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A bstract

W e investigate the consequences of long range rapidity correlations
in the Glasna. Particles produced locally in the transverse plane are
correlated by approxim ately boost invariant ux tubes of longitudinal
color electric and m agnetic elds that are form ed when two sheets of
Colored G lass Condensate pass through one another, each acquiring a
m odi ed color charge density in the collision. W e argue that such long
range rapid ity correlations persist during the evolution ofthe Q uark G uon
P lagm a form ed later in the collision. W hen com bined w ith transverse ow,
these correlations reproduce m any of the features of the recently observed
ridge events in heavy ion collisions at RH IC .
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1 Introduction

Am ong the m ore striking features in cosm ology are the large scale uctuations
seen in the cosm ologicalm icrow ave background (CM B) and in the m ass den-
sity perturbations that result in galaxies. Such large scale uctuations are at

rst sight hard to understand because they extend over m uch larger distance
scales than could be set up by interactions of the therm alm edium produced
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after the big bang. It is now believed that these large scale uctuations origi-
nate in an allquantum uctuations present during the In ationary epoch. D ur-
ing the rapid expansion of the universe in this epoch, these quantum uctua-
tions were stretched to size scales much larger than those that were causally
connected In the post-n ationary era when the universe was expanding in a
state close to them al equilibrium . T herefore such super horizon scale uctu-
ations cannot be much a ected by the sub-horizon scale processes allowable
in the post-n ationary them al universe. This explains why CM B m easure-
m ents provide extrem ely valuable inform ation about the in ationary epoch of
the universe, despite the fact that the CM B radiation was produced long after
(tem B 4 3Y0years) the prin ordial uctuations that are responsible or its
features (G, ation 1033 seconds).

T here is a concrete analog of such super-horizon uctuations in the m atter
produced in high energy hadronic collisions such asheavy ion collisionsatRH IC,
as illustrated in g.1. In this gure, we represent the \event horizons" as seen
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Figure 1: The raed and green cones are the location of the events in causal
relationship w ith the particles A and B respectively. T heir intersection is the
location in space-tin e of the events that m ay correlate the particles A and B .

from the last rescattering of two particles A and B on the freeze-out surface.
T hese are the red and green cones pointing to the past. Any event that has a
causalin uenceon the particlesA orB m ust take place inside the corresponding
event horizon. A ny event that induces a correlation betw een the particlesA and
B must lie In the overlap of their event horizons. T herefore, if the particles A
and B have rapidities y, and y, , the processes that caused their correlations
m ust have occurred before the tin et
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LW e assum e here that a particle detected w ith m om entum rapidity y originates from a point
of space-tim e rapidity y on the freeze-out surface. This is a consequence of the boost
invariance of the collision (at high energy), and of the fact that the local therm al m otion
spreads the rapidities by at m ost one unit in rapidity.



T herefore, we see that long range rapidity correlations can only be created at
early tin es{shortly after the collision or even in the wavefiinctions of the incom —
ing profctikes, that form sheets of C olor G lass C ondensate [1 H3]at high ener-
gies. In a high energy collision of these C olor G lass C ondensates, an interacting
and evolving system of high intensity color electric and colorm agnetic elds is
produced [4H12]. This collection of prin ordial elds is the G lasma [8,9], and
initially it is com posed of only rapidity independent longitudinal color electric
and m agnetic elds. These eldsgenerate topologicalC hem-Sim onscharge [13].
C orrelations associated w ith particle production from these eldsspan largedis-
tances in rapidity. In contrast, due to the Iongitudinal expansion of the m atter
produced in RH IC collisions, therm ale ectscan only a ect particle correlations
on a distance scale of approxin ately one unit of rapidity.

Because the longitudinal elds are approxim ately rapidity invariant, there
are long range correlationsbuilt nto the initial conditions{these inevitably have
their origin In the quantum m echanicalw avefunctions ofthe hadrons. O fcourse,
the long range correlations are only approxin ately rapidity invariant. A proper
treatm ent of quantum uctuations In the hadron wavefunctions suggests that
the characteristic distance scales{ beyond which one has signi cant variations
in the correlation{ is of order 1= s(Q5). Here Q¢ is the saturation m om en-
tum of partons in the nuclear wavefunctions; it grow s rapidly with both the
energy and the nuclear size. T he strong interaction strength (Q 5) is therefore
correspondingly weak for nuclear collisions or very high energy hadron-hadron
collisions resulting in a characteristic distance scale of several units in rapidity
for the rapidity correlations.

T he existence of long range rapidity correlations in high energy hadronic
collisions has been m easured In ISR experin ents [15], and is intrinsic to string
m odels of high energy collisions such as the Lund m odel and the D ual Parton
M odel 16 H17]. The essential new feature of the G lJasn a is that the elds are
Jocalized in the transverse scale over distances (of order 1=Q ) that are am aller
than the nucleon size. B ecause the dynam ics of these elds in collisions at high
energies or for large nuclei occurs at an all transverse distances, this dynam ics
can be described by a weak coupling expansion. A further point of departure is
that in addition to the longitudinal color electric elds envisioned int he Dual
Partonm odeland the Lund m odel, there isa longitudinalm agnetic eld ofequal
intensity. Tt is this com bination of electric and m agnetic elds that generatesa

nite topological charge density.

Such topologically distinct eld con gurations are of great interest in sev—
eral areas of theoretical physics. For exam ple, the analog of these elds in
electrow eak theory m ay be responsible for generating the baryon asym m etry of
theuniverse [18 H19]. In Q CD , they m ay be the source ofm asses ofhadrons [20].

R ecent experim ental studies have shown that there are long range rapidity
correlations at RHIC [21]. In the STAR experim ent, forward-backward cor-
relations in the total m ultiplicity were studied as a function of centrality in
Au-Au collisions. A strong correlation was found, which increases signi cantly
w ith greater collision centrality. T his correlation is stronger than expected from
M onteC arlo m odels of particle production. This e ect can be understood as



arising from the interference between the classical contribution of rapidity in—
dependent G lasma elds,and the st order quantum correction to this result.
T he latter is short ranged In rapidity [22].
M ore speci cally, the forward backw ard correlation as a function of the ra—
pdities at which the m ultiplicity ism easured is
D E
dN dN
dy: dyz
Cow W1iv2)= P—F ; 2)
LU yi=yy=y
where dN =dy; and dN =dy, are m easured in a single event, y is typically cho—
sen to be the m dpoint between y; and y, and the brackets denote the average
over events. T he denom inator nom alizes the expression such that C (y;y)= 1.
If classical elds dom nated this correlation function, then C (y1;v2) = 1 since
the nitialG lasma elds are boost Invariant. H ow ever, asm entioned, there is a
short range contrdbution to C_, (y1;y2) arising from quantum correctionsw hich
isof order . Thus C,, (vi;y2) Is typically less than unity because for long
range rapidity correlations the num erator of this expression only contains the
long range contribution while the denom inator, corresponding to zero separa—
tion in rapidity, is a sum of both short range and long range contributions.
For events In nuclear collisions w ith increasing centrality, the coupling constant
gets progressively an aller, thereby leading to a din inished contrbution of the
short range correlation relative to the long range classical correlation. T hus
C.. (v17y2) approaches unity with increasing centrality of the collision. Such
a forward-backw ard correlations, while consistent w ith the G lasn a hypothesis,
is perhaps not as direct a veri cation of the longitudinal electric and m agnetic
elds as m Ight be desired. W e will argue in this paper that so called \ridge"
events discovered by STAR m ay provide a m ore direct con mm ation of this fun-
dam ental property of the G lasmn a.

T hese striking \ridge" events were revealed in studies of the near side spec-
trum of correlated pairs of hadrons by the STAR collaboration [23,24]. The
spectrum of correlated pairs on the near side of the detector (de ned by an ac—
com panying unquenched et spectrum ) extends across the entire detector accep—
tance In pseudo-rapidity of order 2 units but is strongly collim ated for az—
Imuthalangles . Prelin inary analysesofm easurem entsby the PHEN IX [25]
and PHOBO S [26] collaborations appear to corroborate the STAR results. In
the htter case, with a high m om entum txrigger, the ridge is observed to span
the even w ider PHOBO S acceptance in pseudorapidity of 6 units.

A plot of the ridge In the plane is shown in g. 2(a). The quantity

=P “ref plotted as a function of rapidity and azim uthal angle, is the density
of particles correlated w ith a particle em itted at zero rapidity [43]. A U particles
w ith p; 150 M &V are ncluded. T he quantity is the di erence in densities
between single events and m ixed events. T he quantity ,.r com es from m ixed
events. T he results are corrected for the e ects of azim uthally asym m etric ow .
As shown In g.2(), an In portant feature of the ridge is that its height is
strongly dependent on centrality. A s the centrality of the heavy ion collision
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Figure 2: (a) Top Figure: The ridge as seen In the m easurem ent of two par-
ticle correlations w ith m inin al cut on particle m om enta. M ixed events have
been subtracted, as have been the e ects of azin uthally asymm etric ow . The
centrality bin here is 1928% b) Bottom Figure: T he height of the ridge as a
function of the num ber of binary collisions per participant. Both gures are
prelin nary STAR gures from Ref. [43]



is increased, there is a rapid transition to the regim e of long range rapidity
correlations; there is an equally distinct, if less dram atic, collin ation of the
width in w ith Increasing centrality, as shown in g. 3.
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Figure 3: The w dth in rapidity and azin uthal angle of the ridge as a function
of the num ber of binary collisions per participant.

T hese features of the ridge are not seen in proton {proton or deuteron{gold
collisions and appear to be unique to nucleus{nucleus collisions. A sm entioned
previously, ong range rapidity correlations are not unique to nucleusnucleus
collisions and have been seen In proton{proton collisions as far back as the
Intersecting Storage R ing (ISR ) experin ents at CERN [15]. However, In that
case, the correlations are not collin ated in azin uthalangle and therefore do not
have the striking ridge like structure observed at RHIC .

In this paper, we argue that the ridge is form ed as a consequence ofboth long
range rapidity correlations that are generic in hadronic and nuclear collisions at
high energies plus the radial ow of the hot partonic m atter that is speci ¢ to
high energy nuclear collisions. Here we deal exclusively w ith the ridge as seen
in the totalm ultiplicity of associated particles (with a m nimum p; cuto as
low as 150 M &V ). T his has the advantage for us that the m ultiplicity density
of particles associated with the ridge should be approxin ately conserved. A
discussion of the ridge for high transverse m om entum particles, w hile possible
in our form aligm , is com plicated due to the interaction of such high m om enta
particles w ith the m edia, w here there is energy loss.

In our sin ple picture, the longitudinal electric and m agnetic elds of the
G lasna form ux tubes that em it a radiation spectrum isotropic in the relative
azin uthal angle between the particle pairs. W hile of nite am plitude, such a
distribution would appear featureless on a plot of the spectrum in the -
plane. T he collin ation in is a consequence of strong nalstate e ects In the
mediim produced in nuclear collisions. For the particular e ect we describe,



we w ill see that it is a consequence of strong radial ow in themedium asalso
previously suggested in the literature [27,29,28]. Besides the strong m edium
e ect on the distrdbution, increasing the centrality of nuclear collisions also
enhances long range rapidity correlations; these are proportionalto 1= ﬁ © ﬁ ).
Because the saturation scale is Q g / L ,where L is thickness of the pro fctiles
along the beam axis at a given n pact param eter”, the average Q g grow s w ith
increasing centrality, leading to stronger long range rapidity correlations.

O ur com putation of the correlated two particle distribution function for
P % Qs gives a result of the form 3

dN , dN dN
dedzp? dquzq? ded2p? dqu2q?
1 dN dN

= : 3
S2 Qg ded2p? dquzq? =)

The quantity is a constant which we shall com pute explicitly. T he factor of
1=S,0 g has the sin ple physical interpretation of the area of the ux tube from
which the particles are em itted divided by the overallarea of the systam *. The
G lasna ux tubesare illustrated n  g. 4.

The qélgntjty p? is equivalent to the left hand side of eq. (3) divided by

I dgzpv & dgz o and m ultiplied by the m ultiplicity per unit rapidity,
dN 0 5
- = S»Q5 7 (4)
dy s@Qs) °

where © 1=135 foran SU (3) gauge theory [45]. W e therefore obtain

ref s

where we shall show thatK, is a constant of order unity.

T his relationship is basically a consequence of din ensionality {the correla—
tions are due to a classical e ect and there is only one din ensional scale w hich
characterizes the G Jasma. This formula is not corrected for transverse ow,
which m odi es this result, as we shall dem onstrate, by introducing a depen-
dence of the result on the azin uthal angle between the pairs.

A sm entioned, ourm echanisn for the ridge has features in com m on w ith the
work of Voloshin [27]and Shuryak [28]. However, as we shalldiscuss, there are
In portant qualitative and quantitative di erences w ith this approach. W e also

25ee Ref. [32]and references therein.
30urde nition of the di erential two particle correlation is such that
dN , P

d&’p, dypd®q, dyg——5——————— = N
/ : ' dypd?p, dygd®q,

4N ote that the right hand side is proportional to the area since the totalm ultiplicity per
unit rapidity scales as the area.



Figure 4: G lasma ux tubes. The transverse size of the ux tubes is of order
1=05.

note that there are severalotherm odels of the ridge [30 }Jwe w illnot attem pt to
discuss these here. A key di erence between the dom inant particle production
m echanisn we w ill describe here and otherm echanian s described in the litera—
ture is that our correlation is not form ed from a a daughter particle splitting o
a parent particle. Instead, the dom nant Q CD contribution to the long range
rapidity correlation com es from particles that are produced Independently along
the length of ux tube of color electric and m agnetic elds, localized In a region
of size 1=0Q ¢ in the transverse plane of the colliding nuclei.

2 Com puting the G lasm a 2-particle correlation

W enow tum to a quantitative analysisof tw o particle correlations In the G lasn a
and their role In form ing the near side ridge in A {A collisions. T he variance of
the tw o particle m ultiplicity distrdbution, for two particles w ith m om enta p and
g, isde ned as

C( ) dN , dN dN )
pia ;
’ ded2p? dquzq? ded2p? dquzq? ’

w here the brackets denote an average over events. A 1so, see footnote 3.

T he contributions to C (p ;q) have distinct origins. Ifwe com pute em ission in
a xed con guration of the color sources, there are connected and disconnected
pices. These are shown in g. 5. The top diagram is disconnected and we
m ight naively think it would contribute only to the uncorrelated second tem
of the above equation. This is not true because, when we average over the
color sources, there are contributions which involre contractions of the sources
between the two super cially disconnected diagram s. Tt is these contractions
which dom Inate the com putation of C (p;q) because they arise from a classical
contribution and are therefore leading order in powers of . The bottom dia—
gram Involves an interference between a connected and a disconnected diagram



and is suppressed by a power of the coupling®. In fact, a m ore sophisticated
renomm alization group treatm ent [34 ]show s that by com puting only the classical
contribution (top diagram of g.5) to C (p;q),and by averaging it w ith evolved
distributions of sources w ith rapidity, one is autom atically incuding both the
leading logarithm ic term s of the bottom diagram as well as the leading logs
from NLO correction to the top diagram . T herefore, in the rest of this paper,
we consider only the top diagram of g.5.
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Figure 5: Top Figure: A classical diagram which yields a non-vanishing two
particle correlation after averaging over the color sources. Bottom Figure: A
contribution to the correlation function associated w ith a quantum correction
to the classical eld.

T he classicalcontrbution in C (p ;q) can be com puted analytically® ©oro o
P, %R . FOorp: , &% Qs, the com putation is non-perturbative and m ust be
perform ed num erically. Technigquesdeveloped previously [5{7]to com pute single
inclusive gluion can be extended to this case. Nevertheless, it is instructive to
com pute C (p;q) in the large m om entum region for several reasons. It will
dem onstrate that the e ect is genuine, and we believe key features w ill persist
at lower pairm om enta even if num erical coe cientsm ay be di erent in the two
regin es. A 150, as the ridge lkely persists for high m om entum hadron pairs [35],
our com putation m ay have direct application to that case m odulo the energy
loss e ectsm entioned previously.

5In the gure shown,we have kept only those diagram s w hich do not vanish under pairw ise
contraction of sources. There m ay be additional term s which involve contraction of three
sources, but these are suppressed in sim ple m odels of the source color charge distribution and
we do not therefore include them here.

Tt can also be com puted analytically for either p, or g, Q s but we shall not discuss
that case here.



T he correlated tw o particle inclusive distribution can be expressed as
1 X D . E D . E
107 M i) M iEe)F M @f ()

Cia)=

apl ;0

w here the classical contribution to the am plitude for the production of a pair
of guons w ith m om enta p and g is

M %% (p;q) = ®) @p'LA PE)A 7 Q) ;
M %) = ©E)P"A P(p): (8)

Here the ‘s are the polarization vectors of the gluons and a;& are the color
indices of the gauge elds. The average h iin eg. (7) is an average over the
color con gurations of the two nuclei; this average w ill be discussed further
shortly.

At large transverse m om enta, the classicalgauge elds produced in the nu-—
clear collision can be expressed explicitly [4,36,37]as

Z

3 2 b e}

. , d°k, ~ (ko )5 (Ps ks )
PA P(p)=  if. > Pk, )— 2P :

2 @2 P kK2 (p, ke )2 ©)

Here f.p. are the SU (3) structure constants, L is the well known’ Lipatov
vertex [38]and ~ ;~ are regpectively the Fourier transform s of the color charge
densities in the two nuclei [3]. Taking the m odulus squared ofeg. (8), sum m Ing
over the polarizations and color indices, the rsttem in eg. (7) can be expressed
as

12 LY gk,

C(p;a) = W farcfaonc e faope m
L (pikiz )L (pik2e )
(o ko )? (o koo )?

L (asks32 )L (giksz ) P cote

@, k32 )2 (d, kyp )2 BoED Piditis ) : 0
T he scalar product of two L ipatov vectors is
L (pik: L (pil )= iz B 9 ki, k)L, 1) ;A
and we denote |
F s 0iditkiz g) S )Y e )R ez )8 (ksr )
E

S, ko) i@ ke )Sm ke )S@ ke ) 112)

. . . k2
"The com ponents of this four vector are given explicitly by L* (pjk, ) = =,

el

(p; X5 )? p3 j -
L (piks )= 2—t—F0  Lipik, )= 2K .
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T he average in eg. (12) corresponds to

Z
o i D 1D oW [1W [2]00172]: (13)
In theMV model [1,2],
g fxe) *(x2)
WD e dx 4)

where can be either ; or ,. The color charge squared per unit area f ,

besides the nuclear radius R , is the only dim ensionfiil scale in the problem {as
we w il discuss later, the saturation scale Q s can be expressed sin ply in term s
of this scale. W e will consider this G aussian m odel in the rest of this paper® .
For these G aussian correlations, in m om entum space,

e )PRY) =2 P ke K (15)
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Figure 6: Trivialcolor correlation. T his type of connection betw een the sources
leads to a non correlated contribution to the 2-gluon spectrum , that cancels in
the di erence In eg. (6).

Exam ining the structure of F in eg. (12), one observes that one of the nine
possble quadratic com binations of the ;’s and ,’s is a disconnected piece,
represented in the g.6,whose expression is nothing but

AT R@F ; (16)

which is dentical to the product of single inclusive distributions. It exactly
cancels the disconnected contrbution to pair production{the second temm in
eg. (7). T herefore only eight term s contrbute to the correlated distributions of
pairs. O f these, as we shall see, four tem s give dentical leading contributions
toCi(p;q) brlargep;g Qs.Twoofthese tem s,asshown iIn g.7(a),havea

8In the sin plest treatm ent of sm all x evolition, based on the Balitsky-K ovchegov equa-
tion [39],W [ ]Jcan also bem odelled by a G aussian [37], albeit non-local, w ith i ! i (%7 ).
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topology corresponding to di ractive scattering o quarks localized in a region
1=0 s In the nuclei. There is a rapidity gap between the produced particles and
the scattered quarks in one of the nuclki or the other. T he quarks on opposite
sides of the cut m ay be Ibcalized at di erent transverse positions®. The other
tw o term sw ith leading contributions have the structure of an interference graph
depicted In g.7(b).

O f the four rem aining term s, two are suppressed respectively by additional
powers ofp and g and two give {fiinction contrbutions forp=  §. The delta
function tem s are also suppressed relative to the term s we keep at lJarge p and
g, and would give a contribution not localized in the transverse coordinate, so
that they would give a at background once ow e ects were included. Both
of these types of contributions are represented In g. 8 and are com puted in
Appendix B.W e also address there subtleties related to the possble singular
nature of these contributions.

T he four leading contributions are com puted in Appendix A and are shown
to be dentical. So,m ultiplying eg. 31 by a factor of four, we obtain the leading
tw o particle G Jaam a correlation to be

S: (¢® ) NZmZ 1)
2 )P g*Q? L; 9

Cia)= 17

T he relation of g? , Qs can be quanti ed num erically by com puting W ilson
line correlators in the nuclear wavefunction. A careful com parison [45] (see also
Ref. 46])) givesQs 0:57d , . It is instructive to express the result in eq. (17)
in tem s of the inclusive single gluon spectrum . T his is the G union-B ertsch [41]
result and hasbeen been com puted previously in the CGC fram ework [4,11,42]
to have the form

dN S; (@ , ) N.@NZ 1 )
_ 5o (9° , ) Nl : )]n P2 (18)
dypd’p, 8¢ g o Qs
Substituting egs. (6), (17) and (18) in . (3),
Cpiq)= o n (19)
Prd S2Q g dedzp? dqu2q?
we nd 4. dentifying the theoreticalerror on this num ber isdi cult at this

stage; it requires a num erical com putation two particle correlations by solving
classical Yang-M ills equations as was previously perform ed for single inclusive
gluon production [5{7].

A s we discussed previously, what is m easured experim entally is the ratio
of correlated pairs to the square root of the product of m ixed pairs, de ned
as =" pf,Where is the di erence between the density ofm easured pairs
m nusm ixed pairsand ,r denotes the product ofthe density ofm ixed pairs [43].

°This only m akes sense [40]w ithin the fram ework of an e ective theory where one is not
sensitive to di ractive excitations over som e typical transverse scale of size 1=Qs.
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Figure 7: Topology of color correlations. These contributions are detailed in
Appendix A . The upper (lower) contractions are pairw ise contractions of 1
( 2).a)Top Figure: Single di ractive contribution to the classical two particle
correlation. Two gluons are em itted from the sam e quark line in the am plitude
and likew ise in the com plex conjugate am plitude. T hisdi ractive em ission how —
ever occurs at di erent spatial positions for the sources, which are localized in
a transverse area of size 1=Q 5. See text. T here is an identical contribution w ith

1 $ 5. b) Bottom Figure: Interference contribution where the transverse
positions of the interacting quarks are sw itched in the com plex conjigate am —
plitude for , while they are the sam e for ;. There is an dentical contribution
for 15 .

13



% e - : :
g 9 g 39 A : =
S R000000- q\&QQQQM g S 5.00000000000000000001
P : D o _ =) R =]
5&«5 Qeeee p g Lae 005

9 I

g & ; RE E p g
> : > = S o <
& - N |

g g 97 ¢ ' g
7 3 g g q g
g 9 g g g 9 B g
g e q\mo.mé g A N T P =
g J H 9 g _— < 9 H g
smuguaub p e g smgmmeuuuuumm- mﬁ

9

g g G g g p g

JE : >

: ~

_2‘ b1 E b= - g 9
5% 1 £ g 3 g :
g 9 S g S 9 g g 9
S K000~ q\&QQQQM g E 5.0000000000000000000¢ £/
g 9 B 9 I D H g
5&«5 Queeee p g [ 005
g g : g S E P g
Py . .
> > = 3 o S

7
Y

Figure 8: Topology of color correlations. These contributions are detailed in
Appendix B. The upper (lower) contractions are pairw ise contractions of 1
( 2).a) Top Figure: T his graph is sin ilar to the single di ractive contribution
in g.7 (a), except, the em ission of the particle with momentum p n , is
from di erent quarks in the am plitude and the com plex conjigate am plitude.
Likew ise for the particle w ith m om entum g, where the order of quark lines is
reversed . T here isa sim ilar contribbution for ;1 $ ,.Db)M ddle Figure: D ouble
di ractive contribution. Two gluons are exchanged from a single quark line in
both ; and ;. A spreviously for the single di ractive contributions, the quark
lines are at di erent transverse positions in the am plitude and the com plex
conjugate am plitude. ¢) Bottom Figure: Non di ractive contribution where all
the quarks are swapped In the com plex conjugate am plitude.
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In our language, the corresponding quantity in the G lasm a can be expressed
sin ply as

D E
dN_
p— C(p;q)b ED Bo (20)
ref dnN dan s(Qs)
dyp pdpd dyq qdgd g
where IdN =dyi was de ned in eg. (4) and K, = O  4=135 03. Note

how ever that our com putation was perform ed for large p; ;% Qs whiwe
are interested in the p; ;&% Qs region. W hile we expect the structure of
eg. (20) to be quite general, asm entioned earlier, we cannot trust the accuracy
of this prefactor. W e w ill therefore only assum e it is a num ber of order unity to
be detem Ined by a m ore accurate num erical com putation.

T he expression in 7. (20) isvery interesting because it is independent both of
the rapiditiest® Yp and yq of the particle pairs aswellas of their azin uthalangles

p and ¢ respectively. It con m s our picture of ux tubes of transverse size
1=Q ¢ stretching between the two nuclki (as shown in g. 4) em itting particles
isotropically, w ith equal probability, along their length. This is not the full
picture though. In the high parton density environm ent created in centralheavy
Jon collisions, the pressure created by interactions am ong those particles leads
to collective radial ow . The particles em itted by the G lJasm a tubes w ill also
experience this collective ow . As we shall now discuss, this collin ates the
relative azim uthaldistrdbution of the pairs.

W e begin by Introducing the rapidities of the particles in the direction of
radial ow (the particles azinuthalangles 4 are de ned with respect to the
radius of the point of em ission), g In(tan(p5=2)). (It is In portant to
note that the two particles w ill experience the sam e radial boost only because
they are localized w ithin 1=Q ¢ of each other in the transverse plane{and there-
fore lie within the same uid cell.) Expressing the anqgular distrbution (which
is independent of , and ) in tem s of these variables, and boosting it in the
direction of radial ow , one obtains'!

1 B oqst 1

: (21)
cosh( p)cosh( 4) cosh( p )cosh ( 4 5 )

C(pia)/
Here, , is the rapidity of the boost and is given by tanh , = V., where V.
is the radial ow vebcity. De ning = ( ,+ ¢)=2 and = 5 qrand
re-expressing the boosted distribution in term s of and , one can re-w rite

eg. (20) as

K cosh ,cosh 4

N

p=—=0(7 ¥ piVq)= : 22
= Yoei¥a) T T (s oom(a L) 2)

109 uantum corrections, not considered here, w ill introduce a m odest dependence on rapidity
over scales vy s

1T he hyperbolic cosines in the denom inator com e from the Jacobian of the change of
variables.
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Substituting cosh , = 1=sin  and sinh ;= cos y=sih ,,we nally cbtain

Z
d p=—1(; ¥ pivq)=
ref
Z
Ky d
s(@Qs) cosh , cos( +—)sinh , cosh , cos( —5)sihh ,
K, 2 cosh |
= 2 2 : (23)
s@s) cosh® | s | cos —
In the particular cases of = 0or = ,theresultis
Z
d p=—( =0) = K
ref s(Qs) s
Z
d p—( = ) = K, 2, (24)
ref s(Qs) B ’
where | cosh , is the -factor of the boost. Hence, the am plitude of the
peak, relative to the pedestal, is given by
1
A=K, —= (25)

The factor K, equals2 K, tin es the fraction of detected m ini-fts'?.

From blast wave tsto the RHIC data,the PHEN IX collbboration [44]has
extracted the average transverse velocity W, 1 as a function of the num ber of
participants in a heavy ion collision. To estin ate the centrality dependence of
the coupljnc_;j13 , s(Qs), we note that the square of the saturation m om entum
Q ﬁ " 1413 GeV? orcentralAu+ Au collisions at 1llRH IC energy, decreasing
ke N .. [49] towards peripheral collisions'*. Them agnitude of A xesK g
06,0rK 0:1, in the ballpark of our sin ple earlier estin atd® . T he resulting
A (N pare) is com pared to prelim inary STAR data in g.9.

T he angular w dth of the correlation fiinction is not reproduced very well
by the sim ple \radial boost" m odel; the integral from eg. (23), w ithout any
prefactors, is shown as a function of in g.10. The width narmows to " 1
radians only for boost rapidities g ' 2, corresponding to boost velocities of
about 0.96. To in prove the agream ent w ith the m easured angular distrbutions
one should probably account also for absorption of highp, particles by the
medium [28].

toym ini—fets from the center of the nucleiw hich experience little transverse ow orm ini-jts
em itted close to the surface are not detected in the ridge. A n accurate estin ate of the detected
m ini-jets relative to the total num ber requires detailed m odels of the nuclear geom etry and

ow pro les.

135 e determm ine the running coupling from the one-loop QCD -functionwith = 11N
2N¢ = 27,assuming gcp 7 200M eV .

HMThe dependence onﬁ on centrality is in fact m ore com plex (we refer to refs. [50]) but
the simn pli ed form Qg N;:ﬁt issu clent for our present purposes.

15N ote, as previously m entioned that only a fraction of the fts are detected, so this num ber
is closer to our result that one would naively anticipate.
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3 D iscussion

In the previous section we outlined a novel classical contribution to long range
rapidity correlations In the G lasm a. Boost invariant G lasma ux tubes of size
1=0 s In the transverse plane of the nuclei produce particles isotropically w ith
equalprobability along the length of the ux tube. The comm on transverse ex—
pansion experienced by particlesin a ux tube collin ates the particles form ing a
ridge like structure in the process. O ur result provides a qualitative explanation
of several features of the ridge [23,24,43,35] in addition to those we discussed
above. W e outline these below .

T he classical two glion contridbution denti ed here is qualitatively di er—
ent from the usual £t m echanisn of two particle correlations. It has the
sam e structure as single glion production. This strongly suggests that
the particles form ing the ridge have the sam e particle com position as the
bulk spectra.

T he large classical two gluon contribution qualitatively explains the large
m ultiplicity of particles in the ridge relative to particles in the buk; in—
deed, weobtain a ratio oforder unity naively but this needs to be corrected
for the fraction of \m ini=pts" that are not detected. E stim ating this accu-—
rately requires detailed m odeling. H ow ever, naively com paring our m odel
com putation to the experim ental result, we can guess that this factor is
about a third of allm ini-fts. T his contrbution increases w ith centrality
and energy because Q 5 is a function of both.

T he ridge appears independent of the trigger p and is seen for associated
particles both with a minimal p; cut and or p; assoc: 2 GeV.Our
result wasderived at large p; ,buthasa geom etricalform that seem svery
general and plausble for low p, particles aswell. The form of our high
P> » % result suggests that the ridge yield is insensitive to the trigger p; .
At high p; , it is unlkely the collin ation in azin uthal angle is provided
by transverse ow; it may Instead be an opacity e ect resulting from
the strong dependence of the energy loss of partons on the path length
traversed in the m edium .

T he ridge am plitude in our m odel is determm ined by (i and the average
transverse velocity HW,1. Both of these quantities grow w ith the central-
ity (num ber of participants) and the collision energy. A s the transverse
particle density also grow s w ith centrality and collision energy, it is plau-
sible that one obtains an approxin ate scaling of the ridge am plitude as
a function of the transverse particle density rather than w ith the energy
and centrality separately.

A study of unlke and like sign charge pairsby STAR [48] show s that for
anall , the signal for unlke sign charge pairs dom inates over that for
like sign pairs, as one would anticipate from Pt fragm entation. H ow ever,
for large  , the signal for like and unlke sign pairs is the same. This
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is consistent w ith a picture of correlated charge neutral sources, such as
gluons in our case, w dely separated in rapidity, em itting opposite charge
pairs. W ith such em issions, like sign pairsand unlike sign pairsare equally
likely to be correlated, just as seen in the data.

A m ore quantitative com parison to the ridge data requires m ore detailed
num erical com putations. Nevertheless, it is encouraging that qualitative fea—
tures of the ridge are consistent with the form ation and ow of G hana ux
tubes. W e should also note that our picture has features In com m on w ith those
deduced [47]from an analysis of the azin uthal correlation data at RHIC .
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A ppendix A

W e chall rst com pute the \single di ractive" diagram In g.7(a). Perform ing
the contractions am ong the ’s corresponding to this graph, we can w rite this
contrbution to e. (12) as

P = 2 ) 8 Bebece gy (ks ke )

A

G + p» k3> ki) (@& + P ky7 k2 )7 (26)

w here the superscript denotes the contribution of this particular graph. Substi-
tuting this expression in eg. (10), we obtain correspondingly,
Z

N2N2 1 2 8
c e g ) S, d’k12 AW (P, ki )A M (a,; Kkio ) ;

64(2 )P 9

cYp;q)=
(27)
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where S, is the transverse overlap area of the nucleiand'® where

A(l)(p? ;kl? ): i [(p° + kl? ) k” ]2+ [p? kl? f . (29)

o5 ki, 0y + k12 )

Studying the structure of eq. (29), it is clear that the tem s with the fewest
powers of p, ;q, In the denom inator (and therefore the largest contribution to

Cl(l)) are those w ith the fewest powers ofk;, in the num erator. O ne then nds
sin ply that

16 1

A D ko)A D sk :
(p7 717 ) (Ob 7 17 ) p;l qf kf?

(30)

Note that the angular dependence on the relative angles of k1, with p, and
g, cancels between the leading longitudinal and transverse contributions to
eg. (29). Substituting this result back into eg. (27), this gives

S, (g® ) NZNZ 1)
42 F g*Q2 Py &

cMpiqg)= ; (31)

w here we have used the infrared cuto ky i = Q,which is the saturation scale
scale signifying the onset of non-linear contributions that soften the infrared
glion distributions in the CGC .

W e now tum to the \interference diagram " diagram In g. 7(b). Again,
perform ing the contractions am ong the ’s corresponding to this graph,we can
w rite this contrbution to eg. (12) as

F) = (2 ) 8 Berbetoe g oy (ks ke )

A

(e o3 ks + k2o ) (@ B + ko ki ) ;7 (32)

w here the superscript denotes the contribution of this particular graph. Again,
pligging this in eg. (10), we obtain,

N (N
c@p;q)= =< S, d’ki» AW (p, ki )A P (ks )

(33)
The leading contribution to the integrand is the same as In eg. (30), and we

obtain
S: (g ,)® NZmNZ 1)

c@p;q)= = (34)
’ 42 )0 g*Q? e
which is dentical to eg. (31).
161 general,
L ;k12 )L ikoo
A (p, jki12 jk2? )= Pikiz b (piker ) H (28)

k2, (P,  kip k3, (D, key )2

w here the product of Lipatov vertices is given in eg. (11). In eg. (27), we use the notation
A (P, k17 k12 ) AT (p, k1o ).
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T he other two leading \single di ractive" and \interference" contributions,
which we Jabelby C @) and C ®) respectively, have a structure such that

C(3) ! C(l) for 1 ! 2
C(6) ! C(z) for 1 ! 27 (35)

so it is not surprising that these term s give contributions that are dentical to
egs. (31) and (34).

A ppendix B

W e now tum to the topologies discussed in  g. 8. Consider st the topology
shown In g.8(a). W e obtain in this case the contrbution to eg. (12) as

FO = 2 8 B®eee g0y ki) (ke + kar )

A

(e o3 koo + k32 ) (@ 1o kio + ki2 ) ;7 (36)

w here the superscript denotes the contribution of this graph. A gain, substitut-

ing this expression in . (10), we obtain
NZ(NZ

64(2 )P 2 g?

c®p;q)=
Z
kA, ko P, % kIAW@; kig ptk);

(37)
where, from eg. (28),
4
A (p, ko P, o3 ko )= -
P
P, k) kP, % k) @+k:)
+ (ko © k) ( 9 k) (@ +kq)) .(38)

kZ e, kPP, @ k)P@ +k)

and likew ise, a sim ilar expression for A (g, ; k ;9, B + k: ). Unlke the
expression In eg. (30), this expression does not have a sin ple expression in the
Infrared. It is how ever suppressed by additionalpowersofp, and g, relativeto
the leading tem s, allow ing us to ignore this sub-dom inant contribution. T here
isanother contribution, that wedenote by C {7, cbtained by exchanging ;1 $
in g.8 (a) that is sin ilarly suppressed.

Finally, there are the diagram s discussed in g.8 (b) and (c). The form er
has the form ofa \double di ractive" contribution. W e denote its contribution
to &q. (12) by

FO = @ f PP gy ke ) (et Kao )

A

® +aq, ko ki ) (@ + P, ki k3s ) (39)
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From the structure of this equation, we w ill have

NZ(N2 1><<_>;2A>8S o )
64 (2 ) ez R

c®p;q)=
7
dPkis dPkor A (P, iK1z K22 JA( b7 ko s ke )i (40)

where the form of A isobtained from eg. (28). O ne obtains a sin ilar expression
for g. 8(c), where Instead ofa -function in p, + g, , one gets instead a -
finction np, g .These -functionsw illbe sn eared out by re-scattering and
are suppressed relative to the leading termm s in A ppendix A .
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