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Abstract

We investigate thé. A andK™ p intensity correlations in high-energy heavy-ion collisso First,

we examine the dependence of th& correlation on thé\ A interaction and thé A pair purity
probability 2. For smalla, the correlation function needs to be suppressed by thiéteraction

in order to explain the recently measurgd correlation data. By comparison, when we adopt
the A value evaluated from the experimentally measuz ratio, the correlation function
needs to be enhanced by the interaction. We demonstratiésat two cases correspond to the
two analyses which gave opposite signs of Are scattering length. Next, we discuss tkep
correlation function. By using the locKIN potential which reproduces the kaonic hydrogen data
by SIDDHARTA, we obtain thé~ p correlation function. We find that th€~ p correlation can
provide a complementary information with tKe p elastic scattering amplitude.

Keywords: Hadron-hadron interaction, Two particle intensity caatien, Heavy-ion collisions,
Scattering length, Resonance

1. Introduction

Interactions between hadrons are basic ingredients ireaueind hadron physics. We need
nucleon-nucleonNIN), hyperon-nucleon{N) and hyperon-hyperorY{) interactions to theo-
retically investigate normal nuclear and hypernuclearcstre and nuclear matter equation of
state (EOS)AA interaction is one of the key interactions in exotic hadrbggics and neutron
star physics. FirstAA interaction is closely related to the existence of the démgp, theH par-
ticle (uuddss). While it seems improbable that there is a bothdtate below theé\ A threshold,

H may exist as a loosely bound state or as a resonance statde@ply bound [1] was ruled
out by the observation of the doublehypernucleus$ He in the Nagara event![2, 3], and the
upper bound of loosely bourtd production is found to be very small; it is much lower than the
anti-deuteron (1S, 2S) — dX) production at the KEKE*e™ collider B], and much lower than

Email addresses: ohnishi@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp (Akira Ohnishi),kmorita@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac. jp
(Kenji Morita), miyahara@ruby.scphys.kyoto-u.ac. jp (Kenta Miyahara)hyodo@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac. jp
(Tetsuo Hyodo)

Preprint submitted to Nuclear Physics A May 10, 2016


http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05761v2

various theoretical prediction@ [5] at the Large Hadronli@et at CERN l[__é]. By comparison,

a bump structure above theA threshold was observed [7], and recently performed absinit
calculations show the existence of the botthdt least in the SU(3) limit with unphysical quark
massesﬂtﬂ 9]. Thel around theAA threshold should have the molecule naturéaf, and in-
formation onA A interaction is decisiveAA interaction is also important in neutron star physics,
especially to solve the "hyperon puzzle”. Hyperons are etqeto appear in the core of heavy
neutron stars, whereas the hyperonic equations of stateutfan star matter are generally too
soft to support # neutron staréﬂO]. If th& A interaction is repulsive enough at high densities,
it may be possible to support massive neutron stars. Cgrtats importance, information on
the AA interaction is very limited. There is only one uniquely itiéad doubleA hypernucleus,
\>He, observed in Nagara eveht [2, 3]. The bond eneBy, provides precious information,
but it is not enough to determine the shape ofAepotential.

Recent developments in exotic hadron physics demand desjlerstanding of meson-
baryon (MB) and meson-mesorMM) interactions. There have been exciting developments
in the spectroscopy of hadron resonances, starting witldigmovery ofDg;(2317) m] and
X(3872) [12] in the charmed meson sector. Recently, newsstae also observed in the bot-
tom sector, such aZ;(10610) andZ;(10650) ] and in the baryon sectd?;(4380) and
P£(4450) ]. These states cannot be explained by the sinyalekanodel and are considered to
be candidates of exotic hadrons. Among others, the hadnooliecules are closely related to the
hadron-hadron interactions. One of the typical exampldsadionic molecules is th&(1405)
baryon resonance which appears nearkiethreshold. It is considered askaN quasi-bound
state in theK N-7X coupled-channel analys@[@, 16] (see RJ_[_;|7, 18] tmmereviews). The
structure ofA(1405) is closely related to the strength and energy deperdef thel = 0 KN
interaction. The uncertainty of theN scattering amplitude at around the threshold is reduced
by the high precision data of the kaonic hydrogen by SIDDHAH@] combined with theK™p
scattering datmﬂl]. Because the low endfgy scattering data was accumulated by old
bubble chamber experiments with relatively large expenitaleuncertainties, new and accurate
information is desired to further sharpen the descriptich@K N amplitude. Precise knowledge
of theKN interaction is also important to study possible bound stef& in nuclei ].

One of the observables to get information on hadron-hadtoyrir{teraction is the two hadron
intensity correlation@ﬂﬂ@?]. Two hadron intepgibrrelation is generated mainly by
guantum statistics (QS), known as the Hanbury Brown, T\@Nr Goldhaber, Goldhaber, Lee,
Pais Eb] éfects, and the final state interactiﬁ[@, 25]. One expedistantial dependence of
the correlation function on the pairwikh interaction, provided that the interaction iststiently
strong in the range comparable to théeetive source sizeﬁtﬂ%]. RecentlyA correlation
in high-energy heavy-ion collisions has been measuredeaR#ativistic Heavy-lon Collider
(RHIC) at the Brookhaven National Laborato@[?)O]. Thematanalysis of data implies that
the AA interaction is weakly attractive and there is no looselyrimbstate([31]. By comparison,
another analysis suggests theA interaction is weakly repulsive or there is a loosely bound
state I[E_b]. Resolving this contradiction is an importaejpsto utilizehh correlation as a tool
to extracthh interaction. If it is successful, we can apply the same ntktbhatherhh correla-
tion. SpecificallyK~p correlation is a good candidate. Bothkf andp are long-lived charged
particles and abundantly produced in heavy-ion collisighen it is possible to measure the
correlation function precisely. The correlation functimeasurement will provide a further con-
straint on theKN interaction, in combination with the accumulated data efkhonic hydrogen
and theK™ p scattering.

In this article, we investigate th&A andK~p correlations in heavy-ion collisions. We first
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compare the\ A correlation functions in the two correlation function fartae, the Koonin-Pratt
(KP) formula [24] and the Lednicky-Lyuboshits (LL) [25] mekformula. The LL model is ap-
plied to analyze thA A correlation data in RemO], and the KP formulais used ifi @]. The

LL model is an analytic model, where the asymptotic wave fiends assumed. We demonstrate
that these two formulae give almost the safire correlation function from heavy-ion collisions
for the the static and spherical source. Next we examineepentience of thAA correlation
on the pair purity parameterand the scattering lengty. The quantum statistical correlation
for AA with the pair purity probabilityl read<C,,(q — 0) = 1-1/2 at small relative momentum
g, and the STAR data sho@,,(q — 0) ~ 0.82. Whent is close to unity, the quantum statistical
correlation function approach€s, ~ 0.5, and thus the interaction should be attractive to ex-
plain the observednhanced correlation. For smalk, on the other hand, the quantum statistical
correlation function becomes close to unity and the intesateeds teuppressthe correlation.
We demonstrate that the choice of thg@arameter is the origin of the féiérence between the
results in Ref.@O] and ReL_[_Bl]. In the formaris regarded as a free parameter and the optimal
value is found to be small, then the positive scatteringtieag > 0 (decreasing phase shift) is
favored. In the latter] is evaluated by using measured data [32, 33], and the fawmattering
length is found to bey < O (increasing phase shift). Finally we discuss Kiep correlation
function. TheKN scattering has two componentsz 0 andl = 1 in the isospin basis arii~p
andK°n in the charge basis. We thus write down the correlation fandormula in the case
of coupled-channel scattering. To predict the correlatiorction, we adopt th&N potential
developed in Ref|E4] which reproduces the scattering adugsd @)Ell] We also examine the
dependence of the correlation function with respect to @taits of the potential.

This article is organized as follows. In SEt. 2, we briefly suamize the correlation function
formalism. In Sed.]3, we discuss the\ correlation function and its dependence/on interac-
tion. In Sec[}, we discuss th& p correlation in heavy-ion collisions. We summarize our work
in Sec[®.

2. Hadron-Hadron Correlation Function in Heavy-lon Collisonsand ItsRelation to I nter-
action

In this section, we explain the correlation function foramyl the KP formula [24] and the
LL [@] model formula. The former is used in RelﬂSl] and tlagtér is used in Refl[30]. We
compare the correlation functions in these two formulaedosE3 and14.

2.1. Correlation Function
Two-hadron intensity correlation from a chaotic sourceegin the KP formula]ﬁ4],

[ d*d*%S1(x1, p1)S2(%e, p2) [, Q)|2
J d*x1d*%S1(x1, P1)S2(X2, p2)

- f drSuo(n) 2O, ) )

C(q.P) = (1)

whereS;(x, pi) (i = 1,2) is the single particle source function of the hadrevith momentum
Pi, d = (Mpp1 — Mp2)/ (M + my) is the relative momentun® = p; + p2 is the center-of-mass
momentumy is the relative coordinate with timefeiérence correction, anél) is the relative
wave function in the two-body outgoing state with an asyniptelative momentung. In the
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case where we can ignore the timéelience of the emission and the momentum dependence of
the source, we integrate out the center-of-mass coordiamatebtain Eq{2), whei®;,(r) is the
normalized pair source function in the relative coordinate

We assume here that onfywave part of the wave function is modified by the hadronic
interaction. FOIAA, the relative wave function is given as

W) = V2ys[cos@ - ) + wan(r) - jo(ar)] + V2ixisin@-r) , ®3)

whereys andy; show the spin part of the wave function in spin-singlet and-$pplet, respec-
tively, jo is the spherical Bessel function, asg, is the spatial part of the relative wave function
in sswave, which is regular at— 0 and has an asymptotic form,
Yan(r) — il sin(gr + 6) = L €7 —e2e™]|  (r - o) 4)
e ar 2iqr ’
with § being the phase shift. Then for the static and sphericatsgBi(x, p) « exp(x2/2R?)5(t—
to), the correlation function is obtained as

CE@ = 1- 5 expbaq?®) + 5 [ am2dr i) [P - lo@F] . ©)

whereSi,(r) = exp(r?/4R?)/(2+/7R)® and we take the spin average #)>. The second
term arises from the quantum statisticéfleet which suppresses the correlation due to the anti-
symmetrization of the wave function for spin-half fermiofiie third term shows the interaction
effects; when the wave function is enhanced due to the attradtie@ correlation is enhanced
accordingly.

For K~ p, we consider the following wave function in the p channel,

PO = exp(q - 1) + o) - Jolar) . 6)

wherey-, is the sswave relative wave function with the outgoing boundary dition. The
relative momentum is defined ly = (Mpkk — mk-kp)/(mk- + Mp) with kk- (kp) being the
momentum oK~ (p). We ignore the Coulomb interaction in this work. The caatieln function
is calculated to be

CEP@ = 1+ [ 4nrZ Sual) 0 ~ intan)?] )
0

It should be noted that there is no (anti-)symmetrizatiothefwave function.

SinceK~p couples withK®n, we need to take care of the channel coupling. With the isospi
basis wave functiog (r) which has the asymptotic form sop(+ 6,)/(ar), a general form of the
KN wave function‘I’(KfN)J=0 can be written as the superposition of the isospin compsnent

_ K~ KO (K~ KO
l}/é&zQ - CO)L\/;(WL/’O(V) +C X( pi/;\,/( n) () (8)
= X (K™ p)-(r) + x (K)o, (1), 9)

wherey (K~ p) andy(K°n) denote the isospin wave function specifying the chargeﬂsttn order
to keep the outgoing boundary condition with pur&yp channel, the cd&cientsCy andC;

1The phase convention is chosen tqke) = —|I = 1/2,13 = —1/2).
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should be

e—i(50 e—i§1
> Cl == )
V2 V2

wheres (I = 0,1) shows the phase shift in the isospin base. The outgoing wathe K°n
channels disappears, and the asymptotic wave functioreik tip channel is found to be

Co = (10)

(o) —>— @7 -S| Sea=2(Sg +ST) 7 S =e (11)

It should be noted_thaj?wp does not correspond to ti&matrix in theK~p channelSy-, =
(So + 81)/2. TheKN channel couples with the lower threshaill channels, then the phase
shifts become complexp, 61 € C.

2.2. Lednicky and Lyuboshits Model

In order to examine the interaction dependence of the @iioelfunction, an analytic model
developed by Lednicky and Lyuboshits (LIJ.)__[ZS] is useful. the LL model, the correlation
function is obtained by using the asymptotic wave functiod the dfective range correction,
then it is given in terms of the scattering amplitude and thiective range. We consider here the
following asymptotic wave function,

3 smqr e
Yasy(r) = [ a + f( )—} (12)
wheref(q) = (S - 1)/2ig. We can evaluate the integral in the KP formulagqgy as
2
f o Sua(r)Wasy(1) = - [Ifz(g)zl ZR\/ej(q) Fi(x) - |mf(q) Fa(x) + Fz(X) C13)

wherex = 20R, Fi(x) = fOX dte” > /x and Fa(x) = (1 - e*xz)/x, and we have utilized the
relationfooc dte t+24 = \re /2 + ixF1(x). We find that the functioifr; is well approximated
in the formF1(X) = (1 + c1x® + Cx* + 3x8) /(1 + (€1 + 2/3)%% + c4x* + c5x8 + ¢3x8) with
(C1,---,C5) = (0.123 0.0376 0.0107, 0.304,0.0617) in thex range of interest, & x < 20 [_3_5].
In the single channel case, the deviation from the asynptedive function at smalyj can be
obtained by using thefkective range formul@G],

1
r

L (e siPar+)] 1
!mlf(q)lzfo rdr[w’l @2 | 2« 14)

The integral in the left hand side of EG.{14) gives the cdioecto Eq. [IB), when we multiply
a factore /4% to the integrand. We expect that the factor does not chargatidgral much as
long asR is large enough compared with the interaction range. Urdgsraissumption, we can
evaluate theféective range correction. By using Eds.](13) dnd (14), oneeat the interaction
dependent part of the correlation function in the LL modé&l][2

i[lf(q)le (reff) 2Ref(q) Imf(q)
IS2| 2R PR ViR

1- 8P Fa(X)
S x

ACH(q) = — f-—7=

5

Fo( )] (15)
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Figure 1: Correlation functiof as a function ofjand ¥ap in the LL model [25]. We show the results fBr= 2.5 fm
andreg = 5 fm as an example. In the white areas, the correlation fomés greater than 2 or less than 0.

wherex = 2gR and the &ective range correction appearsfg(rer/R) = 1 — reg/2vVaR. In
the formula given in Ref[[25], one assumgs) = (y(*)* and|S| = 1, then thef is the actual
scattering amplitude and the last term in Eql (15) does rist.ex

The AA correlation function in the LL model is given as

Clh (@) =1- 3¢ + 2aC (@), (16)
We note that there is no open channel &id= 1 for AA at smallg, then the last term in E._(IL5)
disappears. In Fifll1, we show the\ correlation function in the LL model as a function of the
relative momentung and the reciprocal of the scattering lengftagfor R = 2.5 fm andreg =
5 fm. It should be noted that we take the “nuclear physics¥veation for the scattering length,
qcots = —1/ag + rexd?/2 + O(q*), which leads ta5 ~ —apq at low energy. Wheteg| is small,
the correlation function is approximately described byghantum statistics term, and converges
to 0.5 atg — 0. In the negativey case (attractive potential without loosely bound statie),
correlation function is enhanced especially at smatiecause of the enhanced wave function by
the attraction. We note that the correlation is generalppsessed when the scattering length is
positive; Positiveag means that there is a shallow bound state or the interacti@pulsive, then
the squared wave function is suppressed by the node or bythision. Thus the correlation
6



function is sensitive to th& A interaction, as long as otheffects do not wash out the above
trend.

As for theK™p correlation function in the LL model, we use the wave functio theK™p
channel, Eq[(D1), and find the correlation function is aldias

C(q) =1+ ACY (g, S = Scp, f — fLF3 = 1), (17)

whereAC!(q) is given in Eq.[(Ib) withF3 = 1. It should be noted again that the “scattering
amplitude” f = (S, — 1)/2iq used iNAC'" is not the scattering amplitude K—p — K~ p
scattering,f,-,. The scattering amplitude &~ p is given asfc-, = (fo + f1)/2, where the the
isospin base scattering amplitudes are giveSjas € = 1 + 2igfi. Only when the scattering
amplitudes are smafj f;| < 1, f approximately matches Witfy- .

3. AA Correlation

The AA correlation from heavy-ion collisions has been expectagrtwide information on
theAA interaction@?], and it is recently measured at RHICHy/$TAR collaboratiomO].
One of the theoretical analyses of data implies that theéesiag length of theAA interaction
is negative (increasing phase shift at low energy).25 fm < ay < 0 ﬂﬁ], while the STAR
collaboration concluded that the scattering length istpesidecreasing phase shift, = 1.10+
0.37°298 fm [3d]. The positive scattering length suggests that tiggebound state oA or
the AA interaction is repulsive, neither of which are not immeeliaticceptable, then we now
discuss the reason of thefidirence.

There are three ffierences in these analyses; the correlation function fanthe source
function, and the assumption on the pair purity probabillty this section, we re-analyze the
data by using the LL model with fierent assumptions ohin order to pin down the origin of
the diference in the scattering length of the interaction. We first compare theA correlation
in the KP and LL formulae in Subsdc. B.1. We also discuss thleative flow efects. Next
we discuss the feed-dowrfects and the residual correlation in Subgecl 3.2. We engghasi
that the pair purity parameteris the key quantity. In Subsdc. 8.3, we discuss the favargd
interactions. Throughout this paper, we use the minimurs dita (0- 80% centrality) of
combinedAA andAA correlation from Au-Au collisions at+/s,, = 200 GeV [30].

3.1. AA Correlation in the Koonin-Pratt and Lednicky-Lyuboshits formula

We first discuss the eference coming from the correlation function formula. Thef&iiPnula
given in Eq. 1) is used in Reﬂrﬂal], and the LL formula in Efi8) is adopted in Ref|__[_:|30].
We need explicit potentials to evaluate the wave functiothenKP formula. Most of thé\A
potentials examined in Rei:[bl] do not predict the existeatthe AA bound state, and the
positiveag region is not well explored. Thus we re-analyze the data ygutie LL model.

In the upper panel of Fidl2, we show the correlation functbtained with fss2AA in-
teraction [3/7] and a static spherical source, as an exanMgeecompare the results in the KP
(red squares) and LL formula (orange dashed line). The @ptsource size is found to be
R = 1.2 fm in the analysis using the KP formula. Because of the cttma, the correlation
function in the KP formula is enhanced from the free resudtstéd line), and approximately
explains the data. In the LL model, we take the low energytedayg parameters of fss2,
(a0, rer) = (—0.81 fm, 3.99 fm), and calculate the phase shift from these values \Wihsame
source sizeR = 1.2 fm. We find that the LL model well reproduces the correlafiothe KP
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formula, suggesting that results from the asymptotic wavetion corrected with thefkective
range give a good estimate, even in the case where the sdzeds smaller than thefiective
range. Thus the correlation functions in the KP and LL foraeudre found to be consistent for
AA correlation from heavy-ion collisions, as long as we adogjlzerical static source.

AA corr. (KP LL)

1
~ 0.9
C)
)
. 5 KP (R=1.2 fm) —o—
0.8 5 LL (R=1.2 fm) —
S QS (R=1.2fm) «eee
KP (w/ flow, Rt=0.7 fm) —a—
0.7 ; STAR 0-80% —=—
"0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
q (GeV/c)

AA corr. (with feed-down, residual corr.)

G
O
08 || - 2

LL (\=(0.67)%) ——

g_L Efree))\g -——

KP (w/ flow, )\=(O.6782) —a—

0.7 STAR 0-80% —=—

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
q (GeV/c)

Figure 2:AA correlation function obtained by using the KP and LL forneuila comparison with datl [B0]. Upper panel
shows the results with the fsgA potential [37] from the static spherical source in the KP ahdformulae. Lower
panel shows the results with the feed-down and residuatsadiiects in the LL formula. We compare the results in the
fixed A ca&ie £ = (0.67)) and the freel case. In both panels, we also show the results including fftsets in the KP
formula [31].

We can take account of the collective floftieets by modifying the source function in the KP
formula. The boost-invariant (Bjorken) expansion is assdifor the longitudinal flow, and the
transverse flow strength is fixed by fitting the transverse emom spectrum ok. The optimal
transverse source size is found toRye=~ 0.7 fm @]. We show the results with flowffects in
the upper panel of Fif] 2 (open circles). The sourcdfiisctively elongated in the longitudinal
direction, then the correlation appears more stronglyéstiallq region albeit with the smaller
transverse size. This captures the feature found in the data



3.2. Feed-down and residual correlation effects

The above results are not yet satisfactory in two pointsstFwe have not taken account
of A emission from the decay of long-lived particles. The disturs so far applies to the case
whereA particles are directly emitted from the hot matter. Feedndfrom short-lived hyperon
resonances can be taken into account by modifying the sa@izee and weak decay fro®
andQ can be rejected by using the distance of closest approadie torimary vertex [30]. By
contrast, we cannot rejeet from x°, which decays electromagnetically. Second, the optimal
transverse source size is much smaller than that expectetitfre correlation analyses of other
hadrons. In the STAR data, we find that th& correlation function is suppressed significantly
even at high relative momentum regiap,; 0.2 GeV. This high-momentum tail may suggest the
existence of unknown smaller-size source, referred to @srésidual” sourceIEO], and makes
the favored source size smaller. One can take account oédtedown &ects and the residual
source fects by modifying the correlation function as follows,

Ceor(@) = N (1+ A(Chard@) — 1) + re™ ) | (18)

whereCpardq) is given in the KP or LL formula, Eq[{1) or Ed._(116), amd shows the global
normalization factor. The pair purity probabilifyreceives an apparent reduction when signifi-
cant part ofA comes fronE® — yA. As a result, the deviation from unit€(- 1) is suppressed.
The last term represents the modification by the residuatsou

One of the diferences in the two analysegj[ﬁ] 30] is the assumption on ahepprity
probability A. In Ref. Ei], we have evaluatetlbased on the measurements8fand= (fixed
A case), while the STAR collaboration takéss a free parameter (fr@ecase). The pair purity
probability 1 may be evaluated as= (0.67) = ((1 - 0.278— 0.15)/(1 — 0.15)¥ = 0.4489 [31]
based on the observed rati8/A,; = 0.278 ]and E —» A)/Ai = 0.15 @], whereAot
representd yield including decay contributions. While the abd&Ry A ratio is measured in a
different reaction, it is close to the statistical model estnzatd small modification of does
not change our conclusion. Readers may doubt that the almrv@urity probabilitya is too
large compared with the measured pair purity probabilitthempA correlation,A ~ 0.15 @].

It should be noted that, however, protons aslin Ref. @] include those from weak as well
as electromagnetic decays. They also include misidenfifietbns and\s from the energy loss
and combinatorial background, respectively. By comparias are identified by the weak decay
vertex in Ref.[[30], then we can ignore the combinatoriakgmound. By using the identification
efficiency (86+ 6%) and the evaluated primary fraction (48%) for As in Ref. E%] and th&
weak decay contribution (15 %ﬂ33], the relevant purithafmay be evaluated &g/ (A +X°) ~
0.45/0.86/(1 — 0.15) ~ 0.62. This value is a little smaller but is consistent with ttstiraate
A/(A +X°) ~ 0.67 in Ref. E.] within the range of error.

In the lower panel of Fid.]2, we compare the results in the fixgdolid line) and freel
(dashed line) cases in the LL model, where the best fit pagsiandy?/DOF are obtained
as @o, res, R y?/DOF) = (~0.79 fm, 1.8 fm, 1.4 fm,0.64) and (110 fm, 8.5 fm, 2.9 fm, 0.55),
respectively. Other parameters and errors are summarizéabile[1. We have confirmed that
positiveay values are favored in the frelecase and the optimal value is found to.be: 0.18,
which is consistent with the STAR collaboration result/ [3@uantum statistics and the pair
purity giveC(q — 0) = 1 - 1/2 ~ 0.91 ata = 0.18, while the data sho@(q — 0) ~ 0.82.
Thus we need to suppre€g¢q) at smallq by the AA interaction and positivey is favored. By
contrast, for a fixedl = (0.67), the corresponding quantum statistical correlat(q —

0) = 1-1/2 ~ 0.78 is slightly smaller than the observed correlation. Wité tesidual source
9



Table 1: Optimized parameters for the\ correlation in the fixed and freé cases in the LL model. Numbers in the
parentheses fop?/DOF and DOF show those for a given/éb,rer). In the fixedA case, lag andrer are strongly
correlated withayes. Errors in the brackets in the fixeddcase are those in the fixeg.s case.

Fixed A case Freda case
A (0.67¥ = 0.4489 018+ 0.05
1/ag (fm™) -1.26+0.74[+0.17] 091+0.20
reg (fm) 176+ 1162 [+0.86] 851+2.14
R (fm) 1.39+0.71 [+0.17] 2.88+0.38
I'res (fM) 0.48+0.10 [+0.02] 0.43+0.03
Ares (fm) —0.058+ 0.069 [fixed] -0.045+ 0.004
N 1.006+ 0.001 [+0.001] 1006+ 0.001
v?/DOF 064 (061) [0.63] 0.55(053)
DOF 44 (46) [45] 43(45)

contribution,aes ~ —0.06 fm, the diference from the data becomes more evident. Ahe
interaction needs to enhance the correlation, and the apéigvalue is found in the negative
region, as concluded in Ref. [31].

Flow effects may be also important for quantitative discussionsthénfixedA case, the
correlation function in the LL model overestimates the ddatamallg, which may be improved
when we take account of the flovifects. For example, the results in the KP formula with flow
and the fssA A potential éfects show suppression at sm[@]] as shown by triangles in the
lower panel of Figl R, which give a better description at $mal

3.3. Favored AA interactions

In Fig.[3, we show the favored region bounda®/DOF = 0.65 (0.56) in the fixed (free)
A case in the LL model. The region in the fraecase is consistent with that by the STAR
collaboration Eb]. As in the best fit results shown in theviimas subsection, negative and
positive scattering lengths are favored in the fixed and ireases, respectively. We find that
negative scattering lengths are more favored in the paitygunobability range oft > 0.35; The
v?/DOF at the negativag local minima is smaller than that at the positagdocal minima when
Ais fixed at a valuel > 0.35.

In Fig.[d, we also show the low energy scattering paramelees,(rer) of severalAA inter-
actions; Boson exchange potentials (ND, NF, NSC89, NSCST,(B, Ehime QMHZ]
and Nijmegen-based potentials fitted to the Nagara dataHKM YY) [El 44, ], in addition
to the quark model potential (fss37]. We note that thedfixeegion covers recently proposed
AA potentials, fss2 and ESCd8 [37] 41].

The shared areas in FIg. 3 show the favored region in the sisalging the KP formula [31].
The dark (grey) shaded area shows the region w#tDOF < 5 with flow effects but without
feed-down and residual correlatiofiexts. The light (yellow) shaded area shows the region with
x?/DOF < 1 under the conditioR > res with flow, feed-down and residual correlatiofiets.
We note that the light shaded area includes the favoredniégithe fixedd case in the LL model
analysis.
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Figure 3: Low-energy scattering parametess, (o) of AA. Contours show?/DOF = 0.65 (1 = (0.67), solid
contour) andy?/DOF = 0.56 (free1, dashed contour) in the LL model analysis of tha correlation data. Symbols
show (¥/ag, re) from AA potentials [[37]_39, 40, #1,142.143] 44] 45], and shaded atems the region favored by the
AA correlation data in Ref_[81](MFO '15). Filled black circleith xy error bar shows the analysis result by the STAR
collaboration, where is regarded as a free parametei [30].

4. K~ pCorrelation

_ TheKNinteraction is the key to understand the structure oft{#405) and the properties of
K in nuclear medium. There have been a long-standing probié&ne énconsistency between the
K~ p scattering data and the kaonic hydrogen measurement. Biaéepr has eventually been
resolved by the new result of the kaonic hydrogen from theCBHHIBRTA collaboration ].
Thanks to the precise measurement by SIDDHARTA, quantéatnderstanding of whole ex-
perimental database is now achieved by the coupled-chappsbach with chiral SU(3) dynam-
ics at the level of?/DOF ~ 1 @,@]. To predict the correlation function, we need iiep
wave functiony,-,(r), which can be calculated by the equivalent local poteasadeveloped in
Ref. ]. The most reliabl&N potential at present is constructed in Refl [34], using tater-
ing amplitude of Refs@@l]. By construction, thi$ potential reproduces the experimental
data with the accuracy q?/DOF ~ 1. B

In Fig.[4, we show th&~ p correlation function obtained by tHéN potential in Ref.@].

The source size of nonidentical particle pairs can be estithask = /(RZ + R2)/2. The kaon

source size in AsAu collisions at+/S, = 200 GeV is estimated & = (2 - 5) fm [47,48],
and the proton source size is expected to be similar. We hkedt= 3.0 fm. The interaction
range of the original potential is about 0.4 ﬂﬂ[34]. To exaenihe potential range dependence,
we prepare dferent potentials by changing the range parameter but kgépégamplitude un-
changed. We find that the correlation function does not chategy much when we vary the
range parameter from 0.2 fm to 0.8 fm. Because there is @xchange in th&~p system, we
conclude that the short range details of Kiep interaction does notftect the correlation func-
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Figure 4: K~ p correlation function obtained by E](7) with the potentiaRef. [34] based on the NLO chiral SU(3)
dynamics[[20[_241] (solid line) and that obtained by the LL mloidrmula [IT) with the same amplitude (dashed line).
The source size is set to Be= 3 fm.

tion for the source sizR = 3.0 fm. Thus the correlation function is dominated by the loswgge
part of the wave function, and the correlation function idlweproduced by the LL model{17),
as shown by the dashed line in Hig. 4. We note that the Coulatebaiction is not included in
the present result. The inclusion of the Coulomb interactvdl modify the correlation function
at smallg. In the actual measurement, there is N{&520) resonance id-waveK™ p scattering,
which may dfect the correlation arourgi~ 0.24 Ge\/c.

It is also interesting to note the bump structure arognd 0.05 Ge\/c. There is no bump
structure in theK~ p amplitude at the corresponding energy. It turns out thatlthimp structure
arises from the detailed interference between two phaskes @ andl = 1 components i$, -,
defined in Eq.[(111). In this way, tH€™ p correlation function gives a complementary information
with the elastidK ™ p scattering.

5. Summary

We have analyzed theA andK™ pintensity correlation in high-energy heavy-ion collisgn
which will provide information on thA A andK™ p interactions.

We have investigated the dependence ofthecorrelation on the\ A interaction and the pair
purity parameten. Recent two analyses of theA correlation datdE@l] give flerent signs
of the scattering length for the favoréd\ interaction. This dference is found to come from
the assumption on the pair purity parameteWhen is chosen to minimize thg?, the optimal
value of 1 is found to be smallg ~ 0.18. The corresponding quantum statistical correlation
is larger than the observed vall@,,(q — 0) = 0.82, then theAA interactions with positive
ap (decreasing phase shift at low energy) are favored in omlsuppress the correlation. With
A = (0.67) evaluated on the basis of the measured data aftha [&,@], the corresponding
guantum statistical correlation is smaller than the obeoorrelation. Thus th&A interactions
with negativeay (increasing phase shift) are favored to enhance the ctimelaExperimental
confirmation ofz° yield in heavy-ion collisions is important.
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We have also discussed tie p correlation function in heavy-ion collisions. We use the
K~ p potential developed in Ref. [B4] which is fitted to the sadtig amplitude including the
SIDDHARTA data Ebljh]. We find that thi€~ p correlation function does not depend on the
short range details of the potential very much, for the sewize ofR ~ 3 fm. Because of
the coupled-channel nature of the problem, Kiep correlation function reflects a particular
combination of the isospin components which ifetient from theK ™ p elastic scattering. This
is a unique feature of correlation functions in coupled ctersystems. As a consequence,
the detailed study of th&~p correlation function is considered as complementary takthp
scattering.

There are more works to be done as an extension of this workorAthie AA interaction,
comparison with data obtained at the KEKBe™ collider Q] as well as data to be obtained at
the Large Hadron Collider at CERN [6] and J-PARC! [49] shouddhelpful to constraim\A
interaction more precisely. Understanding the origin & thesidual” source is a theoretical
challenge. It is also important to utilize the dynamical mlosburce function. As for th&K™p
correlation, the Coulomb interaction has to be seriouslysiered, since it will modify the
correlation at smaly. Application to other channels such@sp [5d] is also interesting.
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