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Abstract

Itisshown thatatcolliderenergiesexperim entaldistributionsin the m ulti-

plicity n ofnegatively charged particlesin inelastic and non-singledi�ractive

ppcollisionsarewellparam eterized by asum ofso-called G upta-Sarm a distri-

butionshaving thePoisson distribution asa particularcase.Thisextendsthe

earlierdescription ofthem ultiplicity distributionsin hadron-hadron collisions

atc.m .energiesbelow 65 G eV by thetwo param etersum ofPoissonians.Im -

plicationsoftheproposed param etrization fortheLHC energy arediscussed.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Charged particle m ultiplicity distributionsin inelastic hadron-hadron collisionsathigh

energies are usually described by the negative binom ial(NB),foran experim entalreview

see Ref.[1]. Howeverthe appearance ofthe shoulderstructure observed forthe �rsttim e

by the UA5 Collaboration [2]has led to the use ofthe weighted sum oftwo NB’s with

�vefreeparam eters[3],wherethe�rstNB describesthecontribution ofsoftevents(events

withoutm inijets)and thesecond onedescribesthecontribution ofsem ihard events(events

with m inijets). The aim ofthis paper is to extend to the collider energies another phe-

nom enologicalparam etrization giving better agreem ent with lower energy data than NB

both for p(p)p [4,5]and m eson-proton [6,5]collisions. In the Refs.[4,5]the m ultiplicity

distribution Pn ofnegatively charged particlesproduced in inelastic p(p)p collisionsatthe

centerofm assenergies
p
s below 63 GeV have been fairly welldescribed by a two param -

etersum ofPoissonians. Thisapproach isbased on a sim ple m inded quark-parton m odel

in which quarksqinteractpairwiseindependently ofoneanotherwith thesam econditional

probability "and each qq interaction leadsto thesam em ultiplicity distribution in the�nal

state. The probabilities forevents with 0,1,2 or3 qq interactions are equalrespectively

to (1� ")3,3"(1� ")2,3"2(1� ")and "3 and in term sofa probability generating function,

p.g.f.(fora m athem aticalform alism seeRefs.[7,8])itleadsto therelation

G(z)=
X

Pnz
n = (1� "+ "’(z))3 ; (1)

where G(z)isthe p.g.f. forthe �naldistributon and ’(z)isthe p.g.f. foreventswith one

parton-parton collision. The p.g.f.’s for events with two or three parton-parton collisions

are sim ply convolutions ’2(z) and ’3(z). Good description ofthe experim entaldata has

been obtained with ’(z) = exp(S(z� 1)),the p.g.f. for the Poisson distribution. This

param etrization had the strong energy dependence ofthe param eter " [4],m ore sm ooth

energydependenceofthe"wasobserved [5]when thePoissonian wasreplaced bythePoisson

distribution truncated atzero m ultiplicity with thep.g.f.’0(z)= (’(z)� ’(0))=(1� ’(0)).
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Theneed forthetruncation atzero isexplained forpp collisionsby non-zero electriccharge

ofthe initialuu,ud and dd pairsleading to the reduced probability to have zero charged

particlesin the �nalstate. Thisisnotthe case forpp collisionswhere uu and dd pairs(5

outof9 com binations)areneutral.

Them odel[4{6]ism odi�ed in thepresentpaperin thetwo aspects:

a)ThePoisson distribution isreplaced by theso-called Gupta-Sarm a (GS)distribution

[9,10]with thep.d.f.

g(z)= exp

�
�S (1� z)

1+ r(1� z)

�

: (2)

The GS distribution having the Poissonian as a particular case at r = 0 and known in

m athem aticalstatistics under the nam e ofthe P�olya-Aepplidistribution [11]hasphysical

interpretation in the fram ework ofdi�erentm odels[12{14],see discussion in Refs.[15,16].

In the approach advocated by Biyajim a et al.[12]and Finkelstein [13]the m ultiplicity

distribution originates from the Poisson distribution ofsom e clusters,each cluster obeys

Furry-Yule(ortruncated atzeroBose-Einstein)distribution,�nally itleadstothep.g.f.(2).

Onecan notethatthesam eform (2)isvalid when thep.d.f.forclusterdecay distribution is

a linearfraction (1+ �(1� z))=(1+ r(1� z)),usualforthetheory ofbranching processes,

Ref.[17]. In the Gupta-Sarm a approach [9,10]the system aftercollision isviewed asone

highlyexcited hadron em ittingentity obeyingthebranchingprocesswith theprobabilityper

in�nitesim altim e �tto produce k new particlesproportionalto � k�t,where � ispositive

constant. The solution ofthe corresponding evolution equation for initialcondition with

zero particlesleadsto the p.g.f.oftheform (2).In the Chau-Huang approach [14]the GS

distribution isobtained from thestatisticalIsing m odel.

b)Assuggested in the Ref.[5]events with zero parton-parton collisions can represent

thedi�ractive-likeprocesses,with thefraction ofdi�ractive-likeeventsgiven by the(1� ")3.

Ithasbeen established thatthem ultiplicity distribution fordi�ractivesystem with e�ective

m ass M looks like the m ultiplicity distribution in pp collisions at the c.m . energy
p
s =

M ,see Ref.[18]fora review on di�raction. In this paperwe approxim ate the di�ractive
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contribution by theform (1)with ’(z)equaltothep.g.f.forthePoissonian underthecrude

assum ption thatthe integrated overM distribution issim ilar to the distribution atsom e

e�ective m assM and the�nalp.g.f.isgiven by

G(z)= (1� ")3’d + 3"(1� ")2g(z)+ 3"2(1� ")g2(z)+ "
3
g
3(z) (3)

with

’d(z)= (1� "+ " exp(Sd(z� 1)))3: (4)

M ore carefuldescription ofthe di�ractive-like events with integration over M is given in

Refs.[19,20].

In the section IIthe m ain characteristicsofthe Gupta-Sarm a distribution are sum m a-

rized. In the section IIIwe present results of�ts to the available pp data and to the pp

data obtained attheSppS collider.In thesection IV thediscussion and theconclusionsare

given.

II.C H A R A C T ER IST IC S O F T H E G U P TA -SA R M A D IST R IB U T IO N .

The m ean m ultiplicity < n > and its dispersion D = (< n2 > � < n > 2)1=2 are

easily obtained from the p.d.g. (2)using form ulae < n >= dg=dz jz= 1 and D 2 =< n >

+d2lng(z)=dz2 jz= 1

< n >= S; D
2 =< n > (1+ 2r): (5)

To obtain expressions forprobabilitesgn one can use the m ethod proposed by Finkelstein

[13].Thep.g.f.isexpressed asa sum ofpowers(z=(1+ r(1� z)))k,wherethedenom inator

representsthewellknown NB.Then,thecontribution to gn with n 6= 0 from thek-th term

isequalto theNB probability to haven � k particlesand �nally itgives

gn = g0

n
X

k= 1

(n � 1)!

(n � k)!(k� 1)!k!
a
k
b
n� k (6)

with
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a =
S

(1+ r)2
; b=

r

1+ r
; (7)

and

g0 = g(0)= exp

�
�S

1+ r

�

: (8)

Onecan note[12,15]thattheGS distribution isaparticularcaseofthepartiallycoherent

laserdistribution PCLD (seereview ofthePCLD in [7]).Indeed thep.g.f.forthePCLD is

the productofthe p.d.f. (2)and (1+ r(1� z))� k,i.e. the convolution ofthe GS and NB

distributions.Itgivestheexpressionsforgn in term softheLaguerrepolynom ials[21]

gn =

�
r

1+ r

�n

exp

�
�S

1+ r

�

L
� 1

n

�
�S

r(1+ r)

�

: (9)

Using iteration relations for the Laguerre polinom ials [21]one can obtain next iteration

relationsforgn

(n + 1)gn+ 1 = (a + 2nb)gn � (n � 1)b2gn� 1 (10)

atn > 1 and

g1 = ag0: (11)

Theseiteration relationscan beusefulforcalculationsatlargen values.

III.R ESU LT S O F FIT S

Both for pp and pp data we calculate the num ber ofnegatively charged particles as

n = (nch � 2)=2,i.e. we count the num ber ofproduced pairs ofcharged particles. As

m entioned above,we truncate thedistribution forparton-parton collision in the�tsto the

pp data and do nottruncateitforpp data atthecolliderenergies.

The pp data used [22-39]are the sam e as in Refs.[4,5]with additionalm easurem ent

from Ref.[31]. In the Table 1 the resultsof�tsto the distribution with the p.g.f. (3)are

given forthe case r = 0. The agreem entwith experim entaldata isgood,thisisexpected
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sinceeven thetwo-param etrparam etrization with thedi�ractivecontribution concentrated

atzero m ultiplicity wassuccessful[4,5]. One can note also thatthe m ean m ultiplicity for

di�ractivecontribution,proportionalto Sd increasesslowly with energy.

Non-singledi�ractive(NSD)m ultiplicity distributions,m easured by theUA5Collabora-

tion [2,40]have been param eterized by the distribution (3)withoutdi�ractive com ponent,

i.e. by the distribution with three other\parton-parton collision" com ponentsnorm alized

by thefactor(1� (1� ")3)� 1.Inelasticm ultiplicity distribution at
p
s= 546 GeV [40]has

been param eterized bythefulldistribution (3).Theresultsofthe�tsaregiven in thetable2

both for"= 0:456and forfree".The�xed valueofthe"waschosen on theassum ption that

the fraction ofdi�ractive like events isequalto 16% ,the fraction ofthe single di�ractive

eventsm easured by theCDF Collaboration at546 GeV [41].Thefraction m easured by the

UA5 Collaboration isequalto 11 % [40],corresponding conditionalprobability "isequalto

0.52.

The results ofthe �ts with free " are illustrated in Figs. 1-3 respectively forinelastic

and NSD data at546 GeV [40]and forNSD data at900 GeV [2]. The quality ofthe �ts

isquiteqood,theuctuationsin theparam eter"areexplained by theourcrudetreatm ent

ofthe di�ractive com ponentand possible biasin the experim entaldata. W e have ignored

alsothenonnegligiblecontribution ofthedoubledi�raction processesin theNSD data.The

inuenceofthehigh m ultiplicity tailon the�tparam etershasbeen observed also,the�tin

theregion nch < 80 oftheinelasticdata at546 GeV givesm orereasonablevalueofSd near

3,signi�cantly sm allerthan thevaluesSd in theTable2.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

Thepossibility thatm ultiplicity distributionsathigh energiescan splitintoseveralstruc-

tureshasbeen predicted m orethe25 yearsago [42].Forexam pleNielsen and Olesen m ade

the statem ent [43]: \ifwe go to high enough energy one should see a separation ofthe

m ultiplicity spectrum in a series ofequidistant peaks atn � n1,2n1,3n1,...". Kaidalov

6



and Ter-M artirosyan in thefram ework ofthequark-gluon string m odelhavepredicted three

peaks in the m ultiplicity distribution at
p
s = 100 TeV [44]. These Regge-type m odels

[42,44]in principle predictm ore than three peaks(structures)in contrastto ourapproach

with m axim um three nondi�ractive structures. The prediction forNSD m ultiplicity distri-

bution atLHC energy
p
s = 14 TeV,calculated with param eters " = 0:456,r = 0:8 and

S �xed by the expected m ean m ultiplicity < nch >= 67:2 isgiven in the Fig.4. Itseem s

to beinterm ediate between thedrasticpredictionsoftheRegge-type m odelsand m oreat

predictionsbased on theparam etrization by theweighted sum ofthetwo NB’s[45,46].

In conclusion,them ultiplicity distributionsatcolliderenergieshavebeen fairly wellpa-

ram eterized by thesum ofPoisson-likeGS distributions,with oneGS distribution describing

the m ultiplicity distribution forone \parton-parton" collision. An attem pthasbeen m ade

to connectthefractionsofeventswith 1,2 or3 \parton-parton"collisionswith thefraction

ofdi�ractive-like eventsin a fram ework ofthesim plem inded parton m odel.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Results ofthe �ts to the negatively charged particle m ultiplicity distributions in

inelastic pp collisions[22-39].

Ref.
p
s (G eV) " S Sd �2/NDF

[22] 6.84 0.336� 0:002 0.203� 0:006 0.032� 0:013 21.1/5

[23] 7.87 0.381� 0:004 0.325� 0:011 0 3.9/5

[24] 9.78 0.441� 0:015 0.521� 0:040 0 7.5/6

[25] 10.69 0.470� 0:014 0.500� 0:044 0 2.8/5

[26] 11.46 0.470 � 0:008 0.671� 0:019 0.013� 0:040 18.6/7

[27] 13.76 0.472� 0:009 0.940� 0:028 0 19.1/7

[28] 13.90 0.483� 0:010 0.855� 0:032 0.003� 0:041 7.3/7

[29] 16.66 0.491� 0:006 1.170� 0:021 0.012� 0:021 18.3/10

[30] 18.17 0.523� 0:031 1.224� 0:094 0 2.4/7

[31] 19.42 0.551� 0:016 1.197� 0:054 0.074� 0:074 9.0/8

[32] 19.66 0.538� 0:011 1.243� 0:034 0.070 � 0:071 7.3/10

[33] 21.7 0.512� 0:011 1.460� 0:040 0.135� 0:063 14.3/11

[34] 23.76 0.563� 0:012 1.486� 0:039 0.112� 0:066 10.4/11

[35] 23.88 0.561� 0:019 1.601� 0:074 0.246� 0:148 11.2/10

[36] 26.0 0.577� 0:010 1.638� 0:034 0.102� 0:054 8.4/10

[28] 27.6 0.542� 0:013 1.720� 0:059 0.096� 0:057 17.8/13

[37] 27.6 0.555 � 0:016 1.565� 0:077 0.027� 0:068 4.3/9

[38] 30.4 0.528� 0:021 2.000� 0:077 0.300� 0:157 3.1/14

[39] 38.8 0.576� 0:008 2.059� 0:031 0.273� 0:085 8.3/13

[38] 44.5 0.538� 0:021 2.441� 0:086 0.438� 0:167 4.9/16

[38] 52.6 0.549� 0:016 2.647� 0:068 0.381� 0:142 12.2/18

[38] 62.2 0.552� 0:017 2.887� 0:070 0.426� 0:168 16.7/17

11



TABLE II.Resultsofthe�tsto thenegatively charged particlem ultiplicity distributionsin pp

interactions[2,40].

events
p
s (G eV) " S Sd r �2/NDF

NSD 200 0.456 5.965� 0:076 0.170� 0:056 19.7/29

0.264� 0:038 7.441� 0:304 0.297� 0:084 9.2/28

NSD 546 0.456 8.429� 0:053 0.468� 0:030 61.3/45

0.352� 0:018 9.453� 0:187 0.558� 0:038 32.6/44

inel. 546 0.456 7.410� 0:091 11.071� 0:458 0.832� 0:075 39.4/44

0.536� 0:027 6.743� 0:067 11.811� 0:326 0.794� 0:067 29.9/43

NSD 900 0.456 10.400� 0:100 0.703� 0:065 77.0/52

0.304� 0:029 12.213� 0:394 0.823� 0:095 20.9/51
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FIGURES

FIG .1. M ultiplicity distribution for inelastic antiproton-proton collisions at the c.m . energy

546 G eV [40](squares)com pared with resultsofthe �t(fulldots).
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FIG .2. M ultiplicity distribution forNSD collisionsatthec.m .energy 546 G eV [40](squares)

com pared with resultsofthe �t(fulldots).
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FIG .3. Charge particle m ultiplicity distribution for NSD collisions at the c.m . energy

900 G eV [2](squares)com pared with resultsofthe �t(fulldots).
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FIG .4. Prediction ofthe NSD charged particle m ultiplicity distribution at the LHC energy

14 TeV.
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