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Factorisation breaking: starts at NLL, full at N2LL
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The (hard) N=4 vertex
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The QC

D gluon Regge trajectory
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redundant amplitude information
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MRK amplitude at NNLL
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+ theory independent multi-W terms
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Operator Product Expansions
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Details on projectile OPE
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Rational Functions
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ranscendental Functions
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Infrared Structure
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