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A bstract

W e study within the light-cone path integralapproach the induced gluon em ission from

a fast quark passing through a �nite-size QCD plasm a. W e show that the leading log

approxim ation used in previousstudiesfailswhen thegluon form ation length becom esof

theorderofthelength ofthem edium traversed by thequark.Calculation oftheenergy

lossbeyond theleading log approxim ation givestheenergy losswhich growslogarithm i-

cally with quark energy contrary to theenergy independentprediction oftheleading log

approxim ation.
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In resentyearsm uch attention hasbeen attracted totheproblem oftheinduced gluon

radiation from fastpartonsin a hotQCD m edium (fora review,see [1]). Itisofgreat

interestin connection with thecurrentexperim entsatSPS,RHIC,and futureexperim ents

atLHC on A + A collisions since jetquenching due to the parton energy losscan be a

good probeofform ation ofa hotquark-gluon plasm a (QGP).

Evaluation ofthegluon em ission from a fastparton in a m edium requirestheunder-

standing ofthe non-abelian analogue ofthe Landau-Pom eranchuk-M igdal(LPM )e�ect

[2,3].TherearetwoapproachestotheLPM e�ectin QCD:theso-called BDM S approach

[4](seealso[1,5])based ontheFeynm an diagram m aticform alism ,and thelight-conepath

integral(LCPI)approach developed in ourpaper[6](see also [7,8,9,10]). The BDM S

approach neglectsthem asse�ects,and appliesforlargesuppression oftheradiation rate

ascom pared to theBethe-Heitlerone.TheLCPIapproach appliesforarbitrary strength

ofsuppression. For large suppression these approaches are equivalent [4,1,11]. The

probability ofgluon em ission in the BDM S and LCPIapproaches is expressed through

thesolution ofatwo-dim ensionalSchr�odingerequation with an im aginary potential.This

equation describesevolution ofthe colorsinglet �qgq system in the m edium . The poten-

tialis proportionalto the cross section for scattering ofthe �qgq system on a m edium

constituent. For the QGP the constituents can be m odeled as Debye-screened colored

Coulom b scattering centers[12].

In [4]thequark energy loss,�E ,hasbeen evaluated analytically treating interaction

ofthe �qgq system with the Debye-screened centers in the Leading Log Approxim ation

(LLA)which isequivalentto theharm onicoscillatorapproxim ation fortheHam iltonian

ofthe �qgqsystem .Fora quark produced insidea �nite-sizeQGP theBDM S prediction is

�E B D M S =
CF �s

4

L2�2

�g
~v; (1)

whereL isthelength ofQGP traversed by thequark,� istheDebyescreening m ass,�g
isthem ean freepath ofthegluon in QGP,CF isthecolorCasim irforthequark,and the

factor~v growssm oothly with L,atL � �g ~v � log(L=�g).

Theenergyindependent�E (1)di�ersfrom thatobtainedrecentlybyGyulassy,Levai,

and Vitev[13].CalculatingtheFeynm an diagram sforthesinglescattering(the�rstorder

(N = 1)in opacity)they haveobtained

�E G LV =
CF �s

4

L2�2

�g
log

E

�
: (2)

Since the �E B D M S should include the N = 1 contribution the contradiction between

(1)and (2)atE ! 1 seem s to be surprising1. By now there has notbeen given any

explanation ofthisfact,exceptthe argum entofthe authorsofRef. [13]thatitcan be

connected with theneglectofthe�nitekinem aticboundsin theanalysis[4].However,it

isclearthatitcannotbeim portantatE ! 1 .

1Strictly speaking,the derivation ofthe BDM S form alism given in Ref. [4]is valid only when the

num ber ofrescatterings is large. However,since the form ulas obtained are equivalent to those ofthe

LCPI[6]approach which isfreefrom thisrestriction,itisclearthattheBDM S prediction should contain

the N = 1 term .
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In the present paper we resolve the above puzzle of the discrepancy between the

BDM S and GLV predictions.W edem onstratethattheabsenceofthelogarithm icenergy

dependencein (1)isconnected with thefactthattheLLA failswhen thegluon form ation

length becom es ofthe orderofL. In this case the spectrum is dom inated by the N =

1 scattering which sim ply vanishes in the LLA.W e show that ifone uses the actual

im aginary potentialthe energy loss growslogarithm ically with quark energy. However,

thedenom inatorin theargum entofthelogarithm isnottheDebyem assasitisin (2).

W e willwork in the LCPIform alism [6].The probability distribution ofthe induced

gluon em ission from a quark produced atz = 0 can bewritten as[10]

dP

dx
=

1Z

0

dzn(z)
d�B Heff(x;z)

dx
; (3)

wherex isthegluon fractionalm om entum ,n isthenum berdensity ofthem edium ,and

d�B Heff(x;z)

dx
= Re

Z

d�	 �(�;x)�3(�;x)	m (�;x;z): (4)

Here�3 isthecrosssection forinteraction ofthe �qgqsystem with ascattering center.The

relativetransverseseparationsin the �qgqsystem are�g�q = (1� x)�,�q�q = � x� .	(�;x)
isthe light-cone wave function forthe q ! gq transition in vacuum ,and 	 m (�;x;z)is
the quark light-cone wave function in the m edium atthe longitudinalcoordinate z (we

om itspin and colorindices).Thewavefunctions(m odulo a colorfactor)read

	(�;x) = P(x)

 
@

@�
0

x

� isg
@

@�
0

y

! 1Z

0

d� exp

 

�
i�

Lf

!

K 0(�;�j�
0

;0)

�
�
�
�
�
�0

= 0

; (5)

	 m (�;x;z) = P(x)
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i�

Lf

!

K(�;zj�
0

;z� �)

�
�
�
�
�
�0

= 0

; (6)

where P(x)= i
q

�s=2x[sg(2� x)+ 2sqx]=2M (x),sq;g denote parton helicities,K isthe

Green’sfunction forthetwo-dim ensionalHam iltonian

Ĥ (z)= �
1

2M (x)

 
@

@�

!
2

� i
n(z)�3(�;x)

2
; (7)

and

K 0(�2;z2j�1;z1)=
M (x)

2�i(z2 � z1)
exp

"
iM (x)(�

2
� �

1
)2

2(z2 � z1)

#

(8)

istheGreen’sfunction fortheHam iltonian (7)with v(�;z)= 0,M (x)= E x(1� x),and

Lf = 2E x(1� x)=�2 with �2 = m 2

g(1� x)+ m2qx. The gluon m assm g playsthe role of

infrared cuto� rem oving thecontribution from long wavegluonswhich cannotpropagate

in theQGP.Itisnaturalto takem g � �.However,forlargesuppression which occursat

E ! 1 theparton m assescan sim ply beneglected.
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Thethree-body crosssection can bewritten as[14]

�3(�;x)=
CA

2CF

[�2((1� x)�)+ �2(�)�
1

N 2

c

�2(x�)]; (9)

whereCA = N c istheoctetcolorCasim ir,�2(�)isthedipolecrosssection forscattering

ofa �qq pairon a colorcenter.Fortheparam etrization �2(�)= C2(�)�
2 thefactorC2 is

C2(�)=
CTCF �

2

s

�2

Z

dq
[1� exp(iq�)]

(q2 + �2)2
: (10)

Here CT is the color Casim ir ofthe scattering center. In the region � � 1=� which

dom inatesthespectrum forstrong suppression (10)takestheform

C2(�)�
CF CT�

2

s�

2
log

 
1

��

!

: (11)

The LLA consists in replacing C2(�) by C2(�eff),where �eff is the typicalvalue of

�. This seem s to be a reasonable procedure since C2(�) has only a slow logarithm ic

dependence on �. Then �3(�;x) = C3(x)�
2,where C3(x)= C2(�eff)A(x) with A(x) =

[1+ (1� x)2 � x2=N 2

c]CA=2CF ,and the Ham iltonian (7)takes the oscillatorform with

the frequency 
(x)=
q

� iC3(x)n=M (x). The value of�eff isconnected with the gluon

form ation length,lf,by theSchr�odingerdi�usion relation �
2

eff � lf=2M .lf issim ply the

typicalscaleof� in (5),(6)when thewave functionsaresubstituted in (4).

Let us discuss the gluon em ission atqualitative level. W e begin by estim ating �eff
and lf. Let us �rst estim ate these quantities for gluon em ission from a quark in an

in�nite m edium . W e willdenote them as ��eff and �lf. They should also be related by

the Schr�odingerdi�usion relation.On the otherhand,the absorption e�ectsforthe �qgq

system should becom estrong atthescale�lf.Itm eansthat�lfnC3��
2

eff=2� 1:From these

conditions one gets ��eff � [Eax(1� x)nC3]
� 1=4 and �leff � 2

q

E ax(1� x)=nC3. These

estim atesarevalid when ��eff �< 1=� and�lf �< Lf.

Now weturn tothegluon em ission from aquark produced insidea�nite-sizem edium .

In this case in the high-energy lim it qualitatively two di�erent situations are possible.

The �rstregim e getsforthe gluonswith x such that �lf �< L. In thiscase the �nite-size

e�ects play a m arginalrole,and �eff � ��eff. The spectrum can roughly be calculated

usingthee�ectiveBethe-Heitlercrosssection forthein�nitem edium .W ecallthisregim e

thein�nitem edium regim e.Thesecond regim eoccursforthegluonsforwhich �lf �> L.In

thiscase�eff � �d(L),where�d(L)=
q

L=2M issim ply thedi�usion radiuson thescale

ofthe quark path length inside the m edium . In this regim e the e�ective Bethe-Heitler

cross section is chiey controlled by the �nite-size e�ects. W e willcallthis regim e the

di�usion regim e.Thuswecan writefortheabovetwo regim es

�eff � m in(��eff;�d(L);1=�): (12)

Here we have taken into account that �eff �< 1=�. In term s ofx the in�nite m edium

regim eoccursatx �< � and (1� x)�< �,and thedi�usion regim egetsat��< x �< (1� �),

where

� �
nC3L

2

4E
: (13)
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For the sake ofde�niteness,below we discuss only the region x �< 0:5. At x �> �

the probability ofinteraction ofthe �qgq system with the m edium (it is ofthe order of

n�3(�d;x)L)becom essm all. Thus,itisclearthatin the developed di�usion regim e the

spectrum isdom inated by theN = 1 scattering.Itissurprising thatthisturnsoutto be

in apparentcontradiction with prediction oftheLLA.TheLLA spectrum can beobtained

using in (6)theoscillatorGreen’sfunction.Forzero parton m assesitgives

dP

dx
= �

2G(x)

�
Re

LZ

0

dz

zZ

0

d�

2

cos2
�
=
2G(x)

�
lnjcos
Lj; (14)

where G(x)= �sCF [1� x + x2=2]=x.Thisspectrum hasbeen derived in [4]. Note that

j
Lj� 1 atx � �.Forthedi�usion regim efrom (14)onegets

dP

dx

�
�
�
�
�

LLA

x� �

�
G(x)C 2

3
n2L4

8�E 2x2(1� x)2
: (15)

Since the right-hand side of(15)/ n2 itisclearthatitcorrespondsto the N = 2 term .

ThusoneseesthattheN = 1 contribution issim ply absentin theLLA.

ThefactthattheLLA failsin thedi�usion regim ecan bedirectlyseen from calculation

ofthe N = 1 contribution. To obtain itone should use in (6)the free Green’sfunction

(8).Then in them asslesslim it(4)gives

d�B Heff(x;z)

dx

�
�
�
�
�
N = 1

=
G(x)A(x)M (x)

2�
Im

zZ

0

d�

�2

1Z

0

d�
2
�
2
C2(�)exp

 
iM (x)�2

2�

!

: (16)

ForC2(�)= constthe�2-integralin (16)haszeroim aginary part,and theright-hand side

of(16)isalso zero.On theotherhand,using (11)onegetsfrom (16)

d�B Heff(x;z)

dx

�
�
�
�
�
N = 1

=
�2s�CTCF G(x)A(x)z

4E x(1� x)
: (17)

Then (3)yields

dP

dx

�
�
�
�
�
N = 1

=
�2s�CTCF G(x)A(x)nL

2

8E x(1� x)
: (18)

Letusseewhy theLLA failsin m om entum representation in which (4)reads

d�B Heff(x;z)

dx
=
�2sCTCF A(x)

(2�)2
Re

Z

dpdq
[	 �(p;x)� 	�(p � q;x)]	m (p;x;z)

(q2 + �2)2
: (19)

In them asslesslim itfrom (19)onecan obtain

d�B Heff(x;z)

dx

�
�
�
�
�
N = 1

=
�2sCTCF G(x)A(x)

2�

Z

dp
2
dq

2
F(p;q)

(q2 + �2)2
; (20)

F(p;q)= Re
1

p2
�

"

1� exp

 

�
izp2

2M (x)

! #

�

2�Z

0

d�
q(q � p)

(q � p)2
; (21)
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where � is the angle between q and p. The logarithm ic situation with dom inance of

q2 � p2 would correspond to F(p;q)/ q2 atq2 � p2.However,theazim uthal� integral

in (21)equals 2��(q2 � p2),and the process isdom inated by hard t-channelexchanges

with q2 > p2 � 2M (x)=z.Afterintegrating overp2 and q2 in (20)onereproduces(17).

It m ust be em phasized that the LLA fails only in the di�usion regim e. But it is a

good approxim ation in thein�nitem edium regim ewhen 	 m fallso� rapidly atthescale

m uch sm allerthan �d(L). Itisalso worth noting thatthe boundary (13)beyond which

thedi�usion regim eoccursisobtained assum ing thatin thein�nitem edium regim eLPM

suppression is strong (it m eans that ��eff(x � �) � 1=�). It is possible that there the

Bethe-Heitlersituation takesplace. One can easily show thatin thiscase � � L�2=2E .

Thus,in general,thedi�usion regim eoccursforthegluonswith energy ! �> !cr,where

!cr � m ax

 
nC3L

2

4
;
L�2

2

!

: (22)

Letusnow discusstheenergy loss.Itcan bewritten as

�E =

!crZ

�

d!!
dP

d!
+

!m axZ

!cr

d!!
dP

d!
: (23)

One can show thatthe �rstterm in (23)doesnotdepend on energy,and isofthe order

of�E B D M S (1)forboth the LPM and Bethe-Heitlersituations. AtE ! 1 the energy

lossisdom inated by thesecond term in (23)which growslogarithm ically with E .Then,

using (18)to thelogarithm icaccuracy onecan obtain in thehigh-energy lim it

�E =
CF �s

4

L2�2

�g
log

E

!cr
: (24)

Here we have used �2s�CF CTA(0)n=2�
2 = 1=�g. Note thatsince L � 1=� from (22)it

follows thatalways !cr � �. The qualitative estim ates (including the region ! �< !cr)

show thatthe appearance of!cr in the logarithm in (24)instead of� in (2)forRHIC

conditions (L � 4 fm ) can suppresses the energy loss at E � 10 GeV by a factor of

� 0:5.ForSPS conditions(L � 2 fm )thesuppression isnotstrong (� 0:7� 0:8 atE � 5

GeV).Theaboveestim atesareobtained fortheplasm a tem peratureT = 250 M eV.Note

thattheabsenceof!cr in theGLV prediction (2)isconnected with theneglectin [13]of

the m asse�ectsin evaluating the phase factorwhich controlsthe interference forgluon

em ission from di�erentpointsofthequark trajectory.

The above analysisisvalid forthe gluon em ission from a fastgluon aswell. In this

case in (24)CF should be replaced by 2CA (here the factor2 com es from sym m etry of

thespectrum with respectto changex $ (1� x)).
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