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JIMWLK equation tells how gauge invariant higher order Wilson line correlators would evolve at
high energy. In this article we present a convenient integro-differential form of this equation, for 2n-
tuple correlator, where all real and virtual terms are explicit. The ‘real’ terms correspond to splitting
(say at position z) of this 2n-tuple correlator to various pairs of 2m-tuple and (2n + 2 — 2m)-tuple
correlators whereas ‘virtual’ terms correspond to splitting into pairs of 2m-tuple and (2n — 2m)-
tuple correlators. Kernels of virtual terms with m = 0 (no splitting) and of real terms with m =1
(splitting with atleast one dipole) have poles and when integrated over z they do generate ultraviolet
logarithmic divergences, separately for real and virtual terms. Except these two cases in all other
terms the corresponding kernels, separately for real and virtual terms, have rather soften ultraviolet
singularity and when integrated over z do not generate ultraviolet logarithmic divergences. We
went on to study the solution of the JIMWLK equation for the 2n-tuple Wilson line correlator in
the strong scattering regime where all transverse distances are much larger than inverse saturation
momentum and shown that it also exhibits geometric scaling like color dipole deep inside saturation
region.

PACS numbers: 12.38.t

I. INTRODUCTION

High energy scattering in QCD ﬂ] can be most conveniently addressed using the color dipole degrees of freedom by
Mueller E, Eg] In the study of high energy scattering of a projectile parton and a target nucleus the small-z evolution
can be introduced either in the wave function of the projectile (the parton) or in the wave function of the target (the
nucleus). The Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) evolution equation / Balitsky hierarchy M, B] accomplishes the first while the
other equivalent approach is realised by Jalilian-Marian - Iancu - McLerran - Weigert - Leonidov - Kovner (JIMWLK)

@] evolution equation. In this context when estimating color averaged expectation value of certain operator one
generally is in need of an appropriate weight function for the color field. In the Color Glass Condensate (CGC) E@]
effective theory the spatial distribution of the color sources that produce classical color field inside the large target
nucleus is taken to be Gaussian. The JIMWLK formalism generalizes this Gaussian weight of classical gluon field to
a rapidity-dependant weight functional Wy [a] which no longer remains Gaussian as it evolve across the energy or
rapidity. Unlike McLerran - Venugopalan (MV) model where the weight function is Gaussian always, here the weight
function has to be determined from the JIMWLK equation itself for evaluation at certain rapidity Y. All physical
measurable quantities are expressed as gauge invariant operators O build with the color field a and corresponding
expectation values are obtained after averaging over the stochastic color field a:

(0) = /Da Ola] Wy [a] (1)

The functional differential evolution equation for Wy [a] is the JIMWLK equation and reads,

0
8_Y WY[OC] = H WY[CY], (2)
where Y =1n(1/z) and H is the JIMWLK Hamiltonian,
1 0 0
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The integral sign with subscript zy, in the Hamiltonian, denotes integration over the transverse coordinates x and
y. The kernel x?°(z,y) is a functional of o upon which it depends through the Wilson lines e.g. U(z) and UT(z) that
build with @ = a*T* in the adjoint representation,

o) =+ [ K (1-010) " (1-01,)" ()
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with the transverse kernel,

_ @—2y-2)
’C(I)yVZ) - (.’I] — 2)2(2 — y)2 ) (5)
and, e.g.,

Ul = U (2) = Pexp (ig/dw‘a“(m‘,x)T“) , (6)
where P denotes path ordering in ™, integration over x~ runs over the longitudinal extent of the hadron, which
increases with Y. Action of functional derivative on Wilson lines in adjoint representation reads as,
o~ ~ )
Ut(z) = igd® (z — o) TU}
dat(y) o dag(y)

Within the leading logarithmic accuracy, the CGC effective theory prescribes following energy evolution for general
gauge invariant operator O,

Ulz) = —igs® (z— y)U,T* . (7)

a%(@)/ = (HO)y . (8)

The brackets refer to average over color fields in the target nucleus, properly accompanied by the rapidity dependent
CGC weight function as mentioned before and H is the JIMWLK Hamiltonian,

1 ~ o~ -~ -, ~\ab § )
- 1+ 0to, - ot — O 0 9
H 167T3 /ZM Y ( + UzU?J UzU UzUy) 60(% 60(,2 ’ (9)

where Mg, is the dipole kernel,
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In this paper we have studied 2n point operator ﬂﬁ, ]1 constructed from the Wilson lines in the fundamental
representation:

(10)

S = FcTr [U(z1)U (22)U(23)UT (24)...U (220 1)U (225)] - (11)

The color dipole corresponds to n = 1 and is a quark-anti quark pair in overall color singlet state. The operator for
color dipole contains two Wilson lines in their fundamental representation,

1

c

§P = —Tr [U(a1)UT(22)] - (12)
The evolution equation for the dipole is simple, and contains only two terms both having identical kernels, leads to

Balitsky-Kovchegov equation in the large- N, limit. Next higher point correlators are color quadrupole ﬂﬂ] and color
sextupole HE] that contain four and six Wilson lines respectively as,

SW = NiTr U (@)U (22)U (23)U (22)] (13)
and,
SO = NiTr [U(21)UT (22)U (23) U (24)U (25) U (26)] (14)

c

1 The KLWMIJ evolution equation corresponds to the evolution of the projectile weight functional in the scattering of a dilute projectile
on a dense target. The KLWMIJ equation is dual to JIMWLK evolution of the same object in the scattering of a dense projectile on a
dilute target [1§]. Computation of the KLWMIJ evolution for correlators of an arbitrary number of Wilson lines have been done in [17].
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The evolution equation for both the operator have been derived in HE] In this article we also studied evolution for
color octupole operator,

S®) = NiTr (U (1)U (22)U (23)UT (24)U (25) U (26)U (27) U (25)] (15)

C

and color decapole,

§19 = LT [U (@)U (@)U (ws)U' (a4)0U ()" (w6)U () U (a5)0U (o) U (r0)] (16)

C

that contain eight and ten Wilson lines in their fundamental representation.

This paper is organised as follows. In the section II we present a convenient integro-differential form of this equation,
for 2n-tuple correlator. A few special cases e.g. dipole, quadrupole and sextupole amplitudes including the evolution
of octupole and decapole have been jotted down in the appendix. In section III we have analysed the generic kernel
of the equation and demonstrate that it is ultraviolet safe when the splitting does not involve any dipole. In section
IV we solve the equation in the unitarity limit and find the solution for 2n-tuple correlator. Finally we conclude in
section V.

II. HIGH ENERGY EVOLUTION OF COLOR 2N-TUPLE CORRELATOR

Here we present the explicit integro-differential form of the JIMWLK evolution equation for 2n-tuple Wilson line
correlator. This is derived by operating the JIMWLK Hamiltonian in Eq.([@) on a general gauge invariant operator
with 2n Wilson lines in their fundamental representation. All virtual terms are generated by the first two terms of
the Hamiltonian whereas the last two terms produce the real terms. All the terms in the above equation are leading
in N, while all the sub-leading terms of the order of 1/N?2, generated at the intermediate steps, cancel after summing
up all the contributions in the final equation The details of derivation for octupole and decapole are in the appendix.
We note that whenever the transverse position index notation is greater than 2n it should be realised with its modulo

e.g. Toptk = Tk.

0

oY
[n/2]-1 n-1

/ Z Z;c(ggjlg{g;gl Tr [U(z21)UT (2142) U (2111 126)UT (2)] Tr [U(2)UT (o140 0812)-- U (220-1)U T (221)]

1 [U(xl)UT(xz)U(CLB)UT(x4)"'U(‘T2"_1)UT(‘TQ")} = % (%5711) X

|_n/2 J—l
+ > Z Ko aaionrs) T [UT (@ar42)U (war43)- Ut (@2r42426)U ()] Tr [UF (2)U (w21 2k43).. U (@20)U (w2241)]
k=0
[n/2]—2
+ Z Z ’C(géfll—ifli—;zzr2 Tr [U(I21+1)UT (I21+2)...UT ($2l+1+2k+1)} Tr [U($21+2k+3)UT (I21+2k+4) ..... UT (:EQZ)]

+ Z Z ICéﬁI; gfﬁ’giﬁ’ Tr [U (z2142)U (z2143)...U (221426 +3) | Tr [UT($2l+2k+4)U($2l+2k+5)---U(332l+1)]

rn/zw 1
4011 mod 2 Z /c(gﬁji*;j;gﬁ[ (2141)UT (@2140) .U (2205:0)U T (2)] T [U (U (@214n41) U (@21-1) U (22)]

]'n/ﬂ 2
+61)n mod 2 Z K(géié ;fi:ifg Tr [U ($21+2)U(CL‘21+3)...UT (l‘21+n+1)U(2’)] Tr [UJf (Z)U(IQH_,H_Q)...UT (:vgl)U(:Eng)]

n/2 1
+00,n mod 2 Z K(ﬁﬁfﬁﬁii Tr [U(z2141)U T (v2142) ..U (@2140)] Tt [U(@214011) Ut (2204 m42) . Ut (221)]
1=0
n/2—1
+00,n mod 2 Z /Cééié ;ﬁ:ﬁg Tr [Ut(22142)U(22043) - U(@204m+1)] Tt [UT (@204n42)U (2214m43) - U(T2141)]
1=0

— Pon Tt [U(21)UT (22)U(23) U (24)..U (220-1) U (220)] (17)
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FIG. 1: Schematic representation of the JIMWLK evolution for 2n-tuple Wilson line correlator as given in Eq.([Id). Circles
corresponds to general multi order Wilson line correlator; the circle with a cut line refer to terms corresponds to both real and
virtual splitting while IC and P are associated kernels defined in Eq.(I8) and Eq.(9)).

where the kernels are of two type: first one is,

(d) _ _ (%a —a)® (zp—zc)®  (wa—mp)? (2 —24)?
Kaw = (g — 2)2(2 — 24)? * (xp —2)2(z —2.)2  (Ta —2)2(z —2p)2 (e —2)%2(2 —24)2 (18)

the stand alone kernel in the last term,

2n

Py, = Z (‘Tj _:Cj-i-l)2 ' (19)

(zj — 2)*(2 — @j41)?

J=1

The terms involving U(z) or Uf(z) are the real terms which describes splitting, at position z, of this 2n-tuple
correlator to pair of 2m-tuple and (2n + 2 — 2m)-tuple correlators. These terms have been generated by the last two
terms of the Hamiltonian. The ‘virtual’ terms correspond to splitting into pairs of 2m-tuple and (2n — 2m)-tuple
correlators and are generated by the first two terms of the Hamiltonian and are necessary for the probability
conservation and unitarity restoration. All the possible ultraviolet (i.e. short distance) divergences in the dipole
kernel get cancelled out between the virtual and real terms, because of the probability conservation together with
the property of color transparency.

The above equation suffers the problem in the sense that it is not a closed equation because the right hand side
includes higher-point correlations. The way to deal with this difficulty is the same as for the Balitsky-Kovchegov
equation assuming that, for a large nucleus, these correlators can be factored as products of correlators involving
only one trace at a time when the large- N, limit is taken.

A careful look in the equation reveals that the terms in the equations are broadly of type: terms that corresponds
to splitting (either real or virtual) and the 2n-tuple term itself. While the class of kernels ICEZ(Z; are of the former,

the P, is associated with the last term i.e. the 2n-tuple term. This is schematically represented in Fig.[I]: Circles
corresponds to general multi order Wilson line correlator; the circle with a cut line refer to terms corresponds to both

real and virtual splitting. As evident from figure the kernel ICE g are defined by set of four points (24, zp, Te, Tq)

where the actual splitting happened for that particular term. When a dipole is produced in a real splitting two of
the four position coordinate would be identical. Next we documented the evolution equations for several special cases
upto decapole (n = 5).

c;
a;



IIT. KERNEL FOR 2N-TUPLE CORRELATOR

1. Dipole evolution

For dipole n = 1, the evolution equation becomes,

(%ATY [U (@)U (22)])y
- Z‘—W% / KD (T [U() U (2)] Te [U()U (22)])y — (Pi2) + Pray) (Tr [U(z) U (@2)] )y (20)
Now the kernels are,
’C(2;2) _ (z1 — 172)2 (z1 — 172)2 _ (z1 — 171)2 _ (12 — 172)2
(1) (k1 —2)%2(z —x2)? (21— 2)%2(z —22)? (21— 2)%(z—21)? (22— 2)%(2 — 22)?
_ (z1 — I2)2
= 2(951 ~ % — ) (21)
and,
Pa,2) =Pea = ( (1 —22)" (22)

x1 — 2)%(z — x2)?

Important simplifications and factorizations occur in the large- N, limit that leads to the BK equation for color dipole
S(x1,22) = (1/Ne)(Tr [U (1)U (22)] ),

0 =% (21 — 22)° r1,2)5(2,x2) — S(x1,x
sy Sana) = 7 [ o (5 95 () = S(a1.22) (23)

within a mean field approximation. Now the kernel of dipole evolution equation is of the following form,

(71 — x9)*
(21— 2)%(2 — 22)?

K (24)

this kernel together with the measure d?z is SL(2,C) invariant. The kernel is singular at z = x1 and z = z2 as well.
This two poles when integrated over z, in the strong scattering regime where all transverse distances are much larger
than inverse saturation momentum, generate logarithmic divergences as,

_ 2 _ 2
/dzz (21— 2) =27ln 21 = w7 (25)
o (21— 2)2(2 — x2)? p?

where 1/p? is some ultraviolet cut off which usually taken to be the saturation scale Q%(Y). In the limit p — 0 (or
Q?(Y) — o) integral is logarithmic divergent. For this particular case of dipole equation the kernels for both real
and virtual terms are identical and this short distance 7.e. ultraviolet singularities between real and virtual terms
would cancel each other in the overall solution.

2. Splitting with atleast one dipole: real terms

When a 2n-tuple splits in two lower order color multi-poles of which one is a dipole then also the kernel and the
integral over the kernel, in the strong scattering regime, both are ultraviolet divergent. It is evident from Eq.(I8) and
Eq.([I3) that the kernels for a general real spiting term where atleast one daughter is a dipole (e.g., (Tr [U(z;)UT(2)]),
can be written as (note for this particular case x, = x, = x;),

(rrieio) () = (@i—zi)® o (@i—ewd)®  (@i—w)? (@i i)’
e (@i — 2Pl @) (@i - 2P (Emwi)? (@i 2)P(r @) (@i - 2)P(E — @)
(z; — 171'71)2 (z; — Ii+1)2 (Tip1 — 171?1)2

T @-G-aal @ -2PG-em) @ — 2P e (26)
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FIG. 2: Real splitting of 2n-tuple into dipole and another 2n-tuple correlator.

when integrated over z, in the strong scattering regime where all transverse distances are much larger than inverse
saturation momentum, this kernel again generates logarithmic divergences as,

2 (@iyswio1) 2 (w5 — 2i-1)? (i — 2441)? (i1 — wi—1)?
@2 Ky = [ 4= 2 3T 2 7 2 3
P ’ (J/'z _Z) (Z—,Ti_l) (J:l —Z) (z—$i+1) (xi-i-l —Z) (Z_xi—l)
. . 2 o 2 ) o 9
= 2rln s 217” +27T1HM_27T1DM

2 2 g
p p
|z; — 21?2 — 2i01]?

= 27wln
|~’Ci+1 - ZCi—1|2P2

(27)

Clearly, in the limit p — 0 the Eq.[27) is divergent. This is also true for the virtual term for which the 2n-tuple
correlator is not splitting into daughters i.e. (the last term in Eq.(I4)),

2n |Jj . |2
/dQZ P(],J+1) = 27T1nH Jp72J+1 . (28)
P 1

This particular term is generated from the first term (identity) and second term of the Hamiltonian in Eq.(@l), and
also clearly divergent in the ultraviolet limit ¢.e. in the limit p — 0.

3. Real splitting without a daughter dipole

As shown in Fig.[ll, (x4, ) and (x.,x4) are the pair of transverse position through which the splitting occurs
either for real terms or for virtual terms. Interestingly when the real splitting do not involve any dipole or its not a
virtual splitting of two daughter of identical order (2n-tuple splits into two n-tuples), generally the kernel would not
show up any logarithmic divergence after the integration due to cancellation between terms,

/d2z K(c;d) _ /d22 (Ia — ;cd)2 N (J?b — IC)Q B (xa — Ib)2 B ({Ec - Id)2
0 (a;b) (o — 2)2(z —xa)? (b —2)2(z — )2 (wa —2)2(z — )2 (we—2)2(2 —2q)? "’
2 o2 2 2
N . W B S B W Y i
p P p p

|517a - xd|2|517b - $C|2

= 2mln .
|Ta — zp[?|ze — 24]?

Eq.(29) is independent of the UV cut off p and hence ultraviolet finite.

IV. 2N-TUPLE CORRELATOR IN THE UNITARY LIMIT

In the strong regime one may drop all the real terms in Eq.([T) because they are order higher than their counter
virtual terms. The equation can be written as,

Y a1,
6Y $1,$2,$3,$4...$2n_1,$2n - 47T 1+6n)1



[n/2]-2 n—1
DS Qgiflﬁlggzﬂ) SR (moy 1, wor g marp1raki1) ST (o ok4 3, T okl
k=0 =0
[n/2]-2 n—1
DS Qﬁiiiéiﬁiiiig SCR) (o140, worya.aryarys) ST (2o k4, Tar g2kt 5 Taug1)
k=0 =0

n/2—1
(21;214n+1)
+00,n mod 2 g Q2 1,204n) S (o141, w12 w214m) S (T214na1, Tarinia. o)
1=0
n/2—1
(2141;214n+2)
+00,n mod 2 g Q2201 nt1) S (z2142, Tor13 Tt 1ni1) ST (Torint2, Tarpnis-Tary1)
1=0

2n
— R 8@ (21,9, 23, T4 Ton_1, T2n)

(30)
where Q’s are defined as,
o= [ ki) = 2mm et (31)
and do not explicitly depends on any infra-red cut whereas the factor R defined as,
2n 2
R = /d2z Py = 2rln [ % (32)
P 1

Eq. (B0) can further be simplified to,

0 S( ) Qg 1 o
— 85 (21,T2,23,%4...02,_1,Top) = — | —————
oY 1,22, L3, T4...T2n—1, T2 i \T+0,,

[n/2]-1 2n

|z — $l+2k|2|$l+2k71 - I171|2 (2k) (2n—2k)
+ Z ZQWIH |21 — Tison—1 2|11 — Tit2n]? N (@1, T2142... Tir2k-1) S ($l+2k,$l+2k+1---17x171)
k=0 =1 - -

= |21 = Tipn P [Ti4n—1 — 21 [* o) ()
+00,n mod 2 Z 2 |21 = Tipn—1?T1-1 — Tign[? S (@ i1 Lipn—1) S (i, Trint2.Ti-1)
=1 " - "

2n
— 27 S(2n) (l‘l, Lo, X3, T4...X20—1, ,Tzn) In H |$j — Tj41 |2Q§(Y)
j=1
(33)
where in the last term we take the cutoff p to be the inverse saturation momenta Qs(Y") that explicitly depends on
the rapidity. In the limit ¥ — oo the last term would only survive,

B Qs 1 2n
W 1DS (Il,IQ,I3,$4...{EQH,1,$QH) = —7 <T6n)l> 1nj1;[1 |Ij — Ij+1|2Q§(Y)
(34)
this equation can be solve to get the Levin-Tuchin asymptotic solution for 2n-tuple Wilson line correlator in the

unitarity limit,

1+ 2iV0

S Tan—1,Ton) = SO exp | —
($1,$2,$3,$4 Z2 17‘T2 ) 0 eXp 2(1+5n71)X(O,V0)

2n
n® | ] |z — 241 PQ2(Y) | | - (35)
j=1

V. CONCLUSION

In this article we present a convenient, explicit and integro-differential form of the JIMWLK equation for general
2n-tuple correlator in their fundamental representation. The ‘real’ terms, that correspond to splitting of this 2n-tuple



correlator to various pairs of 2m-tuple and (2n + 2 — 2m)-tuple correlators, and the ‘virtual’ terms, that correspond
to splitting into pairs of 2m-tuple and (2n — 2m)-tuple correlators, are explicit in this integro-differential equation.
We also presented the evolution equations, for several special cases: dipole (n = 1), quadrupole (n = 2), sextuple
(n = 3), octupole (n = 4) and finally for decapole (n = 5). In this paper we have also shown that except the two
cases: m = 0 and m = 1 for real and virtual terms respectively, where the splitting involves atleast a dipole or the
term that is having the 2n-tuple correlator itself (the last term of the Eq.([IT)), in all other cases the corresponding
kernels, separately for real and virtual terms, have no ultraviolet singularity and therefore do not generate ultraviolet
logarithmic divergences. We also study the solution of the general evolution equation in the unitarity limit i.e. the
strong scattering regime where all transverse distances are much larger than inverse saturation momentum. The

solution exhibits complete geometric scaling similar to color dipole in deep inside saturation region.
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Appendix

A. Quadrupole

For quadrupole we get n = 2,

For sextupole n = 3,

= (Tr [U(21)UT (22)U (23)U " (24)] )y

= I /CELI1 f§<Tr [U(zl)UT(z) Tr [U(Z)UT(IQ)U(.Ig)UT(I4)]>Y

]
+HKa) (T [UT (22)U ()] Tr [UT(2)U (3) U (24)U (1)) )y
+K (i) (T [U ) U (2)] T [U()U (20)U (1)U (2)] )
R (T [U (2a)U ()] Tr [UT(2)U (20) U (22)U (3)] )y
K (T [U (1)U ()] Tr [U(2)U " (24)]
HK{5) (T [U () U ()] T [U (1)U (24)]
—Pu(Tr [U(21) U (22)U (23)U" (24)]

B. Sextupole

%Tr [U(21)U (22)U (23)UT (24)U (25) U (26)]

2 [ R [0 U ()] T [UEU (@)U () U (@)U ) ()]
i) (T [UT (22)U (2)] Tr [UT(2)U (3) U (24)U (5) U (26)U (1) )y
+/c§§g§§m [U(23)U (2)] Tx [U(2)U (24)U (w5) U (26)U (1)U T ()] )y
R (T [UT (@)U (2)] Tr [UF (2)U (25)U T (26)U (21) U (2)U (3)] )y
T [U(5)UT (2)] Tr [U(2)U (6)U (21)U (22)U (03) U (20)] )y
RGO [UT(26)U (2)] T [UT(2)U (20)U (22)U (23)U () U (5)] )y

(36)



By operating functional derivative on the eight wilson line correlator we get

+

K ) (T [U (21) U (@)U (23) U (2)] T [U(2)U ()
(T [U (23) U (24)U (25) U ()] Tr [U(2)U'(
NI [U (25) U (26)U (1)U (2)] (2)UT(
o) (T [U (@)U ()] Tr [U (23) U (2)U (5)U T (6
+K i) (T [UT (22)U ()] T [UF (24)U (5) U (06) U (1
+K i) (T [Uws)U (@4)] T [Uw5) U (w6) U (1)U (a2
+K) (T [U (@)U (w5)] Tr [UF (26)U (20) U (22)U
+K{ai6) (Tr [Us) U (26)] T [U (1)U (22)U () U (24
+K o (T [U (06U (21)] Tr [UF (@2)U (23) U (24)U (5
—PeTr [U (1)U (22)U (23)U" (24)U (w5) U (6)] )y

C. Octupole

o 9 vl v, Ul U, .Ut U

r1 ¥z r3¥x Ts5Y x
dad dab 2 4 6

7U:Ig =

9200100050t Uy UL U UL Uy UL Uy UL+ 9260100050t Us, ULt Uy, UL Uy UL U, U
9262100200t U, UL t*Up, UL Uy UL Uy UL — 9264, 000,ut" Uy US t"U,, UL U, UL UL U

T3~ xy Y T5Y 6

5~ xg

G202,000,ut?Us, UL U UT 19U, UL Uy Ul 4 9200, 000,0t Uy, Ul U, UL t°U, UL U, Ul

L1~ xo Y T3 18 Ts5~ xe ~ L7 18

L1~ xo Y T3 Y xy

Ts5~ xe ~ L7 xR

926200005uUs, ULt U, UL Uy US Uy, UL+ 9%60,00050Us, UL 11U, UL U, UL UL U,

92512U514uUm1U;2th Uty Ut u_ut

T3~ x4 Ts5 Y xg ~ T7Y X8

— 0%005u02,0 U, US t*U,, UL U, UL U, UL

T3~ 1y Ts5 Y xg ~ T7Y X8

926253002300, UL U, UL UL US Uy UL+ 9%65,000,uUs, UL tPUL, UL U, UL U, U,

T3~ 1y Ts5~ xe ~ L7 18

T3~ x4 Ts5~ T

926210005ut" U, UL Up, UL t°Uu US Uy, UL — 9260, 00050t Us UL Uy UL #°U, UL U, U

G202,0005ut’ U, UL Up UL Uy UL t°U, Ul + 6205, u0250t”

1Y xo " T3Y 2y~ T5Y 6 7~ xg

G202,000,ut?Up, UL U UL U, UL 19U, Ul — 6204, 002,01

T1Y xo Y T3Y 1y~ T5 X6 7~ xg

U, Ul u,.Ul U, .Ut tu, Ut

T1Y xo Y T3 2y~ T5Y T

U, Ut u,.ut U, Ut tu,. Ut

T1Y xo Y T3 1y - T5Y T

7 xg

7Y xg

926210005ut"Us, UL Up, UL Uy US Uy, UL 4% + 926, 00240t" Uy UJ, Uy, UL Uy UL U, UL 20
926 230005uUs, UL UL, UL U, UL Uy UL+ 9260,00050Us, UL t°U,, UL #°U, UL U, U

T3~ x4 Ts5 Y xg ~ T7Y X8

T3~ 1y Ts5~ xTg

926 23000uUs, UL t°UL, UL Uy U t°U Ul — §262,00250Us, UL Uy, UL Uy UL 42U, US,

T3~ xy - T5Y Tg T7v xg

T3~ 1y~ T5Y xg

926200070 Us, ULt U, UL Uy UL t°Uy, UL + 9262,00270Us, ULt Uy, UL Uy UL 47U, UT,

9262300050 Us, UL U, UL U, UL U, UT

T3Y xy “T5Y x6

— 9%00,u0250 U, UL tU,, UL U, UL U, ULt

T3~ x4~ T5Y T

926 2430005uUs, UL t°UL UL t°U, Ul Up, UL — 9262400250Us, UL U, UL #°U, UL U, US,

T3Y x4 L5~ xe ~ L7 18

T3~ x4 Ts5~ xe

926243000700, UL UL, UL Uy U t°U Ul — 9%60,u0070Us, UL t°U,, UL U, UL 47U, U

T3Y xy “T5Y x6 7~ xy

)
)

9262530006uUs, ULt U, UL Uy UL t°Uy, UL + 92625u020Us, ULt Uy, UL Uy UL U, UT,
)
)

T3~ x4~ T5Y T

9202500050 Us, ULt U, UL Uy US Up UL % + 9262,u0050Us, U t*Up UL Uy UL U, UL £

T3~ xy - T5Y Tg

Ts ™~ g

9262400250 Us, UL, Uny UL t*4°Up UL Uy, UL+ 9262,00050Us, UL, Uy, UL 04U, UL Uy US

9262100250 Usy U, Ug, UL U UL U UL — 6262,0006uUs, U,

T3Y x4 Ts5 Y g 7~ xg

9262400220 Usy U, Ug, UL t°U UL U UL+ 9262,000,0Us, UL

T3Y x4 T5 Y g L7~ 18

U,.Ul U, Ut U, UT

T3~ 1y Ts5 > g 7Y xg
Uy, Ul U, UL U, UJ

9262400250 Us, UL, Uny UL U UL Uy UL " — 926,,0005uUs, UL, Uy UL #°U, UL U, US

9262500250 Uny U, Ug, UL Uy UL U UL+ 626250006uUs, U,

T3 x4 Ts5~ g 7~ xy

U,.Ul U, Ut U, UT

T3~ 1y Ts5~ g 7Y xg
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920250000 Us, UL UL UL t°U, UL t°U, Ul — ¢20p000.0Us, Ul U, UL t2U, Ul t°U,. Ul

L1 Y xo Y T3Y 1y Ts5~ xg 7~ xg L1~ oY T3Y 1y Ts5 ™~ g 7Y xg
926 250005uUs, U, Ug UL U US Uy, UL 1% + §265500250Us, UL Uy, UL U, UL U, ULt
96260007uUs, UL, Uny UL Up UL 91Uy UL+ 9%620u0270Us, UL, Uy, UL Uy UL 447U, U

T1Y oY T3 g 1Y oY T3 Ty

_|_
_|_

— §%0240005uUs, UL Up, UL Uy, UL 47U, Uzs ™t — 6264600250 Us, U, Un UL Uy UL t°U, U 2P

T1Y oY X3Y 2y Y T5Y 16 L1~ xo Y T3 Y x4y

+ 0200ru0050 Uy UL, Uy UL Uy UL 17U, US P + 626400000 Us, U, U UL Uy UL U, UT 1 (38)

Since there are four different terms inside the square bracket in the definition of JIMWLK Hamiltonian, we are to
compute the contributions of these four terms separately. Here we present the final results of the octupole evolution,
It can also be seen the coeflicient of the non-leading N, terms vanishes in intermediate steps of the calculations. In
the end, we find the sum of all these four contributions leads to the right hand side of Eq. (39) without finite NV,
corrections. Finally for octupole (n = 4), we get,

iTr [U(xl)UT(xg)U(xg)UT(3:4)U(:E5)UT(:1:6)U(3:7)U(:Eg)w

oy
= = / KT [U(2) U (2)] Te [U(2)U (22) U (3) U (20)U (25) U (6)U (27) U (8) ) )y

G (T [UT (22)U ()] T [UF (20U (3) U (22)U (5) U (6)U () U (8)U (1)
K3 (T [U (2g)U (2)] T [U(2) U (wa)U (a5)U' (106)U (07) U (5)U (1) U (2) ]y
R (T [UT (20)U (2)] Tr [UF(2)U (25)U (26)U (27)UT (8)U (1)U (22)U ()] )y
+K{gia) (Tr [U(2)UT ()] Tr [U(2)U (26)U (07)U " (28)U (1)U (2)U (23) U (2)] )
o) (T [UT (w6)U (2)] T [U(2)U (w7) U (28)U (20) U (2)U (w3) U (4)U (w5)] )y
Ko (T [U(a) U (2)] Tr [U(2)U (@)U (20)U T (22) U (3)U (2) U (5) U (6) ] )y
+K (i) (Tr (U (28)U ()] Tr [UF(2)U (1)U (22)U (25) U (2) U () U (6)U (7)) )
RS (T [U (1)U (22)U (23)U T (@0)U (25)U ()] Tr [U(2)U (6)U (20)U” (25)] )y
) (T (U (@2)U () U (@)U (25)U T (26)U (2)] T [UF (2)U ()U T (28)U (1) )y
o) (T [U (23) U (@)U (25)U T (w6)U (27) U (2)] T [U (2)U (08)U (20) U (2)]) v
+K{ i) (T [UT (@)U (@)U (w6)U (27)U (5)U (2)] Tr [UF(2)U (21) U (02)U (3) ] )
KGN [U (25) U (w6)U (w7)U T () U (1)U (2)] Tr [U (2)U (22)U (25) U ()] )y
+K i) (Tr [UT (26)U (w7) U (25) U (1)U (22) U (2)] Tr [UT (2)U (03) U (4)U (25)] )y
+K (i) (T [U(20) U (9)U (20) U (2)U () U (2)] T [U(2)U (@0)U (5) U (s06) ]y
L) (T [UT (28)U (20) U (22) U (3) U (24)U (2)] Tr [UT (2)U (05) U (a6)U (7)) v
(i) (T [U (20)U T (22)U (23) U (24)] T [U () U (w6)U (27)U ()] )y

+Icgj§§ (Tr [UT(22)U (23) Ut (24)U (25)] Tr [UT (26)U (27) U (25)U (21)] )y

+K ) (Tt [U () U (20)U (a5) U (26)] Tr [Ue) U () U (1)U (22)]) v

) (T [U (20)U (5) U (w6)U (7)] T [U' ()U (01)U (22) U (03) ) )y

+K {3 (T [U(20)U (2)] T [U (@)U (@)U (5)U (26)U (27)U ()] by

+K (o) (T [UT (@)U (w5)] Tr [UT (24) U (w5) U (26)U (wr)U T () U (21)] )y

K (T [U () U (24)] T [U () U (26)U (27)U T (25) U (21) U ()] )y

+K (i) (T [UT (@)U (w5)] Tr [UT (26)U (@)U (@)U (1)U (2)U (25)] )y

K (i) (T [U(25) U (6)] T [U () U (28)U (22) U () U () U ()] by
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(39)

D. Decapole

(Tr [U(6)U (27)] Tr [UT (25)U (21)U" (22)U (23)U" (24)U (25)] ) v

(T [UT(27)U (s)] Tr [U(21)U" (22)U (23)U" (24)U (25)U" (26) ] )y

(Tr [U(zg)UT (21)] Tr [UT (22)U (23) U (22)U (25) U (26)U (27)]) v
—Ps(Tr [U (1)U (22)U (3)U" (24)U (w5) U (6)U (27)U " (25)] )y

(5:8)
+K67)
(651)
K (75)
(7;2)
T s:1)

For decapole n =5,

B
= >~
R R R R N R T N - R S L L O L L I N N R
E SN S S s S s e, eSS S =
= ~ N - S X X ~ ®©u 58 o —~~ -~ - & o ~~ a9 » S X /X "~ ~—~ o
U e CC B T~ N =T " CHNNGLOR T SR IR I~ S R SR IR S YN SO I (- < B - R &
\n/ITWIITWII(\UTWTWITW(ITW((TWITWTWI(
T L LLEfEL 2 ECELoEhorfsoELs
= S = & @ 8§ » & &5 = @3 2 = § & 3 2 g & %5 I w & 8
\o.wxx(x(\x(/m\;lxwx(x\(xxxx(xxwm:w(x\x(x\xu
W\TUUUUUUU)\UUTUUU)UTU\)\)UUUUU\)
U\I/012345$(\8)01$8)1I23456$
\n/MJTWI$$$$$(U$91$($9$(\$I$$$(
U\l/U [« RPN 2)45(\))U01\|/\l/\|/(\l/7~\l/2\|/(\
= »© ~— -~/ = 8 oo 8 8 4 78\!/1$Z7~Z‘_| N ~— N~ W a4
6$9$I(I((\U$$9$(\(((U(\T ~— = (\U
T e < o S e S o U S~ v o S w e G R P P e PR
- UUU\!/\!/\I/\I/A:I\!/UUUOY rTr — rﬂ
2 - 0o o =5 08 &8 98 & 8 K~ 0 o 7 WM gy
s 5 B B B SO S o F R o8 & 8BS = o=
S o S Gl o T B S el i S S OO NS SO OO N TN
S TR IR D ATESTAIRET AL oL RIS E §E R
~—~ o o~
T 858 EESEE s S SsRRRER SR SR
(x\T(\T(\TUU\U/\W[UUU[%/%%(@M%\%MW%W\
= S S T = = =R = = = = f = £ = £ =5
D B e R e e 2 s ESE g EEgHISE DD RBE DB R
s 5 5 8 8 858 B o R="="%2 %% A T
S o of o RRFETETITEELEEELEEREE RS
5 T RSR SR FES S oSS TS o2 88 R
— ~—~ -
3 EEFEFTEFELELRRERRRR2RSE SR GRS
8 = & 7 & = & T D =2 »w e ~ o o w o -8 o 5 =4 08 o
~— ~ T4 '8 8 My B8 B R8B 8 2 2 8 8 O 8
S b b hEo o FEELELEEEESE S-S §E8E S = 8
W/\ﬂoxﬂw\mm\ﬂm\_r/\wm\mv/%.(UﬁUUWUUﬁUUUm\mUUU)
g = = = B T T T T TR T . B S~ S
S - o D D B E & 8 8 & & 5 & & 5 58 58 & &2
H/@\@/@\@%\\@/@@UUUWUUUUU\)WUW)U\W
— D D D b D D b == 8§ s S8 S 8 B O s 5§ 5§ =
\)[[[[[[[ﬂT(@(@x(@(@(@(@(xxﬂ\x(@x(@xw
N [ e [T — = 4= - ~— 4= /l\'.|(\
= & 2 & & & & 255 T h RRLERRITL L RS
S R e = (I e e I
—
2R R e aels g s EEEE g LELE S 8 f SR T
- - - - d i S g S U S i
B LB £ B § 8B EBEL BE ZE B EBE B EBE - 8§38 4§88 8 -
n\/W\UUUUUUU[_r_[UUU[..[U[..|.UUUUU.|_
S~ & e Sl PP e P e el
ST - _ _ i — — —
SEEESE 88 EEE SE g g E S EE s g s E
[ s e I L - P e o N N N )
A Fm T QY g QI @0 HR A S SN Y 0 R0 AR S 0 AR A A O M 0 9w S
A AR BFFIEBE ST ED LS S o S AS AF FS 2 AN A dF I8 88 S B8 68 F =
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+Kia) (T [UF (22)U ()] T [UT (24)U (w5) U (26)U (27) U () U (9) U (10)U (21)] )y
+’C<§i)< [U(23)U T (24)] Tr [U(5) U (26)U (27) U (25)U (29) U (210)U (1)U (22)] )y
RS (T [U (2a)U (5)] T [U (26)U (27) U () U (00U (10)U (1)U (22)U () )y
+K (a1t (Tt [U (5)U (6)] T [U(7)U T () U (29) U (10)U (1)U (2) U (23) U ()] )y
+’C(2§)<Tr (U (26)U (27)] Tr [UT (28)U (20)UT (210)U (21) U (22)U (23)UT (24)U (w5) ] )y
ST [U (w7)U " ()] Tr [U () U (210)U (1)U (2) U () U (24) U (5)U (6)] )
+K (g (T [U (29)U (w0)] Tr [UT (210)U (@)U (22)U () U (2)U (5)U " (6) U (27)] )y
+’C(S R))<Tr [U(29) U (210)] Tr [U (1)U (22)U (23) U (24)U (25) U (6 ) U (27)U T (ws)] )
K ooty (T [U' (@10)U (1)) Tr[U*m)U( U (@ >U<x5>UT< > (w7)U " (28)U ()] )y
R (T [U (@)U (22)U (3) U (24)U (205) U ()] T [U (w7) U (8)U () U (210)] ) v
G (T U1 (22)U () U (24) U () UT (26)U (27)] Tr [UT (28)U (29) U (210)U (21)])y
+/c(§§§< [U(23) Ut (22)U (25) U (26)U (27) Uf(xg}Tf[U(xg UT (210)U (20)U " (22)])y
oy (T [UF (@)U (25) U (26)U (27) U () U (9)] T [U (10)U (21)U (22)U (23)] )y
+IC(§R))<Tr [U(25)U T (26)U (27) U (w8)U (20) U (210)] Tr [U (1)U (22)U (23)U" (24)] )y

G (T U (26)U (07)U T (28) U (9) U (210)U (1)] T [U (22) U (3) U (24)U (5] )y

($§)<Tr [U(2)UT (28)U (29) U (210)U (1)U (22)] Tr [U(3)U T (24)U (5)U " (w6)] )y

<§;"<Tr (U (28)U (29) U (10)U (1)U (22)U (w3)] Tr [UT (24)U (5)U " (26)U (27)] )y

+HK ) (T [U () UT (@10)U (21)U" (22)U (23)U " (24)] Tr [U(25)U" (26)U (27)U (25)])y
K gy (T [UF (210)U (20)U (22)U (23) U (24)U (25)] T [UF (6)U (7) U (5)U (9) ] )

(
—P10<TI‘[ (CCl)UT($2)U(I3)UT($4)U(I5)UT(Iﬁ)U( )UT(CCE;) (IQ)UT(CCN)DY
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