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Thecorrelation functionsoftwoidenticalornonidenticalparticleswith ‘sm all’relative

m om enta havebeen extensively studied in nuclearcollisionsforbom barding energiesfrom

tensofM eV [1]to hundredsofG eV [2].Thesefunctionsprovideuniqueinform ation about

space-tim e characteristics of particle sources in the collisions. W e show in this paper

thatthecorrelation function integrated overparticlerelativem om entum satis�esa sim ple

relation dueto thecom pletenessoftheparticlequantum states.Theprelim inary account

ofthiswork hasbeen presented in [3].

The correlation function R isde�ned as

dn

dp1dp2
= R (p1;p2)

dn

dp1

dn

dp2
;

where dn=dp1dp2 and dn=dp1 is the two-and one-particle m om entum distribution nor-

m alized to unity.Ithasbeen repeatedly argued [4]thatthecorrelation function R can be

expressed in the source restfram ein thefollowing way

R (p1;p2)=

Z

d
3
r1dt1

Z

d
3
r2dt2 D (r1;t1)D (r2;t2)j (r

0

1;r
0

2)j
2
; (2)

where the source function D (r;t), which is norm alized as
R

d3rD (r;t) = 1, gives the

probability to em it a nucleon from a space-tim e point (r;t)*; is the �nalstate wave

function ofthe pair;r0i � ri� viti,i= 1;2 with vi being the particle velocity relative to

the source.

Eq. (2)determ ines the two particle correlation function asan overlap ofthe source

function and the�nalstatewavefunction squared ofthetwoparticles.Thepairisassum ed

to be isolated from the rest ofthe system not only in the �nalstate,but starting from

the m om ent ofem ission or freeze-outwhen,due to the system decay or expansion,the

* It should be understood here thatthe coordinates(r;t)determ ine the position ofa

particlewave-package center.
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(strong)interaction isswitched o�**.(Ifthelong rangeCoulom b forceisim portantafter

the ‘strong’freeze-out, the pair m otion in the externalelectrom agnetic �eld should be

considered [6].) Theoverlap from eq.(2)iscom puted atthefreeze-out,which forthepair

equals m ax(t1;t2),and then is averaged over t1 and t2. Thus,the correlation function

carriestheinform ation on thesystem only atthe m om entoffreeze-outand notatearlier

tim eswhen the pairofthe particlesstillinteractswith the restsystem .

Since we are interested in the correlationsofparticleswith ‘sm all’relativem om enta,

one can factorize the center-of-m assand relativem otion ofthetwo particlesin the essen-

tially nonrelativistic m anner.Then,afterelim inating the center-of-m assm otion,eqs.(2)

can berewritten as

R (q)=

Z

d
3
rdtD r(r;t)j�q(r

0)j2 ; (3)

with D r(r;t)being thedistribution oftherelativespace-tim eposition ofthetwo particles,

D r(r;t)=

Z

d
3
R dT D (R + r=2;T + t=2)D (R � r=2;T � t=2):

�q(r
0) is the nonrelativistic wave function of the relative m otion with q denoting the

particle m om entum in the center-of-m ass fram e ofthe pair. W hile the particle relative

m otionisnonrelativistic,thecenter-of-m assm otionwith respecttothesourceis,in general,

relativistic.Therefore,theparticlerelativedistancem easured in theircenter-of-m assfram e

r0 isobtained by m eansoftheLorentz transform ation i.e.

r
0= r+ ( � 1)(rn)n � vt; (4)

** Thepaircannotbetreated asisolated even forthepair,which doesnotinteractwith

therestofthesystem ,in thecasem any identicalparticles.Then,thewavefunction ofthe

system does notfactorize into the pairwave function and the wave function ofthe rest,

sincethecom pletewavefunction m ustbe(anti-)sym m etrized with respectto allparticles.

However,the e�ectissigni�cantonly when the density ofthe identicalparticlesislarge.

Itdoesnothappen atthe currently availableenergiesofnuclearcollisions[5].
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where v is the pair velocity with respect to the source,n � v=jvjand  is the Lorentz

factor ofthe center-of-m ass m otion relative to the source. The correlation function (3)

also dependson thetotalm om entum ofthepair.Thisdependence,which isirrelevantfor

ourconsiderations,isnotshown up.

Letusconsiderthecorrelation function integrated overtherelativem om entum .Since

R (q)! 1 when q ! 1 ,we rather discuss the integralofR (q)� 1. Using eq. (3) one

im m ediately �nds

Z
d3q

(2�)3

�

R (q)� 1

�

=

Z

d
3
rdtD r(r;t)

Z
d3q

(2�)3

�

j�q(r
0)j2 � 1

�

: (5)

The wave functionssatisfy the com pletenesscondition

Z
d3q

(2�)3
�q(r)�

�

q
(r0)+

X

�

��(r)�
�

�(r
0)= �

(3)(r� r
0)� �

(3)(r+ r
0); (6)

where�� representsabound stateofthetwoparticles.W hen theparticlesarenotidentical

thesecond term in ther.h.sofeq.(6)should beneglected.Thisterm guaranteestheright

sym m etry ofboth sides ofthe equation for the case ofidenticalparticles. The upper

sign isforbosonswhilethe lowerone forferm ions.The wave function ofidenticalbosons

(ferm ions) �q(r) is (anti-)sym m etric when r ! � r,and the r.h.s ofeq. (6) is indeed

(anti-)sym m etric when r ! � r or r0 ! � r0. Ifthe particles ofinterests carry spin,the

sum m ation overthespin degreesoffreedom in thel.h.sofeq.(6)isim plied.

W hen theintegralrepresentation of�(3)(r� r0)isused,eq.(6)can be rewritten as

Z
d3q

(2�)3

�

�q(r)�
�

q
(r0)� e

iq(r�r
0
)

�

+
X

�

��(r)�
�

�(r
0)= � �

(3)(r+ r
0):

Now we takethe lim itr! r0 and getthe relation

Z
d3q

(2�)3

�

j�q(r
0)j2 � 1

�

= � �
(3)(2r0)�

X

�

j��(r
0)j2 : (7)
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W hen eq.(7)issubstituted into eq.(5),wegetthe desired sum rule

Z

d
3
q

�

R (q)� 1

�

= �
�3



Z

dtD r(vt=;t)�
X

�

A � ; (8)

where A � istheform ation rateofa bound state� [7]

A � = (2�)3
Z

d
3
rdtD r(r;t)j��(r

0)j2 ;

which connectsthecrosssection to producethebound state� carrying them om entum P

with thatoneofthetwo particleswith the m om enta P =2 as

d��

dP
= A �

d e�

d(P =2)d(P =2)
:

Thetildem eansthattheshortrangecorrelationsarerem oved from thetwo-particlecross

section,which isusually taken asa productofthe single-particlecrosssections.

Iftheparticlesareem itted sim ultaneously (m oreprecisely,ifhr2i� hv2t2i)thesource

function isexpressed asD r(r;t)= D r(r)�(t),and thesum rule sim pli�esto

Z

d
3
q

�

R (q)� 1

�

= �
�3


D r(0)�

X

�

A � :

Thecom pletenesscondition is,obviously,valid forany inter-particleinteraction.Itis

also valid when thepairofparticlesinteractwith thetim e-independentexternal�eld,e.g.

the Coulom b �eld,generated by the particle source. Thus,the sum rule (8)holdsunder

very generalconditionsaslong asthebasicform ula (2)isjusti�ed,in particularaslong as

thesourcefunction D r(r;t)isq� independentand spin independent.Thevalidity ofthese

assum ptions can be only tested within a m icroscopic m odelofnucleus{nucleus collision.

Below weconsiderthree exam plesofthesum rule(8).

1)The correlation function ofidenticalpions.In thiscase thesum rule reads

Z

d
3
q

�

R ��(q)� 1

�

= �
�3



Z

dtD r(vt=;t); (9)
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wherewehaveintroduced ad hocthechaoticity param eter�.Aswellknown,theinterfero-

m etricform ula (2)gives� = 1 in conictwith theexperim entaldata which provide� < 1.

Thesum rule(9)wasearlierfound by Podgoretzky [9]who used thefreewavefunction of

pionsand then explicitly integrated thecorrelation function.

The relation (9)isapproxim ately satis�ed by the experim entalcorrelation function.

The pointisthatthe data are welldescribed by the free wave functionsofthe two pions

(with the Coulom b correction included)[2],which form the com plete setofthe quantum

states.

2) The p-p and n-n correlation function. The sum rule (8)forthe identicalnucleons

is
Z

d
3
q

�

R N N (q)� 1

�

= �
�3



Z

dtD r(vt=;t): (10)

Thisrelation,which,in particular,predictsexactlythesam e(negative)valueoftheintegral

ofthe n-n and p-p correlation function,isnotsatis�ed by the experim entaldata [8].The

reason isprobably the following.

The integration over q runs in the sum rule (10) to in�nity. Thus even a sm all

deviation ofR N N (q) from unity at ‘large’q can provide a sizeable contribution to the

integral(10). On the other hand,it is a serious problem to norm alize the experim ental

correlation function,and oneusually assum esthatR N N (q)= 1at‘large’q.Consequently,

the sum rule (10)can be then easily violated.

3)The n-p correlation function.The sum rule (8)now reads

Z

d
3
q

�

R np(q)� 1

�

= � Ad ;

wherethecorrelation function isaveraged overspin.Asexpected,thenum berofcorrelated

n-p pairsisdirectly related to the num berofthe produced deuterons.Asin the previous

case thesum rule isnotsatis�ed by thedata [8],and the reason ispresum ably the sam e.
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W e conclude ourconsiderationsasfollows. Due to the com pletenessofthe quantum

states,the correlation functionssatisfy the sim ple relation which,in particular,connects

the num ber ofcorrelated neutron-proton pairs with the num ber ofdeuterons produced

in nuclearcollisions. Itappearsdi�cultto apply the sum rule to the experim entaldata,

howeverthe relation isuseful,atleast,to testtheoreticalcalculations.

Iam gratefulto P.Danielewicz,A.Delo�,V.Lyuboshitzand S.Prattforthe discus-

sionson the sum rule presented here.
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