi, ts) — sz + Bi) + 0(a?), (3.12)

2This very simple form assumes no mixing between different Born states at the 3-parton level. This is
true for Z decays but not, e.g., for H — QQg. In that case, our procedure for treating mixing between
different Born states would need to be applied. This is described in sec. 3.2.1.

3For the specific case of Z decay, the generic notation used here is somewhat overkill; the only explicit
dependence on the 2-parton phase space, <i>2(<1>3), is via the total invariant mass, m%.



where the latter expansion reproduces the form of the matching equation proposed in
ref. [32]. The form given in eq. (3.11) contains higher-order «; terms due to the choice of
not expanding the By + Vo terms in eq. (3.8). We return to the impact of such a choice in
sec. 4.

In the context of NNLO matching to inclusive Z decays, it is this antenna function,
AQNi;%), that we shall seek to make fully explicit and implement in the VINCIA sector shower.
The reason we called the matching equations provisional is that egs. (3.11) and (3.12) are

not yet complete and will require us to address a few more subtleties, including;:

e Direct 2 — 4 branchings. This will be addressed immediately below.

e The calculation of V3 (and/or V) explicitly, for the chosen jet algorithm that defines
5[33(@4), including how to arrange for the singularities between the real and virtual
contributions to it to cancel analytically, and how to separate remaining terms into
ones that can be done analytically (fast) and ones that require numerical treatment
(slow). This will be the topic of sec. 3.1.

e The inclusion of g — ¢q splittings and interference between different Born processes,
for example between Z — uti ® g — dd and Z — dd @ g — uii. These are addressed
in sec. 3.2.

e Renormalisation-scale and -scheme choices. In the shower, the emission density is
generally evaluated using a scale u% = O(t3) < p3; = O(m%), and typically also em-
ploying the so-called CMW scheme [37]. This will likewise be relevant in constructing
the explicit forms for the matching equations, and is addressed in sec. 3.3.

e Higher-order ambiguities. For example, eqgs. (3.11) and (3.12) are equivalent up
to terms of order a?; the latter merely makes the modification to the LO antenna
function at this order more explicit. In general, any fixed-order matching equation
obviously leaves room for higher-order ambiguities, analogous to those between, e.g.,
MC@NLO and POWHEG-style approaches. We return to the explicit choices for
these we make below, and in sec. 4.

First, it is important to note that the shower evolution will of course not stop at the
3-parton level but will continue afterwards, to generate 4-parton and higher-multiplicity
states. For a general shower and a general observable, all of these paths would need to
be followed and reclustered, to compute the specific observable at hand (which is precisely
what a normal event-generator run does). However, since the sector shower generates the
exact forward branching sequence that the ARCLUS algorithm reclusters, any configuration
it does produce will be reclustered back to the starting configuration. So, as long as the
subsequent shower evolution is unitary (i.e. does not change the weight of the event), the
further evolution will not affect this particular observable at all, at any order. That is one
reason why it is convenient to formulate the matching condition in terms of this particular
observable, and why the sector shower is especially simple to work with.

Second, in a sector shower, there are parts of the 4-parton phase space (the “unordered”
region) that cannot be reached by iterated 2 — 3 branchings. The solution implemented



in VINCIA is to allow direct 2 — 4 branchings [32, 38, 39] to populate those regions. It is
straightforward to see that the tree-level matching conditions at the 4-parton level are:

B

AR, =22+ 0(a?), (3.13)
Bs
B4

A8s =g + Olad) . (3.14)

where it is understood that the 3 — 4 matching condition is applied in the ordered part of
phase space (t3 > t4) while the 2 + 4 one is used in the unordered part. Note that these
conditions also ensure that the product of iterated ME-corrected antenna functions in the
ordered part reproduces the direct 2 — 4 one,

A9 ALS, = A5O, + 0(ad). (3.15)

Given that the 4-parton phase space is clearly sectorised into ordered and unordered
regions, the NLO 3-jet rate in the sector shower must also incorporate the direct 2 — 4
branchings, namely for those configurations which cluster back to the 3-parton phase-space
point ®3 = @3(@4). The full expression for the differential shower rate then becomes

my d°T

——— = (Ba4+Vy+W
8t dd; (B2 4+ Va2 + Wsy)

Ag(m%,tg) AQ._>3 (316)

+ / dCI)4 AQ(mQZ, t4) AQ._>4 5(5)((1)3 — @3(@4)) s
t

3<t4

where the restriction t3 < t; comes from the fact that the direct 2 — 4 branchers only
populate the unordered region. For the 2 +— 4 emission density, As, .4, the 4-parton tree-
level matching condition eq. (3.14) applies. For double-gluon emissions at leading colour
in Z decay, this makes the 2 — 4 emission density identical to the GGG antenna function
A9 [36] (modulo the colour and coupling factor). Equivalent functions exist for the g — g
contributions but we defer a detailed discussion of them to later sections.

The Sudakov factor that represents the no-branching probability of the shower evolu-
tion from the “pre-Born” 2-parton state likewise includes both 2 — 3 and 2 +— 4 contribu-
tions:

AQ = A2H>4 A2)_)3 . (317)

In the context of NLO matching, we are only interested in the O(«;) expansion of this
expression. The 2 + 4 Sudakov factor only generates terms starting from O(a?) and hence
does not contribute at O(a;). The expansion of the 2 — 3 Sudakov factor is given by
eq. (3.9), which we rewrite using antenna phase-space factorisation,

m2

? 4o, B

Aj = A%H?)(WQZJS) = _/t +1§27 (3.18)
3



where we have used primes to distinguish the 3-parton phase space that is being integrated
over from the (fixed) 3-parton configuration that defines ¢3 (unprimed). That is, B; depends
on the 2-parton and antenna phase spaces,

B = By(®}) = Ba(®2, B, (3.19)
de
dq)+1 = WdqudSyéﬁ . (320)

We emphasise that the (massless) antenna phase space is the standard one used, e.g., in
refs. [36, 40].

Expanding eq. (3.16) to O(a?) therefore yields the same matching equation for the
NLO antenna function as in eq. (3.8), with V3 replaced by V9,

(B2 +Va) (14 AY(m%, 1)) ANLS = By +V§ + O(a?). (3.21)

Solving this for AYLQ yields [38, 39]

ANLO B3 (1 - A%(mQZati%)) + V?,O

= 3 .22
23 B2+V2 + O(as)v (3 )

which is the form we shall use. Up to higher-order ambiguities (which we return to in sec. 4)
and term(s) translating between different renormalisation-scheme and -scale choices, which
are simple to add [38], this equation defines the NLO 3-jet correction coefficient for the
NNLO matched shower.

The integral in eq. (3.18), which we sometimes refer to as the “Sudakov on top” —
since it originates from the one-loop expansion of the 2 — 3 shower evolution — is [38]:

2 /
_ "z d@/ |M3 |2 _ _aSCF
+1 |M0‘2 - 9
t3 2 m

In?73 + 2Lig(1 — ) — 2Lix(zy) + 3lnTy

+6(vV1—4r3—Inzy) — 2InTs lnx+] . (3.23)
with

=—=,
my

t 14++v1—-4
T3 = 3 .T_,'_(Tg):% <—> 1f01‘7’3—>0>. (3.24)

For reference, we note that the IR limit of eq. (3.23) as 73 — 0 is:

C 2
_a;WF []n27'3 + 3lnmg — % —|—6:| . (3.25)
If the decaying particle is a scalar instead of a vector, then the 3-parton matrix element

includes an additional non-singular term asCr/ (Wmlzq), which implies a further term to be
added to eq. (3.23) in the case of Higgs decay,

asCF
T

. [\/1 — 73 + 2m3(In(zy) — In(1 - x+))} (3.26)



whose IR limit is —a;Cr/(27).

Egs. (2.9) and (2.11) (for V3 and VS respectively) each contain two terms. We shall
assume that the first one, containing the one-loop amplitude, is dealt with externally,
analytically and/or by a numerical one-loop provider, using dimensional regularisation and
cast in a way that makes its pole structure and finite remainders explicit. Our main
remaining task is then to bring the second term, representing the integral over singly-
clustered 4-parton configurations, to an equivalent form — with explicit poles that cancel
those of the first term, and (numerically stable) finite remainders.

We focus on the integral over 4-parton states that cluster back to the 3-parton state
at hand,

I3a(®3) =/

t3>ty

dd, B, 6 <q>3 — <i>3(<1>4)) , (3.27)

where we reiterate that the restriction to ordered clusterings here, t3 > t4, came from
matching the fixed-order integral (which included all of phase space) to a shower that
includes direct O(a?) 2 +— 4 branchings in the unordered region.*

We start by setting up the notation following the conventions of ref. [36]. The four-

parton final state (gggq) is labelled as follows
(14, 39,49, 2q) » (3.28)
while the inverse mapping 3 <+ 4 leads to a qgq state denoted as follows
(145345 24) - (3.29)

The fact that we are using a deterministic sequential-clustering jet algorithm divides the
phase space up into sectors according to the gluon that has the lowest value of the jet
resolution measure. At the colour-ordered level, there are then two sectors, which we label
A and B, corresponding to clusterings of gluons 3 and 4 respectively. Thus,

t3>taa

I3 u(®3) = BQ/ A0} 0(tap — taa)ASS, + (A B) (3.30)

again with the standard massless antenna phase space (in 4 — 2e dimensions)

Amp?\© 1 8 e Ay
doyy = < o ) I( 19 dyrsdysadyra (y1sysayna) o (3.31)

Sqg 1 —¢) 1672 Q2—2c
20 Sa0 gy dys, 3P (3.32)
= 16n2 Y13dYs4 o’ .

“Note that exactly the same matching equation would have resulted, with the same form of eq. (3.27),
should we have used a modified form of the jet algorithm in which direct 4 — 2 clusterings would be allowed.



where the scaled invariants are y;; = s;;/849 (With y13 + y14 + y34 = 1), and the three- and
four-parton resolution scales defined by our jet-clustering measure are

fy = 229790 (3.33)
myz

tyq = 3% (3.34)
5134

typ = A% (3.35)
5234

The fact that the step functions in eq. (3.30) involve the invariants sg4 and s934, which
go outside of the local 2 — 3 d@ﬁl and are only determined by the explicit kinematic
map (i.e., the inverse of the clustering map), is the main challenge in working with these
integrals. We have considered two possible paths to dealing with this, one based on global
antenna subtraction, and one based on a new sector antenna subtraction.

In both cases, the ultimate goal is to construct a numerical contribution which is stable
and quick to evaluate, while achieving pole cancellation analytically. The formulations
presented here are quite general and work for any antenna function that appears in the
integrand, given properly constructed subtraction terms in 4 — 2¢ dimensions.

3.1 NLO 3-jet matching with sector subtraction

Here, we present a computation of the leading-colour (LC) NLO 3-jet matching coefficient,
in which the subtraction term is also sectorised. An alternative approach, derived via
global antenna subtraction, is given in appendix C.
Without loss of generality, we focus on the A sector and then later show how to
bootstrap the result for the B sector, namely we wish to compute
I§A<—c4 =B3

m /t: . d¢ﬁl@(t43 - t4A)A2 3 (336)
3 ) 3>144

9*Nc
Lgs 39,24
where we have now made colour and coupling factors explicit, multiplying the GGG A3
and A} antenna functions for Z decay [36]. The three- and four-parton resolution scales,
t;, and the antenna phase space are defined in egs. (3.31) — (3.35).

To understand how to best perform the computation, it is helpful to investigate the
sector constraint in eq. (3.36) upon implementing an explicit kinematic map. We shall
demonstrate the important features of the sector constraint using a generic antenna map,

e.g. for a qg antenna,

p1=ai1Pg+b1py+cpy, (3.37)
p3 =a3zPqg+b3py —pL, (3.38)
P4 = a4ﬁq =+ b4ﬁg + (1 — C) D1, (339)

where the variable p | is the standard transverse momentum in the Sudakov parametrisation
(it is spacelike and orthogonal to p, and pg). We note that it is simply a parametric
variable which should not be confused with the shower evolution variable, which we denote

~10 -



by t. The quantities a;, b; and ¢ encode the explicit kinematic map and are a function of
(13, y34). We emphasise that this representation is general for local antenna kinematics; in
particular all of the maps so far implemented in VINCIA (i.e., the so-called ARIADNE [41],
Kosower [42], and dipole [43] maps) correspond to different functional forms of ¢(yi3,y34).
Nevertheless, the latter has to satisfy the following conditions in the quark-gluon and

gluon-gluon collinear limits,
lim c(y13,y34) =1, lim c(y13,y34) = 0. (3.40)
y13~)0 y34~)0
From energy-momentum conservation and on-shell conditions we also have
a1 +as+ag = b1 + b3 + b4 =1 , *pi = p? = a3b3§qg . (341)

It is clear that the sector constraint in eq. (3.36) explicitly depends on the anti-quark
momentum py. For local antenna kinematics, py does not participate in the 4 — 3 clustering
for sector A, i.e., po = pg. To proceed, we introduce a Sudakov decomposition of ps in
terms of the Born+1 momenta (pg, Py ):

P2 = azPg+bapg+pia, (3.42)

and it is straightforward (by on-shellness) to derive expressions for the Sudakov coefficients
in terms of Born+1 invariants

= %7 b2 = ?{967 p%2 = a2b2§qg7 (343)

az = <
Yqg Yag

with @ij = ,§”/mQZ

From this last step, we can glean the important features of the sector constraint, and
we do so by inspecting its azimuthal dependence. The azimuthal angle, ¢, in the antenna
phase space, eq. (3.32), can be chosen to be the relative angle between the 2-dimensional
transverse vectors p; and p;s. Therefore, in terms of the antenna phase-space variables
the sector constraint can be rearranged as follows

O(tan — taa) = O(f (Y13, Y343 Uags Vgq> Jaq) — COSP) (3.44)

where the function f depends explicitly on the specific map, as defined through the choice
of ¢(y13,y34). We obtain

(1 — y13)(a2bs + asb2) — y13(azbs + baaz) — y13ys4

21 / %(1 — (1 — y13>6)\/a3b3
a9

Thus the sector constraint boils down to two distinct regions in ¢: one in which there

f(yl?n Y34, ?qu» Z)géa ?Qq(j) = (3.45)

is no constraint on ¢, corresponding to f > 1, and one in which the ¢ range is bounded,
in the region where |f| < 1:

Otap —taa) =0(f>1)0(0<p<m) + O(-1< f<1)O(p<cos'(f). (3.46)

- 11 -
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Figure 1. The Dalitz plane for the evaluation of eq. (3.36). All singularities persist in the red-filled
polygon, while the empty triangle is singularity-free by virtue of the sector constraint.

To study the behaviour of f in the singular limits, we utilise the explicit expressions
of the Sudakov coefficients from ref. [9] and eq. (3.40). In the limit y;3 — 0, we obtain

lim f(y13, Y34; qu: Z)gqa fgqtj) = 400, (3'47)

y13—0
and so, as y13 — 0, the p-integral is unconstrained as per eq. (3.46). The limit y34 — 0 is

more interesting. At fixed y13, we have two cases:

+oo, if <
v (3.48)

D= D=

lirgO f (Y13, Y345 Dags Vo> Vag) = {

Y34 —oco, ifyig >

Therefore, from eq. (3.46) we conclude that the region y;3 > % is completely regular
(i.e., free of singularities) because the sector step function in this limit vanishes. In other
words, the sector constraint shields the singularity ys4 — 0 in the region y13 > 1/2 of the
Dalitz space. This is illustrated in fig. 1.

Crucially, this analysis holds for any local kinematic map, because the singular limits
of both the Sudakov coefficients and the function ¢ are independent of the specific map.
Moreover, we can construct a subtraction term that is only nonzero for y13 < %, i.e. in the
red region of fig. 1.

A suitable subtraction term must incorporate the correct singular limits of A} only in
the red region. In particular the subtraction term must reproduce the full ¢ — gg splitting
function in the 3|4 limit. With this understanding we introduce the following function in

Dgo(lq73g74g) =

the 4-parton phase space®
2
934 y13y14> ’ (3 |9)

1 2 2
< Y14 4 Y13 Fa—e®ty
s134 \V13Yy34 (1 —y13)y34 Y13 Y34

®We note that improved antenna subtraction terms have also been discussed in ref. [44].
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where y14 = 1 — y13 — y34. Indeed this subtraction function has all the correct limits:
. sO 1 : s0 1
lim D3’ = —pgq(z,€), lim D5’ = —pge(2,¢€), (3.50)
Y1 Y3

where z is the energy (light-cone momentum) fraction carried by 3, and the DGLAP
splitting functions are
1+ (1—2)?

- ) (3.51)

We can now utilise the subtraction function DY in eq. (3.49) to rewrite the core
eq. (3.36) as:

2
g“Nc A o 0 A N )
IA = Bgﬁ / de4, 0 tap —taa |:A —A (1 ,3 ,2—)D @<y13 < =
o AQ(Lg,39,29) Jis>taa 218( ) |4 3\lg, 995 2q) 3 5
1
+Bag’No / d9£,6(tap — taa) [D:S»,O @<y13 < )] . (3.52)
t3>t44 2

The first line is free of singularities and can be integrated in 4 dimensions via a MC
procedure. The integral of the subtraction term is a bit more complicated than usual, due
to the presence of the sector constraint.

To confirm that we have a proper subtraction term, we integrate the second line of
eq. (3.52) over the antenna phase space, and check that we recover the pole structure of

the real-virtual term. This gives®

1
(87?) / dod, D§0@<y13 < )
ta>tgn 2

2 \ € €
Pr\ Yeg (2 10 453 5 In2 .
“lmz) 2 @3t ™ "3 ) U 3.53
<mQZ> 2 (62 + 3e + 48 T 3 (Ygq) - ( )

where F(y4g) is a finite function which is given in appendix A.

This is indeed the correct pole structure required to cancel out the poles in the real-
virtual term, see appendix B. The canonical GGG sub-antenna, i.e. df', gives half of the
g — gg splitting function in the y34 — 0 limit. In this case, integrating over the whole
Dalitz triangle results in the correct single pole, i.e. 10/3e. With our new subtraction term
given in eq. (3.49), although we recover the full py, in the y34 — 0 collinear limit, we still
obtain the correct single pole because we restrict the integration domain to yi3 < %

However, the second line of eq. (3.52) requires that we implement the full sector con-
straint, O(t4p — t44). This does not present any difficulty, because as we see in eq. (3.53)
all the poles are correctly reproduced. Therefore, in addition to eq. (3.53) we have the
following left-over term, which is integrable in four dimensions:

1
/ dod, Dgoe<y13 < 2) [@(tw —t4a) — 1. (3.54)
t3>taa

5To obtain this expression, charge renormalisation has been effected, i.e. as(ur) — as(ur)(4mr) 7=,
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0- gg = 0.1, 9gq = 0.1 — g9 =0.1,4gq = 0.1
Ggg = 0.7, 944 = 0.01 —41 — gy = 0.7, 9y, = 0.01
L Gag = 0.01, g5y = 0.01 —— 4o = 0.01,9,, = 0.01
02 108 10*  10° 108 107 102 100 10t 10° 106 107
Npts Npts

Figure 2. The numerical evaluation of the wgy (left) and Z4 (right) contributions for various
Born+1 configurations, as a function of the number of points used in the MC evaluation.

3.1.1 Summary of matching by sector subtraction

We are in a position to collate all the pieces to rewrite eq. (3.36), which gives

asNe\ (2 \ (Vo (2 10 453 In2 .
A4 —RB "R Jq9 (2 4 ZY PV 2 o) _
3w 3( o ) <m§> < s @3t ™ 3 ) Tl

asNe A N ~ N
+ B3< o ) (wﬁs(ngaygci) +IA(ngvyng)) ) (3.55)

where we defined:

82 / ~ A A 1
A A 0 0 sO
WRS = —q,7 23 A~ [ dq)+1@(t43 — t4,4) |:A4 — A3(1q, 3g> 2@) D3 @<y13 < >:| ,
Ag(lw 397 2(?) t3>taa 2
(3.56)
and )
TA = 87T2/ d(I)_iA_l D§0 @<y13 < ) |:@ (t4B — t4A) — 1:| . (3.57)
t3>tan 2

The integrals in egs. (3.56) and (3.57) are computed numerically and shown in fig. 2 for
various Born+1 configurations. We notice good convergence with increasing the number of
sampling points. In the MC evaluation of fig. 2 we use the sampling of the antenna phase
space d®; described in ref. [45].

3.1.2 Bootstrapping the B sector

To obtain the final result as given by eq. (3.30), we must include the contribution from
the B sector, i.e. the term A <> B. This does not require any further computation, as the
result can be obtained from the A sector by the simple swap

Yag = Ygas  Yga = Yag » (3.58)
and thus

B o/~ A o n oA
I3<—c4(ng> ?ng) = I3H4(ygév ng) :
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The numerical contribution from both sectors,

Oéch
2w

) (whs + T + wis + I7) , (3.59)

is shown in fig. 3 as a function of the Born+1 variables.

wgrs + 1 wgrs + 1

LOT 0.6 0.5
0.4

0.0
0.2

—0.5
0.0

= 02 S ~1.0
—-0.4

—-1.5
—0.6

—-2.0
—0.8

' ~10 ~25

1.0 -8 -7 -6 -5 —4 -3 -2 -1

In ggg

Figure 3. The numerical contribution from eq. (3.59) as a function of (g4, 7eg) (left) and in
logarithmic space (right).

3.1.3 The vNO factor

Adding in the virtual corrections, which are given in appendix B, we are now ready to
write down the final result of eq. (2.11),

VQ = B3 x 0" (iigg, g) , (3.60)

where the N¢ piece is given by

asN
e = ( o C) (wis + " + wls + I% + wy) | (3.61)
and wy is the finite analytic function that results from combining virtual corrections and
the integrated subtraction term, i.e. the first line of eq. (3.55) and its equivalent for sector
B. The expression of the latter is somewhat lengthy and thus we do not report it here.
Nevertheless, it is instructive to extract the logarithmic structure present in the analytic
function wy in all unresolved limits of the Born+1 state. Using the notation of eq. (3.24),
we obtain (73 = Uge¥gq)
10 11ln2 72 31

. 1.5
7_13121011)]}—)—511'1 Tg—glnTg—T—i-?—ﬁ. (362)
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L0 0.36 0.36
0.32
0.8 0.30
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0.24
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& 020 &
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0-41 0.16 '
Sl 012 = gy 006
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0.0 : : : : it 8 L
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Gag n g,
Figure 4. The contribution vy© as a function of (figg, gg) (left) and in logarithmic space (right).
Here, we subtract the expected logarithmic terms £(73) = —3 In* 73 — L In 73, with 73 = §449,q in
eq. (3.62) from the full correction.
o) O(ay) O(a)
Z = up——> Z—>uﬁg,\Z—>uﬁgg
Z — uidd

Z—dd—— 7 — ddg— 7 — ddgg

N 7 = dddd

Figure 5. Illustration of shower histories starting from Z — u (blue) and Z — dd (red). Both
histories are allowed to contribute to the same phase-space points for Z — uiidd (purple).

3.2 The Np piece

For the gluon-splitting contributions to the 4-parton integrals, there are two further sub-
tleties:

1. Interference between shower histories that originate from different Born processes:
e.g., Z — wuudd receives contributions from both Z — utig ® g — dd and from
Z — ddg ® g — uu shower histories. This is illustrated in fig. 5. Each of these
effectively represents an integration channel with a specific singularity structure. Af-
ter matching, these need to sum up to the full four-parton squared matrix element
including interference terms, point by point in phase space and with the correct com-
binations of ¢gZ couplings. We note that, in fixed-order contexts, this subtlety can
often be neglected, as fermion antisymmetry implies that the interference cancels in
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observables that are not sensitive to charge signs. But this would not be true of the
subsequent shower evolution, and moreover we shall want the matched MC evolu-
tion algorithm to be NNLO correct not only for charge-blind observables but also for
charge-sensitive ones.

2. The sector resolution variable we choose for g — ¢ splittings has to be slightly differ-
ent from the evolution variable ¢(; /;;, that was used in the gluon-emission case [28, 31].
(Otherwise neighbouring collinear gq singularities would be undercounted.)

We shall now address each of these subtleties in turn, before presenting the full form
of the Ny part of V3.

3.2.1 Multiple interfering Born states

Consider, e.g., Z — utidd. In a global antenna shower, the total rate in each wiidd phase-
space point would result from a sum over four different histories:

1. ui — (ug — udd)i, 3. dd ~ (dg — duu)d,
2. uil — u(gt > ddi) , 4. dd v~ d(gd — uud) .

In a sector shower, one has a choice: sectorise across all four of these histories so
that only one of them is allowed to contribute to each phase-space point, or sectorise only
across subsets that share the same Born configuration. For hadronic Z-decays, this choice
is not critical since the Born-level couplings to different quark flavours have similar orders
of magnitude. But to preempt cases like H — gq for which the Born-level couplings can
be vastly different, we opt for the latter, namely to sectorise only between shower histories
that share the same Born-level configurations. This is in line with what is already done in
VINCIA’s sector merging [46].

This implies that, during the shower evolution off a uz Born state, only sectors that
represent clusterings back to configurations with at least one wu pair will be taken into
consideration (for the purpose of sectoring), while sector conditions are not checked for
clusterings that represent other Born states. Similarly for the shower evolution off dd
states, no sector conditions are imposed for clusterings that correspond to uu Born states
(and analogously for higher numbers of flavours). In this sense, partons that are present
at the Born level are also considered “hard” or “unclusterable”.

Since there is no sectoring between different Born states, the sector-shower rate for
parton states that can be reached from multiple Born states will thus contain a sum of
terms, one for each distinct Born state. Each such term mimics the leading singularity
structure of a specific subset of squared amplitudes — involving that particular set of Born
couplings.”

"Of course the full matrix elements will include interferences between the different Born processes. In
the context of matching, it is important to note that it is the sum over sector-shower histories that we shall
seek to match to the full result. Below, we introduce a few extra notational devices to hopefully make it
clear when and where interferences are included.
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Figure 6. Illustration of multiple Born histories, for a Z — wuudd final state. Top: the full squared
matrix element, denoted By, contains an interference term between diagrams with ddZ couplings
and diagrams with 4uZ ones. Bottom: in the coefficient denoted B¢, only diagrams with Born-level
ddZ coupling are included.

Continuing with the example of the 4-parton state Z — uiidd, we need the sum of the

two contributions,
Zsuig®grdd + Z—ddg® g— ut, (3.63)

to reproduce the full matrix element. Fig. 6 illustrates the full squared matrix element for
the 4-parton state (top row), as well as the contribution proportional to a single Z coupling
(bottom row), which we will use in constructing the interference-correction factor below.

For the path Z — dd @© g — uii, we generalise eqs. (3.13) & (3.14) to include an
interference-factor, kj:

Bd
ARC, = 2L 4 0(a?), 3.64
3—4 1 Bd s
3
LO du Bfll 3
2

where 8373 are the Born-level squared matrix elements for Z — qq and Z — qgg respec-
tively, and

B = BY (2¢'Cr) BY(14,3u,44,23),  BY =BY(2¢’Cr) BY(14,34,45,22),  (3.66)

represent squared matrix elements involving only a single Born coupling. The term kj
partitions the full matrix-element correction, including interference, over both Born states,

By Bdu

ki = =142,
! BY + BY

3.67
B4 + BY (3.67)

where BZ“ is the pure interference term in the squared matrix element appearing in the
top line of fig. 6. This term is proportional to the mixed Z-quark couplings and to the
four-quark antenna function dubbed BY of ref. [36].
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For same-flavour Z — ¢gqqq, we use the identical-flavour four-parton matrix element in
the definition of the interference factor,

B(14, 34,44, 2¢) + B (34, 14, 24, 4q) — 55 [C (14, 34, 4q: 29) + C (24, 44, 34, 19)]

B2(1Q73¢J74(j72¢j)+B2(SQ71¢172Q74Q) ’
(3.68)
where CY is the same-flavour four-quark interference function given in ref. [36]. (For a strict

a9 _
kit =

leading-colour treatment one could leave out the C terms, resulting in ki? = 1, but in
the context of reducing matching uncertainties as much as possible we may as well include
them here.) Following the notation of ref. [36], the arguments in B} make the singularity
explicit as 34|44 in the first term and 14||2; in the second.

Additionally, for each Born flavour channel, the matched NLO 3-jet rate must incorpo-
rate the k; correction factor as well, inclusive over all flavours. Thus, we apply a different
V?? depending on the generated Born flavour channel. That flavour-dependent Vg)q is given
by:

3>t4
i / A
+ kY BZ] 5 <<I>3 - <1>3(<1>4)) .
q'#q

We follow up with three additional comments on this procedure.

1. We note that, since all the terms in the denominator of k:f,]q/ are positive definite, there
is no risk of accidental cancellations causing vanishing denominators here, and since
the numerator is also positive definite, the factor kj is strictly positive and bounded.

2. In the following we focus on the Ng piece of V?())q only. Both the identical-flavour 1/N¢
correction in eq. (3.68) as well as the mixed-coupling interference term in eq. (3.67)
yield finite contributions to V??q. This is because the 3-parton configuration is resolved
by construction, and both contributions yield finite results. This can also be seen by
inspecting the structure of virtual corrections, see appendix B, and realising that in
the quark sector the singularity is solely proportional to Ng.

3. The definition of “unclusterable” Born partons is valid not only for quark flavours,
but also for Born gluons. Thus, in a H — gg Born-level event, no clusterings to
states involving fewer than two gluons would be considered by the sector algorithm.
Or, if one were to start from Z — ¢gg events for some reason, no clusterings to
states involving fewer than one gluon and one quark-antiquark pair of the requisite
flavour would be considered. This makes the (unmatched) shower off a given Born
state independent of the existence of any other Born states, i.e., universal, which we

~19 —



consider a desirable property.® The matching then accounts for interferences between
them, up to the matched order.

3.2.2 Sector resolution for g — ¢g splittings

As was shown in the first sector-shower study [28], it is necessary to pick a slightly modified
form of the sector resolution variable for ¢ — ¢ splittings. The reason is that, while
sector antenna functions for gluon emissions are symmetrised so that they contain also
the collinear terms of the neighbouring antenna (and hence the full, symmetric pgyq(z)),
the equivalent for a gg — ggg antenna would have to include the collinear terms from
a neighbouring gg gluon-emission antenna. Instead, the choice made in sector-shower
implementations so far has therefore been to keep only the genuine g — ¢g gluon-splitting
terms in the gluon-splitting antennae. But one must then modify the sector boundaries so
that the neighbouring qg sector covers the entire gg-collinear region.
This is achieved by defining the sector resolution variable as follows [28, 31]:

SijSjk __ AP
2 SJIIi - t[j]/ik , if j is a gluon (3 70)
res Sij\/% ; if 4, j is a same-flavour qg pair

where s;; = 2p; - p;.

3.2.3 Sector subtraction for g — ¢q

In this section we present the matching formula in the sector subtraction construction
following the same steps as in sec. 3.1. In the N channel we have the following

2N
2 — B gF/ A0, 0(Q% 5 — Q% 4) BY. 3.71
34 3Ag(1q,3972q) f3>t4A +1 ( res,B res,A) 4 ( )

2

7es is different

In the case of quarks, as explained above, the sector resolution variable )
than that of gluon emissions. Nevertheless, at the 4-quark level, the sector constraint
@( fes’ B— Qfes’ A) is identical to the gluon emission case ©(t4p > t44) because we consider
only massless quarks. Therefore we use the same notation 44, .

In order to construct a proper counter-term, we just need to realise that in the iterated
(ordered) 2 + 3 limit, we have a q@ — qqgg splitting followed by a g — ¢'7 splitting.
Therefore, a proper counter-term must recover the full splitting function pgg, i.e.

22 —2)2—¢
Pag(2,€) = i 8 — 6)) . (3.72)

8In the context of matching across different Born states, it can also be instructive to consider matching
across H — bb, c¢, and in principle also s5 and lighter-quark Born states since, unlike the Z case, these have
greatly different Born-level couplings. One would like a procedure that remains well-behaved and stable
also for such cases, with matching factors mostly of order unity. (In the case of Higgs decays, H — gg Born
states would of course also need to be included for a complete matching, and contributions from hadronic
H — VV™ channels could be relevant too. Here, we restrict our attention to decays involving only qgH
couplings.)
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We note that p,, contains twice the pole structure found in the real-virtual term. Similarly
to the case of gluon emission, we restrict the subtraction term to the singular region
y13 < 1/2, which is sufficient to isolate the correct pole structure. We construct the

following counter-term, which encodes the full p,y(z, €) splitting function,’
E*(14,3,,40) = L (y%?’ Y1 € + Y13 + y14> (3.73)
s s134 \ (1 —€)ysa

We can now write down the equivalent of eq. (3.55), viz.

Ne\ (9257 1 13 In2
IA;NF —B Qs q9 _ _ i Np(n _
B 3( o > < 5 \73¢ 127 3 F (Goa)

[0 NF A N ~ N N
+Bs <827T) (wRéNF (Uag Ugq) + TANT (Y9 ygti)) ’ (3.74)
where we defined:
il = [ a0t — ) [ B~ 414,302 B0 (s < 5 )
e Ag(1Qv3972§) 3>t " R 2 ,
(3.75)
and )
TANF — 871'2/ Aot Egoe(ylg < 2) [@(tw —t44) — 1} . (3.76)
t3>t4a
Therefore, in complete analogy to eq. (3.61), we write
asN
OO = < 27TF> (wﬁéNF + TANE 4P 4 TANE w{,VF) , (3.77)

with the results plotted in fig. 7. The logarithmic structure of wg T has the following form

1 In2 11
. Ng 1 nz 11
Tlglino wy” = 3 Intg + 3 =% (3.78)
3.3 The renormalisation terms
NLO

We are now ready to present the final NLO coeflicient A5%%5, which enters our matching
formula. Substituting eqs. (2.13) and (3.60) in eq. (3.22), we have

ASES = AFS, KN, (3.79)
1— Al(m2, #5) + oNLO 4 yNLO
KNEO = 2 j :’ls(mff N (3.80)

™

where the denominator comes from our choice'® to exactly reproduce the By + Vo denom-

inator in eq. (3.22), and we emphasise that Al in the numerator should be expanded to

leading colour since v%go likewise does not include 1/NZ corrections.

90ur counter-term differs from the 3-parton tree-level antenna Ej of refs. [36, 47] only by finite terms.
19This choice differs from that of ref. [32] at order O(a?) in KN“© | i.e. beyond the matched accuracy.
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Figure 7. The result of the v%&o factor as defined in eq. (3.77), where we subtract the log-enhanced

terms of eq. (3.78), Ly, (13) = 3 In 7.

In addition to the above, we need to account for the scale and scheme choices used for
the strong coupling on the shower side. The iterated 2 +— 3 shower evaluates the coupling at
the scale proportional to the transverse momentum of the emission, {5 = qug}gqm% = 73m2Z,
and additionally typically uses the CMW scheme [37]:

. st
ag — aS(tg) (1 + %KCMW> . (3.81)
On the fixed-order side, it is customary to set the renormalisation scale uys = mz. We
therefore need to subtract these two contributions in the NLO matching coeflicient,

1 2 7 NLO NLO s s
1—A2(mz,t3)+’UNC -I-UNF —g—ﬂKCMW+g—ﬂb01H7'3

s(mz)
14 &2

NLO _
full —

, (3.82)

with the two-loop cusp anomalous dimension and the one-loop coefficient of the S-function,

67 w2
Kevmw = No (— — —)

5
_O2Np, by = _2F (3.83)

18 6 9 6 3

Inspection of egs. (3.25), (3.62) and (3.78) reveals that in the limit 73 — 0 all In 73 enhanced

contributions cancel out in the result for K5O,

We note that the scale and scheme choice used for o in the numerator of K%:HTO is an
O(a?) ambiguity and is hence not fixed by the NNLO matching conditions. Either of the
choices p? = ,“?w = m2Z or u? = t3 could be justified. As a pragmatic solution, pending
further investigations, we advocate using the geometric mean, p? = \/gmz, with the two
limiting values used for uncertainty estimates.

A further subtlety, which was also touched on in ref. [38], is what happens as the
perturbative evolution in the shower crosses flavour thresholds, i.e., for £3 < m% and for

t3 < m?2. In the VINCIA shower, at each flavour threshold,
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1. The phase space for gluon splittings, g — QQ, closes. Hence the value of Np for real
splittings decreases by one.

2. The value of Ny used in the running of « (including in the evaluation of the CMW
factor) decreases by one. The running is matched across flavour thresholds so that it

is continuous. Thus, a2V7=%(m3) = aVF=4(m2) and a'F=4(m?2) = aNF=3(m2).

Consider the Np-dependent term in the combination of the one-loop and real matrix
elements in V??,

as(mQZ)NF 2?3
S|SB 3.84
2r 3 n[mQZ 5 (3:84)

with Np = 5 for a renormalisation scale py; = myz. For values of the transverse momentum
\/E below the b-quark mass, we “freeze” the contribution from the b quark,

. as(m?) (4 ts 1 m?
¢ o S (-In|—|+-sln|—2|]|B 3.85
8 M o (3n[m2z]+3n[mzz 3 ( )
and similarly, below the c-quark threshold,
. as(m%) (3 t3 1 mi 1 m?
i3 <m? : “hn|—=|+=ln|—L|+=1 Bj. 3.86
35 Me 27 3nm2Z +3nm2Z +3nm2Z 3 ( )

This is equivalent to the structure that results from changing the running of the coupling
across flavour thresholds, as is done by default in VINCIA. There is therefore no remainder
from this modification.

4 Uncertainties

Any calculation is only as good as its uncertainty estimates. In the matching between
NNLO perturbation theory and the sector shower, there are several sources of ambiguities
which generate uncertainties starting from O(a2) and O(a?/NZ). (The latter is due to the
fact that we did not here include the virtual corrections at full colour.)

We note that leading QED/EW bremsstrahlung corrections can in principle be easily
incorporated by enabling VINCIA’s multipole QED shower [48] or EW shower [49] mod-
ules, either of which can be interleaved with the NNLO-matched QCD shower. We do
not believe achieving simultaneous NNLO QCD and NLO QED accuracy should present
any conceptual difficulties but defer a detailed discussion of QED/EW matching in this
framework to future work. Here, we focus on QCD uncertainties that are specifically due
to the matching, on the interface between the fixed-order and shower calculations.

Starting with NLO matching, there are the well-known ambiguities between MCQNLO-
type [12] and POWHEG-type [14] matching schemes. In our notation, an analogous dif-
ference can be induced by introducing a parameter p € [—1,2] in the definition of the
tree-level matched antenna function,

A58 = A38s(p) = A58 (4.1)
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where p = 0 yields the functional form of the matching from ref. [32]. Generalising this to
NNLO matching the ambiguity moves one order higher,

Ba + V2

We also introduce explicit O(a?) ambiguities in the definitions of V3 and the tree-level
four-parton antenna functions, via substitutions

V3 — V3 + <%)3pv, (43)
B4 — B4 + (%:_)3PT7 (4.4)

with py, 1t = O(1).

For the scale definitions in the ay evaluations here, we again recommend taking the
geometric mean of the pre- and post-branching scales as the central value, i.e., u? = \/fzmy
for V3 and p? = /t3t4 for By (and p? = t4 for direct 2 — 4 phase-space points). In addition
to this, the renormalisation scale used for the explicit oy factors in KNFO can be varied
between t3 and myz, as was discussed above.

Finally, we propose to match on to conventional renormalisation-scale variations in the
pure shower description by varying the renormalisation scale used to evaluate o in As 4
and Ao 4 by a factor oc 2 around #4.

5 Summary & Outlook

In this paper we derived the necessary matching conditions to achieve NNLO accuracy
within the VINCIA sector shower algorithm, with the NLO 3-jet correction expanded to
leading colour. We have built on the consistent inclusion of direct 2 — 4 branchings in the
unordered phase space of the sector shower, following ref. [39]. In particular, we utilised
the sector resolution variable to cleanly separate out the ordered phase space (populated by
iterated 2 — 3 branchings) from the unordered one (produced by direct 2 — 4 branchings).
The fixed-order jet rates used in the matching conditions were defined according to the
ARCLUS 3 + 2 clustering algorithm [33]. This is especially convenient because VINCIA’s
sector resolution criterion aligns with the ARCLUS jet resolution.

The main result of this paper is the derivation and computation of the Knpo 3-jet
matching coefficient given in eq. (3.82). The major difficulty in the evaluation of this factor
consists in the presence of the sector constraint in the 4-parton phase space. We devised a
subtraction procedure optimised to achieve high accuracy on the numerical component of
Kn1o- This enables the matching coefficient to be efficiently included in VINCIA, thereby
delivering the last missing ingredient for NNLO matching in our shower.

In a follow-up paper, we plan to present phenomenological results for hadronic Z
decays, in combination with a public release of the VINCIA code implementing our method.
We believe that our procedure can be generalised to more elaborate processes with minimal
effort. We leave to future work the formulation of subleading-colour effects, initial-state
radiation, and NNLO matching to final states with more than two hard legs.
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A The function F(z)

Here we list the finite function that appears in eq. (3.53), which results from the ordering
restriction tq4 < f3. We first define an auxiliary function

3ly v oy ¢yt w? 1ltanhl(y) 3

Nogy="A 27 2 o d 7 2% AN 91224 (1l —

W ="+ o "6 3 3 2+ 5 In(l —y)
) 1+y

4
+1In%(1 —y) —2In(1 — y)In(1 + ) +In (11—5?;) In(1+y) — 4Liy (2) , (A.1)
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and thus
Fhe(z) = %6 <x < i) Ghe (V1 —4x). (A.2)

Similarly for the Nr contribution we obtain

GV (y) = % <y(—66 — 9y + 8y%) + 6(3y> — 7)In(1 — y) 4+ 241In(1 + y)) .

B Virtual corrections

Using the notation of ref. [36], virtual corrections can easily be obtained from the 1-loop
qgq antenna function, A%, and the integrated one-loop ¢¢ antenna function, AL. We can
express the real-virtual contribution as follows:

2\ ¢ 17 a4 $

\ u [ (asNe\ [ Ab(14,3,27)

2Re[Mj MS*] = B3 (n;;) my K = )( 3iq L 4 Ay (m)
Z

where A%, is the ggg antenna function at one loop, .A% is the integrated one-loop ¢¢ antenna
function and A} is the fermionic one-loop contribution. It is best to define the following
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dimensionless functions,

201 — Ygo — Voa 1 o
( qugA Y9q) T ?{ﬂ 4 @
YqgYgq Y9  Yqg

)

T:?(qu’ ?)gq’) =

I 1 Y N Yag¥ga Yag — Yga N X
Tl N _ ag 1 o _ _ Yag¥sq oYag — Yga PP
3 (Yag> Uga) %0 2(1— Go0) + In(Jqg) 3(L — Gigg)? T Feo + Ygg < Ygq

(B.1)

Using the relevant expressions from [36] we obtain

2Re[Mj M| =
83<0‘ch) <u§z>€[_2 10+1ngqg+1nggq_4+7n2_11n2 1

2
my

e 3¢ € 6 2

T3 (Yqg+ Ugq) asNp\ (ph\ 1
—R(@ 73) _)+M +BS B B (B2)
9 Tz? (49> Ygq) 2m mQZ 3¢

~ 2
Yqg — iln Ygq

where R(Jqqg, Jgq) is given in ref. [36]:

2
R(z,y)=Inzlny—Inzln(l —z) —lnyln(l —y) + % — Lig(z) — Lia(y) . (B.3)

C NLO 3-jet matching with global subtraction

As an alternative to the directly constructed sector subtraction presented in the main body
of the paper, we also investigated a variant based on global antenna subtraction. In our
studies, this turned out to be less numerically efficient, but we present it here for future
reference.

Using that the pole structure of 2Re[M3 MJ*] should be reproduced by integrals over
global quark-gluon antenna-subtraction terms, we first rewrite

53
——f
/ dos, (@(t43—t4A)B4 — B3 ¢®N¢ dg‘) + ngzNC/ dod, dff + A« B, (C.1)
t3>taa t3>tg44

where d3A can be chosen, e.g., to be the GGG sub-antenna function for gluon emission off
a quark-gluon antenna [36] (modulo colour and coupling factors), viz.

1 2014 Y34 Y1413 . O | Y4 Y
A (14,3, :<+—y34+++—e . .2
3 (1a,3g:4) 5134 \Y13Y34 Y13 Y34 2 2 Y13 (C.2)

The subtraction term, i.e. I?%g, then only differs from the standard global NLO antenna-
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subtraction integrals by the restriction to 3 > t44. It is given by:

Y (C.3)
t3>ty
DY(e, §
=g | Bl [ et af (c4)
ta>t3
asNo 17

= o (—2qu(€, §qg) + 3)

<N, 1 39 2 4
o (i< ) |y - St (B - ) w0

_|_

27 72 72 72 72
4 1. 1+«x

21
1z 3™

. (l—x . (14
—LIQ( 9 )‘l‘LlQ( 9 )

with = /1 — 4943. The integrated tree-level antenna function, DY, and its decomposition
into pole (I,4) and finite terms is given in [36]. The finite terms of eq. (C.5) that arise from

1
+§1n(1 —z)ln In(1+ x)

, (C.5)

the restriction t4 > t3 would be absent in a standard fixed-order context. The expression
for the matching coefficient Vg is then

finite

V§ = 2Re[Mi MY*] + (@? + I§§> B3 (C.6)

+/ ded, (@(t43—t4A)B4—ng2NCd§‘> + A+ B.
t

3>t44

However, the terms on the second line in eq. (C.6) cannot yet be integrated numerically.
This is because the term featuring the global antenna function does not provide a local
subtraction (point-by-point) in phase space. This is the main difference between this
approach and that based on sector subtraction presented in the body of the paper. We can
still leverage the insights from sec. 3.1 to rearrange the computation and make it amenable
to numerical integration. The analysis of the sector constraint in sec. 3.1 proved that the
gluon-gluon collinear singularity is contained in the region y;3 < 1/2 as depicted in fig. 1.

Given that the sub-antenna function d§4 represents a smooth partial-fractioning of py,,
d4' does not contain the full singular behaviour of A}. Therefore, we can remove the gluon-
gluon collinear limit of d‘34 and replace it instead with the full splitting function pgq in the
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region y13 < 1/2. Therefore, we obtain:

finite

V§ = 2Re[ M) M3 + <I§f§ + z§g> B3

1 1 -
+ B3 ¢°Ne dfbﬁl |:834pgg(y13)® <y13 < ) — d?] (C.7)

£3>t4A 2

1 1 -
+ /t dod, <@(t4B —t44)Bs — B3 g*Ne |:s34pgg(y13) © <y13 < 2> + (dg — d:?)] )

3>t4n
+ A+ B,
where
2y13 2(1 — y13)

= + + 2 1-— , C.8
Pag(¥13) (1—y13) v1a y13(1 — y13) (C.8)

- 1 1 —
ds = — ((1113) + yi3(1 — ym)) . (C.9)

534 Y13

The last line in eq. (C.10) is now amenable to numerical integration. The second line in
eq. (C.10) is finite, albeit it needs to be evaluated in D = 4 — 2¢ to cancel the potential
y34 — 0 singularity before taking the limit ¢ = 0. Using the phase space given in eq. (3.31),
we obtain:

finite

V§ = 2Re[M3M§*] + (Igff + I§§> Bs

1 /72 1 1
asNe <7T 11n2> (C.10)

1 1 -
+ / Ao, <@(t4B — t44)Bs — B3 g°Ne [8341999(3413) © <y13 < 2) + (df — d:?)] )
t

3>t44

+ A+ B.

Finally, we have checked explicitly that the above approach yields identical results to the
sector subtraction approach presented in the body of the article.
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