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ABSTRACT: We extend the local infrared-divergence subtraction formalism, originally pro-
posed by Frixione, Kunszt and Signer (FKS), to calculate short-distance (differential) cross
section for any inclusive process involving a quarkonium particle in non-relativistic QCD
(NRQCD) factorisation at next-to-leading order (NLO) accuracy in the strong coupling
constant as. The new formulas are generally applicable to the production of an S- or P-
wave quarkonium state in association with any number of elementary particles. The main
new ingredients derived in this paper are the local and integrated soft counterterms for
the colour-singlet and colour-octet P-wave bound states. It, therefore, paves the way to
the automation of the NLO calculations for heavy quarkonium inclusive and associated
production processes.

KeEyworDs: NLO Computations, IR divergences, Quarkonium, QCD, NRQCD


mailto:aabdulhameed@lpthe.jussieu.fr
mailto:huasheng.shao@lpthe.jussieu.fr
mailto:lsimon@lpthe.jussieu.fr

Contents

1

2

3

Introduction
Quarkonium production in NRQCD factorisation

Soft limit
3.1 Soft limit at the amplitude level
3.1.1 Colour projection
3.1.2  Spin and orbital angular momentum projections
3.2 Soft limit of real matrix elements
3.2.1 Colour-singlet S-wave state
3.2.2 Colour-octet S-wave state
3.2.3 Colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave state
3.2.4 Colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave state
3.2.5 Colour-singlet spin-triplet P-wave state
3.2.6  Colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave state

FKS subtraction for single quarkonium production
4.1 FKS pairs and partition functions
4.2 Local subtraction counterterms
4.3 Integrated soft counterterm
4.3.1  Soft counterterms of LDMEs
4.3.2 Colour-singlet S-wave state
4.3.3 Colour-octet S-wave state
4.3.4 Colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave state
4.3.5 Colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave state
4.3.6 Colour-singlet spin-triplet P-wave state
4.3.7 Colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave state
4.4 Integrated collinear and soft-collinear counterterms

Validations
Summary

Eikonal tensor integrals

A.1 Two-massless case

A.2 One-massive-one-massless case
A.3 Massive self-eikonal case

A.4 Two-massive case

0 -1 =

10
15
16
17
17
19
20
21

22
22
24
27
28
29
30
30
31
31
32
32

35

36

37
38
38
39
40



B Infrared poles of one-loop matrix elements 43

B.1 Colour-singlet S-wave state 43
B.2 Colour-octet S-wave state 44
B.3 Colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave state 44
B.4 Colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave state 45
B.5 Colour-singlet spin-triplet P-wave state 46
B.6 Colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave state 47

1 Introduction

The theoretical interpretations of the analysed LHC data nowadays heavily rely on pre-
cision calculations of short-distance cross sections, as well as precise Monte Carlo event
simulations in the context of both the Standard Model (SM) and its extensions. As of to-
day, next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD calculations and their interface to general-purpose
parton-shower Monte Carlo programmes have been automated, as seen, e.g., in the MAD-
GRAPH5_AMC@NLO [1] framework, for elementary-particle production processes ! in the
SM and in a large class of new physics models. NLO electroweak corrections have also been
automated in recent years by several collaborations, such as MADGRAPH5_AMC@NLO [2]
and SHERPA [3] along with external one-loop matrix element providers like RECOLA [4],
OPENLOOPS [5] or GOSAM [6]. Some low-particle-multiplicity processes, solved using cus-
tomised methods, have been extended to next-to-NLO (NNLO) and even next-to-NNLO
(N3LO) accuracies. However, these significant theoretical developments are currently re-
stricted to point-like elementary particles, and they cannot be directly applied to non-
relativistic bound states like heavy quarkonia. This limitation can be roughly understood as
the latter case intrinsically involving multiple scales and thus requiring simultaneous consid-
eration in relativistic quantum field theories (QFT), such as QCD, and their non-relativistic
low-energy effective field theories (EFT), e.g., non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) [7]. This
introduces additional conceptual and technical challenges on the theory side.

Therefore, theoretical progress in perturbative calculations for heavy quarkonium is far
less advanced. Fairly speaking, automation has been achieved only for tree-level quarko-
nium processes (single quarkonium in MADONIA [8] and one or more quarkonia in HELAC-
On1A [9, 10]). NLO and even higher-order calculations, in many cases, are indispensable
not only for precision or accuracy but also for a qualitative understanding. Due to conser-
vation laws at the quantum level, short-distance cross sections of quarkonium production
often receive giant K factors ? from high-order radiative corrections (see, e.g., ref. [12] and

Strictly speaking, this statement only applies to processes with not-too-high particle multiplicity, given
the limitations of computing resources. It is also possible that special issues may arise for particular
problems that have not yet been addressed in the automated codes. Additionally, this consideration does
not cover processes involving loops at their lowest order. In the context of this paper, when we refer to a
similar statement, we mean it in a loose sense.

2Thanks to recent advancements in parton showers [11], there is a chance that the problem of giant K
factors can be addressed through the matching and merging of matrix elements and parton showers.



references therein). This places the theoretical interpretations of measured quarkonium
data on shaky ground if higher-order radiative corrections are not well under control.

The physics that we can learn from quarkonium is, however, no less interesting. In
fact, quarkonia provide powerful and sometimes even unique tools that allow us to con-
duct rich particle and nuclear physics studies [13]. For instance, they can be used to
determine the structures of free nucleons [14-25] and nuclei [26-29]. Due to their sequen-
tial binding energies, quarkonia are widely used as a thermometer of quark-gluon plasma
produced in heavy-ion collisions [30, 31] to probe the hot-and-dense QCD. They signify
the presence of a QCD phase transition by either disappearing [30, 31] or being abun-
dantly produced, hinting at collective heavy-quark effects [32, 33]. A golden channel of
searching for QCD instantons, arising from the non-trivial topological structure of QCD
vacuum which is believed to be crucial in understanding quark confinement, was suggested
to study charmonium decays [34, 35]. Quarkonia were also proposed as a good system
to investigate the non-linear dynamics of QCD, also known as parton saturation [36], in
addition to the well-known DGLAP and BFKL dynamics. They have been readily used
to extract the fundamental SM parameters, e.g., the strong coupling constant «; [37], the
Higgs-charm Yukawa coupling [38-40], the CKM matrix elements [41, 42], as well as the
masses of the charm and bottom quarks [43]. Some exotic QCD hadrons, such as the fully-
charmed tetraquark X (6900) [44-46] and the first-observed pentaquark states P (4380)
and P;(4450) [47], were also discovered in final states with quarkonia.

It has been well understood that the perturbative calculations at NLO and beyond in
QFT encounter ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (soft and collinear) divergences in the inter-
mediate steps. While the UV divergences are removed through the renormalisation proce-
dure, handling infrared (IR) divergences is more intricate. First, IR divergences can only be
cancelled for so-called IR-safe observables, thanks to the Kinoshita-Lee-Nauenberg (KLN)
theorem [48, 49] and factorisation theorems/conjectures. Second, in a generic situation,
phase-space integration must be carried out numerically using Monte Carlo importance
sampling methods. However, this is hindered by the IR singularities present in real radia-
tive corrections. Both IR subtraction and phase-space slicing approaches are employed to
overcome such complications in the real-emission contributions, with IR subtraction meth-
ods known to outperform slicing approaches. Therefore, the former serves as the backbone
of contemporary NLO automation codes. The two widely adopted NLO subtraction meth-
ods were originally proposed by Frixione, Kunszt and Signer (FKS) [50, 51], and Catani
and Seymour [52, 53]. They are usually referred to as the FKS and dipole subtraction
schemes, respectively. Both methods work well for both simple and complicated processes
involving elementary particles. Initially devised for massless coloured particles, they have
been generalised to include massive coloured particles [54-56]. Both schemes have been
implemented in various public computer programmes [56—-61].

On the other hand, regarding the problem of heavy quarkonium production in NRQCD,
NLO calculations in the literature are almost exclusively carried out using the slicing meth-
ods [62], with only a few exceptions. The earliest exception ? pertains to inclusive colour-

3In simple cases, such as 2 — 1 or 1 — 2 underlying Born processes, fully analytical d-dimensional phase



singlet S-wave quarkonium production at hadron colliders [64], where the dipole countert-
erms for massless quarks and gluons suffice, as the colour-singlet S-wave quarkonium does
not exhibit any IR singularities. The remaining exceptional NLO calculations [65, 66] em-
ploy the dipole formalism 4 developed for processes featuring an S- or P-wave quarkonium
alongside massless quarks and gluons, as outlined in ref. [67, 68]. If one considers a process
involving both a P-wave quarkonium and massive partons, such as the associated produc-
tion processes of quarkonium and heavy quarks, new (yet unknown) dipole terms may be
required. The aim of this paper is to incorporate heavy quarkonium into the FKS sub-
traction scheme. As we demonstrate later, the formalism is general enough to be applied
to arbitrary processes involving a quarkonium and massless/massive partons. Therefore,
the scope of the phenomenological applications using our formalism is anticipated to be
broader than that of the dipole formalism derived in refs. [67, 68].

Since our ultimate goal is to automate NLO computations for quarkonium produc-
tion processes within the MADGRAPHS5 _AMCQNLO framework, we will closely adhere to
the notations and conventions of the original FKS formulation [50] and the MADFKS pa-
per [56]. For the sake of completeness and self-consistency, we will reproduce some known
equations from the literature. We hope this will aid in improving the readability of the
article, especially for readers who may not be familiar with the two aforementioned papers.

The remaining context of this paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we elucidate
how to obtain short-distance cross sections for quarkonium production within NRQCD
factorisation. This enables us to establish a few notations used throughout the paper.
We derive the soft limit of the (squared) amplitudes in the real radiative corrections for
a single quarkonium production in section 3. The local and integrated FKS subtraction
counterterms are given in section 4. We perform a few cross-checks to ensure the validity
of our formalism in section 5, and finally draw our conclusions in section 6. Appendix A
presents the analytic expressions for eikonal tensor integrals that appear in the integrated
counterterms. The universal IR poles of one-loop matrix elements can be found in appendix
B.

2 Quarkonium production in NRQCD factorisation

In NRQCD factorisation [7], the inclusive production of a heavy quarkonium factorises
into the perturbative short-distance cross section and the non-perturbative long-distance
matrix elements (LDMEs):

do(AB » H+X) =Y (3 / Ay fuya(x0) o (0) 6 (ab — QQ'[n] + X)) (OFF),
n a,b,X

(2.1)
where f,/4 and f, p are parton distribution functions (PDFs) of partons a and b in the
initial hadrons A and B. dé(ab — QQ'[n]+ X) describes the short distance production of a

space integrations of real emissions are possible, similar to the approach taken in ref. [63].
4The formalism was derived under the circumstance of a 2 — 2 underlying Born process.



QQ’ pair ® in a specific colour irreducible representation C, with spin S and orbital angular

2S—i_lL([]C] following the usual spectroscopic notation, and

momentum state L denoted as n =
the LDME, (OX), represents the hadronisation of the heavy quark pair into the physical
quarkonium state H. An important consequence of NRQCD factorisation is the prediction
that the LDMESs do not depend on the details of the hard process, and their values can be
extracted from experiments, lattice QCD calculations [69, 70] or potential models [71].

In principle, for a specific quarkonium, there is an infinite number of Fock states n
and an infinite number of LDMEs (O} to be determined, which limits the prediction
power. Thanks to the power counting rules in NRQCD, only a limited number of Fock
states should be involved in the calculations up to a specific order of v, where v (v < 1) is

the relative velocity of the heavy quark pair QQ’. We express a given Fock state using the
25+17[0]
Our focus is to evaluate the perturbative short-distance coeflicients, which can be

spectroscopic notation

determined from the amplitudes of @ and @’ production with necessary operations in
order to constrain the heavy quark pair QQ’ into a specific quantum state n. A convenient
way to do so is by performing projections. Let us consider a general 2 — n process involving
only open @ and Q' quarks 6, denoted as 71Ty — I3Zy - - - T,42, where the identity of the
k-th particle is denoted by Zj, and Z; = a,Ty = b,I3 = @, and Z; = @Q'. Following the
same notation as ref. [56], we can write the process as r = (Zy,...,Z,42). We denote
the corresponding (tree-level) amplitude as A0 (r). Let us also define the amputated
amplitude T'(™0) (r) by removing the external wavefunctions of @ and Q' that will form a
bound state QQ’, i.e.,

A(n,())(r) _ EAQ(kQ)F(n’O)(T)UAQI(kQ’>7 (2.2)

where uy and vy are Dirac spinors and Ag g are helicities of @ and @', respectively.
Since 3 ® 3 = 1 @ 8, we only have colour singlet C' = 1 and colour octet C' = 8 in the
decomposition of A0 (r). The colour projectors are :

Po—1 = ey
VA
Po—g = V231, (2.3)

where c3, ¢4 are the colour indices of Q and @', and t is the Gell-Mann matrix. In other
words, we can define the following two amplitudes from A0 (r):

A (1) = 3 oy A0 (),

€3,C4

AT (1) = 3 Pog AT (1), (2.4)

€3,C4

where we have explicitly summed over the colour indices c3, c4.

5Note that the flavours of the two constituent heavy quarks do not have to be identical. For instance,
the constituent quarks of BJ are a charm quark and a bottom antiquark.
5We do not restrict the numbers of @ and Q' appearing in the process.



Similarly, we only have spin singlet S = 0 and spin triplet S = 1 for the QQ' pair.

The spin projectors for the heavy quark momenta kzg = K* + ¢* and k%/ =

mQ+mQ/
mQ/ .
WK » — g" are given by

1

Pg—g = ——— Ux~, (ko k )

=073 Bmgmg Orgr (k)15 (k)

1 _ x

Ps=1 = W”A@(kc}/)¢>\s(K>uz\Q(kQ)7 (2.5)

where €3 (K) is the polarisation vector for the spin-1 QQ’ with its spin quantum number
as Ay = £1,0. Here, K is the four-momentum of the QQ’ pair, ¢ is the relative momentum
between the two constituent heavy quarks, and mq, mg, are the heavy quark masses of Q
and @', respectively. For simplicitly, we just denote Jo = 75 and 1 = ¢} (K). Thus, the
amplitudes can be further decomposed into two spin configurations

AL () = Y PeA™O(r)

)‘Q7’\Ql
! v S 7 n,0
= Z WUAQ,(/CQ/)’YSUAQ(/CQ)UAQ(kQ)F( ’)(r)m@/(k@)
)\Q,AQ/
L 3 n,0
= s T (b —ma) 3s (o + mg) T (1) (26)

Together with both spin and colour configurations, the amplitude takes the form:

(n,0) . (n, 0)
sy () = D P (r
)\Q )\Q/

= D D PsPgA™O(r)

)\Q,)\Q/ C3,C4

1
- 32 P15 s ™ |(Fg = mg) 3s (Kq +ma) TO(r)|. (27)
Here, the spin projection operator commutes with the colour projection operator. Note
that the trace Tr, in the Dirac spinor space does not necessarily represent a real trace that
we need to compute. Its evaluation depends on how the other fermion lines are organised
in the amputated amplitude ') (7).

The non-relativistic nature, i.e., in the rest frame of QQ’, ¢ < VMQmg, allows us
to expand the amplitudes into the series of v ~ ¢/ ymemg < 1. This gives us the
eigenfunctions of the orbital angular momentum operator. The projection on a state with
orbital angular momentum L is obtained by differentiating L = 0,1,... (a la S, P,...
waves) times the spin-colour projected amplitude with respect to the relative momentum
q of the heavy quarks in the QQ' rest frame, and then setting ¢ — 0. Considering only
L = 0,1 states, which we are only interested in at this stage, the amplitude takes the form:

e 4\
Al () = [(552 (K)qu> A[(Cf;(r)] , (2.8)
q=0



where ¢ /\l’*(K ) is the polarisation vector for L = 1 orbital angular momentum with \; =
+1,0. Since the spin projectors depend on the relative momentum ¢, the orbital angular
momentum expansion must be carried out after projecting onto the given spin configura-
tion.

Finally, the total angular momentum J is uniquely determined by L or .S unless L # 0
and S # 0. In our specific case of interest, this can only occur when L =1 and S = 1. In
the latter case, we know how to determine J = 0,1,2 and \; = —J,—J +1,...,J - 1,J
from quantum mechanics, i.e.,

EE) = Y (T AL s LA b (K (K), (2.9)
As, A\l

where (J, Aj|1, A;; 1, Ag) is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient. For J = 0, 1, the expressions are

" 1 KrKY

58% (K) = % <QW— K2 )7

1728 3 K 3
el (K) = f WQBF %.8(K); (2.10)
where e is the Levi-Civita tensor. Thus, we obtain the amplitude A{[C S J}( r) for

25+1 [C]‘ When the product LS = 0, we find A nC?] S,L J}( r) =

a given quantum number

AF{T[LC%)S L}( 7). On the other hand, if L = S = 1, we have

‘A( C],l,l,J}( ) = Z <J Aj ‘1 /\1717)‘ >A(n0)1 1}( )

)\57)\1

=5 > Pl (K
2 QQOQl ¢,

x Cf;l,ﬁTrv [ (kg = mgr) w (Kg + mo) 10 (r)| (2.11)

q=0

After all of the above preparatlons we can now glue I3 = @Q and 7, = Q' as a

[25+1

new single particle Zzgq = QQ’ ] with four-momentum K* and invariant mass

VK2 = mggr = Mm@ + mg¢ in the non-relativistic limit. The new process is denoted as

i = 3 = () Ty, Tawa, Xu, - . . Tnsa) - (2.12)

The amplitude for the process 7 = r3%44 ig

A0y = ATD (0. (2.13)

Note that the final state symmetry must be applied at the level of 7 not the initial r, while
the phase space integration should also be carried out at the level of 7. The partonic cross

section can be written as
. 1 1 mqg + mey _ . (B) .
de(7) = MO=L0) () g7 dep,— 2.14
U(T) N(T) (2J + 1)N[C] QQOQ/ ( (T)J 3 ) ¢ 1(7“), ( )

=G(*)




where the amplitude square is given by

n—1,0) 7.\ __ 1 1 n—1,0) . 2
MOTOG) = s C;m)zm ()
spin
= M50 = 55 oz 2 Aidsen®)
{[C],S,L,J} 2sw(21)w(I2) o {[C],S,L,J}
spin

(2, (2.15)

N (i) is the final state symmetry factor, Njo_y = 2N, Njc—g) = N2 —1 with N, = 3 in
QCD, and d¢,—1(7) is the (n — 1)-body phase space measure. The Mandelstam variable
s = (k1 + ko)? = 2k - ko, and w(Z) is the product of spin and colour degrees of freedom

. .. . . . (B)
for the particle Z. The condition with the measurement nS-JB)—Jet function J™L °, where

n(LB) is the number of the light partons in the underlying Born, is sufficient to prevent
the appearance of phase-space singularities in the Born-like quantities. Without losing
generality, we can always assume these cuts to be equivalent to the request of having either
n(LB) and n(LB) + 1 jets in the final state for an NLO computation. The same procedure can

be iterated if we have more-than-one quarkonia.

3 Soft limit

At NLO, we have contributions coming from one-loop virtual corrections and real emissions
besides Born. Due to the complexities introduced by bound states, it is necessary to
derive new local and integrated FKS counterterms to handle the IR divergences in real
contributions at NLO. We observe that, since the constituent quarks Q and Q’ are massive,
we can recycle the counterterms for collinear and soft-collinear origins. What we need
to deal with beyond elementary particle production is the soft but non-collinear part.
This includes two new components. The first involves the usual soft counterterms that
locally cancel singularities of real emissions and their one-body phase space integrated
counterparts. The second consists of additional integrated counterterms resulting from
the renormalisation of LDMEs, analogous to the usual initial/final collinear counterterms
but originating from a soft origin. Similar to the latter, which are necessary to cancel the
remaining IR divergences protected by the collinear factorisation in perturbative QCD,
the former are a consequence of the NRQCD factorisation formalism. In this section, we
begin by considering the soft limit * of the quarkonium real emission amplitudes and their
squares, following the procedure outlined before.

3.1 Soft limit at the amplitude level

Let us consider a 2 — n+1 real process denoted as r = (Z1,7Z9,73,Z4, . ..,Z,+3). Following

the approach in ref. [56], and without loss of generality, we can always reorder the final-state

particles such that the final massless (anti-)quarks and gluons are 3 < i < n(LR) + 2 and the

"The earlier analysis of the soft limit tailored for specific processes can be found in the literature, such
as in sect. 4 of ref. [63] for 2 — 1 processes.



strongly-interacting particles are ny < j < n(L ) 4+ ng + 2, where n;y = 1, 2,3 for hadron-

hadron, lepton-hadron, and lepton-lepton collisions. Here, ngy represents the number of
massive coloured partons in the final state. Simultaneously, we have In( ) il = Q@ and
L

= @Q'. Consequently, we always have ny > 2. For simplicity, in the following

discussion, we denote jo = n(LR) +ny +1 and jo = nS-JR) + ng + 2. In the soft limit of

T, = g with 3 < i < n\?
Born amplitude multiplied with an additional eikonal factor. If the soft gluon with four-
momentum k; is emitted from an external leg Z; (j # ¢) with four-momentum k;, the real

v
n<LR) +ng+2

+ 2, the real amplitude can be expressed in terms of the reduced

emission amplitude takes the form in the soft or eikonal approximation:

kj-ex (ki) = A
li (n+1,0) _ J Ai T. (n,0) 7,.% 3.1
Jim A (r) oy Q(Z;) A (1Y), (3.1)
where the reduced process is r* = (Th,...%i,...Zj,... Iyy3), and Q (Z) represents the colour
generator associated with the particle Z, and g5 = v/4may is the strong coupling. Depending
on the particle species Z, we have

( )—{ta}a 1 { taT}a 1 {Ta a=1 1637578 (32)

with ¢t and T being the SU(3) generators in the fundamental and adjoint representations,

respectively. We take the final quark or initial antiquark as 3, while the initial quark

and final antiquark are taken as 3. The matrix element of the adjoint representation is

T =
b

v = —1fape With fup being the anti-symmetric structure constants.

After performing the quantum number projection, as described in sect. 2, we obtain a
similar eikonal decomposition as long as j # jq, jg, i-€,

ket (ki) = .
. n+1,0 ] i n.0
i Ay 51,y (1) = 0= QA s, (). (33)

However, when j = jq or j = jg/, we should pay special attention to it. It will be always
convenient to sum the contributions of j = jg and j = jg together, which we will adopt
in the following. Now, let us consider the case of j = jg, jg-

3.1.1 Colour projection

With the procedure outlined in sect. 2, the colour projected amplitudes are

6*(1@)_, ki, -ex (ki) -
e =\ 1Q! A\ n
§ . Plemy i n Qo) + == QT | AT
CinsCi Jgr ™
iQCigr
c Cj~, k * 4 k; , €3 ]CZ
Z 1QC%g JjQ AZ( )Z . A(':I,O) 7“&‘)— 1Q AZ( )tg/v . (n,0) (’lﬁ‘)
VN Kjq - ki 9Q%q “igar Kigr ki “igr%ar g
CiQCig




and

_)OA(n+10 ( )

ks {lc=8]}
Kig &5, (k) < ki eh (k) )
= s Z Plo=s) [%Q(Ijg) + ﬁ@(zj@) A0 ()
CiqCig o Jor
, k; 8*(1451) 0 . kj,, Ei(k‘z) 0 .
— g Vot e | e AT A0 gy el AT 00 g
gc]Q’ZcJQ/ igrCiqQ ka -k Qe c]-QCjQ,( ) ka, K i g CjQCjQ,( )
ka Ei(kl) k]@/ 5§(kjl) 5achjQ/ (n,0) X‘« 1 (n,0) :
= s . - : " —dye. o " Xl‘
9 [ s b ke | | VAN, M= ) T g lacgi g, Aoy (™)
kjg &3, (ki) | ki - €3, (ki) i (n0) ¥
+9s kj ki + ka, ks <_2fachjQ’C;'QJ'Q/> ‘A{[C:S}}(T )7 (35)

where dg.’s are the symmetric structure constants. Moreover, we have used the following
relation of Gell-Mann matrices

“ Oab 1 ) c
(t tb)k:l = 2NC i(dabc —+ Zfabc)tkl (36)

and have assumed the colour index for QQ’ in the real process r (the reduced Born process

r‘i\) to be Cigior (C;-Qj@). We can put the two equations into the compact matrix form by
using the colour nonet 9 index b = 0,1,2,...,8, where b = 0 corresponds to A ?g lﬁ}( )
and A{?C?) 0 (%), whileb =1,...,8 are A(?g 5}( r) and A{[C 8]}(7’&\) with the colour index
of the QQ’ as b. In other words, with the emitters being Q and Q’, we have
(n+1,0)
A
A (r) kjg ey, (ki) kg -eX, (ki) | o
: {lc= 8}} b=1 _ JQ =AM MG TN '
Jim, = gs { [ o oy Q1(QQ)
(n+1, 0)
Afic=y},p=5(")
kj 3, (ki) ki -ex, (k)] o
+ T+ | Q2(QQ)
kjq - ki Kjo - ki
(n,0) '
i,
o | Aemme=a (3.7)
o) o
‘A{[C =8|},b= 8( \’\)



where the colour generators are

da da
0 7w SN
6a1
Q@) = | v o : (3.8)
3 2
5a8
2N¢
00 ---0
- 0.
QQQ)=1|. . ; (3.9)
: 2
0.

with the elements of the matrix D as Dy, = dgpc.

3.1.2 Spin and orbital angular momentum projections

The next step is to perform the projection for the spin and the orbital angular momentum
via
(n+1,0)
‘A{ [C 1],S L}( )
A(”"’ 0)
{(C=8],5,L},b=1

/‘\
\./

lim
kz—>0 :
(n+1,0)
A {[C=8],5,L},b= 8( )
s AN (ki ) RSO0
= 5 (6&”; (K)= o A el A ) G1(QQ)
QOQl dq“ ka . ,I{jl kj@’ . k;z
kJQ 51(1@) kJQ’ 5§\2<k1) - ~,
< kjq - ki kjq - ki @(QF)
§CJQCJ'Q/
Vi
ol ) o
CigCig :
ﬁtﬁjf ¢j
@ Q o

When L = 0, we just set the relative momentum ¢ to be zero. The coefficient of @1(QQ’)
vanishes. This implies the following two consequences:

e For the colour singlet C' =1 with L = 0 (S-wave), regardless of the value of the spin
S, there are no soft divergences. Thus, we can treat a colour-singlet S-wave state as
any other elementary colour-singlet particle, such as Z and H bosons, from the IR
perspective.

e For the colour octet C' = 8 S-wave states, we have the following soft limit relation

K-, (ki) ~

(n+1,0) . . A 1125+1 [8] (n,0) \,\
k_mA g,5,03 (1) = 9s Kk AQQ[ Sy DA 5.0y (), (3.11)
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where now QQ’[QSHS?]] € 8 and Q'(QQ’[ZSHS‘[?}]) = {T%}3_,. Tt means that, in
the soft limit, a colour-octet S-wave state behaves as if QQ’ were an elementary

colour-octet particle, akin to a sgluon or a Kaluza-Klein massive gluon.

For P-wave (L = 1) Fock states, we have

(n+1,0) (n,0) q
(A{[c )1]51}( r) A{gc sy ()
AAHO (r) K& (k) _ A (r%)
: {[c= S}Sl}b 1 B £ i) = / {[C=8],5,1},b=1
klilg() : = 0s K -k 2QQ(QQ) .
(n+1, O) (n,0) i
Afic=8.5,13.p=s(") AlcZg,513.b=s(" )
|:E§\Z(K) : E;,(kl) _ K E)\i(kl)kz E)\Z(K):|
’ K -k (K - k;)?
— — le — =,
X 2+ - Q Q2(QQ")
Q' mQ mQ/
(n
A{C 1], SO}
.A
" {[c 8]SO}b 1 (3.12)
(n,0)
Al 028,501 b=s(
because of
T LT AL VTR N PR NI AL
Al dg*  kj, - ki kjq - ki (km ,ki)Q
OmQ—I—mQ, [el ) K& (ki)ki - l(K)]
(K - ki) ’
o gy P S8 sxl< k) b 5, (K £,()
1 . . .
dgh k:]Q, k; k]Q, k; (k‘j@, kz)
qio _mQ —I—mQ, €§l<K) . Eiz(kl) _ K- 81(/@)]@ . €§l<K)

(3.13)

This essentially means that

e For the colour-singlet (C' = 1) P-wave states, we get

m AT () = ex () -5, (ki) K- e (ki)ki - 5, (K)
kﬁO [C=1],51} 9 K-k (K - ki)?

mq mQ/ 50'6;'@]'*/ ,0 :
x 24+ =2 4+ O A0 (). (3.14)
m

o " mo ) Van, Ae=siso

The object I]Q@] /@i may be interpreted as a new colour-octet S-wave particle (with

colour index c]Q o = = a) with a non-standard eikonal factor.
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e For the colour-octet (C' = 8) P-wave states, the soft limit yields a more complicated
expression

K- 6*(]{}1) - 1
. (n+1,0) Ai 125 Hpl8ly 4 (n
Jim Ao,y (1) = gsikQ(QQ[ ])A{[C 951
[ (K) 5/\ K -ey, (ki)ki - EAZ(K):|
K- (K - k;)?
mQ/ 6aCijQ/ A(n ,0) (5&)
may V2N, ~te=1]50}

anQ]Q/ ]QJQ/ (n O) Xl\
T Ajc=g,50 (" ))

1 ol .
+5 (’”Q mQ) AQATTSINALY 50y *)]

mQ mQ/

(3.15)

If we define the following effective colour generators

8

. B ol Aa
/ — 2 mQ mQ
QeH(QQ[ls}) {( + me + mQ 2N, :1’
8
. -, B mQ m@l AGT
Qeff(QQBl}) - { (2 + m@, + mq ) 2Nc} -1 ’
8

5 me , Me | DT (Mg mq )17

_ 5, M@ Mg\ D e ) £ 1
QeH(QQ[SS]) {( + mey + mQ> 2 + (mQ mQ’) 2 } —1, .

where A% = d4, and o represents no colour index for a colour-singlet state, the soft-limit
expressions can be written in a more compact form

lim A(n—l—lO ( ) Js

rwf) s (k) K5 Uk smm}

k0" {1C=1],9,1} K -k B (K - k;)?
xQerr(QQg) A 5.0, (), (3.17)
i A(n+1,0) K 51(7%)

Jim ATy 1) = 0= GQATT RN AGE Ly 5y
" [ﬁil(K)ﬁi(le) B KSAZ(k’Z)klé‘)\l(K)]
9o K -k (K - k;)?
x| Qe (Q@fsu)AGELy 50y () + Qe (Qs ) A 5.0y )]
(3.18)
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Here, we have defined the effective Casimir constants through the following relations

mQ/ mQ

CefT(QQIHS]) = Q;eff(QQl[lg])'Q‘eff(QQ/“g]) = (2 + mQ + le

mQ/ mQ

CGH(QQI[SB]) = Qeﬁ(@@fgg})'@eﬁ(@@{gg]) - (2 + @

mQ/ mQ

2
Ceff(QQ/[gl]) = Q)eH(QQ/[BH)'Q»eH(QQ/[&]) = (2 + % + W) CF7
2

(3.19)
In addition, we also have
Q'eff(QQl[gl])'Q’eff(QQl[SS]) = QeH(QQfsg})'@ (QQl[sl]) =0,
QAT PY)) - Gur(QQsy) = Gen(QQlsy)-GQQ'TTPY)) =0,
= A/ = A/ = ~/ = 1 D!
Q@QF”?%»@MQ@W>=Qﬁ@Q@ﬂQ@QF“1FD—2(ZZ—Zﬁ)cA
(3.20)

Finally, in order to get a given total angular momentum J when L = S = 1, we need
to use eq.(2.9) at the amplitude level:

. (n+1,0) e K) -y (ki) K -ey (ki)ki -} (K)
,}Z@OA{[C a3 = MZA (Al A 1, As)gs K -k - (K - ko)

XQeH(QQ[lS}) {T[lc('))g] 10}( X%) (321)
and
K&t (ki) - A
. n+1,0 €\ 8 n,0
klilinOAF{[g 8})1 1 J}( ) = gsWQ(QQ [P[ ]])A( C)S] 1,1 J}( &)
e, (K) &3, (ki) K -&),(kiki- e}, (K)}

il A1 As)gs —
+Z<J7 J’ y My Ly >g Kkz (KkZ)Z

AL s
[Qeﬁ“(QQ 81]) [0)1} SO}( ) + Qeﬂ(QQ[gg]) 0)8] 50}( ”«)}
(3.22)

To rewrite this in a unified compact form, we can further define the following effective
identity (called “flavour”) operators

L (QQy) : QAP = Q' PSS,
wt(QQly) - QQT TP = Qs
it (QQlsg) - QQT TP = QY. (3.23)

1

!

l
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The eikonal current operator for an elementary coloured particle Z; is

ke (k) S
IL) = =5 A, (3.24)
while for bound states it is
Q" sy) = o,
TQa sty - LB Gogpss),
= e, (K) ey, (ki) K-e} (ki)ki- e}, (K)] - = -,
JQQTAY) = |2 e e ki); }@eff(czQ[lg])Feﬁ(Qng]),
o K- (k) o _
Tael) = L2 G s e
N r’il(K) ey, (ki) K -e3 (kiki - 6KZ(K)}

X [Qeﬁ(@@fgu)ﬁeﬂ‘(QQl{g”) + Qeﬁ(@@l[gg})ﬁeff(QQl[gg])] )
(K) - &y, (ki) B K- &3, (ki)ki - aﬁ\l(K)]

TQ@A) = 3 () [

MoAs K ki (K - k;)?
XQ_»eH(Qth})ﬁeff(QQl[lg])y
L K&t (k) o _
TQahfT) = S P daQr )
ey, (K) e}, (ki) K -e} (ki)ki - e}, (K)
+AZZA K -k - (K - k;)> ]

X (T A1 A0 1) | Qe (QQfsy) For (QQfs17) + Qo (QQs) For(QQfsg)| -

(3.25)
In such a case, the amplitude in the soft limit of k; — 0 can be rewritten as
ng‘R)—l—nH—&—l
Jim (7) = gs Z J(Z;)A (™), (3.26)
J=nr
J#i
where we have glued the QQ' pair into a single particle in processes with a dot, i.e.,
: Q@i dor ~112541, [Cy &
7 = rle®ig Jor <Il, R ,Ij, - ’ITL(LR>+TLH7 QQ/[ L!] }], Q: - ,In+3> ,
¥ ~1125+1, [Cy &
Tj\ = (Ilv s 71(.1'7 s 7Ij7 ce ’In(R)-i-n 7QQ,[ +LET ]]7Q: s 7In+3> . (327)
L H

Note that 7 is essentially equivalent to eq.(2.12) except that we have reordered the final
particles, and the total number of external parton legs is n + 3 instead of n + 2.
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3.2 Soft limit of real matrix elements

We can now examine the soft limit of the real amplitude square by considering the ¢-loop
amplitude A9 (1) for a generic 2 — n process . To facilitate our later discussion, we
introduce the following amplitude squares:

n,0) () — Aq(n+L0) 1 1 (n+1,0) 2
MO0 () = MUELD) L (r) = P EATA 3 ]A{[C o] (3.28)
lour
“pin
n,0) / .\ puv 1
(A1 A 1, As)eh™ () A1) ()
colour )\l As
spin
A DIV I DU DWES (K)Ax("*w)(f») : (3.29)
PSS
MO0 () — A0 1 1 A0 2 330
) = M{&s1.00) = 5oty & Aisen®] . (30
colour
spin
(n,0) 12—y
M{[C]SLJ} kl( ) 230)(1'1) (Iz)
— — no) *
X Z 'A{[C SLJ} mQ(Zy)- Q(Il)A{[c S,L J}( ), (3.31)
colour
spin
_ 1 2-96
IM(n 1,0) /. _ _* kl
i) = o T (12)
x > AL G(T) - GI)ATTHO () (3.32)
o
(n—1,0) . 7i 1
Mk[0102](rl’r2) T 2sw(Ty)w(T)
> 2%{s§;“<K>Ax<"‘1’°>(m)*@‘(zw Qe (QQ CICQQA("—LO)(@},
colour
spin (3.33)
(n=1,0) ;. .p 1 1
e ia)" = 3, o
> 2m{ A1) (T Gen(QQe )
colour
spin
XY (T AL A L AN (KA (g) 5 (3.34)
)\l7>\s
MODE) = L S o LA () A ()] (3.35)
2s w(Il)w(Ig) colour
spin
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Once again, in these equations, s = (k; + k2)? = 2k; - ko, and w(Z) represents the product
of spin and colour degrees of freedom for particle Z. In d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions, the average
factors are given by w(q) = w(q) = 2N, = 6 and w(g) = 2(1—¢)(N2—1) = 16(1 —¢). These
average factors are utilised to fully specify the divergent part of the one-loop contribution
within the conventional dimensional regularisation (CDR) scheme. It is important to note
that while these factors include € for completeness, in numerical calculations, d = 4 tree-
level amplitudes are typically evaluated, and the ¢ dependence is dropped.
In general, we can write down the soft limit of the amplitude square in the form

n(LR)JrnHJrl
: 0)(a) — 2 (n—1,0) /.
klilglOM(n V() = g Z Mot k1 (7). (3.36)
k,l=ng
kI k<l

It is well known that if both Z; and Z; are elementary particles, we have

(n—1,0), . ky -k

soft, kl (") = W]M(" 10)(7)‘). (3.37)

In the following, we will try to derive I\/Iégfz }c’lo) (7%) when at least Z;, or Z; is a quarkonium
state.

3.2.1 Colour-singlet S-wave state

We have derived the soft limit of colour-singlet S-wave states at the amplitude level in

sect. 3.1 as
n® g
k; (kz) o .
lim A 50— () = 3 0= AT A s sms (1) (339
j=ng
J#i

It follows that the amplitude square in the soft limit is given by

<R)+nH
. n0) /ey 1 (n+1,0) ki - Ky (n,0) <
klilglOM( () —k}jﬂ)M{mSOJ 5 (7 klZ: Tn - ook - M{[I]SOJ syulr )
kl;é;k<l
<R)+nH
ki, - ki n—1,0
Z ki - kik, - k IM( )(Tx)’ (3.39)
kl;é;kgl
where
X ~/2S+1 S
A (Il,_..,xi,...,Ij,...,zn(LR)MH’QQ/[ +SE}]7Qj...,In+3>. (3.40)
In eq.(3.39), we have used the light-cone axial gauge
Ei'nY + kYn#
ZE ki)ex, = QW"‘%, (3.41)
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where n# is a light-like auxiliary vector (n? = 0). The terms involving n* cancel out in

eq.(3.39) as a result of colour conservation. Therefore, we have, for n; < k < nS:R) +ng+1,

MU i () = 0. (3.42)

3.2.2 Colour-octet S-wave state

For colour-octet S-wave states, we have derived the soft limit at the amplitude level in
sect. 3.1 (¢f. eq.(3.11)) as

'n(LR) +ny

ki - et (k) < |
. (TL+1 0) J )\7, L (
]}Z,ILHOA{[S]SOJ sp(r) = Z s k; - ki Q(z )A 8]SOJ 5 (7 )
Jj=nj '
J#i
K-e} (ki) ~ /2SI 4 (n,0) A
+937K ki Q(QQ [ ])A{[g} 5,0,J= 5}( ). (3.43)

The amplitude square in the soft limit is
n(LR)+nH+1 I% ];
i (n,0) () — (n+1,0) _ 2 k- Rl (n—1,0) .}
i M) = Jim Mg 5.0,7-5) () = 5 MZ en M U0, (3.49)
=Ny
ki, k<l

where ];n(LR>+nH+1 = K and Iij = kj when j # jq,jo and

N 25168 5
A (zl,...,xi,...,Ij,...,IMLR)+ 0GP ]Qﬁ...,zmg). (3.45)

Thanks to colour conservation, the n* dependent terms stemming from eq.(3.41) vanish on
the right-hand side (r.h.s) of eq.(3.44). Thus, we have, for n;y < k < nS-JR) +nm,

(n—1,0) , . k- K (n—1,0), .
ot () = p e e M ()
2
(n—1,0) .\ _ K n—1,0) /%
Moty o (7 = —WOAIM( LO) (7). (3.46)

3.2.3 Colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave state

With eq.(3.17) in sect. 3.1, the soft limit of the amplitude for a colour-singlet spin-singlet
P-wave quarkonium is

(n+1,0) e k; €A ki) ~ 0) .
Jim AT ) = 3 0= @A 0 ()
Jj=ng
JFi
N gj\l(K) . aj\l(kz) B K- Ej{z(kz)kz . ajl(K)
XQeﬁ(QQl[ls])A(ng?ogo}( 5«) (3'47)
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Then, the amplitude square in the soft limit becomes

lim MO0 (7) = lim MO ()

k;—0 ki—0 {[1],0,1,1}
<R)+TLH
ki - ki (n—1,0) , .x
Z ky - kik; - k Mkl (7“»‘)
l nr
ki, k<l
(R>+TLH
k‘ku K- kkkzu (n—1,0) /% 4
7 - : M, o I
s Z [k‘k kiK ki Ry k(K- ki)2 k[18] (7, 71)
kfn[
k#i
2¢ — 2 _ .
S Nk / (n—1,0) 2k
’ ¢ M 1) 3.48
95 (i T o (@) () (3.48)

where

X Arilpllly &
T&‘ = (Ila”'aXiw"7Ij"'-7In(LR>+nH7QQ/[P1[}]aQi"'aInJrfS)7

= (T B T T, QQTSEL AL T ) (3.49)

and we have used the relations

K- g§j>(K) =0, (3.50)
, ,  KMKY
Za K)ey, (K) = —g" + T (3.51)

In numerical calculations, setting the dimensional regulator € to zero in the prefactor of
the soft matrix element ensures consistency with the use of 4-dimensional external wave
functions. The terms dependent on n# from eq.(3.41) are absent on the r.h.s of eq.(3.48)
due to colour conservation and

e () a5 (ki) K -ex (ki)ki - 5, (K)

= 0. (3.52)

The same observation holds for the other P-wave states discussed later, and there is no
need to reiterate this point.

Thus, we have, for n;y < k < n(LR) + ng,

(n—1,0) 4\ _ k. KRk (n=1,0) /% dyp
soiorio") = (BRI T oy (K k] s D
n—1,0) . 2¢e —2 = ne R

Mioft,jQ}Q(r*‘) = —mceﬁ(cg@hs])m LO) (%), (3.53)
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3.2.4 Colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave state

For the production of a colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave quarkonium, we have established
the soft limit at the amplitude level (cf. eq.(3.18) in sect. 3.1) as follows:

g (k)
. (n+1,0) _ Jen i) = (n,0) -
Jim Aoy () = Y 95k @D Ao )

j=n1
J#i
K - &% (k) " .
+gsﬁQ(QQ[ [8]]) {[8%,1,1}( &‘)
tg |:€§1(K) : Eil(k}l) B K- gAi(ki)ki : gAl(K):|
° K-k (K - k;)?
— —_ n’o .
X [QeH(QQl[Bl])AE[l],z),(),o}( )+ Qeﬁ(QQ[gg]) {[8]2)00}( ?)}
(3.54)
The amplitude square in the soft limit is
. (n,0) /sy _ 1: (n+1,0)
1<:hI—I>10M (") = klilgoM{Wvo’l:l}(r)
(R)+nH+1 ~ ~
ki - k _ -
_ 9 k- ki (n—1,0) /.4
== gs %M (T‘ )
kJZ;LI R
e I, k<l
n(R)—l—n +1 ~ ~
L H
ky K - kyk; (n—1,0) (5 Xyu (n—1,0) ¥
+g3 = £ — = o B0k + M LIV
g kzr;[ [kkszkz kk'ki(K‘ki)2] [ I GV o\ RGN ))
ki
2¢ — 2 ~ (n— (n— R
—g2 == [Cn Q@) MO () + Co Q@ MO () (3.55)
(K - k;)?
where
A= (zl,...,xi,...,Ij,...,In(LR>+nH,QQ/[1P{8}],Q§...,IW,),
X ~a[8l &
= (T B T T, QQTSEL AL T )
i = (Il,...,L-,...,Ij,...,In(LR)+nH,QQ'[1S([)1]],Q§...,In+3>, (3.56)

and k (R) oy = K and l;j = kj when j # jq,jg- Additionally, we have used the
nL n
relations eq.(3.51).
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Thus, we have, for n; < k < n(LR) + ny,

MOk (%) = M)
+[kkikllék_kkl;f;{k2)2} [y 0 A+ MGG 7))
B ) =~ Ca
" {(Kl.(::i)Q B (?kk;?’] M 7+ MG )
2¢ — 2

_(KT')Q [Ceg(QQ’[SS])M(n—Lo) (7‘«§) + Ceff(QQ'[gl])M(”—LO) (fé)} . (3.57)

3.2.5 Colour-singlet spin-triplet P-wave state

We have derived the soft limit at the amplitude level for a colour-singlet spin-triplet P-wave
state in sect. 3.1 (¢f. eq.(3.21)) as

(R)-i-nH

(n+1,0) (kz> Sy 4(n0) -
Jim AGTY ) = 30 g ) bk QA ()
j=nr

J#i

+9s Ja)\'la)‘;la)\s -
gAlZ:As< e > K-k (K - k;)?

XQeH(QQ[lg])A(ng]O)l 0 1}( X) (3'58)

The amplitude square in the soft limit is

. n,0) /N 1 (n+1,0)
Jim MOO() = Jim M3 ()

(R> +npg

ki - K (n 1,0) /.4
Z ook M )
k,=ng

kl£i,k<l

<R)+TLH
kkﬂ K'kkki,u, (n—1,0)
K & LM
+gs kgn:[ |:k‘]€ . /{,’ZK . kl kk: . kz (K ] kl)Q Jk‘[lS] (T ’I“l)
k#i
Guv KQki,ukiW] ) (n—1,0) / %\ pw
- ' “ D) 3.59

where

R —~,.3 _
7)’\ = (Il,...,XZ‘,...,Ij,...7In2R)+nH7QQ/[P}1]]7Q/’,,.7In+3),

A = (11,...,L«,...,zj,...,In(LmMH,QQ’[?’SF]],Q’,...,In+3), (3.60)
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and we have used the relations

K-e$(K) = K- (K) =0,

v KMKV 14
26 K)SK, (K) = =g + —— = I"/(K),
KV, apf 1 v af
Eoo(AﬁqW(K)zzgﬂ (KO (K) ,
1

V% « 1 07 4 va
> S () = 5 [0 O (K) - PO (K)]
Aj=—1

Then, we can easily derive,

(n—1,0) ( \«)

soft,kjq

kk,/,L _ K - kkki,u (n—1,0) (T),\ T‘s‘)u

B kK ki kg kg (K - kg)?) ST
(nf—l',O)‘ (?) _ [ Juv + Kka’,,uk’i,u
soft,jgjq (Kkz)2 (Kkz)4

] Cer(QQug MGy (3.62)

Wlthn1<k:<n§:)+nH

3.2.6 Colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave state

Finally, for the colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave state production, the soft limit of the
amplitude from sect. 3.1 (¢f. eq.(3.22)) is

L 0
(n+1,0) k; EA i (n,0) '
Jm Ao = Y g Tk — Q) Aljig1,1,1, ()
j=nr
J#i

"‘QsKi}%ZQ(QQ [P[S]]) {[g] )1 1 J}(Tx)

,\I(K) '5,\i(k7i) B K- 5&(’%)’% : Eil(K)]

+9s Z (S50, A1, ) K -k (K - k;)?

>\l7)\5

x| Qe Q@) AT 1) (1) + G Qs AT 0.1, (D] - (3:63)
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The amplitude square in the soft limit is

lim M®O(7) = Tim MUY ()

k;—0 k;—0 {[8],1,1,7}
(R>+7LH+1 ~ =
ki - k
— 2 kN (n—1,0) /%
o, et
kl#£i,k<l
) L +1 = 7
k. K - kik; (n=1,0) (. hyu (n=1,0) % sy
+g2 — = M | + MU b0
g kgn:[ [kkszkz kkkz(Kkz)2] { saiss) (7 71)" st 0 72)" }
ki
2
2 v K ki7uki,u:| (n—1,0) ; i\ v (n—1,0) X\
— + + C, ra)* |,
g [(Kk‘l)2 (K-k‘i)4 [ (QQ[gg]) (71) 7(QQ; 81) J (73) }
(3.64)
where
— 3 —
Ila 7Ij)"'7In2R)+nH7QQ/[P}8}]7Q§'"aIn+3))
~/3
(Ila 7Ij’ cee ’In(LR>+nH’ QQI[SF}L Qi cee aIn+3) P
— 3 —
_ ( T T ,IR(LR)MH,QQ/[%H], Q... ,In+3> , (3.65)
and k 1 = K and l;: = k; when j # jq,jo- Once again, we have used the relations

eq.(3. 51)
Thus, we can easily get, for ny < k < n(LR) +nm,

n—1,0) , . ki - K n—1,0), %
Méoft,ka?(rx) = mm,(fj@ )(7“»")
K K - kyki (n=10) (% iy (n—1,0) /% dyp
+ |:k;k‘ . le . kl o kk . kz (K . kjl)2:| [Mjk[SS} ( T ) +Mjk[81] (T TQ) :| R
: K? .
n—1,0 . n—1, .
ioft,jQ;Q( 5«) = _WC’AM( 10)(7)‘)
KM KQk:lm (n—1,0) x x u (n 1L0) X Xyp
%mmf(xm%wmw()*M )]
v KQki,uki’y} ! (n—1,0) iy
_ Ce M L
[th(xm4[ﬂww)J (™)
+Can (QQfeyMG O ()] (3.66)

4 FKS subtraction for single quarkonium production

4.1 FKS pairs and partition functions

With the squared real amplitudes in the soft limit at hand, we will now structure our
approach using the FKS formalism. To categorise the IR divergences and facilitate their
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subtraction, we introduce a set of ordered pairs for any given process 7 € R,,. This set is
denoted as the set of FKS pairs

Prks(r) = {(z‘,j)

MO (7). 5 00 if B0 or K20 or k| IQJ} (4.1)

s<i<n™ 2 n <j<nl®4ng+1,i#g,

This implies that a pair of particles belongs to the set of FKS pairs if they induce soft or
collinear singularities (or both) in the n-body real matrix elements. It is important to note
that l;,‘;] — 0 is irrelevant when j = 1,2. In the calculation of an NLO cross section within
the FKS formalism, each pair belonging to Ppkg corresponds to a set of subtractions of
soft and collinear singularities.

In the FKS formalism, we multiply the real emission matrix elements with the so-
called measurement/partition function S;j, so that the phase space is partitioned into
different kinematic regions where each region contains at most one soft and one collinear
singularity. The partitioning is accomplished through the introduction of a set of positive-
definite functions

Sij(7),  (i,7) € Prxs(7), (4.2)

where the argument 7 € R,, means that we can choose different S for different processes.
As described in ref. [56], S;; is defined in different regions as following:

. Sl =1,

(4,4) €Prks (1)
Ky /7.2 /7.2
E— 0 0 ? J
RillFy ki +
~liHI 81](7') = Cij, if I, = g, with 0 < Cij <1 and Z Cij = 1,
k9—0 -

J
(1,5)€Pris (1)
e Ky
~loim Sij(r) =0 Vk with T, = ¢ and 3 with (k,1) € Prxs(7) V (I, k) € Prks(7).
kp—0

(4.3)

In other words, S;; goes to zero in all regions of the phase space where the real emission
matrix elements diverge, except if this involves particle ¢ being soft, or particles i and j
being collinear. The functions h;;(2) introduced in eq.(4.3) are defined in 0 < z <1, and
have the following properties:

hij(z) = 1, if np<j<2, (4.4)
hij(z) = h(z), if 3<j< n(LR) +ng+1, (4.5)

with h(z) a positive-definite function such that

limh(z)=1, limh(z)=0, h(z)+h(l—2)=1. (4.6)

z—0 z—1
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Note that in 7, we have glued @ and Q' to a single particle QQ’[n]. This means that the
number of strongly interacting massive particles (except n is a colour-singlet S-wave state)
is ny — 1 instead of ny.

The real matrix elements can be rewritten

MOy = Y S(MmO (), (4.7)
(4,7)€Prks(7)
which will only be singular for a given term on the r.h.s if particle i is soft and/or particles
i and j are collinear after applying J"(LB).
4.2 Local subtraction counterterms

The IR divergence subtracted real cross sections can be formulated in the center of mass
frame of the incoming partons:

lﬁ:l%l:‘f(l,o,o,l), kzzlégz*f(l,o,o,—n. (4.8)
In this frame, for each pair (i,j) € Prxs(7), we can introduce the variables & and y;j,
where
W=, (4.9)
2

Thus, &; is the rescaled energy of the FKS parton 4, and ¥;; is the cosine of the angle between
the FKS parton i and its sister j. The soft and collinear singularities of S;; ()M (7).J ny”
correspond to & = 0 and to y;; = 1, respectively. The IR-divergence locally subtracted

partonic cross section is
dopxs() = > doy(), (4.11)
(4,5)€Prxs ()
where the IR-divergence locally subtracted real partonic cross section is
1 1 m.0) Jni .
dé. () = | = <1_ A2 (0 >S 2 desdus - dosdd? 5
Gij (1) <§Z>c <1 — yz‘j>5 (1 —vij)& (7)) Sij (T)N(T)QO") &idyijdpiddy, (1)
(4.12)
The variable ¢; is the azimuthal direction of the FKS parton. The quantity d(b;]_l is the

reduced (n — 1)-body phase space via the following relation:
g (i) = E172de (1 — y2) " dyydQ Vg7 (7). (4.13)

The reduced phase space measure has the following limits:

1—e¢
. ~ij . S B p o~
ling 4, (1) = o doaa (), i =0, (4.14)
1—e¢
. Tij o S L JDN if . = s =
y};rgl de | (7) = quﬁn_l(r] Y, if ;=1 =0. (4.15)
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1(2—26) = dp;. The distributions

entering eq.(4.12) are defined as follows, for any test functions f() and g():

[ assie (z) - L R ULICTEE R

! 1 1 i) —g(1)O(y;s —1+6
/ dyi;9(yij) <1 — > = / dyijg(yj) g(l)_ (fyf ) : (4.17)
1 yzy F) -1 yzg

In d = 4 dimensions, we can simply set ¢ = 0 and df)

where
1 n+2 2
max — 1—- T 5 4.1
3 ; <Z mk) (4.18)

and ©() is the Heaviside theta function. Note that k; = k;,m; = \/12:324 = ,/k:]? = m; when

(R)

J= nL TNH, kniR)-ﬁ-n +k = K, mn(LR)-HZH—I-l =mQ +mQ" and

H+l kn(LR)—l—nH—l-l n$F) gy 42
kj = kjqy1,m; = mjyq when j > nS:R) +ng+3. Ineqgs.(4.16) and (4.17), &y and § are free
parameters, that can be chosen in the ranges

0<€cut SfmaXa 0<5§2 (419)

In MADFKS [56], § = 7 for the initial state collinear singularities (¢, j) € Prks(r),j < 2,
and § = dp for the final state collinear singularities (i,j) € Prks(7),j > 3. Now, we can
introduce the quantity in d = 4 dimensions

i o
Zi (& i) = (1= y) M0 (a‘a))sz-j(wiwg(f) dpidd, \(7),  (420)

so that

- 1 1 ‘
doij(1') = <&>C <1_yij>6Ez‘j(T;&,yz’j)d{idyij- (4.21)

If we expand the plus distributions, we have

1
&(1—yij)
=25 (750, Yi5)O(Ecut — &) + X4 (750, 1)O(Eeur — &)O(yij — 1 + 5)} d&;dy;;.

(4.22)

déij(r) = [Zz'j(f“; &iryig) — Ti(7 €, 1)O(yi; — 1+ 0)

The first term in the integrand, called “events”, contributes to the initial partonic real
cross section, while the remaining three terms are the local subtraction counterterms, which
are called “collinear counterevent”, “soft counterevent”, and “soft-collinear counterevent”,
respectively. The collinear and soft-collinear local counterterms can be inferred from the
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collinear limit of the real-emission matrix elements

. n . 4 € n— TSI
lim (1 - yig) M) = —g2p*6PF 7, (1~ & MO

ffinfj
1 SH(n-10) iy
%6 Q1 (1 - MO () (4.93)
EAij
j = n[? MR 2)
. . L4 1—2 Z1.0)/ - ii
lim (1 — ;)M (7)8;5(7) = ;giu%Th(Z)Pszj@i(z,6)1M(” 1O) (7I®ink)
killk;
4 1 —Z ~ _170 a Y
+gg§u2€7h(z)QIJ.%Z,(Z)ME;? ) (PR (4.24)

EA”‘

=3, 125440

where i denotes the antiparticle of the particle 4, Pfk Zl(z, €) is the unregularised Altarelli-
Parisi kernel for z < 1 in d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions that can be found in the literature (see,
e.g., eqs.(D.15-D.18) in ref. [56]), and QZ;F@{Ij and Q7,7:  are given in egs.(D.3-D.10) of
ref. [56]. The reduced matrix element is defined as [50, 56]

< (n— iy 1 1 <Z]> = n—1.0), i % ne1.0), i % ¥
MOLO) ey — 2 & AT A10) j@iXy g (n=1.0) ik 4.9
g = e ) Tl A FTNATTREEY o (4.25)

colour
spin
where the spinor-helicity formalism takes the conventions of ref. [72], Ain —10) represents

the helicity amplitude with the helicity of the parton j @ i being £, and the sum with a
tilde has summed over the colour and spin of the external states except the spin of the
particle j ®7. The A;; term vanishes upon the integration of the azimuthal variable dy; of
the parton i. In eq.(4.24), we have assumed k; = (1 — 2) <l~fZ + /~€j> and l%j =z <l~€Z + /;:J>
This essentially gives us for the initial-state collinear singularities (n; < j < 2)
Y (1 &,1) = (;)Sgggi Pz<j®gzj(1 — &, 0)M(—LO) (i) | Aij]
(B)

n
>< [
N(7)
and, for the final state collinear singularities (3 < j < n(LR) + 2,7 # 1), we have

4 1—=2

Yo 61) = 2
1](7“7617 ) (471‘)398 >
(B)
J"L . DN
X WQ(T) dgpid(bn_l(T ’ ) . (427)
For the soft-collinear counterparts, we need to take & — 0 and z — 1 on the r.h.s of the
above two equations. The soft local counterterm is

G(7) dpidr 1 (775, (4.26)

B(2) [P, (2, MO (I5150) 4 A,

(B)
. . n.0) /- J"L ) 5
i (7 0,vi5) = (4;3(1 - yz’j)(flilgloﬁgM( 70)(74)>Cijj\/-7(7.1)g(7”) dpidn—1 (1Y), (4.28)
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where the soft limit of the real matrix element has been derived in sect. 3.2.

4.3 Integrated soft counterterm

We can split the integrated soft counterterms into two parts:
de () = dgSV () + de 5D (7). (4.29)

The first one is simply stemming from the (4 — 2¢)-dimensional counterpart of the
function X;;(7; 0, y;;) in the local subtraction counterterms appearing in the former section.
It is

detS D (7)

a (2T s T g
— g1 () <8> = Z Cijmg(r)

(ZJ) E€PrKs (T)

x / &yl ( Jim €M) <r'>) O(Eeut — &i)didy; A"

. B ntf 42
g (Y S A D N A LR N
- 871'2 N(T‘)g(r) Z - %€ (277-)1726 (NZ) / <gl,i1£>n0 <k2> M (T)> dQZ

i=3
Zi=g
«o J"gB)
_ =8 21 2
o 1On-1 ) 37 ) g(r)
(R
L

OIS

=3 kJl=nj
Ti=g  k,l#ik<l

+2 n(LR>+nH+1 [

5;1,2156 226 S 6/ ) 0 2 (n—1,0) X '
2e (27‘1’)1*2<E MQ Slilglo (kl) Msoft,kl (T) ds;

(B)
_ O ST
= 27Td¢n_1(7“ )N(ﬂ)g(r )

)

55”26 225 S —€ ‘ .2 (n=1.0)
o () (i (B) M) 6 ) de

(4.30)

SDIEEDD

2 ng+1 08P fng+1 [
k=n; =k

where the d — 1 = 3 — 2¢ dimensional solid angle measure is
—€ 2—2e¢
A0 = (1—y2) “dyyd >, (4.31)

and we have used eq.(3.36) as well as the fact that limg, o &2M™)(7) is independent of
&. In the last equation, we have removed any final state gluon Z; = ¢ and have changed
the final state symmetry factor accordingly.

The second one is from the soft singularities of the LDMEs in NRQCD, which we will
give explicitly in the following.
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4.3.1 Soft counterterms of LDMEs

The second term originates from the renormalisation of LDMEs and is analogous to the
initial state collinear counterterm at hadron colliders or the final state collinear counterterm
due to the presence of fragmentation functions [2]. The soft counterterms of the LDMEs
can be incorporated into either the real or the virtual matrix elements, depending on
the preference. In this paper, we include them as part of the integrated soft subtraction
terms for the real matrix element. We have the following perturbative corrections for the
LDME:s [63] in the MS scheme, by defining 1/€ = 1/e + log (47) — V&,

- ,
do 1 > Cr

Ot (1) = {O5) + g | 2+ S (O V4B (0f
< 3S£8]> (1) = %Egﬂ * 3mmome: \ € +og 13RoCD ( 3}3[1]>+ r2 ( 313[8]>

9 2
<Oﬁﬁ00:<of>+-4%;(i+k%fJL> > (0

3 1 _
Sy sttt 3mmgme, MNRQCD

dovg 1 u? [ Cr
<Og[81> (n) = (Ot + (6 +log 5 > <Ogm> + Br <O§m>] ’
1

0 So Smmomey Hxrqop ) L2Ne !

(Of) () = ©ffy+ 22— (Linog =)o) 32
) () = (O1) + g———— | —+log —— | (Or )|, '
st sl 3mmqgmey \ € MQNRQCD P

where v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, unrqcep is the NRQCD cutoff scale and Br =
(N2 — 4)/(4N,) = 5/12. If we use the Binoth Les Houches Accord convention by taking
out the global prefactor (47)¢/I'(1 —¢€), 1/€ simply becomes 1/¢ in eq.(4.32). Therefore, we
have the additional integrated soft counterterms for P-waves:

e QQTPM:
(5,2) a xJ"(LB)xl(M
~(82)ny — s B B n—1,0)/,:
45D () = Gt () 360 [ MO0
1 2
o (1 +log—— | , (4.33)
mQmeg: \ € HNRQCD
where
’r)k — (Ila 7XZ7 e 7Ij7 7I7l<LR)+TLH’ QQI[I-Pl[H]J Q: 7ITL+3) )
A = (zl, . ,L-,...,Ij,...,IngR)MH,QQ’[IS([f}],Qi...,In+3) . (434)
andZ; =g
e QP
«Q J"(LB)
~(82) ) — Ds 5 8 (n—1,0) /,-% (n—1,0) /,:%
AS2(7) = G201 (N) {s G [ BEMO O () + CrM 0|
1 2
SR (LS T (4.35)
mQmear \ € HNRQCD
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where

7)!\ = (I17 .. ,Xi, e ,Ij, . ,In(LR)+nH, QQ,[lp[g ] Q .. ,In+3)
74§ (Ilv .o 71(.7:7 cee 7Ij7 . ’In(LR)“‘nH, QQl[l‘S’([)S ]a @/ 7In+3)
T; - (Zlv 71(.17 . 7Ij7 CIEa 7In5:R) g’ QQ/ [lsél}]a Q/ 7I7L+3) (436)
. QP
J”L (2 +1 ;
(52) sy — Us - (n—1,0) (:X
D) = St (M) 3 00 | 2o )]
2
8 ! + log a , (4.37)
9QOQ’ IRRQCD
where
7)& — (Ila . 7Xl7 . anv 7QQ/[3P}H] Q/ aInJr?)) 5
T§ = (Ilv . axlv an7 1z (R)Jrn ’QQI[S‘S’M] Q/ 7In+3) (438)
e QQTP):
o gt X X
5(5,2) (7. Zs X i (n—1,0) (n—1,0)
a6ED() = Zrdbu-r() 3 90 ) [BrMO IO () + CpM 10 ) |
1) (1 2
8(2J +1) - 5 14 ’ (4.39)
Imome: \ € HNRQCD
where
Ti - (Zlv o 71(.1'7 CIEa 7I] 7In(LR)+nH7 QQ,[3P}8}]7 Q: .. 7In+3) )
T§ = (Ila‘ 7XZ? 7I]7 ) R)_H_LH,QQ/[:&SF}],Q:...,In+3) )
Tg - (Ila 7Xl) 7I]) 7I R)+nH’ QQ/[:;SF}L Q: s 7ITL+3) (440)

tion is

doS) (7)) =

It is clear that for S-waves do(3?)(7)

n(B)
g1 ()5 ‘]

=0.

4.3.2 Colour-singlet S-wave state

(B>+nH n( >+7LH

Z Z EL, 1}, Ry, DO ()
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The soft integrated partonic cross section for a colour-singlet S-wave quarkonium produc-

(4.41)



where the eikonal integrals £() can be found in app. A, and

A (LX 7, ..., QQ s, Q;_..,zn+3> (4.42)

with Z; being a final state gluon. Now, the momenta ky, k; are defined in the reduced Born
process 7 € R,,_1 with kn(LB)—HLHH = K (the quarkonium momentum).

4.3.3 Colour-octet S-wave state

The integrated soft counterterm for a colour-octet S-wave quarkonium is

~(S) (. s 3 J”(LB) 3 ni) tntiny? bt 5 (n—1,0) , .%
45 () = 32 dbn-1() {90 kz Z E{1,1}, L, kMg~ (%)
I (4.43)
where the eikonal integrals can be found in app. A, and
A= (T T T QQPITSL@ Tas) (4.44)

with Z; being a gluon. The momenta kj, k; are defined in the Born process 7% € R,,_1 with
k;n(LB)+nH+1 = K (the quarkonium momentum).
4.3.4 Colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave state

For a colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave state, the integrated soft counterterm is

( )+an( )'H"bH
g (n—
do(F) = T2 dé () Y S
N () k=nr I=k
(B)+nH k
w3 (B KD 60020 (KD ) MG
k=nj
1 8 1 2 2¢ —
’ (2Nc mQmegy (6 s M2NRQCD> K ({1 ) eH(QQDS}))
><1M("—1v0>(7'«§)] : (4.45)
where the eikonal integrals can be found in app. A, and
f,i:(z—l?"w:x(-a 77QQ[ ]Q In+3>
T§ = (Ilv"'vx'a aaQQ[ ] Q '7In+3)a (446)

with Z; = ¢g. Once again, we remind the readers that the momenta ki, k; are defined in
the reduced Born process 7 € R,_; with the quarkonium momentum kn(3> gl =

Now, besides the usual scalar eikonal integrals, we also need to introduce the rank-1 tensor

integrals &,({1, 2}, {ki, K}).
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4.3.5 Colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave state

The soft integrated counterterm for a colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave quarkonium is

N Jngm n bn g1 08P fng+1
a6i) = Grdon 1 (M) 7mdN | 3 Z E(1, 1}, {he, )M (%)
k=nj
"(L )+nH+1
FOY (B e KD — g12) (e KD)
k=ng
x (M 00D+ MO )
2 €
+ (BF 5 <1+10g 2” > - 2K E{1,1},{K,K}) eff(QQ[ss])>
€ HNRQCD

2
" (cp . <{+10g - )— B 1), (K KY) eff@cz[g”))
Xm(n—lyo)(fé)] , (4.47)

where the expressions of the eikonal integrals can be found in app. A, and

A= (Il,...,Xl-,...,Ij,...,QQ’[lPl[sl],Q:...,In+3),
A= (T T T QAL L T
7‘3 = (Ila"'7X’ia"'7Ija"'aQQl[ls([]l]]7Q:"',In+3>7 (448)

and Z; is a final state gluon.

4.3.6 Colour-singlet spin-triplet P-wave state

The integrated soft partonic cross section of a process with a colour-singlet spin-triplet

P-wave quarkonium is

n{P) ”(LB)JFnH ”(LB)JrnH
k=ng 1=k

n(L >+nH

+ Z ( ({1,1}, {kk,K})K e &,({1,2}, {ka})) Jnk[llg?)(ri f})u
k=ny

(9/w ({11}, {K, K}) + £ ({2, 2}, {K, K})) Carr(QQly MG ()

2/+1 8 1 B\ =10y
+ QNC QQOQ/ <_ +10g MQNRQCD) M (7"1) ) (4.49)
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where the eikonal integrals can be found in app. A, and

= (Il,...,XZ-,...,I,...,QQ’[SP[I]],QC...,In+3),

A= (T T T QAL @ Ts) (4.50)
and Z; is a final state gluon. In this case, we also need the rank-2 eikonal tensor integrals
Ew({2,2} {K, K}).

4.3.7 Colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave state

Finally, the colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave quarkonium production has the following soft
integrated counterterm

(B) (B

a R A A R e
dc}“)(f)=§d¢nflw)mg(m 3 Z E({1, 1}, {kp, ki )M 10 (%)
k=ng

n(LB)+nH+1
£ (B KD e - 01,2 e KD)
k=nj

n—1,0) n—1,0
X ]Mf,k88 GRS +M5k[81])(rx ré)“)

@W{HHKMH@MMHKmn
(Cen(QQfus)MT V()™ + Con(QQpgy MG (7))

2J +1 2
(Sesa) il —+lo g (B ML (74) 4 O =10 ( 3)) , (4.51)
Imomey NNRQCD

X

where the eikonal integrals can be found in app. A, and

A (Il,...,xi,...,Ij,...,QQ’[3P}8]],Q§...,In+3>,
7}; - (Ilv"‘7Xi7‘°'7Ij7‘°'7QQI[3S£8]]7Qi"‘7In+3>7
A = (zl,...,xi,...,Ij,...,QQ'[?’SP],Q:...,IM) : (4.52)

with Z; being a final state gluon.

4.4 Integrated collinear and soft-collinear counterterms

As explained earlier, the integrated collinear and soft-collinear counterterms should be
identical to the original case since quarkonia are massive and do not exhibit any collinear
divergences. However, for the completeness, we still discuss them here and adjust to our
notations with the risk that they are actually well understood.

Following the explanation of ref. [50], it is straightforward to show that the sum of the
integrated counterterms for collinear and soft-collinear emissions from an incoming initial
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state parton takes the form

: SJL 2 fEmax ] 5 1 log(&
i [ () () (52)]

Xéifﬁ%&ﬁzk( = &, MO,y () (4.53)

and that for emissions from an outgoing final state parton for a given underlying Born

process 7 the counterterms can be written as

(B) n{®) 42 .
o) gy = 0 I L (L)
o) = 5 3 T Anig () ¢ @+ oaes( S

() -2

r20(@) (1og (27 ) - tog (e ) - 2v@ton( 272 ) |}
x ML) (7Y de,, 1 () (4.54)

where Qgg is the Ellis-Sexton scale [73], the Casimir factors are

Cp, if T€3.3
C(7) = ’ e 4.55
@) {CA if 78 (4.55)

The collinear anomalous dimensions are

3C if T=gq,q
7y J 20, 4 4.56
") {gargnmﬁ it 7= g (4:56)

with Tp = % and ny being the number of massless quark flavours, and

1B_2) ¢ if T=q,g
2 3 F, 1 =49
y@={ 23 . (457)

These integrated counterterms have to be combined with the counterterms stemming from
the collinear renormalisation of PDF's which read

(B)
~(ent)(ay Qs ST 1
da! t)(r) = 27TN T& E /1 . (EPIkeBiIk(Z’ 0) _KIkQBz‘Ik(Z))
x M LO) (RS )d¢ | (RO (4.58)

with the four dimensional regularised Altarelli-Parisi splitting kernels

(1 — Z)Pa<b(za 0)

0= ),

+7(a)dap 0(1 — 2) (4.59)
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and the subtraction scheme dependent function K,(z) ®. A change of the integration
variable, z — 1 — &;, results in ?

n(B) 2
dé'(cnt)(’r’) _ Oés J L

2
25 am 3 {2 et )i
k=nj

gmax 1 1 ) .
[6 () &Pz, 7,(1-&,0) — Kz, .7, (1 - 5,-)] (L) (h@ik)

xdqﬁ (RO )} (4.60)
where we made use of the identity
5(§Z)§1Pa<b(1 — fi, 0) = 2C’(a)<5ab 5(&) . (4.61)

If we sum up eqgs.(4.53), (4.54), and (4.60), we obtain the sum of the integrated collinear
and soft-collinear counterterms

de' O () = de ™ (7)) + d6'o) (1) + de e (7)

= d6'$) (1) + dof () + dop) (7)

FIN (4.62)
which we have decomposed into a singular term
n(B)+2
g . (4m)e p? \ 1
i€ () = % gp ] <) !
5 () = 2 dgn () Nm)gm Y wialan) ¢
[ (Ik>+0(zk>log<£cg )] MO (4.63)
k
a finite (n — 1)-body contribution (equivalent to egs.(4.5-4.6) in ref. [56])
(Cin—1) e 2\ s
de\Sr Y (y —7d¢n =G 1og< > Y(Zie) + 2C(ZTi) log(Ecu
o) G )Nm\) (%) o kzm( (Zi) + 2C(T) 1og(Eeur) )

ni? 12

o () (25

+20(T) (log (2\2) log (M)) - 2v<zk>log<2f§ﬂ }MW’O)(P'«),

(4.64)

and a finite contribution with a degenerated n-body phase space (equivalent to eqs.(4.40-
4.42) in ref. [56]), where the angular dependence of the collinear emitted parton is integrated

8 Kap(2) is trivially zero for MS PDFs.
9Note that B, = By = V/'s/2 here.
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out, but its energy integration remains left,

~(Cmn) /. anL Smax d 1 %
o0 = 2o {[(e) () ()

sz‘Pfk@;zk(l —&,0) — <§ ) &i Ik@—lk( =&, 0) — sz@ﬂk(l - &)}
) M =L0) (FR&EXY g (RBIX) (4.65)

P!<(z,0) is the € part of the d = 4—2¢ dimensional (unregularised) Altarelli-Parisi splitting
kernels

P5(z,€) = Py (2,0) + eP/5(2,0). (4.66)

5 Validations

We present a few cross-checks of our new formalism derived in the last sections. Concerning
the local FKS counterterms, we have verified the initial collinear and soft limits of all
2 — 1 partonic Born processes gg — cc|[n] and q§ — cc|[n] with n covering all S- and P-
wave charmonium states, including both colour-singlet and colour-octet. One of the most
non-trivial checks we performed involves the 2 — 2 Born processes illustrated in fig. 1.
We consider the real processes gg — c¢¢[n]gg, q@ — cc[n]gg and bg — c¢[n]bg, where both
the charm quark ¢ and the bottom quark b are massive, and the light quark ¢ is massless.
The real matrix elements are numerically evaluated with HELAC-ON1A [9, 10], while the
(reduced) Born and colour-linked Born matrix elements are computed analytically. The
relative difference of the matrix elements is defined as

MO0 (7) — Timg, o MO0 (7)

ASOft = (n 0)( )

x &+ O(ED), (5.1)

where the expression of limy, o M(7,0) (1) corresponds to the local soft counterterm of
the real-emission counterpart M) () defined on the r.h.s of eq.(3.36). In fig. 1, we
demonstrate the soft gluon limit as &5 — 0 for all 8 P-wave Fock states. The relative
differences Ago linearly vanish with &5 (the rescaled final gluon energy defined in eq.(4.9))
asymptotically approaching zero. For S-wave states, similar soft limit tests were conducted,
and the same behaviour was observed. These non-trivial checks confirm the correctness
of our local soft counterterms defined in sect. 3.1. Additionally, we have performed initial
and final collinear tests for some single quarkonium production processes.

In order to test the integrated counterterms, we have verified the universal IR poles
of the one-loop virtual matrix elements outlined in app. B, stemming from the derived
integrated counterterms due to the KLN theorem. These checks are carried out explicitly
by computing the analytic UV-renormalised one-loop matrix elements for the processes
qq — cc|nlg with all eight P-wave and four S-wave Fock states cc[n]. The IR poles of the
virtual matrix elements for these 12 processes cancel perfectly with the formulas given in
app. B at the analytic level.
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Finally, we consider the NLO QCD corrections to the 8 physical hadronic cross sections

10" implemented

of 2 — 1 processes, as shown in fig. 2. The NLO partonic cross sections
in HELAC-ON1A are derived analytically, and additionally, we have computed the NLO
cross sections within the FKS subtraction approach numerically. The relative differences

between them are below 10~°, demonstrating perfect agreement within numerical errors.

6 Summary

In this paper, we have generalised the FKS subtraction formalism to processes involving
S- or P-wave quarkonium and elementary particles at NLO QCD in NRQCD factorisation.
Our main new results are the local soft counterterms in sect. 3.2 and the integrated soft
counterterms in sect. 4.3. As a byproduct, we have also derived the universal IR poles
of one-loop matrix elements in app. B. This serves as a cornerstone to achieve the NLO
automation of cross section computations of quarkonium production processes ''. Our
next steps would be to implement the new formulas in the MADGRAPHS_AMCQNLO
framework, and to generalise the formulation presented here to processes involving more-
than-one quarkonia. The latter case, however, involves additional subtleties, such as the
breakdown of NRQCD factorisation for processes with two P-wave bound states elucidated
in ref. [75].
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A Eikonal tensor integrals

From the integrated soft counterterms, we need to solve the general eikonal tensor integral

cat...0ng —181.--Bry—1 5&1%6 2% A 0)2
gomim 2 (s na b ke kid) = =207 iz e (k) ke Ky

I R e N T
dQZ t C ! : I ? 2 17
. / (K - ki)™t (K - keg)™2 e
=110 =11 Pro =1 ({n) noY Lk ki })
(A1)

where we have m? = k2 and m? = k?. We have followed the conventions in ref. [56]. The
energy of the parton i and the measure (in d — 1 = 3 — 2¢ dimensions) over its angular
variables d€); (cf. eq.(4.31)) are defined in the center of mass frame of the colliding partons.
We can rewrite the eikonal integral into the phase-space measure as

gorem=1Bbat(fny no}, {ky, ki}) = 8°u*ky, - ky
B2k, g gt f e
/ (2m)3-2€2k9 (K - kg)™ (K - i)™
X@(gcut - gz) . (AQ)

The introduction of O (&t — &) spoils the Lorentz covariance.
In order to solve these tensor integrals, we are based on the observation that '?
9 a1...0ny —181.Bngy—
oy [ emm PPt (g no } {ks R t)
Ok a,

_ _nllal...Oénl*lanlﬁlmﬁnzfl ({nl +1, 77,2}, {kk, kl}) ,
0

_ Y erom-1fr By ({n1,n2}, {ki, ki })
Ok g,,

_ _n21a1...an1—1ﬁ1...ﬁn2—15n2 ({n1,ng + 1}, {ki, k1)) . (A.3)

Then, we can derive the tensor integrals from the scalar integral via

1 (2,1 e bd) = =5 1L 1), e ),
P L2} (b k) = =T (he ),
2
(2,2 b)) = G T ). ). (A4)

The analytic expressions for I({1,1}, {kk, k;}) are known in the literature and are given in
appendix A of ref. [56].

2Note that in the case | = k the derivative acts on both momenta.
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In the following, we will present the concrete analytic expressions of the eikonal tensor
integrals that we need. In general, it would be convenient to further split the tensor

integrals into the pole and finite parts:

gal.-.an1_1ﬁ1mﬁn2_1({nhn2}7 {ki, ki}) = gal...an1—1ﬁ1~ﬁn2_1({nhn2}7 {ki, ki })
g em 1B (g mo), ki, b)), (AL5)

where € and &€ represent the IR poles and the finite component of &, respectively. We
discuss their expressions in four categories.

A.1 Two-massless case

We first consider the case of two massless external legs (my = m; = 0). Since neither Z
nor Z; can be a quarkonium, we only need to consider the scalar integral (n; = ng = 1),
which has been known (e.g. eqs.(A.5-A.6) in ref. [56]). In this case, if | = k, the tensor
integrals are zero. If [ # k, for the completeness, the expressions are

5 4m)€ w21 1 2k -k AELE,
St = 5175 (g;) [ (o) ()] o
_ 1 2 gguts gzuts kkkl . kkkl
EWL 1} {ki, a}) = 5 log <Q%s + log 02 log 2ELE, Lip SELE,
1. of kik ki Ky ki -k
+§log <2Ek:El> log(l 2EkEz>log<2EkEl> ) (A.7)

where Lis() is the dilogarithm.

A.2 One-massive-one-massless case

The second case we consider involves one-massive and one-massless external leg (my = 0
and m; # 0). The scalar case has been given in egs.(A.7-A.8) in ref. [56]:

4 4m)€ N1 1 2k -k 1 Am2E2
8({1,1},{kk,kl}>=réf_)e)<és> {M‘e@g( ’%sl>‘2log(£§c2§s>)]’

(A.8)
(1,1}, (ki ) = Tog(€out) (lg@S) + 210%(52}5,1)) g <Q]%;S>
e (P e () (o) e )
~Li (1 - W) + Lig (1 - %) » (A.9)
where
B— 1 7]";&; . (A.10)
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The IR pole part of the rank-1 tensor integral needed in the P-wave soft integrated coun-

terterms is

EM({1, 2}, {kn, ki})

47)€ SO (N T - R I 7+ ki-k 1 2 k'
) [ () )
I'(1—e) \Qfg 2¢? kp-k; € |kik Eymy 2 Qs m;

while its finite part can be decomposed into 3 tensor structures

3
EM({1,2}, ke b }) = DT, (A.12)

=1

where

i 2 2 2 2
(0,my),1 kk ™ fcuts 1 2 gcuts kK gcuts
T - T og( Seut®) 4 2 o2 ( Sew ) 4 log [ Scut®
b1 kk‘kz{ 12 Og(Q%s) i <Q]2~:s T By ) Es
ki-ki > 1 2< ki -k > 1 2(1—1‘51)
PR (N A VR PP (PN 0 R T
g<EkEz (1-5) 2% \ EiE, (1-5) 1% \1-p
. k- kg ) . < EkEl(1+Bz))
+Li (1 - | - L1l - ———~
? EyE (1 - 5) ? k- Ky

ki, -k Og( ki Ky ) N EyE(1+ 5)
ki-ki — ExEi(1 - 5) EvE (1 -75) ki-ki — ExE(1+ 5)

| k- ki
. Og<EkEl (1 +5l)> } ’

" 9 2
T = —5«<lo + — lo —
212 m? B\ Q2 ) T aER 1= B\1-6)  kiki- BiE(1- )
k- ki ) ELE ( ki -k >] }
x lo + log| — %™ 7
g<EkEl(1 - B1) ki-ki — ExEl(1+ 5;) & E E(1+ 5)

(0,m) 10 { [ <EkEl (1+ ﬁz)) ( Ky -k ﬂ
T. = Ey |log| —————% | —log| —————
312 kb — EpB (1— ) " 8 Ky -k S\ BB (1-75)

k- kymi lg<1+ﬁl) Ey (B8 (1+ ) + mj)
E3p (1 - B7) 1—p E? (ky-ky — ExEp (14 5y))

EyE (14 5) k.- Ky -k 1+ 5
- [EkEl (10g< k- ki >_10g<EkEl (1- 51))) 1 + By log<1 - 51)] } '
(A.13)

A.3 Massive self-eikonal case

In the case of the massive self-eikonal integrals, we have | = k and m; = m; # 0. The
scalar integral corresponds to egs.(A.9-A.10) in ref. [56]:

R (Cg‘s) (-1). (A.14)
E{L, 1}, {kk, ki }) = 10g<€§%t:> - ﬁtlog(i igi) : (A.15)
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For the rank-1 tensor integral, the poles are

£1(11,2), (s i) = () (QES>€ s (-1). (A.16)

I'(1 k €

and the finite term is

o 2
(01,21, (k) = 5y [om( 10 ) — 2~ 310105 57+ 2108 ]

2Bk k 1 — B QES
() () )
+ —lo + 208, + 1o A7
237E e 175, B, +log | 7 5 Bi (A.17)
The pole of the rank-2 integral is
R (47)¢ p? \ 1 1 AkLKY
L2, 2}, {kg, ki }) = — -+ —F) . Al
& ({ ) }’{ ks k}) I‘(l—e) Q]%)S 3mi c g+ m% ( 8)
The finite piece is
4
M ({2, 2}, (ki k}) = Y Tipg ™, (A.19)
i=1

where

T ) 5#05110
T1(,227 b =W(1—62) [—310g<1igk>+65 +3lo <1+gk>5k 451%},

Tégl;mﬁ#u _ Q;)W [—10g<1+5k> +2ﬁk+310g(1+gk>5k—21 (fcut )ﬁk}

(mpam) g OFORE 4 Fp 67 1+ By 1+ B
T. = —0 7 131 — 68, — 61
3,22 GBE;Ekmi 0og 1— B, B og 1— B ﬁk
41083 + 3log( + B’f) 54
1-8
v
(mkvmk),w ky ky, 1+ B L+ Bk 2
T = 31 6 101
s GBimi[ Og<1,8k: 60+ 10l 75" ) Fi
1 2
1863 — 15log< + ﬁ"“) B+ 810g<£wt ) 5;2} (A.20)
L= B QES

A.4 Two-massive case

Finally, let us consider the most complicated case with [ # k, my # 0 and m; # 0. The
scalar integral case can be referred to eqs.(A.11-A.12) in ref. [56]. Its expression is

R 47)e 2N/ 11 1
({11 k) = o (’“‘ES) (~5otos(152)). (A21)

2
£{1.1). (b)) = g lo (T ) tog (55

E

12
it +vl;l7)n(§k &) (J(A) (i By, g By By) — I (Ez,Elﬁz)> ;
k
(A.22)
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where the introduced function is

1 _
ID (@,y) = 5= [log2<i+ > + 4Ly < iy) + 4Ly <1 7 - y)] (A.23)

and

2

mgmy 1+ Ukz

U = 4/1— y Qg = ky- Ky,
ki -k m?

2 —
A= OéklEk - El, V= —_-—. (A24)

For the two-massive rank-1 eikonal tensor integral, its pole is

A (N1 bk (1) o
H({1,2), {kp, Kp}) = —ky, 1
£ ({ ) }){ ks l}) 1—\(1 — 6) Q%S 26 (kk kl) /Ukl k mz og 1— Ot V1

2
mj 1+ vy 2vup 14+ vy vy
1 k“ lo — .
TRk <Og<1—vkl> 1_”1@1)}—’_ ( (1—%1 L—vi

(A.25)
The finite term can be decomposed into 8 tensorial components
5“({1)2}5 {kkakl} Zﬂ(ﬁkvml (A26)
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where

9
(mp,my),pn _ i 1 cutS 1+ Ukl
T =k I |
b2 b [2(k5k'kl)vkl Og( Q% ) Og<1 — Ugg
(14 o) (kg k)

- 57 (J(A)(OéklEk,akzﬁkEk) - J(A)(EhﬁlEl))] ;
my,

1 m? m? £ s 14 vy 2k
T(mhml)# — ek l o k 1 cut 1 -
2,12 QUM k (kkkl) ! (k‘k'kl)gvzl 8 I2ES 08 1-— Vil 1-— Ul%l

- (J(A)(Ozszk, anBelr) — JW (B, 5zEl)) } ;

(i) o (1 + o) B (ki - kr) < " ( m? ) M)
T: = -k | agvr + +k
12 M (v — apEy)? — (B Ex)?] vigms kA SRR ek !

{(y — anBL(1 - BY)) [bg(aklEk(Vl — ﬂk)) + log<aklEk(1 + Bk))]

14
1+ B
+vB log< > } ,
1— B
(mgm)n L+ Ukt 2 2
O = b [ (B~ ) (o) + )

k) (koK) (VEg — vt (ki-ky) — oomiy) + 60 vogg (ki kr)?]
y [ 20 E(1 — B) 1 (OéklEk(l — ﬁk)) n 201 B (1 + Bg)

v — apFr(l — B) v — o Ep(1+ B)
F(1
X 1Og<w> + I (ay, By, OékzﬁkEk)] ,

mg,m 1+
Té,uk’ i = M [kl Bi(cop (ki -ko) +m3) — ki By (ki -kr) — 6"0vp (kg k)]

2>\Uklmi
X [J(A)(OéklEk,OéklﬁkEk) — J(A)(El,ﬂlEl)} :
(miim)n _ (1 + vpr) (kg -Kr)? 0{ 1 a2 [ <Ez(1 - 51))
L™ = e me - G (A [l T
+log<El(1 + Bl))] + v 10g<1 + ﬂl) } ,
v 1-5

(mem)e (L + o) (ki) ( M 0 2> { 1 <El(1 — 51))
T = kK'E; — 6" 'm lo
iz L : v—E(1-73) 8

)\VBZEfmz v
B 1 log(El(1+5l)> 3 1 10g<1+51>}
v—FE(1+5) v E(1-5?) 1-8))°
(mg,myp), 1+ vy 2 2
T8,12k e — W [k:,’j (yEk - aklmk) (aklvkl(kk'kl) + ml)

—k{! (ki k) (v By, — vp (k- ki) — coamiy) — 6" vog (k- k)]

2El(1 — Bl) El(l — ,3[) 2El(1 + ,Bl) El(l + /Bl)
s |:Z/—El(1—ﬂl) 10g< v >+1/—El(1+ﬁl) log< v >

I A(E, BlEl)] . (A.27)
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We have verified that if we take k = [, the two-massive eikonal integrals are reduced to the
massive self-eikonal case.

B Infrared poles of one-loop matrix elements

We present here the general IR poles of the UV renormalised one-loop matrix element at
NLO QCD for arbitrary process that involves a quarkonium and elementary particles by
assuming the validity of the KLN theorem. The one-loop virtual matrix element can be
written as

(n—1,1) () — Qs _(47)° 1 \° A
MY = o - >(QES> V. (B1)

We can derive the IR poles of V(?ﬁk) generally from our integrated counterterms with its
finite term denoted as V(” L1) (r?) We remind readers that in the process 7, the particles

(B)

with their indices from n; to n(L )—1—2 are coloured and massless, while those from n; "’ +3 to

(B)

n; '4ng (ng > 2) are massive coloured elementary particles. The index of the quarkonium

1sn(L)—|—nH+1

B.1 Colour-singlet S-wave state

For a colour-singlet S-wave state with 7 being eq.(4.42), the IR poles can be obtained by
taking the bound state as a colour-singlet elementary particle, which amount to

O <B)Jr2 2P
v = (27 emy 1S LS e miy

k= nr k:n] k n(B)+5
n(B) 42 (B
+2n +ng
2ky - Ky —1,0), .
w5 (T g0
k=n; Il=k+1

(B)JrnH 1 ni )JrnH

1 1+ vp (n—1,0) /.

— 1, M, HY

T Z Z o P <1—vm> W ()
h=n(B)yg =kt

(B

1 ny )JrnH )+2
— log< ) MO k) 4oyl (Y (B.2)
% k:n(ZB)+3 Qts ZZ”I -

This equation is equivalent to eq.(B.2) in ref. [56].
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B.2 Colour-octet S-wave state

The colour-octet S-wave case with 7 being eq.(4.44) has the IR poles as follows:

niB) 42 n{P) 1o ) B fng 41
V(i) = <62 Y Om)+ Z v(Z) + - > C(Ik))]M("_LO)(*&‘)

k=ny k=ny k:n(LB)JrS

n$P 120 B fny 1

+ Z Z 10g(22k2 kl) M(n 1, 0)( x)

k=ny I=k+1

n(L )+nH n(L >+nH+1

Z 3 1 log (1 + Ukl) MO ()
— Ukl

v
N

) n(LB)+nH+1 o\ ) +2
m n—1,0 n—1,1
2 Y g(EE) S )+ V6. (B.3)
k=n{") 13 BS7 i=n,

B.3 Colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave state

The IR poles of the virtual matrix elements for a colour-singlet spin-singlet P-wave quarko-
nium production are

niB)JrZ n(LB)+2 ( )JrnH
V() = ( Y om)+ Z Z czk> (n=1.0) ()

k=ny k=ny k n(B)+3

)+2n(B)+nH
2ky; -k (n—1,0) /.
LTS (T oy
k=n; I=k+1 ES

1 n<LB)+nH—1 nEB)-l—nH

1 1 L+ vy (n—1,0) /.
+26 Z ; 10g<1—vkl>]Mkl (74)

k _ -
ko 1063, )

ke, miK? 20, 1+ vy (n—1,0), .5 X

o : —1 MY e

+2e Z K-k, U]?;(K'kk)Q 1— v% 0g 1— o k[18] (7%, 71)
+3

1( 1 8 2 _ B . "
—6< - —ceff(czcz'mp) MO + V), (BA4)
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(B)

where we have defined the abbreviation for vy with [ =n; "’ +nyg + 1 (quarkonium)

kK>
(ki - K)?

Note that, the two reduced Born processes 7% and 7“&‘ have been given in eq.(4.46).

B.4 Colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave state

(B.5)

For the colour-octet spin-singlet P-wave state, the IR poles of the virtual corrections are

n$® 12 n'®) 12 2P tnpg+1

V(ﬁ«):-(é > C(Ik)+% > (Ik)+% > C’(IQ)M‘"LO)(P%)

k=ny k=ny k:n(LB>+3

R P |

+ Z Z 10g<22k2k51)]M(n10)<x)

k=n;  I=k+1

<B)+nH nL )+nH+1

D S e
— Ukl

v
N

1 ny+ng+1 10)
Ty Og(@Es) lZ
k‘ZTLL +3 nr
n(LB)—i-Q
! By (pm-10) (% Ay o pp=10) (s sy
+€ kZ K-k (IMk[SS] ( ) +Mk[81] (T 7T2) )
-
n(L s 2 12
Z k:k‘,u ka 2uy, —log 1+ v
n(®) 4 K’kk vp (K ki)? [1— v} 1— vy
0) (n—1,0)
X <IMI(€[88} (P, "+ + M (r?’ré)u>

1 8 2 7 o
- <BF - I(chff(QQl[ss])> M (=10) (Thi)

€ QOQ/

€ QOQ/

The three reduced Born processes 7, 7'"&1 and ré have been given in eq.(4.48).
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B.5 Colour-singlet spin-triplet P-wave state

The IR poles of the one-loop virtual corrections for the processes involving a colour-singlet
spin-triple P-wave quarkonium are

n{®) 42 n$P) 12 ni? tng
V() ( Z C(T) + Z Z CIk> (n=1.0) ()

k= =Ny kZTL] k} TL(B)+3

n$® 120 Ly

2k ky n—1,0), .

e r 3 ()
k=ny I=k+1

(B)

+ng— 1n< )+nH

1 14 vg n—1,0), .
SRS ST EE LT

Ukl — Ukt
h=n(P) 43 =kt

1 ni” 4 n'?) 42
_? Z 10g< > Z IMn 10 T
ek:n(LB) 3 Qks l=np
n(B)—l—Q
LS Bk o100 5 2
e oty s (7 i)
k=nr
n( )Jrn
LZH kg, miK? 20 o 1+ vy IM(”‘I’O)(W% fﬁ%)u
Kk v (K k)2 [1— 02 & 1— v Jkng) M
+
1 2 127+1 8

MO ()

A n—1,0) / X\ pv
f@gwceﬂ@@'[BQMS UGS

FVIY (), (B.7)

€ 2N, 9QOQ/

where the processes 7 and 7'"&; are eq.(4.50).
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B.6 Colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave state

Similarly, the IR poles of the virtual corrections for the colour-octet spin-triplet P-wave
quarkonium are

niB) 1o i) 4o ) P bng+1
V() = <62 > CT) + Z v(@k) + - > C(Ik)>IM(n1’O)(7'“X)

k= nr k:'I”L[ k:n(LB) +3

n® 120 Ly g1

2k -k e ¥
+ E g log< QkQ l>IM§d 1’0)(7’&\)
ES

k=n;  I=k+1

n(LB) +ng n(LB) +ng+1

1 1 1+ vy n—1,0), %

Ukl Ukl
k=n{P 43 1=kt

1 n(LB)—i—nH—H >+2
L (n 10
2€ k—%ﬁ’) log(Q};g) lzn:[ IM T)
=nj
n(B)—i—Q
1 X kk n n
A e i )
k=nj
B L
i & kk,u m%KQ 2, 1o 14+ vy
. <B>+3K'kkv2(K'kk)2 11— T
(n=1,0) 1% i L pp(n—1.0) i
X (IMJnk[SS] (P4, )" +MJ7,Zk[81} (4, )" )
1 2 = (n—1,0) , N\ v (n—1,0) ; i\
= o9 (Cetr(QQsg MG V()™ + Coar(QQfery MO () )
18(2J +1) n—1,1
4+ Br M(®n—10) 21 M(=1,0) X V( ) (X . B.
T U () + Cr (7)) + ). (B3

The processes 7, 7'“§ and fé are eq.(4.52).
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Figure 1: Soft limit tests of real processes gg — c¢[n|gg (black cross), q§ — cc[n]gg (blue
plus) and bg — c¢[n]bg (orange star), where the Fock states n include 8 P-wave states.
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Figure 2: Comparisons of inclusive NLO hadronic cross sections for 8 selected 2 — 1
processes computed using HELAC-ONIA and our FKS subtraction implementation. The
crosses denote the differences between both results normalised to the central values of
the cross sections calculated by HELAC-ONI1A, while the error bars indicate numerical
uncertainties arising from the Monte Carlo integration.
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