arXiv:1210.3890v3 [hep-ph] 5 Nov 2012

Evidence for BFKL and saturation dynamics from di-hadron spectra at the LHC

Kevin Dusling^1 and Raju Venugopalan^2 1Physics Department, North Carolina State University, Raleigh, NC 27695, USA 2Physics Department, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, NY 11973, USA

We demonstrate that rapidity separated di-hadron spectra in high multiplicity proton-proton collisions at the LHC can be quantitatively described by a combination of BFKL and saturation dynamics. Based on these results, we predict the systematics of di-hadron spectra in proton-nucleus collisions at the LHC.

Proton-proton collisions in the high energy Regge-Gribov asymptotics of QCD are described by the exchange of ladder like emissions of gluons. These gluons carry very small fractions x of the longitudinal momenta of the colliding protons but have fixed but sufficiently large transverse momenta such that the coupling α_S governing their emission is weak. In these high energy asymptotics, large logarithms of x accompany every such emission; multi-particle production is described by the Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL) equation [1, 2] which performs a resummation of α_S ln(x) terms that appear at each rung of the QCD ladder. The BFKL bremsstrahlung evolution equation in x can be contrasted to the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) equations [3–5] corresponding to QCD evolution with squared momentum resolution Q^2. An important aspect of a quantitative description of high energy scattering in QCD is the regime of applicability of BFKL and DGLAP ladder resummations.

Another important feature of QCD in Regge-Gribov asymptotics is gluon saturation [6, 7], which predicts that the non-linear dynamics of gluons slows the growth of gluon distributions at small x due to maximal phase space occupancies of gluons for transverse momenta below the saturation scale Q_S (x) in hadron wavefunctions. This semihard scale is significantly larger at small x than the intrinsic QCD scale, thereby making feasible a weak coupling treatment of the non-perturbative dynamics of QCD saturation [8]. In small x asymptotics, both the growth of gluon distributions via BFKL evolution and the onset and properties of the saturation regime are described by the Color Glass Condensate effective field theory (CGC-EFT) [9].

In this letter, we will demonstrate that the combination of BFKL and saturation dynamics in the leading power counting of the CGC-EFT provides a good description of high multiplicity di-hadron spectra in proton-proton (p+p) collisions at the LHC. These spectra were measured by the CMS collaboration [10] in events with a high charged hadron multiplicity (N > 110) trigger in the rapidity range of 2 ≤ |Δη| ≤ 4. On the nearside (with azimuthal separations Δϕ ≈ 0), the di-hadron spectra display a novel and mostly unanticipated collimation called the “ridge”. In a previous letter [11], we showed that the di-hadron yield in the p+p ridge can be explained by “Glasma graphs” [12–14]: these graphs are enhanced in high multiplicity events relative to minimum bias by α^{−8}_S , a factor of 10^4–10^5 for typical values of α_S . We will elaborate significantly on this study here.

On the awayside (Δϕ ≈ π), there is a small collimated Glasma graph contribution, but it is dominated by the better known “back-to-back” QCD graphs. We will show that gluon emissions between p^{asc}_T and p^{trig}_T partons are essential and can be described by a universal BFKL Green function. Both Glasma and BFKL graphs are illustrated in fig. 1. Detailed exploration of di-hadron spectra has the potential to pin down, uniquely thus far in hadron-hadron collisions, the underlying perturbative “QCD string” dynamics, gluon saturation, and the interplay between the two. In this spirit, we make predictions for di-hadron spectra in both minimum bias and high multiplicity proton-Lead (p+Pb) √ s = 5.02 TeV collisions at the LHC.

We first examine the Glasma Graphs for correlated two gluon production. In Ref. [11], we wrote down the leading contributions in p_T /Q_S , which can be expressed in terms of the two particle momentum space rapidities y_{p,q} and transverse momenta p_T , q_T as

d^2N^{corr.(1)}

Glasma

d^2p_T d^2q_T dy_pdy_q = C_2 p^2_T q^2_T ∫ k_T

(D_1 + D_2) , (1)

with C_2 =^{αS (pT ) αS (qT )}

4π^{10}

N^2_C S_⊥ (N^2_C −1)^3 ζ and

D_1 = Φ^2_{A1} (y_p, k_T )Φ_{A2} (y_p, p_T − k_T )D_{A2}

D_2 = Φ^2_{A2} (y_q, k_T )Φ_{A1} (y_p, p_T − k_T )D_{A1} , (2)

where D_{A2(1)} = Φ_{A2(1)} (y_q, q_T +k_T )+Φ_{A2(1)} (y_q , q_T −k_T ). We extend our previous calculation by evaluating additional diagrams that are formally subleading in p_T /Q_S, as listed in appendix A of Ref. [13]. The sub-leading contributions discussed in that work[15] are necessary for a more quantitative description of data. The contribution of these additional diagrams can be expressed as

d^2N^{corr.(2)}

Glasma

d^2p_T d^2q_T dy_pdy_q = C_2 p^2_T q^2_T ∑ j=± ( A_1(p_T , jq_T ) + 1 2 A_2(p_T , jq_T ) ) , (3)

FIG. 1. Anatomy of di-hadron correlations. The glasma graph on the left illustrates its its schematic contribution to the double inclusive cross-section (dashed orange curve). On the right is the back-to-back graph and the shape of its yield (dashed blue curve). The grey blobs denote emissions all the way from beam rapidities to those of the triggered gluons. The solid black curve represents the sum of contributions from glasma and back-to-back graphs. The shaded region represents the Associated Yield (AY) calculated using the zero-yield-at-minimum (ZYAM) procedure.

with[16] A_1 = δ^2(p_T + q_T ) [ I^2_1 + I^2_2 + 2I^2_3 ] , such that

I_1 = ∫ k_{1⊥}

Φ_{A1} (y_p, k_{1⊥})Φ_{A2} (y_q , p_T − k_{1⊥}) ( k_{1⊥} · p_T − k^2_{1⊥}

)_2

k^2_{1⊥} (p_T − k_{1⊥})^2 , I_2 = ∫ k_{1⊥}

Φ_{A1} (y_p, k_{1⊥})Φ_{A2} (y_q , p_T − k_{1⊥})

|k_{1⊥} × p_T |^2 k^2_{1⊥} (p_T − k_{1⊥})^2 , I_3 = ∫ k_{1⊥}

Φ_{A1} (y_p, k_{1⊥})Φ_{A2} (y_q , p_T − k_{1⊥}) ( k_{1⊥} · p_T − k^2_{1⊥} ) |k_{1⊥} × p_T | k^2_{1⊥} (p_T − k_{1⊥})^2 . The other contribution, A_2 in Eq. (3) can be expressed as

A_2 = ∫ k_{1⊥}

Φ_{A1} (y_p, k_{1⊥})Φ_{A1} (y_p, k_{2⊥})Φ_{A2} (y_q, p_T − k_{1⊥})Φ_{A2} (y_q , q_T + k_{1⊥}) × ( k_{1⊥} · p_T − k^2_{1⊥} ) ( k_{2⊥} · p_T − k^2_⊥ ) + (k_{1⊥} × p_T ) (k_{2⊥} × p_T ) k^2_{1⊥} (p_T − k_{1⊥})^2 × ( k_{1⊥} · q_T − k^2_{1⊥} ) ( k_{2⊥} · q_T − k^2_⊥ ) + (k_{1⊥} × q_T ) (k_{2⊥} × q_T ) k^2_⊥ (q_T + k_{1⊥})^2 (4) where k_{2⊥} ≡ p_T − q_T − k_{1⊥}.

The unintegrated gluon distribution (UGD) per unit transverse area Φ in these expressions is a universal quantity determined by solving the Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) equation [17, 18] as a function of the rapidity y = log (x_0/x). To avoid repetition, we refer the interested reader to Ref. [11] for identical details[19] of i) the derivation of Eqs. (1) and (3), ii) the expression for the single inclusive distribution, iii) solutions of the BK equation, iv) a discussion of the non-perturbative constant ζ in C_2 that represents the effect of soft multi-gluon interactions on the di-hadron spectrum.

We now turn to the double inclusive distribution from the back-to-back QCD graphs shown in Fig. 1. At high energies, for a pair of hadrons having a rapidity separation Δy ≳ 1/α_s, a resummation of rapidity ordered multi-gluon emissions is necessary, corresponding to t-channel Pomeron exchange in the language of “Reggeon Field Theory” [20,

21]. These emissions between the two tagged partons lead to an angular decorrelation of the dihadron signal observed in the data. The observation of an angular decorrelation as a signal of pomeron exchange is complementary to looking for the growth in the dijet cross-section, as first proposed by Mueller and Navelet [22]. In this framework, the double inclusive multiplicity can be expressed as [23, 24] d^2N_{AB} d^2p_T d^2q_T dy_pdy_q | | |_{BFKL} =

32 N_c α_s(p_T ) α_s(q_T ) (2π)^8 C_F S_⊥ p^2_T q^2_T (5) × ∫ k_{0⊥} ∫ k_{3⊥}

Φ_A(x_1, k_{0⊥})Φ_B (x_2, k_{3⊥}) G(k_{0⊥} − p_T , k_{3⊥} + q_T , y_p − y_q)

where G is the BFKL Green’s function[25]

G(q_{a⊥}, q_{b⊥}, Δy) = 1 (2π)^2 1 (q^2_{a⊥}q^2_{b⊥})^{1/2} ∑ n e^{inϕ} ∫_{+∞} −∞ dν e^{ω(ν,n)Δy}e^{iν ln}(^{q2a⊥/q2b⊥}) . (6) The Φ’s in the derivation of Eq. (5) are known as impact factors and, to next-to-leading-logarithmic (NLLx) accuracy in x, satisfy an integral equation where the kernel is the real part of the leading-logs in x (LLx) BFKL kernel [23, 26, 27]. Since the CMS di-hadron kinematics requires very significant evolution of the Φ’s down from beam rapidities, well beyond the Mueller-Navelet regime, we will make the ansatz here that the Φ’s are equivalent to the unintegrated gluon distributions in Eqs. (1) and (3).

As a test of this ansatz, we can “turn off” the gluon radiation between the jets by taking the α_S Δy → 0 limit of the BFKL Green’s function[28] and obtain for the di-hadron differential cross-section, the well known expression in Multi-Regge kinematics (MRK) [24, 29], d^2N_{AB} d^2p_T d^2q_T dy_pdy_q | | |_{MRK} =

16 N_c α_s(p_T ) α_s(q_T ) (2π)^8 C_F S_⊥ p^2_T q^2_T ∫ k_{1⊥}

Φ_A(x_1, k_{1⊥})Φ_B (x_2, k_{2⊥}) . (7)

The universal BFKL Green’s function in Eq. (6) resums leading logs in x, albeit with α_S chosen to run as the geometrical mean of the two momentum scales. NLLx expressions for this quantity are now known [23, 30] and are significantly more analytically cumbersome than Eq. (6). The moments C_m = ⟨cos m(Δϕ_{p,q} )⟩ (⟨· · · ⟩ denotes the d^2N_{AB} d^2p_T d^2q_T dy_pdy_q weighted average over ϕp,ϕq ) have been computed numerically to estimate the relative LLx and NLLx

contributions to the double inclusive distributions for relative rapidities ΔY ≥ 6 [23, 31]. While the ratios C_{1,2}/C_0 are larger at NLLx by factors of 2-3 relative to LLx, this is largely because the Δϕ_{p,q} independent background C_0 is significantly lower at NLLx relative to LLx. In contrast, the collimated contributions C_1 and C_2 at NLLx are larger than the LLx values by ∼ 10% and 30% respectively.

In this work, we are interested in contributions to di-hadron production that are collimated in ΔΦ_{p,q} , above the Φ_{p,q} pedestal. Thus while a full NLL treatment is desirable, the relatively small NLLx corrections to C_{1,2} suggest a LLx treatment may be adequate. Further, because we include the effect of of running coupling both in the Φ’s and G–a piece of the NLLx contribution-the contributions neglected may be even smaller and comparable to other uncertainties such as choices of energy and renormalization scales.

We now turn to a quantitative comparison of the Glasma graphs (summing contributions from Eqs. (1), (3)) and back-to-back graphs (Eq. 5) to di-hadron spectra in high multiplicity collisions at the LHC. We first consider the associated yield per trigger[32] shown in the shaded region of Fig. (1). The detailed expressions for computing this yield implementing the ZYAM procedure are listed in [11]; as noted the novel feature here is the inclusion of the contributions in Eq. (3). The results for the CMS high multiplicity (denoted here as “central p+p”) events [10] are shown in Fig. (2). The agreement with data is quite good; the results in the 2 ≤ p^{asc}_T ≤ 3 GeV and 3 ≤ p^{asc}_T ≤ 4 windows have not been presented previously. While the trends are reproduced, data is slightly underestimated with increasing p^{trig}_T (albeit within experimental uncertainties). We note that in the absence of a Monte-Carlo generator, we are unable to require N_{trig} ≥ 2, as done for the data, in each transverse momentum bin. Imposing this cut would harden the spectrum in the correct direction.

Inclusion of the contribution from Eq. (3) lowers the K-factor from K = 2.3 required previously in [11] to K = 1. One important source of uncertainty is due to the non-perturbative constant[33] ζ. In addition, an important caveat[34] is that we have taken the BFKL contribution on the near-side to be independent of Δϕ_{pq} for Δϕ_{pq} ≤ π/2 in Figs. (2) and (3).

One way of addressing these theoretical uncertainties is to make predictions for the associated per trigger yield for p+Pb collisions[35] and compare these to forthcoming LHC data on the same. In Fig. (3), we show predictions for the nearside ridge for both minimum bias (left) and central (right) p+Pb collisions. All parameters are fixed to be

FIG. 2. The integrated associated nearside yield per trigger as a function of p^{trig}_T in three different p^{asc}_T windows for high multiplicity p+p collisons. Filled symbols denote CMS data points extracted from the published p^{trig}_T , p^{asc}_T di-hadron matrix [10]. Open symbols are our results, with dashed lines between points to guide the eye.

FIG. 3. The associated yield per trigger as a function of p^{trig}_T in min.bias p+Pb collisions at √ s = 5 TeV (left) and central p+Pb collisions (right). Predictions are for the same p^{asc}_T windows as for high multiplicity p+p collisons, and results from the latter are presented for comparison as dashed lines.

the same for p+p and p+Pb. The only difference[36] is the value of the initial scale Q_0 in the running coupling BK evolution of Φ for Pb nuclei. The initial saturation scale (in the fundamental representation) is taken to be three times that of the min. bias proton value, Q^2_0 = 0.504 GeV^2, and denotes what is meant in our context by “minimum bias” for lead ions. A value six times larger, Q^2_0 = 1.008 GeV^2, is used for “central” ions. Recall that the min. bias and “central” p+p values were taken to be Q^2_0 = 0.168 GeV^2 and Q^2_0 = 0.672 GeV^2 respectively [37]. The key message from Fig. (3) is the prediction that there is a ridge in min. bias p+Pb collisions at √ s = 5 TeV, albeit smaller than that in “central” p+p data. The ridge is larger in central p+Pb collisions[38] but still smaller than central p+p data. As for the latter, one expects a systematic under-prediction at the higher p_{T,trig} values due to the previously discussed N_{trig} ≥ 2 effect.

In Fig. (4), we compare the “back-to-back” BFKL contribution in Eq. (5), which dominates the awayside Δϕ_{pq} distribution to data in the p^{asc}_T , p^{trig}_T matrix[39]. The BFKL result gives a good agreement with awayside data in the entire matrix. This agreement can be contrasted with the result from the MRK expression in Eq. (7), as well as the result of a computation in quasi-multi-Regge-kinematics (QMRK) that includes the gg → gggg matrix element in this kinematics [24, 29]. In Fig. (5), we plot our prediction for the awayside di-hadron yield per unit N_{trig} in p+Pb collisions at √ s = 5 TeV compared to the same in central p+p.

It will be very interesting to learn if our predictions are consistent with observations in the forthcoming p+Pb data

FIG. 4. CMS data after the removal of the underlying event in each bin via the ZYAM procedure. The solid curve is the BFKL result added to the Glasma result with K-factors of KBFKL = 1.1 and K_{Glasma} = 2.3. The solid (dashed) gray curves show the result without BFKL evolution in the MRK (QMRK) framework.

from the LHC, and whether they can be distinguished from predictions in other related frameworks for di-hadron and jet spectra. With regard to the latter, it will be interesting to extend our predictions to di-jet production [40, 41] which has a larger rapidity acceptance at the LHC. Such tests of di-hadron spectra over the entire Δϕ_{pq} range have the potential to provide fundamental insights into the nature of QCD bremsstrahlung and gluon saturation at high energies.

FIG. 5. BFKL prediction for the away-side yield in minimum bias p+Pb collisions at √ s = 5 TeV. The gray curves show the corresponding results from central p+p. The underlying event has been subtracted from each bin.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

K.D. and R.V are supported by the US Department of Energy under DOE Contract Nos. DE-FG02-03ER41260 and DE-AC02-98CH10886 respectively. We would like to acknowledge useful conversations with Jochen Bartels, Dmitri Colferai, Francesco Hautmann and Samuel Wallon.

[1] I. Balitsky and L. Lipatov, Sov.J.Nucl.Phys. 28, 822 (1978) [2] E. Kuraev, L. Lipatov, and V. S. Fadin, Sov.Phys.JETP 45, 199 (1977) [3] Y. L. Dokshitzer, Sov.Phys.JETP 46, 641 (1977) [4] V. Gribov and L. Lipatov, Sov.J.Nucl.Phys. 15, 438 (1972) [5] G. Altarelli and G. Parisi, Nucl.Phys. B126, 298 (1977) [6] L. Gribov, E. Levin, and M. Ryskin, Phys.Rept. 100, 1 (1983) [7] A. H. Mueller and J.-w. Qiu, Nucl.Phys. B268, 427 (1986) [8] L. D. McLerran and R. Venugopalan, Phys.Rev. D49 2233 (1994), Phys.Rev. D49 3352 (1994). [9] F. Gelis, E. Iancu, J. Jalilian-Marian, and R. Venugopalan, Ann.Rev.Nucl.Part.Sci. 60, 463 (2010), arXiv:1002.0333 [hep-ph] [10] V. Khachatryan et al. (CMS Collaboration), JHEP 1009, 091 (2010), arXiv:1009.4122 [hep-ex] [11] K. Dusling and R. Venugopalan, Phys.Rev.Lett. 108, 262001 (2012), arXiv:1201.2658 [hep-ph] [12] A. Dumitru, F. Gelis, L. McLerran, and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A810, 91 (2008), arXiv:0804.3858 [hep-ph] [13] K. Dusling, F. Gelis, T. Lappi, and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A836, 159 (2010), arXiv:0911.2720 [hep-ph] [14] A. Dumitru, K. Dusling, F. Gelis, J. Jalilian-Marian, T. Lappi, et al., Phys.Lett. B697, 21 (2011), arXiv:1009.5295 [hep-ph] [15] The different color topologies that correspond to the leading and sub-leading contributions are discussed in detail in Ref. [12]; in particular, see Figs. 7 and 8, and accompanying text.

[16] The delta function δ(pT ± qT ) in A1 is broadened by multiple scattering as well as fragmentation effects the full treatment of which is beyond our scope. Here we smear the distribution to be δ(ϕpq ) →^{1√}_{2πσ} exp ( −ϕ^2_{pq} /2σ^2 ) , where Δϕp,q = ϕp − ϕq and σ = 3 GeV/pT is a pT dependent width on the order of the saturation scale. We stress that the associated yield–the integral over the near-side signal–is insensitive to details of this smearing.

[17] I. Balitsky, Nucl.Phys. B463, 99 (1996), arXiv:hep-ph/9509348 [hep-ph] [18] Y. V. Kovchegov, Phys.Rev. D60, 034008 (1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9901281 [hep-ph] [19] Variations relative to Ref. [11] are as follows: a) we take αS to run as a function of pT or qT instead of the saturation scale QS . b) We use the NLO KPP parametrization [42] for gluon fragmentation to charged hadrons. c) The scale in the BK equation at the initial value x = x0 is adjusted slightly to be Q^2_0 = 0.168 GeV^2 for min bias p+p collisions and Q^2_0 = 0.672 GeV^2 for central p+p collisions–we emphasize, as in Ref. [11], that this scale should not be confused with the much larger saturation scale QS .

[20] L. Lipatov, Nucl.Phys. B452, 369 (1995), arXiv:hep-ph/9502308 [hep-ph] [21] V. Del Duca(1995), arXiv:hep-ph/9503226 [22] A. H. Mueller and H. Navelet, Nucl.Phys. B282, 727 (1987) [23] D. Colferai, F. Schwennsen, L. Szymanowski, and S. Wallon, JHEP 1012, 026 (2010), arXiv:1002.1365 [hep-ph] [24] V. S. Fadin, M. Kotsky, and L. Lipatov(1996), arXiv:hep-ph/9704267 [hep-ph] [25] Appearing in the BFKL Green’s function is the BFKL eigenvalue, ω(ν, n) = −2αs Re [ Ψ (_{|n|+1} 2 + iν ) − Ψ(1) ] , where

Ψ(z) = d ln Γ(z)/dz is the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function, αs ≡ Nc αS (√ q_{a⊥}q_{b⊥} ) /π and ϕ ≡ arccos (_{qa⊥ ·qb⊥} |qa⊥| |qb⊥ | ) . [26] V. S. Fadin and A. D. Martin, Phys.Rev. D60, 114008 (1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9904505 [hep-ph] [27] J. Bartels, D. Colferai, and G. Vacca, Eur.Phys.J. C29, 235 (2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0206290 [hep-ph] [28] In taking the limit of αsΔy → 0 it is useful to use the following integral representation of the δ-function; δ^2(pT − qT ) = 1 2π2(p^2_T q^2_T )^{1/2} ∑_{+∞} n=−∞ ∫_{+∞} −∞ dν e^{iν ln}(^{p2T /q2T} )e^{in arccos(q̂⊥ ·p̂⊥)}.

[29] A. Leonidov and D. Ostrovsky, Phys. Rev. D62, 094009 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9905496 [30] J. R. Andersen and A. Sabio Vera, Nucl.Phys. B679, 345 (2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0309331 [hep-ph] [31] F. Caporale, D. Y. Ivanov, B. Murdaca, and A. Papa(2012), arXiv:1209.6233 [hep-ph] [32] The transverse overlap area in the collision S_⊥ cancels in this ratio. Another key feature of the ZYAM procedure is that Δϕqp-independent contributions, which are known to receive contributions from multiple sources in QCD [43–46], do not contribute.

[33] ζ is constrained by numerical computations [47] and fits to the n-particle p+p multiplicity distribution [47–49] to be ζ ∼ 1/6. However, these estimates are not definitive and there is considerable room for improvement.

[34] This is practically the case (as we will discuss in detail); however, a very small anti-collimation on the nearside that is completely negligible relative to the awayside amplitude can skew the nearside “ridge” signal completely because it is so small in comparison. BFKL predictions are not of this accuracy–we will therefore conjecture that a more precise treatment of its dynamics will give a Δϕpq independent nearside contribution “within ridge accuracy”.

[35] Both Glasma and BFKL graphs were considered previously in [50] to address forward-central di-hadron correlations in deuteron-gold collisions at RHIC. The relative power counting of the two contributions was however not well understood at that time. BFKL graphs were also discussed in the context of deuteron-gold collisions at RHIC in [51].

[36] These values for Q0 for the proton and Lead are (imperfectly) constrained by fits to available pT and rapidity distributions from RHIC and LHC for p+p and deuteron-gold collisions, and for the former from HERA e+p data as well. Once data for these “bulk” quantities are available for p+Pb collisions, (very) limited fine tuning of our results may be feasible.

[37] These initial values should not be confused with the saturation momentum, defined here as the peak of Φ(y, kT ), at the much smaller values of x √ s = pT e^{±y} probed in the di-hadron studies here, which span (in the adjoint representation), Q^2_S ( x ∼ 10^{−4÷5} ) ∼ 1 − 5 GeV^2 respectively for initial saturation scales used in this work.

[38] In this context, one should note that the proton is always treated as min. bias in what we have called “central” p+Pb;

one should choose larger values for the initial saturation scale for very high multiplicity p+Pb collisions where rare “hot spot” configurations of the proton are selected.

[39] This comparison also includes the awayside contribution from the Glasma graphs but, as discussed previously, this contribution is small. Because BFKL at the accuracy computed gives a “small” nearside anticollimation, this changes the Glasma K-factor from unity to K = 2.3. See footnote .

[40] M. Deak, F. Hautmann, H. Jung, and K. Kutak(2010), arXiv:1012.6037 [hep-ph] [41] K. Kutak and S. Sapeta(2012), arXiv:1205.5035 [hep-ph] [42] B. A. Kniehl, G. Kramer, and B. Potter, Nucl. Phys. B582, 514 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/0010289 [43] A. Dumitru and J. Jalilian-Marian, Phys.Rev. D81, 094015 (2010), arXiv:1001.4820 [hep-ph] [44] A. Dumitru, J. Jalilian-Marian, and E. Petreska, Phys.Rev. D84, 014018 (2011), arXiv:1105.4155 [hep-ph] [45] A. Kovner and M. Lublinsky, Phys.Rev. D83, 034017 (2011), arXiv:1012.3398 [hep-ph] [46] A. Kovner and M. Lublinsky(2011), arXiv:1109.0347 [hep-ph] [47] B. Schenke, P. Tribedy, and R. Venugopalan(2012), arXiv:1206.6805 [hep-ph] [48] P. Tribedy and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A850, 136 (2011), arXiv:1011.1895 [hep-ph] [49] P. Tribedy and R. Venugopalan(2011), arXiv:1112.2445 [hep-ph] [50] D. Kharzeev, E. Levin, and L. McLerran, Nucl.Phys. A748, 627 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0403271 [hep-ph] [51] K. Tuchin, Nucl.Phys. A846, 83 (2010), arXiv:0912.5479 [hep-ph]