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A bstract

W e investigate the consequences of long range rapidity correlations

in the G lasm a. 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

rangerapiditycorrelationspersistduringtheevolution oftheQ uarkG luon

Plasm aform ed laterin thecollision.W hen com bined with transverse
ow,

thesecorrelationsreproducem any ofthefeaturesoftherecently observed

ridge eventsin heavy ion collisionsatRHIC.

PreprintCERN-PH-TH-2008-083.

1 Introduction

Am ong the m orestriking featuresin cosm ology arethe largescale
uctuations

seen in the cosm ologicalm icrowave 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 ofthe therm alm edium produced
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afterthe big bang. Itisnow believed thatthese large scale 
uctuationsorigi-

natein sm allquantum 
uctuationspresentduring thein
ationary epoch.Dur-

ing the rapid expansion ofthe universe in this epoch,these quantum 
uctua-

tions were stretched to size scales m uch larger than those that were causally

connected in the post-in
ationary era when the universe was expanding in a

state close to therm alequilibrium . Therefore such super horizon scale 
uctu-

ations cannot be m uch a�ected by the sub-horizon scale processes allowable

in the post-in
ationary therm aluniverse. This explains why CM B m easure-

m ents provide extrem ely valuable inform ation aboutthe in
ationary epoch of

the universe,despite the factthatthe CM B radiation wasproduced long after

(tC M B � 4� 105 years)the prim ordial
uctuations that are responsible for its

features(tin
ation � 10�33 seconds).

There isa concrete analog ofsuch super-horizon 
uctuationsin the m atter

produced in high energyhadroniccollisionssuch asheavyion collisionsatRHIC,

asillustrated in �g.1.In this�gure,we representthe \eventhorizons" asseen

detection

freeze out

latest correlation

A
B

z 

t

Figure 1: The red and green cones are the location ofthe events in causal

relationship with the particlesA and B respectively. Theirintersection is the

location in space-tim eofthe eventsthatm ay correlatethe particlesA and B .

from the lastrescattering oftwo particles A and B on the freeze-outsurface.

These are the red and green conespointing to the past. Any eventthathasa

causalin
uenceon theparticlesA orB m usttakeplaceinsidethecorresponding

eventhorizon.Any eventthatinducesacorrelation between theparticlesA and

B m ustlie in the overlap oftheireventhorizons. Therefore,ifthe particlesA

and B have rapidities y
A
and y

B
,the processesthat caused their correlations

m usthaveoccurred before the tim e1

� � �freeze out e
� 1

2
jy

A
�y

B
j
: (1)

1W eassum eherethata particledetected with m om entum rapidity y originatesfrom a point

ofspace-tim e rapidity � � y on the freeze-out surface. This is a consequence ofthe boost

invariance of the collision (at high energy), and of the fact that the localtherm alm otion

spreadsthe rapiditiesby atm ostone unitin rapidity.
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Therefore,we see thatlong range rapidity correlationscan only be created at

early tim es{shortly afterthecollision oreven in thewavefunctionsoftheincom -

ing projectiles,thatform sheetsofColorG lassCondensate[1]-[3]athigh ener-

gies.In a high energy collision oftheseColorG lassCondensates,an interacting

and evolving system ofhigh intensity colorelectric and colorm agnetic �eldsis

produced [4]-[12]. This collection ofprim ordial�elds is the G lasm a [8,9],and

initially itiscom posed ofonly rapidity independentlongitudinalcolorelectric

and m agnetic�elds.These�eldsgeneratetopologicalChern-Sim onscharge[13].

Correlationsassociated with particleproduction from these�eldsspan largedis-

tancesin rapidity.In contrast,due to the longitudinalexpansion ofthem atter

produced in RHIC collisions,therm ale�ectscan only a�ectparticlecorrelations

on a distance scaleofapproxim ately oneunitofrapidity.

Because the longitudinal�elds are approxim ately rapidity invariant,there

arelongrangecorrelationsbuiltintotheinitialconditions{theseinevitably have

theirorigin in thequantum m echanicalwavefunctionsofthehadrons.O fcourse,

thelong rangecorrelationsareonly approxim ately rapidity invariant.A proper

treatm ent ofquantum 
uctuations in the hadron wavefunctions suggests that

the characteristic distance scales{ beyond which one hassigni�cantvariations

in the correlation{ is oforder 1=�s(Q s). Here Q s is the saturation m om en-

tum ofpartons in the nuclear wavefunctions;it grows rapidly with both the

energy and thenuclearsize.Thestrong interaction strength �s(Q s)istherefore

correspondingly weak fornuclearcollisionsorvery high energy hadron-hadron

collisionsresulting in a characteristicdistance scale ofseveralunitsin rapidity

forthe rapidity correlations.

The existence oflong range rapidity correlations in high energy hadronic

collisionshasbeen m easured in ISR experim ents[15],and isintrinsic to string

m odelsofhigh energy collisionssuch asthe Lund m odeland the DualParton

M odel[16]-[17]. The essentialnew feature ofthe G lasm a isthatthe �eldsare

localized in thetransversescaleoverdistances(oforder1=Q s)thataresm aller

than thenucleon size.Becausethedynam icsofthese�eldsin collisionsathigh

energiesorforlarge nucleioccursatsm alltransverse distances,thisdynam ics

can bedescribed by a weak coupling expansion.A furtherpointofdepartureis

thatin addition to the longitudinalcolorelectric �eldsenvisioned inthe Dual

Partonm odeland theLund m odel,thereisalongitudinalm agnetic�eld ofequal

intensity.Itisthiscom bination ofelectricand m agnetic�eldsthatgeneratesa

�nite topologicalchargedensity.

Such topologically distinct �eld con�gurationsare ofgreatinterest in sev-

eralareas oftheoreticalphysics. For exam ple, the analog ofthese �elds in

electroweak theory m ay beresponsibleforgenerating thebaryon asym m etry of

theuniverse[18]-[19].In Q CD,they m aybethesourceofm assesofhadrons[20].

Recentexperim entalstudieshave shown thatthere are long range rapidity

correlations at RHIC [21]. In the STAR experim ent,forward-backward cor-

relations in the totalm ultiplicity were studied as a function ofcentrality in

Au-Au collisions.A strong correlation wasfound,which increasessigni�cantly

with greatercollision centrality.Thiscorrelation isstrongerthan expected from

M onte-Carlo m odels ofparticle production. This e�ect can be understood as
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arising from the interference between the classicalcontribution ofrapidity in-

dependentG lasm a �elds,and the �rstorderquantum correction to thisresult.

Thelatterisshortranged in rapidity [22].

M ore speci�cally,the forward backward correlation asa function ofthe ra-

piditiesatwhich the m ultiplicity ism easured is

C
F B
(y1;y2)=

D

dN

dy1

dN

dy2

E

D

dN

dy0
1

dN

dy0
2

E

y0
1
= y0

2
= y

; (2)

where dN =dy1 and dN =dy2 are m easured in a single event,y is typically cho-

sen to be the m idpointbetween y1 and y2 and the bracketsdenote the average

overevents.Thedenom inatornorm alizesthe expression such thatC (y;y)= 1.

Ifclassical�eldsdom inated thiscorrelation function,then C (y1;y2)= 1 since

the initialG lasm a �eldsareboostinvariant.However,asm entioned,thereisa

shortrangecontribution to C
F B
(y1;y2)arising from quantum correctionswhich

is oforder �. Thus C
F B
(y1;y2) is typically less than unity because for long

range rapidity correlationsthe num eratorofthis expression only contains the

long range contribution while the denom inator,corresponding to zero separa-

tion in rapidity,is a sum ofboth short range and long range contributions.

Foreventsin nuclearcollisionswith increasing centrality,thecoupling constant

getsprogressively sm aller,thereby leading to a dim inished contribution ofthe

short range correlation relative to the long range classicalcorrelation. Thus

C
F B
(y1;y2) approaches unity with increasing centrality ofthe collision. Such

a forward-backward correlations,while consistentwith the G lasm a hypothesis,

isperhapsnotasdirecta veri�cation ofthe longitudinalelectric and m agnetic

�elds as m ight be desired. W e willargue in this paper that so called \ridge"

eventsdiscovered by STAR m ay providea m oredirectcon�rm ation ofthisfun-

dam entalproperty ofthe G lasm a.

Thesestriking \ridge" eventswererevealed in studiesofthenearsidespec-

trum ofcorrelated pairs ofhadrons by the STAR collaboration [23,24]. The

spectrum ofcorrelated pairson the nearsideofthe detector(de�ned by an ac-

com panyingunquenched jetspectrum )extendsacrosstheentiredetectoraccep-

tancein pseudo-rapidity oforder�� � 2 unitsbutisstrongly collim ated foraz-

im uthalangles��.Prelim inary analysesofm easurem entsby thePHENIX [25]

and PHO BO S [26]collaborationsappearto corroborate the STAR results. In

the latter case,with a high m om entum trigger,the ridge is observed to span

the even widerPHO BO S acceptancein pseudo-rapidity of�� � 6 units.

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

��=
p
�ref plotted asa function ofrapidity and azim uthalangle,isthe density

ofparticlescorrelated with a particleem itted atzero rapidity [43].Allparticles

with p? � 150 M eV areincluded.Thequantity �� isthedi�erencein densities

between single eventsand m ixed events. The quantity �ref com esfrom m ixed

events.Theresultsarecorrected forthee�ectsofazim uthally asym m etric
ow.

As shown in �g.2(b),an im portant feature ofthe ridge is that its height is

strongly dependent on centrality. As the centrality ofthe heavy ion collision
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Figure 2: (a) Top Figure: The ridge as seen in the m easurem entoftwo par-

ticle correlations with m inim alcut on particle m om enta. M ixed events have

been subtracted,ashavebeen the e�ectsofazim uthally asym m etric 
ow.The

centrality bin here is 19-28% b) Bottom Figure: The height ofthe ridge as a

function ofthe num ber ofbinary collisions per participant. Both �gures are

prelim inary STAR �guresfrom Ref.[43]
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is increased,there is a rapid transition to the regim e oflong range rapidity

correlations;there is an equally distinct, ifless dram atic,collim ation ofthe

width in �� with increasing centrality,asshown in �g.3.
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Figure3:The width in rapidity and azim uthalangleofthe ridgeasa function

ofthe num berofbinary collisionsperparticipant.

These featuresofthe ridge are notseen in proton{proton ordeuteron{gold

collisionsand appearto be unique to nucleus{nucleuscollisions.Asm entioned

previously,long range rapidity correlations are not unique to nucleus-nucleus

collisions and have been seen in proton{proton collisions as far back as the

Intersecting Storage Ring (ISR) experim entsatCERN [15]. However,in that

case,thecorrelationsarenotcollim ated in azim uthalangleand thereforedonot

havethe striking ridgelikestructureobserved atRHIC.

In thispaper,wearguethattheridgeisform ed asaconsequenceofboth long

rangerapidity correlationsthataregenericin hadronicand nuclearcollisionsat

high energiesplusthe radial
ow ofthe hotpartonic m atterthatisspeci�c to

high energy nuclearcollisions. Here we dealexclusively with the ridge asseen

in the totalm ultiplicity ofassociated particles (with a m inim um p? cuto� as

low as 150 M eV).This has the advantage for us that the m ultiplicity density

ofparticles associated with the ridge should be approxim ately conserved. A

discussion ofthe ridge forhigh transverse m om entum particles,while possible

in ourform alism ,iscom plicated due to the interaction ofsuch high m om enta

particleswith the m edia,wherethere isenergy loss.

In our sim ple picture,the longitudinalelectric and m agnetic �elds ofthe

G lasm a form 
ux tubesthatem ita radiation spectrum isotropicin therelative

azim uthalangle between the particle pairs. W hile of�nite am plitude,such a

distribution would appearfeaturelesson a plotofthe spectrum in the ��-��

plane.Thecollim ation in �� isa consequenceofstrong�nalstatee�ectsin the

m edium produced in nuclear collisions. For the particular e�ect we describe,
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we willsee thatitisa consequenceofstrong radial
ow in the m edium asalso

previously suggested in the literature [27,29,28]. Besides the strong m edium

e�ecton the�� distribution,increasing thecentrality ofnuclearcollisionsalso

enhanceslong range rapidity correlations;these are proportionalto 1=�2s(Q
2
s).

Because the saturation scale isQ 2
s / L,where L isthicknessofthe projectiles

along the beam axisata given im pactparam eter2,the averageQ 2
s growswith

increasing centrality,leading to strongerlong rangerapidity correlations.

O ur com putation of the correlated two particle distribution function for

p? ;q? � Qs givesa resultofthe form
3

�

dN 2

dypd
2p? dyqd

2q?

�

�

�

dN

dypd
2p?

� �

dN

dyqd
2q?

�

= �
1

S? Q
2
s

�

dN

dypd
2p?

� �

dN

dyqd
2q?

�

: (3)

The quantity � isa constantwhich we shallcom pute explicitly. The factorof

1=S? Q
2
s hasthesim plephysicalinterpretation ofthearea ofthe
ux tubefrom

which theparticlesareem itted divided by theoverallarea ofthesystem 4.The

G lasm a 
ux tubesareillustrated in �g.4.

The quantity
��

p
�ref

isequivalentto the lefthand side ofeq.(3)divided by
D

dN

dypd
2p?

ED

dN

dyqd
2q?

E

,and m ultiplied by the m ultiplicity perunitrapidity,

�

dN

dy

�

=
�0

�s(Q s)
S? Q

2
s ; (4)

where�0� 1=13:5 foran SU (3)gaugetheory [45].W e thereforeobtain

��
p
�ref

=
K

N

�s
(5)

whereweshallshow thatK
N
isa constantoforderunity.

This relationship is basically a consequence ofdim ensionality{the correla-

tionsaredueto a classicale�ectand there isonly onedim ensionalscalewhich

characterizes the G lasm a. This form ula is not corrected for transverse 
ow,

which m odi�es this result,as we shalldem onstrate,by introducing a depen-

denceofthe resulton theazim uthalanglebetween the pairs.

Asm entioned,ourm echanism fortheridgehasfeaturesin com m on with the

work ofVoloshin [27]and Shuryak [28].However,asweshalldiscuss,thereare

im portantqualitative and quantitativedi�erenceswith thisapproach.W e also

2See R ef.[32]and references therein.
3O urde� nition ofthe di� erentialtwo particle correlation issuch that

Z

d
2
p
?
dypd

2
q
?
dyq

dN 2

dypd
2p

?
dyqd

2q
?

= N
2
:

4N ote that the right hand side is proportionalto the area since the totalm ultiplicity per

unitrapidity scales as the area.

7



Figure 4: G lasm a 
ux tubes. The transverse size ofthe 
ux tubes isoforder

1=Q s.

notethatthereareseveralotherm odelsoftheridge[30]-wewillnotattem ptto

discussthese here.A key di�erence between the dom inantparticle production

m echanism wewilldescribehereand otherm echanism sdescribed in thelitera-

tureisthatourcorrelation isnotform ed from a a daughterparticlesplitting o�

a parentparticle. Instead,the dom inantQ CD contribution to the long range

rapidity correlation com esfrom particlesthatareproduced independently along

thelength of
ux tubeofcolorelectricand m agnetic�elds,localized in a region

ofsize 1=Q s in the transverseplaneofthe colliding nuclei.

2 C om puting the G lasm a 2-particle correlation

W enow turn toaquantitativeanalysisoftwoparticlecorrelationsin theG lasm a

and theirrolein form ing the nearsideridgein A{A collisions.The varianceof

thetwo particlem ultiplicity distribution,fortwo particleswith m om enta p and

q,isde�ned as

C (p;q)�

�

dN 2

dypd
2p? dyqd

2q?

�

�

�

dN

dypd
2p?

� �

dN

dyqd
2q?

�

; (6)

wherethe brackets



� � �
�

denote an averageoverevents.Also,seefootnote 3.

ThecontributionstoC (p;q)havedistinctorigins.Ifwecom puteem ission in

a �xed con�guration ofthecolorsources,thereareconnected and disconnected

pieces. These are shown in �g.5. The top diagram is disconnected and we

m ightnaively think it would contribute only to the uncorrelated second term

ofthe above equation. This is not true because,when we average over the

colorsources,there are contributionswhich involvecontractionsofthe sources

between the two super�cially disconnected diagram s. It is these contractions

which dom inatethe com putation ofC (p;q)because they arisefrom a classical

contribution and are therefore leading orderin powersof�s. The bottom dia-

gram involvesan interferencebetween a connected and a disconnected diagram
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and is suppressed by a power ofthe coupling5. In fact,a m ore sophisticated

renorm alizationgroup treatm ent[34]showsthatby com putingonlytheclassical

contribution (top diagram of�g.5)to C (p;q),and by averagingitwith evolved

distributions ofsourceswith rapidity,one is autom atically including both the

leading logarithm ic term s ofthe bottom diagram as wellas the leading logs

from NLO correction to the top diagram . Therefore,in the restofthispaper,

weconsideronly the top diagram of�g.5.

p

q

p

q

Figure 5: Top Figure: A classicaldiagram which yields a non-vanishing two

particle correlation after averaging over the color sources. Bottom Figure: A

contribution to the correlation function associated with a quantum correction

to the classical�eld.

Theclassicalcontribution in C (p;q)can becom puted analytically6 forQ s �

p? ,q? . For p? ,q? � Qs,the com putation is non-perturbative and m ust be

perform ed num erically.Techniquesdeveloped previously[5{7]tocom putesingle

inclusive gluon can be extended to this case. Nevertheless,itis instructive to

com pute C (p;q) in the large m om entum region for severalreasons. It will

dem onstrate thatthe e�ectisgenuine,and we believe key featureswillpersist

atlowerpairm om enta even ifnum ericalcoe�cientsm ay bedi�erentin thetwo

regim es.Also,astheridgelikely persistsforhigh m om entum hadron pairs[35],

our com putation m ay have direct application to that case m odulo the energy

losse�ectsm entioned previously.

5In the� gureshown,wehavekeptonly thosediagram swhich do notvanish underpairwise

contraction of sources. There m ay be additional term s which involve contraction of three

sources,butthese are suppressed in sim ple m odelsofthe source colorcharge distribution and

we do nottherefore include them here.
6It can also be com puted analytically for either p? or q? � Q s but we shallnot discuss

that case here.
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The correlated two particleinclusivedistribution can be expressed as

C (p;q)=
1

4(2�)6

X

a;a0;�;�0

�D

jM aa
0

��0(p;q)j
2
E

�



jM a
�(p)j

2
�
D

jM a
0

�0(q)j
2
E�

; (7)

where the classicalcontribution to the am plitude forthe production ofa pair

ofgluonswith m om enta p and q is

M aa
0

��0(p;q) = �
�
�(p)�

�
0

� (q)p
2
q
2
A
�;a(p)A �;a

0

(q);

M a
�(p) = �

�
�(p)p

2
A
�;a(p): (8)

Here the �’s are the polarization vectors ofthe gluons and a;a0 are the color

indicesofthe gauge �elds. The averageh� � � iin eq.(7)isan average overthe

color con�gurations ofthe two nuclei; this average willbe discussed further

shortly.

Atlargetransversem om enta,the classicalgauge�eldsproduced in the nu-

clearcollision can be expressed explicitly [4,36,37]as

p
2
A
�;a(p)= � ifabc

g3

2

Z
d2k?

(2�)2
L
�(p;k? )

~�b1(k? )~�
c
2(p? � k? )

k
2
? (p? � k? )

2
: (9)

Here fabc are the SU(3) structure constants,L� is the wellknown7 Lipatov

vertex [38]and ~�1;~�2 arerespectively theFouriertransform softhecolorcharge

densitiesin thetwo nuclei[3].Taking them odulussquared ofeq.(8),sum m ing

overthepolarizationsand colorindices,the�rstterm in eq.(7)can beexpressed

as

C (p;q) =
g12

64(2�)6

�

fabcfa0�b�cfab̂ĉfa0~b~c

�
Z 4
Y

i= 1

d2ki?

(2�)2k
2
i?

�
L�(p;k1? )L

�(p;k2? )

(p? � k1? )
2(p? � k2? )

2

�
L�(q;k3? )L

�(q;k4? )

(q? � k3? )
2(q? � k4? )

2
F c�cĉ~c

b�b̂b~b
(p;q;fki? g): (10)

Thescalarproductoftwo Lipatov vectorsis

L�(p;k? )L
�(p;l? )= �

4

p2
?

�

�
ij
�
lm + �

ij
�
lm
�

k
i
? (p? � k? )

j
l
l
? (p? � l? )

m
;(11)

and wedenote

F c�cĉ~c

b�b̂b~b
(p;q;fki? g)�

�

~��
b̂

1(k2? )
~��
~b

1(k4? )~�
b
1(k1? )~�

�b
1(k3? )

� ~��
ĉ

2(p? � k2? )~�
�
~c

2(q? � k4? )~�
c
2(p? � k1? )~�

�c
2(q? � k3? )

E

:(12)

7The com ponents of this four vector are given explicitly by L+ (p;k? ) = �
k
2

?

p�
,

L� (p;k? )=
(p

?
� k? )

2
� p

2

?

p+
,Li(p;k? )= � 2ki

?
.
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Theaveragein eq.(12)correspondsto

hO i�

Z

[D �1 D �2]W [�1]W [�2]O [�1;�2]: (13)

In theM V m odel[1,2],

W [�]� exp

�

�

Z

d
2
x?

�a(x? )�
a(x? )

2�2
A

�

; (14)

where � can be either �1 or �2. The color charge squared per unit area �2
A
,

besidesthe nuclearradiusR,isthe only dim ensionfulscale in the problem {as

we willdiscusslater,the saturation scale Q s can be expressed sim ply in term s

ofthis scale. W e willconsiderthisG aussian m odelin the restofthis paper8.

FortheseG aussian correlations,in m om entum space,



~��
a
(k? )~�

b(k
0
? )
�

= (2�)2�2
A
�
ab
�(k? � k

0
? ): (15)

p

q

p

q

Figure6:Trivialcolorcorrelation.Thistypeofconnection between thesources

leadsto a non correlated contribution to the 2-gluon spectrum ,thatcancelsin

the di�erencein eq.(6).

Exam ining the structureofF in eq.(12),one observesthatone ofthe nine

possible quadratic com binations ofthe �1’s and �2’s is a disconnected piece,

represented in the �g.6,whoseexpression isnothing but




jA(p)j2
� 


jA(q)j2
�

; (16)

which is identicalto the product ofsingle inclusive distributions. It exactly

cancels the disconnected contribution to pair production{the second term in

eq.(7).Thereforeonly eightterm scontributeto thecorrelated distributionsof

pairs.O fthese,aswe shallsee,fourterm sgive identicalleading contributions

toC1(p;q)forlargep;q� Q s.Twooftheseterm s,asshown in �g.7(a),havea

8In the sim plest treatm ent ofsm allx evolution,based on the Balitsky-K ovchegov equa-

tion [39],W [�]can also be m odelled by a G aussian [37],albeitnon-local,with �2
A
! �2

A
(x? ).
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topology corresponding to di�ractivescattering o� quarkslocalized in a region

1=Q s in thenuclei.Thereisa rapidity gap between theproduced particlesand

the scattered quarksin one ofthe nucleiorthe other.The quarkson opposite

sidesofthe cutm ay be localized atdi�erenttransverse positions9. The other

twoterm swith leadingcontributionshavethestructureofan interferencegraph

depicted in �g.7(b).

O fthe fourrem aining term s,two are suppressed respectively by additional

powersofp and q and two give�{function contributionsfor~p = � ~q.The delta

function term sarealso suppressed relativeto theterm swekeep atlargep and

q,and would give a contribution notlocalized in the transverse coordinate,so

that they would give a 
at background once 
ow e�ects were included. Both

ofthese types ofcontributions are represented in �g.8 and are com puted in

Appendix B.W e also address there subtleties related to the possible singular

natureofthese contributions.

Thefourleading contributionsarecom puted in Appendix A and areshown

to beidentical.So,m ultiplying eq.31 by a factoroffour,weobtain theleading

two particleG lasm a correlation to be

C (p;q)=
S?

(2�)6

(g2�
A
)8

g4 Q 2
s

�N 2
c(N

2
c � 1)

p4
?
q4
?

: (17)

Therelation ofg2�
A
to Q s can bequanti�ed num erically by com puting W ilson

linecorrelatorsin thenuclearwavefunction.A carefulcom parison [45](seealso

Ref.[46])givesQ s � 0:57g2�
A
.Itisinstructiveto expresstheresultin eq.(17)

in term softheinclusivesinglegluon spectrum .ThisistheG union-Bertsch [41]

resultand hasbeen been com puted previously in the CG C fram ework [4,11,42]

to havethe form

�

dN

dypd
2p?

�

=
S?

8�4

(g2�
A
)4

g2

N c(N
2
c � 1)

p4
?

ln

�

p?

Q s

�

: (18)

Substituting eqs.(6),(17)and (18)in eq.(3),

C (p;q)=
�

S? Q
2
s

�

dN

dypd
2p?

� �

dN

dyqd
2q?

�

; (19)

we�nd � � 4.Identifyingthetheoreticalerroron thisnum berisdi�cultatthis

stage;itrequiresa num ericalcom putation two particle correlationsby solving

classicalYang-M illsequationsaswaspreviously perform ed forsingle inclusive

gluon production [5{7].

As we discussed previously,what is m easured experim entally is the ratio

ofcorrelated pairs to the square root ofthe product ofm ixed pairs,de�ned

as��=
p
�ref,where�� isthe di�erencebetween thedensity ofm easured pairs

m inusm ixed pairsand�refdenotestheproductofthedensityofm ixed pairs[43].

9This only m akes sense [40]within the fram ework ofan e� ective theory where one is not

sensitive to di� ractive excitations over som e typicaltransverse scale ofsize 1=Qs.
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p

q

p

q

Figure 7: Topology ofcolor correlations. These contributions are detailed in

Appendix A.The upper (lower) contractions are pairwise contractions of�1
(�2).a)Top Figure:Singledi�ractivecontribution to the classicaltwo particle

correlation.Two gluonsareem itted from thesam equark linein theam plitude

and likewisein thecom plex conjugateam plitude.Thisdi�ractiveem ission how-

everoccursatdi�erentspatialpositionsforthe sources,which are localized in

a transversearea ofsize1=Q s.Seetext.Thereisan identicalcontribution with

�1 $ �2. b) Bottom Figure: Interference contribution where the transverse

positionsofthe interacting quarksare switched in the com plex conjugate am -

plitudefor�2 whilethey arethesam efor�1.Thereisan identicalcontribution

for�1 $ �2.
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Figure 8: Topology ofcolor correlations. These contributions are detailed in

Appendix B.The upper (lower) contractions are pairwise contractions of�1
(�2).a)Top Figure:Thisgraph issim ilarto the singledi�ractive contribution

in �g.7 (a),except,the em ission ofthe particle with m om entum p in �2 is

from di�erentquarksin the am plitude and the com plex conjugate am plitude.

Likewise for the particle with m om entum q,where the orderofquark lines is

reversed.Thereisa sim ilarcontribution for�1 $ �2.b)M iddleFigure:Double

di�ractive contribution. Two gluonsare exchanged from a single quark line in

both �1 and �2.Aspreviously forthesingledi�ractivecontributions,thequark

lines are at di�erent transverse positions in the am plitude and the com plex

conjugateam plitude.c)Bottom Figure:Non di�ractivecontribution whereall

the quarksareswapped in the com plex conjugateam plitude.
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In our language,the corresponding quantity in the G lasm a can be expressed

sim ply as

��
p
�ref

� C (p;q)

D

dN

dy

E

D

dN

dyp pdpd�p

E D

dN

dyq qdqd�q

E =
K

N

�s(Q s)
; (20)

where hdN =dyi was de�ned in eq.(4) and K
N
= ��0 � 4=13:5 � 0:3. Note

howeverthatourcom putation wasperform ed forlarge p? ;q? � Q s while we

are interested in the p? ;q? � Qs region. W hile we expect the structure of

eq.(20)to bequitegeneral,asm entioned earlier,wecannottrusttheaccuracy

ofthisprefactor.W ewillthereforeonly assum eitisa num beroforderunity to

be determ ined by a m oreaccuratenum ericalcom putation.

Theexpressionin eq.(20)isveryinterestingbecauseitisindependentboth of

therapidities10 yp and yq oftheparticlepairsaswellasoftheirazim uthalangles

�p and �q respectively. Itcon�rm sourpicture of
ux tubesoftransverse size

1=Q s stretching between the two nuclei(asshown in �g.4)em itting particles

isotropically,with equalprobability,along their length. This is not the full

picturethough.In thehigh parton density environm entcreated in centralheavy

ion collisions,the pressure created by interactionsam ong those particlesleads

to collective radial
ow. The particles em itted by the G lasm a tubes willalso

experience this collective 
ow. As we shallnow discuss, this collim ates the

relativeazim uthaldistribution ofthe pairs.

W e begin by introducing the rapidities ofthe particles in the direction of

radial
ow (the particlesazim uthalangles�p;q are de�ned with respectto the

radius ofthe point ofem ission),�p;q � � ln(tan(�p;q=2)). (It is im portant to

note thatthe two particleswillexperience the sam e radialboostonly because

they arelocalized within 1=Q s ofeach otherin thetransverseplane{and there-

fore lie within the sam e 
uid cell.) Expressing the angulardistribution (which

isindependentof�p and �q)in term softhesevariables,and boosting itin the

direction ofradial
ow,oneobtains11

C (p;q)/
1

cosh(�p)cosh(�q)

B oost
� !

1

cosh(�p � �
B
)cosh(�q � �

B
)
: (21)

Here,�
B
is the rapidity ofthe boost and is given by tanh�

B
= Vr,where Vr

is the radial
ow velocity. De�ning � = (� p + �q)=2 and �� = � p � �q,and

re-expressing the boosted distribution in term sof� and ��,one can re-write

eq.(20)as

��
p
�ref

(�;��;y p;yq)=
K

N

�s(Q s)

cosh�p cosh�q

cosh(�p � �
B
)cosh(�q � �

B
)
: (22)

10Q uantum corrections,notconsidered here,willintroducea m odestdependenceon rapidity

over scales � y � �
� 1
s .

11The hyperbolic cosines in the denom inator com e from the Jacobian of the change of

variables.
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Substituting cosh�p = 1=sin�p and sinh�p = cos�p =sin�p,we�nally obtain
Z

d�
��
p
�ref

(�;��;y p;yq)=

=
K

N

�s(Q s)

�Z

��

d�
�

cosh�
B
� cos(�+

��

2
)sinh�

B

��

cosh�
B
� cos(��

��

2
)sinh�

B

�

=
K

N

�s(Q s)

2� cosh�
B

cosh
2
�
B
� sinh

2
�
B
cos2

��

2

: (23)

In the particularcasesof�� = 0 or�� = �,the resultis
Z

d�
��
p
�ref

(�� = 0) =
K

N

�s(Q s)
2� 


B

Z

d�
��
p
�ref

(�� = �) =
K

N

�s(Q s)

2�



B

; (24)

where 

B
� cosh�

B
is the 
-factorofthe boost. Hence,the am plitude ofthe

peak,relativeto the pedestal,isgiven by

A = K
R



B
� 
�1

B

�s(Q s)
: (25)

ThefactorK
R
equals2�K

N
tim esthe fraction ofdetected m ini-jets12.

From blastwave�tsto the RHIC data,the PHENIX collaboration [44]has

extracted the average transverse velocity hVri as a function ofthe num ber of

participantsin a heavy ion collision. To estim ate the centrality dependence of

the coupling13,�s(Q s),we note that the square ofthe saturation m om entum

Q 2
s ’ 1-1:3 G eV 2 forcentralAu+ Au collisionsatfullRHIC energy,decreasing

likeN
1=3

part [49]towardsperipheralcollisions
14.The m agnitude ofA �xesK R �

0:6,orK
N
� 0:1,in theballpark ofoursim pleearlierestim ate15.Theresulting

A (N part)iscom pared to prelim inary STAR data in �g.9.

The angular width ofthe correlation function is not reproduced very well

by the sim ple \radialboost" m odel; the integralfrom eq.(23),without any

prefactors,is shown as a function of�� in �g.10. The width narrowsto ’ 1

radians only for boost rapidities �B ’ 2,corresponding to boost velocities of

about0.96.To im provetheagreem entwith them easured angulardistributions

one should probably account also for absorption ofhigh-p? particles by the

m edium [28].

12M ini-jetsfrom the centerofthe nucleiwhich experience little transverse 
 ow orm ini-jets

em itted closeto thesurfacearenotdetected in theridge.A n accurateestim ateofthedetected

m ini-jets relative to the totalnum ber requires detailed m odels ofthe nuclear geom etry and


 ow pro� les.
13W edeterm inetherunning coupling from theone-loop Q CD �-function with �0 = 11N C �

2N f = 27,assum ing � Q C D ’ 200 M eV .
14The dependence ofQ 2

s on centrality is in fact m ore com plex (we refer to refs.[50]) but

the sim pli� ed form Q2s � N
1=3

part issu� cientforour presentpurposes.
15N ote,aspreviously m entioned thatonly a fraction ofthejetsaredetected,so thisnum ber

iscloserto our resultthat one would naively anticipate.
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3 D iscussion

In the previoussection we outlined a novelclassicalcontribution to long range

rapidity correlationsin the G lasm a. BoostinvariantG lasm a 
ux tubesofsize

1=Q s in the transverse plane ofthe nucleiproduce particlesisotropically with

equalprobability along thelength ofthe
ux tube.Thecom m on transverseex-

pansion experienced by particlesin a
ux tubecollim atestheparticlesform inga

ridgelikestructurein theprocess.O urresultprovidesa qualitativeexplanation

ofseveralfeatures ofthe ridge [23,24,43,35]in addition to those we discussed

above.W e outline these below.

� Theclassicaltwo gluon contribution identi�ed hereisqualitatively di�er-

entfrom the usualjetm echanism oftwo particle correlations.Ithasthe

sam e structure as single gluon production. This strongly suggests that

the particlesform ing the ridgehavethe sam eparticlecom position asthe

bulk spectra.

� Thelargeclassicaltwo gluon contribution qualitatively explainsthelarge

m ultiplicity ofparticlesin the ridge relative to particles in the bulk;in-

deed,weobtain aratiooforderunitynaivelybutthisneedstobecorrected

forthefraction of\m ini-jets"thatarenotdetected.Estim atingthisaccu-

rately requiresdetailed m odeling.However,naively com paring ourm odel

com putation to the experim entalresult,we can guessthat this factoris

abouta third ofallm ini-jets.Thiscontribution increaseswith centrality

and energy becauseQ s isa function ofboth.

� Theridgeappearsindependentofthetriggerp? and isseen forassociated

particles both with a m inim alp? cut and for p? ;assoc: � 2 G eV.O ur

resultwasderived atlargep? ,buthasa geom etricalform thatseem svery

generaland plausible forlow p? particlesaswell. The form ofourhigh

p? ,q? resultsuggeststhattheridgeyield isinsensitiveto thetriggerp? .

At high p? ,itis unlikely the collim ation in azim uthalangle is provided

by transverse 
ow; it m ay instead be an opacity e�ect resulting from

the strong dependence ofthe energy loss ofpartons on the path length

traversed in the m edium .

� The ridge am plitude in ourm odelis determ ined by Q2s and the average

transverse velocity hVri. Both ofthese quantitiesgrow with the central-

ity (num ber ofparticipants) and the collision energy. As the transverse

particledensity also growswith centrality and collision energy,itisplau-

sible that one obtains an approxim ate scaling ofthe ridge am plitude as

a function ofthe transverse particle density ratherthan with the energy

and centrality separately.

� A study ofunlike and like sign chargepairsby STAR [48]showsthatfor

sm all��,the signalforunlike sign charge pairsdom inatesoverthatfor

like sign pairs,asone would anticipate from jetfragm entation.However,

for large ��,the signalfor like and unlike sign pairs is the sam e. This

18



is consistentwith a picture ofcorrelated charge neutralsources,such as

gluonsin ourcase,widely separated in rapidity,em itting oppositecharge

pairs.W ith such em issions,likesign pairsand unlikesign pairsareequally

likely to be correlated,justasseen in the data.

A m ore quantitative com parison to the ridge data requires m ore detailed

num ericalcom putations. Nevertheless,it is encouraging that qualitative fea-

tures ofthe ridge are consistent with the form ation and 
ow ofG lasm a 
ux

tubes.W eshould also notethatourpicturehasfeaturesin com m on with those

deduced [47]from an analysisofthe azim uthalcorrelation data atRHIC.
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A ppendix A

W e shall�rstcom pute the \singledi�ractive" diagram in �g.7(a).Perform ing

the contractionsam ong the �’scorresponding to thisgraph,we can write this

contribution to eq.(12)as

F (1) = (2�)8 �8
A
�
b̂b
�
~b�b
�
ĉ~c
�
c�c
�(k1? � k2? )�(k3? � k4? )

� �(q? + p? � k3? � k1? )�(q? + p? � k4? � k2? ); (26)

wherethesuperscriptdenotesthecontribution ofthisparticulargraph.Substi-

tuting thisexpression in eq.(10),we obtain correspondingly,

C
(1)(p;q)=

N 2
c(N

2
c � 1)

64(2�)6

(g2�
A
)8

g4
S?

Z

d
2
k1? A

(1)(p? ;k1? )A
(1)(q? ;� k1? );

(27)
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whereS? isthe transverseoverlap area ofthe nucleiand16 where

A (1)(p? ;k1? )= �
4

p2
?

[(p? + k1? )� k1? ]
2
+ [p? � k1? ]

2

k
4
1? (p? + k1? )

4
: (29)

Studying the structure ofeq.(29),it is clear that the term s with the fewest

powersofp? ;q? in the denom inator(and thereforethe largestcontribution to

C
(1)

1 )arethosewith thefewestpowersofk1? in thenum erator.O nethen �nds

sim ply that

A (1)(p? ;k1? )A
(1)(q? ;� k1? )� !

16

p4
?
q4
?

1

k4
1?

: (30)

Note that the angular dependence on the relative angles ofk1? with p? and

q? cancels between the leading longitudinaland transverse contributions to

eq.(29).Substituting thisresultback into eq.(27),thisgives

C
(1)(p;q)=

S?

4(2�)6

(g2�
A
)8

g4 Q 2
s

�N 2
c(N

2
c � 1)

p4
?
q4
?

; (31)

wherewehaveused theinfrared cut-o� km in = Q s,which isthesaturation scale

scale signifying the onset ofnon-linear contributions that soften the infrared

gluon distributionsin the CG C.

W e now turn to the \interference diagram " diagram in �g.7(b). Again,

perform ing thecontractionsam ong the�’scorresponding to thisgraph,wecan

writethiscontribution to eq.(12)as

F (2) = (2�)8 �8
A
�
b̂b
�
~b�b
�
�cĉ
�
c~c
�(k1? � k2? )�(k3? � k4? )

� �(p? � q? � k3? + k2? )�(q? � p? + k1? � k4? ); (32)

wherethesuperscriptdenotesthecontribution ofthisparticulargraph.Again,

plugging thisin eq.(10),weobtain,

C
(2)(p;q)=

N 2
c(N

2
c � 1)

64(2�)6

(g2�
A
)8

g4
S?

Z

d
2
k1? A

(1)(p? ;k1? )A
(1)(q;k1? ):

(33)

The leading contribution to the integrand is the sam e as in eq.(30),and we

obtain

C
(2)(p;q)=

S?

4(2�)6

(g2�
A
)8

g4 Q 2
s

�N 2
c(N

2
c � 1)

p4
?
q4
?

; (34)

which isidenticalto eq.(31).

16In general,

A (p
?
;k1? ;k2? )=

L� (p;k1? )L
� (p;k2? )

k2
1?

(p
?
� k1? )

2k2
2?

(p
?
� k2? )

2
; (28)

where the product ofLipatov vertices is given in eq.(11). In eq.(27),we use the notation

A (p
?
;k1? ;k1? )� A

(1)(p
?
;k1? ).
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The othertwo leading \single di�ractive" and \interference" contributions,

which welabelby C (3) and C (6) respectively,havea structure such that

C
(3)  ! C

(1) for �1  ! �2

C
(6)  ! C

(2) for �1  ! �2 ; (35)

so itisnotsurprising thatthese term sgive contributionsthatare identicalto

eqs.(31)and (34).

A ppendix B

W e now turn to the topologiesdiscussed in �g.8. Consider�rstthe topology

shown in �g.8(a).W e obtain in thiscasethe contribution to eq.(12)as

F (5) = (2�)8 �8
A
�
b̂~b
�
b�b
�
ĉ�c
�
c~c
�(k1? + k3? )�(k2? + k4? )

� �(p? � q? � k2? + k3? )�(q? � p? � k4? + k1? ); (36)

wherethe superscriptdenotesthe contribution ofthisgraph.Again,substitut-

ing thisexpression in eq.(10),weobtain

C
(5)(p;q)=

1

64(2�)6

N 2
c(N

2
c � 1)

2

(g2�
A
)8

g4
S?

�

Z

d
2
k? A (p? ;k? ;p? � q? � k? )A (q? ;� k? ;q � p + k? );

(37)

where,from eq.(28),

A (p? ;k? ;p? � q? � k? )= �
4

p2
?

�

�

(p? � k? )� k? (p? � q? � k? )� (q? + k? )

+ (k? � (p? � k? ))� ((p? � q? � k? )� (q? + k? ))

�

k2
?
(p? � k? )

2 (p? � q? � k? )
2 (q? + k? )

2
;(38)

and likewise,a sim ilar expression for A (q? ;� k? ;q? � p? + k? ). Unlike the

expression in eq.(30),thisexpression doesnothavea sim ple expression in the

infrared.Itishoweversuppressed by additionalpowersofp? and q? relativeto

theleading term s,allowing usto ignorethissub-dom inantcontribution.There

isanothercontribution,thatwedenotebyC (7),obtained byexchanging�1 $ �2

in �g.8 (a)thatissim ilarly suppressed.

Finally,there are the diagram sdiscussed in �g.8 (b)and (c). The form er

hasthe form ofa \doubledi�ractive" contribution.W edenoteitscontribution

to eq.(12)by

F (4) = (2�)8 �8
A
�
b̂~b
�
b�b
�
ĉ~c
�
c�c
�(k1? + k3? )�(k2? + k4? )

� �(p? + q? � k2? � k4? )�(q? + p? � k1? � k3? ): (39)

21



From the structureofthisequation,we willhave

C
(4)(p;q)=

N 2
c(N

2
c � 1)

64(2�)6

(g2�
A
)8

g4
S? �(p? + q? )

�

Z

d
2
k1? d

2
k2? A (p? ;k1? ;k2? )A (� p? ;� k1? ;� k2? ); (40)

wheretheform ofA isobtained from eq.(28).O neobtainsa sim ilarexpression

for �g.8(c),where instead ofa �-function in p? + q? ,one gets instead a �-

function in p? � q? .These�-functionswillbesm eared outby re-scatteringand

aresuppressed relativeto the leading term sin Appendix A.
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