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The spectra and correlation of identical particles emitted from small local-equilibrium sources are
considered. The size of the system is defined by the negative part of the parabolic falling chemical potential.
The analytical solution of the problem is found for the case of inclusive measurements. It is shown that in
the case where the size of the system is comparable to the thermal wavelength of the particles, the spectra
and correlation functions are far from the quasiclassical approximation expected for large systems, and
observed femtoscopy scales (interferometry radii) will be essentially smaller than the Gaussian radii of the
source. If the maximum value of the chemical potential approaches the critical one, specific for the system,
one can consider the possibility of Bose-Einstein condensation. In such a case, the reduction of the intercept
of the correlation function for inclusive measurements takes place. The results can be used for the searching
of femtoscopy homogeneity lengths in proton-proton collisions at LHC energies.
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I. INTRODUCTION

During the last few years, intensive femtoscopy study
of proton-proton collisions at the LHC has been provided
by the CMS [1], ATLAS [2], ALICE [3], and LHCb [4]
Collaborations. Some interesting results, such as the
saturation of the femtoscopy scales for increasing particle
multiplicities, peculiarities of the intercept behavior for the
correlation function, and anticorrelations of identical pions
were observed. A decrease of the interferometry radii with
an increase of pair transverse momentum in p + p colli-
sions was found if a specific selection of events (e.g.,
according to sphericity criteria [3]) is not performed. One
interpretation of the radii behavior is the hydrodynamiza-
tion of the systems created in very high-energy p + p
events with large multiplicities [1]. In this way, a successive
description of the femtodata on p + p collisions at /s =
7 TeV in the hydrokinetic model (HKM) has been reached
in Ref. [5]. This is one of the points that allows the CMS
Collaboration to interpret the obtained results [1] for /s =
13 TeV as a consequence of hydrodynamic expansion of
the thermal systems formed in p 4 p collisions at LHC
energies.

At the same time, even if one admits the hydrodynamic
scenarios, the description of the spectra and correlations in
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p + p collisions requires an accounting of additional
principal aspects compared to the case of A + A collisions
[5]. A description of the latter needs neither an uncertainty
principle explicitly, nor a hypothesis about the presence
of Bose-Einstein condensate (as for the latter, see, e.g.,
Refs. [6-8]), nor any other ‘“nontrivial” physics. The
particle yields and their ratios, hadron and photon spectra,
anisotropic flows v,, quantum statistical correlation func-
tions that bring information about the chaoticity parameter
and interferometry radii, and other observables in A + A
collisions are quite successfully described at the top RHIC
energy and all the available LHC energies on the basis
of relativistic viscous hydrodynamics—in particular,
within the integrated hydrokinetic model (iHKM); see
Refs. [9-15]. The reason for the success of standard
hydrodynamic and kinetic methods is that at the active
stage of spectra formation in A + A collisions, the thermal/
effective particle wavelengths are much smaller than the
sizes of the system—more precisely, than the correspond-
ing homogeneity lengths [16,17].

One of the peculiarities of the correlation femtoscopy for
p + p collisions is the smallness of homogeneity lengths
in the strongly interacting system created in these proc-
esses: their typical effective sizes are about 1 fm, which is
comparable with the mean wavelengths of emitted par-
ticles. As was considered in Ref. [18], the standard method
of independent sources [19] is violated because of the
uncertainty principle: one cannot consider the emission of
the particles from different parts of a small system as
independent if the particle wave packets (or the regions
associated with the effective wavelengths of the quanta) are
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essentially overlapping. As the result, in such cases the
visible interferometry scale is reduced as compared to the
geometrical system’s size, and the correlation function is
suppressed: its intercept decreases [18]. It is worth noting
that the approach to the problem of correlation femtoscopy
for small systems, developed in Ref. [18]—the approach
which brings a good description of the 7 TeV p + p
data [5]—deals, however, with events having small and
fixed multiplicity, and does not use the hypothesis of
thermalization.

In this paper, we propose results for inclusive correla-
tion femtoscopy in an analytically solved model of small
thermal quantum systems. These findings could be applied
for correlation measurements of the homogeneity lengths
[16,17]in p + p collisions at large mean multiplicities in a
way similar to what is used in Ref. [5].

II. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
AND BASIC EQUATIONS

The main goal of the paper is to investigate the features
of the inclusive spectra and correlations, which appear
due to the smallness of considered quantum systems. For
this purpose, we apply the method of a local-equilibrium
statistical operator [20], which is a tool to obtain the density
matrix p on the freeze-out hypersurface using the principle
of maximal entropy S(c). Then the density matrix is
defined by

pA — _e_Smax(o'>’ (1)

where S, () is a maximum of entropy on the hypersur-
face o (with timelike normal vector n,) under conditions
fixed by the local distributions of energy, momentum, and
charge density (see Ref. [21] for details). These constraints
must be taken into account, for example, by the method
of Lagrange multipliers. For simplicity, we consider a real
free scalar field in a (d 4 1)-dimensional space-time which
is associated with the stress-energy tensor 1**(x) =

> —1 ¢ (°$0,p — m*¢*) and the current of par-

ticle number density J*(x) = —ig' 9 ¢~ (x), where ¢ (x)
are the positive- and negative-frequency parts of the field,
which are defined as follows:

¢ (x) + ¢ (x)
1 d'k
@) v

Then the statistical operator [Eq. (1)] takes the form
[20-22]

P(x) =

( il ’kx+ake_ikx). (2)

fdzr,,x

x) T (x +fd(r,, X)u(x)B(x)J¥ (x) (3)

3

where p(x) = ﬁ
corresponding to the inverse temperature and the chemical
potential, respectively, and Z is a corresponding partition
function such that Tr[p] = 1. The creation and annihilation

operators obey the commutation relations:

and p(x) are Lagrange multipliers,

[akl > Cl}[z] = 5d(l_é1 - I_é2)v [akl ’ akz] =0.

(4)
Further, we consider an exact-solved model without

internal flows on the hypersurface ¢, with a uniform
temperature distribution 7'(x)

s
[akl , au =

= T in the moment of time
t = 0. Corresponding to the & normal vector is n, = (1, 6),
so do, = n”ddx. Thus, using Egs. (3) and (2), we obtain

1
p IZEXP{—ﬂ / dppaja,

s / d d‘k dip 0 0
d%xu(x kY +
(2r)4 ux) 2k° \/2p0( P
X e"'@‘f’)ia;ak}. (5)

In the nonrelativistic hrmt energy and chemical potential
can be decomposed as p® =m + 2 S f(X) = m+py +
W' (x) (restrictions for chemical potential value will be
discussed later). It is easy to see that terms which contain
mass m in the nonrelativistic limit of Eq. (5) are reduced.
For simplicity, we take the chemical potential in parabolic

d _x*
i=1 ZﬂRz

At this point, we are obliged to mention the paper [7]
which, unfortunately, we initially missed while working on
the manuscript. In that article, authors consider a system of
bosons in a self-consistent field of an oscillatory type. Then
a “hybrid” model is constructed, where the lowest energy
level is occupied by a coherent condensate with a fixed
number of particles, while the distribution of particles over
the remaining levels obeys the condition of a grand
canonical ensemble. Despite the similarity in mathematical
formalism, such a formulation of the problem and the
solution method are different from our approach of the
quasiequilibrium statistical operator corresponding to the
entropy maximum under given conditions (physical density
distributions). In such a case, the thermodynamic Wick
theorem takes place in the system, and the chaoticity
parameter is unity, which excludes a coherent condensate.
The introduction of such a condensate into consideration is
a specific separate problem, which we will discuss in this
article later. Further, where appropriate, we will compare
the results in both approaches.

Following Gaudin’s idea [23], modified for the case of
local-equilibrium systems [24], we introduce new operators
which depend on the dimensionless parameter a:

form 4/ (x) =
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1 N
pla) = e,

y = p@ap(@).  (6)

aj(a)

The operator A here is defined in the following way:

Day(a)

k2
 poa - (ZZm 'u0>

Using the new operators in Eq. (6), an inclusive spectrum
can be calculated [25]:

d
(p) = b5 = Tilpaha,) = Tria} (@)p(a)a
P

= Tr[pa,ah(a = 1)]. (8)

Explicit dependence of the operator aj, (a) can be obtained

from the next equation, which follows from definition (6):

P] |ot=1

da}(a)
poa

= [ap(a). A]. ©)

Substituting here the expression (7) and taking into account
the commutation relations in Eq. (4), we get

dix ddk’ I “al,(a). (10)

RZ,B

Here it is useful to represent the coordinates x; in the form of the derivative of the exponent with respect to momenta:

2 i(K k)%

Xre == —

1

2
% el K=H)T, (11)

Then, integrating by parts over k) twice allows us to integrate over x;:

daj(a) e 1 &
_ _ Mo 4K | a¢ i(K-k)% T 12
poa (Z 2m ”°> xe! ( <OR?p 8k/2) (@), (12)
daj () T dp/sd(ih _ T : LA
~ S+ () = /d Ksl(E ) ; SR ) @) (13)
[
It is our basic equation that allows us to find solutions for Since a' (@ =0) = al, Cn(E, 7) satisfy the additional
inclusive thermal mean values <azl ay,) that define single- conditior]; ¢
and double-particle spectra in the local-equilibrium systems
with a parabolic falling chemical potential. - N
> Culk k) =5 (k= K). (16)
III. ANALYTIC SOLUTION OF THE PROBLEM "
Since the density matrix p [Eq. (5)] acting on any state From Egs. (15) and (16), it follows that C, can be
does not change its particle number, the solution of Eq. (13)  f5¢torized:

can be expressed as an integral over all creation operators.
Moreover, due to its linearity, the general solution can be
written as

a,t(a) = /ddk’Ze“’/”nCn(lz, _;)ak,, (14)

-

where C,,(I;, ") are solutions of an oscillator-like equation,

- - 1 2
(An +/"0)Cn(k’ /) = <_—8—

N
—)C,(k, k). (15
zRgﬁak,2+zm> (kK. (15)

o d
C (k’ k/) = Z 5n1+n2+.‘+nd.n H Cn,-(kh k;), (17)

{n)=0 i1

where 6;; 1is the Kronecker delta. Besides this,
Eq. (15) allows the separation of variables C, (k;.k}) =
A, (k) f, (k;). So, in terms of the variable kl, it is the
Schrodlnger equation for a harmonic oscillator. Its solution
is represented by the Hermite functions
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1 b 1/2 _p22 Y ¥) = (— n€x2£ e_xz
it = () e b0, ) = (1 () (18)

while Eq. (16) is a completeness of the orthonormal basis

an (biki )y, (bik) = 6(k; — k). (19)
Then, Egs. (16)—(19) yield
Cni (klk;) = Wn,»(biki)l//ni (btki)’ (20)

where b? = R;A; = R;/v/mT, and Ay is the thermal (Compton) wavelength. The index n in Eq. (15) consists of d
components (n = {n,n,,...,ny}) running from 0 to infinity, and A, = —po + > ¢, 1, . Altogether, the following
notations are used in the paper:

1 Ay 1 R,
1,':((% ni+— s W = — = b%:ARl:—l 21
(ne3) o= N/ 2!

Now, we are ready to write the solution in Eq. (14) precisely:

d 00
a;(a) — eaﬂllo H </ dkl Z e—aaﬁ(ﬂﬁ’%)u/m(bipi)l//n[(biki)>a]t, (22)

i=1 =0

which allows us to calculate the inclusive spectrum [Eq. (8)],

d
<6l]tldk2> = <akzazl (a = 1)> = eﬁﬂo H </ dkiMi(kli’ki)) <ak2alT<>' (23)
i—1
Here we introduce a kernel M (/21 Ez):
M;(kyi, k;) = Ze_ﬁu}i(ni+%>l//n[(bikli)l//n[(biki)’ kl» HM ki ki). (24)

n;=0

Equation (23), with the commutation relations in Eq. (4), leads to the integral equation with a separable kernel with respect
to the spatial components of momenta:

d d
<alt| ay,)e o = /ddkHMi(klh ki)(ajay,) + HMi(kli’ ka;).- (25)
i=1 i=1
The solution of this equation can be found in the form'

d

aklakz Zesﬁ”OHKS k117k21 Ze‘YﬂMOK(‘Y)(EI,]}’z), (26)
s=1

i=1

with the recurrent equation on K ,(-S)(kl, ky):

'Do not consider s as the number of particles in the system, the decomposition by which is derived in Appendix A.
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KW (ky, k) = My (ky, ky),

K,(S)(kn,kzi) :/dkMi(kmk)KgS_l)(k’ ka). @7)

The kernel M;(k,, k) can be calculated from the definition in Eq. (24) using Mehler’s formula [26,27]:

= 1 l—u(x+y)? 1+u(x—y)?
Sy (v) = - - 2
ngoul//‘x(X)wb(y) ”(l_uz)eXp< T = 1 ) (28)
b? b? coth(Bw;) b?
M-(kvi ko) = o — 21 —(k2 2y Zi AT S B )
z(kln k21) o7z sinh(ﬁa),-) exXp |: (klz kZz) 2 + llk2l smh(ﬁa),)] ( 9)
One can verify that the solution of Eq. (27) takes the form
2 2
(s) b; ) , | b} coth(spw;) b;
K7 (ki ko) =\ | m———— k k3;) ————— + kyikyi ——F——|.
i ( 1i» 21) o sinh(sﬂa),-) eXp l: ( 1i + ) 2 1i%2i sinh(sﬂa)i) (30)

Equations (26), (27), and (24) lead to the expression for the inclusive spectrum, which in the variables k = @ and
g = p; — P, takes the form

) d 2 22
b_ sPo; b g~ sPo;
T — E Buos | | i —b2k? tanh(*54)—LrE coth (1) 31
(apitp,) — ¢ i1\ 2z sinh (spw;) ¢ o i (31

This equation corresponds to the one derived in Ref. [28] in the configuration representation for the trapped Bose gas. An
average number of particles in the system can be obtained after integration over momentum:

) d
N)Y = [ dplaha,) =)  ePros . 32
) = [ d'plaia,) > g%mhsﬁw (32)
A necessary condition for convergence of the series is
lim eﬂ"OSH sinh(spw;)”"/? = hmeﬂ("o_T) =0, (33)
S—00

which gives a restriction for the maximum value of the chemical potential :

dd)_a)l—l-a)z—l-”-—l-a)d

== 34
Ho < Hmax 2 D) ( )
The corresponding Wigner function can be obtained in the following way:
(p.0) = 5 [ dala] qa)e™ )
fW p,X) = (2ﬂ)d +qak_% e s (
Jw( i": Phos H*exp ( (b?K? + x2/b?) tanh( po )) (36)
- pal cosh(‘ﬁz‘”") 2

This result, which follows directly from Eq. (31), was earlier presented in Ref. [7]. One can expect that at some kind of
thermodynamic limit, when the thermal wavelength of the emitting bosons is much smaller than the homogeneity length—
source size, in our case—a quasiclassical limit for the Wigner function (36) should be reached. The naive expectation is that
such a function takes the form of the Bose-Einstein distribution with the corresponding coordinate-dependent chemical
potential. To demonstrate this, one has to consider the thermal (Compton) wavelengths of boson quanta Ay to be much
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smaller than the size of the system, Ar/R = fo = R\/lﬁ

Ry =

< 1. For simplicity, we investigate the isotropic case

= R; = R). In this case, a linear approximation to the hyperbolic functions in Eq. (36) can be applied for s

less than some value—s,, say—such that sofw z% Another criterion for being able to get a quasiclassical limit is
nonpositiveness of the chemical potential, x4y < 0. Then, one can get from Eq. (36)

f ( [Ze 2mT+2);:2 ﬂT

woli)+

s=s0+1

Z oS —————— cosh( Sﬁa)/2) exp ( (B2 + x2/b?) tanh (sﬂa)> )]

(37)

Extending the first sum up to infinity (and subtracting the added terms), we obtain a quasiclassical approximation with
corrections that vanish in the thermodynamic limit when fu, = const. < 0 and fo = % - 0:

quckx

IV. FEMTOSCOPY ANALYSIS

A. Basic notations

To investigate correlations in our model, we have to
calculate the two-particle inclusive spectra [25] on the
freeze-out hypersurface:

d°N At 4
n(pi.p2) = P1P2d d Tr[paplapza]?]aﬂz]’
d’%

n(p) = p° ap TrLoapa ], (39)

n(pi. p2) p1+ D2
Clk,q)=——7"—"~, k= s g=Pp1— D2
& a) = pon(p) 2 e
(40)

where C(k, g) is a correlation function (CF), which carries
information about the femtoscopy scales of the system
Rgges Rous Riong- The extraction of these radii can be
performed by the Gaussian fit of the CF in the low-¢g
region [29]:

RZ

2
uutqoul side Tside

C(k.q) =1+ A(k)e” “Rions s, (41)
The value of the CF at zero relative momentum g = 0 is
usually called an intercept, C(k,0) = 1 + A(k), and A(k) is
a chaoticity parameter. In numerical calculations, we
consider only the isotropic systems (R; = R, = R3 = R)
and find the interferometry radius by fitting the one-
dimensional projection of the CF (ie., ¢; =g,
q>» = q3 = k, = k3 = 0) in the range of ¢ limited by the
condition of 1+ A(k)> C(k,q) > 1+40.7A(k). The
obtained interferometry radius will be addressed as Rypr-

B. Ideal Bose gas femtoscopy

The thermal average of four operators in a noninteracting
boson system in the grand canonical ensemble is reduced to

. 1 1
) =7 o (38)

ERMES

27[) _+_—T _ 1

eZml 2R2

a sum of the products of two-operator averages by means of
Wick’s theorem:

<a;1a;2ap3ap4> = <a;1ap3><a;2ap4> + <a;1ap4><a;r72ap3>'

(42)

Moreover, for the grand canonical ensemble of ideal Bose
gas in a finite volume, the partition function of the whole
ensemble factorizes over all possible energy levels, which
means that Wick’s theorem is applicable even for each of
these levels independently. Consequently, to examine the
correlation of the system, one needs to calculate only two-
operator averages:

<a,t] a,) <a}[2ak1 )

ag, ax, ) {aj, a,

C(k,q) = + L. (43)

As a result, in contrast to Ref. [7], where the coherent
condensate is postulated from the very beginning, in a pure
thermal system, which is presented at the freeze-out stage
as the local-equilibrium free Bose gas, the chaoticity
parameter A(p) = 1. In our approach, the ground state of
the system is described by the grand canonical ensemble,
which implies any number of particles occupying this state,
so the consideration of a coherent condensate (if it appears)
should be different from just postulating its existence with a
fixed particle number as in Ref. [7]. We will discuss the
possibility of a scenario with a coherent condensate in the
next subsection.

Aiming to show the importance of quantum effects in
small systems for the femtoscopy analysis, we compare the
correlation functions in quantum and quasiclassical
approaches. For this purpose, the pointlike bosons with
the masses of K and/or x mesons are considered on the
freeze-out hypersurface with the temperature 7 =T, =

155 MeV (~1012 K); then, the thermal wavelengths of
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T T T T

q (GeV/c)

FIG. 1. Quantum (solid lines) and quasiclassical (dashed lines)
kaon correlation functions for different sizes of the system
at T = 155 MeV and k = 0.15 GeV/c. The chemical potential
is negative, pp = —0.1ppna (N = 1). Blue lines correspond to
R =0.75 fm, red lines to R = 1.25 fm, and green lines to
R =3 fm.

quanta are AKX = \/n:?zOJS fm for kaons and A} =

1.35 fm for pions. Figure 1 shows the dependence of the
correlation functions on the relative momentum ¢ of kaon
pairs at the half-momentum k = 0.15 GeV/c and negative
chemical potential uy = —0.1p,,, in both approaches.
Three different homogeneity scales are considered:
R =0.75fm, R =1.25fm, and R = 3 fm. For sizes of
about 1 fm, which are typical for p + p collisions [30], the
quantum corrections are substantial, as one can see. At the
same time, for R = 3 fm the corrections are fairy small, so
that for sizes typical for A + A collisions they can be
ignored, except for the case when py — pax [see Eq. (34)].

The femtoscopic analysis of high-energy p + p colli-
sions accompanied by relatively large multiplicities has to
be carried out more carefully, since the particle density is
high (4 = pnax), and most bosons occupy the lowest

2.0
—-—- Gaussian
\\\ —— <N>=5
h\ — <N>=20
1.84 \\ —— <N>=40
\\ —— <N>=80
\ — <N>=160
164 A\ <N>=250
— \
O \
]
1.4 \
\
\
AY
\
12 b \\\
N\,
(a)
1.0 , — == , ,
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
q (GeV/c)

FIG. 2.

energy level. In Appendix B, the average number of
particles on this level is found, and it can be described
by Eq. (B8):

1

<N0> B eﬂ(/"max_ﬂo) —_ 1 ’ (44)
Note that the same formula follows generally from Eq. (32)
when the thermal wavelengths of quanta exceed the
geometrical size of the system Ay 2 R [e.g., T — 0 or
R — 0, after the linearization of sinh(nfw)]. The total
number of bosons on this level still strongly depends on the

constant part of the chemical potential y. It is worth noting

that the momentum spectrum <a}£l ay,) of the lowest energy

level [Eq. (B7); see Appendix B] factorizes over k; and k,,
so that the correlation function (43) in one-level approxi-
mation is constant, C(¢) = 2. That leads to an important
consequence that is shown in Fig. 2(a)—specifically, a
broadening of the complete correlation function with the
increase of the chemical potential (when the impact of the
ground state increases). It means that interferometry radii
obtained from the Gaussian fit of the real correlation func-
tion can be noticeably smaller than those formally related to
the isotropic Gaussian source, f ~ exp(—x*/2R?), with a
naive correlation function for an independent boson emis-
sion, C(q) =1+ Aexp (—R?¢?), and 2 =1 for a fully
chaotic emission.

At the end of this section, let us emphasize again that
even a large number of bosons at the lowest level in an ideal
Bose gas, concentrated in an effectively limited volume and
considered in the grand canonical ensemble, does not bring
coherence in the system.

C. Coherence state approach

Now we approach a very important point: When occu-
pation numbers at the ground state become dominant, it can
lead to significant overlap between wave packets of bosons,

2.0

1.8

1.6

C(a)

1.44

015 020 025

q (GeV/c)

0.05 0.10 0.30

(a) Quantum statistical CFs for the different chemical potentials with a disordered condensate (solid lines) and for a Gaussian

source related to the geometrical size R (blue dashed line) at k = 0.3 GeV/c, R = 1.5 fm, and 7 = 155 MeV. The solid lines
correspond to different chemical potentials, and therefore to different average numbers of particles in the system (N). (b) CF of the
systems with the same k, R, and T as in (a) in the partial coherent state approach.
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and coherence in the system may develop [18,31,32]. The
strongly overlapping bosons can hardly be considered as
fully independently emitted, and even rather small inter-
actions between them can bring correlations of the phases
of the wave packets [18]. In that case, systems with high

multiplicities, po close to .y, and R < Ay = ——, have to

VmT’
be described by a density matrix of partially coherent

thermal states.”

According to the general idea described in Ref. [33] (see
also Ref. [34]), creation (annihilation) operators at the
freeze-out stage split into a quantum part, associated with
g-numbers (operators) b, and some c-numbers d,(Aty),
where A7y is the freeze-out duration time. In the case of
slow adiabatic freeze-out, d,(At; — oo) — 0, while in the
fast freeze-out scenario that takes place in p + p collisions,
the coherent condensate, if it appears, might give a nonzero
contribution to observed spectra (see details in Ref. [33]).
Since an area of our interest is small systems, it is
reasonable to consider a fast freeze-out scenario with a
near simultaneous decay of the boson coherent field into
free particles: d,(At; = 0) =d, # 0.

The description of a trapped Bose condensed gas in
atomic physics is usually followed with the problem of
fluctuations in the occupancy of the ground state N,
[28,35]. Specifically, the description of such systems using
the grand canonical ensemble predicts a variance propor-
tional to the square of this quantity: ((Ng —Ng)?),., =
No(No + 1), which can be derived from the distribution in
Eq. (B12). The problem appears from the discrepancy with
the experimental settings, as in the process of cooling, the
number of particles in the system is conserved, and an
appropriate description should be made in the canonical
ensemble. Usually, the energy exchange of the system with
the environment is small, and the microcanonical ensemble
has to be used instead (see, for example, Ref. [36]).

In the high-energy p + p collisions at the LHC, we
describe not a single event (single collision) with some
known number of particles, but rather millions of them in a
wide range of event-by-event multiplicities (from a few to a
few hundred). In addition, detectors typically cannot detect
the whole system formed in p + p collisions, but only part
of it. In this open subsystem, the energy and even net
quantum numbers fluctuate quite significantly. Moreover,
the temperature at the freeze-out in these processes is about
10!2 K. Of course, this forces us to base the inclusive
measurements on the grand canonical ensemble, possibly
with some modifications.

Instead of GCE, we propose to use a new conception of
partially coherent ensemble (PCE) that is applied if the
mean occupancy of the ground state exceeds some critical

To distinguish averages with this new density matrix from
those of the grand canonical ensemble, we will use the pce
subscript. (Averages in the grand canonical ensemble, where we
think it is important, will be labeled with the gce subscript.)

value N,.. The latter depends on the peculiarity of (weak)
interaction in the Bose gas, that makes it not quite ideal.
Depending on whether the condition (Ny) > N, is satis-
fied, we attribute the ensemble either to the PCE or to the
GCE. In the case of the PCE, the lowest state transforms
into a Glauber coherent state in a way when all the mean
values in the GCE and PCE are the same.’

In a partial coherent ensemble, the ground state is a
Glauber coherent state, and its wave function is given in the
Fock representation by

p=oo(-5) S T s

ny=0

The description of all excited states remains the same as
in the GCE. Then the action of the annihilation (creation)
operator on a single ensemble element factorizes into the
two parts which were discussed before:

apli) = (b +dp)[P)i)ex = (b +d))li),  (46)

where the c-number d,, is an eigenvalue of the annihilation
operator a,, corresponding to the coherent state in Eq. (45),
and the b, quantum operator acts only on exited states. To
define the d,, number, it is more natural to use annihilation
(creation) operators which decrease (increase) the occu-
pancy numbers of a three-dimensional harmonic oscillator
state aj. Such operators are connected with those in
the momentum space a, through the Hermite functions

[Eq. (18)]:

[Se]

a,= > wyj(p)a;
J1:J2:J3=0
wi = (bip)w),(bapr)w;,(b3p3). (47)

Then, according to Egs. (45) and (47), the absolute value of
d, can be expressed by the following average:

(rlap,a,,lr) = dy d,, = wo(p)wo(pa)ly|>.  (48)

We, however, still did not fix the value of |y|?, and to do
that, we postulate that the one-particle inclusive spectra
[Eq. (31)] and the Wigner function [Eq. (36)] in both
ensembles must be the same. This condition is satisfied if
we fix |y|*> = (Ny) from Eq. (B8). When this is done, it is
possible to calculate the contribution from the excitation to
the inclusive spectra (b}, b, ):

3A similar, to some extent, approach was proposed in Ref. [7],
where the number of bosons in the lowest energy state is fixed,
while occupancies of the exited states obey GCE statistics. In that
model, however, the particle number variance at the ground state
and that at N, are both zero.
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FIG. 3. (a) The fraction of the coherent condensate fo = (N{°")/(N) as a function of 1/fw = R/Ar at different mean boson numbers
(N). (b) The k dependence of chaoticity parameter A(k) in the grand canonical ensemble with a coherent condensate for different (N).
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FIG. 4. Results of the HBT fit of the pion CF at low g for the small source size of R = 1.5 fmatT = T;, = 155 MeV/c. The plot in
(a) corresponds to the fully chaotic systems, and (b) shows systems with the coherent condensate.

<a;lal’2>gce = <a;r’lapz>pce = <(b;r’l + d;1)(bl72 + dl’2>>pce = djhdpz + <b;lbl72>pce’

(B bp) pee = D WilPOWi(P2) (@), =

i#0

As we already mentioned, it is reasonable to expect that
coherence develops only if the number of bosons occupy-
ing the ground state exceeds some critical value N ... Indeed,
it is hard to imagine a coherent state of one (on average)
particle.4 In this paper, we do not discuss the exact
dependencies of this number on different parameters (such
as the size of the system); we keep it in our numerical
examples to be fixed at N. = 2. That means that the

*For the coherent state described by Eq. (45), the probability of
detecting m particles obeys the Poisson distribution P(m,n) =

e~ with the average n = [y|*.

> wilpowi(p2)(afas) .-

i#0

(49)

consideration described in this subsection is applicable,
as we suggest, only when (Ny) > N. [see Eq. (B13) in
Appendix B]. This condition creates some restriction on the
chemical potential y, (or average number of particles in
the whole system (N)). For example, in Figs. 2(b), 3(b),
and 4(b), where the size (R = 1.5 fm) and temperature
(T = 155 MeV/c¢) are fixed, we start our description from
(N) =5 as a minimal value which satisfies the mentioned
condition. One can extract some values of N from Table I
using the relation f, = (Ng)/(N) [the analytic form for f
follows from Egs. (32) and (44)]. Indeed, from the first
column, it follows that (Ny) ~ 0.4 x 5 =2 = N,. particles.
For the larger multiplicities, that number only grows.
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TABLE L.
pion systems with R=1.5fm and T =
(Mmax = 207.6 MeV) in Fig. 3(a).

Relative chemical potentials “z==#0 and ground state occupancies f| at different multiplicities (N) of the
=155 MeV. Such parameters correspond to the value T/w=~1.12

(N) 5 20 40 80 160 250
’% 3.02x 107! 4.69 x 1072 2.09 x 1072 9.87 x 1073 4.80 x 1073 3.04 x 1073
fo 0.40 0.77 0.88 0.94 0.97 0.98

D. Femtoscopy in the coherent approach

Introducing the new ensemble in the previous subsec-
tion, we break Wick’s theorem of the grand canonical
ensemble, which means that we have to modify the
correlation function defined by Eq. (40). Let us rewrite
the two-particle inclusive spectra [Eq. (39)] in a represen-
tation described by Eq. (47):

T
<a1’71 al’zam ap2>pce

=Y wilp)w

i,j.k,1

i(P2)w(pOwn(pa){a] djaxar) . (50)

To simplify this expression, we take a few steps: We
distinguish terms which involve ao, ap operators, apply
Wick’s theorem to the other terms,” and then express two-
operator averages of excited states (a;, i # 0) through the
one-particle inclusive spectra by means of Eq. (49). After
these calculations, we get

Tt
<al7| ap, al’l aP2>pce
T

N . N
= <a1{71 aﬂ[ >_gcg <ap2a]72>gcg + <aP1ap2>gce <a1171a]72>_q(;e
T *
+ |1//0(P1)|2|W0(P2)|2<a0a$aoao>pce —2|dp.dpz|2
= (ap, a;zamap)gce + |W0(P1)|2|W0(P2)|2<a$a$aoao>pce

—2|dy d,|*. (51)

An average of four operators on the right side of this
equation is an expectation value of n3 taken from the
coherent state [Eq. (45)]. It is known that this state is
described by the Poisson distribution with both average and
variance equal to |y|*> = (Ny); then

(No)({No) + 1),

t _ /T
<al71 a;r’zapl aP2>pce - <ap1 a;gzapl ap2>gfe

|, ,,2|2( -Q\}—())) (52)

>For the ideal gas, each energy level can be considered as an
independent grand canonical ensemble, since excited states in the
introduced partially coherent and grand canonical ensemble are
the same; then we can apply Wick’s theorem for them, but not for
the ground state.

<aga$a0a0>pce =

The last equation, together with Egs. (39), (40), (42), and
(48), was used in numerical calculations in Figs. 2(b), 3(b),
and 4(b).

E. Comparison of results

In Fig. 2, one can see how the condensation affects the
CF. For small numbers of particles, the contribution to the
CF from the condensate is negligible, and the CF behaves
in the same way as in chaotic systems [compare Figs. 2(a)
and 2(b)]. It is easy to see that in the case where a
condensate occurs, the intercept is less then 2 and is
determined by the condensate contribution to the inclusive
spectrum. The latter is controlled by the constant part of
the chemical potential y, the ratio of the thermal wave-
length to the size of the system = Ar— = fw, and the average
momentum of the pair k. Correlatlon functions in both
approaches were built according the procedure described in
previous subsections. Chemical potentials (see Table I)
were found numerically to guarantee proper values of (N).
Additionally, we give corresponding condensate contribu-
tions to the spectrum fo = (Ng)/(N), which grow with the
increase of multiplicity.

In Fig. 3(b), one can see that at low k, the chaoticity
parameter A(k) decreases in systems with a coherent
condensate when g approaches .., and so (N) grows.
It might be associated with similar experimental observa-
tions for p + p collisions reported by the CERN ATLAS
[2] and LHCb [4] Collaborations. At small multiplicities,
the condensate contribution is small [see Fig. 3(a)], and
A(k) stays close to unity, which is typical for chaotic
systems. One can see from Fig. 3(b), as was also mentioned
in Ref. [7], that the difference between the chaoticity
parameters in systems with high and low levels of coher-
ence vanishes quite quickly with the increase of the
momenta of a measured boson pair k. This happens, as
follows from Eq. (B7), due to the localization of the

<k2> ~ \/m
whereas the exited states shift the same average to the
higher momenta. Let us mention that color lines on the plot
correspond to the fixed values of (N)—that, however,
means that the chemical potential y((N), fw) has to be
defined numerically for each point of the plot
independently.

Figure 3(a) demonstrates the fraction f|, of the average
number of particles in the coherent condensate (Ng)

condensate in a low kinematic region of
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compared to (N) for the different multiplicities available
for the p + p collisions at LHC, and different sizes and
temperatures of the system. For the real experimental data,
we expect to consider sizes R ~ 1.5 fm, temperatures of
freeze-out T = 150-165 MeV, and multiplicities (N) ~
5-20 identical bosons (z* mesons). We, however, demon-
strate much wider sets of parameters in order to compare
results with N in Ref. [7],6 which should coincide, since
mathematically both approaches provide the same number
of particles in the ground state (or the average number in
our case), which certainly cannot be said about fluctuation.

Since T/w = R/Ay = R/mT, the plot in Fig. 3(a) can
be applied for both K and 7 mesons, and one can fix R to
find the “critical” temperature T.(u), where f, becomes
substantial; or fix T, for example, at the typical freeze-out
temperature 7;, = 155 MeV and consider the plot as
fo(R) to determine if coherence could develop in the system.

As we see in Fig. 2, the presence of a coherent
condensate changes not only intercept but also the shape
of the correlation functions. The latter affects the femto-
scopy radii Rypt. In the systems with a coherent con-
densate, the radii Rygr, as one can see from Fig. 4, are
higher than in those (with the same multiplicities) where the
coherence does not develop. Also, as is demonstrated in
Fig. 4(b), the Rygr(k) in the partial coherent approach
oscillate near some fixed value which can be defined from
the asymptotic behavior of this dependence, while in a fully
chaotic system, the femtoscopy radii at low- and high-k
regions can differ a lot. This happens because in low-k
regions, the correlation function is suppressed in the
presence of the condensate, while this is not the case in
a pure ideal gas, where the contribution from the lowest
level at small k reduces the interferometry radius. At high
momenta k, the plots in both Fig. 4(a) and 4(b) converge to
the same constant value for all multiplicities, which can be
found from Eq. (31) if one aborts series on the first term and
neglects the condensate terms in the CF [Eq. (52)]. Then, in
this approximation,

4> RAT
Clk.q) = C(q) = 14 = (53)
which corresponds to Rypr = . 11’?,{.,) and A(k) =1 [see
11 =
Fig. 3(b)]. For large systems with R > A, this limit can be
simplified to Rypr = \/RA7(3)™ =R.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the Bose-Einstein corre-
lations in small local-equilibrium systems in a simple
model having an exact analytic solution. We have con-

®In Ref. [7], the ground state is occupied by the fixed number
of particles.

sidered a free scalar field on the freeze-out hypersurface
with a uniform temperature. It is shown that in systems
comparable in size with the thermal wavelength of emitted
bosons, quantum corrections to the two-particle correlation
functions of identical particles are substantial. Qualita-
tively, interferometry radii of the considered systems are
smaller than those formally related to the Gaussian source
with the same radii as geometrical sizes of the system. This
difference increases in systems with higher multiplicities.
In the case of strong overlap of the wave packets in the
ground state in most of the events—the overlapping that
happens because the thermal wavelengths of the quanta are
larger or similar compared with the geometric size of the
system and/or because the chemical potential in the center
of the system approaches its maximal value—the coherent
Bose-Einstein condensate can appear. It leads to a reduction
of the intercept of the inclusive correlation function. Note
that this effect of the reduction of the femtoscales and
suppression of the correlation functions compared with a
naive picture of independent boson emission from a
Gaussian source of the same effective size was found in
a nonthermal model in Ref. [18]. Now, in the local-
equilibrium thermal model, we have demonstrated in
addition that the chaoticity parameter decreases when the
multiplicity grows. It might be associated with similar
experimental observations for p + p collisions reported by
the CERN ATLAS [2] and LHCDb [4] Collaborations.
The results found in this paper for the model of a small
thermal source are planned to be applied for the analysis of
femtoscopic phenomena in p + p collisions at the LHC.
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APPENDIX A: MULTIPLICITY DISTRIBUTION

One can expect that the inclusive two-point operator
average (in the case of p; = p,, it is the inclusive distri-
bution function) f(p,. p,) = (a},a »,) Mmight be expressed
through the N-particle “distribution functions” fy (P, p2) =
(a},a,,) - To establish this relation, we expand the grand
canonical ensemble in a set of N-particle canonical ensembles
by means of projection operators PV):

1 - -
PV = ﬁ/dpl---dPNa;l--~a;N|O><O|“p1“'“PN' (A1)

Inserting the completeness relation 1 = >  P™) into
Eq. (8), we get
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F(Pr.p2) =) {ap,a,,PM)
N=0
T P Tr(papa,, PY) - oy
o5 W) TEPY)
note that ¥ 7(3) D - = p(N) is a probability that the system

Tr(pal, a,, PM)) N
Tr(;p(%v)) :fN(plv P2) 1S a

distribution function in the canonical ensemble. Then

consists of N particles, and

f(P1, P2) ZP )fn (D1 Pa)-
N=0

Tr(pay,a, PN)e o = / diéM(,zl,%)Tr(ﬁa;a,,zpw—n) + Te(pPN-NM (B, Pa).

In(Prs P2)p(N)e o =

For the case N =1 (fo(lzl, 1;2) = 0), we can see that

If p; = p, = p, after integration over the momentum p, we
get the obvious relation

(A4)

= ip(N)N
N=0

Similarly to the calculations in the main part of the article, we
can derive an integral equation for Tr(ﬁa;, a, 2P<N )). For this

aim, we use the following permutation relation:

Equations (A8) and (27) allow us to write a solution of Eq. (A6) in the following way:

(N)fN P1,P2

or in terms of the number of particles in the system:

p(N) =

P(N)a,t = a,t’P(N'l). (A5)
(A3) Strait calculations [see Egs. (23)-(25)] lead to
|
(A6)
PV = DM Fo) + [ dRM(F R a (R 7o) (A7)
F1(P1. P2)p(1)e 0 = p(0)M(p1. ). (AB)
Zesﬂ”Op(N ~5)KW By, pa), (A9)
H; N>0 (A10)
-2 sinh(spw;/2)’ '

Z efﬂﬂ()p

which can be used as a recurrent equation for p(N). We can also rederive Eq. (26), summing up by the N in Eq. (A9):

<a;I ap2> =

5 EMS

D}\
I
-

APPENDIX B: GROUND STATE SPECTRUM

In order to obtain a contribution to the boson spectrum
and correlations from the ground state, “0,” in the grand
canonical ensemble [Eq. (5)], let us introduce the projection
operator on this state P )

<aZ, ak2>0 = <aZlak2P(o>> = <ak777(0)a1§| (a=1)), (B1)

o N
P(N)fn(Pr.B2) =D D ePp(N

(s8]
K (By.pa) > p(N'

N

()([_517132)
N=1 s=1
KO (. pa). (A11)
s=1
=1
:2)ﬁ =m,....ny =my(ny =m,...,ny =m|.
(B2)

The general idea in further calculations is to get an integral
equation similar to Eq. (25), but with another kernel

MO(Izl,lzz). First, we need to determine the permutation
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relation between the creation operator az and the projection
operator P,). Explicit calculations give

d
Pl = [ & Lok 0K P, (B3

d

<aZ, i)y = efro H (/ dkiM;o(kyi, k;))

i=1

x ((agag,)g + 8(ky = K)), (B4)
Mo (ki kar) = ey (biky Jwo(bika:)

Mo(ky, ky) = HM kyis ko). (BS)

Due to the orthonormality of Hermitian functions
[Eq. (18)], the recurrent relations [Eq. (27)] simplify to
the following:

K((JS)(El k ) Mo(/_é ky) (B6)
which together with Eq. (18) yields
o d b, >
(a, ak2>0 = ; ePros ,11 \/7[6 g b?p;
N it
. i1 biTa
B bl;zd/fd Zﬁ(ﬂmx Ho) — 1 (B7)
Wa) = /dp<a;ap>o Hlu lﬂo) (B3)
Plima—t0) _ |

As soon as macroscopical description of the lowest
energy state is relevant only when it is occupied by a
large number of particles N, it is reasonable to find
the distribution of this number in the grand canonical
ensemble [Eq. (5)]. For this purpose, we can use Eq. (A10),
but with the kernels in Eq. (B6), which is the same as
analytical continuation of the low-temperature limit,

ZeSﬁﬂol, s H‘f o2

1 o
e N_O e Sﬁ(ﬂmax —Ho p(NO — s) (Bg)
which allows us to express p(Ny) through p(0):
p(NO) — e_NOﬂO‘max_”O)p(O). (BIO)

The probability p(0) can be found from the normalization

Z p(NO) g 0) Z (e_ﬂ(ﬂmax_ﬂ0)>N0
Ny=0 No=0
p(0) _
- 1 —_ e_/}<ﬂmax_”0) B 1’ (Bll)
p(NO) — e_NOﬂ(/‘max_ﬂ(])(] —_ e_/j<ﬂmax_ﬂ0))‘ (Blz)
One can verify that
- 1
> p(No)No = P —— (No).  (B13)
No=0 €
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