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We investigate the effects of correlations on high energy collisions between nuclei. New types of multiple
scattering can occur in such collisions and their contributions to cross sections are shown to depend
significantly on the presénce (or absence) of short range correlations. Nucleus-nucleus collisions may,
therefore, be able to probe such correlations. Calculations are performed for '2C-'2C and '60-'°O elastic
scattering, using correlation lengths obtained from nuclear matter calculations. The effects of short range
correlations are found to be significant and, in the case of collisions between heavy nuclei, their presence
prevents the higher order corrections to the optical phase shift function from taking unphysical values at

small impact parameters.

effects.
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One of the major objectives of nuclear scattering
measurements has been to learn about the density
distributions of nucleons in nuclei. One-body pro-
ton densities are directly measured by electron
scattering. Information on neutron distributions
can also be extracted from high energy proton
scattering.! However, very little information is
available on two-body densities or pair-correla-
tion functions. Nuclear correlations have relative-
ly small effects on small angle proton-nucleus
scattering®~® where a first order optical potential
describes quite well the scattering from nuclei
heavier than helium. In high energy nucleus-nu-
cleus collisions, on the other hand, a first order
optical potential is inadequate®™® even at small
angles and higher order corrections are needed to
reproduce accurately the processes in which one
or more nucleons of either nucleus may undergo
multiple collisions. These higher order process-
es, due to their geometry, may be quite sensitive
to short range dynamical correlations between
bound nucleons and thus nucleus-nucleus collisions
may provide information on such correlations. In
this paper we examine the effects of short range
correlations on nucleus-nucleus elastic scattering
cross sections. The correlation functions are
chosen to reproduce the correlation lengths ob-
tained from nuclear matter calculations using
realistic nucleon-nucleon interactions. Our model
calculations indicate that it should be possible to
see the effects of such correlations in nucleus-
nucleus scattering. ‘

Most of the existing information on two-body
densities in nuclei comes from nuclear matter
studies (where, for example, the binding energy
requires the expectation value of the potential

which is a two-body operator). The short range
part of the two-body density can be calculated in
the independent pair approximation for nuclear
matter.”® (As is well known, this procedure is
justified because the pair wave function heals to a
noninteracting value-in distances small compared
with the average internucleon separation.) It is
convenient to write the two-body density as

PO, Ty) = No(F )P ) (IF, - Fal) )

where N is a normalization constant, and define
the correlation length [, as

L= [ -gt)ar. @)

Equation (1) assumes a correlation function which
is translationally invariant and is not suitable for
long range correlations. We shall use it to de-
scribe short range correlations for which this
form is reasonable if the correlation lengths are
small compared with the nuclear sizes. (The long
range correlations can be added on separately.)
Because of the repulsive component which is pres-
ent in nucleon-nucleon interactions, the correla-
tion function is required to satisfy the constraint
g(r)=~0 as » -0 and also g(») approaches unity for
distances greater than the correlation length.

At high energies the nucleus-nucleus collisions
can be described by simple extensions® **~** of the
Glauber approximation.'® The elastic scattering
amplitude for collisions between nuclei of mass
numbers A, and A, can be written as®'®

F@ =?§§ [ a% TR - etan®), ®).

where 7%k is the incident momentum, #g is the mo-
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mentum transfer, and b is the impact parameter
vector. The optical phase shift function x opt CRIL
be expanded in a series

X()pt:X1+X2+... . (4)

oy AiAs 2, -iq-b -

lxl(b) - ) d°qge f(CI)Sl((.l) Sz(_q)K@) )
- 2miky

o AA, 2, -iqb
0= gy [ @0 @

In this work we shall restrict ourselves to small
momentum transfers [72¢%< 0.14 (GeV/c)?]
where it is sufficient to retain terms up to x,.°
The phase shift functions x; can be expressed in
terms of nucleon-nucleon scattering amplitudes

f(q) by

‘ X f dque_ia,.gf(al){[(A1 - 1)(A2 - 1)81@; ?l')sz(‘"a, '—a’) + (Az - 1)51(0,a+§')52(—a; —a’)

+(A,-1)5,(d,§)S,(0, -4 -§)] K@+a)
_A1A2Sl(a)sz(_—c’l)s1@1)52("61)[((&)1{@,)} ) (6)

where K(q) is the center-of-mass (c.m.) correla-
tion function (assuming that the c.m. and intrinsic
wave functions factorize) and the one- and two-
body form factors are defined by

5u@0= [ 7o o0,
(M
;@)= f dPrd' e T T PO, F)

In order to be able to make some general state-
ments about the effect of correlations, let us first
consider the extreme case where the nucleon-nu-
cleon (NN) amplitude is assumed to have a range
shorter than the correlation length (in detailed
calculations, this assumption will not be made).
For comparison, let us first consider the scatter-
ing of a single incident particle from a nucleus.

In this case

ix,(®) = —Afp(D), f=2:—£}), p(6)=fw dz p(T) .

B )

In the absence of correlations the second order

—

in(B)z%(AlAz)fz {(1 —A1_Az)[fd2391(§)pz<§"5)}2

+ [ @ p,@p.G-B)(4, - Vo,@)+

The last two terms in y, arise due to the processes
in which one nucleon in either nucleus can undergo
double collisions (these terms are absent in X,
for particle-nucleus scattering). Re(ix,) now gives

1]
term @y, is also negative and the ratio x,/x, de-
creases rapidly as A becomes large.®'®

In the presence of short range correlations, we
‘have

i) = =471, [ de[p@)]?,
- (9)

X2/X1~A Riz (%)_g,% ’

where R is the nuclear size. Since R~7,A*, the
ratio x,/X, is independent of A and decreases ra-
pidly with b. However, the absorption in the cent-
ral region due to y, is already large for large A
and hence short range correlations have little ef-
fect on the cross sections. Let us now consider

the case of nucleus-nucleus scattering. We obtain,
from Egs. (5) and (6) (assuming A ,A, large so that
the c.m. correlations can be neglected),

i, (B) = ~A, 4,1 [ d*s p,B)0,(8- ), (10)

and in absence of correlations,

(Az - 1)92@ - B)] . (11)

a positive contribution and, at small b, the ratio
X2/X1 Erows as ~ —A /3 In most nuclei ¥, leads to
a significant reduction in the size of x,. For heavy
nuclei x,>x, at small b and X,, can take unphys-
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ical values if truncated at ¥,.°"® This can happen
at small b whenever the phase shift series (4) is
truncated at even order (the series always con-
verges at large b as the corrections involve higher

—

powers of densities and decrease rapidly with in-
creasing b).

In the presence of short range correlations Eq.
(6) becomes

ix,(0)=3(A,A)? {NlNz f A% d%ridz;dz, P, ()P, (F)Po(8; = B, 2,)0,(5: - b, 2,)

XA 1A2(g1(l-f'i —Y'kl)gz(i(éi "Ekyzj —Zt)l) -1)

+ (1=A -A)g, (T, =Telg (| B; =5, 25 —2))]

+N2(A2 - 1) f dzsidzjdzz pl(§¢)pz(§i _Byzj)pz(éi “‘B,Zl)gz( izj _Zl|)Jr (1"’2)} . (12)

For repulsive correlations [g(r) — 1] is negative
and the leading contributions to Re(ix,) are now
negative. For small b, one can show that the ratio
X2/X, (for large A,=A,=A) behaves as ~A(l,/R)(f/
R?. With increasing b many terms in éx, compete
with each other and one should use the full expres-
sion (6) for éy,. Nevertheless, we can see that
since the correlations produce a change in sign of
X, they prevent X, from taking nonunitary val-
ues.

In realistic cases, however, one cannot make a
short range approximation for NN interactions as
it generally leads to too large a correlation effect.
In order to evaluate the full expressions (5) and (6)
‘for x, and yx, accurately we shall restrict our
selves to light nuclei where the densities can be
approximated by Gaussians (suitably chosen so
that both the one- and two-body densities reproduce
the correct rms radii). This approximation is rea-
sonable since we only intend to compare theoreti-
cal expressions. The correlation functions needed
in two-body densities can be calculated®:'° from
the solution of the Bethe-Goldstone equation em-
ploying the “standard hard core potential” of
Moszkowski and Scott'” which has an attractive ex-
ponential part outside a hard core of radius 0.4
fm. The hard core interactions lead to a correla-
tion length [, = 0.85 fm. In addition one also has
Pauli correlations which give 7, =0.35 fm. The ef-
fective correlation function is the statistical aver-
age of Pauli and interacting pair-correlation func-
tions and yields® an effective correlation length I,
=0.74 fm. The elastic scattering cross sections
are quite insensitive to the shape of the correlation
function and depend mostly upon the correlation
length.® It is therefore convenient to parametrize
the correlation function by

gr)=1-exp(-pr?, (13)

which satisfies the appropriate requirements at

r

small and large distances. The parameter 8 is
related to the correlation length by means of Eq.
(2). The form (13) for g simplifies the calculations
considerably and is fairly accurate for our pur-.
poses (e.g., it leads to errors =2% for p-nucleus
scattering®).

In real nuclei one also has longer range correla-
tions. For example, center-of-mass correlations
(which have a range of the order of the nuclear
radius) are very important.®'® The effect of c.m.
correlation is to pull the nucleons away from each
other and their inclusion significantly improves
the convergence of the optical phase shift series at
larger impact parameters. These correlations are
included in Egs. (5) and (6) where the c.m. correla-
tion function, for Gaussian (or harmonic oscilla-
tor) densities, is given by K(gq)=exp[q*({r,®)/A,
+(r,2)/A,)/6], (r;®)'/? being the rms radii of the
two nuclei (obtained from electron scattering mea-
surements after correcting for finite proton size
and the center-of-mass motion). For NN ampli-
tudes we use the usual high energy parametrization

fla) = RaSEER) porpzact (14)
4

The results of our full calculation for **C-**C and
160Q-1°Q collisions at 2.1 GeV/n are shown in Fig.
1. For C-'2C scattering, correlations increase
the cross sections by ~15-20% near the second
maximum and by ~28-36% near the third maxi-
mum. In 0-°0 scattering the effects are roughly
~13-20% and ~25-35%, respectively, at the two
maxima. As expected from earlier rough esti-
mates, the effects are smaller in a-a collisions,
being ~12-14% near the second maximum. Also
shown in Fig. 1 are *C-'2C cross sections neglect-
ing c.m. correlations. The effects of c.m. corre-
lations are quite large and clearly must always be
included in any realistic analysis. The effects of
short range correlations increase with increasing
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FIG. 1. 1%0-1%0 and '2C-12C elastic. scattering at 2.1
GeV/n with and without short range correlations. The
dotted curve shows the effects of neglecting center-of-
mass correlations in 12C. The NN amplitude parameters
used.are 0=42.7 mb, 2 =6.2 (GeV/c)~%, and p=-10.28.
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momentum transfers but then one also has to in-
clude the correlation effects in third and higher
order corrections to the optical phase shift func-
tion. From earlier crude estimates we also found
that the size of x, should change very significantly
near small b for heavy nuclei due to the presence
of correlations. When the full expressions (5) and
(6) are evaluated for 2°®Pb-2®Pb collisions, we
find that néar b= 0, Re(ix,)~ —740 and Re(ix,)~ 770
in the absence of correlations. With a correlation
length I, =0.74 fm, Re(éy,) becomes ~ —440 near
b~0.

We have seen that short range repulsive correla-
tions play a significant role in preventing the opti-
cal phase shift function from taking unphysical val-
ues (for example, |e**°r!| >1) at small impact pa-
rameters for collisions between heavy nuclei (even
in the absence of dynamical correlations, an ef-
fective repulsion is always present due to Pauli
principle). How do the short range correlations
affect the convergence of phase shift series for
light nuclei? In order to answer this question we
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FIG. 2. '2c-12C elastic scattering intensities obtained
by truncating the series for the optical phase shift func-
tion at x;, and at x; + x; with and without short range
correlations.

plot in Fig. 2 ¥C-'2C elastic scattering cross sec-
tions obtained from y, and from x,+x, with and
without correlations. In the momentum transfer
region shown the series (4) for X opt (in the absence
of short range correlations) has converged at ¥,
+Xz° (i.e., addition of x, and x, will not change the
cross sections). Since the general effect of corre-
lations is to inhibit the higher order multiple scat-
tering processes, one might expect that these cor-
relations will make the series converge more
quickly. This is borne out by Fig. 2 where the
cross sections due to x,+YX, (in the presence of
correlations) are closer to the cross sections ob-
tained from x, compared with the cross sections
obtained from y,+X, (without correlations). We
thus see that it may be possible to observe the ef-
fects of short range correlations in nucleus-nucle-
us collisions. In order to avoid unnecessary ap-
proximations and still keep the calculations tract-
able we have used relatively simple nuclear densi-
ties. However, our conclusions regarding the
qualitative effects of correlations are not likely to
change if more realistic densities are used.

We should alsa point out that the use of nuclear
matter correlation functions is not very realistic
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in the exterior region of the nuclei. The calcula-
tion can be improved by using density dependent
correlation lengths. In particle-nucleus collisions,
at least, this results in a slight increase in the ef-
fects of correlations.® [Alternatively, Eq. (1) can
also be used without referring to nuclear matter
approximations. A short range repulsion can be
introduced in the many-particle wave function by
introducing correlations of Jastrow type.® A
cluster expansion, when truncated at second
order, will then yield results quite similar to
Eq. (1).°® Furthermore, before an attempt to
extract correlations from experimental data is
made one should examine the effects of spin de-
pendence of NN amplitudes which may not be neg-
ligible at intermediate energies. Pauli correla-
tions can also be added in a more accurate manner
(for example, by constructing wave functions from
Slater determinants of single particle orbitals).

It is perhaps also worthwhile to clarify the rela-
tionship of our results with those of lower energy
heavy-ion collisions. The Pauli correlations we
have talked about, arise from the antisymmetriza-
tion of the projectile and target wave functions
separately. The antisymmetrization of the two nu-

clei (which leads to exchange amplitudes at low en-
ergies'®) becomes increasingly unimportant as the
energy goes up and most of the scattering moves
to smaller angles. The multiple scattering cor-
rections to the first order optical potential (the
“double folding model”’?® 2! in the terminology of
low energy scattering) involve higher powers of
densities, and become much less important at low-
er energies because the overlap between the two
densities is quite small. The scattering is deter-
mined by the tails of the heavy-ion potentials (at
the so called “strong absorption radius’**!). Due

to the dominance of Coulomb interactions at low
energies, this radius is 2-3 fm larger than the
sum of the rms radii of the two nuclei.?* With in-
creasing incident energy, greater penetration of
one nucleus into the other becomes possible and
the surface and interior regions of nuclei play a
more important role. The sensitivity of high en-
ergy nucleus-nucleus cross sections to higher or-

" der optical potential corrections (and to correla-

tions) is a consequence of this.
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