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We present a theoretical formalism for calculating first-order in opacity radiative energy
loss, incorporating the spatial and temporal temperature evolution of the Quark-Gluon
Plasma (QGP) in a finite-size QCD medium with dynamical (i.e., moving) constituents.
The derived expressions allow for the inclusion of arbitrary temperature profiles, enabling
detailed calculations of radiative energy loss across various evolution scenarios. This ad-
vancement is crucial for utilizing high-p, observables to constrain QGP properties through

precision QGP tomography.

I. INTRODUCTION

The suppression of high transverse momentum (p;) hadrons in heavy-ion collisions is a powerful
probe for understanding the properties of the Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) [1H4], a state of matter
believed to have existed shortly after the Big Bang [5]. Jet quenching [2], observed in high-p; Raa [6-
9], ve, and higher harmonics [I0HI4], is directly linked to the energy loss of fast partons as they traverse
the QGP and can be used to probe the QGP properties [I5H31]. Theoretical predictions of jet quenching
rely heavily on precise calculations of medium-induced energy loss, traditionally performed under one or
more simplifying assumptions—such as a constant-temperature QCD medium, static scattering centers,
or vacuum-like propagators (see [32H41], as well as various extensions of these methods, e.g., [42-
[49]). While these approaches have provided valuable insights, they inherently limit the applicability of
such studies, particularly in QGP tomography, where spatial and temporal variations in the medium’s
temperature and the dynamic nature of QGP constituents are critical factors.

Our previous work laid the groundwork for understanding radiative and collisional energy loss
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in a finite-size, finite-temperature QCD medium composed of dynamical (i.e., moving) QGP con-
stituents [38], B9]. We demonstrated [50] that including these effects is essential for accurately describ-
ing the interactions of high-p, partons with the QGP formed in UltraRelativistic Heavy Ion Collisions
(URHIC). While these findings are crucial for mapping out the dense QCD plasma created at the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) and the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC), they were developed under the
assumption of a constant-temperature QGP and thus do not fully capture the complexity of a realistic,
evolving QGP medium.

This manuscript extends our dynamical energy loss formalism [38] 39] to incorporate the effects of
an evolving QGP on radiative energy loss, considering temperature variations under local equilibrium
assumptions. This extension is essential for modeling energy loss in a medium where temperature varies
with both position and time, aligning the formalism more closely with the conditions encountered in
RHIC and LHC experiments, where the QGP undergoes spatial and temporal evolution.

Building on the dynamical energy loss formalism from our earlier works, we derive energy loss
expressions by calculating all relevant Feynman diagrams in a finite-size QGP using finite temperature
field theory and the Hard Thermal Loop (HTL) approach, and assuming local thermal equilibrium.
This new formalism allows detailed calculations of radiative energy loss for arbitrary, spatially, and
temporally varying temperature profiles, enabling high-p, observables to be used as precision tools for
constraining QGP properties through tomography, as outlined in the Conclusion.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In the Methods and Results section, we derive the first-order
in opacity medium-induced radiative energy loss expression under the assumption of a temperature-
evolving QCD medium. The assumptions behind our calculations are presented in Appendix A, with
detailed calculations of contributing Feynman diagrams in Appendices B-M. To facilitate the derivation
of results, we follow the procedure and notation from [38| [39], allowing for direct comparison and
enabling readers to track the step-by-step inclusion of medium evolution into the dynamical energy
loss formalism. While there are overlaps in methodology and figures, this approach ensures that the
transition to a more complex, temperature-evolving medium is clear and accessible. In the Conclusion,
we explore the implications of our results for QGP tomography, summarize our findings, and provide

an outlook for further research.



II. METHODS AND RESULTS

A. Medium-Induced Radiation Spectrum

This section outlines the calculation of the medium-induced radiation spectrum for a high-p, parton
(jet). We consider a high-p; parton produced at 7o = 0 at an arbitrary position (z¢, 39), propagating in
an arbitrary direction characterized by the angle ¢. While the specific initial temperature T'(zg, yo) and
jet direction are not the primary focus in this study, they serve as starting parameters for describing the
temperature evolution along the jet’s path. As the jet propagates through the medium, it encounters a
temperature profile that evolves as T'(xo + 7 cos ¢, yo + 7 sin ¢), where 7 represents the proper time [18§].

When the temperature experienced by the high-p| parton drops below the transition temperature
T. = 155 MeV [51]], we assume that the jet has exited the QGP [I§]. At this point, the calculation of the
energy loss is terminated. The total path-length L of the high-p, parton in this study corresponds to
the distance traveled by the parton from its creation point (zo,yo) at 7o = 0 until it leaves the medium,
i.e., until the condition T'(xo + 7 cos ¢, yp + 7sin @) < T, is met.

This derivation focuses solely on the dependence of energy loss on the temperature profile along
the jet’s path, without delving into the specifics of initial conditions or jet orientation. Such a general
treatment provides a robust analytical baseline, essential for developing frameworks like DREENA [17,
18] to calculate high-p; observables. For the above expressions, the position along the trajectory is
directly proportional to the proper time 7. Consequently, we introduce the integration variable dr,
where 7 represents the proper time along the path of the high-p | parton.

Medium-induced radiative energy loss arises from gluon radiation caused by collisional interactions
between a high-p, parton and the medium. In this study, we derive the first-order opacity radiative
energy loss, considering a single collisional interaction between the high-p, parton and the medium,
accompanied by the emission of one gluon [38], 39).

As in [38],[39, 52], we describe the medium as a quark-gluon plasma at temperature 7" and zero baryon
density, consisting of ny effective massless quark flavors in equilibrium with gluons. The key distinction
between [38, [39] and this study lies in the treatment of the medium’s thermal equilibrium. In [38] 39],
a global thermal equilibrium was assumed, where the temperature 7' is constant throughout the QGP
evolution. In contrast, this study accounts for local thermal equilibrium, incorporating temperature
variations as the QGP evolves in space and time.

The formalism for energy loss in a finite-size dynamical QCD medium is detailed in Appendices [BHL]

where the diagrams are evaluated using finite-temperature field theory [53, [54] and HTL-resummed



propagators [54].

In Appendices we provide analytical derivations for 24 Feynman diagrams [38] that contribute
to the first-order opacity energy loss. Each diagram represents a jet source J producing a high-p |
parton, which subsequently radiates a gluon with momentum k = (w, k., k) while exchanging a virtual
gluon of momentum ¢ = (qo, ¢z, q) with the medium. The jet emerges with momentum p = (E, p., p).
Following [35], we assume J varies slowly with momentum, so J(p + k + q) = J(p + k) =~ J(p). Since
the high-p, parton is produced at 7 = 0, it can initially be either on-shell or off-shell, allowing more
than one cut of the diagram to contribute to the energy loss, as detailed in the Appendices. These cuts
interfere with each other, contributing to the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal (LPM) effect [55] at high

jet energies.

B. HTL Propagators

The HTL gluon propagator accounts for both transverse and longitudinal components [56H59] and

is expressed as:

P Q)

D= T E o) ®

—

where [ = (lp,[) is the 4-momentum of the gluon. The transverse and longitudinal projection tensors,
P, (1) and Q. (1), are associated with the transverse (II7) and longitudinal (II) form factors of the
HTL gluon self-energy, given by:

w0 =[] w5 ().

where y = ly/ m and p is the Debye screening mass.
To simplify the calculations, we work in the Coulomb gauge, where the non-zero components of the

projection tensors reduce to:

ij iy U 00 ? ;3 2
PI(l) = =6 +l?a Q (l):—l:2:1—l:2:1—y. (3)

The exchanged gluon carries spacelike momentum [60-62], so only the Landau damping contribution
(g0 <|q]) from the cut HTL effective propagator D(q) [60, 611 [63] is relevant. Conversely, the radiated
gluon has timelike momentum k = (w, E), and its amplitude involves the quasi-particle contribution for
w > |k| from the cut propagator D(k) [53, 54, [64], which naturally separates these two contributions in

momentum space.



C. Gluon Radiation Spectrum in a Locally Thermalized, Temperature-Evolving Medium

We use the same kinematic approximations as in [34H38], assuming the validity of the soft gluon
(w < E) and soft rescattering (w > |k| ~ |q] ~ qo, ¢-) limits. After evaluating the diagrams detailed in
Appendices Bl[] the interaction rate is given as:

1 1
I(E) = EMtot = E(MLO + M1+ M 2), 4)

where M g, My,1, and Mo correspond to contributions with zero, one, or two ends of the exchanged
gluon ¢ connected to the radiated gluon k. The invariant distribution of jets N, determined by the

effective jet source current [35], is:

3
Ny = Dn [ Gl WP o)

where D = 3 accounts for the jet colors.

The results for M; o, after combining Egs. (B26)-(F3), are:

3 2
Mo = / dT/ 32E |2/ (2%52(,0/(;732 494[ta’t0][tcjta]T v@T)

X m (1 - cos(g(T)T)) , (6)

or equivalently:

dx d’k d?>q Crosg
My = DR/ dT/ o) 32E |2 ara“kaq URr Co(@)asT v(q, T)

xr m T s

X m (1 - COS(f(T)T)) , (7)

where x(T) = M?2? + mg(T)7 T = kQ;gLT), and v(q,T) is the effective potential. Here, we used

[ta,te][testa] = C2(G)CrDR, with Co(G) = 3, Cr = 4/3, and Dr = 3. In all expressions in this

manuscript, we note that the temperature T is defined as in Subsection ITA, from which we see that it
explicitly depends on the proper time 7.

Similarly, the results for M 1, obtained from Egs. —, are:

dx d’k d*’q Cgra
= 2D d W =—-— s ST T
Wi = 20n [ dr / g ) [ S T 0@t (e, T)

(k+q)
(k* +x(T ))((k +q)* +x(T))

(1 - cos(((T)T)) , (8)

where ((T') = %



Finally, combining Egs. (K3) and (L4), M2 becomes:

dx d’k d>q Cprag
= o [ ar [ b [T Cr oG uig

2(k + q)*
((k+q)* +x(T))?

Using Eqs. —@, the interaction rate reduces to:

(1 cos(c(T)n)) - (k:2+k>j(T))2 (1 cos(e(r))

L 2 2
I(E) - / dr [ LR Cras o oo 1 (g, T)
0

r ™ T 7T

2(k +q) < k+q B k
(k+q)+x(T) \(k+q)?+x(T) k>+x(T)

> (1 - COS(C(T)T)) , (10)

leading to the differential gluon radiation spectrum:

d?N,oq _ d’k d%q 1 Cprag

dedr T T x T Co(GasT v(q, T)

2(k+q) ( k+gq B k
(k+q)*+x(T) \(k+q)*+x(T) k> +x(T)

) (1 - COS(C(T)T)) . (11)

By assuming a constant temperature and integrating over 7, this expression directly reproduces the

gluon radiation spectrum from [3§].

D. Generalization Towards Magnetic Screening and Running Coupling

As noted in [3§], in the pure HTL approach, each diagram contributing to energy loss in a finite-size
dynamical QCD medium is logarithmically divergent as the transverse momentum of the exchanged
gluon approaches zero, i.e., ¢ — 0. This divergence arises from the contribution of transverse gluon
exchange to radiative energy loss [65]. While Debye screening renders the longitudinal exchange infrared
finite, the transverse exchange leads to a well-known logarithmic singularity due to the lack of magnetic
screening [54] in the HTL approach. However, the infrared divergences are naturally regulated when all
diagrams are accounted for, as shown in [38].

Different non-perturbative approaches [66H68] suggest a non-zero magnetic mass at RHIC and LHC.
Non-perturbative effects are, therefore, important for a realistic description of energy loss interactions
suitable for QGP tomography. In [69], we generalized the energy loss formalism to consistently include
non-zero magnetic screening, modifying the HTL effective potential v(q,T") from

wurr pe(T)?
a*(q® + (1)) (@ + pe(T)?) (¢* + pm(T)?)’

where pup(7T) and pp(T) represent the electric and magnetic screening masses, respectively, with the

(12)

magnetic-to-electric mass ratio approximately given by pa(T)/pue(T) ~ 0.6 [68].



The electric screening (Debye mass) pg(T') is self-consistently determined by solving the expression

from [70]:

pe(T? | (pe(T)? _ 1+ Ng/6 ([ 4nT \* (13)
A2QCD AZ)CD 11—2/3Nf Agcp ’

leading to [29]

e =\ [Ny )
where
a2
=5 () (15

and W is Lambert’s W function, while Agcp is the perturbative QCD scale. This procedure ensures
that pg(T) is consistent with lattice QCD [70].

Although the derivations in the appendices assume constant coupling, we include the running cou-
pling ag(Q?), defined as [71]:

4
(11 —2/3Ny) ln(QQ/AéCD) ’

as(@%) = (16)

where the coupling enters the radiative energy loss expression as ag(FE T as(w) (see also [72]).

By incorporating these considerations into Eq. (11]), the radiation spectrum becomes:

PNua [ Pk d2q 2C0RCo(G) T as(BET)as(*D)  jip(T)2 — iy (T)°

xT

dxzdr T om x s (@® + p(T)?) (g2 + pe(T)?)

(k+q) (k+q) Kk o [+ X(T)
a1 x(T) <(k+q)2+x(T) k2+x<T>> (1 ( B )) 17

which represents the evolution-dependent expression used to further develop the QGP tomography

framework, DREENA [I7, [18].

This study does not include numerical analyses of energy loss or the radiation spectrum, as these are
inputs to the DREENA framework [I7, 18], a tool for studying the properties of QGP [26H29]. Detailed
numerical results can be found in the original references [17, [I§]. Instead, this work focused on deriving
the radiation spectrum expression in an evolving medium, which is a key component of the DREENA
framework. The full derivation, presented in the Appendices for the first time, addresses an important

methodological aspect and provides deeper insights into energy loss in an evolving QGP medium.



IIT. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have extended our previously developed dynamical energy loss formalism to include
the space-time temperature evolution of QGP. This extension naturally incorporates temperature evo-
lution within the dynamical energy loss framework, which is essential for accurate QGP tomography.
By allowing for arbitrary spatial and temporal temperature profiles, the presented formalism offers a
more realistic treatment of the QGP medium as encountered in heavy-ion collisions.

The derived energy loss expression has been successfully integrated into our DREENA framework,
designed for precision QGP tomography. DREENA allowed us to constrain bulk QGP parameters by
combining low-p, and high-p, theory with experimental data, providing new insights into the properties
of this extreme state of matter. The ability of the framework to account for arbitrary temperature
evolution significantly enhances its accuracy and applicability to experimental data from RHIC and
LHC, marking a substantial advancement in our understanding of jet-medium interactions and the

properties of the QGP.
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Appendix A: Notation, assumptions and the propagators

In the following appendices, we perform the calculations using light-cone coordinates [73]. The
light-cone space-time coordinates [z7, 2™, x| and momentum coordinates [p*, p~, p] are related to the

laboratory frame coordinates (¢, z, ) and (E, p,,p) as follows:

T = (t+2), 27 = (t—2), (A1)
p+ = (E+p.), p =(E—p:), (A2)
where x and p are the transverse coordinates.

We consider a quark jet of finite mass M and large spatial momentum p’ > M, produced inside the

medium at the point zy. For simplicity, we choose the initial momentum of the quark jet to be aligned



along the z-axis:
P =[E"p",0]. (A3)

We consider the momentum of the virtual exchanged gluon and the radiated real gluon to be, respec-

tively:

q = [q+)q_aq] - (Qqu) = (q07q27q)7 qo0 S |Q|’ (A4)
k= [kt k™, k] = (koK) = (ko, k., k), ko > |K|. (A5)

We assume the validity of the soft gluon (w < E) and soft rescattering (|q| ~ |k| < k.) approxima-

tions [34H38]. Together with the conservation of energy and momentum (p’ = p + k + ¢), one obtains:

(A6)

2 2
_ p+M
p=|E",p =7,p}-

B+
For the calculation of the Feynman diagrams in Appendices [B[] we require the light-cone propa-
gators G1, (z), GZ

(x), and G_4(z) (the latter not being in light-cone coordinates) for the quark jet
p, the radiated gluon k, and the exchanged gluon ¢q. The relevant propagators are derived in Ref. [3§].

The propagators for the exchanged gluon are given by:

v —uv v d4q —1g(x;—x;
DY (2 — wj) = D2 (w; — wj) ~ DAY (2 — x5) ~ /WD;TVG alwi=ei), (AT)

where D~ (q,T) is the effective 1-HTL cut gluon propagator for the exchanged gluon [52]:

2
D2, (¢,T) =6 ( - §%> (1+ f(q0.T)) 2Im <q2_PHu;(((2 7t QZ—QﬁLL((Z) T)> , (A8)

where f(qo,T) = (/T —1)~1. (¢, T) and (¢, T) (see Eq. ) are the transverse and longitudinal
gluon self-energies, respectively. Additionally, P, and @, represent the transverse and longitudinal
projectors of the HTL gluon self-energy, respectively.

Since the exchanged gluons are virtual, with momentum given in Eq. , only the Landau damping
contribution from the gluon spectral function contributes to the above propagator.

In a finite-temperature QCD medium, the relevant radiative gluon propagator can be simplified
as [64]:
Dt (x; —xj) = DZM(x; —xj) = /%9(1€+)P“”(l§)eik(wi%) (A9)

., B
Dﬁ_;'_(wz_x]) :/(271')32(,()PM (k)e k(i J), (AlO)
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where w(T) ~ /K2 + m2(T) and k% = w + k.. The gluon mass is given by mgy(T) ~ w(T) /2 [64],
with u(T') being the Debye mass. The four-momentum & can then be expressed as:

k24+m2(T
k"my(T) ),k]

— + .- —
k=K== (A11)
The relevant propagators for the quark jet are given by:
_ dptd?p (s
Ai+(.%'z - .’EJ) = A__(:Ui - .T]) = /Wﬁ(p"')e p(wi—;) (A12)
d3p (o
Ay (2 —x;) = —ip(zi—z;) Al
+(xi —xy) / (27r)32Ee (A13)

Furthermore, in [52], it was shown that it is reasonable to assume ¢, ~ |g|. Since |k| < k. and
q. ~ |q| ~ |k|, we then have ¢, < k,. Therefore, we get k,+q, ~ k, and p,+k.+q. = p,+k. = p.+q. =

p,. Now, we define:

xz—%i) ) (A14)

xX(T) = M?a? +m2(T)

k? + x(T
gy = B
k+q)* + x(T
cr) = qiE+X( )
2 12
() -y = EHD K (A15)

Finally, since £(7T),¢(T) < |k|~|q|, and ¢, ~ |q| ~ |k|, we obtain £(T),({(T) < q., which leads to

the following relations:

¢ +ET) = ¢" = (- —&T) = " — ¢
¢ +CT) = ¢ —(¢: —CD)) =" —q.

¢ £ —ET) = ¢" = (g: = (&T) = <D))) ~ ¢’ —¢... (A16)

For clarity in presenting the cumbersome expressions in Appendices [BHL] we will not always explicitly
indicate the T' dependence in w, mg, i, x, &, ¢, D7 (q); however, it is understood that these variables
depend on T. We assume that the QGP is in local equilibrium, meaning the temperature changes
gradually with position and time. This study analytically derives the energy loss along the jet’s path,
focusing on the temperature profile’s dependence on proper time 7. Since the position along the jet’s
trajectory is directly proportional to 7, the temperature T in this study depends only on 7, as described

in Subsection ITA.
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To simplify the comparison between constant 1" and evolving T medium, in the following appendices,
we keep the same notation and structure of the Feynman diagrams as in [38]. In all Appendices, the
diagrams are labeled as follows: In M ; ; ¢, the number 1 indicates contributions to the energy loss at
first order in opacity; ¢ specifies how many ends of the virtual gluon ¢ are connected to the radiated
gluon k; and j identifies the specific diagram within that class. The letter C indicates the central
cut of the diagram, while in subsequent sections, the letters R and L will denote right and left cuts,
respectively. Also, similar to Ref. [38], the calculations in Appendices are performed under the

assumption of a perturbative high-temperature QGP.

Appendix B: Calculation of Diagram M; o 1.¢

In Appendices BlE] we compute the amplitudes of diagrams where both ends of the exchanged gluon
q are attached to the jet, i.e., neither end is connected to the radiated gluon k, and no three-gluon

vertex is involved. This appendix presents the calculation of the diagram shown in Fig.

Mio1,c

X{—-xg<2L X;—Xg<2L

FIG. 1: Feynman diagram M ¢ 1,¢, contributing to radiative energy loss at first order in opacity. The left (right)
gray ellipse represents the source J, which produces a high-p, parton with momentum py (ps) at time zq ().
Large dashed circles denote effective HTL gluon propagators [64]. The cut gluon propagators with momenta k
and ¢ correspond to the radiated gluon and a collisional interaction with a parton in the medium, respectively.
Specific time points are denoted by z;. Calculations are performed in the light cone coordinate system, with
conditions =] — 2§ < 2L and 27 — 2] < 2L, ensuring that the collisional interaction occurs before the high-p

parton exits the QGP. The total path-length L traversed by the high-p; parton represents the distance traveled

from its creation point (zg,yo) at 7o = 0 until the condition T'(xzg + 7 cos ¢, yo + 7sin ¢) < T, is satisfied.
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5
Mipic = /Hd4$iJ($o) AT, (z1—20) vt (1) DM (x4 — 21) AT, (22 — 21) v (22)
XD (x3 — x2) A4 (w3 — 2) v, (x3) AZ_ (x4 — x3) v, (24) AZ_ (w5 — x4) J (25)
<b(t — o) 0 (af — o) 0 (2L — (af —28)) 0 (oF — )0 (o —a)
x0 (2L — (zf — 7)) . (B1)
Here J represents the source of the jet, A corresponds to the jet propagator, D denotes the gluon

propagators, and v represents the vertices. Using the expressions for the propagators provided in the

previous section, we obtain:

1016’ /Hd z;J 1'0 / / +d2 zp2~(xlxo)/ d* q D (q T) —ig(z4—1x1)
(2m) 32])2 (2m)d T
/ / dpl d D1 —zpl.(;vz—aq) (—ig (p2 +p1)# ta)

(2m)32pf

d3k —ik-(x3—x2) d3p —ip-(r3—22) ; P
x(—1) mp o (k)e me (—ig (p1 +p)’te)

+ 2
/ / d *74103 (za—x3) (zg P +p3 / / dp4 d P4 —1p4-(:r57x4)
27T 32}73 (2m)32pf

o oy a0 )8 (o5 )8 o1 - (o e 8 (e —22)

x0 (z3 —x4)9(2L (zf —27))

d +d2 ; 3 3 4
/ / £ = B / dk / P aq g4tatctctal (B2)
(2m)32pf ) (2m)32w ) (27m)32E ) (2m)*

where

I = /Hdm vt o) 0 (a5 — )0 (2L — (af — ) 0 (ef —a3) 0 (a5 o)
x0 (2L — (x5 — af)) e7 P2 (@1720) =i (@a—a1) o —ipr-(@a—a1) =ilpHk)-(3—22)  —ips-(wa—23)
xe P (Es=) T (30) J (25) (p1 + p2)" Dy (0, T) (p3 + pa)” (p + p1)” Poo (k) (p + p3)”
= I’ (p2—p—k—a) ") > (p2—p—k—q) (27)’5 (1 —p—k)") 6* (p1 —p— k)
x(2m)*6 (p3 —p—k)")8* (D3 —p— k) 2m)°0 (s —p—k —q)") * (s —p -k —q) I,

(B3)
where

R TR v Sl R T
I = dxy e 2 dri"e 2 1 dzrs ez 3
0 0 0

2L
/ da'f e3P P05 (31 po ) D> (0. T) (ps + pa)” (9 + p1)° Po(k) (0 + p3)° . (B4)
0
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Here @) = 1 — xo, 2 = 9 — 21,04 = T3 — T4, T) = T4 — T5.

By applying the § functions from Eq. (B3 and using

2 2
_ p;i+M
P =T, (B5)
D;
_ k2 +my(T)?
k™ = 71#9 : (B6)
we obtain (noting that p+k+q=0—p+ k= —q):
2 2
_ _ qg+M
Py b3 (p+k)+ ( )

In the soft gluon and soft rescattering approximation, we find (where x = g—:, and &(T) and ((T)

are defined in Eq. (A15)):

_ K+ x(T)
(mm—p—Fk)" ={@s—p—k) :xT:—ﬁ(T),
_ (k+q)?+x(T
(p2—p—k) = ( m)E+ q) _ —¢(T). (B8)
Similarly, for highly energetic partons [3§],
p - 4k?
(0 +p1)" Poo (k) (p+p3)” ~ ——o
2
(1 22)" Puo(a) (03 +p0)” = = o1+ p2)" Quula) (s + )" = =B 2, (B9)

By using Eq. and Eq. (AS), (p1 +p2)" Dy, (¢, T) (p3 + pa)” becomes

Pu(q) N Quv(9)
¢* —Tr(q,T) ¢*—Tp(q,T)

9 2

~ 4o +24 ! !

~ 0<1_?> f(qovT)E ﬁEQIm <q2—HL(q,T) B qz_HT(qu)>
= F(QO)QZa(LT)’ (Blo)

(01 + p2) D20, T) (3 + pa)” ~ (1 + pa)*2Im ( ) (05 + p1)”

where f(qo, T) = (e®/T — 1)1, For small qo, f(go,T) can be expanded to [52]
[0, T) ~T/qo. (B11)

By using Eqgs. (B5)-(B11)), Eq. (B4) reduces to

o] . e ) 2 L L
I = 4 / daly e €T / dalt 3T —;lf / dl, T+l / dly e~ ST+l
0 0 0 0

9 9
W \7T 124 < 1 1 >

x0(1— —F 2Im — , B12

( az) qo q2 ¢* =TI (¢, T) ¢*—Tir(q,T) (B12)

where [} = 27/2 and Iy = 2t /2.
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Further, by using soft gluon, soft rescattering approximation, we have ((T")+q~ ~ ¢~ [52]. Therefore,

— 2 L L L o 2 2
n = 101k / dly " ’1/ dlye™ " 140 (1— % >E+2q
0 0

)2 2* q)7 92

« Lot ( ! ! ) (B13)
L otm _ ’
qo @?—-Ur(q,T) ¢>—-Mr(q,T)

where the second line of Eq. (B13) depends on the temperature 7', which also affects &(T),111(q,T),

and IIp(q,T). Furthermore, the temperature dependence is associated with both /; and l4. However,
since this is a cutoff diagram, {1 and l4 correspond to mirror images of the same position in space and
time. Thus, we associate the temperature dependence with /1. Consequently, Eq. (B13|) simplifies to

L L
I, = / dly el / dly e Gq, T(ly)), (B14)
0 0

_ 16 (4R @N\T e d L
GlaTh)="grp < x? ) ’ (1 ?") qu+ TRl <q2 —i(e,T) ¢ - HT(‘J’T)> ’
(B15)

and, as noted above, T explicitly depends on ;.
To calculate the integrals in Eq. (B14)), we note that this part corresponds to the collisional interaction
between the jet and a medium parton [60]. For a constant temperature (7" = const), G(q,T) can be

extracted from the integrals over [y and l4, simplifying Eq. (B14) to:

I = G(q,T) /O dly ' /0 dly e’ "

eiq_L -1 efiq_L -1
= G(q,T)

(B16)

In Ref. [60], we showed that the finite size effects for collisional interactions are negligible, further

reducing this expression to:

2 - L
i 4sin” (457)

TR =2nLé(q). (B17)

To generalize our calculations from 7" = const to the local equilibrium case, we still expect that finite
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size effects for collisional interactions remain negligible. Therefore, I; becomes:

L L
I = /0 /0 dl1dlyG (q,T(l1)) (cos (¢ 1) cos (g™ lg) +sin (g~ 1) sin (q_l4)>
L L
= / dl1G (q,T(l1)) cos (ql1)/ dlycos (g 1s)
0 0

L L
+/0 dllG(q,T(ll))sin(q_ll)/O dlysin (g~ 1)

L in(¢”L L 1- L
= (a6 T eos ™ - [CanG (@ 1) sin i D,
0 0
(B18)
In the limit L — oo, Singqi:m =md(q ™), leading to
L
Il = F(;(q_)/ dllG(q,T(ll))
0
L 1— L
- [ G ) sin g T, (B19)
0

Since we assume local equilibrium, for the second integral in Eq. (B19)), we assume that G (¢,T(l1)) is
a slowly changing function in position and time and can be replaced by (G(q)) = %fOL dlhG (¢, T(lh)).
Then the second integral in Eq. (B19)) becomes:

) —cos(q~
_/0 dl1G(an(ll))Sin(q_l1)1q_(qL)

~ [y (LY

029" L 02—
_ sin® %= sin® (¢~ L)
- <G<q>>( T )
=L00 (G(q)) (27L3(q™) — wLA(g7))

= (G(q))mLd(q™)

~ /0 " G (0. T () (). (B20)
This finally leads to:
I = 276(g") /0 "G (g, T0). (B21)
This leads to the assumption for the collisional integral in Eq. as:
/O ' dle' !~ 2m6(q7), (B22)

which accounts for an additional factor of 2 in Eq. (B22|) due to integration limits and symmetry con-
siderations, as shown in Eqgs. (B14)-(B22|). This result will be used in subsequent diagram computations

to avoid redundancy.
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Therefore, M ,1,c reduces to:

3k k2
2 v a4 .
Ml ,0,1,C / dT/ 32E )‘ /(27r)32w49 tatctcta (kQ—I-X(T))QIq(T), (B23)
where
dq 1 ¢? 1 1
L) = T/ CITR I et <q2 —TL(¢,T) ¢ —Tr(g, T)> ' (B24)

Here, the variable [y is replaced with the directly proportional proper time 7, explicitly assuming that
the temperature T' depends on 7.

In the high-temperature limit, I,(T") reduces to (see Appendix C in Ref. [52] for more details):

d%q
1, =T T B25
Q( ) / (27T)2v(q7 )7 ( )
where v(q,T) = % is the effective potential. Finally, Eq. (B23|) becomes:

L dp Bk d2q k?
M = 4igtctety d 9. \391 ? 4T D e ~me
LoLe /o T/ (27r)32E‘J(p ) / (277)32uJ/ ene ¢ T D g e

(B26)
Appendix C: Calculation of Diagrams M o2,c, M1,0,2,r, and M g2 1
| | |
M, 02,c Moo, : M 02,r |
I I
k, c/ k,c/ k,c/ |
Joo) g, o Ay P o pe SO0 Joo) ) % h Jog) Joo) A 2 Ph Joxg)

O'pmp oy Py Om;l%)ppzzrpsvmoomypzp P a'?v'm
X3—Xg<2L X3—Xg<2L | X3—Xg<2L Xz—Xg<2L |
q,k 'q,a\* q,k I
[
[
FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams M o.2,c, Mi,0,2,1, and My o2 g, labeled equivalently to Fig. The left, middle,
and right panels depict three possible cuts (central, left, and right, respectively) of the same 2-HTL Feynman

diagram, all contributing to the first-order in opacity radiative energy loss.
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We will first calculate the cut diagram M g2 ¢, shown in the left panel of Fig.

5
Mippc = /Hd4wij (z0) AT, (21— 20) vy (21) D, (24 — 21) AT, (22 — 21) v (22) D7, (23 — 12)
xA_i (z3 — 12) v, (23) AZ_ (24 — x3) v, (24) AZ_ (25 — 24) J (5)

X0 (21 —ag) 0 (w3 —27) 0 (2L — (a3 — ) 0 (21 —25) 0 (a3 — 1) 0 (2L = (25 —a5))

o 4 3 3 4
- / / iiz )2p; / (2;1)5% / (2:)52E (3734 gtetatate] ()
where
I = /Hd%z F o) 0 (o5 —af) 0 (2L~ (e — a9)) 6 («F — ) 0 (o] — )
<0 (2L — (xf — &) e P2 E120) ik (i) iy (@2 —1) i) (a3 —22) b ra—2)
xe s =) T (30) T (25) (p1 + p2)" Puv(k) (p3 + pa)” (p+ p1)° D}, (q) (p + p3)”
= [J(p)?27)% (p2 —p1 — k) ") 62 (p2 —p1 — k) 27)%6 (p1 —p—q) ") 6% (1 — P — q)
x(2m)6 (ps —p—q)7) 0% (p3 —p—q) (2m)°0 ((ps —p3 — k) ") 0 (Pa—p3 — k) [, (C2)
and where

i i e , i )zt o —
I, = dx;re—g(m—p—Q) 22 dx1+e_§(p2_p1_) Ty dx3+€§(ps—p—q) 3
0 0 0
I+

T3 i I AN
></ dayr ez PP TR 5 () 4 po ) Py (k) (93 +pa)” (p+p1)° D2, (q) (p+p3)” . (C3)
0
Here, we defined 2} = z1 — 20, @h, = 3 — 20, 24 = x3 — x5, and 2}, = x4 — 5.
Now, by applying the ¢ functions from Eq. (C2), and using Egs. (B5)), , we obtain p; = p; and
Py =Dy

Using Eqgs. and (B10)), I; becomes:
L 20> _ L
I = 4/ dls ei(p1pq)_lz/ dw/1+€;(p2p1k‘)_:vl+/ dlg e!Ps—P=a0)"Is
0 0 0

21 . 2 2 2
% / ’ d$;+€%(p4_p3_k)7xf _45 0 <1 N 4y > ZE+2 q
0

2l

1 1
x2hm <q2 —M.(¢,T) ¢*—r(q, T)) ’ (G4)

where Iy = 257 /2 and I3 = ' t/2. Similar to Appendix the second line of Eq. (C4) depends on

the temperature T through &(T'), (¢, T), and Iy (q,T). Furthermore, the temperature dependence
is associated with both Iy and l3. However, since this is a cutoff diagram, these two correspond to the
mirror image of the same position in space and time, and we associate it with . Similar considerations

are applied in further appendices as well.
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In soft gluon, soft rescattering approximation

2 2
RS AL
(b1 + k= pa) ™ = (1), (©5)

Now, we perform the 3:'1+ and :cf integrations in Eq. (C4)):
I = / dly e~ iP1—p=a) Is (1 _ pilp1+k—p2) l3> / dly eiPs—p=a)" L2 (1 _ e~ ip1t+k—p2) lz) G (q,T) ,(C6)
0 0

where G(q,T) is defined in Eq. (B15).
Here, we note that the spacetime integrations over Il and [3 correspond to the collisional interaction.

We perform the 3 integration using Eq. (B22)), leading to:
L . —
n = 27r/ s [5((p2 = p = — q)7) (1= P+ 16 (py —p—g)7)
0
x (1= ek ) |G g, 7)) (1)

Note that (p1 —p)” < &(T) < |kl |ql, =, leading to:

O(p2—p-k=a)7)+d(p1—p-a)7)) =20 (2 =P~k —q)") ~20(q0 — ¢z),

O(p2—p—k=a))=6(pr—p—a)7)) =~ (a0 — g +&(T)) =5 (q0 —q2)- (C8)
By using Eq. , Eq. finally reduces to:

oL (T E(T)
o= e[t = a1 - — )+ 0 — g+ ET)) — Dlao — 42))

2 2 2
eiig(T)T eig(T)T
“

2 2 )]G(q’T)’ (C9)

where, as in the previous section, the variable [ is here replaced with the directly proportional proper
time 7, and we explicitly assume that the temperature 7" depends on 7.

By using Egs. (C2) and (C9)), and after performing integrations over p1, p2, p3, and p4, Eq. (C1)

becomes:

M /d/ \Q/dgk 44tttt—k2
T clalale
1020 32E (2m)%2w Y (k2 1 (1))

x [2Iq(T)<1 _C Z( T eﬁ(;”) + Jq(T)<e_i£2(T)T . Q%;T)Tﬂ, (C10)

where I,(T) is given by Eq. (B25)), and

. 7
Jo(T) = /(;lTrq)427T (6 (q0 — g- + &(T)) — 6 (g0 — ¢z)) ?21111 <q2 — HlL(q,T) . HlT(QuT)>
d3 27T dF s Yz 7T
= £(T)/ (2753 B2 (qod;]o = do—=0z -0 o
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¥ (q0,3:,9.T) is an odd function of g..
dqo q0=4=z

Finally, by using Eqgs. (B25)) and l , Eq. 1} reduces to:

o [ &%q
Mip2c = 8tctatatc dT 32E D) G | @n )Qg Tv(q, T)

—(k:2 (D) (1 — cos ({(T)T)). (C12)

as

Now we proceed with the cut diagrams M;j g2 1 and Mj g2 g, shown in the central and right panels

of Fig. 2] respectively. We begin with M g9 g:

5
Mipar = /Hd4$i=] (zo) AT, (z1 — zo) v} (21) DM (24 — 1) AT, (22 — 1) v (22)

x D187 (w3 — 20) AT, (23 — w2) v (23) A_y (w4 — w3) v, (24) AZ_ (25 — 24) J (25)

<0 of = 55)0 (5~ )0 05 )0 2L~ (o ~55)) 0 (F - )

dp * d2p; &k dp dq
_ i totatate] C13
/ / (2m)32p7 / (27)32w / emn32E | @n)t? (C13)

where

f:/nﬁa1—%WM>ﬁww>%wm><—mwmqﬂm
w3’ (z1— mo)e—zk (za— 11)e—iP2'($2—ml)e—i(Pl'i‘Q)'(mS—zﬂe_ip'(m4_m3)6_ip4'(x5_z4)J (1‘0) J ($5)
X (p2 4 p3)" Pus (k) (0pa)” (p1 + p2)’ Dy (q) (p + p1)7

T (p)[2(2m)38 ((p3 — p2 — k) T) 6% (p3 — p2 — k) (27)%0 ((p2 — ) *) 8% (P2 — D)

k)
x(2m)*5 (1 —p+a@)") > (p1—p+q) (27)5 (pa—p—k) ") 6* (pa—p— k) I, (C14)

and where

'+

2L ) T ) 00 .
I = / dx/2+e—;(pz—p)‘r’2+/ : dx/1+€—;(p3—p2—k)_w’1+/ dayre= 2Pt A
0 0 0
></ dar e3PPI (py - pa) By (k) (ppa)” (1 +p2)" D3 (a) (p+p1)7 - (C15)
0

Here we defined =) = x1 — o, 2% = 29 — x, 24 = T3 — T2, ) = T4 — T5.
By using Eq. (B5|) and by applying the ¢ functions from Eq. (C14]), we obtain the following relations:
py =p = (p2—p) =0,
. (ptERP+M* M
BN T T
(p+k—ps)” =¢&(T),

(m—p+a) =q . (C16)
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Using Egs. and (B10]), Eq. (C15)) can be written as

21, I oo g [ —Ak? e
I, = / dlg/ dxl 626 / dlse (p1—p+q) 13/0 daﬁfe 2&(T)ay ( — )9(1_3072>
1 1
NTIEL P < - >
© q2 ¢?—Ur(¢,T) ¢*>—Tir(q,T)
/ dls (1—ei5(T)l2) / dly e~ G(g, T(12)), (C17)
0 0

where G(q,T) is defined in Eq. (B15)).

By using Eqgs. (C13)), (C14) and (C17)), M; 2 r becomes

L [e) 3 3
(T L d°p a’k
M = dly(1 — Ml / dlge " 1 / —_— 2 / (=D g Mttt ate

k2 1 d4
X(k2 +X(T))2 E+2 / (27:)14 F(QO;Qz,Q,T). (018)

Similarly, M 02,7, can be computed as

L e’} 3 3
- d°p d°k
M = dly (1 — e %Mk / dly e’ s / —|J 2 / —— (=4 gt otatate

k2 1 d4
T | ey e ) (c19)

Therefore, M 02 r + Mi 2,1, becomes

Moo+ Migas = —4 4tttt/d3p|J( )2/613"’11 (C20)
1,0,2,R 1,0,2,[1 - g ctara“c (27'(')32E p (27T)32UJ E+2 2,

where

L ) 00 L L ) 0 L k2
L = < / diy (1 (T2 / dls el 4 / dly (1 e~k / dls ¢ lB) —
0 0 0 0 (k2 + x(T))

dq
—a 5 q, T
X/(%)4 (90,42,9,T)

1 (L . . o0 - L , A
= / dly (2 _ (M)l _ e—zé(T)lz)/ dlz e I3 +Z~/ dls (ezg(T)lg . e—zf(T)lg)
2 Jo o 0

00 o k2 d*
></ dls sin(q l3)> ( / ( q4 F(q0,9:,q9,7T)
0

k2 +x(T))*J (2m)
1 [k . , L | | N
= / dly (2 _ M _ e—zE(T)lz)Qms(q_) +i/ dly (ezﬁ(T)zz _ e—zf(T)lg) / dls sin(q 1)
2 Jo ; 0
k? dq
Fl g @) 21
X(k2+X(T))2 / (27T)4 (QO,C] q ) (C )
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Finally, by using Eqgs. (C21)), Eq. (C20]) becomes

Mipor+ Mipor =

L d*p 3k k2
= — dly(2 — (M2 _ g=i&(T)l / J 2/2 4tctatatc—f T
| (2 ) | Grpan O | a9 tetatate ool

L 3 3 2
‘ ; i d°p d°k k
_ dlo (€Ml _ —i&(T)l2 / J 2/4 Yotatate———— K (T), (C22
’ /0 2(6 ¢ > (271')32E‘ ) (27)32w g (k2 4+ x(T))? o). (C22)
where I,(T) is given in Eq. (B25)), and K,(T") is given by

00 dgodg,d?q . ,
K, (T) = /O dl; / %(sm(qolg)cos(qzlg)—cos (qol5) sin (¢:03)) F (g0, 4=, ¢, T),  (C23)

F (qo,q2,q,T) is even function of both gy and g, leading to

o0
/ dqo sin (qol3) F' (g0, qz,q,T) = 0,

/ dg sin (g:l3) F' (q0, ¢z, q,T) = 0. (C24)
Therefore, we have
K,(T) = 0. (C25)

Finally, by using Eqgs. (B25)) and (C25)), Eq. (C22) becomes

d3k d?q
Mip2,r+ Mip2L = —4tctatate / dT/ 32E ‘2/(27r)32w/(2 )29 YT u(q,T)

<1 — cos (g(T)T)). (C26)

X—
(k2 + x(T))*

Appendix D: Calculation of Diagrams M; ¢3¢ and M o4.c

| Mi3,c | M p4.c
k% K, %

o) p,x pr /e :i)xs prhx pe I X g Ap :i) X P X pe YOO
H p | v o o p | v Yo o
q,a\ | q,a\ |

X;-xg<2L [ - X5-xg<2L - X3—Xg<2L | W

FIG. 3: Feynman diagrams M o3,c and M g4,c, labeled in the same way as Fig.
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In this Appendix, we compute the cut diagrams M o3¢ and M;j g4 c, shown in Fig. [3l We start with

M 3,0t

5
Mipsc = /Hd%ﬂ (o) AL (z1 — zo) v (1) DX (w3 — 1) AL, (w2 — x1) vy (22) DY (24 — 2)

XA:+ (r3 —x2) v, (x3) AZ_ (x4 — x3) v, (24) AZ_ (25 — 4) J (5)
x0 (zf — ) 0 (x5 —27) 0 (2L — (=1 — azo)Jr) 0 (zf —ad)0 (x5 —a])0 (2L — (w3 — :c5)+) .

(D1)
Following Appendix [B| and the first part of Appendix |C| Eq. (D1]) can be calculated as
L 3 3 2
- d°p d°k d“q
M — otuttate | d (1 _ @5(T>T) / AP ) / / 4T 0(q, T
1,0,3,C /0 T € (271')32E’J(p)| (27_‘_)32w (2 )29 U(q )
k2
X (D2)
(k? +x(T))
Since M 04,c is a complex conjugate of Mj g3 ¢, we obtain
3k d?q
M M = —Atyttat, 2 YTo(q, T
1,0,3,c + M104,c = / / 32E| ()| /(%)3%/(2 )29 v(g,T)
k2
x—(l—cos (T T)) D3
(K + x(T))? (&) (03

Appendix E: Calculation of Diagrams M; 3 r and M; g4,

The cut diagram M o3 g shown in the left panel of Fig. E| can be calculated as

M o3 r | Mo,
|
/ k,c
AX0) - pg 2 [ J(XS) J(X‘J’ P X1 % X5 P Xi Py J(XS)
U - o p v
g,a I
\ 5
X;—-xg<2L | X3— x5<2L
|

FIG. 4: Feynman diagrams M; o3 r and M 04,1, labeled in the same way as Fig.
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5
M170737R = /H d4.%'iJ (.%'0) Ai_‘_ (.%'1 — :L‘o) 'U: (331) D_tiy (.%'3 — :L'l) Ai+ (.fCQ — 1‘1) ’U;_ ($2) Dﬁi_ ($4 - %2)
1=0

x AT, (z3—x2) v} (23) At (w4 — 3) v, (24) AZ_ (25 — 74) J (25)
3
X H0 (zf —27)0(xf —27)0 (2L — (21 — a:o)+) (E1)
i=0

Following Appendix F of Ref. [38], it can be shown that

Mio3r+ Mioar=0. (E2)

Appendix F: Calculation of Diagrams M o5 r and M o6,1,

| My 05.r | My 06,
k’% | ko /@]

Joxo) % X I X Y06 o) ! X X xp Y06

. : = } - =

P3 u P2 vy P1p p [ o P4 P1 ? [ y P2 p P3 o Pa

a, a\ | | q.a\\

-~ | | -
X;-Xg<2L | | X;—Xg<2L

FIG. 5: Feynman diagrams M o5 r and M o¢6,1, labeled in the same way as Fig.

In this Appendix, we calculate the cut diagrams M g5 g and M o6,1,, shown in Fig. |5 We begin with

M o5,R:

5
Miosr = /Hd4flfi=](330) AT, (x1—20) v (x1) DI (22 — 21) AL, (w2 — 21) v)f (22)
=0

X Ai+ (3 — x2) v: (z3) D7 (24 — x3) A4 (x4 — 23) vy (24) AZ_ (x5 — 24) J (x5)

X

0 (2 —ag) 0 (23 — 1) 0 (xf —2F) 0 (23 — 2) 0 (2L — (w1 — 20)") . (F1)

Following the computation of M; 2 r in Appendix [C, Eq. (F1]) becomes

Migsr = —Atgtatet /Ldl i€(T) /oodz —iqlz/dsp |J( )!2/d3k
1,0,5,R — alalcle o 1€ ) 2€ (27T)32E b (27r)32w

k2 dq _ q% 42 q> m 1 _ 1
: (k2+x(T))2/(27T)49<1 ?)g %?321 (qQ—HL(q,T) q2—HT(q,T))('F2)
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Since M 06,1, is the complex conjugate of M g5 r, we obtain

d3k d?q
M105R+M106L— —dtgtatcte / dT/ 32E| (p)|2/(2ﬂ_)32w/(2 )29 TU(QaT)

kQ
xm cos (&(T)7). (F3)

Appendix G: Calculation of Diagrams M 1,c and M 12.¢

| Mi 11,0 | M 2.c

k,C/ [ |
k,c /
ki, b, Xo | / | X3 ki, b

J(x0) Jix5)  J(x0) JOx6)
0 B VL .y Y AL - —

P XopT | v P2 Yo P P B PV T T Xe, T P3

/4q,a q,e\

- -« -~

X3 —Xg<2L | X;—Xg<2L X;—Xg<2L | X3—Xg<2L

FIG. 6: Feynman diagrams M; 1,1,c and M 1,2,c, labeled in the same way as Fig.

In Appendices [G] - [J] we calculate the diagrams where one end of the exchanged gluon ¢ is attached to
the high-p, parton, while the other end is connected to the radiated gluon k. Consequently, a 3-gluon
vertex is involved in the diagrams. Here, we present the calculation of the diagrams shown in Fig. [6]

starting with the cut diagram M 11 ¢:

1oty

5
Miirc = /deiJ (z0) AT, (21— z0) v (21) DI (w2 — 21) V), (22) Ay (w3 — 71)
xDP (x5 — x2) v, (x3) D7 (x4 — x9) vy (w4) AZ_ (24 — 23) AZ_ (x5 — x4) J (25)
x0 (7 —ad) 0 (25 —27) 0 (2L — (22 — 20)7) 0 (2 — x]) 0 (2] — 27)
x0 (QL 1‘4 — $5)+)

o0 / dpl S dkid2k / Be Bp dig
277)32]9Z (2m)32k; ) (2m)32w (27)32E (2m)*

(=0)g* %yt I, (G1)

—0o0
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where
5
I = /Hdazlﬂ (:t:iIr — x(']") 0 (azéIr — xf) 0 (2L — (z9 — xg)+) 0 (xg' — xi‘) 0 (ZL‘I — J:;')
1=0

%0 (2L _ ($4 _ ZL‘5)+) e—ipl (Ltl—ivo)e—ikl(ivz—ah)e—ip(me;—xl)e—ik(acg—;tg)e—iq(q:4—z2)
x e e ] (a0) T (5) (p 4 1) By (k) (977 (ka4 K)

+977(q — k) + g"? (=k1 — @)™ )Pp:,»u(k)Dpig(q) (p+p2)” (P2 +p3)7

= [J(@)I*2m)3% (p1 —p — k1) *) 6% (p1 — p — k1) (2m)36 (ks —k — @) ") 6% (k1 — k — q)

x(2m)%5 (p+k—p2)") 8° (p+k—p2) 20)°6 (p+k+q—p1)") 8 (p+k+q—p1) 1L

(G2)
and where
2L ; — I+ LI,’I2+ i — I+ o0 3 -+
L = / daht ez (kimk=a) a5 / dafFem2(Prmp=k1) / dacg+e_%(p+k_p2) 3
0 0 0
2L . .
X / dxfe_i(““q_pi”) 2 (p+p1) Py (k1) <gp1p3 (k1 + k)P + gP2P3(q — k)P
0
972 (~k1 = @) ) P (K) D}, (0) (0 + 2)" (2 + p3)°
4 /2L It (ke — k)2t i ke o)t
— d$+€ g(kl k—q) ) 1—e 2(p1 k1—p) To
(p2—p—k) " (m—p—hk)" Jo ° < )
2L , )
[ e S g B (k) (97 B+ 1) g )
+9712 (—k1 — @) )Ppgu(k)Dpi,a(Q) (p+p2)” (p2 +p3)7 . (G3)
Now we compute
(p1+p2)" (p+p2)” (P2 + P3)7 Pupy (k1) Pog (k) D, (q) (g”lp‘"’ (k + k1) + g7 (q — k)™
PP (—ky — q)ps)
~ {(p1 + p2)" Pup, (k1) PO (k) (p + p2)"} {(k + k1)” D, (q) (p2 + p3)” }
)o(- ) r e (e )
~ (-4 g11— —FE7k 2Im — . G4
( a? q2) @ q? ¢* —1(q,T) ¢*—Mr(q,T) (G4
Therefore, I; can be written as
16 L . _ , _
I = dl e—l(kl—k—Q) l2 1_6—Z(p1—k1—p) l2
' (pz—p—k)_(pl—p—lﬁ)_/o 2 ( )

L 2 2
i ) k-k q T q
dl i(ptk+q—ps)Tla [ _y g1 - 20 Etit
8 /0 e x? a 2 q0 (:] 2

1 1
x2Im —
<q2 - HL(Q? T) q2 - HT(Qa T))
L L
- / dlsy e*i(klfqu)—b(l . ei(plklp)_l2)/ dly 6fi(p+k+qu3)‘l4H(q7T(ZQ)% (G5)
0 0
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where T is again associated with ls, and

16 k:'k:1> < q3>T . 4
Hq,T(l = —4 01— —FE7k
(2.7(%)) (p2—p—Fk)"(p1—p—Fk1)~ < z? q?) q q?
1 1
x2Im — . G6
(q2 - HL(Qa T) q2 - HT(Qv T)) ( )
By using Eq. (B5|) and applying the § functions from Eq. (G2]), we obtain
M? M?
T s =—F=—— G7
PRI T kg 7
o (k+q@?+ M2 E2+my (T (k@) my(T)? ¢+ M?
= — 5 kK~ = ) kl = Py = ) <G8)
pt k* (k+q)* (p+k)*
leading to
+h-p) = X =) (@)
b P2 - B )
_ k+q)*+ x(T
(n—h—p) ~ B XD g, (©10)
zE
(p+k+qg—p1)” = q, (G11)
(ki—k—q)~ =~ —q . (G12)
Using these approximations, we obtain
L o — . —_
I = / dly e~ —k=0) "1z (1 _ emilei—hi—p) ’2)%5 (g0 — ) H(q, T(12)). (G13)
0
Additionally, we note that
- rabc 1
—if %% tpte = B [ta, tc] [tc, ta] . (G14)
Finally, by using Eqgs. (B24)), (G13), and (G14), Eq. (G1) reduces to
L : d3 3k d?
- _ _ M) [ 4P 2 q
M1,1,1,C 2 [taa tc] [tcata]/o dl2 <1 € ) / (271_)32E‘J(p)| / (27r)32w / (271')2
k-(k+q)
4
xg - Tv(q, T . G15
1) G @) (k+ 0P+ X(T)) (G19)
As M; 12,¢ is the complex conjugate of Mj 1,1 ¢, one finally obtains
d3k d%q
- - u )|? YTu(q, T
Ml,l,l,C’ + Ml 1,2,C taatc tcat / dr / 2ﬂ_ 32E | / (27‘_)32&) / (2 ) g U(Q) )
(k+q)
1 —cos(¢(T)7) ). G16)
T+ o (o) (



27

| Mz ' M,
Ik, b
1s
| | Pl
k1
k, c K, % Xo
J(x0) J(Xs) J(Xo) J(X5)
0 — T 0
P v :X4r7 P3 P1 o Xi, p| p v P2 o %)
|
q,a\ | g,a
-
X;-xg<2L |
|

FIG. 7: Feynman diagrams M 12 r and My 11,1, labeled in the same way as Fig. m

Appendix H: Calculation of Diagrams M; 12 r and M; ;1 1

The cut diagram M; 1 2 g, shown in the left panel of Fig. m can be calculated as

5
Mison = / [T deiJ (w0) Aty (21 — w0) v (1) DI (2 — 1) 0 o (23) AL, (25 — 21)
x DY (w3 — z2) v;f (22) D) (w4 — z2) v, (24) Ay (24 — 22) v _ (25 — 4) J (5)

x0 (zf —28) 0 (v5 —af) 0 (2L — (21 — 20)") 0 (25 —23) 0 (2] —2T) . (H1)
By applying the same procedure as in Appendix I in Ref. [38], we obtain

My, +Mi12r=0. (H2)

Appendix I: Calculation of Diagrams M; ;3¢ and M; 1 ,4.c

M 13.c

J(xp) Jixs)  J(xo)
0 pir X 7 | X3,V X0 pg 0 0 P2 XUH Xy T X0 ps 0
B —— - -~

X5 —xg<2L l Xa—Xg<2L X5 —Xy<2L l Xy—xz<2L

FIG. 8: Feynman diagrams M ;3. c and M 4,0, labeled in the same way as Fig. [T}
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We here calculate the cut diagrams M 1 3¢ and M 1 4.c, shown in Fig. |8l M 1 3¢ can be computed as

5
Migzc = /Hdl‘ij (o) AT, (21— x0) v} (1) DTN (w2 — w1) 0], (22) Ay (w3 — 31)

Dp2)‘ (z3 — @) vy (23) AZ_ (w4 — 23) D] (x4 — 22) v, (x4) AZ_ (x5 — 24) J (x5)

X
dp+d2p *7/ Trs—T. . o
X / / o 32p3 ip3 (5 —x4) (ig (p2 + p3)” tp) J (25) 0 (xi" — xa‘) 0 (x;- _ xii—)
X 0(2L = (w2 = w0)") 0 (¢ —a]) 0 (af — ) 0 (2L = (w5 —w5)"). (m)

Similar to Appendix |G} Eq. can be calculated as

g Ty _ —ig(T)r _ _i(C(T)—E(T))r d’p 2
M1,1,3,C = =2 [tcw tc] [tm ta] dr (1 —€ —€ —€ ) 7’J(p)|

0 (2m)32F
B 42q k-(k+q)
| e | e TV D Gy (b X (12)

Since Mj 1 4,c is the complex conjugate of M 13 ¢, one obtains

Mi13c+ Miiac

A3k d?q
= a c ¢y la 2 T T
sttt [ ar [ GSE 0P [ i [ )

(k+q)
T ((k a7y [ o (UTIT) — o8 (6(T)7) + o ((C(T) = (T (13)

Appendix J: Calculation of Diagrams ]\41’173)137 M1,1’3)L, M1,1,4,L, and M1’1)4’R

In this Appendix, we calculate the cut diagrams M 13 r, Mi 13,1, Mi1,4,r, and My 147 shown in

Fig. [0} M3 r can be calculated as

5
Mirsr = / [T i (o) AT (w1 = w0) o (1) DI (2 = 1) 0 oy (22) AT (5 — 1)
x DI (w3 — w2) v} (x3) D (24 — m2) vy (24) A_y (24 — 23) AZ_ (25 — 24) J (25)
0 (zf — g )0 (932+ —af) 0 (2L — (22— 20)") 0 (25 — 23) 0 (zf — 27)

d Fd?p; dk+d2k 3k a3 d*
/ / b =P : / b T (—i)g fPattyt, I, (J1)
(2m)32pF (2m)32k) J (2m)32w (27)32F (2m)*

X

%




J(x0)
0 P2 Xt M| X,V p1 X0 pg 0
pI -~
Xa—Xe<2L
My 14r
\k,c
J(xo) J(xs) J(xo) J(xs)
O P Xt M| T) X3,V X4, 0 g O P2 Xk Xev T iX4,0' Ps O
l - Xa—Xg<2L - - X5 —Xg<2L - |

FIG. 9: Feynman diagrams M1 1,3, r, M1,1,3,1, Mi,1,4,r and M1 4,1, labeled in the same way as Fig.

where

5
/Hdwlﬂ (af —28) 0 (25 —af) 0 (2L — (22— 20)") 0 (25 — 23) 0 (z] — 2T)
i=0

> efipg(azl 7m0)67ik1 (mgf:pl)efipl (mgf:vl)efiq(:rgfzm)efik(mlf:vg)efip(:p4713)efip3(:p5fz4)

x J (w0) J (z5) (p1 + p2)"" (0 +p1)” (P +3)7 Pupy (k1) D, (q) Bpyo () (9””’3 (k1 + k)P
(

+ gPQP3 q— k;)Pl + gppo (_kl _ q)PS

)

= [J(p)?(27)%5 ((p2 — p1 — k1) ") 6% (P2 — p1 — k1) 27)%6 (k1 —k+p1 —p)™)

x0% (k1 — k+p1 —p) (21)*5 ((p1 +q—p)") 8* (p1 + @ —p) (27)%6 ((ps —p — k) ™)

x6%(ps —p — k) I,

where

2L ) ~ T
/ dl,/2+e—%(k1—k+p1—17) Ty /
0 0

+

2 / d k)2t [ d it
dx1+e_5(p2_p1_ 1)@y dx3+e—§(p1+q—p) T3
0

© i I\ v o
X /0 daliFez P3P () oY (p 4+ p1)” (B + p3)7 Pupy (k1) D7,,(q) Ppsor (K)

% (gmpa (k1 + k)72 + gP2P3(q — k)PL + gP1P2 (—ky — @)™ )

29

(J2)
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Using the following relation

(p1+p2)" (0 +p1)" (0 +p3)° Pupy (k1) D;,,(0) Py (k) (g’”p‘”’ (k1 + k)7 + g5 (q — k)™
gPPr (—ky — q)p3>
~ {(p1 + p2)" Pup, (k1) P2 (k) (p +p3)7} {(k+ k1)” D, (q) (p + p1)”}

p2v
4k - (k + q) < qg> it @ ( 1 1 )
o T ZEYk 2Tm - J4
x? q2 q2 ¢ =1 (¢, T) ¢*—Tir(q,T) (14)

in Eq. , one obtains

2 : —zht x/2+ i — I+ o0 i 1+

L = /0 dx/2+e*§(k1*k+p1*p) Ty /0 dSU/1+e*§(p2*P1*k1) xy /0 dx?_e,?(pﬁ,q p) "z}
> i . 2 2
x / dxf;eum—p—mx:s(_éw;cn)@(l_ q02>TE+k+q2
0 z q2) @ q?

1 1
x2Im - .
(qQ—HL(q,T) q2—HT(q,T))

(J5)

By using Eq. and the 0 functions from Eq. , we obtain, under the soft gluon and soft

rescattering approximation,

M2
Do =P3 = ﬁ’

(P2 —p1 — k1) = —((T),

(p3—p—k) =2—p—k) =—£T),
(k1 —k+p1—p)” =(T) —&(T),
(

qg+p1—p) = — Q.. (J6)

Using Eq. , Eq. becomes

L 00
Bo= [ty (GO @ [ gy et (g, 7)) (1)
0 0

where H(q,T(l2)) is defined in Eq. (G6]).
Finally, by using Eqs. (G6) and , Eq. reduces to

L . d3
= —i(¢(T)=&(T)l2 _ l2 —iq~ I3 2
Missn = 2ot it | dia (e ) [Canet [ )

" d3k d* k-(k+q) G 4£q
/ (2m)32w / (2m)* ((k + @)% + x(T)) (k> + x(T)) ’ (1 ?72) Y0 dq?

1 1
X2t (qQ—HL(q,T) - qz—HT(%T))' (8)
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M, 1 4,1, is the complex conjugate of M 1 3 r. Moreover, the relationship M; 131 +Mi14r = M113 R+

M; 1 4,1, holds, leading to the final result.

M3, + M113R+M114R+M114L—

tttt/d/ |2/d3k/al2 YT u(q,T)
a tellte; "] @ 32E @rp2w | @enz? 10

e e (008 (60) = G)7) —cos(e@n). (09)

Appendix K: Calculation of Diagram M; s ¢

In Appendices [K] and [[] we calculate the diagrams where both ends of the exchanged gluon ¢ are
attached to the radiated gluon k, involving two 3-gluon vertices in the process. Here, we compute the

diagram M 2 ¢ shown in Fig.

5
Misc = /deij (z0) AT, (21 — x0) U: (71) Diﬁpl (xg — 1) v;’lmps (w2) DP27? (23 — x2)

X D7 (13 — 22) Ay (T4 — 1) Vg gpoq (€3) DZ7Y (24 — 23) v, (24) AT _ (25 — 24) J (25)
x0 (z7 —ad) 0 (25 —27) 0 (2L — (22 — 20)7) 0 (2 — x]) 0 (2] — 27)

x0 (2L — (x5 —a5)") . (K1)
Following Appendix [G] and applying the following relations:

(P + p1)" Pupy (k1) P71 (k) Poy (k2) (p+p1)” = (p+p1)" Pup, (k1) P77 (k) Py (K1) (p + p1)”
Ak + q)?

o2 % \71T q
(k+ k1) D7 . (q,T) (k+ k2)™ =~ kT k0 (1 — ?> « ?21111(
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Eq. (K1) becomes

M 8tttt/ / |2/ dsk/dz YT (g, T)
1,2,C — as e cy la 32E (271')32(.0 (2 )2 g v\qg,
(k+q)?

((k+q)? + x(T))*

5 (1 —cos (¢(T)7)) . (K3)

Appendix L: Calculation of Diagrams M;, r and M5 1,

In this Appendix, we calculate the cut diagrams M) s g and M o 1, shown in Fig. [[T} We start with

M2,

5
Misg = /H du;J (z0) AT, (z1 — o) v: (x1) Diipl (x9 — 1) Uptpng (x2) Di_’fm‘ (x3 — x2)

XD (w3 — m9) Ay (24 — 1) U, gyry (¥3) DT (24 — 3)

v, (24) AT (w5 — x4) J (5)

x0 (zf —af) 0 (25 —27) 0 (2§ —23) 0 (zf — ) 0 (2L — (w2 — 20)) - (L1)

Equation (L1) can be computed by following Appendix |J| and applying the following approximations:

2
(04 21)" B (52) PP ()P B) (0 + 2)” =~
(k k1) Dy (. T) (k 4 k1)” = KTk <1 ﬁ?) (JTO%?IHI <q2 T H1T<q,T>> |

(L2)

as

L 00 3 3
i o d &k
M1,27R = _494 [tc,ta] [ta’tc]/o dlsy (1 —e ﬁ(T)lQ) /0 dlze™ l3 / @ﬂ%L](p)P / m

d*q k2 B qg qu o 1 B 1
></(27T)4 (k2+x(T))20<1 ?) qoﬁi221 <q2—HL(q,T) qz—HT(q,T)>'(L3)




33

As M 21, is a complex conjugate of M 2 r, one finally obtains

, [ &k &%q
Ml,Q,R+M1,2,L = - taat tcat dT 32E )| (277)320) (2 )29 TU(QaT)

5 (1 —cos (&(T)7)) - (L4)
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