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A bstract

W ederivea high energy factorization theorem forinclusivegluon pro-

duction in A+ A collisions. O ur factorized form ula resum s i) allorder

leading logarithm s (g
2
ln(1=x1;2))

n
ofthe incom ing partons m om entum

fractions,and ii) allcontributions (g�1;2)
n
that are enhanced when the

colorchargedensitiesin thetwonucleiareoforderoftheinversecoupling{

�1;2 � g
� 1
.The resum m ed inclusive gluon spectrum can be expressed as

a convolution ofgauge invariant distributions W [�1;2]from each ofthe

nucleiwith theleading ordergluon num beroperator.Thesedistributions

are shown to satisfy the JIM W LK equation describing the evolution of

nuclear wavefunctions with rapidity. As a by-product,we dem onstrate

that the JIM W LK Ham iltonian can be derived entirely in term s ofre-

tarded lightcone G reen’sfunctionswithoutany am biguitiesin theirpole

prescriptions. W e com m enton the im plications ofourresults for under-

standing theG lasm a produced atearly tim esin A+ A collisionsatcollider

energies.

PreprintIPhT-T08/068,CERN-PH-TH-2008-074.

1 Introduction

Collinearfactorization theorem s[1]thatisolatelong distancenon-perturbative

parton distribution functionsfrom perturbatively calculableshortdistancem a-

trix elem entsarecentraltothepredictivepowerand successofQ CD.Thesethe-

orem scan beapplied to com puteinclusivecross-sectionsoftheform A + B � !

I(M )+ X ,where I(M )is a setofheavy particlesorjetswith invariantm ass
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M and X corresponds to the sum over allpossible states (including soft and

collinearhadrons)thatcan accom pany theobjectI(M ).Thiscross-section,for

centerofm assenergy
p
s,can be expressed as[2{6]

�
A B

=
X

ab

Z

dxadxb fa=A (xa;�
2)fb=B (xb;�

2)

� �̂ab

�
M 2

xaxbs
;
M

�
;�s(�)

� �

1+ O

�
1

M n

��

: (1)

In this equation,fa(b)=A (B )(xa(b);�
2)are the non-perturbative \leading twist"

parton distribution functionswhich givesthedistribution ofaparton a(b)in the

hadron A(B ),asafunction ofthelongitudinalm om entum fraction xa(b) evolved

up to the factorization scale �2,while the hard scattering m atrix elem ent �̂ab
can be com puted system atically in a perturbative expansion in powersof�s =

g2=4�,where g is the Q CD coupling constant. Higher twist contributions to

thisform ulaaresuppressed by powersn ofthehard scaleM .Thisfactorization

form ula is valid in the Bjorken lim it when M 2 � s � �2
Q C D

(where �
Q C D

�

200 M eV isthe intrinsic Q CD scale).

O ur interest here is instead in a di�erent regim e of high energy scatter-

ing where,for �xed invariantm ass M � �
Q C D

,one takes
p
s ! 1 and thus

xa;b ! 0. W e shallcallthis the Regge{G ribov lim it ofQ CD.An im portant

insight is that in this lim it the �eld strengths squared can becom e very large

(O ( 1

� s
))corresponding to the saturation ofgluon densities[7,8]. The onsetof

saturation ischaracterized by asaturation scaleQ s(x),which opensakinem atic

window M 2 � Qs
2
� �2

Q C D
accessibleatvery high energies.Thephysicsofthe

Regge{G ribov regim eisquitedi�erentfrom thatoftheBjorken lim itdiscussed

previously.Thetypicalm om enta ofpartonsare� Qs � �
Q C D

and highertwist

contributionsare notsuppressed. These considerationsare especially relevant

forthescattering oflargenucleibecausethelargetransversedensity ofpartons

in the nuclearwavefunctions(proportionalto the nuclearradius� A1=3)pro-

videsa naturalenhancem entofthesaturation scale,Q 2
s(x;A)/ A 1=3.O urgoal

is to derive a form ula sim ilar to eq.(1) for inclusive gluon production in the

Regge{G ribov lim it.

The dynam ics oflarge parton phase space densities in the Regge{G ribov

lim it can be described in the Color G lass Condensate (CG C) e�ective �eld

theory wheresm allx partonsin hadronsand nucleiaredescribed by a classical

�eld,whilethelargex partonsactascolorsourcesfortheclassical�eld [9{11].

The lack ofdependence ofphysicalobservables on the (arbitrary) separation

between largex colorsourcesand sm allx dynam ical�eldsisexploited to derive

a renorm alization group (RG )equation,known asthe JIM W LK equation [12{

19]. This equation is a functionalRG equation describing the change in the

statisticaldistribution ofcolorsourcesW
Y
[�]with rapidity Y (= ln(1=x)). It

can be expressed as
@W

Y
[�]

@Y
= H W

Y
[�]; (2)
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where H is the JIM W LK Ham iltonian1. For a physicalobservable de�ned by

an averageoverallthe sourcecon�gurations,

hO i
Y
�

Z

[D �]W
Y
[�]O [�]; (3)

oneobtains
@hO i

Y

@Y
= hH O i

Y
: (4)

W ehaveused hereeq.(2)and integrated by parts(using theherm iticity ofH ).

ThestructureofH issuch thathH O i
Y
isan objectdistinctfrom hO i

Y
,so that

oneobtainsin principlean in�nitehierarchyofevolution equationsforoperators

expectation valueshO i
Y
[20].In thelargeN c and largeA m ean-�eld lim it,this

hierarchy sim pli�esgreatly.W hen O isthe\dipole" operator,corresponding to

theforwardscatteringam plitudein deep inelasticscattering,theresultingclosed

evolution equation isknown asthe Balitsky-K ovchegov (BK )equation [21,22].

In refs.[23{25],wedeveloped a form alism to com puteobservablesrelated to

m ultiparticle production in �eld theories with strong tim e dependent sources.

This form alism is naturally applicable to the CG C description ofhigh energy

scattering2 albeit,for sim plicity,we considered only a scalar �3 �eld theory.

(The corresponding Q CD fram ework was briey considered in ref.[26].) In

these papers,the form alism for m ultiparticle production was developed for a

�xed distribution ofsources,with theassum ption thatthe�nalresultscould be

averaged over,as in eq.(3),with unspeci�ed distributions ofsources W
Y 1
[�1]

and W
Y 2
[�2](one for each ofthe projectiles). However,we did not discuss in

thesepapersthe validity ofsuch a factorization form ula.

In the form alism ofrefs.[23{25],onecan form ally arrangethe perturbative

expansion ofan observablelike the singleinclusivegluon spectrum as

O [�1;�2]=
1

g2

h

c0 + c1g
2 + c2g

4 + � � �

i

; (5)

where each term correspondsto a di�erentloop order.Each ofthe coe�cients

cn isitselfan in�nite seriesofterm sinvolving arbitrary ordersin (g�1;2)
p.W e

call\Leading O rder" the contribution thatcom esfrom the �rstcoe�cientc 0 :

O
L O
[�1;�2]�

c0

g2
: (6)

In the case ofthe single gluon spectrum ,the �rstterm c0=g
2 hasbeen studied

extensively.In [24]wedeveloped toolsto calculatethe nextterm c1.Following

thisterm inology,wedenote

O
N L O

[�1;�2]� c1 ; O
N N L O

[�1;�2]� c2 g
2
;� � � (7)

1The explicitform ofthisH am iltonian willbe given laterin the text.
2A lthough thecolorsourcesofeach nucleusareindependentofthecorresponding light-cone

tim e,their sum constitutes a tim e-dependent current.
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However,thisstrictloop expansion ignoresthefactthatlargelogarithm softhe

m om entum fractionsx1;2 can appearin thehigherordercoe�cientsc 1;2;� � �whenp
s isvery large.Theterm cn can haveup to n powersofsuch logarithm s,and

a m orepreciserepresentation ofthese coe�cientsis

cn =

nX

i= 0

dni ln
i

�
1

x1;2

�

: (8)

The \Leading Log" term sare de�ned asthose term sthathave asm any loga-

rithm sastheirorderin g2,

O
L L og

[�1;�2]�
1

g2

1X

n= 0

dnn g
2n ln

n

�
1

x1;2

�

: (9)

In this work,we willgo signi�cantly further than the Leading O rder result,

and resum the com plete seriesofLeading Log term s.W e willprovethat,after

averagingoverthesources�1;2,alltheLeadingLogcorrectionsareautom atically

resum m ed by the JIM W LK evolution ofthe distribution ofsources,and that

the eventaveraged Leading Log resultisgiven by the factorized expression

hO i
L L og

=

Z

[D �1][D �2]W Ybeam � Y [�1]W Ybeam + Y [�2]O L O
[�1;�2]: (10)

In this form ula,Y is the rapidity at which the gluon is m easured, and the

subscriptsYbeam � Y indicate the am ountofrapidity evolution3 ofthe source

distributions ofthe two projectiles,starting in their respective fragm entation

regions.

The expressionsW Ybeam � Y [�1;2]in eq.(10) are gauge invariantfunctionals

describing the source distributions in each of the nuclei. In analogy to the

partondistribution functionsfa(b)=A (B )(xa(b);�
2)weintroduced previously,they

contain non-perturbativeinform ation on thedistribution ofsourcesatrapidities

closetothebeam rapidities.Justasthelatterevolvein �2 with theDG LAP [27{

29]evolution equations,the form er,assuggested by eq.2,obey the JIM W LK

evolution equation in rapidity which evolvesthem up totherapiditiesYbeam � Y

and Ybeam + Y from the nucleiA 1 and A 2 respectively. As we willdiscuss in

detail,the leading order inclusive gluon spectrum ,for given sources �1;2,can

becom puted by solving theclassicalYang-M illsequationswith sim pleretarded

boundaryconditions.Eq.(10)suggeststhattheresultresum m ingalltheleading

logarithm softhecollision energy can beobtained by averagingoverthisleading

orderresultwith the weightfunctionalsW evolved from the beam rapidity to

the rapidity Y atwhich the gluon isproduced.

In theRegge{G ribovlim it,eq.(10)istheanalogofthefactorization form ula

eq.(1) proved in the Bjorken lim it. W hile we willprove that eq.(10) holds

for leading logarithm ic contributions at allorders in perturbation theory,we

3In term softhe center ofm assenergy
p
s ofthe collision (fora nucleon-nucleon pair)and

the longitudinalm om entum com ponents p� ofthe m easured gluon,one has also { atleading

log { Ybeam � Y = ln(
p
s=p+ )and Ybeam + Y = ln(

p
s=p� ).
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havenotattem pted to show thatitisvalid forsub-leading logarithm s.Thereis

currently an intenseactivity in com putingsub leadinglogarithm iccontributions

in the high parton density lim it [30{36]so an extension ofourresultsbeyond

leading logs is feasible in future. There is another aspect ofA+ A collisions

that we have not discussed thus far. O ur power counting does not account

for the so called \secular divergences" [37{39]. These are contributions that

diverge at least as powers ofthe tim e elapsed after the collision. Including

these contributionswillnotalterourfactorization theorem ;itdoesa�ecthow

\observables" de�ned at�nite tim es after the nuclearcollisions are related to

quantitiesm easured in A+ A experim ents.W e willaddressthisissuebriey.A

fullertreatm entrequiresm orework.

The paperisorganized asfollows.In section 2,wederivean im portantfor-

m ulafortheNextto LeadingO rdercorrectionsto theinclusivegluon spectrum .

Thisform ulawillplayacrucialrolelater,in disentanglingtheinitialstatee�ects

from therestofthecollision process.In section 3,wewillderivetheexpressions

stated in eqs.(2){(4) for JIM W LK evolution ofa single nucleus. Albeit the

resultiswellknown,ourderivation isquite di�erentfrom thoseexisting in the

literature[12{19,40{44].W ewillobtain ourresultentirely in term sofretarded

light-coneG reen’sfunctionswithoutany recourseto tim e-ordered propagators.

W ewillshow thattherearenoam biguitiesin specifyingthepoleprescriptionsin

thisapproach.M oreim portantly,ourderivation allowsusto straightforwardly

extend our treatm entofthe JIM W LK equation to the case ofthe collision of

two nuclei. This is discussed separately in section 4 where we show explicitly

thatnon-factorizableterm saresuppressed and ourkey result,stated in eq.(10),

isobtained. In the following section,we willrelate ourwork to previouswork

in this direction and briey explore som e ofthe connections between the dif-

ferentapproaches. In section 6,we willdiscuss how one can relate our result

for the G lasm a produced at early tim es in heavy ion collisions[45,25]and its

subsequentevolution into the Q uark G luon Plasm a. W e conclude with a brief

sum m aryand discussion ofopen issues.Therearethreeappendicesdealingwith

propertiesofG reen’sfunctionsin lightconegaugerelevantto the discussion in

the m ain textofthe paper.

2 N LO corrections to inclusive observables

Before studying the logarithm ic divergences that arise in loop corrections to

observables,let us derive a form ula that expresses the 1-loop corrections to

inclusive observablesin term softhe action ofa certain operatoracting on the

sam e observable atleading order. As we shallsee,this form ula { albeit quite

form al{can beused toseparatethephysicsoftheinitialstatefrom thecollision

itself.

W ehavein m ind an operatorm adeofelem entary color�elds,which probes

m ulti-gluon correlations.To bespeci�c,fora given sourcedistribution,weshall

considerthe quantum expectation value

O (x;y)�


A
i(x)A j(y)

�
; (11)
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in the lim it where the tim e argum ents ofthe two �elds go to + 1 . W e chose

thisparticularoperatorbecausewewish tostudy thesinglegluon spectrum {the

�rstm om entofthem ultiplicity distribution{ in thecollision oftwo nuclei;itis

obtained by Fouriertransform ing thisbilinearcom bination of�elds.Note that

the two �elds are not tim e-ordered. The expectation value ofsuch a product

can be calculated in the Schwinger-K eldysh form alism [46{48],by considering

thatA i(x)lieson the � branch ofthe contourand Aj(y)on the + branch (A

representation ofthe Schwinger{K eldysh contourisshown in �g.1.)

C +

-

Figure1:The closed tim e path used in the Schwinger-K eldysh form alism .

Thissection isorganized asfollows.W e�rstrecalltheexpression ofeq.(11)

atleading orderin term sofretarded solutionsoftheclassicalYang{M illsequa-

tions. Thisresultiswellknown and hasbeen derived in a num berofdi�erent

ways.W ewillthen discussthenext-to-leading ordercom putation ofthisquan-

tity in the CG C fram ework.There aretwo sortsofNLO corrections;these are

the virtualcorrections arising from one-loop corrections to the classical�elds

and the realcorrections which are obtained by com puting the G� + propaga-

tor ofa sm alluctuation in light-cone gauge. W e willshow that O
N L O

can

be expressed as a linear operator with realand virtualpieces acting on O
L O
,

plusan unim portant(asfarasthe resum m ation oflogsof1=x1;2 isconcerned)

additionalterm .

2.1 Leading order result

W e showed in [23]that, at leading order,O is the product of two classical

solutionsoftheYang-M illsequations,with nullretarded boundary conditions4,

O
L O
(x;y)= A i(x)A j(y); (12)

with

�
D �;F

��
�

= J
�
;

lim
x0! � 1

A �(x) = 0 : (13)

Here,A denotestheclassical�eld,and J� isthecolorcurrentcorresponding to

a �xed con�guration ofthe colorsources. The currentis com prised ofone or

4The retarded nature ofthe boundary conditionsisintim ately related to the inclusiveness

ofthe observable under consideration. For instance,ifinstead ofthe single inclusive gluon

spectrum ,onewanted to calculateatleading ordertheprobability ofproducing a � xed num ber

ofgluons,onewould haveto solvetheclassicalYang-M illsequationswith boundary conditions

both at x0 = � 1 and atx0 = + 1 (see [49]).
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two sourcesdepending on whetherweconsideronly onenucleusorthecollision

oftwo nuclei{ thisdistinction isnotim portantin thissection.Itisim portant

to note that this current,which has support only on the light-cone,m ust be

covariantly conserved,
�
D �;J

�
�
= 0 : (14)

Thism eansthatin general,thereisafeed-back ofthegauge�eld on thecurrent

itself,unlessone choosesa gauge condition such thatthe gauge �eld doesnot

coupleto the non-zero com ponentsofthe currenton the light-cone.

Although one can solve analytically the Yang-M ills equations with these

boundary conditionsin the case ofa single nucleus[12,50],thisisnotpossible

in the case oftwo nuclei,and one m ustresortto num ericalm ethodsto obtain

resultsin thiscase.Fortunately,aswe shallsee,the discussion offactorization

in thecaseoftwonucleidoesnotrequirethatweknow thissolution analytically.

Because the solution ofthe Yang-M ills equations we need is de�ned with

retarded boundary conditions,its value at the points x and y (where the ob-

servable is m easured) is fully determ ined ifwe know its value5 on an initial

surface � {which is locally space-like6{ located below the points x and y,as

illustrated in �g.2.

x y

n

Σ

Figure 2: A locally space-like surface � used to de�ne the initialvalue ofthe

color�eld.

Therefore,wewillwrite

O
L O
(x;y)� O

L O
[A ]; (15)

which m eansthattheobservableisconsidered asafunctionalofthevalueofthe

color�eld on the initialsurface �. Note thatwe use the sam e sym bolforthe

color�eld and foritsinitialvalueon �,although m athem atically these objects

depend on a di�erentnum berofvariablesand arethereforedi�erentfunctions.

5Since the Yang-M illsequations contain second derivativeswith respectto tim e,one m ust

also know the value ofthe � rsttim e derivative ofthe � eld on thisinitialsurface.
6Thism eansthatatevery pointu 2 � ,thevectorn� norm alto� atthepointu (n� dx� = 0

forany displacem entdx� on � around thepointu)m ustbetim e-like.Thiscondition prevents

a signalem itted atthepointu 2 � ,propagating atthespeed oflight,from encountering again

the surface � .
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2.2 N ext to leading order corrections

A detailed discussion ofthe powercounting form om entsofthe inclusive m ul-

tiplicity distribution can be found in Ref.[23].Theleading ordercontributions

to O (x;y)involvesonly tree diagram s,which explainswhy itcan be obtained

from classicalsolutionsofthe Yang-M illsequations. Asm entioned previously,

thisleading ordercontribution isoforderO (�� 1s )butincludesallordersin g�.

In therestofthissection,weshallstudy the1-loop correctionsto thisquantity,

thatareoforderO (1)in the coupling and to allordersin g�.

Thefram eworktocom putethese1-loopcorrections(hereaftercalled \NLO ")

to quantitiessuch aseq.(11)hasbeen developed fora scalartheory in ref.[24].

M uch ofthisanalysiscan becarried overto Q CD.To avoid com plicationssuch

asghostloops,we shallwork in a gauge such asthe lightcone gauge A + = 0.

Following the discussion forthe scalarcase,weobtain atNLO ,

O
N L O

(x;y)= A i(x)�j(y)+ �
i(x)A j(y)+ G

ij

� + (x;y): (16)

In thisequation,G
ij

� + (x;y)isthe� + com ponentofthesm alluctuation Schwin-

ger-K eldysh propagatorin thepresenceoftheclassicalbackground �eld A i and

the �eld �i is the one loop correction to the classical�eld. It is obtained by

solving the sm alluctuation equation ofm otion

h

� xg
�� � @

�
x@

�
x �

@2U (A )

@A �(x)@A �(x)

i

��(x)=
1

2

@3U (A )

@A �(x)@A
�(x)@A �(x)

G
��

+ + (x;x);

(17)

with nullretarded boundary conditions:

lim
x0! � 1

�
�(x)= 0 : (18)

Here U (A ) is the potentialterm in the Yang-M ills Lagrangean7,obtained by

writing

L = Lquad � U (A ); (19)

where Lquad isde�ned in eq.(136)ofappendix A.W e referthe readerto ap-

pendix A form ore details. The source term in thissm alluctuation equation

includestheclosed loop form ed by theSchwinger-K eldysh propagatorG+ + (x;x)

to be de�ned shortly,the third derivative correspondsto the 3-gluon vertex in

the presenceofa background �eld and 1=2 isa sym m etry factor.

Following[24],wecan writethepropagatorG
ij

� + (x;y)in eq.(16)asabilinear

com bination ofsm alluctuationsofthegauge�eld whoseinitialconditionsare

planewaves,

G
ij;bc

� + (x;y)=
X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

a
ib
� k�a(x)a

jc

+ k�a
(y); (20)

7U nless one chooses a non-linear gauge condition,U (A ) is m ade ofthe usual3-gluon and

4-gluon couplings.

8



where

h

� xg
�� � @

�
x @

�
x �

@2U (A )

@A �(x)@A �(x)

i

a� k�a;� (x)= 0 ; (21)

lim
x0! � 1

a
�

� k�a
(x)= �

�

�
(k)T a

e
� ik� x

:

Thesum over� isoverthetwo physicalpolarizationsfortheinitialplanewave

and the index a represents the initialcolor carried by the sm alluctuation

�eld.In eq.(20),ournotation issuch thatthe lowercolorindex (a)represents

the initialcolor ofthe uctuation,while the upper color index (b or c) refer

to itscolorafterithasevolved on top ofthe classicalbackground �eld8. Itis

im portanttostressthatthisdecom position ofG
ij

� + isvalid only ifoneusessm all

uctuationsthatare plane wavesin the rem ote past. Using othersolutionsof

the sm alluctuation equation ofm otion (21)would lead to a propagatorthat

obeysincorrectboundary conditions.

The + + propagatoratequalpointscan be written in a sim ilarfashion as9

G
ij;bc

+ + (x;x)=
X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

a
ib
� k�a(x)a

jc

+ k�a
(x): (23)

W enotethatin a genericgauge,covariantcurrentconservation m ay require

theincom ing�eld uctuation toinduceacolorprecession oftheclassicalcurrent

J�.Thism odi�cation ofthecurrentwillin turn inducean additionalcontribu-

tion to the�eld uctuation.O urstrategy [51{53]toavoid thiscom plication will

be to perform allinterm ediate calculationsin a gauge where thisphenom enon

doesnothappen.Forinstance,on thelinex� = 0 wherethecolorchargesm ov-

ing in the + z direction live,on should use a gauge in which A � = 0. Indeed,

because the color current only has a + com ponent,covariant conservation is

trivialin thisgauge. A gauge rotation ofthe �nalresultisthen perform ed to

return tothelight-conegaugeofinterest.Alle�ectsduetocurrentconservation

arethen taken careofby this�nalgaugetransform ation.

2.3 R earrangem ent ofthe N LO corrections -I

In thissubsection,wewillexpressthesm alluctuation propagatorG
ij

� + (x;y)as

theaction ofa di�erentialoperatoron theclassical�eldsA i(x)and A j(y).This

operatorcontainsfunctionalderivativeswith respectto the initialvalue ofthe

color�eld on �.In the following subsection,wewillrepeatthe exerciseforthe

oneloop correction to theclassical�eld ��(x)and writeitin term sofa sim ilar

8For future reference,note that quantities with only the lowercolor index are m atrices in

the adjointrepresentation ofSU (N )de� ned by

a
�

� k�a
(x)� a

�b

� k�a
(x)T b

: (22)

9W hen the two end-pointsare separated by a tim e-like interval,there can be an additional

term contributing to thispropagator { see [24]form ore generalform ulas.
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operatoracting on theclassical�eld A �(x).Theseidentities,besidesproviding

a transparentderivation ofthe JIM W LK equation fora single nucleus,willbe

especially powerfulin ourtreatm entofnucleus-nucleuscollisions.

Letusbegin from theG reen’sform ula forthe classical�eld A �,

A �(x)=

Z

� +

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

@U (A )

@A �(y)
+ B

�

0[A ](x); (24)

whereD
��

0;R
(x;y)isthefreeretarded propagator(discussed in appendix A in the

caseofthe light-conegauge)and B
�

0[A ](x)isthe boundary term thatcontains

theinitialvalueoftheclassical�eld on �.(Boundaryterm sfortheclassicaland

sm alluctuation �elds in light-cone gauge are discussed in detailin appendix

B.)�+ denotestheregion ofspace-tim eabovethesurface�.Now,consideran

operatorT (to be de�ned explicitly later)thatactson the initialvalue ofthe

�eldson the surface�,and assum ethatthisoperatorislinear,which im plies

T
@U (A )

@A �(y)
=

@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)
T A �(y): (25)

Now apply thisoperatorT to both sidesofeq.(24),we get

T A �(x)=

Z

� +

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)
T A �(y)+ T B

�

0[A ](x): (26)

By com paring thisequation with theG reen’sform ula fora sm alluctuation a�

(seeappendix B),

a
�(x)=

Z

� +

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)
a
�(y)+ B

�

0[a](x); (27)

weseethatwecan identify a�(x)= T A �(x)provided thatwehave

B
�

0[a](x)= T B
�

0[A ](x): (28)

Because B0 is a linear functionalofthe initialvalue ofthe color�elds on the

surface�,itiseasy to seethatthe operatorT thatful�lsthisgoalis

T �

Z

�

d
3~u

�
a� Tu �; (29)

where Tu is the generator oftranslations ofthe initial�elds10 at the point

u 2 �. W e denote by d 3~u the m easure on the surface � (forinstance,if� is

a surface de�ned by x� = const,this m easure reads d3~u = du+ d2u? .) The

detailed expression ofthis operator can be obtained by writing explicitly the

10For now,it is su� cient to think ofthis operator as an operator which is linear in � rst

derivatives with respectto the color � eld on � .
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G reen’s form ula for the retarded propagation ofcolor�elds above the surface

�,and itusually dependsboth on thechoiceofthesurfaceand on thechoiceof

thegaugecondition.An explicitexpression ofthisoperatorwillbegiven in the

nextsection when theinitialsurface� isparallelto thelight-cone(u � = const)

and when the �elds are in the light-cone gauge A + = 0. Therefore,we have

established the following identity,

a
�(x)=

Z

�

d
3~u

�
a� Tu �A �(x): (30)

Eq.(30) provides a form alexpression ofa uctuation at point x in term s of

itsvalue on som e initialsurface � (in the righthand side ofeq.(30),only the

value ofthe uctuation a� on � appears). Thisform ula isespecially usefulin

situationswherewecan calculateanalytically theinitialvalueoftheuctuation

on �,but were we do not know analytically the classicalbackground �eld A

abovethissurface.

The single nucleus case is a bit academ ic in this respect because one can

analytically com pute the background gauge �eld and the uctuation at any

pointin space-tim e.Rather,eq.(30)willprove especially powerfulfornuclear

collisionsbecause in thatcaseonedoesnothavean analyticexpression forthe

classicalbackground �eld afterthe collision.

Arm ed with eq.(30),itisstraightforward towritethethird term oftheright

hand side ofeq.(16)as

G
ij;bc

� + (x;y) =
X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d
3~u d

3~v

�

h�
a� k�a � Tu �A ib(x)

ih�
a+ k�a � Tv�A jc(y)

i

: (31)

In thisequation,the bracketslim itthe scopeofthe operatorsTu ;v.

2.4 R earrangem ent ofthe N LO corrections -II

Theterm sinvolvingthe1-loop correction �� can alsobewritten in term softhe

operatorTu ,butthisisnotasstraightforward asforG
ij

� + .The �rststep isto

writedown the form alG reen’sfunction solution ofeq.(17).Itisconvenientto

writeitas

�
�(x)=

Z

� +

d
4
y D

��

R
(x;y)

1

2

@3U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)@A �(y)
G
��

+ + (y;y)

| {z }

+ B�[�](x)

| {z }

;

�
�

1(x) �
�

2(x)

(32)

where B�[A](x)isidenticalto B
�

0[A](x)exceptthatalloccurrencesofthe bare

propagatorD
��

0;R
in thelatterarereplaced in theform erby thedressed propaga-

torin thebackground �eld A �.Thisdressed propagator,denoted D ��
R
,satis�es

11



the equation

h

� xg
�� � @

�
x@

�
x �

@2U (A )

@A �(x)@A �(x)

i

D
�

R ;�
(x;y)= g

��
�(x � y); (33)

plusa retarded boundary condition such thatitvanishesifx0 < y0.

Thesecond term on therighthand sideofeq.(32)isthevalue� would have

ifoneturnso� thesourceterm (proportionalto G+ + )in the dom ain �
+ above

the initialsurface.Itisthereforegiven by a form ula identicalto eq.(30),

�
�

2(x)=

Z

�

d
3~u

�
� � Tu �A �(x): (34)

Tocalculate�1(x),letus�rstm akeexplicittheinteractionswith thebackground

�eld by writing itas

�
�

1(x) =

Z

� +

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

h
@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)
�
�

1(y)

+
1

2

@3U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)@A �(y)
G
��

+ + (y;y)

i

: (35)

This expression is obtained by substituting the expression for the dressed re-

tarded propagatorin term softhe free retarded propagatorin the de�nition of

�
�

1.

Considernow the quantity

�
�(x)�

1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d
3~u d

3~v
�
a� k�a � Tu ��a+ k�a � Tv�A �(x): (36)

W e shallprovethat�
�

1 and �� areidentical.Using eq.(30),wecan write

�
�(x)=

1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d
3~u

�
a� k�a � Tu �a�+ k�a(x): (37)

Replacea
�

+ k�a
(x)in thisequation by ther.h.sofeq.(27).Becausetheboundary

term B
�

0[a+ k�a](x)doesnotdepend on the initialvalueofthe classical�eld A ,

12



the action of
�
a� k�a � Tu �on thisterm giveszero.W e thusobtain

�
�(x) =

1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d
3~u

Z

� +

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

�

n
@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)

�
a� k�a � Tu �a�+ k�a(y)

+
@3U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)@A �(y)

h�
a� k�a � Tu �A �(y)

i

a
�

+ k�a
(y)

o

=

Z

� +

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

h
@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)
�
�(y)

+
@3U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)@A �(y)
G
��

+ + (y;y)

i

; (38)

which isidenticalto eq.(35). W e therefore obtain �
�

1(x)= ��(x). Com bining

the two contributions�1 and �2,we�nally arriveatthe com pactexpression

�
�(x)=

" Z

�

d
3
~u
�
� � Tu �

+
1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d
3~u d

3~v
�
a� k�a � Tu ��a+ k�a � Tv�#A �(x):(39)

W ecan now useeqs.(31)and (39)to obtain a com pactexpression forNLO

correctionsto O as

O
N L O

(x;y)=

" Z

�

d
3
~u
�
� � Tu �

+
1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d
3~u d

3~v
�
a� k�a � Tu ��a+ k�a � Tv�#O L O

[A ]

+ �O
N L O

(x;y); (40)

wherewerecallthatO
L O
[A ]isthesam eobservableatleading order,considered

as a functionalofthe value ofthe gauge �elds on the initialsurface �. The

correctiveterm �O
N L O

(x;y)isde�ned by

�O
N L O

(x;y)�
1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d
3~u d

3~v

�

nh�
a� k�a � Tu �A ib(x)

ih�
a+ k�a � Tv�A jc(y)

i

�

h�
a+ k�a � Tu �A ib(x)

ih�
a� k�a � Tv�A jc(y)

io

: (41)
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As we shallsee later,this term �O
N L O

does notcontain any large logarithm .

O nly theterm sin the�rstand second linesofeq.(40)willbeim portantforour

laterdiscussion offactorization.

3 JIM W LK evolution for a single nucleus

Eq.(40)iscentralto ourstudy ofNLO correctionsand offactorization.In the

restofthissection,wewillshow how thisform ulaisused toderivetheJIM W LK

evolution equation.In section 4,wewillshow thatitcan be generalized to the

collision oftwo nuclei. A very convenient choice ofinitialsurface � in the

derivation ofthe JIM W LK equation is the surface de�ned by x� = �. O ne

should choose � so that allthe color sourcesofthe nucleus are located in the

strip 0 � x� � �. An illustration ofthe objectsinvolved in eq.(40)and their

localization in space-tim eisprovided in �gure3.

O

x
-  =

 ε

βµ(u)

O

aµ
-k(u)

a ν
+k(v)

x
-  =

 ε

Figure 3: NLO corrections in the single nucleus case,seen as an initialvalue

problem on the surface x� = �.The shaded area representsthe dom ain where

the nuclearcolorsourceslive (0 � x� � �). The �eld uctuationsrepresented

in red continue to evolve in the region x� > � untilthey hit the operatorwe

wantto evaluate.However,thisevolution isentirely hidden in the dependence

ofthe classical�eld upon its initialvalue at x� = �,and we do not need to

consideritexplicitly.

3.1 G auge choice

W eneed �rstto choosethegaugein which to perform thiscalculation.Because

the observablewewish to calculateand everything else in eq.(40)isexpressed

in term soflightconegauge(A + = 0)quantities,weneed to obtain a� k�a and

� in this gauge as well. However,as previously m entioned,covariantcurrent

conservation is m ost easily preserved in a gauge where the �eld uctuations

have no � com ponent. This is because they do not induce a precession of

14



the color currentJ+ while crossing the light cone. W e are therefore going to

adoptthe strategy advocated in refs.[51,52,17,19],thatconsistsin perform ing

interm ediatecalculationsin agaugewhereA � = 0and then gaugetransform ing

the �nalresultto A + = 0 gauge.

As discussed in detailin appendix B, ifone uses the LC gauge and the

surfaceu� = � asthe initialsurface,the lineardi�erentialoperatora� Tu that

appearsin the identity (30)should be de�ned as11

a� Tu = @
� (
(u)a i(u))

�

�
�
@� (
(u)A i(u))

� + 
(u)a � (u)
�

�
�

(u)A � (u)

�

+ @�(
(u)a �(u))
�

�
�
@�(
(u)A �(u))

� ; (42)

where 
 is the adjoint color m atrix 12 that willbe de�ned in eq.(46) . Note

thatthisoperatorin eq.(42)containsa term foreach ofthe �eld com ponents

thatm ustbespeci�ed on theinitialsurfaceto know com pletely the�eld above

this surface. This operatorTu can therefore be interpreted as the generator

oftranslationsofthe initialcondition fora classicalsolution ofthe Yang-M ills

equations. It is also im portant to note that the uctuation �eld a�(u) that

m ultipliesthisoperatorisevaluated justabove the initialsurface (atu� = �).

Therefore,because one doesnotrequire itsentire history beyond thissurface,

itcan in generalbe calculated analytically.

3.2 C lassical�eld

Let us recallthe structure ofthe classicalbackground �eld itself. As is well

known,the �eld in the Lorenz gauge (@�A
� = 0)has no A � com ponent,and

therefore ful�lls the A � = 0 condition. Its explicit expression in term s ofthe

colorsource13 e� in given by

eA + (x)= �
1

@
2
?

e�(x� ;x? ) ; eA � = eA i = 0 : (43)

The gauge transform ation that relates the classicalbackground �elds in the

A + = 0 gaugeand the corresponding �eldsin Lorenzgaugeis14

A � = 
y eA �
+
i

g

y
@
�
 ; (44)

11W e have om itted the color indices in this equation. 
 should be understood as a m atrix

in the SU (N ) group, and A as a colum n vector. 
 A is therefore a colum n vector whose

com ponents are (
 A )c � 
 cbA b.
12At� rstsight,
 doesnotplay any rolein the de� nition ofTu { the necessity to introduce

thism atrix 
 in the de� nition ofTu isalso explained in the appendix B.
13The density � ofcolorsourcesisa gauge dependentquantity. W hen de� ned in the Lorenz

gauge,we denote itwith a tilde.
14In this expression,
 isa m atrix in the group SU (N ),while eA isa m atrix in the adjoint

representation ofthe algebra SU (N ). The product 
 y eA 
 is a m atrix in the SU (N ) algebra.

N ote thatdepending on the context we use the sam e sym bolforan elem ent A ofthe algebra

(i.e. a m atrix),and for the vector colum n m ade of its com ponents A c on the basis ofthe

algebra.The relation between the two isofcourse A = A cT
c.
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where the tilde denotes�eldsin the Lorenz gauge;those withouta tilde are in

lightconegauge.Using the lightconegaugecondition A + = 0,weget

@
+ 
 = ig eA + 
 ; (45)

which adm itsthe W ilson line


(x �
;x? )� T exp

h

ig

Z x
�

� 1

dz
� eA +

a (z
�
;x? )T

a
i

(46)

as a solution. Note that because the colorsourcesdo not depend on x+ , eA +

and 
 depend only on x � and x? . The solution ofthe classicalequations of

m otion in lightconegaugeisthen

A + = A � = 0 ;

A i(x)=
i

g

y(x� ;x? )@

i
(x �
;x? ); (47)

W e should com m ent here on the residualgauge freedom of the classical

solution.The m ostgeneralsolution ofeq.(45)is


(x �
;x? )�(x

+
;x? ); (48)

where� isan arbitrary x � -independentgaugetransform ation.W ith thism ore

generalchoice,oneobtains

A + = 0;

A � =
i

g
� y
@
� � ;

A i = � y
h
i

g

y
@
i


i

�+
i

g
� y
@
i� : (49)

The arbitrarinessin the solution isbecause the condition A + = 0 doesnot�x

com pletely thegaugeand x� -independent�’sspan theresidualgaugefreedom .

Requiring thattheclassicalgauge�eld beoftheform given in eq.(47)am ounts

to the choice� � 1.Thischoiceisassum ed in the restofthispaper.

3.3 Field uctuations on the light cone

To readersfam iliarwith thestructureoftheJIM W LK Ham iltonian,the struc-

ture ofeq.(40)isalready suggestive. In the restofthis section,we willshow

thatthe leading logarithm iccontributionsin thisform ula { term sthatarelin-

earin the rapidity di�erencesbetween the projectile and targetrelative to the

observed gluon { can beabsorbed into a rede�nition ofthedistribution ofcolor

sources ofthe nucleus. O ur �rst task towards this conclusion is to com pute

the valueofthe �eld uctuationsa� k�a and � justabovethe lightconeon the

initialsurfaceu� = �.
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Letusconsidera sm alluctuation a� on top ofthe classical�eld A �. The

relation between the two gaugesm ustbe m odi�ed,

A � + a
� = �
y(eA � + ~a�)�
+

i

g
�
y
@
� �
 ; (50)

with
�
 � (1+ ig!)
; (51)

where ! has com ponents oforder unity. Using this ansatz in eq.(50),and

keeping in m ind thatA ;eA � O (g� 1)while a;~a � O (1),we obtain the relation

a
� = 
y

�

~a� � ig[!;eA �]� @
�
!

�


 : (52)

To determ ine !,aspreviously,apply the gaugecondition a+ = 0.Thisgives

@
+
! + ig[!;eA + ]= ~a+ ; (53)

the solution ofwhich can be written as

!(x)= 
(x �
;x? )f(x

+
;x? )+

Z x
�

� 1

dz
� 
(x �

;z
� ;x? )~a

+ (z� ;x+ ;x? ): (54)

In this equation f is an arbitrary function that does not depend on x� ,and


(x � ;z� ;x? )isan \incom plete" W ilson line de�ned by


(x �
;z

� ;x? )� T exp

n

ig

Z x
�

z�
dz

� eA +
a (z

�
;x? )T

a
o

: (55)

The arbitrarinessin the choice ofthe function fb again m eans that there is a

residualgaugefreedom afterwehaveim posed a+ = 0.

A crucialpointin ourderivation ishow theresidualgaugefreedom is�xed.

W e need sm all�eld uctuations in order to represent the propagators as in

eqs.(20)and (23)asbi-linearform sin these uctuations.These equationsare

valid only iftheinitialvalueoftheuctuationsa� k�a areplanewaveswith on-

shellm om enta;one can check easily thatthisistrue forthe free propagators.

Thuseq.(54)m ustgive plane wave solutionsforthe �eld uctuationsin light

cone gauge when x� < 0. This is sim ply achieved by taking plane waves for

the uctuation ~a� in the originalgauge and setting the function f to zero15.

Therefore,the requirem entthat eqs.(20)and (23)be valid leavesno residual

gaugefreedom .

W e only need to know ! on ourinitialsurface � { atx � = �. Because the

com ponentsof
 and of~a are alloforderunity,itislegitim ate to neglectthe

valuesofz� thatarebetween 0 and � in theintegration in eq.(54).Forx� = �

15W e note that it is also possible to choose ~a� ’s that are not plane waves and a non-zero

f to achieve ourrequirem ent that a� be a plane wave. Thishowever m akes the interm ediate

calculations m ore tedious.
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and z� < 0,the incom plete W ilson line is equalto the com plete W ilson line

(which hasthe lowerbound at� 1 ).W e thereforeobtain

!(x� = �)= 
(x? )

Z 0

� 1

dz
� ~a+ (z� ;x+ ;x? ): (56)

Notealsothatwhen � � x� ,theW ilson linebecom esindependentofx� because

allthe color sources are in the strip 0 � x� � �. This explains why we only

indicatex? in itslistofargum ents.

O nce ! hasbeen determ ined,the � and icom ponentsofthe uctuation in

lightconegaugearedeterm ined from thosein the A � = 0 gaugeto be

a
� = 
y

�

� @
�
!

�


 ;

a
i = 
y

�

~ai� @
i
!

�


 : (57)

Asweshallseeshortly when wediscusstheleading logarithm icdivergences,the

only quantity weneed is16

@�
�

a �
y

�
= @�

�
~a� � @

�
! � ig[!;eA �]

�

= � @
+
@
�
! � @

i
�
~ai� @

i
!
�
; (58)

where we have used eq.(53)and the factthat ~a� = 0 in orderto elim inate a

few term s. Using the equation for@+ !,aswellasthe factthat eA + iszero at

x� = �,we get

@�
�

a �
y

�
= @

2
? ! � @

� ~a+ � @
i~ai : (59)

Letusnow considerspeci�cally theuctuationsa� k�a.In thegauge~a
� = 0,

theirexpression below the lightconereads17

~a
�

� k�a
(x)= ~�

�

�
(k)T a

e
� ik� x

; (60)

with

~��
�
(k)= 0;

X

�= 1;2

~�i�(k)~�
j

�
(k)= � g

ij
;

~�
+

�
(k)=

k? �~��? (k)

k�
: (61)

Theform ulasthatgovern thelightconecrossingin thisgaugehavebeen worked

out in [53]. Using these results, one �nds the following expressions for the

uctuation �eldsjustabovethelightcone:

~aib� k�a(x)= 
ba(x? )~�
i
�(k)e

� ik� x
;

~a
+ b

� k�a
(x)=

h


ba(x? )~�
+

�
(k)�

�
@
i
ba(x? )

� 1

ik�
~�i�(k)

i

e
� ik� x

: (62)

16N ote that(
 A 
y)c = 
 cbA b,from the de� nition ofthe adjointrepresentation. W ith the

notation where A isa colum n vector,this quantity would also be denoted by (
 A )c.
17Therefore,~a

�b

� k�a
(x)= ~�

�

�
(k)�abe� ik� x.
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Notethatforthese �eld uctuations,one has

@
� ~a

+

� k�a
= @

i~ai� k�a : (63)

Thuswehave

@�
�

a

�

� k�a

y
�

= @
i
�
@
i
! � 2~ai� k�a

�
: (64)

Substituting eq.(60)in eq.(56)givesthe following expression for! justabove

the lightcone,

!b = � 2i
ba
kj

k
2
?

~�
j

�
(k)e� ik� x: (65)

Therefore,

@�
�

a

�

� k�a

y
�

b
= � 2@i

h

e
� ik� x

�
ilb
� ka �

l
�(k)

i

; (66)

wherewehaveintroduced the shorthand notation

�
l
�(k) �

�

�
lm � 2

klkm

k
2
?

�

~�m� (k);

�
ilb
� ka �

�

�
il�

kikl

k
2
?

�


ba � i
kl

k
2
?

@
i
ba : (67)

3.4 Logarithm ic divergences

Letusrecallthatourobjectiveistoisolatetheleadinglogarithm iccontributions

to eq.(40). From the structure ofthis equation,isolating these contributions

requires that we exam ine eq.(42) term by term . As we shallsee later,the

contribution in �� T (\virtualcorrection")can bederived from theterm bilinear

in T (\realcorrection").Therefore,letusconcentrate on the bilinearterm for

now.

To determ ine the leading logarithm ic contributions in the realcorrection,

we need to considerthe integration overthe on-shellm om entum k� aswell.It

involvesan integral
Z + 1

0

dk+

k+
; (68)

which potentially leadstologarithm icsingularitiesboth atk+ ! 0and atk+ !

+ 1 .Notethatwhereverk� appearsin theintegrand,itshould bereplaced by

the on-shellvalue k� = k
2
? =2k

+ .Inspecting the integrand ofeq.(40),one sees

thatthe k+ dependence containsexponentialfactors

e
i
k
2
?

2k+
(v

+
� u

+
)
: (69)

Thereisnofactordependingon v� � u� ,becausethepointsu and v areboth on

theinitialsurface�,and thushaveequal� co-ordinates.Itiscleartheintegral

convergesat k+ ! 0+ thanks to the oscillatory behavior ofthis exponential.

O n the other hand,when k+ ! + 1 ,the exponentialgoes to unity and one
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m ay havea logarithm icsingularity there.However,to truly havea divergence,

the otherfactorsin the integrand should nothaveany powerof1=k+ .

Let us now exam ine these. The coe�cients in the operatora � Tu are the

initialvalues of
a � ;@� (
a i) and @�(
a
�). W e need only to keep the coe�-

cientsthathaveno powerof1=k+ .O neseesreadily thatthisisnotthecasefor


a � or@� (
a i):thesetwo quantities(com pareeq.(57)to eqs.(58)and (59))

contain a factork� � 1=k+ .

Thus,aspreviously anticipated,the only divergence ariseswhen one picks

up the term @�(
a
�)both in a� Tu and a� Tv.

In order to regularize the integralover k+ , we m ust introduce an upper

bound �+ .Physically,thiscuto� isrelated to thedivision ofdegreesoffreedom

one operateswith in the CG C:the colorsourcesdescribe the fastpartonsand

thuscorrespond to m odesk+ > �+ ,while the �eldsrepresentthe slow degrees

offreedom thathavea longitudinalm om entum k+ < �+ .Therefore,when one

perform sa calculation in thise�ectivedescription,thelongitudinalm om entum

ofallthe �elds and �eld uctuations should not exceed � + ,in order not to

overcount m odes that are already represented as part ofthe color sources �.

Thelowerscalein thislogarithm isoftheorderofthe longitudinalm om entum

p+ of the produced gluon. Therefore, the logarithm resulting from the k+

integration isa logarithm of�+ =p+ .

To pick up thelogarithm ,oneshould approxim atetheexponentialby unity.

Thisim pliesthatthecoe�cientofthelogarithm isindependentofu + and v+ or,

in otherwords,itisinvariantunderboostsin the+ z direction.Asweshallsee,

such perturbationsof@�(
a
�)can bem apped to a changein thecolorsource ~�,

and theselogarithm scan beabsorbed in a rede�nition ofthedistribution W [~�].

3.5 R ealcorrections

K eeping only the term in @�(
a
�) in eq.(42),and lim iting ourselves to the

divergentpartofthe realcorrection fornow,we see thatwe m ustevaluate the

operator

1

2�
ln

�
�+

p+

� Z
d2k?

(2�)2

Z

d
2
u? d

2
v?

�
X

a

@
i
�

�
ilb
� ka(u? )e

ik? � u?

�

@
j
�

�
jlc

+ ka
(v? )e

� ik? � v?

�

�

Z

du
+
dv

+ �2

�@�
(u)bdA
�

d
(u+ ;u? ) �@�
(v)ceA

�
e(v+ ;v? )

: (70)

Here,to avoid any confusion,we have written explicitly allthe color indices.

Note also thatwe have perform ed the sum overthe two polarization statesof

the �eld uctuation in thisexpression18.

18A usefulidentity is

 
�
il
� 2

kikl

k2
?

! 
�
lj
� 2

klkj

k2
?

!
= �

ij
:
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Theobjecton which thisoperatoractsistheobservablecalculated atleading

order,considered asa functionaloftheinitialvalueofthe�eldsA i in lightcone

gauge. In this gauge,the initialvalues ofA + and A � are zero (provided the

residualgaugefreedom is�xed asexplained in section 3.2).M oreover,from the

set-up oftheproblem ,itturnsoutthattheseinitial�eldsdo notdepend on x+ ,

A i(x+ ;x? )= A i(x? ); (71)

and

@�
(u)bdA
�

d
(u+ ;u? )= � @

i
(u ? )bdA
i
d(u? ): (72)

W hen werestrictourselvesto functionalsthatdepend only on x+ -independent

initial�elds,wecan sim ply write19

Z

du
+ �

�@�
(u)bdA
�

d
(u+ ;u? )

= �
�

�@i
(u ? )bdA
i
d
(u? )

: (73)

O urgoalnow isto relatetheleading logarithm iccontribution wehaveiden-

ti�ed to the JIM W LK evolution ofthe distribution ofcolor sources. As we

have seen in the previous sections,the initialvalue ofthe �eld in light cone

gaugehasa sim pleexpression when expressed in term softhesources~� or�elds
eA + in Lorenz gauge. Therefore,we willtry to m ake the connection with the

JIM W LK equation in this gauge. To do this,we m ust relate the functional

derivative �=�@i
(u ? )bdA
i
d
(u? )to the functionalderivative �=�eA

+ . W e begin

by considering thelightconegaugeexpression fortheclassicaltransversegauge

�eldsgiven by eqs.(47)and (46).Rewriting A i(x? )m oreexplicitly as

A i(x� ;x? )= �

Z x
�

� 1

dz
� 
y(z� ;x? )

�

@
i eA + (z� ;x? )

�


(z �
;x? ); (74)

oneobservesthata variation20 � eA + (�;x? )ofthe�eld in covariantgaugein the

lastx� bin (ofwidth dx� )leadsto a change�Ai(x? )oftheinitialvalueofthe

gauge�eld in lightconegauge,given by

�Ai(x? )= � 
y(x? )

�

@
i
� eA + (�;x? )dx

�
�


(x ? ): (75)

From thisform ula,wegetthe variation of@i
(u ? )bdA
i
d
(u? ),

�

h

@
i
(u ? )bdA

i
d(u? )

i

= � @
2
? �

eA + (�;x? )dx
�
: (76)

19Itisusefulto recallthatthedim ension ofa functionalderivativeoperatorisM ass� d(A )� D

where d(A )isthe m assdim ension ofthe � eld with respectto which one isdi� erentiating,and

D the m assdim ension ofthe space in which this � eld lives.For instance

�

�A i
b
(u+ ;u? )

� M ass2 ;
�

�A i
b
(u ? )

� M ass1 :

20It is naturalthat the size ofthe bin in which the � eld eA + is changed plays a role here.

Indeed,because eA + is integrated over x� in the expression ofA i,a change in a bin ofzero

width produces no change in A i. N ote also that the factor dx� in eq.(75) is necessary on

dim ensionalgrounds.
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Inverting thisrelation,oneobtains

�

�@i
(u ? )bdA
i
d
(u? )

= �

Z

d
2
x? G (u? � x? )

�

� eA +

b
(�

Y
;x? )

: (77)

Here G (u? � x? )is a two-dim ensionalpropagatorwhose m ain propertiesare

discussed in appendix C.

It is im portant to observe that the functionalderivatives on the left and

right hand side of this equation do not have the sam e dim ensions. This is

becausethey arede�ned with respectto �eldsthatlivein spaceswith di�erent

dim ensions.O n thelefthand side,theinitialtransverse�eld in lightconegauge

doesnotdepend on x� assoon aswe are outside the nucleusand istherefore

a function ofu? only. O n the righthand side,the �eld eA + dependscrucially

on x� . The �
Y
argum ent in the right hand side ofeq.(77) is not integrated

over,and should be chosen asthe value ofx� where the lastlayerofquantum

evolution has produced its partons. This is the sam e as the location � ofthe

surface � used forthe initialconditions,butthe subscriptY indicatesthatit

m ay shiftasthe rapidity Y increases.

W e can now rewritethe operatorin eq.(70)asfollows

1

2
ln

�
�+

p+

� Z

d
2
x? d

2
y? �

bc(x? ;y? )
�2

� eA
+

b
(�

Y
;x? )� eA

+
c (�Y ;y? )

; (78)

wherewehavede�ned21

�
bc(x? ;y? )�

1

4�3

Z
d2k?

(2�)2

Z

d
2
u? d

2
v?

X

a

�
ilb
� ka(u? )�

jlc

+ ka
(v? )

� e
ik? � (u? � v? )

ui
? � xi?

(u? � x? )
2

v
j

?
� y

j

?

(v? � y? )
2
: (79)

From eq.(67),�ilb� ka can naturally be broken in two term s.Ifwe keep only the

�rstterm in each ofthe �’sin eq.(79),we obtain correspondingly

�
bc
(1)(x? ;y? ) = �

1

8�4

Z

d
2
u? d

2
v?

(xi? � ui? )

(x? � u? )
2

(y
j

?
� v

j

?
)

(y? � v? )
2

� �ij(u? � v? )

h


(u)
 y(v)� 1

i

bc
: (80)

Herethefunction � ij isde�ned in eq.(167)ofappendix C.W hen wekeep the

�rstterm in the�rst� and thesecond term in thesecond � (orviceversa),we

get zero because the two term s in � are m utually orthogonal. Ifwe keep the

21W e perform ed along the way an integration by parts and used the identity in eq.(164).
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second term in each ofthe �’s,we obtain

�
bc
(2)(x? ;y? ) =

1

�

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

(xi? � ui? )(y
i
? � ui? )

(x? � u? )
2(y? � u? )

2

�

h


(x)
 y(y)� 
(x)
y(u)� 
(u)
y(y)+ 1

i

bc

+
1

8�4

Z

d
2
u? d

2
v?

(xi? � ui? )

(x? � u? )
2

(y
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?
� v

j

?
)

(y? � v? )
2

� �ij(u? � v? )

h


(u)
 y(v)� 1

i

bc
: (81)

W hen weadd thetwo contributions,theterm sinvolving � ij cancel,and we

are�nally leftwith

�
bc(x? ;y? ) =

1

�

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

(xi? � ui? )(y
i
? � ui? )

(x? � u? )
2(y? � u? )

2

�

h


(x)
 y(y)� 
(x)
y(u)� 
(u)
y(y)+ 1

i

bc
: (82)

Thisfunction ispreciselythefunction �bc(x? ;y? )thatappearsin theJIM W LK

equation [17,19].

At this point,a word m ust be said ofthe term �O
N L O

in eq.(40). It is

given by the di�erence oftwo term sthat can be obtained from each otherby

exchanginga+ k�a and a� k�a.G oingback tothecalculation of�
bc(x? ;y? ),itis

easytocheckthatforthecalculation oftheleadinglogterm thesetwoterm sgive

thesam eresultand cancel.Physically thisisduechargeconjugation sym m etry

{ becausetheclassical�eld isrealweobtain thesam eresultby exchanging the

negativeand positiveenergy asym ptoticsolutionsforthequantum uctuation,

�O
N L O

isthe di�erence between these two and thuscancelsout.

3.6 V irtualcorrections

In the previoussubsection,wefocused on therealcontribution to eq.(40).W e

now turn our attention to the term in � � Tu in eq.(40). Recallthat �� is

the one-loop correction to the classical�eld in the LC gauge and isevaluated

in eq.(40) at u� = �,just above the region occupied by the nuclear sources.

M im icking the evaluation ofthe realcontribution,wecan writedirectly22

Z

u� = �

du
+
d
2
u?

�
� � Tu �=

=

Z

d
2
x?

Z

d
2
u? G (x? � u? )@

u
�

�


(u)bd�
�

d
(u)

�

| {z }

�

� eA +

b
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Y
;x? )

:(83)

ln

�
�+

p+

�

�
b(x? )

22O ne can con� rm that (
 )bd�
�

d
and @� (
 )bd�

i
d
are zero and therefore cannot appear in

the operator [� � Tu ].
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W eanticipatethatalargelogarithm in thek+ integralwillshow up in thisquan-

tity,and we have de�ned �b(x? )asitscoe�cient. Note thatin thisde�nition

ofthe function �b(x? ),the value
23 ofu� isu� = �.

W e begin with the G reen’s form ula for the 1-point function ��(u),where

the initialsurfaceistaken atv� = 0 (instead ofv� = �),

�
�(u) =

Z

v� > 0

d
4
v D

��

0;R
(u;v)

h
@2U (A )

@A �(v)@A �(v)
�
�(v)

+
1

2

@3U (A )

@A �(v)@A �(v)@A �(v)
G
��

+ + (v;v)

i

: (84)

By thischoice ofthe initialsurface,we do nothave a boundary term ,because

�� iszero atu� � 0. The propagatorG
��

+ + (v;v)can be expressed in term sof

the�eld uctuationsa� k�a by usingeq.(23).Considernow theG reen’sform ula

fortheuctuation a+ k�a weintroduced in eq.(27),butwritten thistim eforan

initialsurfaceatu� = 0,

a
�

+ k�a
(x)=

Z

y� > 0

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A �(y)
a
�

+ k�a
(y)+ B

�

0[a+ k�a]: (85)

In this form ula,both the uctuation a+ k�a and the derivative ofthe gauge

potentialdepend on the background classical�eld in LC gauge. Letus apply

to this equation the operator24
�
a� k�a � T

�
that substitutes one power ofthe

background �eld by a powerofa� k�a.By de�ning

�
�(u)�
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Z
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(2�)32E k

Z

v� > 0

d
4
v
�
a� k�a � Tv

�
a
�

+ k�a
(u); (86)

weobtain forthisobjectthe G reen’sform ula

�
�(u) =

Z
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v D
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(u;v)
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@A �(v)@A �(v)
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@A �(v)@A �(v)@A �(v)
G
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+ + (v;v)

i

; (87)

whereweused eq.(23)forthepropagatorthatappearsin thesourceterm .W e

seethat�� and �� areidentical.Therefore,wehaveproved that

�
�

d
(u)�

1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

v� > 0

d
4
v
�
a� k�a � Tv

�
a
�d

+ k�a
(u): (88)

23The value of u+ is irrelevant because the 1-point function �� (u) propagating over an

x+ -independent background � eld (and with a vanishing initialcondition in the past)isinde-

pendent ofu+ .
24This operator is sim ilar to the operator a � T previously de� ned, but it perform s the

replacem ent of� elds inside the region ofthe sources,instead of just on the surface ofthis

region.
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Inserting thisexpression into the de�nition of�b(x? ),weobtain

ln

�
�+

p+

�

�
b(x? )=

1
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Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

v� > 0

d
4
v
�
a� k�a � Tv

�

�

Z

d
2
u? G (x? � u? )@

u
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(u)bda
�d

+ k�a
(u)

�

: (89)

To obtain a divergence at large k+ ,we need to tam e the oscillations in this

variablewhich existbecausewehavenow u� = � while v� can be anywherein

the range [0;�]. These oscillationsare dam ped only ifv� is in the im m ediate

vicinity ofu� = �. As a corollary,note that the left diagram in �gure 3 is

therefore a bit m isleading because the tadpole contribution depicted vanishes

when theuppervertex ofthetadpoleisbelow thelightcone.In fact,to havea

leading logarithm ic contribution,thisvertex ofthe tadpole m ustbe very close

to the surfaceu� = �,asillustrated in �gure4.

O x
-  =

 ε

Figure4:Leading logarithm iccontribution ofthe tadpole diagram .

Forsu�ciently sm alldx � ,we can use

lim
dx� ! 0

�Z

�� dx�

dv
�
�
a� k�a � Tv

�
= a� k�a � Tv ; (90)

nam ely,we recover the operator that substitutes the background �eld by the

uctuation in thelastlayeratv� = �.Again,using theeqs.(73)and (77)from

the previoussubsection,we obtain the operator

Z
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: (91)
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W hen inserted in eq.(89),thisgives
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(92)

Notethatthe productofthe underlined term s,by them selvesarejust

ln

�
�+

p+

�

�
bc(x? ;y? ): (93)

The�nalstep in ourderivation isto notethatwhen eA sharesa colorindex with


,we havethe identity [17,19,54]

�

� eA +
c (�Y ;y? )

@
v
�

�


(v)cea
�e
� k�a(v)

�

= 0 ; (94)

becauseoftheantisym m etry oftheadjointgeneratorsofSU (N ).W ecan there-

fore m ove the operator�=�eA +
c (�Y ;y? )im m ediately afterthe m easure d

2y? to

obtain

�
b(x? )=

1

2

Z

d
2
y?

�

� eA +
c (�Y ;y? )

�
bc(x? ;y? ); (95)

which isidenticalto therelation between �bc and �b in theJIM W LK equation.

3.7 JIM W LK equation

W e shallnow com bine the realand virtualcorrectionsto write the JIM W LK

equation. Using the realcorrection in eq.(78) and the virtualone given by

eqs.(83)and (95)wecan write the totalNLO correction,eq.(40),in the form

O
N L O

=
LLog

ln

�
�+

p+

�

H O
L O
[eA + ] (96)

wherewehaveintroduced the JIM W LK Ham iltonian,

H �
1

2

Z

d
2
x? d

2
y?

�

� eA
+
c (�Y ;y? )

�
bc(x? ;y? )

�

� eA
+

b
(�

Y
;x? )

: (97)

Although the coupling does not appear explicitly in the Ham iltonian,it is of

order�s because ofthe presence oftwo functionalderivativeswith respectto

classical�eldsthatareoforderg� 1.
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W e noted that the observable O at leading order can be expressed as a

functionalofthe classicalgauge �eld eA + in covariant gauge. The average of

thisobservable overallthe con�gurationsofthe �eld eA + ,up to NLO ,can be

expressed as

hO
L O

+ O
N L O

i�

Z
�
D eA +

�
W
�
eA +
�h

O
L O

+ O
N L O

i

: (98)

Atthe leading logarithm iclevel,thiscan be rewritten as

hO
L O

+ O
N L O

i =
LLog

Z
�
D eA +

�nh

1+ �Y H

i

W
�
eA +
�o

O
L O
[eA + ]; (99)

where we denote �Y � ln(� + =p+ ).Note that�Y isalso the rapidity interval

between the slowestincom ing sources(thathave k+ � �+ )and the m easured

gluon. To obtain thisequation,one usesthe Herm iticity ofH with respectto

thefunctionalintegration over eA + .In writing thisequation,wehaveabsorbed

allthe leading logarithm sofk+ into a rede�nition ofthe distribution W
�
eA +
�
,

W
�
eA +
�

!

h

1+ �Y H

i

W
�
eA +
�
: (100)

Thissuggeststhatthedistribution W
�
eA +
�
should depend on thescale�+ that

separates the m odes described as static sources from the m odes described as

dynam ical�eldsin theCG C description.O fcourse,thisisnotsurprising in an

e�ective theory based on such a separation ofthe degreesoffreedom .Forthis

reason,itshould be denoted asW
� +
[eA + ].Thereforeeq.(99)can bewritten as

hO
L O

+ O
N L O

i =
LLog

Z
�
D eA +

�nh

1+ ln

�
�+

p+

�

H

i

W
� +

�
eA +
�o

O
L O
[eA + ]: (101)

Because �+ is a an unphysicalseparation scale,the expectation value ofob-

servables should not depend on this param eter. Di�erentiating the previous

equation with respectto �+ and requiring thatthe r.h.sbe zero,we get25

@

@ln(�+ )
W

� +
[eA + ]= � H W

� +
[eA + ]: (102)

Equivalently,ifY � ln(P+ =�+ ) denotes the rapidity separation between the

fragm entation region ofthe nucleus (located at k+ � P+ ) and the rapidity

down to which partonsaredescribed asstatic colorsources,wehave

@

@Y
W

Y
[eA + ]= H W

Y
[eA + ]; (103)

which istheJIM W LK equation thatdrivestheY dependenceofthedistribution

W
Y
[eA + ].

25To avoid confusion,recallthat H ,and hence @W =@� + ,are oforder �s. Therefore,for

consistency,one should notkeep the term proportionalto H (@W =@� + )because itisoforder

�2s and therefore beyond the accuracy ofthe present calculation.
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The above considerationsalso indicate thatthe distribution W
Y
[eA + ]m ust

be evolved to a scale �+ com parable to the typicallongitudinalm om entum in

theobservableto avoid largeresiduallogscontributing to thelatter.Therefore,

atleading logarithm icaccuracy,theexpectation valueoftheobservableisgiven

by

hO i
LLog

=

Z
�
D eA +

�
W

Y

�
eA +
�
O

L O
[eA + ]; (104)

with Y = ln(P + =p+ )therapidity separation between thebeam and theobserv-

ableand W
Y

�
eA +
�
given by the solution ofeq.(103).

3.8 A llorder resum m ation ofleading logs

Thusfar,we only considered 1-loop correctionsthatgenerateonepowerofthe

large logarithm ofP + . O n this basis,we deduced an evolution equation for

W [eA + ]using renorm alization group argum ents. However,the solution ofthe

RG equation isequivalentto a resum m ation ofalln-loop diagram sthathaven

powersoflargelogarithm sofp+ .W eshallhereanalyzethestructureofhigher

loop contributionsto con�rm whetherthe allloop resum m ation perform ed by

the RG equation isjusti�ed.

W e willnotperform here a detailed analysisofthese leading n-loop graphs

to show that we indeed recoverthe solution ofeq.(103). M ore m odestly,we

willwork a posterioriby exam ining the solution ofthe JIM W LK equation to

see whatthe n-loop graphsthatitresum sare. Before proceeding,itis useful

to recalla crucialproperty ofthe JIM W LK Ham iltonian de�ned in eq.(97).

The operatorH containsderivativeswith respectto the �eld eA + (�
Y
;x? )and

itscoe�cientsdepend on allthe �elds eA + (x� ;x? )for0 � x� � �
Y
. Forthis

reason,wewilldenoteitH (Y ),wheretheendpoint�
Y
atwhich thederivatives

act is related to Y by Y � ln(�
Y
). It is im portant to note that in a product

H (y1)H (y2),the derivativesin H (y1)do notacton the coe�cientsofH (y 2)if

y1 > y2.

The JIM W LK equation should now be written as

@

@Y
W

Y
[eA + ]= H (Y )W

Y
[eA + ]; (105)

and itssolution reads

W
Y
[eA + ]= U(Y )W 0[eA

+ ]; (106)

with

U(Y )� T
Y

"

exp

Z Y

0

dy H (y)

#

: (107)

In this equation,T
Y
denotes a \rapidity ordering" such that products ofH ’s

in the Taylor expansion ofthe exponentialare ordered from left to right in

order ofdecreasing y. W 0[eA
+ ]is a non-perturbative initialcondition. U(Y )
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is the evolution operator for the Ham iltonian H (Y ). Inserting eq.(106) into

eq.(104),weget

hO i
LLog

=

Z
�
D eA +

�
W 0

�
eA +
�
Uy(Y )O

L O
[eA + ]: (108)

Because H (y)isHerm itian,the Herm itian conjugate ofthe evolution operator

U(Y )isthe sam eoperatorwith the rapidity ordering reversed :

Uy(Y )� T
Y

"

exp

Z Y

0

dy H (y)

#

; (109)

whereT
Y
denotestheanti-rapidity ordering.Theexpansion ofUy to orderone

in H givestheleadinglogarithm icone-loop contributionsthatwehaveevaluated

earlierin thissection.(See eq.(99)forinstance.)

Ifone expandsitto second order,we see thatthe leading logarithm ic con-

tributionsin the observableattwo loopsshould be given by

O
N N L O

=
LLog

Z Y

0

dy1

Z y1

0

dy2 H (y2)H (y1)O L O
[eA + ]: (110)

Because y2 < y1,the derivatives in H (y2) can act on the coe�cients � and �

ofH (y1). Letus�rstconsiderthe term s where this doesnothappen,nam ely

wherethederivativesin H (y2)actdirectlyon O L O
[eA + ].Theseterm scorrespond

to the graphsdepicted in �gure 5. Ifwe look only atwhathappensbelow the

linex� = �,thesecontributionsarejustdisconnected productsofterm swehad

already at1-loop. The analysiswe perform ed ofthe logarithm ic contributions

x
-  =

 ε
x
-  =

 ε
x
-  =

 ε

Figure5:2-loop contributionsm adeofproductsofpiecesalreadyencountered at

1-loop.Although wedonotm akethisdistinction in the�gure,oneofthefactors

isattached ata slightly sm allervalue ofx� ,because the two Ham iltoniansin

eq.(110)areatdi�erentrapidities.

atoneloop extendstrivially to theseterm sand itiseasy to seethatthey have

two powersofthe logarithm s.
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In addition,eq.(110)also containsterm sin which atleastoneofthederiva-

tivesin H (y2)actson the coe�cientsofH (y 1).Thiscorrespondsto topologies

ofthe type displayed in �gure 6. Such term s,thathave a gluon vertex inside

x
-  =

 ε

Figure 6: Exam ple ofterm obtained when the derivatives in H (y2) can act

on the coe�cients ofH (y 1). Here,one ofthe derivativesin H (y2) actsofthe

function � ofH (y1)and the second derivativein H (y2)actson O L O
.

the region where the sourceslive,have a large logarithm for the sam e reason

thatthe tadpole hasa logarithm in the 1-loop term s.Thusone can see thatit

iscrucialto properly orderthepowersofthe Ham iltonian H in rapidity notto

losetheseterm s26.

Finally,there also existattwo loopssom e topologiesthatneverappearin

eq.(110),such asthose of�gure 7. The contributionsin this�gure are 1-loop

x
-  =

 ε
x
-  =

 ε

Figure7:Som eofthe2-loop correctionsto theobservableO thatdonotappear

atleading log.

correctionsto thecoe�cientsoftheoperatorsT u ;v in eq.(40).In otherwords,

theseterm sgeneratecorrectionsoforder�s to thecoe�cientsin theJIM W LK

26Forinstance,ifthe ordering ofthe two H am iltoniansin eq.(110)isreversed,we getonly

the term s of� gure 5.
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equation,and do nothave double logsof�+ . Thisexplainswhy they are not

generated by the leading log form ula in eq.(110).

4 N ucleus-nucleus collisions

In the previoussection,we obtained an expression forresum m ed leading loga-

rithm icinclusivegluon observablesin a singlenucleusin term softheequivalent

leading orderobservable.Along theway,wepresented a novelderivation ofthe

JIM W LK evolution equation.In thissection,wewillextend ouranalysisto the

case ofnuclearcollisions.W e willshow thatthe leading logarithm sofk� that

arisein thecalculation ofloop correctionstothesingleinclusivegluon spectrum

can be factored outin the distributions W [eA +
1 ]and W [eA �

2 ]that describe the

twoincom ingnuclei.Thisresultwillcom pleteaproofoffactorization ofleading

logarithm sof1=x1;2 forinclusiveobservablesin nucleus-nucleuscollisions.

4.1 Inclusive observables at leading order

Asin thesinglenucleuscase,ourdiscussion isvalid foran inclusivem ulti-gluon

operatorO (correspondingtoam om entofthem ultiplicityorenergydistribution

produced in nucleus-nucleuscollisions)butforsim plicity,we willfocuson the

�rstm om entofthem ultiplicity distribution { theinclusivegluon spectrum .As

wediscussed in [24,26],theinclusivesingleparticlespectrum in nucleus-nucleus

collisionscan be expressed as

E p

dN

d3p
=

1

16�3
lim

x0! + 1

Z

d
3
xd

3
y e

ip� (x� y)(@0x � iEp)(@
0
y + iE p)

�
X

�

�
�

�
(p)���(p)



A �(x)A �(y)

�
: (111)

Unsurprisingly,the operator


A �(x)A �(y)

�
is identicalto what we considered

previously in the single nucleuscase.In particular,atleading order,the single

gluon spectrum isevaluated by replacing the two gauge operatorsin the right

hand sideofthepreviousequation by classicalsolutionsoftheYang-M illsequa-

tions. These classicalsolutions are obtained by im posing retarded boundary

conditionsthatvanish in the rem ote past. The only di�erence with the previ-

oussection and with eqs.(13)isthatthecurrentJ� thatdrivesthesolutionsof

the Yang-M illsequationsisnow com prised oftwo contributionscorresponding

to each ofthenuclei.Thisisa signi�cantcom plication in that,unlikethesingle

nucleuscase,analyticalsolutionsdo notexist.However,theclassical�eldsand

the inclusivespectrum havebeen com puted num erically [55{63].

Form ally,thesingleinclusivegluon spectrum atleading orderisa functional

ofthe LC gauge�eldsA 1;2 ofthe two nucleion the surfacex
� = � and x+ = �

respectively,orofthe covariantgauge �elds eA
�
1;2 in the strips0 � x� < � and

0� x+ < � (see�gure8),

E p

dN

d3p

�
�
�
�
L O

� O
L O
[A 1;A 2]� O

L O
[eA +

1 ;
eA �
2 ]: (112)
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This quantity does not depend on the rapidity y � ln(p+ =p� ) because ofthe

boostinvarianceofthe classicalequationsofm otion [64{66].

4.2 O ne loop corrections

At1-loop,eq.(16)can be used again to com pute the inclusive spectrum . The

m anipulations in sections 2.3 and 2.4 were not speci�c to the case ofa single

nucleus. Indeed,we did not specify the detailed content ofthe currentJ� in

section 2.Theonly requirem entforthevalidity ofthe�nalform ula isthatone

choosesan initialsurface� which islocally space-like(orlight-likeatworst).

W ecan now exploitthisfreedom in thechoiceof� in orderto takea surface

thattreatsthetwo nucleion thesam efooting.A convenientchoiceisa surface

� with the two branches

x
� = � ; x

+
< �

x
+ = � ; x

�
< � ; (113)

asillustrated by the thick solid line in �gure 8. W e shalldenote the m easure

O

βµ(u)

Σ

O

aµ
-k(u)

a ν
+k(v)

Σ

Figure8:NLO correctionsin the collision oftwo nuclei.The thick solid line is

theinitialsurfacewherethefunctions�� and a� k�a areevaluated.Theprecise

shape ofthe sm allportion ofthissurface located above the forward lightcone

isnotim portantbecauseitscontribution ispowersuppressed.

on this initialsurface as d�u . It is sim ply du+ d2u? on the �rst branch and

du� d2u? on thesecond branch.Sim ilarly,thede�nition oftheoperator[a� Tu ]
depends on the branch on which it is evaluated,because the G reen’s form ula

forthe classical�eldsdependson a di�erentsetofinitial�eld com ponentson

the two branches27.Itisalso im portantto notethatthe functionalderivatives

with respectto the initialgauge �eldsare derivativeswith respectto the �eld

27This result is evident from the derivation ofthe G reen’s form ula in LC gauge discussed

atlength in appendix B.

32



A 1 ofthe�rstnucleuson the�rstbranch and likewisethe�eld A 2 ofthesecond

nucleuson the second branch.

W e need also to say a few wordsaboutthe gaugein which the initial�elds

on � areexpressed.O n theleftbranch of� (i.e.on thebranch u � = �),weuse

the A + = 0 gauge,while we use the A � = 0 gaugeon the otherbranch.Using

di�erent gauge conditions on these two branches is possible because they are

notcausally connected.Sim ilarly,forthe propagation ofthe sm alluctuations

a� k�a and �,weusetheA+ = 0 gaugeiftheirendpointison theleftbranch of

�,and the A � = 0 gaugeifitison the otherside.

M odulo theseobviouschanges,eq.(40)isvalid in thecaseoftwo nucleiand

wecan now expressitas

O
N L O

=

" Z

�

d�u

�
� � Tu �

+
1

2

X

�;a

Z
d3k

(2�)32E k

Z

�

d�u d�v

�
a� k�a � Tu ��a+ k�a � Tv�#O L O

[A 1;A 2]

+ �O
N L O

: (114)

The �rst two term s in this form ula are illustrated in �gure 8. As in the case

ofa singlenucleus,theleading logswillcancelin �O
N L O

becauseofthecharge

conjugation sym m etry discussed previously.

Theleading log pieceoftheterm involving [� � Tu ]can bem apped into the
corresponding term oftheJIM W LK equation in thesam eway asin thecaseof

a singlenucleus.Depending on whetherweareon the�rstorsecond branch of

the initialsurface�,wegettwo term swhich can be expressed togetheras

"

ln

�
�+

p+

� Z

d
2
x? �

b
1(x? )

�

� eA
+

1;b
(�

Y
;x? )

+ ln

�
��

p�

� Z

d
2
x? �

b
2(x? )

�

� eA �
2;b
(�

Y
;x? )

#

O
L O
[eA

+
1 ;

eA
�
2 ]; (115)

where �b1;2(x? ) are respectively the one point functions from the JIM W LK

Ham iltonian forthetwo nucleiand likewise, eA
+
1 ;

eA
�
2 areclassicalgauge�eldsin

Lorenz gauge ofthe �rstand second nucleusrespectively. W e have also intro-

duced a cuto� � � ,thatseparatesthe colorsourcesofthe second nucleusfrom

the dynam ical�elds.

Thereisasubtlety in generalizingthesinglenucleusderivation toobtain this

result.In eq.(73),theintegration overu+ runsfrom � 1 to + 1 .Now,because

ofthechoiceofthesurface�,thisintegration runsonly from � 1 to 0,and we

m ustjustify thatthisdi�erence isirrelevant. To sim plify the notationsin this

argum ent,letususe the shorthand �(u+ ;u? )� @�(
(u)A
�(u+ ;u? )). In our

problem ,the functionalderivativewith respectto �(u+ ;u? )isonly applied to
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functionalsthatdepend solely on the u+ -independentm ode of�(u+ ;u? ),

�(u ? )�
1

L

Z

du
+
�(u+ ;u? ); (116)

whereL isthe length ofthe u+ interval28.W hen thisisthe case,wehave

�

��(u+ ;u? )
F [�(u ? )]=

1

L

�

��(u? )
F [�(u ? )]: (117)

M oreover,the resultofthisdi�erentiation doesnotdepend on the value ofu+

in the l.h.s. Therefore,the subsequentintegration overu+ m erely generatesa

factorL equalto thelength oftheintegration range.W ehavethereforeproven

that Z

du
+ �

��(u+ ;u? )
F [�(u ? )]=

�

��(u? )
F [�(u ? )]; (118)

regardlessofthe integration rangeforthe variableu+ .

Anotherpossibleconcern iswhetherthereisa contribution to [� � Tu ]from
the sm allportion ofthe initialsurface � thatliesabovethe forward lightcone

in the region where both u� are positive. It is easy to convince oneselfthat

the contribution from this region does not lead to stronger singularities than

the restofthe initialsurface. Furtherm ore,contributionsfrom thisregion are

phasespacesuppressed due to itssm allsizeoforder�.

The leading log contribution ofthe term s ofeq.(114) that are bilinear in

[a� T]isequally sim plewhen thetwo pointsu and v belong to thesam ebranch
oftheinitialsurface�.Ifthisisso,itisstraightforward to reproducewhatwe

did fora singlenucleus,and we�nd the two separatecontributions

"

ln

�
�+

p+

� Z

d
2
x? d

2
y? �

bc
1 (x? ;y? )

�2

� eA
+

1;b
(�

Y
;x? )� eA

+
1;c(�Y ;y? )

+ ln

�
��

p�

�Z

d
2
x? d

2
y? �

bc
2 (x? ;y? )

�2

� eA �
2;b
(�

Y
;x? )� eA

�
2;c(�Y ;y? )

#

O
L O
[eA

�
1;2]:

(119)

Sum m ing eqs.(115)and (119),and expressing � in term s of�,we obtain the

leading log 1-loop expression forthe singleinclusivegluon spectrum to be

O
N L O

=
LLog

"

ln

�
�+

p+

�

H 1 + ln

�
��

p�

�

H 2

#

O
L O
[eA

+
1 ;

eA
�
2 ]; (120)

where H 1;2 are the JIM W LK Ham iltoniansofthe �rstand second nucleusre-

spectively.Thisequation {assum ingwecan provethattherearenootherterm s

atleading log { is the generalization ofeq.(96)to the case ofthe collision of

two nuclei. In the nextsubsection,we willdem onstrate thatindeed there are

no othercontributions.

28Since here this interval is sem i-in� nite, it is best to consider u+ 2 [� L;0] in all the

interm ediate steps,and to take L ! 1 only at the end.
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4.3 A bsence ofpre-collision m ixings

O

aµ
-k(u) a ν

+k(v)

Σ

Figure 9: Contribution thatm ixesthe two nucleiand m ay lead to a violation

offactorization.

Thus far,we did not discuss the contribution to the bilinear [a � T]term s
wherethecoordinatesu and v belong to di�erentbranchesoftheinitialsurface.

Thiscontribution is illustrated in �gure 9. Ifitcontainsleading log contribu-

tions,such a term would spoileq.(120),becauseitwould generatea term that

m ixesderivativeswith respectto eA +
1 and eA �

2 ,thereby precludinganypossibility

offactorization.

Fortunately,thispossibility isnotrealized becauseterm swhereu and v are

on di�erentbranchescontain the phases

e
ik

+
(u

�
� v

�
)
e
ik

�
(u

+
� v

+
) (121)

in theintegraloverd3k.Forgenericpointsu and v in thiscon�guration,neither

u� � v� noru+ � v+ arevanishingand theseexponentialsoscillaterapidly when

either k+ ! + 1 or k� ! + 1 . Therefore,the integralover k+ (or k� ) is

com pletely �nite,and we do notgeta large logarithm from this con�guration

ofu’sand v’s.

The only potentialdangerm ightcom e from the con�guration where u orv

(orboth)liein thesm allportion of�abovethetip ofthelightcone.Again,such

a con�guration can atm ostproducea logarithm icsingularity,butissuppressed

by a sm allphasespaceprefactoroforder� due to the sm allsize ofthisregion.

Therefore,eq.(120)containsalltheleadinglogterm sthatshow up in the1-loop

correctionsto the singleinclusivegluon spectrum .

4.4 Factorization

Finally,integrating over allthe con�gurations ofthe nuclear �elds eA
�
1;2 with

weightsW [eA +
1 ]and W [eA �

2 ],and using thefactthattheJIM W LK Ham iltonian
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isHerm itean,we can write the sum ofthe LO and NLO (leading logsonly)of

the singleinclusivegluon spectrum as

hO
L O

+ O
N L O

i =
LLog

Z
�
D eA +

1

��
D eA �

2

�nh

1+ �Y 1H 1

i

W
�
eA +
1

�o

�

nh

1+ �Y 2H 2

i

W
�
eA
�
2

�o

O
L O
[eA

+
1 ;

eA
�
2 ]: (122)

In thisequation,wedenote�Y 1 � ln(�
+
1 =p

+ )and �Y 2 � ln(�
�
2 =p

� ),where�+

isthecuto�in theCG C descriptionofthe�rstnucleus,� � ofthesecondnucleus,

and p� thelongitudinalm om entum com ponentsoftheproduced gluon.W ecan

now choose the (arbitrary)cuto�s as � � = p� and express,as anticipated in

eq.(10),the leading log part ofthe NLO result in term s ofthe LO operator

convoluted with the appropriately evolved weightfunctionsas

hO i
LLog

=

Z
�
D eA +

1

��
D eA �

2

�
W

Y 1

�
eA +
1

�
W

Y 2

�
eA �
2

�
O

L O
[eA +

1 ;
eA �
2 ];(123)

whereeach oftheW [eA � ]’sobeystheJIM W LK equation (possibly with di�erent

initialconditionsifthe two nucleiare notidentical)and Y1 = ln(P
+
1 =p

+ )and

Y2 = ln(P �
2 =p

� ).

5 H igh energy factorization result in context

It is usefulto consider our result in eq.(123) in the context ofrelated work

in the high energy lim it. Factorization,in the speci�c sense ofour work,was

proven previously for proton-nucleus collisions in the large N c lim it ofdipole

scattering o� a large nucleus[67{70]. In the case ofnucleus-nucleuscollisions,

there has been recent work by Braun,com puting single and double inclusive

gluon production in a reggeon �eld theory approach [71]. At present, it is

unclearhow to relate these resultsto the JIM W LK evolution. A �rstattem pt

at establishing such a dictionary between cut disconnected diagram s in the

CG C e�ective theory and cut Pom erons was discussed in Ref.[23]; see also

Refs.[72,73].

It is im portantto note thatthe factorization theorem proven here is valid

only forinclusive quantitiessuch asm om entsofthe m ultiplicity orenergy dis-

tributions.In fact,itseem sunlikely thattheseresultswillextend to discussions

oftotalcross-sections and exclusive �nalstates [74{76]. Indeed,it is known

[24,49]that the retarded nature ofthe boundary conditions for the �elds and

�eld uctuationshasa closeconnection with theinclusivenessofan observable,

and wehaveseen in thepresentpaperthattheretarded natureoftheseobjects

playsan essentialrolein ourproofoffactorization.W hetherthePom eron loops

thatm ayplayarolein thosecom putationsaresuppressed fortheobservableswe

considerisalso unclear. O urresultscertainly suggestthatthese contributions

arenotim portantforinclusivem om entsin nucleus-nucleuscollisions,provided
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the densities�1;2 ofcolorsourcesarelarge
29.

Anotherim portanttrend in theliteratureiscom putingnext-to-leadingorder

contributionstohigh energyevolution.In thereggeon�eld theoryapproach[77],

wenotethevery signi�cantwork on m ulti-Reggefactorization atNLO by Fadin

and collaborators[78]which buildson the extension ofthe BFK L equation to

NLO [79{81]. In the CG C e�ective theory,there have been signi�cant recent

worktoincluderunningcouplingcorrections[30,32{36]culm inatingin therecent

NLO extension [31]ofthe Balitsky-K ovchegov equation. Asourresultisvalid

for JIM W LK factorization at leading log,these NLO results willbe usefulin

attem pts to extend our proofofhigh energy factorization to next-to-leading

logarithm icaccuracy.

Finally, we should em phasize that JIM W LK factorization proven here is

far m ore generaland robust in com parison to the k? -factorization often dis-

cussed in the literature.The latterisconcerned with high energy factorization

atthe levelofunintegrated k? dependentparton distributions[82{84]and can

be obtained in the low density lim it ofJIM W LK factorization [23,85,86]. k? -

factorization also holds for single inclusive gluon production at leading order

in proton-nucleuscollisions[67,87{91,85].k? -factorization washowevershown

to be broken explicitly forquark pairproduction even atleading order[86]al-

beititisrestored [23]forlarge m om enta k? � Q s. Likewise,thisbreaking of

factorization is also seen forgluon pairproduction [68,92]. Though JIM W LK

factorization rem ainsto be proven forinclusive production ofpairs,we antici-

pateitisfarm orerobustthan k? -factorization.

Toalargeextent,factorization in hadroniccollisionsism erely aconsequence

ofcausality :two fastprojectilescannotinteractbefore they collide.Thusthe

objectsthatdescribetheircontentm ustbeuniversal{independentoftheother

projectile,and oftheobservablethatoneisgoingto m easureafterthecollision.

However,this generalargum ent does not tellus what inform ation should be

included in the objectsdescribing the projectiles;indeed,this depends on the

observableunderconsideration,and on whetherwearein thesaturation regim e

ornot. In the saturated regim e,a given observable willgenerally be produced

viathecoherentinteraction ofm anypartonsoftheprojectiles,which m eansthat

onewillneed to know theprobability ofthesem ulti-parton con�guration in the

wavefunction ofthe projectiles. In contrast,in the dilute regim e,since only

oneparton ofeach projectileinteract,oneneedsonly to know the probabilities

for1-parton con�gurations.Thisiswhy JIM W LK factorization ism oregeneral

than k? -factorization: the distribution W [�]contain enough inform ation30 to

calculate the non-integrated gluon distribution,but the converse is certainly

nottrue31.Sim ilarconsiderationssuggestthatJIM W LK factorization m ay not

work in the case ofexclusive observables. Indeed,inclusive observable usually

29If �1;2 are not of order g� 1,then the power counting on which our considerations are

based m ay be m odi� ed.Since ithasbeen argued thatPom eron loopsplay a role in the dilute

regim e,this leaves open the possibility that these e� ects m ay alter our conclusions close to

the fragm entation region ofthe projectiles.
30Itprovides inform ation about m ultiparton correlations such as

˙
�(x1)�(x2)� � � �(xn )

¸
.

31N on integrated gluon distributions depend only on 2-parton correlations
˙
�(x1)�(x2)

¸
.
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requirelessdetailed inform ation aboutthe projectilesthan exclusiveones32.

Thefactorization theorem thatwehaveproved hereisa necessary �rststep

before a fullNLO com putation ofgluon production in the G lasm a. Eq.(123)

includesonly the NLO term sthatareenhanced by a largelogarithm of1=x1;2,

whilethecom pleteNLO calculation would alsoincludethenon enhanced term s.

Thiswould beofthesam eorderin �s astheproduction ofquark-antiquarkpairs

[93,94]from theclassical�eld.Notethatto bereally useful,thiscom pleteNLO

calculation would probablyhavetobeprom oted toaNext-to-LeadingLogresult

by resum m ing alltheterm sin �s(�sln(1=x1;2)
n.Now thatevolution equations

in the dense regim e are becom ing availableatNLO ,work in thisdirection isa

prom ising prospect.

6 Factorization,theG lasm a and T herm alization

The G lasm a isthe non-equilibrium hotand dense m atterform ed im m ediately

in the afterm ath ofa high energy heavy ion collision [45,95,25].How thism at-

ter therm alizes is ofgreatim portance for a quantitative understanding ofthe

phenom enology ofheavy ion collisions33. W e willdiscusshere the relevance of

ourfactorization theorem ,presentqualitativeideasaboutitsgeneralization and

discusstheirim portance in quantifying the propertiesofthe G lasm a.

Atleading order,the G lasm a isdescribed by thesolution ofthe Yang-M ills

equations in the forward lightcone with retarded boundary conditions (given

by theclassical�eldsofthetwo nucleibeforethecollision).Theproduced �elds

havelargeoccupationnum bersoforder�� 1s andareboostinvariant[64,65].This

boostinvariance of�eldsim plies thatthe classicaldynam icscan be described

by thepropertim eevolution ofgauge�eldsthatlivein thetransverseplane.An

interestingconsequenceoftheclassical�eld dynam icsisthatthechrom o-electric

and m agnetic�eldsarepurely longitudinalafterthe collision [64,45]leading to

thegeneration ofChern-Sim onschargedensity in thecollision [95].TheG lasm a

�eldsatthisordergenerateonly transversepressureatpropertim es� & Qs
� 1

so it seem s im possible that a treatm ent ofthe G lasm a at this order leads to

therm alization.

Thisiswhere the sm allquantum uctuationsofthe color�eld (oforder1,

com pared to the classical�eld oforderg� 1)becom erelevant.In an observable

such asthe inclusive gluon spectrum ,these quantum uctuations lead to cor-

rectionsthatare�s sm allerthan theleading orderclassicalcontribution.Aswe

have discussed at length in the previous sections,som e contributions ofthese

sm alluctuations| thosethatareenhanced by leadingpowersofln(1=x1;2)|

32For instance,in order to study single di� ractive processes,one would need \conditional"

probabilities ofm ulti-parton con� gurations,where one im poses the condition that no parton

has been radiated between the rapidity ofthe projectile to the rapidity where the gap ends.

This inform ation is not provided by the distributions W [�]that are the basis ofJIM W LK

factorization.
33A nother im portant aspect is how jets propagate inside this m atter, in order to assess

issuessuch as leading parton quenching in jets.
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can be resum m ed and absorbed into universaldistributionsW [�]thatdescribe

the high energy evolution ofthe nuclearwavefunctions.

Butwhatabouttherem ainingpartofthesesm alluctuation term s,thatare

purely oforder�s relative to the classical�elds? O urresum m ation ofleading

logs corresponds to a wellcontrolled approxim ation provided the coe�cients

dni in the expansion ofeqs.(5)and (8)are truly num bersoforderunity. In-

deed,we have disregarded thus farthe term s dni for i< n,on the basis that

they do not have as m any logs as powers of�s. However,num ericalsim ula-

tions ofthe classicalYang-M ills equations with initialconditions that break

boostinvarianceshow the existence ofan instability ofthe rapidity dependent

uctuations[96{98]. In these sim ulations,itis observed thatthe sm allrapid-

ity dependentperturbationssuperim posed to the boostinvariantclassical�eld

grow exponentially with the squarerootoftim e as34

a
� � e

p
��

; (124)

where� isa quantity oftheorderofQ s (itsprecisevaluedependson thewave-

length ofthe uctuation in the rapidity direction). This growth hasvariously

been interpreted aseitheraW eibeltype[99,97]orNielsen-O lesen type[100,101]

instability.Theform erm echanism in particularhasbeen discussed extensively

as a possible m echanism for therm alization in heavy ion collisions [102{108].

The existence ofthese unstable m odes suggests that our assum ption that the

coe�cientsd ni fori< n areoforderunity isincorrect.

O urpresentunderstanding isthatthere are three classesam ong the sm all

�eld uctuations,that can be organized according to the m om entum p� they

havein the � direction :

� Zero m odes (p� = 0)that generate a leading log. Thatthe leading logs

com esolely from zero m odesisobviousfrom thefactthatthecoe�cients

oftheleadinglogsdonotdepend on x� .Theseterm sarealready included

in the resum m ation wehavediscussed atlength in thispaper.

� Zero m odes that do not contribute at leading log because they have an

extra power ofk� that prevents the divergence when k+ ! 1 (see the

discussion in section 3.4). These term s have not been resum m ed in our

schem e,and they donotseem totriggertheinstability either.They would

only becom e relevant in a fullNLO calculation,and in resum m ation of

Next-to-Leading Log term s[31].

� Non zero m odes(p� 6= 0).Theseterm sdo notcontributelargelogarithm s

of1=x1;2,butthey areunstableand grow exponentially asexp(
p
��).

Itisthelatterboostnon-invariantterm sthatarepotentially dangerous.W hile

also suppressed by a power of�s, they can be enhanced by exponentials of

the proper tim e after the collision. Term s that diverge with tim e are called

34The fact that the square root of the proper tim e, rather than the proper tim e itself,

controlsthe growth ofthe instability isdue to the longitudinalexpansion ofthe system .This

has also been observed analytically in the study ofthe W eibelinstability [99].
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\seculardivergences"and som etechniquesforresum m ing thesedivergencesare

wellknown35 in the literature[37].

Based on the above considerations,letusre�ne the expansion we wrote in

eqs(5)and (8),in orderto keep track also ofpowersofexp(
p
��). W e should

now write

O [�1;�2]=
1

g2

h

c0 + c1g
2 + c2g

4 + � � �

i

; (125)

with

cn �

nX

p= i

pX

i= 0

fnpi e
(p� i)

p
�� ln

i

�
1

x1;2

�

: (126)

In other words,the coe�cients d ni that we have introduced in eq.(8), and

assum ed to be oforderunity,arein fact

dni =

nX

p= i

fnpi e
(p� i)

p
��

; (127)

and can thusgrow exponentially in tim eafterthecollision.In eq.(126),thesum

ofthenum beroflogsand offactorsexp(
p
��)(thissum istheindex p)cannot

exceed n atn loops.Thisisbecausea uctuation m odecannotbeatthe sam e

tim ea zero m ode(required to generatea log)and a non zero m ode(required to

generate an instability). In this new language,the Leading Log resum m ation

thatwehaveperform ed so faram ountsto keep only theterm fnnn in every cn.

At �rst sight,one m ay expect a com plete breakdown ofthe Leading Log

description when the tim e

�m ax � Qs
� 1

ln
2

�
1

�s

�

(128)

is reached. This is the tim e at which 1-loop corrections becom e as large as

the LO contribution. This conclusion can be avoided ifone can resum these

divergentcontributionsleading to a resum m ed resultthatisbetterbehaved for

� ! + 1 .Indeed,itispossibletoim proveupon theLeadingLogapproxim ation,

by keeping atevery loop orderallthe term swhere p = n: thiscorrespondsto

allthe term s where every power of�s is accom panied by either a log or an

exp(
p
��).Thus,letusde�ne

O
L L og+ L Inst

[�1;�2]�
1

g2

1X

n= 0

g
2n

nX

i= 0

fnni e
(n� i)

p
�� ln

i

�
1

x1;2

�

: (129)

Thesubscript\LInst" ism eantfor\Leading Instability".

In the form alism we havedeveloped in thispaper,the growth ofsm alluc-

tuationswith tim ecan betraced to theaction ofthelinearoperatorin eq.(114)

on the classical�eld.The quantityTu A (x)�
�A (x)

�A (u)
� e

p
��

; (130)

35Indeed,one can think ofthe Boltzm ann equation as an equation that e� ectively resum s

a certain classofseculardivergences.
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is a m easure ofhow sensitive the classical�eld A (x) is to initialcondition at

the pointu on the initialsurface.Ifthereisan instability,sm allperturbations

ofthe initialconditions lead to exponentially large deviations in the classical

solutions. W e willassum e for now that the im proved resum m ation de�ned in

eq.(129)can be perform ed and leadsto

O
L L og+ L Inst

= Z[Tu ]O L L og
[A ]; (131)

where Z[Tu ]isa certain functionalofthe operatorTu . In the r.h.s. we have

em phasized the dependence ofthe observable on the initialvalue ofthe gauge

�eld. Thisform ula can be expressed m ore intuitively by perform ing a Laplace

transform ofZ[Tu ]which reads

Z[Tu ]�

Z
�
D a(~u)

�
e

R

�
d
3
~u

�
a� Tu � eZ[a(~u)]: (132)

G iven the structure ofa� Tu in eq.(42),the functionalintegration [D a(~u)]is

an integration overthe initialuctuation a�(~u)itselfand oversom e ofits�rst

derivatives.BecauseTu isthegeneratoroftranslationsoftheinitialconditions

on the light cone,the exponentialin the previous form ula is the translation

operatoritself.W hen thisexponentialactson afunctionaloftheinitialclassical

�eld A ,it givesthe sam e functionalevaluated with a shifted initialcondition

A + a.Therefore,wecan write

O
L L og+ L Inst

=

Z
�
D a(~u)

�
eZ[a(~u)]O

L L og
[A + a]: (133)

Thee�ectoftheresum m ation issim ply to add uctuationsto theinitialcondi-

tionsofthe classical�eld,with a distribution thatdependson the outcom e of

theresum m ation36.Theresum m ation liftsthelim ited applicability oftheCG C

approach im plied by eq.(128). Indeed,afterthe resum m ation,the uctuation

a(u)entersonly in theinitialcondition forthefullYang-M illsequationswhose

non-linearitiespreventthe solution from blowing up.Com bining ourfactoriza-

tion form ula in eq.(123)with the conjectured resultofthe resum m ation ofthe

leading instabilities,one obtainsa generalization ofeq.(123)which reads

hO i
LLog+ LInst

=

Z
�
D eA

+
1

��
D eA

�
2

�
W

Y 1

�
eA
+
1

�
W

Y 2

�
eA
�
2

�

�

Z
�
D a(~u)

�
eZ[a(~u)]O

L O
[eA

+
1 + a;eA

�
2 + a]: (134)

Thisform ularesum sthem ostsingularterm sateach orderin �s.In com parison

to the physicsofthe initialand �nalstate respectively in the collinearfactor-

ization fram ework,thedistributionsW [�]areanalogousto parton distributions

while eZ[a]playsa role sim ilarto thatofa fragm entation function37. To prove

36In a recentwork,using a com pletely di� erentapproach,thespectrum ofinitial uctuations

wasfound to be G aussian[109].
37N aturally, this functional has nothing to do with a gluon fragm enting into a hadron.

Instead,itdescribes how classical� elds becom e gluons.
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eq.(134),and toextractthespectrum ofuctuations,oneneedsto com putethe

behaviorofuctuationson theforward lightconewedgeatx� = �;x� ! + 1 .

Even after the resum m ations are perform ed in the initialand �nalstates,

eq.(134)stillsu�ersfrom the usualproblem ofcollineargluon splitting in the

�nalstate [35]. This however is not a serious concern in heavy ion collisions

because collinear singularities occur only when one takes the � ! + 1 lim it.

In practice,we expectto have switched to a m ore e�cientdescription like ki-

netictheory orhydrodynam icslong beforethisbecom esa problem .Indeed,the

initialcondition forhydrodynam ics,which is speci�ed in term softhe energy-

m om entum tensor T �� ,is an infrared and collinear safe quantity because it

m easuresonly thedensity and ow ofenergy and m om entum .Itisstraightfor-

ward to re-expressourresultsform ultiplicity m om entsin term sofT �� .

A far m ore challenging problem ,that has stillnot received a satisfactory

answer,isto understand how theinitialparticlespectrum { orthelocalenergy

m om entum -tensor{becom eisotropicand perhapseven therm al.Indeed,avery

im portant question is whether this im proved resum m ation,that includes the

leading unstable term s,hastensthe localtherm alization ofthe system form ed

in heavy ion collisions.

7 Sum m ary and outlook

In thispaper,we have presented a novelderivation ofthe JIM W LK equation.

W e showed that in this approach the JIM W LK Ham iltonian can be deter-

m ined entirely in term s ofretarded propagators with no am biguities related

to lightcone pole prescriptions.O urapproach generalizeseasily to the case of

nucleus-nucleuscollisionsand we were able to derive the factorization form ula

in eq.(123). Thisform ula isvalid to allordersforleading logsin x and to all

ordersin thecolorchargedensitiesofthenuclei.Forthisfactorization to work,

itappearscrucialto consideran observable thatcan be expressed in term sof

retarded �elds. Since we had previously linked retarded boundary conditions

to the inclusivenessofan observable,thisem phasizesthe im portance ofinclu-

sivenessforfactorization,and the di�cultiesonem ay expectwhen considering

exclusiveobservables.

In view ofthis,itseem sinteresting to study whetherthefactorization theo-

rem proved herecan beextended to lessinclusivequantities.O nesuch exam ple

is the production oftwo jets that are separated in rapidity by �Y � 1=� s.

In particular,can the evolution between the jets be factorized from JIM W LK

evolution ofthewavefunctionsasin thecaseofinclusivegluon production? An-

swers to these questions willbe ofgreatim portance in assessing whether the

early tim e dynam icsin heavy ion collisionsleavesan im printin the long range

rapidity correlationsatlaterstages.

W efurtherconjectured theexistenceofthegeneralized factorization form ula

in eq.(134).Thisexpression alsoresum stheleadingexponentialsin tim earising

from theinstability oftheclassical�eldsto quantum uctuationson theinitial

light cone surface. The resulting spectrum ofuctuations is very im portant
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for determ ining the subsequent therm alization ofthe G lasm a. W ork in this

direction isin progress.
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A G luon propagator in LC gauge

ConsidertheQ CD Lagrangiantowhich weadd agauge�xingterm proportional

to (~n � A)2,

L � �
1

4
F
a
�� F

��
a +

1

2�
(~n � A)2 : (135)

W e arem ostly interested in the casewhere ~n � A = A+ ,butin factm ostofthe

discussion isvalid forany vector~n�.In orderto determ inethe freepropagator

in thisgauge,weneed �rstto isolatethe quadraticpartofthe Lagrangian,

Lquad =
1

2
A
a
�

h

� g
�� � @

�
@
� +

1

�
~n�~n�

i

A
a
� : (136)

The free propagator we are looking for is a G reen’s function ofthe operator

in the square brackets. Its calculation isbestperform ed in m om entum space,

whereweneed to invert

� g
��
k
2 + k

�
k
� +

1

�
~n�~n� : (137)

Becausethistensorissym m etricin (�;�),itsinversem ustbea linearcom bina-

tion ofg�� ,k�k�,~n�~n� and k�~n�+ k�~n�.W ritingthem ostgeneralgenerallinear

com bination ofthese elem entary tensors,and m ultiplying itwith eq.(137),we

�nally obtain thefollowing expression forthepropagatorin m om entum space:

D
��

0 (k)= �
g��

k2
+

k�k�

(~n � k)2

�

� �
~n2

k2

�

+
k�~n� + k�~n�

k2(~n � k)
: (138)

Notethatthisexpression isstillincom plete,becauseweneed to add i�’sto the

denom inatorsin orderto m ake the propagatorregularon the realenergy axis.

Doing so am ounts to choosing certain boundary conditions for the �elds that

evolve according to this propagator. In this paper,the centralobject is the
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retarded propagator,which has allits poles below the realenergy axis. This

am ountsto writing:

D
��

0;R
(k)= �

g��

k2 + ik0�
+

k�k�

(~n � k+ i�)2

�

� �
~n2

k2 + ik0�

�

+
k�~n� + k�~n�

(k2 + ik0�)(~n � k+ i�)
:

(139)

(O urchoice forthe i� prescription ofthe ~n � k denom inatorsisindeed retarded

ifn0 > 0.W e willassum ethatthisisthe case.)

In thecaseofthelight-conegaugeA + = 0,thisam ountstochoosingavector

~n� thathas ~n� = 1 and allits othercom ponentszero. M oreover,we work in

the\strict" lightconegauge,thatcorrespondsto thelim it� ! 0 forthegauge

�xing param eter.The propagatorsim pli�essom ewhatin thisparticularcase:

D
��

0;R
(k)= �

1

k2 + ik0�

�

g
�� �

k�~n� + k�~n�

~n � k+ i�

�

: (140)

Notethatthispropagatoriszero ifany ofitsLorentzindicesisequalto + .

B G reen’s form ula in LC gauge

An essentialingredientin ourdiscussion isthe G reen’sform ula thatexpresses

a �eld uctuation in term s ofits value on som e initialsurface. In this ap-

pendix,this initialsurface willbe the light-like plane de�ned by x� = 0,but

ourderivation ism oregeneralthan thatand appliesto any initialsurface.

B .1 G reen’sform ula fora sm alluctuation in the vacuum

Consider �rst a sm all�eld uctuation a� propagating in the vacuum . In the

strictlightconegauge,itobeys

a
+ (y)= 0;
�
� yg

�� � @
�
y @

�
y

�
a�(y)= 0 : (141)

Recallalso thatthe free propagatorD
��

0;R
(x;y)obeys

D
�
� 0;R (x;y)

� 

� y g
�� �

 

@
�
y@

�
y

�
= g

��
�(x � y); (142)

where the arrowsindicate that the derivativesact on the left. Now,m ultiply

eq.(141)by D
��

0;R
(x;y)on the left,eq.(142)by a�(y)on the right,integrate y

overallthe dom ain de�ned by y� > 0,and subtract the two equations. O ne

obtains

a
�(x)=

Z

y� > 0

d
4
y D

�
� 0;R (x;y)

� $

@
�
y@

�
y �

$

� y g
��
�
a�(y); (143)
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where
$

A�
!

A �
 

A .Using the relations

A
$

� B = @
�
�
A

$

@� B
�
;

A
$

@
�
@
�
B =

1

2
@
�
�
A

$

@
�
B
�
+
1

2
@
�
�
A

$

@
�
B
�
; (144)

we see thatthe integrand in eq.(143)isa totalderivative. Therefore,we can

rewrite thisintegralasan integralon the boundary ofthe integration dom ain.

Ifthe derivative we integrate by parts is a @i or @� ,then the corresponding

boundary is located atin�nity in the direction yi or y+ respectively. W e will

assum ethatthe�eld uctuation underconsideration hasacom pactenough sup-

portso thatthesecontributionsvanish.W earethusleftwith theterm scom ing

from the derivative @+ . The contribution from the boundary aty� = + 1 is

zero,becauseofourourchoiceofthe retarded prescription forthe propagator.

Therefore,the only contribution isfrom the boundary aty� = 0,

a
�(x)=

Z

y� = 0

dy
+
d
2
y? D

�
� 0;R (x;y)

h

g
�� (n�

$

@y)�
1

2

�
n
�

$

@
�
y + n

�
$

@
�
y

�i

a�(y);

(145)

where n� isa vectorsuch thatn � A = A� (itisthe unitvectornorm alto the

surface y� = 0). This form ula indicates how the value ofthe uctuation at

the pointx isrelated to itsvalue on an initialsurfacelocated aty� = 0 (Note

thatthisdependenceislinearsincesm alluctuationsobey a linearequation of

m otion).A priori,itinvolvesthevaluesofallthecom ponentsoftheuctuation

on this surface,as wellas that ofits �rst derivatives. However,som e ofthis

inform ation isnotnecessary because the propagatorvanisheswhen � = + and

because ofthe gauge condition a+ (y)= 0. Ifone elim inatesfrom the previous

form ulaalltheterm sthatareobviouslyzeroand integratesom eterm sbyparts38

,we geta�(x)� B
�

0[a](x),where B
�

0[a](x) isan integralthatdepends only on

the valueofthe �eld and ofsom eofitsderivativeson the initialsurface,

B
�

0[a](x) =

Z

y� = 0

dy
+
d
2
y?

nh

@
y
�D

��

0;R
(x;y)

i

a
� (y)

� D
��

0;R
(x;y)

h

@
�
y a�(y)

i

� D
�i

0;R
(x;y)2@�y a

i(y)

o

:(146)

Therefore,it appears that in the light-cone gauge A + = 0,and for an initial

surfacex� = 0,weneed to know theinitialvalueofa� ;@� ai and @�a
� in order

to fully determ ine the value ofthe uctuation atthe pointx. Thisfactisthe

reason why there are only three term sin the de�nition ofthe operatorTu in

eq.(42)(butwe postpone untilthe end ofthissection the explanation ofwhy

oneneedsto include the W ilson line 
 in thisde�nition).

38The antisym m etric derivatives
$

@
�
y and

$

@
i
y can be elim inated by integration by parts.

Thisisnotpossiblefor
$

@
+
y sincetheboundary term doesnotcontain an integralwith respect

to y� .Thisiswhy we have a term involving the derivative @
+
y D

��

0;R
.
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M oreover,the�rstterm in therighthand sideofeq.(146)can besim pli�ed

considerably by using the explicit expression ofthe free propagators in light

conegauge:

@
y
�D

��

0;R
(x;y)= �

��
�(x� � y

� )�(x+ � y
+ )�(x? � y? ): (147)

B .2 G reen’s form ula for classicalsolutions

There is also a sim ilar G reen’s form ula for retarded classicalsolutions ofthe

Yang-M ills equations. Contrary to the case ofsm alluctuations,we do not

assum e that the gauge �eld is sm all,and we keep allthe self-interactions as

wellasthe interactionswith som e externalsource. Form ally,we can write the

Lagrangian as

L = Lquad � U (A ); (148)

where U (A )isa localpolynom ialofthe gauge �eld. Itcontainsthe 3-and 4-

gluon couplingsand the coupling to the externalsource.In the A + = 0 gauge,

the corresponding classicalequation ofm otion is

�
� yg

�� � @
�
y@

�
y

�
A �(y)=

@U (A )

@A �(y)
: (149)

Then one can follow the sam e procedure as in the case ofsm alluctuations,

and weobtain

A �(x)=

Z

y� > 0

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

@U (A )

@A �(y)
+ B

�

0[A ](x): (150)

O fcourse,the dependence ofthe classical�eld on its initialconditions is no

longerlinearbecauseofthe�rstterm in therighthand side;theselfinteractions

ofthe gauge�eldslead to an involved dependence on the initialconditions.

B .3 G reen’s form ula for a� in a background �eld

Finally,theG reen’sform ula ofeq.(146)can beextended to thesituation where

theuctuation a�(x)propagateson top ofaclassicalbackground �eld A � rather

than thevacuum .Theonly changeisthatthefreepropagatorm ustbereplaced

by the propagatorin a background �eld.The property thatits� = + Lorentz

com ponentvanishesrem ainstrue,because itisa consequence ofthe choice of

thegauge.Forsuch a uctuation,thereisalso a G reen’sform ula thatusesonly

thefreegaugepropagator,and wheretheinteractionswith thebackground �eld

appearexplicitly asthe additionalterm

a
�(x)=

Z

y� > 0

d
4
y D

��

0;R
(x;y)

@2U (A )

@A �(y)@A
�(y)

a
�(y)+ B

�

0[a](x): (151)
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The derivation ofthisform ula isvery sim ilarto thatforthe classical�eld A �.

W e can also rewrite itin a form very sim ilarto eq.(146),i.e. a�(x)= B[a](x)

with

B�[a](x) =

Z

y� = 0

dy
+
d
2
y?

nh

@
y
�D

��

R
(x;y)

i

a
� (y)

� D
��

R
(x;y)

h

@
�
ya�(y)

i

� D
�i

R
(x;y)2@�y a

i(y)

o

:(152)

The boundary term B[a]di�ers from B 0[a]in the factthatit containsthe re-

tarded propagator D ��
R

dressed by the background �eld instead ofthe bare

retarded propagatorD
��

0;R
. A crucialdi�erence between the dressed and bare

propagatorsisthatthesim pli�cation ofeq.(147)doesnotoccurwith thedressed

propagator.

In the derivation oftheJIM W LK equation,the uctuationsa�(x)onecon-

sidersare uctuationswhose initialcondition atx0 ! � 1 are plane wavesof

m om entum k. O ne can calculate explicitly their value on the initialsurface,

which m eans that we know analytically the quantities a� ,@� ai and @�a
� in

the r.h.s. ofeq.(152). A crucialproperty is thatthe initialvaluesofa� and

@� ai are suppressed by an extra factor 1=k+ ,and thus any term containing

them cannot have a logarithm ic divergence when k+ ! + 1 . This argum ent

iscorrectprovided the prefactorsofthese quantitiesin eq.(152)do notbring

factorsofk+ .Thereisno problem with thesecond and third term s,sincetheir

prefactorsisjusta propagator.

However,aswe shallsee now,the coe�cientofthe �rstterm can be large

becauseitinvolvesthe derivativeofthe propagator.The only caseofpractical

interestto us is when the background �eld above the initialsurface is a pure

gauge�eld such asthe one given in eq.(47).In thisparticularcase,there isa

sim plerelationship between the dressed and barepropagators:

D
��

R
(x;y)= 
y(x)D

��

0;R
(x;y)
(y): (153)

Thiscan beseen by applying a gaugetransform ation 
y to theproblem ,which

hasthe e�ectofrem oving the pure gaugebackground.Using thisequation,as

wellaseq.(147),we now obtain

@
y
�D

��

R
(x;y)= 
y(x)

h

@
y
�D

��

0;R
(x;y)

i


(y)+ D
��

R
(x;y)
y(y)@y�
(y) (154)

The problem isthatwe take the derivative ofthe W ilson line 
(y)in a region

whereitischangingvery quickly.O nly theterm with the@+y derivativeexhibits

thisissue(since the largederivativesarethosein the y� direction),

D
��

R
(x;y)
y(y)@+y 
(y): (155)

From itsstructure,itisobviousthatthisterm m ixeswith the second term in

ther.h.s.ofeq.(152)(which,asexplained in section 3.4,leadsto a logarithm ic

divergence);itwould thusbe incorrectto keep the latterwhile notconsidering
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theform er.Therearetwo waysto dealwith thisissue:keep track separately of

thesetwo term s,ortry to com binethem into a singleterm .Thesecond option

isthe sim plest,and from the aboveconsiderations,we know how to achieve it:

by rotating theuctuation a�,a� ! 
a �,wecan rewritetheboundary term as

B�[a](x)= 
y(x)

Z

y� = 0

dy
+
d
2
y?

nh

@
y
�

�
D

��

0;R
(x;y)

i


(y)a � (y)

� D
��

0;R
(x;y)

h

@
�
y
(y)a �(y)

i

� D
�i

0;R
(x;y)2@�y 
(y)a i(y)

o

; (156)

where we have now only bare propagators. This is why the m ost convenient

de�nition ofTu in eq.(42)involvesfunctionalderivativeswith respectto 
a �

ratherthan a� itself39. Note thatforthis discussion to hold,itisonly neces-

sary thatthe background �eld isa pure gauge in the vicinity above the initial

surface,since the derivative iswith respectto a coordinate on thisinitialsur-

face.W hetherthebackground �eld isapuregaugeeverywhereabovetheinitial

surfaceisnotim portant.

C T wo-dim ensionalfree propagator

In the derivation ofthe JIM W LK equation,one m akesuse ofseveralform ulas

involving the bare two-dim ensionalpropagators.These form ulasare notnew :

allofthem have already been used in one form oranotherin previouspapers

discussing the JIM W LK equation. W e com pile them in this appendix,with

theirderivation,asa convenientreferenceforthe reader.

LetusdenoteG (x? � y? )aG reen’sfunction ofthe2-dim ensionalLaplacian

operator,

@
2
? G (x? � y? )= �(x? � y? ): (157)

Itadm itsa sim ple Fourierrepresentation,

G (x? � y? )= �

Z
d2k?

(2�)2
e
ik? � (x? � y?

) 1

k
2
?

: (158)

Note that this object su�ers from an infrared problem ,which is obvious for

dim ensionalreasons: this propagator is a dim ensionless object in coordinate

space,invariant under translations and rotations,and therefore it m ust be a

function of�
�
�x? � y?

�
�where� issom em assscalethatwasnotpresentin the

previousequation.

Derivatives ofthis propagator do not su�er from this infrared am biguity.

Considerforinstance40

@
i
x G (x? � y? )= i

Z
d2k?

(2�)2
e
ik? � (x? � y?

) ki

k
2
?

: (159)

39O fcourse,the two waysofde� ning Tu {with and withoutthe 
 { are exactly equivalent.

Butifwedid notincludethe 
 in the de� nition,thelogarithm icdivergenceswould com efrom

a com bination ofthe second and third term sofeq.(42),instead ofbeing lim ited to the third

term ifwe include the 
 in the de� nition ofTu .
40Letus recallthat @ix = @

@xi
= �

@

@xi
.
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From its sym m etries and dim ension,it is obvious that this derivative can be

written as

@
i
x G (x? � y? )= C

xi? � yi?

(x? � y? )
2
; (160)

wheretheprefactorC isdim ensionless.Becausethederivativeofthepropagator

isnotinfrared singular,thecuto� � cannotappearin itsexpression and C m ust

be a pure num ber(otherwise itwould have to be a function of�
�
�x? � y?

�
�to

have the correctdim ension). In orderto determ ine the constant,take another

derivative @ix and integrate over x? the resulting equation oversom e dom ain


 ofthe plane thatcontains the point y ? . O n the left hand side,we getthe

integralofa delta function sinceG isa G reen’sfunction of@
2
? .W e then get

1= C

Z




d
2
x? @

i
x

xi? � yi?

(x? � y? )
2
: (161)

Therighthand sidecan betransform ed by using the2-dim ensionalStokesthe-

orem ,leading to an integralon theboundary of
 (oriented counter-clockwise)

1 = C

Z

@


�ij(xi? � yi? )dx
j

(x? � y? )
2

; (162)

where �ij is com pletely antisym m etric (�12 = 1). The contourintegralin this

equation isa topologicalquantity,thatdependsonly on thewinding num berof

the contour@
 around the pointy ? . Thus,itisbestcalculated by deform ing

@
 into the unitcirclearound the pointy ? .W e geteasily

1 = 2�C : (163)

Thuswehave

@
i
x G (x? � y? )=

1

2�

xi? � yi?

(x? � y? )
2
: (164)

The second derivative ofthe propagatoris also usefulin the derivation of

the JIM W LK equation.By applying @jx to the previousequation,oneobtains

@
i
x@

j
x G (x? � y? ) =

1

2�
@
j
x

xi? � yi?

(x? � y? )
2

=
1

2�(x? � y? )
2

"

�
ij � 2

(xi? � yi? )(x
j

?
� y

j

?
)

(x? � y? )
2

#

:(165)

Thisform ula,although perfectly correctforx? 6= y? ,isincorrectatthe point

x? = y? .In orderto seethis,takethetraceovertheindicesiand j.In theleft

hand side,wehavethe Laplacian ofthe propagator,i.e.�(x? � y? ),while the

righthand sidewould givezero.Thusthefullform ula forthesecond derivative

is

@
i
x@

j
x G (x? � y? )=

�ij

2
�(x? � y? )+

1

2�
� ij(x? � y? ); (166)
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with

� ij(x? � y? )�
1

(x? � y? )
2

"

�
ij� 2

(xi? � yi? )(x
j

?
� y

j

?
)

(x? � y? )
2

#

: (167)

This function � ij obeys an interesting identity. By integration by parts,one

can check that

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

d2v?

(2�)2

(xi? � ui? )(y
j

?
� v

j

?
)

(x? � u? )
2(y? � v? )

2
@
i
u@

j
vG (u? � v? )=

= �
1

(2�)2

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

(xi? � ui? )(y
i
? � ui? )

(x? � u? )
2(y? � u? )

2

= �

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

d2v?

(2�)2

(xi? � ui? )(y
j

?
� v

j

?
)

(x? � u? )
2(y? � v? )

2
�
ij
�(u? � v? ):(168)

Using now eq.(166),we obtain the following identity,

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

d2v?

(2�)2

(xi? � ui? )(y
j

?
� v

j

?
)

(x? � u? )
2(y? � v? )

2

h
�ij

2
�(u? � v? )�

1

2�
� ij(u? � v? )

i

= 0 :

(169)

Letusalso provide an alternate representation ofthe 2-dim ensionalpropa-

gatorthatissom etim eshelpful.Letusstartwith the integral

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

ui? � xi?

(u? � x? )
2

ui
? � yi?

(u? � y? )
2
=

Z

d
2
u?

h

@
i
uG (u? � x? )

ih

@
i
uG (u? � y? )

i

:

(170)

Theintegralin therighthand sidecan beperform ed by parts,sinceitleadsto

the Laplacian ofa propagator,which isa delta function. Thus,we obtain the

identity

G (x? � y? )= �

Z
d2u?

(2�)2

ui
? � xi?

(u? � x? )
2

ui? � yi?

(u? � y? )
2
: (171)

Notethattheintegraloveru? su�ersfrom thesam einfrared problem sthatwe

havealready m entioned atthe beginning ofthisappendix.
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