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A bstract

Photons and m esons are both bosons and therefore satisfy the sam e BoseE Instein
statistics. T his leads to certain sim ilarities in the corresponding B oseE instein correlations
w hich underly photon and hadron intensity Interferom etry. H ow ever there are also In portant
di erences between the two e ects and these w illbe analyzed in the ©llow ing.

1 Introduction

HanburyBrown and Twiss HBT) t_]:] developed in them id fties the m ethod of photon
Intensity interferom etry to be used as an altermative to the am plitude interferom etry of
M ichelson. Initially this \altemative" was considered m erely as a technical im provem ent
of nterest only forastronom y and it is therefore not surprising that G oldhaber, G oldhaber
Lee and Pais GGLP) i;] were not aware of the HBT experin ent when they discovered
in 19591960 that pairs of identical pions were bunched and interpreted this e ect as due
to BoseE Instein correlations. This iniial separation 5 between the two developm ents is
in part due to the fact that the technigques used In the orighal HBT experin ent and in
the GG LP experin ent were very di erent: the HBT interferom etry in astronom y consists
in m easuram ents of distance correlations (actually correlations of tim e arrivals) in order
to determ ine (@ngular) diam eters of stars, while n GGLP experin ents one m easures
m om entum correlations in order to derive radii and lifetim es of sources of elem entary
particles.

On the other hand for (some) peopl working In optics it did not take much time
to realize the quantum statistical signi cance of the HBT experim ent and it tumed out
that the apparently am all step in the history of Interferom etry due to HBT represented
a huge step in the history of physics, lading to the creation of quantum optics with
all its theoretical and practical developm ents. The in plications and the In portance of
the HBT and GGLP e ects for particlke physics were appreciated only much later. It is
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therefore very tim ely that a conference like the present one w here astronom ers, particke and
nuclkar physicists m eet, is organized. At present the HBT /GG LP e ect is an in portant
tool In particle and nuclear physics, being the only direct experin ental m ethod known
so far for the detem ination of spacetin e characterisitcs of particle sources. M oreover,
the phenom enon of BoseE instein correlations BEC ) presents interesting and im portant
theoretical problem s In iself and it is thus understandable that in the last deceniim of
this century i hasbecom e an Independent sub ct of research ?.

A lthough both the HBT e ect In quantum optics and In astronomy use photons,
quantum optics, being a m icroscopic discipline, is of course m uch m ore related to particle
physics than to astronom y. Am ong other things, In quantum optics, too, one m easures
m om enta, rather than distance correlations. On the other hand photon interferom etry
is not restricted only to astronomy and quantum optics, but nds applications also in
particle and nuclkar physics. A s a m atter of fact, photon nterferom etry in particles
physics is from a certain point of view superior to hadron interferom etry, because photons
are weakly interacting particlkes, whik hadrons interact strongly. T his has two in portant
consequences In photon BEC : (i) there is (up to higher order corrections) no nal state
Interaction between photons, so that the BEC e ect is \clan"; (i) in a high energy
reaction, hadrons are produced only at the end of the reaction (at freeze-out), whike
photons from the beginning, so that photons can provide unigue inform ation about the
initial state. For the search of quark-glion plasn a this is essential, because if such a state
ofm atter is form ed, then thishappensonly in the early stages ofthe reaction. This isalso
In portant in lower energy heavy ion reactions where the dynam ics of the reaction aswell
as its spacetin e geom etry are studied In thisway (cf. the tak by R . Barbera in these
proceedings).

T hese advantages of photon interferom etry have stim ulated theoretical and experin ental
studies, despite the technical di culties due to the sn all rates of photon production and
the background due to 0 decays.

Besides the di erence in the coupling constant, photons and hadrons (for the sake
of concreteness we shall refer in the follow Ing to pions) have also other distinguishing
properties ke soin, isogoin, and m ass which m anifest them selves in the corresponding
BEC and which som etin es are overlooked. T his is the sub fect of thistalk .

2 Com parison between photon and hadron BEC

Tabl 1 contains an enum eration of di erences between photons and pions which appear
relevant from the point of view of intensity interferom etry. W e w ill com m ent upon three
topics in the follow ing :_3.: classical versus quantum elds, condensates, and the rol of spin
in photon BEC .

2.1 Classicalversus quantum elds; coherence and chaos

As iswellknown BEC are sensitive to the am ount of coherence of the source and this
m akes Intensity interferom etry a usefiil tool in the determm ination of coherence, both for
photons and for hadrons. W hilke classical elds are always ocoherent, quantum eldsm ay

2From 1990 m eetings dedicated (alm ost) entirely to this sub fct were hold, beginning with CAM P ﬂé]
*For m ore details cf. eg. a forthcom ing textbook on BoseE instein correlations by the author to be

published by J.W iley and Sons in 1999.
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be coherent or chaotic. E lectrom agnetic eldswhich are at the basis of optical phenom ena
are \classical", ie. quantum phenom ena do not play a rok there (the Planck constant
h does not appear in the M axwell equations). T herefore the discovery of photons ie. of
quanta of light was so In portant, as it lead to the creation ofm odem quantum physics.
P article physics developped mudch later and i was quantum from the very beginning.
T herefore the fact that the associated particle elds are quantized is from this point of
view trivial. On the other hand in the seventies it becam e clear that the symm etries
observed in particle physics are spontaneously broken. This fact, which was brilliantly
con m ed by the discovery of interm ediate bosons, lead via the G olsdstoneH iggsK bbbl
m echanisn necessarily to classical elds. H ence In particle physics the existence of classical

elds is far from trivial W ih chaos the situation is rather inversed. C onventional optical
sources are them al and therefore chaotic. However in particle physics where the wave
lengths of particles are of the order of the din ensions of the sources and the lifetin e of
sourcesm ay be am all com pared w ith the tin e necessary forequilbration, one would expect
coherence as a rule and them alequilbrium as exoeptional.

2.2 Condensates

O ne of the m ost in portant e ects of quantum optics which is based on ooherence is the
phenom enon of lasing. Lasers are Bose condensates and it hasbeen speculated that such
condensates, In particular pion condensates, m ay exist also In nucki (cf. eg. Ej]) or be
created In heavy ion reactions (cf. eg. E_G], fj]).

H ow ever there exist In portant di erences between photon condensates ie. Jasers and
pion condensates. Furthem ore there are di erent theoretical approaches to the problm of
pion condensates and som e confiising statem ents asto how pion condensates are produced.
In the follow ing we shall discuss brie y these issues.

2.2.1 Lasers versus pion condensates; pasers?

BEC for inclusive processes, w hich constitute by far them ost Interesting and m ost studied
reactionsboth w ith hadronsand photonshave to be treated by quantum eld theory, which
is the appropiate form alisn when the num ber of particles is not conserved. For certain
purposes how ever, som etin es one is Interested in considering eventsw ith a xed num ber of
particles. T hus the num ber of particles in a given event can help selecting central collisons
with gn all in pact param eter. Theoretically this situation can be handled wihin eld
theory, using them ethods of quantum statistics Eg]. O n the otherhand for the construction
of event generators wave fiinctions appear so far to be a convenient tool and therefore,
and also for historical reasons, som e theorists have continued to use the \traditional"
m ethod of wave function W f), as introduced in the original GG LP paper. This in plies
the explicit sym m etrization of the products of singlke particke wf, while n eld theory
the sym m etrization (of am plitudes) is authom atically achieved through the com m utation
relations of the eld operators. W hen the muliplicities are large, the sym m etrization
of the w f becom es tedious. This lead Za E}!] to use num erical M onte C arlo techniques
for estin ating n particle sym m etrized probabibilities, which he then applied to calculate
twoparticke BEC . He was thus abl also to study the question of the dependence of
BEC param eters on the muliplicity n. Usihg as Input a second order BEC function
param etrized in the form

C, 1+ exp( 4r?); @1)



where g isthem om entum transfer and R the radius, Za found, and thiswas con m ed
in E], that the \Inooherence" param eter decreased w ith increasing n -'f:.

However Za did not consider that this e ect m eans that events w ith higher pion
m ultiplicities are denser and m ore coherent. O n the contrary he wamed against such an
Interpretation and concluded that his results have to be used in order to elim inate the bias
Introduced by this e ect into experim ental cbservations. B

This waming apparently did not deter the authors of E(j] and E-Ci] to do st that.
Ref.f_é] went even so far to derive the possble existence of pionic lasers (pasers) from
considerations of this type.

Ref.fﬁ] starts by proposing an algorithm for sym m etrizing the w £ which presents the
advantages that i reducesvery m uch the com puting tin e w hen using num ericaltechniques,
w hich isapplicablk also forW ignertype source finctionsand not only planew ave fiinctions,
and which for G aussian sources provides even analytical results.

Subsequently In ref. g';}] w ave padkets w ere sym m etrized and in special cases them atrix
density at xed and arbitrary n was derived in analytical form . T his algorithm was then
applied to calculate the in uence of sym m etrization on BEC and m ultiplicity distributions.
Asin Eﬂ] it was found that the sym m etrization produces an e ective decrease ofthe radius
of the source, a broadening of the m ultiplicity distribbution P (n) and an increase of the
m ean m uliplicity as com pared to the non-sym m etrized case. W hat isnew in EG] is (pesides
the algorithm ) m ainly the m eaning the author attrbutes to these resuls.

In a concrete exam pl P ratt considers a non-relativistic source distrbution S in the
absence of sym m etrization e ects:

1
S Kix) = —————— = 22
k;x) z RzmT)3=2eXp *0) 22)

w here
ko=T = k?=2 2 2 3)

Here T is an e ective tem perature, R an e ective radiis, m the pion mass, and a
constant w ith dim ensions ofm om entum .

Let g and Dbe the number densities before and after sym m etrization, respectively.
In temm s of S k;x) we have 7

0= S Kk;x)d'kd'x © 4)

and a corresponding expression for wih S replaced by the source finction after sym m etrization.

Then one nds ['§] that Increaseswith o and above a certain crtitical density grﬁ,

diverges. T his is interpreted by P ratt as pasing.

The reader m ay be rightly puzzled by the fact that while  has a clar physical
signi cancethenum berdensity ( and a fortioriiscriticalvalie have no physicalsigni cance,
because In nature there doesnot exist a systam ofbosonsthew fofwhich isnot sym m etrized.

T hus contrary to what is alluded to in ref.f_é], this paper does not does address really
the question how a condensate is reached. Indeed, the physical factors which induce

‘In E_Si] the clum ping in phase space due to Bose sym m etry was also illustrated;
SThe sam e Interpretation of the multiplicity dependence of BEC was given in Eg]. In this reference

the nature of the \fake" coherence induced by xing the m ultiplicity is even clearer, as one studies there

explicitely partial coherence in a consistent quantum statistical form alism .



condensation are, for system s n (local) themm al and chem ical equilbrium , E’:, pressure
and tem perature and the sym m etrization is contained autom atically in the form of the
distribution function
f= ! 25)
exp [E 1 1
where E isthe energy and the cham icalpotential.

To realize w hat isgoing on it isusefiilto cbserve that the Increase of ¢ can be achieved
by decreasingR and/orT . Thus ( can be substituted by one orboth ofthese two physical
quantities. Then the blow -up of the num ber density can be thought of as occuring due
to a decrease of T and/or R . However this is nothing but the well known B oseE instein
condensation phenom enon.

W hilke from apurely m athem aticalpoint ofview the condensation e ect can be achieved
also by starting w ith a non-sym m etrized w f and sym m etrizing i afterwards \by hand" ,
the causal ie. physical relationship is di erent: one startsw ith a bosonic ie sym m etrized
system and obtains condensation by decreasing the tem perature or by increasing the
density of this bosonic system . To obtain a pion condensate eg., the chem ical potential
has to equate the pion m ass.

A scenario for such an e ect In heavy ion reactions hasbeen proposed in E_7:]. Tt isbased
on the decay of short lived resonances which leads to an accum ulation ofpions and takes
place ifthe hadronic (dense) m atter decouples from chem icalequilbrium earlier than from
them al equilbrium . In E_z] i was found that ifa pionic B ose condensate is form ed at any
stage of the collision, it can be expected to survive until pions decouple from the dense
m atter, and thus it can a ect the spectra and correlations of nal state pions.

This e ect was then studied quantitatively by solving the equations of relativistic
hydrodynam ics for a uid which contains also a super uid com ponent, corresponding to
thepion condensate. From the resultsobtained in thisway we quote: in the single inclusive
transverse m om entum distrbution the signature of a m axinum velocity appears, which
is gpeci ¢ for a super uid system . The second order correlation function C , presents
the typical features of a partially coherent systam ie. a lowering of the interoept and a
double structure, which in principle could be quite dram atic (up to a given valie ofg;C,
vanishes). T hese features are rather speci ¢ for a pion condensate and distinguish such a
system from optical condensates. :7_: .

To conclude the \paser" topic, one must correct another confiisihg interpretation
which relates to the observation m ade also in f_SI] that the symm etrization produces a
broadening ofthem ultiplicity distrbution M D ).In particular starting w ith a Poisson M D
for the non-sym m etrized w f one ends up after sym m etrization w ith a negative binom ial.
W hile Za correctly considers this as a sin ple consequence of B ose statistics, ref.[:a] goes
further and associates this w ith the so called pasing e ect. That such an interpretation
is incorrect is obvious from the fact that for true lasers the opposite e ect takes place.
Before \condensing" ie. below threshold their M D is in general broad and of negative
binom ial form corresponding to a chaotic (them al) distrbbution while above threshold the

®For lasers the detem ining dynam ical factor is am ong other things the inversion of the occupation of

atom ic levels.

"N one of the \paser" papers E_é] - EL@] address the crucial issue of directional coherence which is an
essential characteristic ofoptical Jasers. T his casts doubtsw hetherthe term inology of \paser" is appropiate.
Foram odelofdirectional coherence, not necessarily related to pion condensates, cf.@ZZ]; experin entalhints

ofthis e ect have possbly been seen in @é]



laser condensate is produced and as such corresoonds to a coherent state and therefore is
characterized by a Poisson M D .

2.3 Photon interferom etry. P hoton spin and bounds ofBEC .

In this section we discuss the di erence between BEC for photons and for pions. Certain
erroneous resuls and statem ents in the recent Iiterature w illbe corrected.

Follow ing {I4] and [[5] we consider a heavy ion reaction where photons are produced
through brem sstrahlung from protons in Independent proton-neutron oo]]jsjons?. The
corresponding elem entary dipole currents are

, ie
J k)= el k) 2.6)

where p = p; pr is the di erence between the iniial and the nalm om entum of the
proton,  isthe vector of Inear polarization and k the photon 4-m om entum ; e and m are
the charge and m ass of the proton respectively. T he total current is w ritten

by
J k)= & K): @.7)

n=1
For sin plicity we w ill discuss In the ollow Ing only the case of pure chaotic currents
< J (k) >= 0. The index n labels the independent nuclon collisions w hich take place at
di erent space-tin e points x, . These points are assum ed to be random ly distributed In
the space-tin e volum e of the source w ith a distrdbution function f x) for each elem entary
collision. T he current correlator then reads

<J k)T *( k)> C!Zkiike)
A ,
= d'x:f @) exp (kixn dexg) < 3t k)3 ( k) >

< J k)T ? k) >

I
i
=

k)< 3t k)32 k)> £k)E( k) < 3,0 k) >

<3P k)>H < T Tk)>< T *( k)>: (2.8)

Here £'(k) is the Fourder transform of £ (x) w ith the nom alization £k = 0) = 1. The
function f hasamaximum at k = 0 and becom es usually negligible for kR 1 whereR
is the e ective radius of the source.

W e w ill Iim it further the discussion to the in portant case from the experin entalpoint
ofview ofunpolarized photons. T he corresponding cross sections are cbtained by sum m ing
over the the polarization indexes and the elem entary currents j,. Thus the correlator
de ned above w ill be proportional to products of the form

ST Pk)T A R)>= (k) <papl > 7, k) 2.9)
n=1
D ue to the axial sym m etry around the beam direction one has for the m om enta the
tensor decom position

< p‘rllplgl > = 5 h T+ L I; (2.10)

®P hoton em ission from proton-proton collisions is suppressed because it is of quadrupole form .



where 1 is the unit vector n the beam direction and ,; , are real positive constants.
In _ﬁ-fl] an isotropic distrbution of the m om enta was assum ed. T his corresponds to the
particularcase , = 0. Thegeneralization to the form C_i_.-l_f}) isdueto LL-S] T he sum m ation
over polarization indexes is perform ed by using the relations

i | 1 i, ]
< ("py)(lpp) >= 5( :7) 1 @ 11)

and
tky:T k= Y nnd; 12)

wheren = k=%k1.
W e w rite below the results for the second order correlation fiinction
2 ky;k2)

Crkisky)= ————— 2.13)
2 baika) 1 k) 1ks)

for two extrem e cases: (1) Unoorrelated elem entary currents (isotropy) ( )

i

1 h
Colaike; 6 0; =0)= 1+ 0+ n1n2)°] £k k)F+ Fki+k)F ; (14

leading to an intercept
3 1
Coljk) = 2+ 53‘6(21032 ©15)

lin ited by the values (3/2,2). (2) Strong anisotropy ( ):
Cokiske; =0; 60 =1+ Fki k)F+ Fk+ k¥ 2.16)

w ith an interospt
Cakik) = 2+ F KT (17

lim ited this tin e by the values 2,3).

These results are ram arkabl am ong other things because they illustrate the speci c
e ects of photon spin on BEC . Thus whik for (seudo-)scalar pions the Interoept is a
constant 2 for charged pions and 3 for neutral ones) even for unpolarized photons the
Interospt is a function of k. One thus nds that, whilk for a system of charged pions
(ie. a m xture of 50% positive and 50% negative) the m axinum value of the intercept
M axC, k;k) is 15, orphotonsM axC, (k;k) exceeds this value and this excess re ects the
space-tim e properties of the source represented by £(k), the degree of (an)isotropy of the
source represented by the quantities and , and the supplin entary degree of freedom
represented by the photon spin. T he fact that the di erences between charged pions and
photons are enhanced for soft photons rem Inds us of a sin ilar e ect found w ith neutral
pions (cf. ref.[[§])). Neutralpions are in generalm ore bunched than dentically charged
ones and thisdi erence ism ore pronounced for soft pions. T his sin ilarity isnot accidental,
because photons as wellas ° particles are neutral and this circum stance has quantum

eld theoretical im plications which w illbe m entioned also below .

W e see thus that In principle photon BEC can provide inform ation both about the
space-tim e form of the source and the dynam ics.

T hese results on photon correlations refer to the case that the sources are \static" ie.
not expanding. E xpanding sources were considered in g'j.] w ithin a covariant form alisn .



The results quoted above, In particular egs. @.14,2.13), which had been initially
derived by Neuhauser, were challenged by Slotta and Heinz [l-g] Am ong other things,
these authors clain that for photon correlations due to a chaotic source \the only change
relative to 2-pion interferom etry is a statistical factor % for the overall strength of the
correlation which results from the experin ental averaging over the photon spin". In 'g-g]
an intercept % is derived which is iIn contradiction w ith the results presented above and
in particularw ith eq.i_f_i_f-;) w here besides the factor % there appears also the k dependent
function £ @k)F.

W e would like to point out here that the reason for the di erence between the resuls
of ﬁ_l-{l' ],]';L-_S] on the one hand and those ofref.]r;fg] on the other ism ainly due to the fact that
in {l8]a om alisn wasused which is less generalthan that used in [I4]and {I5]and which
is nadequate for the present problem . T his in plies am ong other things that unpolarized
photons cannot be treated in the naive way proposed in [[§] and that the results of [14]
and E.-g] are correct, whilke the resuls of {_l-g] are not.

In {L§] the Hllow ing orm ula Hr the second order correlation fiinction isused:

;K ;K
C(kl;k2)=l+g @;K)g ( g;K) 2.18)

g 0;ki)g 0;ky)

Here g isthe Fourder transform ofa source function ;K )andg= k; k,K = kitk;.

This formula is a particular case of a m ore general ormula for the second order
correlation function derived by Shuryak [;L-g] using a m odel of uncorrelated sources, when
am ission of particles from the sam e space-tin e point is negligble.

As is clear from this derivation there exists also a third tem , neglected in eq.{218)
and which corresponds to the sin ultaneous em ission of two particles from the sam e point
(ctf. I_l-§]) . W hile form assive particles thisterm isin general suppressed, this isnot true for
m assless particles and In particular for soft photons. Indeed in _ﬁ-fl] and EI.-_S] this additional
term had not been neglected as it was done subsequently in LL-?:] and therefore it is not
surprising that ref.{_l-g] could not recover the results of reﬁ.[_l-fl] and [_1-'_3] T he neglect of
the term ocorresponding to am ission of two particles from the sam e spacetin e point is
not pem ited In the present case. Em ission of particles from the sam e spacetin e point
corresponds In a rst approxin ation to particleantiparticle correlations and this type of
e ect lkads also to the di erence between BEC for identical charged pions and the BEC
for neutral pions. This is so because neutral particles coincide w ith the corresponding
antiparticles. (A s a consequence of this circum stance eg. whik for charged pions the
m axinum of the Intercept is 2, for neutral pions it is 3 (cf. [_1-§] and Tabl 1). Photons
being neutralparticles, sin ilare ects like those observed ©or °-s are expected and indeed
found.

T hism isapplication of the current formm alisn invalidates com pletely the conclusions of
ref.[[q].

Intuitively the fact that for unpolarized photonsM axC, (k;k) is2 and not 1.5 as stated
in [J.-_S ], can beexplained as follow s: a system ofunpolarized photons consists on the average
of 50% photons w ith the sam e helicities and 50% photons w ith opposite helicities. T he

rst ones contribute to the m axin um intercept w ith a factor of 3 and the last ones w ith
a factor of 1 (coresponding to unidentical particles).

For the sake of clari cation i must be m entioned that ref.il§] contains also other
Incorrect statem ents. Thus the clain in [;L-g] that the approach by Neuhauser \does
not correctly take into account the constraints from current conservation" is com pltely
unfounded as can be seen from eq.q_i_.-l_j;) which is a an obvious consequence of current
conservation. Last but not least the statem ent that because the tensor structure in eq.(20)



ofref.t_l-j] is param etrized in tem s ofk; and k, separately \instead ofonly in temm s ofK ,
leading to spurious tem s in the tensor structure which eventually resul in their sourious
m om entum -dependent prefactor", has also to be quali ed. Indeed the additional tem ,
unduely neglected in {_l-g], depends not only on K but also on k; and k, separately and
this contradicts the entire argum entaton of 'g-g] regarding the \spurious tem s".

T he considerations presented above refer to the e ects of photon spin on the upper
bounds of the correlation function. Sin ilar speci c e ects exist also for the lower bounds
fl6] (cf. Tabke 1): C, (kiske) 2=3 and C{°(ki;k;)  1=3. Here the indeces and 00
refer to charged and neutral pions (hotons) respectively. T hese lower bounds have also
lead to confiision in the literature and this issue was clari ed and corrected in [20]. For
further details of the topics discussed here cf. P11
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