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ydeceased

M ultiplicity uctuations ofpositively,negatively and allcharged hadrons in the forward hem i-

sphere were studied in centralPb+ Pb collisions at20A,30A,40A,80A and 158A G eV.The m ul-

tiplicity distributions and their scaled variances ! are presented in dependence ofcollision energy

as wellas ofrapidity and transverse m om entum . The distributions have bell-like shape and their

scaled variances are in the range from 0.8 to 1.2 without any signi�cant structure in their energy

dependence. No indication ofthe criticalpoint in uctuations are observed. The string-hadronic

m odelUrQ M D signi�cantly overpredicts the m ean,butapproxim ately reproducesthe scaled vari-

anceofthem ultiplicity distributions.Thepredictionsofthestatisticalhadron-resonancegasm odel

obtained within the grand-canonicaland canonicalensem bles disagree with the m easured scaled

variances.Thenarrowerthan Poissonian m ultiplicity uctuationsm easured in num erouscasesm ay

be explained by the im pactofconservation lawson uctuationsin relativistic system s.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.3216v3
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In m atter of high energy densities (� 1 G eV/fm 3)

a phase transition is expected between hadrons and a

state ofquasi-free quarks and gluons,the quark gluon

plasm a (Q G P) [1,2]. M easurem ents indicate that this

criticalenergy density isexceeded attop SPS [3,4]and

RHIC [5,6,7,8]energiesduring theearly stageofheavy

ion collisions. M oreover,the energy dependence ofvar-

ious observables shows anom alies at low SPS energies

which suggest the onset of decon�nem ent around 30A

G eV beam energyin centralPb+ Pbcollisions[9,10,11].

Itwaspredicted [12]that the onsetofdecon�nem ent

can lead to a non{m onotonic behaviour ofm ultiplicity

uctuations. Lattice Q CD calculationssuggestfurther-

m ore the existence ofa criticalpoint in the phase dia-

gram ofstrongly interacting m atterwhich separatesthe

lineof�rstorderphasetransition athigh baryo-chem ical

potentialsand low tem perature from a crossoveratlow

baryo-chem icalpotentialand high tem perature. An in-

crease ofm ultiplicity uctuationsnearthe criticalpoint

ofstrongly interacting m atterisexpected [13].

In statisticalm odelsthewidthsofthem ultiplicity dis-

tributions depend on the conservation laws which the

system obeys. Even though for di�erent statisticalen-

sem blesthem ean m ultiplicity isthesam eforsu�ciently

large volum es this is not necessarily so for higher m o-

m entsofthe m ultiplicity distribution hence m ultiplicity

uctuations[14]. Fluctuations are largestin the grand-

canonicalensem ble,where allconservation lawsare ful-

�lled only on average and noton an event-by-eventba-

sis. The m ultiplicity uctuations are m uch sm aller in

the canonicalensem ble,where the electric and baryonic

charges as well as strangeness are globally conserved.

Thesm allestuctuationsareobtained within them icro-

canonicalensem ble,forwhich the chargesaswellasto-

talenergy and m om entum are conserved. It should be

underlined thatin non-relativistic gasesthe situation is

very di�erent, nam ely particle num ber is conserved in

the m icro-canonicaland canonicalensem blesand conse-

quently thetotalm ultiplicity in theseensem blesdoesnot

uctuate.

These theoretical considerations m otivated vigorous

theoretical[14,15,16,17,18]and experim entalstudiesof

m ultiplicity uctuationsin high energynuclearcollisions.

Results on the centrality dependence of m ultiplic-

ity uctuations in Pb+ Pb collisions obtained by the

NA49 [19]and W A98 [20]collaborationsattop SPS en-

ergy show an increase ofm ultiplicity uctuations with

decreasingcentrality ofthecollision in theforward hem i-

sphere. A sim ilarincrease ofm ultiplicity uctuationsis

observed atm idrapidity by the PHENIX [21,22]collab-

oration atRHIC energies.

Transverse m om entum uctuations [23] also show a

non-m onotonic dependence on system size. They in-

crease from p+ p to Si+ Siand peripheralPb+ Pb col-

lisions and decrease from peripheralto centralPb+ Pb

collisions. Possible relationsto m ultiplicity uctuations

arediscussed in [24,25].Prelim inary resultsofNA49 on

theenergy dependenceoftransversem om entum uctua-

tions[26]in centralPb+ Pb collisionsindicatea constant

behaviour.

This paper presents the dependence of m ultiplicity

uctuationson energy aswellason rapidity and trans-

verse m om entum forthe m ostcentralPb+ Pb collisions

at20A,30A,40A,80A and 158A G eV as m easured by

the NA49 experim entatthe CERN SPS.

The paper is organized as follows. In chapter II the

notation and de�nitions are presented. In chapter III

theNA49 experim entand theexperim entalprocedureof

selecting events and tracks used for this analysis is de-

scribed.In chapterIV theexperim entalresultson m ulti-

plicity uctuationsareshown asa function ofenergy,ra-

pidity and transversem om entum [27].These resultsare

com pared to thepredictionsofthehadron-resonancegas

m odel[16]and the string-hadronic m odelUrQ M D [28]

in chapter V. Furtherm ore the m easurem ents are also

discussed with respectto the search forthe onsetofde-

con�nem entand thecriticalpoint.Thepaperendswith

a sum m ary in chapterVI.

II. M EA SU R E O F M U LT IP LIC IT Y

FLU C T U A T IO N S

LetP (n)denote the probability to observe a particle

m ultiplicity n (
P

n
P (n) = 1) in a high energy nuclear

collision.

Thescaled variance! used in thispaperasa m easure

ofm ultiplicity uctuationsiscom m only used in elem en-

tary and heavy ion collisions,both for theoretical(see

e.g. Refs.[16, 17, 29, 30]) and experim ental(see e.g.

Refs.[19,20,21,31])studies.Itisde�ned as

! =
V ar(n)

hni
=




n2
�

� hni
2

hni
; (1)

whereV ar(n)=
P

n
(n� hni)2P (n)and hni=

P

n
nP (n)

are variance and m ean ofthe m ultiplicity distribution,

respectively.

In a superposition m odel! isthesam ein A + A colli-

sionsasin nucleon-nucleon interactionsatthe sam e en-

ergy per nucleon provided the num ber ofparticle pro-

ducing sources does not uctuate from event to event.

String-hadronic m odels predict sim ilar values of ! for

p+ p and Pb+ Pb collisions [17, 30]. In a hadron-gas

m odel[16]thescaled varianceconvergesquickly toacon-

stantvaluewith increasing volum eofthesystem .In the

specialcaseofahadron-gasm odelin thegrand-canonical

form ulation [16], neglecting quantum e�ects and reso-

nance decays,the m ultiplicity distribution is a Poisson

one,nam ely

P (n)=
hni

n

n!
e
� hni

: (2)

The variance of a Poisson distribution is equal to its
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m ean,and thus the scaled variance is ! = 1,indepen-

dentofm ean m ultiplicity.

Iftherearenoparticlecorrelationsin m om entum space

and thesingleparticledistribution isindependentofpar-

ticlem ultiplicity thescaled varianceofan arbitrary m ul-

tiplicity distribution observed in a lim ited acceptance

is related to the scaled variance in the fullphase-space

("4�")as(seeappendix A 1 and Refs.[14,16]forderiva-

tion):

!acc = (!4� � 1)p+ 1; (3)

wherep denotesthefraction ofparticlesm easured in the

correspondingacceptance.Notethatthedependencede-

scribed by Eq.3 is violated ife�ects like resonance de-

cays,quantum statisticsand energy-m om entum conser-

vation introduce correlationsin m om entum space[32].

In the following the scaled variancesofthe m ultiplic-

ity distributionsofpositively,negatively and allcharged

hadronsaredenoted as!(h+ ),!(h� )and !(h� ),respec-

tively.

III. T H E N A 49 EX P ER IM EN T

The NA49 detector [33](see Fig.1) is a large accep-

tance�xed targethadron spectrom eter.Itsm ain devices

arefourlargevolum etim eprojection cham bers(TPCs).

Two ofthem ,called vertex-TPCs(VTPC-1 and 2),are

located in two superconducting dipole m agnets(VTX-1

and 2) with a totalbending power up to 7:8 Tm . The

m agnetic �eld used at 158A G eV (B(VTX-1)� 1:5 T)

and B(VTX-2)� 1:1 T) was scaled down in proportion

to the beam energy for lower energies. The other two

TPCs(M TPC-L and M TPC-R),called m ain-TPCs,are

installed behind them agnetson theleftand therightside

ofthe beam line allowing precise particle tracking. The

m easurem ent ofthe energy loss dE =dx in the detector

gasprovidesparticleidenti�cation in a largem om entum

range.Itiscom plem ented by tim eofight(TO F)detec-

torsm easuring particlesatm id-rapidity.In thisanalysis

dE =dx inform ation isused only to rejectelectrons.

Thetargetislocated 80cm upstream ofthe�rstvertex

TPC.The targetthicknessis0:2 m m (0:224 g=cm 2)for

20A { 80A G eV and 0:3 m m (0:336 g=cm 2) for 158A

G eV.Using 7:15 barn as the inelastic cross-section for

Pb+ Pb collisionsthisyieldsan interaction probability of

0:46% and 0:7% ,respectively. The interaction length of

the strong interaction forPb ionsin a Pb targetis4:26

cm .

Threebeam -position-detectors(BPDs)allow a precise

determ ination ofthepointwherethebeam hitsthetarget

foil.Thecentralityofacollisionisdeterm ined bym easur-

ing theenergy ofprojectilespectatorsin thedownstream

veto calorim eter(VCAL,see section IIIB). The accep-

tance ofthe veto calorim eterisadjusted ateach energy

by a propersetup ofthe collim ator(CO LL).

energy (G eV) num berofevents

20A 6602

30A 8219

40A 21995

80A 2307

158A 5493

TABLE I:Statistics for the 1% m ost centralcollisions used

forthisanalysisatdi�erentbeam energies.

A . D ata Sets and Event Selection

In thispublication the resultsforcentralPb+ Pb col-

lisions at 20A,30A,40A,80A and 158A G eV are pre-

sented.Thenum bersofeventsused from thesedata sets

aregiven in TableI.

In order to get a "clean" sam ple ofevents excluding

forinstancecollisionsoutside the targetoreventpileup,

thefollowing eventselection criteria areapplied to data:

� The�toftheinteraction point,based on therecon-

structed tracks,wassuccessful.

� The position ofthe �tted interaction pointisclose

to the position obtained from the beam position

detectors.

� At least 10% ofalltracks are used for the recon-

struction ofthe interaction point.The reconstruc-

tion oftheinteraction pointwasoptim ized forpre-

cision by selecting long and wellm easured tracks

in an iterativeprocedure.

Theeventcutshavea sm allinuenceon !,theresults

di�erby lessthan 1% when only the cutrequirem entof

a successful�tofthe m ain vertex isused.

Beam lead ionswhich do notinteractstrongly in the

targetproducedelta electronsboth in thetargetfoiland

the detector gas. These electrons m ay curlup in the

TPCs,increase theiroccupancy and m ighttherefore re-

duce the reconstruction e�ciency.In orderto avoid this

e�ect only those events are selected for the analysis in

which thereareno beam ionspassing through thedetec-

torwithin the read-outtim e ofthe event.

B . C entrality Selection

Fluctuationsin the num berofparticipantslead to an

increase ofm ultiplicity uctuations. In a superposition

m odelthe totalm ultiplicity n isthe sum ofthe num ber

ofparticlesproduced by k particleproduction sources:

n =
X

i

n
so
i ; (4)

wherethesum m ation index irunsoverthesources.Un-

der the assum ption ofstatistically identicalsources the
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FIG .1:(Coloronline)Setup ofthe NA49 experim entforPb+ Pb collisions,see textform ore details.

FIG .2:A sketch ofthehorizontaldeection forcharged parti-

clesatthefrontface oftheiron collim atorforthe158A G eV

m agnetic �eld setting. The broadened distribution of each

species isdue to the Ferm im otion ofnucleonsorfragm ents;

additionally, the oval shapes are due to the deection of

charged particles in the m agnetic �eld. The sizes ofthe dis-

tributions correspond to one standard deviation. The open

circlesin the fragm entacceptance representparticlesofZ/A

otherthan one half[34].

scaled variance! ofthem ultiplicity distribution hastwo

contributions.The �rstisdue to the uctuationsofthe

num ber ofparticles em itted by a single source !so,the

second isduetotheuctuationsin thenum berofsources

!k (see appendix A 2 forderivation):

! = !
so + hn

so
i� !k; (5)

where hnsoi is the m ean m ultiplicity ofhadrons from a

single source.The uctuationsin the num berofsources

!k can beattributed touctuationsin thenum berofpro-

jectile and targetparticipants.In orderto m inim ize the

uctuationsofthe num berofparticipantsthe centrality

variation in theensem bleofeventsshould beassm allas

possible,forwhich very centralcollisionsarebestsuited.

In order to �x the num ber ofprojectile participants

the NA49 experim ent uses the energy in the projectile

spectatordom ain asa m easure ofcentrality,called pro-

energy collim ator ring calorim eter

x (cm ) y (cm ) x (cm )

20 10

30 10

40 � 13 + 47 � 12 17

80 � 13 + 47 � 12 17

158 � 5 + 38 � 5 17

TABLE II:Settingsofthecollim atorand thering calorim eter

de�ning the acceptance ofthe veto calorim eter for di�erent

energies with respect to the position of neutrons with zero

transverse m om entum .See the textform ore details.

jectile centrality below. The downstream veto calorim e-

ter[35]ofNA49,originally designed forNA5,m easures

theenergy carried by theparticlesin theprojectilespec-

tatorphasespaceregion [34].A collim atorin frontofthe

calorim eterislocated 25 m downstream from the target

and is adjusted for each energy in such a way that all

projectilespectatorprotons,neutronsand fragm entscan

reach the veto calorim eter. For 158A G eV the hole in

the collim ator extends � 5 cm in verticaldirection and

� 5 cm and + 38 cm in horizontaldirection taking into

accountthedeection ofcharged spectatorsby them ag-

netic �eld (Fig.2,Table II). Due to a largerspread of

spectators,theholeofthecollim atorislargerfor40A and

80A G eV.For20A and 30A thecollim atorisrem ovedand

the ring calorim eter (RCAL in Fig.1) positioned 18 m

downstream from the targetservesasa collim ator.

The settingsofthe hole in the collim atorand the po-

sition ofthe ring calorim eterforthe di�erentenergiesis

shown in Table II. The zero point is the point where

neutronswith no transverse m om entum would passthe

collim ator. The collim atorisnotsym m etric around the

zero pointbecause the nuclearfragm entsand spectator

protons carry positive charge and are deected by the

m agnetic�eld in positivex direction.Thelastcolum n in

thetableistheposition ofthecenteroftheringcalorim e-
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ter.Itshole hasa radiusof28 cm .

Theacceptanceoftheveto calorim eterforneutraland

positive particlesfor158A G eV isshown in Fig.3. Ac-

ceptancetablesin p,pT and � can be obtained at[36].

Due to the geom etry ofthe collim ator and the m ag-

netic �eld,a sm allnum ber ofpositive and neutralnon-

spectator particles can hit the veto calorim eter. For

positively charged particles,the acceptanceoftheTPCs

and the veto calorim eteroverlap partly. The m axim um

am ountofa possible auto-correlation is estim ated by a

com parison of!(h+ )forUrQ M D eventsselected by their

veto energy to UrQ M D events with a zero im pact pa-

ram eterin the forward region (Fig.12)and found to be

sm allerthan 3% .

The acceptance ofthe veto calorim eterfornegatively

charged particlesisvery sm allbecause they arebentby

the m agnetic �eld into the direction opposite to the one

ofthe positively charged particles,and the collim atoris

adjusted to detectpositively charged and neutralprojec-

tile spectators.

Theprojectilecentrality CP roj ofan eventwith a veto

energy E V eto is de�ned as the percentage ofallinelas-

tic eventswhich are ascentralorm ore centralthan the

given eventaccordingto theenergy deposited in theveto

calorim eterby theprojectilespectatornucleons.Sm aller

CP roj correspond to m orecentralevents.Using thefrac-

tion ofinelastic cross section Ctrig =
�trig

�in el
accepted by

thetrigger(�trig isderived from thetargetthicknessand

theinteraction rate,�inelisassum ed tobe7.15barn)and

the veto energy distribution CP roj isgiven by:

CP roj = Ctrig �

RE V eto

0
dN =dE V eto;trigdE V eto

R1

0
dN =dE V eto;trigdE V eto

; (6)

wheredN =dE V eto;trig isthe veto calorim eterenergy dis-

tribution fora given trigger.

The �nite resolution of the veto calorim eter causes

additional uctuations in the num ber of participants.

Based on the analysisoftheNA49 Pb+ Pb data the res-

olution ofthe veto calorim eterwas estim ated in [19]to

be:

�(EV eto)

E V eto

�
2:85

p
E V eto

+
16

E V eto

:; (7)

where E V eto is in units ofG eV.In order to check this

param etrization,the distribution ofthe spectators was

sim ulated by the SHIELD m odel [37]. The SHIELD

m odeldeliversboth spectatornucleonsand nuclearfrag-

m ents,in contrastto m oststringhadronicm odels,which

only produce spectator nucleons. A sim ulation per-

form ed at 20A and 158A G eV including the geom etry

oftheNA49 detectorand thenon-uniform ity oftheveto

calorim etercon�rm sthe param etrization given by Eq.7

asan upperlim it(see Fig.4).

The veto calorim eterresponsecan in principle change

with tim e (aging e�ects,etc.). Therefore a tim e depen-

dent calibration of the veto energy was applied. The
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FIG .3: Acceptance ofthe veto calorim eter forneutral(top)

and positively charged (bottom ) m ain vertex particles at

158A G eV asa function oftotalm om entum p and transverse

m om entum pT .

contribution ofthiscorrection to ! turned outto bevery

sm all(< 1% ,see TableIV).

W hen �xing the projectile centrality C P roj (Eq.6),

thereby �xing the num ber of projectile participants

N
P roj

P
,thenum beroftargetparticipantsN

T arg

P
can still

uctuate. Thus the totalnum ber ofparticipantsis not

rigorously constantand could contributeto uctuations.

Theuctuationsofthenum beroftargetparticipantsob-

tained by UrQ M D and HSD sim ulations[38],expressed

astheirscaled variance!
T arg

P
= V ar(N

T arg

P
)=

D

N
T arg

P

E

,

are shown in Fig.5.Fornon-centralcollisionsthe num -

beroftargetparticipantsstrongly uctuates,even fora

�xed num ber ofprojectile participants. This is con-

sistentwith the increase of! with decreasing centrality

observed in the forward hem isphere [19,39]. However,

alternativeexplanationsalso exist[25,40].

Forfurtheranalysisthe1% m ostcentralcollisions(ac-

cordingtotheirvetoenergy)areselected in ordertom in-

im izetheucutationsin thenum berofparticipants.For
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FIG . 4: Resolution of the veto calorim eter estim ated

by a SHIELD sim ulation (histogram ) com pared to the

param etrization Eq.7(solid line)for20A (top)and 158A G eV

(bottom ).

these very centralcollisions,the uctuation in the num -

beroftargetparticipantsisexpected to be sm allestand

itsscaled variance!
T arg

P
isexpected to beabout0:1 (see

Fig.5)foran estim ated num beroftargetparticipantsof

N
T arg

P
� 192.

In orderto estim ate the e�ecton ! oftargetpartici-

pantuctuationsand non-spectatorparticlesin theveto

calorim eter,the energy dependence ofthe scaled vari-

ance ofthe m ultiplicity distribution is calculated in the

UrQ M D 1.3 m odelboth for collisions with zero im pact

param eter and for collisions selected according to their

veto energy.Theresulting di�erenceof! in theforward

acceptance(seesection IIIC)issm allerthan 2% forneg-

atively,sm allerthan 3% forpositively and sm allerthan

4% forallcharged hadrons.In them idrapidityregion the

inuenceoftheuctuationsoftargetparticipantson ! is

expected to be m uch larger.Indeed,the di�erencesof!

increase to up to 6% fornegative,up to 9% forpositive

and up to 13% forallcharged hadrons.

0 50 100 150 200
0

1

2

3

4

HSD
UrQMD

Pb+Pb, 158 A GeV

ωω ωω
ta

rg

P

Nproj

P
t

FIG .5:(Coloronline)Scaled varianceofthenum beroftarget

participants for a �xed num ber ofprojectile participants in

the UrQ M D and HSD m odels.The plotistaken from [38].

In orderto check the inuence ofthe centrality selec-

tion,! was also determ ined for the 0:5% m ost central

collisions. The change com pared to the valuesobtained

forthe 1% m ostcentralcollisionsissm allerthan 3% for

positive,2% fornegativeand 5% forallcharged hadrons.

C . Track Selection

Since detector e�ects like track reconstruction e�-

ciency m ighthave a signi�cantinuence on m ultiplicity

uctuations,it is im portant to select a sam ple ofwell

de�ned tracksfortheanalysis.Thefollowing track selec-

tion criteria are used forthisanalysisand are explained

in thissection:

� Num ber ofpotentialpoints(the num berofpoints

a track can have according to itsgeom etry)in the

TPCs:> 30.

� Theratio ofthenum berofreconstructed pointsto

the num berofpotentialpoints:> 0:5.

� Sum of the num ber of reconstructed points in

VTPC-1 and 2:> 5.

� Sum of the num ber of reconstructed points in

VTPC-2 and M TPCs:> 5.

� Thetrack isextrapolated to theplaneofthetarget

foil.Thispointm ustbecloserthan 4 cm in x-and

2 cm in y-direction to the interaction pointofthe

collision.
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� In order to exclude electrons from the analysis,a

cuton the energy loss(dE =dx)in the detectorgas

was applied. Alltracks with an energy loss m ore

than 0.2 m inim um ionising units higher than the

pion dE =dx (in theregion oftherelativisticriseof

the Bethe-Bloch form ula)arerejected.

The reconstruction e�ciency iscalculated using the em -

bedding m ethod. Events containing a few tracks were

generated and processed by thesim ulation software.The

resulting raw data were em bedded into realevents.The

com bined raw data were reconstructed and the input

tracks were m atched with the reconstructed ones. Em -

bedding sim ulationsshow a signi�cantdecreaseofrecon-

struction e�ciency with increasing eventm ultiplicity in

them idrapidityregionat158A G eV usingthetrackselec-

tion criteria described above. Therefore for this energy

an additionalcut was used,nam ely that tracks should

haveatleast5reconstructed pointsboth in VTPC-2and

in the M TPCs. For these tracks no signi�cant depen-

denceofreconstruction e�ciency on track m ultiplicity is

observed.

Reconstruction ine�ciencies m ostly occur for tracks

with a very low num ber ofpoints in the TPCs or for

trackswhich only have points in the VTPC-1 orin the

m ain TPC.Thesetracksarenotused forthisanalysis.

In the following the longitudinalm otion ofparticles

is characterized by the rapidity in the center of m ass

system assum ingpion m assoftheparticle.Thism easure

iscalled pion rapidity and isdenoted asy(�).

The distributionsofthe registered tracksafterapply-

ing the track selection criteria are shown in Fig.6 as a

function ofpion rapidity y(�)and transversem om entum

pT .Acceptancetablesin y(�),pT and � can beobtained

from [36].O nly tracksin therapidity intervalstarting at

m idrapidity and ending atbeam rapidity areused.

In order to study the m ultiplicity uctuations di�er-

entially,the pion rapidity interval0 < y(�) < ybeam is

divided into two parts,the"m idrapidity" (0 < y(�)< 1)

and the "forward rapidity" (1 < y(�) < ybeam ) region

(seeFig.7).The fractionsoftotalcharged particlem ul-

tiplicity falling into the di�erent rapidity intervals are

given in Table IIIand Fig.8. The valuesare calculated

using the VENUS event generator [41] as input for a

G EANT sim ulation. The tracks produced by G EANT

areconverted into detectorsignalsand reconstructed by

the NA49 reconstruction chain. For the determ ination

oftheacceptancethenegatively charged m ain vertex pi-

ons,kaons and anti-protons are used. In both regions

a sim ilar num ber ofparticles is detected by NA49. In

the forward acceptance the particlesare m ostly passing

through both the vertex-and the m ain-TPCs and are

therefore e�ciently reconstructed for allcollision ener-

gies. According to the UrQ M D m odelthe uctuations

in the num ber oftarget participants contribute m ostly

to the particle num ber uctuations in the target hem i-

sphere and the m idrapidity region. Their inuence on

! in the forward region (y(�)> 1)can be estim ated by

the di�erence in scaled variance between b= 0 and veto
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FIG .6:D istribution ofdetected negatively charged particles

which ful�llthe track selection criteria asa function ofy(�)

and pT for 20A (top),30A,40A,80A and 158A G eV (bot-

tom ).
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FIG . 7: (Color online) D ashed line: D ouble-G auss

param etrization of the rapidity distribution of negatively

charged pionsand kaonsin Pb+ Pb collisionsat20A (top)[10]

and 158A G eV (bottom ) [9]. The solid line is the m easured

y(�) distribution with the track selection criteria described

in section IIIC. The verticallines indicate the lim its ofthe

rapidity intervalsy(�)= 0,y(�)= 1 and y(�)= ybeam used

forthisanalysis.

selected collisions(seesection IIIB)and isabout1� 2% .

Notethattheacceptanceused forthisanalysisislarger

than theoneused fortheprelim inary data shown in [42,

43].

D . System atic Errors

The inuence ofthe selection criteria described above

on the scaled variance ! ofthe m ultiplicity distribution

hasbeen studied and theresultsarepresentedin TableIV

and Figs.9-11. The eventselection criteria described in

section IIIA change! by up to2% com pared tothevalue

obtained when notapplyingthesecuts.The�niteresolu-

tion ofthevetocalorim etercausesadditionaluctuations

in thenum berofprojectileparticipantsand thereforein-

creases the m easured !. In a superposition m odelthe

e�ect ofthe veto calorim eter resolution is estim ated to

 (GeV)NNS
5 10 15 20

p
 [

%
]

10

20

30

40

FIG .8:(Coloronline)Fraction p oftotalnegatively charged

m ain vertex pion,kaon and anti-proton m ultiplicity which is

accepted and reconstructed as a function ofcollision energy.

Circles: 0 < y(�) < ybeam ,boxes: 0 < y(�) < 1,triangles:

1 < y(�)< ybeam .

energy 0 < y(�) 0 < y(�) 1 < y(�) �(y)(�
�
)

< ybeam < 1 < ybeam

20 15:3% 7:2% 8:1% 1:01

30 19:1% 8:4% 10:7% 1:08

40 21:7% 9:2% 12:6% 1:1

80 28:2% 11:2% 17% 1:23

158 28:8% 9:6% 19:2% 1:38

TABLE III:Fraction (in percent)ofnegatively charged m ain

vertex pions,kaonsand anti-protonsin di�erentrapidity in-

tervalsfordi�erentcollision energieswhich are accepted and

reconstructed. In addition,the width ofthe rapidity distri-

bution ofnegatively charged pionsisgiven [9,10].

be [19]:

� =
hN i� V ar(EV eto)

(E beam � N
P roj

P
)2
; (8)

where E beam is the totalenergy per projectile nucleon.

The param etrization Eq.(7),which serves as an upper

lim itoftheresolution ofthecalorim eter,wasused to de-

term ine the potentialinuence ofthe resolution on !.

For the very central collisions selected for this analy-

sis the m easured ! is found to increase due to the �-

nite calorim eterresolution by lessthan 1:5% .Therefore

a correction for this e�ect is not applied. In order to

take possible aging e�ects of the calorim eter (see sec-

tion IIIB)into account,a tim e dependentcalibration is

applied to the m easured veto energy. However,the ef-

fect ofthis correction is very sm all,! changes by less

than 1% . Track selection criteria are applied to rem ove

electrons and tracks not originating from the m ain in-
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�!
+

(% ) �!
�
(% ) �!

�
(% )

eventselection 1.5 1 1.5

calorim eterresolution 1 0.5 1.5

calorim etercalibration 0.5 1 1

track selection 1.5 1 3

totalsystem atic error 2.4 1.8 3.8

0:5% vs.1% m ostcentral 3 3 5

TABLE IV:M axim um change�! ofthescaled variance! of

the m ultiplicity distribution forpositively,negatively and all

charged hadrons when applying a correction or neglecting a

cut.Thesystem aticerrorsarecalculated by adding theerror

contributions in quadrature. The last row shows the change

of! resulting from a change in the centrality selection from

1% to 0:5% .

teraction point. The value of! ischanged by lessthan

1:5% forpositively and negatively and lessthan 3% for

allcharged hadronswhen rem oving these cuts.

Em bedding sim ulationsdem onstrated thatthe recon-

struction e�ciency showsno signi�cantdecreasewith in-

creasingparticlem ultiplicity.Thereforenosystem aticer-

rordue to reconstruction e�ciency wasattributed. The

overallreconstruction e�ciency isabout95% and isin-

cluded in the calculation ofthe acceptances(Fig.8,Ta-

ble III).

The totalsystem aticerroriscalculated by adding the

contributionsofthedi�erenterrorsourcesin quadrature.

Itis2:4% ,1:8% and 3:8% forpositively,negatively and

allcharged hadrons,respectively.

In order to estim ate the e�ect ofcentrality selection,

also the 0:5% m ost centralcollisions are studied. The

resultfor! forthisstricterselection isup to 5% di�erent

from that obtained for the 1% m ost centralcollisions.

As the centrality selection is a wellde�ned procedure

and can berepeated in m odelcalculations,thedi�erence

of! for the 0:5% and 1% m ost centralcollisions is not

considered aspartofthe system aticerror.

IV . R ESU LT S O N M U LT IP LIC IT Y

FLU C T U A T IO N S

In thischapterresultson m ultiplicity uctuationsfor

negatively,positively and allcharged hadrons are pre-

sented for Pb+ Pb collisions at 20A, 40A, 80A and

158A G eV.In orderto m inim ize the uctuationsin the

num berofparticipants,the1% m ostcentralcollisionsac-

cordingtotheenergyofprojectilespectatorsm easured in

theveto calorim eterareselected (seesection IIIB).The

rapidity interval0 < y(�)< ybeam used forthisanalysis

is divided into two subintervals,0 < y(�)< 1 ("m idra-

pidity")and 1 < y(�)< ybeam ("forward rapidity",see

section IIIC).

In the following the errors indicated by verticallines

with attached horizontalbarscorrespond to the statisti-

calerrorsonly,thethickhorizontalbarsarethestatistical
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FIG .9: (Color online) System atic errors and di�erence be-

tween the 0:5% and the 1% m ost central collisions of the

scaled variance! ofthem ultiplicity distribution forpositively

charged hadronsatm idrapidity (0 < y(�)< 1,top)and for-

ward acceptance (1 < y(�) < ybeam ,bottom ) as a function

ofcollision energy.!(std:)correspondsto thevalue obtained

when usingthestandard eventand track selection criteriaand

no correction forthe veto calorim eterresolution.

and system aticerrorsadded in quadrature.

A . M ultiplicity D istributions

The m ultiplicity distributions for the di�erent ener-

gies,chargesand rapidity intervalsaswellasthe ratios

ofthe m easured m ultiplicity distributions to a Poisson

distribution with the sam e m ean m ultiplicity are shown

in Figs.26-34. For the ratio to the Poisson distribu-

tionsonly pointswith statisticalerrorssm allerthan 20%

are shown. All m ultiplicity distributions have a bell-

like shape,and no signi�canttailsoreventswith a very
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FIG .10: (Color online)System atic errors and di�erence be-

tween the 0:5% and the 1% m ost central collisions of the

scaled variance ! of the m ultiplicity distribution for nega-

tively charged hadrons at m idrapidity (0 < y(�) < 1,top)

and forward acceptance (1 < y(�) < ybeam , bottom ) as a

function ofcollision energy.!(std:)correspondsto the value

obtained when using the standard event and track selection

criteria and no correction fortheveto calorim eterresolution.

high orvery low m ultiplicity areobserved.The ratiosof

m easured m ultiplicity distributionsto thecorresponding

Poisson distributions are sym m etric around their m ean

value.

The m easured m ultiplicity distributions are narrower

than thePoisson onesin theforward acceptanceforpos-

itively and negatively charged hadronsatallenergies.In

the m idrapidity acceptance the m easured distributions

are wider or sim ilar to the Poisson ones. The distribu-

tions forallcharged hadronsare broaderthan the ones

forpositively and negativelycharged particlesseparately.
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FIG .11: (Color online) System atic errors and di�erence be-

tween the0:5% and the1% m ostcentralcollisionsofthescaled

variance ! of the m ultiplicity distribution for all charged

hadrons at m idrapidity (0 < y(�) < 1, top) and forward

acceptance (1 < y(�)< ybeam ,bottom )asa function ofcolli-

sion energy. !(std:)corresponds to the value obtained when

using the standard eventand track selection criteria and no

correction forthe veto calorim eterresolution.d

B . Energy D ependence of!

Theenergy dependenceofthescaled variance! ofthe

m ultiplicitydistributionsfornegatively,positivelyand all

charged particlesforthree rapidity intervalsisshown in

Figs.12-14,the num ericalvaluesaregiven in TableV.

Forpositively and negatively charged hadronstheval-

uesof! aresim ilarand sm allerthan 1in theveryforward

region (1 < y(�)< ybeam )atallenergies. Atm idrapid-

ity they are largerthan 1.Forallcharged particles! is

largerthan foreach chargeseparately.

Nosigni�cantstructureornon-m onotonicbehaviouris

observed in the energy dependence of!.
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FIG .12:(Coloronline)Scaled variance ! ofthe m ultiplicity

distribution ofpositively charged hadrons produced in cen-

tralPb+ Pb collisions as a function ofcollision energy. Top:

fullexperim entalacceptance, m iddle: m idrapidity,bottom :

forward rapidity.

Signatures of the critical point are expected to oc-

curm ostly atlow transverse m om enta [13]. The energy

dependence of m ultiplicity uctuations for low trans-

verse m om entum particlesisshown in Fig.15. No non-

m onotonicbehaviourisobserved.
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FIG .13:(Coloronline)Scaled variance ! ofthe m ultiplicity

distribution ofnegatively charged hadrons produced in cen-

tralPb+ Pb collisions as a function ofcollision energy. Top:

fullexperim entalacceptance, m iddle: m idrapidity,bottom :

forward rapidity.

C . R apidity D ependence of!

The rapidity dependence ofthe scaled variance ! of

them ultiplicity distributionsfor20A,30A,40A,80A and

158A G eV centralPb+ Pb collisionsisshown in Figs.16-

18.In orderto rem ovethe "trivial" dependence of! on



12

 (GeV)NNs
5 10 15 20

)±
(h

ω

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8 NA49
UrQMD, b=0
UrQMD

beam
) < yπ0 < y(

Pb+Pb

 (GeV)NNs
5 10 15 20

)±
(h

ω

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8 NA49
UrQMD, b=0
UrQMD

) < 1π0 < y(
Pb+Pb

 (GeV)NNs
5 10 15 20

)±
(h

ω

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8 NA49
UrQMD, b=0
UrQMD

beam
) < yπ1 < y(

Pb+Pb

FIG .14: (Color online) Scaled variance ! ofthe m ultiplic-

ity distribution of allcharged hadrons produced in central

Pb+ Pb collisions as a function ofcollision energy. Top: full

experim entalacceptance,m iddle: m idrapidity,bottom : for-

ward rapidity.

the fraction ofaccepted tracks (see Eq.3) the rapidity

bins yc � �y < y < y c + �y are constructed in such a

way thatthe m ean m ultiplicity in each bin isthe sam e.

Ifthere were no correlationsin m om entum space and

the single particle spectra are independent of particle

m ultiplicity,the resulting valuesof! shown in Figs.16-
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FIG .15:(Coloronline)Scaled variance ! ofthe m ultiplicity

distribution of negatively charged hadrons with low trans-

verse m om entum at forward rapidities produced in central

Pb+ Pb collisions as a function of collision energy. Top:

pT < 0:3 G eV/c,bottom :pT < 0:5 G eV/c.

18 would be independent of rapidity. This is not the

case,the experim entaldata show an increase of! to-

wardsm idrapidity forallchargesand energies.

D . Transverse M om entum D ependence of!

Thetransversem om entum dependenceof! attop SPS

energy is shown in Fig.19. The transverse m om entum

rangeof0� 1:5 G eV=cisdivided into �vebinsin such a

way thatthe m ean m ultiplicity in each bin isthe sam e.

The horizontalposition ofthe points in Fig.19 corre-

spond to the centerofgravity ofthe transversem om en-

tum distribution in the transverse m om entum range of

the corresponding bin. O nly a sm allrapidity intervalin

the forward acceptance (1:25 < y(�)< 1:75)isused for

thisstudy.A largerrapidity intervalm ightcause a bias

because the acceptance in rapidity isdi�erentfordi�er-

enttransversem om enta.

An increase of! with decreasing transverse m om en-

tum ,which ism orepronouncedfor!(h� )than for!(h+ ),
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FIG .16: (Color online) Rapidity dependence ofthe scaled

variance ! of the m ultiplicity distribution of positively

charged hadrons in centralPb+ Pb collisions at 20A (top),

30A,40A,80A and 158A G eV (bottom )com pared toUrQ M D

predictions with a centrality selection sim ilar to the one for

the experim entaldata. The rapidity bins are constructed in

such a way thatthem ean m ultiplicity in each bin isthesam e.
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FIG .17: (Color online) Rapidity dependence of the scaled

variance ! of the m ultiplicity distribution of negatively

charged hadrons in centralPb+ Pb collisions at 20A (top),

30A,40A,80A and 158A G eV (bottom )com pared toUrQ M D

predictions with a centrality selection sim ilar to the one for

the experim entaldata. The rapidity bins are constructed in

such a way thatthem ean m ultiplicity in each bin isthesam e.
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FIG .18: (Color online) Rapidity dependence ofthe scaled

variance ! of the m ultiplicity distribution of all charged

hadronsin centralPb+ Pb collisionsat20A (top),30A,40A,

80A and 158A G eV (bottom ) com pared to UrQ M D predic-

tions with a centrality selection sim ilar to the one for the

experim entaldata.Therapidity binsare constructed in such

a way thatthe m ean m ultiplicity in each bin isthe sam e.
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FIG .19:(Coloronline)Transversem om entum dependenceof

thescaled varianceofthem ultiplicity distribution ofpositive

(top),negative and allcharged (bottom ) hadrons in the ra-

pidity interval1:25 < y(�)< 1:75 in centralPb+ Pb collisions

at158A G eV .

isfound. O nly the top SPS energy isshown because at

lowerenergiestheazim uthalacceptanceoftheNA49 de-

tector is m uch sm aller and therefore ! would approach

onedue to the sm allm ultiplicity.
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FIG .20:(Coloronline)Predictionsofahadron-resonancegas

m odelforthescaled variance! ofthem ultiplicity distribution

in fullphase space for negatively charged hadrons. The pa-

ram etersoftheensem ble,(T,�B )arethevaluesofthechem i-

calfreeze-outobtained by a hadron-gasm odel�tto produced

particleratiosatdi�erentenergies.Resultsareshown forthe

grand-canonical(G CE),canonical(CE)and m icro-canonical

ensem ble (M CE).The plotistaken from Ref.[16].

V . M O D EL C O M PA R ISO N

A . H adron-resonance gas m odel

In a hadron-resonancegasm odelan equilibrium state

ofhadrons and hadronic resonances is assum ed. Three

di�erentstatisticalensem blesareconsidered,nam ely the

grand-canonical,the canonicaland the m icro-canonical

ensem ble, which di�er by the conservation laws which

aretaken into account.In the grand-canonicalensem ble

conservation laws are not obeyed on an event-by-event

basis,whereasin thecanonicalensem blethetotalbaryon

num ber,strangenessand electricalchargehavetobecon-

served in eachevent.In them icro-canonicalensem blethe

totalenergy and m om entum areconserved in addition.

In [16]the uctuations ofparticle m ultiplicity in full

phase-spacewerecalculated forthesethreedi�erentsta-

tisticalensem blesin thein�nitevolum elim it.Theenergy

dependence ofm ultiplicity uctuationsisintroduced via

thechem icalfreeze-outparam etersT (tem perature)and

�B (baryo-chem icalpotential),which have been deter-

m ined by hadron-resonancegasm odel�tsatallenergies

to the m ean particle m ultiplicities. Q uantum statistics

and resonancedecaysare included in the m odelcalcula-

tions.Thescaled variance! ofthem ultiplicity distribu-

tion ofnegatively charged hadronsisshown in Fig.20 as

a function ofcollision energy.

Theresultsfor! in them icro-canonical,canonicaland

grand canonicalensem ble are very di�erentathigh col-

lision energies.Thewellknown equivalenceofstatistical

ensem blesin the largevolum e lim itonly holdsform ean

values,notform ultiplicity uctuations.

The value of! is the largest in the grand-canonical

ensem ble. In the m icro-canonical ensem ble it is the

sm allest, the canonical ensem ble lies in between. In

the canonical and m icro-canonical ensem ble for posi-

tively and negatively charged particles separately nar-

rowerthan Poisson (! < 1)m ultiplicity uctuationsare

expected. The di�erence between the grand-canonical,

canonicaland m icro-canonicalensem bleshow theim por-

tanceofapropertreatm entofconservation lawsform od-

elling m ultiplicity uctuations.

In orderto com pare the hadron resonance gasm odel

predictionswith experim entaldata,! calculated in full

phase space is extrapolated to the experim entalaccep-

tance using Eq.3. Although quantum e�ects and reso-

nancedecaysintroducecorrelationsin m om entum space,

Eq.3istheonlypresentlyknown waytocom parethepre-

dictionsofthegrand-canonicaland canonicalensem bleto

the experim entaldata. For the m icro-canonicalensem -

ble the energy and m om entum conservation introduces

stronger correlations in m om entum space [32]. There-

fore Eq.3 cannot serve as a reasonable approxim ation.

Resonance decays introduce only a weak correlation in

m om entum space for positively and negatively charged

hadrons,because only a sm allnum berofresonancesde-

cay into two particles with the sam e charge. In con-

trasta largenum berofresonancesdecay into two oppo-

sitely charged hadrons,thereforeEq.3 isnotvalid forall

charged hadrons.

Atforward rapidity (1 < y(�)< ybeam ;Figs. 21 and

22,bottom ),the uctuationsare overpredicted by both

thecanonicaland thegrand canonicalm odels.However,

thecanonicalm odeliscloserto data.A m icro-canonical

ensem blepredictssm alleructuationsthan thecanonical

m odel,but a quantitative com parison with data is not

possibleyet,becausecorrelationsin m om entum spacedo

notallow to extrapolateto the experim entalacceptance

using Eq.3.

Atm idrapidity ! ofthe data (squaresin Figs.21 and

22,top)ishigherthan in theforward region.In contrast

to the experim entaldata the uctuationsin the num ber

oftargetparticipantsarenotincluded in thehadron-gas

m odel.From com parison ofUrQ M D sim ulationsforb=

0 collisionsand collisionsselected according to theirveto

energy it can be estim ated that the target participant

uctuations increase ! by up to 9% in the m idrapidity

region.

Theshapeofthem easured m ultiplicity distribution is

com pared to the hadron-resonancegasm odelprediction

fornegatively charged hadronsat158A G eV in the for-

ward acceptance in Fig.23 (top). For this com parison

them ultiplicity distributionsforthedata and them odel

predictionsaredivided by Poisson distributionswith the

sam e m ean m ultiplicities. The hadron-resonance gas

m odelpredictsaG aussian-likeshaped m ultiplicity distri-

bution in fullphasespace[44].Sincethism odelgivesno

prediction aboutthe m ean m ultiplicity,itistaken from

data. In orderto calculate the m ultiplicity distribution
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FIG .21:(Coloronline)Scaled variance ! ofthe m ultiplicity

distribution ofpositively charged hadronsproduced in central

Pb+ Pb collisions as a function ofcollision energy in m idra-

pidity (top) and forward (bottom ) acceptance com pared to

predictionsofa grand canonicaland canonicalensem ble [16].

in the lim ited experim entalacceptance the distribution

in the full phase space is folded with a Binom ialdis-

tribution accepting the sam e fraction p oftracksasthe

experim entalacceptance:

B N (n)=
N !

(N � n)!n!
p
n(1� p)N � n

; (9)

where N is the m ultiplicity in the fullphase space and

n the m ultiplicity in the experim entalacceptance. The

m ultiplicity distribution in the experim entalacceptance

isgiven by

Pacc(n)=
X

N

P4�(N )B N (n): (10)

Note thatthisprocedureassum esthatthere areno cor-

relationsin m om entum space.

Theratio forthe grand-canonicalensem blehasa con-

caveshape,i.e.them ultiplicitydistribution iswiderthan

a Poisson distribution. For the canonicalensem ble the

shape is convex, showing that the distribution is nar-
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FIG .22:(Coloronline)Scaled variance ! ofthe m ultiplicity

distribution ofnegatively charged hadronsproduced in central

Pb+ Pb collisions as a function ofcollision energy in m idra-

pidity (top) and forward (bottom ) acceptance com pared to

predictionsofa grand canonicaland canonicalensem ble[16].

rower.Theshapefortheexperim entaldata ism orecon-

vex,dem onstrating that the m easured m ultiplicity dis-

tribution iseven narrowerthan the canonicalone.

In thecanonicaland grand canonicalensem blesofthe

hadron-resonancegasm odelno m echanism sare present

which would introduce a strong dependence of m ulti-

plicity uctuationson rapidity ortransversem om entum ,

which isobserved in the data and in UrQ M D (Figs.16-

19). In a three-pion gas statistical m odel using the

m icro-canonicalensem blean increaseofuctuationsnear

m idrapidity and forlow pT wasobserved [32]asan e�ect

ofenergy and m om entum conservation.

B . String-hadronic m odels

In this section the experim ental data on m ul-

tiplicity uctuations are com pared to the outcom e

of string-hadronic m odel calculations, nam ely of the

Ultra-relativistic Q uantum M olecular Dynam ics m odel

(UrQ M D v1.3)[28,45]and theHadron-StringDynam ics
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FIG .23: (Color online) Ratio ofm ultiplicity distribution of

experim entaldata (top)and UrQ M D sim ulation (bottom )to

a Poisson distribution with the sam e m ean value for nega-

tively charged hadrons in Pb+ Pb collisions at 158A G eV in

the forward acceptance. O nly points with statisticalerrors

sm aller than 20% are shown. Hadron gas m odelpredictions

in thegrand-canonicaland canonicalensem blewith thesam e

m ean m ultiplicity and fraction ofaccepted tracks are shown

by lines.

m odel(HSD)[46].

The UrQ M D m icroscopictransportapproach isbased

on the propagation ofconstituentquarksand di-quarks

accom panied by m esonic and baryonic degrees offree-

dom . It sim ulates m ultiple interactions ofin-going and

newly produced particles, the excitation and fragm en-

tation ofcolourstringsand the form ation and decay of

hadronicresonances.Towardshigherenergies,thetreat-

m entofsub-hadronicdegreesoffreedom isofm ajorim -

portance. A phase transition to a quark-gluon state is

notincorporated explicitly into the m odeldynam ics.

Thescaled variance! ofthem ultiplicitydistribution of

negatively charged hadronsforallinelasticp+ p and p+ n

interactionsaswellas central(b = 0)Pb+ Pb collisions

predicted by the UrQ M D m odel[17]isshown in Fig.24

in dependence ofthecollision energy.

Thescaled varianceofm ultiplicity uctuationsissim i-

larin nucleon-nucleon interactionsand centralheavy ion

 (GeV)NNs
1 10 210

)-
(h

ω

0

1

2

3

4

5
Pb+Pb, b=0
p+p
p+n

GCE
CE
MCE

FIG .24: (Coloronline)UrQ M D resultsofscaled variance !

ofnegatively charged hadrons in fullphase space in inelas-

tic p+ p,p+ n interactions and centralPb+ Pb collisions as

a function ofcollision energy com pared to hadron resonance

gas m odelpredictions [16]for Pb+ Pb collisions. The plotis

taken from Ref.[17]

collisions. Thus with respect to the scaled variance of

m ultiplicity distributions UrQ M D behaveslike a super-

position m odel.The energy dependence of! isdi�erent

from the predictionsofthehadron resonancegasm odel.

! in UrQ M D shows a strong increase with collision en-

ergy in accordanceto the experim entalp+ p data,while

the hadron resonance gasm odelhasa m uch weakeren-

ergy dependence.

In orderto com pare the UrQ M D m odelto the exper-

im entaldata,both the acceptanceand the centrality se-

lection ofthe NA49 experim ent have to be taken into

account.Thepredictionsofthem odel,published in [17],

arecom pared to the experim entaldata in Figs.12-14.

Two di�erent centrality selections (see section IIIB)

are used in the m odel: �rst,collisionswith zero im pact

param eter(open circles),second the1% m ostcentralcol-

lisionsselected in thesam ewayasdonein theexperim en-

taldata using a sim ulation oftheacceptanceoftheveto

calorim eter(fulldots).

TheUrQ M D m odelwith collisionsselected bytheiren-

ergy in theveto calorim eterism ostly in agreem entwith

data forallenergies,acceptancesand charges. UrQ M D

sim ulation ofevents with zero im pact param eter (b =

0) gives sim ilar results in the forward rapidity region,

whereas! issm allerin the m idrapidity and the fullex-

perim entalregions,probably due to target participant

uctuations,which are stillpresent for events selected

by theirforward going energy,butnotforcollisionswith

a zero im pactparam eter.

The deviation ofthe m ultiplicity distribution from a

Poisson distribution is sim ilar in the m odeland in the

data (see Fig.23),butthe m ean m ultiplicity isoverpre-

dicted in the UrQ M D m odelfor allrapidity intervals,

chargesand energiesby about20% .However,thescaled
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varianceofthem ultiplicity distribution isindependentof

m ean m ultiplicity forsuperposition m odels.Sinceitwas

shown thatUrQ M D behaveslike a superposition m odel

for!,itisjusti�ed to com pare ! fordata and UrQ M D

even though them ean m ultiplicitiesaredi�erent.W ithin

thisfram eworkonem ightspeculatethattheparticlepro-

duction sourcesin UrQ M D areproperly m odeled butthe

num berofsourcesisoverestim ated in centralPb+ Pb col-

lisions.

In the experim entaldata an increase ofuctuations

isobserved when approaching m idrapidity (Figs.16-18).

TheUrQ M D m odelreproducesthisbehaviorwhen asim -

ilarcentrality selection isused asin the data.

Forthedataan increaseof! ism easured with decreas-

ing transverse m om entum atforward rapidity (Fig.19).

In theUrQ M D m odelasim ilartrend isobserved,but! is

underpredicted atlow transverse m om enta. Thism ight

berelated to e�ectslikeCoulom b and Bose-Einstein cor-

relations,which arenotim plem ented in the m odel.

TheHSD transportapproach,followingasim ilarstrat-

egy as the UrQ M D m odel,yields sim ilar results for !.

The energy dependence forcentral(b= 0)Pb+ Pb colli-

sionsobtained by the HSD m odelare presented in [30].

These predictions were com pared to prelim inary NA49

resultson m ultiplicity uctuationsin [42]and werefound

to agree in the forward acceptance. Unfortunately HSD

calculationsforthe largeracceptance used in thispaper

arenotavailableyet.

C . O nset ofD econ�nem ent

In heavy ion collisions initial uctuations in the

stopped energy E are expected to cause uctuations in

the entropy S [12]. The energy dependences ofvarious

hadron production properties,like the kaon to pion ra-

tio,the inverse slope param eter ofkaons and the pion

m ultiplicity [10, 47]show anom alies at low SPS ener-

gieswhich m ay be attributed to the onsetofdecon�ne-

m ent[11].In [12]itispredicted thatthisshould lead to

a non-m onotonicbehaviouroftheratio ofuctuationsof

entropy to stopped energy

R e =
(�S)2=S2

(�E )2=E 2
: (11)

At interm ediate SPS energies,where a m ixed phase of

hadron gas and Q G P is assum ed, a "shark-�n" struc-

ture with a m axim um near80A G eV ispredicted.R e is

approxim ately 0:6 both in the hadron and quark gluon

plasm a phase,in the m ixed phaseitcan reach valuesup

to 0:8.

In [16]these relativeuctuationsarerelated to m ulti-

plicityuctuationsundertheassum ption ofaproportion-

alityofentropytoproduced particlem ultiplicity,nam ely:

!�E �
(�E )2

E 2
� hni� Re: (12)

The uctuations oftherm alized energy are obtained by

UrQ M D and HSD sim ulations and are found to be

�E =E < 0:03.

Using this result one can estim ate the additional

m ultiplicity uctuations of negatively charged hadrons

caused by the uctuations oftherm alized energy to be

!�E(h
� )� 0:02 forthe pure hadron gasorquark gluon

plasm a phase. In the m ixed phase the expectation for

!�E(h
� )am ountsto � 0:03 at80A G eV.The predicted

increaseof! by 0:01duethem ixed phaseissm allerthan

thesystem aticerroron them easurem entof!.Therefore

the data can neithersupportnordisprove the existence

ofa m ixed phaseatSPS energies.

D . First O rder P hase Transition

Itissuggested in [29]thatdropletsofhadronicm atter

should be form ed in m atterwhen thesystem crossesthe

�rstorderphasetransition lineduring cool-down.These

dropletsareexpected toproducem ultiplicityuctuations

10-100 tim eslargerthan the Poisson expectation in the

fullphase space. No predictionsofthe increase of! for

the lim ited experim entalacceptance are available, but

naively it can be expected to be of the order of 1-10

(according to Eq.3).

In ouracceptancean excessofm ultiplicity uctuations

with respectto theUrQ M D baseline,which doesnotin-

clude an explicitphase transition,oflargerthan 0:1 can

be excluded (see Fig.25).

E. C riticalPoint

It is expected that the hadron gas and quark gluon

plasm aregionsin thephasediagram ofstrongly interact-

ing m atterareseparated by a �rstorderphasetransition

lineathigh baryo-chem icalpotentialsand m oderatetem -

peratures.A crossoverbetween both phasesispredicted

forhigh tem peraturesand low baryo-chem icalpotentials.

Then the �rst order phase transition line willend in a

criticalpoint.

Ifthe freeze-out ofm atter happens near the critical

point,largeuctuations,forinstancein m ultiplicity and

transverse m om entum ,are expected. In [13]it is esti-

m ated thatthescaled varianceofthedistribution oftotal

m ultiplicity ofsinglecharged hadronsshould increaseby

about 1 near the criticalpoint. However,this estim ate

hasalargeand di�culttoestim atesystem aticerror.The

lim ited acceptanceshould reducethecriticalpointsignal

by a factor ofabout 2. Consequnetly,the expected in-

creaseofthescaled variancein thevicinity ofthecritical

pointisabout0:5.

These criticaluctuationsare expected to be located

m ainly atlow transversem om enta [13].Thescaled vari-

anceasafunction ofthebaryo-chem icalpotentialiscom -

pared in Fig.25 to theUrQ M D baseline.Astheincrease

ofuctuations due to the freeze-out in the vicinity of
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FIG .25:(Coloronline)Top:Scaled variance ! ofthe m ulti-

plicity distribution ofnegatively charged hadronsatforward

rapiditiesproduced in centralPb+ Pb collisionsasa function

ofthe baryo-chem icalpotential�B [48].In addition a sketch

oftheexpected increase of! dueto thecriticalpoint[13,49]

is shown. The UrQ M D results are given for a centrality se-

lection sim ilarto the experim entaldata.Bottom :Ratio of!

in data and UrQ M D asa function of�B .

the criticalpointisexpected to be restricted to a range

in the baryo-chem icalpotentialwhich is com parable to

thedi�erencein baryo-chem icalpotentialsofthedi�erent

collision energies[50],the signature ofthe criticalpoint

isexpected to increase! atonecollision energy only.A

sketch ofthe expected increase of! due to the critical

point [13]is shown in Fig.25. No signi�cant increase

of! which m ay be attributed to the criticalpointisob-

served in thedata.Thescaled varianceforlow transverse

m om entum particles(seeFig.15)doesnotshow asigni�-

cantnon-m onotonicstructureorexcessovertheUrQ M D

baselineeither.

V I. SU M M A R Y

The energy dependence ofm ultiplicity uctuationsin

centralPb+ Pb collisions at 20A, 30A, 40A, 80A and

158A G eV wasstudied forpositively,negatively and all

charged hadrons. The totalselected experim entalac-

ceptance (0 < y(�) < ybeam ) is divided into a m idra-

pidity (0 < y(�) < 1) and a forward rapidity region

(1 < y(�) < ybeam ). At forward rapidity a suppres-

sion ofuctuationscom pared to a Poisson distribution is

observed for positively and negatively charged hadrons.

At m idrapidity and for allcharged hadrons the uctu-

ationsare higher. Furtherm ore the rapidity dependence

atallenergiesand thetransversem om entum dependence

at 158A G eV were studied. The scaled variance ofthe

m ultiplicity distribution increasesfordecreasingrapidity

and transversem om entum .

Thestring-hadronicm odelUrQ M D signi�cantly over-

predicts the m ean m ultiplicities,but approxim ately re-

producesthescaled varianceofthem ultiplicity distribu-

tions.

M ultiplicity uctuations predicted by the grand-

canonicaland canonicalform ulationsofthehadron reso-

nance gasm odel[16]overpredictuctuationsin the for-

ward acceptance. The m icro-canonicalform ulation pre-

dictssm alleructuationsand can qualitativelyreproduce

the increase ofuctuationsforlow rapiditiesand trans-

verse m om enta. Howeverno quantitative calculation is

availableyetforthe lim ited experim entalacceptance.

AtRHIC and LHC energiesthedi�erencein ! forthe

string-hadronic and the hadron-gas m odels in the full

phase space is m uch larger than for SPS energies and

experim entaldata should beableto distinguish between

them rathereasily.

Narrower than Poissonian (! < 1) m ultiplicity uc-

tuations are m easured in the forward kinem atic region

(1 < y(�)< ybeam ).They can be related to the reduced

uctuationspredicted forrelativisticgaseswith im posed

conservation laws. This generalfeature of relativistic

gases m ay be preserved also for som e non-equilibrium

system sasm odeled by the string-hadronicapproaches.

The predicted m axim um in uctuationsdue to a �rst

order phase transition from hadron resonance gas to

Q G P [12]issm allerthan the experim entalerrorsofthe

presentm easurem entsand can therefore neitherbe con-

�rm ed nordisproved.

No sign of increased uctuations as expected for a

freeze-outnear the criticalpoint ofstrongly interacting

m atter was observed. The future NA61 program [51]

willstudy both the energy and system size dependence

ofuctuationswith im proved sensitivity in a system atic

search forthe criticalpoint.

A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N S

1. A cceptance D ependence of!

Provided the particlesare produced independently in

m om entum spaceand theform ofthem om entum distri-

bution isindependentofm ultiplicity,thescaled variance
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in a lim ited acceptance isrelated to the scaled variance

in fullphase-space("4�")by an analyticform ula.

Underthese assum ptions,having an experim entalac-

ceptance registering the fraction p ofthe totalnum ber

oftracksN isequivalentto rolla dice foreach particle

in the fullphase space and to acceptitwith a probabil-

ity ofp.Thereforethe probability to m easure a num ber

ofparticles n in a �xed acceptance follows a Binom ial

distribution:

B (njN )=
N !

n!(N � n)!
p
n(1� p)N � n

: (A1)

Fora num berofparticlesvarying in thefullphasespace

according to P4�(N ),the probability to m easurea num -

berofparticlesn in the lim ited acceptanceis:

PA (n)=
X

N

B (njN )P4�(N ): (A2)

From Eqs.A1,A2 follow thatthe m ean num berofparti-

clesin the acceptanceis:

< n > = p< N > ; (A3)

and the variance ofthe num bern ofparticlesin the ac-

ceptanceisgiven by:

V ar(n)= < V ar(njN )> + V ar(< njN > )

= < V ar(njN )> + V ar(pN )

= < N > p(1� p)+ p
2
V ar(N ):

(A4)

Finally,thescaled variancein thelim ited acceptance!acc
isrelated to the scaled variance in the fullphase space,

!4�,as:

!acc = p(!4� � 1)+ 1: (A5)

The acceptance dependence given by Eq.A5 is not

valid when e�ectslikeresonancedecays,quantum statis-

ticsand energy-m om entum conservation introduce cor-

relationsin m om entum space.

2. Participant Fluctuations

In a superposition m odelthem ultiplicity n isthesum

ofthe num ber ofparticles produced by k particle pro-

duction sources:

n =

k
X

i= 1

n
so
i ; (A6)

wherethe sum m ation index irunsoverthe sources.As-

sum ing statistically identicalsourcesthem ean m ultiplic-

ity is:

hni= hkihn
so
i; (A7)

and the variancereads:

V ar(n)= hkiV ar(nso)+ hn
so
i
2
V ar(k): (A8)

Using these equations the scaled variance ofn can be

expressed as:

! =
hkiV ar(nso)

hkihnsoi
+
hnsoi

2
V ar(k)

hkihnsoi
= !

so + hn
so
i� !k:

(A9)

Forthe case ofa constantnum berofsourcesthe scaled

varianceisindependentofthe num berofsources.
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energy !(h
+

)

(G eV) 0 < y(�)< ybeam 0 < y(�)< 1 1 < y(�)< ybeam

20A 0:88� 0:02� 0:02 0:99� 0:02� 0:02 0:86� 0:02� 0:02

30A 0:85� 0:01� 0:02 0:96� 0:02� 0:02 0:84� 0:01� 0:02

40A 0:89� 0:01� 0:02 1:01� 0:01� 0:02 0:87� 0:01� 0:02

80A 0:93� 0:03� 0:02 1:04� 0:03� 0:03 0:89� 0:03� 0:02

158A 0:89� 0:02� 0:02 1:00� 0:02� 0:02 0:84� 0:02� 0:02

energy !(h
�
)

(G eV) 0 < y(�)< ybeam 0 < y(�)< 1 1 < y(�)< ybeam

20A 0:94� 0:02� 0:02 1:01� 0:02� 0:02 0:93� 0:02� 0:02

30A 0:91� 0:01� 0:02 1:01� 0:02� 0:02 0:91� 0:01� 0:02

40A 0:92� 0:01� 0:02 1:02� 0:01� 0:02 0:91� 0:01� 0:02

80A 0:88� 0:03� 0:02 1:05� 0:03� 0:02 0:86� 0:03� 0:02

158A 0:90� 0:02� 0:02 1:05� 0:02� 0:02 0:83� 0:02� 0:01

energy !(h� )

(G eV) 0 < y(�)< ybeam 0 < y(�)< 1 1 < y(�)< ybeam

20A 1:01� 0:02� 0:04 1:10� 0:02� 0:04 0:94� 0:02� 0:04

30A 1:01� 0:02� 0:04 1:07� 0:02� 0:04 0:94� 0:01� 0:04

40A 1:10� 0:01� 0:04 1:15� 0:01� 0:04 1:01� 0:01� 0:04

80A 1:21� 0:04� 0:05 1:22� 0:04� 0:05 1:07� 0:03� 0:04

158A 1:24� 0:03� 0:05 1:20� 0:02� 0:05 1:09� 0:02� 0:04

TABLE V:Scaled variance ofthe m ultiplicity distribution of

positively (top),negatively and all(bottom )charged hadrons

as a function ofenergy. The �rsterror is the statisticaland

the second errorthe system aticalone.
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FIG .26:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofpos-

itively charged hadronsin fullexperim entalacceptancein the

1% m ost centralPb+ Pb collisions from 20A (top) to 158A

G eV (bottom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distribu-

tionswith the sam e m ean m ultiplicity asin data.Right:the

ratio ofthe m easured m ultiplicity distribution to the corre-

sponding Poisson one.
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FIG .27:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofneg-

atively charged hadronsin fullexperim entalacceptance in in

the1% m ostcentralPb+ Pb collisionsfrom 20A (top)to158A

G eV (bottom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distribu-

tionswith the sam e m ean m ultiplicity asin data.Right:the

ratio ofthe m easured m ultiplicity distribution to the corre-

sponding Poisson one.
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FIG .28:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofall

charged hadrons in fullexperim entalacceptance in the 1%

m ostcentralPb+ Pb collisions from 20A (top)to 158A G eV

(bottom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distributions

with the sam e m ean m ultiplicity asin data.Right:the ratio

ofthem easured m ultiplicity distribution tothecorresponding

Poisson one.
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FIG .29:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofpos-

itively charged hadronsin m idrapidity acceptance in the 1%

m ostcentralPb+ Pb collisions from 20A (top)to 158A G eV

(bottom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distributions

with the sam e m ean m ultiplicity asin data.Right:the ratio

ofthem easured m ultiplicity distribution tothecorresponding

Poisson one.
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FIG .30:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofneg-

atively charged hadronsin m idrapidity acceptance in the 1%

m ostcentralPb+ Pb collisions from 20A (top)to 158A G eV

(bottom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distributions

with the sam e m ean m ultiplicity asin data.Right:the ratio

ofthem easured m ultiplicity distribution tothecorresponding

Poisson one.
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FIG .31:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofall

charged hadrons in m idrapidity acceptance in the 1% m ost

centralPb+ Pb collisions from 20A (top)to 158A G eV (bot-

tom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distributions with

the sam e m ean m ultiplicity as in data. Right: the ratio of

the m easured m ultiplicity distribution to the corresponding

Poisson one.
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FIG .32:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofpos-

itively charged hadronsin forward acceptancein the1% m ost

centralPb+ Pb collisions from 20A (top)to 158A G eV (bot-

tom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distributions with

the sam e m ean m ultiplicity as in data. Right: the ratio of

the m easured m ultiplicity distribution to the corresponding

Poisson one.
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FIG .33:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofneg-

atively charged hadronsin forward acceptancein the1% m ost

centralPb+ Pb collisions from 20A (top)to 158A G eV (bot-

tom ). The dashed lines indicate Poisson distributions with

the sam e m ean m ultiplicity as in data. Right: the ratio of

the m easured m ultiplicity distribution to the corresponding

Poisson one.
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FIG .34:(Coloronline)Left:m ultiplicity distributionsofall

charged hadrons in forward acceptance in the 1% m ost cen-

tralPb+ Pb collisionsfrom 20A (top)to 158A G eV (bottom ).

Thedashed linesindicatePoisson distributionswith thesam e

m ean m ultiplicity asin data.Right:theratioofthem easured

m ultiplicity distribution to the corresponding Poisson one.


