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ABSTRACT: We consider the one-loop effective vertex for the interaction of a gluon with a
Reggeized gluon and a Higgs boson in the infinite-top-mass limit, which is described by a
dimension-5 non-renormalizable operator. This vertex enters the calculation of differential
cross sections for the forward inclusive production of a Higgs boson in high-energy proton-
proton collisions, possibly in association with a backward jet or identified hadron, in a
framework where next-to-leading logarithms of the energy are resummed to all orders. The
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Higgs production in parton-parton collisions and relies on the validity of the Regge form for
these amplitudes. We find that the usual eikonal approximation (Gribov prescription) for the
Regge limit and the known region-expansion technique in this limit lead to an incomplete
result for the amplitude. The discrepancy is traced back to the non-renormalizable nature of
the involved operator. However, the Regge limit of the exact QCD amplitude agrees with the
Regge-pole exchange form at one loop, nontrivially supporting the Reggeization hypothesis.
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1 Introduction

The discovery potential of New Physics at current colliders, such as the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC), and at next-generation machines, such as the Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) or the Future
Circular Collider (FCC), crucially depends on our ability to achieve a detailed knowledge of
the structure of protons and nuclei and to produce precise predictions by the perturbative
treatment of the theory of strong interactions, Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD). In some
kinematic regimes, the standard approach based on collinear factorization between coefficient
functions, describing the hard partonic scattering and calculated at fixed order in perturbation
theory, and nonperturbative functions, describing the partonic distribution (PDFs) in the
colliding objects and the parton fragmentation (FFs) into hadronic states, is insufficient to
reach the needed level of precision and must be enhanced by all-order resummations. One of
such kinematic regimes is the so-called semi-hard one, characterized by a neat scale hierarchy;,
5> {Qf} > AéCD, where s is the squared center-of-mass energy, {Q;} is a set of hard scales
typical of the process and Aqcp is the QCD mass scale. Here, the necessary resummation is



that of energy logarithms, which enter the perturbative calculation with a power increasing
along with the perturbative order and thus compensate the smallness of the coupling ag,
ensured, in its turn, by the hardness of the process.

The framework for the resummation of energy logarithms was established long ago by
Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL) [1-4]; it allows the systematic resummation of all
terms proportional to [asIn(s)]™ (leading-logarithmic approximation or LLA), and of those
of the form asf[asIn(s)]™ (next-to-leading logarithmic approximation or NLLA). At the basis
of the BFKL framework is the property of gluon Reggeization in QCD [5-7], which means
that there is a Reggeon with gluon quantum numbers, negative signature and trajectory
j(t) = 14+ w(t) passing through 1 at ¢ = 0, which gives the leading contribution to amplitudes
with gluon quantum numbers in the ¢t-channel, in each order of perturbation theory. This
remarkable property appeared first in direct calculations at fixed order [2, 7]. Then, it
was proved, both in the LLA [8] and in the NLLA (see [9] and references therein) using
bootstrap relations [10] following from the requirement of compatibility of the pole Regge
form with the s-channel unitarity.

In the BFKL approach, (differential) cross sections can be written as the convolution,
in the space of transverse momenta, of two process-dependent impact factors, describing
the transition of each colliding particle to a definite state in its fragmentation region, and a
universal, process-independent Green’s function, which encodes the resummation of energy
logarithms. The BFKL Green’s function is determined by an integral equation, whose kernel is
known up to next-to-leading order (NLO), both for forward scattering (i.e. for ¢ = 0 and color
singlet in the t-channel) [11, 12] and for any fixed, not growing with s, momentum transfer
t and any possible two-gluon colored exchange in the ¢-channel [13-17]. Recent years have
witnessed some promising steps towards the calculation of ingredients of the next-to-NLO
kernel, in N = 4 SYM [18], in pure-gauge QCD [19] and in full QCD [20-22]. The perturbative
calculation of impact factors with NLO accuracy is a challenging task and, indeed, only a few
of them are known with this accuracy: (7) quark and gluon impact factors [23-27], which are
at the basis of the calculation of the (4) forward-jet [28-32] and (747) forward light-hadron [33]
impact factors, (iv) the impact factor for the light vector-meson electroproduction, (v) the
(v* — ~*) impact factor [34-40], and (vi) the one for the forward-Higgs production from an
incoming proton in the infinite-top-mass limit [41-43]. Predictions for several observables
have been built with full NLLA, by combining NLO impact factors with the NLLA Green’s
function, or with only a partial inclusion of NLLA effects, by convoluting the NLLA Green’s
with one or both the impact factors taken at the leading order (LO), up to the NLO corrections
dictated by renormalization group invariance (see e.g. [44, 45] and references therein).

The availability of the NLO Higgs impact factor opens new interesting channels whereby
testing high-energy effects on the Higgs production mechanism. These channels comprise
the inclusive forward production of a Higgs in concomitance with a backward jet or an
identified hadron (a forward-backward process) or the single inclusive production of a Higgs
(a single forward process). In the first case the theoretical description is based on the
convolution of the Higgs impact factor with the BFKL Green’s function and the impact
factor for the production of the backward object; in the second case the Higgs impact factor
needs to be convoluted with an unintegrated gluon distribution (see for instance [46]). So



far, theoretical predictions for the forward-backward Higgs plus jet production have been
carried out with partial inclusion on NLLA corrections [47-49], complemented in the most
recent investigations by a matching procedure with fixed-order calculations [50, 51]. The
comparison with predictions based on fixed-order Monte Carlo shows deviations and further
motivates the extension of the analysis with the full inclusion of NLLA effects, i.e. by using
NLO impact factors for both the forward Higgs and the backward identified object, and
by relaxing the infinite-top-mass approximation.

In this paper, we concentrate on some subtle technical issues which appeared in the
calculation of the NLO Higgs impact factor in the infinite-top-mass limit [42], which are
closely related to the use of the effective 5-dimensional Lagrangian for the direct coupling
of gluons to Higgs. Indeed, it is known that a local Higgs-gluon coupling can give rise to
peculiar perturbative behaviors [52-54]. The NLO Higgs impact factor takes contribution
from the so-called real corrections, related with the production of a parton in the association
with the Higgs in the forward region, and the wvirtual ones, which take into account loop
corrections. The main ingredient of the latter is the effective gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex

2 (up to color indices) in what follows. In the BFKL

at one-loop order, denoted by T‘;
framework, the procedure to determine a particle-Reggeon-particle vertex is by calculating
the high-energy limit of an amplitude with gluon quantum number exchange in the ¢-channel
where this vertex enters, and to extract it by comparing the calculated amplitude with
its predicted form according to the hypothesis of gluon Reggeization. As discussed above,
this hypothesis has been proven in QCD, but is not guaranteed to work in presence of an
extra vertex coming from a non-renormalizable effective Lagrangian. Indeed, in ref. [42], the
one-loop gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex was extracted assuming that the Regge form holds for
the amplitude gluon + quark to Higgs + quark, A4 rg. More precisely, it was assumed
that the interference between the Born and the one-loop correction terms of that amplitude
is as dictated by the Regge form. The considerations in ref. [42] were made at the level of
the interference between the Born and the one-loop amplitude because it was observed that
the one-loop amplitude contains unexpected leading-s contributions, which come from the
transverse part of some t-channel gluon propagators in covariant Feynman gauge. These
contributions are absent in pure QCD calculations, where t-channel gluons are dominated by
a longitudinal component, which ultimately leads to what are known as eikonal approrimation
in high-energy scattering or Gribov (sometimes called “nonsense”) polarizations for the
Reggeized gluons. The unexpected, “non-Gribov” contributions which appear in presence
of a dimension-5 operator could endanger the Regge form of the one-loop amplitude, which
therefore must be checked explicitly. This is the main aim of the present paper.

ég in [42], is related to the

contributions to the scattering amplitude coming from exchange of two gluons in the ¢-channel.

Another subtle point, which arose in the calculation of T’

In QCD, a powerful technique has been developed [55, 56] to calculate the high-energy limit
of the box (and crossed) diagrams which appear in this part of the calculation, which we refer
to as method of rapidity regions. It exploits one of the natural characteristics of high-energy
scattering, the rapidity factorization. In [42] it was found that the naive implementation of
this technique fails. Indeed, in that work the two-gluon exchange part of the gluon + quark to
Higgs + quark amplitude was first calculated by brute force and then the high-energy limit was



taken to extract Fé?l. In the present paper we identify the culprit for the failure of the method

of regions in the dimension-5 Higgs effective vertex and demonstrate that this latter also
spoils the rapidity partitioning of the amplitude. The unexpected factorization-breaking terms
arise in the “target” rapidity region (region B) of the g¢ — Hq and gg — Hg amplitudes,
when the method of regions with Gribov’s prescription is used for the computation. However
the non-Gribov terms cancel this factorisation-violating contributions, restoring the expected
rapidity partitioning and, ultimately, the Reggeization.

Another goal of the paper is to verify that the effective one-loop vertex F;g is unam-
biguous, by checking that its extraction from the gluon + gluon to Higgs + gluon scattering
amplitude, Ay 174, leads to the same result as the extraction from Agy_ 4. This also allows
to verify the agreement between the calculation performed in ref. [42] and that carried out
within the Lipatov’s effective action framework (Lipatov’s EFT) in ref. [43]. Indeed, the
calculation of the effective vertex T’ 22, was verified, both in ref. [42] and in ref. [43], by using
the large-s limit of one-loop scattering amplitudes taken from the literature. The point is
that in ref. [42] the gluon-quark channel was used (i.e. the Ay, g, amplitude), while in
ref. [43] the gluon-gluon one was considered (i.e. the Agq_, 5y amplitude).

The results presented in this paper, though obtained to fix some issues related to the
presence of a specific non-renormalizable interaction, can turn to be useful in the application
of high-energy perturbative techniques in contexts different from the one considered here,
since they uncover the subtle interplay between renormalisability, eikonal approximation
and gluon Reggeization.

The paper contains six sections. In section 2, we introduce the notation and review
the standard Regge-pole form of the amplitude. In section 3, we explain the appearance
of non-Gribov contributions and discuss the one-loop Regge form of the gluon-quark into
Higgs-quark scattering amplitude in their presence. In section 4, we investigate the lack of
rapidity partitioning for this amplitude and factorisation-breaking terms. In section 5, we
investigate the gluon-gluon into Higgs-gluon amplitude, demonstrating the non-ambiguity
of the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex and the agreement between the result obtained in the
standard BFKL approach and the one obtained in the Lipatov’s EFT framework. Section 6
contains our conclusions and outlook.

2 The Regge-pole form
The pole Regge form of amplitudes in QCD, valid to all orders in perturbation theory both
in the LLA and in the NLLA, implies that, in the high-energy limit s > |t|, scattering

amplitudes A + B — A’ + B’ with exchange of gluon quantum numbers in the ¢-channel!
assume the factorized form

w(t) —g\w®

s s s

Fga-||— + | — I'p 21
AA Y [( t) ( t) ] B'B> (2.1)

!Negative signature and color octet.




where 1 4 w(t) is the Regge trajectory, whose the expression for w(t) at one-loop and in a
space-time with dimension D = 4 — 2¢ reads [7]?

gt N [ dPk gPCaT(1+€)(7%) T3 (—¢) 2

WO (1) = t=q? = —q% (2.2)

T @emP12 ) K (g-k)?2 (4m)2—€ [(—2¢)’

and I'yr4 and I'gg are the coupling between external particles and the ¢-channel Reggeized

gluon.? The s-behaviour of the amplitude in eq. (2.1) comes together with the Regge trajectory,
while the couplings I' 4 4- and I'gps can depend only on the Mandelstam variable ¢t. The Born
quark-Reggeon-quark and gluon-Reggeon-gluon effective vertices can be both written as

c(0 c
D% = g0x o, (AT A), (2.3)

where Ay (A4) is the helicity of the outgoing (incoming) parton, while (A’|T¢|A) stands for
the matrix element of the color group generator in the corresponding representation.

At one-loop level, particle-Reggeon-particle vertices can be extracted by considering
the high-energy limit of a reference amplitude with gluon quantum numbers exchanged in
the t-channel and comparing the fixed-order perturbative calculation with the pole Regge
form (2.1). For instance, to get the one-loop correction to the quark-Reggeon-quark vertex,
one can calculate any elastic quark-quark scattering with gluon quantum numbers exchange in
the t-channel at one-loop in the high-energy limit and compare it with its one-loop-expanded
Regge form,

w(t w(t
Ay =T, [(S‘t) - (:j) ( )1 Te, ~ FZSO’?FZEO)

c(0)S, (1 s —-S c(0 (0) 28 (1 e(1) 28 (0
+ Il >Ew< )(t) [m (t) +In (_tﬂ e 4+ rad >7rqg )+ el >7rqg ).

(2.4)

Using the known expression for the one-loop Regge trajectory in eq. (2.2) and for the Born
quark-Reggeon-quark vertex, one can easily find Fggl). Since this vertex will be useful in the
following, we give here its expression (see, for instance, [56]):

c(1 c(0
Fqgl )= Fqu )5Q= (2.5)
with

2—c¢
2(1 —2¢)(3 —2¢)

5 :w(l)(t);[— % F o+ e+ p(1) — 20(1— €) +

_1<1_2> T Ul

207 e(1 — 2¢) Ca(1—2€)(3—2¢)|

Similarly, one can find the one-loop correction to the gluon-Reggeon-gluon vertex, Ff]gl),
starting from the elastic gluon-gluon scattering amplitude, Ag’;gg [56]. The validity of gluon
Reggeization then implies that the high-energy limit of the elastic quark-gluon amplitude
within the NLLA must be reproduced by using the known expressions for w((t), FZE}) and
Fg(gl). This is a manifestation of the universal behavior of particle-Reggeon-particle vertices

and is induced by the property of gluon Reggeization, which is valid in QCD.

2For the definition of transverse Minkowskian four-vector see eq. (3.2).
3Since in the following we consider just the Reggeized gluon, we will refer to it as Reggeon for simplicity.
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Figure 1. Dominant contributions to the quark-quark into quark-quark scattering amplitude in the
high-energy limit.

3 The violation of Gribov’s trick for a dimension 5-operator

3.1 Quark-quark elastic amplitude at one-loop

In order to extract the high-energy behaviour of scattering amplitudes in QCD, a series of
simplifications can be applied. One of the most useful is known as eikonal approximation or
Gribov’s trick and, in order to illustrate it, let us first consider the Born quark-quark into
quark-quark scattering amplitude (see figure 1). The amplitude is

_ N — . a _Zg V‘Sab — . v
AB ) e = (—1)i(kr + q) (1) gty u(ky) (é@) u(ky — q)(—i)gtp, 7 u(ks). (3.1)

We work in light-cone coordinate, using as basis the momenta k; and ko of the incoming
particles.* Therefore, a generic D-vector p is decomposed as

p= ﬁpkl + Oépkz +pi, (3.2)

where p | is a D-vector orthogonal to the plane identified by k1 and ko. The Gribov’s trick
consists in replacing the numerator of all t-channel gluon propagators as
kS KY + KLY 2kh kY

g = g‘fj_ +2 . — P (3.3)

in order to extract the high-energy behaviour of the amplitude in the leading power approxi-
mation in the Regge limit, i.e. up to corrections power-suppressed in (—t)/s < 1. In this
way, one gets exactly the LO expansion of the Regge amplitude in eq. (2.1), i.e.

I, T 3.4

with
ng?gll = gtfu(kr + Q)}i?uufl) > Gt5i0ng, Mgy (3.5)

and
FSSZ; = gtienulk — Q)}?U(kﬁz) ~ GtnOng,, Mgy - (3.6)

4The incoming particles in the whole paper are always on the light-cone.
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Figure 2. Dominant contributions to the quark-quark into quark-quark scattering amplitude in the

high-energy limit at one-loop level. The blob in the diagram (e) incorporates quark, gluon and ghost
loop contributions. All propagators in red are the ones that can be approximated a la Gribov.

The possibility of using the Gribov’s trick is just a manifestation of the eikonal nature
of the interaction between the upper (lower) external particles and the ¢-channel gluon in
the Regge limit, which is exploited in all existing approaches to the physics of high-energy
scattering in QCD.

The Gribov’s trick becomes an essential tool at the NLO. Considering again the previous

® (see figure 2).

amplitude but at one-loop accuracy, we have nine contributing diagrams
Following the usual convention, we will refer to diagrams (a), (b), (¢), (d) and (e) of figure 2
as single-gluon t-channel diagrams and to diagrams (f) and (g) of figure 2 as two-gluon
t-channel diagrams. The blob in the diagram (e) incorporates quark, gluon and ghost loop
contributions. One easily finds that, for all the gluon propagators connecting vertices with
momenta predominantly along k1 and ks, respectively (the propagators in red in figure 2),
the Gribov’s trick can be applied and enables to find the correct high-energy behaviour
of the amplitude. Using this the Gribov’s trick and performing a projection onto the
negative signature and octet color state in the t-channel, one finds exactly the form in

egs. (2.4), (2.5), (2.6).

3.2 gq — Hgq amplitude at one-loop

We would like to apply the procedure outlined in the previous section to the case when QCD
is extended by the inclusion of an effective dimension-5 interaction, such as the gluon-Higgs
effective interaction in the infinite top-mass limit. The gluon-Higgs effective Lagrangian and
the relative Feynman rules are given in appendix A. In particular, our aim is to extract,
with one-loop accuracy, the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs effective vertex, I'gy, which is one of the

50Other diagrams are suppressed in the high-energy approximation.



ingredients of the NLO Higgs impact factor [42]. For this purpose, we can consider as
reference amplitude the scattering of a gluon off a quark to produce a Higgs plus a quark.
The amplitude, A4 174, must be calculated with one-loop accuracy in the high-energy limit
and compared with the Regge form (2.4), assuming its validity in the extended theory formed
by QCD plus the gluon-Higgs effective interaction in the infinite-top-mass limit. The leading
order amplitude, see figure 3, reads

— G 5bc

Aﬁzzq—<—weLAkan&WHﬂw—kh—q>( ' )awg—qx—wm;vwm@>

9gHE 1 p0 L5, =
= T (¢ g = W) il — a)().

where we have adopted the following gauge choice for the external gluon:
5(k1) cko=0 = Ep(k‘l) = €J_,p(k1). (3.7)
Now, the first term of the first round bracket produces a contribution,

gguts;(k1-q)
—]q—QU(kz —q)¢  u(ka),

which is suppressed in the high-energy approximation, while the second term in the same
round bracket produces the actual energy-leading term,
guo"ey - q1 (28

5 t> gtju(ks — Q)Zlu(kz)- (3.8)

Hence, we find that the Born amplitude can be put in the LO Regge form

A pee® <2:> 1e(0) (3.9)

9q—Hq — aq
with the leading gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex given by

pac(0) _ gud*el - qL

o . (3.10)

One can easily check that this is the result that we would have immediately obtained by
applying the Gribov’s trick. Let us move on now to the one-loop level, where the diagrams
contributing to the amplitude are the ones shown in figure 4. In ref. [42], it was found
that the Gribov’s prescription (again all propagators in red) can be applied to single-gluon
t-channel diagrams (from (a) to (f)), while it has to be suitably modified for the two-gluon
t-channel diagrams (from (g) to (i)). In this latter case, to obtain the correct high-energy
behaviour of the amplitude, for any ¢-channel propagator connected directly to the Higgs
vertex (in blue in figure 4), the prescription to be used is

ng 2]{7ng

— g+ P (3.11)

g =g

Nt
—J1l s

which contains an additional transverse term, ¢/ , with respect to the standard Gribov’s
trick in eq. (3.3).
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Figure 3. Dominant contribution to the gluon-quark into Higgs-quark scattering amplitude in the
high-energy limit.
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Figure 4. Dominant contribution to the gluon-quark into Higgs-quark scattering amplitude in the high-
energy limit at the next-to-leading order. The blob in diagram (d) contains the summed contribution
of quark, gluon and ghost loop. All propagators in red are the one that can be approximated a la
Gribov, while the propagators in blue must be approximated as in eq. (3.11).



By itself, this seems to be a simple modification of the computational technique, but it
actually has a much more profound impact. The additional terms thus arising in separate
diagrams, which we will refer to from now on as non-Gribov terms, apparently, lead to new
Lorentz structures in the amplitude, which do not allow to obtain the factorized pole Regge
form introduced in section 2. We will show an explicit computation in the next section,
but we anticipate one of the results here for illustrative purposes. The diagram (i), which
in the pure Gribov approximation would be nullified by the gauge choice for the external
gluon in eq. (3.7), gives instead a contribution

D
g gH%(Sact (2 ) ulkz = )¢ (k1)u (kQ)i/(;lﬂ)kD kZ(’fl_q)?

(3.12)

We see that in this term neither F (0) nor Fa( ) can be factorized out due to the coupling
between helicities of the gluon and quark in the Lorentz structure u(ky — q)¢ | (k1)u(kz),
which is absent in eq. (3.8). This means that, in the high-energy approximation within
NLLA, the form of the amplitudes should be

(8-) . poc(0) 25 e(0) | pac® S (0
Agq—rq ® Uy ?Fng) +n EW( () [ln (—t) e (—tﬂ b ( )
ac 2 ac
+ I‘géo)?sfggl) + Fgé )2 FC( ) + non-Gribov contributions, (3.13)

thus apparently invalidating the Regge form, as the mere consequence of the presence of the
dimension-5 operator in the Lagrangian. However the analysis in section 3.4 shows that the
new Lorentz structures arising in the non-Gribov terms can be decomposed as a sum of the
helicity structure of the Born amplitude plus the anomalous helicity structure. It turns out
that the anomalous helicity structure cancels among different diagrams and therefore the
Regge-pole form (2.1) of the amplitude is preserved at one loop.

3.3 The appearance of non-Gribov terms

3.3.1 Non-Gribov terms from the triangular diagram

We start our discussion on non-Gribov terms, reproducing the result of the diagram (i) in
figure 4 (same as the left diagram in figure 5). We write down the amplitude approximating
the t-channel gluons with the prescription in (3.11), i.e

n.G.(¢ . de abc
‘quci(H)q = (*Z)giw(kjl)/ (2 )Dgng b V ( /{71, */{Z,k — q)

(=) ((#5 + g7 o (e
X ((k‘— Q) ) (k2)(_l)gt]mryﬂW(_i)gtgi'YVu(kQ)‘

(—i)5db<2k b gt )
k2

The product of the two Lorentz structures coming from t-channel propagators is

k”k 2k k&
fw@a@+ T e A A

The first term is the usual Gribov term and it is nullified by our gauge choice for external

,10,



Figure 5. Triangular diagrams in the Agq_, 4 (left) and in the Agq— 44 (right) amplitudes.

gluon polarization, while the last one is suppressed in the high-energy approximation. We
want to investigate the second and the third terms which, in a pure QCD calculation, would
lead to suppressed contributions. After some algebra, we find

A8 = g AT )[4, (k)b — bt (k)] ()

o i / dPk k,
i
2m)P k2(k — ko) (k — kb))%’
up to energy-suppressed contributions. Taking into account that the two external quark
momenta are on-shell (k3 = k42 = 0), we decompose the integral as

/ dPk ot B q“—2k’2‘/ |
@m)P k2 (k — ko) (k — k3)® ¢ (2m)P k2 (k — q)*

(3.14)

In principle, both the contributions in ¢/ and in k% are non-Gribov terms. The first one gives
a suppressed contribution when taking the interference with the Born and hence we ignore it
for the current discussion. It is easy to see that the second contribution in eq. (3.14) gives

ac D
= () sttt it n [ o 19

which is exactly the term we anticipated in eq. (3.12). This term is not in the Regge

form (2.1), nevertheless, if we compute the interference between this correction and the
Born gq — Hgq amplitude, we find®
A(O)* A™ G. (4)

= 9TZHq gq;Hq—gQCABO( 7). (3.16)

The definition and the value of the integral By, together with all the other scalar integrals

n.G. (i)
99—Hgq

99—Hq

that appear in the calculation, is given in the appendix B. This is exactly the one-loop
correction to the Higgs impact factor coming from this diagram found in [42].

The reason why this type of contributions appears becomes even clearer when we compare
the diagram under examination with a similar contribution to the amplitude A4 ¢4 (diagram
(b) in figure 5). In this latter case, the Gribov term contains the following expression:

o abc
kgks e (k)€ (k1) Yyt (3.17)

5The sum over quark and gluon polarization is understood.
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Figure 6. Box diagrams in the Ay, 4 (left) and in the Agq_, g4 (right) amplitudes.

where }%C:ffi is the four-gluon vertex, and it is thus nullified by the on-shell condition of the
incoming quark line, k3 = 0, and the gauge choice, €(k1)-k2 = 0. In this case, however, also the
two non-Gribov terms suffer the same fate; indeed, they contain the structure like the following

k390 e (k)€ (K)) Vet (3.18)

and there are no non-zero contractions available for the four-vector ko (with the gauge choices
€(k1) - k2 = 0 and €(k]) - k2 = 0).

In the scattering of a gluon off a quark to produce a Higgs plus a gluon, Agq—mq (see
diagram (7) in figure 4 or diagram (a) in figure 5) the relevant contraction is

VKS o5 260K 5]
e L (k) V5o (ki =k k= q) | = 2077 + . QQL] a(kh)ys(ky — B)voulks).  (3.19)

Let us focus only on the first of the two terms (the second follows a similar path), we have

k) [(h = k)0 4 (0 = 2000% + (k= g+ +1)0) 220 a0y — B ruhe).
(3.20)
Since only the last term survive, we get”
22 BB 3, (k) (ks — Bk ui). (321

This term, as might be expected, contains one less ¥ in the Dirac structure than a Gribov
term and, instead, has a completely transverse object (e ,). On the other side, the gggH-
vertex, being linear in the momenta, had generated a contraction of the order of s making the
non-Gribov term dominant in energy. We want to stress this last point: it was not enough for
the contraction to be non-zero, it was also necessary for the vertex to generate additional power
of s. This becomes even clearer if we consider the non-Gribov terms of a box-like diagram.

3.3.2 Non-Gribov terms from the box-type diagrams

As noted in ref. [42], also the box and the crossed diagrams (see (g) and (h) in figure 4)
contain non-Gribov contributions. As for the triangular diagram, we want to perform a

"We neglect ¢ - ko ~ s° with respect to ki - k2 ~ s.
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comparison between the diagram (g) (see also the left diagram in figure 6) and a similar
diagram in the Agq g, amplitude (right diagram in figure 6). As explained before, the
t-channel gluon propagator which is not connected to the ggH-vertex can be approximated
by the standard Gribov approximation, eq. (3.3), while the one directly connected to the
vertex should be approximated as in eq. (3.11). The product of these two structures yields
a single non-Gribov term,

dPk 1

2m)D B2 (k — q)2(k + k)2 (k — k)2

X AP (—ky kA K1)k, 9o H, 7 (= = ki k — @)a(ky)y (Ko — F)Fyu(ka),

n.G. abe c 2
A% ) = g (k) Fe (1) i / (

S

where AMPY(—k,k + ki) is the Lorentz structure in the three-gluon vertex. Since we are
mainly interested in comparing the behaviour in the power of s of diagrams in figure 6, we
focus on specific terms which are dominant in the high-energy limit. To this aim, in the part
of the amplitude containing the Dirac structure, we consider the term

u(ky)y Kol u(ks) = su(ky)y u(ks) (3:22)
which is the leading one in powers of s. Then, we perform the contraction
EJ_#(kil)k‘Q,pAWw(—k, k + ]ﬁ) = 2(/€J_ . EJ_(kl))klé — (2]{}1 + k‘) - ko Ei(k‘l) (3.23)

and observe that it can, at most, produce a term of order s (either by a subsequent contraction
of k% in the first term or via the dot product in the second term). Let us consider the second
term, approximating it by —se* (k1), which therefore leads to

—s* (ko) uke)e! (k1)gae H,7 (—k1 — k. k — q). (3.24)

Here, all contractions are between transverse components, but since H,“ is a quadratic vertex
in the momenta, it has a term proportional to g,° times a scalar product and leads to

s*u(ky)¢ | (kn)u(ke) [(kr+ k) - (k= q)].- (3.25)
The term ki - k£ contributes with

dPk K
3 abc by =01t
t°t%) jiu(k k1)u(k2) 2s k , 2
g Y )g  (kuks) 25 K | G e (329
which, in the integration region k* ~ ki, takes a value of the order
dPk 1 1
2 2 2 2 2
’ / 2D W — Rkt F2(h —Fg)p & Dol 58) ~ 570 =5, (3:27)

and hence is leading in the high-energy approximation. Here, we have used the fact that
the integral Dy behaves as 1/s, as it can been seen in the appendix B. There might still be
a cancellation among terms that are dominant in energy, but a complete calculation using
FeynCalc [57, 58] and FeynHelpers [59] shows that this is not the case and the full result
for the non-Gribov part associated to diagrams (g) and (h) reads

(0)* n.G. (g9) n.G. (h)
5n~G~I({9)+(h) qu%Hq(qu%Hq + qu—>Hq)
99—Hgq

‘A(O) 2

99—Hq

= ¢*(—3C4)Bo(d?). (3.28)

This result will be useful in section 4.
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We now want to compare the previous result with the calculation of a non-Gribov
contribution from the box diagram of the Agq_,4, amplitude (right diagram in figure 6).
Also in this case, we can take one of the terms, namely the one produced by approximating
the two propagators as

2ks ,k
9oy %a Jog — QigL‘
We have
2 1 dPk 1
n.G.  _ 4 radf rdhg1g1fY .. YA
Aga=sg = L0 FT0 W )ﬂ“’“(kﬁsﬁ(’“l)s/ i2m)D k2(k — q)2(k + k1)2(k — ko)?

X AFPY (—k, k4 1)k, gog A0 (k= g, k1 + @)a(ka)y (Fy — Ky u(ka).
We repeat the same steps as before and take

u(ky)* (Ko — B u(ke) — su(ky)y u(ks), (3:29)
6J_7M(k1)k27p14“py(—k}, k+ k‘l) — —ssi(kl). (3.30)

At this point, the contraction in the numerator is

6* (k/) . k/ -
~s%e! (k) (s’iﬂ(ki) — R | A = g aR )y (k). (3:31)

where we have specified the form of the polarization vector j(k{) in the gauge £*(k}) - k2 = 0.
The difference with what was obtained previously is clear. There is no possible contraction
that can produce an additional factor s, since the momenta in the three-gluon vertex contract
either transverse objects or a ko divided by a dot product of the order of s. Hence, the
contribution is of the order

dPk 1 . .
S/ TP K2(k — q)2(k + k1)2(k — k)2 sDo(mir, q°,s) ~ 57, (3.32)

which shows that this kind of terms are suppressed in a pure QCD computation.®

3.4 The fate of the anomalous helicity structure

We now consider more closely the helicity structure of the Born amplitude, which is always
preserved in the Gribov part of the one-loop amplitude, and reads

Hporn = (€1 (k1) - q1) u(kz — Q)%;lu(k&)- (3.33)
Using the Sudakov decomposition for the momentum transfer in the t-channel,
q" = qjki‘ + m%;qikg +qu1, (3.34)
we have
(e (k) - qu) ks — )2 ;{ﬁ u(ks) = (e1(k1) - qu) (ks — q)|qgj‘|2u(k‘2), (3.35)

®Similar considerations hold for the Agq—qq or the Agg—, gy amplitude.
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where in the last step we used (k2 — q)gu(ka) = u(k2 — q) (g — sy + k2> u(k2) = 0. Defining
the following basis in transverse space:

a4 nt — ehvt— 9Ly 3.36
b y 9
g | g |

"o
n, =

where the + and — components identify the directions along k; and ko respectively, then the
“transverse form” of the helicity structure of the Born amplitude reads

HBorn = (€1 (k1) - ne) u(ka — q)oh, u(kz). (3.37)

On the other hand, the above-discussed Lorentz structure produced by the non-Gribov
contributions is

ﬂ(k‘g - Q)¢J_(kl)u(k2) = _ﬂ(kQ - Q)’Y,uu(k?) (ngn; + ngng) Ely = —HBorn — Hanomalous;
(3.38)
where the anomalous helicity structure is

Hanomalous = a(kQ - Q)ﬂyu(kQ) (ny ' gJ.) . (339>

In the full Agq— 4 scattering amplitude, other types of Lorentz structures are also encoun-
tered, e.g.

ﬂ(k‘Q — q);ilﬂL¢J_(k1)u(k2) = 7'[Born =+ Hanomalous» (3'40)

but they are always reducible to the independent helicity structures Hpom and Hanomalous-
When we take the interference between the one-loop and the Born amplitude, the contribution
from the Hanomalous-part is proportional to

> (ks — @), u(ke)u(k)rh,u(ke — q) = Tr [%27/%(%2 - 91)7/%} =0, (3.41)

spin

and thus vanishes. This implies that non-Gribov terms contribute to the interference between
1-loop and Born amplitude, but only through the Born helicity structure and explains why
the Regge ansatz straightforwardly holds at the level of the interference [42].

However, the Reggeization is a statement at the level of amplitudes, it is therefore
reasonable to study the complete amplitude, preserving both Born and anomalous helicity
structures. After producing the diagrams through FeynArts [60] and calculating their Regge
limit by using FeynCalc [57, 58], we used the relations (3.38), (3.40) to express the result in
terms of the two independent helicity structures Hporn and Hanomalous- We observed that
the anomalous structure cancels out in the sum between diagrams (g), (h) and (i) in the
figure 4. This is in agreement with the result obtained in ref. [61] for helicity amplitudes.
The outcome is therefore that, at one-loop level, although the amplitude receives non-Gribov
contributions, it can still be cast into the Regge form.
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4 Computing the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex through the strategy of
rapidity regions

In refs. [55, 56] a powerful technique to extract NLO high-energy vertices has been developed.
It makes possible to calculate complicated high-energy amplitudes at NLO in a compact and
elegant way. The technique is based on two fundamental ingredients. The first is exactly the
Gribov’s trick, the second is the factorization of effective high-energy vertices in different
regions of rapidity. The latter property has been demonstrated for several effective vertices,
which are however constructed from renormalizable Lagrangians.

We want to discuss how this technique can be used in presence of the gluon-Reggeon-
Higgs vertex. In previous sections we saw that, in this case, the Gribov’s trick is violated.
Nonetheless, the contributions generated by this violation have been carefully isolated in
egs. (3.16), (3.28) and sum up to

&S

S92\ €
n.G. q 2C
5% brq = 9°(—2C4) Bo(q®) = o <m> {— EA = 404 . (4.1)

Treating this contribution separately, we can think of using the region technique on the Gribov
terms, not only as an elegant and effective short-cut for the computation of amplitudes in the
high-energy limit, but also as a tool to analyze factorization properties of the effective vertex
at one-loop. Here, new features are expected in presence of an effective non-renormalizable
dimension-5 operator.

In the following, we briefly recall the method of regions in QCD, then we consider its
application in presence of the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex.

4.1 Strategy of rapidity regions for QCD vertices

At one-loop order, Feynman diagrams for the process A+ B — A’ + B’ can be divided into
four classes. The first class includes corrections to the ¢-channel gluon propagator, the second
and third are related to corrections to the interaction of the ¢-channel gluon with the particles
A, A" and B, B’ correspondingly, and the last one contains the diagrams with the two-gluon
exchange in the t-channel. The first three classes fit into the diagrams that in figures 2, 4
we have labeled as single-gluon t-channel diagrams. The contributions of the diagrams of
the first three classes have the same dependence on s as the Born amplitudes; moreover,
the contributions of the first and second (first and third) classes depend on properties of
the particles B, B’ (A, A’) in the same way as the Born amplitudes. It is evident therefore
that the contribution of the diagrams of the second (third) class must be attributed to the
vertex I'474 (I'p'p), whereas the contribution of the first class must be divided in equal
parts between these vertices. As we have seen, these considerations also fit perfectly into the
computation of the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex.” On the other side, the contributions of
two-gluon exchange diagrams to the two vertices and to the trajectory are mixed and the
problem of their separation arises. For these diagrams, the fundamental idea is to decompose
the loop momentum k d¢ la Sudakov,

k=p0ki+aks+ k|, (4.2)

9Remember that this class of diagrams have no problem related to the violation of the Gribov’s trick.
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Figure 7. Schematic representation of the four different rapidity regions.

and then to split the integration domain into four regions, introducing two rapidity parameters
ap and [y such that

ap <1, Pokl, sagfo> |t

The four regions are

Central region la] < ag, 18] < Po,
Region A la| S ao, |B] > Bo,
Region B la > a0, |B] < Bo,
Region C la| > ao, |B] > Po,

and are schematically depicted in figure 7. The factorization of vertices in different rapidity
regions requires that in the region |a| < 1 (|| < 1) we can factor out the vertex Fg,) B
(FEB,)A) from the diagrams. This assertion is proved for all vertices of QCD and for the
vertex YR — ¢q.

Let us discuss the general expected structure of the contribution in each of these four
regions, postponing the details of the calculation to the particular case of the gluon-Reggeon-

Higgs vertex.
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Region C. The first observation is that the contribution from the region C is suppressed by
a factor |t|/(apfos) < 1. This not only allows us to exclude this region from the calculation,
but also to remove the |a] < ap (|5] < Bo) restriction in the region A (B), if necessary, since
this would correspond to adding a power-suppressed quantity.

Central region. In the central region the upper and the lower vertices factorize out and
for the box diagram we obtain

A(&_) — _QQCASQF(O) Icentral P(B/)Ba

box,Central

where

Icentral / / / dD 2kJ_ da dﬁ
2 (2m)Pi (aBs + k2 +i0)(aBs+ (¢ — k)2 +i0)(—Bs +i0)(as +0)

(4.3)
The calculation of this integral leads to'? [56]
_ 1 _
Al(t)807x7éentral = FE‘;)’)A Fg’)B w( )(t) [2 In (S> + ¢(;O) + ¢(§0):| ) (44)

where

1 1
We need also to include the crossed diagram and this leads to the following result

0) 2s 1

Al = Ffél’A?F(lg’)B W (1) {2 In (T) 111( ) + ¢(ao) + ¢(50)} (4.5)

This contributions is then split into a correction to the upper vertex,
rla™ =1, WM 0)(5).

a correction to the lower vertex,
Fg}/?tral) Fg,)B w () ()

and a contribution containing energy logarithms which contribute to the one-loop Regge
trajectory in eq. (2.1). We want to emphasize two important points:

e The contribution calculated in this region is universal, i.e. it does not depend on the
particular I' 414, ' g g vertices.

e The separation into regions has induced rapidity divergences when «q, 5y go to zero,
which, as we shall see, will be cancelled by analogous divergences in the regions A
and B.

1%y appendix B, we reproduce the calculation of this integral.
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Figure 8. Box, crossed box and triangle diagrams with the corresponding momentum routings.

Region A and Region B. In the region A, the lower vertex I'g/p factorizes and we find
a correction that is assigned to the upper vertex,

A 0) (A 0 (A
Pk = TWadnto = Tlla [ (t) In o + 8310

where the term proportional to In By is universal, while 51(&)0 varies according to the specific
vertex. Similarly, region B provides a correction, which is naturally assigned to the lower
vertex, of the form

B 0 B 0 (B
[0 =0 80 = T [0 e + 58]

4.2 Strategy of rapidity regions for the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex

In this section, we intend to compute the Gribov part of diagrams with two gluons in
the t-channel (in the top of figure 8) by the strategy of rapidity regions. These diagrams
are complicated, but they greatly simplify when taken in combination with the triangular
correction shown in the bottom of figure 8.

Let us start by considering the box and the crossed diagram in figure 8. The second
one can be obtained from the first one by using the crossing symmetry

Across = _ABOX(S —ux _3)- (4'6)

Using the Gribov’s trick for the two propagators connecting regions separated by large
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Figure 9. Diagrammatic representation of the Gribov prescriptions in the Regge limit for the triangle
amplitude (a) and the full Reggeon-gluon-gluon vertex (b).

interval of rapidity, we find

4
ABox ~ ?g3gH6u(/€1)f abe (th40) 55

/ dPk ko oka AP (—k, k + k) H 7 (—k — ki, k — @)u(ka — q)k; (Ko — k) K u(ks) (4.7)
(2m)P k2(k — q)%(k + k1)%(k — ko)? S
From the Sudakov decomposition (4.2) for k, we get that

u(ky — q)fy (Fy — B)kyu(kz) = s(1 — a)u(k — q)Fyu(ks).
Taking into account that the color factor is

1 ) )

fabc(tbtc)ji — §fabc(tbtc . tctb)ji _ §CAt;'Li — §CA5a0t§i7

we obtain
2 3 acyc —
ABox =~ —;9 greu(k1)Cad i (ks — q)f1u(kz)
« / de (1 - a)k2,0k2,p"4upu(_ka k + kl)HuU(_k - kl) k— Q) (4 8)
i(2m)P k2 (k — q)*(k + k1) (k — k2)? ' '

4.2.1 Region A

In the region A, due to crossing symmetry (4.6), the contribution from the crossed diagram
is equal to the one from the box, so we have

APk Kook y AP (<, k 4+ k) H, (—k — k1, k — )
i(2m)P k2(k — q)%(k 4 k1)?(k — ko)? ’

Ap = ~4g2gre, (k) C0™T¢ /
(4.9)

Moving to Sudakov variables, we express the integration measure as

[t =3 L ] 8] G (19
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and approximate the last propagator as
(k — kg)? ~ —fBs. (4.11)

In this way, we easily find

4, ()8 do / dg / P2k,
= —g g0 €, (k1)Cal, )’ = i
Aa Sg 9H Eu( 1)Ca 92 Jia| < ag 2T J|18] > 8o B (2m) P!

 Raaka AP (k4 k)H (<K — Fk — q)
k2 (k — q)*(k + k1)? '

(4.12)

Restoring formally the 1/t propagator factor, we can cast the contribution from the box
and crossed diagram as

D—2
C(O) ac 2 d kl
Aa =T <t >gH5 culkr)(=g°Ca) s /a|<a0 2m/ /

% A%y(_kv k + kl)Xpa(_kv k— q,q 7507 S)HVQ(_k‘ - klv k - q)
k2(k — q)*(k + k1)? ’

(4.13)

P
where we single-out the factor {% %} 0 ( %55

— 50> from the integrand, rewriting it
in terms of the vertex

2¢% koo kb
P k 2 I e o V2 0<
a(pa >, q 75033) l s k‘z(p—k‘)

k‘2(ps— k)‘ _ 50) ’ (4.14)

which is analogous to the “induced” Reggeon-gluon-gluon coupling in Lipatov’s EFT, discussed
in section 5.3 (eq. (5.31)). As anticipated above, adding together the region A of the box
and crossed diagram with the triangle greatly simplifies the computation. To facilitate the
addition of these contributions we have introduced the vertex (4.14) in such a way that
combining the eq. (4.13) with the Gribov projection of the triangle diagram (figure 9(a))
boils down to the simple replacement of the vertex xj in eq. (4.13) by the complete effective
Reggeon-gluon-gluon vertex (figure 9(b)) with the tensorial structure

k
YH(p. ki g) = =LA (p ke —k) + X (. k.0, Bo. ) (4.15)

k2 (k —p) ka(p — k)‘ B 50) .

This vertex had been introduced e.g. in figure 3 of ref. [39]. The theta function multiplies

K kY 2% kLkY
—(2 k)Y — —=(2k by — 0
k) = Rk gy LR

all four terms for convenience of algebraic simplifications in the numerator of the amplitude,
but will affect only those terms in which the eikonal denominator ka(p — k) does not cancel,
where it is needed to regularize the singularity in the point g = 0.

We also emphasize that while the region A is identified by the condition |a| < ag, which
restricts the a-integration domain, one still can remove this restriction and integrate over
a between —oo and oo as a consequence of the fact that the contribution from the region
C is power-suppressed.
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4.2.2 Triangular correction plus box contribution from the region A

With the help of the effective vertex (4.15) one can write the sum of triangle and region
A of the box diagrams as

ac(Tri . de a v —1 5hg
FgéT +A) _ *qu(kl)/ (%)Dgf bh AV (_f ket + k) (%ﬁg) (4.16)

~i9500 \ [ =i\ .t e
X (—gf9Y PP (~k, k — q,q) ( (kgf 27 > <(klg+7k)2> igr 0P H " (—k — ki, k — q),

which immediately gives
o) - 90 lb) gagy, ) [ETRL [ g [ 0
gH 2 I=4%) | omyp=1 J_ " ) 2mi

(At (ks Ry + )Y 2 (<, k= g, @) HO(—k = ke = )

X (aBs T T 0)((B— B)(o —og)s - (a — W2 T 0)(a(l + Bys + B 1) 7
where we used the Sudakov decomposition for g,
q = Bgk1 + agks + k1, (4.18)
with _‘2 s
By = %, g = LH;”’ . (4.19)

We want to use the residue theorem to perform the integration over the variable . We
observe that there are three a-poles in the integrand,'!

—k2 —i0 _ —(g— k)% —i0  —k3 -0
gs 0 NI TG Ay 0 T W B

Let us note that the integration over « vanishes for 5 > 0 or 8 < —1, having 3, < 0. In the

a1 = (4.20)

region —1 < 3 < 34, two poles are found in the region of the complex a-plane where Sa > 0,
while the other, a3, belongs to Sa < 0. Finally, in the region 8, < 8 < 0, one pole is found
in the region of the complex a-plane where Sa > 0, while the others, ao and ag, belongs to
Sa < 0. Closing the integration path in the region Sa < 0, we have a contribution from the
pole a3 for —1 < 8 < 0 and a contribution from the pole ay for g, < 8 < 0.

At this point, a remark is in order. In the case of the term coming from the box and
crossed diagrams in the region A, the contribution of the as pole is completely negligible. In
fact, by definition, in the region A we have 3 >> 3, and ay does not give any contribution.
Nonetheless, the presence of the aforementioned pole is important for the triangular diagram
that we are calculating in completely general kinematic conditions. We therefore proceed
in this way: (i) we consider the contribution that comes from the a3 pole by combining
all diagrams together'? and (ii) we compute separately the contribution to the triangular
diagram coming from the pole as.

"The fourth term in Y*, does not bring further a-poles.
1211 this case, setting B, = 0.
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Contribution from the ag-pole: we close the integration path in the region Sa < 0,
and after trivial calculation (and making the substitution 3 — —f3), we find!?

ac D—2
F;CH(TH a3+A) H62€'U(k1)92014/ d k / a8 (421)
(1-B) 4%, (<k k1+k) o=k k =g, ) H(=k — k1, k — )}i:ﬁ
) K [k — (1— B)qn)? + A1 — B)m3]
(4.22)

After very long but simple algebra, we end up with

ac(Tri— a3+A) gHaL,u(kl)é‘“ _gQCA 1% B /dD_Qkil

X B
[(kr — (1= B)gL)2+ B —BymF] |

B35+ 2(1 - 9)D - 5)+ 241 ) — 263D - DR | +

(1-8) <6(3 —B@D - 3)(1- B)E — 2k, -q1)
23— 26)5k3

}.

Adding and subtracting some quantities and using the fact the scaleless Feynman integral are
14

(- 5)((1 —B)2 - B)(~Bmy — (1— B)g2) — 2(3 — BBk - qL)

zero in dimensional regularization,

Fac(Tri—a3+A) . gHSJ_,u(kl)(sac (_QQCA> / dD72kJ_ 1 ! dﬁ
gH -

we can greatly simplify the expression and obtain

9 9 (27T)D_1g 0 (’B| )

y { o 2D = P71 = Bymiy — BB+ HK? + 2(1 - B)a?
* (k1 — (1= B)qL)*+ (1 — B)mi
2= 8) (B + (1= B)g) —36(1 — H)KY
A = (1= Bar)? + A = By } 29

We can split this into four contributions, three of which do not have any singularity for
B ~ 0. The first is

Fac(Tri—oeg—i—A) _ Fac(O) 92CA dP- 2k / dp _3(1 - /B)
g1 o2 ) (2m)P1 (kL = (1= B)qL)* + B(1 = B)ymy

<_2F(1r_(3€ )_F (226)_ 9 (—m?{)‘€> . (4249

where we have used eq. (B.4). The second contributions reads

_ 1—‘ac(O) 2CAF( 6)
(47-(-)276

pac(Tri—asz+A) _ gre 1 (k)0 g2 Cy [ dP2k, / a8 K (3 + ) .
ot2 2 2 J (2m)P-1 (k1 = (1= B)qL)* + B(1 = B)my
(4.25)
3The notation [.. ]i Za_f means that the contraction has to be calculated fixing o to a3 and performing

the substitution § — —f.
14We work with same regulator for UV and IR-sector, eyy = €IR.
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By performing the translation £, — k; + (1 — 8)q., and using again eq. (B.4), we find

Fac(Tri—ag—l—A) _ I‘ac(O) _QQCAF(I + 6)
gH 2 gH (4m)2—€

(—m3) <35 + ?Z) +O0%).  (4.26)

The third term is

ac 1—Q3 k 6(10 2C 1 d dD 2k
rgse ) - 95 () ( : A) L5 [ gmmeetal =)
Kl [2(1=B)gt] — ¢12(1 = B) [BmF + (1 — B)¢? ]
k3 [(kL — (1= B)qL)? + B(1 — B)mF]

and it is the only term which is singular in 8 = 0 and, thus, for which we cannot send Sy

(4.27)

to 0. We can calculate this third contribution by introducing the Feynman parametrization
and, after that, performing the translation k; — k; + (1 — 8)g, . In this way, we find

s ) =Ty (~9°Ca) /B 1 Pi-p) / Lo [(1- )1 - B)7* — pmd]

p
dDilkJ_ 1
X / emP2 2 4 2 (4.28)
where

L=a(1-8)[(1-2)(1-B)g* - pm}]. (4.29)

Using egs. (B.4) and the integral

! —e—1 (1 B B) 2 B _ 1

/0 dx x ll T _Bm%{x] = + O(e), (4.30)

we obtain

ac(Tri—as3 ac 29 C F(l—i— ) 1dﬂ . e
7 P :ngfro)(fﬂ—)gee /BO F 1= (1= 8)% = Bmi;| ~+0(e). (4.31)

Performing the e-expansion and setting By = 0 where possible, within the required accu-
racy, we find

ac(Tri—az+A ac(0 292CAP 1+e (TZ —e . m?
Fgﬁ('g s+A) _ ngé ) (4(7T)2_6)€( ) Infy—e|¢(2)+Liz |1+ (j—g + O(e)

=g —W(ﬁ)f} (—24(2) 9L, (1 + Z%)) — 1%, (#) In By + O(e).
(4.32)

The fourth term is

I‘ac(Trl ag—l—A) gHEL ,u,(kl 6ac 2CYA / dP- 2kJ_ ! %
gHA 5 2omP-1 Jy
8 k# 2(1 }

kL [(/ﬂ—(l— ) )2+ﬁ( Bym

2}9(|5| — Bo), (4.33)
my
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which, after trivial mathematical steps, becomes

/dﬁﬁl—

—e—1

x /01 de = [(1-2)(1-B)7* - Bm¥| "~ = OCe). (4.34)

FaC(TI‘i—O&g-f—A) _ Fac(o) 4mHg2CAP 1 + 6
gH,4 gH (47T 2 €

Within constant terms in the e-expansion, we obtain the result by summing eqgs. (4.24), (4.26)
and (4.32). We can then define

ac(Tri—az+A)
5(Tri—a3+A) _ 11gH ’ _ _w(l) (t) In By — QQCAF(l + E) (—»2)—5
NLO = I‘aigo) 0 (47)2—¢
g
3T(1—al@2—¢ [ m%\ * ( 5 59) my\ . m?;
2 - 22V (—EE) —2¢(2) —2Lip [ 1+ 22
X[ ¢ T(3— 2 72 ) T3 T 7’ (@) =2 \ 1+ 5y |1

(4.35)

or, equivalently,

ri—« ds 72 -
slTiestA) —w(l)(t)lnﬁo—i-W(q )

10y mH 2 - miy

Contribution from the as-pole: let us now turn our attention to the contribution from
the pole as-pole. Starting from eq. (4.17) and calculating the residue at the pole, we find

ac(Tri—a k 6&0 2 dP—- Zk; kM — 3gM
r (Tr 2) gHE L ,“( 1) CA 6/ l 1L SqJ_ (437)
0

o 2 ~ Bk + Bk —q)7
where we performed the re-scaling 8 — 3,8 = (¢ / s)ﬂ. Then, it is easy to see that this
contribution reads

2 >\ —e 2 ~ )
ac(Tri—az) ac(0) 9 CAF(l + 6) (q ) 1T (1 - 6) ) ac(0) @s [ 4 |:5 Ca :|
T =T - — =T — | = -

gH gH (4m)2—e el'(2—2¢)2 9H gr \ p2 2 € +5Ca

(4.38)
and we can therefore define
i— Y 72\ 15 Cy

glliizaz) _ Qs (4 { 5C } 4.39
NLO i \ 22 2 ¢ +0oCa (4.39)

4.2.3 Central region

In the central region a minor surprise is avaiting us. We start considering only the box
contribution, which reads

2s 204t
ABox,Central = Fqg ) < ) gHeu(kl)(sac <_g 4 )

t s
a0 da/ / AP 2k o oho, AP (h b k)HS (k= bk —a)
—ap 270 2m)P—1 k2(k — q)%(k + k1)?(k — ko)? ’ ’
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It is easy to see that in this region

2
ki o ko y AP (— e ke + oy )HLZ (—k — Ky, b — q) ~ %(qi—ki) (4.41)
and hence
¢ 2s ac 2C st
-ABox Central — r E](/)) (t) gHe,u(k;l)(S <_g 2A )

«Q D—2 Ho ku
O da/ / T P 5 (442)
—ag 2T 2m)P=L k2(k — q)?(k + k1)%(k — k2)

The denominators can be written as

k? = afs + k2, (q—k)Q:(aq—a)(ﬁq—ﬁ)s—i-(q—k)i,
(k4 k1)? = a(1 + B)s + k2, (k—k2)? = (a—1)Bs + k2. (4.43)

We are going to integrate in the s|a|-complex plane (the integration in this case will be
done from —sag and sag, which tend to —oo and +oo, respectively, when s — o) and
we have the following poles:

k% 440 — k)3 4140 k3 440 - k% + 40
s = — L;Z, 8a2:_(q ;LJwa 8a3:—f:;’ sa4=——8ﬁ+ TRELS

(4.44)
First, we observe that the integral will be non-zero only in the region (—f5y < 8 < 0) and
then that, when s — oo, Sy — 0 (and hence 5 ~ 0). This means that, when s — oo while the
pole sas is found at a “fixed” position in the s|aj-complex plane, all other poles are found in
the region in which ®{sa} — —o0, I{sa} — oco. Thanks to this, we can make a shift in the
complex plane in a region in which s|a| > k? always in the domain, in order to have

(k+k1)? = a(l + B)s + k3 ~ as. (4.45)

An analogous shift in the s|3|-plane leads to the conclusion!®
(k —k2)? = (a — 1)Bs + k3 ~ —fs. (4.46)

Then, we obtain

(4.47)

25 QC st

s dD le qi - kM
3 L / (2m)Pi (aBs+ k2 +i0)(aBs + (¢ — k)3 +i0)(—Bs +i0)(as + i0)”

Here, we note the first important difference with respect to [56], that we reviewed in section 4.1:
at this step of the computation the lower and upper Born effective vertices were factorized out
of the integration, leaving the universal integral 7°®"2 In the present case, the numerator
contains two terms. The first one is not problematic, because g could be factored out and

15Using the same argument we neglect o, and (8, with respect to a and S respectively.
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leave us with the aforementioned universal integral. However, the second one contains the
loop variable and therefore cannot be taken out of the integral. This shows that the gluon-
Reggeon-Higgs vertex does not factorize in the kinematic regions where the longitudinal
component of the loop momentum k along ki, i.e. 5, is small.

Nonetheless, in this region, we can use the symmetry of denominators in eq. (4.48) under
the exchange k; — ¢, — k1, to replace the numerator by %q | and obtain

2s QC st
Asox Contral = Ty (t> peco (_g z >

7/ / dP~2k 1
“2) (2m)Pi (aBs + k3 +i0)(aBs+ (¢ — k)3 +i0)(—Bs +i0)(as + i0)’
(4.48)

which is exactly in the form (4.1). Hence, the result is [56]

C 2 ac 1 -
ABOX,Central = Fq(q(/)) (:) FgH(O)w(l) (t) |:2 In (_j) + (b(;()) + ¢(2/80):| . (449)

Using the crossing symmetry in eq. (4.6), we find

ACross,Central = F;EI(/)) (2:> F;Z((O)w(l) (t> |:; In (8) + (25(040) + ¢(ﬁ0):| (450)

and, therefore,

Acentral = T2 (2:) Ty w® () B In (i) ; In ( ) + ¢(ao) + ¢(50)} (4.51)

Although the vertex did not factorize immediately at the integrand level, the result in the
central region reproduces the standard result in eq. (4.5) and the vertex correction turns
out to bel®

Central 0 ntral
I RS W R (4.52)

with

as (72 °
sleentral) — () () (o) = w! ()1n(6)+4ﬂ<i2> { ff“}+(9( ). (4.53)

Fortunately, it appears that our dimension-5 operator has no dramatic impact in this region,
indeed (i) logarithms of energy are as we would expect, (ii) the correction to the vertex contains
the correct logarithmic rapidity divergence in By and the correct double pole!” in eq. (5.18).

16We recall that the term depending on ¢(ap) should be assigned to the lower impact factor, while the one
depending on the energy-logarithms to the Regge trajectory.
17A double pole can only be generated from this region in this one-loop computation.

— 27 —



4.2.4 Region B and factorisation-violating eikonal terms

In the region B, again, the contribution coming from the crossed diagram is equal to the
one coming from the box, so we have

1
Ap = = ~g g en(kr)Cad®tju(ks — q)ru(hs)

/ de (1 — a)k2,ak’2,pA'upu<_k7 k + kl)HVJ(_k - kla k— Q) (4 54)
i(2m)P k2(k — q)%(k + k1)?(k — ko)? ' '
The third propagator can be approximated as

(k+k1)? = a(l+B)s + k3 ~ as. (4.55)

In this region, the contraction in the numerator is exactly as in eq. (4.41) and hence

_ e(0) 25> €u(k1)0%gn 2 / Pk (1—a)(¢} — k)
="/’ |— | t—(-2 t
As =Ty, < t 3 20 | e Rk 0 2as(h — ko)
_ pel0) 25> €u(k1)0%gn o / dov
— e (22) ST IR 20yt “a-
o (B) el g [ Raa)
e TR u dg 1
< G [, e (450
Denominators can be expressed as
11 1 1 1 1
k2_a53+ki’ (k—/-cg)?_,@’(a—l)s—kki’ (k:—q)z_oz(ﬁ—,@’q)s—i-(k—q)i'
(4.57)

This time, the longitudinal component with respect to ko of the exchanged momenta ¢, «y, is
neglected with respect to o, while 3, = qi /s is retained. We can again extend the integration
in 8 from —oo to +00, by just adding a suppressed contribution from region C, and obtain

¢(0) 2s\ € (kl)é‘wgg 9 da dD_2kJ_
Lo (t> %(—9 Cats) (al>a0 E(l - a) W(QL — k)"

- /—oo 2mi (afs 4+ k2) (Bl — 1)s + k2)(a(B — By)s + (k — ¢)%) (4.58)

The integral is non-zero only for g < a < 1 and, by using the residue theorem, we find

c(0) {25\ €u(k1)0%gH /1 da 2/ dP2k (q— k)Y
_pel0) (28 ulF1)07gH g . (4.
An =1 (3) O [ T [t e (490

Performing a tensor reduction, the correction from this region is

dD_Qk:L 1
2m)P=L kT (kL — (1 —a)q1)?

204t 1 d
As ~9Ca / = (4.60)

(T 2

(1—a)2(1+a)/

0o &

Now, after comparison with ref. [56], the first term in the bracket (1 + «) gives the contribution
which is assigned to the lower quark vertex, while the second gives
_ 5 —€
sB 0 (d®
NLO — A7 /1/2

A 140, . (4.61)
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Typically, the non-logarithmic contribution coming from the region B would be entirely
attributed to the target (quark) impact-factor. However, we cannot modify the known one-
loop quark-Reggeon-quark vertex and hence we are forced to assign the factorisation-violating
contribution (4.61) to the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex. In this region, the lack of factorization
of the vertex has generated an additional term. In fact, it was the tensor reduction in the
integral over k| that generated the factor (1 + ), i.e. the anomalous term is related with
the momentum dependence of the H gg-vertex.

If we sum the results in eqs. (4.36), (4.39), (4.53), (4.61), and add the contributions
coming from the remaining single-gluon t-channel diagrams, i.e. the diagrams (b), (¢) and (d)
(this latter weighted with the factor 1/2) of figure 4 we obtain the “Gribov” (or “eikonal”)
part of the interference between the one-loop and Born amplitudes. The elegant computation
of the eikonal part with the method of regions, which is presented in this section, is in
complete agreement with the brute-force computation of the Regge limit of this amplitude
with all ¢-channel propagators replaced by the standard Gribov’s prescription (3.3), which
we also have performed using FeynCalc.

To obtain the correct result for the interference between one-loop and tree-level amplitude
one has to add to the eikonal part discussed in the previous paragraph the full non-Gribov
part isolated in eq. (4.1). The result for the effective gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex, obtained
from the complete amplitude, agrees with earlier results [42, 43].

The most important observation in this section is that the factorisation-violating
etkonal contribution (4.61) exactly cancels out the one generated by non-Gribov contribu-
tions (4.1). This means that at one loop not only the Regge form of the amplitude is
preserved, but also that in a completely non-trivial way two anomalies generated by the
non-renormalizable interaction cancel each other out.

5 The Regge limit of gg — gH amplitude

Below in section 5.1, we verify the non-ambiguity of the effective gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex.
For this purpose, we extract the effective vertex starting from the A,y gy amplitude. The
obtained result for the one-loop gluon-Reggeon-Higgs effective vertex [42] is in agreement
with the computation performed within the Lipatov’s EFT in ref. [43]. This leads to the
natural question: why does Lipatov’s EFT leads straightforwardly to the right result? In the
Lipatov’s EFT, the Reggeized gluon is a scalar particle and ¢-channel Reggeon exchanges
cannot lead to the above-mentioned anomalous helicity structure of the non-Gribov terms
in the amplitude. The answer lies in the cancellation mechanism between the non-Gribov
contributions and those that break the rapidity factorization. To show this, in section 5.1
we isolate the non-Gribov terms and then, in section 5.2, we calculate the contribution from
the kinematical region B of the box and cross diagrams contributing to Agy— ry and show
that these two contributions cancel as they did in the case of Ay mq. Finally, in section 5.3,
in light of what has been described, we review the Lipatov’s effective action framework and
discuss the details of the computation done in [43] within this framework.
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ke ky

Figure 10. Dominant contribution to the gluon-gluon into Higgs-gluon scattering amplitude in the
high-energy limit.

5.1 gg — gH amplitude at one loop

In this section, we make a one-loop check of the strategy illustrated in section 3 and we study
the non-Gribov contributions arising in the case of a gluon target. To do this, we consider
the scattering of a gluon off a gluon to produce a Higgs plus a gluon, Ay, ry. The relevant
Born diagram is shown in figure 10 and leads to the following amplitude

0 1 % kay  2kinks,
A i1y =981 ) PP (<, =) (g + T2 4 22 ) g

X Anﬂy(s(—kQ, kQ — q)&‘lﬁ(l{z)ég(k/g), (5.1)
where we employ the gauge choices

E(k‘l)'k‘QZO — 6(1{21):€L kl,

(k1)
(k2),
1 (k5) - k5

e*(ky) k1 =0 = e*(k}) = _Wkl + &% (Kb). (5.4)
2

€(k2)‘k1 =0 = E(kg) =€

The second term in the round bracket of (5.1) gives a vanishing contribution, while the
first gives a contribution suppressed like 1/s with respect to the expected leading behaviour.
Hence, we consider only the third term, the Gribov one, and get

_gnd*ei (k1) -qu (28

- . ) ot —e () 21 () = T (

2s
t

> rebd) - (5.5)

Ton0) — gTiy (=2 1 (ko) - €1 (kb)) = 9T 50,000 (5.6)

and which has the expected Regge form.

We now turn our attention to the one-loop computation of the Agg— r4. Although there
are results available in the literature, we re-compute this amplitude from scratch to establish
if the modified Gribov prescription suggested in eq. (3.11) works in the case of the gg — gH
amplitude. The idea is to generate all contributing diagrams using FeynArts [60, 62] and
compute them in a fully general kinematics. We then take the high-energy limit to compare
it with what expected from a computation based on high-energy techniques. At one-loop, in
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Figure 11. Dominant contribution to the gluon-gluon into Higgs-gluon scattering amplitude in
the high-energy limit at the next-to-leading order. The blob in diagram (f) contains the summed
contribution of quarks, gluons and ghosts, while the triangle in the diagram (d) should be understood
as the sum of quark, anti-quark, ghost and anti-ghost contributions. All propagators in red are the
one that can be approximated d la Gribov, while the propagators in blue must be approximated as in
eq. (3.11).

Feynman gauge, there are 60 diagrams, 46 of which are zero or suppressed in the high-energy
limit. The s-leading diagrams are shown in figure 11. For the first three diagrams we find

1),(a 0)x*
A;g)—(ﬂ}g As(yg)—>Hg _ 920A
- SN2
AD 2 AD = 2)(1 - D) (m% +§?)

x {2<D —1) |(=5(D = 2)mi; — 43D — 8)myg? + (16 — TD)(@)?) Bo(d?)
+2(D = 2)miy (2miy +3mHq® + (7)) Co (¢, m )| + (~D(D - 2)(3°)”

+ (D(D(4D — 35) + 92) — 60)ym}; — 2(D(—2(D — 9)D — 41) + 24)m§ﬂ72) Bo(qu)}, (5.7)
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A(l) ,(b) A(O)*

3
wotte a0l 2 20 Bo(q?), (5.8)
“’4gg—)flg|2
A(l (C A(O)* (1 )
g99—Hg ¥ "g9—Hg 2
= 73 5.9
\.A(O) k c 2(3 — 2¢) o(mi)- (5.9)
g99—Hg

These results coincide with those found in [42] for the corresponding diagrams in which
the lower gluon line is replaced by the quark line. This confirms that these diagrams are
dominated by the Gribov’s approximation on the propagator shown in red in diagrams (a),
(b), (¢). In fact, when the Gribov’s trick is applied to those propagators, the lower Born
vertex factorizes completely and the final result becomes insensitive to the specific target.
The sum of the diagrams (d) and (e) in the high-energy approximation reduces to

A 40

gg%Hg g99—Hg
|Agg—>Hg|2
3 1 5 1 2(1 —€)3 + €2
=) | == + - - + A L) e (5.10)

8 2(1—¢€) 4(1—2¢) 3—-2¢ 2C4(1—¢€)2(1—26)(3—2¢)]|"’

which coincides with the helicity-conserving part'® of the irreducible three-gluon vertex
contribution in eq. (56) of ref. [56]. This confirms that also in these diagrams the Gribov
contribution is the only dominant one in the high-energy limit. Similarly, diagram (f) gives
the usual t-channel gluon self energy
A!(]i]);gj;}g AEIZEHQ — w(l) (t) (5 - 36)014 - (1 - E)nf
2 2(1 —2¢)(3—2¢)Cy

(5.11)
"A gg—Hg

We therefore conclude that all single ¢-channel gluon exchange diagrams are dominated by the
usual Gribov’s approximation, in complete analogy to what is found for the Ay, g4 amplitude.

We now turn our attention to the two-gluon ¢-channel exchange diagrams. The three
diagrams that do not vanish are identical to those of the amplitude Agq— 4 if the lower
gluon line is replaced by the quark one. Again, the diagram (i), which would be zero in a
pure Gribov approximation, does not vanish and gives

(1),(4) (0)*
Agg—)Hg Agg—>Hg _ 2CA (863 — 1862 + T7e + 2> Bo(q2)- (5‘12)

—1)2
‘Agg—>Hg|2 8e(e — 1)
In this result, the transverse terms in eq. (3.11) must be kept for both propagators. Diagrams
(9) and (h), as expected, contain terms beyond the Gribov approximation; their sum of
these latter reads

A(l),(g)-i-(h) A(O)* 24¢2 — )
gg—)Hg g9—Hg _ _g2CA ( € 50¢ + 5) 0((]2)- (513)

|A 12 8(e —1)?

99— Hg

In this case, we observe that no t-channel propagator can be approximated d la Gribov.

18The helicity-non-conserving part vanishes when we take the interference with the Born amplitude.
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It remains to be verified whether the correction found allows us to uniquely define the
virtual contribution to the Higgs impact factor at one-loop. The sum of Regge limits for all
interferences of Born and one-loop diagrams without approximations reads

g9—Hg “rgg—Hg 99—Hg (1 — 2¢) A 12

x {—632 + % <1n (:‘:) +In (_‘Z)) + 2Ly <1 + Tg%’) +4C(2)}7

(5.14)

AW g0 4O |2CA1“2(1 —€) s <q~2>_
r

where
_ T+ eu™

= (5.15)

This result agrees with previous results that can be found in literature [43, 61]. We can
immediately cast the correction into the following form:

./4(1) ./4(0)* & F2(1 _ o\ —€ 3 9
g9—Hg “gg—Hg _ s €) a” 2 : my
s 5800 ()L 30, (11 7) 1)

|Agg—>Hg e
0 (%) 4 (2))

To extract the correction to be associated to the gluon-Reggeon-Higgs vertex, we must

(5.16)

subtract the contribution that goes into the Regge trajectory, as well as the contribution
associated to the one-loop corrections to the gluon-Reggeon-gluon effective vertex, Fg(gl). The
latter contribution can be constructed using the one-loop result in ref. [56] and gives

roy) s _ Qs I'2(1—e¢) <J2>_6

e T°¢ T 4r (1 - 2¢) \ p?

2 11Cy — 2ny 5 67
— - —L N — — 2 . 1
X { 620,4 ( 6c > + i 18C'A+3C( )CA} (5.17)

Hence, we find that the one-loop correction to the Higgs vertex is

ac(1) (1) (0)*
1_‘gH . Agg—)Hg Agg—)Hg . w(l) (t) i ;8 _ (+)
(0) — A2 2 "\ ) T %
e _ _
gH

g99—Hg
= =52\ ~€ 2
as [ q Ca  11CA—2ny Sny . miy 67
=— | = ——t—— — L 4+ Oy |2Lis [ 1+ == 2¢(2) + —
47 (,u2> { €2 + Ge 9 e 2t q? +2( )+18 ’
(5.18)

in agreement with [42]. This calculation tells us that, using the idea proposed in ref. [42],
we obtain a consistent result between the two channels g¢ -+ Hq and gg — gH. It also
confirms the full agreement between the calculation in [42] and the one in the Lipatov’s
EFT framework [43].
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Subtracting from the eq. (5.14) the result of the same computation but with the Gribov
prescription for all ¢-channel propagators, we obtain the non-Gribov contribution to the

5n,G_ _ O_CS (72 - CA
99—Hg = g ﬁ 4

At this point, it is natural to expect that this amplitude also has the factorisation-

interference:

L0 9 | +on (5.19)

€ €

breaking contribution in the kinematical region B of the Gribov part. This calculation is
presented in the next subsection.
5.2 The region B of Ay, gy and factorisation-violating eikonal terms

In this section, we calculate the contribution of the kinematical region B! of diagrams (g)
and (h). The sum of the two contributions gives

4g1g° dPk
My =218 0 e (ke (ko) () / amyphaokachiakLs

AME (—k, ky + K)H O (—k1 — k, k — q)ANy(—ka, ky — k)A%PY (k — ko, ko — q)
- K20k — )2 (k + k)2 (k — ka)? |

(5.20)
Performing the contractions and introducing the Sudakov variables, we get
ad 2 D—2
©)dbe {25\ g%y (k1) 9 9 /OO da ( a> /d k., i
oo (=) = (- —(1-= -k
99 ( t ) 2 ( 9 CA) oo QU 9 (27r)D*1 (¢ )J_
®© d 1
x / (Bs) 5 s . (5.21)
—oo 2mi (afs + k1) (Bla—1)s + k1) (a(B = Bg)s + (k —q)1)

Performing the integration over 8 and the tensor reduction on the k| -integral, we obtain

2 2 D—2 1 2
(O)dbe (25 ((0)ad9°Cagi / d” %k, 1 / do _ D5( _ a>
T () Tt o i —ae L, e e =P (15

(5.22)
Now, after comparison with ref. [56], the first term in the bracket (1 4 «) gives the contribution

which is assigned to the lower gluon vertex, while the second must be again assigned to
the Higgs vertex and reads

B 1 19 a)\?
o5 ostg = V(O) [ da (1= )71 (1-5)

0

B 1 I'(—2e) F(_QE)
=w® t) [_26 - I'(2 — 2¢) + 2I(3 — 26)}

_ -9 —€
Qs [ 4 Ca 1 5 ]
~2 (L) Ay 2 2 . 2
e <M2> 1 e2+e+9+€() + O(e) (5.23)
Recalling eq. (5.19), we realize that
n.G. B
O gy + 000 =0, (5.24)

As it happened for the quark target, the two anomalies cancel each other out.

19Recall the definition of this region at the beginning of section 4.1.
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5.3 Comparison with the Lipatov’s EFT framework

To facilitate understanding of this section, we provide a brief introduction to the gauge-
invariant effective field theory for multi-Regge processes in QCD, also known as Lipatov’s EFT
framework. We closely follow ref. [43] and adapt our notation to it. In the EFT literature
the following Sudakov decomposition for an arbitrary four-vector is used:

1
kH = 3 (kyn + k_nl}) + K, (5.25)

where n" = (n7)* = 2k /\/s, n!} = (nT)* = 2k{'/\/s (with the momenta k5 of figure 3),
s = (k1 + k2)?, so that nZ = 0, nyn_ = 2. We use the convention, where the position of
+ indices has no meaning: ki = k¥ = nik and nikr = 0. The square of a four-vector
is given by k? = kik_ — k%.

The fundamental idea of the High-Energy EFT [63] is to slice the whole rapidity range
into intervals, corresponding to clusters of particles, highly separated in rapidity. At leading
power in energy, only Reggeized gluon exchanges in ¢-channels contribute to the amplitudes
we are interested in, so we drop the Reggeized quark contributions to the Lagrangian. For
each interval of rapidity, a separate copy of the QCD Lagrangian is defined. The complete
Lagrangian of the EFT is

Leg = 4tr {R+3%R_} + Z |:LQCD(AE/Z'7?J~L+1]’ ¢([lyivyi+l]) + LRg<A/[i/i,yz‘+ﬂ,R+’ R_)} ., (5.26)

where the index [y;, y;+1] of the field means, that the real part of the rapidity of its momentum
modes is restricted to lie within the interval y; < Re(y) < y;+1 and Ry are the Reggeized
gluon fields which are scalar fields in the adjoint representation of the color group SU(N,) in
this EFT. The kinetic part of the Lagrangian (5.26) leads to bare propagators, connecting
the R, -field with R_: —i/(2¢%), where gr is the transverse part of the momentum of the
Reggeon. Due to MRK-kinematics, fields Ry are subject to the following constraints:

8+R7 == 87R+ == 0, (527)

where 91 = nld, = 20/0x+.

The fields Ry are gauge invariant and this requirement mostly fixes the form of their
“tree-level” interactions with the QCD gluons up to various ie prescriptions for the eikonal
denominators. The latter prescriptions become important at loop level and can be determined
from the requirement of factorisation and negative signature of the one-Reggeon exchange
contributions [64]. The following Hermitian form of the effective action [65, 66] satisfies
requirements of definite signature and factorisation, introduced in the ref. [64]:

Liy(a) = tr [Re ()90~ (WalA-] = WIA]) + R-(@)030: (W] = W] [A+])(]5,28>

where W,[A4] is (past-pointing) half-infinite Wilson line, stretching in the (+) or (=) light-
cone direction from the point x:

Wy[A+] = Pexp

N

19s ’ /

5 / dal As (24,27, XT)]
—0o0

= 1—ig, (03" A1) + (—igs)? (02" Axoi ' As) + .., (5.29)
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x T
where we have defined operators 91! to act as 7' f(z) = [ da’ /2 f(24, 2%, x7) so that
—0o0

on the level of Feynman rules, they correspond to eikonal denominators with definite ze-
prescription:—i/(k+ + ic).

The Lagrangian (5.28) generates an infinite sequence of induced vertices of interaction of
Reggeized gluon with n QCD gluons. The simplest of them are the R, g-transition vertex
and R, gg interaction vertex, corresponding respectively to O(g?) and O(g!) terms in (5.28):

A (g, k1) = (—ig®)n,, dap, (5.30)
abibs

where ¢ is the (incoming) momentum of the Reggeon with the color index a, ki 2 are the
(incoming) momenta of gluons coupled to the vertex, with their color(Lorentz) indices denoted
as b1 2(p1,2) and ki + k3 = 0 due to the MRK constraint (5.27) and 1/[k_] = [1/(k- +
ie) + 1/(k— — ig)]/2 is the PV pole prescription. The vertex (5.30) is nothing but the
Gribov’s prescription, while the vertex (5.31) coincides with the vertex (4.14) which we
have introduced in the region analysis.

As seen from the QCD computations by the method of regions, when a rapidity separation
is introduced, the various regions are affected by a new type of singularities, usually called
rapidity divergences. In the original formulation [63] of the EFT such divergences are
regulated by explicit cutoffs on the real part of rapidity that are imposed in each region:
yi < Re{y} < yi+1. The dependence on the regulators, y;’s, cancels between the contributions
of neighboring clusters in each order of perturbation theory. The regularisation by the
“hard” rapidity cutoff is inconvenient for the practical computations of Feynman integrals,
therefore in ref. [43], following the techniques proposed in [67, 68], the approach based on
tilted Wilson lines was adopted, which boils down to the shift of the direction vectors of
Wilson lines in the Lagrangian (5.28):

1 1 1

- = = , O<r<l, 5.32

2 [kt]

ny — il =nl +rn

to the finite rapidity +(Inr)/2, note that now 72 = 4r and i = 2(1 + 7). To keep
the effective action gauge invariant at finite 7, the MRK kinematic constraints (5.27) also
have to be modified to [43]

((9+ + 7'3_>R_ = (8_ + 7“8+)R+ = 0. (533)

In ref. [43] the Higgs— gR scattering vertex at one loop had been computed in the
Lipatov’s EFT formalism and it was found that, when properly combined with the one-
loop correction to the Reggeized gluon propagator and g — Rg vertex, the obtained result
reproduces the Regge limit of one-loop QCD amplitude (5.14). From the discussion in
the previous sections, it is clear that the correctness of the calculation made through the
Lipatov’s EFT is non-trivial. Indeed, the Reggeized gluon is a scalar particle in Lipatov’s EFT
and t-channel Reggeon exchanges can not lead to the anomalous helicity structures of the
non-Gribov terms in the amplitude. In this case, the Gribov’s trick (eikonal approximation) is
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already incorporated into the construction of the Reggeized gluon fields, leading to the vertex
of eq. (5.30). On the other hand, effective interaction vertices with Reggeons in the EFT are
obtained from expansions of Wilson lines that are insensitive to the specific “projectile vertex”.
This means that the factorisation breaking eikonal contribution of the region B is also excluded
from the EFT calculation and this therefore explains the agreement with the QCD calculation.

The explanation above relies on the fact that the loop corrections to both impact factors
in the EFT are gauge-invariant and completely independent. In the computation of the
Higgs— gR vertex in ref. [43] it turned out to be important to keep the O(r) terms in the
numerator of the amplitude, arising from the regularisation (5.32) and modified kinematic
constraint (5.33) to preserve the gauge-invariance of the result even at O(r?) due to the
following mechanism. At one of the stages of tensor reduction of the diagrams (4), (6) and
(7) in the figure 3 of ref. [43], the following integral appears:

dPi I+
.34
/qu—l 41"/l2 27 (5:34)

with the momentum of the Reggeon ¢ satisfying the constraint g_ = 0 following from eq. (5.33).
The term proportional to ¢# in the r.h.s. of eq. (5.34) is absent because [ d”1/{1>(q—1)?[I_]} =
0. The singularity of the eq. (5.34) at 7 — 0 cancels with some O(r) terms in the numerator
of the amplitude to produce contributions x n_ - €(k1), which are important for the gauge
invariance of the ¢ — R+Higgs vertex.

6 Conclusions and outlook

The resummation of large energy contributions to Higgs boson production channels, in a
full next-to-leading logarithmic approximation, has received attention in recent years [41—
43, 47, 69, 70]. A very useful tool, widely used in the literature, allowing to considerably
simplify the computation, is the infinite-top-mass approximation. Nevertheless, in the
infinite-top-mass limit, the gluon-gluon-Higgs coupling is described in terms of a local
non-renormalizable operator of dimension five and therefore the Regge ansatz for partonic
scattering amplitudes should be questioned.

In this work, we carefully investigated the high-energy behavior of the one-loop Agq— Hq
and Agy— iy amplitudes in the aforementioned limit and found several non-trivial differences
with respect to standard full QCD amplitudes. First of all, the presence of leading-s non-
eikonal contributions, i.e. terms which are dominant in the s-expansion of amplitudes, but
do not come from the usual Gribov’s effective polarization for the ¢-channel gluons. In the
Agq— g amplitude such contributions couple helicities of the incoming gluon and quarks. We
demonstrated that the aformentioned terms can be organized as the sum of a contribution
that preserves the helicity structure of the Born amplitude and one that violates it. This
latter contribution would invalidate the Regge form of the amplitude, but it disappears due
to a cancellation across different diagrams, thus preserving the one-loop Regge form. However
the non-Gribov terms still contribute even to the part of the amplitude proportional to the
Born-level helicity structure. We also carefully analyzed the Gribov’s part of the Ayq— g
amplitude using the strategy of rapidity regions [56]. We showed that a naive implementation
of this technique fails and identified the culprit for this failure in the lack of rapidity regions
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partitioning of the amplitude. This latter is due to the non-factorizability of the gluon-
Reggeon-Higgs effective vertex in the kinematic region where the longitudinal component
of the loop momentum k along k; is small (the region B in section 4.1) which leads to the
appearance of the factorisation-violating eikonal terms. Interestingly, the two anomalous
contributions, i.e. the non-Gribov terms with the Born helicity structure and factorisation-
violating eikonal terms, cancel each other out in the full amplitude. Furthermore, we showed
the universality of the one-loop correction and demonstrated the agreement between the
result obtained in the standard BFKL approach and the one obtained using the Lipatov
effective action. Even in the Agg_, iy amplitude, the non-Gribov terms with the Born helicity
structure and factorisation-violating eikonal terms appear which again cancel each other
out. In the EFT calculation both of these contributions are automatically excluded from
the beginning due to the properties of factorisation and gauge invariance of impact-factors
which are enforced by the Lipatov’s EFT formalism.

There are several possible continuations for this work. The most natural is to calculate
the effective vertex for the Higgs production at the physical value of m,. In this case, given
the absence of non-renormalizable interactions, one would not expect any anomalous behavior.
On the other side, the Higgs impact factor in the complete theory still presents a peculiarity:
it has a loop already at the leading order. A quark or gluon (but also a scalar particle) that
interacts with a Reggeon can be thought of as a projectile that interacts with an infinite
number of gluons as it propagates. In the high-energy limit, all these subsequent interactions
are eikonal and therefore these gluon propagators in the ¢-channel can be always approximated
d la Gribov. In the impact factor for the production of the Higgs, a quark/gluon line is
replaced by an object containing a loop. In fact, the projectile is represented by a gluon
fluctuating in a heavy Q-Q pair which, after the infinite series of interactions with the gluons
in the t-channel, recouples to produce the Higgs. The eikonality of the subsequent interactions
does not seem obvious a priori. A successful determination of this impact factor would be
of great practical use. Although very complex, its leading term in the my-expansion could
provide an important confirmation of the calculation discussed here and in ref. [42].20

Another interesting development would be to test the Regge form of the Ay, 1, and
Agg— g amplitudes at higher loops to understand whether the mechanism that preserves
the Regge form is valid also beyond the one-loop order of perturbation theory.
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Figure 12. Feynman rule for the (a) ggH vertex and (b) gggH vertex.
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A Higgs effective field theory framework

In the approximation of the infinite mass of the top quark, the Higgs field couples to QCD
via the effective Lagrangian,

ﬁggH = —gTHngFuV’aH7 (Al)

where H is the Higgs field, Fj}, = 0,47 — 0,47, +g¢ fabCAZAf, is the field strength tensor.
The Feynman rules associated to the Lagrangian (A.1) and used in this work are shown in
figure 12. The tensor structures appearing in figure 12 are

H™ (p1,p2) = g (p1 - p2) — PiDh, (A.2)
VHP(p1,p2,p3) = (p1 — p2)° 9" + (p2 — p3)"9"" + (p3 — p1)"g""". (A.3)

B Useful integrals
In this appendix we give a list of useful results.

One-loop scalar integrals in D and D — 2 dimensions. We need the scalar integrals

By(—7%) = == @™ B

2m)P k2(k +q)2  (4m)27¢2(1 — 26)T'(—2¢)

s oy [ dPk 1
Colg~,m )—/i(zﬁ)D k*(k + q)*(k + pu)?

1 T +ar(—a1 (@)= (=m3)™)
(4m)2—¢  2T(—2¢) €

/ dPk 1 1 T(1+eT?*(—e)

(B.2)
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dPk 1
Dol °,5) = / i(2m)P k2(k — q)2(k + k1)2(k — k2)?

L(1+e)T?(—e 1 e e —€
- ((4:)2)647(25)4(26) l(‘ﬂ) +(=5) —(—qu) (B.3)

2 =2 2
2 (1 my L.y q m
— € (LIQ <1+(f2> +§ln <_8> +3>

In the last integral, the kinematic constraints (k; +q)% = p% = m% and (¢ —k2)? = (k5)?> =0

+ O(e).

have been used.

We also extensively use the Feynman integral

dP-2k 1 B 1 T (a - T) bz,
/ (27T)D72 [E? + L]a o (47T)T_2 F(CL) L . (B4)

Universal integral of the central region. We calculate here the integral

dD-2}, da dp
central __
g 2/ / / 2m)Pi (afs + k2 +1i0)(afBs + (¢ — k)2 +i0)(—Bs +i0)(as +i0)

We first perform the longitudinal integrations; we thus define the auxiliary integral

_ [0 Bo 1 1
I= /_ao da s dﬁ[ (- ]‘{’)2} (—pBs +1i0)(as + i0)

=h+nhL(ke—(g—k)). (BS5)

1 1
. [(aﬁs + k2 +40)  (afs+ (q— k)2 +i0)

I; can be further decomposed as

- e [ L s
[k (7— ) (afs + k +140) (—fs +i0)(as +30)
1

| (J(E2) =), (B.6)

where the integral J’ is?!

ag 1 Bo 1 2
J’:/ do——— df— = = (B.7)

—ap as+i0J_g, = Bs—i0  s?’

while

B aod 50d Q BR
_/_ao a/_go 6(a5+i0)(aﬁs+k‘i+i0)' (B.8)

21We calculate it in the sense of the principal value.
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To Compute this integral, we split the a-domain in three regions: 1) [—ay, —%], 2) [—%, T]

and 3)[£- 7o ,ag] In this way, we have??

M (E2y = o @
Tk )7/ do /,30 (s +i0)(afBs + k% +10)
B SBO Bo 1 . 9
/ (as + ’LO) / ah [P (a,@s + ki) imd(afs + k1)

1 550 1 afBos — k3 i —k2
= — dao—In | ——————= —1 B.9
52 /ao Y (—aﬁos + k2 + $2 0 apBos (B.9)

and similarly

d ﬂ() d o
/SBO a/_go P (as +i0)(aBs + k% +i0)

1 550 —afys + ki i —ki
=—— do —1 _— —In|——]. B.10
52 —ap o <_aﬁ03 - ki " 52 ! apBos ( )

The central region gives
k2

- 380 Po o) 72
J@ (K2 :/ 0 d / d - B.11
(k%) 5620 “ —Bo b (as +1i0)(aBs + k% +i0) 252 ( )

Summing the three contributions, the result is

- 2 omi —k2 1 _5; 1 (—aBos — k2) (—afBos — k2)
J k2 — _L I 1 7/ 0 do=1 T L
(k%) 252 + sz <a0605> * - Yt (—aBos + k%) (—afos + k%)

w2 2mi —k? w2 2mi aoBos
~—— ] L) =—— -1 . B.12
52 + 2 apBos 52 2 —k2 ( )

In (;') —ir=1In (j) : (B.13)

Using

we can reconstruct

I=1 +ILi(kL—(¢g—F)L)

1 1 2m — 1 271 —
= e —— Tl;hl 0606203 - = l;hl %082 . (B14)
R2— (- kP LF2 s Kt ) @-k2 s \-a-Ri

Finally, we come back to the original integral in eq. (4.3), which reads

central 1 dD_2k 1 1 —Oéoﬁos 1 —Oéoﬁos
I —/ 515 — = 1In 5 ———=—In 3 )
2s ) (2m) k2 —(7—k)? (k2 —k (@—k)? —(q— k)1

(B.15)
and perform the transverse momentum integration, to get
D(1+e)(7?)T?(—e) 1 —s
Icentral — _ |:1 () :| . B.1
Gmp— T2 st [P\ Tp) T o0+ (%) (B.16)

22p indicates the principal value.
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