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PHYSICAL REVIEW D 77, 014019 (2008)

Next-to-leading order evolution of color dipoles

Tan Balitsky™* and Giovanni A. Chirilli’
Physics Department, ODU, Norfolk, Virginia 23529, USA

and Theory Group, Jlab, 12000 Jefferson Avenue, Newport News, Virginia 23606, USA
(Received 23 October 2007; published 22 January 2008)

The small-x deep inelastic scattering in the saturation region is governed by the nonlinear evolution of
Wilson-line operators. In the leading logarithmic approximation it is given by the Balitsky-Kovchegov
equation for the evolution of color dipoles. In the next-to-leading order the Balitsky-Kovchegov equation
gets contributions from quark and gluon loops as well as from the tree gluon diagrams with quadratic and
cubic nonlinearities. We calculate the gluon contribution to the small-x evolution of Wilson lines (the

quark part was obtained earlier).

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.77.014019

L. INTRODUCTION

A general feature of high-energy scattering is that a fast
particle moves along its straight-line classical trajectory,
and the only quantum effect is the eikonal phase factor
acquired along this propagation path. In QCD, for the fast
quark or gluon scattering off some target, this eikonal
phase factor is a Wilson line—the infinite gauge link
which is ordered along the straight line collinear to the
particle’s velocity n*:

UM(x,) = Pexp{ig foo dun, A*(un + xl)}. (D)

Here A, is the gluon field of the target, x| is the transverse
position of the particle which remains unchanged through-
out the collision, and the index 7 labels the rapidity of the
particle. Repeating the above argument for the target (mov-
ing fast in the spectator’s frame) we see that particles with
very different rapidities perceive each other as Wilson
lines, and therefore these Wilson-line operators form the
convenient effective degrees of freedom in high-energy
QCD (for a review, see Ref. [1]).

Let us consider the deep inelastic scattering from a
hadron at small xz = Q*/(2p - q). The virtual photon
decomposes into a pair of fast quarks moving along straight
lines separated by some transverse distance. The propaga-
tion of this quark-antiquark pair reduces to the *“‘propagator
of the color dipole” U(x;)Ut(y;)—two Wilson lines
ordered along the direction collinear to the quarks’ veloc-
ity. The structure function of a hadron is proportional to a
matrix element of this color dipole operator,

~ 1 N N
UMy y) =1-+- T{O"(x )0 (y,)},  (2)

c

switched between the target states (N, = 3 for QCD). The
gluon parton density is approximately

*balitsky @jlab.org
Tchirilli@jlab.org

1550-7998/2008 /77(1)/014019(43)

014019-1

PACS numbers: 12.38.Bx, 12.38.Cy

xpGlap, p = 03 = (plUx 1, 0Ip)la_p  (3)

where n = lné. (As usual, we denote operators by a

“hat.””) The energy dependence of the structure function
is translated then into the dependence of the color dipole on
the slope of the Wilson lines determined by the rapidity 7.

Thus, the small-x behavior of the structure functions is
governed by the rapidity evolution of color dipoles [2,3].
At relatively high energies and for sufficiently small di-
poles, we can use the leading logarithmic approximation
(LLA) where oy < 1, a,lnxgz ~ 1 and get the nonlinear
Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) evolution equation for the color
dipoles [4,5]:

d » a.N (x —y)?
i TR P S (M )
y Ueen = 30 [

X [Ulx, 2) + U, 2) — Ulx, y)
— Ux, 2Uz )] 4)

The first three terms correspond to the linear BFKL evo-
lution [6] and describe the parton emission, while the last
term is responsible for the parton annihilation. For suffi-
ciently high xp the parton emission balances the parton
annihilation so the partons reach the state of saturation [7]
with the characteristic transverse momentum Q; growing
with energy 1/xp (for a review, see [8]).

As usual, to get the region of application of the leading
order evolution equation, one needs to find the next-to-
leading order (NLO) corrections. In the case of the small-x
evolution equation (4) there is another reason why NLO
corrections are important. Unlike the Dokshitzer-Gribov-
Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi evolution, the argument of the
coupling constant in Eq. (4) is left undetermined in the
LLA, and it is usually set by hand to be Q,. Careful
analysis of this argument is very important from both
theoretical and experimental points of view. From the
theoretical viewpoint, we need to know whether the cou-
pling constant is determined by the size of the original
dipole |x — y| or by the size of the produced dipoles |x — z|
and/or |z — y|, since we may get a very different behavior
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of the solutions of Eq. (4). On the experimental side, the
cross section is proportional to some power of the coupling
constant, so the argument determines how big (or how
small) the cross section is. The typical argument of «; is
the characteristic transverse momenta of the process. For
high enough energies, they are of order of the saturation
scale Qg, which is ~2 + 3 GeV for the CERN LHC, so
even the difference between a(Q;) and a(2Q,) can make aJ

d A A a
ZTHU. O = =5 | &2
dn HU.Uy} 2772f “Txy?

X2 Y2
— 2N_.In 5 In 5
x—yF @x—y

— 2 2 _y2 2 2
(x — ) {1 4[bln(x— Wiu? - p =Y 1nX+<67_7T>NC_10nf
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substantial impact on the cross section. The precise form of
the argument of «, should come from the solution of the
BK equation with the running-coupling constant, and the
starting point of the analysis of the argument of « in
Eq. (4) is the calculation of the NLO evolution.

Let us present our result for the NLO evolution of the
color dipole (hereafter, we use notations X = x — z, X' =
x—7Z,Y=y—z,and Y =y — 7)),

(x—y)? Y2 9 3

}}[Tr{ﬁx OHyTH{O,01) — N, {0, 01]

—4x =y — ) (o —y)*

a? 4 X2Y? + x2y?
+ d*zd*7 +12
f ‘ [( { @ — )XY

16 4 (Z _ Z/)4

_ X'ZYZ] X2Y/2 _ X/2y2

1 1 (x—y)?r 1 1 X2y o ; o
x [XZYQ + y2x12} e [xzy/z - x/2y2ﬂh‘x'2 2>[Tr{U 04y Tr{0.01) {0 01
2 4 2vy12
S (x—y) 1 17 =y XY
TI'{UXUI UZI Uy UZUZ’} (ZI - Z)] + {(Z _ Z/)Z |:X2yl2 + Y2xl2 X2y/2xl2y2 lnleyZ
PO PN Aop 4 X?Y?2 +Y?X? — (x — y)*(z — 2/)* . X*Y"”?
t t t _ Yz —z
X T{U U} T{U, U} Tr{U U} + 4nf{ p—— = 7P = XYY nX’zYz}

X Telr 0, U T 0, 01} — (2 — z)]}

Here u is the normalization point in the MS scheme and
b=11N,—2n; is the first coefficient of the B function.
The result of this paper is the gluon part of the evolution;
the quark part of Eq. (5) proportional to ny was found
earlier [9,10]. Also, the terms with cubic nonlinearities
were previously found in the large-N,. approximation in
Ref. [11]. The NLO kernel is a sum of the running-
coupling part (proportlonal to b), the nonconformal
double-log term ~ ln(x y) lnix ‘;2, and the three confor-
mal terms which depend on the two four-point conformal

X'ZYZ % Note that the logarithm of the
second conformal ratio ln% is absent.

It should be emphasized that the NLO result itself does
not lead automatically to the argument of the coupling
constant « in Eq. (4). In order to get this argument one
can use the renormalon-based approach [12]: first get the
quark part of the running-coupling constant coming from
the bubble chain of quark loops and then make a conjecture
that the gluon part of the B function will follow that
pattern. Equation (5) proves this conjecture in the first
nontrivial order: the quark part of the S function %nf
calculated earlier gets promoted to the full b. The analysis
of the argument of the coupling constant was performed in
Refs. [9,10], and we briefly review it in Sec. VII for
completeness. Roughly speaking, the argument of «; is

> and

ratios X

)

{
determined by the size of the smallest dipole min(|x —
vl lx =zl Iy — zl).

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we remind
the reader of the derivation of the BK equation in the
leading order in «,. In Secs. III and IV, which are central
to the paper, we calculate the gluon contribution to the
NLO kernel of the small-x evolution of color dipoles: in
Sec. III we calculate the part of the NLO kernel corre-
sponding to one-to-three dipoles transition, and in Sec. IV
we calculate the one-to-two dipoles part. In Sec. V we
assemble the NLO BK kernel, and in Sec. VI we compare
the forward NLO BK kernel to the NLO BFKL results [13].
The results of the analysis of the argument of the coupling
constant are briefly reviewed in Sec. VII. Appendix A is
devoted to the calculation of the UV-divergent part of the
one-to-three dipole kernel, and in Appendix B we discuss
the dependence of the NLO kernel on the cutoff in the
longitudinal momenta.

II. DERIVATION OF THE BK EQUATION

Before discussing the small-x evolution of the color
dipole in the next-to-leading approximation, it is instruc-
tive to recall the derivation of the leading order (BK)
evolution equation. As discussed in the Introduction, the
dependence of the structure functions on xz comes from

014019-2
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FIG. 1 (color online).

the dependence of Wilson-line operators
U"(x,) = Pexp{ig foo dun#AA"(zm + xi)},

n=p; +ep ©

on the slope of the supporting line. The momenta p; and p,
are the lightlike vectors such that ¢ = p; — xzpp, and p =
p) t+ ’”TZ p1, where p is the momentum of the target and m
is the mass. Throughout the paper, we use the Sudakov
variables p = ap, + Bp, + p, and the notations x, =
x, pi and x, = x, pj related to the light-cone coordinates:
Xe = XT/5/2, x4 = xf\/m.

To find the evolution of the color dipole (2) with respect
to the slope of the Wilson lines in the leading log approxi-
mation, we consider the matrix element of the color dipole
between (arbitrary) target states and integrate over the
gluons with rapidities 7, > n > 1, = n; — An, leaving
the gluons with n <7, as a background field (to be

integrated over later). In the frame of gluons with n ~
|

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 77, 014019 (2008)
X

Leading order diagrams for the small-x evolution of color dipole. Gauge links are denoted by dotted lines.

7, the fields with 1 < 7, shrink to a pancake and we
obtain the four diagrams shown in Fig. 1. Technically, to
find the kernel in the leading order approximation, we write
down the general form of the operator equation for the
evolution of the color dipole,

d N A A
an Tr{U, U} = K1 o {0, U1} + ... @)

(where dots stand for the higher orders of the expansion),
and calculate the left-hand side (1.h.s.) of Eq. (7) in the
shockwave background

d A A
% <TI'{ Ux U; }>shockwave = <KLOTr{ Ux U)T }>shockwave- (8)

In what follows we replace (.. .)ockwave PY €. . .) for brevity.
With future NLO computation in view, we will perform the
leading order calculation in the light-cone gauge p5'A w=
0. The gluon propagator in a shockwave external field has
the form [11,14]

d

my

Aa N _ ab S
ALOALW) = 0(r.y.)5 3 [ dad;;(xl

i(aBs — p7 +ie)

)

o emialy).
— 0()0(—y.) [ da—(xl
0 2a

(2 2
e t(Pl/as)x*|:glJ;§ — a(plljl:ng + pzﬂpé‘)i|

)

(0 2
e/ S)x*[gtg - E(Ptng + Pzﬂpé)}

) .
X U“”[gif ——(pipy + pzypi)}e’("i/“)y*
as

0 eiax=y).
— 6(—x)60(y.) [ da (xl
0 2a0

2 .
1 —i(p? Jas
X UT“"[gi - —(pipi + pzyp‘i)}e (Pi/ashy.

m) ©)

‘ .
fd‘pe’(”’x_m F(p,) [the scalar product of the four-
2 4B dimensional vectors in our notations is x * y = 2 (x,y. +
— .1l _ < (L 1 _ TP y xYe
(k) = 8ia sa (ki P2y + ki p2y) sa PP x.y.) — (x, ), ]. Note that the interaction with the shock-
(10)  wave does not change the @ component of the gluon
Hereafter we use Schwinger’s notations (x| |F(p)|ly;) =  momentum.

where

014019-3
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‘We obtain

00 0 ~ A
g2ﬁ du f, dv{A%(un + x,)AS(vn + yL))Fig_ ()

4 ©da Di
= —4a role l—Pi
*Jo «a ( + pi +ate s
ab Pi
XU e | ) b

(with power accuracy ~ mTZ one can replace n,A* by A,).
Formally, the integral over « diverges at the lower limit,

but since we integrate over the rapidities n > 7,, we get
(in the LLA)

00 0 ~ A~
gzjo du ]_ dv(AS(un + x )AL (vn + ¥ 1 )ig 1)

= —4aSA77<xL p—zl u p—zl

yl) (12)

Pl Pl

and therefore

o
(O, @ UDHE | = —;;An(t“Ux ® *Ul)

2 ( X3y~ ) ab
xf‘” G- 220 -2%

13)

The contribution of the diagram in Fig. 1(b) is obtained
from Eq. (13) by the replacement U, ® *Ul — U, 1" ®
U }L t*, x < y, and the two remaining diagrams are obtained
from Eq. (12) by taking y = x [Fig. I(c)] and x =y
[Fig. 1(d)]. Finally, one obtains

aA

0,0 0hr = -3 u, 8 PU + Ut @ UT1)

X~y 2
% fdzzj_(( y )L U?b

x =230 — 23

asd
+ 22y b @ Uf)f(dZl ysb
A d
+ & 2"(Ux®zbujza)f Ly
-1
(14)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 77, 014019 (2008)

SO

T asAn 2
0. 0fp, =5 f d

. (x—y3
T—2i0 - 22

[Tr{U uiyr{u,ui}

- ]\1, Tr{UxU;}} (15)
There are also contributions coming from the diagrams
shown in Fig. 2 (plus graphs obtained by reflection with
respect to the shockwave). These diagrams are propor-
tional to the original dipole Tr{U,U{}, and therefore the
corresponding term can be derived from the contribution of
Fig. 1 graphs using the requirement that the right-hand side
(r.h.s.) of the evolution equation should vanish for x =y
since lim,_,, -4 e Tr{U,U T} = (. It is easy to see that this
requirement leads to

(x—y3
x—23 0 —273
X [Tr{U, U} Tr{U, Ut} = N, Tr{U, U} Y]
(16)

which is equivalent to the BK equation for the evolution of
the color dipole (4).

A a,An
(0.0 = 27 f Py

II1. DIAGRAMS WITH TWO GLUON-SHOCKWAVE
INTERSECTIONS

A. “Cut self-energy”’ diagrams

In the next-to-leading order there are three types of
diagrams. Diagrams of the first type have two intersections
of the emitted gluons with the shockwave, diagrams of the
second type have one intersection, and finally diagrams of
the third type have no intersections. In principle, there
could have been contributions coming from the gluon
loop which lies entirely in the shockwave, but we will
demonstrate below that such terms are absent (see the
discussion at the end of Sec. VI).

For the NLO calculation we use the light-cone gauge
p2A = (. Also, we find it convenient to change the
prescription for the cutoff in the longitudinal direction.

FIG. 2 (color online).

Leading order diagrams proportional to the original dipole.

014019-4
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FIG. 3 (color online). Cut self-energy diagram.

We consider the lightlike dipoles (in the p; direction) and As we will see below, the (almost) conformal result (5)
impose the cutoff on the maximal « emitted by any gluon = comes from the regularization (17). In Appendix B we will

from the Wilson lines, so present the NLO kernel for the cutoff with the slope (6).
We start with the calculation of Fig. 3(a). Multiplying two
Uy = Pexp[zg / dupAl(up; + x J_):| propagators (9), two three-gluon vertices, and two bare

(17) propagators, we obtain
AL(x) = f k0™ — lal)e %A, (k)

00 0 ~ A
gzﬁ) du]l dv(A%(up, +x )AL (vp, +y1))

2
g4szfanlfbn’l’jdadaldﬁdﬁ/dﬁldﬂ/ldﬁzdﬁ/zjd2zd2z/]d2q1d2q2d2k1d2kzei(ql+112,x)l—i(k1+kz,y)1.

N =

4a1(a a])U"” U”I —i(gy—ky,2) 1 —i(ga—kp.2) 1
(5 Bi— B tie)(B — ,3/1 Bs+ie)(B—ie)(B —ie)
dey(apy+Bpr+aqi1 ki) dyd(ap+ B’ pat+qay +kay)

X

aﬁs—(q1+q2)ﬁ_+i6 aﬁ’s—(kl-i-kz)i-i-ie
d,e(ap +,31P2+511i)d§#/(alpl +Bip2rt+kiyL)
aBis—q3, +ie aBis— ki, +ie
dyy((@—a)p+Bapr+qr1)d" ,(@a—a))p,+ Bipr+ ki)
(@ —a))Bs—q5, +ie (a—a))Bhs—k3, +ie
X" ap,+q1, (@ —a)p1+qa1, —ap; —qi1 —q2)T#" Y (ap, + ki, (@ —a)py +kyy, —ap, — ki —ky))
(18)
where
FMV/\(p’ k, P k) = (P - k))\gu,v + (Zk + p),ugv)\ + (_219 - k)l/g)\,u,' (19)

In this formul ,8 +z comes from the integration
of the rlght three- gluon vertex over the half-space x,. > 0. Similarly, we get /3’ from the integration over the v parameter
and W from the integration of the left three-gluon vertex over the half space x. < 0. The factor in the r.h.s. is
combinatorial. Note that in the light-cone gauge one can always neglect the B p,, components of the momenta in the three-
gluon vertex since they are always multiplied by some d,,

Taking residues at 3 = 8/ =0and B, = — By, B, = , we obtain

014019-5
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00 0 A~ A~
gzﬁ) du f_ dv(AL(up, + x A (vpy + y1))
1
2
X U Ul o)z ilgs ) (q11 + qr)a (ki +koi)y du*(aypy +qi1) deylaipy + k1)

(g + 25 (ki + k)i o Bis— gl +ieaBis— k| +ie
d,"(a —a))p; +qy1)  dys(@—a)py + k)

—(a—a)Bis—q5, tie —(a—a))Bis— ki +ie
X T#"Yayp; + qi1, (@ — a)p; + qa1, —ap; — qi11 — q21)
X TN py + ki1, (@ — ay)py + kyy, —apy — ki — ko). (20)

4S2 anl phu'l / 2.0 2 3 321 327 L ilgi+aax) —ilk +ky) a(a —ay)
g —f f ]dadaldﬂldﬁl]d Zd Z jd qld Q2d kld k2€ 1 2L 1 2 J'472

(%

X

We have omitted terms ~ 8 p, in the arguments of d f,, since they do not contribute to d fdf #; see Eq. (10). Introducing the

2
variable u = &,/ and taking residues at 8; = _ and B = kl_ we obtain

4
8 an n'll vda ! ~ i X)) —i ) —ilg— —i(g,— ")y nn’ !
_ Wf L'l fo — fo duuufdzzdzz’[dqudzquzkldzkze (q1+q2.%) L —ilky +hka,y) L —i(q1 —k1,2)=i(g2 kz’Z)Uz Uil’
(q11 + @) (kyy + kyy )y dugluap, + Qu)dfﬂ/(uam +t ki) d,,(@ap, + q,1)d" ,(dap, + ky))
(g1 + g2)1 (k1 + k)Y qi i+ g5 u K2 i+ kG u
X T uap, + qyy1, dap; + a1, —ap; — qi1 — @ )T* " Y (uap, + ki, dap, +kyy, —ap, —kjp —ky1) (21)

where we have imposed a cutoff o << o in accordance with Eq. (17).
Using the formulas,

2 ;2
! _ 1 _ 1 En' _ £
dye(uap, + q)d** (uap, + k) (gug —saupz#%)(gl —Sau h)
—(q1 + g)AT oalaupy + qi1, @iipy + ga1, —ap; — (g1 + g2) 1)
2 2
X Mt vy _
(gJ_ —saup2 611><8J_ il P2¢I2>

L2 ) o
= (g}, —q3)8] + Sdila @) — (g + 7)) q) (22)

we can represent the contribution of Fig. 3(a) in the form

A A 4 1! ! ! d 1
({0, U Y 3 = —_;;T 5 Tr{re U P Ul fant pon't f d*zd*7' U Ul f 7 —; f duitu
0 0

elqux—2) L +ilgax—2) L —ilky,y=2) L —ilkp,y=2)1

(g1 + q2)*(ky + ko) (gt + gu) (ki + k3u)

X fJZQIJZQ2d2k1d2k2

2 2
X [(fﬁ —q3)8;; — ;CIU(QI + q2); + 5(611 + 612)1'6]21}

2 2
X [(k% — k3)8;; — ;kli(kl + k) + E(kl + kz)iij:|- (23)
Throughout the paper we use Greek letters for indices w = 0, 1, 2, 3 [with g#” = (1, —1, —1, —1)] and Latin letters for
transverse indices i = 1, 2.

The diagram shown in Fig. 3(b) is obtained by the substitution e 1 tk2y1) — —e=ilkithkaX)L (the different sign comes
from replacing [—oopy, 0], by [0, —cop,],). We get

014019-6
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FIG. 4 (color online). Cut vertex diagrams.

Ky (b)

T g4 a an n'l! nn' / sda ! —
(Tr{UxU;f})Fig_3(a)+(b)=ﬁTr{t U, b U} fant pon't f d*zd*7' Ut Ul ﬁ) — ﬁ) duiiu f a’q,d*q,d%k,d%k,
ei(‘h+qz,x)J__i(QI_klrz)_i(qz_k2v1,)[e_i(kl+k2,x)J_ — e_i(kl+k2,,\')l]

(g1 + q2)*(ky + ko)* (gl + q3u)(k}i + k3u)

2 2
X | (g — 43)8;; — —aqiilay + q2); + =(q1 + q2)i42;
u i

2 2
X [(k% —k3)8;; — ;kli(kl +ky); + E(kl + k2)ik2ji|- (24)

B. “Cut vertex” diagrams

Next, consider the cut vertex diagram in Fig. 4(a). The analog of Eq. (20) has the form

0 0 0 a ~ ~
& [Tar [* au [ avidpn + x)Ap +y DAL WP+ y0)

— oghsfmne f dodBdend B, f PP gk kT e py + qis, @apy + dos, —() + a)pr — (@) + 42)1)

. Q1B(@)0(@)e 01 ((q) + gp)y + 2B+ BIpy ki R Pk + 2R po),

(a) + ay)(By + By — i€) [(a; + a)(B) + Ba)s — (q1 + g2)7 + i€]
e ilkithy,y)y U;"bU?/Ce_i(ql_klyz)l_i(‘h_kzl/)L

fdzzd2 7 )
k2(k1a2 + k%al)(alﬂls — q%l +i€)(ayBys — q%l + ie)

Going to variables @ = a; + a,, u = a;/«a and taking residues at 8, + B, = 0 and B; = =L, we get

g3ﬁ dtf_ duf dv(AS(tpy + x )AL (up, + y )AL (up +y1))

(25)

eilaitanx) L —ilki +hy,y) L —ilg1 —ki.2) L —i(g2—k2,2) 1

(g1 + @)} (g1 + qdu)ki (k}ia + k3u)

2(ky, 1) 2(ky, g2) i
X <k1 + l—llpz) (kz + ;T;lp2> (g1 + @) 1\ T aup, + q1, @iipy + ga1, —ap; — (g1 + q2)1)
" v

g4 cda (1 ) X , , ) )
sl [ o [ Cadadhdt, [ apzvzuy

aus
(26)
and therefore
A A gt t [cda [1 .
<Tr{UxU)1;}>Fig.4(a) = _i_zfmna Tr{t“UxtthUy}ﬁ ;/(‘) dulzufd2k1d2k2d2Q1JZQ2fd2ZdZZIU§nbU;rL
% (a1 —a3)d;; —2q1:(q1 + q2); + 2(q1 + 42):92, kyiky;
(91 + 92)* (g1 + g5u) ki (kT + Kyu)
X eilartaax) L —ilki+ko,y) L —ilg1—ki2) 1 —ilg2—kp2')1 (27)
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age

FIG. 5 (color online). Another type of diagram with two gluon-
shockwave intersections.

where we have used the formula

aus

2(ky, q1) 1 2(k, q2) 1 _
<k1 + A P2> <k2 + 762”_”2 Pz) (g1 + @) LAT#"Maup, + qi1, iip; + g2y, —ap; — (g1 + q2)1)
" v

2 2
= kukzj[((ﬁ —q3)8;; — ;%i(ﬁll +q2); + E(QI + Clz)i%/} (28)

following from Eq. (22).

The contribution of the diagram shown in Fig. 4(b) differs from Eq. (27) by the substitution e~k Tk2¥)1 — =itk tkox),
and by changing the order of *, 1 matrices. [Similarly to the case of Fig. 3(b), this prescription follows from replacing
[—oopy, 0], by [0, p, ], but now we consider the second term of the expansion in the gauge field.] We get

oA 4 d I
(THO O kg are = —iny | o | duin | @kdhod®qdqy | L2d2 U U
27 Jo a Jo <
(@3 — a3 —2q1(qy + q2); + 2(q1 + 92)iq2; kyikyj
(g1 + 612)2(61%51 + ‘I%”) ﬁk%(k%ﬁ + k%”)
X ei(ql +qa.)1 —ilq —kly:)l—i(qz—kzyz/)Lfmna Tr{ta Ux[tctbe—i(/q +ko ) + tbtce—i(kl-*-kz,y)][j;}' (29)

X

There is another type of diagram with two gluon-shockwave intersections shown in Fig. 5,

0 0 0 a ~ ~
¢ [Tar [ au " avidzp) + x)Aups +x)Aswpy + 3.0

4 2, g2/ rmbnc dzkldzkz 2 2 mna
= 2g sfdaldaﬂ‘,@ldﬂzfd zd z UZ UZ' f k2k2 fd qld qzﬁ(al)ﬂ(az)f
172

X TrMNaypy + q1, azpy + qo, — (@) + a)py = (g1 + gp) e D3 Hilzxmumithix=a, ~ilky =2,

2y, q1) 2ky, )
[(g1 + g2)1 +2(B1 + B2)p2la ki + qusl Lpoy ko fxzqf + P2y
(al + a)(By + By —ie)l(a; + ay)(By + Ba)s — (g1 + g2)7 + i€] 01,315 g7, T i€ ayBas — g5, t i€

(30)

2
Taking residues at 8, + B, = 0 and at 8, = aq—l’s and going to variables @ = a; + a, and u = a,/«a, we get

00 0 0 ~ A AL
g3] dtj du] dv(AS(tp, + x )AL (up, + x1)AS(vp, +y)1))

ei@x=2a) 1 +ilgrx—2") —ilki,x—=2) L —ilky,y=2') 1 2(qy, ky) | pa\M
— ki + ’7>
kik3(q1 + g2)*(agi + ug3 <

famnj;) a [ dufd‘qudz 2d2k d2k2UmbUnc

2(g2, ky) 1 po\¥ _
X (kz + T) (g1 + @)'T yalaup, + gy, aiipy + g2, —apy — (g1 + q2)1)

sau

i(q,x—2) 1 Tilga,x—2') —ilky,x—2)y —ilky,y—2) 1

4
— 8 amn /Ud_a [1 dufd‘z dZ dzk d2k UmbUnce
22" | a o NEDRERETRTTEY K33 (g, + q2)X(agd + ugl

2 ) .
X [(qﬁ —q3,)8" — ~di(q1 T @) + =l + 612)151£i|k1ik2j (31
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and therefore

4
T T r g amn O'da’ ! —i — —1 — ! mm' 1 an’
<Tr{UxU;}>Fig.5 — lﬁf ﬁ) ;j; dudeZdZZ/fJZqIJZqZfd2k1d2kze (q1=k1,2) L —i(q2 kz,Z)LUZ UZ/

eilartaax) L —ilky,x) L —i(ks,y) 1 5 25 2 2 kliij
X — —Zg(g. + g+ a).a. | LT
(g + Q2)2(q%12 T q%u) [(‘11 95) i, q1i(q ‘12)1 7 (g1 ‘12)1421} k%k%
X Tr{t*U, " 1" U} (32)

where again we have used formula (28).
The sum of the contributions (24), (29), and (32) can be represented as follows:

<TY{U x U ;r }>Fig. 3+Fig. 4+Fig. 5 = <Tf{0 U T}>Fig 6( 1)+ (1) + (V) + (VID) +(IX)

=ﬁ daf duuude zd?z ']dqudzqudzk dzk e_l(ql—kl D1—ilga—k, /)lUmm
T

l(fh Tq2.01L

(q1 + g2)* (g% + q3u)

/ 2
xygir femn Tr{t“ [(CI% —q3)6;; — ECIU(QI +q)); + 5(611 + 612)542/}

b bt (e ik +ho )L — e—l(kl"'kz‘h) 5 5 2 2
XU [t fomn U + k)2 (% T ) [(/ﬁ —k3)d;; _;kli(kl + ky); +E(k1 + k2)ik2j:|
t”/tm/e*i(kl Tho)L e*l‘(kl,x)i —i(kyy) 1 L tm’tn’efi(k] +kyy)1
— Ak ko — L L — | A 33
i 21( ak2(k2a + Ku) ki ak2(k2a + Ku) ﬂ ‘} ©3)

If we add contributions of the diagrams with the gluon on the right side of the shockwave attached to the Wilson line at the
point y instead of x [which differs from Eq. (33) by the substitution /(179291 — —il@174023)1] we obtain

A A 2 o da 1 . . / / /
<Tr{UxUj}>Fig.6(I)+(II)+...+(X)Z%‘[O ;]0 duﬁu]d2zdzz’fd2q1d2q2 /d2k1d2kze—l(fh—kl,Z)J_—l(flz—kz,z)J_ U;nm U?,n

amn a(ei((h+q2,x)l — ei(‘hﬂlz'y)l) 5 25 2 )
X it — —Zg..(g + 4+ = + (s
f { (41 +q2)2(q%ﬁ+q%u) [(ql QZ) ij qul(ql Q2)] ﬁ(fh f]z);‘]zj}
, ,(e_’(k \Fkyx) e—t(k +ks, y)L) 2 2
XU [,bfbm n PR [(1@ —k3)8;; — ;kl,.(kl +ky); + E(kl + kz),-kzj}
1 2 1 2
o milkithky X)L il —ilk )y gt ik TRy y) L
— dikyiky; - e+ 2L T 34
: 2f< Wk (K2 + iBu) Ak Wk + Ku) )} )} G4

The result (34) can be obtained from the self-energy contribution (24) by the replacement of the term corresponding to the
emission of the two gluons via the three-gluon vertex

tbfbm’n’ (e” itk +hox)y — pilky o, Y)J_)
(ky + ko) (k3ii + k3u)

2 2
[(k% —k3)8;; — ;kli(kl + k) + E(kl + kz)ikzj}

with a similar contribution containing the ‘““effective vertex”

(e—i(k 1 tkyx) — e_i(k1+k2»y)J_)
(ki + kp)*(kfii + k3u)

o mitkithoX) 1 pmitkix) ity s ei(k1+k2,y)l>

1.0 1ol 2 2
S™ (ky, kyy x, y) = 12 fomn |:(k% —k3)8;; — ;kli(kl +ky)j + ﬁ(kl + k2)ik2ji|

m n'

— "t )
k3 (k3 + k3u) iiuk3k3 k3 (k3 + k3u)

- 4ik1,-k2j< (35)

It can be demonstrated that the sum of the contributions of Figs. 6 (I),. .., V), (XD),.. ., (XVI) can be obtained from the
self-energy contribution (24) by replacing the gluon vertex

ellaitarL — oilaitary)L)

( 2 2
(@ pamn — 28 —Zqii(q1 + q2); + =(q1 + 92):iq2; 36
@+ qz)z(q%ﬁ T q%u) [(611 612) » q1i(q, 42), 7 (g1 %);llzj} (36)
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o Vi) . (Vi g (i) o (1X)

o) ’ ) ‘ oav) 4 xv)

o (XVill) o (XIX) . (XX)

¢ (XX1) ¢ (Xxin) . (XXill) M (XX1V) ¢ (Xv)

(XXXI) M (XXXII) . (XXX ‘ (XXXIV)

FIG. 6 (color online). Diagrams with two cuts.
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with a similar effective vertex

(ei(ql tax)1 — pilg +qz,yh)

(g1 + g2)X (g3 + q3u)

ta amn

2 2
[(CI% —q3)6;; — ;%i(% + q2); + E(fh + C]z)th;}

(37)

) tmt"ei(’h‘*ﬂh,xh ei(q],x)l +i(g2y)1 t”tmei(‘h""h'y)i
+4“11i‘12j<— o g Mt s >
iqi(qii + qsu) iuqiq; iuqi(qii + qzu)

Note that (35) is equal to ST""(g,, ¢; x, y). Let us consider now the box diagram topology shown in Figs. 6 (XVII)—
(XXXIV). The calculation of these diagrams is similar to the above calculation of cut self-energy and cut vertex diagrams,
so we present here only the final result:

2
A A g oda (1 _ i — i
<Tr{UxU;r}>Fig. 6(XVID + ..+ (XXXIV) =2—772ﬁ ;j;) duuu[dzzdzZ'[67261167242[dzk1d2k2€ (@1 ~ki2) L =i~ ka2

, , i@ taxx)y 1 ei(@itanx) L ei(aux) L +ilgy) L
X gmmn U:’l/n Tr{[ql'qZ(_ _ _ - — "
¢ P \agi(gin + q3u) - ugi(qia + qu) iuqiq;
eilauy) L +ilgx) L 1 ei(@itany)L M ei@itany)L
e e ey
iuqiq; iqi(qia + q3u)  uqgd(gia + qiu)
tn’tm’e—i(k, +ko,x) | tm’tn’e—i(kl +ko,x) | e_i(klrx)l —i(ky,y) L ,
X U,| ky:ky; — g
[ ! 2f< Wk (i + Ku)  uk3(ka + Ku) ik} i
e_i(kzxx)i —i(ky,y) L ., tm’tn’e—i(k] +koy) L t”' l‘m,e—i(kl +kyy) 1 "
_ ol m . 38
auk? i3 ak2(Ka + KBu)  uky(Ba + Ku) ﬂ ’} (58)

This expression agrees with the sum of ““box topology” diagrams in Ref. [11].

Now we observe that each three-gluon vertex diagram is equal to its own cross diagram (the same cannot be said for box
diagrams). Thus we may redefine the effective vertex (35) in the following way:

Sm’n’(k k- x ) o tbfbm/"/ (e_i(k1+k2’x)l — e_i(kl+k2vy)l)
1» *25 ,y (kl +k2)2(k%l/_t+k%u)

2 2
[(k% — k)8, = —kilky + ko) + = (ky + kz)f’%}

tn’tm’e—i(k1+k2,x)l tm’tn’e—i(k]+k2,xn e—i(kl,x)ri(kz,yn .y e_i(kzyX)L_i(kl,y)L L
— i2kyikoj| —55- PPl Yoy 2N — 1212 = — 1212 e
iky(kta + ksu) uks (ki + ksu) aukiks aukiks
! o ik tho,y) ) o ik HQJ’)L)

_l’_
uk} (k3 + k3u)  uk3(Ki + kau)

(39)

which corresponds to writing each contribution of the three-gluon vertex diagrams as a sum of two equal terms.

A similar expression can be written for the effective vertex (37), and therefore the sum of all diagrams with two gluon-
shockwave intersections can be written as

A A 2 d 1 : : ! ! !
<TI‘{UxU;}Fig.6 :é v/;)gzaﬁ) dl/ll,—tu[dzdeZ/[dﬂq]d?qz[d2kld2kze*l(q1*kl,z)lfl(qz*kz,z)lUgnm U?/"

X Tr{[SY" (g1, q23 % Y)UJS™™ (ky, ka3 x, y) UL T, (40)

Separating the contributions of different color structures, one obtains
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cda 1d
(Te{0, 01}y 6 = 8 f @ ] ! /d2 & ’fdqud‘zqudzk Brur' yn’
7T

(el @rX)FilaxX) — x s y) [(41 — qiaud;; — 2iq,(q, + q2); + 2ulgy + ¢2):92;

X Tr{tafamn

(g + q5u) (g1 + ¢2)?
ql(z]‘h/ + i LII;LI2ji| _ lafamn qléQij (ei(q1,X)+i(q2,Y’) — e y)
1 2 1492
+ i{lm, l”}qléq? (ei(lI1:X) — ei(ql,Y))(ei(qz,X’) — ei(qz,Y’))}
192
w Uit pomi (e kX =iloX) — x s y) P (KT — KB)iiud;; — 2itky;(ky + ky); + 2ulky + ky)iko;
* (K3 + k3u) (ky + ky)?
_ kllkZJ + ﬁkliij bfbm’ fkllkZI( =ik, X)=ilkp,Y) _ 4 y)
k2 k% k3 k2
g’ kiiky; —i(ky, X kY)Y (p—ilko, X! —i(ky, Y’
—z{t’”,t”}ka (e7 ki X) — i) (gm itk X) — o =ilhe, ))} “v
12
This result agrees with Ref. [11].
Performing the Fourier transformation
i i q1i92j
d‘qud‘zqzel((]wf])Jrl((hvxz) _—/
f qi(qii + g5u)
2
_ X1iXo; P, gy i) 8iiat — 43) —2q1i(qr + @); + 2(q1 + 42)iq;
425 (ux? + uxz) (g1 + ¢2)* (g% + q3u)
—(xf = x3)8;; +2(x; — xp)ixy + 2x1,(x; — xy);
_ 1 2 : X1 ’ 2)iX2, 1i\Xg 2)j 42)
4 (xl — %)% (ux? + iix3)
we get
az 2 1 Tbb rrec! a fabe (ZX‘ZV) XM’TXZ; B %ﬁ XlY]/
dl —(TdU, 0t s DFig 6 = Py duuu zd*7/U" U Tr{t f |: X ey (x<—>y)i|
X;; X; X! XX
{ﬂ) [L} X Yi X_]/ _ le ta fa’b’ o 7 Z) + sz - uX’z/ . XZYJI B (x - y)
au \ X2 Yv2)\x? Y2 uX? + uX"? aux’y”
ey x, Yo X. Y
e R
au \X> Y?)\x? y”?

where we introduced the notations

2 2 2 2
=(X*—X7)8; + =z — )X + = Xi(z — 2);, Y= —Y?8;+=(z—2)Y;+-Y(z—12);. (44
7w i 7w i

[

contribution. Indeed, the operator form of the evolution
C. Subtraction of the (LO)? contribution equation for the color dipole up to the next-to-leading order

It is easy to see that result (43) for the sum of the looks like

diagrams in Fig. 6 diverges as u— 0 and u— 1. If we d o o o

put a lower cutoff a > o’ on the « integrals, we would get dn Tr{U, U1} = Kio TH{U, U} + Ko Tr{U, U} (45)
a contribution ~In? % coming from the region a, > a; >

o (or a; > a, > (r’ ) which corresponds to the square of ~ where 1 = Ino. Our goal is to find Ky o by considering
the leading order BK kernel rather than to the NLO kernel. the Lh.s. of this equation in the external shockwave back-
To get the NLO kernel we need to subtract this (LO)>  ground so
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(KxLo Tr{Ux U

d IN
; }>shockwave = % <TI‘{ Ux U; }> shockwave

- <KLO TI‘{ Ux 0; }>sh0ckwave'
(46)

The subtraction (46) leads to the [ :|+ prescription for the
terms divergent as - (and s1m1larly — [ 1+ for the con-
tribution divergent as u— 1). Here we define [1], in the

usual way,
|

 du

d*zd?Z UL U

B 47

. ufabc
+ a'b'c T 19
f r{( uY? + ay"”
1

_l’_
X2(uY? + aY"?)

Tr{(fabcta + i{lb, tc})Uxfa’b’c’ta’ U; + tafachx(fa’b’c’ta’ _

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 77, 014019 (2008)

[faurft] = [ al@=10,

[[ausf] = [ a0

To illustrate this prescription, consider the divergent
terms in Eq. (43) proportional to (X, Y)(Y’',z —zZ') or
X, Y)Y, z—-2),

(47)

X, VY, z—-7)
(Z _ Z/)ZY/z
ufa’b’c ta

1
X | ————=5 | [P Tr{ U, —5——=5
[uX2+ﬁX’2 [f r{ X(uYZ

2 L, t”’}> UJ}

] /
W{zb, tC}) U U }}

{1 U)T}}

o u :

4

1 ﬂfa/blcll‘a/
X | ————s | [Tt} —1U, [ —5———s +
|:uX2 + X" [f { "<(uY2 + iY"?)

#{tb, t"}) Ut U}H

Tr{(_fubc @+ i{tb, tc}) Uxfa'b’c’ ta’ UT

aY: Y/fabc
+ a'b'c’! T —a
/ r{( uY? + ay”

1
_l’_
X(uy* + ay"?)

(Z _ Z/)ZYZ

i e T
gt }>Uy}

— 1@ fabey (U + i, 1 hUY }} (48)

Note that the second term is equal to the first one after the replacement u «— i, 7 < z’ and b — ¢, b’ = ¢'.

It is convenient to return back to the notation «; and a, =

da2

—<Tr{U Ufp =

277'

% ag
Cl’]}(2 + CY2X/2

o o abcta
+ fabe Ty —2‘f S+
CYIY +O{2Y/

n 2io
Xz(a] Y2 + azY/z)

The corresponding term in K o Tr{U, U ;f }is [see Eq. (4)]

4o (x y—2)
S dZZ—
? (x — 2%y — 2)*
X TH{rU LU Te{ U2 0T (50)

KLO TY{UXU;} = -

The relevant term in the “matrix element”
(K10 Tr{U, UT}> 1n the external shockwave background
comes from U,, U taken in the leading order in «; (so

d2 d2 IUbb/Ucc

a fa/blcl ta/
|:fabc Tr{ta Ux( 1 —

o —

(XY, z-2)
(z — 7)2Y"

i ! !
{1, o
a,Y? + a,Y"? A }> y}

i b 4 a it
?{t,t}>Uxt UyH

TP U, f9V 19 Ul — e fabey '€ Ut }}. (49)

[
that U, — U,, U} — Ul) and U.® U;r taken in the first
order in ay,

daz Z y - Z/)
U.eUy~—-= d*?
o 0h~ =2 [T [
X (U, ® t'Uf + Ut ® UL 1)U, (51)

or vice versa: U, — U,, U, — U, and
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. od
(0t @ f i f &7 ,)2( ))2 (vt e Ul + Ul @ ' UH U (52)
v -

Here we have used the leading order equations for Wilson lines with arbitrary color indices [4,15]. Substituting Eqs. (51)
and (52) in Eq. (50) we obtain

X, VY, z—2)
X2Y2Y/2(Z _ Z/)2
X TH{(if"' 10U ' UY — ifeberv '+ uhut? v, (53)

2
_ 2a; (oda,
)

(Kpo Tr{U, U} d*zd?7

From Eq. (46) we get
ocda, / (X, Y)(YI, Z— ZI)
(Z _ Z/)Zyl2
o ‘ o fa’b’c/ ta’ i .
X [ [f””‘ Tr{t“Ux<1 Al })U}T}

CY1X2 + a2X/2 a1Y2 + ClelZ

. a fubctu i ,
+ fave Tr{<7l + it t"})Uxt“ Ul H

<KNLO Tr{Ux ) y ddeZZIU?h/ U;’L

27"

a1Y2 + azle
2io 130 Al
+ Tr lclbU a'ble ta — ¢ uch lh l‘( U
X*(a,Y? + a,Y?) { «f ! '}
2&’ cda (X Y)(Y/ Z— Z/) RPN / . . ] Il
=2 | 2 VY R Tr{i 10U ' UT — ifeberev ' U U U

d XY,z -7
= a_s4 Tu dZZd2z/Ufb UC,C ( )( < < )
27% Jo @ <

(z — )27
" , 2u 2
X [fabc‘fa“ Tr{r"U 1 U;r}[( X2 + aX?)uy? + uY’z) - XZYZ}
el }f T 00
X Tr{{e?, 13U 2 Uy + = [ﬁ ;JTr{tCth faveul — fafabCU"tb/tC/U;}} 9

which corresponds to the [L—%L prescription (47) (the same prescription was used in Ref. [11]). Note that the “plus™
prescription (47) is a consequence of the “rigid” cutoff |a| < o (17); with the “smooth” cutoff (6) we would get different
results—see Appendix B.

D. Assembling the result for 1 — 3 dipoles transition

There are four color structures in the r.h.s. of Eq. (43). Three of them reduce to

fabepat'e gt g Tefre U 1@ Uy = L 1e{U, Uy U U TH{U, U} - Ao vl U Ut UL UTY + (2 o 2,
ifeeutt U Tr(reu {7, YUt = —tre{u oy o Ul (U, U + Ao vl vt o, Ul - (2 - 2, (55)
if " U U Te({it, 13U, UY) = S T{U UN TH{U U UL U} +  T{U, VT 00T U.UTY = (2 = 2).

We will not need the explicit form of the fourth color structure U% Ut Te({r, YU {1, YUY 1) since it is multiplied by
the pure LO? integral [4% = [du 4 [dtand does not contribute to the NLO kernel.
Performing mtegratlon over u and using the prescription (47), after some algebra we get
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| X, XX XX XY )
fduuﬁ[ 1_ < vy ) ">—_ —J —(xHy)}
0

uX? + aX?\(z— )  uX® ax”? auX*y”?

1 X2Y2 + XY — 402z — 72 | XPY” (x — y)* ! 1
- (Z _ Z1)4 |:_4 +2 X2Y/2 _ X/2Y2 1nxl2Y2:| <X2Y/2 _ X12y2 |:X2yl2 + Y2xl2:|
N x—yr 1 1 | X2y”? s6
z— 27| x3Y? X°y? ay2 (56)

and

| I X; XX XXy XY X, Yy/X, Y
]0 du[qu + X" <(z —7)? - uX? X’2> aux’y? (= y)KF B W)(F Y’2>

()C _ y)4 X2y/2 (x _ y)Z 1 1 XZy/Z
IX2y2x2yn Mxizy? 2z — )2 [Xzy/z X/zyz} ay?

(57)

so the two-cut contribution (43) reduces to

d . az‘ 4 XZylZ + Xl2y2 _ 4(x _ y)2(Z _ Z/)Z
—(TH{0, 01 g 6 = —— | d22d?2!| 1 - +(2
dT]< r{ X y}>F1g. 6 167T4 f 2a~z |:{ (Z _ Z/)4 ( (Z _ ZI)4[x2yl2 _ X12Y2]

(x — y)* 1 1 (x—y)27 1 1 X%y"”?
+ XZyIZ _ Xl2y2 |:X2Y/2 + Y2Xl2i| + (Z _ Z/)2 |:X2Y12 - X/2y2i|>lnxl2yz}

X [T{U U} Te{U U}y T{U, U} — Te{U Ul U, uf U, Ul

(x — )’)4 (x — J’)2 1 1 X?y” t t t
" {— A (xzyfz + YzX,z)}lnX,z - THU UT THU, U T, U,,}} (58)

This result agrees with the 1 — 3 dipoles kernel calculated in Ref. [11].

E. Subtraction of the UV part

The integral in the r.h.s. of Eq. (58) diverges as z — z/. It is convenient to separate the divergent term by subtracting and
adding the contribution at 7 = z’:

T{U Ul T{U, Ut} U, Uy - T{u Ut u, Ul o oty
= [T{u vl {u Ul T{U, Ufy - ™{u vl vl uly - (@ - 9] + [N U Uy U, Ul - T, U (59)

For the last line in the r.h.s. of Eq. (58) the subtraction is redundant since

x—y* [ (x—y?/ 1 1 X*y”
fdzzl{_ X2y2x2y?2 + z—7) <X2Y/2 + YZX’2>}1HX’2Y2 =0 (60)

The easiest way to prove this is to set y = 0 and make an inversion x — 1/%, so the integral (60) reduces to

fd” G-2i-2) , G-2" 61)

n
P72 (x-7)?

Thus, we obtain
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d - a? - X2Y? 4+ X2y —4(x — y)*(z — 2))?
——(T{U, U1 Vpig 6 = | d*2d?Z/| |~ +12
an Um0 = 15 ] e [( @—2)" { (z— 2y X272 — X277

(x—y)* 1 1 (x—y?r 1 1 X?y”?
X2yl2 _ X/2Y2 |:X2Y/2 + YZx/2:| (Z _ ZI)Z |:X2Y/2 - X/2Y2i|}lnX/2Y2>
X [T{U, U}y (U, U} T{u, Uy — T{U Ut U, Ul U Ul = (27 = 2)]
—_ )4 — )2
+_§x y) +(x y) 1 N 1 lnXY
X Y/Zx/2y2 (Z _ Z/)Z X2yl2 Y2x/2 X/ZyZ
2

T{U, U T{U U} T{U, U]

e fdzz[N Tr{U, U T{U, Uty — Tr{U, U }]
5, 4 X2yl2 + X/2Y2 _ 4()( _ )])2(Z _ Z1)2 (x _ y)4 1 1
X fd Z |:_ (Z _ Z/)4 + {2 (Z _ ZI)4[x2y/2 _ X/2Y2] + XZy/Z _ X/2Y2 |:X2yl2 + Y2Xl2i|
x—y)?r 1 1 X2y”
T | e vy |y | (62)
(z—72)* | X?Y X7Y X<y

The first term is now finite while the second term contains the UV-divergent contribution which reflects the usual UV
divergency of the one-loop diagrams. To find the second term we use the dimensional regularization in the transverse space
andsetd, = 2 — €. Because the Fourier transforms (42) are more complicated at d | # 2, it is convenient to return back to
Eq. (40) and calculate the subtracted term in the momentum representation. The calculation is performed in Appendix A,
and here we only quote the final result (B3),

d A a2 4 X2yl2 + X/2Y2 _ 4(X _ y)Z(Z _ Z/)2
——(Tr{U, U1 h; d*zd*7 +12
d77< I'{ X y}>F1g. 6 1647 T 4 f z |:< ( 7 — Z1)4 { (Z _ ZI)4[x2yl2 _ XIZyZ]

(x — y)* 1 1 (x—y)327 1 1 X2y”?
XZylZ _ X12y2 |:X2Y/2 + Y2X12i| + (Z _ Z/)2 |:X2Y/2 o X/2y2i|}1nxl2y2>
x [Tr{u Uit (U, Ut} U, Uy - T{U Ut UL UL UL UTY - (2 = 2)]
—_ )4 _ 2 2y
+{_ (x—y) +(x y) < 1 N 1 )}IHXY

T{U, US} T{U, Ul Tr{U, U )]

X2Y12xl2y2 (Z _ Z/)Z XZYIZ Y2xl2 X/ZyZ
alN, (x—y)?ri1r . x2y? 67 w? " " 1 "
— fdz - [? Nt g ?}[Tr{UXUZ}Tr{UZUy} N Tr{UXUy}}
(63)

where u is the normalization scale in the MS scheme. It is worth noting that the d;, = 2 — € regularization in the
transverse space is independent of the (rigid or smooth) cutoff in the longitudinal direction.

IV. DIAGRAMS WITH ONE GLUON-SHOCKWAVE INTERSECTION
A. “Running-coupling” diagrams

The relevant diagrams are shown in Fig. 7 (plus permutations). Let us start from the sum of the diagrams in Figs. 7(a) and
7(b). It has the form

f du[ dv(AS(up, + x )AL (vp, + Y 1))Fig 7(a)+(b)

da apap' g+ 2 q)l P dy(k— k)
— 2N Ik d‘Zk/ ql jd2 Uab i(qx—z)1 —ilk,y—z)1 j f ]
Bk ] L —ie| (k? + 16)2 (k k') + ie

dVV k IS
X D= a)py + (k= K)oy + Ky, —apy — k) ) (1 2y s
(k + 2sz)y(q + 20 o) g dE(K) — dP(K)
X (@ —=a)py +(k—=FK)y,a'py + kK, —ap —k;)—2 7 +Mie)2 K . } (64)
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FIG. 7 (color online). Running-coupling diagrams.

where the first term in the square brackets comes from Fig. 7(a) and the second from Fig. 7(b). We use the principal-value
prescription for the 1/’ terms in d,,, (k') in loop integrals.

To regularize the UV divergence we change the dimension of the transverse space to 2 — . After some algebra one
obtains

0 0 N ~
[ [ dvidsiupy + xR R + Vg s
ei(@X) 1 —i(kY), s

a(B —ie)(aBs — kI + i€)*q? 2

=gch,u,zsfdz’skdz’gk’d‘z’sq[dz’Sngb foodafdﬁdﬁl
0

S R e e ey e | R G Rl Ul

X [“ —a2a’ (k)L + K — k C])Li| + 2@“" Dips

PO 720 ) K — kR + (o = 20)BSCR — K )y + (g, )y (k= 2K,k — K)y + (g, ) (6, 2K — K),
Z J_r Z: [a —aza/ (¢ k) Lk k= K) L + (g, 2K — k)L (k k — k)1 + (¢, ) (KT = kD) + (g k — k)L (k 2k — k),

+ (@ = 2a/)(g. k= k)1 Bs + (g, k= K) L (KD = (k = KR) = (g K) L (K, k= K) 1 + (g k = K) 1 (k = k/)i}

a —2alTa —2a'
+ [ - (g, k) (k k)L +(q. 2k — k) (k k)L — (g k) (kk+ k) + (g k) (K,2k — k)|

al

+ (@ = 2a/)(q, K) 1 Bs + (g, K) 1 (k, 2K = ) — (q, K) LKF + (g, k = K) L (K, k = k'n}

a+a o —2a
+ — [(k k) (g k—K) +(q k) (kk—FK)]+[(k—K)] +K*]g by

a— o

_ ) _ 2
+4a(q,k)l|:aa,a+ a i|[3s—4a(q,k)J_[ak_la,+(k fc)l}} (65)

a—a o
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where we have omitted the contribution

1 1 !
d /d lek/ = d4k/ V.p. =0. 66
/ @dp o'(a'B's — K + ie) f K2+ ie UK, py) ©0

. . k2 . . .
Taking residues at 8 = 0 and B8’ = _ and changing to the variable u = %’, we obtain

0 0 N ~
L du [, dv(Ad(up, + x DAL (vpy + 3 1)k 70+ 0)

2 i(gx—z) L —ilky—2)1
_ _&N. , D) A28l 42— f 2— b[”da fl ¢
- - e [ @-aaeka>q [ @ezue 722 [ a

s M [ T)E ) T Jo PR+ (k= kY]

X {—23(21(’ —k k) (g, k' — ku) + (1 — 2u)(k, ¢)2k" — k, k) + (q, k)(k — 2k', k — k') + (g, K')(k, 2k’ — k)

= L2010 = 20l Rk k= K) + 20g, K2 = 2k K) (g, K)]

2 ; 2101 = 2u)(g, (K K) + 2(g, )k — K, k) — 2(q, K)(k — K, )]

- W[(h K)(q, k — k) + (g, K)(k k — K)] + (g, k)[(k — K K2 - 4%2 - 4@}}. (67)
Using the plus prescription (47) to subtract the (LO)? contribution, we get

T U008 Do v = ~203Nop2 [ o] THUUD THUUT) ~ - THU, U]

i(q,X)—i(k,Y) _ ! / — 2
X fdzfngZ—sk/d‘Q—sqe |:((CL 2k k) _ (QJk+ k)) ‘(k k)

k2q2 k/Z (k _ k/)z k/Z
12— e)(g ku — K)(k k — 2K) + 2(q, kK
+ | d . 68
fo ! KIK%a + (k — K)u] } (08)
Next we calculate the diagram shown in Fig. 7(c).
00 0 0 N N ~
¢ [Tar [* au [ avidzp, + DA + AP+ e
. . 0(a) U (k' +2B'p,)
= —Djo* Ibc dadBda'dB dB"d> cqgd? ckd> ek (ig.x—z)) —ilky—z)1 4 L ~
ig' 1" [ dadpaaapap'a-q e S aBs - KT s — k7 b e
% (g1 +2(q. k) 1pa)s (k=K +2B"p,), I#*Xa'py + k', (@ — a')py + (k= K) 1, —ap, — k1) 69)

d(a—a) (a—a)B's—(k—K) +ie (B —ieB +p —ieB—p —p" —ie

There are two regions of integration over the a’s: a > |o/| and a < |a'|. Taking relevant residues, we obtain

4 % (] i(g,X)—i(k,Y) 1 1 ) k'
_ 8 fablIuZS _a d27skd27ak/d27s dzzl Ucl € du (q ) [k/2 + kZ]
272 0 @ q < 0 k2

k”?q*k? i+ (k—k)ul| u
- -2 b k-0 ]+ —— [+ e - wa-nen]  ao
u " ' ’ (k— k)i + Kulu—" ' ' '
where we have introduced the variable u = |a'|/« as usual. After integration over u with the help of Eq. (47), this reduces
to

(k — k')

4 °°da _ _ _ _ ( ,k/)
_%fabl,u}s/; jfdz skd2 ekldz sqfdz GZJ_UEZH: q [k/2+k2]+(q, k/_zk)i|]n k/z

(k= k)2

_ 1.1\2
4 [%[(q, K2 + (g, K)E] + (g, k)} ln(ka) - L ' du (71)

2g, KK, k — k)] el@X)—ilky)
(k=K }

klzﬁ + (k _ kl)2u k/2q2k2
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and therefore

d ~ oot g'N, - + + e sy €@OTIED)
dﬂ <Tr{Uny}>Fig. 70) T T 87T2 e fd 8Z|:Tr{UxU }Tr{U U } - NC Tr{U U }i| fd Skd-k'd SqTQZ
(g k) (g KNK* (g k' =207, (k—K)?* [(gk)  (gk  (gk— k)
X + + In - + +
{|:(k _ k/)Z k/2(k _ k/)2 k/2 :| 1 k/2 |: k/2 (k _ k/)Z kIZ(k _ k/)Z :|
k2 1 (g )(K, k = K)
XIn— —2 | du . 72
Nz f K[k + (k — k’)zu]} 72

Next we calculate the sum of the diagrams in Figs. 7(d)-7(f). The contribution of the diagram shown in Fig. 7(d) is

(Tr{U, 01 Vi 1) = f dada'dBdp f A2 ekd? ek d? e g

fd2—aZUab 4g* u20(a)(q, k) | "4~k = AL Te{se U 1P U}
Cad(B+ B —ie)B—ie)a'B's —k? +ie)aBs — k| +ie)g]
4 i(gx—2) —ilky—2)1
__ & o [rda [1 f 2o, ey g2 /] 2o, gjab (@ K)Le
— =& e [T [V au [ @eqareka ek [ decue
i ] a ]0 ) 1 TRk + k') q?
X Tr{r U, 1€ U} (73)

k2 . .
where we took residues at 8 = ais , B’ = -+ and introduced the variable u = —2. It should be noted that the cutoff & < &

in the r.h.s. of this equation translates into [’ dada’6(o — a — '), while our cutoff (17) corresponds to [§° dada’'6(o —
a)8(o — a'). Fortunately, the difference

o dada’ 1 [(tdv  Kk?+ kv
] —a’(ak’2 D) [0(c — a)0(oc —a') — 0(c —a—a')] = 0 ]0 71 5 T Py (74)

does not contain Ino and hence does not contribute to the NLO kernel. Similarly, one can impose the cutoff a; + a, < o
instead of the cutoff «;, @, < o in other diagrams whenever convenient.
Before calculating the diagrams in Figs. 7(e) and 7(f), it is convenient to make the replacement

fic du [ ® v f ’ tha(u)Ab(v)AC(t)—»% ﬁ)w du f ® dudtAs (AP () A< (1) (75)

which can be performed since the color indices b and ¢ in ...’ ... are contracted. For the diagram in Fig. 7(e) we get
ei(@X) —i(kY),

a' (B —ie)’(k? + ie)

(TH{0, 01 Wpig7e = 28* p2cp Te{tU, 12 U} [ dada'dBdp f P ekd?> ek g f d>ezU

B n B ) 0(a)(k, q) 1
<,8 +pB' —ie B-—pB —ie)alk®+ieq]

= 4g*ucp Tr{1°U 1P U} f dada'dBdp’ f d*ekd? K g0 q f d* 27U i@ X)L itk )L

B 0(a)(k, q) 1

% ad! (B —ie)(a'B's — k? +ie)(B+ B —ie)(B— B —ie) (aBs — K} + i€)g’ (76)
where cp = =-8,8 =Z—2§ata’>0andﬁ’ =8B,8 =%ata’<0,we0btain
o de i@ X)L~k Y,
U0 g 70 = S e’ R R e e et
X f g f d*e (kqQ)l U Te{iU, P UY ). (7
1

The diagram in Fig. 7(f) yields
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1
a/(B—ie)(B —ie)a'B's — k? + ie)

B . . k q)1

x [ @ 2q [ @2zei@d -tk ( U Te{t"U 1112 U]

f qf e alaBs — kK5 +ie)g] ° U, )
j‘ cda ldu

. . k,
X f e e f g f d*ezellar—aitky=2) 7;2](3);2 U T U e U, (78)
1

20(«a)

(Tr{0, 01 Vpig 1) = &* 12 f dadBd> ¢k f da'dpa* ek

Adding Eqgs. (73), (77), and (78) and integrating over u using Eq. (47), we get

d 3 g4NC & —& —& —& —& (q’ k)
%<Tr{UxU;f})pig. 7(d)+(e)+() = —ﬁﬂz fdz qd*~kd* k'[dz Zkzk/zqz

i
X a3 001 Y)[Tr{U UNTHU U - -

c

Tr{U, UT}} (79)

Note that the diagram in Fig. 7(f) does not contribute to the NLO kernel.
The contribution of the last running-coupling diagram shown in Fig. 7(g) has the form

A A 4 00 0 N ~
0,01 g i = = Tl et [P [* awl@tups +x)ALwpy + 1)
0 N A~
xf dtdw{A’(tp; + x )A(wp, + x1)) (80)

where we have again replaced [©  dr [* dwA® (1A (w) by 3 % dtdwAP(1)A¢(w). Using Eq. (11) we get

.4 /
NN ig Pi B 1
T Ty =2 Triry e T ad da'dB
< r{Uny}>F1g, 7(g) = I'{ Ux Uy} pJ_ U pJ_ y @ 18 a/(ﬁ/Q + 62) X CYIB/S _ pi + i€ X
4 1 cda da'
= g—2 Tr{t“Uxtbtfth;f}< p’ yad £L p’ y)(x — x> —a—a, (81)
2 pJ_ pJ_ ri 0 o «

which is obviously a (LO)? term which does not contribute to the NLO kernel.

Combining expressions (68), (72), and (79) we get

d Aot 2 2 2— t t t 2—e 32— 2— ellaX)=iky)
(00 g 5 = ~22N, % f P [Tr{U UhTH{U. U} }—N (U, U} }} f N

k2 N k2 , ( _k/)2

n f (2 —&)(q, ku — k') (k, k — 2k') + 2(q, k)k? n |: (g, k') N (g, K')k? n (g k' — 2k)}
0

klzﬁ + (k _ k/)2 (k _ k/)z kIZ(k _ k/)2 k/2
(k=K)? 1@k  (gk | (gk=K)K ! (g, (K, k — K)
X In - + + In——-2{ d
n k/2 |: k/Z (k _ k/)Z kIZ(k k/) i| k/2 / u klz[klzb_t + (k _ k/)2u]
2(q, k) | k*
e W}

oilgX)=ilkY)
TqQ
% {lnk—z 3(q, kK')k* — 4(q, k)(k, k') N fl du 2 — &)(g, ku — k')(k, k — 2k') + 2(q, k)k?
K2 K2k k) 0 K% + (k — K)2u]
_ /1 du Z(QJ k)(li k — k/) }
o K?K?u+ (k— K)u]l

1
= —2a2N, u% f d“z[Tr{UxUzT yTr{U, U} - N Tr{U, U} }} / a>ekd? K d? g

(82)
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X

R (XXVI) (XXVII) ST xxvin)

FIG. 8 (color online). The full set of running-coupling diagrams.
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Using the integral over &/,

L [3(g, KR — 4(q, k)(k, K') U (2= e)(q ku — K)(k k — 2K') + 2(q, kK2
f @ kl{ K2k — k)2 In W - f du 1[0 + (k — K)2u]

o 2Ag Wk — k) (g, k) (T(/2) T2 1 =911 727 . 1
Jo e vl s lwr e als 6l

%
one reduces the r.h.s. of Eq. (82) to

d . N 1 Lk
C(THO, 0 P 7 = — e [ &2 T{U UN TH{U.Uf} = — Tr{U, U} [ Fekareqeita-ien L 1)
dn ’ 2 ’ N, k*g?
I(g/2) T*(1 =911 w7 1
X ——&— |+t 83
{(18)8/2 I'2-e) [ 3 ° 6} 9} (83)
Next we subtract the counterterm
22 a2N 1 Lk
28T e | e (U UNYTHUL UL — — THU US| | d2eqd?ekeie0-itn 22 5 (9. (84)
3 mwe ' N, q*k?
corresponding to the poles 1/ in the loop diagrams in Fig. 7 (we use the M S scheme). We obtain
d . @3N,
%<Tr{U}CUj,}>Fig,7 = ] 4?7 [Tr{U uhyt{u, Ui} - F Tr{U, U} }}
k) (11 = u? 67 >
X A2 ekd2 ek g2 ¢ i(g,X)—i(ky) X ™/ (q’ il 1 210 85
f a¢ 3 k2 9 3 5

The complete set of running-coupling diagrams is presented in Fig. 8.

The contribution of the diagrams in Figs. 8 (VII)—(XII) differs from Eq. (85) by the replacement ¢/¢X) — ¢/(¢¥) and sign
change. There is also a symmetric set of diagrams (XIII)—(XXIV) obtained by the reflection of diagrams (I)—(XII) with
respect to the x, axis. The result is obtained by the substitution e ~{®X) « ¢~i&Y) "and therefore the contribution of all
diagrams in Fig. 8 takes the form

a’N,
2

d A
%<TI{UXU;}>Fig. B(D) +..+ (XXIV) = fdz [TT{U uhyt{u, Ui} - Tf{U UT}}

C
. . » o (g )11 w2 67 7P
271 4211 42 i(g.X) _ ,i(q,Y) itk,X) — ,—i(kY) T nE 4+ ===
X[d‘kdkdq[e '@V e e ]k22{31k2 5 3}. (86)
The remaining diagrams (XXV)—(XXVIII) contribute only to the (LO)?. We have shown this for diagram (XXVII)
[Fig. 7(g)]; see Eq. (81). The diagram in Fig. 8 (XXV) is obtained from Eq. (81) by the replacement x < y, and the
diagrams (XX VI) and (XXVIII) by replacing (x| £ U £ |y)(x| - [x) by (x] £ U L |x)(y| - ly) and (y] 2 U L |y) (x| -4 |x),
Py Pl ry L L ry Pl L
respectively. Thus, diagrams (XXV)—(XXVII) do not contribute to the NLO kernel.
There is another set of diagrams obtained by the reflection of diagrams shown in Fig. 8 with respect to the shockwave
line. Their contribution is obtained from Eq. (86) by the replacement g « k in the logarithm, so the final result for the sum
of all running-coupling diagrams of Fig. 8 type has the form

aiN,
2

d A
i (00 D s o = f &z [Tr{U UNTHU.US) - = ! tru, Ui}}

c

4 2
fa"zkdzk’dzq[e’(q 0 gilan e ithn) — pian] @K k){“ P B4 ZL}

a3 "R 9 3

2N,
=< de [Tr{U v U, Uf} - N

(x—y)?ri1 ., X?y* 134 277 1101 17 X?
X — I+ ———-" |+ | = In
{ X?y? [3 w9 3 } 3 [X2 YZ} Yz}

Lo, }}

(87)
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a,

X. Xy

FIG. 9 (color online). 1 — 2 dipoles transition diagrams.

B. Diagrams for 1 — 2 dipoles transition

There is one more class of diagrams with a one gluon-shockwave intersection shown in Fig. 9. These diagrams are UV
convergent so we do not need to change the dimension of the transverse space to 2 — . First we calculate the diagrams
shown in Figs. 9(a) and 9(b).

(0,0 g sy = AT UL 0UT} [ 702 [ danaBrdasdy [ @tk ehpe it

§hdac Steyad ) )
% : z __+ : z : }0(6{ )]d2 ei@x—2) 1 +ilk,2) 1
[(,31 —i€)(By + B, —ie) (B, —ie)(By + B, — ie) ! 1
(g1, k1)1 i

a)(a;Bis — k3| +ie)g] ar(ayBys — k3| + ie)
4
— & ey vty [z [T [Nau (@ erar ke o iw,
? * o a Jo

bdyrac abydc
% 0 % + o % fdzqei(q,x*z)i +ilk,z) | +i(k,x) | (CI, k)l
Ka(k2a + k%u)  K*u(k2a + k"%u) el

4 %0
= & meutenuty (@ [T a2 kd* k' d*q (@0 -tk ity
77.2 x y 0« q2

3chad _ 5deac k2
P “ln (88)
k k/2 k/2

X

and therefore

d AA g*N. 1
T 0 g oo = =575 [ <] THUUDTHUUT) - - Te(w,0] |

(@ K) g ity + i1 1 K
X fJZkJZkIJZqWe (g.x—2)=ilky—2) +i(k'.x—y), lnﬁ' (89)
The contribution of the diagrams shown in Figs. 9(c) and 9(d) is obtained from Eq. (89) by the replacement x < y in the
left part of the graph and the sign change so that e~ K0—9+ik.x=y)  — p=ik(x=2)=ik'x=y) The sum of the diagrams in
Figs. 9(a)-9(d) takes the form
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P N
E(Tr{UxU;f e s = ~ 7 2

Z[Tr{uxu VTe{U.Uf) - ' o }}

k2

fdzkdzk/d»z q(q’k) 1(qx z)(eft(ky 7)) —i(k,x—y), _x‘_’y)lnkzz'

(90)
The next relevant diagram is shown in Fig. 9(e),

00 0 0 ~ ~ A~
gSﬁ) du [7 dv fi d{A%(up, + )AL (vp, + 0)AS(1p, + Y)Fig 9(e)

0(a; + az)bed(kl +2B1p2,) k3, + 2B2p2,)
ajay(By — i€)(a;Bis — k1| +ie)(B, — i€)(ayBrs — k3, + i€)

i(‘I*kl’x*Z)L*ikz()’*Z)L[ 4 2k thg)y ]

e q o aH)S p

X [ d>zU f a*q— (anfeals P28 pud(y oy, —k; — ky). ©1)
g*[(a; + a)(By + Ba)s — (ky + ky)] + i€]

=2g* f da,dB da,d B,d* ki d*ky

There are three regions of integration over the a’s: &y, @y >0, @y > —a, > 0, and @, > —a; > 0. Going to the variables
a = a; + ay, u = a,/ainthe firstregion, « = @, u = —a,/«a in the second, and @ = a,, u = —a,/« in the third, we
obtain

() 0 0 ~ ~ ~ .
g f du f dv f dt<A%<up1+x>Aé<vp1+x>Aa<rp1+y>>ﬁg.9<e>

— da d2kid2kifbchad z(q kyx—z) —ilky,y—2) 1
272

ki ki 2(ky + ky, q)1 F“”"(“”Pl + ki, aupy + ky, —ap, — ki — k3)
lu™2v qrt P2a — 72 12 2
as auky | ks, (ky + ky)|
(ky + ky)3 T 2(k; + ko q) 1 T#"Map, + ki, —uap; + k3, —aii — ki — k)
ails 2 \1A ails A uk?| (ky + ko) [ulky + kp)3 + k3 ]
o +2(k1 +k2)2lp Pl q+2(k1 + ks q)) T#"AN(—uap, + ki, ap, + ki, —ai — kit — k)
! ais ), aiis A k2, (ky + ko2 [ulky + ky)2 + k2, ]

- ﬁkﬁL(kziV +2

}. (92)
Using the formula

2A 2B 2C
(kJ' + —P2> (kz + —P2> (q + TP2>AF“VA(CY1P1 + ki, aopy + kyy, —(ay + ax)py — (k) + k) 1)
" v
= —Cla; — ap)(ky, ky) | — Ala; + 2a5)(q, ko)1 + BQRay + ay)(q, ki) — [(q, k)1 (ky, ky + ky) 1 — (kg = ky)]

we get

A A 4N od
<Tr{UxU;}>Fig_g(C)=g f a’k d2k2 / d?z f @ f duei@—kr—=iky=2)

872
(g, ky) ko, ky + ko) — (g, ko) (ky, Ky + k)
auk2 I3k, + k)2
" (1+a)(ky + ky)*(q, ky) — (1 + u)(q, ky + ko) (ky, kp) — il (g, ky)(ky, ky + ko) — (g, ko) (ky, ky + ky)]
uk3(ky + ky)*(K3ii + (ky + ky)*u)
_(1 + i) (ky +ko)* (g, ky) + (1 + u)(g, ky + ky)(ky, ky) — il (g, ky)(ka, ky + ko) — (g, ko) (ky, ky + k)]
uk3(ky + ky)? (K2t + (k) + ky)*u) }

c

x| Tr{U, UJ}Tr{U U*}—N Tr{U, U;}H

(93)

Performing the integration over u [with prescription (47)] we obtain
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d A A g4N (Izkldzkz d-2q . .
—(T{0, 0 Dgig o) = S | 2| T{U U} TH{U, U} — — Tr{U, U e —Z el Xk el
d77< U, y}>F1g. 9(c) ) ] Z|: U, } { } N, r{ }:|fk2k%(k1 i k2)2 q2 e z

(ky + ky)? (ky + ky)? k?
x e+ 1] (g 5 g ) }—(q,kl -+
g N ATe{U U Tr{U, U — Tr{U, U} f dzkdzk’ l<q—k’»x—2>—f<k—k”y—Z>Ugl
(q, k—k) K (qK) e (ak) k=K  (qgk (k=K
—— In— — In ln + In
kIZ(k _ k/)2 kl2 klZ(k _ kl)2 (k _ k/)2 kaIZ k/2 kz(k _ k/)2 k/2

(94)

where we made the change of variables k; — k' and k, — k — k.
The sum of the diagrams shown in Figs. 9(a)—9(e) can be represented as

d A A 1 ) ) .
T, 0 Deig ot = 22N f d2z[Tr{UxUJ yTr{U U} - - Tr{U, Ul }} f kK 0 qe@x=D) (¢ ilky =i,
n

c

(q.k—K) (g, k) (g, k)7, K2
—xo y)[ kg(k — k)2 " kz(kq— Ky quk/z}lnk’z' (95)

Note that the expressions (90) and (94) are IR divergent as k' — O but their' sum (95) is' IR stable. Once again, the
contribution of the diagrams in Figs. 9(f)—9(j) is obtained by the replacement ¢¢*~2) — —¢i40=2) 5o the contribution of
the diagrams of Figs. 9(a)—9(j) has the form

d ~oA
1 T, 0 g gm0 = 208N, [ o] Te{U, U U] - T, U] hl
n

C

X ]dszZk/qu(ei(q,x—z) — i@y (e iy iYL — x s y)

(g, k — k') @k (k7 K %6
k’z(k _ k/)2 kz(k _ kl)2 k2kl2 ﬁ ( )
Performing the Fourier transformation with the help of the formula
—iky) =ik, x=y) (k — K. k. kK2 k2
[ akaK ( )ﬁ —at ﬁ) I
k' (k—K) Kk k(k—K) K
. ‘ )2 —_ )2 ; : 1 1 1 1
:;2<X_; )1.(X 2y) i 2y) +;2((x—2y)y,-—x,->.—{f du[ e nu+':|
162 \x*  y? X y 8w\ y ik (Jo u— _(x,,»)ZZ e _(x,y)32 S
1 x? - +i ' I 1 1
e L G Pt | R e e
2y (x—yy) —ik 87\ «x ix|Jo u— (szij\)y)zm u— (x,zcxj\)y;m
1 (x—y)? (xy)+ix
—=In In 97
R } ©7)
[here k = /x*y?> — (x, y)?], one obtains
AT O __aNe [ ATHU,UNTHU.UT) — —— Tr{u,ut)] C—pp XY (98)
A T S : TN Ty - )

Note that the last two terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (97) do not contribute.

The contribution of the diagram obtained by reflection of Fig. 9 with respect to the shockwave differs from Eq. (95) by
the replacement g < k, which doubles the result (98). The final expression for the contribution of all “dipole recombi-
nation diagrams” of Fig. 9 type has the form
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d A (x )? X2 Y2
2 THOO e 9 ot = AT, ulyTu.uly - - ooty In

In .
N, XY? (x—y? (x—y)?

99)

V. ASSEMBLING THE NLO KERNEL

Adding results (58), (87), and (99) one obtains the contribution of the diagrams with one and two gluon intersections
with the shockwave in the form

d .~ 2N, (x — y)? 67 w7 1171 17, X
%<Tr{UxU;}>Fig.6+Fig. 8+Fig.9 — 87T3 de { X2Y2 [1 ( )2 2+ — 9 3j| +3[X2_Y2} ln?

(x — y)? X2 Y2 t t t
-2 In In T Tr - U, Uy
o e s )}[ U UNYTHU. U NC HU, U]
2 4 X2y/2+x/2y2_4 _ 2 V)
+ o8 4]dzzdz < 7 T2 (;C y)2(22 2
16 z—17) (z = ) X°Y"? — X"*Y?]

(x — y)* 1 1 (x—y)27 1 1 X2y”?
+ <X2yl2 _ X/2Y2 |:X2yl2 + Y2xl2:| + (Z _ Z/)Z |:X2Y/2 - X/ZYZ:HIHXVZYZ)
x [T{u uly{v ulytu, uly - T{u, vlu, Ul U Ut} - (2 - 2)]
_ )4 — v)2
I P D e S IR S
XZy/Zx/QyZ (Z _ Z/)Z XZy/Z YZx/Z
2 /2

><1}(!2 2

Tr{U, U T{U U THU, UT}} (100)

There are also diagrams w1thout a gluon-shockwave intersection, like the graph shown in Fig. 10. They are proportional to
the parent dipole Tr{U, U }, and their contribution can be found from Eq. (100) using the requirement that the r.h.s. of the
evolution equatlon must Vanlsh at x =y (since U Ul =1). It is easy to see that replacing Tr{U Ul }Tr{U, U} —
L v Tr{U, Uy} by Tr{U, U] }Tr{U, U } = N.Tr{U, U) } fulfills the above requirement, so one obtains the final gluon
contrlbutlon to the NLO kernel in the form

d A a2N, (x—y)?ri11 67 ? 1171 17, X2
—(Tr{0, 01}y = 2=¢ | d%2 —In(x — y)Pu?+ —— — |+ In"
i (UL 8#3_[ {X2Y2 [3 nl = yPut g 3} 3[}(2 Y2} Ty2
_ 2 X2 YZ
(xz);) In 5 In 2
Xy:  (x—y)? (x—y)

2 4 X2yl2 + X/2y2 —4 _ 2 2
a4fdzzd2l< 7112 7 2(; y)2(12 2
16 (z—2) (z — ) [X?Y? — X?Y?]

(x —y)* 1 1 (x—y)2r 1 1 X2y”?
+ <X2Y/2 _ X/2y2 |:X2Y/2 + Y2Xl2i| + (Z _ Z/)2 |:X2Y/2 o X/2Y2i|}lnX/2Y2>
x [Tr{u uhit{u, ulyt{U, Ul} — T, Ut U, Uf U, UT} - (2 — 2)]

_ )4 — v)2 1 1 X2 ) 2
IO DG S ) A € ) N In
X2 Y/Zx/Z YZ (Z _ Z/)Z XZ YIZ Y2x/2

-2 }[Tr{Ux UHTHU.UT} — NTH{U, U]

TH{U, U} T{U, U} TH{U, UT}} (101)

Promoting Wilson lines in the r.h.s of this equation to operators and adding the quark contribution from Ref. [9],

FIG. 10 (color online). Typical diagrams without the gluon-shockwave intersection.
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ATH{U, UNTHU, UL} — N THULU }][ = (xxzyyz)z <ln(x — 2t %)

d A
% <Tr{ Ux U;r }>quark

an, X2 —Y* X*7 a2 1
s f ln—} + ;jnfTr{zaUxth; } f d2d? I Te{1U P US — 12U P U }Zi

6  X2Y? Y? (z—2)*
Xl2y2 + Y/2x2 _ (X _ )2(Z _ Z/)2 X/2Y2
Xql = 2v72 /2y2 In—5—>h (102)
2(X"?Y? - Y?X?) Y X

we obtain the full NLO kernel cited in Eq. (5).

VI. COMPARISON TO NLO BFKL

A. Linearized forward kernel
In this section we compare our kernel to the forward NLO BFKL results [13]. The linearized equation (5) has the form

_ 2 _ 2 2 2
%’U(x,y) = C;:; jd2 (xXzsz) {1 + j—;_[bln(x — )2t — bﬁ m% + (%7 - %)Nc - 19_0nf
X? Y?
— N I I 2“[’11()6 )+ U y) - U, y)]
x—y)7 -y
CY?N% d2 d2 I 4 XZy/Z + X12y2 _ 4()( _ y)Z(Z _ Z/)2
167° f Z Z|: z—2)° { (z — 2V [X2Y2 — X2Y7]
(x — y)* [ 1 N 1 }+(x—y)2[ 11 “h}(zlﬂ2
X2yl2 _ X/2Y2 XZy/Z Y2x/2 (Z _ Z/)2 XZy/Z X/2Y2 ‘XIZYZ
X 2y2 2Y2 — (v — V20 — 1\2 ny2y .
_%{( _4 Y XY +_Y/}§ 72 ()é _y)lz(zz 2 nxlzyz}}’u(z’ ). (103)
2z —7) (z = )*M(X"?Y? — Y?X?) Y2X

For the case of forward scattering, (U(x, y) = (U(x - v)), and the linearized equation (103) reduces to

x—2P%—-22 (x—2?% (67 =2 10
2 + = ! + (= - — - =
<’U( ) = 2 S ]d (x— Z)2 511 |:blnx - b 2 In 2 <9 3 )NC 9 ng

—N.In (x 2 “[(’U(x — )+ (Ul — (L)

e fd22d2 /[ 4 + {2 (x—z=2P? + (x - P+ ) -4

16 Te A A 24[(x —z— Z/)zz/z — (x - Z/)Z(Z + Z/)z]

N xt 1 N 1
(c—z=2P" - (=P +2) [(x —z= P -+ Z’)Z}

x2 1 B 1 (x — 7 — 7)%z"
Tz [(x —z=P" (- z’)z(z + Z’)Z}} "a =+ )
N3{ -2 24[()6 —z—z )2 2 (x _ Z/)Z(Z + Z/)z] n(x _ Z/)Z(Z + Z/)z}]u( )> (104)

Using the integral J53 from [16], we get
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T f @z l[(x —z—7)%7? x4(x -7 (z + 2)? xz} 7(x —lz —7')? 1 l(ix__;)z_(;fj;
_ 2 2 _ 4 2 2 _
% E3E —(xz)2<xz+) L <x2(i z?)? # 2L =) - 2“2<_)zc_2>} (1% —xz)%f ¥ z)2>U /]

du u<z
X — el
o —z)? " 2}

(105)
d - N, ) x2 a x—2%—22 (x—2?% (67 =2 10
— =2 1+ —=|blnx*u? —b In g5 INe— =
dn (UR) 272 /d Z()c— z)2 2{ 47T|: s x? e (9 3 )N‘ 9"
_ 2 a2N? 2 29,2,
N S Tl - 9 + () - (o + & eS|+ 3 A 220
22 N? 16x-z
2 2 =2\, x? ny (x? -i-zz)2 3x4+3z4—2x2z2
X(5+5+—F5—|In5—|3+(1+—=])(1— + L 7)?
<x2 A )nzz [ ( NS’)( 8x°7? 16x*7* 2 )}

o0 1 1+1¢ x* = 2% X2 X2 (x— 2 22 x?
X dt In + 1 17+2L’ —— | —2Li,)[ ——
/o ey R T (x—z>2<x+z>2[“z o2+ 2) ( x2> < zﬂ

_<1_<x—xz);<§+z) A }x—zu)z = }“(Z) (106)

B. Comparison of eigenvalues
To compare the eigenvalues of Eq. (106) with NLO BFKL, we expand U(x, 0) in eigenfunctions

(Ue,0p=Y f W Y o (2 )W, )

(107)
20 J —(1/2)—ic0 27T
(where ¢ is the angle in the x; plane), compute the evolution of (’il(n, v)) from Eq. (106), and compare it to the

calculation based on the NLO BFKL results from [13,17]. (For the quark part of the NLO BK kernel the agreement with
NLO BFKL was proven in Ref. [18]).

The relevant integrals have the form

2
% fdzz[z(zz/xz)yei"‘ﬁ - 1]# = x(n, y),

% fdzz[z(zz/xz)yei”"s - 1]<(x_%)2 - Z_2> 1n¥ = 2 y) — ¥ y) — 4yx(y)

T (108)
Yo7
= [y e 0= 0 L)+ o vt ),
T (x — 2)272 x2 22X
Here x(n, y) = 2¢(1) — (y +5) — (1 — y + %) [as usual, s(x) = I"(x)/I'(x) is the logarithmic derivative of the Euler
gamma function] and
1 i n\3(x, z)? —2x%22 (2 2 X272\, X

ny (x% + z2)%  3x* + 374 — 24272 o0 1 1+1¢
—|13+(1+L)f1- + . 7)> dt |
[ ( NS)( 82722 TR )UO }

n
24122 1 -1

ng 2+ 3yy ng vy m? cosTy
= 341+ o 1+ o = F(n,vy),
{ [ ( )(3 —2y)(1 + 27)} o < N3>2(3 —29)(1 + 27) 2"}(1 “ypsintay L)

(109)
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1 ) 2 _ 2 2 2,2 _ 4 2 2 2 2\2

L[ p(2yyrtemne| X~ - ) s[5 1nx—zz(x 213 +2Liy( — 5 ) = 2Liy( -5 ) | - (1 - ) = ) -
27 (x—2%*(x+2) z (x* + %) X Z (x —2)*(x+2)

x[fol—flw}(xf#m§}=—cb(n,y)—cb(n,l—y) (110)

where [17]

3

_rdt [ L mE _ (="
q)(n,y)_ﬁlﬂﬂ | </z>{E §¢< . > Liy (1) — Liy(—1) <¢(n+1) z,//(l)+1n(1+t)+1;k+n>lnt

-y - -1} a1
& (k + n)? ’

The convenient way to calculate the integrals over the angle ¢ is to represent cosn¢ as T,(cos¢) and use formulas for
the integration of Chebyshev polynomials from Ref. [17].
Using integrals (108)—(110) one easily obtains the evolution equation for ‘U(xn, ) in the form

d " 2
g Uy =21 =58 2 (T, =0 W et ) + 52
n T 3

2yx(n, y)
47 dy 9 9 N2 41

300y = x0T

I‘lT
a N, A
“a LX) = 2x(n y)xX (n, y) + 4L(3) + Fln, y) = 28(n, y) = 20(n, 1 = 7)]}<’U(n, )
(112)
where x/(n, y) = o d v (n, ), etc.
Next we calculate the same thing using NLO BFKL results [13,17]. The impact factor ®,(q) for the color dipole U(x, y)

is proportional to a,(g)(e'?* — e!4¥)(e”14* — ¢~4¥), so one obtains the cross section of the scattering of the color dipole in
the form

1 d? d2 ! a+ioo ®
(U 0) = — [ ST i la)(e = (e = 1by(g) ’ —‘”(J) Go(q.q) (113)

q a—ioo 27Tl

where G, (q, q') is the partial wave of the forward Reggeized gluon scattering amplitude satisfying the equation

G,(q.q)=38%q—q)+ / d*pK(q, p)G,(p.q) (114)

and D (q’) is the target impact factor. The kernel K(g, p) is symmetric with respect to g < p and the eigenvalues are

fdzp@—z)ylei”d’K(q, p) = @5(4) Nc[x(n, y) + ai—N”ﬁ(n, 7)}

2
3. 7) = =3 LX 0.9 + ¥ P+ (G = T~ G R el )+ 640) 'y (19

+ F(n,y) — 20(n, ) — 20(n, 1 — y)}.

The corresponding expression for {U(n, y)) takes the form

d2/ at+ico dw /s \@
el L) eate) [TTI( 2N Guad) @16)

where 6 is the angle between the ¢ and x axes. Using Eq. (114) we obtain

A _ 1 mn I'( y+35
(U y) = =5 5 cos™" +y+2)[

014019-29



IAN BALITSKY AND GIOVANNI A. CHIRILLI

(WU, ) =

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 77, 014019 (2008)

1 Kl [(—y+1% d2q d2 L g%\ atio dw (5 \@
_ e~ in 2 Vo ! - —
212 o 2 F(l +y + 2) / aS(q)(4M2> p(d) /a—ioo 2mi (qq/>

X f d*pK(q, p)G,(p, q'). (117)
The integration over g can be performed using
2\ y—1 @( ) a,N,
[ Paeta L) ek m = PN xtn ) = )+ S b | (118)
p T dar 4
[recall that K(q, p) = K(p, ¢) and a,(p) = a, — b“? lnf”—2 with our accuracy]. The result is
A mn F( Y + 2 d2 / p2 Y a+io dw s \o
I ru —_ _ —ll‘lt,D . (I) / R G ; /
s ( (n,y)) = 722 5 T 5 +2)/ (4,“2) 5(q") o 2m.<pq,> oD q)
a,(p) ) 1)) a N, 1))
X ‘ -2 e -2 11
™ N‘["("’V 2) i (" 4 2) An ("’7 2)} (113)

where the angle ¢ corresponds to p. Since w ~ a; we can neglect terms ~w in the argument of § and expand y(n, y —

©) ~

X(n’ 7) -

X F(—y+1) (&
AU ) = = e LS [0
s 5

272 O F(1+y+

« a%(p)

ba?

Finally, expanding a?(p) = a,(p)(a, —
agN, mn =y +5

54Ul 7)) =

% 0[5(n ¥) = 2x(n, y) x'(n, 7)]} P

atio dw (5 \@
Xf 2—<—,> G,(p. q)
a—io Tl pq

which can be rewritten as an evolution equation,

s (Ul yy = 214 52

_a,N, l_ba5i+ 6l_12
77{[ 4 dy (9 3)C

)
RN (e (UL

2y d
Ay -
yr - dy

£ x'(n, y). Using again Eq. (114) in the leading order we can replace extra by 2= N, x(n, y) and obtain
d2 !
(L ) ()
4p?

[X(n y) — —)((n y) +

a+io dw s \@
3 (—,) G,(p.q')
a—ico 27T\ Pq

= ln%)as(ﬂ) we obtain

& C[«S(n ¥) = 2x(n, ) x'(n, y)]} (120)
ba, d\ ba;
d d2 /
LY pineg (p)( ) Dy(q)
4u?
(121)

})w y)+ S 5, y) — 2x(n YN y)]}m(n, )

10 I’lf
9 N2

}X( y)+ :[ X, y) = %X’(’l, )~ ),221/ ,Z_ZX(V)}

4 &N B[, 9) = 20, VX (1, 7) + 620) + Fln, ) = 20(n, y)—zq><n,1—y>]}<ﬂ<n, ).

This eigenvalue coincides with Eq. (112) up to the extra
term 2Z(3). It would correspond to the additional contri-
bytlon to the rhs. of Eq. (5) in the form of
a4 (3)TrU Uy, which contradicts the requirement
d U Ul y = 0 at x = y. A possible reason for the disagree-
ment is the connection between the matrix element of the
color dipole with a rigid cutoff o < ¢ and the cutoff by
energy s in Eq. (113). It is worth noting that the coefficient
6{(3) in Eq. (122) agrees with the j — 1 asymptotics of the
three-loop anomalous dimensions of leading-twist gluon
operators [19].

(122)

{

It should be emphasized that the coincidence of terms
with the nontrivial y dependence proves that there is no
additional O(a;) correction to the vertex of the gluon-
shockwave interaction coming from the small loop inside
the shockwave; see Fig. 11 [In other words, all the effects
coming from the small loop in the shockwave are absorbed
in the renormalization of the coupling constant in the
definition of the U operator (6)]. In the case of the quark
loop, we proved the above statement by the comparison of
our results for Tr{UXU;r } in the shockwave background
with explicit light-cone calculation of the behavior of
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FIG. 11 (color online). Gluon loop inside the shockwave.
Tr{U, U} as x — y [9]. For the gluon loop, we can use the
NLO BFKL results as an independent calculation. Let us
repeat the arguments of Ref. [9] for this case. The charac-
teristic transverse scale inside the shockwave is small (see
the discussion in Ref. [9]), and therefore the contribution of
the diagram in Fig. 11 reduces to the contribution of a
certain operator local in the transverse space. This would
bring the additional terms with nontrivial z dependence to
the kernel, which translates into the nontrivial additional
v-dependent term in the eigenvalues. Such terms do not
exist, and therefore the gluon interaction with the shock-
wave does not get an extra O(a,) correction.

VII. ARGUMENT OF THE COUPLING CONSTANT
IN THE BK EQUATION

In this section we briefly summarize the results of the
renormalon-based analysis of the argument of the coupling
constant carried in Refs. [9,10].

To get an argument of the coupling constant we can trace
the quark part of the 8 function (proportional to 7). In the
1, a; < 1, the quark
part of the B function comes from the bubble chain of
quark loops in the shockwave background. We can either
have no intersection of the quark loop with the shockwave
[see Fig. 12(a)] or we may have one of the loops in the
shockwave background [see Fig. 12(b)].

The sum of these diagrams yields

leading log approximation a; an—z2 ~

d .
%<Tr{UxU;f P = 2a,Tr{rU, P U}

X [d2pd21[ei(P,x)i _ ei(ﬂ,)’h]

X [e~ip=t0r — g=ilp=ly)1]

PP+ ln—) o e
1
X 93 U(l)
(p = (1 + g2 Ing )2)
(123)
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FIG. 12 (color online).
loops.

Renormalon bubble chain of quark

where we have left only the B-function part of the quark
loop. Replacing the quark part of the S function

—eing lni—i by the total contribution 7*b an—§ , we get
4 g 0t ay Pyt
%<Tr{Uny}> = 2Tr{+"U,1"Uy}

% ]d2pd2q[ei(lhx)l — ei(PvY)J_]

X [eip=l0L — =ilp l})l] (P )

P’
_ a,((p — %)
X a; 1(12)82 Uah( )
(p—1?
(124)
In principle, one should also include the ‘“‘renormalon

dressing” of the double-log and conformal terms in
Eq. (5). We think, however, that they form a separate
contribution which has nothing to do with the argument
of the BK equation.

To go to the coordinate space, we expand the coupling
constants in Eq. (124) in powers of @, = a,(u?), i.e. return
back to Eq. (123) with g=n; — —b 7= Unfortunately, the
Fourier transformation to the coordinate space can be
performed explicitly only for the two nontrivial terms of
the expansion  a,(p?) = a, — 2% Inp?/u® + (& X
Inp?/u?)?. In the first order we get the running-coupling
part of the NLO BK equation (5),

d AA o
%m{uxugp e f 2o Tr{U, uhyTH{U, Ut

— N.Tr{U, U}
(x —y)? o

X | =51+ b—=In(x — y)?u?
[ 2Y2( b4 n(x y),u)

a, X>—Y? lnxj

— ———In—|. 12
47 X*Y? Y2 (125)

The result of the Fourier transformation up to the second
order has the form [9,10]
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d A A
T Ty =
(0,01 = 5

ba\2 ba, 1
+ ) In%(x — y)2up? |+ — —
(477) ) } 47 X2
ba, 1 X? ba,
—— —In—|1+
47 Y2 Y2 4ar

We extrapolate the In+In? terms in the above equation as
follows:

a,((x

% Tr{U, U} = 27”) f 10, 01 1{0. U]}

— N.Tr{U,U1}] (127)
(x—y)? 1 (a(X?) 1 ray(Y?)
e elee ) rlee )]
+ ... (128)

where dots stand for the remaining conformal terms and
the In? term. (Here we promoted Wilson lines in the r.h.s. to
operators.)

When the sizes of the dipoles are very different, the
kernel of the above equation reduces to

_ 2 _ 2
GO E I =2l by 4l

27 x2y2
a,(X)?)
e md <l =ylly -4l (129)
a,(Y)?)
237721/2 ly =zl < |x =yl Ix — zl.

In the earlier paper [9] Eq. (127) was interpreted as an
indication that the argument of the coupling constant is the
size of the parent dipole x — y. We are grateful to G. Salam
for pointing out that the proper interpretation is the size of
the smallest dipole as follows from Eq. (129).

It is instructive to compare our result to the paper [10],
where the NLO BK equation is rewritten in terms of three
effective coupling constants. The authors of Ref. [10] ex-
trapolate Eq. (126) in a different way,

d .~ 4 1 - .
n Tr{U, U]} = P f 10, U Te{0. U}

— N.Tr{U, UT}][ a,(X?)

1 2x—zy—12)
R

X2 Y?
% a( )ag( ) (130)
ay(R%)
where R? is some scale interpolating between X2 and Y?
(the explicit form can be found in Ref. [10]). Theoretically,

% ]dzz[Tr{UxUJ}Tr{UZU;r} —NCTr{UxU;T}]{(x_y)ZP ba, <ln( X — y)2u? + 5)

X2 1+b
YZ[ 477

b
In(x — y)?u? + ﬁ lnYz,u,z}} +....
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X2y? 4 3

ba
“In(x — y)?u’ + - e * InX? 2}

(126)

[
until the Fourier transformations in all orders in Inp?/u?
are performed, both of these interpretations are models of
the high-order behavior of the running-coupling constant.
The convenience of these models can be checked by the
numerical estimates of the size of the neglected term(s) in
comparison to terms taken into account by the model; see
the discussions in Refs. [20].

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have calculated the NLO kernel for the evolution of
the color dipole. It consists of three parts: the running-
coupling part proportional to the B function (see diagrams
shown in Fig. 8), the conformal part describing 1 — 3
dipoles transition (diagrams in Fig. 6), and the nonconfor-
mal term coming from the diagrams in Fig. 9. The result
agrees with the forward NLO BFKL kernel [13] up to a
term proportional to a2{(3) times the original dipole. We
think that the difference could be due to different defini-
tions of the cutoff in the longitudinal momenta. There is
not any obvious preferred definition of the cutoff in the
longitudinal momenta, so it can be chosen in any way
convenient for practical calculations of higher orders. (It
is worth noting that all cutoffs should give the same «;
correction to the intercept of the BFKL Pomeron deter-
mined by the rightmost singularity in the complex w
plane). Our goal was to study the dipole amplitudes with
the cutoff closely related to the small-x asymptotics of the
anomalous dimensions of twist-2 gluon operators. It would
be instructive to get the j — 1 asymptotics of the anoma-
lous dimensions of gluon operators directly from Eq. (5),
without a Fourier transformation of our result to the mo-
mentum space and comparing to NLO BFKL as it is done
in Sec. VI. The study is in progress.

There is a recent paper [21] where the dipole form of the
nonforward NLO BFKL kernel is calculated using the
nonforward NLO BFKL kernel [22]. The kernel obtained
in [21] is different from our result (and not conformally
invariant). We think that at least part of the difference
comes from the fact that the evolution kernel (5) should
be compared to the nonsymmetric ‘‘evolution” NLO
BFKL kernel K®°(g, p) rather than to the symmetric
kernel K(g, p) defined by Eq. (113). The kernel K¢'°!
corresponds to the Green function G, defined by
Eq. (113) with a different lower cutoff for the longitudinal
integration
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2 2
U 0) = 5 [CLEE a (g — e = 1)
q C]
!/ da) !/
X ®g(q') B mz < )G (g, 4"). (131)

G.(q, q') satisfies Eq. (114) with the kernel K¢¥',

wG,(q q)=8%(q—q)+ f d*pK®°(q, p)G,(p, q')
(132)

and the relation between K°(g, p) and K(q, p) has the
form (cf. Ref. [13])

k=g, p) = K(q, p)—%fdz 'K(q, ’)ln K(q p).

(133)

It is easy to see that the structure (131) repeats itself after
differentiation with respect to s, so it can be rewritten as an
evolution equation for ‘U(x) [whereas the derivative of the
original formula (113) does not have the structure of the
evolution equation due to an extra # ]. In terms of eigen-

values, the modified kernel (133) lead to the shifts of the
type x(n, y) — x(n, y — %) which we saw in Sec. VIB.

It should be emphasized that the conformally invariant
NLO kernel describes the evolution of the lightlike Wilson
lines with the rigid cutoff in the longitudinal momenta (17).
On the contrary, for dipoles with the non-lightlike slope,
the sum of the diagrams in Fig. 6 is not conformally
invariant (see Appendix B). The reason is that a general
Wilson line is a nonlocal operator which is not conformally
invariant to begin with—for example, the non-lightlike
Wilson line turns into a circle under the inversion x* —
x*/x*. With the lightlike Wilson lines, the situation is
different. Formally, a Wilson line

—oop; + x|

—Pexp{lgf dxt A (x* XJ_)}

[OOpl + X1
(134)
is invariant under the inversion x* — x* /x> [with respect

to the point with a zero (—) component]. Indeed,
|

d a,N., (x—y)? a,N.[11
%N(x’ )7) = 277_2 fdzz X2Y2 {1 + |: ln(x -

X [N(x,z) + N(z,y)
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(xT,x1)* = —x7, so after the inversion x; — x/x3
and x* — x* /x%, and therefore

[oopy + xy, —opy + x|

. + +
—>Pexp{igf dx—2A+(x—2,xl>}
—oo X7 X7

= [oop) + x, —oop; +x ] (135)
Thus, it is not surprising that the bulk of our NLO kernel
for the lightlike dipoles is conformally invariant in the
transverse space. The part proportional to the 8 function
is not conformally invariant and should not be, but there is

another term, ~ In®=2> ln(x y)7,
(x—2) 2)?

The reason for this is probably the cutoff |a| < o, which
can be expressed as a cutoff in the longitudinal coordinate
x*, and therefore under the inversion x™ — x*/x3 the
cutoff can pick up some logs of transverse separations. It
is worth noting that conformal and nonconformal terms
come from graphs with different topology: the conformal
terms come from the 1 — 3 dipole diagrams in Fig. 6
which describe the dipole creation, while the nonconfor-
mal double-log term comes from the 1 — 2 dipole transi-
tions (see Fig. 9) which can be regarded as a combination
of dipole creation and dipole recombination. It is possible
that in the effective action language, symmetric with re-
spect to the projectile and the target [23], the evolution
kernel is conformally invariant. We hope to study this
problem in a separate publication.

Finally, let us present the evolution equation for matrix
elements of color dipoles for large nuclei in the leading-N,.
approximation. Using the standard mean-field approxima-
tion [5]

which is not invariant.

AIT{U, 0810, 011 A)
= (AITH{U, O AXAITH{U. U1} A),
(AITH{0, 010, 01 yTH{0 . U 1}|A)
= (AITH{U, UNAXAITH O, OTHAXAITHO , U1} A),

one easily obtains from Eq. (5) [N(x, y) = (A|'U(x, y)|A)]

11xX2-Y?> X* 67 X? Y?
Pu?————Ih—+———-2I 5 In 2}}
47 | 3 3(x—y? Y 9 3 (x—y) (x—y
— N(x,y) = N(x, 2)N(z, )]
—4x—y)Pz—2) (x—p*
7—2z (Z _ ZI)4(X2Y/2 _ X/2y2) X2y/2(x2Y12 _ XlZyZ)

a2N? 2 X2Y? + X2y?
A 3
e e |

(x—y)?
X2Y2(z — )| Xy?
+ N(x,z)N(z, Z)N(Z, )]

X2 YIZ
,)2} }[N (z,2') = N(x, 2)N(z,2') = N(z, Z)N(2', y) = N(x, 2)N(Z’, y) + N(x, 2)N(z, y)

(136)

In this closed form the NLO evolution equation (136) can be used for numerical simulations of the dipole evolution.
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APPENDIX A: UV PART OF THE ONE-TO-THREE DIPOLES KERNEL

As we mentioned above, it is convenient to separate the UV-divergent and UV-finite parts of Eq. (43) by writing down
ur UZ,”/ = (um U;‘,”' — Uy + yrm' yr', The contribution of the first part leads to Eq. (58), while the second
UV-divergent terms have the same color structure as the leading order BK equation. After replacing Ug’”"' U;‘,”/ by
U;’””/ UQ”/, integrating over u with the prescription (47), and changing variables to k, =g, = k', p=q; + g5, | =
g1~k (sothat g, = p — k', ky=p—1—K,and k| + k, = p — 1), Eq. (41) turns into

4
A A g cda N, 1
<Tf{UxU;r}>Fig. 622 = 53 j;) — fd2z<2 Tr{UxU;}Tr{UZU;r} 5 Tr{UxU;}>

x[{[ @ epd tbip )+ [ @pdiEsp et - o0yt - gt
+ (e~ HPLX) — pmip=LY))(Qi(p= K X)HilK,Y) _ oi(p=K.Y)+ilK X))

Wop—K)p— k) —2p—K.p— I —K)K.p—1—K), (p— 1K)
n
(p = DXp = KPk*(p =1 = k) k2

+ fd-Zdelek/(ei(p,X) — ¢iP)) (= ip= 1=K X)=ik.Y) — (=ilp=1=K.¥)=i(K. X))

/ _ 1/ _ L.\2 _ v _ v ! 1/ _ 1.\2
><(k,p I—K)p—K)y—20pp—k,p—1-K)K, p k)ln(p k)} (AD)

p2(p _ k/)zklz(p -] - kl)2 k/2

where

. 1-3 (p—KP+(p—K—-1 (p—K?  K2+(p-Fk)? (p-—K)
Filp, D)= | @* kK |—5—251-2— In + In
P [ <p2<p - 1)2{ (P—KP—(p—K=0? (p—K=0" (p—KP =" &
(p—K -2 +k2 (p—K =02 2pp= D[ (p=Kp—K-D _ 1\ (p—kK7p—k-1
(p—K—-D—k>"  k? } p(p =1y K ) ‘ K

(p—KP(p—k =17 &
(oK. p—K—-D (p—K.p-—kK-D \np-—k?/(p—k-1
( e Py Gy 2) (p—KP —(p—K~- 1)2}

2 (pp—1—-K) p? 2 (p—Lp—Kk) (p—1?
?(p—l—k')zklzlnﬁ—'—(p—l)z (p—k/)zk/z In k2 ) (A2)
and
_ ae [ opfo[(_Pi . =K\ In(p —K)P?/(p— 1K) (p—0; (p—1—-Kk)
R B O o o T e e iy (o g ey )
/K" (p— KV
e e e e Ay
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2 2(L p — K = D(p, K)/k? L= K?  (p— K p— 1= K)pK) (p—K)
=K =DLp—KP=(p—K=D1 (p—K=D* K(p-kPp-K-D" " &
(1, K)/K” (k2 (p- k' LK) (KPR (= LK)KR (K =P
(p — k’)2 —(p—K — 1)2 J(]J _]— k’)2 2k'2( k’)2 k2 (p—1— k’)2 — k2 k2
N 2 L K2 2In(p —1—KP/K? (pp—1— k) (p—K)
P—KP—(p—K=D (p—1-KP (p—1—-KP—k* (p—1-k%> p
2 —2Lp = K)p -1 k’)/k’2 LK (p—Kp— = K)p = LK) (p— K =1
- [(p K (p—KP —(p—K =02 (p—K—-1?  Pp-KPe-K-D0 — K
IR (4 V1. - k'>2 o RV (p =K (p— KK | (p == kP
(P _ k/)2 _ (P — kK - l)2 (P -] - k/)2 (P _ k/)2 _ k/2 k12 2k/2(p _ k/)Z k/2
. 2 LK 2n(p— KK (p—lp=—K) (p—1—K) A
P—KP—(p—K =D (p—1-K? (p—KP—k  (p—K%>  (p—1
We need to perform the integration over k’. Let us start with the UV-divergent term ~F;. Using the integrals
k), p?_  TOrG-nre-9r p*, 2 d
Al ———— = In"s = I, o+ =y
fd k’z(l k')? 2 d-1) 1d [ P d-2 lp( 2)
d
+utd =1 —u(3) - |
K. K'=0 (p—K)» _ 1. p> (p—1>
47rfddk’ PETETE In R lnl—2 In T
47]ddk’ (p—K.p—k-0  (p— KPp—K =1 _ i _1 (p—0?
(p _ k/)Z(p _ k/ _ 1)2 kl4 lZ 12 ’
477/ddk’ (pp=1=K) P TETG-D Ie=9
(P k/)ZkIZ kl2 ’ F(d _ 1) |]7 _ l|4—d
2
)4 2 d d
X | In + +l2—=|+ - 1) —yl=
[ TR =R ) RN 6)
— ] (AS)
one obtains
1 2(p,p— 1) F2(1_2) LI 2ppopet B pP (p— 1P
Fi(p, 1) =— I'(e/2 + — In— — In—5 In—75—
0 477{,92(,9 yTe-e ¢ )< ) e 3 e
_72 2 2/p2 — 2/
2P 2l) 77_) 3 lnp /1 2 _In(p é) /e 0(8)}' (A6)
p 3) 3p-1 3p
Let us, at first, consider the UV-divergent contribution
d "o a? _, (N, 1
G0 MO0y =% e [ oo G (vl - 5 eu,u)
—e o #2-8]( i i ~i(p— ity PP =D
X fd2 pd>el(eiPX) — oilpV))(p=ilp=lX) — p=ilp=bY)) 22 2 T
pp—1
(1 -2 =&y 11 P
X | =T (e/2)( —4 + +—In— + : A7
o 43 g o] “n

To this contribution we should add the counterterm corresponding to quark and gluon loops lying inside the shockwave.
The rigorous calculation of the counterterm was performed in Ref. [9], and the result is
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(0,01 er = —b— = [ zl( - Tr{U, UNTHU. UL} — - Tr{U U })

f Fpd 10 X) — 1)~ i0-1%) — gmitp-tyy) (PP =D (A8)
pip = 1?

where we need the gluon part of b(— 1L ). After subtraction of the counterterm (A8) the UV-divergent contribution (A7)
reduces to

—(Tr{U T ov-cr = f &7 ( U, UNTHU. U — - Tr{U U*})
. . . . -Drir . 2 67
[ 22 pd21(elPX) — pipI)(p=ip=1X) _ p=ilp—tyy (P P e -2 (A9
[@pietro —etrne e i S
so one obtains the regularized F; in the form
P = P (il - w0 e 0y e e 2 )
: p—DP\3 w9 P o 3) 3= 3p?
(A10)
It is convenient to calculate first the Fourier transform with ei(p X)=ilp=LY) Using the integrals
p— 1) 1 (X, Y) X2Y2
P pdtleipV+ien PP Y (p. p _ 2
f ¢ P ( — 12 n i xyr AT M
ipa)+icy) 2P =1 (p - l)2 1 (X,v), x> v?
fdzpdzle (p.A)+ (IY)m 2 IHT =2 py I g, (All)
fdgpdzlel(pA)+l(l Y) (P P — ) In 2(]7 - 1)2 1 (X’ Y) 2l
pX(p — 1)? p? 47 XY Y?
we get
. . 11 (X, Y)/. X*Y? 67 1 (X, Y) , Y2 , X2 27
d?pd*le' P VTN FEE(p ) = — " (1n 24+ ) - In —+1 —+1
/ pate D= S ey " A ) T e x| Mt B ZREE
1 rtr .y 1 Xx?
Hereafter we use the notation A =X — Y = x — y.
Next we calculate the F, contribution. We need the following Fourier integrals:
(o A)+i . (p— K\ In(p —K)*/(p — 1 - k')
dzpd’zle‘(l”mﬂ(”)fdzk’Zli[(—&+ 1)
/ P (KPR = K7~ (p K~ 7]
— . — ] — ). ” _ 2 2
+<(p l)é_(p ! k)§> 2l/k In (p — k) = (XS,Yz)2 I X2+27T (A13)
p—0D> (p—K-0)(p—-kK)y—(p—-—kK-0D (p—-1-k) 167 XY Y 3
Lp—1—-K)pK) (p— k)
d2 d21 i(p,A)+i(LY) fdk/ ( In
vt R e e (T R Ry Gy DR T
4 f K (Lp—K)p—LK) P k)
(p—D? K2(p — K)*((p — k’)2 —(p =K =1 (p — K =1y
1 7 (X +Y)?
= -+ d + — | d
16773{ 3 X2 Yzj X f ”u+
iK 1 lnu X2Y2 (X Y) + ik
+—=—(2 u + — —c.c. |+ In In , (Al14)
X2Y2< ﬁ) L—M iy 4 LA i } A* X Y) - >}
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where k = /X?Y? — (X, Y)?, and

, , 2p—K,p—1—K)p k) (p—K)>
d2 dzl i(p,A)+i(LY) de/ _ In
f bt f [ P — K2 (p — K — D% kP
_2p— K p—I-K)p—LK)  (p— K -1
(p—D*(p—KP(p—K—1> k2 }

1 X2 Y2 X2 y?
= W |:X2]n2A2 + Yzlnzp + 2(X, Y) lnp lnAzi|
iK 1 Inu Inu 1. XY (X,Y)+ ik
+ e ——— d - + — — C.C. — — 1 I 1 I 5 A15
167 X2Y? ﬁ) ”[u — BXrie oy 4 BB i “CT AT Xy - ik} (A1)
] P pd1e PO+ f d2k1< 20, k)p~? P = k) 2Ap—LK)p2 | (p— 1K)
K[(p—KP—(p—kK =D (p—1-k)P K[p—K—1*—Kk] k'
3 2(LK)(p — D72 Pk 2p, K)p =D\ (p— k’)2>
Ko(p = K72 = (p =K =121 (p— 1=K KLp—k)P -k k"
1 1 X2 1 Y2\ X2 1 ? 2 1 1 dulnu 1 I dulnu
=——[([sh s —=hs|hs+—|—4+—-—"— | — = | ————|, Al6
167 <Y2 AT x2 nA2> AT [6X2 6Y2  X? ﬁ) u+ X;fyz Y2 L u— szfzyj (A16)
; ; — kK —=LkK)  (p—Kk)? (p— K, k) (p—1—K)?
dZ dzl i(p,8)+i(1Y) ]dzkl _ (p In _ In
f p e p2k/2(p -] - kl)Z n k/2 (p _ l)Zk/2(p _ kl)Z n k/2
1 X2r1 . x* 1. Y2
T ns e [Y— "X 1‘?} (AlD)
fdzpdzlei(P'A)+i(l’Y) fdzk’[ 4/p? n (p—k')? 3 41n(p — 1 — k)*/k?
(p—KP—(p—kK—=0D* (p—1-k? plp—1-Kk)P—k?]
N 4 n (p— k)P  4ln(p —K)?/k? 1 lnX2 1 nY2
p—DAp—KP—(p—K-0D1 (p—1-K? (p-Dp-K)>- k’z]} 4m3Y2 AT A7X?AY
(A18)
— — I/ _ 1.1\2 _ I/ _ _ 1.I\2
[deleei(P,A)Jri(l,Y) fd2k/|: %(p’ 14 l /];)/2 ln(p 2k) + Z(P , 21’,12) k) . ln(P l ]ZC) i|
pi(p—1—k)k p (p —K)k*(p—1) (p—1D
iK 1 Inu Inu X2Y? (X, Y) + ik (X, Y) X2
=— 12| d _ + _ —cc |—In In— + . In2=. Al9
16773X2Y2{ ﬁ) ”[u — <X»AA)2“K u+ <Y»AA>;’K «e } 1A% P(X, Y) — iK} 16mx2y2 " y? (AL9)

Adding the integrals (A13)—(A17) we obtain
. . 1r1.v> 1 x? X+7v)? _ Xx* Y2 (X, 7) X?
i(p,A)+i(l, — ’

f = [XZ Iy y2 lnAz} Py M N g

N iK ld Inu N Inu 1l )(21/21 (X, Y) + ik
— A h u . — — C.C. | — - In n
167r3X2Y2M) [u _W u +<A,YA# } 2 A (X Y) - iK}

(A20)

and therefore
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o 1 (X, Y)[11. X2r2 67 a2 1 A2 X2 72
i(p,A)+i(l, Te, - _ —
fd-Zdele (p.A)+i(L, Y)[Fl g(p, l) + Fz(p, l)] = 8— X2Y2 |: 3 In Az ILL2 =+ ? ?i| m W np lnp
1nr1 vy L 1X2
487 [xz A2 Y AZ}

+ iK 1 J Inu N Inu
— =5 u - — — C.C.
167°X2Y% | Jo u— (A,)Z);IK u+ (A,};)Z*IK

1. X2 (X, Y)+i
— . In ) ”‘} (A21)

2 A (X Y) -

Note that the r.h.s. of this equation is finite as X — Y (taken separately, the contributions of F; and F, are singular in this
limit):

. 1 1711 67 7
@ pd?le " O[F 1 (p, 1) + Fr(p, D] = — —— — | = InX?p? + — — —|. A22
[ EpaieOEE D + P 0] =~ 5 ] 5 -7 (A22)
Using Eqgs. (A18) and (A19) we obtain
fd‘2pd‘2lei(p,A)#»i(l,Y)[F;‘fg(py l) + Fz(p, l)](ei(p,X) _ ei(p,Y))(e*i(pfl,X) _ e*i(p*l,Y))
1 A2 111 X2Y2 2_1_67 m? 1 A? X I Y?
= — | —— n—
T8 XZYZ[ Az M9 3 } 167 X2y2 "AZ A2
i Inu Inu 1. X272 (X, Y)+ ik
B S d " + — — C.C. - = l b § 1 I . A23
87T3X2Y2{,/;) “[u — G Gl } 2 AT "Xy — } (29
Now we turn our attention to the last two terms in Eq. (A1). Using Fourier transformation
2 .
fdzlﬁdakzei(kl'xl)i(sz)L In k ! (-xl' — M-xll L fl du 11’1714 —c.C.
(kl + k2)2k2 k2 877'2 ! X%Z ! iK]z 0 u— w
L 1 (g, X12) + 1K12} X1 X1 1 _2 (A24)
2 x,2 (X2, x12) — iKpp 167723‘%2 x12 x2
[where x|, = x; — X, and K, = 1/x3x3 — (x, X,)?], one easily obtains
fdzpdzldzk’(e*"(l’*l’x) _ e*i(p*l,Y))(ei(pfk’,X)+i(k/,Y) _ ei(p*k’,Y)+i(k’,X)) (K, p = K) ln(p —l- k/)z
(p _ l)2k/2(p -] = k/)2 k/2
_ iK ldu Inu N Inu Cee 11 X [(A,X)+ik](AY) + ik]
16 X2Y? | Jo  \u — GD-ie XDz 70 )2 y? "I(A %) — ix[(A, Y) — ix]
ik 1 Inu Inu 1 X2Y2 X, )+ ix X, Y) X?
=————|—| d — + — — C.C. ——11 In ‘ | — A25
167T3X2Y2[ L ”[M—WQ;IK u + BT i ¢ } 2 X, v) - } neep s (AP

Similarly,

(ky, kp)ky; k2
&+ )KE K

I (-xl:x12) 1 ld Inu 1 xl In ()Cz,xlz) + ik i (x2,x12)
= Xy — X121 | — u| ————— —c.c n Xoj — X12i
162\ "1 x, 2 ik Jo u— % 2 X3, (g, xp0) — ik 1677'2< - x3, 12’)

1 1 Inu X2 (xy,xp0) + ik iX); x3x3 X}
X_|:f du[ﬁ_ C.C.:| —1 2 1;( ! 12) j| + 122l 11 2 In ;
ix| Jo u + )i 2 x, (xpxp) —ik]| 327id,  xl, x3

'/‘dzkld.zkzeii(kl’xl)71'(1{2,)62)

)
2

i (xl,xlz) Inu 1 )c1 (x1, x) + ik ixy; x5
+— dul ——— —c.c. |—=In—In - 1 1 —= (A26
167 < 12 x3 )LK[/ u[ Gk O } 2 x, (xpx) — } 3273 X3 nxlz (A26)
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and therefore

—i(p— —i(p— (=K X)+i(k ok yyritexn 2 — K, p— 1=K (K, p —l—k') (p—1—k')?
d2 d2ld2k/ i(p—1,X) _ i(p—1LY) i(p—k . X)+i(kY) _ Li(p—k,Y)+i(k',X) Y
f )4 (e € )(e e ) (P — 1)2(p kl)2k12(p = k/)z In k2

iKY ™2 1 Inu Inu X2Y? (X, Y)+ ik (X, Y) X2A?
=—— 2[[ du(—z (Ax)+n<_2 (Ay)iik—c.c.>+ln 7} In - }— o2 2ln 7 np
167X 0 u—’T u—{—’T (X,Y)_IK 3271 XY Y
(X, Y) Y2A?2 Y2 1 /1 1 X2 Y2
- In ———— = 1 . A27
NPXY X4 AT 32 <X2 Y2> ny g (A27)

Adding Eqs. (A25) and (A27) we obtain

fd-Zdelek/(e—i(p—l,X) _ e—i(p—l,Y))(ei(p—k’,X)+i(k’,Y) _ ei(p—k’,Y)+i(k’,X))

Kop —K)(p — K —2p — K. p— 1= K)K'.p— 1= K) (p— 1K)

(- 1)2(p ~ KPR (p — 1= K e
292 ~ 2 2 2
167T3X2Y2 [[ du( (A X)+u< + - _::Zt};# —c.c)— % lnXAf lng((: }12 i lK} + 3277§X2Y2 ln% ln%. (A28)
It is easy to see that the contribution of the last term in Eq. (A1) is equal to (A28), so we get
(Tr{0,01)) = f vda f d?z [ Te{U, UTYT{U, U} — = Tr{U UT}}

« []dzpdzl[Fgeg(p, D) + Fy(p, D](elX) — eitpD)(e=ilp=1X) _ g=ilp=L1))

i 2]d2pd21d2kl(e—i(p—l,x) — P IN)(iP KX FIKLY) — pil(p=K V) +ilk.X))

W= K)p = K = 2p— K, p 1= KWK, p— 1= K) (p—1= k’)z}

(p = D*p = KVK?(p — 1 - K)? k>
= — ‘;;TAZ f d2z[Tr{UxUJ yTr{U, U} — Ni Tr{U, U} }} Xé; [% h«fifz w? + %7 — 7;2} (A29)

Note that the dilogarithms and products of logarithms have canceled. The simplicity of the final result indicates that there
should be a less tedious derivation, but we were not able to find it.

APPENDIX B: CUTOFF DEPENDENCE OF THE NLO KERNEL
We will repeat the procedure from Sec. III C, this time using the cutoff by the slope.

A oA d PN PN
<KNLOTr{ Ux U;t }>shockwave = % <Tr{ Ux U; }>shockwave - (KLOTr{ Ux U;r }>shockwave‘ (B 1 )

Instead of Eq. (18) we get
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00 0 N ~
¢ f du ] dv(Ad (un +x )AL (un + )
0 —00
1 2 3 : ;
:_gZSZfanlfbnl '/dadaldﬁdﬁld-ﬁldﬁ/ldﬁzdﬁ/zjd2zd2z/fd2q1d2q2d2k1d-2kzez(ql+q2,x)l—z(k1+k2,y)J_
4ai(a—a)Um™ U” “la—hd i kg, (apy+ Bpa+ gL Fki)dye(ap + B'pa+gay +kay)
(/3 Bi—Batie)B — B —Byt+ie)(B+éa—ie)(B +Ea —ie)aBs — (g, +q.)3 tiellaB's—(k + k)] + i€l
Xdﬂf(all’l + B2 "‘C]u_)di’(alpl +B1p2 +kll)dw;((01— a)pi+ Baprtqa1)
alﬁls—q%l-i-ie alﬂ’ls—k%l+i6 (a—al)ﬂzs—q%l+ie
dl((a—ay)p,+ Bypr +ky1)
(@ —a))Bys—k3| +ie

I#*Aapy+qy1, (@ —a)py +qa1, —apy—q11 —qa1)

XTEYN(apy +kiy, (e —a)p; +koy, —ap; =k —ky) (B2)
where ¢ = e~ 2" In this formula —— e § - comes from the integration over the u parameter in the Lh.s. and m from
the integration over the v parameter.

Taking residues at B8 = —¢a, B/ = —£a’ and B, = — B, B = — B we obtain

00 0 N ~p
f duf dv(AS(un + x )AL(vn + y)))

0
1 ) . . -
:5 2S fanlfbnl fdadaldﬁldlg/ldeZdZZ/fdququzdzk]kozel(ql+lI2,X)J_t(k1+k2,y)l4a1(aa2 011)
%y Uil =il —k)zilg: k)2 (11 + g21)a (ki +hon)y  dileip) +q11) deg(aip +kiy)
Tz (g1 + q2)3 + éa® (k) + k) + éa? a\Bys — q3 ) +ie a;Bis — ki, +ie
% dy((@ —a))p; + qo1)  dyy((@ = a))p) + ky))
—(a—a))Bis— g5, +ie —(a—a))Bis — k5 +ie

XT#Maypy + qr1, (@ = a)py + g1, —apr = g0 — 421)

XTHYMaypy + kiy, (@ — ap)py + ko, —apy — ki = kyy) (B3)
which leads to [cf. Eq. (23)]

d g 1 ! d
d—(Tr{UxUT}) == Tr{t" U, P U} fant pon't fdz 2d*7 U™ Ullfd_f ¢ f duuufdqudzqzdzk d%k,
n
ei(@1.X) 1 +i(g2, X)L —iky,Y) | —i(ky, Y) 1
X
[(q1 + q2)* + €a?]l(ky + ky)* + €a*)(qian + qsu)(kii + k3u)
2 2
X | (g} = @3)8;; — = q1ilq1 + q2); + =(q1 + 42)i92)
u u
) 2 2
[ — k)6 ;kli(kl + k) + E(kl + k2)ik2j:|
= 4g— Tr{tU P UL} font pon'! f d*zd*Z' U™ U”’g— f da ] da' ] d*q,d*q,d*k,d%k,
(a — a')a el =1 tilgpa=d) L =ilky =) —ilkyy=2)1
[(ql + @) + 2]k + k) + éa’](gi(a — &) + gza)(ki(a — &) + kza)
. 2 2
X [—j(CI% —q3) — = qulq +q2); + — (g1 + 612)1'Q2j:|
04 o o o
8ij 1n 5 2 2
X [;(lﬁ —k3) — p — kyi(ky + ky); + (k1 + ky); kz,} (B4)

(recall that ﬁ = —2¢ dif)‘ The contribution which is sensitive to the subtraction of (LO)? is
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—{Tr{U Ul = Tr{t“U by lypant pon't f d*zd?7' U™ U”’g / da j da’ f a2 q,d*q,d%*k,d*k,
ei(@1.X)1 +i(q2, X)L —i(ky,Y) | —i(ko, Y') 1
[(ch +q2)* + §a2][(k1 + k) + £a?]gi(a — &) + g ) (ki (a — &) + k3a')

X [—,(511, ki) + —— ,(612, kz)}(% + g2, ki + k). (BS)
a a—a

The “+” prescription (45) leads to the subtraction

3 / , [od
—(Tr{U U }> = é:d_f — Tr{t“U th;}fanlfbnl deZdZZIUzm Uil; ](; ;a fdqudqudzkldzkz(ql + q», kl + kz)
« ei(@1,X) L +i(g2,X") L =ik, Y) L —i(ky, Y') 1 {f a«da' |: 2(‘]1, ky)
[(q1 + g2)* + €a?][(ky + ky)* + £a?] (gila — &) + ga'lki(a — &) + kza']

_ (q1, k1) a da' a*(qy, ky) _ (92 k2)
2 | T T2 7 2 2 7 27 222 |1
qik; 0o a—d[[gila—a)+ @Galki(a—a)+ ka'] q5k3

(B6)

The details of the upper cutoff in & do not matter since they correspond to changes in the impact factor which do not affect
the evolution. For example,

f 1 f ada’ [ a*(qy, ky) _(Qbk)}

df a [(q1 + ¢:)* + €a?]l(ky + ky)* + £a?] (gi(a — o) + g3/ lki(a — &) + K3a'] gk
flﬂ[ (q1, ky) _(CIl’kl):|

(611 + ¢»)? (kl + k) Jo u [(qia + qjullkia + k3u]l  qik:

:if d_a 1 ] da|: a(qlrk) _(ql’k):|
do Jo a (g, + q2)*(k; + ky)? (@@ — o)+ o'k (a — o) + k3a'] ¢k}
(B7)

where the last line is exactly our ‘“‘rigid cutoff” with “+* subtraction (45).
On the contrary, the details of the upper cutoff in ' are essential for the evolution equation (B1). The contribution to
(K1 oTH{U,U :r }) corresponding to the “slope” cutoff (6) has the form

(g1 + g2, ki + k)
(g1 + q2)*(ky + kp)?
wd_a’[ (g1, k1) n (g2, ka) }
(g7 + £a™) kG + £a?) (g3 + éa”) (3 + £a)

(Ko Tr{U, Ol }ylore = —2— Tr{t“ U P U} font for f d*zd?Z' U U f > q,dq,dk,d%k,

X oK) +ilgnX') L =ik, Y) 1 ~ilks, V') /
0

and therefore the difference between the subtractions in “‘rigid cutoff”” (B6) and “slope cutoff” (B7) prescriptions can be
written as
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<KL0TY{U x U )‘r }rigid - KLOTr{U x U ;r }810pe>Fig‘ 3(a)

27

X{ (91 + g2, ki + ka) /“’d_a'[ (g1, k1) (g2, k2) }
(g1 + g2)*(ky + ky)? (g7 + éa?)(k; + £a”) (g3 + éa?)(k3 + £aP)

(g1 + g2,k + ky) (g1, k) | (g2, k)| [eda’
+2§d§f o (g + 4 + £k, +k2>2+§a2][ TR M) 7}

4
= - Tr{t“U th }fanlfbn’l’ fd2zd2Z/Unn UII ]d2q1d2q2d2k1dzkzei(ql,x)l+i(q2,X’)J__i(kl,Y)J__i(kZ,Y/)J_
2

Xf a{ (91 + g2, ki + ky) [ (g1, k1) n (g2, k») }
0 (g1 + @)*(ky + k)* (g7 + €aP)(kT + €a”) (g5 + éa)(k3 + €a)

_ (g1 + g2 k1 + ko) [(Ch; ki) | (g, kz)}}
[(q1 + q2)* + a1k + ky)* + £a”] gk 1

4
_8 - Tr{laUX[bUJ}fa"lfb"/ll [dZZdQZIUgn/Ui{, [dzq]d2q2d2kld2kzei(q1,x)l+i(‘12,X/)J_*i(ka)J_*i(kz,Y’)l

It is instructive to rewrite this result in Schwinger’s notations,

(KLoTr{U,.U ;r yigd — Ky o Te{U, U ;r PP ke 3(a)

4 /
g a 'l °°da p o p Di /p.A
=ﬁTr{t“UxthU;}f’"’f" lfdzzﬁ 7[(}6 7[)24_}“,2 z)U? (z 7p2+l§a’2 y)(z —éU”p—é y)
_ pi an' (| Pi j w___ Pj
<x P’ )U < P’ y><z p*+éa” " p*+ éa” yﬂ

We see now that the difference between the two regularizations of the longitudinal divergence is given by the difference of
(LO)? contributions with cutoffs in a determined by the momenta on the first and on the second step of (LO)? evolution.
It is easy to see that for the sum of all diagrams this yields [see Eq. (53)]

(K oTe{0, U1Yigd — K, o Tr{U, U119y = o2 ] d*zd*[T{U uhyt{u ulyT{u, Ul - v vlv,ulu vty

e |G 1) -0 )]

Di
p2+t

4 . 2
: (Z— L] LC 1) - G 1)
p p
X N T
(l#517)-0 zmﬂ
i 2 Di 14 2
+ ! £t _ rr
(x Z) ( e 2LE1 1) )
| |* y o | Iz—x pizz.
PP+t p?+t
Using the integral
© di Pi I pi I X, Y) (1 T(e(2— e)(4iu) ¢
—e (X | 25 |\ |72 Z>:_ 2 u 2= 2 Ve
/;)t ( p-t+t >( p-+t 47 Jo (X2 + Y?u)
(X, Y) 1 X2 InY? — Y?InX?
= W<_E — 1n4 + X2 — Y2 - 1nX2Y2> + 0(6)

we obtain
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(KoTr{0, U1} — K oTr{0, U F1P) = —

aj
1674
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1
d2 d2 /
] 2a z (z — 2)°X°Y?

X [T{U UIyT{U, Uy T{U, U} = U, Ul U, US U, U} + 2 2]

Y2
A 2
Y/Z

o]

{(z -7, Y’)[

. Y)InGz — 2P + (Y, 2 — 2) lnY’z} by e y>.

X*+ Y2

XZ_yZ

X2
I + 2} 1 (A, Y)InX? — (A, X) 1nY2}
@=2P?+Y? (z—2)
G—2)P— Y~ In y2 + 2}

(B8)

The NLO kernel for the evolution of color dipoles with respect to the slope is the sum of Eq. (5) and the correction (BS).
Note that the correction term (B8) is not conformally invariant (cf. Ref. [24]). This is hardly surprising since the non-

lightlike Wilson line turns into a circle under the inversion x

"

_>x#

/ x2. Also, the forward kernel of the correction term

will probably spoil the agreement with the NLO BFKL. We were not able to compute the corresponding eigenvalues, but it
is hard to imagine how the integral of the r.h.s. of Eq. (B8) with (z — z/)*” can be a number independent of vy [recall that our
discrepancy with NLO BFKL is 2£(3)].
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