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An increase of the ratio R of strange over non-strange particles from nucleon—
nuckon to central nucleusnuclkus collisions, aswell as its increase w ith centrality,
isnow m Iy established by severalCERN and AG S collaborations. In the fram e-
work of independent string m odels such as the Dual Parton M odel OPM ) and
Quark G luon StringM odel (Q G SM ), an increase ofR can be partially understood
in the Bllow ing way™'P!. W hen the average num ber of collisions per participant
nuckon increases, the excess of produced particles is due to the fragm entation of
strings involring sea constituents at theirends. Since strange quarks are present in
the nucleon sea, the ratio of strange over non-strange secondaries w illalso increase.
T he size of this increase depends on the ratio

s 2(s+ 38) _
u+ d+u+ d

In the nuckon sea. It tums out that the value S = 035 used in conventional
parton distributions for D ISB! allow s to understand the observed enhancem ent
of K , but not those of K * and K g . M oreover, the enhancem ent of and N
is negligeably sn all. Two approaches have been proposed in order to overcom e
the Jatter problem . In DPM , diquark-antidiquark pairs have been introduced in
the nucleon sea —w ith the sam e ratio, relative to quark-antiquark pairs, as in the
string breaking process?!. T he second approach, introduced by several authors, is

string fiision®”!. Both m echanisn s have a comm on caveat, nam ely, they lad to

the sam e Increase in absolute value of strange baryons and antibaryons —which is

ruled out by experin ent.

In the follow Ing, we shall see that the Introduction of diquarks in the nucleon
sea m entioned above allow s, w ith the help of sim ple quark counting argum ents, to
acoount for the observed enhancem ent of and . However, the m ultiplicity of
produced ’s is too sm all —by m ore than a factor oftwo. T he m issing num bers

of ’s and kaons are approxin ately the same. Thus, som e other m echanian is

needed which increases the num ber of ’s w ithout increasing the num ber of K



and . A sin ple and well known way to do so, isby a nal state interaction

+ N ! K+ = . Sihce at CERN energies the observed enhanoam ent is very
In portant at m id-rapidities, the nal state interaction cannot be an intranuclear
cascade. One needs a genuine nal state interaction of co-m oving secondaries.
T his interaction also plays a crucial role in hadronic gas m odels®! and has been
incorporated into severalM onte C arlo codesP!V1Bl,

In this note Iwill show that the observed enhancem ent of strange m esons and
baryons/antibaryons can be understood by the combined e ect of strange sea
quarks and antiquarks and the nal state interaction m entioned above. For sin —
plicity, I shall concentrate on the strangeness enhancem ent from N N to central
S S collisions. In order to describe the underlying physics In the m ost transparent
way, I consider a sin pli ed version ofthe DPM w ith only two strings foreach N N
collision and m ake som e sin plifying assum ptions in the fragm entation fuinctions
(see below ). The ain isnot to reproduce the data In the best possible way, but to
present a plausible and, hopefully, convincing scenario of strangeness enhancem ent
consistent w ith the experim ental ndings.

A s a further sim pli cation, I take the con guration with an average num ber of
np = 24 participant nuclkons in each nuclus as representative of a central SS
collision. In this case the average num ber of collisions isn = 53*. The DPM

om ula for the average m ultiplicity of particlke i in AA collisions is then P!

n; = 2ﬁA N @a)v av + 2(ﬁ ﬁA)Nqs ds (l)

i i

@v dv G ds . s e
whereN ;| and N ; are the corresponding averagem ultiplicities of valence

qgagq and sea gq strings, regpectively. T he total num ber of strings is 2n (wo for

* These average values are obtained in the DPM bassed IRIS M onte Carlo, for
events w ith n, and/or ng 27. Ithank J.P.Pansart for giving m e access to his

code and A . K ouider for running it.



each N N collision), out ofw hich 2n;- Involve the valence quarksand diquarksofthe
participating nucleons. The average m ultiplicity in N N collisions is 2N @@v dv |
N um erical calculations in DPM show that the increase in the number of and
from NN to SS at 200 G &V /c per nuckon is roughly equal to half of the total
average num ber of participating nuclons —in our case 24. (T he average m ass of
the g, strings is too an all to produce —_pajrs at CERN energies). For kaons,
this increase tums out to be som ew hat larger (@pproxim ately by a factor 28), due
to the kaons produced in g, strings. This enhancem ent factor increases w ith
decreasing values of the m ass of the produced particle. (This could explain the
observed decrease ofthe ratio (1 + N )=Ncharged W ith Increasing centrality 10y .
TheDPM results for the num ber of lam bdas and kaons in SS central collisions

at CERN can thusbe sum m arized as follow s

_ N N
n —, = 24n o) 2)
ng o = 24ny , + 4ng " 3)

where n{' ¥ are the corresponding m ultiplicities In N N oollisions at 200 G &V /c
and n} ¥ is the average value over allkaon states. T he second tem of (3) is the
result of expressing the contribution of the s, strings in eq. (1) in temm s ofthe
kaon multiplicity In N N at 200 G €V /c —hence the reduction in its coe cient from

NN, = 29 to 4*. Obviously these strings give the sam e number ofK ,K * and

K 0. Using the experim ental values** ofn ¥ given in ref. [11]:

nNI(\]—)= 0096 (0013) ; ny' ., = 047 (024) ; ngo =nyg' =020 (4)

* Com puting the contribution ofthe short g strings at energiesofa few hundreds
of G eV /c is one of the m ain sources of num erical uncertainties in DPM . For this
reason there is som e uncertainty in the kaon m ultiplicities —which w ill also exist
when a m ore sophisticated (M onte Carlo) treatm ent is used. This uncertainty is

not present in n )

** The typical errors in these num bers range from 10 % brKg and to 30 %



we get

n =23094 1); n—=031 22 04) )

ng =49 69 04); ng+ = 66 (124 04); Ng o = 56 105 1:7) : (6)

T hese num bers are m uch sn aller than the experin entalones®?! given in brackets.
T he num erical results (2)—(6) are obtained considering only u and d quarks in the
nucleon sea.

W hen also strange quarks are present, eq. (1) can be w ritten as

S s =—s 2 NS —NS
s s 9 9s
N N (7)

2+ S 2+ S

ny=2m N 4 2@ W)

w here the contribution of strange (° ) and non-strange (' ° ) sea quarks are explic—
itly given (sea quarkshave, of course, to be linked to sea antiquarks in allpossible
ways). W e see from eq. (7) that the num ber ofkaonsw ill ncrease as a resul ofthe
fragm entation of o & strings —sihoe the fragm entation s8) ! K K ¥) is larger
than the corresponding one for non-strange quarks. W e take this fragm entation
flinction to be the same asd ! ! *), since in both cases one has to pull
out a ud (dd) pair in the st string break-up. At CERN energies, the average
m ass of the gq strings is so sm all that further break-ups are not possible. The

sam e argum ents leading from eg. (1) to (3), lead now from eg. (7) to

S 2
»=24n"" + 4 NN 4 = pfi¥ 8
Tk M 2+ s 2+ s K ©)

which reduces to 3) ©r S = 0. Here n™¥ = 3:04 is the pion multiplicity in

nuclkon-nuclon averaged over its three charge states'). The rst (second) tem

for . The corresponding errors in the SS multiplicities are easy to detem ine.
H owever, the errors due to the uncertainties in the param eters of the m odel are

much larger (see below).
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inside the bracket corresponds to the contribution of & & (' 5 °) strings.

T he resulting values of the kaon m ultiplicities are now
ng =71; ng.=88; ngo=79 : 8%

Themultiplicity of K isnow in agreem ent w ith experin ent —while those ofK *
and K 2 are still too low by about three units each. This di erence is quite sig-
ni cant and cannot be explained in the fram ew ork of independent string m odels.
Com paring (6) with (8’), we see that the strange sea quarks have produced an in-—
crease 0f40 % In the kaon averagem ultiplicity. For SU collisionsthe corresponding
Increase is alm ost a factor 2. T his could perhaps explain the enhancem ent of the
ration =(n + n,) cbserved experim entally*°'%3) in central SU collisions.

Let ustum to and _productjon. A s already discussed, g strings cannot
produce - pairs at CERN energies, and one has to introduce diquark pairs in
the nucleon sea to acoount for its production. Follow ing 2], I assum e that their
relative fraction is the sam e as In the string breaking process, and I take the
value 0 from the JETSET code ™). To rst order in , &q. (1) is then

changed intoP! :

h _ i
ny = 20, Ni(qq>v v 4 @ Ta) 1 2)2N iqs 954 2 N @@s 9 Nl(q_q)s ds

i i

)
The last term In (9) corresponds to the contribution of strings w ith sea diquarks*.
Tt w ill produce a substantialnum ber of — pairswhen the sea diquarks are either
us or ds. I shall take the fragm entation functions us (ds) ! to be the sam e

asuu (ud) ! p —sihce in both cases one has to pull out a dd (uu) pair in the

rst string break-up which produces the leading baryon. T he num ber of —_pajrs

* Tt iseasy to see that when using eq. (9) instead ofeq. (1) (oreqg. 7) the num ber

of kaons is practically unchanged.



com ing from the last tem ofeg. (9) is

45 2 3
n —I'lpp+ _—— —npp = l:4 . 10
a) 44 4S + S2°P 44 4S + 82 2 10

with nf? = 1:34 and n”® = 0:096""). The rst termm ofeg. (10), which gives the
m ost Im portant contribution to n, isthe result ofthe fragm entation ofthe strings
w ih us, su, ds or sd diquarks at one end. The corresoonding probability is 4S
divided by the totalweight 4+ 4S + S? —where 4 is the weight of the non strange
diquarks uu, dd, ud and du and S? is the one of the ss diquark. A s explained
above the average multiplicity is in this case equalto nfP. The second tem
corresgoonds to the fragm entation of strings containing ud and du diquarks*.

A dding (10) to (5), the m ultiplicity isn—= 1:7, which is close to the experi-
mentalvalie —whilen = 3:7 is stilltoo low by m ore than a factor 2 (@bout six
units).

Likew ise, the extra = pair production is given by

S? 2S 3
N N - — npPPy = ITpPP = 022 11
a) 44+ 4S + 82 P 44+ 4S + 82 2 a1

The value of n®f has not been directly m easured. From the ratio n=n =

0:06 0:02%%), we deduce n®* ¥ 0:001.W e then have

n—=24n"*+ n—=024 ; n—=n—= 0:14 : 12)

* Only diquark fragm entations that occur w ithout diquark breaking have been
Included In egs. (10)—(12). The ﬁctor% in the second temm of (10) and (11), isdue
to the fact that only two (out ofthe three diquarksofthe proton) can fragm ent into

w fthout breaking. A In ost identical results are obtained when the \pop-com"
diquark breaking m echanisn is taken Into acoount. For instance, the contribution
to the second tem ofeqg. (10) ofuu (@d) ! diquark breaking fragm entation, is

approxin ately com pensated by a corresponding decrease of the factor % .
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Som ew hat Jarger values of n®¥=n® have been m easured in e' e and Pp at high
energies. A recent m easurem ent from the E 735 coll.l®! suggests a value as large
as 025. Thisplaces the ratio (12) in the range 0.14  0.18. N otice that this ratio
is rather insensitive to variations of S and/or . It is also practically independent
ofthe process : onegets 0.15 0.19 in SAu. Thisvalue has to be com pared w ith
the experin entalnumbers : 020 0.03 n SW from the W A 85 coll.:”! and 0.127

0.022 in SPb from NA 36 colL.!®) (the latter in a lin ited range ofy and p, ). A
sin ilar value of this ratio was found in 2].

T he sam e argum ent allow s to detem ine the extra num ber of —_pajrs, which
is given by

S? 3 oo
—— -n" = 002 ; 13)
4+ 45 + S22

n — = @ na)
leading to a ratio n—=n— 0.

Tt is in portant to note that nf® and n*® in Egs. (10)-(13) have to be taken at
the reduced energy P s=3 11 GeV.Thisisdue to the presence of three diquarks,
which share m ost of the m om entum of the nuclkon. This is of little consequence
for the average SS multiplicities — since the values of nf? and n"® m easured at 69
G eV /ct®! are consistent w ith those at 200 G &V /c!. H owever, this fact is crucial
to understand the rapidity distrdbutions : the —_pajrs w ill be concentrated in
the region ¥ J< Yy A« 2, as observed experin entally 21,

A s discussed above, the num ber of m issing ’s is about six units and those of
m issihg K * and K ) are about three units each. The m ost obvious m echanism

that produces extra , K * and K g, w ithout changing the num ber of the other

particles, is the nal state Interaction
+N ! K+ = 4)

where and N are co-m oving secondaries. It is clear that the process (14) is very

favorable to produce extra ’s. Indeed its gain is proportionalto the density of N



(m uch larger than the one of ’s), tim es the density ofpions —which iseven larger.
By strangeness conservation, kaons w ill be produced exactly in the sam e am ount
(equally shared between K g andK *) -whieK and are not produced. N otice

that the losses ofK ’'sand ’'s resulting from the crossed processes
+ ! K+N @) ; K +N ! + ©) ; 15)

w ith cross-sections com parable to the one of the direct process (14), produce sn all
e ects In the nalbalance of produced particles. For instance, the lossof ‘s in
(15a) relative to itsgain In (14) is suppressed by the ratio of over N densities.
M oreover the loss of ‘s in (15a) and is gain in (15b) tend to com pensate one
another. T he sam e is true for the balance of kaons. T herefore, I shall concentrate
on the gain of K ’s and ’'s resulting from (14)*. This gain is proportional to
the product of ‘s and N ’s densities tin es the crosssection of process (14). This
cross—section, suitably averaged over the m om entum distrdbutions of the colliding
particles near the production threshold, w illbe denoted by < > . Follow ing Ref.
0], we have
dn , dn dng

— = d’s 3<
dy dyd?s dy d?s

>l + o)=ol 16)

where ( is the fom ation proper tine, the time during which the nal state
interaction takes place and ds a di erential transverse area. (For a collision at
zero In pact param eter, Bjm easures the distance between thisdi erentialarea and
the axis determm ined by the centers oftw o colliding nuclei) . T he factor three com es

from the product of three pion tim es two nucleon species divided by a factor 2

* Probably the real situation ism ore com plicated w ith som e extra gain of kaons
due to ! KK and some extra loss of kaons (and gain of strange baryons
and antibaryons) due to the strangeness exchange reactions K N ! Y and

KN ! Y) which have a lJarge cross-section at threshold ©'#?!
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which is due to the fact that the crosssections for * p and n are negligeably
an all.

For SS collisionsatb 0, one gets by using G aussian nuckar pro les*,

dn 3< > dn dnp | [+ o)= o] a7
= n =
dy R ? dy dy 0o

where R is the rm s. radius of Sulfur. I take g 1Mfm and + | £ 4
fm , based on interferom etry m easurem ents which indicate a very short tim e of
particle em ission and a freeze out tin e of 4 fin P!, For the value of < >, Itake
< >=15mb. (Thesum of N ! K plus N ! K crosssections at their

maxina is 1.5mb??!. Beyond the m axin um these cross-sections decrease sharply
but quasi two-body processes convert this sharp decrease into a m ild increase).
U sing the experin ental data of the NA 35 colL??! Hor the dny,=dy and dn, =dy

rapidity densities (the latter m ultiplied by n™ ¥ =n}' ¥ ), one gets from eq. (17)

n =2ng+ =2ngo=62 : (18)

A practically identical result is obtained using the values ofthe and p densities
com puted in DPM .
To sum m arize, adding the values obtained above, the average m ultiplicities of

strange particles In SS collisions at 200 G &€V /c per nuckon are :
ng =71 ; ng+ =119 ; ngo= 110 ;

n = 99 ; n—= 17 ; n—= 024 030

The ration—=n—= 0:14 0:18 ispractically the sam e in S-5 and S-Au collisions.
In conclusion, the scenario of strangeness enhancem ent presented above isbasaed

on two m echanisn s : the presence of strange quarks and diquarks in the nucleon

* At xedb,onehas:dn=dy d®s/ na (©;s)/ Ta © s) ya (S),where ya (s)=

1 @ Ta(s)® and Ta ) = exp( F=r’)= r? wih r* = 2R?=3.
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sea, controlled by the param eters S 05 and 0:d, and the nal state in—
teraction of co-m oving secondaries (N ! K =), controlled by the param eter
< > n( + g()=p. There are uncertainties In the values of these param e-
ters. The value S 0:5 isused in D ISP! but there is also indirect evidence for
such a large fraction of strange quarks from N scattering ?*!. T he value of the
strangeness suppression factor in the string breaking process isbelieved to be som e-
what sn aller —a value 0 4 is suggested by the /p ratio atm id-rapiditiesm easured
at Fem ilab®"®!. U sing S = 04, instead of S = 05, reduces the nalnum bers of
and ocom puted above by only 0.15 units —and those of kaonsby 0.4. T here are
also uncertainties in the precise orm ulation of the nal state interaction as well
as in the value of the param eter that controls it. M oreover, the above scenario is
consistent only if all other rescattering processes’®! contrbuting to the gain and
loss of strangeness in a hadronic gas approach give sn allenough e ects.

T he Introduction of diquarks in the nucleon sea has some comm on features
with string fision®!®!, T is, on the contrary, in sharp contrast wih a phase
transition scenario at the partonic level (Q G P ), considered by m any authors?®! —
w here the production rate of strange quarks increases in the decon ned phase??!.
A ctually, in the present approach the strange quarks and diquarks are an intrinsic
property of the nuclon wave function and therefore the param eters S and are
expected to be universal, ie. independent of (the centrality of) the process and
of ts energy. A detailed study of strange particle production in various processes,
Including predictions forP IP b, is in progress. It w illbe very interesting to com pare
them with the forthcom Ing resuls on strangeness enhancem ent from Jlead beam

experimn ents at CERN .
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