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A bstract

Tt isargued that B oseE Instein correlations constitute one ofthem ost in portant and
characteristic e ects of strong interactions. T he progressm ade in our understanding of
thisphenom enon is review ed and a program for future research in this eld is form ulated.

1 The state of the art

1.1 Introduction

A Ythough the study of BoseE instein correlations BEC) is going on form ore than 40 years
and m any interesting theoretical developm ents took place the experim ental facts which we
know at present are very few (cf. subsection 1.5) and it w ill take m any decades until this
situation will signi cantly im prove. This is necessary not only because BEC per s are of
high scienti ¢ Interest (this will hopefully em erge also from the follow ing) but prin arily
because In analogy to the fact that the HanburyBrown Twisse ect lead to a new chapter
in optics, nam ely Q uantum O ptics, one could expect that BEC w ill lead to a new chapter
in strong interaction physics.

W hat can be done to achieve thisgoal? The purpose ofthistalk isto try to answer this
question by form ulating a program w hich could becom e an entry ticket to thisnew eld.

Thetak willbe divided into two parts: In the rstandm ain part Iw illtry to sum m arize
the present statusofthe eld. D ueto space lin itationsthis sum m ary hasto be very sketchy.
In the second part the open and m ost in portant problem s w ill be enum erated.

12 W hy are BEC interesting and im portant?

Intensity interferom etry and BEC in particular constitute at present the only experin ental
m ethod for the determm Ination of sizes and lifetin es of sources in particle and nuclear physics.
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T hem easuram ent of these is essential for an understanding of the dynam ics of strong inter—
actions which are regponsble for the existence and properties of atom ic nuclei. M oreover a
new state ofm atter, quark m atter, In which the ultim ate constituents m ove freely, isw ithin
the reach of present accelerators or those under construction. The con m ation that we
have really seen this \prom ised" new state is intim ately linked w ith the detemm ination of
its gpace-tin e properties. Furthem ore certain consequences of the standard m odel w hich
could not be tested directly should be seen In BEC and one of the m ost actual tests of this
m odel related to the m uch hunted H iggs particle is In uenced by this e ect. Last but not
Jeast besides this \applicative" aspect of BEC, this e ect has in portant in plications for
the foundations of quantum m echanics.

Because of these facts in the last years there has been a considerabl surge of interest
in hadron Intereferom etry and in particular n BEC . At present there is no m esting on
m ultiparticle production where num erous contributions to this sub fct are not presented
and at least one m esting was dedicated aln ost entirely to this topic (cf. ﬂ,']) . Due to its
excellent program Ing and organization the present m eeting is a fiirther m ilestone In this
evolution.

1.3 Relation between BEC and and quantum eld theory

Loosely speaking BoseE nstein correlations can be viewed as a consequence of the symm e~
try properties of the wave function w ith respect to permm utation of two identical particles
with integer soin and are thus intrinsic quantum phenom ena. At a higher lkvel, these
sym m etry properties of identical particles are expressed by the com m utation relations of
the creation and annihilation operators of particles in the second quantisation (quantum

eld theoryQFT). The QFT is the m ore general approach as it contains the possibility
to dealw ith creation and annihilation of particles and certain correlation phenom ena like
the correlation between particles and antiparticles can be properly described only w ithin
this form alisn . Furthem ore, at high energies, because of the large num ber of particles
produced, not all particles can be detected In a given reaction and therefore one usually
m easures only inclusive cross sections. For these reactions the wave function form alisn is
In practicable. Related to this is the fact that the second quantisation provides through the
density m atrix a transparent link between correlations and m ultiplicity distributions. This
last topic has been in the center of interest of m ultiparticle dynam ics for the last 20 years
(we refer am ong other things to KNO scaling and interm ittency). Last but not least one of
them ost in portant properties of system sm ade of identicalbosons and w hich is regponsible
for the phenom enon of lasing is quantum statistical coherence. This feature is also not
accessible to a theoretical treatm ent exoept in eld theory.

14 HBT versus GG LP.Final state interactions.

T hem ethod of photon Intensity interferom etry was invented in them id ftiesby H anbury—
Brown and Twiss for the m easuram ent of stellar din ensions and is som etin es called the
HBT method. In 19591960 G G oldhaber, S G oldhaberW ILee and A P ais discovered that
identical charged pionsproduced in p p annihilation are correlated (the GG LP e ect). Both
theHBT and the GG LP e ectsarebased on BEC .In HBT wedealw ith correlationsbetw een



photons, ie. particles which practically do not interact, whilk in GG LP we have hadrons
which interact. This fact m ade som e people wonder whether hadron nterferom etry is
possible at all. Before going into a theoretical discussion ofthis question it isusefulto recall
som e qualitative experin ental facts which suggest that the above doubts are unjisti ed.
T hese facts are: a) P ositive correlations are seen betw een identical particles in all reactions
like e, hadron-hadron, lepton—hadron, hadron-nuckus and nuckusnuckus at all energies
and are not seen between non-identical particles, exospt for resonance e ects (the issue of
quantum statistical particle-antiparticle correlations is discussed in section 1.8). b) BEC

increase w ith decreasing di erence ofthem om enta ofthe pair as expected in any theoretical
treatm ent of BEC . c) R adiiextracted via BEC from heavy ion reactions increase w ith m ass
num ber of the participating nuclki. It is these few facts which were alluded to above as
being the basis of our con dence into the fact that n the GGLP e ect we really see BEC .

1.5 BEC and the search for quark gluon plasm a

T he experin ental proof of the existence of quark-gluon plasn a as a new phase of m atter
is certainly one of the m ost challenging tasks of high energy physics. BEC play in this
gam e a doubl rolk: a) To prove that QGP is indeed a (new) phase one m ust prove that
its lifstin e is signi cantly larger than the typicalhadronic tin e scale (10 23 sec). Hence a
lifetin e m easuram ent is necessary. b) To prove that a phase transition took place onem ust
prove that the energy density achieved In the reaction exceeds the critical energy density
predicted by statistical Q CD . T his In plies the m easurem ent of the volum e of the rball.
Both a) and b) can be perform ed only w ith the help of BEC . Unfortunately, m ost of the
experin ental results on BEC w ith relativistic heavy ions are still called \prelin nary".

1.6 BEC and the foundations of quantum m echanics

T here are som e aspects of principles of quantum m echanics involved in the study of BEC,
which have been discovered m ore recently and which are related to the very conoept of
identity of particles. Tt is well known that the principle of identity of particles is part of
the fundam ental postulates of quantum m echanics and states essentially that elem entary
particles are indistinguishable. T he question what m eans identicalhas not been raised until
recently, because it had been considered that the answer to it was ocbvious. T his situation
has changed when it was discovered that there exists also a quantum statistical correlation
betw een particles and antiparticles @].

A nother findam entalproperty ofBEC em erges from B ose statistics: for sm alldi erences
in the m om enta of the pair, identical bosons are in general bunched whik fermm ions are
antibunched. However n BEC for the particular case of squeezed states (cf. section 1.9)
also antbunching is possble.

1.7 BEC, quantum statistics and the standard m odel

C oherence W hik forthe detem ination of sizes and lifetin es via intensity interferom —
etry, both bosonsand ferm ionscan beused, BEC have anotherpotential eld ofapplications
ofm apr interest for particle physics, nam ely the determ ination of the am ount of coherence
of sources. T his constitutes also a test of the presence of classical elds (any classical ed



is a ooherent state). To realise the In portance of this topic it is enough to m ention that
som e of the m ost in portant developm ents In particle physics of the last 25 years lncluding
the \standard m odel", are based on gpoontaneously broken sym m etries w hich in ply classical

elds. However so far there is no direct experin entalevidence forthese elds. O n the other
hand it iswellknown from quantum optics that BEC depend on the am ount of coherence
in a very characteristic way (@ com pletely ocoherent source like a laser above threshold leads
to a constant correlation ie. no bundching) and therefore one hopes to obtain nform ation
about ocoherence from boson interferom etry.

The density m atrix This dependence of BEC on ooherence is a particular case of
the fact that In quantum theory any probability or cross section of an operator O is an
expectation value and thus dependson the state of the system which in general is described
by the density m atrix

<O0O>=Tr(0):

is In principle determ Ined by the theory. For hadron m ultiproduction this theory is
quantum chrom odynam ics and for processes involving m ultiphoton production this theory
is quantum electrodynam ics. However In both cases the use of the fundam ental theory
is In practicable because of the com plexity of the m any body problem . That is why one
has to use phenom enological approaches. The experience gained in photonics has been
instrum ental in the analogous problm of hadron m ultiparticle production and am ounts
essentially to postulating the form ofthe density m atrix in the coherent state representation
j > . Let us consider a statistical distrbution P £ g and expand the density m atrix in
J > . G en the fact that the ocoherent states form an (over)oom plte set, thism eans that
the resulting density m atrix  is quite general. Indeed we w rite then
Z

D Pfgj>< j

wherethe symbolD denotesan Integration over the space of functions , and the statistical
weight P £ g isnom alized to unity.

T he sim plest and m ost comm on form ofdensity m atrix used is the G aussian form in the
P representation both because of is m athem atical convenience as well as because of the
fact that it corresponds to the physically im portant case when the num ber of independent
sources is large (central lim it theorem ). Two in portant phenom enological consequences
follow from the G aussian form of

(i) Them axinum ofthe BEC function is quantitatively wellde ned, independent ofthe
concrete form of the eld correlator and of the geom etry; thus eg. for the second order
BEC function m axC, = 2.

(i) T he density m atrix can be expressed in tem sofonly two m om ents of P (cfbelow ).
M ost experim ental data so far, with the exosption of annihilation in rest (cf. E] and ref-
erences quoted there), are consistent wih (). As to (i) the situation is less clear. An
approxin ate con m ation of (ii) hasbeen cbtained in @I] based on the data of [B]. W hile it
appears that the gaussian ansatz is at least an acceptable approxin ation, given the In por—
tance ofthe form ofthe density m atrix, m ore precise tests are very In portant. Furthem ore,
the consequences of an alldeviations from this form for the relationship between correlation



functions of di erent order and for the relationship between m om ents of the m uliplicity
distributions of di erent order could be theoretically worked out w thout di culties. This
would m ake the form of the density m atrix m ore accessble to experin ental tests.

The current form alism In particle physics rather than working wih the elds i
is often convenient and su cient to use classical currents J and this willbe done in the
follow ng. O ne can show that this e ectively am ounts to substitute In the above egs. the
symbol characterizing the coherent eld by the symbol J characterizing the classical
current.

T he current form alisn has two In portant advantages: 1. T he corresponding eld the—
oretical K kin G ordon equation can be solred exactly. 2. The space tim e picture of the
process we are Interested in can be ntroduced In m ediately. T he current J (x) can generally
be w ritten as the sum of a chaotic and a coherent com ponent,

J X) = Jmaotic ®) + Jcoherent )
w ith

Jeoherent X)) = < JX)>;

Jchaotic®) = JK) < JITXK)> :

By de nition, < Jehactic ®) >= 0. Thecase < J (x) >6 0 corregponds to singk particke
ooherence. In the follow ing we shallalso dealw ith tw o-particle coherence (squeezed states).

A Gaussian current distribution is com pletely determ ined by specifying its rst and
second m om ents: the coherent com ponent,

IX) < JKx)>
and the 2—-current correlator,
D (x;xo) < JIx)J (xO) > < JIXK)><J (xO) >
= < Jaaotic ®) Jchaotic (XO) >
Consider rst the case ofan in nitely extended source. T he correlation of currents at
tw o spacetin e points x and y is described by a prin ordial correlator,
<JIK)JIY)>0= C&x vy):

The correlator C (x y) re ects dynam ical properties of the particle source, rather than
its spacetin e geom etry. E ects of the geom etry of the source are taken into account by
Introducing the spacetin e distributions of the chaotic and of the coherent com ponent,
fa (x) and f. (x), respectively. T he expectation valies of the currents, I (x) and D (x;x9),
take nonzero values only In spacetin e regions where f. and f4 are nonzero. Thus, one
may write

Ix) = fc (X)
D (x;x") fon ®) C (x x9) £ &9



A m icroscopic theory like lattice QCD m ay eventually provide us w ith the exact form
of C . Phenom enologically one proceeds how ever by postulating the analytical form of the
correlator and param etrising this form . G eneral theoretical considerations allow then to
determm ine them inin um num ber of param eters. T he next step is to descrbe the spacetin e
distribution of the source £ (x). Here again an analytical form has to be postulated and the
num ber of independent param eters determ ined from general considerations 5 .

T he prin ordial correlator C contains in general two length scales (correlation lengths)
characterising the two space directions, eg. the Jongitudinal and transverse direction for a
non-expanding source or the boost and transverse direction for an expanding source, and
one tim e scale (correlation tine). Next we com e to the spacetin e distributions of the
source f (x) for which we have to distinguish between the chaotic and coherent part fo,
and f. respectively. For each of these parts we have again to postulate the analytical form
and to determm Ine the m nimnum num ber of independent param eters. One can show that
here again at least three param eters are necessary both for expanding and non-expanding
sources. Last but not kast the chaoticiy

D (k;k)
D k;k)+ IK)F

p k)

has to be determ ined. O ne can show that w ithin the above classical current form alism this
can be done by specifying the value ofp at k = 0. Thism eans that all overall there are at
Jeast 10 independent param eters w hich have to be determ ined phenom enologically in order
to characterize com pletely BEC [_6] -'f:.

1.8 Particle-A ntiparticle correlations

A surprising consequence of the classical current form align , which however holds also for
quantum currents [3] is the existence of particlke-antiparticle correlations and the fact that
BEC forneutralpionsaredi erent from BEC for charged ones. T he experin ental detection
of these new e ects which are quite an allbut nevertheless very im portant from a principle
point of view dem ands am ong other things much higher statistics at an all m om entum
di erences than that achieved so far. For details of the derivation of these e ects we refer

'For m athem atical sin plicity usually G aussian fom s r £ and C are chosen. Contrary to the case of
the density m atrix, where the G aussian form has, because of the central lim it theorem , deep theoretical
signi cance, this is not true for the correlator C or the geom etrical function f.

2A sem iclassical approxin ation of the current form alisn is the W igner function form alism . It is usefiil
when com pmed with full edged hydrodynam ics as it provides a link between correlations and the equation
of state E], a subfct of high current interest in the investigation of hadronic and quark m atter. This
com bination is apparently powerfuil enough to explain a mulitude of heavy ion physics data, including
single and double inclisive cross sections, particle yields etc. Heuristically it also has the advantage that it
m akes assum ptions about the fom s of the prin ordial correlator C and of the geom etry £ unnecessary as
these follow from the solutions of the equations of hydrodynam ics.

On the other hand in the heavy ion physics literature som etim es \short cuts" of the W igner form alism
are used in which hydrodynam ics is replaced by assum ptions about the form of the source function which
are equivalent to the assum ptions m ade above about C and f. However, not only is this last approach less
econom icalthan the current form alisn in the form presented above, (the num ber of independent param eters
for a chaotic source alone is ten; these param eters are dependent on the average m om entum of the pair and
this dependence is not predicted by the \theory"), but it is also less generalas it is based on a sem iclassical
approxim ation, valid only for sm all values of the di erence of m om enta g.



the reader to [2],E_6]. Qualitatively these e ects can be understood if one realises that
in the schannel the particle-antiparticle interaction is di erent from the charged-charged
interaction, because of the annihilation channel.

1.9 Squeezed states

At this point one should also m ention that besides ordinary coherent states used as the
basis of the representation, squeezed coherent states have been introduced, which are of
m a pr interest both from a theoretical point of view as well as because of their application
potential. BEC are one of the m ost sensitive tools for the detection of these squeezed
states. So far they have been seen only In optics m ainly because In particlke physics there
wasm issing a de nite prescription how to produce them . H owever very recently i hasbeen
pointed out that they m ay be produced in sudden transitions like anniilation processes or
the explosive hadronisation of a quark glion plasm a Ej].

110 BEC and m ultiplicity distributions.

O ne of them ost characteristic properties of strong interactions ism any particle production.
This In iself explains from the beginning the need and usefiilness of statistical m ethods.
T he pertinant physical observabl is rst of all the m ultiplicity distribution P (n) which is
given by the diagonalm atrix elem ents of the density m atrix in the num ber representation

P@n)=<njh>:

O ne classi es correlations in strong interactions into long range (LRC) and short range
(SRC). If one restricts oneself to identical bosons the bulk of SRC isdue to BEC .However
LRC also in uence BEC ; thiswas seen in hadronic reactions fld]but in e’ e reactions
and heavy ion reactions the situation is less clear.

A's Iong as one considers P (n) in the entire phase space they are dom inated by LRC,
w hile if one restricts the phase space to an allw indow s (eg. In rapidiy) SRC ply them ain
part. The fact that SRC for identical particles are essentially due to BEC has kd to the
proposal (1] to combine the ivestigation of multiplicity distrbbutions with that of BEC
and to look for coherence e ects sin ultaneously n P (n) and BEC.

In 1986 Bialas and Peschanski I_l-f.] suggested that the moments of P (n) In narrow
w indow s m ight scale and show an intermm ittency pattem. A lthough this interpretation of
the data availabl at the end of the eighties had been disputed quite soon when it was
pointed out that conventional SRC analogous to the quantum statistical ones m ight be
responsble for these cbservations E-f:]' the link with BEC was not acospted de nitively
until it was proven experim entally that the so called scaling e ects were strongly enhanced
ifonly identical particles were analysed. Subsequently B ialas Ll__S] suggested that the source
itselfm ight be fractal; thiswould explain the above new experim ental cbservations w ithout
spoiling the \interm ittency" interpretation.

A s dem onstrated however in Efg:] the apparent scaling behaviour can be explained by
conventional BEC wih a source of xed size. Nevertheless a m ore de niive clari cation
of this issue awaits better resolution at sm all g where an end of the present \scaling" is
predicted by the conventional BEC theory.



A nother aspect ofthe relationship between BEC and m ultiplicity distributions isthe fact
that P (n) dependsnot only on the w idth of the rapidiy region but also on the position on
the rapidity axisy: In the center P (n) is broader than in the fragm entation region. Taking
over the quantum statistical Janguage as explained above this suggests that P (n) ism ore
chaotic in the center [(1],{[§]. Ifthis is true i should be seen ;n BEC and indeed there are
som e experin entalhints in this direction [I9]. H owever m uch m ore experin entalwork and
in particular a drastic in provem ent of statistics, as well as the theoretical investigation of
alemative explanations of the presum ed ocbservations are necessary before m ore stringent
conclusions can be drawn.

111 Experim entalproblem s

From the facts m entioned above the reader m ay realize that there has been considerable
progress In our understanding of the phenom enon of BEC . Unfortunately these theoret-
ical developm ents have not been m atched in full w th com parable experin ental progress
although the number of experin ental papers on this sub fct is quite in pressive. Som e of
them ost In portant reasons forthisde ciency are oftechnicalnature Iike Insu cient statis—
tics, lJack of particle and track by track identi cation, and lin itations of the phase space
accessible to detectors. A s a m atter of fact m any of the experim ents on BEC perfom ed so
far are not dedicated experin ents but rather byproducts of other experin ents.

Anotherdi culty in the experim ental Investigation of BEC is related to the problem of
nom alisation ofthe correlation fiinctions. C orrelation fiinctions ofordern are by de nition
ratios ofm ultiple nclusive cross sections ofordern and then f©ld product of single inclusive
cross sections. Because of the phase space lin itations of m ost detectors used at present,
the single inclusive cross sections cannot bem easured directly. To circum vent thisdi culty
\substitutes" for the denom inatorm ade ofthe products of sihgle inclusive cross sections are
used. A s any substiute they are not idealand introduce biases In the experin ental resuls.
This is particularly evident in recent m easurem ents of BEC in &' e reactions at the
CERN LEP accelrator where the values for the lnooherence factor obtained by di erent
m ethods of nom alisation at di erent detectors di er by factors up to 2. Because of this
situation serious doubts have been expressed about the usefiilness of these m easuram ents

Ba.

2 The program

Based on the considerations of the previous section I would lke to propose the follow ing
research program in the eld of BEC .G iven the discrepancy between theoretical and ex—
perin ental progress, this program ism ostly of experin ental character and w ill be Iabeled
by (E).W herever appropiate, theoretical open problem sw ill also bem entioned and labeled
by (T).

1. D eterm ination of the form of the density m atrix in the P representation (possble
deviations from the gaussian form ), m ostly from higher order BEC &+ T).

2. D etermm ination ofofall ndependent param eters, In particular separation of correlation
Jlengths (tim es) from geom etrical scales and determ ination of chaoticity (E).C om pari-



son w ith resuls to be obtained in them ean tin e by lattice Q CD and other theoretical
developm ents (T ).

3. D eterm nation of the form of the correlator and of the form of the space tin e dis—
tribution E); com parison w ith future resuls from Jlattice Q CD and other theoretical
approaches (T ).

4. Comparison of BEC in ee, hadron-hadron and heavy ion reactions, w ith particular
emphasison 1,2,and 3 €+ T).

5. M easuram ent of particle-antiparticle correlations E).

6. Sin ultaneous detem ination of BEC and m ultiplicity distributions in the sam e phase
Space region E).

7. Search for squeezed states, both In BEC (through overbunching and antbunching)
and in m ultiplicity distributions (through oscilbtions in P n)) €).

8. Nom alisation of BEC using the separately determ ined single inclusive cross sections
in the entire phase space E).

9. Tradk by track detection and In proved identi cation of particles E).
10. Im provem ent of statistics especially at sm all g by at least 2 orders of m agnitude E).

T he entire program could be summ arised in two words: Quantum Hadronics. This nam e
on the one hand re ects the analogy w ith quantum optics and on the other the fact that
hadrons are not photons. The in plem entation of this program m ay not take 100 years,
but it is certain that it will not be realized this century; therefore the title of this tak.
O nce the above points and in particular 13 w illbe clari ed, one m ight be able to proceed
to a reconstruction of an e ective density m atrix for m ultiparticle production In strong
interactions along the lines of [12],{l1]. This could be then the birth certi cate of the new
chapter of physics alluded to in the Introduction.
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