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ABSTRACT: We present the calculation of the impact factor for the v*) — ¢g transition
with one loop accuracy in arbitrary kinematics. The calculation was done within Balitsky’s
high energy operator expansion. Together with our previous result for the ¥*) — ¢gg Born
impact factor it allows one to derive cross-sections for 2- (one loop) and 3-jet (Born)
difractive electroproduction. We write such cross sections for the 2 and 3 jet exclusive
diffractive electroproduction off a proton in terms of hadronic matrix elements of Wilson
lines. For the 2-jet cross section we demonstrate the cancellation of IR, collinear and
rapidity singularities. Our result can be directly exploited to describe the recently analyzed
data on exclusive dijet production at HERA and used for the study of jet photoproduction
in ultraperipheral proton or nuclear scattering.
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1. Introduction

For several decades diffraction has been one of the most intriguing phenomena of strong
interaction. The HERA research program has shown for the first time that diffractive
processes in the semi-hard regime can be measured and studied based on QCD, giving one
of the main tools to access the internal dynamics of the nucleon in a regime of very high
gluon densities'. One of the most important legacies of HERA is the fact that almost
10 % of the v*p — X deep inelastic scattering (DIS) events contain a rapidity gap between
the proton remnants and the hadrons coming from the fragmentation region of the initial
virtual photon. This subset of events, called diffractive deep inelastic scattering (DDIS),
thus looks like v*p — XY [3-10], where Y is the outgoing proton or one of its low-mass
excited states, and X is the diffractive final state. Apart from the inclusive DDIS data, one
can further focus on more specific interesting observables, like diffractive jet(s) production,
or exclusive meson production.

Due to the existence of a rapidity gap between X and Y, it is natural to describe
diffraction through a Pomeron exchange in the t—channel between these X and Y states.
This is a common concept underlying the various approaches to describe diffraction within
perturbative QCD.

In the collinear framework, justified by the existence of a hard scale (the photon
virtuality Q2 of DIS), a QCD factorization theorem was derived [11]. Similarly to DIS
on a proton, here one introduces diffractive structure functions, which are convolutions of
coefficient functions with diffractive parton distributions. In this resolved Pomeron model,
those distributions describe the partonic content of the Pomeron, similarly to the usual
parton distribution functions for proton in DIS.

At high energies, it is natural to model the diffractive events by a direct Pomeron
contribution involving the coupling of a Pomeron with the diffractive state X of invariant
mass M. For low values of M?, X can be modeled by a ¢q pair, while for larger values
of M?, the cross-section with an additional produced gluon, i.e. X = ¢gg, is enhanced.
Based on such a model, with a simplified two-gluon exchange picture for the Pomeron, a
good description of HERA data for diffraction could be achieved [12]. Interestingly, the
qq component with a longitudinally polarized photon plays a crucial role in the region of
small diffractive mass M, although it is a twist-4 contribution. It is a typical signature of
such models.

In this direct Pomeron contribution, the ggg diffractive state has been studied in two
particular limits. First, at large Q2, a collinear approximation can be used, based on
the fact that the transverse momentum of the gluon is much smaller than the transverse
momentum of the emitter [13-15]. Second, for very large M?, contributions with a strong
ordering of longitudinal momenta are enhanced [16,17]. These two limiting results were
combined in a single model, and applied to HERA data for DDIS in Ref. [18].

'For reviews, see Refs. [1,2]



In the present article, we pursue our program in order to get a complete next-to-leading
order (NLO) description of the direct coupling of the Pomeron to the diffractive X state.
To be more specific, the “Pomeron” should be here understood as a QCD shockwave, in
the spirit of Balitsky’s high energy operator expansion [19-22].

In our previous study [23], we computed the ) — ¢gg impact factor and rederived
the v*) — ¢g impact factor, both at tree level?. In the present article®, we complete
the results of Ref. [23] by a study of the virtual contributions, and compute the one-loop
v*) — g impact factor. We emphasize that in these results, the impact factors are
computed without any soft or collinear approximation for the emitted gluon, in contrast
with the results reported in the literature. This thus presents an important step towards
a consistent description of inclusive DDIS, or exclusive two—jet diffractive production, in
the fragmentation region of the scattered photon, i.e. in the forward rapidity region, with
NLO precision. Since the results we derive are obtained in the QCD shock-wave approach,
and depend on the total available center-of-mass energy, the present framework is rather
general and can have many applications. Indeed, below the saturation regime, one might
describe the t—channel exchanged state in the linear BFKL regime [26-29], here with
NLO precision [30,31]. At higher energies, beyond the saturation limit, the Wilson-line
operators, whose matrix element describes the ¢t—channel exchanged state, evolve with
respect to rapidity according to the Balitsky hierarchy. In the case of a dipole operator, it
reduces to the Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) equation [19-22,32,33] in the large N, limit.

In the present paper we calculate the matrix element for the ’y(*) — ¢q transition in
the shockwave background of the target. It depends on the target via the matrix elements
of two Wilson line operators tr(U; Ug) and tr(Uy Ug) tI‘(UgU;) — N.tr(Uy Ug) between the in
and out target states. The Wilson lines are functions of the rapidity which separates the
gluons belonging to the impact factor and the gluons from the Wilson lines. For hadron
targets these matrix elements are to be described by some models. For example for the
former one there are several saturation models, inspired by the Golec-Biernat and Wiisthoff
model [34,35], while for the latter, to the best of our knowledge, we are not aware about
any such model. These Wilson line operators can also be calculated as solutions of the
NLO BK and the LO double dipole evolution equations with the initial conditions at the
rapidity of the target. In the linear limit (BFKL) for forward scattering these solutions
are known analytically with a running coupling [36,37]. In addition, in the low density
regime one can always linearize the second Wilson line operator and write the cross section
in terms of matrix elements of color dipoles only.

Here we will focus on the detail of the coupling of these Wilson-line operators to the
diffractive state. The various possible regimes and the related appropriate projections
which are required for phenomenological applications will be the subject of a future study.
This choice is motivated by the fact that one of the technical difficulties in this framework
is to prove explicitly that the various infrared (IR) and ultraviolet (UV) singularities cancel

properly.

2Here the photon can be either on-shell of off-shell, hence the notation ’y(*)
3Partial results of the present study were already presented in Refs. [24,25].



Next, motivated by the phenomenological importance of our results, we study in detail
the cross-section for exclusive dijet production in diffraction, as was recently reported by
ZEUS [38], to show how these cancellations occur in a detailed way. For that, we derived
the differential cross section for the v*p — ¢q@p’ transition. Taking the corresponding
matrix element from Ref. [23] we also calculated the v*p — qggp’ cross section. Combining
them we wrote the v*p — 2jetsp’ exclusive cross section canceling the soft and collinear
singularities in the small cone approximation. Besides, outside the jet cones one can use
the v*p — qqgp’ cross section to study the electroproduction of 3 jets as well.

The paper is organized as follows. The next section contains the definitions and nec-
essary results. Section 3 briefly introduces the basic notations and reproduces the LO
’y(*) — qq impact factor. Section 4 gives the general expression for the ’y(*) — qq impact
factor at one-loop accuracy. Section 5 gives the v*) — ¢gg impact factor at Born order
in arbitrary dimensions. Section 6 gives the y*) P — ¢ggP’ cross-section at leading and
next-to-leading order. Section 7 gives the y*) P — ¢ggP’ cross-section at leading order.
Section 8 gives the final result for exclusive v*P — dijetP’ transition, showing explicitly
the cancellation of divergencies, based on the two previous sections. Section 9 concludes
the paper. The appendices comprise the necessary technical details.

2. Definitions and building blocks

We introduce the light cone vectors ni and ng as follows :

1 _
ny = (17OJ_7 1)7 ng = 5 (170J_7_1)7 nii_ =Ny = (nl . n2) = 1. (21)

For any vector p we note

1 _
pr=p_-=(p n)= 3 P°+p*), pr=p =@ -m)=p"-p° (2.2)
p=pni+p ne+pl, (2.3)
so that
(p-k)=p'ky=p k™ +p kT + (p1L k1) =pik_+p_ky — (- k). (2.4)

For the moment, we will consider the open production of partons, the conversion into jets
will be discussed later in this paper. We denote the initial photon vector as p,, and the
outgoing quark and antiquark vectors as pg, and pg. In the real correction, an additional
external gluon is emitted. Its momentum will be denoted as p,. We will focus on diffraction
off a proton P which remains intact after the interaction. We denote the initial and final
proton momenta as pp and p{. Our calculation can be used for other processes later on
with minor modifications. We consider semihard kinematics with the hard scale

s=(py+p0)® > [p2], M, [pdy|- (2.5)

Here and throughout this paper we use the notation p;; = p; — p; for two given vectors
p; and p;. Mp is the proton mass. The semihard scale comes from either the photon



virtuality ]p%\, the momentum transfer [pZy |, or the invariant mass of the produced jets.
As a result one can write

s~ 2pipg, (2.6)
and choose the reference frame where
Py ~ V. (2.7)
In the case of our process, one can write
Py~ Dy~ DE > Dy P0 s Do > Py Dy Py (2.8)

The longitudinal momentum fractions of the g pair are defined by

+ +
Pg _ Pg _
=z =14 (2.9)
Py Yoy !

For simplicity we consider a forward photon with virtuality ) and no transverse momentum
P2

Py =0, pi=pinf+ 2].%715, —p2=Q*>0. (2.10)
gl

We will denote its transverse polarization ep. Its longitudinal polarization vector reads

We work in the light-cone gauge A - no = 0. In this gauge, the bare gluon propagator is

given by
A —id"” (p)
G0 =5 (2.11)
where
nﬂnup2 pﬂnu _|_p1/ nﬂ nﬂnuﬁ2
d,uup:d;wp_227duup:/w_J_2 J_2_22' 2.12
( ) 0 ( ) (p_|_)2 0 ( ) 9) p+ (p+)2 ( )
The bare fermion propagator reads
i(p+m)
Go (p) = o (2.13)

We will need the propagators and the external lines in the shockwave background [19], [23].
Wp.9)losy = (@l T@ (1) € EO9)0) 00, 0(0.9)losyr = @ITW () €T HE)]0),
(2.14)

G (x,y) = (0T (AS (z) A (y) '/ £E9)(0) .y, G, y) = (OIT (¥ (2) D (y) €' £ 0) 5.
(2.15)



The external line for a particle with momentum p which steams from the coordinate y with
lightcone time y™ < 0 can be written as

D—2
WD, y)|osyt = 0(p") eir Yy dp% 2el‘(pzym)-l’%(pﬁ—m%io)
V2p T (2m)™~

[Y"pT + pos + m]

X Ty U(p1 — pai) o ; (2.16)
in the case of a quark,
V(D Y)losys = O(p™) oy / dp%)_: i(pzryl)—i%(pﬁ—m%io)
2p* (2m)
— J;pﬁfl — Ut(p2r —pi)vtop, (2.17)
in the case of an antiquark, and
& ()il = 2 W) ity %e“”““)‘i%(”gﬁw) (2.18)
V2pt (2m)

24 b
X E;J_o |:giy - piin2u:| Uk (pJ_ —sz_) 5

in the case of a gluon.
The propagators read

G(yv $) |y+>0>m+

+ 1D—2 + iD—2
:/dpld pu_/dde pﬂe—iy*pgf—i(pzryﬂeix*prri(plru)Qﬂg(pﬁ)g(pg)

(27T)D—1 (27T)D—1
2 2, . 2 2, .
iyt L gt LTI e B “pf 4P +m
<Oa)oe e TR e T T U ()

2105r 2101r

(2.19)

for a quark,

~

G(l‘, y)|y+>0>gcJr

+ 1D—2 + 1D—2
:‘/ dpfzdpfi“/ dpfzdp—]i“e‘i”z* “ip2us) i PP (p] )6 ()
™ ™

e T Ty v p3 +he—m

x 0(—x )0y e 2 e 2Py —— YU (pray)—2— ;
2p] 2p;

(2.20)

for an antiquark, and

+ 7D —2 + 7D—2
G (T, Y)|at>05y+ = —/ dprd” "piL / dpy d”"paL o3 x T +ipl Yy~ p—i(p2L w1 ) +i(priyL)

(QW)D—I (QW)D—I
_p2 | +i0 _p2 | +i0
5p+ 9p+ szLi ot PLLT
Me 2Pz 21 doua(pg s p21)U(p211)95 dosw (pT,p11)

pi
(2.21)



for a gluon.
In these formulas D = 2 4+ d = 4 4 2¢ is the space-time dimension and

UpL) = /alD_27‘lei(pl'“)UrL and UT(p,) = /alD_27’J_e_i(“'“)U;fL (2.22)
are the Fourier transforms of the Wilson lines
U, = U (7,n) = Pe'or S b ¢ mar® (2.23)

For convenience we will write U; = U,, for a point r;. The external shock-wave field b;
is built from the gluons that are slow in the asymmetric boosted frame where the non-
perturbative dynamics only occur in the proton. Its form in coordinate space can be
written in a simple way, as

4 , -
b, = / (;ZTP;LIG_Z(FZ)Z)_ (p) O(e" — ‘%‘)7 V' (2) =b (2T, D)nk = 8(z")B (2)nh. (2.24)

Here 7 is the rapidity divide, which separates the slow gluons in the Wilson lines and the
fast ones in the impact factors. In most cases 1 will be the typical rapidity of a target
remnant.

To construct the cross section after calculating the impact factor one has to integrate w.r.t.
the field b generated by the proton. Technically it means that one has to treat the field b as
an operator and use the matrix element of the total Wilson operator between the proton
states

Ui = (P [T(U;...)| Poy). (2.25)

For simplicity of the notations we will still use the operator U instead of its matrix element
during the calculation of the impact factor, and return to the matrix element later on.

We introduced the regularization scale p in (2.23) because in dimensional regularization
the coupling constant is a dimensional quantity

go = g€, asp = aep . (2.26)

We also introduce a regularization cutoff o for the spurious light cone singularity p; — 0.
Evolving the operators U(r, p) from p = a to p = €' with the help of the BK equation will
allow us to cancel such singularities, as shown in section 3.2.2.

In the following we will need the BK equation in d dimensions. It reads [39]
otr(hUd) a2

d
7 =3 F2(§)/ddr3i [tr(U1U§)tr(U3U2T) - thr(UleT)}

2(r131 - 7231) + 1 1

X - .
(=r2, +i0)? (12, +i0)? (=1, +i0)" (=, +i0

ol

)d—l

(2.27)



in coordinate space, and

8t7‘(U(p1J_)UT(—p2J_))
on

2—d

=0(k1L + kot + ks —p11 — pai)20sp

d d d
/d ku(d%/:)gztld k31 [_2(/?1:1 _I;lli%(lijiim)]%u) (2.28)
720 (1~ r(d)? ( (k21 —pa1) n 6(k1L —p11) >]
PA=1 (=i —p)3)'"%  (—(ka—p2)3)" "
x [tr (@ Ut (UsU) = Notr (U UF)] (R et s ) (2.29)

in momentum space. Here we introduced the Fourier transform of the operator
[tr(UlU;I)tr(UsUJ) - thT(U1U2T)] (k11 ko1, ks1)
= /ddru_ddrw_ddrgj_ei[(ru'ku)-l-(ru'ku)'i'("u-'ku)] [tr(UlUg)tr(UgUzT) _ thT(UlUg)] ]

(2.30)

3. Impact factor for v — ¢¢ transition

1 p2

—Pq

Yo

y

Pq

T

Figure 1: LO impact factor. The momenta p; and ps go from the shockwave to the quark and
antiquark.

The matrix element for the EM current in the shockwave background reads

e~ of " f £i(2)d
— iy [ P o= 0T 0} (00,7 00) 70 () € )0 (3.)
Here a and b are the quark and antiquark annihilation operators, e, is the quark electric

\/W

is the projector on the color singlet. To shorten the notation we will work




with the reduced matrix element T

- —ie,  —i(pf +py —pY)

Ma
2p3 VN (2m) P73\ [2pF 1/2pq

Its expression at LO is obtained with the help of (2.16) and (2.17). The result can be
written as

3.1 LO impact factor

Ty = /ddpuddpzﬁ(pqu +pg21 = Py ) tr[U(p10)UT (—po1)] 9 (33)

After subtraction of the noninteracting part one gets

1y = /d P11d%a1 8(pgr s + Paas — Py )P [tr(ULUL) — N (p1s,pas)- (3.4)
Here
[tr(U1U3) — Nl (p11,pa1) = /dd?”uddruei(pu'T“)H(p“r“)[tT(U1U2T) - N (3.5)
is the dipole operator. The function

f = 24 (p11,p21) (3.6)

is the LO impact factor and we will often suppress its dependence on variables for brevity.
Its components have the form (3.7-3.8), in which x =z, and 2 =1 — 2 = 25 :

p—
ot — Py oy 22Zp5
0 72 + 2502
Py pq1 TT
Up, (Pg117" — 2517pf;u)7+qu
ﬁq21 + IITEQ2

(Up, ’Y+’qu)7 (3.7)

i _
0=

(3.8)

The first equality in (3.7) holds thanks to the electromagnetic gauge invariance, which
allows us to calculate only the T component of the impact factor.

3.2 NLO impact factor

At NLO the substracted matrix element generalizing expression (3.4) can be split into
two terms, depending on the type of Wilson line operators involved. Expressing all the
Wilson operators in the fundamental representation, we can show that one term involves a
single dipole operator Ujo = tr(U; Ug ) — N¢, while the other one involves the double-dipole
operator tr(UlUg)tr(UgUg) — thT(UlUg) = UisUss + N, (Urs + Usy — Usa) :

2

Ne

I'(l—¢ N¢
Tf‘ = %g /ddpuddpu {5(pqu + PgoL — p«@)‘pa

(47)1te 1[tT(U1U2) NeJ(p11,p21)

d?
+/—(2Z?;L5(pq1+pq2 Pyt — P31 )®S[tr (U UDtr (UsU3) — thT(UleT)](ple?i’p?’i)}‘
(3.9)



2 3 4
1y

Pq

o
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B
%dc < Ps wwv(
ol A

Tm

Figure 2: One-loop diagrams for the v — ¢q transition. The momenta p;, p2, and ps go from the
shockwave to the quark, antiquark and gluon.

The Wilson operators here are defined in (2.30), (3.5) and the dependence of the
coupling constant on the regularization scale (2.26) is included in the definition of ®¢ and
3.

There are 8 one-loop diagrams contributing to the matrix element 7;. Five of them
are presented in figure 2. The remaining ones can be obtained from diagrams 3, 5 and
6 via the substitution p, <+ pg, iy <+ vg, p1 <> p2 and the reversal of the order of the
gamma matrices, which we will note (¢ <+ ¢). Diagrams 2, 3 and 4 contribute only to the
dipole term ®; while diagrams 5 and 6 contribute to both ®; and the double-dipole term
®,. Indeed, after projecting on the color singlet state in the ¢-channel and substracting
the non-interacting part, it is straightforward to see that diagrams 2, 3 and 4 involve
tr(Us U2T ) — N¢, while diagrams 5 and 6 involve the Fourier transform of an operator which
can be decomposed as follows :

t t fyy NE—1 t
[tT(U1U3)tT’(U3U2) — thT‘(Ule)] + W[tT(Ule) — NC].
‘ (3.10)

NZ-1 1
2 2

tr(t U U US® —

3.2.1 Method of calculation of the NLO corrections

Due to the presence of the rapidity singularity p™ — 0 in lightcone gauge, we cannot inte-
grate directly in D dimensions with the usual Feynman integration methods. Dimensional
regularization can be used for the transverse components with dimension d = D — 2, while
the longitudinal divergences will be regularized by the cutoff a.



We will now present the essential steps required to compute the diagrams in figure 2. For
this purpose, we will consider the simple case of diagram 3, the contribution of the other
diagrams being obtained in a similar way. The initial expression for this diagram is the
projection on the color singlet state of the following expression :

~ Z 26 2 A Ea
M3 = \iﬁq dPyadPy1dPyoi (pg, y2) ¥ Go (y21) 7" Go (ylo)’YaF (3.11)
C 2p_y

x 0 (p;r) 0 (—y3) 0 (i) 0 (—yg) v (pg, o) Guv (y21) e~ (Pyyo)

Using the building blocks defined by Egs. (2.16) to (2.21) and projecting on the singlet,
we get :

. 9 D D D 2
ral. _ Y9 [LD D, D d”qs d”q1 d”l NZ—-1
<t (U UL, ) 0 (~3) 0 (—) 0 (—4)

+
o 00Dy P B i) i ()
Pq

+
2m)P~2\/2ps 2pq

010G () 4Gl (1) 47— e WG () G ()
2p}
+
" 0 (p[—]—i_) eiquya +i(102q¢'yo¢)—i% (P%qJ_‘HO) pf{’y_ + Dg2.1 oy

—_— 5 F 7 VUpg
D— - a
(2m)P 72\ /2pF 2pg

We now apply the following procedure :

e Integrating w.r.t. the ~ and transverse components of the coordinates y2, y1 and yq
gives relations for the conservation of T and transverse momentum components, such
as

6(py — a3 —17)0(pgr — qar — 11).

e The ' and transverse momentum integrations are now taken, as trivial § integrations.
e We integrate the ~ momenta by pole integration.

This way, one obtains

10



M*|3 = —

|
g Uotlo) (vony sbtlbeb)e gy

2D—4
VNe  (2m) 2N 2p7 2p3 2pF

q
< [ dupaytago (<u) 0 ()0 (~i5)

x /dl+dD_2h5 (pF +pF — pT) 6 (Pg1L + P2gL — Pyr) Up, YT [

2
([(p;r 1)y - M’ﬁ + (ﬁqu - ll)]

2(pg =17
[0 (pg = 17) 0 (y21) =0 (1" = pg) 0 (y12)] +0 (1) 7")

2 + -
_ Pl + . + . N+ o | P + Pg2L
Y pdy = T+ | 0 (viy) +i0 (yip) v | | e
([ = e i o)+ ——

Py Pl |,
2p3 2 (pg — 1Y)

X

X

+
Upg

X

1 l v+l v
([ — Pomegteeton o 22| o () 0 o) — 0 (1) 0 o)

X —_
20+ ()2
2 : 2 :
N2, M2y + . _ . Pag1 +10 Dg11 + 10 +
— 9 T 5 (y21)> exp | —i (pﬁ/ + F + 2 Yo

X

o | B4i0  (ppr—1)*+i0  ppy+i0)

The link with old-fashioned perturbation theory, as used in the dipole picture [40], can
easily be made from this expression. For example the second last line is the expression for
the gluon propagator in this formalism. The first term with 6(y5;) would correspond to the
case when the gluon moves forward in time, the second term H(yf'z) would be backwards
in time and the last term §(y5;) would be the instantaneous gluon contribution. Note that
ill-defined quantities such as 6(y™)d(y*) will cancel. In this example, one can easily see
that the contributions from the terms with &(ys;) or 8(yy;) give zero, due to either the
gamma structure or T-momentum ordering. One can also show that the term with & (yfo)
cancels, since after shifting [| to make the [| exponential an exact gaussian, the expression
for this term becomes odd for [| — —[ .

The integration w.r.t. the ¥ components of the coordinates finally gives

11



_ : 2tr (U, U_ N2_1
Ny = i (U ) < - ) (3.14)

VN (2r)?P1 2N,
y 0 (pf) 0 (p7) 0 (pT)€a 0 (pF + 7 —1F) 6 (Pgr1 + P2qL)

2
\/ 2])7 2pq 2pq <p7 + pﬂ‘lo + Pl++i0>

2pq

+ — A
_ + Py +p1
X uil’q +
2pq

/pq+ dl™ / dD_2lJ_
2
apy (2]?;) [(h _ %p¢)2+ w <p~_, n 24 ﬂ
Pq Pq

24 P b

—1.)? R R ,
x M [(p;' _ l+) y - (p1 Jl_J)r),YJr 4 (m _ h)] -

2 (pg —

lJ_un21/ + lJ_Vn2,u N2,M2v ;9 + + pj{’Y_ —DPL +
x [gJ_uu_ I+ + (l+)2 | |pgy 2 +7 +pL| 7" T 7 Upg

where we introduced the regularization cutoff « for the divergences which will emerge from
the longitudinal integration.

The transverse momentum integration can be performed straightforwardly with the Feyn-
man parameter or Schwinger representation method. We then decompose the result as a

D4

divergent term in € = and a constant term. Thus :

oy = _qu2 (1 —e) <UpuUT ) <Nc2 —1) 0 ()0 (p7) 0 (pT) €a

1—|—e -
VN (1671'3) P2l 2N, /2]) 2]) qu

" 6 (pf +p5 —pT) 6 (pare + pogy)
(4) (72 +22Q?)

T =2 =2
[ em (B s (202) | (a4 2)
a T € T x z

X iy, (7 hgr11) + 05 ()] (057 = parn) v g, (3.15)

X

To regularize the integration over parameter z, one will always write
20 20 20
/ dz ¢(z) = / dz ¢p(2) +/ dz [6(z) — ¢o(2)] (3.16)

_ / " 4z golz) + / "z (0],

where ¢(z) = ¢o(z) + O(1) for z — 0, so that ¢¢ contains the divergence of ¢.

In the case of diagram 3, both these terms can be computed analytically to the end.
However it is not the case for some other diagrams, although the first term in the right
hand side of (3.17) is always straightforward to obtain.

The method for the computation of other NLO virtual diagrams is similar although more

12



elaborate. We will not give the details for them in the body text and relegate the details
of the results to the appendices. We will only give the divergent part, by which we mean
the first part of (3.17) and the 1 term in the second part of (3.17).

3.2.2 Double dipole contribution ®,

For reader’s convenience, we will only write explicitly the divergent part of these diagrams
here. The expressions for the constant parts can be found in appendix A.
The contributions of diagram 5 to P, including the (¢ +» ) terms, reads :

®F |5 =2p7 (tp, 7" vp,) vHPL P — v~ 207Q7)
5 = i) 7 = — = — — S
2 Y Pq Pq (pq22 + waQ) (pq12 + xeQ) _ wa2p32

Tz (55 + 22Q?) (p* + 22Q?) )
« In <—) In < a :EW% + (py O3 py) (3.17)

a2
for a longitudinal photon, or

. TT . . 1. .
05l =10 (25) {1, (. 1~ 20 + 3o, 2D

Lo (pa +23Q? P+ 22Q’

Xl -z 2702 T2 4 m02) (2 4 O2) — ()2772
Pg1 (pg1” +22Q?) (P + 27Q?) — 22Q?p3
. ((p;f +22Q%) (P +m@2)>

rZTQ?p3?

+ (¢ ¢ q)} + Ty, O3 Up, - (3.18)

for a transverse photon. The contribution of diagram 6 reads :

mo (7~ - 9
zZp3 (Up, Y Vpy) z 1 D3 3 _ _
g = — o T 2141 <— ~+In| = - = & S v,
2o < Qz—l-:nziﬁqzl . a) € tm 112 € +(a.0) |+, Co) g

(3.19)

for a longitudinal photon, or

o (=20 s A o (1 () 8
216 Q2—|—azfﬁgl AR 2 5

+ (g6 D)) + 8, CSLuy, (3.20)

for a transverse photon.

In these expressions the functions C' do not contain singularities. Their exact form will be
given in Appendix A. The remaining (divergent) part contains a rapidity divergence of the
form Ina. Such terms have to be absorbed into the renormalized Wilson operators with
the help of the BK equation. Indeed the LO contribution as defined in (3.4) involves the
Wilson line operators at rapidity In . We thus have to use the BK evolution from «a to e”,

- dp <%ﬁ’p)> dp. (3.21)

by writing

Ulz,a) = U(z,e") +/

67

13



Let us note that the BK equation is of order «; so in the NLO contributions U(z, ) can
be directly replaced by U(x,e") without concern.

Plugging this (3.21) into (3.4) and using the explicit BK equation (2.29) allows one to evolve
the LO dipole contribution into an NLO double-dipole contribution. This contribution
reads :

(Ig)" = /ddpuddpu(;(pqu + pg2L — Py1) PG (P1L,P21)

e’ _ d%; d%sy A%k
x 1n(;)5(ku + kot + k31 — p11 — pay )20’ d/ 1l(27r)22J;l =
2(k1, — - (ko —
(k1 —p1)7 (k2 — p2)]
d
maT(1— §)T(5)” ( Ohas —p21)  S(kis —p1) )]
d d
PA=D (= =)D (U —p2))'"2
x [tr(U Ut (UsUS) — Netr(UnUD)] (k1 1 Ko, ks ).
After integrating w.r.t. po; and renaming the variables, we get
dd dd dd
(T5)" = / e pzi b5l d(pg1L + Pg2L — P3L — PyL)
(2m)
e 2—d ddpJ- o
X hﬂ(g)?@sﬂ / (2m)d OG(p1L +pi,p21 +p31 —pL)
d
2(p1(pr —p31)) | 70— TG (8(pr —psr) 5(p1)
“ITRe-m? | T@-D N =
pilp—ps)i (=p1) 72 (=(p—p3)1) 2
x [tr(U\U)tr(UsUS) — Notr (UiUD)(p1 a1 pa1)- (3.23)
Integrating w.r.t. p, one can get the contribution from this convolution :
+ =+ (ot e’
Phx (P11,p21,p31) = —4xZpT (Up, 7 vp,) In (E) (3.24)

X

2 Y - — — — —
wr) ) \PE v @ pE v a2

_l’_

Ps — B — gy — 222Q° W [P+ 22Q°) (B + 23Q%)
(Pgt +22Q%) (3 + 22Q%) — 22p Q? rTpQ?

14
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in the longitudinal case, and

i "N g - i i
Bk = —2In (E) {qu [(qui’u) - 2qu1J_] ’Y+qu (3.25)

~1 2\ |1 1 P+ 2TQ”
_,27_2<1D<p—32>+—>+_,—21n M
Py t+22Q 7 € P xTQ)

P5 +2zQ?
(ﬁq21 + $£Q2)(ﬁq22 +22Q?) — xzﬁ32Q2

(P +27Q%) (P + 23Q°) i}
x ln< z mﬁgggg ) +(qu)} ,

X

in the transverse case.

Combining this substraction term with the results from diagrams 5 and 6 just before,
we can cancel the rapidity divergence in In« and obtain the actual double-dipole part
P!, = &y + Pk of the impact factor :

O = 2pT (tp, v vp,) rx(p3® — P —pg” — 223Q7)
2 v \"'Pq Pq (]52722 + ﬂi‘i‘Qz) (p:1’12 + ;L':ﬁQ2) - $jQ2p§2
vy B+ 22Q?) (v + 22Q?)
x In ( ) In

o2 21023

TT T 1 D32 3 _
(o o ) Gon(2)) 2] ruen))
+ i, (C3) + C5) )y, (3.26)

in the longitudinal case, or

-1
Q% + xIp]

x 1 P32 3 TT
1 P’ + x3Q? P+ 22Q?
3l xZQ? (=2 =02\ (72 =2 =272
(pql + 22Q ) (P + 22Q* — 22Q?p37)

pql
‘I <(ﬁq% + foz) (17[722 + fo2)>

rZTQ?p3?

o 1
(I)M’ = {upq (pflll(l — 21') + §[pq1J_7 ’Yﬁ_])’y—i_vp@ <

X

) fo q>} by (CF+ C8 Y. (3.20)

in the transverse case.

These impact factors still contain % terms, although by construction they should not have
any IR, UV or collinear singularity. These poles are artificial UV poles and already appear
in the momentum representation of the BK equation (2.29). They originate from the
fact that when we transform the Wilson line operator (2.30) into its momentum space
representation straightforwardly, we do not take into account its property of vanishing

15



when r3 = ry or rg = r1. This property reveals in the convolution of the impact factor
and the operator (2.30) killing all the artificial singularities. Indeed, the divergent terms
depend only on p] and are independent of p3 and ps (up to a (14+2) permutation). Writing
those terms as F'(p;, ) and covoluting them as in (3.9) gives

/ddp1¢ddp2¢ddp3¢5(pq1 +pg2 —pyL —p3L)F (p11)
X [tr(UU)tr (UsUS) = Netr(UiUD)(p11,pa1, ps1)
= / d*prid’psydiriidore dirs)
x F (p11) ei(rll'pll)"'"u'(pqli”qﬂ)”(pu'mu)[tr(UlUg)tr(UgUg) _ thT(UlUg)]

~ / ddpu_ddru_ddej_F (le_) ei(Tll'p1L)+iT2L'(pq1L+pqu)

x / d?rs) §(rap) ) [tr(ULUDr(UsUS) — Netr (UL US)] = 0. (3.28)
Thus the artificially divergent part
*T z\1 3
F(pi1) = ——— |2In(=) - - = 2
(P11) Q*+ xiﬁq% [ " (e’i) € 26:| (3:29)

will cancel once convoluted, so it can be omitted. For a more involved discussion about
such terms, see Ref. [41].

The same computation can allow one to omit the In(u?) contribution. However we will
keep it so that no dimensional log appears, keeping in mind that there is no actual u
dependence. Therefore hereafter we will use

wz(p3® — gy — pg1” — 221Q?)
(73 + 22Q?) (pg1” + 22Q?) — zTQ?p3?
‘I (mi) n <(ﬁq22 +22Q%) (pj1* + :L":Z"QZ)>

(I>’2+ = 2pf{(ﬁpq’y+qu) {

e 77 Q5
—2xT T 52 _
A (B Ym (2
(el2n () c0e)
+ ﬁpq((}g’” + C26||)qu (3.30)

and

=2

. _ . 1. : -2 z p3
oL = {u i (1 —22) + =[Po1s, V. DY vp, | =5———=5In (—) In <_>
pq( qlJ_( ) 2[ q J_]) Pq Q2 +xqu21 en ,U2

+In (—m) L (1512 + 3033622) P + 23Q?
2 - 2 702 S _ - _ o~
e/ | pg TITQ <pq21 + :E:EQ2) (png + 22Q?) — xTQ2p3>
9 ~N2\ (=2 ~?2
+ xx -+ T
% In <(pq1 Q ) (pq2 Q ))

rTQ?p3*

) o q>} by (B + C8 . (331)
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3.2.3 Dipole contribution &,

The combined contributions of diagrams 2, 3 and the diagram obtained from 3 via (¢ <+ q)

reads
o3 = —g¢_|23 = a:i:pfyf(ﬂqurqu)
! Dy ! ﬁq21 + 27Q?

. 2
x7 (P2 + 22Q?) 1 N =
x[@m<@>—@<m<—za@7— P 1) () -
for a longitudinal photon and

D23 =

TUp, (1 —22)pl 1 | + 5[Dg1, Vi)Y 0y {(2111 <:E_:E> B 3)
2(ph + x1Q?)

2
o
22 | )2 2 2
+ zx 1
X [ In Pgl 3 @ +3:3;“C£ In q;me 5 |+ -
= 2
+mqg_1+§
T 3

for a transverse photon.

This set of diagrams is electromagnetically gauge invariant.
The contribution of diagram 4 reads

by = ST ) g 57y a2
1= 5.2 + xz2Q? o? x
ql

_ -9 _ 2\ 2
TT (pq1 + 2ZQ ) . 4
+ 2In <§) <ln <Q2(:Eﬁq 35, + i + uqu'”qu

for a longitudinal photon and

. Uy, [(Pg107Y) — 22p° ]y Tvps (1 7 1 7
i, = pal(Pg1177) pqll]’}’ P { In2 (:E:E) R (2)

ﬁq% + xx3Q? 2

= 205 ~()2
() (Lo (e
(67 pql pql + I’IIZ’Q

2z (P2 + z2Q? .
+ ln< (7 o) +im | ¢ 4Ty, vy,

(2P — Tpy)?
for a transverse photon.
The contribution of diagram 5 reads

o7 25 (W 0pg) [ ey [ @@t
115 = ﬁ2 + 27Q2 o2 . 2
ql (pq1+33:1_:Q2)

— In? (i—?) + In? (%)) +11qu§‘”qu,

17
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(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)



for a longitudinal photon, and

Ty, [(Dg117'1) — préll]’y+qu <l In? (mg_j) — lln2 (3:)
P+ zrQ?

2
+In (x—j) 207Q° In Q" + In(z)
o? PA P +xrQ?

for a transverse photon.

®ils = -

a?

X

) + Uy, CT L vp, (3.37)

The contribution of diagram 6 reads

s = —

2Zp? (tp, Y vp,) <ln <x§:>

Q% + xTp ]

4 o[zt
€ (P2 + 22Q?)?
2 T 2 T 6 3 6
— In (@) + In (;) — E) +qu01”’l)pq, (338)

for a longitudinal photon and

o

. Up, [(Pg117) — 22y ]y vp, /1 T 1 T
Bilg = pal (P 171) = 2200 17 v, (_ 2 (g) e (xx)

21— 2)Q> + 72 2 g
_ 9 -2\ 2

D45+ xzQ 2 3 ;
i (22) lln (%) N z] _ E) S, (3.39)

for a transverse photon.

As in the previous section, the C' functions do not contain singularities. They will be
presented in Appendix A.

Summing the contributions from all diagrams finally gives :

[0 SV [e% [e%
1 — 7@0 + (I)lR, (340)

where the singular term reads

T [0 -3 [ () -] rmm () e () -+

(3.41)
and the regular terms read
3 227214 Q? )
(I)TR = §<I>6'“ ln B B ., 3 + ’Lqu(C'ﬁ1 + 015” + CIGH)UPQ s (342)
(xp7 — Tpy)? (pql + a:a?Q2>
and
i 3 rzpt rTQ? r7Q?
1R: _¢0 1H . o\ ) — 2 _ ) 1H ) — 9
2 (zpg — Tpy)* (P~ + 22Q?) Pq Pgi + 220
+ 1y, (C1 + CTL + C¥ )y, (3.43)

Note that the imln (i—%’) term will never contribute, since in the cross sections STV will

actually always appear as $(Sy + Sy).
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4. v — qqg impact factor

We will now derive the v — ¢gg impact factor. In the body of this paper, it will be used to
construct a well defined cross section for dijet production, free of the soft and the collinear
singularities. The IR finiteness is discussed in details. The full expression for the v — ggg
cross section is included in appendix B.

The computation of this impact factor in dimension 4 was already presented in [23]. For
the purpose of the present study we need its divergent part in dimension D, therefore we
will rewrite our results for an arbitrary value of D. The corresponding matrix element for
the EM current in the shockwave background reads

e~ (Py-y0)
:%%/JMJ MNLJH"MT ((@0,)ah, T (10) 170 (o) ') 0},

(4.1)

(t")} is the projector on the color

where c is the gluon annihilation operator and N2 I

singlet. We label the emitted gluon momentum as

2
“Py1 u

2zp«,

Py = zpfyrn‘f + + pgl (4.2)

Again, we will work with the reduced matrix element 7’

—Zeq _Z(S pq +pq +pg _p'\/)

\/E (2m)P~ 3\/2pq \/qu \/2pg

which after subtraction of the noninteracting part can be parametrized as

T, (4.3)

—e oNZ -1
T = gu /ddpuddpu {5(pqu + pgal + Pgy1) P35 N [tT(UlUg) Nel(pr1,p21)

C

dp31
+ /—5(pq1J_ +pq2J_ + Pgy1 — p3J_)cI)2{

(2m)

X [tr (U U3)ir (UU]) = Netr(UU))(p11,p21ps1) (4.4)
The expressions for the impact factors in D-dimensional space with a longitudinal photon
read

+o B UBVIAN PSS *
P, (27 + 2 Up,E 2P — TP

(I)I _ Py P (229" (VYD o, gJ_M( qlvL _ q f?;vl) (g, (4.5)

zqz(xq + 2) <Q2 pq2 > <Q2 ql qu + %)
and

2P TpyEy(Pg + Pg) v Ups

" P
zq(Py — miqpq) (Q + xﬁ_z)

<I>§— = <I>j1— |103=0 +

> —(ge9 |- (4.6)
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For a transverse photon, they read

i _ chk]luaquy—i_
R 2, 2, B T P
quq (xq + Z) Q + xq(l—xq) Q + ZB_q + Zv_q + 7
2 ' N i Tq i
2q2qQ” (VL) + (P 17V ihaa 1) + 4 Doy (Tapgs | — 2P )
€T s . R . " _
=25 (Viba21) + 2wapia1 (Pp217]) — 2~”qufm(17q1ﬂﬁ)} Upg — (¢ > q)
and

Zﬂpqé;(ﬁq + ﬁg)7+ (Viﬁqﬂ_ - 2$ﬁpfj2j_)qu _
— > —(@eq | @0

?’, = (I)El|p3=0 + 7
%ﬂwﬂ—ww@%—§@P<Q”+%diﬂ

5. Construction of the yP — ¢qqP’ cross section

Let us define the reduced matrix element As such that the yP — qqP’ cross section reads
1
do = 4—8(27T)D5(D) (py + Do — Py — Pq — Do) | As[*dps. (5.1)
We will need the parametrization of the proton matrix elements in the shockwave back-
ground

(P'(p0)|(tr (U=t Ui%) — Ne)|P(po)) = 2m6(pog ) Fpg py, (21) = 270(pgo ) F(21),  (5:2)

(P (o) |(tr(Us UDtr (UsUL ) — Netr (U UL )| P(po))

= 2m6(Dog ) Fpy, py,, (215 @1) = 2m0(pge ) F' (21, 21). (5.3)

We dropped the dependence on the proton transverse momenta po pf,, for convenience,
and we assumed the following proton state normalization :

(P'(90)| P(p0)) = (2m) ™850 )87 2 (P00 1) s ps (5.4)

The corresponding Fourier transforms read
[tz IR G = B, (55)
/ddzJ_dda;lei(pl'“)H(zl'qL)F(zJ_, z,)=F(qL,p1). (5.6)

These hadronic matrix elements naturally appear when we insert the Wilson line opera-
tors between the proton states and we extract the overall momentum conservation delta
functions. The matrix element for the dipole operator reads

(P (p)|(tr(ULUS) — No) . pa1 ]| P(po))

(2 - )
= (277)d5(111¢ + P21 +p0'0L)/dd2’L€Z S <P/(P6)\(tT(U%Ui%) — N¢)|P(po)). (5.7)
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For the double dipole operator the analogous formula has the form :
(P'(po)|(tr(U1U3)tr (UsU3) — Netr (U\U3)[p1,pas, paL ]| P(po) (5.8)
= (2m)%6(p11 + P21 + P31+ PooL)
x / d i L) (P )| (4 (U U (UU1 ) = Netr(U3 U )P (o).
2

In our kinematics, momentum conservation reads
8P (py + po — pg — pg — Pb) = 8(poy (0 + P — P8 (py1 + PgL — Py + Poor), (5.9)
with the phase space measure

dpfdipey  dpfdipg  dplydipl,
2pg (2m)4+t 2p7 (2m)dHL 2p (2m)d+t

dp3 (5.10)

The reduced matrix element A3 includes the LO and NLO dipole contributions and the
NLO double dipole contribution, as defined in section 3. It reads :

—2Pg €4%a d d

a P(1—e)NZ2—1_, P12l
X [5(pqu + pg21 — PyL) {% + o a0 N, 03) } F <T)
I'(1—e¢) / d¥ps.
(4m)te ) (2m)d

Since the photon in the initial state can appear with different polarizations, we need the
density matrix constructed from the cross sections

P121
+ ag 5(pq1J_ +pq2J_ P~yL — p3J_)(I)aF ( 7p3J_):| .

2

dojr = dopr dorr , dopp = dojp. (5.12)
dory, dorr

Fach element of this matrix has a LO contribution dog, an NLO contribution doy involving
two dipole operators and an NLO contribution dos involving a dipole operator and a double-
dipole operator.

dojr = dooyr +dovyr + doayg. (5.13)

The leading order cross section can be written as

aem@2  (py)”
)4(d 1)N 2:17!1782

dogy; = drdzdpy) dpg 6 (1 — 2 — ) (e18e,) (5.14)

(2
X /ddpuddp2¢ddp11ddp215 (Pg1L + Pg21) 6 (1171 + pa2rit)
(I)B

* p « (D172
0 (115 p21) B (pl’J_,pgu_)F( 122J-)F ( 12J_)'

2
The dipole x dipole NLO cross section is given by

21



d:ndxddqu_ddpqlé (1—x—12) (swz—:h)

I'(l—¢) (N2—1 aem@  (py)’
(47‘r)1+5 < N. > (2 ) 4(d— 1)N 21 7s2

P121\ s (P12 L
X /ddpuddpuddpluddpzfﬂs(pqu + pg21) 0 (1171 +p22/L)F< 5 )F ( 5 )

X [‘Pf (P11s p21) B (prrs, pors) + @5 (prs, por) 7 (o, pzu)] (5.15)

We can separate this cross section into its divergent part and its convergent part. To
get the convergent part, one only has to replace ®; by ®;r in the previous equation and
to set € to 0. The remaining divergent part reads

I(1—¢) (N2-1
d v — Cs -
(dorsn)aiw = o (47)T+e < 9N,

Replacing @9 by the contribution @/, which includes the BK evolution (see the discus-

) (Sy + S) dooyr. (5.16)

sion in section 3.3), one gets a non-divergent dipole x double dipole NLO contribution,
which reads

T (1 — 6) OéemQ2 (p_)2

_ 4, d
doajr = as (47r)l+6 E )4(d 0 N 577s2 dxdzd®pg dpg 10 (1 —x — ) (Ewah) (5.17)
d%ps d¥ps
/ddpuddpuddpluddpzu %5 (Pg1L +Pg21 —P31) 0 (P11 + pazi + P3y 1)
T

P11 > F <p12¢

[‘P/zﬁ (P11, P21, p31) @ (prro, i) F* ( , p:u) 3 (psr1)

2 2
* P121\ s (P12 L
+B5* (P11, pars, pyr1) B (pu,pu)F( 122 )F ( 122 7p3u>5(p3¢)]

5.1 Results for the Born cross section
Using (3.7) and (3.8) and summing over helicities, one gets

32(ph) ez

g (P11, p20)8G (PhusPhi) = =5 (5.18)
helzzci:ties (pq21 + LZ'LEQz)(p 21/ + wa2)
Y BT (pr, P2 )PP 1)t = i . (5.19)

(P +22Q?) (P +22Q?)’

helicities
and

8(pF)%xz[(1 — 22)?g" g"F — " g + g7 g'FIpqrLrpqr L

(Pg1 +22Q?) (P}, + 22Q?)

> O (prLsp2) @GP pr1) =

helicities

(5.20)
As a result, the LO density matrix elements read
doorr, = E 0;11?\;1 dmdazddpqlddpqld(l —z — 1)2* 72 Q* (5.21)

2

dip1. Dqq L
————F + ;
/ PA + 22Q? (1 +757)

X
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emQ

doorr, = @i a da:d:nddpqdepqlé(l —z—2)zz(l — 22)Q (5.22)
d’pry Pgql d'p) (e1 - pq1) Dol ’
_fhl g PyqL / 1L awDp .
X [/ﬁq%+$jQ2 (P1g1 + 9 ) ﬁqzll-l-ﬂ?ﬂ?Qz (p1 qJ_+—2 )
and
em@g

doorr = 5 I dedidip, ) dpg 6(1 — = — 7)[(1 — 22)2gh g — gN gl + Mgl (5.23)

m)4N,

d¥p11 (e Lipg1ok) Pyl dip) | (€1Pg1r11) Pyl
X — F + qq / _)IJ_ J1’q F , + qq
[/ pq21 T 2702 (P1gL 9 ) pq21’ T 2702 (P17qL 9 )

*

5.2 Dipole - dipole NLO cross section do;

5.2.1 LL photon transition

Combining (5.15), (3.40) and (3.7), and summing over the polarization components e*®; +

»3_<I>ar with the help of the gauge invariance relation ®; = %gq)g_ , we get
Py
I(1—¢) (N2-1 .
doiLr = as () < SN ) (Sv + Sy )dooLL (5.24)

©_drdzd®p,) d*pg 6(1 — x — T)

* (2m)* N,

OZSQ2 NC2 —1 aemQ
4 N,

d(p11r1 +p22/¢)F (plu) F* <p1’2’J_)

% dd dd dd / dd / 5 +p-
/ P11d p21dp1, d7ps ) 0(pg11 + Pa21) ﬁql,—l—:E:Z"Qz 5 5

62272 2272142 (p(;)
s | + S tr(Cf + Gy + CF)bay )
pq21 + 2702 <(a:pq _ qu)2(pq21 + 22Q?)? s2pT I 1| et Fa

+ h.c.

We will parametrize the finite contribution of the C functions as :

—\2
%t r(Clibgy " bq) / dz[(¢n)rLly + (¢ ¢ @), (5.25)

where n = 4, 5 or 6. The expressions for (¢,)rr are given in appendix A. For n = 5or6,

n)
these expressions must be evaluated at ps = 0.
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5.2.2 LT photon transition

Using the same method as for the LL component, we get

I'(1—¢) (N2-1 .
doirr = o (iﬂ')l+2 < N, > (Sv + Sy ) doorr (526)
asQ N2 -1 aeng d d
£ dxdzd d*ps 1 6(1 —x — T)ek,
" {am) ( N. > @y, P o O = = D)
X /ddpuddpuddp/uddpzu(;(pqu + pg21)0(p11r 1L + paory )F (%) F* <p1/22ll)
L | 20)? tr((C1 + CF + Ci)pay*y)! 322(1 — 20)py
s? P2y + z3Q? (P +22Q?) (P, + 27Q?)

o (BT @h —ap) ™t | w2Q? ) [ 22Q?
(PA + 22Q?)2(p3, + 21Q?) P2 \p% +23Q?
(pg)? tr((Cﬁl + Cif’u + Cfu)ﬁéwiﬁqlu — 2xply,, )7 by)

5.27)
2 (= _ (
2ptx (pq%, + :E:EQ2>

S

Once more we will parametrize the contributions from the C' functions, as

(po )*tr(Cltpa((1 — 22)plys | — [P 17 )7 H Py
2t
57Dy

) = /f” dz[(¢n)irls + (@& @), (5.28)
0

and

_\2 .
(p§2) tr(CT'pgy " py) = /0 dz[(¢n)rr)+ + (0 ). (5.29)

with n =4, 5, 6. The values for (¢,,) are given in Appendix A, although for n = 5or 6 they
must be evaluated for pz = 0.

(00 )* it —23(1 — 22)p; | zpy
tT‘(Clj_p—’y D ) = = — 4= ln _ _
+ Y P +27Q? — 7p) pA +2zQ?

2z (1 — 2x)p! 0.2 72
+ 52 _) Il 4Ly [ = 1) +31n <p%>—8
Py +2zQ Py +2zQ 7
—TTPY | | o : zpy
= 7w —6Lig [ =5———=5 +1
3p2 [ PA +27Q?
X —33p12 In jﬁ
(P +2zQ? —zp2)?  \ A + 22Q?

1 zpy
+ —= — — 2In| ———— | -1
(P 3 +22Q? — Tp?) [ <pq21 + 27Q?

+ (xpéu - i"péﬁ

) +(q < q). (5.30)
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5.2.3 TT photon transition

The cross section for the TT transition reads
I(1—¢) (N2-1

(47'(')1—"_5 2NC

doirr = as ) (Sv + SV) doorr (5.31)

Qs Nc2 -1 aeng _ d B .
4 ( N ) (2m)* ch$d$d Pg1d°pg16(1 — x — Z)(ericty)

P121 « (P172/ L
X /ddpuddpuddp/uddp'u5(pqu + pg21)d(p117 1L + pa 1 )F (%) F <%)

3 Pgl LrPgl’ 11 2 ri Ik ki ! ik
% —— 4 1— 92 T — gkt g g
{2 (pq21 + a:a’:QQ)(pq%/ + xiQQ) [( ) 9v9r — 919l QLQL]

| zzpt B xzQ? I xzQ?
(xPg — T0g)* (P + 22Q?) Pai Pj +22Q?
(py)? trl(CY + CYL + CF )pg(p)yr ) (1 = 22) — 5[Pgrr 1, 7157 By hel
2522% Ph + zrQ? SN

ik

The C' functions are given by :

(py)?
252

nis (o 1. j - ’ ij ] -
tr(CTPa(pgy ) (1= 22) = Slhgr 17117 Pe) = /0 dz [(¢)rr) ] + (g < @), (5.32)

with n =4, 5, 6. The values for ¢,, are given in Appendix A, although ¢5 and ¢g must be
evaluated for p3 = 0.

(pg)?
82

=17 [QT(ﬁl Pqr) oV i + (22 — 1)19’@19’311}

_— 1 ~ .
tr(CY1pa(Pgr 1 (1= 22) = S{bg L7 ])7 )

X

(P +2zQ? — zp2)?  \ A + 22Q?
— =2
€ TPy
+ = — —— [2In | = — -1
P +27Q? — Tp? [ < a3+ asz2> ]
2 [ w2 (P +2zQ? — Tp
+ —a | = — L12 =3 — 9
p;” \ 6 a T rTQ
i ok 2 k(= koo
—Ix [pzupqlu(l —22)" — ¢ (Pg1 - Pqr) — Pqupfnu}
~1 zpy
> — — 1-3In|{ s5——5
P +27Q? — Tp? ( ( g+ ezQ?
1 572 p 2+ 22Q? — TP
s 31n<1%>+4m2 Pa 7 v P g
Py +2zQ 7 Py +2zQ

+ (¢ < a). (5.33)

+ —3:1712 In jﬁlz
(P +22Q? — zp2)?  \ pA + 23Q?
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5.3 Dipole - double dipole cross section do-
5.3.1 LL photon transition
OZSQz aemQ

2
_ . d _
dUZLL = e mdxda:d qu_d qu_é(l — X — JZ‘)

X

d’psy
/ddpuddpuddp/uddp/u / ———0(pg1L + P21 — p31)d(p1v L + pai +p3L)

(2m)
1 ~ /D12l / P12l
e (M) [ (25
52 tezQ? \ 2 P 2
. 2 (p3® — Py — pg” — 202Q?)
(P +22Q*) (P + 27Q?) — 22Q*py
I (:L":Z") n ((ﬁq% + 27Q?) (ﬁq% + fo2)>

= T QP

20T T P32 _
_ (7622 +aai? In <e_77> In <F> + (¢« q)) }

Q*(py)? 5 6 VA
+ p+32 tT((CQH + CQH)pq"Y pq) + h.c. (534)
Y

X

X

We will write

. N
%tr(03ﬁ57+ﬁq) = /0 dz [(¢n)rLly + (¢ ) (5.35)

with n =5, 6. The values for ¢,, are given in appendix A.
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5.3.2 LT photon transition

Qg aemQ
doarr = Q 4 da:dxddpqlddpqld(l —r—I) /ddpuddpuddp/uddplu (5.36)

4m (27)* N,
/ d p3J_ddp3J_5

@n) (Pg1L + Pg21 + Pg31)0(pr17 1 + P2t + P331)

*

€Tq

X

o(p,) = (P2l Pl
- F(5ee) T (757)
pq21/ + $EQ2 2 P3L 2

2(1 — 22)p’ SR P Pl 2T@) (ﬁ)

WL (52 +2zQ) (PR + 22Q?) — azQp?  \e
=2 =2 =2 ~)2
- T+ T +xx

% In <(qu Q%) (P4 Q ))

X

rZTQ%p3?

(gt En(E
<Q2+a:a:ﬁq21 e H<M2>+(Q<—>Q)>}
ﬂtr[(C’5 + CS)pg (P} (1—233)_1[25 LAY B
2s22Zpd 2| 201 )Pg(Pg1/ L Sl ¥ D7 By
(p31) D121\ 2w (P21
F < * /
" pA +2zQ? 2 ) ( L J_)

| 2 Z\ g (P37
({20 (G2 (2 m ()
In (335'3 > - Py + 27Q°
1) | @+ a2 QA0 + 42Q?) — 22 Qp”

X

_l’_

xj.Q2p_é/2

1 ﬁq21/+x.i'Q2

LRl ey
7z 270

Again we will write

—\2
) Hgo q)} + Bl + cftona ).

B0 ) 1r(Cyiihy) = | l@ier) @+ e a). (5.37)

and
il;opl tr(CY Pa(Pgrr L (1 — 22) — %[ﬁqrwi})’v*ﬁq) = /0 Cd [(¢r)rr], + (g @). (5:38)

The values for (¢56)rr and (¢56)7r are given in appendix A.
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5.3.3 TT photon transition

d¥ps.

Qg aomQ2 - T
#qudxddqu_ddqu_&l —r— .Z') / ddle_ddsz_ddpllJ_ddp,QJ_ / W
s

E(QW) N,
1S 'E*' ~ 191
(eTi TJ) [F <p12¢’ M) F* <p1 21

doorr =

) d(pg11L + Pg21 — p31)0(pr1rL + a1 +p31)

X
ﬁq21/ + LUjQ2 2 2
! k —1
X <{pqumquk[(l — 2097 — gV gt + gt'g7] (W
ql
X

-2 — 1 =2 + ;Uj 2
o) ) |5z T e
B P +xTQ?
(1 + 22Q*) (P + 22Q°) — 22 Q?p3’

< In ((Pq1 + 3333@2)(11@ + 3333@2)> > +(go q‘)}

rTQ*p7

(P0)? 4 (o5 4 Ve (1 22) — L1 My h 5.39

+ 2520 ’f’(( 51+ gl)pq[pqlu_( 33) 2[pql’l7 Y ])7 pq] + ‘C'|p1,p3‘—>pl17pl3 ( : )
i4>]

As for the other contributions, we wrote

U0 L (gl (1~22) — Sl 11750 = [ (@D, dx o). (.40)

( qbéj)TT and (QSéj )rr can be found in appendix A.

6. Cross section for 7P — qgqgP’ transition

As for section 5 we define a reduced matrix element A, such that the yP — qggP’ cross
section reads

1
A0 (qqq) = 752770 (py + po — g — pg — Py — 1) Aal*dpa, (6.1)
where
8P (py + po — pq — Pg — Py — 1) = 6Py )S(py + i +p) —pT)
x 8D (py1 + gL + Pyl — PyL + PooL)s (6.2)
with the 4-body phase space measure

dpgdipgy  dpfdipg  dpfdipg  dplydip),
2pg (2m) 4+t 2pt (2m)d+1 2pg (2m)d+L 2pfT (2m)d+t

The reduced matrix element can be derived from section 4 and reads

—€42pg €a o VG — plu
Ay = (2P \/ N2 g,u /d pr1d?pay {5(pqu + pgal + Pgy1) P35 N ( )

a4
+ / %&Pqu + pg2L + PgyL — p31)P4F (p12u 7p3J_)} - (6.4)

dps = (6.3)
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This cross section has a contribution dog with 2 dipole operators, a contribution dos with a
dipole operator and a double dipole operator, and a contribution dos with 2 double dipole
operators.

dU(qqg) = dos + doy + dos. (6.5)

The dipole x dipole contribution reads

« N2 -1 aemQ2 (p_)2
d _ s c q 0 *
TR e ( N, > @)D, sy F12€78)

dzd® Pyl
z(2m)4

x drgdrgdip,) dpgy 0l —zyg—z5—2)

X

/ d%py 1 dpy) A APy S(Pg11 + Paat + g1 )0 (P11 L + Par1)

(07 * p * bro
x @5 (pr,pen )05 (ph b F (P55 B (B5) (6.6)

The dipole x double dipole contribution reads

Qg aeng (pa)2 d dZd PgL
d = — d,drd%p, | d — 61—z, — x;7 —
041 2¢ (27T)4(d—1)NC Squxq(EIOCEJB) LqaTgl Pgl G Pgl (27T)d ( Tg— Tg Z)
dp3dp
X /ddpuddpuddp/uddp/uﬁ&pqu + Pg21 +Pg3L)0(P117L + P22t +p33L)
T
* Pi2L « (P12 1L
% |5 (prr,por )0 (91, phu P )F (Fo2 ) B (B2 951 ) 0(pss) (6.7)
x P12/ = (P * 12!
+ O (11, par . p3L) Py 122l)F (%, :u) F ( 1;L> 5(p§l)] :

and the double dipole x double dipole contribution is given by

Oy aeng (pa)2 (EIOCETIB) d dZd DPgL ~
dU5JI - M26 (27T)4(d_1) S2$q$¢j N2 o d d‘rqd qu_d qu_ (27T)d 6(1 xq .Z'q Z) (68)
d pSJ_d P
X /ddpuddpuddp/uddp/uT?’LCS(pqu + pgat + g3 )0(Pir L +paxi +p3yi)
* = (D121 « (D127 L
X q)z?(le_)pQJ_vp?)J_)q)g (p,1J_7p,2J_7ng_)F< 2 Y 3J_> F < 2 7pg’,J_) . (69)

We present the results for the products ®,®; in Appendix B in D-dimensional space. They
can be used directly in dimension 4 to describe the exclusive production of 3 jets. However,
since the main motivation of present paper is to study the production of dijet with NLO
accuracy, in the next section we will only extract the soft and collinear divergences in these
real terms to construct a well defined cross section for our process.

7. Cross section for vP — 2jets P’ exclusive transition

The expressions for v — ¢qq and v — ggg impact factors can be used to construct IR stable
cross sections for dijet production. Whatever the experimental conditions are, one has to
combine the ¢q and ggg production cross sections obtained above to cancel the soft and

29



collinear singularities in the virtual part. They cancel with the singular contribution of
qqg production arising from the emitted gluon phase space area where the gluon is soft or
collinear to the quark or the antiquark.

We will explicitly show this cancellation on the example of the yP — 2jetsP’ exclu-
sive production cross section experimentally studied in [38]. By exclusive production we
understand that only two jets and the scattered proton are seen in the detector and there
is nothing else. Since we want our result for the cross section to be differential only in
the jets’ momenta, we integrate over the transverse momentum of the outgoing proton as
before. We define jets using the small cone algorithm, as in [42].

Let us define a jet cone radius R%. For convenience, we will assume that R?> < 1. Two
given particles will form a jet with a momentum equal to the sum of their momenta if they
both satisfy the following condition :

A¢? + AY? < R?, (7.1)

where A¢ is the azimuthal angle difference between the particle and the jet, and AY is
the rapidity difference between the particle and the jet. Let us consider for example a jet
built from the quark and the gluon. Its momentum will be given by

=9
by L
pj = xjpj/'n‘f + j_ nb +p§1, rj=1xq+2, Dj=Pg+ Dy (7.2)
2p«/ Zj

In the small cone limit, p; + p; ~ % up to a O(R) correction so the jet is on-shell in
)

this approximation. The azimuthal angle and rapidity differences read :

ﬁj 'ﬁg 1 33?]5;12
A¢ = arccos =——=, AY =—-1In Sog- (7.3)
19 19| 2 22p;
Introducing the variable
- x z
A, =y, — =P, 7.4
q 7 Py z; Pq (7.4)

which approaches 0 when the quark and the gluon are collinear, we get the condition for
the gluon to be inside the cone :
172 Z2
A2 2
Al <R ;—2 (7.5)
J
The corresponding condition for the quark reads
=2 2
S P
2 2 q
A7 <R ;—2 (7.6)
J
To obtain the 2-jet exclusive cross section in the small cone limit, we only need the con-
tributions for the (LO + NLO) ¢g production, and the part of the contribution of the ¢gg
production where the gluon is collinear to either the quark or the antiquark, so that they
both form a single jet. Any non-collinearly divergent contribution will scale as a positive

power of R and therefore it will be neglected.
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We denote the jet variables as xj, xj, pj1 and p;,. In the case of the virtual contribution
one gets immediately the jet cross section by performing the following change of variables
n (5.14-5.17) :

(‘Tapql) — (xjuij_)a ('i'7plﬂ_) - (‘T_;?pjj_) ) (77)

and by symmetrizing j < j.

For a given contribution do,, for partons in (6.5) or (5.13), we will denote the corresponding
contribution to the cross section for jets as do),.

One can find the contribution of the collinear real gluons from the quasi-real electron
approximation [43]. Indeed, the real contribution with a jet formed by the quark and the
gluon and the other jet formed by the antiquark reads

. . I'(1—¢)N2-1
dUgJI(qu?q)‘col = dUéJI(xjvpj)O‘S (47)1+€ 2N, nj, (7.8)

where n; is proportional to the “number of jets in the quark”

(4m)'+e / " dz / ARy % (" Py )y (py)
~2 — = -
K 1 - 6 A2<R2 min(z2,(z;—2)2) (27T)d 2p;_2p(—; (pq +pg — pj )2
i xidz -
= / . 1 d / R25 2 dqu
a Z(xj - 2) I'(l—e€)m2 Az< —- min(22,(z;-2)?)
fi

l(x] z) (d2? + 4 (zj — 2))
%

X

(7.9)

This result is obtained by taking the collinear limit in the squares of the real impact factors,
which one can find in appendix B.
Here we intoduced the jet j by performing the change of variables

(ﬁqyﬁg) — (ﬁj’&q% (l‘,Z) — ($j7z) (710)
and the jet j by
ﬁq—mi’;, g — x5 =1—uxj, (7.11)

and integrated inside the jet cone (7.5-7.6). The contribution of the jet built from the
antiquark and the gluon is recovered via the j <+ j symmetry. In Appendix B we explicitly
show that in the collinear limit the convolutions of the impact factors for real gluon pro-
duction reproduce the last line in (7.9), while all the other factors come from dos;; (6.6).
The total collinear contribution reads

AR ;T 3 R4p}2ﬁ§2 1 ;T 3
”J*”j—‘*[i(ln(az)—a) <7M4 o () -3
1 T3x; 1 T 72 1 T T 7
__12<3] it PO s T O /A Il S (e I R |
2 a2)+2n )l ) a\G ) T et h®

—
=
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In the soft gluon limit, the real cross section has the form

N2 1T(1—¢) (47)1+¢ p‘f *dz ddp
d / — d / C E / q e g
Tailsoft = o010 =N % T(1—e) pg i pg)| = (2m)T
(7.13)
as shown in appendix B. We have to integrate this formula over
1 + 592 +
wg =5 | #p; + % <E<py, (7.14)

where w, is the emitted gluon energy and F is the energy resolution. The small energy
limit for the gluon occurs when all the components of the gluon momentum approach 0
simultaneously. We achieve this by rescaling the gluon transverse momentum as

Py = 2U (7.15)

and going to the limit z — 0. In this limit the integration area reads

i 2 2F
<1+ : 2><—+<<17 (7.16)

(p’Y) Db~

and we have
i ety AE -2
S = /p¢ Zd_3d2/ )u’ d uJ_d q_J 7 — 7 (717)
o 22<pi)(25-1) T(1 = &2 (@ — )@ — 12)?
Py 5

as shown explicitely in appendix B. We have restored the rapidity cutoff a which of course
will play a role to regularize the soft divergence.

However, in the sum n; + n; + S the region with a gluon both soft and collinear to the
quark or to the antiquark is calculated twice. To avoid double counting we restrict the
integration in S so that the gluons sit outside the cones (7.5). The new integration region

- {52 < (pF)? (2—E+ - 1) } N Qe (7.18)

ZP~

S\ 2 R2—’2 = N\ 2 R2ﬁﬁ2
sz{<ﬁ—p—J> > 20 }u{(ﬁ—p—J> > L. (7.19)
Zj a:j 335 xT=

J

reads

2E (ﬁ_

5’54/ﬁ@ dai_ s 5 (7.20)
o 2 T (7 Piyerm _ Piy2’ '
0T (- Dpa- 2
= ;  (B-hy
N e L Y 1 W)

« z Qne ﬂ-('lj__

2F (P — z;95)"
=4In{—— ) In = - +4I(R, F),
(o) <<R2 22 ) HH )
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where we defined

I(R,E) = —/’” dz/ da o (7.21)
@2>(p ~DINQne T (@ — L) (0 — 22
J Tj

The integral I(R, E') is convergent and depends neither on a nor on e. Finally,
28 (725 — 2,75)"
S'= 4 |ln <—> In - d +I(R,E)
[ apy (R*pfa)(R*pPa?)
Combining (7.12) and (7.22) we have
(z50; — x;75)* 4AE?
I\ gz |
a:jij p;p; z5w5(py)
. 2 s
+2I(R,E) + 2In <$ﬂ—:§’) I S [ — P TR (56)—:2”’)
«a € (xjpj — x;p5) «a

-9
3 16ut T Tip; 3 27
+ o | 2)—ln<—3>ln< 32)————+7 .
2 <R4 T3 ;D] € 3

Adding the singular part of the virtual correction (3.41), one finally cancels the log(«) and

(7.22)

S'—I—nj—l—njz 2

(7.23)

1 3 )
= divergences and gets :

(z;0; — z;p5)* o 3
Sp=8+nj+n;+Sy+8y=4|-In| L5525 | | n| —— | +=
J v [ ( 2R4p p] :ijj(pj/-)z 2

I(R,E) +1n (8 )—§1n (i{)ln (;&) + 2” ] (7.24)
J Its

This demonstration of the IR finiteness of this cross section is the main result of present

paper.
To get the IR-safe exclusive diffractive dijet production cross section in the small cone

approximation one has to take the ¢q production cross section from section 6, rename the
quark momenta via (7.7), and substitute Sy + Sj, — Sk in the sum of (5.24) and (5.34)
for the LL transition, in the sum of (5.26) and (5.36) for the LT transition, and in the sum
of (5.31) and (5.39) for the TT transition.

8. Summary and prospects for further studies

Using the QCD shock-wave approach [19, 44, 45], we have obtained for the first time the
~v* — qq impact factor with one loop accuracy. Combined with our previous study of the
v* — qgg impact factor [23], we calculated the cross section for exclusive diffractive dijet
electroproduction off the proton. For this specific example, we have shown in a detailed way
the cancellation of UV and IR soft, collinear and rapidity divergencies. All presented results
were obtained without any collinear of soft approximations, in an arbitrary kinematics:
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i.e. for nonzero incoming photon virtuality, arbitrary ¢—channel momentum transfer and
invariant mass of the produced state .

There are several theoretical developments to be persued based on our study.

First, after applying a suitable Fierz projection, one can obtain the NLO impact factor for
the v*®) — p—meson transition in arbitrary kinematics, therefore extending the forward
result of Ref. [46]. At leading twist, this process is dominated by the v; — pp, transition,
while transitions with other polarizations start at twist 3. The impact factor for the
transition v} — pr in the forward limit was obtained at LO in Ref. [47,48], including both
the kinematical twist 3 (the so-called Wandzura Wilczek (WW) [49] contribution, where
the produced meson Fock state is only made of a ¢¢) and the genuine twist 3 contributions
(i.e. including a qgg Fock state). The present result opens the way to a computation of LO
v* — p transitions for arbitrary polarizations and kinematics (using our ~+*) = ¢gg Born
order result), as well as of the NLO ~+*) = p impact factor in the WW approximation,
using our one-loop 7*) — ¢q result.

Second, one could extend the results of our studies to massive quarks. This would allow
for a study of diffractive open charm production, measured at HERA [50], and studied
in the large M limit based on the direct coupling between a Pomeron and a ¢ or a ¢gg
state, with massive quarks [17]. After applying an appropriate Fierz projection, the NLO
~() — J/W impact factor could then be obtained.

Third, there are two ways to apply our result for phenomenological applications. A lin-
earization procedure of the U operators allows one to make connection with the linear
BFKL regime. On the other hand, one can also construct a phenomenological model for
the matrix elements of the Wilson operators acting on the proton states to approach the
saturated regime of the proton or nucleus target.

Fourth, although we here restricted ourselves to a color-singlet exchange in the t—channel,
and thus to diffractive processes, an extension to the octet case can be performed, i.e.
to the inclusive case. By integrating our results for the ¢¢ and ¢gg cross sections w.r.t.
the external momenta, one can directly obtain the results for NLO v* — ~+* which was
presented in Refs. [44,45]. A detailed comparison is left for further studies.

On the phenomenological side, the applications of our results are multiple, and are
expected to improve essentially the precision of models based on the kp—factorization
picture, since several observables could now be made accessible theoretically with a NLO
precision. Indeed, it is known that passing from LO to NLO impact factors can have
major effects in BFKL type of predictions. The only available process for which such a
complete NLO description was obtained [51-56] is Mueller-Navelet dijet production [57]. In
particular, the azimuthal decorrelation was recently extracted by CMS [58] and confronted
with its very good theoretical description of Refs. [59,60]. Furthermore, the fact that the
t—channel exchanged state in our present computation is very general allows one to study
not only the linear BFKL regime, but also saturation effects in a proton or a nucleus, here
with a NLO precision.

First, the NLO impact factor of the present study could be used to describe exclusive dijet
diffractive electroproduction [38], as well as non-exclusive dijet diffractive electroproduc-
tion, available at HERA [61]. In the limit Q? — 0, our general result could be also applied
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to photo-production of diffractive jets [62,63], with a hard scale given by the invariant mass
of the produced state, and a precise comparison, now at NLO in the BFKL framework,
could be performed with the NLO collinear factorization approach [64,65]. More generally,
at future ep and eA colliders, like EIC [66] and LHeC [67], a large set of observables will
give a possibility to enter the saturation regime in a controllable way, since the satura-
tion scale becomes perturbative for large center of mass energy and/or large values of A.
This includes photoproduction of heavy quarkonia, exclusive diffractive production of light
mesons, e.g. p—meson, either in electroproduction or in large ¢ photoproduction. In par-
ticular, our result allows one to use diffractive dijet production, now considered as a very
promising observable for probe the color glass condensate and more generally to perform
proton and nucleus tomography at low z, now beyond some recent LO analysis [68,69].
Second, before the advent of future high energy and high luminosity ep and eA colliders,
ultraperipheral collisions (UPCs) at high energy, which provide a source of photon from
a projectile proton or nucleus, are perfect playgrounds in order to probe the high-energy
partonic content of the target proton or nucleus. These are already accessible at the
LHC. In particular, during the Run I of the LHC, the LHCb collaboration have measured
exclusive photoproduction of J/1 and (2S) mesons [70,71] in pp collision (later extended
to T in Ref. [72]), while the ALICE collaboration measured this process in Pb [73] and
PbPb [74-76] collisions. CMS very recently released a similar analysis for PbPb [77]. The
physics potential of UPCs will improve very significantly thanks to several very forward
detectors which are installed, under test or planned in each of the four LHC experiments, in
particular the CMS-TOTEM Proton Spectrometer, AD-ALICE, HERSCHEL at LHCb and
AFP at ATLAS [78]. For example, the protoproduction of large invariant mass diffractive
dijet could be studied in UPC during Run II at LHC*

Note : we are aware of a simultaneous computation based on old-fashioned perturbation
theory [80] for the NLO ~* — ¢g wavefunction. The results of this study should match our
results for ®5; when setting the shockwave momenta p; | and pa; to 0. Previous results
by the same author [81] were confirmed by our previous study [23].
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A. Finite part of the virtual correction

A.1 Building-block integrals

Throughout this section, we will need the following integrals

dai (1%
IV (G, G2y A1, Ap) = l/ - ( 0 : (A.1)
T (= @)+ Ar| | @)%+ Ag| 17
-
L@, @ A1, As) = 1/ - i y (A2)
TS ANT= @)+ Ar| [T @)+ As
44 (1%
¥, @, A1, Ag) = l/ — (l) =, (A.3)
TS Al=qa)?+ A [(I— @)%+ A
d4r (1 1k
DY, Gy Ay, Ag) = - / . (Lf> : (A)
T [(l —q1)?*+ Al] {(l — )+ A2] l

The arguments of these integrals will be different for each diagram so we will write them
explicitly before giving the expression of each diagram, but we will ommit them in the
equations for reader’s convenience.

Explicit results for the first 3 integrals in (A.1-A.4) are obtained by a straightforward
Feynman parameter integration. We will express them using the following variables :

(@13 + Ar2) — \/(5122 +A1)” + 47340

pL= , A5
1 272 (A.5)
-9 ~9 2 -9
. (Q12 + A12) + \/ qlg + A12) + 4Q12A2
2475
where Aij = Az — Aj .
One gets :
k
Ik = hL (A7)

2[q3 (¢ + Al) (@7 + Do) = (47 — G + Arz) (222 — G2 A1) ]
TR T

(p1 — p2) @13 L—pm —p2
Ao (72 + A1)2
Aq (522 + A2)2

X

(@ + Az)In +(1H2)} ,
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b= s (Pll— p2) 8 [(1_—p/171> (1:0/2)2)} 7 (A.8)

Ik — ((7122+A12)q1f+(§221+A21)Q§1 [( —p1 ><1—p2>}
3 = ( n

and

2(p1 — p2) (313)? 1—p —p2
k
412 A1>
— =% In{——]. A9
2‘11% <A2 (4.9)

Please note that in some cases the real part of Ay or Ay will be negative so the previous
results can acquire an imaginary part from the imaginary part +3i0 of the arguments.
The last integral in (A.4) can be expressed in terms of the other ones by writing

Pk =1y (qgj_qlng_> + Iio (qhqlﬁ + qéﬂ]]ﬂ) + I (q%¢q§L> , (A.10)

L@k — (@ - &) qok
Iy = -3 Lz ( ) a2 (A.11)

—»2—»2 — —\2 2
[(h q9" — ((]1 'Q2) }

- =2
Q1 G2 Q"+ A oL 22 n o - L
X [(T) In <1T1> @t — (@ @2) I5+{&7 (@1 Gi2) + A1dy — Ao (G- @) } If]

1 [72q21k — (@1 - @) @1k

Ly = 3 U 72 } (A.12)

@202 — (@1 )]
=2
0o + Ao Lo = oL . L. -
X [—hﬂ <2T2> a5 — (@ G2) IF +{&7 (@1 Gi2) + MG — Ao (G- @)} If]

1 —»2 _ — . —

Ipy— & (@2 a21k — (@ - @) q1.0k] (A.13)

—9 9 — —\2 2
[ql @’ — (@1 ) }
— — — 92
Q- G2 gy + Ay R 9o o . -
X [( = ) In <2T2> 5+ (@ G2) IE = {@2 (@ Gi2) — Dol + A1 (G- @)} ff] :
2
This last expression makes it seem that there is a singularity when ¢; and ¢ are collinear

or anticollinear. However this singularity is non physical and only appears when project-
ing on the particular basis of 2-dimensional symmetric tensors (q{qlf, q{qég + q%q’f, qéq%).
One can show that it disappears when projecting on the non-minimal basis (q{q’f , q{qég +
ng’f, ngé, gik) For a further study, the reader is referred to [82]

A.2 Diagram 4

Here the integrals from section (A.1) will have the following arguments :

- - xr—z - - xr —Z - 4
q1 = P1— - Pq> q2 = T (iﬂpq—ﬂqu) )

z(T+2)

Z(x—2z)

Ay :(aj—z)(a_:+z)Q2, Ay = —
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Let us write the impact factors in terms of these variables. They read :
(longitudinal NLO) x (longitudinal LO) contribution :

4(x — 2)(T + 2)

(pa)p = — [Z(x — 2)(z + DIy + g1 (22 — (22 — 2)(2 + 1))I}], (A.14)

(longitudinal NLO) x (transverse LO) contribution :
()i = 1=20)pq17 (84) 1~ 4w —2)(@+2) (1=20+2) ()0 0 Parr KT 5 (A15)
(transverse NLO) x (longitudinal LO) contribution :
(pa)rp = 2{[(x — % — 2)gb, qu 1k + (—82F — 622 + 222 + 32 + 1)q{Lq2Lk]If
— 242 — (32 +5) + (2 + 1)l + (x -7 —2) (- @) I’
+Dl(e — 7 — 2)g5, +3(2(x — 2)° =52 + 32+ 1)g; ]
— Z[2(x — 2)* — bx + 3z + 1]I}
zz(1l — 2z ; ; ,
+ ¥[2qmﬂk + I — ¢}y g0 1T + )]} (A.16)
(transverse NLO) x (transverse LO) contribution :
(@) = [(z— 7 = 22)(x = 2 = 2)(@% - P )dis + (= + D)((@ - @) Pl — (@ - Pipr)as )] 1]
+ 2Z[q21k — (@ — Z)Quk](pf]nyjk — 97 i I

+ 2z = 2)[(28 +2)(@ - Fr) — 2@ - P17 |
+ (1= 2)(( - *qy)qu (@ P)aly) = (1= 20)(F =@ +2) (@ - @) Py, )i
[( —2)(@a], — (22 + )@ )par 1y

(1—2x) (4:172 —Bz+5)zr+(2+1) ) Q2Lkpq1'jl] I

8l

(@—x) (2w —2)? =5z +32+1)p), I}

+ Z(T+2) (quLIg 97 a1k I})
+ I [ (1 =2)(@ - Ppr) = Z(1+x — 2)(q1 - Pyrr))
+ (1 - )Q%J_ —r(14+x— )q{J_)pql’ﬂ_

—@-2)((z-z+2 qu—x(2(a:—z)2—5x+3z+1)qh)pq1/ﬂ
+ Iy [ (@ =2+ 2)(@1 - Pp)gerw + (1 = 2)(@2 - P rik — (2 + 1) (G - @) par 1)
+q], (& =T+ 2)q2wpby, — (2 + 1)qhy Parr 1)
+ @ (x—2—22)(x — 2 — 2)¢}  pori + (1 — 2)q11kpgrr’))
— (1 =22)((1 =224 2)¢%, qrik — (222 +3z —xz(8% + 62) + 1)Qh¢]2¢k)pq1/jl]
xTx _ ; . . )
+— |- 2)ply ) a2k d™ + I3 — ¢y (T2 + 2211 17))
+ p21’L(Q{J_(I2 +2g01 1 IF) — 201 £ % — 1))
+ 979G - P ) Tz + 200k IE) + par 1k (22 M + TF)) | (A.17)
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A.3 Diagram 5

Here the integrals from section (A.2) will have the following arguments :

xr—Zz z z
o G L = — 2 A.18
q1 ( - > 3 z 1 q2 q1 z q > ( )

2\ —Zz), _ _
AF%@@%WL Ay = (v —2)(7+2)Q°, (A.19)

With such variables, it is easy to see that the argument in the square roots in (A.6) are
full squares. In terms of the variables in (A.18), the impact factors read :
(longitudinal NLO) x (longitudinal LO) :

4z — 2)(—22(% + 2) + 2% + 2) [

. T(r—2)ly — (zq11k — (T + 2) g21k) IﬂA.20)

(¢5)LL =

(longitudinal NLO) x (transverse LO) :

(¢5)p = (@ —2)ply, (65)1, (A.21)
+ Uo — Z)(i —2=2) <2qlﬂ —z(7 + Z)qlﬁ) Dq1/ 11 <gik1{ + I{) )

(transverse NLO) x (longitudinal LO) :

(@) =2 [0 == 2) (@ @) — 20 - °Q*+ C —2)3?] 1}
+ % [IIJ‘QQJ_k(—8II}‘j‘ —6xz+222 + 32+ 1)+ 2q11x(222 — 222 + . — z2)] qh[f
+2¢5 quip(e — T — 2)IF + 2%(3:(83: —3) — 6z + 222 + 2)1
+ 2 [2gh, (v — 7 — 2) + ¢} (82° — 62%(2 + 2) + 2(2 + 3)(22 + 1) — 22%)| I
[(z = 2)(& + 2)q1ik + 2(40® — (32 4+ 5) + (2 + 1)%)qors] I™

2Z(z — T) [%J.klik +I5—qi1 (%kaf + 12)] ; (A.22)

IS i N

(transverse NLO) x (transverse LO) :
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(¢)itr = =20z = 2) [ 2@ - o) = (23 +2) @ - )| 17
[—2 (2 — 2)* Q%P s + (a: —+22)(% — x + 2)(G - Fpr)diL
— (@1 - P ) (2 + 1)gh, —2= (2517 —2)q},)
((+1) (@ @) — (o + 5) P |
- 2%(33Q2J_k +(z — 2)q11k) (giquyufkl — pqyifjk)
+ 2@ = 2) (@ - 2@y, — (== V(@ - Fp)dh,
+ (=)@ B + T (02 = 23+ 2@ - o+ 2@ @) P | T

r—

"2 [ (x(42® — (32 +5)x + (2 + 1)*)qark + (2 — 2)(T + 2)q10k) Py )

r—z

(x(2x —z— 2)q§l + zqh) qufuf] Ik

+ @ (22% — 632 + 2 + z(8z — 3)) pgl’llé

2
z . . .
(=) (@ = o+ aho+ (06 +200 802 = 43+ 1425 ) dhurl ) vl

1—2)(g7 (@2 - ) + a5 Py ) + (20 + 2 = 3) (g (q1 - B) + qlﬂpélu)] I

(x —2)p 11{ x+zququk—(22 —6xz+3z—8m;+1)q2ikqu

2
_ z . _ ..
(T —x+2z— ;)qukq’u} + z(x — Z)2Q2ngpq1/lk

+ (
_ _ i i gk Lo\ ij k
+ |3z + 2 P11 13 - 3z — 2)gY pgr 1113
+
2
+ (1= 2)q1uk(g? (@ Pogrr) + @ Phyry)
+ ((z — 2+ 2)q21k6 — 2q11%) (97 (@1 - Pgr) + @1 | Py y)
.. AN oL
+ g% ((x + E) G2 — (z+1)(q - qz)) Dyl Lk
_ — 3 ] i ] Z i j
+ <(l’ —7—22)(z — % —2)q1145, — (2 + 1)gor a1, +2(22 — Z);‘ﬁﬂh) qu’ﬂf] Iy
27 .y TN - y
+— {(w — 2’y (qoukd™ + 1) — Dby (quk 7% + 15) + g pgv k(@2 1™ + 13)
+ (B + idh) (97 - Fp) + al P, — (1= 2001w )|
A.4 Diagram 6

For this diagram we will use the variable

N T—z\ z
q:< - >p3——p1- (A.23)
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Then the impact factors read :
(longitudinal NLO) x (longitudinal NLO) :

(¢6)L = —4xz°Jo (A.24)
(longitudinal NLO) x (transverse NLO) :
(¢6)70 = (1 —22)ply, | (6)1L s (A.25)
(transverse NLO) x (longitudinal NLO) :
(¢6)7r, =22 [(1— 22)pky, Jo — J11] , (A.26)
(transverse NLO) x (transverse NLO) :

i o , ,
(¢6) 7T =7 [(JE — ) pfjﬂ_pfll’l — g7 (Pa2 - Py) — piﬂ’iquw_] Jo

+ [(95 - f)PZngik - qu’ikgij + pf]l’J_gik] Ity (A.27)
We introduced
_ 2 k _’72 _|_:L.j. 2
b =@ 27 ;) N A - QM — . (A.28)
x q Pgz + rTQ* + 2a—2 1
and
9 _ 2 2= 92
R S ) R T ). (A29)
TPy +22Q%)  w2(Pp +22Q?)  \ 2(z — 2)(P + 22Q?) + 227q

B. Real correction
Here we present the convoluted impact factors from section 5.
B.1 LL photon transition

Spffr4
' P2 ' Doy
q2 _|_ Q2> <Q2 ql + q2 + gZ >

Tq (d22 + 4z (v + Z)) (wqﬁgi% — 2P ) (TqPg3 — Zﬁqlf)
= 2 —,2 —. 2
g (2q + 2)? ((pg3+pq1 4 Qz) ( pgs;rgql) oo pxq_z N Qg)

xg(xg+2z)

O (p11,p21,p30)PF (P, Py Py )" = (
2
z

X

(dwqrq + 22 — d2*) (wqPys — 2Pq2) (TqPys — 2Pq)
L g ~ 5 =2
(ﬂjtj + Z) (ﬂjq + Z) ((iqZ(;‘pi‘Z + Q2> (% 4 Pa3” 4 I;L; + Q2

z

) + (g q). (B.1)

Now (g ++ ) stands for p, < pg, pgl) — pg), Tq & Tg.

(I);,_(pll7p2i)q)§_(p/ll7p/2l)* = @I(pu,pu, O)q’I@hap/ua 0)* + ATt 4+ Bt (B.2)
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Here the first term in the r.h.s. is responsible for the emission of the gluon before crossing
the shockwave, A describes the emission after the shockwave and B is the interference

term. A and B are given by :
8xgpd? (dz* + dxq (x4 + 2))

ATt = 5
- 2P P Dot
xq(pg - x_qq)2 <xq mqs—l—z + Q > <mq(;i+z) + Q2>
810Jr4 (22 — dz* + dzqzg) (Py — ﬁ)(15}1 - ﬁ)
"oz e Nt aed, (B3
g fad % ol % q q
(pg ) (pg zg ) (xq(xq-i-z) + Q ) (xq(xt7+z) + Q )
and
B++ _ 8p+4
a ﬂq22/ 2 ﬁq21/ ﬁ;z/ p‘éQ 9
z(a:q—i-z) 2q(xq12) +Q m_q+m_q+7+Q
" (4rqzg + 2(2 — dz)) (g — miq pg)(TqPy — 2Pg1)
qu 2
<mq(xq+z )
g (022 + 42y (g +2)) ) _
. +(q ¢ Q)
— z
w—%ﬁ@£;+@)
(B.4)

+ (11,2 2).
On one hand in the collinear region (7.1) only the first term of AT in (B.3) gives a
nonvanishing contribution in the small cone approximation. Using the variables defined in

(7.4), (7.10), (7.11), the first line of AT+ becomes
4 (dz? 4 ) (zj — 2))

_ 8(zj —2)( —xj)py

8xgpT? (d2* + dzq (x4 + 2))
- 7, Daor 2 o D02 P
‘TQ(pQ B Zm_l;q)2 (:cq;(n;j—i-z + Q2> (:cq(;‘i—i-z) + Q2> ‘T2A3 (:(:J(lJixJ) + Q2> (xj(iz—xj) + Q2)
4 z; A
(B.5)
which coincides with the integrand for n; defined in (7.9)
On the other hand if we use the soft gluon approximation by renaming
Py = 2U (B.6)
and taking z — 0, we obtain
1 (B - By
* * X Tq
O3 (p11,p21) @3 (P11, 051 ) |20 = 5 @F (P11, P20 ) By (P4, Ph) ) ——=———
: (- Lp(a- L)
(B.7)

which is the soft gluon emission factor
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B.2 TL photon transition

_4p+3
—2 -2 =2
Q2 + pgs 4+ Py pq2 Q2 + gs’ pq1’+pq2’
Zq Zq g

Y (p1i,par, 3l )PT (P Py psy )" = <

((qul)G (qul)PL) (dz +4xg —4) — (éﬁ pqu_ (2z4 — 1) (4 (g —1)xg — dzz)
X
zqu (Z + xlj) 3 < (i: < mq(zq—ll—lmq)>
+(wmm'(mmmy@+mﬁm—mm%uwrm@@mww%w

q

2224 (2 + xg) (2 + 25) 2 <Q + (ZJ:QZI ) <Q2 ﬁ‘ﬁm )>

N H (2(zd+d—2)+24(2— 4953)) x; + (g q). (B.8)

z (Z + :L'q) 2 (Z + ZEQ) <Q + (z+q2/)

Here

i _ i i i i i i i i
G = LaPg3' 1 — ZPg2’ 1 H) = LqPg3' L — ZPq1’ L» P = LqPg3L — #Pg2.L- (B.9)

Similarly to the longitudinal to longitudinal photon transition, we write

q)é(leJPQJ_)q);,_(p,lJ_apéJ_)* - CI)i(leJpQJJO)q)i_(pllj_7pl2j_70)* + Ai+ + Bi+7 (BlO)

where A and B are now given by

4pfyr3x

AT =
- = b2 ’
B3 (ny+ 92 (00 + ) (g + @) (i + @)
x (= (dwg + dz = 2) (AL (Fplq) — Af 1 (FB,)) + (2og = 1) (B, Bg)ply 1 (dn,g + 2(2 — d2)))
4pf/r33:q (2z5 — 1) (dz2 + 4z, (g + z)) pfﬂl

. Fgo ). (B.11)
AS (ﬂjq“‘z)?’ (x I:::(f-i-z +Q > <xq(;2j‘l_2 +Q >
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Ay wqrg (d2? + dz — 22 + 2z — dzgxg)
— =9 =2 2,
A2 (2 + 24) % (2 + 1) (CP +h By q2> <Q2 z+;2q)mq>
— (Fply) T ) (dz + dag — 4)

Bi—l— — 4pjy_3

(j_)q)pé—2j_ (dz? + 4xq (2 + x4)) (1 — 224) + 2 ((jﬁqg)A

3&2 2 Py ﬁqﬁ’ ﬁc722’ 2 ﬁcﬂ 2 ﬁc722’
2(2+3)? A0\ QP+ T+ -+ 0 | L+ o | | @+ o
CR w1 (1~ 220) (:(d —2) - 4:cq:cq>)

—

zq (2 (Rp)Aj1 — Gl K )<dz+4:cq—2> (K
q2’

2 (2 + mg) 22q (2 + z4) A2 <Q2 pg + qll

A,)
pq
<Q2 + (z—i—xj >
(

2 ((Fin 89X — (X525 ) (dz + - 2) + (XA s (1= 22,) (2(dz - 2) — dagay)

: 2A2 (2 + xy) (2 + 7g) 2 Q2+ﬁ—g 4 a2 P Q*+ %ot
q q q Zq (z—i—xq g xq(z+aq)

2 ((KAn)AsL — (Fip Ag)XL) (dz + 4wy — 4) = (X Bg)piy 1 (2 — 1) (4 (g — 1) 2 — d=?)

_l’_
o =2 52 =2 =2 72,
2(z+xg)3A2 [ Q2+ 2L + 1%1 + Z—j) (Qz + xqé"ixq > <Q 4 —xq(zqixq)>

+ (g + Q). (B.12)

Here we used the following variables :
Xi = ﬂfcip;L - ZpijZJ_ = Pi|p3:07 Ji = 5’3qu¢ - pr]yL = Hi|pg:07
K| = xquj_ - prpm =G ’p’gzo- (B.13)

Similarly to the case of a longitudinal photon, in the collinear region i.e. when A; — 0
only the last line of A'* gives a divergent contribution, which will be proportional to the

square of the Born impact factor. Using the jet variables (7.10), (7.11) we write

] * % 1 ( ) dZ + 4z; ( Z) -
O4(p1e,par )O5(Ph 1, ph1 )" = BHP 1 ( A2 / ) + 0 (4, 1) . (B.14)
J

Again the integrand of n; appears as in (7.9). In the soft gluon region we can also write,

using (B.6) :

. . 1 . (B — La2)2 B
% (p11, o) P (P11, Ph1) |0 = 5 PP M+ 027, (B.15)
o (@ — 2)2(a — £2)2
q q

which is the soft gluon emission factor, coming from A*".
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B.3 TT photon transition

+2
. . P
O (P11, p21, 3 )OS (D)1, Py PsL) = v s
<Q2 pgs p;}} Pq2> <Q2 pgz’ + pql/ + q2/>
y _gfa:qxq (zd+d — 2+ 2z4) B 2prq1li (1—2z,) <(d —2)z — 2x4 n dz + 2:Eq>
(z+2¢)? (2 +xg) 2 (2 + 2q)? (Q2+xqé—li-2xq)> z+xg z+ x4

2 (g (Prg) + Pipg ") ((d —4)e -2y, (d=2)z- 2xq>
= 2 _
2 (24 xq)? (Q2 + xqf;ixq)) Z+ Z+ g

1 78y [
- ) {(HP) |:pqlJ_pI(§2’J_ (1 —2z,)
222, (2 + 2q) g (2 + 24)? (@ T ) (@*+ 5245%)

x (1= 2wg) (2(2 — dz) + daqzg) + (9F (P Pa) + a1t paar1?) (2(2 — (d — 4)2) + 4%%)]

+ ((d = 4)z = 2) |25 ) (g (Ppip) + Plpg ) + 2HE (Pop)per s’ = () PL) |
+ (=92 +2) [H (P pg s — i) PE) + (A5 6 (Prr) + Pppr )]

+ 22 ((Hiig ) PE = (Phg ) HE ) pa 1 (1= 22,) (d2 + 4o — 2) }

-— — 1]%1 —— {z((d—4)z — dag)
z .Z'q.Z'q (Z"‘-Z'q) <Q m) <Q + -’Eq(g-l-wq))

x g ((Gap)(Prp) — (o) (Popn) ) + () (GLPE - G PL)

+ 2(éﬁq1’) (Pj_pqu_k + prqlJ_i (1 - 2.%',1)) - 2(éﬁql) (lequl’J_i + Pipql’lk (1 - 2xq))]

+ (GP) [pqukpqyf — pa1t Pgr 1" (1 —224) 2 + g (ﬁqlﬁql’)} (dz” + 4aq (2 + 7)) }]

+ (1o 1’,2<—>2’,3<—>3’,z’<—>k)> + (g q). (B.16)
Once more we write
®%(p1 1, ot )PE (P 1, ph1 )" = ®L(prL, p2r, 0)® (P |, Py, ,0)" + A + B, (B.17)
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Then

Atk 2y {A(d-1)2-2)
= z2((d—4)z —
X 3
838 (a4 22 (+2)* (i + @) (s + @)

[ P g) < Pl gt + Alj_quJ_) — (8,49 <(ﬁq1’ﬁq2)gT +pf111p§u>

+ A qu1/¢(Pq2A ) — AZLAqi(ﬁql’ﬁﬁ)} + (&q&é)

[ 2y — 1) (22 — 1)P§1'¢Pfju (4rgrg + 2(2 — d2)) + dzg2g ((ﬁql'ﬁ@)gf +Pé1'¢P§2L)]
( pql’A ( 1”(12A Vg + Aqﬂ’qu) + Aqlpql’l(pQQA ) — A];J_Afjl(ﬁql’ﬁé?)>

(A~ )z +2) + 2 (20— 1) (dz + 4z, — 2 pipy (A, (B &y) - A, (&)

2 (2 = 1) phyy (dag + dz = 2) (85 (FBq) - AL (52E,)) }

qupfyrz (d22 + dzg (zg + Z)) ((pququ)g — (1 —2z9)? pq2J_pq2’J_ + pq2’J_pq2J_>
- - - + (¢ ).
ral oy + 91 (it + @) (2 + 1)

(B.18)

X
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2p+ 2

~ P, P, p, Py
AZ <Q2 g + ql _|_ q2> <Q2+(z+q2)

((d—2)z — 2x4) 24
. [ (z +xg)?

Lq (((d - 4)Z - 2$¢1) <9T(ﬁ§2’& ) +pq2/J_A > =+ qu/J_AqJ_ (dz + 233[]) (1 233[7))
(z+24) % (2 +2q)

1
— 2((d—4)z +2)
z (2 + 2q) 225 (2 + 74) 2 <Q2 + :Eq?;-li-mq)) {

% |pas (P B XE — (X5) AL ) 2oy = 1) = (X5 (98 (50 By) +pat AL

= X5 (B Bopar's — Fp) AL )| + 4242 (1= 200) por’s (P B)XE = (X5) A

+ 2 (1= 229) (d2 + 4y = 2) g () XL = (XP)AL ) = 2((d = 9)z —2)
gF(Xh0) + Xipah ) G B) + (XP)pert — Fadp) X1) At

XA )pipg’ (1= 224) (1 = 2ug) (2(dz — 2) — dagug)

— (XA (QJ_ (Pg1Pg2r) + pql’ipqzﬂ) (2(2-(d—4)z) + 4%51’(7)}
1

z2(z+xq)? (Q + Z+x2)x > zg
< (v (GBoVi = (V)AL ) +pah (VEe)AL - G Bo)VE))
+VE (PrBope'. — Grpe)ddL) + (Fepe)Vi - (Viz)pe') Ak
+ g (Vi) i) = (Vo) G B9) ) + vzl (V)AL = e BV )|
+ (VA (pa2'pa (1= 224)? — g'F (Ppapip) — Pq2'ipr72'i¢) (d2? — 4z (2q — 1))} }

+ (1+>1’,2+>2’,in)) + (g ¢ Q)

Bik‘ —

<QT By Ag) + pg2r 't A" + pgar 1 ¥ALLT (1 — 251%7))

_l’_

{z (dz 4+ 4zg — 4) [(1 — 2x4)

Here we introduced
Vj = xquL — Zpéu- (B.19)
Once again in the collinear region, i.e. when A, — 0, only the last line of A% gives a

divergent contribution, which is proportional to the square of the Born impact factors.
Using the jet variables (7.10), (7.11) we obtain

: . il (= 2) (d2% + 4z (zj — 2)
O4(p1L, 2 )OS (Ph 1, ph )" = BHPG* S ( SN2 ’ )
] q

+0(A;Y) . (B.20)

q

Again the integrand of n; appears as in (7.9).
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In the soft gluon region we can also write, using (B.6) :

. 1 .
q)é(pli,p2l)q)§(pllj_’p/2j_)*|Z—>0 = ;q%q)’g* =
i—

which is the soft gluon emission factor.
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