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1 Introduction

In the case of €' e annihilation processes the asym ptotic collinear and infrared
contrbutions to glion cross sections can be describbed in D oublk Leading Log Ap—
proxin ation O LLA) by aM arkov process (see [I] ora review). This sam iclassical
description takes into acoount soft glion interference e ects on the basis of the
angular ordering prescription when the parton em ission is described by successive
branchings and the available phase space is reduced to ever an aller angular regions
(color coherence e ects). The corresponding QCD m aster equation is an Integral
one and is based on D okshitzer< ribov-L ipatov-A FarelliP arisi energy-distribution
kemels.

In the fram ework of this description, progress has been m ade in obtaining an—
gular sca]e—mvamantﬁ. correlations between partons P] (see 3] for a review). This
approach, by conosption, is a correlation one, based on the m ethod of characteristic
functionals. H ence, to derive directly m easurable quantities such as nom alized fac-
tordalm om ents or factorial cum ulants, one needs to perform an integration of the
correlation functions over the restricted phase-gpace region under study. T his ispos-
sble only after the use ofm any approxin ations and by identifying the phase-space
regions which give the kading contributions 3].

Apart from this problem , there are also m ore basic questions which restrict the
direct com parison ofthe Q CD correlation approach w ith experin entaldata. F irstly,
the perturbative Q CD calculationsdealw ith an asym ptoticbehavior ofthem ultipar-
ton correlationsvalid only forvery high energies. In an idealized gt, therefore, nite
parton m ultiplicities in an all phase-space bins and energy-m om entum conservation
e ects are system atically ignored [@]. This is one of the m ost in portant reasons
leading to disagreem ents between the analytical predictions and €' e data ,5].
Secondly, the increase of the coupling constant for very am all phase-space regions
sets a 1m it for the validity of perturbative Q CD . Thirdly, non-perturbative e ects
such as hadronization, resonance decays and B oseE instein correlations com plicate
the com parison of theoretical m any-particle nclusive densities w ith the data even
at LEP1 energies @&,4].

In thispaper, therefore, we propose a new way to study the correlations in termm s
of uctuations in the m ultiadronic systam s produced in high-energy processes. Be—
Ing based on a uctuation approach to intem ittency phenom enon (see recent re—
view s [§,7] on the subfct of intemm ittency), the m odel a priori takes into account
the niteness of the number of particles in a single event ( nite energies). In order
to describe the localmultiplicity uctuations, we adopted the di erential M arkov
equation for parton branching, which has been used to describe globalm ultiplicity

uctuations in high-energy physics in B{11]] (see also references in [1]).
O ne of the key ideas of this approach is that, in contrast to a full phase space,

1T he scale—-nvariancem eans that a dynam icalcharacteristicX (1) ofcorrelations/ uctuationsat
a given resolution lhasthe property X ( ) = * X (1) with a constant I characterizing dynam ics
of a m ultiparticle system .



a M arkov branching process Inside a an all phassespace window of size  can be
characterized by a probability P, (t; ) ofdetecting n particles, in which a dependence
on an evolution param eter t can be factorized from a phassspace -dependence
(see Sect. :2) . A s a consequence of this assum ption, the scale-invariant uctuations
experin entally observed inside fts [12] may be considered as a resulkt of fractal
phase-space distrbution for each particle em itted In successive M arkov branchings
(Sect.d). Such an idea ultin ately leads to the possibility of taking into account an
Inhom ogeneity of the parton correlations inside a £t and a fairly good quantitative
agreem ent w ith the ' e -annihilation data {12] and the JETSET 7.4 PS m odel [13]
(Sect.4).

2 Statistical treatm ent of branchings

2.1 G lobalequation

At high energies, gluons dom nate the parton-parton cross section due to the large
color factor and the nfrared singularity. This m eans that a good high-energy ap—
proxin ation should consider gluon branching only. For generality, however, we shall
consider both gluons and quarks treating them as partons.

Let t be the evolution param eter of the parton branching process. The t can
be related to the parton virtuality Q and can be de ned i the usualway B{LI].
H owever, hereafter we shall never refer to the explicit orm of this param eter and
shall regard it as representing the extent ofbranching or just tim e. W e assum e that
the branching process starts w ith t= 0 and continues until som e tiy ax determ ned
by aQCD cuto Q. The niial condiion for the probability distrdbution P, () of
having n particlkes radiated by the initial one is

Po-ot= 0)= 1; Preot= 0)= 0O: @)

In the follow ing we shall see that, under the assum ptions to be m ade below , the
structure of local uctuations depends neither on the particular de nition of the
evolution param eter, nor on the Initial conditions. T he purpose of the introduction
of () isonly to give an illistration ofthe notion ofa typical initiation ofthe cascade
and its firther evolution.

A probabilistic schem e [Ij] of the perturbative parton shower isbased on classical
picture of the M arkov chains of Independent parton solittings. Each elem entary
parton decay depends on just the nearest \forefather". Let us de ne W ;dt as the
probabilty of branching a ! b+ ¢ durng a an all range of t, dt, according to one
ofthe follow ng decays: g ! gg,gq! qgg,andg! qgg.The In niesin al probability
W 1 In the lading log picture can be w ritten as
1
W, = dz—"Pa e (2); @)
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where ¢ is the strong coupling constant and P, 1 (z) are the D okshitzerG ribov—
Lipatov-A tarelli-P arisi energy-distrbution kemels. The sum runs over all allowed
parton branchings. For our sin pli ed m odel, we will consider the casewih ¢ =

const, so that W ; isa (divergent) constant which does not depend on t.

Ifthere are n partons, the probability ofthe parton em ission increases. LetW ,dt
be the probability that the parton system w ih m ultijplicity n radiates a new parton
during the In niesim al nterval (¢, t+ t). Generally, W , depends on the parton
muliplicity n. This can be taken into account as

Wnh=w@OW;,; w(l)=1; ©)

where w (n) is a function of n re ecting an Increase of the parton radiation. Then
the M arkov pure birth evolution equation for the m ultiplicity distrdution P, (t) of
having n partons at tin e t is weltknown [4]:

@, ®
Qt

T he solution of this equation is a global m ultijplicity distribbution P, (t). Since the
equation contains Ingredients ofperturbative Q CD , an essential point is to reqularize
W 1 and consider the branching evolution up to i gx determ ined by the QCD cuto
Q. In orderto com pare the P, (Gn ax) w ith the data, one usually resorts to the local
parton-hadron duality hypothesis which states that n for partons is proportional to
the n for observed hadrons.

The di erential equation () with constant (t=ndependent) vertex probabilities
W , hasbeen analyzed in B{11]. O ne of them ost popular solutions is a negative bi-
nom jaldistrbution which was derived in the leading log picture for gluons In quark
Bt Ef}]. D eviations from this distrbution observed in €' e annihilation data are
usually connected w ith the shoulder structure and a quastoscillatory behavior of
H ,;mom ents seen at Z 0 peak. R ecently, however, the negative binom ialdistrioution
has been reestablished again: In was shown that the fullphase-space m ultiplicity
distrbbution for e" e annihilation data can be well reproduced by a weighted su-—
perposition of two negative binom ial distrbutions [1§,16], associated to two- and
m ulti-gt events or the contrbutions from b and light avored events.

For the full phase space, there is no physical reason to de ne W , in m om entum
soace: T he globaldistribution ism om entum ndependent. H owever, to obtain vari-
ousm cm entum characteristics ofparticle spectra (such asthem ultiplicity ofpartons
above a xed m om entum ), a m ore com plkx Integro-di erential equations should be
analyzed [I,8]. Below we will discuss another way to include a mom entum de-
pendence using a statistical pro fction of equation ) into m om entum phase-space
dom ainns.

=Wy, 1Pp 1 (®0 WP, 0: 4)

2.2 Localequation

O bviously, if one counts only the particles produced w ithin a certain sn all range of
phase space, not all particles can be detected in it. Let , ( ) be the probability of
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cbserving one particke In a phase—space dom ain of size  if this particle belongs to
the parton system ofmultipliciy n+ 1 1 in the fullphase space. W e put

0 () 1 ©)
so that
(= 0)=0; (= )=1; ©)
where isthe size of fullphase space ( ) which can be de ned In 3-m om entum

phase space or, say, In rapidity, pt or azin uthal angle.
For a phasse—space elem ent of size , if the system is In state n at tine t, the
probability ofthe transition n ! n + 1 in the Interval ;t+ t) is

n( W, t+0o(t );

where, as before, W, describes the am ission of one partick into the full phase—
soace  and the factor , ( ) describbes the probability of hitting by this particle.
T he factorization property of the in nitesin al probability , ( )W, is an essential
assum ption used to sim plify the structure of parton evolution. W e also assum e that
theprobability P, (t+ t; ) ofhavingn particles nside att+ tisfully determ ined
byP, & )andP, ;1 ) nthesame . In fact, fora particular \angular") choice
ofphase space, this is consistent w ith the coherent branching w ith angular ordering,
since the contribution ofparticles from phase-space regionsoutside of is considered
to be very an all (see the discussion below ). O n the basis of these assum ptions, one
can w rite

Pn(t+ t; )= nl( )Wn an l(t; )t+ (l n()Wn t)Pn(t; )+O(t; );

w here the second tem  is due to probability conservation. Then the corresponding
M arkov equation for the localm ultiplicity distribution P, (t; ) is

@P, & )
Qt

A swe see, from thepoint ofview ofan observer counting particlesn , the restriction
of the phase-space dom ain looks as an e ective suppression of the birth rate W .
c£f.f4)). Note also that, In contrast to (), equation §}) contains a m om entum
dependence via , ().

Tt isnecessary to note that condition ) com es from a probabilistic interpretation
of ,( ).Generally, asW,, this quantity can be lJarger than unity. H owever, if this
isthe case, we can carry out the follow ng transition: ,( )! Z ,( ),whereZ isa
constant, so that the condition {6) forz ,( ) can hold. A swe shall see below, this
reqularization does not change the structure of cbservable uctuations derived from
.

C Jearly, a possible non-linear nature of equation (7) renders its explicit solution
very di cul. Tt can be solved in a straightforward m anner only for som e particular
fom s of the vertex probabilitiesW , and , ( ).

= n l( )Wn an l(t; ) n( )WnPn (t; ): (7)



2.3 Phasespace property in the factorization schem e

W ew illbe interested In a generalsolution of §}) w ith respect to the possblebehavior
of the probability P, (t; ) asa function of , ( ).
Forn = 0, the solution can be easily obtained
z

Polt; )= exp o( ) Woedt : @)

This exponential form of P, is sin ilar to the Sudakov form factor. In contrast to
the full phase space, the Integral contains the suppression factor o ( ) taking into
acoount the fact that a particle can be em itted outside of the am all phasse—space
Interval.

The form ofP, (t; ) Prn 0 cannot be obtained w ithout know ing the form of
W, and ., ( ).However, a phass—space structure of such a solution can be deduced
In a generalcase. Since the basic idea ofthis approach is to factorize the phase-space
and t-dependent com ponent, kt us Jook for the solution of (7) in the form

Photi )=5H0®p. ()t ol )i n 1; ©

where f, () isa -Independent and g, ( ) is tindependent well ntegrable fiinctions.
W e assum e that (9) has a sense forany tat a su ciently small
Using (@), (1) can be rew ritten as

p( )

s o R 10)
PO) e on 2 1)
Pn 1()
W, £, t)
b, = N EE 12)

O+ OWL o ()

Sihce we are Jooking for a solution at anall , ,( ) has a snall value. T herefore,
b, can be approxin ated by the -independent constant,
W n lfn 1 ( )
ro—_——- 13

b, frci © 13)
Further, the assum ption (9) holds only ifk, is ndependent of t for n 2. For
a given W,, (3) can be solved w ith respect to the form of £, (). However, the

-dependence of P, ( ;t) has already been obtained. Ikt reads

Po () £, £, )

—_— n n Wn 0 , 7
P, ;@ ) OB PO gy

1: (14)

Let us ram ind that this relation is assum ed to be possbl only if is anall. In
this case, the solution or P, ( ;t) may be factorized as in KS?) (s2e an exam ple In
subsection 2.5).



O f ocourse, to study the distrbution P, ; ) as a function of by means of
factorialm om ents or cum ulants m ight technically be a very di cult task. H owever,
having n m ind the bunching-param eterm ethod [7{19], this distrbution can easily
be analyzed. Bunching param eters BPs) 4(; ) arede ned as

q Pali Py 2t ).

1 Pc?l(t; )

«& )= I @5)

T hey m easure the deviation of the m ultiplicity distrioution P, (t; ) from a Poisson
one for which the BP s are equal to unityy. Generally, In the case of no dynam ical
phase-space correlations, 4(; ) are -independent.

The BP ofan arbitrary order q for ({4) can be w ritten as

)= q0® q(); 16)

0
w (q 1) quq 1 .

© = 5 ; 17)
K wilg 2)fifg 1
where ,( ) dependsonly on the phase-space interval,
qa q10)
== . 18
q() g 1..0) 18)

Aswe see, the structureof 4 (t; ) isquite rem arkable. Tt containsat dependent
function 4 (t) constructed from unknown w (n) and £, (£), so that equation (1) iself
can have strong non-linear property. However, since we study the uctuations at
ever an aller , this function is unrelevant: T he property of the local uctuations is
fully determ ned by theratio 4 1 ( )=4 2( ).

N ote that whike the origihal equation () is constructed from the divergent con—
stantsW , = w ()W {, the nal resul for the BP s does not contain them directly,
since W ; cancels in @7). However, ]) contains them indirectly via £, ). W e can

handl thisproblem since the regularization procedure ,( ) ! Z , ( ) discussed n
subsection 2 4 does not change the BP s {1'}) and, hence, the cbservable uctuations.
A ccording to this, one can alwaysrede ne ,( )as ,( ) ! W, ! a (), sothatW;,

cancels already in f1).

24 M arkov birth-death process

The sam e phasespace behavior {18) of the BP s can be cbtained from a station-
ary M arkov birth-death evolution equation. For amall , this process has to be
characterized by the birth rate , ( )Wr;r and the death rate W | due to the fusion
(@bsorption) processes such asgg ! g,qg! gandgg! g. Thes e ects are not
In portant for the fullphase-space. However, foran all , the valuesof , ( )Wn+ and
W _ can be com parabl. T he local equation reads

n

@Pn(t; ) + h + l
T: n l( )Wn 1Pn l(t; )+Wn+1Pn+l(t; ) n( )Wn +Wn Pn(t; ):



A ssum Ing that for very small the process is a stationary, @P,=@t 0, one can
derive (see details in RQ))

P.() W,
= n 7 19
P, () W, 1 () 19)

which is sin flar to (4). Hence, BP s have the same orm as ([6), w ith the phase—
space dependence as in (18). The only di erence is that 4 () In {17) does not
depend on t and has the fom :

W
0)
a W ;

N ote that the stationary (equilibbrium ) regin e is a strong assum ption. It cannot
be applied to the fiill phase space. For local phasse-space dom ains, the physical
situation is som ewhat di erent: Each em itted parton hcreases the phase space for
further em issions and the totalphase space is expanded w ith Increasing t. H owever,
if one counts the particles Inside a selected an all phase-space window , one m ay
assum e that there is a little change in the density ofpartons inside w ith increasing
tand, hence, P, (; ) doesnot depend strongly on t. T hisassum ption can be veri ed
experin entally by observing t—independence of the BP s.

2.5 Fully independent em ission

A sinplk exampl of the approach discussed above provides a fully independent
particle em ission. For this we should use the follow Ing assum ptions:

1) W, in () doesnotdepend onn,ie.w )= 1,W = W ;
2) n()doesnotdependonn, ,( )= ().

Under these conditions, equation }) can be easily solved. The solution is a
P oisson distrbution,
Po()=dexp( a)=n}; a=W.t (): @1)
T he behavior of this distroution at snall can be factorized as in (9),
Po( )’ @W:0” " ()=nl+ o ());

50 that the corresponding BP s are unity. Note that for 1) this is true not only
Iocally ( ! 0),butalso forany . Fora uniform phase-space distrdbbution, ( ) is
simply equalto = .

G enerally, an independent phase—space particle production can be characterized
byanyW,wih ,( )= (). In thiscasetheBPsare -independent constants.



3 Local uctuations in the m odel

3.1 Statistically averaged picture ofa gt

To study the phase-space dependence of uctuations, the next step is to understand
a possble behavior of , ( ) in (I8).

W e shall start our consideration w ith a sin ple two-dim ensionalm odelofa £t in
angular intervals. Let us considerthe rstparton em itted at som e angle w ith respect
to the nitialquark. Since we are Interested in a picture averaged over all events, ket

o be them axin um possible size of s0lid angle, so that the rst parton always has
an angle inside the cone  (see Fig. ). A fter its em ission, the rst parton radiates
the next one at som e angle w ith respect to its own direction of ight. G enerally, we
assum e that there is recoile ect and the rst parton can change its direction after
this radiation. In this case, the solid angular w indow availabl for both partons
becom es largerand isequalto ;> . The second parton then solits into two new
partonsat , and so on. One can further sim plify the m odel taking into the acoount
angular ordering when available phase space is reduced for successive branchings.
Inthiscase o' 17 27 ::: 4.

Let us tem to a m ore detailed description in one din ension. First, ket us de ne

asthe polar anglk between the directions ofm otion ofthe em itted and the parent
parton. The sihglkeparticke distrbution () of the gluon brem sstrahlung can be
approxin ated P,3]at small by

()=CQoi &) 5 ©2)

Integrating the overall distribution over the azim uthalanglk around the quark direc—
tion and m om entum dependence. The -independent constant C Q ; ) contains
atransversemom entum cuto Q ¢ and ¢ which is treated here as a constant. The
probabilty ( ) of nding the gluon inside the snall nterval ( o ; o) hear
a &t opening angke 4 is

o )/ ()d 7% Do=1 23)
0
for ! 0. Note that this result does not depend essentially on the details of the
density (), shoe it hasno shgularity near . W e did not specify a coe cient of
proportionality between ( )and P°:Aswe have seen before, the phasespace
dependence of the uctuations does not depend on it.

Now It us consider the behavior of ; () for the second parton. Since we are
Interested in the probability of em ission ofthis parton into ( o ; o) under the
condition that the rstparton is nside the sam e interval, there isa larger probability
ofhitting this intervalby the second parton because ofthe collinear singularity. N ow
the m apr problm s n the calculating ; () are: 1) An ambiguity In the position
of the st parton inside ; 2) Shgularity of () near 0 gives a dom inant



contribution. T his leads to a very inhom ogeneous phase-space distriboution near ¢;
3) Requiram ent of the angular ordering.
D ue to the reasons quoted above, the calculation of , () orn > 1 iseven m ore
dicuk.W e shallm ake no attem ptsto calculate , (). In a generalcass, foram all
, We assum e
nC )/ P on 1 (24)

where D, are  -independent constants controlling the collinear singularities to—
getherw ith the angular ordering restrictions ofthe phase space available forparticles
on M+ 1)th multiplicity stage. T he Jatter e ect decreases the availabl phase space
for the next soft o sporing partons that would increase the probability of detecting
them inside .W e assum e,

Dy D, D, I D, : (25)

In subsection 32 we shall give an interpretation of the behavior £4) and §
term s of fractal distributions. Then we shall see that the behavior of  (
anall isthe only sinplest choice which allow s to describbe experim ental data. In
Sect.’4 we shall proceed w ith the physical interpretation of these quantities.

%) in
) for

T here are a num ber of special cases of interest:

1) M onofractal uctuations
T his case corresponds to the situation when the phase-space distrdbutions forall
cascade stages (except the initial one) have the sam e non-unifom iy characterized
by D, ie.,
o )/ P mol )/ P (26)

M aking use of {14), the BPs are
D1 Do, = . 27
20 )/ ; w2 ( )= const: @7)

Hence, we obtain the m onofractalbehaviorwith d, = D, Dy [L',18].

For cascade branchings, such a situation can be considered as a highly unrealistic
since it totally disregards that daughter partons have ever lJarger probability to be
em itted Inside because of the correlations. T herefore, the m onofractal type
of Interm ittency possbly cbserved for som e nuckusnuclus reactions m ay m ainly
be attrbuted to other dynam ical m echanisn s P1], rather than to actual cascade
processes w ith angular ordering.

2) Mulbfractal uctuations
If particles on each cascade stage are distribbuted di erently, then the cascade
stage w ith the m ultiplicity n + 1 should be characterized by itsown D, ie.,

nol )/ Do @8)
T he corresponding BP s are

q( )/ q; q:DqZ Dq 1+ (29)



An nverse relation forD, reads

D,=D, i 30)
i=2

A coording to [17,48], onehasamultifractalbehavior. An exam plk of such a behavior
willbe given in subsection 3.4.

3.2 Connection w ith fractals

T he sim plicity of the m odel allow s a natural connection of it w ith fractals. In this
subsection we shallsee that D ,, introduced in €4) are nothingbut fractaldin ensions.

F irst, Jet us ram ind a standard de nition ofa fractaldistrbution. Let us assum e
that there is a Jarge num ber N - of particles distributed over a phase space w ith
the topological (Euclidean) integer dimension D O = 1;2;3). Let N ( ) be the
num ber of particles counted inside the phase-space dom ain with a linearsize . The
numberN ( ) and are related as

N ()/ "; Poo; @1

whereD isa fractaldin ension, corresponding to the so-called box-counting (orm ass,
cluster etc:) dinension R3]. If the distrbution is extrem ely inhom ogeneous, D has
a non-integervalue © < D ). Ifparticles were unifom } distriouted over the phase
goace, D isinteger O = D ). Therefore, D isa very econom icalway to describe the
extent of non-unifom iy of a distribbution near a given sm all phase-space region.

It is easy to see that (31) also characterizes the probability p of cbserving one
particle nside : Thisprobability is detem Ined by the ratio ofthe numberN ( ) of
events of observing a particle inside to the totalnumber N+ ofevents. A ssum Ing
that only one particle can be em itted in each event, one has

N N
P —()=—()/ Y5 ! 0: 32)
Nitot Niot
Now ltustem to themodel. In fact, the , ( ) hasthe samemeaning as the
pdened n B2). Theindex n n ,( ) sinply speci es the cascade stage n w ith

the totaln + 1 particles, so that D, stands the fractaldin ension of the phase-space
distrbution ofa single particle on each cascade stage. Then @3) describbes a uniform

particle distrbution near , (o collinear sihgularity!). For the second particle,
there is no such a uniform ity any m ore: T he collinear singularity of the em ission of
the second particke isnear o and this leads to a very Inhom ogeneous distribution
in this region, so that ( ) / P1, where D, is a fractal din ension of this
distrdbution ©; < Dy = 1). Forthe next em issions, the distrdoution should be even
m ore Inhom ogeneous since parent partickes are already non-uniform Iy distributed
due to the ocollinear singularties and the angular ordering. F inally this leads to the
condition D, D41 guessed in {2:3)
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TheD , aretheusual fractaldin ensions. H ow ever, afterm any cascade stepsw ith
di erent D ,,, one cbtains a mulkifractalbehavior £29) of the BP s. For a m onofrac-
tality £7), the phasespace distrbution for each particke in the cascade has to be
characterized by a singke fractaldim ension foralln,Dg% D = D; =D, = :::

3.3 Connection w ith factorial‘m om ent m ethod

A widely used means to study local uctuations is based on the calculation of the
nom alized factorialm om ents P4]:
mnh 1):::h g+ 1)i

Fq( ) = hnlq I4 (33)

where n is the num ber of particles inside a restricted phase-space Interval , h::d
isthe average over allevents. Fornon-statistical uctuations, F4( ) depend on the
size of the phase-space nterval  asF4( ) ¢, where 4 are intem ittency
Indices.

TIf the size of phase space is asym ptotically sm all, then the follow Ing approxin ate
relation between the F,( ) and the BP sholds [17,18]:

¥ + 1
FqC )7 () (34)

From (34) and £9), one has

x4
Fql( )/ 47 a= @ n+ 1) ,; 35)
n=2
or, taking into acoount the expression for .,
x4
a= @ n+1)0On2 Dy ): (36)

n=2

The case of no dynam ical correlation correspondsto 4= 0. From (36), i ©llows
that the only possibility for this case is the condition

Do=l=D1=D2=:::: (37)

ie., the next em itted partons are distrbbuted over available phase space purely ran-—
dom Iy (uniform ).

Them odelallow sa sin ple way to connect theR enyifractaldin ension (see details
in [7,]) for factorialm om ents w ith the usual fractaldin ensionsD 4 in ourm odel. The
Renyi fractaldinension D 4 isde ned via g,

Dg=D 1. (38)
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From (3§) one has,

Xt'g n+1
Dg=D; ——— DOn 2 Dg1); (39)
n=3 q 1
w here we take Into acoount that the topologicaldim ension D isequalto D o. From
here one can again see that the monofractality © 4 = const) is possible only if
D, 1=D,,forn> 1. A varation ofD 4 w ith g for the m ultifractal case can be due
toD, 16 Dy.

In fact, the infom ation about the fractal din ensions D , can be extracted from
the study of both D, (for factorial moments) or 4 (for bunching param eters).
However, the study of the BP s is the m ost direct way to cbtain the inform ation
onD,:

1) In contrast to the BP s, the power-lke behavior of the nom alized factorial
m om ents holds only approxin ately for one dim ensional variables because of a satu—
ration e ect for am all mpidiy ntervals (see §,7,12]).

2) TheBP 4 oforderqisadi erentialtoo], resolving only the di erenceD 4 »
Dy 1 between the fractal dinensions D, (see 29)). In contrast, the nom alized
factorialm om ent Fy of order g is an \integral" tool, which is sensitive to to allD ,
wihn 1< g.Because ofthe factor in the sum (39), the contrbution from D, at
an alln is the largest. Henoe, an all changes In the behavior of D, or large n m ay
be hidden due to contrbutions from D, foranalln.

34 Experin entaldata

T he m ultifractal behavior (29) of BP s is characteristic form any di erent reactions
[L7]. For exam ple, for rapidity variable w ith respect to the trust axis, BP s depend
on the size of mpidiy Interval vy as

0

(V)= 4 v % a 2; (40)

w here ; and 4 are positive constants. T his can be considered as an evidence that
ocal uctuations have a scale-invariant structure, 4( y) = ? 4(y), ie. the
behavior is invarant under change of scale.

U sually, the power law (40) is represented In term s of the numberM = Y= y of
bins of size y covering a fill phase-space volume Y , so that {4() becom es

GM)= M °: (41)

Taking the logarithm from both sides, the power law can be w ritten as the linear
expression

h ™M)= hM + 4 g=h 2: 42)

Fore' e annihilations, such a behavior has been cbserved for rapidity de ned

w ith respect to the thrust axis (see Fig.2 and [12,17,18]) . T hat the q are not zero

(=
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and vary wih g is a direct indication that the uctuations in y are multifractal.

Tabk T showsthe valuesof 4 and 4 obtained usinga tby @2). To avod trivial

e ectsdue to a belkshaped structure ofthe m ultiplicity distribution at largeM , the
tislmied to NM > 3 Prg= 2and hM > 2 Prg> 2.

Fig.3 and Tablk 1 show the predictions ofthe JETSET 74 PS {[3]1m odelw ith
the L3 default param eters P4]. The charged nalstate hadrons were generated at
912 Ge&V . The total number of events is 2.0M . The regions nM < 3 (br , and

;) and hM < 2 (Br ,) were excluded from the ts. Note also that 2 test for
the M onte Carb is rather poor since, for the large statistics used, the behavior of

g™ ) shows a clear com plex structure caused by the presence of resonance decay
products and the points fordi erent M  are not statistically independent.

Tablk 2 show s the fractaldin ensions D , obtained using ¢€9). The values ofD ,
decrease w ith Increasing n, Indicating that the degree of non-hom ogeneity of the
distrdoutions Increases for particles em itted In the cascade later.

4 M odelpredictions

W e have now set up a form alisn that handles the local scale-invariant uctuations
Inside a cascade. Q ualitatively, the m odelproposaed above can reproduce the pow er—
like dependence of BP s cbserved in €' e data [12] and other process {I7].

A m ost direct prediction of this approach is that the pow erlike behavior of the
BP s is energy independent: The local uctuations are determ ned by , () In {18).
They, In tum, depend only on the fractaldin ensions D ,. A s a resul, param eters

q determ Ining the phase-space uctuations in 29) are t-independent.

Them odel, however, hasonly low predictive power unless we reduce the num ber

of free param eters D, .n 29). To do this, ket us rewrite the D, as

D,=Dy A,; 43)

so that positive A, represents the deviation of uctuations from the trivial ones
A, = 0 actually corresoonds to the case of no correlations or uniform cascade
distrdoutions). W e shall call the param eters A, as the strength of dynam ical cor-
relations on the n + 1 multiplicity stage of the branching. Slnce D, 1 D,,we
have

Ag=0 A; A, it Agc: (44)

T he physical m eaning of A, is rather clear: A, is detemm Ined by the collinear
sihgularities of gluon em ission and the extent of interference between soft partons
lading to angular ordering. G enerally, however, A, m ay absoro m any other physi-
cale ects in gt beyond D LLA . This quantity can incorporate e ects from energy—
m om entum balance (recoile ect) in two-parton splittings, heavy quark production
and non-perturoative e ects: hadronization, resonance decay and B oseE instein cor-
relations. Since contrlbutions from these e ects are poorly known and at present
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cannot be taken into acocount In analytical calculations, below we shall m ake an
attem pt to treat A, on a general statistical ground.

Several rem arkabl features of A, are Inm ediately apparent:

a) A, characterizes a shgk particle nside  belonging to a system w ith n other
particles already produced inside this Interval at the previous cascade stages.

b) Since A, is connected w ith correlations/ uctuations, one can consider it as a
strength of \interaction" of a single particle w ith another. A ccording to 44), such
an interaction becom es stronger w ith the increase of m ultijplicity n.

T hese two features suggest that A, is analogous to the binding (pairing) energy
per nuckon in nuclear physics. U sing this analogy, the form of A, can be readily
deduced w ithout detailed infom ation on correlations.

Let us rst consider the follow Ing two extrem e cases:

1) Since the M arkov chain is based on two-particle solittings, one can assum e
that there exist positive correlations only between the particles a; and a, of the
two-particke splitting a; ! a; + ap, which is a basic elem ent of the M arkov chann.
From a statistical point ofview , the e ect tends to m ake two partonsm ore strongly
bound in phase space, ie., the probability that particles a; and a, occupy a very
an all phase-space bin is lJarger than that w ithout dynam ical correlations. A fter the
next splitting of each particle, one has 2 two-particke pairs. Foran (n + 1)-particke
system , the num ber of pairs stemm ing from the twoparticlke solittings is (0 + 1)=2,
and we can w rite

; 45)

where AT is a constant describbing the pair correlation in the case of two-particke

correlations? N ote that the applicability of (45) for odd n is only an approxin ation

to m ake the correlations easy to handle. W e shall correct this expression later.
Ifonly two-particle correlations (45) exist, then one cbtains from (43) and @9)

D+ 1.

Dpo=Do A 57 (46)

,=AT; g 3= 05AT: @7)

The behavior 4= 0:5 ; hasbeen found to correspond to multiplicity uctuations
in pp collisions {I7]]. However, "' e data show a stronger m ultifractal signal. The
behavior of ¢46) with AT=0.016 orthee’' e dataisshown nFig.4 AT > 0;A™ =
0). The value of A" isequalto , taken from the experin entaldata (see Tablkl).
Them odel fails to reproduce the n-dependence 0ofD , ordata and JETSET m odel.

2T he tw oparticle and m ultiparticle correlations ntroduced in our statisticalm odelto describe
the cascade have nothing to do w ith the two-particle and m ultiparticle correlations in the nal
state hadrons m easured by m eans of the two-particle and m uliparticle correlation functions [_7:].
W e borrow ed these temm s follow iIng an analogy w ith the W eizsacker m ass form ula for the binding
energy per nuclkon in nuclkar physics.
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2) Now Xt us oconsider another Iim iting case of correlations. Let us assum e that
each particke ofa given (n+ 1)th particle generation isattracted in equalextent by all
of the other n particlkes already produced. There are exactly n (h + 1)=2 interactions
between n + 1 particles uniform Iy distribbuted over the an all phase-space volum e.

(Such a unifom ity must, of course, be treated as an average over allevents.) Hence,
the correlation strength is (see Fig.§)
A, = aM M; 48)
2
where AM is a constant characterizing the correlation between any two particles. Tt
com plktely determ ines m any-partick correlations In such a system .
H aving m ade this sin ple assum ption, one has

nn+1
p,=D, "2t 49)
2
and, according to 29), the powerZdaw indices for the BP s in the fom
2= A" 3= A% @ 1: (50)

The result or A® = 0:016 is shown in Fig.4 AT = 0,A" > 0). Aswe see, this
prediction is rather close to the experin ental result. H owever, it still cannot give a
satisfactory description ofthe data and JET SET m odel. In fact, such a disagreem ent
is not a surprise since we system atically ignored the trivial fact that particles can
Interact w ith di erent strength.

A s was m entioned, to som e extent, A, is analogous to the binding (pairing)
energy per nuckon in nuckar physics. In fact, expression (5) is analogous to
the \volum e" e ect if the nuclear density is roughly constant. Then each nuclkon
has about the sam e number of neighbors and @5) actually represents the short-
range correlations. Then (48§) is analogous to the Coulomb repulsion term in the
W eizsacker m ass form ula which is proportionalto RY]

Z @ 1)

7 1
> 1)

where Z is the number of protons and = e?’=4 is the ne-structure constant
of QED . The negative sign implies a reduction In binding energy. For QCD, of
course, the Coulomb interaction is not the dom nant part of the correlations and
the Introduced correlations should be attributed to other reasons.

Follow ing the sam e logic, A , can be constructed analogously to the sem iem pirical
W eizsackerm ass form ula by com bining the di erent types of correlations and taking
Into acoount the cbvious properties of the particle system in question. To see this,
Jet us consider the follow Ing cascade chain:

a! @t+ta)! @ta))ta! i
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where the a, represents a parton in independent sequential splittings. T he parti-
cles in parentheses are pairs arising due to two-particle solitting of parent particles
on each stage. It is natural to assum e that correlations between particles in the
parentheses are di erent from those between the particles that have already been
produced. For exam ple, the particles in the pairs (@;;a,) and (@;a3) produced on
the threeparticlk stage can also be correlated, but to an extent di erent from those
in thepair (@;;a3) which stem directly from the two-particle solitting. Thustom ake
a step towards a m ore realistic description, it is necessary to take Into account a
non-hom ogeneity of parton interactions in the cascade.

First of all, ket us describe the correlations between the particles In two-particle
solittings. For this, we should take into account the odd-even e ect In the two—
particle correlations which is in portant for am alln (this was dropped for sin plicity
in {@45)).A corrected expression @5) reads as

AT AT h+ 1)=2; forn= 1;3;5;:::

52
n n=2; forn= 2;4;6;::: 62)

T he next step is to take into account the m ultiparticle correlations arising be-
tween the particles produced in the previous stages of the cascade. A s before, to
sin plify our considerations, we assum e that this kind of m ultjparticle) correlations
can be characterized by a single param eter A™ responsble for the correlation be—
tween any particles stemm ing from di erent parents. For any n-particle system,
the form of these correlations can be obtained by subtracting from a temn of the
form  @8), representing all possble pair correlations, a tem lke (2) describing
tw o-particle correlations which are taken into account by (62). The nalexpression
reads

(
nn+ 1) n+ 1)=2; orn= 1;3;5;:::
At aM——=—- A" ’ e 53
n 2 n=2; forn= 2;4;6;::: 63)
T he Jast step is to com bine both contrdbutions together,
Dn = DO ArTl Al\rf; (54)
,=A"; ¢3=A3,+A%, A_, A7 ;: (55)

Expressions (2), 63), ©64) and ©5) explicitly describe the behavior of the correla—
tions in the cascade on the basis of the two param eters AT and AM . T he param eter
AT describes the correlation betw een particles stem m ing from the sam e parent parti-
cle and AM characterizes the correlation between the particles com ing from di erent
parents. A s In nuclkar physjcs,'f: we allow these constants to be adjstable and
consider AT and AM as fiee param eters which can be evaluated from the t.

The param eters AM and AT can be obtained from the two experim ental param —

eters 2exp and Bexp descrbing the powerdaw behavior of BP s:

AT = 5%, 56)

3Tn nuclear physics the situation is som ewhat di erent: AT provides a \volum e" binding e ect
w ith positive sign and A”r’f has negative sign that im plies a reduction in binding energy.
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At = P 57)

Further evolution oftheD , and the 4 can be predicted by the m odel according to
54) and (B3). Forthee' e datapresented in Tabl, onecbtainsA® = 0016 0004
and A" = 0:021 0:002. The predictions forD , are shown in Fig.4 @ ;A" > 0).
T he dashed lines show the uncertainty in the behavior ofD , due to the statistical
errorson AT and AM . O ur predictions agree w ith the experin ental data well. T he
agreem ent w ith the JETSET becom es better if one uses the values of , and 3
from the M onte€ arlo m odelto determ ne AT and AY .

N ote that expressions 4) and (65) cannot be valid for asym ptotically large n
since the fractaldin ensions D ,, cannot be an aller then zero.

5 D iscussion of the m odel predictions

O ne ofthe striking features of the results cbtained is that good agreem ent between
the m odel and the data is possbl only if the value of AT is am aller than that of
AM . Thism eans that thebinding e ect between two particles from the sam e parent
m ust be an aller than that between particles produced earlier from di erent parent
particles, ie., the particles orighating from di erent parents have a larger chance
ofbeing am itted very close to each other.

T here are a num ber of possble explanations for this e ect. If one believes that
the m odel describes the perturbative Q CD cascade, the reason for thismay com e
directly from the color coherence e ects. Tndeed, the fact that A® > 0 can be due
to the angular ordering: For a given cascade stage w ith m ultiplicity n, collective
correlation e ects should exist between each particle due to the angular ordering
history of the previous stages. T hen the an allness of AT can be explained by recoil
e ects and the m inin al value of the relative transverse m om entum k., of decay
products In the cascade evolution, in order to ensure that partons have enough tim e
to radiate, in their tum, new o spring [L]. The latter e ect kads to a restriction
on the relative em ission angels between the particles a; and a, in the two-particle
slittihg a; ! a; + a,. From a statistical point of view , the e ect tends to m ake
the tw o partons less tightly bound in phase space, ie., the probability that both a;
and a, particles occupy a very am all phase-space bin is less than that w ithout the
restriction on the angle. Ifthe reason forthe condition AT < AM indeed com es from
perturbative QCD , A’ has to be connected w ith them om entum transfer cuto Q o
that lim is the relative k, and plays the role of an e ective m ass of a parton.

On the other hand, it is reasonable to think that the proposed fomm ulation of
the branching process is su ciently general and can utilize non-perturbative e ects
aswell. In fact, the branching can be attributed to a certain degree to hadroniza—
tion and resonance decay. Then, the multjparticle correlations can arise due to
the color exchange between the partons at the end of the perturbative regin e of
QCD branching, necessary for parton discoloration. Furthem ore, if the partons
are replaced by hadrons, the large m ultiparticle correlations can be attrbuted to
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BoseE nsteln interference between identical pions, since these particlkes are usually
produced by di erent parent ones. Then the snallhess of A! can be explained by
an anticorrelation trend between decay products of resonances.

N ote also that the m odel can be used for various com plx non-point-like pro—
cesses. In this context, one can consider the evolution of the m ultiplicity distriou—
tions for clusters, reballs, resonances etc., taking into acoount peculiar features of
these processes and introducing additional (or other) correlation tem s in (54).

6 Summ ary and conclusion

In this paper we developed a new oonospt of local scale-nvariant uctuations in
branching processes. In contrast to the approachesbased on m any-particlke Q CD cor-
relation finctions [,3] and phenom enological contiuous densities P4], we adopted
am ethod based on single-particlke probabilities (or single-particle probability densi-
ties) for each cascade stage. They are characterized by the fractal dim ensions D
determ ining a non-uniformm iy in phase-gpace distributions for each particle em itted
Into a an all phase—space dom ain. Such an idea sin pli es the picture of phase-space
organization of particles inside the cascade and allow s us to take Into account the

nieness of the number of particles in the cascade (or nite energy), QCD oolor
coherence e ects and a heterogeneity of correlations between partons belonging to
the di erent cascade generations.

The fractal din ensions D, can be experin entally observed by calculating the
BPswhich resolve thedi erenceD,, ; D,,according to £9). A lessdirect way to
measure D, can be perform ed from the study of the nom alized factorialm om ents

(see @8)).

T hem odel suggests and m akes experin entally acoessible new physical quantities
- pair correlation coe cients A M and AT determ .ning D, . The fact that none of
these param eters are zero is due to the collinear singularities of the em ission prob—
abilities of soft partons. However, the way how these param eters detemm ine the
directly observable D, can be due to m any reasons. In this paper we suggest such
a relationship using a general statistical form alisn , which, In tetm s of QCD , m ay
absorb the details of coherence e ects, high-order perturbative corrections, recoil
e ects and non-perturbative phenom ena, ie. allthe e ects which at present can be
com bined together only on the basis ofM onteC arlo sinulations. W e allow AM and
AT to be adjistable that ultin ately leads to good quantitative agreem ent w ith the
Jocal uctuations in €' e processes.

T hem odelpredicts that the experim entally observable param etersD , determ in—
Ing the scale-invariant behavior ofBPs 4( ) are energy independent. In addition,
they do not depend on details ofM arkov equation In the fullphase space. Both fea—
tures follow from the factorization schem e used to derive the local uctuations from
the classical M arkov branching equation for gt evolution and the angular ordering
schem e which helps to construct the local version of this equation. Therefore, to
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check this approach, precise data on the behavior ofthe BP sw ith energy are needed.

A nother m odel prediction is a suppression of positive correlations between the
o -spring particlkes, A® > AT, a feature which can directly be detected from the
study of gdependence ofthe BP s. This prediction is also m odel dependent and the
next step would be to understand how thise ect can be changed if one uses another
physical m otivated param eterizations.

In spite of its sim plicity, the m odel describes the correlations between partons
In branchings beyond the scope of the Leading Log Approxin ation of QCD . To
Jeading order in In Q 2, partons are free elem entary quanta. Evidently, this situation
corresoonds to the particularcase D, = 1 (foralln) in our schem e. Since them odel
is constructed on the basis of angular ordering, it takes advantage of the D LLA .
However, for very small , the perturbative QCD ceases to be valid, since Qg sets
the lin it of validity of the am allest bin size and perturbative expansion ofQCD .
Hence, dealing w ith very sm all phase-space intervals, our m odel goes beyond the
perturbative Q CD approxin ations studied In 2]. At the sam e tin e, the m odel can
take Into acoount non-perturbative e ects which are in portant if one goes beyond
singleparticke densities. It is evident that the price to pay for this progress in the
description of m ultiparticle correlations inside £t is a purely statistical form alism
elim Inating the m om entum dependence.
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‘ q 9 ‘ 2=df‘ 9 k| ‘ “=af ‘
data JETSET 74PS

g=2|0016 0004|0244 0:018| 0:8=8 | 00206 00005| 0224 0002 | 24=11
g= 3|0:042 0003| 008 001 | 8=12 | 00434 00007 0075 0003 | 22=13
g=4|0:062 0004 001 001 | 9=12 | 0068 0001 0:016 02004 | 36=10
g= 5|0:071 0008 003 002 |14=11| 0081 0002 0:049 02004 91=10
g= 6 0072 0002 0:019 02005] 48=10
g= 7 0:088 0003 0053 0006 64=8

Tablk 1: Fitresults for (M ) obtained from thee'e data fl2]. The linear function

@2) isused.

| | data JETSET 74PS
n=0 10 10

n=1{0:984 0:004| 09794 0:0005
n=2{0:942 0:005| 0936 0:001
n=3[0888 0006 0868 0001
n=4| 081 001 | 0787 0002
n=>5 0:715 0003
n=6 0627 0:004

Tabl 2: The values of fractal dim ensions D, obtained from the experim ental data
and JETSET 74 PS. (see BU) and Tabk 1)).
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n=0

Figurel: A schem atic representation ofthe phase-space structure ofbranching inside
Et. It makes use the angular ordering prescription: The structure of the cascade
inside is determm ined by the \history" of this cascade inside the same . In-

nitesim alprokabilities W ,, (not shown) control the structure of the cascade for full

phase space ,. Local in nitesim al prokabilities W , determn ine the structure of
cascade inside
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Figure 2: BP s for rapidity de ned with respect to the thrust axis or e’ e processes.
HereM = Y= y, where Y is the size of full mpidity interval, vy is the restricted
rapidity interval. The data are reproduced from [12]. The lines represent the thy
(@2) with the param eters presented in Tabk 1.
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Figure 3: BP s for rapidity de ned with respect to the thrust axis for JETSET 7.4
PS model The lines show the tby (@2) with the param eters presented in Tablk 1.
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Figure 4: The behavior of D, for e e -annihilation data, JETSET 7.4 PS and the
m odel predictions for: a) Two-partick correlations AT > 0;AY = 0); b) Mulk
tparticle correlations AT = 0, A™ > 0); c¢) Both two-particke and m uldpartick
ocorrelations AT ;AM > 0).

n=1 n=2 n=3
AV AM
AM
A =A" A,=3A" A,=6A"

Figure 5: A schem atic representation of the m ulfpartick correlations foran (a+ 1)-—
partick system (= 1;2;3).
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