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The spectrum of vacuum fluctuations in the Milne space (i.e. the 7 — 7 coordi-
nate system) is an important ingredient in the thermalization studies in relativistic
heavy ion collisions. In this paper, the Schrédinger functional for the gauge theory
perturbative vacuum is derived for the Milne space. The Wigner-transform of the
corresponding vacuum density functional is also found together with the propagators.
We finally identify the fluctuation spectrum in vacuum, and show the equivalence

between the present approach and the symplectic product based method [1, 2].

I. INTRODUCTION

When two heavy ions collide at ultra-relativistic energies, the collision produces a system
that will eventually evolve into quark-gluon plasma. In the CGC-Glasma picture of the
initial stage [3-113], each nucleus is initially composed of two parts; a thin disk made up of
large x partons acting as a static colour source and the strong static gluon field generated
by the disk. Gluon quanta in this gluon field are the small x partons in the nuclear parton
distribution. When the nuclei collide, the large x partons mostly pass through each other
almost unscathed (except occasionally producing hard jets) but the gluon fields from each

nuclei start to interact strongly with each other.

In the lab frame, the two Lorentz contracted nuclei start to overlap at t &~ z ~ 0. At any
t > 0, the system is then composed of the two disks located at z ~ £t and the gluon field
stretched between them. In a very simplified picture, one could think of the gluonic system
as a uniform ‘string’ that is being stretched between two ends pulling away with the speed

of light. In this ‘string’ picture, a segment of string at position z at time ¢ will have the
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speed v = z/t. Since the length of the string is linearly proportional to time ¢, this speed
will remain constant for any given segment of the string. This segment therefore can be

uniquely labelled by the space-time rapidity
n = tanh ™' (2/t) (1)
and its local time is the proper time
T=t/y =V - 22 (2)

which are nothing but the Milne coordinates. Therefore, this coordinate system is the most
natural one to describe the evolution of such systems. Note that at 7 = 0 the spacetime
rapidity n is not well defined. Accordingly, theory of the created matter must be formulated
in this space with the restriction that 7 is strictly non-zero and positive definite.

The usual perturbation theory in Minkowski space is concerned about calculating the
scattering amplitude M = (out|T'|in) where T is the scattering operator, the |in) state is
defined at the remote past ¢ = —oo, and the |out) state is defined at the remote future
t = +o00. Hence, the problem being solved is not an initial value problem but a boundary
value problem. In contrast, the quantum field theory in the Milne space is most naturally
formulated as an initial value problem since 7 is restricted to be positive, and also 7 = 0"
(the trajectory of the colour sources) represents an actual physical boundary in any ultra-
relativistic heavy ion collisions.

The initial value problem in quantum mechanics is most naturally formulated in terms
of the expectation value (O(7)) = (in|UT(7)OU(7)|in) where U(7) is the time evolution
operator. Computation of the expectation value requires the path integral on the closed

time path (CPT)[14, 15]H Explicitly,

R ¢! ¢! T o
(O(1)) = / [do] / Do | Dy polgl, ¢ ' 47 [ ETEGO-LED Olg, )] (3)
where
pol¢?, 63] = (¢°]in) (in| ¢3) (4)

is the matrix element of the initial density operator py = |in)(in|. The details of O[¢1, ¢o]

depends on the time-ordering structure of the operators in O. The field ¢1 lives on the

! This formalism is variously known as the in-in formalism, Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, and also Keldysh-

Schwinger formalism.



forward going time line and the field ¢, lives on the backward going time line. Here 75 > 0
is the initial time, and all the quantities with a 0 subscript are evaluated at 75. The two
fields ¢; o share the same boundary value ¢; at the final time which is then traced. Here,
the functional integral measure D¢ represents integrating over a function of both space and
time and [d¢’] represents integrating over a function of space at a fixed time (in this case
t=ts).

Throughout this paper, we denote the position and the position integral in the (longitu-
dinal) Milne space with a tilde. That is, Z = (x,,7n) and d*Z = d*z,dn. The subscript L

denotes only the x and y components of a vector quantity.

To compute (O(r)) in Bq.[3), it is crucial to have the initial wave-functional (¢?]in),
equivalently the matrix element pg|¢1, ¢2]. The goal of this paper is to derive the initial
wave-functional for the perturbative Abelian gauge theory vacuum in the Milne space. An
initial attempt in this direction was made in [16]. Within perturbation theory, non-Abelian
gauge theory vacuum may be obtained by having N2 — 1 copies of the Abelian vacuum. We
also verify that the propagators obtained in this way coincide with those obtained by solving
the linearized equation of motion for the vacuum spectrum of fluctuations, the solutions
being normalized with the help of the natural symplectic product [1, 2].

In the context of relativistic heavy ion collisions, the initial state |in) is composed of the
classical Yang-Mills field right off the light-cone and the zero-point vacuum fluctuations|17-
20]. In this paper, we concentrate on the vacuum part. For the classical Yang-Mills part,
see[21-25]. The problem of vacuum fluctuations in the classical background field is a more

difficult one [1, 2] to which we hope to come back in a future work.

II. KELDYSH ROTATION AND CLASSICAL-STATISTICAL
APPROXIMATION

The role of the vacuum density functional pg[¢?, ¢9] can be better elucidated if one makes

the Keldysh rotation

o1t 0o
¢r = 5

¢a = (bl - ¢2 (6>




Equivalently, ¢1 = ¢, + ¢, /2 and ¢9 = ¢, — ¢, /2. The generating functional can be obtained
by expanding L£(¢1) — L(¢2) in powers of ¢,

Z[Jy, Jd]

U 3 93
= [ 2o, [ Do.pwttat e (i [T ar s (s,510]+ ZEE 4 10,4 04) )
(7)

where E[¢"] = [ 6L(¢,)/d¢, is the classical field equation, the canonical momentum field is

defined as m, = 0L/0(0-¢,), We also have performed the functional Wigner transform

0 0
pw ey, mp] = /[d¢°] Po Lbo % = by — ﬁ] B (8)

where the ¢27° term results from the boundary terms when integrating by part the terms
containing 0, ¢, in £. The functional integration measure [d¢?] denotes that the integration
is performed with a fixed time, in this case at the initial time 7.

The expression Eq. (7)) looks deceptively simple, but it needs a careful consideration before
it can be useful. Notice that there is no integration over 7° while py depends on it. Recall
that 70 = 9L(¢,)/0(0-¢,). Hence 7 contains 9,¢, evaluated at 79. This implies that py
is a functional of ¢¥ and 8,¢,(7y). But how does one interpret the time derivative 9,¢ in
a path integral? This problem is not specific to this particular formulation. In any path
integral formulation of quantum mechanical system, the “time derivative” makes sense only
in two ways. One is to discretize the time so that 0,¢ — (¢ny1 — ¢n)/AT. The second way
is to do perturbation theory using a classical solution as the zero-th order solution.

then provides restrictions on the first two field values

When time is discretized py[¢2, 7°]

¢r(10) and ¢,.(m0 + A7). This would be the case if one is to evaluate the path integral
numerically. This is a fascinating subject by itself, but in this study we are more interested
in the perturbative approach without discretizing the time. If we treat the ¢3L£" /24 term
as a perturbation, then the unperturbed part of the generating functional is

2l = [aetlan owlotatl exo (i [ ardzsotatal) )

70

using the fact that integration over ¢, produces 0[F[¢,] + J,] that enforces the classical
equation of motion. Hence, ¢q[¢?, 70, J,| here is the classical solution with the initial condi-
tions given by ¢0 and 7°. For more details such as converting the boundary value problem

to the initial value problem, see Ref.[26].



If one can find an exact solution to the full nonlinear classical field equation, then the
evaluation of an expectation value of any operator O can proceed by taking appropriate

/24

functional derivatives of Zy[J,, J,] to match the expansion of Ot [ @it (r)/24 iy powers of

L"”. In this perturbative approach, the time evolution is purely classical. Quantum effects

0 .0

7] and in the quantum correlation in

are contained in the quantum fluctuations in pw |[¢;, )

the perturbing Lagrangian ¢3L" (¢,)/24. This is the starting point of the classical-statistical

approximation.

If one cannot find an exact solution, then one needs to expand the interaction term in
0. E[p,] as well. In that case, Zy[J,, J,] becomes the generating functional for the free-field
and the resulting perturbation theory is the usual one with the free-field propagators. It is
worth noting that the time evolution in a free-field theory is completely classical. Quantum
effects reside solely in the fluctuations of the initial values.

0
r

From Eq.(@), it is clear that the Wigner transform py[¢?, 7°] can play the role of the
probability density functional for the initial field values. Of course, as a Wigner functional,
it is not guaranteed that py, is always positive definite. Fortunately as we show in this paper,
the perturbative vacuum state usually results in a positive definite py, simply because it is
usually a gaussian. It is also clear from Eq.(@) that the two most important ingredients

in obtaining Zy[J,, J,] are the Wigner functional py [¢2, 7°] and the full classical solution

¢cl[¢2a 7T7(~]a Ja]~

III. SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Since this paper is of necessity technical, it will be useful to list the main results here
before going into the details of calculations. Our gauge choice is A, = 0. The spatial
gauge vector field is further decomposed into the transverse vector A and the longitudinal
component A,. The 2-d vector A, is further decomposed into Ar(k) = k" Av — kY A" with
k, =k, /k., and ¢ defined by V,-A, = V2.

The transverse component Ar satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation in the Milne space.
Hence, we can adapt the results for the scalar theory found in Refs.[27, 28]. The vacuum

functional for Az, re-derived in Section [V] is known to be (omitting the 1,2 indices of the



Schwinger-Keldysh contour)

. -
1 [ &k - [ L, (ki) -
(Ar|vac) = N exp ——/—AT(—k:) ——— | Ap(k) (10)
2) (@2n)? HY) (k1 70)
Here N7 is the normalization factor and H, Z(,iz (x) is the Hankel function of the first kind and
of imaginary order, and we defined Hf;?) (v) = 20, H i(,if) (z). The Wigner transform of the

density operator py = |vac)(vac| is in the retarded-advanced basis

AL A0 (T2 |7TBT(]%)+[T(T07]%>A2T(]%>|2
R (7o, k)| Apr (k)| + Ro(mo.F) ])
(11)

pT[AO 71-0]: /eXp _/ﬂ
WLt el T (27’(’)3

where Ry and Ir are the real and the imaginary parts of —iﬂgii (kim0)/H Z(,iz (k1 70), respec-
tively. Eq.(I) is a new result. The Wigner function pf,[A%., 7% represents the zero-point
motion of the quantum fields in vacuum whose effect manifests as the fluctuations of A%
and 7% which are the initial values of the A,r field evolution. It also plays the role of the
probability density functional of A%. and 7%, in the context of the classical-statistical ap-
proximation. In numerical implementations, 75 needs to be kept finite since neither Ry (7, l;;)
nor Ir(7o, k) have a well defined limit as 75 — 0.

The r-a propagator is the retarded Green function of the d’Alembertian in the Milne

space. It does not depend on pl,. It is found in Section to be

(Apr(T, —k)Aur (7', k)) = iGRr(T, k)

m
= 20— (Hlﬁgg(/m)Hfjg(m) — H (ky7) H;;g(/m')) (12)

The symmetric propagator is found to be
~ ~ s
(Arr(r.=R) A, (7, 1)) =  (HD (ar) H) (hur') + HE (kum) HD (kur)) - (13)
These propagators coincide with the Minkowski space retarded and the symmetric propaga-
tors as shown in Appendix [Bl The exact same forms apply to the single component scalar
field theory.
For the longitudinal part, the two components A, and ¢ couples. The fields A, and
© themselves do not satisfy the free-field equation, but their conjugate momentum fields

7, = (1/7)0, A, and m, = —7V?2 9, do. Using this and the fact that the Gauss law requires



Oy, = Ty, it is shown in Section [VI] that the vacuum functional is given by (omitting the

1,2 indices of the Schwinger-Keldysh contour)

5% - (KRHY (ko7 .
(A, p|vac) = Ny exp (—% / % an(—k) (%) an(k)> (14)

where a, (k) = A, (k) — ik,p(k). The Wigner transform of the vacuum density functional is

found to be in the retarded-advanced basis

&k - .
[Agrp rn] = I/,exp <_/W Rn(707k)‘A2n(k)‘2

70, (k) + I,(70, k) A2, WD

(7-07 k

(15)

where the real and the imaginary parts of k% H (k: 170)/ (—Zﬂgii(k 170)) have been denoted
R, (10, k) and L, (7o, k), respectively. Again, this can be interpreted as the probability density
of initial values A2, (k) and 7, (k) which are the initial values for the A, field evolution. For
the initial values of the ¢, field, <p2(/~f) can be set to zero using the residual gauge freedom
and 70, (k) is given by ik,n° (k). Note that having ¢, (o, k) = ¢2(k) = 0 does not imply ¢,
and @9 both vanish at 75. Only their sum is required to vanish.

The longitudinal propagators in the r—a formalism are found in Section [VIIBl to be

(A (T, k) Ay (T, k)) = —i0(T — 7‘0)/ dr"r" (T'@T/GR(T”,T'; k) + 10Gr(1", 70; k)O (7 — 7'()))

70

(16)
and the symmetric propagator

(A (T, k) A, (T',—%»
ﬂ-sz (k‘J_’TQ) (k‘J_T()) 71']{;3_
- 4k2 3
- g (1) (7o) |[RO (7, 8) + RO, =) | + 1) (70) |[RO (7, ) + RO (7, k)] ) (17)

(RO RO, k) + RO(r, ) RO(+', ~F))

with

R B = [ e 1l ) (18)

70

These are all new results. Now we turn to the calculation of these results.



IV. ABELIAN GAUGE THEORY IN THE MILNE SPACE

In a curved space, the fundamental U(1) gauge field is a covariant vector A, and the field

strength is given by
Fop = 0,4y — b A, (19)
The Milne space metric is given by
ds® = gapdr®ds® = —dr* 4 72dn? + do* + dy? (20)

where t > 0, 72 = t? — 22 > 0 while = tanh(t/z) can take any real value. The Abelian

gauge theory Lagrangian in the Milne space is

L:/d%ﬁ

1 ~ ac
=1 / 7\ =99*g" FupFrq

1 34 2 2 1 2 2 1 1
:§/d xT<Fm+FTy+§Fm_ny_§Fm

F;n> (21)

72
where g = detg,, = —72 and we set the coupling constant to unity.

In the CPT formalism, the generating functional of the propagators is composed of the

forward going time line and the backward going time line

Zfreo[Jlu ']2]
Af Af e .
— [AANAA A prclr, A% A [ DAy [ Dyt o ) et
AY A3

(22)

Here A; is the field on the forward going time line and As is the field on the backward
going time line. For obtaining the propagators only the quadratic part of the Lagrangian
Lieo(A) is needed. The fields start with the initial values A and A9 at the initial time 7
and share the common final value A/ which is then traced. Note that the Lorentz indices
and space-time dependence are suppressed in this expression for simplicity of notation.

In terms of the ground-state wave-functional Wy[r, A% = (AY|vac, 7), the vacuum func-

tional is given by

Puac|T, AY, AJ] = <A(1)‘ vac, T> <Vac, T} Ag> = Wy[r, AN W [r, AY] (23)



Our task here is then to obtain Wg[r, AY] that satisfies the functional Schrodinger equation

129-31]
i0, W[, Al = H [A, 7] Uy|r, A] (24)

where H[A, 7] is the functional Hamiltonian with the functional momentum operator 7 =
—i0/0A. Since the Hamiltonian turns out to be 7 dependent as shown below, this cannot
be reduced to the time-independent Schrodinger equation.

To obtain the functional Hamiltonian for an Abelian gauge theory, we first start with the
Lagrangian in Eq.([21]). In the A, = 0 gauge, the Lagrangian density in Eq.(21) is (dropping

the branch indices 1 and 2 for now)

T T 1
L= 5(07Al)2 — 5 (VJ_XAJ_)2 + ZAJ_&%AJ_

1 1 1
+ E(&Anf + ZAnViAn - ;AnanVL-Al (25)
with the Gauss law constraint
0,0, A
0= ”72 T+ V,-0,A (26)

We further decompose the transverse field as follows

A =Ar+Ap (27)
where
~ . dzkl r A ikJ_'XJ_
Ap(r,2) =1 W(lﬁ x e,)Ar(T,n, k) e (28)
AL(Tu j) = VJ_()O(Tu j) (29>
These satisfy
V. -Ar=0 (30)
VJ_ XAL =0 (31)
and
fdzlj_ AT(’T,i’)'AL(T,ZINﬁ) =0 (32)

In terms of Ar and ¢, the Lagrangian density becomes
_ T 2 T 2 1 2
L= 5(8TAT) + §ATVLAT + ZAT&]AT

1 1
+ Z(&AH)Z + g(aTVJ_SO)2 + Z (A,]ViAn + VJ_QO&?ZVJ_QO — QAWaUVi(p) (33)
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The momentum fields are given by

oL
78(87141“) =TT = TaTAT (34)
oL 1
a(aTAn) =Ty = ;aTAn (35)
50.0) T, =—TV10;¢p (36)

and the Hamiltonian density is

H = 7T,787—A,7 + 7T§087—(,0 + WTaTAT - L

1 1
= Z?TTTFT - %ATViAT - ZAT&?ZAT
1 1 1
+ gﬁi m e et o (A, V1A, + 90 Vie +24,0,V1¢) (37)

2T
The Gauss law constraint Eq.(26]) becomes

Oy = Ty (38)
From the canonical quantization rule
[Aa(T, ), (T, §)] = 060 (Z — 7) (39)
we can identify the momentum-field operators
. 0 0 0
T = —ZE, Tty = _25—14,7’ Ty = —z% (40)

The functional Schrédinger equation then takes the following form

i0- V[T, Ar, Ay, ¢]

= HU[r, Ar, A, ¢
1 6 1 T
3~ 2 2
= /d x (- ZW — ZATanAT — §ATVJ_AT

T 52 16 1 96 1

352 + Z@V—i@ + > (—A, V1A, + @8,27V2Lg0 + 24,0,V o) )‘Ilo[ﬂ Ar, Ay, ¢

(41)

with the Gauss law constraint

o
JA,

Note that since we are in the Schrodinger picture, the functional coordinates Az, A,, ¢ does

o
877 \If(] == % \Ifo (42)

not depend on 7. What we need in the generating functional Zgee[.J1, Jo] is the solution of

the Schrodinger equation evaluated at the initial time 7 = 7.
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V. TRANSVERSE PART OF THE VACUUM FUNCTIONAL

Since the transverse and the longitudinal parts separate in Eq.(41]), the wavefunctional

factorizes
\IIO [7-7 ATa Am 90] = \I]T [7—7 AT]\IIL [T7 A777 SO] (43>

We consider the transverse part first in this section. The longitudinal part will be discussed
in the next section.

The time dependent Schrodinger equation Eq.([42)) is valid for any quantum state, not just
the vacuum state. If the Hamiltonian is time independent (for instance in the Minkowski

time t), then we can let
Urlt, Al = e "F1U[A] (44)
and solve for the time independent equation
EVr[A] = Hyime [A, 7] U7[A] (45)

However in the Milne space, evolution in 7 does not preserve total energy since the Hamil-
tonian in Eq.([#Il) is explicitly 7-dependent. Therefore, the usual concept of vacuum as the
lowest energy eigenstate of the Hamiltonian does not apply.

On the other hand, the Milne space is just a re-parametrization of the flat Minkowski
space. Therefore, the state representing vacuum should have a similar structure as the
Minkowski vacuum functional. In the Minkowski space, the perturbative vacuum for a

scalar mode is known to be

Wy £, A] = exp (—z'Eot -5/ (;ﬂf;g By A(k)A(—k)) (46)

where Ey = V [ Epd*k/(2m)? is the un-renormalized vacuum energy. The corresponding
state in the Milne space should also have a Gaussian structure. Furthermore, for the two
space-time points inside the Milne space, they should result in the same two point correlation
functions (propagators) as in the Minkowski space. Hence, we employ the following Gaussian

ansatz for the vacuum functional

Ur[r, Ar] = N (1) exp ( — % / Bz / d*y Ap(2)Grp(T, 7 — g)AT(g)> (47)
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Since we are in the Schrédinger picture, A7 (Z) does not depend on 7 but the kernel G (7,7 —

g) does depend on 7. Consistency under & <+ 3 exchange requires
GT(Ta T— 'g) = GT(Ta 'g - :i') (48)

By comparing the left hand side and the right hand side of the functional Schrédinger

equation (4I]), one obtains the equation for the normalization factor
i0: Nop(7) = g / &35 Gop(7, 0) N (7) (49)
and the equation for the transverse kernel
i0,(T*Gr(1, % — ) = 1° / &EuGr(r, 7 — 0)Gr(r, 4 — ) + (Ni + %aﬁ) §(z — 4)(50)

The normalization factor Nr(7) obviously involves infinities since the integrand does not
depend on Z. It requires renormalization. However since N7 (7) is independent of the field
variables, it does not concern us in this paper.

In the momentum space, the equation for G simplifies
0, (T*Gr(1,k)) = 3G (7, k)Gr (T, k) — <7’/€i + k;?) (51)
Following the Refs.[27, 28], define
— i00r(1, k) = TG (T, B)br (7, k) (52)
Multiplying ¢7 (7, k) to Eq.(GI) and using Eq.(52), Eq.(G1) becomes
0*Yr =0 (53)

where
2

1 k
FP=0+=0.+kl +— (54)

T T

is the d’Alembertian in the Milne space.
The solutions of Eq.(53]) are the Hankel functions of imaginary order Hf,i:(k: 17) and
H .(2)(/’{: 1 7). If vacuum is to be stable, the real part of Gy must be positive definite. Further-
iky)

more, it must be able reproduce the Minkowsi correlator when the two points are both inside
the forward light cone. For these to hold, we must choose p (7, k) = cH Z(liz(k: 17) where ¢ is

a constant. Using Eq.(52) one obtains

- —z'TaTH.(l) kT
T2 Gr(1, k) = i (17) (55)




The real part of 72G7(r, k) is indeed positive definite.

where we used

and the fact that H ng(k‘ V7)) =™ (H Z(liz(k 17))* (see Appendix [A] for Hankel function prop-

Ry(T, l;:) = Re(72Gp (T, l~c))

2
= >0
7 HY (k) HE (k)
the Wronskian of the Bessel functions
1 2 2 1 43
Hz‘(k)(T)arHi(k)(T) - Hi(k)(T)arHi(k)(T) = Toar

13

(56)

(57)

erties). Had we chosen Hl(,fz(k L 7) as our solution, the real part of Gz (7, k) would have been

negative definite. It is convenient to define

as they occur

2 (kyr) = 70, HY” (ko)

(58)

frequently in our analysis. The fact that Urp[r, A7] is compatible with

Wntink [t, Ar] is demonstrated in Section [VITAl by showing that the resulting propagators

are the same.

The matrix

element of the vacuum density operator at 7y is now given by

Pvac [7—07 A(I)Tv AgT]

= \IIT[T(M A(l)T]\Ili}[TOv AgT]

:exp<

VI.

2

_%0/ @k [AQT(_/%)GT(TO,/%)A?T(IE:)+AST(—75)G*T(TO,/5)AST(15)D

(2m)°

LONGITUDINAL PART OF THE VACUUM FUNCTIONAL

For the longitudinal part, our ansatz is

(59)

Wil Ay, 0] = Ni(7) exp ( -5 @ [ @514,@06.r - DAG) + @67 - 5)eld)

“"P(@GW(T’ T — ?j)An(g) + An(j)Gncp(7—> T —17)e(y)] )

(60)
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Since the normalization factor N7, does not depend on the fields, again we will not consider

it. Consistency under & <+ § exchange requires

Gy(r, @ —y) = Gy(1,9 — 2) (61)
Go(T,@ = §) = Gp(r,5 — T) (62)
chn(Ta ) Gnso(Ta y—7) (63)

Applying the Gauss condition Eq.(42]) on the ansatz, one obtains the following relationships

between the longitudinal kernels

0 L . S

%Gn(ﬂx — 1) = Gwn(Tvx — ) = Gmo(Tvy —7) (64)
0 . .
S Cg(7.3 =) = Gl =) (65)

Comparison between the left hand side and the right hand side of the functional Schrodinger
equation yields the equation for the longitudinal kernel G,
L i0,(FCy (1, E — §)) = —1° / 030Gy (7, & — @) Gy(r, i — §)
+7° / dPud* Gy (7, — W)G L (& — 0)Gy(T,0 — )
- %V@(f — ) (66)

where

1

v (67)

Go(a—2)=0(nu =)

The equations for G, and G,,, are the same as Eq.(68]) upon applying the Gauss constraints,
Eqgs.(64]) and (65). In the momentum space, the equation for G, becomes

- k2 - -
i0,G, (1, k) =T <l{;i + 7_—727) Gy (7, k)G, (1, k) — % (68)
where
~ 2 ~
%wmzépmw> (69)

and we used Eq.(64) to express G, in terms of G,. Let

2 ~

— 10:1y (T, l;:) =T <ki + %) Yy (T, l%)gn(f, k) (70)
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and multiply Eq.(G8) with 1, to get

— 070, (G (7, K)oy (7, k) = 0y (7, k) (71)

Combining Eq.(70) and Eq.([T]), one gets
2

Yoo + (124 32 ) a(n) =0 ™)

where x(7,k) = (1, k)G, (7, k). This is again the free field equation for y. Stability of

vacuum again selects Hf,iz (kom)
(T R)Go(r, ) = ¢ H () (73)

where ¢ is a constant. Putting this back into Eq.(71]) gives

V(7 k) J = —ird, HY) (ky7) = —illy) (ky7) (74)
so that
- BRHY kT
G, (1, k) = i+m (75)
_ZHik,, (]{IJ_T)

Our choice of the solution HZ%)I (k.7) ensures that the real part of the kernel is positive

definite
R,(7, k) = Re (72Gy (7. )
ik <H£,i,3<m HP (ki)
)

2\ (ker) TR (ko)
2k2 1
pi— @ >0 (76)
T Hikn(kJ-T)Hikn(kJ-T)
The longitudinal part of the vacuum density functional is now
PL [7—07 A(l)nv (p(l)v Agnv 90(2]7 ]
= <A?7]7 90?‘ vac, TO> <V8LC, 7—0‘ Agnv (P(2)>
N [ Eh T G B)al () + 0l (—F) G (o Rl
- eXp | — E (271')3 aln(_ ) 7](7—07 )aln( ) + Oé217(_ ) 17(7—0’ )a277( )
(77)

where we used the Gauss constraints Eqs.(64]) and (63 to express it solely in terms of the

. . 0 o 0 0 .
combination o ,, = Al,z?7 — Oppl o or in the momentum space,

1y (k) = AY o (k) — ik 5 (k) (78)
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VII. WIGNER TRANSFORMS AND PROPAGATORS

A. Transverse part

With the vacuum wavefunctionals at hand, we can now calculate the propagators. The
calculation is simpler if one changes variables to the r-a basis (also called the Keldysh

rotation)

Avr = (Air + Aor) /2
Agr = Aip — Aor (79)
because the separation of the classical and the quantum degrees of freedom is cleaner in this

basis and also because the A,7— A, correlator automatically vanishes.

In this basis, the transverse part of the generating functional Eq.(22]) becomes

ZT[JvTv Jg]
Al 0
— 10702 4% pclro A2y 23] [ DA [ DA
X exp / ar / i (A AT gy ) / il A0
0A, 1
(80)
where A% = A7 (1), A% = Aur(10) and
0‘6 ree AT’
o = mir(m) = et o

is the momentum field at 7 = 75. The term containing 7% in Eq.(80) came from integrating
by part in 7. As in Eq.(22), we have suppressed the space-time indices above.

Performing the [ DA, integrals for 7 > 7y results in & [Mf:;j‘# + JT} which enforces
the classical field equation. Performing the [[dA%;] integral at 7 produces the functional

Wigner transform of the vacuum matrix element

[T ArT’ rT] /[dAaT] pvaC[Ta AgT’ AST] exXp <_Z/ (gﬂl;:g AgT(_%)WST(]%)) (82)

It can be shown that the Jacobians coming from integrating over the J-functional and chang-
ing integration variable from A/, to 7% (transformation between the boundary value prob-

lem and the initial value problem in classical field theory) cancel each other [26]. Hence, the
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generating functional becomes
ZrlJr, J1]
~ [aatslantslowin Aty oo i [ "ar [ @araatataon) )
0
The transverse field A,7[A%, 7%, J4] is the solution of the equation of motion
T0* Ay + JE =0 (84)

with the initial conditions A,7(70) = A%, mr(70) = 700, A, (70) = 0. In the momentum

space, the full solution is given by

Ap(r, k) = Ah(7) k) — / dr' Gr(r, 75 k) Ja(' k) (85)
where G is the retarded Green function defined by
d2 1d 2 k?27 . 1. /
(d7_2+—d—+k Tz)GR(T,TJC)—(S(T—T) (86)
The solution is
G A / (2) (1)
wl(r. ' R) = T0(r =) (H(eor) HE (k') = HE (hur) HD (k1)) (87)

which can be easily verified by the direct substitution into the defining equation Eq.(8d]) and
using Eq.(57). Performing Fourier transformation in &, one obtains (see Refs.[32, 133] and

also Appendix [B)

Grlr. 7 n— 1. k,) = %9(7 002 o (kL V) (88)

with 02 = (t —¢')*> — (2 — 2/)? = 72 + 72 — 277/ cosh(n — i) > 0. This coincides with the
Minkowski space retarded propagator. The r-a propagator can then be read off from the

Jj—J% part of the exponent in Eq.(83) as

(Ayr(1, k) Aer (7,2 = 0)) = iGR(T, 7, /;;) (89)

To obtain the symmetric propagator (A, (7, k) A, (7', —k)), one needs to explicitly evalu-
ate Eq.(83). To do so, we need the homogeneous solution A”.(7, k) and the Wigner transform
pw 10, A%, 7%]. With the retarded Green function given in Eq.(87), the source term van-
ishes in the 7 — 7y limit for both A,r and 0, A,r. The homogeneous solution satisfying the

right boundary conditions is
~ 1T ~
4wnmzz(— (ko) B (k) + HE) (ko) H) (k1)) 7 ()

+ Z (Hﬁi (kimo)Hy) (k1 7) — Hﬁii(km)H},fi(km) A (k) (90)



18

Using the Wronskian Eq.(57), it is easy to check that A,7(7, k) given in Eq.(@0) does satisfy

the initial conditions. Since the field in the configuration space must be real, 79.(k) =

(70 (—=k))* and A% (k) = (A% (—k))*. It is trivial to check that the above solution also sat-

isfies A”.(1, —k) = (A", (7, k))* using the Hankel function property Hﬁli’,fZ(X) = (Hi(,fél)(x))*.
In the r-a basis, the vacuum density functional py.c[7o, Al7, AS7] in Eq.(59) becomes

d3k 8 - 1 3 By
Pvac[7'0> AET’ AST] = eXp (‘ / W Ry (70, k) |:AST(_]€)A70~T(]€) + ZAST(_k)AgT(k)]

-l / Gy 0B [ A ()AL () + A% (=B A () )91)

where Rp(1y, k) = Re(12Gr(m0, k) and Ir(7o, k) = Im(72Gr (7o, k) with 72Gp (0, k) =
—ZHEIZ(]{? 170)/ Hl(,i}](k 170) as given in Eq.(B3). The functional Wigner transform can be

carried out by completing the square in the exponent

[ Bk - -
Pjv;/[TOvAETJST] = /[dAgT] pvaC[T(JvAET?AgT] €xXp <_Z/WA2T(_I€)7TST(]€)>

:Nexp<—/% Ry (7o, k)

AR +

where N is the normalization constant. This can be interpreted as the probability distribu-
tion of the vacuum fluctuations of the fields A%, and 7%, at 7.
The generating functional for the symmetric propagator can be evaluated by completing

another square

Zel35] = [10A%]Wdnte] el A il o (i [ ar [ @ity w) )
70

= N'exp (—%/deT’ / (gﬂl;gjg(r,—%)J}(T’,%)Gs(ﬂ T/;];Z)> (93)

where N’ is another normalization constant. The symmetric propagator is

(Apr(T, ];Z)ATT(T/,L% =0)) = Gs(r, 7; /;;)
= (%) (HDner) B (mr') + HE (mer) L) (7)) (94)

Remarkably, the dependence on 7y has gone away. Similar result was obtained in [34]. Fourier

transforming to (7,7,k ) space yields (see Appendix [Al for Hankel function properties)

Gs(r ' n—n k) = —9(02)%1/0(%\/?) + 9(—02)%K0(mﬂ/—0—2) (95)
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This is the same as the Minkowski space symmetric propagator, further justifying our choice

of the solution for p(T,k) = H (,2 (kp7) in Section [Vl The same vacuum spectrum and

7

propagators apply to the single component scalar field theory.

B. Longitudinal part
After the Keldysh rotation

Oy = (1 + Qgy) /2

Qan = Qip — Qg (96)

the Longitudinal part of the vacuum density functional Eq.(T7)) becomes

prlmal a2 ] = N exp (— / % Ry (70, ) {a?n(—%)agn(%) iagn(—/})agn(/})}

i Bk AP AN 0 0
[ o ) o Rpt i o] ) o

where R, (79, k) = Re(7g G, (70, k)) and (79, k) = Im(73 G (70, k)) with 730G, as given in
Eq.(75).
To perform the functional Wigner transform, we first add the boundary terms to the

exponent

— / (;l:; (ASH(—%)an(lE:)+<p2n(—12:)7r,?¢(k)) = —i / (;ljf;g S, (—k)0 (k) (98)

0

where we used the Gauss law constraint d,7, = 7,

and integrated by part. Completing
the square then yields the Wigner transform just as in Eq.(92)

2
-+

~ ~ ~‘2

o (k) 4 Ly (10, k)a, (k)
Rﬁ(Tov ]%)
(99)

Pk -
L 0 071 _ Apt
P[0, s Tyl = N7 exp <_/W R, (70, k)

oy (k)

T

This has the interpretation as the probability distribution of the vacuum fluctuations of the
fields o), and 7, at 7.
Since pfi; depends only on the combination oy, = A}, — ik,g;, individual propagators

cannot be calculated yet. Fortunately, there is still one more residual gauge freedom left in
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the A, = 0 gauge. That is, the following gauge transformation is still allowed

A (1,%) = AL (1,8) + VL f(7) (100)
A%(Tv T) = Ay(1.2) + 0, f(2) (101)

as long as f(Z) is independent of 7. Since V -A| = V2 ¢, the effect of Eq.(I00) on ¢ is

o'(1,2) = (7, 2) + f(Z) (102)
The momentum field , is unaffected by this transformation. We can choose f(Z) = —°(Z)
so that
¢'(10,2) =0 (103)
and
A0, ) = 0, (2) (104)

In this way, p% depends solely on A and 7r
To obtain the longitudinal propagators, we start with the generating functional containing

the vacuum density functional pf,

Zwﬁmz/M%WﬁMMmeﬂhm/G/%AL%,mﬂo (105)

where we now dropped the prime on A,,. To obtain the propagators, one needs to find the

solutions of the classical field equations

70, (laTAm) VA3 Ay + 0,V +7J5 =0 (106)

70- (10, V3 ¢,) — BV @ + V30 Ay — 7J2 =0 (107)

with the initial conditions determined by Agn and w?n. Although A,, and ¢, themselves

cannot be solutions of the free-field equation, the momentum fields defined by

1
= —87Am
Trp = —T0, V3 0, (108)

do satisfy the free-field equation

2

)
(a? TR T v T”) Trmg + 0 (7J2) = 0 (109)
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upon using the Gauss law constraint d,m,, = m,,. The sources must also satisfy
Ondy = Jg (110)

again due to the same Gauss law constraint.

The solution for m,,, is given by

WMKT,%)::%g (002 (k7o) D (k) — 1) () (kLT))7wn@h,%)
5 (—HR o) H (o) + HSE (om0 HE) (7)) (7005 (70, )

—/ dr' Gr(T,7'; 12:)8;(7'73(7'/,/;:))

70

= T < (/{,‘J_’To) (k‘J_T) Hﬁk (kimo)H, (k‘ﬂ')> Ty (70, l;:)

4
* % < tkn (kLTO)HZ(’f (kL7) + H (kLTO) ilfn(kJ-T)) (100 Ty (70, )
‘l‘/ dr’ (T/aT/GR('T,’T’; %))Jg(T’,];’)+7’0GR(’7',’7'0;];3)J$(’7'0,];3) (111)

where the retarded Green function Gp is given in Eq.([87). For ,,, the solution is simply
T (T, k) = ik Ty (T, k).
The fields are given by

A(r, k) :/ dT'T'mn(T',fc) +A2n(l~c) (112)
and
(T, k) = / d—ii““"%(“’f) (113)
o T k9

Putting this back into the equations of motion produces the following relationship between

0 0
A, and 0w,

1 -
k2 —T00: T (T0, k) (114)
As before the r-a propagator can be read off from the classical solution Eq.(I12) as

(AM@@AMHj:O»:£7%75&ATE

= —iQ(T—To)/ dr'r" (T'(?T/GR(T",T';%)+ToGR(T”,To;l~c)5(T'—To))
(115)
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where from Eq.(87)
P0.Gr(t" 7 k) = %9(7’” — 7 (Hf,iz(klr”)ﬂﬁl(klr’) - H},fg(kg”)ng,ﬁi(kg’)> (116)

The r-a propagator for the ¢ field can be similarly obtained using ¢k,.J, = J,

~ . T " - ~
(op (T, k) pa (T, =0)) = _kize(T — 7o) / OZ, (T/8T1GR(T”, k) + 10Gr(T", 10, k)o(T" — 7'0)>
1 70
(117)

To obtain the symmetric correlator, we need the homogeneous part of A,, from Eq.(I12)

AL (T k) = Ay (. k)

Jp=0
= K(r,k)A% (k) + L(7, k)7?, (k) (118)
where
N K2 -
zqnm=1+T4(H§wﬁwR(7m Y (k1 70) R (7, F) (119)
and
Ly = 7 (@ Wy @ 7
(1.k) = 1 (Hikn(leO)Rl (1.k) — Hikn(kJ-TO)Rl (, k)) (120)
with
ROD(7,k) = / dr't" Hy P (ky7') (121)

Putting this into Eq.(I05) and completing the square, one gets

(Apy (7, k) Ay (7', & = 0))
WHEQ(MTO)H%,(MTO) k%
N 42 8
- 2 (1D )[RV Ry + BV R + 1) () [BP () + BP ()| ) (122)

L (RO R E) + RO (1 RO (7 E)

The 7, —7,,, correlator can be obtained by applying (1/77')0:0x to (A (7, k) Ay (7', —k)):

2
ki

(e (7, )ty (77,2 = 0)) = =5

(H (kor)H (kir') + HY (ko) HY: (zm)) (123)

The p,—¢, correlator can be obtained using Eq.(I13)

(or(7. @) (7, 3 = 0) = 2 (R VRO, B) + R DR B))  (124)
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VIII. COMPARISON WITH THE SYMPLECTIC PRODUCT METHOD

Another method to obtain the propagators amounts to solve the linearized equation of
motion in order to obtain the vacuum spectrum of fluctuations, the solutions then being
normalized with the help of the natural symplectic product [L, [2]. To see if the symplectic

product method is compatible with our approach, we re-arrange Eq.(Q0) as

~ v ~ -
Alp(r, k) = 2 (=H (humo) iy () + 1) (ko) ALy (k) ) HEY (k)
v ~ -
+ 5 (HD o) mly(B) = I (kumo) A% (B) ) B (ko7) (125)

The vacuum functional pf;, in Eq.(@2) has the exponent

&k
Sp = - / s (BrlAlal? [+ 1AL ) (126)

where Ry and I are the real and the imaginary part of the kernel 72 G (7, k) as given in (55).
Since A% (%) and 7% (%) are real, we have A% (—k) = (A% (k))* and 7% (—k) = (7% (k))*.
Hence the real part of A%.(k) and 7%.(k) must be an even function of k and the imaginary
part must be an odd function of k. The real and imaginary parts of 72Gr(7p, k) are also
even functions of k because H (_11)k (ki) = e‘”k"Hi(,;)](k 17) (see appendix section [Al). Hence

mn

under the [ d®k integral, we can replace

|7T9T + ITA2T|2 5 |7T7(~]T —i(Ry + UT)A?T|2

R AO 2
T| rT| + RT RT

(127)

because the difference is an odd function of k. This allows us to re-express the exponent in

APk
S =2 / 27)?

where used the fact that 1/Ry = WHzg,iz(k ng)Hi(,fz(k 170)/2 and defined

pr as

2

myp(k)ag (1) — Alp(k)e; (7o)

(128)

aalr) = | T B k7 (120)

and

er(7) = 70705 (T) (130)
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For large 7, a;(7)

1 )
. ~ —i(kyT—m/4) 131
oxlr) ~ e (131

Hence aj(7) can be regarded as the positive frequency solution. Since

* T o—x 1
a4(r) =[G Y (132)
the Wronskian Eq.(57) is equivalent to the symplectic product
e i (T)agp(r) —ep(r)a’i(7) =i (133)
In terms of a;(7), the homogeneous solution is

Alp(T. k) = crag () + ¢ ga” 4 (7) (134)

where
= i (o (F)ag, (kimo) — Al (R)ei, (kumo)) (135)

In terms of ¢z, the exponent of p¥ becomes much simpler

Br
which implies
* 1 3¢5/7. 7.7
{ercp) = 5(2m)"0(k — &) (137)

This is identical to the correlation function obtained with the symplectic product approach
11, 12].

For the longitudinal part, the exponent in p} is

&k |70y + LAY
s ] s (o )

where R, and I, is the real and the imaginary part of zkiHZ(,i)](k: 170)/ Hf,?}(k 1 7). This can

be re-expressed as

(139)

SL _ _/ d3];: |7r7(“]77 - Z(RU + ZIU)AgnP
@r)? R,
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again using the fact that the real parts of A?n and 7r7977 are even functions of k and the
imaginary parts are odd functions of k. In terms of az(r) and e(7) defined in Eqs.(I29)
and (I30), we have

a* (7o)
R, +il, = ik? —*~ 140
Ul n L 6*_];(7'0) ( )
and
R, = L (141)
T 2ep(mo)e” (7o)
Hence
g — _/ Bk |70, — (R, +il,) AL, |?
(2m)? Ry
Bk 1 . ~ § )
The same combination in the integrand occurs in (c.f. Eq.(I11]))
T (T, l;:) = diaj (1) + d*_];a*_]%(T) (143)
where
di = € 1 (r0)my, (k) + K af (10) AL, () (144)
Again, the exponent simplifies in terms of d,
Pko1
==-2 [ —— — did; 14
5= 2 [ (oo g -
which results in
k2 - -
(dpdy,) = %(2@35(/% — k) (146)

which is again equivalent to the correlation function used in the symplectic method.

Two remarks are in order here. The first one concerns the number of independent stochas-
tic degrees of freedom. If one compares Eq.(126) and Eq.(I3d), it looks like the number of
stochastic degrees of freedom is reduced by a factor of 2 between Eq.(I28) and Eq.(I30]). This
is not so. Even though it looks like there are 4 functional degrees of freedom in Eq.(I26]),
they are not complete. Recall that the real part of A%. and 7% is an even function of k
and the imaginary part is an odd function. Thus, each cover only 1/2 of the function space.
On the other hand, there is no such restriction on ¢; in Eq.(I35) and hence there is no
contradiction. The second remark is that for numerical implementation Eq.(I36]) is much

more suited than Eq.(I26]), which is what has been used in [35].
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IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have derived in Milne space the initial density matrix of an abelian gauge
field theory in vacuum, by solving the corresponding Schrodinger equation. This allowed us
to compute the Wigner transform of the density matrix, leading to a simple expression for
the transverse and longitudinal parts of the generating functional of the Closed Time Path
formalism. From there can finally be deduced the propagators of the theory. The key finding
of this study is the perfect agreement between the results obtained with the functional
Schrédinger approach and those derived with the symplectic product based method [2] —
as demonstrated in section [VIIIl An important though challenging extension of this work
would be to compute the initial density matrix of the Wave-functional corresponding to the

so-called Glasma state [21-23], and to compare with the result of |2] in this interacting case.

Establishing with the Schrodinger functional approach the Glasma initial condition is
of crucial importance for dealing with the problem of thermalization in heavy ion collision.
Indeed, the quark-gluon plasma created in these collisions seem to behave like a nearly perfect
fluid [36, 137] on very short time scales, as corroborated by numerous hydrodynamical studies
that are able to reproduce the experimental data collected at the RHIC and LHC colliders.
But a first principle proof of the applicability of hydrodynamics for the quark-gluon plasma
— that is initially not thermal|7, 38] — has so far been lacking. An important building-
block towards the completion of this proof is the interacting counterpart of the present
work, derived with the symplectic product based approach [2], that has recently been used
numerically to obtain promising results [39]. Improving our theoretical understanding of
the Glasma initial condition with the Schrodinger functional approach would therefore be
of great help in the path towards the full understanding of the nearly perfect fluidity of the

quark-gluon plasma.

Another challenging extension is the NLO contribution to the vacuum wavefunctionals.
At the leading order, there is no real difference between the Abelian vacuum and the non-
Abelian vacuum. However, the NLO contribution must be different. In view of recent
developments on the NLO JIMWLK equations and factorizations [40-44], this would be an
important step to establish firm connection between the current Schwinger-Keldysh approach

and the CGC approaches.
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Appendix A: Hankel function properties

The definition of the Hankel functions used here are

ieWkn/2 = i COS i
00 = =2 [ agenehaing (A1)
and
i —1ky /2 00 ) )
Hl(li)] (X) _ e - / dC 6—zxcoshC:|:zknC (AQ)

with real x. Both signs of ik, ( leads to the same function because they are related by the
simple change of the integration variable from ( to —(. From these definitions, it is easy to

see

(HR00) = e HE () (A3)
HY), (x) = e ™ H) (x) = (Hip) (x))" (A4)

Using the definitions, one can perform Fourier transformation of the product of Hankel

functions. Let

dky gty (1 9
2—7: € 1= )Hz(k}, (mT)Hz(k}, (mT/)

In(r,7'\n—1') = /

1 oo
_ / dC eimT Cosh((—n)e—imT’ cosh(¢—n')
72 )

1 [ , / N
_ ﬁ / dC ezm((t—t ) cosh (—(z—2") sinh () (A5)

where ¢t = 7coshn and z = 7sinhn. If (t — )% > (2 — 2/), then the exponent can be

combined into

(t —t')cosh ( — (2 — 2') sinh ¢ = sign(t — t')o cosh(¢ — ) (A6)
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where ¢y = tanh™!((z — /) /(t — t)) and

7= =R 7)
= /72 + 72 — 277/ cosh(n — 1) (AT)

Hence

i (mo) it t >t

' N _
fulr =) = —LHP (mo) it >t A
Similarly one can show
Lyttt —if) = [ G OB ) ) )
= (Iu(r. 7'~ o)) (49
and since H" (z) = Jo(x) + iYy(x), we get
Ig+ 1y = —%Yo(ma) (A10)
as well as
Lui—1 = %Jo(ma) (A1)

Appendix B: Transformation of Minkowski space propagators

We want to show the equivalence between the symmetric and retarded propagators in
Milne space and the usual Minkowskian ones. Starting from the symmetric propagator in

the Minkowskian coordinate system
Gs(k) = 76(k — E2) (B1)

we can re-express it in the following way, depending on the region of the light cone considered
(1) In the forward light cone region, where t>—22? > 0 and ¢t > 0, a straightforward calculation
leads to

Gg = —iYo(mTT) (B2)

(2) In the backward light cone region, where t> — 2% > 0 and ¢ < 0, one easily finds the same

result as in the forward light cone region

Gy = —%Yg(mTT) (B3)
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(3) In the right side of the light cone, where 22 > t? and z > 0, one can use the fact that

k*z £ Ext = mpo sinh(y £+ n) (B4)
to show that
1
Gs = gKo(mTT) (B5)
(4) In the left side of the light cone, where 2% > * and 2 < 0, one also finds
1
GS = gKo(mTT) (B6)
which gives back (03] as anticipated.
Now for the retarded propagator, we start with
in( £t
G = o(t) SR (B7)
E
which can be re-expressed into
dk? e—ikzz-i-iEt o eikzz—iEt
= B
Cr / 2 2%E (B8)
Consider the following two cases
(1) If we assume |z| > |¢|, then
k*z — Et = sign(z)mpV —o?sinh(y — sign(z)n) (B9)
leads to
dy . .
Gr = o sin(x sinh(y)) =0 (B10)
T
(2) If we now assume [t| > |z|, then
k*z — Et = —mpVo2sign(t) cosh(y — sign(t)n) (B11)
leads to
1
as announced in (88§)).
[1] K. Dusling, F. Gelis, and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A872, 161 (2011),

arXiv:1106.3927 [nucl-th].


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2011.09.012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.3927

2]
[3]

[21]

[22]

23]

30

T. Epelbaum and F. Gelis, Phys.Rev. D88, 085015 (2013), larXiv:1307.1765.

E. Tancu, A. Leonidov, and L. McLerran, “The Color glass condensate: An Introduction,”
(2002), 73-145 pp., jarXiv:hep-ph /0202270 [hep-ph].

A. Kovner, Acta Phys.Polon. B36, 3551 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0508232 |[hep-ph]|.

J. Jalilian-Marian and Y. V. Kovchegov, Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys. 56, 104 (2006),
arXiv:hep-ph/0505052 [hep-ph].

H. Weigert, Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys. 55, 461 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0501087 [hep-ph].

T. Lappi and L. McLerran, Nucl.Phys. A772, 200 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0602189 |[hep-ph]|.
L. McLerran, Acta Phys.Polon. B41, 2799 (2010), arXiv:1011.3203 |[hep-ph].

F. Gelis, E. Tancu, J. Jalilian-Marian, and R. Venugopalan,
Ann.Rev.Nucl.Part.Sci. 60, 463 (2010), arXiv:1002.0333 [hep-ph].

I. Balitsky, “High-energy amplitudes in the next-to-leading order,” (2010),
arXiv:1004.0057 [hep-ph].

Y. V. Kovchegov, AIP Conf.Proc. 1520, 3 (2012).

E. Tancu, “QCD in heavy ion collisions,” (2012), arXiv:1205.0579 |[hep-ph]|.

F. Gelis, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A28, 1330001 (2013), arXiv:1211.3327 [hep-ph].

J. S. Schwinger, J.Math.Phys. 2, 407 (1961).

L. Keldysh, Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz. 47, 1515 (1964).

K. TFukushima, F. Gelis, and L. McLerran, Nucl.Phys. A786, 107 (2007),
arXiv:hep-ph/0610416 [hep-ph].

F. Gelis and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A779, 177 (2006), larXiv:hep-ph /0605246 [hep-ph].
F. Gelis and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A776, 135 (2006), larXiv:hep-ph/0601209 [hep-ph|.
F.  Gelis, S.  Jeon, and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A817, 61 (2009),
arXiv:0706.3775 [hep-ph].

F. Gelis, T. Lappi, and R. Venugopalan, Phys.Rev. D79, 094017 (2009),
arXiv:0810.4829 [hep-ph]|.

L. D. MecLerran and R. Venugopalan, Phys.Rev. D49, 2233 (1994),
arXiv:hep-ph/9309289 [hep-ph].

L. D. McLerran and R. Venugopalan, Phys.Rev. D49, 3352 (1994),
arXiv:hep-ph/9311205 [hep-ph].

L. D. MecLerran and R. Venugopalan, Phys.Rev. D50, 2225 (1994),


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.085015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.1765
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202270
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0508232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2005.07.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0505052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2005.01.029
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0501087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2006.04.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0602189
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.3203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.010909.083629
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0333
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4795944
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X13300019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2007.01.086
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0610416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2006.08.015
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2006.07.020
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0601209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.11.011
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.3775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.094017
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.4829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.2233
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9309289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.3352
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9311205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.2225

[42]
[43]
[44]

31

arXiv:hep-ph/9402335 [hep-ph].

A. Ayala, J. Jalilian-Marian, L. D. McLerran, and R. Venugopalan,
Phys.Rev. D52, 2935 (1995), arXiv:hep-ph/9501324 |[hep-ph].

A.  Ayala, J. Jalilian-Marian, L. D. McLerran, and R. Venugopalan,
Phys.Rev. D53, 458 (1996), arXiv:hep-ph/9508302 [hep-ph].

S. Jeon, Phys.Rev. C72, 014907 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0412121 [hep-ph].

D. Long and G. Shore, Nucl.Phys. B530, 247 (1998), arXiv:hep-th/9605004 [hep-th].

D. Long and G. Shore, Nucl.Phys. B530, 279 (1998), arXiv:gr-qc/9607032 [gr-qc].

J. Greensite, Nucl.Phys. B158, 469 (1979).

A. Jevicki and B. Sakita, Nucl.Phys. B165, 511.

R. Jackiw and A. Strominger, Phys.Lett. B99, 133 (1981).

A. di Sessa, J.Math.Phys. 15, 1982 (1974).

B. Svaiter and N. Svaiter, Revista Brasileira de Fisca 20, 15 (1990).

A. Makhlin, Phys.Rev. C63, 044903 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0007301 [hep-ph].

K. Dusling, T. Epelbaum, F. Gelis, and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. A850, 69 (2011),
arXiv:1009.4363 [hep-ph].

M. Luzum and P. Romatschke, Phys.Rev. C78, 034915 (2008), arXiv:0804.4015 [nucl-th].

P. Romatschke, Int.J.Mod.Phys. E19, 1 (2010), arXiv:0902.3663 |[hep-ph]|.

A. Krasnitz and R. Venugopalan, Nucl.Phys. B557, 237 (1999),
arXiv:hep-ph/9809433 [hep-ph].

T. Epelbaum and F. Gelis, Phys.Rev.Lett. 111, 232301 (2013), arXiv:1307.2214 [hep-ph].

I. Balitsky and G. A. Chirilli, Phys.Rev. D88, 111501 (2013), arXiv:1309.7644 |[hep-ph].

A. Kovner, M. Lublinsky, and Y. Mulian, Phys.Rev. D89, 061704 (2014),
arXiv:1310.0378 [hep-ph].

A. Kovner, M. Lublinsky, and Y. Mulian, JHEP 1408, 114 (2014), jarXiv:1405.0418 [hep-ph].
S. Caron-Huot, JHEP 1505, 093 (2015), [arXiv:1309.6521 |[hep-th].

S. Caron-Huot, (2015), arXiv:1501.03754 [hep-ph].


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9402335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.2935
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9501324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.53.458
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.72.014907
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00408-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9605004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00409-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9607032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(79)90178-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90046-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)90966-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1666554
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.63.044903
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0007301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2010.11.009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.4363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034915 10.1103/PhysRevC.79.039903, 10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034915, 10.1103/PhysRevC.79.039903
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.4015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218301310014613
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00366-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9809433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.232301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.2214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.111501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.7644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.061704
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.0378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2014)114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2015)093
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.6521
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.03754

	Perturbative Vacuum Wavefunctional for Gauge Theories in the Milne Space
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Keldysh rotation and Classical-Statistical Approximation
	III Summary of Results
	IV Abelian Gauge Theory in the Milne Space
	V Transverse Part of the Vacuum Functional
	VI Longitudinal Part of the Vacuum Functional
	VII Wigner Transforms and Propagators
	A Transverse part
	B Longitudinal part

	VIII Comparison with the symplectic product method
	IX Conclusion
	 Acknowledgements
	A Hankel function properties
	B Transformation of Minkowski space propagators
	 References


