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A bstract
In allm ultiparticle processes the concept of sources directly em iting nally
observed secondaries (m ostly pions) plays crucial rok. Here we shall present
them from yet another point of view in which elem entary sources com posing
all processes (from e* e annihilation, via pp up to AA interactions) rem ain

both totally 'chaotic’ and P oissonian at the sam e tim e.
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1 Introduction

For tin e being the m ultjparticle production processes can be describbed only in a
phenom enoclogical way. As a rule they are visualised as proceeding In two steps:
rst a number of m ore or lss de ned Interm ediate ob fcts (we shall called them
sources) is form ed and next follow s their hadronization . Sources are heavy, nonreso—
nant and unstable ob fcts and m odels di er In theirde nition and in details oftheir

hadronization [l, B].

T he notion of sources is essential in explaining such general features ofm ultipar-
ticle production processes as the broadening of the m ultiplicity distrioutions P ()
when the com plxity of the colliding ob ects increases, cf. Fig. 1, and that the
second factorial cum ulant is alm ost constant (it decreases only insigni cantly, cf.

Fig. 2).

T here is another possble characteristic of the source discussed recently (1. It is

represented by param eter de ned as

= C2 (pl;pZ) 1]]_‘[1’1 P1p 2 O; (l)

where C, (o ;0,) isthe BoseE Instein correlation BEC) term oftwo identicalbosons
w ith m om enta p; and p, []]. T his param eterwas introduced as a m easure of correla—
tion strength in the sim plest possible one-din ensional param etrization ofC, in order
to reduce system atic ermrors when tting the experin ental results w ith theoretical
curves (cf., orexam pl, §]). & has got very quickly quantum -optical interpretation
as the chaoticity param eter [, [[J]and is w idely acospted under thisnam e in m apr-

ity of phenom enological approaches to BEC . In this interpretation = 1 signalsto—



tally chaotic (usually understood as them al) em ission of sscondarieswhereas = 0
m eans that they are radiated in a lJaserlke fashion. In other words, one expects
that quantum -m echanical phases In di erent space-tin e points of the hadronization

region are totally uncorrelated in the form er case and xed by one value In the later

one [0, [4]-

Twasknown from the very begihning that such interpretation of has is severe
lin tations and that it is also a ected by the type of the param etrization of BEC
used [, 3, 1. E specially em abarasing in this regpect, although not m uch pursued

(cf. @), are cbservations that:

in n ée anniiktion processes  is nearly m axin al [[3] and practically

does not depend on the m ultiplicity of produced secondaries;

In themore complex NN oollisions drops considerably and decreases w ith

increasing m ultiplicity [4);

this trend seem s to continue w hen proceeding to hA ocollisionswhere 5 < 4
is apparently observed [[]] and in AA ocollisions where decreases w ith the

atom icmasses A [[§].

2 Totally chaotic elem entary em itting cels in the
sim plest e"e collisions

Taken naively these cbservations could indicate an increase of coherence from €' e
to AA oollisions, an in possible conclusion from the point of view ofthe cbserved in

Fi. 1 behaviour of P (n). In [4] a discussion of trying to reconcile experin ental



observations presented above was given w ith elem entary source being totally coher—
ent. W e shalldem onstrate now that one can obtain equally good description ofdata
w ith totally chaotic elem entary em itting cells EEC and observed changes of param —
eter (de ned In eq.{]])) being caused by the Increasing com plexity of reaction -

Increasing and uctuating num ber of such cells.

Ourekm entary em itting cell EEC) isassum ed to produce bosons m ainly pions)
In only onem om entum state pi. T herefore, due to the BoseE instein statistics, the
multiplicity distrdbution of pions from such source is purely of geom etric (B ose—

E Insteln) type corresponding to the chaotic eld lim it

!
P ()= ! mi @)
1+ mi 1+ ni

and, correspondingly, for a single EEC one has = 1 (ie. all particlks are fully
correlated in the sense that presence of any one of them stin ulates additionalem is—
sion ofother secondarieswhich is lim ited only by the energy-m om entum conservation
constrains not considered here) . O n the contrary, partickes origihating from di erent
EEC's are totally uncorrelated (again, in the above m entioned sense), therefore for
them = 0. Notice that our EEC’s are m ore fundam ental than sources m entioned
at the beginning ( rballs, clusters, strings etc). A ctually these sources, which we
shall denote S In what follow s, contain always a whole spectrum of EEC’s corre—
soonding to the distrlbbution ofm om enta ofthe produced particles ( exp( P=ry)).
W e shall assum e here that in m ultiparticle production processes allEE S’s are pro—
ducad Independently. In the case when we have n origihating from k EEC’/swe are
inm ediately Jead to the fam ous negative binom 2l (NB) distrbution [, 9]

2 3

X Y mi ™
7
P (n;k) = g —7Y

ninziuing i 1+ —
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which in the case of large number of EEC’s (understood as hni=k << 1) lads to
P oissonian distribution ofproduced secondariesn . Forw idely tested experim entally

variance of m ultijplicity distrdboution it m eans that

i I
D2=1tni 1+ — Kt mi: @)

T herefore, it is quite natural .n our picture that in the €" e annihilation processes
we shall Indeed at the sam e tin e cbserve both P (n) being poissonian (like) and

near1l.

3 M ore com plex hadronic and nuclear collisions

W hen one proceeds to m ore com plex hadronic collisions the rst thing to recognize
is that now the broad hadronic m ultiplicity distrbutions can arise In a natural
way from any incoherent superposition ofm any narrow (‘e e -type lke’) sources S
RJ1. Suppose that we consider a  uctuating number C of such independent narrow
(P oissonian) S’sw ith n; particles .n each and w ith totalm ultiplicty N = F ¢ n;and
mean N i= hnihC i. A sa result we have then a com pound P oissonian distribution

B
2  Cmi" gmi I iCefct

PO)= N ! cl

©)

c=0

w ith the sam e variance as in the case of NB type of P (n) (cf. eq.f) with IC i re-

placing k) RJ1.



P roceeding now to them ost com plex nuckar interactions one nds that they are
dom inated aln ost exclusively by the geom etry of collision. T he characteristic broad
P
and at shape of nuclkar m ultiplicity distrdoution P N ) = p( )P N j ) energes

from the an ooth behaviour of distribution of the num ber of participating nuclkons

; p() b gﬁ,overinpactparameterbjnawjderegjon of [R4]. In general
one has
D*MN) D?*() 1 D*@)
S = + — . (6)
N i2 h # h i mi?

(where n denotes m ultiplicity in hadronic collisions) w ith the st tem being com —
pktely due to the nuclkar geom etry and dom inating in the m idle part of for
m ininum bias events where p( ) const. In this region one gets multiplicity m o—
m ents independent of the target m ass and given by simpl formula:

_he 2o -
¢ h#E g+l

T his result holds for any situation where one has a number C oftype S sources

factorialm om ents F 4 of the totaldistribution and those foreach source S, F 8, can

be related to each other RY], for exam ple:

(S)

F
F,=F, + éi ®)

wih FJ = F « C € 1)P €)= i’ being the nom alized factorialm om ent of the
distrbution ofS’s and IC i theirm ean numberwhereast(S) =mmn 1)i=mi’.Fig.
2 show s this quantity calculated as an average over 10° bins in the phase space asa
function ofthe m ean num ber of S’s for di erent types of their distributions. N otice
that F, isby de nition the same for an allC i and that di erent types of uctu-
ations result In di erent dependence of F, on hC i. Notice also that starting from

the value F, = 15 for single source (corresponding, or exam ple, to "elm entary"



p oollisions forwhich F, 7 15 ] ) F, decreases very slowly for the at P (C)
distrlbution tending to the plateau form oderately large num ber of S’s and reaching
valie ofFp, ¥ 133 135 which coincides w ith that observed in heavy ion data @].
In thisway we can describe thistwo w idely di erent (from the point ofview oftheir
com positeness) processes w ithout necessity of questioning the independent collision

picture in the later as has been advocated recently in Pg]1.

4 Summ ary and conclusions

A swe have just dem onstrated our sources S’s t nicely Into description of all type
of collisions. Let us retum then badk to discussion ofthe param eter asde ned by
eq.fl). W e want to show now how it can serve as a m easure of sources S’s (instead
ofbeing the m easure of chaoticity, the notion ofwhich does not appear here at all).
Let us consider C sources S, each producing (on average) Ini like-sign bosons. W e
have

n® =%hn(n 1)i ©)

pairs
pairs of such bosons from a single source and, resoectively, IC i tin es this em erging
from KC i sources:

s _ . ()

1
nd.=ICintl = SIcim@ 1) (10)

airs
P 2

whereas the total num ber of pairs of like-sign bosons producing by HC i sources is

Instead equalto (cf. Appendix A)

tot 1 RN S .
N pairs = EI’C (@ 1)itni® + EI'CJ_hn(n 1)i: 11)

The param eter is, of course (cf. Appendix B), given by the ratio ofboth, which

can be write as



,)mi 1 ,)IN i i

= = ; 12
[,C)ICi+ @) 1lmi 1 HWi[,N)Ni 17 d2)
where Wi= hCiniand , k) = i—;i,i.e.,itjstheseoond scaled m om ent for

k= n; N and C, respectively. N ote that, asa consequence of ourde nition ofEEC,

= 1 for shgk source (C = 1) and decreases w ith the num ber of S'’s.

O ne can sum m arize now experin ental situation as discussed previously In temm s

of our sources S.

) T e'e annihilationsonly 1 2 sources S are produced R9]. This leads to
largevaluesof and increasing muliplicity com esm ainly from the increasing

num ber of secondaries from S.

(i) In pp collisionsm ore sources are produced and m ultiplicity grow sat rst with
the increasing num ber of sources and later, when this num ber saturates, be-
cause of Increasing num ber of secondardies from S, as n (1). This keads to
decreasing w ith multiplicity, cf. Fig. 3. Note that the number of S’s, IC 1

Increases linearly with dN=dy wWih 2 4 charged pionsperS).

(1iil) Fornuclar collisions the num ber ofthe Intemucleonic collisions increases w ith
the m ass num ber of colliding nuclkei what results in  decreasing for heavier
nucki, cf. Fig. 4. @A Iso here the number of sources S deduced from in—
creases linearly, this tin e w ith the num ber of participating nuclkons, which is

proportionalto Ar ).

Fially, n Fig. 5 we show analysis of the p+ Em oollision events (orovided by
the IGM event generator B(]). Sim ilarly looking experin ental data were used in

B1] to dem onstrate the apparent increase of the ‘coherence’ when going in rapidity



from target towards pro gctilke fragm entation regions. This conclusion wasbased on
the Increasing poissonianity of the respective m ultiplicity distributions in selected
rapidity bins. However, In our case we are getting precisely the sam e pattem w ith—
out nvoking any notion of ‘coherence’ at all. It is enough that particles produced
near the kinam atic lim is of reaction orighate practically from one source only in
which case In our approach they should be both poisson-like distributed and show

= 1.

T his Jast cbservation has som e profound consequences which m ost probably can
be tested In coam ic ray em ulsion cham bers experin ents. N am ely, if (based on the
quantum -optical concepts) Interpretation of BI] is correct, one should not observe
any BEC e ects In the fragm entation regions of reactions. However, as dem on—
strated In B3], the presence of such correlation @ ith their fill strength, ie., with

= 1) would explain In a natural and consistent way m any apparently ‘strange’ ef-
fects cbserved in the m entioned above coan ic ray experin ents (which by de nition
m easure alm ost exclusively the fragm entation region of hadronic ocollisions on air
nucki) . In addition we would predict that, contrary to B}, willdecrease towards

the central region of reaction.
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A ppendix A

W e shall provide here an elem entary derivation ofeq.) . Let P5 (C) denote the
num ber distribution of sources S and p; (n) the m ultiplicity distrdboution of lke-sign
particles from a single (C = 1) source. Because there are no BEC between particles
an itted from di erent sources if their phases are random Which we assum e here),

therefore the total m ultiplicity distrbution (again of lke-sign particles) P (N ) is

given by
X X ¥
PWN)= Ps C) p1 () @1)
C ni+ +nc=N =1
U sing generating functions:
X
) = PN)Z;
N
X C
s @) = PsC)z;
C
X
gk = p @) Z°

PsC) b@f = s B@]l;

C

‘2) = 2w d’@);

—
N
=

Il

°2) = 20 8@ + 2@ o®@):

Becauss, by de nition,

mi = ¢’@)i-1;
W N Di= %@3i-.;
CC Di= Q@3
mo 1Di= g%°@)i-1;
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then we get nally that
NN Di=hcC 1im#+rCimn 1)i A2)

from which eq.{13) ollow s inm ediately.

A ppendix B

W e shall justify here the eq.{I3) in m ore detail. Let us ntroduce (In one dim ensional
approxin ation) the usual (cf. refs. {1HLQ], especially [1]]) two-particle correlation
factor

W = 1+ hoos(gr)i ®B1)

whereg= p; p; (f eq.fl)) and hoos(gr)i has symbolic m eaning only and can
be replaced by any other suitable expression (ke hexp ( gr)i) without changihg
the outoom e of our discussion. The essential point In our approach consists now

in the observation that for nS

pairs

of likesign bosons from S-type sources we have
- o b _
such correlation factor W whereas for the remaning n2, ;.. = N 25 nd, = (cf

egs. ) ) it does not appear (ie., the comesoonding pairs do not correlate am ong

them selves). O n the other hand, the correlation function forN particlks
C,= 1+ hoos(r)i B2)

which already contains parameter as de ned in eq.{l]) can be expressed in the

follow ing fomm ,

b S S
n__..+n2. W n>_.
pairs pairs pairs .
C,= 5 S =1+ s hoos(ar) i; B3)
npaj.rs + npaj.rs N pairs

which mm ediately provides 1In tem softhe ratio ofpairs of Ike-sign bosons lkeading

therefore to eq.({J) .

11



R eferences

L] There is a whole spectrum of such m odels ranging from statistical, quantum
statistical, cascade, to branching or string ones, to nam e but few , w here sources
are called ' realls’, ' retubs’, 'clusters’, 'clans’, 'droplets’ etc. C £, orexam pl,
R Hagedom, Nuovo Cin . Suppl 3 (1965) 147; G N Fow kr et al,, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 57 (1986) 2119; G E spong, Proc. 16% It. Symp. on M ultip. D ynam ics,
K iryat Anavin 1985, ed. J G runhaus, E ditions Frontiers, G ifsurY vette, 1985,

p.309; K W emer, Phys.Rev. Lett. 61 (1988) 1050.

R] A Giovanniniand L Van Hove, Z.Phys.C 30 (1986) 391.

Bl R Szwed, G W rochna and A K W roblew ski, M od.Phys. Lett. A 6 (1991) 245.

4] R Szwed, G W rochna and A K W roblew ski, M od.Phys. Lett.A 6 (1991) 981.

B] A Bamberger et al.,, NA 35 Collab.), Phys. Lett.B 205 (1988) 583.

6] JA Casado and SD ate, Phys. Lett.B 344 (1995) 441.

[7] B Lorstad, Int. J. M odPhys. A 4 (1989) 2861; D H Boal, C K Gebke and

B K Jennings, Rev.M od Phys. 62 (1990) 553.

B] M Deutschm ann et al,, NucL Phys.B 204 (1982) 333.Cf.also T Peitzm ann, Z.

Phys.C 55 (1992) 485 and C 59 (1993) 127.

O] G N Fowlkrand R M W ehner, Phys.Rev.D 14,3118 (1978); M Biyajm a, P rog.
Theor.Phys. 66 (1981) 1378.Cf.alsoR M W einer, A Strategy for M ultipartick
D ynam ics, invited talk at the R Ingberg W orkshop on M ultjparticle P roduc-
tion, F luctuations and Fractal Structure, eds.R C .Hwa, W .0 chs, N .Schm itz,

R ingberg C astle, G em any, June 2528, 1991, W orld Scienti ¢ 1992, p.321-339.

12



0] M Gyulassy, SK Kau mann and LW W ilson, Phys.Rev.C 20 (1979) 2267.

1] R Ledniky, V L Lyuboshis and M IPodgoretskii, Sov. J. Nucl Phys. 38

(1983) 147.

[2] B Andersson and W Hofmann, Phys. Lett. B169 (1986) 364; M G Bow kr,
Phys.Lett.B 185 (1987) 205 and B276 (1992) 237; X Artru and M G Bow kr,

Z.Phys.C 37 (1988) 293.
3] M .Biyajma, T .M izoguchi, and G .W ik, Z.Phys.C 65 (1995) 511.

[14] C £, for exam ple, data presented in [[§]and in [§] for ISR, SPS and Tevatron

energies.

[L5] Proc.on Int. W orkshop on Correl. andM ulip.Prod. CAM P),M arburg, FRG,

M ay 14-16, 1990, eds.M P lum er et al,, W orld Scienti ¢ 1991.

[L6] A Breakstone et al. (ISR-SFM Collab.),Z.Phys.C 33 (1987) 333;C Abapret
al. UA1l Collab.), Phys. Lett. B226 (1989) 410; T A lexopoulos et al,, E735

Collab.), Phys.Rev.D 48 (1993) 984.
[L7] JPuta et al in [[3], p. 49.
[18] T Peitzm ann et al. W A 80 Collb.) n [[J], p.107.
[L9] P Carruthersand C C Shih, Int. J.M od.Phys.A 2 (1987) 1447.
0] SBarshay, NucL Phys.B 238 (1984) 227.
R1] P P Srvastava, Phys. Lett.B 198 (1987) 531.

R2] Com parison wih data on P (n) perform ed with NB distrbutions suggests E]

that IC i Increases with energy from 5 to 8 and saturates at this value for

13



energies above that of ISR . A notherexam ple of such superposition isP (njp s) =
RoldK K )P oW K)) where P W (K )) is the multiparticle distrbution of
the type discussed above fore” e  but corresponding only to the part ofthe total
energy of the reaction given by W K ) = K P swih K denoting inelasticity
of the reaction under consideration P3]. It is widely known that Poissonian
POy )wih< n@W ) > beng random variable obeying gamm a distribution
eg. because nelasticity uctuations describbed by the nelasticity distribution
K )) leads again to the NB type of multiplicity distrloution W ih k being

param eter of gamm a distrbution this tine [[3]).

R3]G N Fowlr, RM W ener and G W ik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 173 (1985);

G N Fow keretal.Phys.Rev.D 35,870 (1987) andPhys.Rev.C 40,1219 (1989).
k4] Zhuang Pengfeu and L1 Lianshou, Phys.Rev.D 42 (1990) 848.
25] C € Shih, Phys.Rev.D 34 (1986) 2710.
26] ID erado, G Jancso and N Schin itz, Z Phys.C 56 (1992) 553.
R7] JBachkret al. NA35Collab.), Z Phys.C 57 (1993) 541.
28] K Fiakowski, Z Phys.C 61 (1994) 313.

R9] D epending on our taking as an elem entary source ettherthewhole e’ e process
or each of is two quark FEts. In fact, when energy increases and glionic gts
start to show up they can be counted as additional sources In the second case,
cf., for exam ple, R Ugoccioni, A G jovanniniand S Lupia, Z Phys. C 64 (1994)

453 and references theremn.

BO]G W ik, RM W ehner and Z W lodarczyk, The M onte Carb Event Generator

for M odelling the C oherence and Chaos in H igh Energy H adronic and Nuckar

14



C ollisions, Report SIN S —2153/PV I11/1993; cf. also: P roc. of the W orkshop on
P reequilbriim Parton D ynam ics in Heavy Ion Collisions, LBL, August 23 —

Sept. 3,1993; ed. X N W ang, LBL-R eport 34831 (1993).

B1l] G N Fow ker, EM Friedlander and R M W elner, Phys. Lett.B 104 (1981) 239.

B2] Z2.W lodarczyk, P roc. of the 23th Int. Coan ic Ray Conference, Calgary, July
1030, 1993, eds. D A Leahy, R B Hicks and D Venkantesan, W orld Scienti c,
Singapore (1994), p.355;G W ik and Z W lodarczyk, F luctuations and C orre—
Jations Beyond M idrapidity; to appear in the P roc. of the 24th Int.Coan icRay

Conf,, Rom e, August 28 —Sept. 8, 1995 and in preparation.

15



Figure C aptions

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

C om parison of: (@) —shapes ofm ultiplicity distrbutions (z= 5~) = I iP N )

and () —the energy dependence of the ratio of the digpersion to the average

multiplicity, =, ore'e [, pp @land AA []data.

Second nom alized factorialm om ent F, for 10° bins as fiinction of num berhC i

of sources S for di erent types of their distribution.

(@) — Param eter (@s given by eq.{])) as function of multiplicity per unit
rapidity, dN =dy; k) ~thesamew ith replaced by them ean num ber of sources

S, IC i obtained from egq.@3). D ata are from [L4].

(@) —Param eter (cf. . ﬂ)) as function of the atom ic number of target
nuckus,A;,OrO+C,0+Cu,0+Agand O+ Au collisionsat 200 G €V /nuclkon
(In target fragm entation region); (o) —the ssmewih rplaced by themean

num ber of sources S, IC i from eq.{[F). D ata are from [[3, [1§].

M ultiplicity distrbutions (for p+ Em at Ps= 206 eV) for rapidity window s
covering di erent quarters of the kinem atically accepted range 3 < y < 3

com pared w ith P oisson distrlboutions w ith the sam e value of N 4, i.
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