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1 Introduction

Two-particle correlations at low relative momenta (comiyomferred to ademtoscopy), which are
sensitive to quantum statistics (in the case of identicdighes) as well as strong and Coulomb final-
state interactions (FSI), are used to extract the spaaediraracteristics of the particle-emitting sources
created in heavy-ion collisions [1-3]. The source radifaotied from these correlations describe the sys-
tem at kinetic freeze-out, i.e. the last stage of particteractions. Pion femtoscopy, which is the most
common femtoscopic analysis, has shown signatures of Hydemnic flow in heavy-ion collisions, man-

ifesting as a decrease in the source radii with increasamgtrerse massr = Mk% +m? [4, 5], where

kt = |p11+P1.2|/2 is the average transverse momentum of the pair. This bathean be interpreted
as one of the signatures of the formation of deconfined quattemin these collisions [[6]. However,
a necessary condition for collective behavior is &rparticles created in the collision, not just pions,
to experience hydrodynamic flow. Thus, femtoscopic studiils particles other than pions are also
needed. It was shown that the hydrodynamic picture of nucieltisions for the particular case of small
transverse flow leads to the sameg behavior of the longitudinal radiRong) for pions and kaons [7].
This commormy-scaling forrrand K is an indication that the thermal freeze-out occursikaneously
for mand K and that these two particle species are subject to the tarentz boost. Previous kaon
femtoscopy studies carried out in Pb—Pb collisions at tHe I8Pthe NA44, NA49, and CERES Collabo-
rations [8+-10] reported the decreaseRphg with mr as~ my 05 as a consequence of the boost-invariant
longitudinal flow. Subsequent studies carried out in Au—-Alisions at RHIC [11-13] have shown the
same level in thenr-dependencies farand K radii, consistent with a common freeze-out hyperamgf
Like the SPS analysis, no exact univensgtscaling for the 3D radii was observed at RHIC. In the case
of the one-dimensional correlation radiBg,, only approximate scaling withmr is expected as an ad-
ditional confirmation of hydrodynamic expansion [4]. IntfiaR;,, source sizes as a function wi for
different particle typesrg, K, p...) follow the common curve with an accuracy~ofL0%.

The motivation for comparing femtoscopic analyses witfedént particle species is not limited to study-
ing my dependence. The kaon analyses also offer a cleaner sigmalaced to pions, as they are less
affected by resonance decays, while the proton analysidda® a possibility for checking if baryons
are included in the collective motion. Studying charged a@gtral kaon correlations together provides
a convenient experimental consistency check, since thlyreedifferent detection techniques (charged
tracks vs. decay vertex reconstruction) and call for d#fferfinal-state interaction fitting parametriza-
tions (Coulomb-dominated vs. strong interaction-dongdatyet they are predicted to exhibit the same
femtoscopic parameters [14]. In addition to the chargedclkamalyses at the SPS and RHIC, neutral
kaon correlations were studied in Au-Au collisions at RHIG], and ALICE has performed analyses
on both charged and neutral kaons in pp collisions [[16, 1 &ceRt pion femtoscopic results were ob-
tained at RHICI[18] and the LHCI[5, 19=21], and proton femégschas also been previously studied at
RHIC [22].

This paper presents the results of femtoscopic studigs af", K*K*, KgK(S’, pp, andpp correlations
from Pb-Pb collisions af/syn = 2.76 TeV by the ALICE experiment at the LHC. The femtoscopidirad
andA parameters (the latter describe the decrease of the fempiosmorrelations due to e.g. long-lived
resonances; see Séc.]3.1 and 4) are extracted from onesiimaincorrelation functions in terms of
the invariant momentum difference for a range of collisiemtcalities andny values. A hydrokinetic
model [14] is used to compare the kaon experimental resutkshwdrodynamic predictions.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In $éc. 2, wertesthe data selection criteria. In SEE. 3,
the details of the correlation functions and the fitting psxcare discussed. The results of the analysis
are shown in Se€l 4, and a summary is provided in[Sec. 5.
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2 Data analysis

The dataset analyzed in this paper is from Pb-Pb collisibngsay = 2.76 TeV at the LHC measured
by the ALICE detector [23]. About 8 million events from 2018daabout 40 million events from 2011
were used (2010 data were analyzed in the pion @dnalyses only). Events were classified according
to their centrality determined using the measured ammgud the VO detectors [24]. Charged particle
tracking is generally performed using the Time Projectidra@ber (TPC).[25] and the Inner Tracking
System (ITS)[23]. The ITS allows for high spatial resolatim determining the primary (collision)
vertex. In the pion, charged kaon, and proton analyses,dterdination of the momenta of the tracks
was performed using tracks reconstructed with the TPC onty @nstrained to the primary vertex.
Primary tracks were selected based on the distance of tlappsach (DCA) to the primary vertex.
Additional track selections based on the quality of thekmraconstruction fit and the number of detected
“hit” points in the TPC were used. Also, all primary pairs shg more than 5% of TPC clusters were
rejected. In the neutral kaon analysis, the secondary daugticks used global (TPC and ITS) track
reconstruction and did not use any cuts based on track reaotien quality or number of used or shared
TPC clusters. The secondary vertex finder used to locateahtzat kaon decays employed the “on-
the-fly” reconstruction method [26], which recalculates ttaughter track momenta during the original
tracking process under the assumption that the tracks caommed decay vertex instead of the primary
vertex.

Particle identification (PID) for reconstructed tracks wasried out using both the TPC and the Time-
of-Flight (TOF) detector|[27] in the pseudorapidity rangg < 0.8. For TPC PID, a parametrized
Bethe-Bloch formula was used to calculate the specific grless (dE/dx) in the detector expected for
a particle with a given mass and momentum. For PID with TO&pirticle mass was used to calculate
the expected time-of-flight as a function of track length ammmentum. For each PID method, a value
Ng was assigned to each track denoting the number of standaiatidas between the measured track
information and the calculations mentioned above. Differeut values ofN; were chosen based on
detector performance for the various particle types ardktaomentum (see Tallé 1 for specific values
used in each analysis) [28].

The analysis details specific to each particle species nsthiki study are discussed separately below.

2.1 Pion selection

The main single-particle selection criteria used in thenpnalysis are summarized in Table 1. Pion
identification was performed using the TPC only. An overailify of the pion candidate sample was
estimated using TPCHIdx distributions of the data and was found to be above 95%. Thie soairce

of contamination comes from“an the region where theEfdx curves for pions and electrons intersect.

Femtoscopic correlation functions of identical partickes sensitive to the two-track reconstruction ef-
ficiency because the correlated particle pairs (i.e. thatie small relative momentum) generally have
close trajectories. The main two-track issues are spitfiwo tracks reconstructed from one patrticle)
and merging (one track reconstructed from two particlebjckvare generally avoided using a track sepa-
ration cut. For pions, pairs were required to have a separafi/An| > 0.016 ory/An2+ A¢*2 > 0.045
measured at the radial distance 1.2 m. Herés the pseudorapidity, angl* is the azimuthal coordinate
taking into account track bending due to the magnetic field.

2.2 Charged kaon selection

The main single-particle selection criteria used in thergha kaon analysis are listed in Table 1F K
identification was performed using the TPC (for all momeuatad TOF (forp > 0.5 GeVKk) detectors.
Figure[1 (a) shows the momentum dependence of the single arity, defined as the fraction of ac-
cepted kaon tracks that correspond to true kaon particleés. plrity values were obtained from TPC
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Pion selection

Transverse momentuimir 0.14< pr < 2.0 GeVk
n| <038
Transverse DCA to primary vertex <0.2cm
Longitudinal DCA to primary vertex | < 0.15cm
No tPC <3
Charged kaon selection
pr 0.15< pr <15 GeVkL
n| <038
Transverse DCA to primary vertex <24.cm
Longitudinal DCA to primary vertex | < 3.0cm
Ng tpc (for p < 0.5 GeVk) <2
Ng tpc (for p > 0.5 GeVk) <3
Ng 1oF (for 0.5 < p < 0.8 GeVk) <2
Ng 1oF (for 0.8 < p < 1.0 GeVk) <15
Ng 1oF (for 1.0 < p < 1.5 GeVk) <10

Neutral kaon selection

n| <038
Daughter-daughter DC#4 <0.3cm
DCA3p to primary vertex <0.3cm
Decay length <30cm
Cosine of pointing angle > 0.99
Invariant mass 0.480< My < 0.515 GeVt?
Daughterpr > 0.15 GeV/c
Daughter|n | <0.8
Daughter DCAp to primary vertex > 0.4 cm
DaughteMNg tpc <3
DaughtemNy tor (for p > 0.8 GeVk) <3

Proton selection

pr 0.7 < pr <4.0GeVk
n| <038

Transverse DCA to primary vertex <24cm
Longitudinal DCA to primary vertex | <3.2cm

Ng tpc (for p < 0.8 GeVk) <3

\/NZ e+ N2 o (for p> 08 GeVe) | <3

Table 1: Single particle selection criteria.

dE/dx distributions of the data and by studying HIJING|[29] simigias using GEANT3|[30] to model
particle transport through the detector. Like the pione,dbminant contamination for charged kaons in
the momentum region.® < p < 0.5 GeVk comes from €. The pair purity is calculated as a product
of two single-particle purities, where the momenta arendkem the experimental distribution. The®K
pair purity as a function dkr for three different centralities is shown in Fig.1(b).

Regarding two-track selection criteria, charged kaorspaére required to have a separatiof/of| > 0.02
or |A¢*| > 0.017 measured at the radial distance 1.6 m.
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Fig. 1: (Color online) Single K purity (a) and K= pair purity (b) for different centralities. In (b) tHe values for
different centrality intervals are slightly offset for diy.
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Fig. 2: (Color online) Invariant mass distribution afm~ pairs showing the gpeak for two centrality
intervals. The 45-50% centrality is scaled so that bothrilisions have the same integral in the range
0.480< m . < 0.515 GeV/@.

2.3 Neutral kaon selection

The decay channelg<—> mhm was used for the identification of neutral kaons. The sipglgicle cuts
for parents (K) and daughtersrt©) used in the decay-vertex reconstruction are shown in TRbRID
for the pion daughters was performed using both TPC (for alin@nta) and TOF (fop > 0.8 GeVk).
Figurel2 shows an example of the 17 invariant mass distribution where th& Iseak is seen. The cuts
used in this analysis were chosen to balance statisticsigima gurity. The neutral kaon purity (defined
as Sig./[Sig.+Bkg.] for #80< m, < 0.515 GeV/@) was found to be greater than 0.95.
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Two main two-particle cuts were used in the neutral kaonyas®l To resolve two-track inefficiencies
associated with the daughter tracks, such as the splittimyenging of tracks discussed above, a sepa-
ration cut was employed in the following way. For each kaoin, e spatial separation between the
same-sign pion daughters was tabulated at several poiotgout the TPC (every 20 cm radially from
85 cm to 245 cm) and averaged. If the average separationhafrgitiir of tracks was below 5 cm, the
kaon pair was not used. Another cut was used to prevent tvamsémicted kaons from using the same
daughter track. If two kaons shared a daughter track, onteenf vas cut using a procedure which com-
pared the two K candidates and kept the candidate whose reconstructea@i@ras best matched those
expected of a true gparticle in two of three categories (smalleg BCA to primary vertex, smaller
daughter-daughter DCA, and2nass closer to the PDG value [31]). This procedure was shosing
HIJING+GEANTS3 simulations, to have a success rate of abb th selecting a true Kparticle over

a fake one. More details abougKg analysis can be found in Ref. [16,/32].

2.4 Proton selection

The single-particle cuts used in the proton analysis arevsaned in Tabl€ll. The proton analysis used
tracks with 07 < pr < 4.0 GeVk. The lowerpy cut is used to suppress protons coming from weak
decays and interactions with the detector material. Rartitentification for p ang was performed
using both TPC (for all momenta) and TOF (fpr> 0.8 GeVk). The proton purity was estimated
using HIJING+GEANT3 simulations and was found to be grettan 95%. The used DCA criteria
do not fully discriminate between primary protons and pmstérom weak decays. This may lead to
a significant contamination from protons from lambda platic The effect of this contamination is
discussed in SeL. 3.4.

Regarding two-track selection criteria, pairs were reggito have a separation [dfn | > 0.01 or|A¢*| >
0.045 measured at the radial distance 1.2 m.

3 Construction of the correlation functions and fitting procedures

The experimental two-particle correlation function is defl asC(q) = A(q)/B(q), whereA(q) is the
measured distribution of same-event pair momentum diffegegg = p; — p,, andB(q) is the reference
distribution of pairs from mixed events. The pairs in theafemator distributiorB(q) are constructed by
taking a particle from one event and pairing it with a pagtitbm another event with a similar centrality
and primary vertex position along the beam direction. Eaemeis mixed with five (ten) others for the
K(S’ (rtt, K*, p) analysis. The available statistics of proton pairs Wt ¢ (< 0.2 GeVk) allowed us to
perform the analyses only for the one-dimensional coimeigunctionC(q), whereq = |qg| in the Pair
Rest Frame (PRF). In the case of pions and kaons, the ststigtire high enough for three-dimensional
studies, but these are beyond the scope of this paper; mdyahe one-dimensional analysis is presented
in order to compare results with heavier particles. The matne and denominator are normalized such
thatC(q) — 1 asq — . Pair cuts have been applied in exactly the same way for the-®vent (signal)
and mixed-event (background) pairs.

All correlation functions have been corrected for momentesolution effects. The correction factors
were determined using HIJING events to build simulatedatation functions using theoretical corre-
lation functions as weights. The ratio of the correlationdtipons using HIJING generated momenta to
those using HIJING+GEANTS3 reconstructed momenta formstneection factor.

For the analyses presented in this paper, the theoretiméb$eopic correlation function is defined as the
square of the two-particle wavefunction averaged overdlative distance™* of the emitters in the PRF.
This is performed using the Koonin-Pratt equation [33, 34]

Cla) = [ Sir)Wlar) . ®

6
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For the one-dimensional analysis, we assume a spherigatiyngtric Gaussian distribution of the parti-
cle emitter spatial separatiar in the PRF with sizdRin, [35],

S(r*) ~ exp(—r"?/4R5,, ). (@)

The two-particle wavefunction is (anti-)symmetrized fdemtical bosons (fermions) and may include
terms incorporating Coulomb or strong final-state intéoast depending on the type of particles being
studied.

The methods used in constructing and fitting the variousetation functions are discussed separately
below.

3.1 Pions

Pion correlation functions were fitted using the BowleryBikov formula [36] 37]:

C(g) =N[1—A +AK(q) (1+exp(-R3,a%))] (3)

whereN is the normalization factor. The parameter (also used in the other analyses) can be affegcted b
long-lived resonances, coherent sources|[19, 38, 39], and3aussian features of the particle-emission
distribution. K (q) is a symmetrizedK-factor calculated according to Ref. [19, 37] as

K(q) = C(QS+ Coulomb /C(QS), 4

whereC(QS) andC(QS+ Coulomb are the theoretical correlation functions calculated WHERMI-
NATOR 2 [40] using the quantum statistics (“QS”) and “QS+@wnb” weights (i.e. squared wavefunc-
tion), respectively [41]. The effect of the strong intefactis neglected here, since for like-sign pions,
the contribution is small for the expected source sizes. [Figure[3 shows an exampfe” r" correla-
tion function with the corresponding line of best fit. Mordalks about the pion analysis may be found
in [42].

3.2 Charged kaons

Figure[4 shows an examplei * correlation function with the corresponding line of best Atpurity
correction was applied to the correlation function acangdo

Ccorrected: (Craw— 1+ P)/ P> (5)

where the pair purity is taken from Figl1l. KK* correlation functions were fitted using the Bowler-
Sinyukov formula of EqLI3; the procedure is essentially tame as for pions. There are no available
experimental data for KK* strong FSI. The influence of the strong interaction to thestation function
was estimated with the s-wave scattering length calculattrdn the fully-dynamical lattice QCL [43].
The systematic uncertainty assigned to this effect wasméated to be 4%.

3.3 Neutral kaons

Figure[ shows an example2K2 correlation function with the corresponding line of best #2K2
correlation functions were fitted with a parametrizationickhincludes Bose-Einstein statistics as well
as strong final-state interactions (FSI)I[15, 35],

C(q) = [1-A+AC'(g)] (a+ba), (6)

where ,
C'(q) = 1+ & % + Corongrs(a,R), (7)
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C(a)

1.3l ALICE Pb-Pb \s, = 2.76 TeV

# ® 1T, 5-10%, 0.3<k<0.4 GeV/c
— Fit

| | | | I
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25

g (GeV/c)

Fig. 3: (Color online) Example correlation function with fit far" 77 for centrality 5-10% andks) = 0.35 GeVE.
Statistical uncertainties are shown as thin lines.

C(a)

1.2l ALICE Pb-Pb /s, = 2.76 TeV

® K*K*, 0-10%, 0.3<k,<0.4 GeV/c
— Fit

| | | | l
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
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Fig. 4: (Color online) Example correlation function with fit for'K* for centrality 0-10% andkt) = 0.35 GeVE.
Systematic uncertainties (boxes) are shown; statistioedtiainties are within the data markers. The main sources
of systematic uncertainty are the momentum resolutiorection and PID selection.
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C(a)

18l ALICE Pb-Pb \s, =2.76 TeV

® KIK?, 0-10%, 0.2<k,<0.6 GeV/c
— Fit

|
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
g (GeV/c)

Fig. 5: (Color online) Example correlation function with fit for2K2 for centrality 0-10% andkr) = 0.48 GeVE.
Statistical (thin lines) and systematic (boxes) uncetisrare shown. The main source of systematic uncertainty
is the variation of single-particle cuts.

T
O ALICE Pb-Pb \s = 2.76 TeV
11 ® pp, 0-10%, 0.01<k,<5.0 GeV/c
+ — Full fit
X === pp contribution
1.05 Lo -+ PA contribution
1
0.95
| | | | |

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
g (GeV/c)

Fig. 6: (Color online) Example correlation function with fit f@p for centrality 0-10% andks) = 1.0 GeVk.
Statistical (thin lines) and systematic (boxes) uncetisrare shown. The main source of systematic uncertainty
is the variation of two-track cuts.
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2
Cstrongrs(0, R) = % “ f(F?) + 4|\j/f—n(|g) F1(aR) — ZD:;(C]) F(R) |, (8)
and - L
Fi(2) :/0 dxexZ D Fa(2) = l—ze . (9)

f(q) is the s-wave scattering amplitude for th€K® system; we neglect the scattering fo?K€ and
KK © due to small scattering lengths 0.1 fm [15]. The factor of 1/2 in Ed.18 is due to the fact that
half of the KRKS pairs come from RK. The strong FSI have a significant effect on th&K con-
tribution to the I{%Kg correlation function due to the near-threshold resonangéd30) and a(980).
For the scattering amplitude, only s-wave contributionseantaken into account; the higher-order cor-
rections were small and therefore neglected [44]. The extadt amplitudef(q) is calculated using a
a two-channel parametrization which accounts for the ielastinsition KK° — K°K° and the inelas-
tic transition K"K~ — KK (See Ref.|[15] for more detailed expressions describindittienction).
Equatior 6 also includes an additional factor to accounhéor-femtoscopic background correlations at
largeq, with a andb being free parameters in the fit.

3.4 Protons

Figure[6 shows an examppp correlation function with the corresponding line of best Tihe femto-
scopic correlations of pp arf@p pairs are due to a combination of Fermi-Dirac statistiaa)l@nb and
strong FSI. A distinct maximum is seen @t 40 MeV/c [35]; this enhancement is due to the strong
interaction, as both quantum statistics and Coulomb iotiera present a negative correlation. Due to
the fact that feed-down from weak decays cannot be neglétteidh-energy heavy-ion collisions, the
effects of residual correlations related to th gystem are taken into account. The proton daughter of
a/\ decay has similar momentum to thdtself and may survive the experimental selection for prima
protons. Thus, it may contribute to the measured correlatiy forming a pair with a primary proton.
As can be seen in Figl 6, attempting to fit the measured ctimeléunctions with the theoretical pp
(pp) functions alone was unsuccessful due to the additionsitipe correlation observed in the range
60 < g < 160 MeVk. Thus, a method of simultaneous fitting of ggpY and @\ (pA) correlations was
applied. Contributions from heavier baryon-baryon pares reot taken into account since the original
correlation between the parent particles is not known duskmown interaction parameters, for exam-
ple for theAA pair. Moreover such residual correlations are more smeayagared with p because
of larger decay momentum. In addition, the fraction of basybeavier tham\ decaying to protons is
smaller than the fraction of’s. Finally, comparing with baryon-antibaryon pairs arsalg in [45], the
width of the correlation for baryon-baryon pairs is much Bemaand therefore the effect is much more
smeared due to decay kinematics.

The experimental correlation function of pp golsystems were fitted with [45]

CrmeadOpp) = 1+ App(Cpp(Qpps R) — 1) + ApA(Cpn (Gpps R) — 1), (10)

whereAp, is the fraction of correlated pp pairs where both particlespaimary, andp, is the fraction of
correlated pp pairs where one particle is primary and therdtha daughter of\ decay. The theoretical
proton-proton correlation function was calculated as

o L[SV ()£ WS (1)P] | 3[R g ()~ Wy ()P
(e =5 ER 4 ER

This formulation takes into account the necessary (aptitjsetrization of the wavefunction for a pp
pair in the singlet (triplet) spin state with a correspogdiveight of 1/4 (3/4). The pp pair wavefunction

(11)

10
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may be written as [44]

W qpp — % / e 1dppt /2F ir’al,if)+ fc(qpp) G(|f.),:|n) ) (12)
wherer* is the spatial separation of particle emitters at genewdiffgrent emission moments in the
PRF,& = argl (14in) is the Coulomb s-wave phase shif;(n) = 2mm (2™ — 1)~1 is the Gamow
factor (also referred to as Coulomb penetration factgri: (1aqpp)‘l a= (uzze?)tis the two-
particle Bohr radius taking into account the sign of thermtéon @ = 57.6 fm for pp pair),F is the
confluent hypergeometric functioé,= qupr *(1+cosB*), 6* is the angle betweemy,, andr*, Gis the
combination of the regular and singular s-wave Coulombtfans, andp = %qppr*. The amplitude of
the low-energy s-wave elastic scattering due to the shogerénteractionfc(dp,) may be expressed as

f — doC i 2 h 13
c(dpp) = f—0+ 3 _§|QppAc(n)—5(n) , (13)

wheref is the scattering lengtlu, is the effective radius of the interactidm,n) = [@(in) + Y(—in) —
n?)]/2, andy is the digamma function. For the pp system in the singleplét) state,fo andd, are
7.77 fm (-5.4 fm) and 2.77 fm (1.7 fm).

For the feed-down term, the theoretic#l porrelation function for a giveRa transformed into the pp
momentum space is obtained from the Lednicky-Lyuboshitdeh{85] and calculated as

Con(dop; Ron) = ch/\(QpAi Roa) T (Gop; Aon )/ ZT(Qpp7Qp/\)7 (14)

OpA Gpn

whereCon (Opa; Ron) = 14 Cstrongrs(Gpn; Ron ), @andT (dpp, Gpa) are the transformation factors related to

N decay kinematics, calculated with THERMINATOR 2[40]. Hesespin-dependent version of Edy. 8 is

used[[35]:

5(q OfS(q)
R

R@R)|, (15)

F1(gR) -

2 ds 205(q)
<l_ ZfOnR> TR

wherefS(q) is the spin-dependent scattering amplitydgis the fraction of pairs in each total spin state
S, andd is the effective radius of the interaction. It is assumed tha radii of pp and f sources are
equal. Therefore, there are three free fit parameters i @gAd, Apa , andR. Theoretical pp and
pA correlation functions were calculated using several \abfahe free parameters, and the fit function
(for the set of parameters given during each fit iteration feamed by a quadratic interpolation of the
calculated correlation functions.

CstrongFS CI> Zp [

3.5 Systematic uncertainties

The effects of various sources of systematic uncertainttherextracted fit parameters were studied as
functions of centrality anér. Tabld2 shows the minimum and maximum uncertainties froch saurce.
The values of the total uncertainty are not necessarilyldqube sum of the individual uncertainties, as
the latter can come from different centralitylarbins. All four analyses studied the effects of changing
the selection criteria for the events, particles and paseduvariation of cut values up t©25%) and
varying the range ofj values over which the fit is performed (variationafimits up to £25%). Un-
certainties associated with momentum resolution cooastare included in tha, K*, and p analyses;
the |<g analysis also studied this and found the uncertainties toelgéigible. The K, Kg, and p anal-
yses encountered uncertainties associated with the nomaftaground seen at larggfor highkr pairs

in peripheral collisions (estimated by using differentgraetrizations (linear or polynomial) to fit the
largeqg region). Strong FSI uncertainties affect both kaon analys®r I<g the strong FSI uncertainty
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T K* K2 p
Rinv A Rinv A Rinv A Rinv A
Event/particle/pair selection 2-13 6 | 3-5 3-5 | 1-4 | 2-10| 2-27 | 12-58
Non-flat background - - 1025|025 05| 04| 23 1-9
Fit range 10 | 33| 1-5 15 | 04| 03 | 3-26 | 3-57
Strong FSI - - 4 4 1-2 | 5-10| n/a n/a
Coulomb function 3 3 2 4 n/a | n/a n/a n/a
PID and purity - - - 5-28 - - 4-18 | 13-41
Momentum resolution 2| 3| 35| 510 | - - 3 1-8
Fixing App nfa |nfaj| nla | nla | nla| nla| 1-29 | n/a
Rop/Ron ratio nfa | nfaj] nfa | nfa | nfa| nla | 1-13 | 20-52
Total (quad. sum) 11-21| 34 | 6-9 | 10-32| 2-7 | 7-15| 10-40| 30-80

Table 2: Minimal and maximal uncertainty values for various souraesystematic uncertainty (in percent). The
A for the proton analysis refers to the sumigf andAps. Please note that each value is the minimum (maximum)
uncertainty from a specific source, but each can be from ardfiit centrality okt bin. Thus, the minimum (max-
imum) total uncertainties are greater (smaller) than (aaétp) the sum of the minimum (maximum) individual
uncertainties. 'n/a’ denotes that the given descriptohefdystematic uncertainty is not applicable for the specific
pair type, and -’ means that the contribution from the gigenrce is negligible.

comes from the fact that several sets @#BB0) and @(980) parameters are available [46+-49]; each set
is used to fit the data, the results are averaged, and the maxdifference was taken as the systematic
error. Thermr and K= analyses have uncertainties associated with the choideeoEbulomb function
used in the fitting procedure. The'Kanalysis had additional uncertainties due to the misitieation

of particles and the associated purity correction. The pyaisaalso had uncertainties associated with
the uncertainty in th&,,/Rpa ratio and attempts to fix th&,, parameter using the single-particle purity.
All of the analyses were performed separately for the twiediht signs of the ALICE dipole magnetic
field, but the resulting systematic uncertainty was foundegmegligible in all cases.

Systematic uncertainties on correlation functions (F& and6) were derived from the variation of
single- and two-particle cuts.

4 Results

Figures[ 7 and]8 present the extracted fit parameters fom*, K*K*, K(S’K(S’, and pp correlations
for several intervals of centrality and transverse masgh Btatistical and systematic uncertainties are
shown. The quality of the fits used to extract the shown parermean be assessed using xf¢NDF
values, which are in the ranges of 1.2-5.0, 0.8-3.5, 0.6&h8 0.8-3.2 for the pion, charged kaon, neutral
kaon, and proton analyses, respectively.

Figure[T shows the extracteéd parameters vany for several centralities. The protonis the sum of
App andApp from Eq.[10. The values for all species measured lie mosttiiérange 0.3-0.7 and show
no significant centrality dependence. The valued afre less than unity due to long-lived resonances
which dilute the correlation functions and also lead to @aussian shapes of the correlation functions,
especially in the one-dimensional case [20]. Results fonkand protons are consistent with each other
at similarmyr. Values ofA for pions are lower than for kaons due to the stronger inflaefcesonances;
an additional cause could be a partial coherence of pioirjs [19

Figure [8 shows the extractd®l,, parameters vany for several centralities. For overlappimgr, the
radius parameters are mostly consistent with each oth&inaiincertainties, though the pion radii are
generally larger than the kaon radii. Th% Kadii are slightly higher than K radii for central collisions,
but the difference is less than the systematic uncertsiniiée radius parameters show increasing size
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Fig. 7: (Color online)A parametersXpp+ Apa in case of (anti)proton pairs) vexr for the three centralities
considered forr™ =, K*K*, K2KE, pp, andpp. Statistical (thin lines) and systematic (boxes) undeiitzs are
shown. Thamy values for different centrality intervals are slightly st for clarity.
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Fig. 8: (Color online)Rn, parameters vsmy for the three centralities considered fof ret, K*K*, KZK2, pp,
andpp. Statistical (thin lines) and systematic (boxes) unasties are shown.
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Fig. 9: (Color online) Comparison of the HKM model (see text) withasered kaoi (a) andRi,, (b) parameters
for 0-5% centrality. Statistical (thin lines) and systeim@boxes) uncertainties are shown.

with increasing centrality as would be expected from a sing@ometric picture of the collisions. They
also show a decreasing size with increasimgas would be expected in the presence of collective radial
flow [6]. Both of these dependences can be seen in previdus femtoscopic measurements [4, 5] and
also reinforce the interpretation that collective flow isgent in these collisions for pions, kaons (neutral
and charged), and protons alike. Deviations from eractcaling ofRi,, can be explained as a conse-
guence of the increase of the Lorentz factor with decregsanticle mass. In a hydrodynamic model [50],
scaling is observed for the three-dimensional radii measur the Longitudinally Co-Moving System
(LCMS). The transformation from LCMS to PRF involves a boaking the outward direction only,
where the boost value is proportional to the transversecitglof the pair and inversely proportional to
the particle mass (for similany). Thus, a smaller mass leads to an increase in the boBgteand, sub-
sequentlyRi,, in the PRF. Indeed, we observe such an effect in the datapasauiii are systematically
higher than kaon radii at the sam®.

A comparison of a hydrodynamic flow + kinetics model, HKM[14}ith the measuredR,, and A
parameters for 0-5% centrality is shown in Fify. 9. The HKMxes in Fig[® are specifically from¥# *,

but the predictions for @(% and KK* are consistent with each other. FRy,, the charged kaon data
show very good agreement with the predictions. The expariah@ata for the neutral kaons are again
slightly higher than for the charged kaons, but this diffieeeis still within systematic uncertainties. For
A, both sets of kaon data match the decreasing trend withasitrgkr exhibited by the HKM points,
but the model slightly overpredicts the data. It is shownli#][that the most important resonances
for KK pairs, K*(890) and@(1020), do not significantly influence the parameter (due to their low
contribution), and the discrepancy between the model apdrarental data can be explained by the
lower experimental kaon purity and deviations of the experital correlation function shape from a
Gaussian distribution. For protons, the HKM predictionasnpatible with the data. HKM calculations
for one-dimensional pion radii are currently not availalidet three-dimensional radii were reasonably
reproduced by this model [51].

5 Summary

Results from femtoscopic studies mf =, K*K*, KZK2, pp, andpp correlations from Pb-Pb collisions
at/Sww = 2.76 TeV with ALICE at the LHC have been presented. The femtoiscaadii andA pa-
rameters were extracted from one-dimensional correlditinations in terms of the invariant momentum
difference. It was found that the emission source sizes afiand protons measured in these collisions
exhibit transverse mass scaling within uncertaintiesctvig consistent with hydrodynamic model pre-
dictions assuming collective flow. The deviation from thalgg for the pions can be explained as a
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consequence of the increase of the Lorentz factor with dsarg particle mass during the transforma-
tion from LCMS to PRF systems [50]. The extract®cgarameters are found to be less than unity, as
is expected due to long-lived resonances and non-Gaussieglation functions. The predictions of the
hydrokinetic model (HKM) for the one-dimensional femtogimradii for charged and neutral kaons and
protons coincide well with the observations.
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