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ABSTRACT: The soft theorem states that scattering amplitude in gauge theory with a soft
gauge-boson emission can be factorized into a hard scattering amplitude and a soft factor. In
this paper, we present calculations of the soft factor for processes involving two hard colored
partons, up to three loops in QCD. To accomplish this, we developed a systematic method
for recursively calculating relevant Feynman integrals using the Feynman-Parameter rep-
resentation. Our results constitute an important ingredient for the subtraction of infrared
singularities at N*LO in perturbative QCD. Using the principle of leading transcendentality
between QCD and N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory, we determine the soft factor in the latter
case to three loops with full-color dependence. As a by-product, we also obtain the finite
constant f2(3) in the Bern-Dixon-Smirnov ansatz analytically, which was previously known
numerically only.
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1 Introduction

A remarkable property of gauge theories is that scattering amplitude containing a soft gauge
boson can be factorized into a universal soft factor S#(k) and a hard scattering amplitude
with the soft gauge boson removed,
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This is known as the soft theorem [1-3|. Note that for non-abelian gauge theory such as
QCD, the soft factor is an operator acting on the color space of n-point amplitude. The
soft theorem has found many applications in high energy physics both phenomenologically
and theoretically.

In this paper we present a calculation of the soft theorem for soft gluon radiation from
two hard partons to three loops in the perturbative QCD. Our main motivation is from



the intimate relation between soft theorem and infrared behavior of QCD in higher order
perturbation theory [4-8|. In particular, the precision knowledge of the soft theorem in
QCD is essential for constructing infrared subtraction terms in fixed order calculation [9-
18]. It also contributes to the calculation of various soft function in Soft-Collinear Effective
Theory (SCET) [19-23]. In this paper, we focus on the calculation of the soft factor with two
hard-scattering partons and a single soft gluon emission. While it is not the most general
soft factor beyond one-loop, it suffices for applications to some of the most important
processes, such as the Drell-Yan process, ete™ to dijet, and 1+1 jet production in deep-
inelastic scattering. The one-loop contribution of it was calculated more than two decades
ago [24-30]. The two-loop soft factor was initially extracted from the soft limit of splitting
amplitude up to O(e’) in dimensional regularization parameter [31], and was obtained
through to O(€?) and beyond, either by direct calculation in SCET [32], or by extracting
from amplitude [33]. The two-loop soft factor constitutes an essential contribution to the
total cross section of Higgs boson production at N3LO in the threshold limit [34-37]. The
two-loop soft factor is also an important ingredient for constructing infrared subtraction
for generic perturbative QCD calculation at N3LO. Besides the two-loop soft factor for
single gluon emission, also relevant are the one-loop double-parton soft emission [38-40],
and the tree-level triple-parton soft emission [41-43|. In addition, starting from two loops,
a nontrivial color structure that correlates more than two partons first arises and has been
computed in [44]. To further push the theoretical accuracy towards the N*LO frontier for
scattering cross section, in this paper we perform the calculation of the single soft-emission
soft factor with two hard partons at three loops through O(e?).

To facilitate the calculation, we have developed a systematic approach to calculate
single-scale soft integrals using Feynman parameter representation. Our main idea is to
introduce an auxiliary scale in the parametric representation and directly construct differ-
ential equations in the parametric representation with respect to this scale. A parametric
integral is nothing but a multi-fold integral. Thus, an auxiliary scale can trivially be intro-
duced by leaving one fold of integration untouched. The obtained integrals can be calculated
by using the standard differential-equation method [45, 46]. The boundary conditions of
the differential-equation system can again be expressed in terms of parametric integrals,
which can be calculated by further applying this method. Thus, this method allows us
to calculate Feynman integrals recursively until the boundary conditions can be trivially
determined.

Besides phenomenological interests, the soft factor is also useful in determining quanti-
ties of theoretical interests. For instance, since the soft factor can be understood as the soft
limit of the corresponding full amplitude, it shares the same iterative structure of the full
amplitude in the maximally supersymmetric N = 4 Yang-Mills theory (MSYM) [47, 48]. Tt
was conjectured by Bern, Dixon, and Smirnov in ref. [48] that the planar maximally helicity
violating (MHV) amplitudes in MSYM can be obtained iteratively. Specifically, the I-loop
planar MHV n-point amplitude in MSYM is determined by the one-loop amplitude up to
some kinematic-independent constants, which are known to three loops numerically [49].
Assuming the principle of transcendentality [50], we obtain the soft factor in MSYM from
reading off the leading transcendental part of the QCD results. We obtain the analytic



expression for the three-loop constant f2(3) in the BDS ansatz, which agrees well with the
previously numerically determined one [49]. In addition, we also predict the full-color
dependence for the soft function in MSYM at three loops, which provides a test to the
three-loop non-planar form factor of 1 — 3 decay in MSYM [51], once the relevant master
integrals there are computed.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: in sec. 2, we describe the method to
calculate the soft factor based on an effective theory. The result is expressed in terms of
single-scale soft master integrals. In sec. 3, we develop a systematic method to calculate
these master integrals recursively based on the differential-equation method, with all the
boundary integrals evaluated to gamma functions. The final results in both QCD and SYM
are presented in sec. 4.

2 Calculation of QCD soft theorem to three loops

In this section we introduce the method for constructing the integrand for loop-level soft
factor in QCD. Our approach is based on SCET, where the soft factor can be expressed as
a transition matrix element of soft Wilson lines from vacuum to single gluon state. We use
this definition to construct the integrand through three loops.

2.1 Soft theorem from Soft-Collinear Effective Theory

The soft theorem with an outgoing soft gluon can be well described by Wilson lines in Soft-
Collinear Effective Theory (SCET) [19-23] (See also, for example, ref. [52] for a discussion
from QCD factorization). That is,

#(0)u(a) = (al [ det=rr [ 11 mx)] 0). 2.1)
k=1

where Yy (z) is a semi-infinity Wilson line standing for the color source of an external hard
parton. In this paper, we restrict ourselves to the case of two Wilson lines with m = 2. For
an outgoing Wilson line, it starts from the origin and extends to null infinity,

Yi(z) = Pexp (igs/ dsny - Ay (z + Snk)Ti> , (2.2)
0

where the subscript ’s” in A? refers to the soft gluon field. Similarly, an incoming Wilson
line is defined as

0
Yi(z) = Pexp (igs/ dsny - A2(z + anTZ) . (2.3)
In the above equation, the P refers to path ordering
P[A(z + sng)A(z + tng)] = 0(s — t)A(x + sng)A(z + tng)
+0(t — s)A(x + tng) A(z + sny) , (2.4)

where we define A(x 4+ sny) = A%(x + sny) T}, and T is the color-charge operator defined
in the color space formalism [27]. For an outgoing quark (incoming anti-quark), (T%)ij =



(t*);;, for an outgoing anti-quark (incoming quark), (Th),; =—(t “);i» for a gluon, (T%),, =
—ifo¢ where fo¢ are structure constants, and t® are the Gell-Mann matrices with the
normalization Tr[t?] = 590

According to Lorentz and color structures, the soft factor J, with two Wilson lines can

be decomposed into the following form up to three loops:
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. 2 \mi-q n2-q

)| ot - g i (wtms - )
- (TﬁT‘{Tg - TgT;T‘f) (012 debed 4 Dy, d%’chf) ] +0(ad), (2.5)
2

where n? = n3 = 0 are two light-like vectors. The form factor Bjs starts to contribute at
one loop. The quadrupole invariant tensor dfﬁf’Cd and d‘if’Cd are defined by

1
dabed — ﬂTr [TaTbTCTd] p T symmetric permutations, (2.6)

and their coefficients C19, D12 only receive contributions starting from three-loop order.
We stress that all these scalar factors don’t depend on the particular representation of the
Wilson lines, a form of Casimir scaling. The form of eq. (2.5) is constructed from scaling
symmetry and dimensional analysis. It has been checked by an explicit computation which
will be described in detail below.

A related quantity, the [-loop Eikonal function can be derived from the soft factor,

1 a v Ta *
S (q) = i, CRTr{ [2720] [e.720)] (q)}, (2.7)

where in SU(N,) group Ng = N, Cr = (N? —1)/(2N,) and N4y = N2 — 1, C4 = N, for
quarks and gluons respectively. The eikonal function directly contributed to the soft-virtual

cross section of Drell-Yan or Higgs production, see e.g. [35, 36]. Here and in the following,
we always expand the quantity in

- (2.8)

with a = g2/(47), for example,

S1a(q 24,3 al 51 (q) (2.9)
=0

The Sg) is the well-known tree-level Eikonal function,

ni - N9

gt 2.10

I (2.10)
We are mainly interested in the higher-order corrections for scalar form factors in eq. (2.5)
and the tree-level Eikonal function in eq. (2.10). The soft factor in general depends on the

direction of the Wilson lines (incoming or outgoing). However, due to a rescaling symmetry



ni — Ainf and nf — Agnk for arbitrary A; and Ag, this dependence can be fully encoded
in terms of a factor S:

s _ (4 S(O) . 671)\127r €
€ — o119 € W s (211)

where € = (4 — d)/2 is the dimensional regulator, Asp in the phase factor e MB7 is 1 if A
and B are both incoming or outgoing, and A 4p = 0 for other cases (see for example [30]). By
factoring out the dependence on S, for eq. (2.5) and eq. (2.7) at each order, the remaining
contributions are not sensitive to the direction of Wilson lines,

S13(a) = S1 (@)Striy
By = Stbiy,Cyi = Siehy . Dy = Sidy (2.12)

In this paper, we determine r15 and b2, c12, di2 in above equation to three-loop order.

2.2 Construction of loop integrand for Soft theorem

To construct the loop integrand for the soft theorem, we first derive the effective Feynman
rules for soft Wilson lines as shown in eq. (2.2) and eq. (2.3). It can be conveniently done
by expanding the Wilson lines order by order in g5;. We get the following eikonal Feynman
rules up to three gluon emissions (We checked explicitly that the Feynman rules with more
gluon emissions are not needed for the computation of three-loop soft theorem),

. —gsnk T ’
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+ permutations| , (2.13)

where the sign of Feynman’s prescription id; 0% stems from the path along the light cone
of outgoing or incoming Wilson lines. The d; is 1 for an outgoing Wilson line and §; = —1
for an incoming Wilson line. The color-charge operator T{ is the same operator as defined
in eq. (2.2) and eq. (2.3). In the above equations, plus permutations indicates a summation
over all external gluon indices (simultaneous permutation of p;, a;, k;). Each vertex for the
Wilson line above can be understood as a sum of conventional diagrams with soft gluon
emissions. For example, the vertex with two soft gluons in eq. (2.13) for an outgoing Wilson
line can be understood as the sum of the following two diagrams:

ot

Here the effective coupling between a soft gluon and an eikonal line is ig,T¢n). And the
propagator of the eikonal line with momentum £ is m

We generated in QGRAF [53] all relevant Feynman diagrams, which implement particle
interactions from standard QCD and interactions due to the above effective vertices with up
to three-gluon emissions. In figure 1, we show some sample Feynman diagrams. The ampli-
tude is invariant under the rescaling of ny, no, such that the only scale is /LQSS). Therefore,
the soft factor only receives contributions from one-particle-irreducible (1PI) diagrams with
a number 550 at three loops. Subsequently, an in-house Mathematica code was used to sub-
stitute the Feynman rules into Feynman diagrams, and FORM [54-56] and Color.h [57| were
used to evaluate Dirac and color algebra. To verify the (generalized) Casimir scaling prin-
ciple, we use the effective Feynman rules as shown in eq. (2.13) for Wilson lines in both
fundamental and adjoint representations. Regarding the topology classification, the pack-
age Apart [58] was first used to eliminate the linear dependence of propagators largely due
to the multiple linear propagators from the effective vertices. After the partial fraction, we
found 780 topologies that were then reduced to 160 topologies by applying a self-written
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Figure 1. Sample Feynman diagrams for three-loop soft theorem. From left to right, when con-
tracting with tree diagrams with single gluon emission, the first diagram is zero, the second diagram
contributes to d&¥°?d%?, and the third diagram contributes to sub-leading color only.

code. The code implemented a simple algorithm that tries to find a loop momentum trans-
formation relating the two topologies with each other by carefully searching all possible
loop momentum transformations. We noted that a similar algorithm was also implemented
in the public package Reduze 2 [59] !. By appending some proper propagators stemming
from irreducible numerators, the 160 topologies can be further mapped into 25 integral
families. The definition of these integral families can be found in Appendix. A.

The integration-by-parts (IBP) [60] reductions were done by Kira [61] equipped with
FireFly (62|, which implements the Laporta algorithm [63] as well as finite fields and
function reconstruction techniques [64, 65]. After IBP reductions, we found 52 master
integrals and only 49 of them appeared in the amplitude, and the master integrals were
found to appear only in six integral families.

To check the gauge invariance of the amplitude, we use the Feynman gauge as well
as the light cone gauge for the polarization summation of the external gluon as shown in
eq. (2.7),

en(0)E5(q) = —gu + O—W s=0orl. (2.14)
1

For internal gluons, we use the R¢ gauge but with the amplitude truncating at (1 —§)",

i L,
D (l) = 3 |0+ (1-¢) ;”2 . (2.15)

We found the amplitude is indeed gauge invariant provided that six extra relations exist

within the 49 master integrals. We verified explicitly these six extra relations by computing
all 49 master integrals as shown in section 3.

3 Calculation of master integrals

In this section, we present the details of our approach to compute the single-scale soft
master integrals. Our approach is based on Feynman parameter representation. Using the

'We thank Andreas von Manteuffel for pointing this out to us.



differential equation with respect to an auxiliary scale appearing in the intermediate step
and reduction of integrals in Feynman parameter representation, we manage to compute all
master integrals iteratively, with the final boundary conditions coming from simple Gamma
functions.

3.1 Differential equations

We calculate the master integrals by using the differential-equation method [45, 46]. For soft
integrals, the scale dependence is trivial. To get a nontrivial differential-equation system, we
need to introduce an auxiliary scale. While there are several widely used methods to achieve
this, such as the Drinfeld-associator method [66] and the auxiliary-mass-flow method [67—
70], these methods are less appropriate for the calculation in this work. Because an extra
mass scale on either an external line or an internal line may highly increase the complexity
of the IBP reduction. A better choice is to introduce a scale that is essential to the integral
to be calculated. It is evident that an extra scale can be introduced by leaving one fold
of integration untouched, or equivalently, by inserting a delta function. For phase-space
integrals, this can be done in the momentum space (see e.g. refs. [71, 72]). While for
normal loop integrals, an extra delta function in the momentum space may even complicate
the calculation. A better choice is to insert a delta function in the parametric representation.
The obtained integrals can further be reduced by using the method developed in refs. [73—
75].

We consider the calculation of the parametric integrals of the following form

T'(—Xo) " n
I, A1y An) = /dHW“)ﬁO [Tz I =
H¢:m+1 F(/\i + 1) i=1 i=m+1 (3.1)

E/dH(n+1)I(_n_1).

Here the integration measure is dI1™ = [} dz;6(1 — EM(z)), with EM™(z) a positive
definite homogeneous function of x of degree n. The region of integration for z; is (0, oo)
when ¢ > m and (—oo, oo) when i < m. F is a homogeneous polynomial of x of degree
L + 1. For integrals with momentum-space correspondences, L is the number of loops.
For loop integrals, the polynomial F is related to the well-known Symanzik polynomials
U and F through 7 = F + Ux,41. But here we consider the more general parametric
integrals which may not have momentum-space correspondences. This generalization is
necessary, because some asymptotically expanded integrals may not have any momentum-
space correspondence [76, 77]. By virtue of the homogeneity of the integrands, it can be
shown that the parametric integrals satisfy the equations

0 :/drﬂ"“)aaz(”), i=1,2,...,m, (3.2a)
X

0 :/drﬂ"*l)aaﬂ") + 5Aio/dH(”) VASD goi=mAlma2, ] (3.2b)
€Ty T;=




A parametric integral can be understood as a function of the indices A;. Then we can
define the following operators.

'R,Z‘I()\o,...,)\i,...,/\n) :()\i+1)]()\0,...,)\i+1,...,)\n),
Dil(A0s- - M An) =T(A0s o s A — 1, ),
A0 Ais e s Am) =N A0y s Ay e An).

It is understood that

I(/\o,...,Ai_l,—l,...,An)E/dH(”)I(”) g i=mAl mt2,
Ti=
We further define
B — 'Di, iZl, 2,...,m,
IR, i=mA4+1, m+2,..., n+1,
5 R, 1=1, 2,..., m,
) D Li=mA4+1, m+2,..., n+1,
fo_ AT i=1,2,..., m,
L A ,i=m+1, m+2,..., n+ 1

Apd we formally define operators 2,41 and 2,41, such that 2,11 = I, and 93% il =
[[i=i(@nt1 + 5)I, with Gny1 = —(L + 1)ao — D211, (a; + 1) — 1. We assume that Zp41 is
always to the right of U(Z) in F(&). By using these operators, we can write eq. (3.2) in the

following form 2:

OF (&)
D — Zi| Zne1l = 0. 3.3
225 5 33)

Let y be a kinematical variable, then it is easy to see that the parametric integrals
satisfy the equation

0 oF

To get a nontrivial scale dependence, we insert a delta function into the parametric
integral in eq. (3.1), and get

TA0 A, Ap) = / Ay §(y — EO ()2, (3.5)

Here the function E(™ is the one defined below eq. (3.1). Equation (3.2) also holds for
eq. (3.5), since it is a consequence of the homogeneity of the integrand. In practical cal-
culations, by a proper choice of the E(©) (z), we can eliminate one fold of integration by

*Notice that here the definition of G,41 is slightly different from that in refs. [74, 75]. The reason is
that, with the definition of dn41 in refs. [74, 75], eq. (3.4) is invalid if the first Symanzik polynomial U
depends on y. And in this paper we do need to consider the situation where U depends on y. With the
new definition, there is an extra Zn4+1 in eq. (3.3) (compared with eq. (2.6) in ref. [75]). And eq. (2.11) in
ref. [74] becomes DoF + Ao = 0. The definition of &, is only of formal sense, and &%, 127, 111 should be
understood as i‘::LjII rather than &%, (a?f1 +11). In practical calculations, we always express &1, in terms
of Gn+1 from the very beginning.



using the delta function. The resulting y-dependent integral is still of the form in eq. (3.1).
Thus it can be reduced in the parametric representation and then calculated by using the
differential-equation method. Compared with the original integral, the y-dependent integral
is one less fold of integration. By successive applications of this method, we can calculate
Feynman integrals recursively.

The method described in this subsection applies to both normal loop integrals and
phase-space integrals. But we do not consider phase-space integrals hereafter. That is, we
take m = 0 in eq. (3.1).

3.2 Rules for choosing E(©

In principle, the function E© in eq. (3.5) can be chosen arbitrarily. Nevertheless, for a
general choice of E(©) it is not easy to express the right-hand sides of eqs. (3.2) in terms of
regular parametric integrals. In practical calculations, we choose E(® to be of the form
EO =1 (3.6)
Ly
Then we can eliminate the integration with respect to x; by using the delta function. That
is,

I(20, At An) :/dn<n+1>dy 5y — Tyzt-n-

X

j
:/dy/dﬂ(”) x; 7Y

F()\Z’ -+ )\j + 2) / s
= d iIy.
Ty + 00y +1) ) VY

(3.7)

Ti=YyT;

For integrals that have momentum-space correspondences, this is equivalent to the method
of combining two propagators with a Feynman parameter [78|. The pair {z;, z;} can still be
arbitrarily chosen. A good choice may greatly simplify the calculation. In this section, we
provide a method to choose F(©) wisely such that the number of regions of the asymptotic
expansion for the obtained y-dependent integral is minimized. Consequently, the boundary
conditions of the differential equations are simplified.

A general F polynomial is of the structure

A n+1
F=3 (cf,a 11 mA) , (38)
a=1 A

where Cr, are some z-independent constants. This polynomial may not depend on any
physical scale. Thus it does not make sense to talk about asymptotic expansion for the
corresponding parametric integrals. Nevertheless, we can still formally introduce the notion
of "region" for this polynomial by using the idea of the convex hull described in ref. [77].
Specifically, a region r is associated with a subset S, of {1, 2,---, A} and a n+2 dimensional
vector k., such that the number of elements of S, is not less than n + 1, and

n+1
> Aakkrg =kro, @ €S, (3.9a)
k=1

~10 -



n+1

> Aakkrg >keo,  a ¢ S, (3.9b)
k=1

It is easy to see that Ay with a ¢ S, is linearly independent of A, with a € S,. Since
F is a homogeneous polynomial of degree L + 1, we have Z?:Jrll Ayi = L+ 1. Thus, if
Ay = EaeST CbaNai, we have Za Cba = 1, and Zz Abikr,i = kr,O Za Cba = kr,O- Hence b € S;.
And it is easy to see that the cardinal number of S, should be smaller than A, because
otherwise the corresponding parametric integral is scaleless. To see this, without loss of
generality, we assume that k, ;1 # 0. Then we rescale x; with ¢ > 1 by z; — xixlfr’i/ kr’l. If
S, =A{1, 2,..., A}, the x; dependence of F can be factored out. Thus the integration with
respect to x1 is scaleless.

Presently we will show that those regions defined by egs. (3.9) are intimately related
to the regions of the y-dependent integrals.

We consider the integrals obtained by replacing x; with yz;. The corresponding F
polynomial reads

F=F (3.10)

|wi:y$j ’

For simplicity, we formally denote y by z; for . Obviously, we have

, A n+1 N
F =Y (Cra[]z™ ). (3.11)

a=1 k
with
Agj =Aaj + A, (3.12a)
Ay =Aa, K #35. (3.12b)
It is easy to see that
n+1
Z Ailkk;’,k‘ :kr,(]a ac ST> (313&)
k=1
n+1
> ALK >keo, a g Sy, (3.13b)
k=1
with
k;,i Ekr,i - kr,j: (3.14&)
Ky, g, =Ko g, k # . (3.14b)

According to the convex-hull algorithm described in ref. [77], a vector kj. with k., >
0 gives exactly a region of asymptotic expansion in the limit of y — 0, because terms

A . /
H?H x; *" with a € S, dominate 7’ when x, scales as xj ~ ykﬂk. We denote

Rij = {T‘|k‘r7i > kr,j} . (315)

— 11 —



Since k:;,Z = ky,; — kyj, by choosing the pair {i, j} such that the cardinal number of the set
R;; is minimized, the number of regions of asymptotic expansion is minimized.

Obviously, after expanding the F polynomial asymptotically in a region 7, only terms
in S, survive. Thus, by choosing the pair {i ,j} such that the cardinal number of S,
(denoted by N;) is minimized, the boundary integrals are simplified.

As a summary, we choose the pair {i, j} according to the following rules:

(1) We choose the pair {i, j} such that the cardinal number of R;; is minimized, where
R;j is defined in eq. (3.15).

(2) Among all the pairs satisfying the first rule, we choose the one such that max{N,|r €
R;;} is minimized, where N, is the cardinal number of S,.

3.3 Boundary integrals

By using the method described in the previous sections, we can construct differential equa-
tions for the parametric integrals. The boundaries of the solutions of the differential equa-
tions can further be expressed in terms of parametric integrals. Thus, this algorithm can
be carried out recursively. The algorithm terminates when the F polynomial has exactly
n -+ 1 monomials. In this case, the parametric integral can be expressed in terms of gamma
functions. We have

I'(=Xo) (1) X ™o
I Ats -5 An) ==y At 7o T a7
I[= T(Ai+1) =1
n+1 3 =X (3.16)
(L+ DI [rOaesy]
AT TG + 1)
with
n+1
Ao = (A Dia(Ni+1). (3.17)
=1

Here A,; and Cr 4 are defined in eq. (3.8), and L is defined in the paragraph below eq. (3.1).
The derivation of eq. (3.16) is as follows.

We introduce a new set of variables

n+1

ug = [ &t (3.18)
=1

The Jacobian is

Uq,
7Aai

T

n+1
g
_ Hamyva gy (3.19)

H@ua
- n+1
H’L:l Ty

Oxi

~12 -



For the integration measure dII("*t1) we choose EY) = uLﬁ Then we have

(L+1)T
I()\O,)\l,...,)\n):HA” 1‘[”“F , +1 /H

o g
PELA-L)  (A41)—1
(Cf,nﬂ + Zcf,aua> H uazlfl (A7)t )

a=1

(L + 1) ( )\0 - /\1 ]:1
= dug
I A T T A +1) /H (3.20)

n Xo+A1 g
Xa—1
a=2

a=2

@+ DI [POICEy |
AT TG +1)

3.4 Analytic continuation

While the analytic continuation is not a problem for the calculations in this paper, it needs
to be considered in order to develop a general-purpose algorithm. For a F polynomial with
both positive terms and negative terms, a Feynman parameter may cross a branch point
in the region of integration. Generally speaking, it is not easy to determine the branch
while a Feynman parameter crosses a branch point. A possible solution to this problem
is as follows. We replace each negative coefficient of F, denoted by —Cr,, by —yCr,,
and construct differential equations with respect to y. The imaginary part of y should
be i0" due to the 10" prescription of Feynman propagators. We determine the boundary
conditions at y = 0. All the boundary integrals are with positive definite F polynomials
and thus can further be evaluated by using the method described in previous subsections.

3.5 Examples

As an example of the application of the method described in this section, we consider the
calculation of the following integral:

d
Il(—f, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0)

) 1
= d%,d%,d%%, .
=T / B (=) (g = 1) (la—q)° (I = Is)* (I — Is)*

The F polynomial for this topology reads

Fi1 =xg(r235+ T237+ T256 + To67 + T356 + 2357 + 36,7+ 56,7)
— (1235 + 21,237+ T1245 + 1247+ 21356 + T1357 + 1,367

+21456+T1457+T1467+T1567+ T2456+ T2467)-
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Here we use x; ;.. to denote z;z; ---. The k, vectors for this polynomial can be found by
using Qhull [79, 80]. Due to the homogeneity of the integrand of a parametric integral,
two vectors k,, and k,, describe the same region if k., o = ky 0+ (L + 1)c and ky,; =
kr i+ c, i # 0, for an arbitrary constant c. We fix this ambiguity with the constraint
krny1 = 0. We get

0 0o 01 0 0 0 00O
3111 0 1 1 10
-10 0 0 0 -10 00
-10 0 0 0 0 -100
-30 0 -1-1-1-1-10
-20-10 0-10 -10
-10 0 0 0 O 0 —-10
301 1 1 1 1 10
-30-1-10-1-1-10
-2-1-10 0 0 -1 00
-4-1-1-1-1-1-1-10
10 0 0 0 1 0 10

-10 0 -1-10 0 00

Here each row represents (kyq,kr1,...,krn+1). There are 7 pairs {4, j} with only one k,
such that k,; > k. ;, which are {2, 1}, {4, 3}, {5, 7}, {6, 1}, {6, 2}, {6, 3}, and {7, 5}.
Among these pairs, the pairs {5, 7} and {7, 5} has the minimal N,. We choose the pair
{7, 5}. The k, vector with k.7 > kv is (—1,0,0,0,0,~1,0,0,0).

After inserting d(y — i—i) and eliminating the z5 integration, we get a y-dependent
integral

d
12,0 = IQ(_§7Oa Oa Oa 07 07 1)7

with the F polynomial

2 2
Fo =x7 [y ($2,3,6 + 2256 + 35,6 + T3xg + 565%) + T236 + T256 + $3,5,6]
2 2 2
-y (336:131,3 + ZgT14 + TT15 + 1,236 + L1246 + T1,356 T 1,456 T 1‘2,4,5,6)

— (1236 + 21246+ 21356+ T1456+ T2456) -

By construction, we can easily get the momentum-space correspondence

] 1
Iro = —%/2 / d?11d%,d 1 .
: (-9 (= 17) (b —13)? |y (la — q)* + (Ia — I3)°

This integral can be further reduced. We have

(3d — 8)(5d — 16)(5d — 14)(y + 1) (d—2)(2d —7)(3d — 8)(y + 1)
1270 = — 12 1+

A(d —3)%y ’ A(d —3)%y

12,27
where the master integrals are

d
I2,1 :IZ(_§7 07 07 07 07 07 0)7
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d
I2,2 :IZ(_gvoa Oa _1707070)'

The differential equations for these integrals are quite simple:

0. yle—=2)—e+1
oy~ y(y +1)

2,1y i = 17 27

where € = %(4 — d). This differential equation can be trivially solved. The boundary
conditions are determined by expanding the master integrals asymptotically in the limit of
y — 0. We consider the integral I5; for example. As is already known, there is only one
region, for which the Feynman parameters scale as
Te ~ yilv
i ~ 1, i # 6.
Rescaling the F polynomial according to the above scaling, and expanding it to the leading

order in y, we get
d
. 1—
331—%[2’2 -y 6[3(—5,0,0,0,0,0,0).
The F polynomial for the integral family I3 is
F3 =x7 (v23,6 + T2,56 + T356 + T328 + $55'3%)
— (x%ng + 3%961,4 + 33%371,5 + 21236 + 21,246 T 21,356 + 1,456 + 372,4,5,6) .

The integral family I3 does not have an evident momentum-space correspondence. It can
further be calculated by using the method described in this section. The k, vectors for F3
are

0 001 0 0 00O0

-30 0 -1-1-1-10
-4-1-1-1-1-1-10
-10 0 0 0 -100
-2-1-10 0 -100
-3 0 -1-10 -1-10
-20-10 0 0 -10
301 1 1 1 10
3111 0 1 10
10 0 000 10
-10 0 -1-10 0O

There are 7 pairs {x;, x;} with only one k, such that k,; > k,;, among which the pair
{2, 6} has the minimal NN,. Insertion of §(y — £2) leads to the integral

d
I4,0 - -[4(_57 07 07 07 07 1)7
with the F polynomial

2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Fi =xq [y (m2x5 + x4x5) + X245 + To2uy + :U4a:5] -y (1‘5.58172 +r5w13 + x5a:3,4)
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2 2 2
- (565361,2 +T5x13 + 25014+ T1245 + 36173,4,5] .
The integral Iy o can further be reduced to

9d—2)(y+1,
1y? 4,1

3(d—3)

Iyo=— Iy,

where the master integrals are

d
I4,1 :I4 <_2707 _1707070> )

d
Lis=I4 <—2,0,0, o,o,o) .

The differential equations for these integrals are

2y—3)(e—1
i _[4,1 _ % 0 | I471 |
0y \ 142 3(y+z)2(e—1) _(yﬁ;(ﬁﬁl) Iis

This differential-equation system can be converted into the canonical form [81] by using

the package epsilon [82] which implements Lee’s algorithm [83]. The obtained differential-
equation system is solved by using the standard differential-equation method. The boundary
conditions can be determined by applying the method developed in this section recursively.
Here we do not go into more detail.

4 Soft theorem at three loops in QCD and N =4 sYM

In this section, we present the results for the three-loop soft factor in QCD up to O(e?).
These results are necessary ingredients for QCD corrections or soft function calculation
at N*LO. We also derive the corresponding soft factor in A” = 4 sYM with full-color de-
pendence, using the principle of leading transcendentality [84]. Note that the principle
of leading transcendentality has not been proved, but is known to work in many cases,
including e.g. twist operator dimensions [50, 84|, soft functions or Wilson loops [36, 85],
form factors [86-88|. We verify that the leading color contributions agree with a previ-
ous calculation [32] based on BDS ansatz [48|, and determine a three-loop constant f2(3)
analytically.

4.1 IR singularities of soft factor

Before presenting our results for soft factor at three loops, we first discuss its infrared sin-
gularities. IR singularities for scattering amplitudes have been understood to be factorized,
as a result of soft-collinear factorization [89-91|. Since the soft factor is simply the soft limit
of scattering amplitude, we can extract the IR singularities of the soft factor by taking the
soft limit in the IR singularities of scattering amplitude.

To all orders in perturbation theory, the IR singularities of massless scattering am-
plitudes are governed by a multiplicative renormalization factor Z, which in general is a
matrix in color space

[Méin.n({p}, p)) = lim Z7 (e, {p}, 1) Mun(e. {p})), (4.1)
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where in the equation above | Mgy »({p}, 1)) is the IR renormalized finite amplitude, and
|M.,(€,{p})) is the UV renormalized amplitude. The IR renormalized factor is

2(e, (o). = Pesp | / "] (12)

and )
T, -T; cus

L({p} ) = Y —527"F(a) n £

(,9)

where explicit data for the anomalous dimension will be provided in the appendix. The

+ Zw"(as) +As+ O(Ay), (4.3)

Mandelstam variable is defined as s;; = 20p;p; + 70 with the sign factor

(4.4)

+1, pi,pj both incoming or outgoing
P
Y —1, otherwise

The notation (i,j) refers to unordered pairs of distinct parton indices. In eq. (4.3), Ag
refers to tripole contribution which is kinematics-independent and starts to contribute at
the three-loop order [92]:

3
AY = 16 usefee (G +206) > {Tg,Tg}TgTz. (4.5)
i=11<j<k<3
3. k#i

Another contribution from the quadrupole term Ay involving four partons is also present
at the three-loop order, for example in the three-loop four-parton scattering amplitude in
N =4 and QCD [93-96]. However, because we only deal with the soft factor of two hard
partons (only scattering amplitude involving three colored partons is required), it is not
needed in this work.

The soft factor computed in this work refers to the soft gluon limit of a three-parton
amplitude in QCD. We write the IR renormalization formula as

|Mﬁn.,3(p17p27p3) ,u)> = lgr(l) Z_1(€7plap25p3v H)|M3(€ap17p27p3)>7 (46)

where |[M3(€, p1,p2,p3)) is the UV renormalized amplitudes with three massless QCD par-
tons, for example v* — q(p1)3(p2)g(ps). In the soft gluon limit, the soft gluon factorization
demands that the IR renormalized amplitude factorizes as
1()ir_r>10 ‘Mﬁn.73(p17p27p37 /J')> = J(p?n M)‘Mﬁn.ﬂ(plap?v M)> ) <47)
p3
where J(ps, pt) is the IR renormalized soft factor, and |Magy 2(p1,p2, 1)) is the IR renor-
malized 2-parton amplitude,

J(ps, 1) = lim Z3 (e, ps, 1).J (€, ps) (4.8)
| Méin._2(p1,p2, b)) = lg% Z5 (e, p1,pa, p)|Ma(e, p1,p2)) - (4.9)

This leads to the relation
Z M e, ps, p) = Jim Z3 ' (e, p1, P2, 3, 1) Za(€, p1, 2, 1) (4.10)

The infrared singularities of the three-loop soft factor can then be read-off from Z(e, p3, u).
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4.2 Soft theorem to three loops in QCD

We are now ready to present our results for the soft factor to three loops. The results
were verified to satisfy the (generalized) Casimir scaling principle, such that we are able to
write them down in a unified form for both fundamental and adjoint representations. The
corrections of Bjs in eq. (2.5) were calculated to two loops in [32, 33|, we list them here
using the convention of eq. (2.12) for completeness. At one-loop order, the result can be
expressed in terms of the following gamma functions,

U &P (e (1 — (e +1)

12 =~ ET(1 = 2¢) : (4.11)

For the two-loop corrections, we give the result to ! and found full agreement with the e
expansion of all-order result in [33],

€ 36 18 8 81
139 2077 2035 247 3410 205¢3
G2 I € + G G ] 62{7 G

re - Lac
el Lo —
62> 54 54 48 10 243 18
BAIGG | 6388Cs 4360, | 12395¢s | 5621¢;  3307¢s 20428}

18 81 81 144 30 48 729
) 10571¢2 2 42 2411 411
n 65[_ 0571¢3 . 077CCs  509CaCs | 37427¢3 G n 05¢4

54 54 24 243 243 216
| 219GG; | 34237¢ | 42361 45T3¢; 122504 845

4 2
40k 4 — 222
10 90 64 14 9187 }“ [ G3 — 1g 2%
| GA38TCE 552Gy G3085GuCs | 29GsGy | 226405 4TS5, | 119135,

162 81 72 15 729 729 324
5621(2(5 n 1087485 n 258017¢6 n 90101¢7 ~ 1264777¢s 734896}}

30 135 192 42 1152 6561

b2 o L G SR SE - g 676 3G TG 5T
12 N2t 1283 €2

N, — =Y
* f{663 TR T 18 9 ‘162 LT ma  Tav
185¢, 2117 o 31 367C;  994¢C;  925¢; 511¢s 665
24 486] e [ 992" T sl 72 5 1458}
. 63[961C§ 155¢2Cs 5255(;  3083C

5 241 5 31 65 35 155
G 54+ﬁ_ ¢! n o G

8915¢4  511¢s 3851C6+2059]

27 27 243 486 216 9 32 4374
64[4805@ _ 130¢2G3 n 5735CaCs  31246¢3  20503C2  55225(¢s  511(a(s
81 81 36 729 1458 648 15
19834 19255 8191 6305
- & _ o 819G, |t (4.12)
135 96 21 13122
The three-loop corrections to eq. (2.5) are our main results, we expand the results to €2
below:
119 _ 3¢ 649Ca | 23 _ 1517
b(3)_02 —i—i— 11+3ﬂ_T2+2162+73_W
12 7A 6e6 1265 et €3
2501 2101¢s _ 1487¢s _ 7271 11GsCo | 437Cr | 2575(s _ 22583Cs | 98Cs _ 446705
4 688 108 288 86 | 18 972 36 576 5 8748
€2 €
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293¢3  2453GG3 n 203705¢3  12911¢ n 493381¢s  26543¢s | 445679¢6
36 72 486 2916 1728 60 6912
8206861 [ 17149¢3 n 21031¢2C¢3  86CaC3 ~ 2330483¢3  403379¢2
_ el —

52488 216 216 9 1458 17496
N 1228523¢4 N 9773(aC5 N 262597C5 259656436 N 151631¢; 48027739

864 90 180 13824 252 104976
2{ 15008¢;, 3 10045 920995¢2 N 71831¢2(3 N 388289C4(3  9907(5(s
€ — _

45 G265 — 216 108 576 30
15854467C5 5363867(2 42678481¢s  T1533(a(s | 82837¢; | 112195243¢

2916 104976 7776 120 10 13824
1343045 3738034847 2482106477 1 43
- C7+ CS_ ]} CANf{—6

126 829440 1889568 665 T 16268

895 59¢2 _ 31¢2 + 239¢3 + 2603 32652 4945¢3 + 2437¢4 + 24169

4 486 108, 324 54 486 4 972 162 288 2187 271¢3C2
€3 €2 € 36
B 3925(, B 2513(3 _ 33109¢4 n 7799¢5 n 397699 6{ _ 4969C§ 1595(2(3

2916 18 288 90 26244 108 36

_720299¢s  228895¢;  1168171¢,  187753(¢s | 2476865¢e 22273}

1458 4374 2592 270 6912 5832
E2[404075@% 78205¢2(s  121555¢4(s  3316207C; 17477627

324 324 288 2187 52488
152328134 | 7063CoCs  52115¢s  76597939¢¢ | 13871¢7 125652667}}

7776 60 18 20736 7 944784

55 _ 8Gs G _ 763 _ 4Cs | 1819
—|—C'F]\7f{_|_54_9d Y- 3t 4 67(2 1385(3

9¢3 €2 € 7< G+ 81

38¢s  56¢s | 45967 6[544c§ _ 38Ca(s 50495¢ 354742 ~ 16237¢
9 9 1944 9 9 486 216 432

532 101G 1007179} N 62{5168@ _ 809aCs | 599CaCs 1661303y
27 6 11664 27 54 2 2916

99931¢,  635899¢s  28Ca(s  TOALTGs 19195 392¢r 20357263”

1296 2592 3 405 36 9 69984

+ N - gt o o, bR g MG 26006
81¢t 243€3 €2 € 27 243
1229¢, 640 [130CsC;  5984C,  206Cs  6145¢;  10084C; 12160

oo tee Tt e et e 35+ o1

Lol 81503, 1300CaCs | 168448C | 677126y | 9355C; , 20168G;

81 81 2187 2187 o4 81
999593(e 423296] }

2592 59049

(4.13)

—32 — 16 64
& — CQCi G _192¢2 + 3(3 646

1760 4928
+ G —940C6+6[TC3

10720
10706

16965
9

— 480¢2C3 +

— 1112¢4C3 —
[29376(573
S

— 416(s + 208¢4 — 1496(2(s

30016¢2
9

17605 — 4032@} e 4 608CaC
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42560C;  6208C, 10048 101216
+ 4928(4(3 + 5A88(5(y — ¢3_ 620862 Gy 88025 + 101216¢s
97 3 3 27
10720 2613298
4 107206 579800, — Tgs , (4.14)
: 128¢; 640
d?) —128¢, — 3(3 B 3C5
1792¢2 3008 3200 8960(2
e[— 3C3+ 9<3—|—960C2—416C4— 945—64046}+e2[—TC?>
04144¢C;  15296C, 18848
1216025 — 179206 + St 4 12202 | I oy
91072¢s 3200
-5 G _ . % _ 992()(7} , (4.15)

where several regular zeta values up to transcendental-weight 8 and one multiple zeta value
are involved,

3

00 —1

1
Ga=. —53 == 0.0377076729848475. (4.16)
1

m=1n

The higher-order corrections of the Eikonal functions in eq. (2.7) can be readily expressed
in terms of the above results, in the cases of one and two loops,

rglg) = CAbgg fori=1, 2, (4.17)

and in the three-loop case,

dild™! (3, dg*'dp*'Ny o)

3 3
7”52) =0}y bgz) + NpCr C12 NpCr 12 5

(4.18)

where in gauge group SU(N,), the quadratic color structures are evaluated to be the fol-
lowing explicit expressions,

dbeddgbed  NA _6N2 418 dgeldel N3 46N,

NpCrp 48Nz L ONpCro 24
d%ded%)Cd B Nc2 +6 d%ded%de B ]\fc3 + 36N, (4 19)
NsCy 48 7 NaCyx 24 . |

We emphasize that our results are for unrenormalized quantities. To perform the ultraviolet
(UV) renormalization, we just need to renormalize the strong coupling constant, i.e.,

as — Zg 05, (4.20)

2¢ 62

2 3
with Z,, = 1 — %G/S + (iig _ B4 _% 4 TB1fo _ %) + O(a?), where B; is QCD beta
function which will be collected in the appendix. After UV renormalization, the remaining

poles stem from IR singularities. We checked that the IR poles in our explicit results agree
with those predicted in section 4.1.
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4.3 Soft theorem in N =4 sYM and BDS ansatz at three loops

The soft theorem in AN/ = 4 sYM can be easily extracted from QCD results assuming the
principle of maximal transcendentality [50, 84]|. At the one-loop order, the Eikonal function
for the soft theorem in N'= 4 sYM and QCD are identical, i.e.,

S woa(a) = S5 (a) = Sh(a) SN B (4.21)

At two-loop order, by keeping only the maximal transcendentality part of eq. (4.12),
the N/ =4 sYM results up to €* reads,

S15 nma(@) = SPa(a )52N2{+C2_11C3+7C4+ <—2C2C3— 247<5>

2¢4 6 8 10
2052 3307¢s 509 219C2C;  4573(r
2 3 3 _ _
e < 18 48 ) e < 228 T T 14
845 20053 1264777C8
40Cs5 — —— - 4.22
< 0¢5,3 Cé(g 15 1152 ; (4.22)

where only the leading color contributes. Similarly, at the three-loop order, we have

284(5 13¢2¢3 2
3) slysd L 3G 26 1487¢ )
Sio n=a(0) = S12(0)S [ { 60 4t 38 omee2 € " 36
174959¢¢ 331 4163C2C5  109295(7
g1z € < Gt g T a5
2 (392G, 8605 05, o 3047¢Cy | 1731021983(
45 2537 g0 829440
3 [ —320C5 — 16
+ 2Nc{ @Cz <5 —192¢% — 940Cs + €( — 1112¢3C4 — 1496(2Cs

29376 26132
R e R s )

where the three-loop N = 4 result receives contributions from both leading color and sub-
leading color. The sub-leading color appears for the first time at three-loop order and comes
from the fourth invariant tensor d%’Cdd%’Cd in (4.18) solely. While not rigorously proved,
the validity of the principle of maximal transcendentality at subleading color was confirmed
in the case of the four-loop Sudakov form factor [88, 97]. 2 Interestingly, the soft limit of
three-loop splitting amplitude in planar A/ = 4 sYMs can be reorganized into the following
form [32] which is the soft limit of the well-known BDS ansatz 48],

D@ =3 (1P0) +r PP+ P 100, (@21

3We note that the subleading-color soft current in N/ = 4 SYM was very recently obtained in [98]
using an alternative approach, which involves performing an expansion-by-regions analysis starting from
the full N' = 4 form factors. Their results confirm that our predictions, which are based on the maximal
transcendental principle, are correct.
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where rg) are related to the Eikonal functions in the following way,

St w=a(®) = 25%(0)SNe s (0), 813 yala) = 45%(a) SINZ 1S ()
SS)N:zL(Q) =859, (q)S?Ngrgg)(e) + sub-leading color contribution, (4.25)

and the f®)(¢) has been calculated to order €2 [49)

_ G

FO(e) = =3+ (50aGs + 6G3)e + £ € + O(e®), (4.26)
where f2(3) is known numerically only with f2(3) = 85.263 £+ 0.004. By comparing the
predicted result from BDS ansatz with our explicit result shown in (4.23), we managed to

determine the f2(3) analytically to be

1909¢6

;Y =312+ ~ 85.25374611, (4.27)

which agrees well with the numerical calculation of f2(3) in [49].

5 Conclusion

High energy scattering amplitudes in QCD with a gluon radiation admit a universal fac-
torization formula in the soft gluon limit in terms of a soft factor and an amplitude with
the soft gluon removed, commonly known as soft theorem. In this paper we present a
calculation for the soft factor through three loops in the expansion of the strong coupling
constant. Our calculation was carried out with restriction to only two hard partons in the
scattering processes, which is relevant for several important processes in collider physics,
such as Drell-Yan production, eTe™ annihilation to dijet, and 1+1 jet production in DIS.
We present analytic results for the soft factor through to O(€?) in dimensional regulariza-
tion parameter, which is needed for infrared subtraction and soft function calculation to
N4LO in perturbation theory.

The calculation was done by expressing the soft factor as a single-gluon matrix element
of soft Wilson line operator in SCET, and constructing the corresponding integrand using
modern Feynman integral techniques. The three-loop soft factor can be reduced to the
calculation of 49 single-scale soft master integrals. We developed a systematic iterative
approach based on Feynman parameter representation, differential equation on Feynman
parameter, and IBP reduction in Feynman parameter representation to tackle these master
integrals. We expect that our approach can be applied well to other single-scale master
integrals for both loop and phase space integrals. We verify that the infrared poles of
the three-loop soft factor agree with the general infrared factorization formula of QCD,
providing a strong check to our calculation.

As an application of our results, we obtain the soft factor in A/ = 4 sYM by assuming
the principle of maximal transcendentality, which states that for certain quantities in QCD
and N/ = 4 sYM, their leading transcendental part is the same in perturbation theory.
The three-loop soft factor at leading color approximation in N' = 4 sYM agrees with
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previously known results obtained from BDS ansatz. In addition, we also analytically
determine a three-loop constant f2(3) = 31¢2 + 1909¢s/48 in BDS ansatz, which was only
known numerically. Our new results are the full-color dependence of the three-loop soft
factor, which can be used to check the three-loop form factor 1 — 3 decay once the relevant
master integrals are known. Towards the full-color three-loop 1 — 3 form factor in QCD,

we notice that the corresponding leading-color result became available quite recently [99].
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A Integral families

We define the following integrals,

dy. dy gd
J(Gvr,ve, e 1) = (uzew)?’e/ ! ll-lzzisl;/i o D?Dgzl, D (A1)
with the denominator sets taken from the following six integral families,

1 2 4 7 15 16
D1 ny - ll ny - l3 ny - l3 ny - ll ny - l2 ni- l2
Dy| ni-ly |ni-(I3—12)|ny-(I3—=12)|ni-(li —13)] n1-(g—11) | n1-(l3—q)
D3 nl'lz 7”L1'(l3—l1) nl'(lg—ll) nl'(lg—lg) nl'(lg—ll) 7”L1'(l3—l1)
Dying-(g—U)|n2-(g—13)|n2-(la—1I3)|na-(g—1U)| n2-(g—12) | na-(qg—12)
Ds |na-(g—13)|n2- (¢ —12)|n2- (li —13)|n2- (¢ —13) ng -l ng -l
Dg |ng- (g —=12)|[n2-(g—11)|n2-(q—13)|n2-(g—12)| na-(l3—12) | na-(l3—1l2)
Dl B 2 2 2 2 2
Ds| h=q)% | (h—q)* | (h—q)? | h—q)? | (L—q)? (lh—q)?
Dy 12 12 12 12 12 12
Dig| (lo=q)? | (la—9q)* | (b—=¢)* | (la—q)" (la —q)® (la —q)°
Dy 2 12 12 12 12 12
Dia| (l3—q)? | (I3—q)? | (Iz3—q)? | (lz—¢q)? (I3 —q)*? (I3 —q)*
Dig| (h—=10)% | (h—=12)? | (lhi—12)? | (lh—12)? (I —13)2 (h —13)2
Dig| (h=13)? | (h=13)? | (Lh—13)* | (Lh—13)% | (la—13)? (o — 13)*
D15 (lQ — l3) 2 (lz — l3) 2 (lz — lg) 2 (lQ — l3) 2 (ll + 1y — lg) 2 (ll + 1y — lg) 2

where all propagators have Feynman prescription +i0", for example ny - Iy +i07.
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B QCD beta function and anomalous dimensions

To predict the infrared singularities as shown in sec. 4.1, we need the relevant anomalous
dimensions and QCD beta function, which will be listed below for readers’ convenience.
The QCD beta function is defined as

(e 9]

do .\ n+1
= B(ag) = —2a, <i) . B.1
iy = o) = =203 (32) 5 (B.1)
and here we need to three-loop order [100]
11 4
— . C4— -TpN
Bo 3 Ca 5 PNy,
4 2
B = %Ci — goCATFNf — 4CrTF Ny,
_ [158Ca  44CF\ L 90 205CACr  1415C% 5 2857C%
(B.2)

We perform a perturbative expansion for the anomalous dimension ~ as follows,
o0
V= Zazs%;l ) (B.3)
i=1

where ag is defined in eq. (2.8). The cusp anomalous dimension to three-loop order was
first extracted from the three-loop non-singlet splitting functions [101], and is given as

P =4,
cus 268 80Tr N
7 p:<9—8g2> CA—Tf,
. 320(s 224(3 1672 220
SuSP — — — C 64(3 — — | Cr | N/T
1072¢2 88(3 490 9 64 5 o
— — — — —N:T%. B4

Finally, the quark and gluon anomalous dimensions of the three-loop order can be
extracted from the three-loop quark and gluon form factors [102, 103,

782_30}7‘7

3 961 130
v{ =Cr [CF <—2 +12¢ — 24(3) +Ca (—54 —11¢ + 26(3) + TrNy <27 + 4(2)] ;

5188 1928 17318
fyg :NfTF|:( CQ— 43—|—44C —) CuaCr

81 27 729

52, 512¢s  280Cs . 2953 80¢; 32(3 9668 oo
- - C _22 CpN2T
+(3+9 5 o7 )OF|T 9 o7 T rag ) CFNITE

410 844 494 151
+ (—16C3C2 + 3@ - 3<3 + 3€4 —120¢ — 4> CaCt

— 24 —



7163Ca  3526(s 139345
— -1 —
s1 T 9 83C4 = 136G — —g75

+ (—8;(3@ - > CiCr

29
+—(32<3Q2——18§2——68§3——144C4%—240C5——iz) c3,

11 4
78:_50:—§CA+§ FNf,
692  11( 256 4C
902 ([~ 224 252 4o Trng (22 -~ 22 1 40pT,
M CA( o7 + 3 + C3> +Ca an<27 3 >+ Cr FNf,
07186 6109C, 319¢; 122 . 40
g 3
—o3 (- - i N Y|
V2 CA( 729 T 31 3 T3 € 3C2C3 6C5>
30715 2396C,  164¢; 712
C2T - 2
oA F””’( 729 81 3 127 <3>
2434 144¢, 304
G+ ATy (2232 g, J 18 30 N o2,
27 5 9
538 80C; 224 44
+'CAF"f< 729 " 27 o7 3) g CrTEng. (B-5)

where the explicit results can also be found in [104].

C Instructions of the supplementary material

We present our results for master integrals valid to transcendentality weight-8 and soft
theorem to €2 in the supplementary material. MIsolutions.m contains the solutions of
all 49 three-loop master integrals from the six integral families as defined in section A.
softTheorem.m contains the results as shown in eq. (4.11) to eq. (4.15).
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