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We calculate volume-independent ratios of cumulants of the net-proton number distribution up
to sixth order in a fireball that cools down after the chemical freeze-out. A hadron resonance gas
model is used together with the assumption of partial chemical equilibrium, which fixes the number
of observed stable hadrons after the chemical freeze-out. It is shown that due to only weak depar-
ture from the statistical Boltzmann distribution, also the volume-independent ratios of higher-order
cumulants of the net-proton number show only weak dependence on the temperature.This obser-
vation supports the possibility to measure non-critical cumulants at chemical freeze-out even after
subsequent cooling in the hadronic phase. Cumulants of the net-baryon number behave similarly,
while those for the kaon number vary more strongly with the temperature. Our results are relevant
for the current fluctuation studies of the RHIC-BES runs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Mapping the structure of the phase diagram of strongly
interacting matter is a major objective of today’s high-
energy nuclear physics. According to the current un-
derstanding of Quantum Chromo Dynamics (QCD) one
expect that at small net-baryon density and high enough
temperature hadronic matter undergoes a rapid but
smooth crossover to a deconfined quark-gluon plasma [I].
One anticipates that this crossover ends in a critical end
point (second order phase transition) and continues to
even higher baryon densities in a first order transition
line. Currently, a tremendous amount of theoretical and
experimental activity is focused on the search for the ex-
act position of this critical point ([2} B] and references
therein).

Among the most promising observables in this context
are the fluctuations of the baryon number which can be
accessed for equilibrated matter within the grand canon-
ical ensemble, e.g. on the lattice or in a statistical model
[4,[5]. The fluctuations are customarily quantified by the
cumulants of the net-baryon number distribution. It has
been shown that the baryon number fluctuations scale
with high powers of the correlation length, this makes
higher-order cumulants particularly sensitive to the vicin-
ity of the critical point, in which the correlation length
diverges [6].

Unfortunately, connecting those theoretical findings
to real experimentally accessible observables is far from
straightforward:

e detector efficiencies and acceptance cuts might play
a role [7, 8],

e cluster production may influence the results [9],

e protons are used as a proxy for baryon number [10]
1],

e the duration and volume of the system might be too
small to reach grand canonical equilibrium [12HI4],

to just name a few of the challenges.

Very interesting results were recently published by the
STAR collaboration [15] [16], which indicate a dramatic
rise of the fourth-order cumulant as the energy of Au+Au
collisions has been lowered to 7.7 GeV per nucleon pair in
framework of the RHIC Beam Energy Scan program. No
theoretical explanations that can explain this observation
exist to this date.

In parallel to identifying the reason of this observation,
it is crucial to improve the calculations of the expected
behaviour, namely the baseline of non-critical scenarios
[B, @, I7H21]. Only in this way the strength of the signal
above the non-critical background can be reliably quanti-
fied. A natural choice of a baseline is the statistical model
of a hadron resonance gas [5l, 22H24]. Tt has been fre-
quently used in the description of the hadron abundances
produced in nuclear collisions at various energies where
it provides a reasonable fit to measured data. Techni-
cally, one deals with first-order cumulants in this kind of
analysis.

The statistical hadron resonance gas model combined
with lattice QCD simulations has also been used in fit-
ting higher-order cumulants measured by STAR in order
to extract the freeze-out temperature from these data
[25, 26]. While the overall agreement is good, a slight
disagreement with the thermal parameters obtained from
fitting the abundances (first order cumulant) has been
reported. In [27] it has been pointed out, that this may
be a consequence of fast expansion and cooling which
drives the particle number distribution out of equilib-
rium so that its different cumulants cannot be assigned
to a unique value of the temperature.

On the other hand, since the fireball stays connected
after the chemical freeze-out and cools further down,



Partial Chemical Equilibrium (PCE) [12HI4] is often as-
sumed. It keeps the (effective) numbers of long living
hadrons fixed at the values they had at the chemical
freeze-out. PCE requires fast equilibration between the
stable hadron sort and all resonances that decay into this
sort of hadrons.

Baryon number conservation and the fact that only
some of the baryons are detected has an important im-
pact on the observed result. Recently, it has been shown
how these effects are built into the statistical models
[211, 28, 29).

In this paper we explore how the cumulants behave in
a cooling fireball that obeys the Partial Chemical Equi-
librium (PCE) scenario. The paper is structured in the
following way: First, we introduce the PCE scenario in
the next Section, then we explain how the net-proton
number cumulants are calculated from a generating func-
tion and the grand-canonical partition function. We show
results for the grand canonical PCE model applied to
central Au+Au collisions from the RHIC Beam Energy
Scan program between /syy = 7.7 GeV and 200 GeV
for the net-proton number, net-baryon number, and also
the number (K — K ™) in Section [I[II} Their implications
are summarised in the concluding Section[[V] We also in-
clude two appendices where we display in detail the way
how the cumulants are derived and calculated.

II. FORMALISM AND THE MODEL

A. Cumulants and moments of the number
distribution

Generally, cumulants characterise a probability dis-
tribution. They are calculated from the cumulant-
generating function, defined as

K(i¢) =In Y “NP(N), (1)
N=0

where P(N) is the (discrete) probability distribution and
¢ is an auxiliary parameter. Cumulants are obtained by
taking derivatives
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We will use the notation <(AN)l

lant of I-th order, for [ > 1. The case | = 1 is usually
denoted differently and is called the mean of the distri-
bution

> to denote the cumu-

3)

The first three cumulants are identical with the central
moments, while the higher moments differ from them.

Ultimately, we will be interested in the net proton
number, which is the difference of two random variables:
number of protons and number of antiprotons. For a dif-
ference of independent random variables, the cumulants
follow the relation

(AN5)') = ((AN)") + (D' ((aNp)) . @)

It follows from Eq. that cumulants appear naturally
in statistical physics. In the grand-canonical formalism,
cumulants of the number distribution of a given sort of
particles j are calculated from the derivatives of the log-
arithm of the partition function Z with respect to the
corresponding chemical potential u; scaled by the tem-
perature

811DZ V,T,mj, j
((an,)) = a(wj e

In the grand canonical ensemble these cumulants are
solely due to fluctuations that are caused by the exchange
of quantum numbers with the heatbath. Hence, it de-
scribes fluctuations of the baryon number or strangeness,
which are conserved in any microscopic process within
the system. However, Eq. does not apply to proton
number fluctuations, because proton number fluctuations
can also be caused by the stochastic decay of a resonance
into protons.

Susceptibilities of a conserved quantum number are in-
troduced by scaling out the volume and making them
dimensionless

Gy _ 1 9'mZ(V,T,my,p) (©)

X T VTS T B /T
This makes them convenient for theoretical calculations.
The cumulants of the number distribution can be ex-
perimentally accessed via the event-by-event moments of
the particle number distribution. Customarily, standard-

ised moments are used for higher orders: the variance,
the skewness, and the kurtosis (AN = N; — (N)):
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The next two orders are called hyper-skewness and hyper-
kurtosis
(am’)
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Such moments still depend on the volume. In order
to streamline the comparison of measured moments and
calculated susceptibilities, volume-independent ratios are
particularly suitable
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Note that we listed two different combinations of xs,
since both appear in the literature.
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where the sums go through all resonance species and

B. Cumulants of the proton number distribution

In contrast to the baryon number, the proton num-
ber is not a conserved quantum number. Thus, the cu-
mulants of its distribution cannot be calculated by just
taking derivatives of the partition function. In addition
to direct proton production, protons can also originate
from decays of resonances, which is a random process
that contributes to the proton number fluctuations.

We demonstrate in the Appendix that the (anti-
)proton number cumulants can be calculated from this
cumulant-generating function:

i€) = Zln{ i Pr(Ng) (¢“pr + (1 _pR))NR} :
R

Nr=0

(13)
Here, the first sum counts all sorts of resonances that
contribute to proton production and the second sum runs
through the numbers of resonances of a given sort. The
probability to have Ng resonances is Pr(Ng), and pr
(0 < pr < 1) denotes the mean number of protons pro-
duced in decays of resonance R. If a resonance decays via
a chain of subsequent decays, then pr counts the average
number after all decays have happened. Cumulants are
calculated according to Eq. . From this, we derive the
first six cumulants of the proton number (see Appendix
for details):

(14a)
(14b)
(14c)
(14d)

c
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<(ANR)Z> is the [-th cumulant of the number distri-



bution of the resonance R

! n
((anw)) = m . (15)

Here, Zp is the partition function for the resonance
species R, and ug is the chemical potential of this res-
onance species. These expressions agree with [5], where
they were calculated up to fourth order.

Note that the sums in Egs. also include direct
thermal production of protons, R = p. In that case pr =
1 and N becomes simply the direct proton number.

From the relations one can construct all volume-
independent ratios that are being measured.

In the next section we will evaluate these expressions
according to the grand canonical hadron resonance gas
model under the assumption of partial chemical equilib-
rium.

C. Hadron resonance gas model

We shall work with the hadron resonance gas model,
i.e. the interaction of the hadrons are accounted for by
the inclusion of resonances into the partition function
[22]. In this approximation, both stable hadrons and
resonances are assumed to have a small width compared
to the temperature, i.e. T'*°*/T <« 1. For the present
calculation we assume a vanishing I'**. The logarithm
of the partition function is given as

InZ = ZanR(T, V,mg, 1ir)
R

=Sy (16)
R
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where the sum runs over hadronic species including reso-
nance states. The upper and lower signs are for fermionic
and bosonic species, respectively. Furthermore, gp is the
spin degeneracy (isospin is treated explicitly), mpg the
mass, and we include here pupr as the chemical poten-
tial for each resonance species separately. The integral is
conveniently expressed with the help of an infinite sum

98V o FVT g (I
InZ = Z o2 mRTZ TGJMR/ K2 T 3
R j=1

(17)
where K is the modified Bessel function of second kind
and order 2. For large arguments K> can be approx-
imated by a (decreasing) exponential, which allows to
limit the sum to the first terms in numerical calculations.

The cumulants can now be directly calculated using

Eq. as
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D. Partial chemical equilibrium

A heavy ion reaction typically proceeds via 3 stages:
the initial stage, the compression stage and the freeze-
out stage. The freeze-out can be split into two distinct
phases, the chemical freeze-out where inelastic flavour
changing processes end, and the kinetic freeze-out where
all interactions cease.

The multiplicities of identified stable hadrons observed
in ultrarelativistic nuclear collisions indicate that they
have been fixed during chemical freeze-out at a temper-
ature close to the transition from confined to deconfined
matter. The transverse momentum distributions indi-
cate that the kinetic freeze-out happens at a substan-
tially lower temperature [30]. Hence, the expansion and
cooling between chemical and thermal freeze-out must
happen in such a way that the effective average number
of each stable species is conserved [12]. The term ”ef-
fective” number indicates the inclusion of those hadrons
which would be produced when all unstable resonances
decay, hence for hadron species h

(NFT), = pron (Ng), - (20)
R

Here, the sum runs over all hadron and resonance species,
and pr_,p is the average number of hadrons h resulting
from a decay of resonance R. Note that this sum also in-
cludes directly produced h’s (R = h), for which formally
pr—nr = 1. For protons, pr—n = pr-

In partial chemical equilibrium, resonances remain
equilibrated with their decay daughter particles. Thus,
their chemical potentials are equal to the sums of the
chemical potentials of their daughter particles. For ex-
ample, since ATt — p+ 71, we have

fia++ = pp + fat -

For resonances with multiple decay channels, the daugh-
ter chemical potentials are multiplied with the mean
number of stable hadrons h resulting from a decay of
an R

KR = ZPR—#L,Uh : (21)
h



The sum runs through all stable hadrons (which are
among the daughters of R).

To conserve <N ﬁff >C, each stable species obtains its own
up as the system cools down. To formulate the calcula-
tion of 4u,(T), conservation of (Ng# >C itself is not suffi-
cient, because one does not know the volume, which also
enters into the multiplicity. This problem can be solved
by assuming isentropic expansion [12]. The entropy, cal-
culated as

_ ~~ VPr+Eg—(Nr), r
S=>" - ,

(22)
R

is an extensive quantity, as well, and hence the ratio
<fof >C /S does not depend on the volume. In Eq. 1)
the sum includes all hadrons and resonances, and the
partial pressure and energy can be calculated as

TnZ
PR - TR,

grV [~ 2
Er = 27T2/0 dk k \/k2+m%

—1
2 2 _
X <eXp ( M nT%R ﬂR) + 1) (24)

Hence, pp(T) can be determined from the condition

(NEH(T)),
S(T)

(23)

(NE(T)),
S(T)

; (25)

T=Tt

where Ti, is the chemical freeze-out temperature. The
chemical potential is evolved from the chemical freeze-
out temperature down to lower temperatures towards the
kinetic freeze-out.

Note that in this model, baryons and their antibaryons
are considered separately, so that no annihilation is as-
sumed.

We evolve the values of the chemical potentials starting
from chemical freeze-out as extracted from the multiplic-
ity ratios by STAR collaboration in [3I]. In that work,
the grand-canonical ensemble with strangeness undersat-
uration has been used, so the partition function was

gV
Iz =) (£1)5;

7

x/ dk k2 In (1iylssi‘eﬂi/Te*Vmi+k2/T), (26)
0

where the sum goes over all species i. The chemical po-
tential

wi = Bipg + Sips (27)

where B; and S; are the baryon number and the
strangeness of species i and ppg, ps are the correspond-
ing chemical potentials. The chemical potential due to
isospin has been neglected. Strangeness undersatura-
tion is expressed by the parameter 7. The parame-
ters for different energies [31] are listed in Table [l For

TABLE I. Chemical freeze-out parameters for different colli-
sion energies [I5] 3]

|/san [GeV][Tr, [MeV][ s [MeV][ps MeV]] s

7.7 144.3 398.2 89.5 10.95
11.5 149.4 287.3 64.5 ]0.92
14.5 151.6 264.0 58.1 0.94
19.6 153.9 187.9 43.2  |0.96
27.0 155.0 144.4 33.5 ]0.98
39.0 156.4 103.2 245 1094
54.4 160.0 83.0 18.7 10.94
62.4 160.3 69.8 16.7 |0.86
200 164.3 28.4 5.6 0.93

VSnn = 14.5 GeV and 54.4 GeV the values were not
included in [31]. Therefore, in these cases we have taken
the temperatures and the baryochemical potentials from
[15]. For 7, we have assumed the value given by weighted
average of the values at other energies and pg has been
determined from the requirement of strangeness neutral-
ity.

The calculated temperature dependences of the chem-
ical potentials for protons and antiprotons are shown in
Fig. [1] for central Au+Au reactions at various collision
energies in the RHIC-BES energy regime.

E. Baryon number fluctuations

Ideally, of interest are fluctuations of the baryon num-
ber. Thus, we need to inspect them in order to see how
they evolve with decreasing temperature and how they
can be related to the measurable net-proton number fluc-
tuations.

Unfortunately, out of equilibrium one can not define a
baryochemical potential, thus the cumulants cannot be
expressed shortly via one derivative of the complete par-
tition function. Hence, the cumulants have to be calcu-
lated by an extension of Eq.

(@aB)) =3 Bp(@np)') . (9
R

C

where the sum counts all hadron species and resonances,
and Bp is the baryon number of species R.

F. Summary of the model

Cumulants of the proton number distribution are cal-
culated from Egs. (14) and their volume-independent
ratios via the relations . Analogous results for
the baryon number fluctuations are obtained through

Eq. .
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of the chemical potentials
for protons (upper panel) and antiprotons (lower panel), for
central Au+Au reactions at different collision energies from
VSNN = 7.7 GeV to \/snn = 200 GeV as indicated in the
legend.

The cumulants of the numbers of different resonance

species are determined through Egs. and (|19)), with
1188

the chemical potentials calculated in Section

III. RESULTS
A. Net protons

Now we are in the position to answer the question of
the evolution of the net-proton number susceptibility (cu-
mulant) ratios from chemical freeze-out to the final de-
coupling of the system.

In Fig. |2| we present the temperature dependence of
cumulants for the net-proton number distribution, calcu-
lated for different collision energies of the RHIC-BES.
From top to bottom, we show the ratios of the cu-
mulants in increasing order. The largest variation be-
tween chemical freeze-out and the temperature of 70 MeV

is for higher cumulants and lower collision energies:

<(ANp,ﬁ)6> / <(ANp,ﬁ)2> = k! o* decreases by about
(& c

4%.

One also notes that the ratios of odd-to-second order
cumulants tend to be smaller than 1 and decrease consid-
erably as \/syn reaches the highest values in our energy
scan. Inversely to that, the ratios of even-to-first order
cumulants are above 1 and increase largely as /syn ap-
proaches 200 GeV. How can we understand

(a) the apparent flatness of the curves, i.e. the very
weak temperature dependence and

(b) the peculiar relations of the odd and even cumulant
ratios?

Let us start with the second question. This is straight-
forwardly understood from Eq. : for odd orders the
antiproton term is subtracted from that of protons, while
for even orders they are added together.

The apparent flattness shows up because all cumulants
are identical in Boltzmann statistics. Then, by fixing the
mean in PCE; all higher cumulants are nearly fixed, as
well. The differences are due to departure of the appro-
priate quantum-statistical distribution from the classical
Boltzmann one.

Let us understand it more deeply. When discussing
Eqs. (18]) and , we mentioned that the sums may be
limited to just a few terms. We now apply the Boltz-
mann approximation and only keep the first term. Then,
cumulants of all orders are equal,

v m
(1380, = 8 e (1) s (2) = 05,
(20)
This universal relation can subsequently be inserted in
egs. . All the terms which multiply cumulants of dif-
ferent orders can then be summed up, and one recognises
that they all together give just pr

(AN)) =3 pr(Ne) = (V). (30)
R

Since the first moment (N, ), is temperature-independent
by construction in PCE, all the higher moments are, as
well constant in the Boltzmann approximation. Hence,
the dominant contribution to the ratios should not show
a temperature dependence. The weak observed tem-
perature dependence is generated solely by quantum-
statistical effects. Thus, in PCE we see that we basically
can access the moments as they are set at the chemical
freeze-out even by measuring protons that come out from
a fireball that cools further down.

B. Net baryons

Next, we look at the fluctuations of the baryon num-
ber. The cumulant ratios as functions of temperature are
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FIG. 2. Volume-independent ratios of net-proton number cumulants as functions of temperature, for central Au+Au reactions

at different collision energies as indicated in the Figure.

depicted in Fig[3] The ratios are very similar to those of
net-proton number. In fact, this is not entirely trivial
to expect because the moments of the proton number
distribution are influenced by the randomness of the res-
onance decays, while there is no such contribution when
the baryon number is studied. Once again, the key to un-
derstanding the feature is in realising that in the Boltz-
mann approximation, for cumulants at any order contri-
butions due to resonance decays add up to the universal
term pg (Ng),, as discussed in relation to Eq. .

C. Energy dependence

We further study the effects of cooling within the PCE
model on the values of cumulant ratios, as they are ob-
served experimentally. It is clear that there is a ten-
sion between the statistical model and the observed data
which indicate a strong enhancement of ko2 as the col-
lision energy reaches down to the 7.7 GeV per colliding
NN pair. The collision energy dependence of selected
ratios is plotted in Fig. ] With lowering the energy,
there is always only a small decrease of all the studied
ratios evaluated at chemical freeze-out. It becomes more

pronounced with the higher order moments, getting to
almost 10% for k¥ o*. The values are then slightly low-
ered if also cooling and PCE down to kinetic freeze-out
is taken into account. Again, the decrease is largest for

k"o, where it is about 1%.

D. Resonance spectrum

Cumulants of proton and antiproton number distribu-
tions are calculated in Eqgs. by summing contribu-
tions to (anti)proton production from decays of many
sorts of resonances. One may then wonder how important
the individual contributions are to the overall result. To
explore this question, as an example, in Fig. [5| we inves-
tigate the dependence of ko2 on the temperature, where
we limit the mass spectrum of resonances included into
the calculation. We pick this ratio of cumulants, because
the higher-order cumulants are more sensitive to the pre-
cision of the calculation and so may be more influenced
by the cutoff in the inclusion of higher-mass resonances.
Nevertheless, for the illustration we have not chosen the
fifth and sixth-order cumulant ratios, since they are not
yet measured at all energies. Calculations for two colli-
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FIG. 3. Volume-independent ratios of net-baryon number cumulants as functions of temperature, for central Au+Au reactions

at different collision energies as indicated in the Figure.

sion energies are done from the extremes of the interval
that we investigate: 7.7 and 200 GeV per NN pair. One
can observe that limiting calculations to only direct pro-
ton production even leads to qualitatively incorrect con-
clusions: with lowering the temperature the ratio grows
instead of decreasing. Its value is smaller than that of the
full calculation and the largest deviation of about 2% is
there at low \/syn. Just the inclusion of A and N (1440)
resonances improves the ratio considerably. Including all
resonances up to the mass of 2.1 GeV practically yields
the same results as the full calculation.

E. Kaons

Finally, we have discussed above that the temperature
dependence of the cumulant ratios is non-constant only
as a result of the difference between the Boltzmann and
the appropriate quantum-statistical distribution. Due to
the high proton mass as compared to the temperature
scale, that difference is rather small. However, it might
be larger for particles with lower mass. Hence, we look
at the cumulants of the (K — K ) number distribution.
The same formalism may be used as we did for protons,

because there is no resonance that would produce two
K*’s or K~’s. The only caveat is that we had to leave
out the decays of ¢ meson from kaon production. Since
it may decay into a KTK~ pair, it introduces correla-
tion between Kt and K~ yields. However, it does not
change the difference of K™ — K~ multiplicities, and so
is justifiably left out. Having the list of resonances, the
calculation is straightforward and we show the results in
Fig. [} Numerically, the results are different from those
for the net-proton number distribution, but the change
of the ratios due to the decrease of the temperature is
not bigger than 5% even in the most ‘extreme’ case of
SH g5 /M, In contrast to the net-proton number fluctua-
tions, the cumulant ratios of the K+ — K~ number distri-
bution generally increases when the temperature is low-
ered from its chemical freeze-out value to the thermal
freeze-out.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed the evolution of ratios of net-proton
number cumulants and net-kaon number cumulants from
the chemical freeze-out to the kinetic freeze-out. To this
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FIG. 4. Values of the volume-independent ratios of net-proton
number for central Au+Au reactions at chemical freeze-out
(squares) and at the kinetic freeze-out (circles) according to
[30].

aim, we employed a hadron resonance gas model with the
assumption of partial chemical equilibrium.

We found only a weak dependence of the cumulant ra-
tios when decreasing the temperature while keeping the
partial chemical equilibrium, as it is dictated by the ob-
served average-hadron abundance ratios. Nevertheless
these improved statistical model estimates provide a bet-
ter baseline for the comparison of theory to data and we
have demonstrated that the conclusions based on cumu-
lants calculated at chemical freeze-out remain valid after
cooling.
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FIG. 5. The ratio ko2 as function of temperature for cen-
tral Au+Au reactions at /syy = 7.7 GeV (upper panel)
and 200 GeV (lower panel). Different curves show results
where the number of resonances included into calculation
was constrained by an upper cut on the resonance mass.
The curves range from no resonances included (dash-double-
dotted curves) up to all resonances included (solid curves).

As discussed in the introduction, further effects may
also contribute to the baseline prediction which are not
included in our model:

1. The grand-canonical formalism behind the hadron
resonance gas model does not include the to-
tal baryon number conservation, which has been
worked out in detail recently [211, 28] 29].

2. Also, the impact of limited acceptance and effec-
tivity of the detector, for which a formalism has
been published recently [21], was not included here.
These first two effects are interconnected, because
the limited acceptance introduces fluctuations by
looking at a subset of a larger sample of baryons
with fixed total baryon number. Nevertheless, we
can expect that the impact due to those two effects
on our results would be similar as at the chemi-
cal freeze-out. Tiny modifications may be expected
due to narrower momentum distribution of hadrons
at lower temperature and a smaller proportion of
protons coming from resonance decays.

3. Full chemical equilibrium is assumed between one
sort of stable hadrons and all heavier resonance
states which may decay into that hadron. For ex-
ample, protons, A’s, N(1440)’s etc are always in



10

1 1.06

1 1.058
-1 1.056
-1 1.054
1 1.052
1 1.05

1 1.048
1 1.046
1 1.044

So

1.065

1.06

1.055

KO

1.05

1.045

1 1.36
1 1.34
1 1.32

1 128 T
4 1.26
1 1.24
14 1.22

1.32
13

1.28 [

sH oM

1.26

124

1 0.6
4 05

4 0.4

sHo®

1 03
1 0.2

L
0.12
T[GeV]

0.14

T [GeV]
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reactions at different collision energies as indicated in the Figure.

relative chemical equilibrium. In contrast to them,
in order to keep the total produced number of
stable hadrons constant, no processes are allowed
which would modify their numbers, e.g. KTA
pm® is assumed not to run. The particularly strik-
ing consequence is then that also pp annihilation
does not exist in this model. This is a strong
and simplifying assumption made in the present the
model, which must be remembered when interpret-
ing these results.

4. Finally, to keep track of the expanding volume, the
total entropy is assumed to remain constant dur-
ing the expansion. This is also rather simplifying
assumption which might be revised.

5. Note also that recently the whole concept of the
hadron resonance gas was put under scrutiny. The
representation of interactions through the presence
of resonances is imprecise and has been replaced
by a more direct treatment with the help of S-
matrix. So far, this approach has been used in the
description of mean numbers of particles [32]. The
question remains open, which consequences this im-
proved formulation of the model has on the higher

order cumulants.

Nevertheless, in spite of all potential shortcomings of
the model used in our study, we expect that our reasoning
would stay unchanged, that there is only a modification
on the level of per cent of the volume-independent cumu-
lant ratios in cooling fireball after the chemical freeze-out.
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Appendix A: Determination of the proton number
cumulants

1. Fixed number of resonances

We shall start our derivation from the proton produc-
tion by a single species of baryon resonances with a fixed
number Ng. (There are no protons in decays of mesonic
resonances. )

Due to baryon number conservation, at most one pro-
ton can be produced in a decay of a resonance with mass
smaller than three times the proton mass. A resonance
can decay via various channels. Some of them are ac-
counted for here as chain decays, so a channel is under-
stood to sum up all stable hadrons. Since there is either
0 or 1 proton in the final state of the decay, the prob-
ability that there is a proton after the decay equals the
mean number of protons from the decay

Pr = Z brn’r ’
r

(A1)

where the sum goes through all decay channels (includ-
ing all subsequent chain decays), b, is the probability
(branching ratio) of a certain decay channel r and n, is
the number of protons produced in the specific channel
r (either 0 or 1).

Therefore, the probability to produce N protons by the
decays of N resonances is given by a binomial distribu-
tion

P(N;Ng) = (Jj\f) pr(1—pr)Ne . (A2)

Using Eq. one derives the corresponding cumulant-
generating function as

N Al N (NrRY N Np—N
K (i€) —111{2 e (N) Pr(1—pr) }

N=0

Ngr
m{Z(Zjﬁ) e Vpi (1 —pr) N}

N=0

N[\ 4
=In { > (;) (e“pr)N (1~ PR)NR_N}
N=0

=In(e“pp + (1 *PR))NR

= Ngln (¢¥pr + (1 —pr)) - (A3)

2. Single sort of resonances with fluctuating
number

In a grand-canonical system the number of resonances
fluctuates. Let us, for the moment, assume that the prob-
ability to have Ng resonances is Pr(Ng), which is prop-
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erly normalised

> Pr(Ng) =1

Nr=0

To get the probability that /N protons appears, we have
to sum up over all Ng which fulfil Ng > N

o0

> Pr(Ng)P(N;Ng),
Np=N

P(N) = (A4)

where P(N;Ng) is the binomial distribution, as in

Eq. .

The cumulant-distribution function, according to def-

inition 7 is
i { 3 eifNP(M}
N=0
=1In { Z et Z PR(NR)P<N§NR)}
{Z Z ¢N Pr(N) PN NR>} (A5)

N=0 Nr=

The trick is now to switch the order of summations

K (i) —m{ i Z "N Pr(Ng) (N;NR)}

Nr=0N=0

e’} Ngr
- n{ > Pa(Ng) > eifNP(N;NR)} . (A6)

Npr=0 N=0

We know how to do the second summation, because this
is exactly what was done in deriving Eq. (A3)). We arrive
at

K(i€) = ln{ > Pr(Ng) (¢*pr+ (1 - pR))NR} .

Nr=0
(A7)
From this cumulant-generating function we can now
derive the cumulants of the proton number distribution
by taking derivatives. To simplify the notation and the
calculation, let us introduce some shorthands. The argu-
ment of the logarithm shall be denoted

oo ] N
M=M(¢) = Z Pr(Ng) (e“pr+ (1 —pr)) ",
Nr=0
(A8)
where it is easy to see that
M(©0)=1. (A9)

We will also need derivatives of M. (We assume that the
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function is as many times differentiable, as we need.) Using these shorthands, the derivatives of M evaluated
at £ =0 are
)

d(i€) M"(0) = pRFs + prE (Al3a)
> M®(0) = p} Fs + 3p%hFs + prFi, A13b
= Z Pr(NR)Nrpr (4)( ) f ° f ? R2 : ( )
Nr=0 M (0) = prly + 6pRpFs + TprFe + prF1, (Al3c)

% (e“pr+(1—pr)"" ¢¥(AL0) M©®(0) = piFs + 10pR Fy + 2593 F3 + 157 Fy
0 +prF1, (A13d)

M'(0) =pr Y Pr(Ng)Nr=pr(Ng), . (All) MO (0) = p% Fy + 15p%F5 + 65p5 Fy + 90p% Fy
Nr=0 + 31p% Fy + prE) . (A13e)

Higher derivatives will follow. Since factorial moments
of the distribution Pr(Ng) will appear frequently, we
introduce a notation

These shorthands are then used in the derivatives of the
cumulant-generating function. We also need the relations
between factorial moments and cumulants, which are
Np! summarised in Egs. The cumulants of the proton
F=(———), (A12)

(Ng —1i)! number distribution are then calculated via Eq. (2]) with
the cumulant-generating function defined in Eq .

where, F} = (Ng). We obtain

— M'(0), (Al4a)
= M"(0)M(0) — (M'(0))?, (A14b)
= M®(0) —3M"(0)M'(0) + 2(M'(0))3, (Al4c)
—4M® ()M’ (0) + 12M" (0)(M'(0))? — 3(M"(0))? — 6(M’'(0))*, (Al4d)
= M®(0) — 5™ (0) M’ (0) — 10M P (0)M" (0) + 20M P (0)(M’(0))> — 60M" (0)(M'(0))*

+ 30(M”(O)) M'(0) 4+ 24(M'(0))°, (Alde)

N)®Y = MO (0) — 6M™ (0)M'(0) — 15M @ (0)M” (0) + 30M D (0)(M’(0))? — 10(M P (0))?

/\ /\/\/\/\
S
H

+ 120M<3>(0)M”(0)M’(0) —120M @ (0)(M'(0))® — 270(M" (0))2(M'(0))?
+30(M"(0))® 4+ 360M" (0)(M’(0))* — 120(M'(0))°. (A14f)

The last steps are tedious but straightforward. First, the derivatives of M are expressed via Egs. (A13]) and inserted
into Egs. (A14). Then, the factorial moments in those expressions are rewritten in terms of the cumulants of the
resonance number distribution, which are derived in Egs. (B6)). This leads to the following expressions for the proton



number cumulants

(Np), = Pr(NR), ;

=% < (ANR)*) +3p%(1 —pr)

’).
=rh ((oNw"),

+pr(1—pr)(1 - 6pr + 6pF)

(ANR)*

o
/\

+ 6p%(1 — pr)

= ph ((ANR)®) +pr(l = pr) (Na), .

13

+5ph(1 — pr) (109}, — 12pr +3) ((ANR)*)

+pr(l —pr)(1 — 2pr)(12p% — 12pg + 1) (Ng), ,

(AN)") = (ANR)®) +15p3(1

+ 15p}(1 = pr) (150} — 20pr + 6) ((ANR)*)

— ph(1 = pr)(274p, — 4760 + 239pr — 31) ((ANR)®)

+ pr(1 — pr)(120p% — 240p%, + 150p%

Since cumulants are additive for random numbers that
are added together, if protons are produced from decays
of many sorts of resonances, we have to sum the above
expressions through all of them. This leads to Eqs. (14]).

Appendix B: Relations between factorial moments,
cumulants, and moments

Here, we review the relations which are useful if one
set of statistics is needed to be replaced by another one.
These relations are generic and can be derived by taking
derivatives of the characteristic function

€)=Y e*NP(N
N=0

<N>c::U’1?

= +/u’27
= 21y — Byt +

{(@Ny?) = p
((am?) =2
((a 4> 6t 12 % —
{any?) -
{(am*) =

14 12 12

— 15ty — 6y ps + pg -

2
Bpy” — A py + iy
3 2 2
2414° — 6044y + 3044 15 + 2004

— 12041 ° + 360p14 "y — 27004 1y + 304 — 120414 ply + 12044 iyl —

(Al5a)
(A15D)
((ANR)*) +pr(l—pr)(1 —2pr) (NR), . (Al5c)

((ANR)") +ph(1 = pr)(7 ~ 11pr) (ANR)*)
(Ng), » (A15d)

=95 (ANR)") +10p}(1 = pr) (ANR)') +5p}(1 = pr)(5 = Tpm) ((ANR))
(Albe)
—pr) ((ANR)) +5ph(1—pr)(13 = 17ps) ( (ANR)')

— 30pg +1) (Ng), . (A15f)

(

and the cumulant-generating function defined in Eq.

K (i) = In[p(i€)] .

The moments are obtained as

d™ (1
i = () = G (B1)
and the cumulants are obtained as
d™K
(anym), = ) (B2)

Systematically applying the derivatives in Eq. (B2]) and
using Eq . to express them with the help of the mo-
ments u) . yields

(B3a)
(B3b)

(B3c)
(B3d)

— 10p2p5 — 5ph pry + ps (B3e)

13 12

104257 + 3041”4
(B3f)
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These relations can be inverted

py = (N). , (Bda)
wo = (N2 + ((AN)) (B4b)
ps = ()2 +3(N), ((AN)?) +((AN)") (Bdc)
Ho = (V) +6(N) ((AN)?) +3 <(AN)2>C2 +4(N), ((AN)) +((an)*) | (B4d)
ph = (N)? + 10 (N)? <(AN)2>C +15(N), <(AN)2>C2 +10(N)? <(AN)3>C +10 <(AN)2>c <(AN)3>C
+5(N), <(AN)4>C + <(AN)5>c , (Bde)
plh = (N)® + 15 (N <(AN)2>C +45 (N)? <(AN)2>C2 +15 <(AN)2>5 +20(N)? <(AN)3>C
+60 (N, <(AN)2>C <(AN)3>c +10 <(AN)3>C2 +15(N)2 <(sz)4>c 15 <(AN)2>C <(AN)4>c
4 6(N), <(AN)5>C + <(AN)6>C . (B4f)
Factorial moments are defined in Eq. 7 and can be expressed through the moments as
By =y, (B5a)
Fy = —py + iy, (B5b)
Fy = 2p1 — 3p5 + i, (B5c)
Fy = —6py + Llps — 65 + pf (B5d)
Fs = 24 — 50p5 + 355 — 100y + s (B5e)
Fs = —120p] + 274ph — 225u% + 85u) . — 158 + pug (B5f)

Finally, inserting from Eqs. (B4) into these equations we can express factorial moments with the help of the



cumulants:

Fy=(N),,

Fy=—(N),+ (N)? + <(AN)2>C ’

By = 2(N), + (N)? +3(N), ((AN)*) —

=6 (V)2 +3(N), <(AN)2>C +{(an) > )+ ((a

Fs = 24(N), + (N)? + 10 (N)? <(AN)2

c

(V) + 15 (V) ((AN)?) +
> +60(N), (AN >

15

(B6a)
(B6b)
(B6c)
2> +11( S ((AN?) ) +a), ((aN)*)
4>C (B6d)
15 (V) ((AN)*)” = 50 (V)2 + {(AN)?) )
ANY®) +35 (M) +3 (V). (AN)*) +((AN)") )

5 <(AN)2>C2 LAV, <(AN)3>C + <(AN)4>C)

(B6e)

’ om (V2 + <(AN)2>C)

+20(N)? (AN <(AN 3>c+10< 3>2
—225 ((N)2 +3(N), (AN > ((any’ ) +15(v 2 {(an)*) +15((AN) >C<(AN) >
+85 <(N> +6(N)? (AN > 3((a 2> FA(N <(AN)3>C+ <(AN)4>C> +6<N>C<(AN)5>C

- 15<(N>C5 +10(N)? <(AN) > £10(N)? <
"),

+5<N>c( <(AN)> < N

(B6t)

+{(an)’) .
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