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Correlated fluctuations near the QCD critical point
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In this paper, we introduce a freeze-out scheme for the diggdmodels near the QCD critical point through
coupling the decoupled classical particles with the ordeameter field. With a modified distribution function
that satisfies specific static fluctuations, we calculatectireelated fluctuations of net protons on the hydro-
dynamic freeze-out surface. A comparison with recent STAR ¢hows that our model calculations could
roughly reproduce energy dependent cumu@yandko? of net protons through tuning the related parameters.
However, the calculate@, and C3; with both Poisson and Binomial baselines are always abowesxiperi-
mental data due to the positive contributions from the staiitical fluctuations. In order to qualitatively and
quantitatively describe all the related experimental dtite dynamical critical fluctuations and more realistic
non-critical fluctuation baselines should be investigatetie near future.

PACS numbers: 05.70.Jk, 25.75.Gz, 25.75.-q, 25.75.Ng

I. INTRODUCTION Au-+Au collisions [L9], which shows the potential to discover
the QCD critical point.

To quantitatively study these experimental measurements,
ne needs to develop dynamical models near the QCD criti-
cal point. Based on linear sigma model, Paech and her col-

The Beam Energy Scan (BES) program at the Relativistic,
Heavy lon Collisions (RHIC) aims to explore the QCD phase

diagram and study the QCD phase transitiéh [At small |55 41015 have established the framework of chiral hygirod

chemical potential reg_ipn, I_attice s!mulations demornset@at o ics through coupling the hydrodynamical equations for
the QCD phase transition is a rapid but smooth cross@er [ q,arks with the evolution equations for the long wavelength

5]. At large chemical potential and medium temperature res,qqa of the sigma fiel@(]. Later on, the Frankfurt group

gion, diferent éfective models show thatthe QCD phase tran-rther developed chiral hydrodynamics with dissipatiod a
sition s t.he first Of‘?'?“"”th a c!ear phase bound#r]. Cor- ~noise R1, 22], and with the contributions from the Polyakov
respondingly, a critical point is located at the end of thst fir loop [23]. Besides the dynamical evolution, an equation of

order phase boundary, leading to unique critical phenomengaye ith a critical point has also been constructed and bee

of the QCD matter 1. _ _ applied to pure hydrodynamic simulatior2s] 25].
In the vicinity of the critical point, the correlation lerigt

¢ and the magnitude of fluctuations become divergent in a As far as we know, most of the dynamical models near the
static and infinite medium. Detailed calculations have show QCD critical point only focus on the dynamical evolution of
that the correlated fluctuations between two particles ese p the bulk matter 20-23]. Without a proper treatment of the

portional to the square of the correlation |eng((ﬁN)2> freeze-out procedure, these models can not be used tolylirect

£2[11, 12, higher cumulants of the correlated ﬂuctuatiz)ns ar palculate the fluctuations of produced hadrons as measured

" . 3\ _ .5 Inexperiment. In this paper, we will introduce a freeze-out
more sensitive to the correlation length W(MN) >c £ scheme for the dynamical models near the QCD critical

and((éN)4>c ~ ¢7[13, 14). It was also found that the fluc- point using a modified distribution function. To avoid the
tuations of net protons are related to the baryon suscéptibi numerical complexities, we will not investigate the dyneani
ties [15, 16] - the quantities that are generally used to evalu-critical phenomena from a realistic dynamical evolutioat b
ate the critical fluctuations in Lattice QCD anfiextive field  concentrate on studying the static critical fluctuationsroft-
theories. Therefore, the higher cumulants for the netgprot ted classical particles from a pure hydrodynamic freeze-ou
distributions are treated as the main observables to sé@&ch surface. We will demonstrate that, with Poisson and Binbmia
critical point in experiment. statistical fluctuation baselines, the static critical fliations
Recently, the STAR collaboration has measured the energiyom our model calculations can roughly reproduce energy
dependent moments of net-proton multiplicity distribugan ~ dependent cumulai@, and«o? of net protons as measured
Au+Au collisions aty/Syy = 7.7, 11.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 62.4 and in experiment. However, the calculatéz) and C3 with
200 GeV [17-19]. With the maximum transverse momentum both Poisson and Binomial baselines are always above the
increased from @ to 2 GeV, the cumulant ratieo? for net  experimental data due to the positive contributions from
protons shows large deviation from the Poisson expecttiorthe static critical fluctuations. In order to qualitativeind
and presents an obvious non-monotonic behavior in centra@uantitatively describe all the related experimental dete
dynamical critical fluctuations and more realistic nortical
fluctuation baselines should be investigated in the neardut
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II. THE FORMALISM one needs to generate the fluctuating sigma fieldg that
satisfies specific 2-point, 3-point and 4-point correlatohs-
fortranately, this has not been numerically realized inenir

In this section, we will introduce a freeze-out scheme fordynamical simulations. .
the evolution of the bulk matter near the critical point, and In this article, we will perform event-averaged calculato
then deduce the formulism to calculate the 2nd, 3rd and 4tfPr the correlated fluctuations of particles emitted frore th
cumulants for the correlated fluctuations of the classieal p hydrodynamic freeze-out surface through expanding the-mod
ticles emitted from the hydrodynamic freeze-out surfaca ne ified eqUIIIbrlum distribution fUnCt|0n§ to the linear order of
T. with the presence of an external order parameter field. We'(X) [28, 29). With such expansion, the distribution function
emphasis that our formalism aims to investigate the static ¢ 1S Written as:
ical phenomena near the QCD critical point, which does not
involve the dynamical evolution of the order parameter field f=fo+of ="f(1-go/(T)), )

We also neglect the hadronic scatterings and resonance de- ) - o o )
cays belowT, but leave the investigations of sucfieets to where fq is the traditional equilibrium distribution function:
the future study. fo = f (my), 6f represents the fluctuation, apd= % is the

In traditional hydrodynamics, the classical particlestemi covariant Lorentz factor. With such expansion, the 2-point
ted from the freezeout surface can be calculated through th&-point and 4-point correlators 6ff are expressed as:
Cooper-Frye formulad6, 27): P

o1l02 9
dN do (6f162) = (0102)¢ (3)
B = [ 2t (xp). (1) T T2
®*p Jy 27 fo1 foo fos 0°
(6f16f0fs), = ————— =
Yiyeys T

. . , 4
whereX is the freezeout hyper-surfacdg* is the normal (10203 )

vector on the freezeout surface, afifx, p) is the distribu- for foa foafoa g*

tion function for the classical particles. For Boltzmanatist (0102030 fa)c Svovevs T4

tics, its co-variant form is written a§(x, p) = e (Puw/T Y1y2ysya

wherep* is the four-momentum of the classical particles (with gt that(), denotes the expectation values of the connected

Po = /mg + p2, my is the physics mass of the particleg)js  correlators since disconnected correlators do not cart&ito

the four-velocity of the fluid and is the decoupling temper- € related cumulants of final produced hadrons.

ature on the freeze-out surface. The above correlators Eqs.(3-5) require detailed expres-
In the vicinity of the critical point, we assume the claskica Sions for the correlations of the sigma field. To simplify the

particles still satisfy some modified distributiohéx, p), but ~ calculations, we neglect the feedback interactions from pa

with variable éfective masses that fluctuate in position spacdicles and only consider the static critical fluctuationstiue

through interacting with the correlated fluctuating order p Sigma field. Following Ref.13, 28], we use the probability

rameter fieldo. For example, the proton interacts with the distribution P[] with a potential involve cubic and quartic

sigma field through the-NN coupling, its éfective mass can {€rms to calculate the correlators of the sigma field, which i

be written into two partsm = mo + om. ny is the phys- Written as:

ical mass,om = go(X) is the variable mass induced by the

sigma filedo(X) which strongly fluctuates near the critical Plo] ~ exp{-Q[o] /T}, (6)

point [28]. gis the coupling between the proton and the sigma .

field. In this way, the correlated fluctuations of the sigmhfie With

are translated to the distribution functid(x, p) of the classi- 1 1 A3 A4

cal particles. Qo] = fde’x[z (Vo)? + Emﬁo-z + 30-3 + zo-"' , (D)
With the modified distribution function and the variable ef-

fective mass, one can, in principle, calculate the crificeitu-

ations of produced particles through the Cooper-Frye féeimu

in a dynamical model near the critical point, e.g., chiradtoy

dynamics. However, such calculations involve event-byaev (102)e = TD (X1 - %), 8)

simulations of the coupled evolution equations for the sigm

field and for the bulk matter. To compare with the experi- (010203)¢ = —2T2/13fd3zD (x1—2)D(x2 - 2)

mental data, especially, the higher cumulants of net psyton

(01020304)c. (5)

With this probability distribution, the correlators of tegma
field at the tree diagram level are:

xD (X3 — 2), )

1 We have shifted the average value of the sigma field to zet) here
represents the fluctuations of the sigma field. Such equilibrium distribution functions is a stationarylusion for the
2 Based on similar idea, Ref2§] has derived the standard critical fluctua- ~ Boltzmann equation with the presence of an external sigrieh[28].
tions in a static and infinite mediuni3] with a fluctuating momentum-
space distribution functiof(p).



_ 3 3
(01020304)c = —6T /l4fd D(x-3D(x-2 TABLE |: Parameter sets for the critical fluctuations.
xD (X3 —2) D (X4 — 2) VSww[GeVv] | 7.7 | 11.5|19.6| 27 | 39 | 62.4| 200
3.2 3 3 g|32|25]|23|22| 2 18| 1
+12T/lsfdudeD(xl—U)D(Xz—U) paral | 42| 6 [ 4 [3 [2 [0 0 [0
Ag| 14 | 13 | 12 | 11 | 10 9 8
XD (x3 = V) D (x4 — V) D (u-V). (10) Ft T t2 1332 1 05
where the propagat® (x-y) = 4me mrr = |x—-y, mis 932]25/23|22| 2 | 18] 1
the mass of the sigma field, and the correspondmg corralatio | para-Il 1] 6 4 3 2 2 1151 1
length isé = 1/m, Ag| 14 | 13 | 12 | 11 | 10 9 8
- ' &1 25| 4 4 3 2 1
With the above detailed expressions, one can calculate the g|28|/18]17]16| 1 05|01
cumulants of produced hadrons through integrating Eg®.(3- | para-mf421 6 4 13 12 | 2 |15] 1
on the hydrodynamic freeze-out surface: A4| 14 113 112 111110 | 9 8
112 332105
1 \2
SN —d? i dot'd )
(NY), ((an’) ]:[Z(f B Py e
for for 02 freeze-out surface, we implement the viscous hydrodynamic
Ty 72 (T102)c, (11)  code VISH21 [31] and extend its (21)-d freeze-out surface
11 23 to the longitudinal direction within the measured momentum
SN — ot dn rapidity rangely] < 0.5 through the rapidity correla.tion.s be-
<( )> ((271')3) Jl_z[s(f ECP 5, Pi Ao Th) tween momentum and spac&?]. The hydrodynamic simu-
ot lations start atg = 0.6 fm/c with smooth initial conditions
x 202708 1) (0'10'20'3)c, (12)  generated from the MC-Glauber model. The normalization
Y1Y2Y3 factor of the initial entropy density profiles are tuned tdti
1\ 1 multiplicity of pions in central Au-Au collisions at+/Syn =
((oNy*), :(W) 1_[ (fgidspij; pilldo-lildni) 7.7, 11.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 62.4 and 200 GeV. Since this paper
i=1,2,34 i

does not aim to fit the flow data at lower collision energies,
we directly set the specific shear viscosit\s = 0.08 and the
specific bulk viscosity’ /s = 0.0 as once used in Ref3§, 34].

The hydrodynamic freeze-out surface is defined by a constant
In the following calculations, we denote these CumU|ant5temperature which is set to the chemical freeze-out teaper
of critical fluctuations((6N)? > ((6N)? > and ((6N)* > as  tureTq, extracted by the statistical model at various collision

Ccrltlcal Ccrmcal andccrltlcal respectlvely energies:ﬁa 36].

In Eqs.(11—13), thef&cts from the dynamical evolution of ~ This paper focuses on investigating the fluctuations of net
the bulk matter have been partially accounted through theserotons. Itis thus necessary to nicely fit the related me&n va
multi-dimensional integrations on the hydrodynamic feeez ues of protons and anti-protons from the hydrodynamic cal-
out surface. However, our formulism still belongs to the cat culations. Since the current version WESH2+1 still inputs
egory of static critical fluctuations since the input coatets, the equation of state s95-PCE with zero chemical potential
Egs.(8-10), are static correlators without involving agievo- ~ and does notinclude the transport equations for the coederv
lution of the sigma field. If replacing the related integoat ~ charges, we directly add affective chemical potential of net
of Egs.(11-13) by the integrations over the whole positionbaryonsus to the distribution function in the Cooper-Frye for-
space, the standard formula for a static and infinite mediuninula, and then fine tunes to produce the yields of protons
deduced by Stephanov in 20058] can be reproduced (please and anti-protons at each collision energies and chosenatent
see the appendix for details). Recently, Mukherjee and higies.
collaborators3Q] have found that the cumulants of the sigma  Besides the hydrodynamic freezeout surface, couplings
field could change their sign during the dynamical evolutiond, 43, A4, and the correlation lengtk are additional in-
However, their method can not be directly implemented to ouputs in our calculations. In order to reproduce the physical
formulism since the related calculations only consideztire ~ mass of protons at zero temperatuger 10 in the sigma
mode of sigma field, which already erase the needed spaciaiodel [L3]. At high temperature, calculations from the NJL
information. model show that the coupling decrease as the temperature

increase §]. As far as we know, there is no solid calculation
on how the couplingy changes with temperature and chem-
. SETUPS ical potential along the chemical freeze-out line. We thus
treatg as a free parameter and tune it within 0 and 10. Ac-
cording to the lattice simulations for the relatefeetive po-

Egs.(11-13) require a {3)-dimensional freeze-out surface tentials around the critical point, the dimensionless pera
for the related multi-dimentional integrations. To obtairch ~ tersAds (/13 = 13T (TE)™¥ 2) andAy (/14 =4 (Tf)‘l) separately

f01 foo fosfoa g

yivaysya T4 (0102030°4)c - (13)
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ranges between (B8) and (420) from crossover to the first black and grey curves with flerent symbols are the theoreti-
order phase transitiod B, 37]. Considering the critical slow- cal results from our model calculations. Here, we implement
ing down near the critical point, the maximum value of thethree parameters sets, as listed in table I, to calculatéhthe
correlation lengtl¥ is set to O(3fm) 24, 38]. Away fromthe critical fluctuations®. With the assumption that non-critical
critical point, the correlation length gradually decreases to and critical fluctuations are independent, the total cumsla
its natural value around 0.5-1 fr3, 2§]. C, ~ C4 (black and grey curves) are obtained by summing

Table | lists three parameter sets used in our calculationsip the cumulants from the critical fluctuations and from the
Here,g, 1s, A4 and¢ are tuned within the above constrains PoissoyBinomial fluctuations.
to roughly fitC4 and to describe the decreasing trendef In our model calculationsC;, the mean value of net pro-
andCs with Poisson and Binomial baselines. Note that thes@ons, is used to set the chemical potential of net baryons in
parameter sets are not unique since the measured cumulagfe Cooper-fryer formula, which leads to a nice fit of he
Cz andCs are always below the Poiss@inomial baselines, data within diferentpr ranges at various collision energies.
which can not strictly constrain the related parametersitf ¢ C, ~ C, are the cumulants to evaluate fluctuations. Gener-
ical fluctuations (please refer to Sec. IV for details). ally, the deviations between the data and the Poj&namial

In order to compare with the experimental data, one als@aselines are considered as the contributions from thie crit
needs to consider the contributions from trivial stataitftic-  cal fluctuations. After tuning, &, 13 and A, within the al-
tuations (noncritical fluctuations). Here, we assume that t |owed parameter ranges, we could roughly describe the de-
critical and noncritical fluctuations are independent, shihi crease trend of, and Cs and the non-monotonic behavior
can be treated separately. Following Refl][ we take ei-  of C, with the increase of collision energy. Howeves, and
ther Poisson or Binomial distributions as the trivial &t  C; from our model calculations are always above the Pois-
cal fluctuations. If protons and anti-protons are indepatige  sioryBinomial baselines due to the positive contributions from
produced and satisfy the Poisson distributions, the nébpso  the static critical fluctuations, which shows even largerale
satisfy the Skellam distributions. The correspondent cumutions from the experimental data. Similarly, the standaiti} c

lants and cumulants ratios are expressedas: C3 = Mp —  cal fluctuations from Stephanov in a static and infinite mediu
Mg, C2 = C4 = Mp + Mp, So = g_g = mp;m& ko2 = g_: =1, also give positive contributions @, andCs. Such sign prob-
P P

whereM, andM; are the mean values of protons and antipro-lem of C§"" andC§"'® might be solved if further consid-
tons. If protons and anti-protons satisfy independent Bino€ring the time evolution for the correlated fluctuating arde
mial distributions, the cumulants of protons and anti-pnst  Parameter field, which should be studied in the future.
are written asCy = My, CJ = &xMy, C = exMy (2ex - 1), For the energy dependent cumul@nt our model calcula-
CY = My (662 — 65 — 1), whereMy is the mean value of tions can roughly describe the experimental data withim bot
04 < pr < 08 GeV and ® < pr < 2 GeV with the Bi-
nomial baselines. However, if using the Poisson baselines,
it's difficult to simultaneously describ@, within these two
differentpy ranges for Ag-Au collisions at lower collision
energies. At small collision energies below 11.5 GeV, the
measuredC, are higher than the poisson expectation values
for 0.4 < pr < 2 GeV, but lower than the poisson expectation
values for M < pr < 0.8 GeV. Accordingto Egs.(13-15), the
: change of thepr ranges only fiects the magnitude @¢'t@
With the formulism and set-ups presented in Sec.ll ancbf the critical fluctuations, rather than their signs. As sutg
Sec.lll, we calculate the correlated fluctuations of net@me  our calculations with the Poisson baselines can not simedta
emitted from the hydrodynamic freeze-out surface with thepusly fit theC, data within these twr ranges.
presence of an order parameter field. Fig. 1 and Fig. 2_show Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 also show that, with tip¢ range changed
the energy dependent cumuladis ~ C4 of net protons in - ¢,m’04 < p;r < 0.8 GeV to 04 < pr < 2 GeV, the mea-
central AurAu collisions with either Poisson or Binomial dis- g redc, dramatically increases, showing much larger devia-
tributions served as the trivial statistical fluctuatios@&es,  tions from the PoisqiBinomial baselines. It is thus generally

where the left and right panels present the results withd tw pejieved that large acceptance is a crucial factor to prbee t
different transverse momentum rangeg, 9 pr < 0.8 GeV  itica fluctuations in experiment. In our model calcuas,

and 04 < pr < 2 GeV, respectively. The red stars are theyhe n “cumulants of the critical fluctuations is closely related
STAR preliminary datag8, 19|, the dashed blue lines are the

expectation values of Poiss@inomial distributions, and the

protonganti-protons andy is an additional parameter, which
is determined by = CJ/My. Then, the cumulants of the

net-protons are expressed &% P = CP + (-1)"CP 4.

IV.  NUMERICAL RESULTS

5 The critical fluctuations are calculated through integugtihe static corre-
lators ofé f over the whole freeze-out surface. If constraining theedarr
4 As pointed in Ref. 39, 40], a hydrodynamic system has imprinted thermal  tions within certain time slice, e.g\t < 1fm, Cg”“ca‘, Cg”“cal andCZ”“ca]

fluctuations according to the fluctuation-dissipation teen Considering at lower collision energies would respectively reduce by@g), O(30%)
the numerical complexities, we do not further explore sumrral fluc- and O(50%) with the same parameter sets as inputs. Aftemieg the
tuations, but only take the Poisson or Binomial distribasi@s the trivial related parameters, similar results as shown in Fig. 1 agd2~tould be

statistical fluctuations. obtained even with such constraint.



Au+Au 0-5%, noncritical + critical fluctuations (Poisson baselines)
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Energy dependence of cumul&its- C,4 for net protons in 0-5% A#Au collisions within
0.4 < pt < 0.8 GeV (left panels) and within.@ < pt < 2 GeV (right panels). The red stars are the STAR preliminary
data [L8, 19|, dashed blue lines are the Poisson expectations, and &tetlrey curves with symbols are the results from our
model calculations with the Poisson baselines.

Au+Au 0-5%, noncritical + critical fluctuations (Binomial baselines)
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Similar to Fig.1, but with Binomial belines.

to theny, power of the total net-proton number within the de- One may also notice that, although the correlation lergth
fined pr and rapidity range. With the maximupy increased decreased to 1 fm in AtAu collisions at+/Syny =7.7 GeV,
from 0.8 GeV to 2 GeV, the averaged number (mean value}he critical fluctuations o€,, C3z andC, are still large there,

of net protons almost increases by a factor of two, leading t@specially for the cases withD < pr < 2 GeV. This is

a dramatic increase @' andCS"*@ in our calculations. mainly because the net proton numbers within specific accep-



Au+Au 30-40%, noncritical + critical fluctuations (Poisson baselines)
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Energy dependence of cumul&its- C,4 for net protons in 30-40% AtAu collisions, with Poisson
baselines.

Au+Au 30-40%, noncritical + critical fluctuations (Binomial baselines)
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Similar to Fig. 3, but with Binomial balines.

tance range dramatically increase at lower collision eeerg due to the decreased mean values of net protons. To further ex
Compared with the case afsyv =19.6 GeV, the mean val- plore such &ects, we extend our calculations to 30-40% cen-
ues of net proton€; within both pr ranges almost increase trality bin with the same inputs and parameter sets. Fig.d3 an
by a factor of 2 fory/Syy =7.7 GeV, leading to large2S™",  Fig. 4 show the energy dependent cumulais- C, in 30-
cgiticdl andcgitied even withé = 1 fm. 40% Aut+Au collisions with Poisson and Binomial baselines,
respectively. Due to largely reduced critical fluctuatiaghsse

Similarly, the higher cumulants of critical fluctuationsear black and grey curves from our model calculations are close t

dramatically suppressed from central to semi-centalsiotis
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Energy dependence of cumulant raBesandxo?, for net protons in 0-5% AuAu collisions, with
differentpr ranges and dlierent non-critical fluctuation baselines.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Similar to Fig. 5, but for 30-40% ceatity bins.

the Binomial and Poisson baselines. We have also noticéd thiations. In contrast, the Poisson baselines are well abdove t
the Poisson expectation values are well abovelhdata for ~ measuredo? for almost all collision energies at the 30-40%
differentpt ranges, which make it impossible to fit thg if centrality bin. Due to small contributions from the critica
using the Poisson baselines in our model calculations. iia co fluctuations, it is impossible to fiio-? at higher collision ener-
trast, the Binomial baselines are very close to the measuregies above 39 GeV in our model calculations with the Poisson
Cy1 ~ C4 in 30-40% centrality, with which we can roughly fit baselines.

the C4 data within error bars. Howevet, andCs; are still

slightly over-predicted there due to the positive contiims

from the critical fluctuations. V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 show the energy dependent cumulant ratios
So = C3/C, andko? = C4/C, in 0-5% and 30-40% AwAu
collisions, where the left and right panels present theltesu In this paper, we introduced a freeze-out scheme for the dy-
with Poisson and Binomial baselines, respectively. Altifou namical models near the QCD critical point through coupling
C, andC; are over-predicted in our model calculations, thethe decoupled classical particles with the correlated dhiet
cumulant ratiosSo- andko? show better agreement with the ing sigma field. With a modified distribution function that-sa
experimental data in central A\u collisions, except foBo-  isfies specific static fluctuations, we deduced the formulism
within 0.4 < pr < 2 GeV (pannel (b) and (f) in Fig. 5). For to calculate the 2nd, 3rd and 4th cumulants for the particles
non-central Au-Au collisions at 30- 40% centrality, the Bi- emitted from the hydrodynamic freeze-out surface with the
nomial baselines are very close to the experimental data. Tgresence of an order parameter field. We proved that, for a
gether with the dramatically reduced critical fluctuatiath$s ~ static and infinite medium, this formulism can reproduce the
leads to a nice fit of the experimental data in our model calcuearly results of static fluctuations deduced by Stephanov in



20009. the near future.

With the parameters tuned within the allowed ranges, we
calculated the correlated fluctuations of net protons on the
hydrodynamic freeze-out surface in central and non-centra Appendix
Au-+Au collisions at various collision energies. With Poisson
or Binomial baselines, our model calculations could royghl
describe the decrease trend of the cumul@itandC; and
the non-monotonic behavior of the cumul&t as observed
in experiment, but always over-predict the value€pandC;
due to the positive contributions from the static criticattu-

A critical fluctuations in static and infinite system.

The standard critical fluctuations in a static and infinite
medium were firstly deduced in®, 13] through considering a
ations. joint probability distribution for the sigma field and thecoe

pation numbers,, of the produced particles. In this paper, we

After _flne tuning the cpupll_ngy, & ’13. and24, our model assume the coupling between the sigma field and the classi-
calculations, with the Binomial baselines, can roughly de-

. S cal particles introduces a variablffective mass for the parti-
e e o ogye18 TS Gves  modifed dstuion ncion htsoin
if using the Poisson baselines, it idfitiult to simultaﬁeously fluctuates near the cr!t|c_all point. I.n appendix A, we W|II_$ho
describeC, within differentpr r:amges in central AHAU Col- that, for a static and_lnflmte med|_u_m, we c_oulq re-derl\_/e the
L - . s early results of 13] with such modified distribution function.
lisions at lower collision energies. Meanwhile, it is impos

sible to fit C, and ko with the much reduced critical fluc- For a static and infinite medium, integrating Egs.(3-5) over

tuations for AurAu collisions at 30-40% centrality bin since the whole position space gives:
the Poisson baselines largely deviate from the experirhenta n n
data there. For our model calculations, the Binomial distri <6np1...6npn> = 1_[ (fdsxi) (6F1...0fn)e / l_[ (fdgxil) .
butions with two parameters seem to give better non-ctitica i=1..n i=1..n
fluctuations baselines when compared with the one-paramete (14)
Poisson distributions. However, how the trivial statiatkittuc- The two point correlato(’é‘nplénpz>c involves an integration
tuations, like Poisson distributions, are destroyed thhothe  of the equal-time propagator of the sigma field:
effects like hadronic scattering and decays, the cut of central L v
ity bins, etc. has not been fully investigated, which shdadd 3, 43 _ 3 3 mer
s%/udied in the near future. g ’ fd %D (a =) = fd Rfd rme e W(,

At last, we emphasize that our calculations presented in (15)
this paper belong to the category of static critical fludeg ~ With R= 72,1 = X — X andD (x; — Xp) = 7€ ™', thus
due to the static correlators of the sigma field used in our for
mulism. In order to qualitatively and quantitatively deber _ forfoz G? V

. . : (6np,0np,)_ = - —. (16)

the experimental data, especially to solve the sign problem ¢ wpwp, T M
of C, andCs for the critical fluctuations, the dynamical evo-
lution of the order parameter field and other relat@i@as  whereG = gm, andw, = p,W for a static system.
should be further investigated. Along this direction, Makh The 3-point correlator of the sigma field can also be calcu-
jee and his collaborators have done some pioneering worlated with the variables substitutiony —z = ry, X, —z =
on solving the evolution equations of various cumulants forrz, X3 —z = rs, % = R, and the Jacobi determination
the sigma field and found that Skewness and Kurtosis COUl(%(rl,err&R) — 1. The integration of the 3-point correlator can
change their sign after the dynamical evoluti®®][ How- k()(é(l\’/)\(/zr’i(tst’(zen as:
ever, their approach can not be directly implemented in our
formulism on the freeze-out surface since only zero mode of
sigma field are considered in their calculations),lwhichaai;e fd3x1d3x2d3x3 fdsZD (1 -2D0e-2)D(x-2)
erase the needed spacial information. Dynamical models nea
the critical point, eg. chiral hydrodynamics, involve d fuo- fdgrldsfzdsfsfdsRD (r)) D(r2) D(ra)
lution of the sigma field in position space, together with the 3
coupled evolution of the bulk matte2(-23]. Combined with _ (i) (17)
the freeze-out scheme introduced in this paper, one cauld, i m) -
principle, calculate the correlated fluctuations of thessieal
particles decoupled from the bulk matter with the presencd hen, the 3-point correlator of particle density in momemtu
of an evolving order parameter field. However, a quantieativ space is
study of the higher cumulants of produced hadrons also re-
quires sophisticated simulations for the evolution eaumatif 213 forfoafos [ G 3
the sigma field with the properly chosen noise and dissipatio <6n"15nf’26n"3>c BRVZ Wp, Wp,Wps (Wv) )
terms and initial conditions with correlated fluctuatioat..
Part of the related work have been done W¥edent groupsin  Following the same steps, we can calculate the 4-particte co
the past few years2D-23], more progresses are expected inrelator in momentum space with the variables substitution,

(18)
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Energy dependence of cumul&its- C,4 for protons, anti-protons and net protons, with Poisson
baselines (left panels) and Binomial baselines (right [sane

which gives critical fluctuations in our calculations are mainly infleexd
by two factors: the mean value (average number) of net pro-
<6np16np25np36np4>c tons within specific acceptance window and the correlation

mg

o

6 forfoafosfos [ G\ 15 \2 lengthé. Fig. 8 shows the collision energy dependent cumu-
- T—( ) [2(—) —/14}. (19) lantsCgicd cgiticd and CCMMtiedl of net protons, calculated
VET wp, wp, wp,wp, My from Egs.(11-13) within dferent pr windows and within
Jnomentum rapidityy] < 0.5. At larger collision energies
above 39 GeV, all cumulants almost approach zero because
of the smaller correlation lengthand reduced mean values
of net protons within specific acceptance window. At lower
B. cumulants of protons anti-protons and net protons  collision energiesCS"@ (n = 2,3,4) increases as thpr
window is broadened. In fact, the mean value of net pro-
In Fig. 1-4, we only present the cumulants of net protongons increases with the increase of fyeacceptance, lead-
for clearness of the figures. In appendix B, we will compareing to the enhanced signals of the critical fluctuations. eNot
the cumulants of protons, anti-protons and net protons ithat with the acceptance increased té & py < 2 GeV,
central AurAu collisions within 04 < pr < 2 GeV. Fig. 7 Cg'@ (n = 2 3,4) almost reach saturations since most of
shows the energy dependence of these cumulants with eithprotons and anti-protons are produced below 2 GeV. Fig. 8
Poisson or Binomial baselines. For clearness, we only @hoosalso shows thaE'i®@ (n = 2, 3, 4) gradually increase as the
one parameter set (para-l) to calculate the critical fluctucollision energy decreases. Meanwhile, the correlatingtle
ations. For anti-protons, the cumulants with both critical¢ in table | decrease from O(3fm) to 1 fm. As discussed in Sec.
and non-critical fluctuations (para-I) are almost overlaghw V, both correlation length and the mean value of net protons
non-critical fluctuation baselines due to the small mearC; influence the critical fluctuations. At lower collision en-
values at various collision energies which largely supptes  ergy, the drastically increaséz{ becomes the dominant fac-
critical fluctuations. Basically, the cumulants of net prig  tor, which leads to the increasing trend@ff'"®@ (n = 2,3, 4)
follows the trends of protons. As already discovered in Eig. with the decrease of the collision energy.
and Fig. 2, our calculations can roughly@i for protons and
anti-protons with pare-I, but over-predi€t and Cz due to
the positive contributions from the critical fluctuations.

With Eqgs.(18-19), we now reproduce the static fluctuation
for a static and infinite medium once deduced in paf8}. [

In a recent paperdp], Ling and Stephanov have investi-
gated the acceptance dependence of critical fluctuations in
both transverse momentum and rapidity windows, using a
simplified freeze-out surface constructed from the blaestev

C. momentum dependence of critical fluctuations model. They demonstrated that the window dependence
is significant for diferent order cumulants, which is qualita-

In this appendix C, we explore the acceptance dependendiely agree with what we find in Fig. 8. They also found that,
of critical fluctuations in the transverse momentum spabte. T for typical experimental rapidity acceptance windaw < 1,
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FIG. 8: (color online)pr acceptance dependencedsfiid, Cicd andCgicd of net protons.

larger acceptance leads to significantly increased dritioa
tuations. In this appendix, we will not further explore suah
pidity acceptance dependence since thé-8 freeze-out sur-
faces used in our calculations are constructed from #le@
freeze-out surfaces G SH2+1 using the momentum rapidity
and space rapidity correlations.
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