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A bstract

In allm ultiparticleprocessestheconceptofsourcesdirectlyem itting�nally

observed secondaries(m ostly pions)playscrucialrole.Here we shallpresent

them from yetanotherpointofview in which elem entary sourcescom posing

allprocesses(from e+ e� annihilation,via pp up to AA interactions) rem ain

both totally ’chaotic’and Poissonian atthe sam etim e.
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1 Introduction

For tim e being the m ultiparticle production processes can be described only in a

phenom enologicalway. As a rule they are visualised as proceeding in two steps:

�rst a num ber ofm ore or less de�ned interm ediate objects (we shallcalled them

sources)isform ed and nextfollowstheirhadronization.Sourcesareheavy,nonreso-

nantand unstableobjectsand m odelsdi�erin theirde�nition and in detailsoftheir

hadronization [1,2].

Thenotion ofsourcesisessentialin explaining such generalfeaturesofm ultipar-

ticle production processesasthe broadening ofthe m ultiplicity distributionsP(n)

when the com plexity ofthe colliding objects increases,cf. Fig. 1,and that the

second factorialcum ulant is alm ost constant (it decreases only insigni�cantly,cf.

Fig.2).

Thereisanotherpossiblecharacteristicofthesourcediscussed recently [6].Itis

represented by param eter� de�ned as

� = [C2(p1;p2)� 1]
lim jp1�p 2j! 0

; (1)

whereC2(p1;p2)istheBose-Einstein correlation (BEC)term oftwoidenticalbosons

with m om entap1 and p2 [7].Thisparam eterwasintroduced asam easureofcorrela-

tion strengthin thesim plestpossibleone-dim ensionalparam etrization ofC2 in order

to reduce system atic errrorswhen �tting the experim entalresultswith theoretical

curves(cf.,forexam ple,[8]).Ithasgotvery quickly quantum -opticalinterpretation

asthechaoticity param eter[9,10]and iswidely accepted underthisnam ein m ajor-

ity ofphenom enologicalapproachesto BEC.In thisinterpretation � = 1 signalsto-
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tally chaotic(usually understood astherm al)em ission ofsecondarieswhereas� = 0

m eans that they are radiated in a laser-like fashion. In other words,one expects

thatquantum -m echanicalphasesin di�erentspace-tim epointsofthehadronization

region aretotally uncorrelated in theform ercaseand �xed by onevaluein thelater

one[10,6].

Itwasknown from thevery beginningthatsuch interpretation of� hasitssevere

lim itationsand thatitisalso a�ected by the type ofthe param etrization ofBEC

used [11,12,8].Especially em abarasing in thisrespect,although notm uch pursued

(cf.[6]),areobservationsthat:

� in in e+ e� annihilation processes � is nearly m axim al[13]and practically �

doesnotdepend on them ultiplicity ofproduced secondaries;

� in the m ore com plex N N collisions� dropsconsiderably and decreaseswith

increasing m ultiplicity [14];

� thistrend seem stocontinuewhen proceedingtohA collisionswhere�hA < �hh

isapparently observed [17]and in AA collisions where � decreases with the

atom icm assesA [18].

2 Totally chaotic elem entary em itting cels in the

sim plest e+e� collisions

Taken naively theseobservationscould indicatean increaseofcoherencefrom e+ e�

to AA collisions,an im possibleconclusion from thepointofview oftheobserved in

Fig. 1 behaviourofP(n). In [6]a discussion of� trying to reconcile experim ental
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observationspresented abovewasgiven with elem entary sourcebeing totally coher-

ent.W eshalldem onstratenow thatonecan obtain equally good description ofdata

with totally chaoticelem entary em itting cellsEEC and observed changesofparam -

eter � (de�ned in eq.(1)) being caused by the increasing com plexity ofreaction -

increasing and uctuating num berofsuch cells.

Ourelem entaryem ittingcell(EEC)isassum ed toproducebosons(m ainlypions)

in only onem om entum statejpi.Therefore,dueto theBose-Einstein statistics,the

m ultiplicity distribution ofpions from such source is purely ofgeom etric (Bose-

Einstein)typecorresponding to thechaotic�eld lim it

P(n)=
1

1+ hni

 

hni

1+ hni

! n

(2)

and,correspondingly,for a single EEC one has � = 1 (i.e.,allparticles are fully

correlated in thesensethatpresenceofany oneofthem stim ulatesadditionalem is-

sionofothersecondarieswhich islim ited onlybytheenergy-m om entum conservation

constrainsnotconsidered here).On thecontrary,particlesoriginatingfrom di�erent

EEC’saretotally uncorrelated (again,in theabovem entioned sense),thereforefor

them � = 0.Notice thatourEEC’sarem orefundam entalthan sourcesm entioned

atthe beginning (�reballs,clusters,stringsetc). Actually these sources,which we

shalldenote S in what follows,contain always a whole spectrum ofEEC’s corre-

spondingtothedistribution ofm om enta oftheproduced particles(� exp(�p=p0)).

W e shallassum e here thatin m ultiparticle production processesallEES’sare pro-

duced independently.In thecasewhen wehaven originating from k EEC’sweare

im m ediately lead to thefam ousnegativebinom ial(NB)distribution [2,19]

P(n;k) =
X

n1;n2;:::;nk

Y
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�
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k
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=

 

n + k� 1

n

!
�
hni

k

�n

�

1+
hni

k

�n+ k

k! 1
�! P(n)=

hnin

n!
e�hni (3)

which in the case oflarge num ber ofEEC’s(understood ashni=k << 1)leadsto

Poissonian distribution ofproduced secondariesn.Forwidely tested experim entally

varianceofm ultiplicity distribution itm eansthat

D
2 = hni

 

1+
hni

k

!

k! 1
�! hni: (4)

Therefore,itisquitenaturalin ourpicturethatin thee+ e� annihilation processes

we shallindeed atthe sam e tim e observe both P(n)being poissonian(-like)and �

near1.

3 M ore com plex hadronic and nuclear collisions

W hen oneproceedsto m orecom plex hadroniccollisionsthe�rstthing to recognize

is that now the broad hadronic m ultiplicity distributions can arise in a natural

way from any incoherentsuperposition ofm any narrow (’e+ e� -typelike’)sourcesS

[20].Supposethatweconsidera uctuating num berC ofsuch independentnarrow

(Poissonian)S’swithniparticlesineachandwithtotalm ultiplicityN =
P

C
i= 1niand

m ean hN i= hnihCi.Asa resultwehavethen a com pound Poissonian distribution

[21]

P(N )=

1X

C = 0

(Chni)
N

N !
� e�C hni �

hCiC e�hC i

C!
(5)

with the sam e variance asin the case ofNB type ofP(n)(cf. eq.(4)with hCire-

placing k)[22].
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Proceeding now tothem ostcom plex nuclearinteractionsone�ndsthatthey are

dom inated alm ostexclusively by thegeom etry ofcollision.Thecharacteristicbroad

and atshapeofnuclearm ultiplicity distribution P(N )=
P

� p(�)P(N j�)em erges

from the sm ooth behaviourofdistribution ofthe num berofparticipating nucleons

�; p(�)� b(�)db
d�
,overim pactparam eterb in a wide region of� [24]. In general

onehas

D 2(N )

hN i2
=
D 2(�)

h�i2
+

1

h�i
�
D 2(n)

hni2
(6)

(wheren denotesm ultiplicity in hadroniccollisions)with the�rstterm being com -

pletely due to the nuclear geom etry and dom inating in the m idle part of� for

m inim um -biaseventswhere p(�)� const. In thisregion one getsm ultiplicity m o-

m entsindependentofthetargetm assand given by sim pleform ula:

�q =
h�qi

h�iq
=

2q

q+ 1
: (7)

Thisresultholdsforany situation whereonehasa num berC oftypeS sources

decayingindependentlyintoniparticleseach (i= 1;:::;C).Nam ely,thenorm alized

factorialm om entsFq ofthetotaldistribution and thoseforeach sourceS,F
(S)
q ,can

berelated to each other[25],forexam ple:

F2 = F
S
2 +

F
(S)

2

hCi
(8)

with F S
2 =

P

C C(C � 1)P(C)=hCi2 being the norm alized factorialm om entofthe

distribution ofS’sand hCitheirm ean num berwhereasF
(S)

2 = hn(n� 1)i=hni2.Fig.

2 showsthisquantity calculated asan averageover103 binsin thephasespaceasa

function ofthem ean num berofS’sfordi�erenttypesoftheirdistributions.Notice

thatF2 isby de�nition the sam e forsm allhCiand thatdi�erent types ofuctu-

ationsresultin di�erentdependence ofF2 on hCi. Notice also thatstarting from

the value F2 = 1:5 forsingle source (corresponding,forexam ple,to "elem entary"
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�p collisions forwhich F2 ’ 1:5 [26])F2 decreases very slowly for the at P(C)

distribution tending to theplateau form oderately largenum berofS’sand reaching

valueofF2 ’ 1:3� 1:35 which coincideswith thatobserved in heavy ion data [27].

In thisway wecan describethistwo widely di�erent(from thepointofview oftheir

com positeness)processeswithoutnecessity ofquestioning theindependentcollision

picturein thelaterashasbeen advocated recently in [28].

4 Sum m ary and conclusions

Aswe have justdem onstrated oursourcesS’s�tnicely into description ofalltype

ofcollisions.Letusreturn then back to discussion oftheparam eter� asde�ned by

eq.(1).W ewantto show now how itcan serve asa m easureofsourcesS’s(instead

ofbeing them easureofchaoticity,thenotion ofwhich doesnotappearhereatall).

LetusconsiderC sourcesS,each producing (on average)hnilike-sign bosons.W e

have

n
(S)

pairs =
1

2
hn(n � 1)i (9)

pairsofsuch bosonsfrom a singlesourceand,respectively,hCitim esthisem erging

from hCisources:

n
S
pairs = hCin

(S)

pairs =
1

2
hCihn(n � 1)i (10)

whereas the totalnum berofpairsoflike-sign bosonsproducing by hCisources is

instead equalto (cf.Appendix A)

N
tot
pairs =

1

2
hC(C � 1)ihni2 +

1

2
hCihn(n � 1)i: (11)

The � param eteris,ofcourse (cf. Appendix B),given by the ratio ofboth,which

can bewriteas
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� =
�2(n)hni� 1

[�2(C)hCi+ �2(n)� 1]hni� 1
=

�2(n)hN i� hCi

hCi[�2(N )hN i� 1]
; (12)

where hN i = hCihni and �2(k) =
hk2i

hki2
,i.e.,it is the second scaled m om ent for

k = n;N and C,respectively.Notethat,asaconsequenceofourde�nition ofEEC,

� = 1 forsinglesource(C = 1)and decreaseswith thenum berofS’s.

Onecan sum m arizenow experim entalsituation asdiscussed previously in term s

ofoursourcesS.

(i) In e+ e� annihilationsonly 1� 2 sources S are produced [29]. This leadsto

largevaluesof� and increasing m ultiplicity com esm ainly from theincreasing

num berofsecondariesfrom S.

(ii) In pp collisionsm oresourcesareproduced and m ultiplicity growsat�rstwith

the increasing num berofsourcesand later,when thisnum bersaturates,be-

cause ofincreasing num berofsecondaries from S,asin (i). Thisleadsto �

decreasing with m ultiplicity,cf. Fig. 3. Note that the num ber ofS’s,hCi

increaseslinearly with dN =dy (with � 2� 4 charged pionsperS).

(iii) Fornuclearcollisionsthenum beroftheinternucleoniccollisionsincreaseswith

the m ass num ber ofcolliding nucleiwhatresults in � decreasing forheavier

nuclei,cf. Fig. 4. (Also here the num ber ofsources S deduced from � in-

creaseslinearly,thistim ewith thenum berofparticipating nucleons,which is

proportionalto A
1=3

T
).

Finally,in Fig. 5 we show analysisofthe p+Em collision events (provided by

the IGM event generator [30]). Sim ilarly looking experim entaldata were used in

[31]to dem onstratetheapparentincreaseofthe’coherence’when going in rapidity
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from targettowardsprojectilefragm entation regions.Thisconclusion wasbased on

the increasing poissonianity ofthe respective m ultiplicity distributions in selected

rapidity bins.However,in ourcasewearegetting precisely thesam epattern with-

outinvoking any notion of’coherence’atall. Itisenough thatparticlesproduced

nearthe kinem atic lim itsofreaction originate practically from one source only in

which case in ourapproach they should be both poisson-like distributed and show

� = 1.

Thislastobservation hassom eprofound consequenceswhich m ostprobably can

be tested in cosm ic ray em ulsion cham bersexperim ents. Nam ely,if(based on the

quantum -opticalconcepts)interpretation of[31]iscorrect,one should notobserve

any BEC e�ects in the fragm entation regions ofreactions. However,as dem on-

strated in [32],the presence ofsuch correlation (with theirfullstrength,i.e.,with

� = 1)would explain in a naturaland consistentway m any apparently ’strange’ef-

fectsobserved in them entioned abovecosm icray experim ents(which by de�nition

m easure alm ost exclusively the fragm entation region ofhadronic collisions on air

nuclei).In addition wewould predictthat,contrary to [31],� willdecreasetowards

thecentralregion ofreaction.
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Grant-in-Aid for Scienti�c Research from the M inistry ofEducation,Science and

Culture (# . 06640383). N.S.ispartially supported by M atsum oto Gauken Junior
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A ppendix A

W e shallprovide here an elem entary derivation ofeq.(12). Let PS(C)denote the

num berdistribution ofsourcesS and p1(n)them ultiplicity distribution oflike-sign

particlesfrom a single(C = 1)source.Becausethereareno BEC between particles

em itted from di�erentsourcesiftheirphasesare random (which we assum e here),

therefore the totalm ultiplicity distribution (again oflike-sign particles) P(N ) is

given by

P(N )=
X

C

PS(C)
X

n1+ ���+ nC = N

CY

i= 1

p1(ni): (A1)

Using generating functions:

�(z) =
X

N

P(N )zN ;

�S(z) =
X

C

PS(C)z
C
;

g(z) =
X

n

p1(n)z
n

wehave(with u = g(z))

�(z) =
X

C

PS(C)[g(z)]
C

= �S [g(z)];

�
0(z) = �

0
S(u)g

0(z);

�
00(z) = �

00
S(u)[g

0(z)]
2
+ �

0
S(u)g

00(z):

Because,by de�nition,

hni = g
0(z)jz= 1;

hN (N � 1)i = �
00(z)jz= 1;

hC(C � 1)i = �
00
S(z)jz= 1;

hn(n � 1)i = g
00(z)jz= 1;
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then weget�nally that

hN (N � 1)i= hC(C � 1)ihni2 + hCihn(n � 1)i (A2)

from which eq.(12)followsim m ediately.

A ppendix B

W eshalljustifyheretheeq.(12)in m oredetail.Letusintroduce(in onedim ensional

approxim ation)the usual(cf.refs. [6]-[10],especially [11])two-particle correlation

factor

W = 1+ hcos(qr)i (B1)

where q = p1 � p2 (cf. eq.(1)) and hcos(qr)i has sym bolic m eaning only and can

be replaced by any other suitable expression (like hexp(�qr)i) without changing

the outcom e ofour discussion. The essentialpoint in our approach consists now

in the observation that for nSpairs oflike-sign bosons from S-type sources we have

such correlation factor W whereas for the rem aining nbpairs = N tot
pairs � nSpairs (cf.

eqs.(10,11))itdoesnotappear(i.e.,thecorresponding pairsdo notcorrelateam ong

them selves).On theotherhand,thecorrelation function forN particles

C2 = 1+ �hcos(qr)i (B2)

which already contains param eter � as de�ned in eq.(1) can be expressed in the

following form ,

C2 =
nbpairs + nSpairs � W

nbpairs + nSpairs
= 1+

nSpairs

N tot
pairs

� hcos(qr)i; (B3)

which im m ediatelyprovides� in term softheratioofpairsoflike-sign bosonsleading

thereforeto eq.(12).
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1 Com parisonof:(a)-shapesofm ultiplicitydistributions (z = N

hN i
)= hN iP(N )

and (b)-the energy dependence ofthe ratio ofthe dispersion to the average

m ultiplicity, D

hN i
,fore+ e� [3],pp [4]and AA [5]data.

Fig. 2 Second norm alized factorialm om entF2 for10
3 binsasfunction ofnum berhCi

ofsourcesS fordi�erenttypesoftheirdistribution.

Fig. 3 (a) - Param eter � (as given by eq.(1)) as function ofm ultiplicity per unit

rapidity,dN =dy;(b)-thesam ewith � replaced by them ean num berofsources

S,hCiobtained from eq.(12).Data arefrom [16].

Fig. 4 (a) -Param eter � (cf. eq. (1)) as function ofthe atom ic num ber oftarget

nucleus,A T,forO+C,O+Cu,O+AgandO+Aucollisionsat200GeV/nucleon

(in targetfragm entation region);(b)-the sam e with � replaced by the m ean

num berofsourcesS,hCifrom eq.(12).Data arefrom [15,18].

Fig. 5 M ultiplicity distributions(forp+Em at
p
s = 20 GeV)forrapidity windows

covering di�erent quarters ofthe kinem atically accepted range �3 < y < 3

com pared with Poisson distributionswith thesam evalueofhN chi.
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