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We develop an Effective Field Theory approach for jet observables in heavy-ion collisions, where
the jet is treated as an open quantum system interacting with a hot and dense QCD medium. Within
this framework, we derive a novel factorization formula for inclusive jet production, expressed as a
series expansion with an increasing number of radiating subjet functions that encode forward scat-
tering with the Quark-Gluon Plasma, convolved with perturbative matching coefficients. This work
provides a systematic framework for computing jet observables at higher order and understanding
their non-perturbative aspects, paving the way for future applications in heavy-ion phenomenology.

In his seminal work [I], J. D. Bjorken hypothesized
that a transient quark-gluon plasma (QGP) could be
produced in proton-proton (pp) collisions alongside high-
energy quark and gluon jets, which may lose energy as
they traverse the QGP. This remarkable phenomenon
of “jet quenching” was observed in Au-Au collisions at
RHIC and later at the LHC, spurring significant experi-
mental and theoretical efforts to investigate the proper-
ties of the newly discovered state of matter [2HI2).

However, the theory of jet quenching has yet to at-
tain the predictive power of simpler systems, such as
electron-positron or pp collisions and remains a funda-
mental challenge for many-body QCD. The purpose of
this letter is to advance this goal by constructing a sys-
tematic framework for jet observables in ultra-relativistic
heavy-ion collisions (HIC) using the key idea of factor-
ization. The study of jets in pp collisions has achieved
unprecedented quantitative precision with QCD calcula-
tions [13][14] and Effective Field Theory (EFT) tools [15-
17] such as Soft Collinear Effective Theory (SCET) [18-
22]. This has been achieved by using factorization formu-
las [15], 23], that separate perturbative dynamics at short
distances from non-perturbative physics at long-distance
scales encoded in universal functions such as parton dis-
tribution functions (PDFs) for the initial state or shape
functions [24, 25] related to hadronization that can be
extracted from reference processes and lattice data.

An important phenomenon in partonic energy loss is
the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal (LPM) effect [26] 27],
which is a coherent action of multiple scattering cen-
ters that causes energetic color charges to lose energy to
the plasma. This was first understood in the 1990s [28-
40] and phenomenological models were developed to de-
scribe the data [41H44]. However, it was realized that,
because jets are extended multi-partonic systems, inter-
ference between multiple fast-moving color charges oc-
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curs in the plasma, which depends on the resolution
power of the QGP. Any complete theory needs to ac-
count for this interference-driven phenomenon, known as
color (de)coherence [45H48] as well as the LPM effect.

In this letter, we focus on inclusive jet production,
which is crucial for future extensions of the EFT to jet
substructure observables [49]. The relevant cross section
is a histogram of jets based on their transverse momen-
tum pp and rapidity 7, for a fixed jet radius R. We de-
rive a factorization formula for this observable that, for
the first time, allows a clear separation between vacuum
and medium physics at all orders in perturbation theory
while accounting for interference phenomena. We further
show how the in-medium jet evolution can be factorized
from the universal observable-independent dynamics of
the medium. This is a significant extension of previous
results in the literature where EFT techniques were ap-
plied to jets in HIC [50H52]. We work in the narrow-jet
R <1 limit, which has been studied in pp collisions and
is a good approximation even for relatively large values
of R [53H57]. Extending the vacuum factorization to in-
clude medium interactions requires us to treat the jet as
an open quantum system, with several new explicit and
emergent scales that we discuss below.

The EFT landscape. In vacuum, the inclusive jet cross
section involves two scales — the transverse momentum
pr (100 — 1000 GeV) and the jet scale prR. For R < 1,
the separation of these scales allows a factorization of
the cross section in terms of hard and jet functions.
The resummation of logarithms in the expansion param-
eter R is achieved via a DGLAP-type evolution equa-
tion [53] 55, B6]. The presence of the QGP introduces
new scales such as the medium length L, temperature
T, Debye mass mp ~ ¢TI, where g is the QCD cou-
pling, and the mean free path of the jet partons pmfp.
However, the medium dependence of jet observables is
mainly encoded in a single emergent scale, which is asso-
ciated with the transverse momentum gained by a par-
ton, Q2.4 = (k?) ~ g, where § is the jet transport pa-
rameter and L the medium length [32]. Another scale
is the coherence angle 6, ~ 1/(Qmeal), which controls
color decoherence in the medium. This is the minimum
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angular separation for resolving the color of partons [5§].

At current collider experiments, the medium temper-
ature is in the range of 0.5 — 1 GeV, which is a non-
perturbative scale. As a result g ~ O(1) and, mp ~ T.
We denote the jet energy loss scale, i.e., the energy trans-
ported out of the jet by FEj.s. If we model this ef-
fect on the differential cross section as a shift of the
jet pr by Eoss, the nucleus-nucleus AA spectrum be-
haves approximately as doaa/dpr x (pr + Floss) -
The nuclear modification factor, which is the ratio of the
AA to pp cross section can then be approximated by,
Raa ~ (14 Eioss/pr) ™" =~ 1 — n Ejoss/pr + ... . Since,
Raa S1landn ~ 5, we have Ejoss S pr/n < pr, leading
to the following hierarchy of scales

pr > prR 2 Eioss > Qmed 2 T ~ Aqep. (1)

There is another scenario where pr > prR ~ Qmed,
where the virtuality of the jet ~ O(Qmeqa). Observables
with this hierarchy were discussed in the Refs. [59H62],
which is relevant for low-energy or ultra-narrow jets.
Along with the jet radius R, we can define two expan-
sion parameters 5 = Floss/pr , and 6 = Qmed/ Eloss. Any
loss of energy through radiation can only occur at angles
larger than R, implying Floss < Qmed/R so that § ~ R.
Furthermore, we will focus on the hierarchy 8 ~ R, which
is relevant to phenomenological studies. We choose a
frame where the jet is propagating along the z-axis, i.e. in
the light-like direction n* = (1,0,0,1). In what follows,
we adopt the light-cone decomposition of four-momenta
pt =p~ n*/2+ptat/2+ pl, where * = (1,0,0,—1).
To illustrate the phase space of radiation contributing to
our observable, we use the Lund plane [63] representa-
tion, see Fig. It displays the transverse momentum
k1 = z0pr of emissions as a function of their angle 6,
where z is the momentum fraction of the initial parton
that ends up in the observed jet. From the intersection
of the energy constraint z = 1 and the radius R, we can
identify a hard-collinear (hc) mode (blue dot) with mo-
mentum scaling pl'. = (p,., Py, pi.) ~ pr(1, R%, R). The
medium imparts a small transverse momentum @ ,eq to
the jet partons. As shown in Fig.[I] the k| ~ Qmed line
intersects the phase space constraints, 6 ~ R and z ~ 1,
at two distinct points. Hence, we identify two additional
modes: a collinear-soft (cs) mode with momentum scal-
ing p. ~ prB(1,6%,6) where § ~ R and a collinear mode
Pg ~ pT(lvélzué/)a where 0" = 56 = Qmed/pT ~ R2~
The formation time for a radiated parton is given as
tp = zpr/ kf_ and defines a time scale over which interac-
tions with the medium remain coherent. The condition
tp ~ L sets an additional boundary shown by the red line
in Fig. [1 Modes to the right of this line interact coher-
ently with the medium leading to an LPM suppression.
Hence, the collinear medium-induced radiation will be
be suppressed. Another boundary, identified in [64] 65],
corresponds to the relation k% ~ §tp, which will be ad-
dressed in future work. Finally, we show the coherence
angle 6.. Each resolved hc parton within the jet acts as
a source of cs radiation. The collinear radiation remains
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FIG. 1. Lund plane with the measurement and kinematic

constraints for inclusive jet production in HIC. The colored
points at the intersections of different lines represent modes
in the EFT (See main text for details).

unresolved by the medium and does not contribute to
the cross section and will be omitted in the subsequent
discussion.

The shaded gray region in Fig. |1} is the relevant phase
space of emissions that contributes to our observable at
leading power in R, 6 ~ R, and 8 ~ R, which is cap-
tured by two modes — the hc and the cs mode. The
medium-induced cs radiation has much lower energy than
the hc mode and its contribution to jet energy loss starts
at O(B). As a result, relative to the vacuum evolution,
medium effects are power suppressed but may become
a leading power contribution when f ~ 1/n, as dis-
cussed above. The medium is made up of soft partons,
which uniformly populate all momentum directions in the
rest frame with momentum scaling p# = pr(R?, R?, R?).
They act as sources for Glauber gluons that scale as
pty = pr(R?, R?, R?) and mediate forward ¢-channel scat-
tering with the cs partons.

Factorization. We now describe a multi-stage factor-
ization formula for the inclusive jet cross section in HIC.
A complete technical derivation of the results presented
hereafter will be given in a longer companion paper [66].

e Hard to hard-collinear regime: We first integrate
out modes with virtuality larger than @ ~ prR. This al-
lows us to factorize the hard-scattering matrix elements,
where the jet is initiated at time scales p;l, from its sub-
sequent collinear evolution in the vacuum and medium at
times larger than pr/Q? ~ (prR?)~'. At this stage, we
identify a single hc mode pj.. accounting for fluctuations
down to the medium scale 7. This mode also includes
the cs, soft, and Glauber contributions described above.
Thus, the inclusive jet cross section becomes

do /1 dz wy
= — Hj(w=—,pu) Ji(z,ws,u). (2
ordn i;g - ( . u) (z,ws, 1) - (2)
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FIG. 2. Illustration of the jet cone and the various color-
coded modes that contribute to the factorized inclusive jet
cross section in heavy-ion collisions.

Here, H; are the hard-scattering functions including also
PDFs, which describe the production of a massless par-
ton ¢ with four-momentum p* and w = p~ denotes its
large comentum component. The functions J; describe
the jet evolution where z = w;/w is the momentum frac-
tion of the jet initiating parton i that ends up in the
measured jet. The momentum fraction z is related to
the jet pr and rapidity n via wy; = 2ppr coshn. The jet
function for a quark is

V4
2N,

Jo(z,wy, p) = /dseis“’Tr[Xn(O)pM?Xn(sﬁ)M}.
3)

J

nHere, x,, is the n-collinear hc Dirac field dressed with
a collinear Wilson line W,, defined in Appendix [ More-
over, pys is the initial medium density matrix, M is the
measurement function defined as M = §(z —w,;/w)Oag,
where ©,1; denotes phase space constraints due to the
jet clustering algorithm. The trace is over color and
Dirac indices as well as all final states. The gluon jet can
be defined similarly, see Appendix [l The physics of the
medium is contained in the jet function and it obeys the
same DGLAP-type evolution equation as in vacuum [53-
57). See also Refs. [67H69].

e Hard-collinear to collinear-soft regime: Next, we
match the hard-hc factorization to an EFT that only con-
tains modes with virtuality at the medium scale Qeq-
In the matching, we only keep terms at leading power
in Qmed/(prR), i-e., we drop hard interactions with mo-
mentum exchange k; = |k| ~ prR > Qmed, which are
power suppressed. The physical picture is that the vac-
uum evolution of the jet leads to a high-energy collinear
parton cascade, producing a collection of hard subjets or
prongs that propagate through the medium. Each sub-
jet (hc mode) defines a new direction inside the jet and
acts as a source for cs radiation as shown in Fig. [2| The
physics of color decoherence is encoded in the interfer-
ence of the cs radiation sourced by these subjets. We
split the hc field into three modes: the hard-collinear,
collinear-soft, and soft modes A}, — A}, + A + A and
Xhe — Xhe + Xes + Xs With the respective momentum
scalings as introduced in the previous section. There-
fore, we refactorize the jet function in Eq. in terms of
a series with an increasing number of cs subjet functions
convolved with perturbative matching coefficients

1 +o0 ML dQ(n. !
Hewr) = [ a2 [ aestely —ws - ST [ e (fuh 'ty = 222 ) S
0 0 m j=2 T

(4)

which holds up to power corrections O(Qmed/(prR)), Here, u and pcs are the hard and collinear-soft factorization
scales, respectively. In SCET, one usually sets pcs = p. The cs functions S, are defined as

Sm({n}, €, 1) = Tr|Upy (1) ..U (n1)Uo () prr UG (RYUS (1), .U, () M| (5)

where {n} = {n1,na, ..., vy } denotes the directions of the
m collinear subjets. Additionally, we have n;-n; ~ R for
i # j and M = Oy150(e—n-Ploss) Where € is the energy loss
due to radiation escaping the jet. The Wilson line Up(71),
which ensures gauge invariance, describes an unresolved
effective charge moving in the opposite direction. The
path ordered Wilson line reads

U(n) = Pexp [ig /0 dsn-Ann)| . ©)

m—l)

The perturbative coefficient C;_,,, starts at O(a?”

(

and describes the vacuum production of m partons inside
the jet at pairwise angles 6 > Quea/pr ~ R? from
the initiating parton 7. This refactorization takes the
same form as encountered in the context of non-global
logarithms in Ref. [70]. See also [71] [72].

Unresolved jet production. We start by focusing only
on the first term of the series in Eq. (4)), which corre-
sponds to jets that are not resolved by the medium, i.e.,
6. 2 R. An analysis for 8, < R will be left for future
work. A calculation to O(ay) confirms the consistency



between the anomalous dimensions of the various func-
tions in Eq. , which we discuss in more detail in Ap-
pendix [T} In particular, the anomalous dimensions of the
functions C;_.,, and S,, add up to the DGLAP splitting
functions, see Eq. .

Our ultimate goal is to separate the collinear-soft
physics of the jet from the universal soft physics of
the medium. The two corresponding modes have the
same virtuality but are separated in terms of their ra-
pidity. Therefore, we have split the gauge field into
“fast” (collinear-soft) and “slow” (soft) modes: AX (p~ >
v)+A¥(p~ < v), where v is a rapidity factorization scale
[73L[74]. The field describing the fast modes A% can then
be viewed as a quantum fluctuation propagating in the
presence of the background of slow fields A* [7T5HTg].

In this work, we treat the scattering centers, namely,
the soft partons, to be independent or color uncorrelated.
This is valid when /g, is significantly larger than the
color coherence length £p ~ 1/mp in the medium, i.e.,
lmip > Ep. To obtain a factorization, we write the single
subjet function as a series in the number of jet-medium
interactions Sy = Y > an), see Eq. . Here, Sfo) is
the vacuum contribution. At O(n), we have

o d?k;
s €, thes) = (8mag 2n / dz; O(z; — /71
(e e =tsma |1 [ aszowr —om) [ 5

gp(kiaﬂ‘csayaxi_) an)(eykla akn;xl_v'-"rr_y,;,ucsvy) .

(7)

The n = 0 term corresponds to the vacuum contribution
SI(O) = §72¢, with its one-loop expression provided in the
Appendix [[T]] This expression contains a product of n
copies of the medium correlator ¢, which only contains
soft physics (p~ < v) and is defined as

-1 1 dk™ 4, —ikrtik—rt
‘P(k%ﬂa%fﬂ )kQNCQ_lf 27T /d re
Te[02(r, 1,7~ +27)pn02(0,0%,27)) (8)

where O = )ZSSnta%SILXS, for a quark, with the soft
Wilson line S,, = Pexp{ig fi)oo dsn - As(x + sn)}. The
x~ dependence of ¢ is encoded in the density matrix that
is assumed to be slowly varying = > r~. This factor-
ization can be achieved by using the SCET-based formu-
lation developed in Ref. [79] where the Glauber modes
are explicitly sourced by on-shell propagating soft fields
of the medium. The off-shell Glauber mode is integrated
out resulting in effective t-channel exchange operators be-
tween the soft and cs partons at the level of the action, at
leading order in §. The cs dynamics are described by the
standard collinear SCET Hamiltonian. The interaction
Hamiltonian describing forward scattering of a cs gluon
off a soft medium parton, mediated by a single Glauber
exchange and medium-induced cs radiation to all orders
in a5 can be recovered from Ref. [79]. See Appendix

The correlator ¢ depends only on the universal micro-
scopic properties of the medium. It evolves with the full
QCD Hamiltonian and a similar object appears in the
context of saturation [80]. Here, ¢ obeys the Balitsky-
Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL) equation [81), [82] in the
rapidity scale, see Appendix The function anq)
Eq. (]ZD obeys a BFKL equation in all its arguments k;
but with opposite sign compared to ¢. Likewise, it also
has the threshold anomalous dimension vs, (z) ( Eq.
in Appendix [II)), which is associated with the scale ps.
This maintains renormalization group (RG) consistency
in terms of the scales v and ps, respectively. The dense
regime leads to the emergence of a transverse momen-
tum scale Queq in the medium, which is apparent when
multiple interactions are resummed. If this scale is well
separated from the medium scale T, it can lead to novel
logarithmic corrections as noted in Refs. [75] [77, R3HS5].
We leave an analysis of these aspects within the EFT-
based approach developed here for future work.

The jet function at one loop. As a consistency check

of our framework, we compute the one-loop result of Fgl()l
with a single medium interaction. The tree-level result
vanishes since the Glauber gluons do not contribute di-
rectly to energy loss at leading power, while the one loop

result is reads

n

1) _ ozS(Nf —1) 5 / d?72¢q 2k-q
F k = e —
1,q(€7 » L nu) 471'2 k2q2 (q + k)2

Jce (-8 o-a o

. {1 ~ cos [@;q’“)x” 7 (9)

which agrees with GLV results in Refs. [35] [36] [86]. The
BFKL and threshold logarithms that lead to the anoma-
lous dimensions will only appear at O(a?). An alterna-
tive approach known as the Background Field Method
based on the light-cone gauge A~ = 0, which has been
discussed extensively in the literature yields identical re-
sults at leading order in perturbation theory. We discuss
this in Appendix [[TI]

Conclusions and Outlook. In this letter, we derived
for the first time an all-order factorization formula for
inclusive jets in heavy-ion collisions in the framework
of SCET for the phenomenologically relevant kinematic
regime. The factorization leads to a series expansion in-
volving an increasing number of subjet functions that
encode the medium evolution of the jet, convolved with
perturbative matching coefficients. We further write each
subjet function as a series in the number of jet-medium
interactions, while retaining radiative corrections to all
orders. Each term in this series can be factorized in terms
of a medium function that captures the universal micro-
scopic physics of the medium and a process-dependent
jet function, both of which have the same virtuality. The
virtuality of the subjet functions is set by an emergent
medium scale Queq. The possibility that this scale is
perturbative even in a strongly coupled medium when



multiple scatterings are taken into account can precipi-
tate further factorizations. This will determine the uni-
versality of the nonperturbative physics across distinct
jet observables and will be an important question for fu-
ture work. This work also opens up an avenue to address
several other relevant questions including the matching
and renormalization for the resolved case 0. < R, es-
tablishing a connection to the BDMPS-Z framework, the
possibility of non-linear evolution in a dense medium,
and utilizing the power of the EFT approach to compute
higher orders in perturbation theory. In addition, we
hope that this letter will serve as a starting point for a
systematically improvable phenomenological analysis for
jet substructure observables in heavy-ion collisions.
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APPENDIX
I. OPERATOR DEFINITIONS IN SCET

While the operators and Hamiltonians used in the
main text can be found in Ref. [79], we collect them here
for convenience. All of the SCET operators are defined
in terms of gauge invariant building blocks

0
Xn = W;{gn, W, = FT Pexp {zg/ dsﬁ-An(x—i—ﬁs)},

0
Xs :Sjlgs, S, =FT Pexp {zg/ dsn-As(m—i—sn)},
Bl =BM e = [WJZ’DﬁLWn},
B, = BM® = [SIJD;;S,L]. (10)

Here, FT denotes the Fourier transform. These operators
encode bare quarks and gluons dressed by Wilson lines.

Analogous to the quark jet function introduced for the
hard, hc factorization, we can also define the gluon jet
function as

Ty )= g5 / ds €Tt [By 1, (0)par B | (sm)M]

(11)

Further, the subjet function &7 in the hc, collinear-soft
stage of the factorization is evaluated with the Hamilto-
nian

/dt H(t):/dt (Hes(t) + Hs(t) + HCS,S(t))+/ds Ocss(sn) .
(12)
Here, Hs is the standard collinear SCET Hamiltonian, and
Hy describes the dynamics of the soft field, which is the full
QCD Hamiltonian. Moreover, H.ss describes the forward
scattering of the collinear-soft gluon off a soft medium parton.
The Hamiltonian interaction density of the collinear-soft
mode with the soft field is given by

Hess = Ca f“bCBnM 5 (Pt PT)B;‘LP—QO“ (13)

Here, Ca(p) = 8mas(p) and OF =37, o oy 0OF* with

o1t = By, ore = Lpent, 2 p oy phBL.

(14)

2

The medium-induced radiation to all orders is taken into ac-
count by the operator Ocs.s, which is defined as

Ocs-s(sn) = /d2q

where O and Og are gauge invariant operators built out of
collinear-soft and soft fields, respectively. The operator in

Eq. is given by

1 a a
? |:Ocsb7)720bi| (Sn7 q)t ) (15)

0% = 8ra, | PHSETWaP L, — PrgBli St W,

SEW,gB Py — gBM St WagBT, — “2 L ST gGM W |

where G*¥ is the gluon field strength tensor.

II. RENORMALIZATION GROUP
CONSISTENCY OF FACTORIZATION

Here, we discuss the anomalous dimensions for the var-
ious functions that appear in our factorization formulas.
We start with Eq. (4)). For a given function f(z,wys, ),
the RG equation and the associated anomalous dimen-
sion are defined through

Z/ *v}] (S1) £ s 17)

Mddf (2,0,

with 4,7 € {q, g}. For the function C,_1, we find

e C'F

980 (2) =6(1 - 2) @0+3)— 214

W (2) = @qu@), (18)

q—1



with ¢ = In(p/(wsR/2)) and P;; are the DGLAP splitting
functions. The anomalous dimension of the collinear-soft
function S; at one-loop reads

45 s
anngan 4 7
27 2 (1—2),

75, (2) = =0(1 = 2) (19)

where the variable z is defined as € = (1 — z)w’;. We find
78, (2) + 6L, (2) = a,Cp/m Pyy(2), as required by RG
consistency in Eq. . The refactorization leads to the
RG running between the scales prR(1 — z) and prR re-
summing the leading threshold logarithms. A full thresh-
old resummation would also require us to refactorize the
hard function in Eq. . This has been carried out for
the vacuum in Refs. [87HO0], and we leave an extension
to the medium case for future work.

The function ¢(k) defined in Eq. obeys the BFKL
evolution equation in the rapidity renormalization scale
v, and the evolution in y is determined by the QCD beta

function
do(k;v; 1) ozéN /d2 o(usvyp)  k2o(k;v;p)
dlnv k)2  2u(u—k)?
do(ksvip) — asPo
dlnp, - T @(ka v :u‘) . (2())

III. BACKGROUND FIELD METHOD

In this Appendix, we use the background field method
as an alternative approach to computing the fixed order
result in Eq. (@

In the background field method, the medium is repre-
sented entirely by a classical background Glauber (G)
field that is characterized by a vanishing longitudinal
component of the four-momentum, i.e. k= = 0. To iso-
late such a mode, we split the cs field into a cs radiative
part pes ~ prR(1, R?, R) and an off-shell Glauber mode
pa ~ prR(R,R?, R) that mediates t-channel gluon ex-
change with the medium [45] [73, 01, ©92], Acs — Aes+Ac.
Here, we work in the light-cone gauge n- A = A~ =0 as
is customary in high-energy scattering processes. Only
the plus component of the G field contributes to leading
power in R due to the fact that in any given collinear
direction 4, in the A, Wilson line in the function S,,,
Eq. 1’ n; - Ag ~ n:Ag —ni - Ag,1 ~ Ag. Here,
we used that Ag— ~ Ag,, for a dynamical plasma and
n;, 1 ~ R < n; ~ 1. The corresponding Hamiltonian
density reads

Hint [ACS7 AG} = 2igTI‘(8 Ai; J_) [AE’ Acs,;tl]
= (a Aill)Ab +Acs ulfabc . (21)
The remaining parts of the Hamiltonian encompass the

full QCD dynamics for the cs and G fields, which re-
side on different sides of the rapidity cut. However,

to perform explicit calculations of observables involv-
ing the expectation values of the G field, additional as-
sumptions are needed. These include how the G field
is sourced by the plasma’s color charges and the extent
of its correlation length. For fixed order calculation one
invokes that the G field can be described by a classical
field that obeys the Yang-Mills equations of motion [91],
AL(z) = -02 AL (2~ ,2,07) = J* (27, 2,0%), in the cen-
ter of mass frame. Second, Ag is typically treated as a
stochastic field obeying Gaussian statistics, cf. Eq. .
This procedure is reminiscent of the high-energy factor-
ization approach in the Color Glass Condensate Effective
Theory [93].

The single subjet Wilson line Uy (n), Eq. (6], can be
expressed as a sum over the number of cs and Glauber
modes, n and m, respectively:

o0
S (22)

n=0,m=0

Here, we shall simply present the next-to-leading order
contribution in both the cs and Glauber fields. We want
to compute the one-gluon production amplitude (k|U|0).

For a large medium length, we recover the sum of the
Lipatov vertex in light-cone gauge and the early radiation
of a soft gluon followed by the rescattering of the fast jet
color charge [36], B6] (for details see Appendix A in [94])

a _ k) €@ . q
) 2 abctc/ |:€)\ (q _SA
oI kLl (g—Fk)? q?

+oo Zi - b
x/ dy ez Y Ag’ (y~, k)
0

{¢lU]0)

() -q oo b, —
—2gtt AL = dy~ (ig)t" AE" (y7)-
q 0
(23)
Squaring the amplitude, accounting for virtual correc-

tions, and integrating over the momentum of the radiated
gluons while incorporating the measurement function, we

obtain " g
Silen) 280+ gt [ [ oo
X [6a —e) - 6<e>] 0 (|q - ;1)

o [ N

with F, 1 given in Eq. @D Integrating over q and ¢~
in the second term yields the integral over u of the cs
anomalous dimension given by vs,, Eq. .

Here (k) = ¢(k,v = 0) is the initial condition for the
BFKL evolution, which, to leading order, reads yo(k) =
g*/k? for |k| > mp and is related to the correlator of
background fields as follows [92]

Tr [Ag(k,x*)pMAg»*(fk’,x’*)] = (A (k, 2 )AL (—K 7))

4g CF

(11 € N’vk z )SDO(k’xi)a

- % ook, 2 )o@~ — 2’ )(2m)25(k — k). (25)
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