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A bstract

Thepion Bose-Einstein correlation param etersdeterm ined byOPAL show aweak

dependence on pion m ultiplicity. W e argue that the observed increase ofthe

interaction radius,and thedecrease ofthechaoticity param etercould bedueto

an increasing fraction ofotherm esonsathigh m ultiplicities.
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Pion paircorrelations[1]have been studied from high to low energies,som e

recent papers from which earlier references can be traced are [2]to [13]. The

correlation function C2 is

C2(p;q)= W 2(p;q)=W 1(p)W 1(q)� 1 (1)

where p and q are the m om enta oftwo equalcharge pions,W 2(p;q)isthe joint

probability of�nding onepion with m om entum p and oneofm om entum q,while

W 1(k)istheprobability of�nding asinglepion ofm om entum k.However,in the

OPAL experim ent[2]asin m ostotherexperim entsthequantity studied is

R
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which com paresequalchargepion pairswith unequalchargepion pairs.Ifallde-

greesoffreedom excepttherelativem om entum 5 Q aresum m ed overoneobtains

R
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which experim entally exhibitsapeakatsm allQ 2.Thispeakisusuallyattributed

totheHanbury-Brown Twiss(H-BT)m echanism [1]according to which pionsare

em itted with random phasesby a source ofsize R. The degree ofchaoticity of

the source isdescribed by the param eter�,where 0 � � � 1,and � = 1 fora

fully chaoticsource.

Recently, the enhanced statistics ofthe OPAL m easurem ents[2]at the Z 0

m asshasallowed to study these correlation param etersasa function ofcharged

m ultiplicity n,in therange10� n � 40.Itisfound thattheradiusR atn = 40

is about 10 per cent bigger than the radius at n = 10. At the sam e tim e the

chaoticity param eterdecreasesby about15 percent.These e�ects,whilesm all,

are statistically signi�cant. W e should also m ention that detailed analysis of

H-BT type intensity interference form ulae forhigh m ultiplicities [14,15]shows

that the e�ective radius deduced from experim ent tends to underestim ate the

truesourceradius.Forthedeterm ination ofR and �,OPAL[2]hasexcluded the

contributionsfrom m esonsand resonancesdecaying into pions,K 0,!,�,�0,�0,

f0(975)and f2(1270),atthe corresponding high m om entum transfers,while no

cutswhere applied below Q � 0:3 GeV=cwhere the H-BT peak occurs. Due to

these cutssom e (butnotall)dynam icaldistortionswhich a�ectlike and unlike

charge pion pairsdi�erently[1,8]in R 2 are excluded and overallthe chaoticity

param eter� becom essm allerthan unity.Partly thereduction in � isalso dueto

experim entalacceptance and vertex resolution e�ects. Sim ilar reductions have

alsobeen observed atlowerenergies[6,7].In theOPAL analysis[2]theincreasein

sourceradiusforincreasing pion m ultiplicity hasbeen linked to a largerfraction

ofthreeversustwo jetevents.

5The m om entum transfer oftwo pions with four m om enta p and q is de�ned by Q 2 =

M 2

pq
� 4m 2

�
whereM pq isthe invariantm assofthe pion pair.
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In thisnoteweproposethatasm allincreaseofthefraction ofprim arym esons

di�erent from pions for high pion m ultiplicities would sim ultaneously explain

both the behaviour ofR and �. W e do notattem pt to link ourm echanism to

a m ore m icroscopic picture. Oursuggestion ispresum ably notin conict with

theobservation ofan increased fraction ofthree jeteventsathigh m ultiplicities

advocated by OPAL[2]. Our argum ent is straightforward: Since the observed

source radiiR in the correlation function R 2 are oforderone ferm iany m esons

other than pions with long decay paths are introducing dynam icalelem ents of

coherenceby propagatingoutofthesourceregion.Thenum berofprim ary pions

isthereby reduced leading to a reduction of�,and sim ultaneously the e�ective

size ofthe pion source is expected to be increasing. Propagation e�ects have

been considered previously[8,16,17]. W e stress that the cuts in the analysis

ofOPAL[2]m ostly excludepion correlationsfrom resonancedecay whilewenow

refertocorrelationsbetween oneprim ary pion and apion from adecayingm eson.

In orderto produce the subtle e�ectsobserved in [2]itwould benecessary that

thefra ctio n ofm esonsdi�erentfrom pionsincreasesfortheobserved range

ofm ultiplicities. W e expect the strongest e�ect from fairly long lived m esons

having long decay paths,like the om ega m eson forwhich �� 1 = 24 fm . The �

m eson isapparently notin thiscategory,weshould,however,rem ind thereader

that no experim ents so far have determ ined the true pion correlation function

C2,butratherthequantity R 2 hasbeen m easured.R 2 isaquantity thatism uch

m oresensitivetodynam icalcorrelations,in factitcan bepeaked atsm allrelative

m om enta dueto di�erentslopesin Q 2 forlikeand unlikechargepion pairswhile

the true correlation function C2 m ay have no peak at all. The fraction of�0

m esons present in the sam ple willtherefore a�ect R 2 by dynam icaldepletion

ofthe unequalcharge pion pairs atsm allQ 2,despite ofthe short �0 life tim e.

Bowler[17]hasshown quantitatively fora chaoticstring m odelthatpropagation

e�ectslead to a largerradiusR ofthepion correlation function ifa prim ary pion

iscom bined with a decay pion from a m eson resonance. The resultsdepend on

them eson resonancein question and on theexperim entalset-up.

Isthere experim entalevidence foran increase ofthe fraction ofm esonsasa

function ofm ultiplicity n? A directexperim entaldeterm ination isnotavailable.

However,sincefora �xed energy thetotalcharged m ultiplicity issharply peaked

and the m ultiplicity is a wellknown function ofenergy,see Fig.4 in [18]and

[19,20]it is instructive to inspect the energy dependence ofthe production of

m esons other than pions. Recent data for electron-positron annihilation have

becom e very accurate.In Fig.3 of[21]there isclearindication thatthe average

m ultiplicity ofthevectorm esons,�0 and K ?,perhadronicevent,increaseswith

energy. Denoting the average � m eson m ultiplicity by n(�) and the average

charged m ultiplicity by n,asbefore,weread from thequoted �guresn(�)= 0:8,

n = 13 at30 GeV ,and n(�)= 1:4,n = 20 at90 GeV . Sim ilarresultshold for

the fairly narrow K ?. Itisplausible thatotherm esons(!,K ,�,�’,etc.) show

sim ilar trends. Such behaviour could therefore partially explain the observed
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m ultiplicity dependence in [2]. Indeed ifone calculates straightforwardly from

the num bersgiven above thefractionalpopulation of�’sat30 and 90 GeV one

can also estim atethederivativeofthisfraction with respectto m ultiplicity n to

beroughly 1percentand POSITIVE.Thisvalueisslightly largewhen com pared

with theslopefortheradiusparam eterR from OPAL[2]which is1=hRi?dR=dn =

(3:6� 0:6)� 10� 3 forthe Goldhaberparam etrization. However,we m ust keep

in m ind thatm ostofthe propagation e�ects happen atvery sm allm om entum

transfers,cp. Bowler[17]. In the OPAL experim ent[2]the relative m om enta are

restricted toQ 2

exp > (0:05GeV )2,and thee�ectisthereforeexpected tobediluted

by the cutin Q 2 and by lossesdue to vertex resolution[22]. In otherreactions,

like m ultiple pion production in heavy ion collisions[23,24],sim ilar results are

to be expected. Finally we would like to stress thatthe m echanism s suggested

here for explaining the m ultiplicity dependence ofthe R and � param eters do

not necessarily depend on the stochastic picture for the pion em ission region.

Allthatisneeded here isa nontrivialcorrelation function forthe prim ary pion

em ission,be itC2 orR 2. Nontrivialcorrelation functionscan also be obtained

by averaging procedures di�erent from the stochastic H-BT m odelby various

sum m ations over unobserved variableswhich involve an entirely coherent basic

pion-em ission process[1,8,11,12,13]from m ore than one point source. From

a theoreticalpoint ofview resonance e�ects can be treated in the Skyrm ion

picture[25]com bined with thecoherentstateform ulation ofpion em ission[12,13],

therem ayalsobeaninterestingconnectiontosqueezed coherentstates[26,27,28].

W ewould liketo thank ValeriM arkushin fordiscussions.

R eferences

[1]For a review see D.H.Boal, C.Gelbke, B.K.Jennings, Rev.M od.Phys.62

(1990)553.

[2]G.Alexanderetal.(OPAL Collaboration),M ultiplicity dependence ofBose-

Einstein correlationsin hadronicZ decays,CERN-PPE/96-90,subm itted to

Z.Phys.

[3]P.D.Acton etal.(OPAL Collaboration),Phys.Lett.B267 (1991)143.

[4]D.Decam p etal.(ALEPH Collaboration),Z.Phys.C54 (1992)75.

[5]P.Abreu etal.(DelphiCollaboration),Z.Phys.C63 (1994)17.

[6]P.Avery etal.,Phys.Rev.D32 (1985)2294.

[7]I.Iuricicetal.,Phys.Rev.D39 (1989)1.

[8]H.Q.Song,B.S.Zou,M .P.Locher,J.Riedelberger and P.Truoel,Z.Phys.A -

Hadronsand Nuclei342(1992)439.

4



[9]R.Adleretal.(CPLEAR collaboration),Nucl.Phys.A558 (1993)43c

[10]M .Gaspero,Nucl.Phys.A588 (1995)861.

[11]F.Cannata,PhysicsofAtom icNuclei59 (1996)1355.

[12]R.D.Am ado,F.Cannata,J.-P.Dedonder,M .P.Locher,Yang Lu,Phys.Lett.

B339 (1994)201.and Phys.Rev.C51 (1995)1587.

[13]R.D.Am ado,F.Cannata,J.-P.Dedonder,M .P.Locher,Bin Shao,Phys.Rev.

C50 (1994)640.

[14]W .A.Zaic,Phys.Rev.D35 (1987)3396.

[15]W .Q.Chao, C.S.Gao, Q.H.Zhang, Phys.Rev. C49 (1994) 3224 and

J.Phys.G[Nucl.Part.Phys.]21 (1995)847.

[16]P.Grassberger,Nucl.Phys.B120 (1977)231.

[17]M .G.Bowler,ParticleW orld 2 (1991)1.

[18]D.Decam p etal.(ALEPH Collaboration),Phys.Lett.B273 (1991)181.

[19]G.M archesiniand B.R.W ebber,Nucl.Phys.B310 (1988)461.

[20]B.Adeva etal.(L3 Collaboration),Z.Phys.C55 (1992)39.

[21]P.Abreu etal.(DELPHICollaboration),Phys.Lett.B298 (1993)236.

[22]P.D.Acton etal.(OPAL Collaboration),Z.Phys.C60 (1993)579.

[23]For theoreticalideas concerning Bose-Einstein correlations in high energy

heavy ion reactionsseeforinstanceJ.Bolz,U.Ornik,M .Pl�um er,B.R.Schlei,

R.M .W einer,Phys.Lett.B300 (1993)404.

[24]Forrecentexperim entaldata seee.g.T.Alberetal.(NA 35 Collaboration),

Z.Phys.C66 (1995)77.

[25]YangLu,R.D.Am ado,Phys.Rev.C52(1995)2369andPhys.Rev.C52(1995)

2158.

[26]R.M .W einer,Explosion ofa hadronic�reball,Proc.oftheXXV-th Internat.

Sym p.on M ultiparticleDynam ics,W orld Scienti�c,Singapore(1996).

[27]I.V.Andreev,R.M .W einer,Phys.Lett.B373 (1996)159.

[28]I.M .Drem in and R.C.Hwa,Phys.Rev.D53 (1996)1216.

5


