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Abstract

We develop an innovative and unbiased procedure, based on event mixing, to
account for unavoidable contributions from volume (or system size) fluctua-
tions to experimentally measured moments of particle multiplicity distribu-
tions produced in relativistic nuclear collisions. Within the wounded-nucleon
model they are characterized by fluctuations of the number of wounded nucle-
ons, the latter usually referred to as participants. For the first time we extract
participant fluctuations directly from the data used for the fluctuation analy-
sis, i.e., without involving model calculations. To achieve this we constructed
a dedicated event-mixing algorithm that eliminates all possible correlations
between produced particles while preserving the volume fluctuations. The
procedure provides direct access to the cumulants of wounded-nucleon dis-
tributions, which can be used to account for non-critical contributions to the
experimentally measured cumulants of multiplicity distributions.

Keywords: heavy-ion collisions, event-by-event observables, critical
phenomena, QCD phase diagram

1. Introduction

Fluctuations of conserved charges such as baryon number (B), electric
charge (Q), strangeness (S) is the focus of current experimental and theo-
retical investigations of relativistic nuclear collisions worldwide [1, 2, 3, 4].
They are identified as promising probes of the Equation of State (EoS) of a
system under the study through its response to infinitesimal changes in exter-
nal parameters, thereby providing direct access to the phase structure of the
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system. At center-of-mass energies available at LHC down to about 12 GeV
per nucleon pair recent theoretical calculations imply that chiral symmetry is
restored in a smooth crossover transition [5, 6, 7]. In the region of high net-
baryon density, where systematic lattice QCD calculations are not directly
applicable, effective model calculations suggest that the strongly interacting
matter undergoes a first order chiral phase transition [8, 9, 1, 10, 11]. The
conjectured chiral critical end point (CEP), at which the matter exhibits a
second order phase transition, should terminate the anticipated first order
chiral phase transition line. Extensive experimental efforts to measure net-
proton number fluctuations are underway [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18], in order
to verify these theoretical predictions of a smooth crossover and to locate the
conjectured CEP in the phase diagram of strongly interacting matter.

Within the Grand Canonical Ensemble (GCE) of statistical mechanics
net-charge fluctuations can be quantified with generalized susceptibilities.
In a thermal system of fixed volume V at a temperature T the nth order
susceptibilities χnq are defined as derivatives of the logarithm of partition
function Z with respect to the chemical potentials µq responsible for the
conservation of the corresponding charge q ∈ {B,Q, S} on average, and
evaluated at vanishing values of chemical potentials [3, 4]:

χqn ≡
1

V T 3

∂nlnZ(T, V, µB, µQ, µS)

∂µ̂nq

∣∣∣∣
~µ=0

=
1

V T 3
κn(Nq) . (1)

Here µ̂q = µq/T and κn(Nq) is the nth order cumulant of net-charge number
distribution Nq, which can be measured in experiments. Other parameters
of the system, such as pressure, entropy density etc., can be calculated by
taking appropriate derivatives of ln(Z).

In principle Eq. 1 already establishes a direct link between experimentally
measured cumulants κn(Nq) and theoretically evaluated susceptibilities χqn,
thus allowing to probe the EoS of the system, which is encoded in the parti-
tion function Z. Clearly the experimental measurements are to be done in a
subspace of the full phase space, yet keeping in mind that in the full phase
space there are no fluctuations of conserved charges, i.e., they are conserved
in each event. And this is exactly what is missing in Eq. 1. The solution to
this problem is provided by exploiting the Canonical Ensemble of statistical
mechanics in the full phase space to account for event-by-event net-charge
conservation effects inside the selected subspace [19, 20, 21, 22, 23].

However, for a proper comparison of experimental results with theory pre-
dictions several additional contributions to the experimental measurements
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need to be controlled with high precision [24]. Among those are fluctuations
due to the statistical nature of the detector response [25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30],
effects stemming from detecting only proxies (e.g. protons) of the true baryon
number fluctuations [31, 28], a mitigation of the critical signal due to resid-
ual dynamics [32, 33, 34], and, last but not least, an insufficient control
of the volume associated with the particle-emitting source. In this paper,
we will address the rather complicated problem of volume fluctuations for
which there is so far no solution proven to work also at low collision energies.
Equation 1 is valid only if the system volume is fixed, a condition which is
hard, if not impossible, to achieve in experiments where the volume is not
directly observable. Commonly, in particular at high collision energies where
the colliding nuclei are sufficiently Lorentz contracted in the center-of-mass,
the volume is associated with the number of wounded nucleons [35], usually
referred to as participants [24]. In fact, experimental data are analyzed in
centrality percentiles corresponding to n% most central collisions by intro-
ducing selection criteria e.g. in the energy deposited in a forward calorimeter
or the multiplicity of charged particles, either in the full acceptance or in its
sub-ranges etc. [36, 37]. For the latter, care must be taken to ensure that
the evaluated particles are not simultaneously used to determine the critical
fluctuations [16]. By fitting the so obtained distributions with the Glauber
Monte Carlo Model [38], where in addition it is assumed that particles are
produced from statistically independent sources, the distributions of partic-
ipants corresponding to a given centrality class are obtained. Consequently,
for each centrality class the number of participants fluctuates from event to
event, which prevents direct exploitation of Eq. 1 [24].

To date, three conceptually distinct approaches have been developed to
circumvent this crucial experimental artifact in measurements of event-by-
event particle number fluctuations: (i) By evaluating contributions from
volume [39] or participant [24] fluctuations within the model of indepen-
dent sources for particle production. The latter approach, however, needs
probability distributions of participants as input. In [24] a detailed proce-
dure is worked out to account for participant fluctuations using the Glauber
Monte Carlo model. (ii) Introducing the so-called strongly intensive quanti-
ties which, by a specific construction, eliminate participant fluctuations [40].
This method also assumes statistically independent particle production. (iii)
Using an unfolding algorithm which also relies on model calculations [41].

In this work we propose, as a radically new approach, to reconstruct
the participant fluctuations directly from the data used for the fluctuation
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analysis. This is achieved by constructing a dedicated algorithm for event
mixing which removes all correlations between particles while keeping the
participant fluctuations unaffected. The paper is organized in the following
way. In section 2 we present definitions and notations. The main idea behind
the method is introduced in sections 3 and 4, in which the necessary ana-
lytic expressions are given and the procedure for event mixing is introduced.
The results obtained are presented in section 5 and conclusions are given in
section 6.

2. Definitions and notations used in the paper

In the following we use the notations for cumulants introduced in [24].
The rth central moment of a discrete random variable X, with probability
distribution P (X), is defined as

µr ≡ 〈(X − 〈X〉)r〉 =
∑
X

(X − 〈X〉)r P (X), (2)

where 〈X〉 denotes the mean of the distribution

〈X〉 =
∑
X

XP (X). (3)

In a similar way, we introduce moments about the origin, thereafter referred
to as raw moments

〈Xr〉 =
∑
X

XrP (X). (4)

The cumulants of X are defined as the coefficients in the Maclaurin series of
the logarithm of the characteristic function of X. The first four cumulants
read

κ1 = 〈X〉 ,
κ2 = µ2 =

〈
X2
〉
− 〈X〉2 ,

κ3 = µ3 =
〈
X3
〉
− 3

〈
X2
〉
〈X〉+ 2 〈X〉3 , (5)

κ4 = µ4 − 3µ2
2 =

〈
X4
〉
− 4

〈
X3
〉
〈X〉 − 3

〈
X2
〉2

+ 12
〈
X2
〉
〈X〉2 − 6 〈X〉4 .

For a random variable X, following the Poisson probability distribution
P (X = k;λ) = e−λλk/k!, any order cumulants of its distribution are equal
to its mean, that is κn(X) = λ.
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3. Factorization approach

The cumulants κn reconstructed from the multiplicity distributions con-
tain both a signal component and a background contribution due to the
fluctuations of the participants. The ultimate goal of the analysis is to dis-
entangle the signal part from non-critical contributions before they are com-
pared to the theoretical calculations using e.g. Eq. 1. Contributions from
fluctuations of participants are usually accounted for by exploiting statisti-
cally independent sources for particle production [24], such as the Wounded
Nucleon Model (WNM) [35]. Within WNM, the analytical expressions for
the cumulants of (net-)particle distributions can be obtained. The first four
cumulants read [39, 24]:

κ1(N) = 〈NW 〉κ1(n) = 〈NW 〉 〈n〉 , (6)

κ2(N) = 〈NW 〉κ2(n) + 〈n〉2 κ2(NW ), (7)

κ3(N) = 〈NW 〉κ3(n) + 3 〈n〉κ2(n)κ2(NW ) + 〈n〉3 κ3(NW ), (8)

κ4(N) = 〈NW 〉κ4(n) + 4 〈n〉κ3(n)κ2(NW ) (9)

+ 3κ22(n)κ2(NW ) + 6 〈n〉2 κ2(n)κ3(NW ) + 〈n〉4 κ4(NW ),

where κn(n), κn(N) denote the cumulants of particles from a single wounded
nucleon (or source) and those obtained after averaging over the wounded-
nucleon distribution, respectively. Within the same framework of statisti-
cally independent particle sources we obtain the following expression for the
covariance between the multiplicities of two distinct particle species N1, N2:

cov(N1, N2) = 〈NW 〉 cov(n1, n2) + 〈n1〉 〈n2〉κ2(NW ), (10)

with cov(n1, n2) and cov(N1, N2) denoting the covariances due to emission
from a single source and after averaging over the wounded-nucleon distribu-
tion, respectively. Obviously, a priory the values of kn(n) and cov(n1, n2)
are unknown – they actually represent the physics we are after. In order
to isolate them, as it is evident from Eqs. 6- 10, we need additional infor-
mation, namely distributions of wounded nucleons or rather the cumulants
of wounded-nucleon distributions kn(NW ). That is where the model depen-
dence sets in. Indeed, nearly in all experiments the cumulants of wounded
nucleons are obtained by exploiting models, typically Glauber Monte Carlo
simulations or transport codes. The latter are known to introduce biases, in
particular at low collision energies [42]. On the other hand, at beam energies
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below 3AGeV the build-up of transverse energy and momentum in the early
stage of the collision, when projectile- and target-like spectator volumes are
not yet separated from the participant zone, can lead to participant forma-
tion outside the geometrical overlap volume. In that case, a strict scaling of
the number of participants, as the sources of particle emission, with the size
of the fireball volume cannot be assumed anymore.

4. Model independent extraction of participant fluctuations
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Figure 1: The strategy for event mixing used to remove correlations between particles
while preserving participant fluctuations.

The method we develop acts differently. In a first step we mix the events
in a way to preserve the fluctuations of wounded nucleons but remove all
correlations between particles; the procedure is illustrated in Fig. 1. For a
given experimental event we count the number of all reconstructed charged
particles nch. Next, we select randomly one charged track from that event,
while the rest of the charged particles are each randomly taken from the
following nch − 1 events, one per each event. In this way, the newly created
mixed event contains nch particles, but the composition of particle species
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in the mixed event is randomized. The procedure is repeated event-by-event
until a desired statistics of mixed events is reached. The correlations between
all particle species in mixed events are completely eliminated, yet the orig-
inal wounded-nucleon fluctuations are preserved. This is because the total
number of charged particles in real and mixed events is kept to be the same.
This also implies that in Eq. 10 the single-source covariance term vanishes,
yielding:

cov(N1, N2) = 〈n1〉 〈n2〉κ2(NW ) = 〈N1〉 〈N2〉
κ2(NW )

〈NW 〉2
, (11)

In a similar way, using Eq. 7 and realizing that for mixed events κn(n) =
〈n〉 (Poisson-distributed particles, because fully uncorrelated), we obtain the
following expression:

κ2(N) = 〈NW 〉 〈n〉+ 〈n〉2 κ2(NW ) = 〈N〉+ 〈N〉2 κ2(NW )

〈NW 〉2
, (12)

Using Eg. 11, the second cumulants of participant fluctuations are ob-
tained from covariances between multiplicities of different particle species
N1 and N2:

κ2(NW )

〈NW 〉2
=
cov(N1, N2)

〈N1〉 〈N2〉
(13)

In a similar way, using Eq. 12, participant fluctuations can be extracted
from the reconstructed second order cumulants for particle type N :

κ2(NW )

〈NW 〉2
=
κ2(N)

〈N〉2
− 1

〈N〉
(14)

The covariances and cumulants entering the right hand sides of Eqs. 13
and 14 are to be evaluated using mixed events. Note that, by exploiting
Eqs. 8 and 9, higher-order cumulants of participant distributions can also be
obtained.

5. Results and discussions

The developed procedure is tested on events generated for Au-Au colli-
sions at

√
sNN = 2.4 GeV with the IQMD transport model [43, 44]. Cumu-

lants of multiplicity distributions are reconstructed for five different particle
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Figure 2: Fluctuation measure Σ[A,B] reconstructed for 10 different particle pairs, indi-
cated with colored symbols, as a function of collision centrality for original (left panel)
and mixed (right panel) IQMD events.

species: proton (p), pion (π), deuteron (d), triton (t) and nucleus of He iso-
tope (3He). Moreover, covariances are reconstructed between multiplicites of
all possible combinations of particle pairs: [p, 3He], [p, d], [p, t], [p, π], [3He,
d], [3He, t], [3He, π], [d, t], [d, π], [t, π]. The statistical uncertainties are es-
timated using the subsampling approach [14, 15]. The analysis is performed
in four different centrality classes of 0-10%, 10-20%, 20-30%, and 30-40%,
selected by applying appropriate windows in the impact parameter distribu-
tion provided by IQMD. Alternatively one could apply different centrality
selection criteria to meet experimental centrality selection methods, how-
ever for the results presented in this section this is immaterial. The method
presented works for any kind of centrality selection used in experiments.

A sample of mixed events is generated as prescribed in section 4, further
taking care that only events falling into a given centrality class are used1. In
addition, only charged particles within kinematic region delimited as |y| <
0.4 and 0.4 < pT < 1.6 GeV/c are used, with y and pT referring to the
rapidity (using proton mass) and transverse momentum of charged particles.
In order to verify that in the mixed events all correlations between particle
multiplicities are lifted, we present in Fig. 2 the centrality dependence of
the strongly intensive fluctuation measure Σ[A,B], estimated for 10 different
particle pairs [A, B] mentioned above. Within WNM it depends neither on

1We cross-checked, that mixing events from different centrality classes does not intro-
duce significant biases.
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the mean number of participants (centrality, system size or system volume)
nor on its fluctuations, and is defined as [40]:

Σ[A,B] =
〈A〉ω(B) + 〈B〉ω(A)− 2cov(A,B)

〈A+B〉
, (15)

where ω(A) and ω(B) are scaled variances of multiplicity distributions of
particle species A and B, respectively, and cov(A,B) is the covariance be-
tween the corresponding multiplicity distributions of particles A and B, 〈A〉
and 〈B〉 in Eq. 15 stand for event-averaged mean multiplicities. It is evident
from Eq. 15, that in the case of missing correlations between multiplicities of
particles A and B, the fluctuation measure Σ[A,B] becomes unity. Indeed
in this case cov(A,B) vanishes and both scaled variances ω(A) and ω(B)
become unity.

1 2 3 4

centrality[%]

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

2 >
W

)/
<

N
W

(N 2κ

0-10 10-20 20-30 30-40

He]3from cov[p,
from cov[p,d]
from cov[p,t]

]πfrom cov[p,
He,d]3from cov[

He]3from cov[p,
from cov[p,d]
from cov[p,t]

]πfrom cov[p,
He,d]3from cov[

He]3from cov[p,
from cov[p,d]
from cov[p,t]

]πfrom cov[p,
He,d]3from cov[

He]3from cov[p,
from cov[p,d]
from cov[p,t]

]πfrom cov[p,
He,d]3from cov[

He]3from cov[p,
from cov[p,d]
from cov[p,t]

]πfrom cov[p,
He,d]3from cov[

He,t]3from cov[
]πHe,3from cov[

from cov[d-t]
]πfrom cov[d-
]πfrom cov[t-

He,t]3from cov[
]πHe,3from cov[

from cov[d-t]
]πfrom cov[d-
]πfrom cov[t-

He,t]3from cov[
]πHe,3from cov[

from cov[d-t]
]πfrom cov[d-
]πfrom cov[t-

He,t]3from cov[
]πHe,3from cov[

from cov[d-t]
]πfrom cov[d-
]πfrom cov[t-

He,t]3from cov[
]πHe,3from cov[

from cov[d-t]
]πfrom cov[d-
]πfrom cov[t-

1 2 3 4

centrality[%]

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

2 >
W

)/
<

N
W

(N 2κ

0-10 10-20 20-30 30-40

(p)2κfrom 

He)3(2κfrom 

(d)2κfrom 

(t)2κfrom 

)π(2κfrom 

(p)2κfrom 

He)3(2κfrom 

(d)2κfrom 

(t)2κfrom 

)π(2κfrom 

(p)2κfrom 

He)3(2κfrom 

(d)2κfrom 

(t)2κfrom 

)π(2κfrom 

(p)2κfrom 

He)3(2κfrom 

(d)2κfrom 

(t)2κfrom 

)π(2κfrom 

(p)2κfrom 

He)3(2κfrom 

(d)2κfrom 

(t)2κfrom 

)π(2κfrom 

Figure 3: Normalized second order cumulants of participants as obtained from covariances
(left panel) and single particle cumulants (right panel).

The left panel of Fig. 2 shows the centrality dependence of Σ[A,B] for
real (original) events while in the right panel similar results for the mixed
events are presented. Inspection of Fig. 2 clearly demonstrates that in mixed
events the values of Σ[A,B] are all becoming unity, hence indicating that any
possible correlations between multiplicities of every particle pair are elimi-
nated. After this verification procedure we use mixed events to extract the
fluctuations of participants. Hence we turn back to quantities which do
depend on fluctuations of participants, i.e., cumulants of multiplicity distri-
butions and covariances between them. In the following, only mixed events
are used. We first reconstruct covariances between multiplicity distributions
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Figure 4: Normalized second order cumulants of participants obtained from single particle
cumulants averaged over five different particle species (red symbols) and those extracted
from the covariances averaged over all combinations between all particle pairs (blue sym-
bols).

of all particle pairs and using Eq. 13 extract the normalized second order
cumulant of participant distributions κ2(NW )/ 〈NW 〉2. Obtained results as a
function of centrality are presented in the left panel of Fig. 3. Alternatively,
we obtain the same information (cf. right panel of Fig. 3) using Eq. 14 and
reconstructed single particle cumulants, κ2(A). Fig. 3 demonstrates, that
the κ2(NW )/ 〈NW 〉2 values extracted from covariances and single particle
cumulants are in reasonable agreement with a mild dependence on particle
species, thus demonstrating the robustness of the method. This is clearly vis-
ible in Fig. 4, where the centrality dependence of the κ2(NW )/ 〈NW 〉2 values
obtained from single particle cumulants averaged over five different particle
species (red symbols) and those extracted from the covariances averaged over
all combinations between all particle pairs (blue symbols) are presented.
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6. Conclusion

In summary, we present a model-independent approach to disentangle
non-critical contributions to experimentally measured particle number fluc-
tuations. Specifically we demonstrate a possibility of eliminating contribu-
tions from participant fluctuations based on measurements only, i.e., without
involving the models. The method was tested on events generated at

√
sNN

= 2.4 GeV with the IQMD transport model. The participant fluctuations
are extracted in two different ways: (i) Using second order cumulants of five
different particles species and (ii) From covariances between multiplicity dis-
tributions of all possible pairs of particles. Both approaches yield similar
results, demonstrating that the method developed is robust enough. The
proposed method is essential for nuclear collisions at low collisions energies
performed at GSI/SIS and BNL/RHIC, but can be applied at LHC energies
as well. Furthermore, the method is general enough to allow reconstructing
any higher-order cumulant of the participant distribution.
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