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A bstract

Long-range correlations between m ultiplicities in di�erent rapidity windows in hadron-

nucleus collisions are analyzed. After recalling the standard results in the probabilistic

m odel,westudy them in thefram ework ofperturbativeQ CD.Consideringinteracting BFK L

pom eronsin the form offan diagram scoupled to a dilute projectile,analytic estim ates are

done forvery large rapidities. The correlation strength resultsweakly depending on energy

and centrality or nuclear size,and generically greater than unity. Finally,we turn to the

Color G lass Condensate fram ework. For a saturated projectile and considering the m ost

feasibleexperim entalsituation offorward and backward rapidity windowssym m etricaround

the center-of-m ass,the resulting correlation strength turnsoutto be larger than unity and

showsa non-m onotonicbehaviorwith increasing energy,�rstincreasing and then decreasing

to a lim iting value. Its behavior with increasing centrality or nuclear size depends on the

considered rapidity windows.

1 Introduction

Long-range correlations have been attracting m uch attention since long ago in the region

ofboth low and high transverse m om enta ofsecondaries. Atlow m om enta the color string

picture [1]with fusion and percolation e�ects[2]hasbeen extensively applied [3,4]. In the

sem ihard region theColorG lassCondensate(CG C)picturehaslately been used [5,6].O ne

can separate long-range correlationsinto a contribution from purely hadronic collisionsand

another com ing from the e�ects generated by the heavy nucleus target or/and projectile.

O bviously the �rstcontribution can hardly be treated in a m ore orlessrigoroustheoretical

fram ework due to the essentially non-perturbative structure ofthe hadron. Heavy nucleus

collisions,on the otherhand,presentm ore opportunitiesin thissense,due to theircom par-
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atively sim plestructurein term sofconstituentnucleons.Singleinclusivecross-sectionswith

participation ofnucleican be easily found even in the fram ework ofinteracting pom erons,

both ofthe old localtype and ofthe sophisticated Balitsky-Fadin-K uraev-Lipatov (BFK L)

type. In the lim itofvery heavy nucleithey are expressed in term softhe sum ofthe corre-

sponding pom eron fan diagram s.Howeverlong-range correlationsrequire also knowledge of

thedoubleinclusivecross-section,forwhich thesituation ism orecom plicated.In thepurely

eikonalapproach they can also be easily calculated from the known single and double ele-

m entary (hadron-nucleon)inclusivecross-sections.Howeverwith interacting pom eronsthisis

only possibleforthe hadron-nucleuscase.Double inclusive cross-section fornucleus-nucleus

scattering m ediated by interacting pom erons involves a com plicated set ofdiagram s,exact

sum m ation ofwhich does not look feasible. So hadron-nucleus collisions present a subject

bettersuited fortheoreticaldiscussion oflong-range correlationsin the nuclearbackground.

In this paper we study long-range correlations in hadron-nucleus collisions in the hard

dom ain. W e shalluse two di�erentapproachesto thisproblem ,which treatdi�erentrange

ofenergies. At very high (asym ptotic) energies we shallrely on the perturbative Q uan-

tum Chrom odynam ics(Q CD),which predictsthattheinteraction ism ediated by interacting

BFK L pom eronswhile treating the hadron asa dilute object through the whole evolution.

Atsm allerenergies,when evolution ofthe gluon density isnotcom plete,we shallapply the

ColorG lassCondensateapproach,in which thefastnucleusisrepresented by a strong classi-

calgluon �eld [7].Thisapproach hasbeen lately used fora qualitative study ofcorrelations

in nucleus-nucleuscollisionswith prom ising results[6].

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section,to have a basis for com parison

and discussion,we shallrecallsom e basic predictions for the long-range correlations in hA

collisions,which follow from the straightforward probabilistic approach. Section 3 is ded-

icated to the perturbative Q CD approach at very high energies. Section 4 presents som e

qualitative predictions from the Color G lass Condensate. Finally we discuss our results in

theConclusions.

2 Probabilistic treatm ent

In this section we shallstudy long-range correlations in hA collisions,as they follow from

purely probabilisticconsiderations.Thisapproach isrealized in theG lauber-eikonaldescrip-

tion ofhA interactionsand alsoreproducedin Reggeapproach with non-interactingpom erons.

O urbasic instrum entwillbe the standard G lauberexpression forthe cross-section �n forn

inelastic interactionsofthe projectile insidethenucleus:

�n = C
n
A

�

�T(b)
�n�

1� �T(b)
�A � n

: (1)
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Here � is the elem entary (hadron-nucleon) cross-section,and T(b) is the standard nuclear

pro�lefunction norm alized to unity.From thisexpression weim m ediately deriveexpressions

forthesingleand doubleinclusivecross-sectionsforhA collisions,J1 and J2 respectively.At

�xed im pactparam eterb

J1(y;k)= Aj1(y;k)T(b) (2)

and

J2(y1;k1;y2;k2)= Aj2(y1;k1;y2;k2)T(b)+ A(A � 1)j1(y1;k1)j1(y2;k2)T
2(b): (3)

Here and in the following we denote by sm allletters the quantities which refer to the el-

em entary hN collision. So j1 and j2 are the single and double inclusive cross-sections for

hadron-nucleon collisions; y and k denote the rapidity and transverse m om entum of the

produced particle.

To pass to the corresponding m ultiplicities we have to integrate over b and divide by

the totalinelastic hA cross-section �in. To do thiswe have to choose a form ofthe pro�le

function T(b).W e usethesim plestchoice oftheconstantnucleardensity within a sphereof

radiusR A = A 1=3R 0,which gives

T(b)=
2

q

R 2
A
� b2

VA
; (4)

whereVA isthe nuclearvolum e.W ith thispro�lefunction we �nd

Z

d
2
bT

2(b)=
9

8

1

�R 2
A

: (5)

For large A,with a good precision,the inelastic hA cross-section �in = �R 2
A ,so that we

�nally �nd thesingle and doublehA m ultiplicities,M 1 and M 2,respectively as

M 1(y;k)= A
1=3

m 1(y;k) (6)

and

M 2(y1;k1;y2;k2)= A
1=3

m 2(y1;k1;y2;k2)+
9

8
A
2=3

�1(y1;k1)m 1(y2;k2): (7)

W ith theseexpressionswecan passtocorrelations.Thestrength oflong-rangecorrelations

in nuclearcollisionsisstandardly determ ined by thecoe�cient

B =
hN F N B i� hNF ihN B i

hN 2
F
i� hNF i

2
; (8)

whereN F and N B arethenum bersofparticlesproduced in two rapidity windows.separated

by asu�ciently largerapidity interval(’forward’and ’backward’).Notethatin theasym m et-

ric hadron-nucleuscase,there isanothercorrelation strength de�ned with hN 2
F i� hNF i

2 in
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thedenom inator.Asto theparticletransversem om enta,they m ay beboth taken integrated

overthe whole phase space orrestricted to speci�c partsofit(even practically �xed). This

circum stanceplaysno roleforthefollowing derivation.Theaveragenum berswhich �gurein

(8)are expressed via them ultiplicitiesasfollows

hN F (B )i=

Z

d�
F (B )

M 1(y;k); (9)

hN F N F (B )i=

Z

d�
F
1 d�

F (B )

2 M 2(y1;k1;y2;k2); (10)

whered�F and d�b denote integration overy and k in theforward and backward windows.

Sim ilarquantities for the elem entary hN collisions willbe denoted by sm allletters. So

forhN collisionsthe correlation coe�cientisdeterm ined as

b=
hnF nB i� hnF ihnB i

hn2
F
i� hnF i

2
; (11)

where the averages are de�ned as in (9) and (10) with m ultiplicities �1 and �2. Using

relations(6)and (7)we can expressaverages forthe nucleustargetvia the sam e quantities

on thenucleon targetto obtain:

B =
hnF nB i+

1

8
A 1=3hnF ihnB i

hn2
F
i+ 1

8
A 1=3hnF i

2
: (12)

Ifwe de�nethedispersion squared in the forward window fortheelem entary collisionsas

d
2 = hn2F i� hnF i

2
; (13)

then we�nd

B =
bd2 +

�
1

8
A 1=3 + 1

�

hnF ihnB i

d2 +
�
1

8
A 1=3 + 1

�

hnF i
2

: (14)

Forsym m etricwindows(relativetohN collisions)wehavehnF i= hnB isothat(14)sim pli�es

to

B =
bd2 +

�
1

8
A 1=3 + 1

�

hnF i
2

d2 +
�
1

8
A 1=3 + 1

�

hnF i
2
: (15)

Ifthedispersion squared ism uch sm allerthan theparticlenum bersquared,which isexpected

forlarge enough energiesand windows,we �nd an approxim ate expression

B ’ 1�
d2

hnF i
2
(1� b)

1

1+ 1

8
A 1=3

: (16)

Asa resultwe�nd thatin thetheoreticallim itA ! 1 thenuclearcoe�cientB tendsto

unity,thevalueoftheelem entary coe�cientbhaving no im portance.So,in thislim it,long-

range correlations are exclusively a consequence ofthe nuclear environm ent. O fcourse for

realisticnucleitheterm (1=8)A 1=3 isnotlargebutsm allerthan unity sothatthecoe�cientB
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resultsnoticeably sm allerthan unity.Howeverwealso seethatitsvalueonly weakly depends

on A and ism ainly determ ined by therelativedispersion d=hnF iin elem entary collisions.All

these e�ectsare due to the presence ofthe second term in the nuclearm ultiplicity M 2,Eq.

(7). Note that the lim iting case A = 1 is achieved through the substitution A 1=3=8 ! � 1

in (14),so that the second term s in both the num erator and denom inator ofthis equation

vanish and B passesinto b.

3 Long-range correlations in high-energy hA collisions in the

perturbative Q C D

3.1 Form alism

In the perturbative Q CD athigh energiesthe interaction between the incom ing hadron and

the nuclear target is realized by an exchange ofBFK L pom erons,which interact between

them selves via the triple pom eron vertex. For a heavy nucleus target with A � 1 and a

point-likeprojectilethisinteraction isdescribed by a setofpom eron fan diagram s,which are

sum m ed by the non-linearBalitsky-K ovchegov equation [8,9,10].Ifwe denote thissum for

a �xed im pactparam eterb,zero totalgluon m om entum and intergluon transverse distance

r as�(y;r;b)then function �(y;r;b)= �(y;r;b)=(2�r 2),transform ed into m om entum space,

satis�esthe equation

@�(y;q;b)

@�y
= � H �(y;q;b)� �

2(y;q;b); (17)

where H isthe BFK L Ham iltonian (see e.g [11])and �y = ��y isa rescaled rapidity with the

standard notation �� = �sN c=�.Thephysicalm eaning of� isprovided by itsrelation to the

gluon density in thenucleus:

d

�

xG (x;k2;b)
�

d2kd2b
=

N 2
c

2�3

1

��
h(y;k;b); (18)

where

h(y;k;b)= k
2r 2

k�(y;k;b) (19)

and y = ln(x0=x)with x0 som e initialvalue ofx,usually taken � 0:01. Function h satis�es

a norm alization condition
Z

d2k

2�k2
h(y;k;b)= 1: (20)

Num ericalcalculations[12]show thatstarting from �y ’ 2 itdevelopsa scaling structure

h(y;k;b)= h(�)= 0:295 exp(� �
2
=3:476); � = ln

�

k=Q s(y;b)
�

; (21)
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whereQ s(y;b)istheso-called saturation m om entum ,which growsexponentially with y:

Q s(y;b)’ a

�

AT(b)R 2
0

�2=3e� 1y

p
y
: (22)

� 1 = (2:0� 2:3)�� and a isa num ericalconstant1.

An im m ediatephysicalapplication ofthisfram ework isto deep inelasticscattering (DIS),

with a highly virtualphoton asa projectile.A hadronicanalogueofthism ay bethe’onium ’,

that is a quark-antiquark system ofa very short dim ension. Realistic hadronic projectiles

arenotpoint-like and do notallow fortheperturbativetreatm ent.So application ofthefan

diagram approach to their interaction is strictly speaking not very welljusti�ed. For this

reason in thefollowing we have to keep in m ind an approxim ate characterofourderivation,

which assum esthat,asin DIS,theprojectile hadron interactswith thepom eron only once.

Underthisapproxim ation thetotalhadron-nucleuscross-section isgiven by

�(Y )= 2

Z

d
2
bd

2
�(r)�(Y;r;b); (23)

where �(r) is the color density ofthe projectile and Y is the overallrapidity. It m ay be

illustrated graphically asshown in Fig.1,wherethecirclewith theattached linecorrespond

to function �. Fora norm alizable density �(r)and �nite nucleus(with the pro�le function

(4))cross-section �= � in turnsoutto bepurely geom etric:�= 2�R 2
A .

Figure 1:Diagram contributing to thetotalhA cross-section.

3.2 Single inclusive cross-sections

Thesingleinclusivecross-section isgiven by thetwo diagram sshown in Fig.2 a and b.They

correspond to production oftheobserved particle eitherfrom the pom eron which couplesto

1
This dependence on im pactparam eter and nuclearsize was obtained [12]for a realistic pro�le function.

Also the value of� 1 dependson the rapidity window ofthe �t,and is slightly sm aller than the asym ptotic

theoreticalexpectation,� 1 = 2:44��.Seedetailed discussionsoftheseaspectsin e.g.[13]wherea dependence

/ A
1=3

is obtained for a cylindricalnucleus. None ofthese considerations alter the conclusions obtained in

thisSection.
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the projectile orfrom the vertex ofits splitting into a pair ofpom erons[14,15]. Allother

possibilitiesarecanceled by theAbram ovsky-G ribov-K anchelicutting rules[16].Thesum of

ba

Figure2:Diagram scontributing to the single inclusive hA cross-section.

thesetwo contributionsleadsto thesingle inclusive cross-section at�xed b[17]

J1(y;k;b)=
4���

k2

Z

d
2
re

ikrr 2
P (Y � y;r)r2

�

2�(y;r;b)� � 2(y;r;b)
�

; (24)

whereP (Y � y;r)isthepom eron coupled to the projectile:

P (Y � y;r)=

Z

d
2
r
0
�(r0)G (Y � y;r

0
;r); (25)

with the nucleusat y = 0 and the dilute projectile at y = Y ,and G is the BFK L forward

G reen function [11]. Perform ing the di�erentiations and passing to m om entum space one

obtains

J1(y;k;b)=
4���

k2

Z

d
2
qh

(0)(Y � y;q)w(y;k � q;b): (26)

Hereh(0)(y;q)isafunction analogoustoh(y;q;r)forthepom eron,thatisaFouriertransform

ofr 2P (y;r)=(2�).Function w(y;q;b)isde�ned via h(y;q;b):

w(y;q;b)=
q2

2�

Z

d
2
q1
h(y;q1;b)h(y;q� q1;b)

q2
1
(q� q1)

2
: (27)

It satis�es the sam e norm alization condition (20) and has the sam e scaling property (21),

although with a shifted m axim um and slopein its� dependence:

w(y;k;b)= 0:358 exp
�

� 0:402(� � 0:756)2
�

: (28)

O fcourse the shiftin the m axim um correspondsto a universalenhancem entofthe value of

thesaturation m om entum .

Num ericalcalculationsofthesingleinclusivecross-section along theseform ulaswereper-

form ed in [17]. However such calculations for the double inclusive cross-sections look very
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di�cult,so thatwe shallinstead useanalyticalestim atesobtained in theasym ptotic regim e

when both Y � y and y are large. Then we can use the wellknown asym ptotic expressions

forthe BFK L G reen function to obtain an explicit expression for function h(0). Repeating

thecalculationsdonein [14]we obtain

J1(y;k;b)=
8��

k2
R P e

� (Y � y)

s
�

�(Y � y)
F (y;k;b); (29)

where�= 4ln2�� istheBFK L intercept,� = 14�(3)��,R P istheradiusoftheprojectileand

F (y;k;b)=

Z
d2q

2�q
w(y;k � q;b)= Qs(y;b)f(̂k); k̂ =

k

Q s(y;b)
: (30)

Function f(̂k)obviously reducesto a constantf(0)when k � Q s.In theoppositecasewhen

k � Q s itbehavesas�=̂k. Num ericalcalculations give valuesforf(k)illustrated in Fig. 3

with

f(0)= 3:97; � = 54:6: (31)

So form om enta considerably below thesaturation m om entum we �nd

Figure 3:Function f(ex).

J1(y;k;b)=
8��

k2
R P f(0)e

� (Y � y)

s
�

�(Y � y)
Q s(y;b) (32)

and form om enta considerably above the saturation m om entum

J1(y;k;b)=
8��

k3
R P �e

� (Y � y)

s
�

�(Y � y)
Q
2(y;b): (33)

Thefound cross-section growsexponentiallywith theoverallrapidityY ,which justreects

thegrowth ofthepom erondirectlycoupled totheprojectile.O neexpectsthatforan extended
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projectile thisgrowth would be �nally tem pered when m ore than one pom eron are coupled

to it(seeFig.4 ),contributionswhich aredam ped by powersofthesm allcoupling constant

fora point-likeprojectile.Asweshallsee,in theexpression forthecorrelation coe�cientthe

growing factorscancel,so thatthe resulting coe�cientdependson Y only weakly. Forthis

reason we m ay hopethatourform ulasrem ain applicable also forrealistic hadrons.Another

Figure4:Diagram snottaken intoaccountforthetotalcross-section forapoint-likeprojectile.

interesting feature isthe peculiardependence on the nuclearfactor
�

AT(b)
�p
,with p = 2=3

for k � Q s and p = 4=3 for k � Q s,which is ofprim ary im portance for the correlations.

Integration over b and division by � leads to m ultiplicities in these two regions ofk. For

k � Q s

M 1(y;k)= A
2=93

8

8��

k2
R P f(0)e

� Y � �y

s
�

�y(Y � y)
; (34)

where

 = a

� 9

4�2

�1=3
(35)

and � = �� � 1,and fork � Q s

M 1(y;k)= A
4=9 3

10

28��

k3
R P �e

� Y � �1y

s
�

�y2(Y � y)
; (36)

with �1 = �� 2� 1.

3.3 D ouble inclusive cross-section and correlations

The double inclusive cross-section isdescribed by a setofdiagram sshown in Fig. 5 (a few

evident additionaldiagram s are not shown). They are quite com plicated,especially since

the cut vertex appearing in the diagram Fig. 5 f is di�erent from the uncutone [18]. As

m entioned in the Introduction,a detailed calculation ofallthe contributionsdoesnotseem

very realistic.Howeverathigh valuesofallrapidity distances,Y � y1;Y � y2;y1;y2 � 1,of

allthecontributionsthedom inantonescorrespond to Figs.5 c-e,in which theuppervertex

can haverapiditiesup to Y ,so thatthetwo pom eron linesbelow givethem axim ally growing
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exponentialfactorexp
�

�(2Y � y1 � y2)
�

.The relative weightsofallothercontributionsis

exponentially dam ped.Thestudy ofcontributionsfrom allthediagram sofFig.5 c-e can be

b c

e f

da

g

Figure 5:Diagram scontributing to the doubleinclusive cross-section in perturbativeQ CD.

doneby thesam em ethod which wasused in [14]forthediagram ofFig.5 c.Contribution of

thediagram s5.d and ecan betaken intoaccountby changing function h(y;q;r)to w(y;q;h)

in alltheform ulas.In thisway we obtain the doubleinclusive cross-section as

J2(y1;k1;y2;k2;b)=

4

ln2

��2

k2
1
k2
2

hr2iP e
� (2Y � y1� y2)

s
�

�(2Y � y1 � y2)
F (y1;k1;b)F (y2;k2;b); (37)

where F is the sam e function (30). Further sim pli�cations, sim ilarly to the case of sin-

gle inclusive cross-sections,can be m ade when k1 and k2 are either m uch sm aller than the

saturation m om entum orm uch largerthan it.In thecase when both k1 � Q s and k2 � Q s

J2 =
4

ln2

��2

k2
1
k2
2

hr2iP f
2(0)e� (2Y � y1� y2)

s
�

�(2Y � y1 � y2)
Q s(y1;b)Q s(y2;b): (38)

Ifboth k1 � Q s and k2 � Q s then

J2 =
4

ln2

��2

k3
1
k3
2

hr2iP �
2
e
� (2Y � y1� y2)

s
�

�(2Y � y1 � y2)
Q
2
s(y1;b)Q

2
s(y2;b): (39)

Finally in thecase k1 � Q s and k2 � Q s we �nd

J2 =
4

ln2

��2

k3
1
k2
2

hr2iP �f(0)e
� (2Y � y1� y2)

s
�

�(2Y � y1 � y2)
Q
2
s(y1;b)Q s(y2;b): (40)

Integration overband division by�leadstothecorrespondingm ultiplicitiesM 2(y1;k1;y2;k2).

In the case when both k1 � Q s and k2 � Q s

M 2 = A
4=9 3

10

2 4

ln2

��2

k21k
2
2

hr2iP f
2(0)e2� Y � �(y1+ y2)

s
�

�y1y2(2Y � y1 � y2)
: (41)
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Ifboth k1 � Q s and k2 � Q s then

M 2 = A
8=9 3

14

4

ln2

��2

k3
1
k3
2

hr2iP �
2

4
e
2� Y � �1(y1+ y2)

s
�

�y2
1
y2
2
(2Y � y1 � y2)

: (42)

Finally in thecase k1 � Q s and k2 � Q s we �nd

M 2 = A
2=31

4

4

ln2

��2

k31k
2
2

hr2iP �f(0)
3
e
2� Y � �1y1� �y2

s
�

�y21y2(2Y � y1 � y2)
: (43)

Itisconvenientto introducea ratio

R(y1;k1;y2;k2)=
M 2(y1;k1;y2;k2)

M 1(y1;k1)M 1(y2;k2)
; (44)

forwhich forallthree lim iting casesconsidered above we obtain a sim pleexpression:

R(y1;k1;y2;k2)= C
1

16ln2

hr2iP

R 2
P

s

�(Y � y1)(Y � y2)

�(2Y � y1 � y2)
; (45)

where for the cases k1;k2 � Q s,k1;k2 � Q s and k1 � Q s;k2 � Q s the coe�cient C is

32/15,50/21 and 20/9 respectively.Ifthetwo produced jetsofhadronsaretaken sym m etric

in thec.m .system forhN collisionswith the rapidity distance y then

y1 =
1

2
(Y + y); y2 =

1

2
(Y � y); (46)

and

R(y1;k1;y2;k2)= C
1

32ln2

hr2iP

R 2
P

s

�

�
�(y1;y2); (47)

with

�(y1;y2)=

s

Y �
y2

Y
; �(y1;y1)=

p
Y � y; �(y2;y2)=

p
Y + y: (48)

Eqs.(45),(47)and (48)arethe centralresultofthisSection.

In term softhe ratio R the correlation coe�cientisgiven by

B =
M 1(yB ;kB )

M 1(yF ;kF )

R(yF ;kF ;yB ;kB )� 1

R(yF ;kF ;yF ;kF )� 1
: (49)

The coe�cient in Eq. (47)isvery sm alle.g. � 0:1 for�s ’ 0:2. Thusboth the num erator

and denom inator in this equation are negative except for very large energies (Y > 100 in

the m entioned exam ple). Furtherm ore,R m ay be sm aller than one forsom e sm allwindow

in y and Y ,butitisgenerically largerthan one. To illustrate it,atlarge Y and �xed y we

conclude from (47)thatR isindependentofy in allcases. So ifkF and kB have the sam e

orderofm agnitude (eitherm uch sm allerorm uch largerthan Q s)thesecond ratio in (49)is

equalto unity.In thiscase we have a sim ple result

B =
M 1(yB ;kB )

M 1(yF ;kF )
: (50)
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Forthem ostim portantcase from thepracticalpointofview,kF ;kB � Q s,we then �nd

B =
k2F

k2
B

e
�y
; (51)

orforwindowssym m etricalso in thephasevolum e oftransverse m om enta sim ply

B = e
�y
: (52)

The concrete value of� dependson the chosen value for�s. W ith a typicalvalue �s = 0:2

we�nd � ’ 0:1� 0:15.

Itisnotdi�cultto obtain predictionsforB forallothertheoretically possible cases. If

both kF and kB are m uch larger than the saturation m om entum we obtain the correlation

coe�cient(52)with � substituted by �1.In stillm oreexoticcases,when oneofthem om enta

ism uch sm allerand theotherm uch largerthan Q s,thesecond ratio in (49)beginsto depend

on Y non-trivially because ofdi�erentcoe�cients C in ( 47). Also a nontrivialdependence

on A appears,due to di�erentpowers ofA in (34)and (36). The explicit form ulas can be

easily written using (34),(36)and (47).W e do notpresentthem due to a sm allprobability

ofthe corresponding experim entalsetup.

Asweseein allcasesthecorrelation coe�cientturnsoutto bedi�erentfrom theproba-

bilistic predictions. Forsym m etric windowsitisindependentofA,generically greaterthan

unity and grows(ratherslowly)with therapidity distance.

4 C olor G lass C ondensate

In thisSection wefollow thelinesin [5,6]to obtain an expression forthecorrelation strength

B in hadron-nucleus,pA collisions,considering the hadron asa saturated objectwith som e

saturation scale Q 2
s;p(y) < Q 2

s;A(y) / A �,� > 0,as done in [19,20]. For the m ultiplicity

ofproduced gluons,one getsin a sm alloverlap area a2 (with a � R 0 corresponding to the

correlation length oftheclassical�elds)between projectile and target:

�
dN

dy

�

�
Q 2
s;m in(y)

�s(Q s;m in(y))
a
2
; Q

2
s;m in(y)= m in

n

Q
2
s;p(y);Q

2
s;A (y)

o

: (53)

Afterintegration overim pactparam eterone getsan overlap area S i.e.

�
dN

dy

�

�
Q 2
s;m in(y)

�s(Q s;m in(y))
S (54)

such thatSQ 2
s;h

/ N part;h,thenum berofnucleonsfrom hadron h participatingin thecollision

(N part;p � 1),see also [20].

Thenum eratorin Eq.(8)(com ing from diagram slike thatin Fig.6 a)resultsin

�
dN

dyF

dN

dyB

�

�

�
dN

dyF

� �
dN

dyB

�

�
Q 2
s;m in(yF )

�s(Q s;m in(yF ))

Q 2
s;m in(yB )

�s(Q s;m in(yB ))
a
4
: (55)
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2
2

a b

Figure6:Diagram scontributing to thedoubleinclusivecross-section in theCG C.Theblack

dotand the crosscorrespond to the projectile and the targetfrom which the classical�elds,

represented by the solid lines,com e.Thedashed linesrepresentthe em itted gluons.

Now,for the integration over im pact param eter we consider that a2 � 1=Q2s;m ax(yF ;yB ),

Q 2
s;m ax(yF ;yB )= m ax

n

Q 2
s;p(yF );Q

2
s;A (yF );Q

2
s;p(yB );Q

2
s;A (yB )

o

,which resultsin

�
dN

dyF

dN

dyB

�

�

�
dN

dyF

� �
dN

dyB

�

�
Q 2
s;m in(yF )

�s(Q s;m in(yF ))

Q 2
s;m in(yB )

�s(Q s;m in(yB ))

S

Q 2
s;m ax(yF ;yB )

: (56)

Forthe denom inatorin Eq.(8)there isan additionalpiece com ing from diagram slike that

in Fig.6 b,

��
dN

dyF

dN

dyB

�

�

�
dN

dyF

� �
dN

dyB

��
0

� Qs;m in(yF )Q s;m in(yB )e
� �(yF � yB )S: (57)

As discussed in [6],this piece is O (�2s) suppressed com pared to (56). It contains an expo-

nentialdam ping factor,with � � 1,which m otivates itsabsence in the num eratorforlarge

enough yF � yB .Alsonotethatforsym m etricAA collisions,both (56)and (57)areO (A � 2=3)

suppressed com pared to the squareof(54),asdiscussed in [5].

Neglecting any possible interference between these two kinds ofdiagram s and for large

enough yF � yB ,the�nalexpression forEq.(8)reads
2

B =
�s(Q s;m in(yF ))Q

2
s;m ax(yF ;yF )Q

2
s;m in(yB )

�s(Q s;m in(yB ))Q
2
s;m ax(yF ;yB )Q

2
s;m in(yF )

"

1+ c�
2
s(Q s;m in(yF ))

Q 2
s;m ax(yF ;yF )

Q 2
s;m in(yF )

#
� 1

;

(58)

where c isa constant. Note thatforAA collisions and sym m etric intervals yB = � yF ,this

expression reducesto thatfound in [6],B =
�
1+ c�2s

�� 1
,from which thecorrelation strength

2
An errorin thisform ula in a previousversion ofthism anuscript,led to wrong conclusionsin thisSection.

W e warm ly thank J.G .M ilhano forpointing itout.
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wasargued to increase with centrality and energy ofthe collision. Forthe asym m etric case

Eq.(58),these behaviorsdepend on the considered rapiditiesyF ;yB .

To illustrate this,letustake theparam etrizations[20]

Q
2
s;p(y)= Q

2
0

�
E cm

Q 0

��

e
� �y

; Q
2
s;A(y)= Q

2
s;p

�

� y;Q
2
0 ! Q

2
0A

1=3
�

; (59)

with Q 2
0 a constant with dim ension ofm om entum squared,E cm the collision energy in the

center-of-m asssystem ,� � 0:3,and rapiditiesde�ned in thecenter-of-m asssystem in which

theprojectile islocated aty = Y=2 and thenucleartargetaty = � Y=2.Thesolution ofthe

equation

Q
2
s;p(yc)= Q

2
s;A(yc) (60)

de�nes[20]a criticalrapidity yc ’ � 4� � 3 < 0 such thatfory < yc,Q
2
s;m in(y)= Q 2

s;A(y),

whilefory > yc,Q
2
s;m in(y)= Q 2

s;p(y).Letusexam ine severalsituations:

� Foryc < yB = � yF -the m ostfeasible situation from the experim entalpointofview,

Q s;m in(yF ) = Q s;p(yF ),Q s;m in(yB ) = Q s;p(yB ) and Q s;m ax(yF ;yB ) = Q s;A(yF ),the

correlation strength B is generically greater than 1 and decreases with increasing A.

It shows a non-m onotonic behavior with increasing energy,�rst increasing and then

decreasing towards a lim iting value e2�yF > 1 independentofA. This case coincides

with the one in (52) (with � $ � and y $ 2yF ),which can be easily understood as

theconsideration ofa diluteprojectilein thepreviousSection isequivalentto thelim it

yc ! � 1 here.

� ForyB = � yF < yc,Q s;m in(yF )= Q s;p(yF ),Q s;m in(yB )= Q s;A(yB )and Q s;m ax(yF ;yB )

= Q s;A(yF ),thecorrelation strength B isgenerically greaterthan 1 and increaseswith

increasing A. Again,it shows a non-m onotonic behavior with increasing energy,�rst

increasing and then decreasing towards a lim iting value A (2� �)=6 > 1 independent of

yF = � yB .

� ForyB < yF < yc (a situation within the kinem aticalreach ofthe Large Hadron Col-

lider(LHC)with e.g. yB = � 7 and yF = � 5),Qs;m in(yF )= Q s;A(yF ),Q s;m in(yB )=

Q s;A(yB ) and Q s;m ax(yF ;yB ) = Q s;p(yB ), the correlation strength B is generically

sm allerthan 1 and increaseswith increasing A.O ppositeto the two previouscases,it

showsam onotonicincreasewith increasingenergy towardsalim iting valuee� 2�(yF � yB )

< 1 independentofA.

Letusnote that these estim ates have been done fortruly asym ptotic values ofenergy and

nuclear size and for a concrete choice ofthe param etrization for the saturation scale,the

behavior for the experim entally accessible situation depending on this concrete choice and
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on the value ofparam eterc.Nevertheless,the factthatthe correlation strength islargeror

sm allerthan oneisgeneric.

The resultsin thisSection should be applicable fortransverse m om enta ofthe orderor

sm aller than the corresponding saturation scales. In any case,the correlation strength is

largerthan 1 forthe m ostfeasible experim entalsituation offorward and backward rapidity

windowssym m etricaround thecenter-of-m ass,abehaviorwhich coincidesto thatgenerically

found in thepreviousSection,see e.g.(52).

5 C onclusions

In this paper we analyze the long-range rapidity correlations in hadron-nucleus collisions.

Firstwe recallthe standard results in the probabilistic m odel. The correlation strength B

showsan increasing behaviorwith increasing nuclearsize orcentrality,tending to unity for

A ! 1 .

Nextweturn to perturbativeQ CD.W econsiderinteracting BFK L pom eronsin theform

offan diagram scoupled toadiluteprojectile.Afterexam iningtherequired singleand double

inclusive cross-sections [17,18],analytic estim ates are done forvery large rapidities due to

the di�cultiesfora com plete consideration ofthe double inclusive density. The correlation

strength resultsweakly depending on energy and centrality ornuclear size,and generically

greater than unity. Note that these results are rigorously applicable to DIS,but require

certain caution ifapplied to hA scattering with ordinary hadrons.

Finally,we turn to the Color G lass Condensate fram ework. Taking the projectile as a

saturated objectcharacterized by a saturation scale sm aller-asexpected -than thatofthe

nucleus,we extend to asym m etric collisions the analysis done in [5,6]for nucleus-nucleus

collisions. For the m ost feasible experim entalsituation offorward and backward rapidity

windowssym m etric around the center-of-m ass,the resulting correlation strength turnsout

to be larger than unity and shows a non-m onotonic behavior with increasing energy,�rst

increasing and then decreasing to a lim iting value.Itsbehaviorwith increasing centrality or

nuclearsize dependson the considered rapidity windows.

A note ofcaution isin order.Thecorrelationsconsidered in thispaperarethosecom ing

from particle production in the initialstage ofthe collision. Subsequentstagesm ay m odify

the predicted behaviors. In any case,hadron-nucleuscollisions should o�er a m ore reliable

setup than nucleus-nucleusin thisrespect,astheproduction ofa dense,eventually therm al-

ized m edium isnotexpected. Besides,hadronic rescattering ofthe produced secondariesis

expected to play a little role exceptin the region close to the rapidity ofthe nucleus.W ith

allthese caveats in m ind,phenom enologicalapplications ofourresults to dAu collisions at
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the Relativistic Heavy Ion Colliderand pA collisionsatthe LHC are the obviousextension

ofthiswork.
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