arXiv:1111.3936v1 [hep-ph] 16 Nov 2011

On perturbative limits of quadrupole evolution in QCD at high energy

Jamal Jalilian-Marian^{1,2} 1 Department of Natural Sciences, Baruch College, CUNY 17 Lexington Avenue, New York, NY 10010, USA 2 The Graduate School and University Center, City University of New York, 365 Fifth Avenue, New York, NY 10016, USA

We consider the perturbative (weak field) limit of the small x QCD evolution equation for quadrupole, the normalized trace of four Wilson lines in the fundamental representation, which appears in di-hadron angular correlation in high energy collisions. We linearize the quadrupole evolution equation and then expand the Wilson lines in powers of g Aμ where Aμ is the gauge field. The quadratic terms in the expansion (∼ g^2 A^2) satisfy the BFKL equation as has been recently shown. We then consider the quartic terms (∼ g^4 A^4) in the expansion and show that the linearized quadrupole evolution equation, written in terms of color charge density ρ, reduces to the well-known BJKP equation for the imaginary part of four-reggeized gluon exchange amplitude. We comment on the possibility that the BJKP equation for the evolution of a n-reggeized gluon state can be obtained from the JIMWLK evolution equation for the normalized trace of n fundamental Wilson lines when non-linear (recombination) terms are neglected.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent experimental observation of disappearance of the away side peak in di-hadron angular correlation in the forward rapidity region in deuteron-gold collisions at RHIC [1] has generated a lot of interest in multi-parton correlations at high energy (small x). Unlike structure functions in DIS and single inclusive particle production in hadronic collisions which are sensitive to dipoles (normalized trace of two Wilson lines), di-hadron correlations probe correlators of higher number of Wilson lines [2, 3]. Therefore one has the opportunity, for the first time, to investigate these higher correlators experimentally through studies of angular and rapidity correlations in di-hadron production cross section in high energy hadronic collisions. Such studies can teach us much about the intrinsic correlations in the hadronic or nuclear wave functions which are not accessible in single inclusive particle production or in studies of structure function in DIS.

Higher correlators of Wilson lines appear in two-hadron production cross section in any dilute-dense collision at high energy where analytic calculations are possible. Classic examples of such asymmetric collisions are proton-nucleus collisions (see [4] for a review) in the fragmentation region of the proton, and in DIS close to the virtual photon remnants^1. Two-gluon production cross section in DIS has been considered in [2] while two-parton production cross section in proton-nucleus collisions has been investigated in [2, 5–8]. In all cases, the cross section involves correlators of higher (more than two) number of Wilson lines, the most important being the quadrupole operator. Evolution equations for these higher point correlators have been derived [2, 9, 10] and approximate analytic expressions for them have been developed using a Gaussian model [11] and approximate analytic solutions have been proposed [12]. Very recently, powerful lattice gauge theory techniques have been applied to solve the JIMWLK evolution equation which then allows a systematic and detailed numerical study of the properties of these higher point correlators [13].

Here we study the evolution equation for the quadrupole operator in the weak field limit. A first study of this has already been performed in [10] where it is shown that the quadrupole evolution equation reduces to a sum of BFKL equations for the dipole operator in the limit where the dipole is expanded in powers of the gluon field and quadratic terms in gluon field are kept. Here, we go beyond the quadratic expansion and show that the quartic terms in the expansion of the linearized quadrupole evolution equation satisfy an equation which is identical to the BJKP equation [14, 15] for the imaginary part of the four-reggeized gluon exchange amplitude. This should be very useful since there is an extensive literature on the properties of the BJKP equation which may give us further insight on the properties of the JIMWLK equation in the limit where one may ignore non-linear terms.

1 Particle production in the very forward rapidity region in proton-proton collisions at very high energy falls into this category also.

II. QUADRUPOLE EVOLUTION EQUATION

We start by defining the quadrupole operator Q as Q(r, r̄, s̄, s) ≡ 1 N_c trV_r V^†_{r̄} V_{s̄} V^†_s (1)

where V_r ≡ V (r_t) is a Wilson line in the fundamental representation in the covariant gauge V (r_t) ≡ P̂ e^{−ig ∫ dx− A+} (2) and A^μ(x^−, r_t) = δ^{μ +} δ(x^−)α(r_t). The gauge field α(r_t) is related to the color charge density via ∂^2_t α^a(r_t) ∼ g ρ^a(r_t) and r, r̄, s̄, s etc. denote two-dimensional coordinates on the transverse plane. The evolution equation for the quadrupole was derived in [2] in the large N_c limit and using Feynman diagram techniques. It has been recently re-derived [10] using the JIMWLK equation where it was shown that there are no N_c suppressed corrections. Here we outline the derivation using the JIMWLK formalism [16] where the evolution (y = log1/x) of any operator is given by d dy ⟨O⟩ = 1 2 ⟨∫ d^2x d^2y δ δα^b_x η^{bd}_{xy} δ δα^d_y O ⟩ , (3)

with η^{bd}_{xy} = 1 π ∫ d^2z (2π)^2 (x − z) · (y − z) (x − z)^2(y − z)^2 [ 1 + U^†_xU_y − U^†_xU_z − U^†_z U_y ]_{bd} . (4)

and U is a Wilson line in the adjoint representation. The derivation of the quadrupole evolution equation is straightforward but tedious. It involves functional differentiation of the Wilson lines and repeated use of the identity [U(r)]^{ab} t^b = V^†(r) t^a V (r). The result is d dy ⟨Q(r, r̄, s̄, s)⟩ = N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2z {⟨[ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 ] Q(z, r̄, s̄, s) S(r, z) + [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ] Q(r, z, s̄, s) S(z, r̄) + [ (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (s − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 ] Q(r, r̄, z, s) S(s̄, z) + [ (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ] Q(r, r̄, s̄, z) S(z, s) − [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 + (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ] Q(r, r̄, s̄, s) − [ (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ] S(r, s) S(r̄, s̄) − [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 ] S(r, r̄) S(s̄, s) ⟩} (5) where the S matrix is defined as S(r, r̄) ≡ 1 N_c trV_r V^†_{r̄} (6)

We will refer to the first four lines in this equation as ”real” and the last three terms as ”virtual” terms in coordinate space. This is to distinguish them from the real and virtual terms in momentum space after we Fourier transform the equation since there is no one to one correspondence between the real and virtual terms in coordinate and momentum spaces. We have also verified that this equation is exact in the sense that there are no N_c suppressed terms in the equation itself (note that models used to evaluate the color averaging denoted by < · · · > may introduce sub-leading

N_c terms). It also agrees with the previous results for the quadrupole evolution equation [2, 10]. The S matrix satisfies the BK evolution equation [17] given by d dy ⟨S(r − s)⟩ = N_c α_s 2π^2 ∫ d^2z

(r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 [ ⟨S(r − z)⟩ ⟨S(z − s)⟩ − ⟨S(r − s)⟩ ] (7) Unlike the dipole kernel in the BK equation which allows a probabilistic interpretation in coordinate space, the same is not true in the quadrupole evolution equation due to terms with negative signs. Even though the individual kernels in eq. (5) are just the standard dipole kernels [18], it is still perhaps useful to explain in a more intuitive way, the various terms that appear in eq. (5). The first four lines in eq. (5) are the ”real” corrections and come from the third and fourth terms in eq. (4). One can rewrite any kernel in eq. (5) in a way which may look more familiar and facilitates the comparison with the standard dipole emission kernel. For example, the kernel in the first line on the right hand side of eq. (5) can be written as as ∼ 2 [ 1 (r − z)^2 − (r − z) · (r̄ − z) (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 − (r − z) · (s − z) (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (r̄ − z) · (s − z) (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 ] (8) with a similar form for all the other kernels. Here the first term corresponds to a gluon being radiated by a quark line represented by V (r). If it is absorbed by the same quark line in the amplitude, it leaves the quadrupole unchanged and will correspond to a ”virtual” correction. On the other hand if it is absorbed by the same quark line but in the complex conjugate amplitude (so the gluon line crosses the cut), it will multiply the quadrupole with the coordinate r replaced by z and a dipole with coordinates r, z. This will be part of the ”real” corrections. The second term above corresponds to the case when the quark line, represented by V (r), in the quark anti-quark system represented by V (r) and V (r̄) radiates a gluon with transverse coordinate z. If the radiated gluon does not cross the cut line and is absorbed by the anti-quark line at r̄ it becomes part of the ”virtual” corrections. On the other hand if the radiated gluon at z crosses the cut and is then absorbed by an anti-quark line in the complex conjugate amplitude, it breaks the original quadrupole into a quadrupole with coordinate r replaced by z and a dipole at r, z. This is part of the ”real corrections. All other terms have a similar interpretation.

To investigate the weak field limit of this evolution and to make our approximations more transparent, it is more useful to work with the T matrices, defined as T_Q ≡ 1 − Q and T ≡ 1 − S. It is easy to see that all kernels multiplying 1 (when we switch from Q, S to T_Q, T ) add up to zero. Therefore, eq. (5) is re-written as d dy ⟨T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, s)⟩ = N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2z {⟨

[ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 ][ T_Q(z, r̄, s̄, s) + T (r, z) − T_Q(z, r̄, s̄, s)T (r, z) ]

+ [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ][ T_Q(r, z, s̄, s) + T (z, r̄) − T_Q(r, z, s̄, s) T (z, r̄) ]

+ [ (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (s − r̄)^2 (s − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 ][ T_Q(r, r̄, z, s) + T (s̄, z) − T_Q(r, r̄, z, s) T (s̄, z) ]

+ [ (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ][ T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, z) + T (z, s) − T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, z) T (z, s) ]

− [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 + (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ] T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, s) − [ (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ][ T (r, s) + T (r̄, s̄) − T (r, s) T (r̄, s̄) ]

− [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 ][ T (r, r̄) + T (s̄, s) − T (r, r̄) T (s̄, s) ]⟩}

(9)

A. The weak field limits

It is useful to consider the above equation for T_Q in the weak field (dilute) limit where all sizes are much smaller than the inverse saturation scale, i.e., |a − b| <<^1_{Qs} for any external coordinates a, b. In this limit the non-linear terms (T_Q T and T T ) in eq. (9) may be dropped and we get

d dy ⟨T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, s)⟩ = N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2z {⟨[ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 ][ T_Q(z, r̄, s̄, s) + T (r, z) ] + [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ][ T_Q(r, z, s̄, s) + T (z, r̄) ] + [ (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (s − r̄)^2 (s − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 ][ T_Q(r, r̄, z, s) + T (s̄, z) ] + [ (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ][ T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, z) + T (z, s) ] − [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 + (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ] T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, s) − [ (r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 + (r̄ − s̄)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 ][ T (r, s) + T (r̄, s̄) ] − [ (r − r̄)^2 (r − z)^2(r̄ − z)^2 + (s − s̄)^2 (s − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r − s̄)^2 (r − z)^2(s̄ − z)^2 − (r̄ − s)^2 (r̄ − z)^2(s − z)^2 ][ T (r, r̄) + T (s̄, s) ]⟩}

(10)

To proceed further, we first consider the two-gluon exchange limit, i.e., the BFKL equation [19]. Since T_Q and T include multiple gluon exchanges, we need to linearize them, i.e., take the single (reggeized) gluon exchange limit. This corresponds to expanding each of the Wilson lines in the definition of T_Q and T to first order in the gauge field α and then keeping terms of the order α^2. In this limit (note the relative sign which appears when taking both α’s from either V ’s or V^†’s rather than taking one α from a V and another α from a V^†) T_Q(r, r̄, s̄, s) → T (r, r̄) + T (s̄, s) − T (r, s̄) − T (r̄, s) + T (r, s) + T (r̄, s̄) (11) Using eq. (11) in both sides of eq. (10) we get the BFKL equation for each T of a given argument. For example, d dy ⟨T (r, s)⟩ = N_c α_s 2π^2 ∫ d^2z

(r − s)^2 (r − z)^2(s − z)^2 [ ⟨T (r, z)⟩ + ⟨T (z, s)⟩ − ⟨T (r, s)⟩ ] (12)

where T in eq. (12) and right hand side of (11) stands for

T (r, r̄) → Γ(r − r̄) ∼ g^2 α^a(r)α^a(r̄) (13)

This limit was already considered in [10] and the correspondence with BFKL was shown. We also note that this relation still holds when the evolution equation is written in terms of the color charge density ρ rather than the gauge field α.

The next interesting case is to consider O(α^4) and see whether our evolution equation reduces to the well-known BJKP equation governing the evolution of four reggeized-gluon state in the dilute limit. To do this, again we first ignore the non-linear terms in the evolution equation, then we expand the Wilson lines and keep terms of the order α^4 in eq. (10). Since the BJKP equation is written in momentum space, we will start by Fourier transforming T_Q (ignoring T at the moment) to momentum space and disregard any contribution which leads to a vanishing external momentum. We define^2

T_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) ≡ ∫ d^2r d^2r̄ d^2s̄ d^2s e^{i(l1 ·r + l2·r̄ + l3·s̄ + l4·s)} T_4(r, r̄, s̄, s) (14)

where l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4 are two-dimensional external transverse momenta satisfying overall transverse momentum conservation so that there are only three independent momenta. This corresponds to having a choice in picking the origin of the coordinate space on the transverse plane. One can then right away see that the last term in (8) convoluted with

2 We will use the notation T_4 here to denote the ∼ O(α^4) terms in the expansion of T_Q so that T_4 ≡^1_{Nc} T r [α α α α].

T_4(z, r̄, s̄, s) will give a δ^2(l_1) since it does not depend on coordinate r. A similar argument shows that the last term in each kernel in the first 4 lines in eq. (10) (the ”real” terms) will lead to a delta function which sets one of the external momenta to zero. Since the external momenta of the reggeized-gluons are assumed to be finite (non-zero), all these terms can be safely ignored. We now consider the contribution of the ”virtual” terms, line 5 in eq. (10). Upon Fourier transforming, we get − 8 N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2p_t p^2_t

T_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) + 4 N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2p_t p^2_t

T_4(p_t + l_1, l_2 − p_t, l_3, l_4) + · · · (15)

with a cyclic permutation of the external momenta in the second term understood. The first term is part of the virtual corrections while the second term is part of the real corrections in momentum space. Let us consider now the contribution of ”real” terms. Fourier transforming the non-zero terms in the first line of eq. (10) gives 2 N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2p_t [ p_t · (p_t − l_1) p^2_t (p_t − l_1)^2

T_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) + 2 p_t · l_1 p^2_t l^2_1

T_4(p_t + l_1, l_2 − p_t, l_3, l_4) ] (16)

The first term in eq. (16) is part of the virtual corrections (in momentum space) while the second term is part of the real corrections. With a slight rearrangement of the first term one can rewrite the contribution of the first line in eq. (10) as 2 N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2p_t {[ 1 p^2_t − l^2_1 2 p^2_t (p_t − l_1)^2 ] T_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) + 2 p_t · l_1 p^2_t l^2_1

T_4(p_t + l_1, l_2 − p_t, l_3, l_4) } (17)

It is clear that the first term in the square bracket in eq. (17) partially cancels the first term in eq. (15). This cancellation becomes complete when we include the similar contributions from the lines 2 − 4 in eq. (10) so that the only virtual correction left so far is the second term in the square bracket in (17). Including the contribution of the second line to the real part (only the terms which lead to T_4 with the same argument, at the moment) gives d dy T_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) = N_c α_s π^2 ∫ d^2p_t [ 1 p^2_t + p_t · l_1 p^2_t l^2_1 − p_t · l_2 p^2_t l^2 − l_1 · l_2 l^2_1l^2 ] T_4(p_t + l_1, l_2 − p_t, l_3, l_4) + · · · − N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2p_t [ l^2_1 p^2_t (l_1 − p_t)^2

+ {l_1 → l_2, l_3, l_4} ] T_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) (18)

where · · · stands for real contributions obtained by appropriate permutation of the external momenta. Finally we note that the term proportional to l_1 · l_2 comes from keeping O(∼ α^2) in the expansion of V_z and setting one of the other V ’s to unity, for example, taking V_{r̄} = 1 and α^2(z) in the first line of eq. (10). It is clear that the virtual terms in eq. (18) are already in exact agreement with one gets from BJKP equation [14, 15] but the real terms look different. To show agreement of the real terms with the BJKP equation, we rewrite this equation for color charge density ρ rather than the gauge field α (this does not affect the virtual corrections). To this end, we note that the square bracket in the real term in eq. (18) can be rewritten as [ 1 p^2_t + p_t · l_1 p^2_t l^2_1 − p_t · l_2 p^2_t l^2 − l_1 · l_2 l^2_1l^2 ] = 1 2 [ (p_t + l_1)^2

p^2_t l^2_1 + (p_t − l_2)^2 p^2_t l^2 − (l_1 + l_2)^2 l^2_1l^2 ]

Recalling the relation between gauge field α and color charge density ρ, α(p_t) ∼ ρ(p_t) p^2_t

(19)

and defining T̂_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) =^1_{Nc} T r ρ(l_1)ρ(l_2)ρ(l_3)ρ(l_4), we multiply both sides of eq. (18) with l^2_1 l^2 l^2_3 l^2_4 which effectively removes the external legs. Eq. (18) can then be written as d dy T̂_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) = N^c α^s π^2 ∫ d^2p_t [ p^i p^2_t − (p^i − l^i_1) (p_t + l_1)^2 ] · [ p^i p^2_t − (p^i − l^i_2) (p_t + l_2)^2 ] T̂_4(p_t + l_1, l_2 − p_t, l_3, l_4) + · · · − N_c α_s (2π)^2 ∫ d^2p_t [ l^2_1 p^2_t (l_1 − p_t)^2

+ {l_1 → l_2, l_3, l_4} ] T̂_4(l_1, l_2, l_3, l_4) (20)

This is our final result and corresponds to the evolution of T̂_4 after one step in rapidity y as depicted (the real part) in Fig. (1). We have checked that it agrees with the expressions given in [14, 15].

FIG. 1: Evolution of the four-point function T̂4 after one step in rapidity as given by eq. (20). Shown is one of the real diagrams only and the dashed line represents a cut.

There are several points that need to be clarified; first, we have completely disregarded the dipole terms (∼ T ) here even though they also contain O(α^4) terms. Since T (r, s) depends only on two external transverse coordinates r, s, O(α^4) terms will necessarily involve two pairs of gauge fields at the same point. Assuming rotational invariance on the transverse coordinate plane, this leads to setting two of the external momenta equal to each other which takes one back to the BFKL ladders. Therefore, these terms are not relevant for our purpose. A second point is the color averaging denoted by < · · · >. We have not made any assumptions about the color averaging [20] and the evolution equation derived is independent of how one performs this averaging. Furthermore, the overall color structure of the equation seems to be more general than the BJKP equation since here one has a trace of four color matrices in the fundamental representation on both sides of the equation. This trace could be written in terms of products of the group structure constants δ^{ab}, f^{abc}, d^{abc} whereas the BJKP equation is for the exchange of four reggeized-gluon state in a symmetric color singlet state. One expects that δ δ terms would lead to a topology which is equivalent to exchange of two independent BFKL pomerons which would then be disregarded. Therefore, one would only consider the color symmetric structures involving d’s.

In summary, we have shown in this preliminary study that the JIMWLK evolution equation for the quadrupole operator can be reduced to the BJKP equation for the real part of the four reggeized-gluon exchange amplitude. To do this, we first ignore the non-linear (recombination) terms in quadrupole evolution equation, and then expand the Wilson lines in terms of the gauge field (or equivalently, the color charge density). This approximation should be valid when the external momenta are larger that the saturation scale, i.e., in the dilute region. The quadrupole evolution equation reduces to a sum of independent BFKL equations in O(ρ^2) and to the BJKP equation when one looks at the terms of order ∼ ρ^4. This suggests that the JIMWLK evolution equation for the n-pole operator 1 N_c < T r V (x1) V †(x_2) · · · V^†(x_n) > in the linear limit (dilute region) may be equivalent to the BJKP heirarchy for the imaginary part of the n reggeized-gluon exchange amplitude. This would be very useful since there is much that is known about the BJKP equation and its properties but not much is known about the properties of the JIMWLK equation in analytic form. Proving the equivalence between linearized JIMWLK and BJKP equations may not be so difficult since the JIMWLK evolution equation for^1_{Nc} < T r V (x_1) V^†(x_2) · · · V^†(x_n) > can almost be written down by inspection in analogy with the pattern seen in eq. (5). The problem reduces to keeping track of which quark line radiates a gluon and counting all the possibilities since all emission kernels are just the standard dipole kernel. It would also be interesting to investigate the connection between the non-linear terms in the JIMWLK equation and multi-pomeron vertices employed in reggeized-gluon approach to high energy scattering. These issues are beyond the scope of this preliminary work and will be reported elsewhere.

Acknowledgments

We thank F. Dominguez, A. Dumitru, Y. Kovchegov, A. Mueller and B. Xiao for useful discussions. This work is supported by the DOE Office of Nuclear Physics through Grant No. DE-FG02-09ER41620 and by The City University of New York through the PSC-CUNY Research Program, grant 62625-41. Figures are made using JaxoDraw [21].

[1] E. Braidot [ STAR Collaboration ], Nucl. Phys. A854, 168-174 (2011). [arXiv:1008.3989 [nucl-ex]]. [2] J. Jalilian-Marian and Y. V. Kovchegov, Phys. Rev. D 70, 114017 (2004) [Erratum-ibid. D 71, 079901 (2005)]. [3] F. Gelis, E. Iancu, J. Jalilian-Marian, R. Venugopalan, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 60, 463-489 (2010). [arXiv:1002.0333 [hep-ph]].

[4] J. Jalilian-Marian, Y. V. Kovchegov, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 56, 104-231 (2006). [hep-ph/0505052]. [5] C. Marquet, Nucl. Phys. A 796, 41 (2007); K. Tuchin, arXiv:0912.5479 [hep-ph]; J. L. Albacete and C. Marquet, arXiv:1005.4065 [hep-ph]; D. Kharzeev, E. Levin and L. McLerran, Nucl. Phys. A 748, 627 (2005).

[6] N. N. Nikolaev, W. Schäfer, B. G. Zakharov and V. R. Zoller, Phys. Rev. D 72, 034033 (2005); R. Baier, A. Kovner, M. Nardi and U. A. Wiedemann, Phys. Rev. D 72, 094013 (2005).

[7] A. Kovner, M. Lublinsky, Phys. Rev. D83, 034017 (2011), [arXiv:1012.3398 [hep-ph]]; [arXiv:1109.0347 [hep-ph]]. [8] A. Stasto, B. -W. Xiao, F. Yuan, [arXiv:1109.1817 [hep-ph]].

[9] A. Dumitru and J. Jalilian-Marian, Phys. Rev. D 81, 094015 (2010), A. Dumitru, J. Jalilian-Marian, Phys. Rev. D82, 074023 (2010). [arXiv:1008.0480 [hep-ph]].

[10] F. Dominguez, A. H. Mueller, S. Munier, B. -W. Xiao, Phys. Lett. B705, 106-111 (2011). [arXiv:1108.1752 [hep-ph]]. [11] F. Dominguez, C. Marquet, B. -W. Xiao, F. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D83, 105005 (2011). [arXiv:1101.0715 [hep-ph]]. [12] E. Iancu, D. N. Triantafyllopoulos, [arXiv:1109.0302 [hep-ph]].

[13] A. Dumitru, J. Jalilian-Marian, T. Lappi, B. Schenke, R. Venugopalan, [arXiv:1108.4764 [hep-ph]]. [14] J. Bartels, Nucl. Phys. B 175, 365 (1980); T. Jaroszewicz, Acta Phys. Polon. B 11, 965 (1980); J. Kwiecinski and M. Praszalowicz, Phys. Lett. B 94, 413 (1980);

[15] Z. Chen, A. H. Mueller, Nucl. Phys. B451, 579-604 (1995).

[16] J. Jalilian-Marian, A. Kovner, L. D. McLerran and H. Weigert, Phys. Rev. D 55, 5414 (1997); J. Jalilian-Marian, A. Kovner, A. Leonidov and H. Weigert, Nucl. Phys. B 504, 415 (1997), Phys. Rev. D 59, 014014 (1999), Phys. Rev. D 59, 014015 (1999), Phys. Rev. D 59, 034007 (1999), A. Kovner, J. G. Milhano and H. Weigert, Phys. Rev. D 62, 114005 (2000); A. Kovner and J. G. Milhano, Phys. Rev. D 61, 014012 (2000); E. Iancu, A. Leonidov and L. D. McLerran, Nucl. Phys. A 692, 583 (2001), Phys. Lett. B 510, 133 (2001); E. Ferreiro, E. Iancu, A. Leonidov and L. McLerran, Nucl. Phys. A 703, 489 (2002); H. Weigert, Nucl. Phys. A703, 823-860 (2002). [hep-ph/0004044]. J. -P. Blaizot, E. Iancu, H. Weigert, Nucl. Phys. A713, 441-469 (2003). [hep-ph/0206279].

[17] I. Balitsky, Nucl. Phys. B 463, 99 (1996); Y. V. Kovchegov, Phys. Rev. D 60, 034008 (1999); Phys. Rev. D 61, 074018 (2000).

[18] N. N. Nikolaev and B. G. Zakharov, Z. Phys. C 49, 607 (1991); A. H. Mueller, Nucl. Phys. B 415, 373 (1994). [19] L. N. Lipatov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 23, 338 (1976) [Yad. Fiz. 23, 642 (1976)]; E. A. Kuraev, L. N. Lipatov and V. S. Fadin, Sov. Phys. JETP 45, 199 (1977) [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 72, 377 (1977)]; I. I. Balitsky and L. N. Lipatov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 28, 822 (1978) [Yad. Fiz. 28, 1597 (1978)].

[20] A. Dumitru, J. Jalilian-Marian, E. Petreska, Phys. Rev. D84, 014018 (2011). [arXiv:1105.4155 [hep-ph]]. [21] D. Binosi, L. Theussl, Comput. Phys. Commun. 161, 76-86 (2004). [hep-ph/0309015].