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Three -Pion Correlations Minoru Biyajima

1. Situation of Empirical analyseson 3rd order BEC in Au+Au collision at RHIC

As shown in Tablé¢]1, STAR and PHENIX Coll. have reported theialyses at 130 GeV and
200 GeV, respectively. In their analyses, STAR C§)I. [1]dia# combinations of three momentum-

transfers\/q?j < Qs (Inside of a globe in Fig[] 1),
Qfva = Uio+ 053+ 0By (1.1)
On the other hand, PHENIX Coll[][2] used data on diagonal diha cube in Fig[]1,

Oz = (Oh2) = (G3) = (1) i.e Qfya =305 (1.2)

Of course this relation holds, as the number of data incee@se) is an average value.

Table 1: Situation of analyses on the 3rd order BEC. Notice two empliyrons.

V/SNN STAR PHENIX
130 GeV| raw and corrected data 163,
200 GeV preliminary raw and corrected data ty
A
|
T, <, [,

Figure 1: Data ensembles of STAR (left) and PHENIX Coll (right).

Here we compare two kinds of data. In Fifk. 2, data by PHENIX. Goe rearranged by
v/303. Coincidence among data by STAR and PHENIX Coll is fairly goBrror bars in raw data
by PHENIX Coll are smaller than those of STAR Caoll.

2. Several theoretical formulae

In many analyses on BEC, the following formulae based oneplaave function are used.

N(2m /NBC — ¢ [l+)\e’(RQ)2] : 2.1)

N(37T)/NBG —c

1+A Z e (RQij)? | 2 1‘560'5(RQ3)2] . (2.2)

i>]
In laser optical (LO/GL) approach, the following formulaéha degree of chaoticitp have
been proposed][3] and utilized,

N0 /NBC =1+ 2p(1— p)Egg + p*Es, (2.3)
NG /NBC —1+ 6p(1— p)Ess + 3p?(3— 2p)Eds + 2P°ESs, (2.4)

whereEZ; = exp(—R?Q?) (Gaussian form) and/dEs; = exp(—Ry/Q?) (exponential form), and
E3; = exp(—R?Q3) and so on.
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Figure 2: Comparisons of data by STAR and PHENIX Caoll.

Third we explain the formulae by Coulomb wave function imthg the degree of coherence
A and the interaction range[}, B, [6.[T]. The two-body Coulomb wave function is well knoas)

Wik, (6x5) = T (L+imij )€™/ 2K TR (=i, L5i(kijrij —kij - ij)], (2.5)
where,rij =X — Xj, kij = (ki —kj)/z,rij = |rij|, kij = |kij| andnij :erUij/kij- Hij - reduced mass

of m andmyj, F[a, b; x| : confluent hypergeometric functiof(x) : Gamma function.
Using of Eq. [2.), the 2nd order BEC withand Gaussian form fqu(x;) is calculated as,

12
N(zrr)zé_H/P(Xi)d3xi|wl%1k2(xl’ X2) + Wﬁlkz(XL x1)[?

ﬂ/" [ 0 1 06 X2) P+ 0 (v x0)?)
+ARe( Y, 00, X)W O 1)) - (2.6)
The 3rd order BEC is computed based on the 3-body Coulomb fuaetion in [§],
Wi = Wﬁkz(xl,XZ)wgka(xz,x3)wl(<:;kl(x3,xl), (2.7)

Hereafter, we use the following expressiapl%’k‘ (X, %) = é(2/3)knfn%j(rij). Notice that the
]
numerical factor “2/3” in the exponential function is impemt [, [T].

NeT) = L - /P(Xi)dsxi\iA(j)ﬁ (2.8)
6 il:l =1
where Al) = A = lﬂﬁkz(xl, Xz)ll/ﬁ;&(xz, X3)"U|Zkl(x3’ X1),
A2) = Aoz = Ui (X0, Xa) Wi g, (%3, X)Wy, (%2, Xa)- (2.9)
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Figure 3: Diagrams of the 3rd order BEC fé{(1) ~ A(6).

Aijx is reflecting the permutations of particlésj, k in Fig. [3: ThereinA(3) = Aqz, A(4) = Axzs,
A(5) = A1zp andA(6) = Ag3. In the plane wave approx., we have the correct expressibaren
A(3) ~ A(6) are skipped[[5] 7],

A1) = A ﬂ) ei(2/3)(klz*r12+k23-r23+k31-r31) — ei(kl-X1+k2<X2+k3*X3)’

A2) = Ags M) ei(2/3)(k12~r13+k23‘r32+k31‘r21) — ei(kl‘X1+k2~X3+k3~X2)' (2.10)

CombiningA(1) ~ A(6) in Fig. [3, we obtainF; as: (The other formulaB;; ~ F123 andF3; are
given in [8,[T1.)
1

F= 6 [AlAi + A12A§|F_2 + A23A§3 + A13A3F_3 -+ A123A3F_23 + A132A3F_3ﬂ . (2 11)

NS3T 3 3 3
NS :Crl/P(Xa)d X; [F1+3)\ F12+2)\?R9(F123)}
i=

1
2R?

‘ 1, 2
= d3Zld3ZZexp[— <§z§+§z§>} [F1+3/\F12+2/\%Re(F123) (2.12)

C
(2V/3nR?)3 /
where{; = X2 — X1, {5 = X3 — (MX1 + MpX2) /M2, {53 = (MiX1 + MpXz + MeX3) /M, M2 = my +mp
andM = my 4+ mp -+ ma.

Finally, it is known that the core-halo model is a useful mottowever, explicit expressions
are skipped here. See our studies[]{]4] %] 6, 7]. Seefdlso [8].

3. Analysesof data by STAR Coll and PHENIX Coll

3-1) For Coulomb corrected data, we employ the conventional ditam Egs. [(2]1) and (2.2).
Ours are given in Tablg 2 and Fig. 4. Itis interesting ®Rat ~ R ~ 8.5 fm for data by STAR
Coll.

Table 2: Analyses of corrected data by STAR and PPHENIX Coll (Eps])(@nd [2).)
STAR PHENIX

R [fm] A Xx?/n.df. R [fm] A X?/Ndof

2 | 8.75:0.31 0.58:0.02 23.0/25|| 4.7740.04 0.39-0.01 178/40

3m | 8.26:0.39 0.5@:0.02 1.88/35| 6.92:0.82 0.34:0.10 6.5/14

3-2) Corrected data witlgs > 0.02 GeV by PHENIX Coll are analyzed by conventional for-
mula / LO approach. Our results are shown in Ffg§s. 4[@nd 5, ab&FP andi]3.

3-3) Raw data withgz > 0.02 GeV are analyzed by the formulae of Coulomb wave functio
(Egs. [2.p) and[(2.12)). Our results are also shown in[Figxdslewer-part of Tabl¢]3.
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Figure4: Analyses of corrected data by STAR Coll. and PHENIX Coll. 5gs]) and [2]2) are used.
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Figure5: Corrected data are analyzed by Hq.|(2.3) dnd (2.4)
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Figure 6: Analyses of raw data by PHENIX Coll. Eq$. (2.6) afid (P.12)used.

3-4) Using two formulae in the core-halo approach (with Gauss@ance function, the fraction
of core partf, and the degree of coherept in [B, B, [{]) we obtain Fig[]7. In raw data, there is
no over-lapping region. On the other hand, in corrected, degaobserve very narrow over-lapping
region. The reason of the wide region af BEC is due to large error bars of corrected d@a [2].

4. Summary

4-1) From raw data as well as Coulomb corrected data in Au+Au at@&@ by STAR Caoll.,
we get the following interaction rang&s,; = 8.7 fm andRz; = 8.3 fm, and can estimate

V =R3 ~ 500 fn?. (4.1)

This value is compared with that of ALICE Coll| [9}, = RiongRoutRside ~ 300 fi at dNg, /dn =
1500 andkt ~ 0.3 GeV in Pb+Pb at 2.76 TeV.

4-2) On the contrary, from corrected data at 200 GeV by PHENIX Qo obtain the ranges,
by utilizing Egs. [2]1) and (3-2R2r = 4.8 fm (A = 0.39) andRs; = 6.9 fm (A = 0.34). From raw
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Table 3: Analyses of data by PHENIX Coll. Eqd. (2.3), (2.4), [2.6) 48d.2) are used.
Eos R [fm] p c X?/Naof
Gaussian | 6.58+0.05 0.23:0.00 0.98:0.00 156/40
Exponential| 9.54+0.16 0.99:0.01 0.92:0.00 56/40
Gaussian | 9.76+1.11 0.24:0.08 0.990.00 7.2/14
Exponential| 14.36£2.10 1.0@:0.07 0.99:0.02 6.3/14

raw data R (fm) A c X?/Ndof
2 Eq. 25) | 3.770.03 0.2530.004 1.06-0.00 129/40
3m  Eq. (@21p) | 574032 0.19:0.02 1.08:0.00 84/14

1
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Figure 7: Analyses of data by core-halo model.

data, we have smaller interaction rangeg = 3.8 fm andRs; = 5.8 fm. The interaction ranges of
data at 200 GeV by PHENIX Coll. are smaller than those of STAR. G\t present, it is difficult
to draw concrete physical picture for Au+Au collision at 288V. Then we are waiting for final
empirical analyses by PHENIX Coll.

4-3) Moreover, we also eager for empirical analyse$2sf™ )~ and(2rm )™ combinations
at RHIC and LHC energies. Sde]{0] 11].
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