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Origin of the soft pr spectra
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In high-energy collisions, the soft pr spectra for produced mesons contain information on the motion
of the quarks and antiquarks which form these mesons. We extract this information in the context of the
flux-tube model with Schwinger’s mechanism for particle production. We solve the Dirac equation for
quarks (and antiquarks) inside a flux tube, described as an infinitely long cylinder of radius r,, with a uni-
form electric field « inside it. We calculate the production rate of quarks, antiquarks, and pions as a
function of p;. We study first a sharp transverse boundary, and find that the result deviates from the ex-
perimental soft pr spectra, with its characteristic exponential fall. We therefore introduce a scalar po-
tential which varies smoothly in the radial direction. With simplifying assumptions we show how the ex-
perimental pr spectra of pions, created in p -p collisions, determine the transverse wave function and the
scalar potential that would produce it. The classical turning point for this potential is of the order of 0.6
fm. However, the potential flattens out considerably beyond that point. The wave function decays as
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turning point.

PACS number(s): 13.85.Ni, 12.40.Aa, 25.75.+r

I. INTRODUCTION

In the process of particle production, the origin of the
transverse momentum distribution for soft particles
(pr 2.5 GeV/c) remains one of the unsolved puzzles.
In the simple model of the Schwinger mechanism [1,2],
one often assumes capacitor plates which have an infinite
extension in the transverse directions [3,4]. The pro-
duced quarks and antiquarks have a transverse momen-
tum p; and hence a transverse mass my=1 m2+p2,
where m is the rest mass of the quark. Thus, the trans-
verse momentum acts as a mass which has to tunnel
through a barrier in the longitudinal direction to lead to
the production of gg pairs [1,3]. The produced ¢’s will
later combine with g’s to form the observed mesons. The
tunneling of the transverse mass gives rise to a probabili-
ty distribution for the transverse momentum of the
quarks in the form

exp[ —m(pi+md)/k] . (1.1)

Although the root-mean-squared value of the transverse
momentum of the observed pions (~0.37 GeV/c) is ap-
proximately consistent with a simple estimate from Eq.
(1.1) [(V2k/m)~0.35 GeV/c] with a string tension of
k=1 GeV/fm, there are many conceptual problems with
such an explanation. First, the observed distribution
[5,6] is better described in terms of an exponential func-
tion exp(—p;/T) or exp( —m/T). This differs from the
Gaussian shape (1.1) expected from infinite parallel
plates. Second, the concept of confinement suggests a
color electric flux in a limited region in the transverse
direction, so the treatment of two parallel plates of
infinite extension is not appropriate. The effects of a
transverse boundary have been studied by Martin and
Vautherin [7]. Using the Schwinger proper time method
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and there appears to be a considerable excursion of the quark into regions far beyond the classical

and the Balian-Bloch multiple reflection expansion of
Green’s functions, they calculated the pair production in
a unified electric field confined in a limited volume in
space. Their result, however, is for the overall produc-
tion rate, excluding the detailed momentum profile.

The transverse momentum distribution of the pro-
duced particles has well been reviewed [6]. In several pa-
pers, the confining radial potential is taken to be that of
the MIT bag model, or an equivalent boundary condition.
Pavel and Brink [8] have solved the Dirac equation by
separating it into longitudinal and transverse com-
ponents. Although they introduced a spatially dependent
mass term, it was applied to a square well with a sharp
boundary. In their work, and also in the work of
Schonfeld et al. [9] and Sailer et al. [10], they had a
boundary condition that gave a particle distribution of
oscillating Bessel functions of the transverse momentum.
The absence of such oscillations in experimental data
[5,6] raises the question of whether a bag model descrip-
tion for the transverse direction is realistic or not.

It is clear from the outset that the p; spectra of soft
particles reveal the motion of the produced particles in
the transverse degrees of freedom. This distribution can
be used to provide information on the motion of the con-
stituents of the mesons. Let us assume that the observed
mesons, such as pions, come from the combination of a
quark and an antiquark. If so, the distribution of the ob-
served pion comes from the convolution of the momen-
tum of the quark with that of the antiquark. In this pa-
per, we show that the ¢g pairs are produced mainly in
their ground state of their transverse degrees of freedom.
Assuming they stay in that state, the p; spectra of pions
provide direct information on the transverse momentum
distribution of ¢ and §. From this information, we can
infer the shape of the effective potential that the quark
and the antiquark experience during the process of their
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FIG. 1. Schematic picture of the flux tube, as a cylinder of
length L and radius ry. Inside there is a uniform field x. Out-
side the field is zero.

production.

We carry out such a program with the soft p; spectra
for nucleon-nucleon collisions and find the shape of the
effective potential for the quark and antiquark. Not
surprisingly, the potential one extracts rise sharply in the
region inside the “flux tube.” The classical turning point
for the quark is of the order of 0.6 fm. The motion to the
region beyond the classical turning point is, however,
considerable, as the effective potential flattens out at large
values of transverse distances, and the height of the po-
tential above the effective energy of the quark is not
large. In the radial cylindrical coordinate r, the wave
function goes like » ~3/2 for large r.

In our model the flux-tube is described as a cylinder of
length L and of radius r(, with a uniform electric field «
inside it and zero everywhere outside (see Fig. 1). In the
next section we define the problem, and apply the separa-
tion of the Dirac equation into longitudinal and trans-
verse components, as shown by Pavel and Brink [8]. The
longitudinal equation is the same equation as for the
one-dimensional problem of two infinite capacitor plates,
previously solved by Wang and Wong [4]. In this paper,
we are interested in the transverse direction only. In Sec.
III we study the radial equation with a square well poten-
tial, given by a small mass inside the tube and an infinite
mass outside it. Such a potential leads to a boundary
condition equivalent to the one given by the MIT bag
model. We show that this result does not agree with the
experimental p; spectra. In Sec. IV we allow the scalar
potential to vary smoothly with the radial coordinate
m =m (r). We show how the soft p; spectra can be used
to obtain the ground-state wave function and the trans-
verse characteristics of the potential. In Sec. V we su-
marize and present our conclusions.

II. SEPARATING THE DIRAC EQUATION TO
LONGITUDINAL AND TRANSVERSE DIRECTIONS

In applying the Schwinger particle production mecha-
nism to nucleon-nucleon collisions, we envisage that after

the projectile hits the target a quark from one nucleon
combines with a diquark from the other to form a flux
tube. Two such tubes will be formed in each nucleon-
nucleon collision. The leading quark-diquark pairs act
like gg strings and provide an external color field between
them where new ¢g pairs can be produced [3]. We shall
assume that the field created by the leading quark and an-
tiquark (or diquark) can be approximated by an Abelian
gauge field 4,. Quarks and antiquarks are spontaneous-
ly produced in this field when a quark tunnels from the
negative energy continuum to the positive one. The in-
teraction potential is g 4, where g is the charge which is
positive for a quark and negative for an antiquark. We
wish to confine both quarks and antiquarks with the same
transverse effective potential (with the same sign). It is
therefore proper to introduce an external scalar potential
[8] m (r) which contains the rest mass of the quark and
does not distinguish between quarks and antiquarks. The
Dirac equation for the quark is

[y*(p, —gA,)—m]p=0 .

Let us choose the gauge so that A=0 and 4,= A4,(z).
In that case Eq. (2.1) becomes

2.1

laptgdyz)+Bm(r)Yy=Ey¢ . (2.2)

Separation of variables is possible if one assumes the form

Y pilr,é)p(E,z)

123 —par,)p,(E,2)

Uy | | pi(rd)pyE,2) @3
Uy par @)y (E,z)

Inserting these into the Dirac equation, one can intro-
duce the separation constant m*, so that the equation
decouple to the form [8]

—(m*—m) p- pi(r: )
D+ —(m*+m) | |pa(r,d) =0, (2.4)
where p,. =p, *+ip,, and
(gAdy—E+m*) D, ¢ (E,z)
p. (gAg—E —m*) | |@s(E,2) |70
(2.5)
For the longitudinal part, let us write
¢1=0(E,z)+0,(E,z),
(2.6)
@,=0(E,z)—0,(E,z) .
In this case, Eq. (2.5) becomes
(g4o(z)—E]+p, m* o (E,z)
m* [gdo(z)—E]—p, | |92(E,2) =0.
(2.7a,b)

Inserting (2.7a) into (2.7b) and vice versa one obtains
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[{g4o(z2)—E}*+igd, Ay(2)+32—m**]o,=0. (2.8)

The equation for o, is just the complex conjugate of (2.8).
Therefore, if one solution corresponds to an incoming

0 forz<—L/2 (regionI),

g8A4y(z)=1—k(z+L/2) for —L/2<z<L /2 (region II),

—kL for L/2<z (region III) .

In the regions where A4 is constant (I and III), the solu-
tion of (2.8) is

o(z)=explik,z), o,(z)=exp(—ik,z), (2.10)
with the dispersion relation
(gdAo—EV=m*?+k?, .11

where A, is different for region I and region III. In re-
gion II the solution is a hypergeometric function given by
Wang and Wong [4]. Knowing the wave function, it is
possible to calculate the rate of pair production. This
was also calculated [4] and shown to be equivalent to the
pair production rate obtained first by Schwinger [1]. The
transmission rate for L — o is

*2
|T]?<exp | — , (2.12)
and the pair production rate is
dN _ 2N, w —a(m*2)/x
T 472Kf0 dprprIn(1—e~m*H/x) (2.13)

where 2N, is the degeneracy, as we have (2s +1)N, for
spin s =1 particles of color degeneracy N,. Schwinger’s
calculation has been repeated and generalized for time-
dependent fields by Brezin and Itzykson [2] and by
Herrmann and Knoll [11]. It was shown to be useful for
particle production in QCD by Casher et al. [3].

Let us now turn to the radial equation. The explicit
form of (2.4) is

p-pyr,¢)+[m(r)—m*]p,(r,$)=0,

(2.14)
P+pi(rd)—[m(r)+m*]py(r,4)=0,
where
— ;|98 .98 |__.ip|0 i 9
P+="15103 e ’8r+r8 ]
(2.15)
_ @8 3 |_ . _,le i
p-=—i|o——i—|=— T A
dx dy or r d¢

The angular and radial dependence can be further
separated with the assertion

wave, the other solution corresponds to an outgoing
wave. Equation (2.8) is identical to the one-dimensional
problem for infinitely parallel plates solved by Wang and
Wong [4], replacing m; with m*, and choosing the vec-
tor potential

(2.9)
[
p1=R . (re™, p,=iR, (rle!"*V y=0,+1,42,... .
(2.16)
This gives the coupled equations
%+ VEL R, (D4 m (N —m* R (N=0, (2.17a)
d v * —
Fyi— R, (r+[m(r)+m*]R, (r)=0. (2.17b)

Equation (2.17) is the radial equation to be solved for a
given scalar potential m (r).

II1. SQUARE WELL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

This is the case solved by Pavel and Brink [8] and also
by Schonfeld et al. [9] and Sailer et al. [10]. In this case,
the boundary condition is m(r)=m for r <r,, where
m is the current quark mass, and m(r)=M — « for
r >rq. Solving Egs. (2.17a) and (2.17b) on the boundary
[8] for r =ry+€ and r =r, —€ gives the condition

Rlv(ro):sz(ro) . (3.1)

One can solve Eq. (2.17) with m (r)=m, for r <r,. The
solution is

Ry(N=A4,J,(Cr), Ry(r=A4,J,.,(Cr), (32

where J,, are the Bessel functions of the first kind of order
v. Equation (3.2) solves (2.17) with the dispersion rela-
tion [8]

m*?=C2+m} = mi=+1C*+m? , (3.3)
and
4| _, C, =+\/C2i+m%+m0
A ) VCAmitm, Cs
(3.4)

Defining x . =C, r,, the boundary condition (3.1) with
the assertion (3.2) and (3.3) and (3.4) implies
Jox ) =£f(x W, (x4), (3.5)

where
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2 2 of (3.3). The full wave function is given by (2.3). The lon-
= Vx4 (morg P Emorg gitudinal part is given by (2.6). Wge limityourselves to the
incoming wave o ,. The azimuthal part is given by (2.16),
Here we have a discrete set of allowed values for C,  + and the radial part for this particular square-well bound-
where v=0,1,2, ... correspond to the azimuthal quan- ary condition is given by (3.2). Hence the allowed wave
tum number, and the s correspond to the sth solutions of ~ functions, as derived by Pavel and Brink [8], are
(3.5) for each v. The * correspond to the two solutions

J
4 1(Cv,s,i )JV(Cv,s,ir)eivd’
_iAZ(Cv,:,i )Jv+l(Cv,s,tr)e“v+”d’
A4 1(Cv,s,t )‘]v(cv,s,ir)ewdJ

iAZ(Cv,s,i )Jv+1(cv,s,ir)euv+l)d’

f(x)

X

¢v+1/2,s,i(Ev,s,i’Cv,s,i) Ul(cv,s,i’Ev,s,i’Z) . (3.6)

(The v+1/2 is just a label associated with the angular momentum of that function [8].) This result becomes interesting
only after performing a Fourier transform onto momentum space. This was realized by Schonfeld et al. [9] and Sailer
et al. [10]. Let us define

_ _L ) 27 —ipyrsing ivé
s aprr) == fo drrfo dge JAC, 1r)e™ . (3.7)
Equation (3.7) becomes

dys,cprro)= [ "dr 1l (prrT (C,y, 2r)

ro

= ;{j?z—“[ —C, s prrol i1 (Cy g 1 ro) tprd i1 (prro)(C g 7)) (3.8)
T

v,s, T

This result was obtained by Schonfeld et al. [9] and Sailer et al. [10], and also the transformed wave function

Al(vas‘i)fv,s,i(PTrO)
—iA)(C, )i+ (PTT)
"//v+l/2,s,i(EV,S,i’CV75:i)= AI(CV,S,t)&V,S,i(pTrO) Ul(cv,s,i,Ev,s,iyz) . (3.9)

i4,(C, 5 )1 5+(PTTo)

These wave functions have to be normalized, but we shall ignore the normalization for the time being. The current j,
becomes

_ ; 0 o,
P kA P
=2 {1A1&v,s,t(l’r"o)|2+|A24v+1,s,i(1’r’o)12 loy(E, 5 2,2)] . 3.10)

When z— o, the factor |o,|? is just the transmission probability | 7| for a normalized wave coming from z — — c.
For an infinitely long cylinder (L — o) it will have the form (2.12). We remind the reader that the ¢ number m *2 in
(2.12) is each one of the eigenvalues of the coupled radial equations (2.17a) and (2.17b). Once derived, they will each be
substituted in the longitudinal equation (2.8), which is itself an eigenvalue equation for the eigenvalues E. The probabil-
ity of producing a ¢ and a g is proportional to the current [4]

P, j(z>+ ). (3.11)

Comparing to the case of two parallel plates with infinite transverse extension [4], the current is now multiplied by a
new factor which previously was equal to 1. Therefore,

P, +— T |14, &, 1*+1 4,4, +|* | Xnormalization . (3.12)

The ratio between 4, and A4, is given by (3.3)-(3.5). The probability of creating a pair out of the vacuum (in the area
AxAy) will be given by
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m(C% 1 +m?)

K

1
AxAy

P,+=—In|l1—exp

X-N;,sl,i {‘Jvﬂ(Cv,s,i"o)|2\4v,s,i(1’o’o)|2+|Jv(cv,s,i"o)|2|Jv+1,s,;t(PT'o)‘2 ] .

The total number of pairs produced out of the vacuum will be

dpy dp, dp,
27 27 2w [y

dN, =phase space X probability =2N, dx dy dz

(3.13)

2 ?v,s,i . (3.14)

However dz =v,dt=p, dt /E =—dp, dz=dp,(p,/E)dt =dE dt. For a constant field x, dE =« dz and dp.dp,=2mdprpr

and, therefore,

dN

q K _ K
——=2N,—— E P =—2N.— E In
dtdz prdpr “4mt 5L v “ar* 54

l—exp[—

W(C%',Sj: +m2)

K

|

XN 2y [IJv+1(Cv,s,i"o)Izwv,s,i(l’rro)lz

where

N,

In Appendix A we show that in the limit where
ro— o, we recover the Schwinger expression. This was
not shown by Pavel and Brink [8], nor by Schonfeld et al.
[9] who derived the limit only for the total rate integrated
over all momentum space. The result (3.15) is presented
in Fig. 2 with k=1 GeV/fm. A different value of k would
change the overall cross section, but not the shape of the
pr spectra. This is due to the exponential weight in
(3.15), which will make the state with the lowest energy
dominant over all others. The high p; dependence falls
off like pT_3, as seen from (3.15) and (3.8). The oscilla-
tions in Fig. 2 are characteristic of Bessel functions.
Note that Eq. (3.15) and Fig. 2 are for the creation rate of
pairs of quarks and antiquarks, and not of pions. Never-
theless, combining the momenta of a quark and an anti-
quark to form a pion (see next section), we will not be
able to produce the typical exp( —pr/T) falloff. The low
pr has a Gaussian shape, and the high p; has oscillations.
This indicates that the square well is unrealistic as a
quantitative description of the transverse motion of the
produced quarks.

IV. THE SCALAR POTENTIAL

The soft p; spectra of the mesons contain information
on the transverse motion of the quarks and antiquarks
which form them. In the preceding section, we learned
that the p distribution of those quarks is related to their
radial wave function inside the flux tube. Knowing the
wave function, we can find out the potential that pro-

v,s,i= fowzﬂdepT |Jv+1(Cv,s,iro)lzl4v,5,j:(pTr0)|2+|Jv(cv,s,:tr0)I2|Jv+1,s,j:(pTrO)|2l .

+|JV(Cv,s,ir0)|2lJv+l,s,i(pTrO)‘z] ’ (3.15a)

(3.15b)

-

duces it. There is no a priori reason to justify an effective
potential with a sharp boundary. We therefore introduce
a smoothly varying scalar potential m%(r). Changing the
potential will result in a change of the wave function and
the p; spectra. By inserting (2.17b) into (2.17a) and vice
versa, we obtain the equations

Square Well Boundary
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2 1078 -\ k=1 GeV/fm —
5 g ]
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FIG. 2. The rate of creating ¢’s and g’s with a sharp bound-
ary at r =r,. A different value of k will not change the general
shape (see text). The wiggles result from the Bessel function J,.
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B R+ L 2R -2 R,

arz 1v r or 1v r2 1v 3
+[m*2—m2(r)]R1V(r)=—Rz,,(r)a—m(r)

9’ 139 (v+1)? L

ﬁsz(r)"r‘?—(,)?RzV(r)——rz———sz(r)

+[{m**—m(r)]R,,(r)= —R,V(r)%m (r).

Equations (4.1) are like two Schrodinger equations with
an effective potential of the form m?(r) and “energy ei-
genvalues” equal to m*2. This is not entirely correct
since the equations are coupled, but if one neglects the
m'(r) on the right-hand sides, the equations decouple. A
scalar potential is a reasonable effective potential because
it acts on both the quarks and antiquarks in the same
manner. In fact, the electric field k should not be uni-
form along the radial axis, and it should vary smoothly
unless there is “perfect confinement.” Furthermore, in-
corporating the gluons with all the components of the
Yang-Mills fields is also missing here. We therefore allow
ourselves to include a space-dependent mass, which to
some extent may account for effects that were left out.

Let us now introduce a general scalar potential m (r)
and follow the same procedure as in the previous section.
Substituting (2.16) into the wave function (2.3), and also
(2.6) with o, only, the wave function is given by

R, (re™?®
_isz(r)ei(v#'l)tﬁ
Vo125 Ey 5 2)= ivé o((E, +,2) .
R,V(r)e
isz(r)ei(V+1)¢ (42)
J
dN m™m *2
q9 K v,s, £
= N S In|1—exp |- —22E
dt dszde c 477_2 V,?i n €exXp K

where 7(p;)=7(ps) is the (two-dimensional) Fourier
transform of R (r)e’*®. Note that from now on we shall
use script characters such as R(p;) for Fourier trans-
forms to momentum space of functions R (r)e’*® in
configuration space carrying the same capital italic letter.
We do not know what m (r) should be in (4.1). On the
other hand, we know the pion p; spectra from experi-
ment. Assuming that a pion is a combination of quark
and an antiquark, we can obtain the p, spectra for the
quarks. For simplicity, we neglect the time evolution, the
hadronization, and several other effects. Since (4.5) con-
tains the Fourier transform R ,(p;), one can Fourier
transform backwards to find R (r)e’*%, and find the sca-
lar potential m (r) which will fit the data [5]. This is gen-
erally not possible, since (4.5) contains a sum. It will only
be possible if there is a dominant term, as there is in the
case of a square well. In that case

dN,

q
T dpdrn (4.6)

=P, (pr)=|R(prro)l*,
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This is a generalization of Eq. (3.6). Just as in the previ-
ous section, v is the azimuthal quantum number s, corre-
sponds to the number of nodes, and * to be positive and
negative values of m*. After a Fourier transform the
wave function will be

Rifprle™
_iﬁzv(pT)ei(v-Fl)(#
ﬁ]V(PT)€[V¢

iﬁzv(pT)ei(v+l)d’

¢v+l/2,s,i(Ev,s,i)= al(Ev,s,i’z) .

(4.3)

This more general relation replaces Eq. (3.9). The
current j, given by (3.10) for the square well is now given
by

0 o,

=0y, 9=y" Y

g, O

=2 [lﬁl,v,s,i(pT)l2+ Iﬁ2,v,s,j:(pT)|2 |01(Ev,s,i’2)l2
(4.4)

Suppose we solve (4.1) and find all the solutions for
R, (r), R, (r),and m*. Comparing (4.4) and (3.10), and
examining (2.12), (2.13) and (3.3), the production rate for
the quarks (and antiquarks) (3.15) becomes

[|7{1v,:,i(pT)‘2+ lﬁZv,s,i(pT”Z ’

—

where #=R, ,—o ;=0,+ and P,(py) is the probability
for creating a quark with transverse momentum pg,
which is equal to the probability for creating an anti-
quark with equal transverse momentum ?q(pr). The
state [v=0; s =0; + ) can be assumed dominant, since its
corresponding energy eigenvalue m *? will be the lowest,
and it appears in the exponent as seen from (2.12).

The rate in which the pions are created with a given py
is proportional to the probability to find such a pion:

dNﬂ.(pT)

dtdzpydpy - [rPT) -

This probability, denoted here as 7_(py), is given by the
convolution of probabilities for producing a quark and an
antiquark whose transverse momenta add to the p; of
that given pion. More explicitly
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?fr(pT)ocffde,lde,Z?q(pT,l)?‘q'(pT,Z)

X8(pr—pr1—Pr2)GUpr1—Pral) >
(4.8)

where the coalescence function G (|pr;—pr,|) specifies
the probability for a quark and an antiquark with a trans-
verse momentum difference p;,—pr, to form a pion. In
this paper we assume the binding of the quark and anti-
quark to form a pion arises from a longitudinal ‘“yo-yo”
motion [12], independent of the transverse direction.
Therefore we take G=1. (Other forms of G can be intro-
duced if desired.) The pion distribution can then be eval-
uated analytically by applying the Faltung (folding)
theorem which states that if we define

Pq(r)E—zl;fdpme—ipr'"r?(pm) ) (4.9a)
1 —i T

Pq(r)EE;fde,ze T P(pry) (4.9b)

and
1 ippr

Pypr)=-_ [dre™TP (1), (4.9¢)
then

P,(r)<2mP,(r)P (1) . (4.10)

Let us denote the operation of taking the Fourier trans-
form by ¥, for example, P(p;)=F[P(r)], and inversely
P(r)=F [P(p;)]. From (3.7), it is clear that the two-
dimensional Fourier transform of a function, P(r), with
angular dependence exp(ive), is

Plpr)=F[P(r)]= fo“’dr I, (prr)P(r) . (4.11a)
Consequently
Ppr) =FPlpy)]= fowdepTJV(pTr)’P(pT) . (4.11b)

In our notation Y’,T(pT)=f/7[P,T(r)], and since the proba-
bility to create a quark is equal to that of creating an an-
tiquark, Eq. (4.10) implies that P_(r)«< |P,(r)|*>. We shall
assume that, just as in the case for a square well, the
probability to create a quark is dominated by one wave
function. This is indicated in (4.6), which claims that ap-
proximately ?,(pr)x<|R(pr)|%. Here, R(py) is the
ground-state wave function in momentum space, for
which v=0. Combining all these results, we find the pion
pr spectra P (py) from R (r):

~ A A 2
?’,,(pT)OCS‘[ 5 [{:7[R(r>]12] ] ] : 4.12)
Or inversely, if one is given the measured p; distribu-
tions, 2, (pr), one can find the ground-state wave func-
tion R (r) by applying the following set of operations:

R(N<FNHF UL, (pr) ]} 272 . 4.13)

Equations (4.12) and (4.13) constitute some of the main
results of the present investigation. They provide a direct
transcription from the p; spectra to the transverse
ground-state wave function of the quark, and vice versa.

If we take the data of Alper et al. [5] forp +p—>7TX
at Vs =30.6 GeV and 6, ,, =89", the p; distribution can
be fit very well with the parametrization

mr

T,

a

?ﬂ(pT) o

T eXp

(mT)
mTEVp%+m3r >

where m =140 MeV is the mass of the pion. The best
parametrization turned out to be 7,=290 MeV and
A=1.5. This fit of the data [5] is presented in Fig. 3.
Note that T, is not the usual “temperature,” since out fit
is different from the usual exp(—p;/T). From this pa-
rametrization of 7,(p ), one can calculate the wave func-
tion R (r) by carrying out the series of operations de-
scribed by (4.13). Although it is not easy to form an ex-
act analytical evaluation of R (r), it can be carried out ap-
proximately, as shown in Appendix B. By taking the
modified Bessel function K ,(z) as =~ V'm/2ze "%, the wave
function turns out to be roughly (see Appendix B)
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(4.14)

Rn= | 2222 | 1 (s r, ppreos
for A<5/2, (4.15)
and, for A=1.5,
R(n=V2/7T,[1+(2T,r?] 34, 4.16)

which shows that the wave function goes like r 372 for
r— o0, a rather slow decay for large distances.

The approximation we used for the modified Bessel
function is good only for large z. Since the Fourier trans-
form involves the whole region of z, the result (4.15) pro-

p+p - nT+X , s'/*=30.6 GeV, 6,,=89°

T
102 —
® data (Alper et al)
10! - —— parameterized fit with: —|
(mq)™ exp(-mq/T,)
100 T,=290 MeV —
o A=15
N o —
[
o
N
“o 10-2 —
o
E
- 1073 |
Q.
o
~
o 1074 —]
o
=
LR e B S B
0 1 2 3
pr (GeV)
FIG. 3. p-p data from Alper et al., fit here with

mr *exp(—my /T, )X const, having T, =200 MeV and A=1.5.
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vides only a guide for the type of functions one expects
after the series of operation (4.13). Changing direction, it
is possible to start with R (7) and to obtain 7_(p;), by
carrying out the operations in Eq. (4.12). We can use
R (r) as in (4.15), leaving the parameters T, and A free to
fit the data. In other words, we replaced the approximate
sign in (4.16) with an equality and chose

R(r)=V2/7T,[1+ (2T, r? /478 4.17)

Doing this, we found that A=1.5 agreed well with the
calculation, but T, in (4.16) could do with an adjustment,
and was replaced with the value T, =200 MeV in (4.2) to
be the best fit of the data [5] (see Fig. 4). The difference
between T, and T, gives an estimate of the error in (4.15)
and (4.16). The wave function (4.17), which leads to the
fit in Fig. 4, is given in Fig. 5.

Given the wave function, one can find out the potential
that would produce it. One may apply Eq. (4.1a),
neglecting m'(r) and taking v=0:

mz(r)=m*2+R‘1<r)l%r%R(r) (4.18)
This gives
2 =meia | LA (9/8—A/4)r*—(2T;) 2

8 4 [r2+(2Tb)—2]2 4
(4.19)
and for A=1.5
3r2—T,2
mAr)=m*i i (4.20)

4 [r242T,) %)

which is the radial scalar potential for the flux tube. The
potential (4.20) is given in Fig. 6.

The classical turning point r, can be interpreted as the
radius of the flux tube, just as r, in Fig. 1 is the classical

ptp — nt+X s 81/2:30.6 GeV, 6.,,=89°

I S A I S R S R

102 1— ® data (Alper et al.)

) —— theoretical fit with:

10l — _

R(r)=(2/m)"® Ty[1+(2Tyr)?] ¥

~ 100 L T,=200 MeV
>
U
(&}
o 1071
o
el
E 1072 |—
nﬂ.
T 1073
o
G‘U
w1074

1075 -

| SRS
0 1 2 3
pr (GeV)

FIG. 4. The p-p data points from Alper et al., and a solid
curve corresponding to the py spectra calculated with the wave
function R (r) given by Eq. (4.17).
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Wave Function

Fj"l""§""T""!7"]

R(r)=(2/m)"/% T,[1+(2T,r)?]"%* ]
T,=200 MeV .

R(r) (fm™)

04 —

I

r (fm)

FIG. 5. The wave function R (r) given by (4.17) with T, =200
MeV and A=1.5 which produced the solid curve in Fig. 4. The
classical turning point r. around 0.57 fm is indicated by the ar-
row.

turning point for a sharp boundary. It is given by setting
V(r.)—E=0 in the Schrodinger equation. Since V —E
here corresponds to m(r)—m*?* [see Eq. (4.1)], the rela-
tion (4.20) will give

1 1

r. = —— - — (421)
¢ V9/2—AT, V3T,

=0.57 fm .

This value is reasonable for a gg string. For a general fit
of the form (4.14), the size of the string will be derived
from (4.19). In other words, a given experimental p; dis-
tribution will imply an approximate size of the tube by the
prescription

Scalar Potential

0l T 71T T T T T T

0.0 /? 1

b:,> -0.1 — / Te ’ﬂ“

o -

e L 1
b T,=200 MeV .

¢ -0.2 — / A=1.5 n

£ F / q

~ r / 1

= /

& -o3p =

SR

r (fm)

FIG. 6. The potential given by (4.20) with T, =200 MeV and
A=1.5. It can always be shifted by a constant, as only V —FE
affects the wave function in the Schrodinger equation. The clas-
sical turning point 7. around 0.57 fm is indicated by the arrow.



46 ORIGIN OF THE SOFT p; SPECTRA 1005
1 m ] sistent with the lattice calculations in a different context.
T . . g . .
P (pr)x ——exp [— —_s———— In conclusion, our result indicates that the p; distribu-
i (mp) T, ¢ V9/2-AT, tion of soft mesons originates from an effective potential
4.22) the quark experience in the transverse direction that al-

correct up to ~30%.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Recognizing that the p, spectra of soft-produced
mesons contain information on the motion of the quarks
and antiquarks which form these mesons, we extract this
information in the context of the flux-tube model with
Schwinger’s mechanism for particle production. This is
carried out by assuming that an observed pion comes
from combining a produced quark and a produced anti-
quark. Therefore, the transverse momentum distribution
of the observed pions comes from the convolution of the
transverse momenta distributions for the produced
quarks and the produced antiquarks.

We introduce a smoothly varying scalar potential and
consider the motion of a quark (or an antiquark) in a
strong external field. We calculate the production rate of
the quarks and pions as a function of p;. We show how
the experimental p; spectra of pions produced in p-p col-
lisions can be used to determine the transverse wave func-
tion of the quark and vice versa, using Fourier trans-
forms. Based on some simplifying assumptions, the re-
sults are Eqgs. (4.12) and (4.13). Knowing the transverse
wave functions we can obtain the effective potential that
would generate it.

From such a program, we find that the shape of the
effective potential in the interior region is what one
would expect. That is, the potential rises from the center
of the flux tube, and the classical turning point is of the
order of 0.6 fm, implying a classical size of the tube of
this magnitude. This size is close to the common esti-
mate [3] of ~0.5 fm. Nevertheless, the effective potential
flattens out considerably beyond that point. For large r
the potential goes like ~1/r2. Consequently, the wave
function decays slowly in the transverse direction as
r 372 for larger 7, and extends much beyond the classical
turning point. The root-mean-square radius of the quark
wave function is 1.9 fm, which is considerably larger than
the classical turning point. Such a slow decay is a
surprising result. There appears to be a considerable
motion of the quarks in the transverse direction. In this
regard, it is of interest to note that the size of the tube
one obtains in a lattice gauge calculation is quite thick
[13], of the order of one-half the longitudinal length of
the tube for a system in equilibrium. The evidence
presented here may be the first indication of the extensive
transverse motion of the quarks, and is qualitatively con-

dN «

1T(Cf,,SJ_r +m?)

lows a substantial excursion of the quark into the classi-
cally forbidden region. That region is beyond 0.6 fm,
which is the classical size of our tube. The tube flux mod-
el, which was developed initially for p-p collision, has
since been applied to A- A4 collision at energies reached at
the BNL Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) [14].
The py distribution for 4-A4 collisions is very similar to
p-p, and even with almost identical parameters [6].
Nucleus-nucleus collisions at zero-impact parameter have
at least two radial length scales: the radius of the elemen-
tary qq string (calculated here ~0.6 fm) and the radius of
the colliding nuclei ~1.24!/3 fm. Nevertheless, these
processes occur at a “real” temperature of 7 =200 MeV,
which adds another length scale (1/7 =1 fm). A detailed
calculation of the p; profile for 4-A4 collisions is neces-
sary. It will help us to distinguish between the ¢-g string
effects and thermal effects, and could lead us to the con-
quest of the desired holy grail, i.e., the quark-gluon plas-
ma.
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APPENDIX A: RECOVERING THE
SCHWINGER LIMIT WHEN r, — «

The Schwinger limit is Eq. (2.13) with m *? replaced by
p?+m?2. That limit can be derived from (3.15) setting
ro— oo, as one should expect. In that case, one can use
the asymptotic form for the Bessel function, i.e.,
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lim J,(x)=

X — 0

) (A1)

and the expression in curly brackets in (3.15a) becomes
simply &, ; +(). After setting r,— o in the integral
(3.8), one obtains
1
Pl ©)=—8(pr—Cys4) . (a2)
Pr

Substituting this result in (3.15), one notices that
8 pr—C, . +)=8(pr—C, )8(0), and 8(0) is just a
volume element which disappears in the normalization in

the denominator of (3.15). Hence this will give use the
result

5(PT_Cv,si)

lim g

ro—o dtdz prdpr 2 In cxp

¢ 2
4 v,st

(A3)

K 27C, 5 +

All that is left now is to replace the discrete sum over all the coefficients found by Pavel and Brink [8] by a continuous
integral. This is easily done if one recognizes that the quantum number v is associated with an azimuthal angle as in
(2.16), and that the quantum number s counts the allowed frequencies necessary to form standing waves which satisfy
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the boundary condition. Therefore summing over v,s, = becomes an integral over all allowed momenta. When ry— oo
the solutions are sufficiently dense to become an integral. At the limit where every point in momentum space is a solu-
tion, then 3,  + —Ax Ay X 27TfC dC, and consequently one recovers Schwinger’s result [1]

dN, i m(pi+m?)
lim i =_72N — [4 In|1—exp— —— | . (A4)
ro— o d4x 0477_2 f prT p K

APPENDIX B: DERIVING THE WAVE FUNCTION FROM THE p; DISTRIBUTION

We shall evaluate the wave function R (r) in (4.15) from the experimental data [5] parametrized by (4.14), using the
relation (4.13). The multiple operation (4.13) is usually not possible analytically; however, in some cases it can be car-
ried out approximately. For the type of functions as in (4.14) it is useful to know the Hankel-Nicholson-type integrals
[15]):

r* 1 (ar)

® alzVH
dr = K,  (az) (a>0, Rez>0, —1<Rev<2Reu+3/2). (B1)
fo (r24z2p*t 26D (u+1) TH Y # )
For our purposes, using our notation
A 1 /\_1 1
W ‘IpéfK_“(PT/Ta ), F [p»‘;KAu(pT/Ta)]“W . (B2)

For large enough z, the modified Bessel functions are approximately

K“(z)z\/‘n'/Zze*z (B3)

for all u. We neglect the mass of the pion, my~py, and approximate o(py) as p”> *K, _, ,(p7/T,). The order of n
at this level of approximation can always be chosen so that one can make use of Eq. (B2). Applying formula (4.13), we
get

R(r)= g_l\/P(rl/“_x/Z)Kl/4+A/2(PT/Ta) . (B4)

This can be approximated again by using the exponential approximation for the modified Bessel functions, which will
imply that

VK, (2)=(z/2m)'*K (2 /2) (BS)

for any p and p'. Applying (B2) again will produce Eq. (4.15).
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