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Abstract: We derive a factorization formula for inclusive jet production in heavy-ion collisions

using the tools of Effective Field Theory (EFT). We show how physics at widely separated scales

in this process can be systematically separated by matching to EFTs at successively lower vir-

tualities. Owing to a strong scale separation, we recover a vacuum-like DGLAP evolution above

the jet scale, while the additional low-energy scales induced by the medium effectively probe the

internal structure of the jet. As a result, the cross section can be written as a series with an

increasing number of subjets characterized by perturbative matching coefficients each of which is

convolved with a distinct function. These functions encode broadening, medium-induced radia-

tions as well as quantum interference such as the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal effect and color

coherence dynamics to all orders in perturbation theory. As a first application of this EFT frame-

work, we investigate the case of an unresolved jet and show how the cross section can be factorized

and fully separate the jet dynamics from the universal physics of the medium. To compare to

the existing literature, we explicitly compute the medium jet function at next-to-leading order in

the coupling and leading order in medium opacity.
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1 Introduction

In the background of a strongly coupled medium such as the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) in heavy-

ion collisions (HIC) or a nucleus in deep-inelastic scattering (DIS), hard-scattering events can

create partons with energies much larger than the typical medium scales such as the temperature

T or ΛQCD. The subsequent parton cascade and fragmentation lead to collimated sprays of

particles, which are known as jets. Due to the large transverse momentum pT of the observed jet,

the initial production mechanism and the partonic evolution can be studied within perturbative

QCD. Therefore, jet measurements are theoretically well controlled, which makes them powerful

tools to probe the properties of the QGP created in HICs [1–5] and nuclei in electron-nucleus

collisions [6]. Throughout this work, we primarily focus on HICs but analogous techniques can

be applied to study cold nuclear matter effects in electron-nucleus collisions.

In HICs, the yield of high pT jets is suppressed compared to the vacuum case or proton-proton

(pp) collisions. This phenomenon, known as “jet quenching,” has been observed experimentally

at both the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [7–

40]. Jet quenching is primarily attributed to the energy loss experienced by the color charged

energetic partons produced in the initial hard scattering processes. These partons lose energy

through both elastic collisions with the medium constituents and medium-induced gluon radia-

tion, where the dominant contribution is due to radiative energy loss. An important phenomenon

in partonic energy loss is the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal (LPM) effect, which is a coherent ac-

tion of multiple scattering centers in the medium. This was first described theoretically in the

1990s [7–19]. In addition, it has been realized that jets are extended multi-partonic systems, such

that interference patterns are created by multiple fast-moving color charges in the plasma, which

depend on the resolution power of the QGP. Due to the quantum nature of these dynamics, jet

energy loss depends on the QGP’s resolution power in the plane transverse to the jet’s direction

of propagation. The higher the medium’s resolution scale, the greater the number of effective

color charges, which, in turn, increases the radiation intensity. Conversely, if the medium does

not resolve the inner structure of the jet, medium-induced radiation is sourced coherently by

the total jet color charge. Therefore, any complete theory of jet quenching needs to systemati-

cally account for both the LPM effect and color decoherence [41–44], which are manifestations of

quantum interference in the longitudinal and transverse directions, respectively. Probing these

many-body QCD phenomena is one of the key goals of ongoing heavy-ion programs.

Several theoretical approaches have been developed to understand and improve our under-

standing of the jet-medium interactions. These efforts are focused on the inclusive production

rate of jets, jet correlations, and jet substructures. See Refs. [45–50] for recent reviews. A

significant fraction of the theoretical efforts and Monte Carlo (MC) simulations have relied on

fixed-order calculations, which have been useful for understanding the qualitative features of jet

quenching. However, a comprehensive framework to improve the predictive power and accuracy

to the same level as that for simpler systems like e+e− or pp remains a fundamental challenge.

For example, in pp collisions, fixed order calculations of inclusive jet production have been per-

formed at next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) accuracy [51, 52]. Additionally, jet radius and

threshold resummations have been performed [53–61]. In Ref. [56], the leading logarithmic (LL′)

resummation of logarithms of the jet radius was achieved by factorizing the partonic cross sec-
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tion into a hard function describing the production of a high-energy parton and a jet function

that captures the subsequent evolution. At LL′, the jet function follows the Dokshitzer-Gribov-

Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) evolution equations, and recently this result was extended to

the two-loop level in Refs. [60, 61]. The understanding of jet cross-sections, particularly jet

substructure observables in pp collisions, has reached an unprecedented quantitative precision

in recent years with advancements in direct QCD calculations and the development of Effective

Field Theory (EFT) tools. See Refs. [62–64] for recent reviews. This progress has been made

possible by utilizing factorization formulas that separate perturbative physics at short distances

from non-perturbative but universal physics at long-distance scales [65]. Identifying well-defined

non-perturbative quantities, such as parton distribution functions (PDFs) and shape functions

related to QCD hadronization, and extracting them from a set of reference processes and lattice

data ensures the predictive power of the theoretical framework. Recently, significant progress has

been made in understanding the all-order structure of jets propagating through a QCD medium.

Exploiting a separation of time scales between the hard collinear shower—driven by high vir-

tuality—and medium-induced radiation, it was shown that the inclusive jet function satisfies a

non-linear DGLAP evolution equation. This equation captures the sensitivity of the observable

to jet substructure fluctuations, particularly highlighting that jet energy loss is proportional to

the number of resolved subjets [66–69]. This formalism has been successfully applied to describe

the jet nuclear modification factor observed at the LHC [70] within a leading-logarithmic approx-

imation. Furthermore, the medium-modified fragmentation function has also been studied within

this framework [30, 71].

The inclusive properties of the turbulent gluon cascade have been extensively investigated

over the past decade [30, 72–77], leading to significant theoretical advancements. Notably, sub-

stantial progress has been achieved at next-to-leading order (NLO) [78–84], including a detailed

understanding of the renormalization of the jet quenching parameter [67, 79, 85–96]. These de-

velopments culminate in a framework that reaches next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) accuracy

[86, 88]. More recently, theoretical progress has extended to include the effects of flow and inho-

mogeneous QCD media [97–100]. In addition to the well-studied jet nuclear modification factor

[70], a wide range of jet substructure observables has been explored [30, 101–107], both analyt-

ically and via Monte Carlo event generators. To further advance the field, there is a pressing

need for precision theoretical frameworks that allow for systematic, analytic calculations of jet

observables in the complex environment of heavy-ion collisions.

The goal of this work is to develop factorization formulas for jets in HICs at the level of

the density matrix using EFT tools and to introduce relevant non-perturbative quantities at the

operator level in the phenomenologically relevant kinematic regions. In particular, we extend the

factorization framework for jet production and its subsequent evolution for HICs.

The jet evolution in a thermal medium involves multiple scales such as the medium tempera-

ture, production scale pT , and jet or measurement scale pTR. The hierarchies between these scales

can be exploited to provide an effective description of jet evolution. Hence, an EFT approach

to systematically organize the physics at different energy scales provides a natural framework to

address this problem. In this regard, factorization can be derived within Soft Collinear Effective

Theory (SCET) [108–112] that follows a top-down approach, starting from the QCD action, and
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systematically expands it out in a power counting parameter λ for the process of interest. This

leads to an effective action given in terms of effective operators capturing the interaction between

the relevant degrees of freedom to leading power in λ. The operator-based approach also allows

for gauge invariant definitions of the relevant non-perturbative functions. In this work, we employ

an extended version of the traditional SCET framework that incorporates Glauber modes [113],

allowing for the coupling of energetic partons to the medium. Related work on applications of

SCET to describe jet quenching in heavy-ion collisions can be found in Refs. [114–116]. Apart

from the direct scales such as the energy of thermal partons and the medium length, the above-

mentioned features of jet-medium interaction also give rise to emergent scales. In particular, this

includes the mean free path of the probe ℓmfp, which is related to the jet transport parameter q̂,

the decoherence angle θc [42–44, 67], and the quantum coherence or equivalently the formation

time tf of jet partons. Therefore, to achieve a full description of the system, these emergent

scales need to be incorporated into the EFT, making the complete theory of jet quenching a

challenging problem. Jet evolution in a medium is characterized by non-equilibrium dynamics.

Therefore, we need to treat the jet as an Open Quantum System interacting with the thermal

environment. Hence, the main question we want to address is: How do we write an EFT to

describe the evolution of such an open quantum system? As a starting point, we only focus on

the simplest possible observable, inclusive jet production, which can be subsequently generalized

to more involved jet substructure observables and jet correlations.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we describe all physical

scales relevant for inclusive jet production in heavy-ion collisions. This includes both manifest

and emergent scales. In section 3, we discuss the relevant degrees of freedom needed to formulate

the EFT within SCET. In the next two sections 4 and 5, we successively match to EFTs at lower

virtualities and derive a factorization formula for our observable for both a dilute (section 6)

and dense (section 7) environment. Finally, we discuss the implications of the EFT framework

derived in this work for jet transport and outline open questions that need to be addressed in

future work in section 9.

2 Physical scales

For inclusive jet production, the measurements on the final state jet are its transverse momentum

pT with respect to the beam axis in a certain rapidity (η) bin, and the jet radius R. In this work,

we consider the case where the jet radius is parametrically small R ≪ 1. For pp collisions,

this turns out to be the phenomenologically relevant regime even for relatively large values of

R [117, 118]. Moreover, in HICs, smaller-sized jets are less susceptible to contamination from the

background fluctuations. ForR ≪ 1, the two relevant scales pT and pTR are parametrically widely

separated and are systematically factorizable. We consider the scale pTR to be perturbative, i.e.,

pTR ≫ ΛQCD so that perturbative calculations are reliable at this scale. In the absence of

the medium, these are the only relevant scales in the problem. Separating these scales, the

corresponding factorization for semi-inclusive jet production in pp collision has been presented

in Ref. [54, 56, 57]. For recent results at higher perturbative accuracy see Ref. [60, 119]. The

factorization of the production cross-section is effectively an expansion in R, which is also one of

the power counting parameters of our EFT.
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The presence of the medium introduces new scales such as the medium temperature T , the

medium size L, the Debye screening mass (mD ∼ gT ). We assume T ∼ 0.5-1 GeV, which

is achievable in current collider experiments and it is a non-perturbative scale in the problem.

Moreover, for this range of temperatures, the coupling strength g ∼ O(1), making T and mD of

same order [120]. Therefore, mD is not a separate scale in the EFT.

As a high-energy (pT ≫ T ) jet propagates through the medium, it can interact multiple

times with the background. Due to the hierarchy in the energy, we can distinguish between the

Hilbert spaces populated by the medium partons and the jet. Hence, it is natural to treat the jet

as an open quantum system whose internal structure is being probed by an environment. This

interaction introduces new dynamically emergent scales in the EFT setup:

1. As a starting point, we assume that the medium primarily interacts with the fast-moving

energetic color charge of the jet partons through small-angle forward-scattering processes

with angular deflection δ′ ∼ T/E, where E ∼ pT is jet energy. In the medium, each inter-

action is imparting an average transverse momentum k⊥ ≡ |k| ∼ T . However, in a dense

medium, the coherent effect of multiple scatterings between the energetic jet and thermal

partons may lead to a larger momentum transfer. Therefore, the relevant momentum scale

for forward scattering would be the average transverse momentum gained by the energetic

parton through multiple scatterings. We denote this scale by Qmed that, in general, is pa-

rameterized by the jet transport coefficient q̂, with Q2
med = q̂L, where L is medium length.

This is an emergent scale that can only be computed once we have a theoretical framework

in place. Whether or not the parametrization in terms of a single universal number q̂ is

sufficient will eventually be determined using the EFT framework. But to set up the EFT

we need some guidance about the magnitude of this scale. Based on previous leading-order

calculations and models fitted to data, this scale appears to be Qmed ∼ 1− 3 GeV [70].

2. An effect closely related to the scale of transverse momentum Qmed is the energy loss

through medium-induced radiation. The momentum transfer Qmed to a fast-moving par-

ton puts it off shell by up to Qmed leading to Bremsstrahlung radiation in the medium.

Phenomenologically, we can model this effect of energy loss in the differential cross sec-

tion as a shift of the jet pT by a certain amount Eloss. Then the nucleus-nucleus (AA)

spectrum behaves approximately as dσAA/dpT ∝ (pT + Eloss)
−n. The nuclear modifica-

tion factor, which is the ratio of the cross section AA to pp, can be approximated by

RAA ∼ (1 + Eloss/pT )
−n ≃ 1 − nEloss/pT + . . . . Since, RAA ≲ 1 and n ∼ 5, we have

Eloss ≲ pT /n ≪ pT . Along with the jet radius R, we can define two expansion parameters

β ≡ Eloss

pT
, δ ≡ Qmed

Eloss
. (2.1)

However, we also know that any loss of energy through radiation can only occur at angles

larger than R, implying Eloss ∼ Qmed/R such that

δ ∼ R . (2.2)

3. Due to the possibility of multiple interactions, an important question is that of quantum

interference between successive interactions. Does the parton go on-shell between successive
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interactions with the medium thereby suppressing any interference effects? The scale that

determines this is known as coherence or formation time tf = ω/q2, where ω is the energy

of the emitted gluon and |q| is its transverse momentum measured from the jet axis. For

partons with tf ≫ L interaction with the medium throughout its evolution is completely

coherent leading to large quantum interference effects. This effectively leads to a large

suppression for emitting partons with a very large formation time. Therefore, the formation

time tf ∼ L sets another phase space boundary for emissions inside the jet [66, 71].

4. The medium can resolve color of the partons separated by a transverse distance 1/Qmed,

which is the transverse resolution power of the QGP. In particular, partons emitted with rel-

ative angle θ are resolved if θL > 1/Qmed, where θL is the transverse distance accumulated

between two partons over the length of the medium. This defines the phase space beyond

which the resolved partons are independent sources of radiation and sets the corresponding

scale, characterized by the (color) decoherence angle θc ∼ 1/QmedL [121]. Therefore, the

greater the resolution power of the QGP, the larger the number of independent sources

for medium-induced radiation. For most phenomenological purposes, θc ∈ {0.02, 0.2} [70].

Therefore we have another transverse or virtuality scale in the problem, ∼ pT θc. For the

purposes of this paper, to simplify the discussion, we are going to assume θc ∼ R, so that

we do not have a separate scale. We will see that the presence of color decoherence will lead

to factorization formula that effectively probes the substructure of the jet. For a discussion

on the case where θc ≪ R see Refs. [69, 70].

The evolution of the jet in the medium involves multiple scales associated with both the

jet and the medium dynamics. While the jet dynamics is governed by scale pTR, the medium

dynamics is primarily encoded in the medium scale Qmed. We therefore consider two possible

hierarchies based on the virtuality of the jet pTR and the intrinsic medium scale Qmed, which

will determine the structure of our EFT.

1. pTR ∼ Qmed: Here, the hierarchy of all relevant scales is pT ≫ pTR ∼ Qmed ≥ mD.

Therefore, the EFT only requires the separation between the two scales, i.e., pT and pTR

that involves integrating out modes with virtuality ≥ pTR. In this case Eloss ∼ pT so

that β ∼ 1. Hence δ ∼ R is the only expansion parameter. This allows us to factorize

the hard-scattering matrix elements, where the jet is initiated at time scales p−1
T , from its

subsequent collinear evolution in the vacuum and medium at times larger than pT /Q
2 ∼

(pTR
2)−1. This regime is relevant when considering jets of low energy (few 10s of GeVs) or

for very narrow jets (R ≪ 0.1). We also note that the formation time for medium-induced

radiation is tf ∼ Eloss/Q
2
med ∼ 1/(QmedR). So even though Eloss ∼ pT , for the regime of

very narrow jets, the formation time can be substantially larger than L leading to a large

LPM suppression of medium-induced radiation. The corresponding EFT was discussed in

Refs. [122–125] 1.

2. pTR ≫ Qmed: In this case, the three scales pT , pTR and Qmed are well separated from each

other and hierarchy in the scales is pT ≫ pTR ≳ Eloss ≫ Qmed ≳ T ∼ ΛQCD. We therefore

1For R ≪ 0.1, θc is always greater than R and hence the medium cannot resolve jet substructure. For low

energy jets with larger radius, θc will be relevant but this effect was not considered in these papers.
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have at least two expansion parameters δ ∼ R and β. This requires a two-stage EFT where

we first integrate out the hard jet production at scale pT and then a second stage where we

further integrate out physics at pTR. This regime will be the focus of this paper.

Since the energy loss depends on the resolution power of the QGP, we further consider two

possible hierarchies between jet radius R and the color decoherence angle θc. First, in the case

where R ≪ θc, the medium cannot resolve the color charge of the energetic partons inside the jet,

causing the jet to behave coherently as a single color source for medium-induced radiation. We

call this scenario the unresolved jet. Second, in the case where R ≳ θc, the medium can resolve

the color charges inside the jet. Each resolved charge inside the jet acts as an independent source

of radiation. We define these distinct radiation sources as subjets inside the jet. In this paper,

we develop an EFT for both cases. However, for doing perturbative calculations, we will limit

ourselves to the case of the unresolved jet. We will leave explicit perturbative calculations for

R ≳ θc for the future. For this scenario, we will however, not assume a wide separation between

θc and R and therefore pT θc ∼ pTR will be the same scale in our hierarchy.

3 The EFT landscape

To understand the phase space regions and the corresponding kinematic and measurement con-

straints on the multiple scales involved in the problem, we illustrate them using the Lund

plane [126, 127] in Figure 1. Here, for illustration purposes, we consider a jet with pTR ∼
10 − 100 GeV, and medium temperature T ∼ 0.5 GeV, which is also a typical scenario at cur-

rent experiments. Furthermore, from phenomenological studies we have q̂ ∼ 1− 2 GeV2/fm and

medium length L ∼ 2− 5 fm, so that the intrinsic medium scale Qmed ∼ 1− 3 GeV. These values

are an example of the hierarchy considered here

pT ≫ pTR ≳ Eloss ≫ Qmed ≳ T ∼ ΛQCD . (3.1)

The Lund plane in Figure 1 displays the transverse momentum k⊥ = zθpT of emissions with

respect to the jet direction as a function of their angle θ. Here, z is the momentum fraction of

the initial parton. The two vertical dotted lines represent the angular phase space introduced by

the measurement R and decoherence angle θc. Emissions with angular separation θc < θ < R are

resolved by the medium and they contribute to the measurement of the final state jet. Further,

the dotted horizontal line at Qmed denotes the transverse momentum of induced emission after

the average momentum is imparted from the medium. The contour at tf ∼ L sets another

phase space boundary for determining the impact of LPM suppression on radiation. Without

loss of generality, we assume that the jet initiating parton is moving in the light-like direction

nµ = (1, 0, 0, 1). The light-like vector in the −z direction is n̄µ = (1, 0, 0,−1) so that n2 = n̄2 = 0

and n · n̄ = 2. For any four-vector pµ = (p−, p+, p⊥) with p− = n̄ · p and p+ = n · p we adopt the

light-cone decomposition

pµ = n̄ · pn
µ

2
+ n · pn̄

µ

2
+ pµ⊥ . (3.2)

The philosophy of the EFT is that we need to split the phase space available for radiation

into various regions that contribute at leading power in our expansion parameters. We can then
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log k⊥

log 1
θθcR

Hard-Collinear 

Collinear 

Coll-Soft 

z = 1
pT R

pT θc

Qmed

Qmed
pT

tf ∼ L

Figure 1: Lund diagram for the factorization of the inclusive jet cross section in heavy-ion

collisions. The different measurements are illustrated by straight lines in the k⊥ ≡ |k|, θ plane,

and the intersections of those lines are associated with modes of the corresponding EFT.

formulate an effective gauge invariant action, keeping only these relevant degrees of freedom

and their interactions. In the Lund plane, these special regions correspond to the intersections

of the kinematical constraints with the measurement ones. We will work in the framework of

SCET, where this has been implemented systematically for describing the dynamics of high-

energy partons in gauge theories. We will introduce various components of the SCET Lagrangian

as we need them in our framework. Below we systematically describe all the relevant modes and

their constraints.

In the absence of the medium, we only have two constraints arising from the measurements

on the final state jet. First, the transverse momentum or pT of the jet, which is represented by the

line z ∼ 1 in the Lund plane. Second, the radius of the jet R introduces an angular scale in the

phase space of gluon radiation. From the intersection of the corresponding two lines, we identify

a hard-collinear (hc) mode, which is represented by the blue dot in the Lund plane. The hc mode

has an energy of ∼ pT with a transverse momentum spread or virtuality of |k| ∼ pTR. We can

therefore read off the scaling of this mode in momentum space using light-cone coordinates

pµhc ≡ (p−, p+, p⊥) ∼ pT
(
1, R2, R

)
. (3.3)

This includes the cone-shaped region in momentum space around the z-axis and angular size R as

indicated by the blue cone in Figure 2 (left panel). The factorization for the cross section in the

process p+p → jet(pT , R)+X in vacuum can be written in terms of a hard function and a collinear

jet function, which we will discuss in the next section. As discussed in the previous section, in this

hierarchy we have two expansion parameters δ ∼ R and β. Given the phenomenological regime
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that we are working in, we also have β ∼ R and we will work with this scaling for the rest of

the paper. In a dilute medium, the typical transverse momentum transfer in a single interaction

from the medium to the energetic jet parton is |k| ∼ T . However, in a dense medium, the average

transverse momentum Qmed ≥ T is transferred from the medium to the jet parton due to multiple

scatterings. Therefore, at this virtuality we can describe the medium partons by a soft mode (s)

with scaling

pµs ∼ pT (δβ, δβ, δβ) ∼ pT (R
2, R2, R2) . (3.4)

Since we are working in the rest frame2 of the medium, this mode scales uniformly in all its

components. We observe that the line |k| ∼ Qmed intersects the measurement of the jet radius

R and the jet energy pT (z ∼ 1) at two distinct points. Therefore, we define two distinct

radiation modes corresponding to possible medium-induced radiation that can contribute to our

measurement. First, the collinear-soft (cs) mode, which is represented by the red dot in Figure 1.

The momentum scaling is given by

pµcs ∼
(
Qmed

R
,QmedR,Qmed

)
. (3.5)

Given our hierarchy and power counting, we can also write the momentum scaling of cs mode as

pµcs ∼ pTβ(1, δ
2, δ) ∼ pTR

(
1, R2, R

)
. (3.6)

By comparing the center-of-mass energy of the interaction between collinear and soft modes to

the typical momentum transfer Qmed, we find

s ∼ p−csp
+
s ∼ p2TR

3 ≫ t ∼ Q2
med ∼ p2TR

4 , (3.7)

which indicates that the interaction is dominated by forward scattering. Consequently, the dy-

namics of the collinear-soft interaction are governed by Regge kinematics. This justifies the use

of Glauber SCET to describe the interactions between collinear-soft and soft modes.

Note that the cs mode has the same angular scaling as the hc mode, see Eq. (3.3), but with a

lower energy. As a result, the contribution to the final state jet energy and the jet energy loss will

be power suppressed. Below, we will show this with an explicit one-loop calculation. A natural

question is whether we should also work at next to leading power in R for vacuum evolution of

the jet. However, these corrections are sub-leading compared to those from the cs radiation and

will therefore be ignored. This is because the suppression for the cs mode is only linear in the jet

radius O(β ∼ R), compared to the O(R2) corrections in the vacuum. At the same time, despite

the O(β) suppression, the cs radiation can still contribute at O(1) to the RAA when β ∼ 1/n, as

described in the previous section.

The vacuum evolution of the jet creates high-energy partons of energy ∼ pT and angular

fluctuations of O(R). As these energetic color charges or partons move through the medium, the

subsequent interactions with the thermal partons cause angular fluctuations of order Qmed/pT ∼

2This holds for the analysis of this paper where we do not assume Qmed to be a well-separated scale from T.
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R2. We account for these with a collinear mode (c), which is represented by the green dot in

Figure 1. The momentum scaling for this mode in n- directions is given by

pµc ∼ pT (1, β
2δ2, βδ) ∼ pT (1, R

4, R2) . (3.8)

Each high-energy parton created in vacuum with angular separation θc or larger contains an

independent phase space for the evolution. As a result, the jet is populated by several “subjets” as

shown by the green cones in Figure 2, each with angular size ∼ Qmed/pT ∼ R2. The contribution

to the jet radius measurement by medium-induced radiation inside any of the green cones is

power suppressed by O(R2) and it is suppressed compared to the contribution of the cs mode

(red) which populates all angles. Therefore, we only need to include the tree-level contribution

of the collinear mode as a color source for the cs radiation3. The modes can also be visualized on

fixed virtuality hyperbolas in a p+p− plane as shown in the right panel of Figure.2. Finally, we

consider the coherence or formation time tf , which decides whether the partons in the jet interact

with the medium coherently. The corresponding phase-space boundary is shown as the red line

in Figure 1. From Figure 1, we also observe that the cs mode is right on the border of this phase-

space boundary so that this mode will be sensitive to the medium length. On the other hand, the

collinear mode has a lifetime that is much larger than L so that it will always interact with the

medium coherently, and therefore collinear radiative corrections (high-energy radiations inside

any of the green cones in Figure 2) are suppressed due to the LPM effect. Moreover, emissions

at much larger virtualities ∼ pTR and high energy, i.e. the hard collinear mode, have a much

smaller lifetime than L. These fluctuations do not see the medium at all since their interaction

with the medium through an exchange of transverse momentum (Qmed) is power suppressed by

a factor of R2. With these modes in place, we can now visualize all the modes of our EFT in

momentum space and on contours of constant virtuality as shown in Figure 2.

This mode analysis allows us to conclude that the leading contribution to the cross section

from the medium is through the cs mode, which contributes to the jet energy loss at O(β ∼ R).

We can visualize the evolution of the jet as follows. First, the hard interaction creates an

initial parton with large energy(pT ) and virtuality ≫ pTR. This parton splits into multiple

collinear partons (z ∼ 1) at angles θ ≥ R. This splitting process is not seen or affected by

the medium due to the large transverse momentum transfer ≥ pT θc ∼ pTR such that they are

essentially vacuum splittings. Therefore, this evolution obeys the vacuum DGLAP equation. As

the system evolves to lower virtuality Qmed, each of the high-energy partons with z ∼ 1, well

separated (≥ R2) in angle, now define a subjet inside the jet in terms of a collinear mode and

act as a source of collinear soft radiation. The collinear and cs modes interact with the medium

through forward scattering.

3This will change if additional jet substructure measurements are performed.
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Figure 2: Illustration of the relevant momentum modes for inclusive jet production in heavy-ion

collisions and their scaling in SCET. See the main text for details.

4 Hard to hard-collinear matching (Stage I EFT)

We first discuss the EFT at the virtuality pTR integrating out all the physics above this scale.

This allows us to factorize the cross section into a hard function, which describes the production

of jet-initiating parton. At this stage, we identify the hard-collinear pµhc mode, which fluctuates in

virtuality from pTR down to T . As a result, all three modes - the collinear, collinear-soft, and soft

modes are contained in the hard-collinear mode, which can be observed in Figure 2. Therefore,

all the IR physics at this stage of the EFT is described through the hc mode. For an EFT with

a single mode, this is equivalent to a full QCD calculation which is generally challenging. To

simplify our calculations, we use the mode analysis discussed in the previous section to anticipate

that the interaction of the jet with the medium is primarily through forward scattering between

collinear and soft as well as collinear-soft and soft modes. Therefore, we raise the virtuality4 of

the soft mode to pTR. We will eventually expand it in T/(pTR) and keep only leading terms

with |k| ≪ pTR when matching it to virtuality T . Hence, at this stage, the jet evolves with the

effective Lagrangian that contains the hc modes, which interacts with the soft medium modes

that scale as pT (R,R,R). The corresponding SCET Lagrangian density is given by [108–110]

LSCET = Ln + Ls + Lns
G , (4.1)

where Ln is the standard SCET collinear Lagrangian [128] that describes the partons that make

up the jet. Moreover, Ls is the soft SCET Lagrangian, which is equivalent in form to the full

4This can be understood as temporarily raising the medium temperature to pTR or, equivalently, the scale of

transverse momentum transfer |k| from the medium to the jet partons from Qmed ≥ T to pTR.
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QCD Lagrangian since all the components scale uniformly. Finally, the interaction between the

energetic jet partons and the medium is mediated by the Glauber mode, which scales as pµG ∼
pT (R,R2, R) and the corresponding Glauber interaction Lagrangian Lns

G was derived in Ref. [113].

We do not make any further assumptions about the medium. The EFT, in general, allows for

inhomogeneities in the medium over a length scale greater than 1/T , which will eventually allow

us to account for the medium evolution. In terms of SCET operators the Glauber Lagrangian

density is given by

Lns
G = CG

∑
i,j∈{q,g}

Oij
ns, with Oij

ns = Oib
n

1

P2
⊥
Ojb

s , (4.2)

where b is a color index, CG(µ) = 8παs(µ) and Pµ
⊥ is a derivative operator in the ⊥ direction,

which pulls out the transverse Glauber momentum from the medium soft operators. For this

form, the Glauber mode does not appear explicitly since it is not a propagating degree of freedom.

Instead, its effect appears through the propagator 1/P2
⊥. The gauge invariant n-collinear and soft

operators are

Oqb
n = χ̄nt

b /n

2
χn, Ogb

n =
i

2
f bcdBc

n⊥µ

n̄

2
· (P + P†)Bdµ

n⊥, (4.3)

Oqb
s = χ̄st

b /n

2
χs, Ogb

s =
i

2
f bcdBc

s⊥µ

n

2
· (P + P†)Bdµ

s⊥, (4.4)

where the operator P pulls out the momentum from the operator it acts on. The soft and collinear

operators are built out of the gauge invariant SCET building blocks

χn = W †
nξn, Wn = FT P exp

{
ig

∫ 0

−∞
ds n̄ ·An(x+ n̄s)

}
,

χs = S†
nξs, Sn = FT P exp

{
ig

∫ 0

−∞
ds n ·As(x+ sn)

}
,

Bcµ
n⊥t

c =
1

g

[
W †

niD
µ
n⊥Wn

]
, Bcµ

S⊥t
C =

1

g

[
S†
niD

µ
S⊥Sn

]
. (4.5)

where Wn and Sn are collinear and soft Wilson lines. FT denotes the Fourier transform from

position to momentum space. These operators encode bare quarks and gluons dressed by Wilson

lines.

4.1 Factorization

We now use the effective action, discussed in the previous section, to derive a factorization

formula for inclusive jet production. To simplify the calculation, we start with an initial state

e+e−. We note that the factorization derived here is sufficiently general such that it also applies

to pp and heavy-ion collisions by modifying the initial production of the jet in terms of hard

matching coefficients at the scale pT . For heavy-ion collision, the corresponding factorization

can be obtained by replacing the e+e− hard coefficient function with the appropriate quark and

gluon expressions integrated against nuclear PDFs. Moreover, the subsequent jet evolution in
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the vacuum and medium will be identical in both cases. Since the jet evolution is the main focus

here, we will work here with an e+e− initial state to avoid a cluttered notation. We derive the

form of the factorization for a quark jet and the corresponding result for a gluon-initiated jet can

be obtained analogously.

The basic vertex that we need to create an initial high-energy quark from the lepton pair is

LµJ
µ, where Lµ is the leptonic tensor and

Jµ(x) = χ̄γµχ(x), (4.6)

is the hadronic current. Without loss of generality, we can assume the initial quark from the

hard interaction to be along the z direction. At tree level, we have an energetic anti-quark in the

n̄ direction but this will eventually be integrated out via an operator product expansion (OPE).

Therefore, the total Hamiltonian is given by

Htotal(t) = H(t) +

∫
d3xC(q2)Lµ Jµ(x), (4.7)

where H is obtained from the SCET Lagrangian defined in the previous section and contains

collinear Hn, soft Hs and their coupling in terms of Glauber modes HnG
int so that the entire SCET

Hamiltonian is given by H = Hn +Hs +HnG
int . Throughout this paper, we will work in Feynman

gauge. Moreover, C(q2) is the coefficient of the effective hard vertex that creates the jet from

the incoming leptons. q = pe+ + pe− is the energy of the photon in the center of mass frame that

creates the initial qq̄ pair. At leading order this is just the photon propagator ∼ 1/q2. At tree

level, this is just the photon propagator. To proceed further, we consider an initial density matrix

for the e+e− state in the background of a medium and evolve it with the effective Hamiltonian

Σ = lim
t→∞

Tr
[
e−i

∫ t
0 dt̂Htotal(t̂)ρ(0) ei

∫ t
0 dt̂Htotal(t̂)M

]
. (4.8)

The trace runs over all final states. We are ignoring any radiative corrections from QED hence

we do not consider it here. Here, M is the measurement imposed on the jet at the detector level,

which in the present case is its transverse momentum pT , rapidity η, and radius R. From here

on, we leave the limit t → ∞ implicit. We make one insertion of the hard current on each side of

the cut to create the jet from the lepton pair to obtain

Σ = |C(q2)|2
∫

d4x

∫
d4yTr

[
e−i

∫
dt̂HLµ J

µ(x) ρ(0)Lν J
ν(y) ei

∫
dt̂H M

]
. (4.9)

We assume that the initial density matrix is factorized in terms of the e+e− initial state and the

background medium density matrix ρM . The factorization is agnostic to the detailed form of

the density matrix, requiring only that it describes a (pure or mixed) state of soft partons with

energy much smaller than pT . Therefore, the total initial density matrix can be written as

ρ(0) = |e+e−⟩⟨e+e−| ⊗ ρM . (4.10)

Plugging this density matrix back into Eq. (4.9) and factoring out the leptonic tensor, we obtain

Σ = |C(q2)|2Lµν

∫
d4x

∫
d4yeiq·(y−x)Tr

[
ei

∫
dt̂HJµ(x)ρMJν(y)e−i

∫
dt̂HM

]
, (4.11)
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where q = pe+ +pe− is the c.o.m energy. The action of the lepton tensor Lµν annihilates the e+e−

state leading to a phase factor with q. We can now use the translational invariance of space-time

to factor out a 4D volume

Σ = V4|C(q2)|2Lµν

∫
d4r eiq·r Tr

[
e−i

∫
dt̂HJµ(0) ρM Jν(r) ei

∫
dt̂HM

]
, (4.12)

after which we can perform an OPE as q → ∞ to match onto the collinear jet function following

[56]. This involves integrating out the final state with invariant mass much greater than the

jet scale pTR, defined through the measurement imposed on the jet leaving behind modes with

virtuality pTR and lower. We obtain the following result for the inclusive jet production cross

section

dσ

dpTdη
= |C(q2)|2Lµν

∑
i∈q,q̄,g

∫
dωHµν

i (ω, µ)

∫
dz

z
δ
(
z − ωJ

ω

)
Ji(z, ωJ , µ),

≡
∑

i∈q,q̄,g

∫
dz

z
Hi(ω, µ) Ji(z, ωJ , µ), (4.13)

where µ is factorization scale and ω = ωJ/z. Here, Hi(ω) is the hard function that describes

the hard-scattering matrix elements and the production of the jet initiating the parton i with

energy ω, while the jet function Ji captures its subsequent evolution in the vacuum as well as in

the medium with the SCET Hamiltonian. Here, we will focus on the quark jet function, which is

given by

Jq(z, ωJ , µ) =
z

2Nc
Tr
[
ρM

/̄n

2
χn(0) e

i
∫
dt̂HMδ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)|JX⟩⟨JX|e−i

∫
dt̂H χ̄n(0)

]
, (4.14)

where we have left integrals over the phase space of the final state particles implicit. Here, the

delta functions impose momentum conservation along the transverse directions with respect to

the jet axis as well as along the direction of the large momentum component n̄ · p. This also fixes

the initial quark produced in the hard interaction along nµ direction. Further, χn is the collinear

quark field in SCET dressed with collinear Wilson lines composed of the collinear modes in our

EFT. Furthermore, |J⟩ denotes the Hilbert space of all the (collinear) partons that make up the

jet while |X⟩ are all the collinear partons that are emitted outside the observed jet.

For semi-inclusive jet production, the measurements in M are given by

M = δ(z − ωJ/ω)Θalg . (4.15)

Here, ωJ is the n̄·p component of the momentum of all the particles inside the jet defined by the jet

algorithm Θalg. z is the energy fraction of the initial n̄ ·p component of the hard parton that ends

up in the observed jet. We can relate ωJ to the jet pT and rapidity η through ωJ = 2pT cosh η.

At NLO, the jet algorithm constrains the relative angle between two partons to be smaller than

the jet radius [129]. Specifically, for kT -type algorithms [130, 131], for single emission it is given

by

Θalg = Θ
(
ωJx(1− x) tan

R

2
− |q|

)
, (4.16)
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where x is the longitudinal momentum fraction of final state parton. In principle, Eq. (4.13)

is the factorization formula at this stage of the matching procedure. It is given in terms of a

convolution of a hard function that describes the physics at the scale pT with a collinear jet

function that describes the evolution of the jet both in the vacuum and medium at scales below

pTR. However, as stated earlier, to make the calculations at this stage more tractable and to

explicitly separate the medium-induced evolution from the vacuum, we can further expand out

the Hamiltonian order by order in the number of Glauber exchanges between the energetic color

partons of the jet and the soft partons of the medium. The interaction of the hard-collinear and

the soft mode is given by HnG
int , which does not allow for a direct factorization of the jet and the

medium to all orders in αs. Hence, we need to expand the above result order by order in HnG
int

and factorize the soft physics from the hard-collinear sector at each order. This is also useful

for doing an explicit calculation, to eventually match this EFT to the one at the scale T . To

facilitate this, we rewrite Eq. (4.14) as

Jq(z, ωJ , µ) =
z

2Nc
Tr

[
e−i

∫
dt̂ (Hn+Hs)T

[
e−i

∫ t
0 dtlH

nG
int,I(tl)χ̄n,I(0)

]
ρM

/̄n

2

× T̄
[
e−i

∫ t
0 dtrHnG

int,I(tr)δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)
]
ei

∫
dt̂ (Hn+Hs)M

]
. (4.17)

where T and T̄ represents and time and anti-time ordering of the operators. The series of steps

that lead from Eq. 4.14 to Eq. 4.17 have been explained in detail in Ref .[123]. Here the subscript

I indicates that the operators are now dressed with the Hamiltonian Hn +Hs, i.e.

OI = ei(Hn+Hs)tOe−i(Hn+Hs)t. (4.18)

We can now expand out the jet function in terms of the number of jet-medium interactions

Jq(z, ωJ , µ) =
∞∑
i=1

J (i)
q . (4.19)

4.1.1 Vacuum evolution

In the vacuum, there are no interactions between the energetic jet partons and the soft partons of

the medium at leading power. Therefore, we need to recover the vacuum factorization involving

the semi-inclusive jet function as discussed in Ref. [56]. In our framework, this is achieved by

expanding out the time and anti-time ordered exponentials containing the jet-medium interaction

term in Eq. (4.17), which reduces to the identity at leading order. We can write the cross section

as

dσ(0)

dpTdη
=

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)Tr

[
e−i

∫
dt(Hn+Hs)χ̄n,I(0)ρM

/̄n

2
δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)e

i
∫
dt(Hn+Hs)M

]
.

(4.20)

Here, the superscript dσ(0) indicates that there are no insertions of HnG
int,I. Further, since the

Hilbert space of the collinear and the soft modes are factorized as |X⟩ = |Xn⟩|Xs⟩, we can use
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the commutativity of Hn and Hs to separate the term containing ρM as

dσ(0)

dpTdη
=

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)Tr

[
e−i

∫
dtHnχ̄n,I(0)

/̄n

2
δ2(P⊥)δ(ω− n̄ · P)χn,I(0)Mei

∫
dtHn

]
Tr
[
e−iHstρMeiHst

]
.

(4.21)

Since the medium partons are not measured the second term containing medium density matrix

trivially reduces to one. We can now write everything in Eq. (4.21) in the interaction picture of

the free theory by writing the collinear Hamiltonian in terms of free and interacting Hamiltonian

Hn = H
(0)
n +H int

n . Following some simplifications, we can write the cross section as

dσ(0)

dpTdη
=

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
n,Iχ̄n,I(0)

] /̄n
2
T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

n,Iδ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)
]
M
]
.

(4.22)

It is worth mentioning that in the absence of soft and Glauber modes, all operators in the above

equation are now dressed with the free theory collinear Hamiltonian. The operators of the form

OI are given by

OI = eiH
(0)
n tOe−iH

(0)
n t, (4.23)

which is in the usual interaction picture. For brevity, we are going to drop the explicit factors of

H int, which are always understood to be included in a time-ordered product. Therefore, we can

write the jet production cross section in the standard factorized form

dσ(0)

dpTdη
=

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)⊗ J (0)

q (z, ωJ , µ), (4.24)

where the vacuum jet function J
(0)
q is defined as

J (0)(z, ωJ , µ) =
z

2Nc
Tr
[
χ̄n,I(0)

/̄n

2
δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)M

]
. (4.25)

Note that the vacuum semi-inclusive jet function is identical to the one in [56] where the tree and

one-loop results for quark and gluon-initiated jets were computed. For completeness, we provide

the corresponding jet function expressions in Appendix A.

4.1.2 Factorization for a single medium interaction

Now we consider higher order terms in the Glauber Hamiltonian expansion in Eq. (4.17). The

first term, which is linear in HnG
int , does not contribute since it contains a single soft operator. This

follows from the assumption that the medium is color singlet state so that the expectation value of

a color density operator ⟨χ̄sΓT
Aχs⟩ vanishes in the medium. Therefore, the leading non-vanishing

contribution involves two Glauber insertions O(HnG
int )

2. This is essentially the single scattering

regime of the jet interacting with the medium. At this order, there are two contributions – one

Glauber insertion on each side of the cut and both insertions on the same side of the cut. We refer

to these as real and virtual contributions, respectively. For the real contribution, the differential
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cross section takes the form

dσ
(2)
R

dpTdη
= |CG|2

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d4x

∫
d4y

∑
i=q,q̄,g

Tr

[
e−i

∫
dt (Hn+Hs)T

[(
Oqa

n

1

P2
⊥
Oib

s

)
(x)χ̄n,I(0)

]
ρM

×
/̄n

2
T̄
[(

Oqb
n

1

P2
⊥
Oib

s

)
(y)δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)

]
ei

∫
dt (Hn+Hs)M

]
, (4.26)

where a and b are color indices and Glauber Wilson coefficient is given by CG = 8παs. There

is also an implicit summation over i, which is the flavor i ∈ {q, q̄, g} of partons that make

up the medium soft partons. Similar to vacuum case, the delta functions represent transverse

momentum and energy conservation. Following the same procedure as in the vacuum case, we

can now separate the collinear and soft functions

dσ
(2)
R

dpTdη
= |CG|2

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d4x

∫
d4y

∑
i=q,q̄,g

Tr

[
e−i

∫
dtHnT

[
Oqa

n (x)χ̄n,I(0)
] /̄n
2
T̄
[
Oqb

n (y)

δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)
]
ei

∫
dtHnM

]
Tr

[
e−i

∫
dtHs

1

P2
⊥
Oia

s (x)ρM (0)
1

P2
⊥
Oib

s (y)e
i
∫
dtHs

]
. (4.27)

Here, the second term is a trace over soft operators computed in the background medium. We

note that there is no measurement on this correlator. We can now express everything in terms

of the free theory interaction picture using Hn = H
(0)
n +H int

n for the collinear Hamiltonian and

Hs = H
(0)
s +H int

s for the soft Hamiltonian. We obtain

dσ
(2)
R

dpTdη
= |CG|2

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d4x

∫
d4yTr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
n,IOa

n,I(x)χ̄n,I(0)
] /̄n
2

T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

n,IOb
n,I(y)δ

2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)
]
M

]
Sab(x, y), (4.28)

where the medium correlator in terms of the soft operators is given as

Sab(x, y) =
∑

i=q,q̄,g

Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
s,I

1

P2
⊥
Oa

s,I(x)
]
ρM (0)T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

s,I
1

P2
⊥
Ob

s,I(y)
]]

. (4.29)

Assuming that the medium has no net color, the correlator will be proportional to δab. In a

homogeneous medium, the correlator only depends on the relative distance between the soft

operators. For a medium that is evolving in time and space, this is no longer true. However,

in general, the non-homogeneity in the medium is only visible over length scales much greater

than those probed by a single medium interaction. We can therefore make a change of variables,

defining x̂ = x − y and x̄ = x + y. The coordinate x̂ tracks the short distance physics of the

medium while x̄ tracks its slow evolution over space and time. We can express the medium

correlator in the momentum space conjugate to x̂ as

Sab(x̂, x̄) = δab
∫

d4k

(2π)4
eik·x̂S(k, x̄) , (4.30)

– 17 –



where k scales as the Glauber momentum. From power counting arguments, we find that S(k, x̄)

does not depend on k+ since the contribution from the Glauber exchange is sub-leading. We can

now write the real contribution (i.e. for Glauber insertions on opposite sides of the cut) to the

cross section as

dσ
(2)
R

dpTdη
= |CG|2

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d4x̂

∫
d4x̄

∫
d4k

(2π)4
eik·x̂Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
n,IOa

n,I(x)χ̄n,I(0)
] /̄n
2

× T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

n,IOb
n,I(y)δ

2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)
]
M

]
S(k−,k, x̄)δab, (4.31)

where k is the transverse component of the Glauber momentum. Given the power counting of

the p− component of the momentum in the collinear sector, we can drop the k− contribution

from the Glauber term. In other words, the Glauber interaction does not change the energy of

the jet, i.e., there is no collisional energy loss. The x̄ dependence in the function S encodes the

spatio-temporal inhomogeneity in the medium. Assuming that the medium is inhomogeneous

over much longer scales than those probed in a single jet-medium interaction, we can drop the

x̄⊥ dependence from the medium correlator S. Likewise, we can also drop x̄+ dependence from

S since it is sub-leading to the contribution from the jet function which has a very large p−

momentum. Therefore, we can write

dσ
(2)
R

dpTdη
= |CG|2

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d4x̂

∫
d4x̄

∫
d2kdk+

(2π)3
eik·x̂+ik+x̂−

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
n,IOa

n,I(x)

χ̄n,I(0)
] /̄n
2
T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

n,IOb
n,I(y)δ

2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)
]
M

]∫
dk−

2π
S(k−,k, x̄−), (4.32)

Now doing the integral over k+, which explicitly sets x̂− = 0, we find that the interaction with the

medium is instantaneous. We can explicitly carry out the integrals over the variables x̂+, x̄+, x̂, x̄.

This yields energy and transverse momentum conservation at each vertex. We find

dσ
(2)
R

dpTdη
= |CG|2

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
dx̄−

∫
d2k

(2π)2
Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)

δ2(k + P⊥)Oa
n,I(

x̄−

2
)
)
χ̄n,I(0)

] /̄n
2
T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)δ2(k − P⊥)Ob

n,I(−
x̄−

2
)
)

δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)
]
M

]∫
dk−

2π
S(k−,k, x̄−),

≡ |CG|2
∫
∈QGP

dx̄−
∫

dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d2k

(2π)2
J (1)
r (z, ωJ , R;k, x̄−)φ(k, x̄−) , (4.33)
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where we defined

J (1)
r (z, ωJ , R;k, x̄−) =

ei(p
+
a −p+b ) x̄

−
2

k2
Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)δ2(k + P⊥)Oa

n,I(0)
)

χ̄n,I(0)
] /̄n
2
T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)δ2(k − P⊥)Ob

n,I(0)
)
δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)

]
M

]
z

4πNc
.

(4.34)

Here p+a , p
+
b are the plus momentum components of the operators Oa

n and Ob
n, respectively. The

medium correlator is defined as

φ(k, x̄−) =
1

k2

δab
N2

c − 1

∫
dk−

2π

∫
d4rei(k

− r+

2
−k·r)Tr

[
e−i

∫
dt̂HsOia

s (r+, r, r− + x̄−)ρMOib
s (0)e

i
∫
dt̂Hs

]
,

(4.35)

We can treat the case of two Glauber insertions on the same side of the cut in the same way. We

denote the corresponding part of the medium jet function as J
(1)
v and define it as

J (1)
v (z, ωJ , R;k, x̄−) = ei(p

+
a −p+b ) x̄

−
2 Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dt1lH

int
n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)δ2(k + P⊥)Oa

n,I(0)
)

e−i
∫
dt2lH

int
n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)δ2(k − P⊥)Ob

n,I(0)
)
χ̄n,I(0)

] /̄n
2
T̄
[
δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)

]
M

]
z

8πNc
.

(4.36)

The full result can be written as

dσ(2)

dpTdη
= |CG|2

∫
dx̄−

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d2k

(2π)2

(
J (1)
r − J (1)

v

)
(z, ωJ , R;k, x̄−)φ(k, x̄−), (4.37)

If the medium is homogeneous, which is the brick model of the medium, and extends in the

x− direction over a length L, then we can drop the x̄− dependence from the correlator φ and

explicitly do the integral over x̄−, which yields an explicit enhancement by the factor L

dσ
(2)
R

dpTdη
= |CG|2 L

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω)

∫
d2k

(2π)2
(J (1)

r − J (1)
v )(z, ωJ , R;k, L)φ(k) . (4.38)

The medium jet function now becomes

J (1)
r (z, ωJ , R;k, L) =

ei(p
+
a −p+b )L

4

k2
sinc

[
(p+a − p+b )

L

4

]
Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtlH

int
n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)δ2(k + P⊥)Oa

n,I(0)
)

χ̄n,I(0)
] /̄n
2
T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtrHint

n,I

(
δ(n̄ · P)δ2(k − P⊥)Ob

n,I(0)
)
δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)χn,I(0)

]
M

]
z

4πNc
.

(4.39)

with an identical modification to J
(1)
v .
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Figure 3: Feynman diagrams contributing to the in-medium scattering of a single high-energy

quark.

4.2 The single-interaction medium jet function

For the purpose of matching the EFT at the medium scale Qmed, we explicitly compute the

medium jet function J
(1)
r − J

(1)
v up to the one-loop level. In the factorization derived so far,

we have assumed that the medium partons have energy ranging from pTR down to the medium

temperature T and that |k| has support over this whole momentum range. However, we know that

the density matrix of the medium ρM consist of partons of energy T , which source the Glauber

exchange while higher energy partons are suppressed. Likewise, due to the 1/k4 propagator of

the Glauber exchange that is cut off in the IR at the scale mD, the medium mostly exchanges

|k| ∼ mD in one interaction with a strong suppression for higher momenta. Therefore, we are

interested in matching the EFT at pTR to the one at the scale mD with |k| ≪ pTR. There are

two equivalent ways to perform the calculation. Either we carry out the full calculation with the

current setup and expand out the final result in mD/(pTR). Alternatively, we can expand out

the Feynman integrands assuming |k| ≪ pTR before performing integrations explicitly. Here we

adopt the latter approach as it significantly simplifies the calculation. In the following, we derive

the results at the tree and one-loop level, keeping on the results at leading power in mD/(pTR)

with the goal of matching this to an EFT at a lower scale later on.

Tree level result: At tree level, we have a single high-energy light quark that makes up

the measured jet. Without loss of generality, we assume that this quark has zero transverse

momentum so that before any interaction with the medium it moves along n = (1, 0, 0, 1). The

transverse momentum of this quark can fluctuate by |k| acquired during forward scattering with

the medium. To account for the interaction with the medium, we need to consider two types of

diagrams associated with J
(1)
r and J

(1)
v , see Fig. 3. The result for the real contribution, shown as

the left diagram(J
(1)
r ) in Fig. 3, can be written as

3a = δ(1− z)

∫
d4p

(2π)4
δ(p2)

∫
dl+

2π

∫
dr+

2π
δ(ω − n̄ · p)δ2(p− k)

p−

l+ + iϵ

1

r+ − iϵ

× ei
L
4
(l+−r+)sinc

[L
4
(l+ − r+)

]
,

= δ(1− z). (4.40)

– 20 –



Figure 4: One-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the medium-modified inclusive jet cross

section.

Here we obtain contour integrals over l+ and r+ since the + component of momentum is not

conserved at the Glauber vertex (red dot) due to the finite medium size in the x− direction. This

results in the sinc function in the + component of the momentum in the definition of the jet

function in Eq. (4.39). Similarly, we can compute the tree-level term for insertions on the same

side of the cut (J
(1)
v )

3b+mirror = δ(1− z). (4.41)

We observe that the combination J
(1)
r − J

(1)
v vanishes at the tree level due to the relative minus

sign in Eq. (4.37). We thus need at least two partons for the medium to modify the vacuum jet

function for this observable.

One-loop result: We now consider a single gluon emitted from the initial high-energy quark

followed by a single interaction of either parton with the medium. As mentioned earlier, we

will only keep the leading non-zero contributions in |k| ≪ pTR while evaluating each diagram.

There are various Feynman diagrams that need to be taken into account. We first look at the

diagrams shown in Fig. 4 to understand which regions of phase space contribute at leading power.

The remainder of the calculation is presented in Appendix B. From the scaling analysis outlined

in section 3 we note that the relevant contributions come from the collinear-soft and collinear

momentum modes that interact with the medium. To see how this works in practice, we start

by considering the left diagram in Fig. 4, where we have a gluon emission with momentum q off

the quark, which retains momentum p. In this case, the quark is interacting with the medium.

When the gluon emission is inside the jet, we get

4a = g2Tr[tctatatc]

∫
d4p

(2π)4
δ(p2)

∫
d4q

(2π)3
δ(q2)δ2(p+ q − k)δ(ω − p− − q−)

∫
dl+

2π

∫
dr+

2π

1

q−

(p−)3

l+p− − q2⊥ + iϵ

1

p−r+ − q2⊥ − iϵ

1

ω−(q+ + r+)− iϵ
e−i x̄

−
2

(l+−r+)δ(1− z)Θalg, (4.42)

where Θalg = (R/2− |q|ω/(q−(ω − q−))), see Eq. (4.16) above. We first carry out the contour

integration over l+ by closing the contour in the lower half plane. Next, we perform the contour

integration over r+, which has two poles. We note that the pole r+ = q2/p− corresponds to the

quark going on-shell before interacting with the medium. In this case, L dependence vanishes.

For the contribution from the first pole, we find

4a1 = 4g2CF

∫
d2q

(2π)2
1

q2

∫
dx

2π

x

1− x
δ(1− z)Θalg, (4.43)
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where we have used q− = (1− x)ω. For the second pole contribution, we have

4a2 = −4g2CF

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

∫
dx

2π

x

1− x
e
−i x̄

−
2

q2

x(1−x)ω δ(1− z)Θalg. (4.44)

We can now consider several distinct momentum scalings of the emitted gluon:

1. Hard-collinear emission qµ ∼ pT (1, R
2, R): Since |k| ≪ |q|, we can drop the |k| dependence

at leading power. Then this diagram is just the vacuum contribution and will cancel exactly

with the corresponding contribution from the Glauber insertions on the same side of the cut,

i.e. J
(1)
v . Therefore, when keeping the first non-zero contribution, this gives a correction

that is suppressed by R2.

2. Collinear emission qµ ∼ pT (1, R
4, R2): We can verify again that the first non-zero contri-

bution is suppressed by R2. In this case, this is due to the emission angle for this scaling

≪ R.

3. Collinear-soft emission qµ ∼ pTR(1, R2, R): We find that this contribution is also power

suppressed but only by a factor linear in the jet radius R. This can be understood from the

fact that this type of radiation contributes to the jet radius R at leading power but to the

jet energy only at O(β ∼ R). We will show this explicitly in the complete one-loop result.

Therefore, we conclude that the main contribution from the medium for this observable

comes from the collinear-soft mode scaling of the emitted gluon.

Keeping only the collinear-soft contribution, we arrive at the following result where we also

include the complex conjugate contribution

4a =8g2CF

∫
dq

(2π)2
1

q2

∫
dx

2π

1

1− x

[
1− cos

(
x̄−

2

q2

(1− x)ω

)]
δ(1− z)Θalg . (4.45)

We note that the location in the medium x̄− always appears through the ratio x̄−

2
q2

(1−x)ω ≡
x̄−/tf where tf is the formation time of the emitted gluon defined in Section 2. The function

F
(
x̄−

tf

)
= cos

(
x̄−

tf

)
which appears in the result above encodes the quantum interference between

the vacuum and medium evolution. If we use the brick model in the limit where the medium

length L ≫ tf , the x̄− integral over F → 0 and the interference term vanishes. For the collinear

soft radiation considered here, based on the Lund diagram Fig.1, for current colliders tf ∼ L so

we need to retain this factor. Given the analysis of the different gluon momentum regions at one

loop, from here on we will only consider the contributions where the emitted medium-induced

gluon is collinear soft. We have four sets of diagrams for the real and virtual corrections to J
(1)
r

and J
(1)
v . The full set of diagrams along with the one loop integrals with the explicit medium

length dependence is given in Appendix B. The jet function at one loop can be written as

J (1)(z, ω,R;k) = J (1)
qg (z,k) + J (1)

q (z,k), (4.46)
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where jet function for the gluon emission inside the identified jet is given by

J (1)
qg (ω, z,R;k, x̄−) =

αs(N
2
c − 1)

4π2k2

∫ 1

0

dx

1− x

∫
d2q

[{ k2

q2(q + k)2
+

1

(q + k)2
− 1

q2

}

×
{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2ω(1− x)

]}
(Θalg − 1)

]
δ(1− z) . (4.47)

where we have set q− = ω(1− x). The cosx term is a result of interference betwee vacuum and

medium-induced emissions due to a finite medium size. Here, Θalg = Θ(ω(1− x)R/2− |q|). For
the case where the gluon emission is outside the cone, the quark jet function is

J (1)
q (z, ω,R;k, x̄−) =

αs(N
2
c − 1)

4π2k2

z

1− z

∫
d2q

[
k2

q2(q + k)2
+

1

(q + k)2
− 1

q2

]

×
{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2ω(1− z)

]}
Θ′

alg, (4.48)

where Θ′
alg = Θ(|q| − R(1 − z)ω/2). We can combine the terms to write the result in a more

compact form as

J (1)
qg (z, ω,R;k, x̄−) =

αs(N
2
c − 1)

4π2k2
δ(1− z)

∫
d2q

∫ 1

0

dx

1− x

2k · q
q2(q + k)2

Θ
(
|q| − (1− x)ωR

2

)
×
{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2ω(1− x)

]}
. (4.49)

Similarly, for the gluon emission outside the jet, we get

J (1)
q (z, ω,R;k, x̄−) = −αs(N

2
c − 1)

4π2k2

z

1− z

∫
d2q

2k · q
q2(q + k)2

Θ
(
|q| − (1− z)ωR

2

)
×
{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2ω(1− z)

]}
, (4.50)

This result agrees exactly with the one-loop result of the GLV formalism Refs. [14, 15], which is

an important cross check on our framework. We compute this one loop result explicitly in the

limit L → ∞ so that the interference term cos vanishes. Carrying out the remaining integrals

and expanding the result in terms of plus distributions, the one-loop result of the jet function

evaluates to

J (1)(z, ω,R;k) =
1

k2

(N2
c − 1)αs

2π

{([ ln(1− z)

1− z

]
+
−
[ ln(1− z − t)

1− z

]
+

)
Θ(1− z − t) +

[
− 1

ϵ

(
µ

|k|

)2ϵ

×
[ 1

1− z

]
+
−

((
µ

|k|

)2ϵ 1

2ϵ
+ 2 ln t

)
1

[1− z]+
+
[ ln[(1− z)(t− 1 + z)]

1− z

]
+

]
Θ(t− 1 + z)

}
,

(4.51)
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where t = |k|/(ωR), which scales as R in our hierarchy of scales. The plus distribution is defined

in a standard way with the appropriate modification by the t-dependent phase space constraint.

For example, we have ∫ 1

0
dz
[ f(z)
1− z

]
+
Θ(t− 1 + z) =

∫ 1

1−t
dz

f(1)− f(z)

1− z
. (4.52)

We see that we do not have a pure ln t term since in the limit t → 0, the terms in the first line

vanish. In the second line, the Θ function forces z → 1 so that the corresponding terms also

vanish as the expressions appear in the form of plus distributions. Therefore, when we expand

out our result for t ≪ 1− z, the leading non-zero term is proportional to t. We also notice that

this expression is not UV divergent. All divergences regulated by dimensional regularization are

IR divergences which will be cut off by screening effects (mD) in the medium.

We find that the medium jet function only starts at O(αs). As a result, the one-loop ex-

pression does not contain any UV or rapidity divergences. However, this will not be true when

we consider the two-loop result. Even without doing any explicit calculation, we can say that

the two-loop result for the jet function will have a rapidity divergence and the corresponding

Renormalization Group (RG) equation will be the negative of the BFKL evolution equation. We

can see this in two ways. First, the anomalous dimension is a property of the operator irrespec-

tive of the state for which it is evaluated. Hence, we expect a BFKL evolution given the earlier

computation of the same operator in Ref. [125]. In this case, a kT measurement led to a non-zero

result at tree level and a BFKL rapidity divergence at one loop. Second, as we will see in the

next section, the other function that appears in our factorization formula, the medium correlator

φ(k), obeys the BFKL equation. From the RG consistency of the factorization, the jet function

has to follow the negative of the BFKL evolution. We can therefore write the RG equation for

J (1)(z,k) as

dJ (1)(z,k;µ, ν)

d ln ν
= −

∫
d2uKBFKL(k,u) J

(1)(z,u;µ, ν),

= −αsNc

π2

∫
d2u

[
J (1)(z,u;µ, ν)

(u− k)2
− k2J (1)(z,k;µ, ν)

2u2(u− k)2

]
. (4.53)

where we have suppresses the ω,R arguments. The natural scale ν for the jet function is the −
component of the gluon momentum, which is here the scale ω(1 − z). The corresponding scale

for the φ function is |k| ∼ mD so that the solution of the BFKL equation resums logarithms of

the form αs ln(mD/(ω(1 − z)). Likewise, by demanding µ independence of the cross section, we

can also infer that just like the vacuum jet function, the single interaction medium jet function

J (1)(z,k;µ, ν) also obeys the DGLAP type equation in the renormalization scale µ. As with the

rapidity logs, the DGLAP type logs are also only visible at two loops due to the vanishing of the

tree level result.
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4.3 The medium correlator

We now consider the medium correlator, which was defined in Eq. (4.35) as a correlation function

written in terms of the soft SCET operators

φ(k) =
1

k2

δab
N2

c − 1

∫
dk−

2π

∫
d4rei(k

−r+/2−k·r)Tr

[
e−i

∫
dt̂HsOia

s (r)ρMOib
s (0)e

i
∫
dt̂Hs

]
. (4.54)

The medium is non-perturbative and, hence, this function cannot be computed order by order

in αs. Nonetheless, we can compute its anomalous dimension for the evolution between two

perturbative renormalization scales analogous to a parton distribution function. As with the jet

function, the anomalous dimension is a property of the operator irrespective of the state for which

it is evaluated. The one-loop computation of this correlator in a thermal medium was carried out

in Ref. [125]. Here we quote the RG evolution equations for φ, which can be written as

dφ(k; ν;µ)

d ln ν
=

∫
d2uKBFKL(u,k)φ(k; ν;µ),

=
αsNc

π2

∫
d2u

[
φ(u; ν;µ)

(u− k)2
− k2φ(k; ν;µ)

2u2(u− k)2

]
,

dφ(k; ν;µ)

d lnµ
= −αsβ0

π
φ(k; ν;µ). (4.55)

The medium correlator has both a rapidity and a UV divergence. The rapidity divergence leads to

a BFKL equation while the UV anomalous dimension is the one-loop QCD beta function, which

leads to the running of the coupling αs. Solving this RG equation leads to αs being evaluated at

the scale µ = |k|, the transverse momentum exchanged in a single interaction with the medium.

5 Hard-collinear to soft-collinear matching (Stage II EFT)

In this section, we refactorize the medium jet function shown in Eq. (4.37) and match the EFT

to a lower virtuality Qmed ≳ T where the jet energy loss is entirely associated with collinear-soft

modes. In the following, we discuss the factorization and matching procedure in more detail.

5.1 Factorization

The factorization formula discussed in Eq. (4.37) separates the physics at the hard scale pT
from the jet scale pTR and below by effectively performing an expansion in the power counting

parameter R. The one-loop calculation of the jet function in Section 4.2 therefore accounts for

contributions from modes of virtuality pTR down to the medium scale T . Since the transverse

momentum k of the exchanged Glauber mode between energetic jet and medium partons in a

single interaction is of the order of mD, we can further expand out the jet function in |k|/(pTR) ≪
1. As a result, we can match the EFT discussed in the previous section to a lower virtuality by

integrating out the contributions from modes of virtuality pTR in terms of matching coefficients,

which we will describe below. As discussed in section 3, the EFT at virtuality Qmed contains

three modes – the collinear, collinear-soft, and soft modes which are separated in rapidity as
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shown in Fig. 2. The collinear modes account for high-energy partons with momentum fractions

z ∼ 1, created during vacuum splittings with time scale p−1
T and the corresponding shower down

to the virtuality Qmed. These modes then interact with the soft modes of the medium, sourcing

medium-induced collinear-soft radiation that contributes to the jet energy loss at leading order.

Further, if the angular separation between the collinear modes is larger than the decoherence

angle θc, they are resolved by the medium and behave as independent sources of medium-induced

collinear-soft radiation. In that case, the phase space is populated by multiple collinear partons,

each of which constitute a subjet with an angular size ≪ R inside the jet of radius R. On the

other hand, if R ≪ θc, the medium cannot resolve the color of the subjets, and the jet acts as

a single coherent source of medium-induced collinear soft radiation. We first focus on the case

R ≥ θc, where the phase space is sufficiently large to allow for multiple subjets each of size

Qmed/pT ∼ R2 that are separated from each other by an angle θ ≫ Qmed/pT . As the jet evolves,

both the collinear and collinear-soft modes from each subjet interact with the medium through

forward scatterings mediated by Glauber modes. The EFT and corresponding operators, which

include all three sectors coupled via Glauber modes, were derived in Ref. [113]. We can write

the Lagrangian density that mediates the forward scattering between the three modes in terms

of explicit SCET operators as follows:

Lint
G (x) =

∑
n′

∑
i,j=q,q̄,g

Oia
c n′,cs

1

P2
⊥
Oja

s,n′ +
∑

i,j=q,q̄,g

Oia
cs,n

1

P2
⊥
Oja

s,n ≡ Lint
c−cs−s + Lint

cs−s, (5.1)

While the Lagrangian describes both quark and gluon jets, we will focus here on quark jets

i = q in the collinear sector. 1/P2
⊥ is the Glauber propagator, which extracts the corresponding

momentum from the soft operators. The first term in Eq. (5.1) describes the effective interactions

between all three modes. Oja
s,n′ is the soft operator, and Oia

c n′,cs describes collinear-soft emission

from a collinear parton. Here, c n′ denotes different collinear modes, and we sum over different

directions inside the jet labeled by distinct light-light vectors n′. The second term describes the

forward scattering of collinear-soft radiation with the soft modes of the medium. Here, n denotes

the direction of the entire jet. The collinear-soft radiation occupies the full angular phase space of

the jet, allowing interactions between distinct subjets. The operators Oj,a
s,n and Oi,a

cs,n are identical

to the soft Oi,a
s and collinear Oia

n operators, respectively, as given in Eq. (4.4). The operator

Oi,a
c n,cs that describes the interaction between collinear and collinear-soft modes reads

Oia
c n,cs = Oib

n

1

P2
⊥
Oba

cs , (5.2)

where Oib
n is again the collinear current given in Eq. (4.4). Lastly, the collinear-soft operator Oba

cs

which encodes medium induced gluon emission is given as

Oba
cs = 8παs

[
Pµ
⊥S

T
nWnP⊥µ − P⊥

µ gB̃nµ
S⊥S

T
nWn − ST

nWngB̃nµ
⊥ P⊥

µ − gB̃nµ
S⊥S

T
nWngB̃n

⊥µ

− nµn̄ν

2
ST
n igG

µνWn

]ba
, (5.3)
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which is defined in terms of SCET building blocks, see Eq. (4.5), and Gµν is the gauge field

tensor. The gauge field that appears in all operators in Eq. (5.3) is Aµ
cs. Further, the operators

B̃ and G are evaluated in the adjoint representation with

B̃ab
n⊥ = −ifabcBc

n⊥ . (5.4)

Since the jet is populated by multiple subjets, we expect that the matching procedure leads to

a series in terms of an increasing number of subjets. We now begin with the jet function in

Eq. (4.37) and refactorize it in terms of matching functions convolved with subjet functions at

virtuality Qmed that are resolved by the medium.

Ji(z, ωJ , µ) =

∫ 1

0
dz′
∫ ∞

0
dϵL δ(ω′

J − ωJ − ϵL)
∑
m

m∏
j=2

∫
dΩ(nj)

4π
⟨Ci→m({n}, z′, ω′

J , µ)Sm({n}, ϵL, µ)⟩ ,

(5.5)

which is valid up to power corrections of O(Qmed/pTR). We have ω′
J = z′ωJ/z, and the term

{n} ≡ {n1, n2, ..., nm} denotes the direction of m subjets with ni ·nj ∼ θc. Analogous to the hard

function that describes the production of jet initiating parton at scale pT in Eq. (4.37), the fist

term Ci→m describes the production of m collinear partons from an initial parton i at virtuality

pTR. The second term Sm describes the production and evolution of collinear-soft radiation from

the m resolved collinear partons and ϵL is the energy loss out of the jet cone due to emission

of collinear-soft radiation. ⟨...⟩ denotes color trace. The function Sm depends on the radius R

through the jet algorithm measurement. The variable Ω(nj) denotes the angular phase space of m

subjets inside the jet. The convolution between the matching function and Sm is given in terms of

the angle Ω(nj) and energy loss ϵL. While phase space is in principle available for multiple subjets

for R ≫ θc, in practice it may be sufficient to truncate the series in Eq. (5.5) to a finite order and

consider only the first few terms. Since the subjets are well separated from one another, each of

them will act as an independent source of collinear-soft radiation through a Wilson line in the

direction of the subjet. As a result, Sm can be written as a correlator of m distinct collinear-soft

Wilson lines dressing the m collinear fields along the directions nj that source them. For a single

subjet with only one collinear parton in the n direction and one collinear-soft Wilson line, the

function S1 is given by

S1(ϵL) =

∫
d2r

∫
dr+e−iωr+Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtH̄ [U(n)U(n̄)χ̄cn](0)

] /̄n
2
ρM

× T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtH̄ [U(n)†U(n̄)†χcn](r, r

+)
]
M
]
, (5.6)

where we have suppressed all other arguments in S1 except for the energy loss ϵL. This function

evolves with the total Hamiltonian H̄

H̄ = Hc +Hcs +Hs +H int
G . (5.7)

Here, H int
G = H int

c−cs−s + H int
cs−s is the Glauber Hamiltonian which can be obtained from the

Lagrangian in Eq. (5.1). Further, Hc and Hcs are two copies of the collinear SCET Hamiltonian,
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while Hs is the soft SCET Hamiltonian which is identical to the full QCD Hamiltonian. The

collinear-soft Wilson line U(n) appearing in Eq. 5.6 is defined as

U(n) = P exp

[
ig

∫ ∞

0
ds n ·Acs(sn)

]
. (5.8)

Lastly, χcn in Eq. (5.6) is the SCET collinear quark field operator defined in Eq. (4.5).

5.2 Integrating out the collinear sector

As discussed in the previous section, the leading contribution to the jet energy loss comes from

collinear-soft radiation while the contribution from collinear emissions is subleading. Therefore,

at leading power, we can treat the collinear Hamiltonian (Hc in Eq. (5.6)) as a free theory

Hamiltonian, which we denote as H
(0)
c . As a result, the physical process involves the propagation

of a highly energetic collinear parton that interacts with the medium and induces collinear-soft

radiation. Consequently, in the Hamiltonian H̄, the collinear quark field χcn appears either

through a kinetic term H
(0)
c or in the Glauber interaction operator H int

G via the three-sector

operator ∑
i,j

Oib
n

1

P2
⊥
Oba

cs

1

P2
⊥
Oja

s , (5.9)

which is the first term in Eq. (5.1). For a jet initiated by a quark i = q, the operator Oqb
n is the

same as the collinear quark current operator defined in Eq. (4.4) where the collinear Wilson line

is now set to the identity since we are ignoring all radiative corrections to the collinear sector.

Therefore, the Hamiltonian is quadratic in the collinear degrees of freedom and can be integrated

out. With these simplifications, the result for the subjet function reduces to

S1(ϵL) = Tr
[
T
[
e−i

∫
dt H̃Un̄(0)Un(0)

]
ρM T̄

[
e−i

∫
dt H̃U †

n(0)U
†
n̄(0)

]
M′
]
. (5.10)

Here, the measurement function M′ is defined as

M′ = Θalg × δ (ϵL − n̄ · P) , (5.11)

where n̄ · P is the energy of the collinear-soft radiation that flows out of the jet. The function S1

now evolves with the Hamiltonian∫
dt H̃(t)=

∫
dt (Hcs(t) +Hs(t) +Hcs-s(t)) +

∫
dsOcs-s(sn). (5.12)

As before, Hcs is standard collinear SCET Hamiltonian, and Hs describes the dynamics of the soft

field. Moreover, Hcs-s describes the forward scattering of the collinear-soft gluon off a soft medium

parton. We have now completely eliminated the collinear sector and, as a result, we obtained the

operator Ocs-s accounting for medium-induced radiation to all orders, and it is defined along the

world line of the collinear parton that sources it. The only information about the collinear sector

that is retained is the direction of the resolved collinear parton. The Hamiltonian interaction

density for the forward scattering of collinear-soft gluons with the soft partons of the medium is

given by

Hcs-s = CG
i

2
fabcBb

n⊥µ

n̄

2
· (P + P†)Bcµ

n⊥
1

P2
⊥
Oa

s . (5.13)
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The operator along the world line is given by

Ocs-s(sn) =

∫
d2q

1

q2

[
Oab

cs

1

P2
⊥
Ob

s

]
(sn, q)ta, (5.14)

which is expressed in terms of Ocs, see Eq. (5.3), and the soft operator Os as defined earlier. A

detailed derivation of this simplified formulation starting from Eq. (5.6) and Eq. (5.7) is given in

Appendix C. We can further generalize this result to the m subjet configuration and define the

Sm subjet function in Eq. (5.5) as

Sm(ϵL) = Tr
[
T
[
e−i

∫
dt H̃mUm(nm)...U1(n1)U0(n̄)

]
ρM T̄

[
e−i

∫
dt H̃mU †

0(n̄)U
†
1(n1)...U

†
m(nm)

]
M′
]
,

(5.15)

which is given by a correlator ofm collinear soft Wilson lines along the directions of them subjets.

Note that we have suppressed color indices on the Wilson lines which can be either fundamental

or adjoint based on the parton species that sourced them. As stated earlier in Eq. (5.5) there

is an implicit contraction of these color indices with the coefficient Ci→m and an overall color

trace. This function encodes the interference between the collinear soft radiation from different

subjets which includes the LPM and color decoherence effects. What is remarkable is that the

refactorization of the jet function in Eq. (5.5) takes the exact same form as encountered in the

context of non-global logarithms in Ref. [132]. See also [133, 134]. However, in comparison to

the case of non-global logarithms, the Hamiltonian with which it evolves is different and is given

as ∫
dt H̃m(t)=

∫
dt (Hcs(t) +Hs(t) +Hcs-s(t)) +

m∑
i=i

∫
dsiOcs-s(sini), (5.16)

with an Ocs-s operator along the word line of each subjet. The matching functions Ci→m in

Eq. (5.5) start at O(αm−1
s (pTR)), allowing us to express the refactorized jet function as a pertur-

bative series. The interference between the collinear-soft radiation off distinct collinear partons

leads to the emergence of the decoherence angle θc. To explicitly see this scale we require a

two-loop calculation, which is beyond the scope of this work. We refer the reader to [135], where

an explicit calculation for a dipole antenna was performed. Note that the function Sm depends

on the jet radius R. It contributes to the measurement of the jet radius as well as out-of-jet

radiation, i.e., energy loss. In a medium of finite size, it explicitly depends on the medium length

L through the enhancement by an overall factor L and the LPM effect.

5.3 One-loop matching from stage I to stage II

In this paper, we focus on the regime θc ≥ R so that only the first term of the series in Eq. (5.5)

is retained. In this case, we can simplify the factorization as

Ji(z, ωJ , µ) =

∫ 1

0
dz′
∫ ∞

0
dϵL δ(ω′

J − ωJ − ϵL) Ci→1({n}, z′, ω′
J , µ)S1({n}, ϵL, µ). (5.17)

For this case of a single subjet, the color structure for the coefficient Ci→1 is trivial. For stage I,

we expanded out the jet function order by order in the number of interactions with the medium
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Eq.4.19.

Ji(z, ωJ , µ) =
∞∑
j=0

J
(j)
i ≡ J

(0)
i + |CG|2L

∫
d2k

(2π)2
(J (1)

r − J (1)
v )(k)φ(k) + . . . . (5.18)

The tree and one-loop results for the stage I vacuum quark jet function J
(0)
q are given in Appendix

A. Results up to one loop for the single interaction medium jet function (J
(1)
r,n − J

(1)
v,n)) were

calculated in section 4.2. Our goal in this section is to match the one-loop results from stage I to

the stage II EFT and obtain the matching coefficient Ci→m.

To achieve this, we explicitly compute the function S1 in Eq. (5.5). In this case, the jet acts

as a coherent color source for the energy loss leading to a single subjet that we need to take into

account. As a result, at NLO, we expect S1 to capture both medium-induced effects as well as

all the vacuum physics below the scale pTR, expanded in T/(pTR). As for Stage I, we will also

expand this function order by order in the number of jet-medium interactions.

S1 =
∞∑
i=0

S(i)
1 . (5.19)

Since the factorization should remain valid even when the medium is turned off, comparing the

vacuum result is sufficient to extract the matching coefficient Cq→1. However, as a consistency

check of our factorization, we will also compute the result for a single medium interaction to one

loop for the stage II factorization and verify that the EFT reproduces the stage I result expanded

out to leading power in T/pTR. The function S1 encodes the physics of both collinear soft modes

of the jet and the soft modes that populate the medium. To further separate out the physics

of these two modes, we need to expand out the Glauber interaction Hamiltonian order by order

to factorize the medium soft physics from measurement-dependent collinear-soft dynamics in the

jet. The procedure we follow is the same as the one we employed for the stage I EFT. Therefore,

starting from Eq. (5.10), we rewrite S1 in the interaction picture as

S1(ϵL) = Tr
[
e−i(Hcs+Hs)tT

[
e−i

∫
dtHint

G,IUn̄(0)Un(0)
]

× ρM T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtHint

G,IU †
n(0)U

†
n̄(0)

]
ei(Hcs+Hs)tM′

]
, (5.20)

where H int
G,I is the Glauber interaction for a single subjet and reads as∫

dtH int
G,I =

∫
dtHcs-s,I(t) +

∫
dsOcs-s,I(sn). (5.21)

Here, the subscript I refers to dressing the operator with H ′ = Hcs+Hs so that OI = eiH
′tOe−iH′t.

We can now expand out S1 order by order in H int
G,I, which corresponds to an expansion in the

number of collinear-soft–soft interactions and prove factorization at each order.

5.3.1 Matching for the vacuum evolution

The matching for the vacuum results is already known and appears in the factorization for

threshold resummation [53, 58, 59, 136]. We reproduce it here in the context of jets in heavy-ion
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Figure 5: One-loop diagrams for the single-subjet function in the vacuum. The straight red

lines correspond to collinear soft Wilson lines along n and n̄ directions.

collisions. At O(H
int(0)
G,I ), the function S(0)

1 is given by a correlator of collinear-soft Wilson lines

in the vacuum

S(0)
1 (ϵL) = Tr

[
T
[
Un̄(0)Un(0)

]
T̄
[
U †
n(0)

†
n̄(0)

]
M′
]
. (5.22)

At the tree level, this evaluates to S(0)
1 (ϵL) = δ(ϵL). Compared to the vacuum result of the stage

I jet function, this gives the following result for the matching coefficient in Eq. (5.5)

Cq→1(ω
′
J , z

′, µ) = ω′
Jδ(1− z′). (5.23)

The one-loop real and virtual vacuum diagrams are shown in Fig. 5. The virtual diagrams are

scaleless and hence vanish in dimensional regularization. Since the full result is IR finite, it is

sufficient to consider the real emission diagrams. For a gluon emission inside the jet, we get

S(0)
qg = δ(ϵL)

αs

π

(µ2eγE )ϵ

Γ[1− ϵ]

∫ ∞

0

dq−

q−

∫
d|q|

|q|1+2ϵ
Θ

(
q−R

2
− |q|

)
. (5.24)

The integral over q− in scaleless, and therefore the contribution vanishes in dimensional regular-

ization. For the gluon emission outside the jet we obtain

S(0)
q =

αs

π

(µ2eγE )ϵ

Γ[1− ϵ]

1

ϵL

∫
d|q|
q1+2ϵ

Θ

(
|q| − ϵLR

2

)
, (5.25)

which evaluates to

S(0)
q =

αsCF

2πω′
J

δ(1− z̃)
[
− 1

ϵ2
− l

ϵ
− l2

2
+
π2

12

]
+
αsCF

2πω′
J

[(1

ϵ
+ l

)
2

(1− z̃)+
−4

(
ln(1− z̃)

1− z̃

)
+

]
, (5.26)

where we have written ϵL = (1− z̃)ω′
J . Here, we introduced l = ln(µ2/(ωJR/2)2), which leads to

a double logarithm in Mellin space of form ∼ ln2(µ2N2/(ωJR/2)2). We can read off the natural

scale for this function, which is given by (1− z̃)ωJR/2. Comparing the one-loop result with the

Stage I vacuum jet function in Appendix A, we obtain the O(αs) correction to the matching

coefficient Cq→1. For the anti-kT jet algorithm, this leads to

Cq→1(z
′, ω′

J , µ) = ω′
J

[
δ(1− z′) + δ(1− z′)

αs

2π
CF

[
l2

2
+

3l

2
+

13

2
− 3π2

4

]

+
αs

2π
CF

[
− (1 + z′)l − 2(1 + z′) ln(1− z′)− (1− z′)]

+
αs l

2π
Pgq(z

′)− αs

2π

[
Pgq(z)2 ln(1− z′) + CF z

′
]]

, (5.27)
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where l = ln(µ2/(ωJR/2)2). Note that in Mellin transform space, this result has no logarithms

in N at leading power. Hence, the natural scale for this function is ωJR/2. The running of the

single subjet function between the scales (1−z)ωJR/2 to ωJ/R will allow us to resum the leading

threshold logarithms. Further, the RG equation for this function is given by

µ
d

dµ
Ci→1(z, ωJ , µ) =

∑
j

∫ 1

z

dz′

z′
γjiCi→1

( z

z′
, µ
)
Cj→1(z

′, ωJ , µ). (5.28)

We can read off the anomalous dimensions

γqqCq→1
(z) = δ(1− z)

αsCF

2π

[
4l + 3

]
− αsCF

π
(1 + z),

γqgCq→1
(z) =

αsCF

π
Pgq(z). (5.29)

Correspondingly, the anomalous dimension for the single subjet function reads

γqq
S(0)
1

(z) = −δ(1− z)
4αsCF

2π
l +

αsCF

2π

4

(1− z)+
. (5.30)

We note that as anticipated the addition of above two anomalous dimensions

γqqCq→1
(z) + γqq

S(0)
1

(z) =
αs

π
Pqq(z), (5.31)

is simply the DGLAP evolution kernel for a quark jet.

5.3.2 Matching the single medium interaction

The second term in Eq. (5.19) contributes at order O(H int
G,I)

2 and describes medium-induced

radiation with a single interaction between collinear, collinear-soft and soft medium partons.

The factorization formula, following the same series of steps that lead to Eq. (4.37) derived in

the Stage I EFT, is given by

S(1)
1 (ϵL, R) = |CG|2

∫
dx̄−

∫
d2k

(2π)3

(
F
(1)
r,1 − F

(1)
v,1

)
(ϵL, R;k, x̄−)φ(k, x̄−). (5.32)

where we have again introduced a real and virtual part for the collinear-soft function F
(1)
1 . The

real part corresponding to Glauber insertions on opposite sides of the cut, is given by

F
(1)
r,1(ϵL,k, x̄

−) =
1

2Nc

e−i x̄
−
2

(Pa
+−Pb

+)

k2∑
X

Tr
[
⟨0|T̄

{
e−i

∫
dtHn(t)

[
δ(P−)δ2(P⊥ − k)Oqa

n (0) +
1

(P⊥ − k)2
Oca

cs (0)t
c
]
U †(n)U †(n̄)

}
M′|X⟩

⟨X|T
{
e−i

∫
dtHn(t)

[
δ(P−)δ2(P⊥ + k)Oqb

n (0) +
1

(P⊥ − k)2
Ocb

cs(0)t
c
]
U(n)U(n̄)

}
|0⟩
]
δab . (5.33)

The function φ is identical to the medium correlator defined in Eq. (4.35). Similarly, we can define

F
(1)
v,1, which corresponds to the insertion of Glauber operators on the same side of the cut. Below,
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Figure 6: Tree level diagrams for the single subjet operator. The green line represents the

direction of the collinear quark, which has been integrated out, and the yellow squares are medium

scattering centers. The green vertex is the Glauber operator Oba
cs insertion.

we compute this jet function to the one-loop order. There are two sources of the collinear-soft

radiation – the Lipatov vertex operator Oba
cs in Eq. (5.3) and the Wilson line U(n). The tree-level

result is given by the interaction of the collinear mode with the medium which in our operator is

just the leading order in g term of the operator Oba
cs and the corresponding diagrams are shown

in Fig. 65. Since the measurements on the jet are not affected by this interaction, the real and

virtual contributions cancel each other and the diagrams add up to zero.

At one loop, there are four sets of diagrams. The relevant Feynman rules derived from the

operator in Eq. (5.3) for medium-induced collinear-soft radiation through the Lipatov vertex and

the interaction of a collinear-soft gluon with the medium are given by

=8παsigf
abc

(
2kµ − qµ − n̄µ

2
n · q + n̄ · qn

µ

2
− nµ (k − q)2

n · q
+ n̄µ k2

n̄ · q

)
(5.34)

=− 8παsif
abc
(
n̄ · l gµν⊥ − n̄µlν − n̄νqµ +

q · l n̄µn̄ν

n̄ · q

)
. (5.35)

We first consider the real emission diagrams with Glauber insertions on opposite sides of the

cut as shown in Figure 7. First, we compute the one-loop contribution from the Lipatov vertex

squared shown in Figure 7(a). This corresponds to medium-induced collinear-soft radiation. At

one loop, Figure 7(a) results in the following expression To carry out the matching to Stage I,

we can conveniently divide the diagrams into two parts: First those that survive in the limit

L → ∞, i.e., do not contribute to any interference between the vacuum jet production and

medium evolution. Second, diagrams that explicitly contribute to the interference and hence are

5The U(n̄) Wilson line is not shown as it does not contribute to the interactions with the medium.
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Figure 7: Real emission diagrams at the one-loop level with Glauber insertions on opposite sides

of the cut. The parallel red lines represent Un Wilson lines. The red vertex corresponds to the

rescattering of cs gluon off the medium.

proportional to the F (x) = cos[x] factor obtained in stage I Eq. 4.45.

7a =
g2Nc(N

2
c − 1)

k2
δ(ϵL)

∫
d4q δ(q2)

(2π)3(q − k)4
Θalg

×
[
(kµ − qµ) + kµ − n̄µ

2
n · q + n̄ · qn

µ

2
− nµ (k − q)2

n · q
+ n̄µ k2

n̄ · q

]2
. (5.36)

where Θalg = Θ
(
R
2 − |q|

q−

)
for gluon emission inside the jet and Θ

(
|q|
q− − R

2

)
for cs radiation

outside the jet. With some algebra, we can simplify this expression and we obtain

7a =
g2(N2

c − 1)

2k2
δ(ϵL)

∫
d2q

(2π)3

∫
dq−

q−
k2

q2(q − k)2
Θalg , (5.37)

which reproduces the square of the Lipatov vertex. Next, we consider the diagrams where the

collinear-soft mode is sourced by U(n) Wilson line which leads to

7b =
g2(N2

c − 1)

k2
δ(ϵL)

∫
d2q

(2π)3

∫
dq−

q−
1

(q − k)2
Θalg. (5.38)

In all these diagrams, we also need to be careful to avoid double counting arising from the

Glauber limit of the collinear-soft modes. Therefore, we need to subtract the Glauber limit of

the collinear-soft loop integrals from the U(n) Wilson line diagrams. This is necessary for the

three-sector EFT due to possible overlap between the collinear-soft and Glauber modes6. The

possible overlaps and their zero-bin subtractions for the EFT involving all three modes have been

discussed in Ref. [113]. The zero-bin subtraction here ensures that we only get the contribution

from the diagrams where the collinear-emission emission goes on shell before it interacts with

the medium so that it is genuinely sourced by the hard interaction that creates the jet and not

6The Glauber limit of diagrams not involving collinear-soft Wilson lines evaluates to zero.
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Figure 8: One-loop diagrams for real emission and Glauber insertions on the same side of the

cut.

from medium-induced radiation. Therefore, it removes the overlap with the Lipatov vertex in

8(a), which accounts for all the medium-induced radiation. As a result, after the proper zero-bin

subtraction, the contribution in Eq. (5.38) reduces to half its value. Therefore, we can write the

Glauber-subtracted result as

7bGS =
g2(N2

c − 1)

2k2
δ(ϵL)

∫
d2q

(2π)3

∫
dq−

q−
1

(q − k)2
Θalg. (5.39)

Further, we note that diagram 7(d) evaluates to zero due to Wilson line vertex contractions.

Next, we consider the contributions from diagrams 7(c), 7(e), and 7(f) along with their complex

conjugate. The contribution of diagram 7(c) proportional to k·q/(q2(q−k)2)F [x̄−(q−k)2/(2q−)].

The diagram 7(e) is proportional to F [x̄−(l2−q2)/2q−] where l = q−k and gets canceled against

the same term arising from diagram 8(d). The diagram 7(f) cancels out with diagrams 8(e)

and 8(f) and reads as F [x̄−q2/(2q−)](−1 + 2k2/q2)/l2. After performing the Glauber zero-bin

subtraction, therefore only 7(c) along with the complex conjugate contributes and leads to the

result

7cGS + c.c. =
αs(N

2
c − 1)

4π2k2

∫
d2q

∫
dq−

q−
2k · q

q2(q − k)2
δ(ϵL)ΘalgF

[(q − k)2x̄−

2q−

]
. (5.40)

This term is the interference between the hard vertex and medium-induced emission and vanishes

in the limit L → ∞. Next, we consider the diagrams with Glauber insertions on the same side of

the cut for a real gluon emission. The relevant diagrams are shown in Figure 8. The contribution

from diagram 8(a) is

8a =
g2(N2

c − 1)

2k2
δ(ϵL)

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2
Θalg , (5.41)

which is another contribution to the broadening term. We find that diagrams 8(b) through 8(f)

only give the interference term proportional to function F (x̄−/tf ). The contribution from 8(c)
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Figure 9: Virtual emission diagrams at the one-loop level with Glauber insertions on opposite

sides of the cut.

vanishes due to Wilson line contractions. As mentioned earlier, 8(e) and 8(f) get canceled with

7(f) while 8(d) cancels out with 7(e). The contribution from figure 8(b) goes as 2F [x̄−q2/(2q−)](q·
k + k2)/l2. Next, we consider the diagrams with Glauber insertions on the opposite sides of the

cut with a virtual gluon emission. The relevant diagrams are shown in Figure 9. After the

Glauber zero bin subtraction, diagram 9(a) gives a result proportional to F . Further, diagram

9(d) evaluates to zero. All other diagrams cancel out against the corresponding virtual gluon

diagrams with Glauber insertions on the same side of the cut. Diagram 9(a) gets canceled with

diagrams 10(b) and 10(c), which are virtual contributions with Glauber insertions on the same

side of the cut. Diagram 10(h) generates the same term as Diagram 7(c) and diagram 9(c) cancels

against diagrams 10(f) and 10(g). The contribution of diagram 9(e) is F [x̄−(l2−q2)/2q−]q·l/l2q2.
Lastly, we consider the diagrams with Glauber insertions on the same side of the cut and

with a virtual gluon emission. The relevant diagrams for this case are shown in Fig. 10. Diagram

10(a) is again the square of the Lipatov vertex, hence, generates the contribution

10a =
g2(N2

c − 1)

2k2
δ(ϵL)

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
k2

q2(q − k)2
. (5.42)

It correctly reproduces the virtual contribution that we had in the previous section. Further,

diagrams b, c, h, i, and j give terms proportional to function F (L/tf ). Diagrams 10(d) through

10(g) cancel with the corresponding real diagrams. Contribution from diagram 10(h) is propor-

tional to F [x̄−q2/(2q−)]q · k/q4 and from 10(i) F [x̄−(l2 − q2)/(2q−)]q · l/l2q2. Combining the

contribution from all the diagrams we have

F
(1)
1 =

αs(N
2
c − 1)

4π2k2

∫
d2q

∫
dq−

q−
2k · q

q2(q + k)2
Θ

(
2|q|
q−

−R

)(
δ(ϵL)− δ(ϵL − q−)

)
×
(
1− F

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

])
. (5.43)
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Figure 10: Virtual correction diagrams at the one-loop level with Glauber insertions on the

same side of the cut.

We therefore find that the single interaction contribution from a single subjet completely repro-

duces the one-loop medium-induced contribution discussed in Eq. 4.49 and Eq. 4.50. This is also

consistent with the tree level matching coefficient Cq→1 = ω′
Jδ(1− z′).

6 Jet production in a dilute medium

In a dilute medium, we expect the interaction cross-section of the jet with the medium to be

small. Consequently, it suffices to keep terms only up to a single interaction with the medium,

which is captured by the function S(1)
1 . The complete factorization formula for a dilute medium

for the case of an unresolved jet reads as

dσ

dpTdη
=

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω;µ)

∫
dz′
∫

dϵLδ(ω
′
J − ωJ − ϵL) Ci→1(ω

′
J , z

′;µ)S1(ϵL, R;µ),

dilute
=

∫
dz

z
Hq(ω;µ)

∫
dz′
∫

dϵLδ(ω
′
J − ωJ − ϵL) Ci→1(ω

′
J , z

′;µ)

×
(
S
(0)
1 (ϵL, R;µ) + |CG|2

∫
dx̄−

∫
d2k

(2π)2
φ(k, x̄−;µ, ν)F

(1)
1 (ϵL, R,k, x̄−;µ, ν)

)
. (6.1)
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Figure 11: The renormalization group flow for jet production in a dilute medium.

In this formula, we note that the hard function sits at the virtuality ω ∼ pT , the matching

coefficient at pTR, and the collinear-soft and medium physics is at virtuality ϵLR. This scale

in turn is set by the transverse momentum scale k exchanged between the jet partons and the

medium. For the single interaction considered here, this scale is set by mD ∼ gT . In a strongly

coupled medium, this is a non-perturbative scale. Hence, for a dilute medium, the entire object

S1(ϵL, R;µ) is non-perturbative. We therefore draw an important conclusion here that the non-

perturbative physics, while independent of the jet pT , depends on the jet radius R and the path

length L in the medium.

The analysis of the functions that appear in this formula also allows us to present a complete

picture of the possible resummation of large logarithms that arise as a result of the factorization

shown in Fig. 11. We have already established that the RG equation for the vacuum function

S(0)
1 corresponds to threshold resummation given Eq. 5.30 with the corresponding RG for the

matching coefficient in Eq. 5.29. Likewise, the medium correlator φ obeys the BFKL equation

in the rapidity cutoff ν. By RG invariance of the cross section, we can then infer that the

collinear-soft function F
(1)
1 obeys an RG equation in both µ and ν, which are given by

ν
d

dν
F
(1)
1 (ϵL,k;µ, ν) = −

∫
d2uKBFKL(k,u)F

(1)
1 (ϵL,u;µ, ν) , (6.2)

and

µ
d

dµ
F
(1)
1 (z, ωJ ,k;µ, ν) =

∑
j

∫ 1

z

dz′

z′
γ
F

(1)
1

( z

z′
, µ
)
F
(1)
1 (z′, ωJ ,k;µ, ν) . (6.3)

Here the anomalous dimension is

γ
F

(1)
1

(z) = −δ(1− z)
4αsCF

2π
l +

αsCF

2π

4

(1− z)+
, (6.4)

where we have set ϵL = ω′
J(1− z) and suppressed other arguments for simplicity. To verify these

relations explicitly, we need to do an explicit two-loop computation for F
(1)
1 since the tree-level
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result vanishes. This also demonstrates the power of the factorization framework, which allows

us to infer higher-order radiative corrections without explicit calculations.

7 Factorization in a dense medium

So far, our discussion has been restricted to the case of a single interaction with the medium.

In this section, we consider the factorization for an arbitrary number of interactions with the

medium. As mentioned above, in this paper, we limit ourselves to the case R ≤ θc, i.e., a single

subjet now undergoes multiple interactions with the medium. We begin again with the all-order

definition of the subjet function S1, see Eq. (5.10),

S1(ϵL, R) = Tr
[
e−iH′tT

[
e−i

∫
dtHint

G,IUnUn̄

]
ρM T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtHint

G,IU †
n̄U

†
n

]
eiH

′tM′
]
, (7.1)

which, as described earlier, can be expanded in terms of the number of interactions with the

medium S1 =
∑∞

i=0 S
(i)
1 . In the previous section, we derived the factorization for the first two

terms in this series, which suffices for a dilute medium. We can generalize the factorization to

an arbitrary number of interactions n as follows. The only assumption we make to derive the

corresponding factorization is that successive interactions of the jet with the medium occur via

independent scattering centers in the medium, i.e. the soft medium partons that the jet partons

scatter off are color uncorrelated. This is a reasonable approximation if the average distance

between the successive interactions of the jet with the medium, i.e. the mean free path ℓmfp, is

larger than the inverse Debye screening mass ℓmfp ≫ 1/mD. This allows for multiple interactions

since the length of the medium L is much larger than the screening length scale. The scale ℓmfp

is itself an emergent scale. We leave a detailed derivation of this scale within the EFT framework

for future work. At O(n), we can write the factorization formula for the subjet function as

S(n)
1 (ϵL, R) = |CG|2n

[
n∏

i=1

∫
dx−i Θ(x−i − x−i+1)

∫
d2ki

(2π)3
φ(ki, x

−
i , µ, ν)

]

× F
(n)
1 (ϵL, R, x−1 . . . , x−n ;k1,k2, . . . ,kn;µ, ν). (7.2)

Here, we have n copies of the medium correlator φ and a single collinear-soft jet function F
(n)
1

indicating that the interaction of the jet with the medium is fully coherent. The successive

interactions of the jet with the medium are path-ordered along the direction of the jet propagation

x−. We will not write out the full operator definition for F
(n)
1 here since it is cumbersome but

straightforward. It involves 2n insertion of the collinear sector Glauber operator with all possible

permutations of these operators on each side of the cut. The function φ obeys RG equations in

µ and ν as defined in Eq. (4.55). Using RG consistency, we can generalize the RG equation for

F
(1)
1 in Eqs. (6.4) and (6.2). We find that the function F

(n)
1 has to obey the following equation

ν
d

dν
F
(n)
1 (ϵL,k1, . . . ,kn;µ, ν) = −

n∑
i=1

∫
d2uKBFKL(u,ki)F

(n)
1 (ϵL,k1, . . . ,ki−1,u, . . . ,kn;µ, ν)

(7.3)
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where we have suppressed the dependence of the jet function on R and L. Given the anomalous

dimension of the matching coefficient Cq→1 and RG consistency, we obtain

µ
d

dµ
F
(n)
1 (k1, . . . ,kn;µ, ν) =

∑
j

∫ 1

z

dz′

z′
γ
F

(n)
1

( z

z′
, µ
)
F
(n)
1 (z′, ωJ , µ), (7.4)

with

γ
F

(n)
1

(z) = −δ(1− z)
4αsCF

2π
l +

αsCF

2π

4

(1− z)+
. (7.5)

Ostensibly, the RG structure for the dense medium is similar to the dilute case with the only

change being the multiple copies of the BFKL equation. Naively, the virtuality of the subjet

function S1 is determined entirely by the scale mD, which is the typical transverse momentum

exchanged in a single interaction. However, in a dense medium, we have to contend with a

new scale, namely the total typical transverse momentum exchange between a jet parton with

the medium. We have referred to this scale earlier as Qmed but have been glib about its exact

definition. In a dense medium, one may expect that this scale can be much larger than mD

thereby dynamically introducing a new scale in our EFT hierarchy. A rough estimate of this

scale may be obtained by comparing the leading order computation of multiple scatterings in a

medium with data. In the literature, this scale is typically been written as Qmed ∼
√
q̂L and

leading order and it is in the range of 1− 3 GeV.

The first important consequence of this is that the energy of the collinear-soft mode scales

as ϵL ∼ Qmed/R. Hence, the energy loss is now larger compared to the dilute case. If we

choose the extreme value in this range, we obtain a scale separation between the three scales

pTR ≫ Qmed ≫ mD ∼ T . This would therefore require a further matching step where we

expand out the result mD/Qmed. A rigorous formulation of this matching is crucial to completely

isolate the non-perturbative physics and establish its universality or lack thereof across distinct

jet observables. This is beyond the scope of the current paper and will be addressed in the future.

8 The R → 0 limit

The limit R → 0 corresponds to the case where each jet consists of a single hadron, i.e. we recover

the inclusive hadron production cross section in this limit [137]. In the following, we discuss how

the medium EFT framework changes in this limit. The limit R → 0 corresponds to pTR → ΛQCD.

In the case of a strongly coupled medium, the following three scales are parametrically of the

same order pTR ∼ T ∼ mD. In this limit, the two curves shown in Figure 2, are no longer

distinct but they merge into a single hyperbola. A further consequence of this scaling is that we

no longer have distinct collinear and collinear-soft modes but only a single hard-collinear mode

with momentum scaling

phc = pT (1, R
2, R). (8.1)

Further, the medium modes only consist of a soft mode with scaling

ps = (T, T, T ) ∼ pT (R,R,R). (8.2)
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This is identical to the case described in section 4 and was thoroughly discussed in the context

of the transverse momentum imbalance between narrow jets in Refs. [123–125]. In this case, the

medium effects contribute to leading power in R, i.e. they are not suppressed compared to the vac-

uum. However, the formation time of the medium-induced radiation tf ∼ 1/(pTR
2) ∼ pT /Λ

2
QCD

may become very large compared to the typical medium size L in this regime. Therefore, there

may be strong suppression of medium-induced radiation due to the LPM effect as was noted in

[125]7. The final factorized result is then identical to the one in Eqs. (4.13) and (4.14) in terms

of a jet function evaluated in the medium background. We can do a further factorization written

as a series in the number of jet-medium interactions as in Eq. (4.19). Each term in the series

can be written in terms of multiple copies of the universal medium correlator and a medium jet

function, which obeys both the DGLAP and BFKL evolution equations. For instance, the first

two terms correspond to the vacuum evolution (section 4.1.1) and single jet-medium interaction

(section 4.1.2), respectively.

Based on our analysis in the previous section, we conclude that in a dilute medium, the full

jet function (now with a specific final state hadron h instead of a jet) defined in Eq. (4.17) sits

at a virtuality of mD ∼ ΛQCD, i.e. it is non-perturbative. It depends on the hadron pT and the

path length in the medium L. It denotes the probability of creating a hadron from a quark in a

dilute medium of length L and can therefore be interpreted as the hadron fragmentation function

in the presence of the medium. In a dense medium, we would again expect the emergence of a

perturbative scale Qmed, which would require further steps of matching. We leave a more detailed

exploration of this case for future work.

9 Discussion and outlook

In this paper, we have taken the first step toward developing a comprehensive Effective Field

Theory (EFT) framework for jet propagation in heavy-ion collisions. Based on this EFT, we

show here a way to separate the physics at distinct scales at all orders in perturbation theory in

terms of gauge invariant operators. This crucially allows us to cleanly separate the perturbative

from the non-perturbative physics in a systematically improvable manner. With the factorization

formula, improving the accuracy requires computing to higher orders in perturbation theory in

the factorized functions. We presented the EFT for the most basic observable - the inclusive

production cross section of high-energy jets with (parametrically) small jet radius R. The fac-

torization formula presented in this paper is valid to leading power in two expansion parameters,

the jet radius R and mD/(pTR).

The open quantum system EFT framework developed in this paper allows us to make several

important statements about the nature of jet propagation in a strongly coupled medium. These

statements are valid within the domain of the hierarchy of scales described above

• The vacuum evolution of the jet above the scale pTR can be explicitly factorized from the

evolution below this scale. This vacuum-like evolution above the jet scale follows DGLAP

7In principle, the limit tf ≫ L would induce large logarithms in tf/L. To resum these logarithms, we would

need to introduce a collinear-soft mode with the scaling pcs ∼ (m2
DL, 1/L,mD). The EFT structure in that case is

an interesting open problem.
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evolution, allowing us to resum the single logarithmic series in terms of the jet radius lnR

similar to the vacuum case.

• Jet evolution below the scale pTR is governed by the relative hierarchy between the jet

radius R and the coherence angle θc in the medium. For R ≤ θc, the jet interacts with the

medium coherently and behaves as a single source of energy loss.

• For R > θc, the medium can resolve several subjets inside the jet, each of which interacts

again coherently with the medium. The vacuum splittings at pairwise angles ≥ θc act as

the seeds around which each subjet evolves in the medium.

• The dominant interaction of each subjet with the medium occurs via a collinear-soft mode,

leading to jet energy loss. This mode is sourced either by vacuum splittings or by medium-

induced effects. These modes span the radius of the jet and, hence, can lead to interactions

and interference between subjets.

• The factorization below the jet scale pTR therefore takes the form of a series expansion in

the number of subjets. Each term in the series with increasing numbers of subjets has a

perturbative matching coefficient at the scale pTR, pT θc convolved with a subjet function.

Due to the possibility of interference between different subjets facilitated by the collinear-

soft mode, the subjet functions are distinct for each term in the series. These functions

encode both the LPM interference between successive jet-medium interactions as well as

color decoherence between distinct sources of medium-induced radiation. These functions

depend on both the properties of the jet, namely its radius R, and also the properties of

the medium, i.e., its temperature and size.

• Computing the single subjet function perturbatively, reveals two types of contributions

at one loop: broadening of the collinear-soft mode sourced by the vacuum splittings and

medium-induced collinear-soft radiation. The leading contribution to jet energy loss is

power suppressed by a factor R but multiple interactions in a dense medium can lead to an

enhancement.

• For the regime R ≤ θc, the jet remains unresolved by the medium and only a single subjet

function contributes. This can be expanded out order-by-order in the opacity expansion.

At arbitrary order n, the contribution can be explicitly factorized in terms of a medium-

induced jet function and n copies of a universal medium correlator. The medium correlator

obeys two RG equations; one is in rapidity, which is the BFKL equation, and the second is

in terms of virtuality, which gives the QCD beta function. The correlator is sensitive only

to the local microscopic properties of the medium and hence is a process independent probe

of medium properties. The appearance of an identical correlator in other jet hierarchies

and observables [125] confirms the universal nature of this object. The medium-induced jet

function also obeys two RG equations, a BFKL equation in the rapidity scale with opposite

sign and threshold evolution in virtuality.

• In a dilute medium, the virtuality of the subjet function is set by the scale mD. Hence,

in a strongly coupled medium, the subjet function is non-perturbative with a dependence
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on the jet radius R, the path length L in the medium, and the temperature. For other

jet substructure observables, there will always be a dependence on L and any angular

measurement made on the jet partons. It is independent of the jet pT and therefore is

universal across the pT bins.

Several open questions naturally arise from these results. So far we have only addressed the

case of one unresolved jet in detail. For θc < R, there is phase space available for several subjets,

with the nth term in this series being an n-subjet function whose matching coefficient starts at

O(αn
s ) and therefore requires a corresponding n-loop calculation. We leave explicit calculations

for this regime for the future. Calculations beyond the one-loop order have the potential to reveal

new logarithms in the ratio θc/R. The explicit computations in this paper are restricted to a

single interaction with the medium which is valid for a dilute medium. In a dense medium, we

expect multiple interactions to become important. This will enable us to answer several questions.

First, we would like to obtain an estimate of the intrinsic medium scale Qmed, which will inform

changes in the EFT structure. Based on this, we will be able to establish the universality (or

lack thereof) of the non-perturbative physics in a dense medium. This in turn will determine the

predictive power across different jet observables.

An explicit operator definition for non-perturbative physics opens up the possibility of com-

puting this object using numerical techniques such as Lattice/ Quantum computers depending

on the nature of the correlator. Isolating the non-perturbative physics allows us to significantly

reduce the complexity of the problem, which in turn reduces the resource cost of computation.

While we have already recovered and gone beyond the well-known GLV result at one loop using

the developed EFT, we also would like to recover the BDMPS-Z result and provide a systematic

procedure to go beyond this leading order calculation. Finally, while we have focused on perhaps

the simplest jet observable, the framework we have developed in this paper can be extended to

more exclusive observables that probe the substructure of the jet.
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Appendix

A Vacuum result

The vacuum cross section is factorized in terms of a hard and a jet function. Throughout this

work, we consider only the case of a quark jet. The hard function can be found in Ref. [56]. Here,

we give the one-loop results for the quark jet function.
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A.1 Jet function

At the tree level, the vacuum jet function is given by

J0
q (z, ωJ) = δ(1− z) . (A.1)

At one loop, when both quark and gluon are inside the jet, we have

J0
qg(z, ωJ) = δ(1− z)

αsCF

2π

[
1

ϵ2
+

3

2ϵ
+

1

ϵ
L+

1

2
L2 +

3

2
L+

13

2
− 3π2

4

]
, (A.2)

where L = ln(4µ2/(ω2
JR

2)). Similarly, when only the quark is inside the jet, we obtain

J0
q (z, ωJ) =

αsCF

2π
δ(1− z)

[
− 1

ϵ2
− 1

ϵ
L− 1

2
L2 +

π2

12

]

+
αsCF

2π

[(
1

ϵ
+ L

)
1 + z2

(1− z)+
− 2(1 + z2)

(
ln(1− z)

1− z

)
+

− (1− z)

]
, (A.3)

and the case where only the gluon is inside the jet results in

J0
gq =

αs

2π

(1
ϵ
+ L

)
Pgq(z)−

αs

2π

[
2Pgq(z) ln(1− z) + CF z

]
. (A.4)

Adding up all contributions, we obtain the following result up to the one-loop level

J0
q + J0

qg + J0
gq = δ(1− z)

[
1 +

αsCF

2π

( 3

2ϵ
+

3

2
L+

13

2
− 2π2

3

)]

+
αsCF

2π

[(
1

ϵ
+ L

)
1 + z2

(1− z)+
− 2(1 + z2)

(
ln(1− z)

1− z

)
+

− (1− z)

]

+
αs

2π

(1
ϵ
+ L

)
Pgq(z)−

αs

2π

[
2Pgq(z) ln(1− z) + CF z

]
. (A.5)

B Medium-induced jet function for hard to hard-collinear matching

The medium-induced jet function is given in Eq. (4.37),

J (1)
n (ω,R,L,k) =

(
J (1)
r,n − J (1)

v,n

)
(z, ω,R; x̄−,k). (B.1)

In the following, we evaluate both J
(1)
r,n and J

(1)
v,n at NLO. For the matching procedure discussed in

Section 5, the diagrams at one loop contribute when the momentum q of the emitted gluon scales

as collinear-soft mode and, hence, we compute the result only in this limit. Below we evaluate

both real and virtual diagrams in detail. The diagrams that contribute to this limit are the same

as those that appear in [124] albeit with a modified measurement M imposed on the final state.

Here we only show the non-vanishing diagrams and their contributions to the medium-induced

jet function.
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Figure 12: The non-vanishing real gluon emission diagrams for Glauber insertions on opposite

sides of the cut.

B.1 Real contribution Jr,n

As already noted in Section 4.2, the tree-level result for the medium-induced jet function cancels

out with the contribution from Jv,n. Therefore, we focus on the one-loop diagrams.

Real gluon emission Jr
r,n: We first consider the set of diagrams, which consist of real gluon

emission with Glauber insertions on opposite sides of the cut as shown in Figure 12. Adding the

corresponding mirror diagram and expanding around q− = 0 to retain the dominant contribution,

we obtain

12(a) + 12(b) = g2CF

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

{
CF − Nc

2
cos
[q2x̄−
2q−

]}
Θalgδ(1− z), (B.2)

where q2/q− can be identified as the formation time for the collinear-soft radiation. Next, we

consider the diagrams with the Wilson line coming from the Glauber vertex. The diagrams (c)

and (d) along with their mirrored analogs add up to

12(c) + 12(d) =
g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

{
1− 1

2
cos
[q2x̄−
2q−

]}
Θalgδ(1− z). (B.3)

Next, we consider the set of diagrams with a collinear gluon-Glauber interaction along with a

Lagrangian vertex insertion. Here, the diagrams (e) and (f) add up to

12(e) + 12(f) =− 2
g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
q · (q + k)

q2(q + k)2

×

{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]
− 1

2
cos
[q2x̄−
2q−

]
+

1

2
cos
[((q + k)2 − q2)x̄−

2q−

]}
Θalgδ(1− z) . (B.4)
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Figure 13: Virtual Gluon emission diagrams with Wilson line emissions and Lagrangian inser-

tion.

Finally, diagram 12(g) leads to

12(g) = 2
g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

(q + k)2

{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]}
Θalgδ(1− z). (B.5)

Adding up all the diagrams evaluated above that contribute to real gluon emissions, we obtain

J R
n,R =

g2(N2
c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

[
k2

(q + k)2

{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]}
+ cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]

− F
[q2x̄−
2q−

]
− q · (q + k)

(q + k)2

{
− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]
+ cos

[((q + k)2 − q2)x̄−

2q−

]}]
Θalg

+
g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

(q + k)2

{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]}
Θalg , (B.6)

where the term proportional to C2
F gets canceled out so we have ignored it in the expression

above. In the limit L → ∞, all the interference terms (those that involve the function F ) drop

out. We obtain

J R
n,R(L → ∞) =

g2(N2
c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3

[
k2

q2(q + k)2
+

1

(q + k)2

]
Θalg . (B.7)

Virtual gluon diagrams J V
n,R: Next, we consider the diagrams contributing to virtual

gluon corrections. We classify the diagrams in the same manner as the real gluon emissions. All

the relevant diagrams in the collinear-soft limit of the loop momentum are shown in Figure 13.

Here, diagrams (a) and (b) along with their mirror diagrams add up to

13(a) + 13(b) = −g2CF

∫ ω

0

dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

{
CF − Nc

2
cos
[q2x̄−
2q−

]}
. (B.8)

Again the terms proportional to CF cancel out with another diagram with an emission from

the collinear Wilson line, leaving behind only the Nc dependent term. Next, we consider the
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diagrams with Wilson lines originating from the Glauber vertex as shown in diagrams (c) and

(d). Adding up both contributions, we obtain

13(c) + 13(d) = −g2(N2
c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

{
1− 1

2
cos
[q2x̄−
2q−

]}
δ(1− z) . (B.9)

Finally, the contribution from the diagrams with the collinear gluon and the Glauber vertex

shown in diagram (e) is

13(e) =
g2(N2

c − 1)

4

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
2q · (q + k)

(q + k)2
1

q2

{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]}
δ(1− z).(B.10)

Therefore, adding all the diagrams shown in Figure 13, we find

J V
n,R = −g2(N2

c − 1)

4

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3

[
k2

q2(q + k)2

{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]}

+
1

q2

{
cos
[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]
− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]}]
δ(1− z), (B.11)

which, in the limit L → ∞, leads to

J V
n,R(L → ∞) = −g2(N2

c − 1)

4

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
k2

q2(q + k)2
δ(1− z) . (B.12)

B.2 Virtual contribution Jv,n

Next, we evaluate the diagrams contributing to the jet function from Glauber insertions on the

same side of the cut. Let us first consider real gluon emission diagrams.

Real gluon emission J R
n,V : We first consider the diagrams containing Wilson line contri-

bution from the hard vertex as shown in Figure 14. Their contributions, along with their mirror

diagrams add up to

14(a) + 14(b) + 14(c) + 14(d) =
g2C2

F

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2
Θalgδ(1− z). (B.13)

This contribution gets canceled again and we therefore will not consider it further. The next set

of diagrams are ones with Wilson lines from the Glauber vertex as shown in (e) and (f). Their

sum vanishes

14(e) + 14(f) = 0 . (B.14)

Next, we consider diagrams with one collinear gluon and a Glauber along with one quark Glauber

vertex. These are shown in diagrams (g) and (h) and the corresponding contribution is

14(g) + 14(h) = −g2(N2
c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
q · (q + k)

q2(q + k)2{
− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]
+ cos

[((q + k)2 − q2)x̄−

2q−

]}
Θalgδ(1− z) . (B.15)
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Figure 14: Real Gluon emission for Glauber insertion on the same side of the cut.

The last diagram with a double collinear gluon and Glauber vertex (i), results in the following

contribution

14(i) =
g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

{
1− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]}
Θalgδ(1− z) . (B.16)

Adding up all contributions, we obtain

JR
n,V = −g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
q · (q + k)

q2(q + k)2

{
− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]
+ cos

[((q + k)2 − q2)x̄−

2q−

]}
Θalg

+
g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

{
1− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]}
Θalgδ(1− z), (B.17)

which, in the limit L → ∞, leads to

JR
n,V (L → ∞) =

g2(N2
c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2
Θalgδ(1− z). (B.18)

Virtual gluon emission J V
n,V : We now consider the final set of diagrams that involve a

virtual gluon contribution from Glauber insertions on the same side of the cut. The diagrams

with Wilson lines from the hard vertex shown in Figure 15 along with the complex conjugates

add up to

15(a) + 15(b) + 15(c) + 15(d) = −g2C2
F

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2
δ(1− z). (B.19)

Diagram (e) evaluates to

15(e) =
g2(N2

c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
1

q2

{
1− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]}
δ(1− z). (B.20)
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Figure 15: Virtual gluon emission diagrams with rapidity divergence for Glauber insertion on

the same side of the cut

The contribution from all the diagrams with the Wilson lines from the Glauber vertex vanishes

15(f) + 15(g) + ..+ 15(k) = 0 . (B.21)

Next, we consider the diagrams with one Glauber and collinear gluon vertex. These add up to

15(l)+15(m)+15(n) = −g2(N2
c − 1)

2

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
q · (q + k)

q2(q + k)2

{
1−cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]}
δ(1−z) .

(B.22)

Adding all the contributions, we obtain

J V
n,V =

g2(N2
c − 1)

4

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3

[
k2

q2(q + k)2

{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]}

+
1

q2

{
cos
[(q + k)2x̄−

2q−

]
− cos

[q2x̄−
2q−

]}]
, (B.23)

which, in the limit L → ∞, becomes

J V
n,V (L → ∞) =

g2(N2
c − 1)

4

∫
dq−

q−

∫
d2q

(2π)3
k2

q2(q + k)2
δ(1− z) . (B.24)
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Finally, combining all contributions with Glauber insertions on the same and opposite side of the

cut, we obtain the quark jet function where both the quark and gluon are inside the jet

J (1)
qg (ω, z,R;k) =

g2(N2
c − 1)

2

∫ 1

0

dx

1− x

∫
d2q

(2π)3

[{ k2

q2(q + k)2
+

1

(q + k)2
− 1

q2

}

×
{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2ω(1− x)

]}
(Θalg − 1)

]
δ(1− z) . (B.25)

where we have set q− = ω(1 − x) Here, Θalg = Θ(ω(1 − x)R/2 − |q|). For the case where the

gluon emission is outside the cone, the quark jet function is

J (1)
q (z, ω,R;k) =

g2(N2
c − 1)

2

z

1− z

∫
d2q

(2π)3

[
k2

q2(q + k)2
+

1

(q + k)2
− 1

q2

]

×
{
1− cos

[(q + k)2x̄−

2ω(1− z)

]}
Θ′

alg , (B.26)

where Θ′
alg = Θ(|q|−R(1−z)ω/2). We also note that the contribution when the quark is outside

the jet vanishes.

C Integrating out the collinear sector

In this section, we derive the final form of the factorization in terms of the hard-collinear to

collinear-soft matching discussed in Section 5, which is obtained by integrating out the collinear

mode. We start from the single subjet function in Eq. (5.6), which is given here again for

convenience

S1(ϵL) =

∫
d2r

∫
dr+e−iωr+Tr

[
T
[
e−i

∫
dtH[U(n)U(n̄)χ̄cn](0)

] /̄n
2
ρM

T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtH[U(n)†U(n̄)†χcn](r, r

+)
]
M′
]
, (C.1)

where M′ = δ(ϵL − n̄ · Pout)Θalg and n̄ · Pout is the longitudinal momentum component of the

collinear-soft radiation that flows out of the jet. Here, H = Hc + Hcs + Hs + H int
G is the three

sector Hamiltonian, and H int
G corresponds to the Glauber interaction given in Eq. (5.1). The

Hamiltonians Hc and Hcs are two copies of the collinear SCET Hamiltonian, while Hs is soft

SCET Hamiltonian. Further, Un is a collinear-soft Wilson line. As discussed in section 4.2, we

note that the contribution to the energy loss from collinear radiation is suppressed compared to

collinear-soft emissions. Therefore, in the collinear-soft jet function, we can treat the collinear

Hamiltonian Hc as the free theory Hamiltonian. The physical process here is the propagation

of a high-energy quark that interacts with the medium and emits medium-induced collinear-soft

radiation. Therefore, in the Hamiltonian H, the field χcn appears either through the free theory

quark Hamiltonian Hc, or in the Glauber interaction operator H int
G through the operators in
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Figure 16: A single collinear quark (blue) with insertions of Glauber interactions with the

medium (black vertex) inducing collinear-soft radiation (red).

Eq. (5.1)

H int
G = Hcs-s +Hn-cs-s ,

Hn-cs-s =
∑
i,j

Oib
n

1

P2
⊥
Oba

cs

1

P2
⊥
Oja

s ≡
∑
i,j

Oib
nOjb

cs-s . (C.2)

For a quark-initiated jet, Oqb
n is the collinear quark current, which is given

Oqb
n = χ̄n

/̄n

2
tbχn . (C.3)

The Hamiltonian in this case reads as

H = H(0)
n +Hcs +Hs +Hcs-s +Oqb

n

1

P2
⊥
Ob

cs-s ≡ H ′ +Oqb
n

1

P2
⊥
Ob

cs-s . (C.4)

We now expand out the second interaction term order by order. Due to the non-commutativity of

the Hamiltonian, we first need to rewrite the action by dressing this operator with the remaining

terms of the Hamiltonian, so that we obtain

S1(z) = Tr
[
T
[
e−iH′te

−i
∫
dtOqb

n,I
1

P2
⊥
Ob

cs-s,I
[UnUn̄χ̄cn]I(0)

] /̄n
2

× ρM T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtH′

e
−i

∫
dtOqb

n,I
1

P2
⊥
Ob

cs-s,I
δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P )[U †

n̄U
†
nχcn]I(0)

]
M′
]
, (C.5)

where the subscript I indicates that the operator is dressed with the Hamiltonian H ′. We have

also explicitly performed the r coordinate space integrals. We continue by considering one side

of the cut where the result at the amplitude level can be written as

A = T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtH′

e
−i

∫
dtOqb

n,I
1

P2
⊥
Ob

cs-s,I
δ(ω − n̄ · P)δ2(P⊥)[U

†
nU

†
n̄χcn]I(0)

]
M′|X⟩ . (C.6)

We can now expand out the exponent and simplify the result order by order in the collinear

sector. Since there are no radiative corrections in the collinear sector, the quark propagators are

free theory propagators. We find the following results

• The result with no insertions is

A(0) = T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ(ω − n̄ · P)δ2(P⊥)[U
†
nU

†
n̄χcn]I(0)

]
M|X⟩

= T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ2(p+ P⊥)[U
†
n̄,IU

†
n,I]
]
M′|X⟩δ(ω − n̄ · p)u(p) , (C.7)

where p is the momentum of the final state collinear quark as shown in Fig. 16.
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• For one insertion, we obtain

A(1) =

∫
d4xT̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ2(P⊥)δ(ω − n̄ · P)[U †
nU

†
n̄]I

1

P2
⊥
Ob

cs-s,I(x)

(
χcn

[
χ̄n(0)

/̄n

2
tbχn

]
(x)
)]

M|pX⟩ . (C.8)

We can drop the x+ dependence of the operator Ocs−s since the contribution to the x−

component of momentum is power suppressed compared to the collinear mode. One of the

χ fields at x annihilates the final quark with momentum p and the other two give us a quark

propagator. In momentum space, we get

A(1) =

∫
d4xe−ip·x

∫
d2ke−ik·x

∫
d4q eiq·xT̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ2(q + P⊥)[U
†
nU

†
n̄]I

1

k2
Ob

cs-s,I(k, x
−)
]

δ(ω − n̄ · p) in̄ · q
q2 − iϵ

/n

2

/̄n

2
tbu(p)M|X⟩ , (C.9)

where q is the collinear quark momentum. With this simplification, we can now do the

integrals over x, x+, which leads to

A(1) =

∫
d2k

∫
dx−e−i(p+−q+)x−

∫
d4qT̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ2(q + P⊥)[U
†
nU

†
n̄]I

1

k2
Ob

cs-s,I(x
−,k)

]
in̄ · q
q2 − iϵ

/̄n

2
tbu(p)M|X⟩δ(p− − q−)δ2(p+ k − q)δ(ω − n̄ · p) . (C.10)

Using the delta function that enforces transverse momentum conservation, we can perform

the q integration to obtain

A(1) =

∫
d2k

∫
dq+

∫
dx−e−i(p+−q+)x− T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ2(p+ k + P⊥)[U
†
nU

†
n̄]I

1

k2
Ob

cs-s,I(x
−,k)

]
δ(ω − n̄ · p) i

q+ − (p+ k)2/p− − iϵ

/n

2

/̄n

2
tbu(p)M′|X⟩ . (C.11)

Next, we can perform the integral over q+ by closing the contour in the upper half plane.

We obtain

A(1) =

∫
d2k

∫
dx−e−i(p+−(p+k)2/p−)x− T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ2(p+ k + P⊥)[U
†
nU

†
n̄]I

1

k2
Ob

cs-s,I(x
−,k)

]
/n

2

/̄n

2
tbδ(ω − n̄ · p)u(p)M′|X⟩ . (C.12)

Note that we can now drop the phase factor e−i(p+−(p+k)2/p−)x−
since the contribution from

the plus component of the momentum is subleading compared to the one from the Ocs−s

operator. This can be seen from the plus component scaling of the collinear-soft and soft

modes compared to the collinear mode. At the level of the amplitude squared, there is a

phase space integral over the final state quark
∫
d2p

∫
dp−/p−. Since no other term depends
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on p, we will eventually perform the phase space integral over p to eliminate δ2(p+k+P⊥).

Therefore, we ignore this delta function from now on. We obtain

A(1) =

∫
dx−

∫
d2k

/̄n

2

/n

2
tbδ(ω − n̄ · p)u(p)T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

[U †
nU

†
n̄]I

1

k2
Ob

cs-s,I(x
−,k)

]
M′|X⟩

=
/n

2

/̄n

2
δ(ω − n̄ · p)u(p)T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH[U †

nU
†
n̄]I

∫
dx−Ob

cs-s,I(x
−)tb

]
M′|X⟩ , (C.13)

where we have defined the operator Ob
cs-s,I as

Ob
cs-s,I(x

−) =

∫
d2k

1

k2
Ob

cs-s,I(x
−,k) . (C.14)

We can follow the same procedure for higher-order Glauber insertions.

• For two insertions, we find

A(2) =
1

2

∫
d4x1

∫
d4x2T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

δ(ω − n̄ · P)δ2(P⊥)[U
†
nU

†
n̄]IOb

cs-s,I(x1)Oc
cs-s,I(x2)

χcn(0)
(
χ̄n

/̄n

2
tbχn

)
(x1)

(
χ̄n

/̄n

2
tcχn

)
(x2)

]
M|pX⟩ . (C.15)

As before, we can drop the x+i dependence of the Ocs-s operators and, in momentum space,

we get two quark propagators. We can then perform the integrations over x+i , xi, which

yields momentum conservation in the minus and transverse directions. Further, we can

perform the contour integration similar to the previous case and drop the phase factor term

to obtain

A(2) =
/n

2

/̄n

2
δ(ω − n̄ · p)u(p)1

2
T̄
[
e−i

∫
dtH′

[U †
nU

†
n̄]I

∫
dx−1 O

b
cs-s,I(x

−
1 )t

b

∫
dx−2 O

c
cs-s,I(x

−
2 )t

c
]
M′|X⟩ . (C.16)

The time ordering between the two Ocs-s operators can be written as a path ordering along

the x− direction since θ(x01 − x02) simplifies to θ(x−1 − x−2 ). Therefore, we get

A(2) =
/n

2

/̄n

2
δ(ω − n̄ · p)u(p)T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

[U †
nU

†
n̄]I

{∫
dx−1 O

b
cs-s,I(x

−
1 )t

b

∫ x−
1

0
dx−2 O

c
cs-s,I(x

−
2 )t

c
}]

M′|X⟩ . (C.17)

We can now generalize this to an arbitrary number of insertions. Adding up all orders, we find

A =
/n

2

/̄n

2
δ(ω − n̄ · p)u(p)T̄

[
e−i

∫
dtH′

[U †
nU

†
n̄]IPei

∫
dx−

1 Ob
cs-s,I(x

−
1 )tb
]
M′|X⟩ . (C.18)

As discussed earlier, at the level of the amplitude squared, we get a phase space integral over

p, the final state quark, along with a Dirac trace, which will eliminate u(p) and the γ matrices.
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We note that this term is a common factor for any order in the Glauber interaction expansion.

Further, note that all theOcs-s operators still have the superscript I, which means also at this stage

they are all dressed with the Hamiltonian H ′. Therefore, we can invert the dressing, reversing

the process we started with, to capture the operator term in the Hamiltonian. As a result, the

effective Hamiltonian reads as∫
dtH ′ =

∫
dt(Hcs +Hs +Hcs-s) +

∫
dx−Oa

cs-s(x
−)ta. (C.19)

The last term in the above equation can be understood as an operator for medium-induced

radiation along the world line of the quark.
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