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Results on �, ��,�
�
,and ��

+
production in centralPb+ Pb reactions at 20A,30A,40A,80A,

and 158A G eV are presented.The energy dependenceoftransverse m assspectra,rapidity spectra,

and m ultiplicities is discussed. Com parisons to string hadronic m odels (UrQ M D and HSD ) and

statisticalhadron gas m odels are shown. W hile the latter provide a reasonable description ofall

particle yields,the �rstclassofm odelsfailsto m atch the � � and ��+ m ultiplicities.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Heavy ion reactionsatultra-relativisticenergiesallow

thestudy ofstrongly interacting m atteratextrem etem -

peratures and densities. Itis expected thatunder such

conditionseventually a quark gluon plasm a (Q G P)will

�
deceased

be form ed. In this state ofm atter the norm alcon�ne-

m entofquarksand gluonsin hadronsisrem oved and the

partons can exist as quasi-free particles in an extended

region ofspace-tim e.O neofthe�rstsignaturesproposed

fortheform ation ofa Q G P statewasan enhancem entof

strangeparticleproduction in A+ A with respectto p+ p

collisions [1]. The argum entation relies on the assum p-

tion thatgluon fusion processes,which m ay bedom inant

in a Q G P,produce additionals�s pairs[2]. This in turn

willcause the abundance ofstrange quarksto reach its

chem icalequilibrium value in m uch shorter tim es than

http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.3770v3
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would be possible in a pure hadronic scenario. In fact,

theenhanced production ofstrangeparticleshasbeen ob-

served alreadyquiteearly in high energynucleus{nucleus

collisions[3,4]. Ithasalso been dem onstrated thatthe

enhancem entism ostpronounced forthem ultiplystrange

hyperons� and 
 [5,6,7].

However,system atic studies ofhadron production in

nucleus{nucleus collisions have shown that strangeness

enhancem ent is not only seen at high energies,such as

top SPS and RHIC energies,but it is also observed at

lowerenergies(
p
s
N N

< 5G eV)[8]wherenoQ G P form a-

tion isexpected.Actually,herethe production of� and

� exhibits an even stronger enhancem ent than present

attop SPS orRHIC energies[9,10,11].G enerally,itis

found thattheabundancesofstrangeparticlesin central

A+ A reactions are sim ilar to those expected from sta-

tisticalhadron gas m odels assum ing a grand canonical

ensem ble[12,13].W hiletheenhancem entatlowerener-

gies can to a certain extentalso be explained by trans-

port m odels,at higher energies additionalm echanism s

have to be involved in order to reach chem icalequilib-

rium valuesvia a dynam icalevolution.Ithas,e.g.,been

suggested thatm ulti-pion reaction processescan lead to

an accelerated equilibration ofanti-hyperon production

in nucleus{nucleus collisions [14]. Especially at larger

densities,as presentclose to the Q G P phase boundary,

processeslikethism ightdrivethesystem quitefastto a

chem icalequilibrium state [15]. Stillitisan open ques-

tion whethersuch dynam icalexplanationsareapplicable

as wellat lower energies. O n the other hand, it was

suggested thatparticleproduction via strong interaction

alwaysfollowsthem axim um entropyprincipleand there-

fore hadron abundances are naturally close to the out-

com e ofstatisticalprocesses [16,17,18,19]. The m ea-

surem entofhyperon production in an energyrangebelow

top SPS energy (
p
s
N N

< 17:3 G eV)providesim portant

constraintson both,the statisticaland transportm odel

approach. Recentresultson kaon production in central

nucleus{nucleuscollisions[20]indicateasharp m axim um

oftheratiohK
+
i=h�+ iand asudden changein theenergy

dependenceofthehm ti� m 0 ofpions,kaons,and protons

ata beam energy of30A G eV,wherem t =
p
p2t + m 2

0 is

the transversem ass,m 0 the restm assand pt the trans-

verse m om entum . These anom alies can be interpreted

as a signalfor the onset ofdecon�nem ent [21,22]and

m ight also be visible in the energy dependence of hy-

peron yields.

Thedata discussed hererepresentan extension ofpre-

viously published results[10,11,23]in ordertoprovidea

com pletestudy oftheenergydependenceofhyperon pro-

duction at the CERN-SPS.Som e ofthe data discussed

herehavebeen presented asprelim inarybefore[7,24,25].

However,the data shown in thispublication are the re-

sultofacom pletely new and independentanalysis,which

treatsalldatasetsin a consistentm anner.In particular,

theresultsfor� and �� includea correction forthefeed-

down from weak decays,which was not applied in the

previouspublication [10].

TABLE I:Sum m ary ofthe analyzed datasets. The central-

ity fraction correspondsto the m ostcentralpartofthe total

inelastic cross section. The G lauber m odelwas used to de-

term ine the averaged num berofwounded nucleonsperevent

hN w i.

E beam
p
s
N N

ycm Cent. hN w i Year Statistics

(A G eV) (G eV) (% )

20 6.3 1.88 7 349 2002 350k

30 7.6 2.08 7 349 2002 420k

40 8.7 2.22 7 349 1999 380k(�)/580k(�)

80 12.3 2.56 7 349 2000 300k

158 17.3 2.91 10 335 2000 1.2M

II. D A TA A N A LY SIS

A . Experim entalsetup and data sets

The data were taken with the NA49 large acceptance

hadron spectrom eter atthe CERN SPS.A detailed de-

scription ofthe apparatus can be found in [26]. W ith

thisdetector,tracking isperform ed by fourlarge-volum e

Tim e Projection Cham bers (TPCs) in a wide range of

phase space. Two ofthese are positioned inside two su-

perconducting dipolem agnets.In orderto assurea sim i-

lardetectoracceptanceforalldatasets,them agnetic�eld

waschosen proportionalto thebeam energy.A m easure-

m entofthe speci�c energy lossdE =dx in the TPC gas

with a typicalresolution of4% provides particle iden-

ti�cation at forward rapidities. Tim e-of-
ightdetectors

im provethe particle identi�cation atm id-rapidity.Cen-

tralPb+ Pb reactionswereselected byim posingan upper

threshold on the energy m easured in the projectile frag-

m entation region.Forthism easurem enttheZeroDegree

Calorim eter(ZDC) wasused which is positioned down-

stream ofthe TPCs. A collim ator in front ofthe ZDC

assures that the acceptance ofthe calorim eter m atches

the phase space ofthe projectile fragm entsand specta-

tornucleons.

W epresentin thispaperan analysisofcentralPb+ Pb

events taken at beam energies of20A,30A,40A,80A,

and 158A G eV in the years between 1999 { 2002. The

properties of the di�erent datasets are sum m arized in

Table I.The 158A G eV datasethasan online centrality

trigger on the 23.5% m ost centralevents,ofwhich the

10% m ostcentralwereselected o�ine.

B . � (��) and �
�
(��

+
) reconstruction

� and �� hyperonswere found by reconstructing their

charged decays�! � � + p and ��! � + + �p (branching

ratio 63.9 % [27]).In a �rststep pairswereform ed ofall

positively charged particles with allnegatively charged

ones.Theirtrackswerereconstructed by a globaltrack-

ing algorithm that connects the track parts registered
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FIG .1: The invariant m ass distributions ofall�, �� (upper

row),�
�
,and ��

+
(lower row) candidates in centralPb+ Pb

collisions at the lowest and highest analyzed beam energies.

The fullcurves represent a �t to signaland background as

described in thetext,whilethedashed curvesshow theback-

ground contribution only. The gray verticallinesdenote the

PD G m asses[27].

in the di�erent TPCs. O nly tracks with m ore than 10

reconstructed pointswere accepted. By requiring a dis-

tanceofclosestapproach (DCA)between theirtrajecto-

ries ofless than 0.5 cm anywhere between the position

ofthe �rst m easured points on the tracks and the tar-

get plane,V
0
candidates were identi�ed. A set ofad-

ditionalcuts was im posed in order to reduce the com -

binatorialbackground due to uncorrelated pairs. Iden-

ti�cation of(anti-)protons via their speci�c energy loss

(dE =dx) in the TPCs reduces the contribution ofpairs

with a wrong m ass assignm ent. The m easured dE =dx

was required to be within 3.5 standard deviations from

thepredicted Bethe-Bloch value.A � (��)candidatewas

accepted ifthe reconstructed position ofits decay ver-

tex is at least 30 cm downstream from the target and

outside the sensitive volum e ofthe TPCs,to avoid inef-

�cienciesresulting from an insu�cientseparation ofthe

clustersofthe two tracks.The trajectoriesofthe � (��)

candidates were extrapolated back to the target plane

to determ ine their im pact param eters bx (in the m ag-

netic bending plane) and by relative to the interaction

point. Non-vertex candidates were rejected by requir-

ing jbxj < 0:5 cm and jbyj < 0:25 cm . A further re-

duction ofthe com binatorialbackground was achieved

by placing a requirem ent on the angle �� between the


ightdirection ofthe m otherparticle and ofitspositive

daughter,determ ined in thecenter-of-m asssystem ofthe

� (��) candidate: � 0:95 < cos�� < 0:75. Figure 1,up-

perrow,showsasexam plesthe resulting invariantm ass
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FIG .2: The totalreconstruction e�ciency of� ( ��) (upper

row) and �
�
(��

+
) (lower row) as a function ofpt (left pan-

els),and as a function ofrapidity (right panels) for central

Pb+ Pb at158A G eV. The sym bolsdenote the e�ciency for

the standard analysis procedure (STD ).In addition,the �

(�� ) e�ciencies for two other selection criteria are shown

(dashed:CUT-A,dotted:CUT-B,see text).

spectra at 20A and 158A G eV for � and ��. The posi-

tion ofthepeaksin them inv distribution agreeswith the

nom inal� m ass determ ined by the particle data group

[27].From a �twith a G aussian typicalm assresolutions

of�m � 2 M eV=c2 are determ ined,which depend only

slightly on phasespaceand beam energy.G enerally,the

signalto background ratio (S=B )isworsefor �� than for

�,dueto theloweryield ofreal ��.W hileS=B decreases

with energy for �,it is constant for ��. However,the

shapeofthecom binatorialbackground dependson beam

energy in both cases.

�� (��+ )candidateswereidenti�ed viathedecaychan-

nel�� ! �+ � � (��+ ! ��+ � + )which hasa branching

ratio of 99.9 % [27]. To reconstruct the �� (��+ ), �

(��) candidates were selected in an invariant m ass win-

dow of 1.101 { 1.131 G eV=c2 and com bined with all

m easured negatively (positively)charged particlesin the

event. The � (��) candidates were required to pass the

sam e cutsasdescribed above,with the exception ofthe

cutson bx/y and cos�
�,which werenotapplied here.The

reconstructed �� (��+ )candidatesshould pointback to

the interaction vertex,while the pions from � (��) and

the �� (��+ ) decay willon average have a larger im -

pactparam eter. To rejectnon-vertex candidates,upper

lim its ofjbxj< 0:5 cm and jbyj< 0:25 cm were there-

fore im posed on the �� (��+ ) candidates. Pions com -

ing from the prim ary interaction pointwererem oved by

a cut of jbyj > 1:0 cm for the negatively (positively)

charged tracks associated to the �� (��+ ) decay ver-
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tex and jbyj > 0:5 cm for the negatively (positively)

charged daughter tracks ofthe � (��) candidates. An

additionalim provem entofthe signalto background ra-

tio was achieved by requiring that the � decay vertex

and the pion track were m easured on the sam e side of

the TPCs relative to the beam pipe. The lowestbeam

energy where a signi�cant ��+ signalcould be extracted

is30A G eV,while �� could be analyzed atallavailable

energies. Figure 1,lowerrow,showsthe invariantm ass

distributions for �� and ��+ candidates after allselec-

tion criteria atthelowestand highestavailableenergies,

respectively. Sim ilarly as in the case ofthe � (��) an

excellentagreem entofthe peak positionswith the PDG

m asses[27]isobserved. The typicalm assresolution,as

obtained from a �twith a G aussian is�m � 4 M eV=c2.

The dependence ofthe shapeofthe com binatorialback-

ground on the beam energy is less pronounced than in

the caseof� (��).

The invariant m ass spectra were �tted to the sum

of a polynom ialand a signaldistribution, determ ined

from thesim ulation proceduredescribed below.Theraw

yields of�, ��,� � ,and ��+ are obtained by subtract-

ing the �tted background and integrating the rem aining

signaldistributions in a m ass window of� 11 M eV=c2

(� 10 M eV=c2)around the nom inal� (�)m ass.

C . C orrection for acceptance and reconstruction

ine� ciency

Detailed sim ulations were m ade to correct the yields

forgeom etricalacceptance and lossesin the reconstruc-

tion.Forthispurpose,sam plesof�and�weregenerated

in thefullphasespaceaccessibleto theexperim entwith

m t spectra according to:

1

m t

dN

dm tdy
/ exp

�

�
m t

T

�

: (1)

and G aussian shaped distributions in rapidity y. The

G eant3.21 package[28]wasused to track the generated

particlesand theirdecay productsthrough theNA49 de-

tector. Dedicated NA49 software was used to sim ulate

the TPC response taking into accountallknown detec-

tor e�ects. The sim ulated signals were added to those

ofrealeventson theraw data leveland subjected to the

sam ereconstruction procedureastheexperim entaldata.

The acceptancesand e�ciencieswere calculated in bins

ofpt (m t� m 0)and y asthefraction ofthegenerated �

(�)which traverse the detector,survive the reconstruc-

tion and passtheanalysiscuts.O fallproduced hyperons

� 50% (40% )ofthe�(�)appearin theacceptanceofthe

detector,i.e.alldecay particlesareseen in the sensitive

detectorvolum e.The reconstruction algorithm together

with the cutsto suppressthe com binatorialbackground

reducethisfraction furtherto � 6% (4% )at158A G eV.

In addition,ine�cienciesdueto thehigh track m ultiplic-

ity cause a further reduction. At 158A G eV this e�ect

ism ostpronounced and reducestheintegrated e�ciency
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FIG .3: The feed-down contribution to � (��) around m id-

rapidity as a function of pt (left panel), and as a function

of rapidity (right panel) for central Pb+ Pb at 158A G eV.

The sym bolsdenote the feed-down forthe standard analysis

procedure (STD ).In addition, the feed-down to � for two

other selection criteria are shown (dashed: CUT-A,dotted:

CUT-B,see text).

to � 2% (1% )for� (�).Atlowerenergiesthe in
uence

ofthe occupancy isweakerand thusthe totale�ciency

increasesto � 4% (2% )at20A G eV. The upperrow of

Fig.2 showsthetotalreconstruction e�ciency which in-

cludesacceptanceand allreconstruction ine�cienciesfor

� and �� atthehighestbeam energy,wherethee�ectsof

thehigh track density arelargest.Alsoincluded in Fig.2

are e�cienciesthathave been calculated fortwo analy-

sisstrategiesdi�erentfrom thedefaultversion described

above. The �rst one (CUT-A,shown as dashed lines)

em ploys a set of selection criteria that depend on the

sub-detectorin which aV
0
wasm easured and which were

optim ized foralargesignal-to-backgroundratio[23].The

second strategy (CUT-B,shown asdotted lines)usesthe

sam e cuts as described above,but in addition only ac-

ceptstrackswhich lie outside the high track density re-

gion (i.e. 4 cm above or below the m iddle plane ofthe

TPCs).Thiscriterion allowsto m inim ize the lossesdue

to thehigh occupancy attheexpenseofa m uch reduced

acceptancein particularatlow pt.Itwasused in a pre-

vious analysis ofthe � (��) at 158A G eV published in

[10]. Both approachesdrastically reduce the num ber of

reconstructed � (�). Therefore,they were not used as

the standard procedure in this analysis,but can serve

asa crosscheck thathelpsto estim atesystem aticerrors

(seesection IIE).

D . C orrection offeed-dow n to � (��)

The m easured yield of� and �� contains,in addition

tothedirectly produced particles,contributionsfrom the

decay of heavier hyperons. The � (��) resulting from

electrom agnetic decays of�0 (��0) cannot be separated

from thedirectlyproduced ones.Thustheherepresented

yieldsalwaysrepresentthesum �+ � 0 (��+ ��0).Thecon-

tribution to � (��)from weak decays,however,depends

on the chosen analysiscuts,since these decay products

originatefrom decayverticeswith asizabledistancefrom
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TABLE II: Sum m ary of the system atic errors on the

dN =dy values.

Background E�ciency p t Extra- Feed-down Q uadratic

subtraction correction polation correction sum

� 3% 10% | 1% 10.5%

�� 3% 10% | 7% 12.5%

�
�

3% 10% 3% | 11%

��
+

3% 10% 3% | 11%

the m ain interaction point. Since the NA49 acceptance

for� (��)favoursthosethatdecay atlargedistances,the

contribution offeed down �(��)can bequitesubstantial.

Therefore,we have calculated a correction for the feed-

down from �� + �0 (��+ + ��0) decaysto the m easured

� (��)sam plewith thesam esim ulation procedureasde-

scribed aboveforthee�ciency correction.In thiscasea

sam pleof�� and �0 (��+ and ��0)wasgenerated asinput

to theNA49 sim ulation chain.Thefeed-down correction

was then calculated in bins ofpt (m t � m 0) and y as

thefraction ofreconstructed � (��)which originatefrom

�� + �0 (��+ + ��0) decays and pass the sam e analysis

cuts.The inputdistributionsand yieldsofthe �� (��+ )

are the ones m easured by NA49 and presented in this

publication. For the �0 (��0),which are not m easured,

the sam ephasespacedistributionswereassum ed.Their

yieldsarecalculated from theonesof�� (��+ )which are

scaled by the�0/�� (��0/��+ )ratiostaken from a statis-

ticalm odel�t [29]. Figure 3 shows as an exam ple the

calculated feed-down contribution to � (��)asa function

ofpt and rapidity.Thefeed-down islargestatlow pt and

m id-rapidity and largerfor �� (20 { 30 % at158A G eV)

than for � (5 { 15 % at 158A G eV). W hile for �� no

signi�cantdependenceofthefeed-down on thebeam en-

ergyisobserved,thefeed-down to�reducesto3{8% at

20A G eV.Also included in Fig.3 arethefeed-down con-

tributionsto � forthetwo alternativeanalysisstrategies

described in the previoussection (dashed line: CUT-A,

dotted line:CUT-B).Since the fraction of� seen in the

reconstructed � sam pledependson theselected analysis

cuts,the feed-down contribution hasto be evaluated for

each approach separately.

E. System atic errors

Thereareseveralcontributionsto thesystem aticerror

which are sum m arized in Table II. O ne ofthem results

from uncertaintiesin the determ ination ofthe com bina-

torialbackground.Thisuncertainty can beestim ated by

varyingthedegreeofthepolynom ialused to�ttheback-

ground and the invariantm assrange in which the �tis

perform ed. It is found that this system atic erroris 3%

for� and �.

Anothercontribution arisesfrom im perfectionsin the

description of the detector response by the sim ulation
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FIG .4: The di�erences between the fully corrected results

ofthe standard procedure and ofthe two alternative anal-

ysis strategies (see section IIE) for � (upper row) and �
�

(lower row) in centralPb+ Pb at 158A G eV. Shown are the

pt dependence at m id-rapidity (left panels) and the rapid-

ity dependence (right panels). The gray boxes illustrate the

system atic errorestim ate.

procedurewhich resultin system aticuncertaintiesin the

e�ciency calculation. It was veri�ed that alldistribu-

tionsofgeom etricaland kinem aticalparam etersthatare

relevantin thereconstructionprocedure(seesection IIB)

are in agreem entbetween sim ulated and m easured data

[30,31,32]. Stillthere can be rem aining discrepancies

which constitute a source ofsystem atic error. Its m ag-

nitudecan beestim ated by varying theselection criteria

in theanalysisprocedureand checkingtheconsistency of

the �nalresult. Thiswasdone,e.g.,by com paring data

points obtained with the alternative analysis strategies

described in section IIC (CUT-A and CUT-B)to there-

sultsforthestandard analysis(seeFig.4).Shown arethe

di�erences�N = N (STD)� N (CUT-A(B))asafunction

ofpt and rapidity,both for� and � � .Even though the

e�cienciesarelowerby alm osta factor2 in som eregions

ofphase space (see Fig.2) and are subject to di�erent

system atice�ects(e.g.in
uenceofhigh track density or

background)theresultsarein agreem ent.Thedeviations

areconsistentwith asystem aticerrorof� 10% for�and

�� atallbeam energies(seeFig.4).Additionally to the

studies presented in Fig.4,a further investigation was

perform ed in orderto testwhetherthe � reconstruction

issensitiveto the cutapplied to the DCA.Forthispur-

posetheDCA-cutwasrelaxed to1.5cm (default:0.5cm )

and theresultofthisanalysiswascom pared to thestan-

dardprocedure.Itwasfound thatthedeviationsbetween

the two approachesalso agree with the system atic error

estim ategiven in TableII.
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TABLE III:The rapidity densities dN =dy at m id-rapidity (�/ ��: jyj< 0:4,�
�
/��

+
: jyj< 0:5),the totalm ultiplicities hN i,

the RM S-widthsofthe rapidity distributionsR M Sy calculated from the �tsshown in Fig.9,the averaged transverse m asses

hm ti� m 0,and the inverse slope param etersT atthe di�erentbeam energiesE beam .The �rsterrorisstatistical,the second

system atic.

E beam Cent. dN =dy hN i R M Sy hm ti� m 0 T

(A G eV) (% ) (M eV=c2) (M eV)

� 20 7 13.4� 0.1� 1.1 27.1� 0.2� 2.2 0.70� 0.01� 0.06 297� 4� 24 244� 3� 12

30 7 14.7� 0.2� 1.2 36.9� 0.3� 3.3 0.89� 0.02� 0.08 310� 5� 25 249� 2� 13

40 7 14.6� 0.2� 1.2 43.1� 0.4� 4.3 1.11� 0.08� 0.11 327� 5� 27 258� 3� 13

80 7 12.9� 0.2� 1.0 50.1� 0.6� 5.5 1.28� 0.02� 0.14 338� 7� 27 265� 4� 13

158 10 9.5� 0.1� 1.0 44.9� 0.6� 8.0 | 368� 7� 28 301� 4� 15

�� 20 7 0.10� 0.02� 0.01 0.16� 0.02� 0.03 0.62� 0.14� 0.14 407� 72� 47 339� 56� 31

30 7 0.21� 0.02� 0.02 0.39� 0.02� 0.04 0.69� 0.05� 0.08 357� 32� 30 284� 13� 26

40 7 0.33� 0.02� 0.03 0.68� 0.03� 0.07 0.77� 0.05� 0.08 371� 22� 31 301� 10� 27

80 7 0.82� 0.03� 0.08 1.82� 0.06� 0.19 0.83� 0.05� 0.09 363� 19� 30 292� 10� 27

158 10 1.24� 0.03� 0.13 3.07� 0.06� 0.31 1.00� 0.03� 0.09 388� 13� 31 303� 6� 27

�
�

20 7 0.93� 0.13� 0.10 1.50� 0.13� 0.17 0.64� 0.08� 0.07 289� 27� 29 221� 14� 13

30 7 1.17� 0.13� 0.13 2.42� 0.19� 0.29 0.73� 0.14� 0.09 278� 19� 28 233� 11� 14

40 7 1.15� 0.11� 0.13 2.96� 0.20� 0.36 0.94� 0.13� 0.11 285� 17� 29 222� 9� 13

80 7 1.22� 0.14� 0.13 3.80� 0.26� 0.61 0.98� 0.25� 0.16 317� 22� 32 227� 14� 14

158 10 1.44� 0.10� 0.15 4.04� 0.16� 0.57 1.18� 0.18� 0.17 327� 13� 33 277� 9� 17

��
+

20 7 | | | | |

30 7 0.05� 0.01� 0.01 0.12� 0.02� 0.03 0.76� 0.35� 0.17 326� 60� 33 311� 75� 31

40 7 0.07� 0.01� 0.01 0.13� 0.01� 0.02 0.65� 0.13� 0.09 337� 36� 34 277� 32� 28

80 7 0.21� 0.03� 0.02 0.58� 0.06� 0.13 0.87� 0.29� 0.20 298� 38� 30 255� 23� 26

158 10 0.31� 0.03� 0.03 0.66� 0.04� 0.08 0.73� 0.08� 0.09 384� 26� 38 321� 15� 32

In case of� and �� also the uncertaintiesin the feed-

down contribution have to be taken into account. Here,

the errorsofthe m easurem ents ofspectra and yields of

�� and ��+ translate into a system atic errorcaused by

thefeed-down correction.For� thiserrorissm all(1% ),

since the correction itselfisnottoo substantialand the

�� m easurem ent is relatively accurate. In case of ��,

however,thelargerfeed-down contribution and thelarger

errorsofthe ��+ data also result in a larger system atic

errorof7% .

In therangeoftheerrorsthedatapresented hereagree

wellwith thepreviouslypublished resultswhereavailable

[10,23].Thedi�erencescom pared to the� and �� yields

given in [10]aredueto thefeed-down contribution which

hasnotbeen subtracted from the old results.

Sinceforthe� (��)therangedown to pt = 0 G eV=cis

m easured in m ostoftherapidity bins,thesystem aticef-

fectsdueto extrapolationsinto unm easured pt regionsis

negligible.O nly in thosey binswhereextrapolationsare

necessary an additionalsystem atic errorof4% isadded

in quadrature. However,for the �� (��+ )analysis,this

is introducing an additionalsystem atic errorin the full

range ofthe rapidity distributions. Itwasestim ated by

using di�erentassum ptionsforthe spectralshape. The

standard approach (�tto an exponential,seesection IV)

wascom pared to a �twith a hydrodynam ically inspired

blastwavem odel[33].Thedi�erenceon thedN =dy was

found to be 3% .
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FIG .5: The transverse m ass spectra of� (left panel) and �� (right panel) at m id-rapidity (jyj< 0:4) for 5 di�erent beam

energies. The data pointsare scaled forclarity. O nly statisticalerrorsare shown. The solid/dashed linesrepresenta �twith

an exponential,where the solid partdenotesthe m t range in which the �twasperform ed. The dotted linesare the resultsof

a �twith a blastwave m odel[33](see textfordetails).
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an exponential,where the solid partdenotesthe m t range in which the �twasperform ed. The dotted linesare the resultsof

a �twith a blastwave m odel[33](see textfordetails).
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The extraction ofthe totalm ultiplicities requires in

addition an extrapolation into the unm easured rapidity

regions.The system atic errorthatisintroduced by this

extrapolationdependson thebeam energy,sincethefrac-

tionsofthelongitudinalphasespacecovered by them ea-

surem entsalsochangewith energy.Also,theshapeofthe

y spectra isnotalwaysvery welldeterm ined,especially

for� at80A and 158A G eV.By using di�erentassum p-

tions for the spectralshape in the unm easured region,

as de�ned in Eq.(1) and Eq.(2), the additionalsys-

tem atic error on the totalm ultiplicities was estim ated.

For � a variation between 1% at20A G eV and 14% at

158A G eV wasobtained and for �� thissystem atic error

islargestatthelowestenergy (20% )and decreasesto 2%

at158A G eV.In caseofthe�� thiscontribution ranges

between 2% at20A G eV and 12% at80A G eV,whilefor

the ��+ itisbetween 5% (158A G eV)and 20% (30A and

80A G eV).

III. T R A N SV ER SE M A SS SP EC T R A

)2
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+

Ξ, Λ                    

FIG .7:Thehm ti� m 0 valuesforcentralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au

reactions as a function of
p
s
N N
. The system atic errors are

represented bythegray boxes.Filled sym bolscorrespond to�

and �
�
,whileopen sym bolsdenote ��and ��

+
.Alsoshown are

data from the NA57 collaboration [6,34],from AG S [35,36]

and RHIC experim ents [37,38,39],as wellas p+ p data on

� [40].The linesare calculationswith the UrQ M D 1.3 m odel

[41,42].

The transverse m ass spectra of � and �� m easured

around m id-rapidity (jyj< 0:4)are shown in Fig.5 and

theonesof�� and ��+ (jyj< 0:5)in Fig.6.Them t spec-

tra were �tted by an exponentialin the transversem ass

rangem t� m 0 > 0:2 G eV=c2 asde�ned in Eq.(1).The

resulting inverse slope param etersT are sum m arized in

TableIII.Duetothesigni�cantcurvatureofthem tspec-

tra equation Eq.(1)doesnotprovide a satisfactory de-

scription ofthedataoverthewholem t range.Therefore,

the m t spectra were additionally �tted by a blast wave

m odelwhich assum esa transversely expanding em ission

source[33].Theparam etersofthism odelarethefreeze-

out tem perature Tf and the transverse 
ow velocity �s

atthe surface. Assum ing a linearradialvelocity pro�le

�t(r)= �s r=R,which is m otivated by hydrodynam ical

calculations,the m t spectrum can be com puted from

1

m t

dN

dm tdy
/

Z R

0

rdrm tI0

�
ptsinh�

Tf

�

K 1

�
m tcosh�

Tf

�

;

(2)

where R is the radius ofthe source and � = tanh
�1
�t

is the boostangle. Since the m easurem entsforthe dif-

ferent particle species do not provide an equally good

constraint on the �t procedure ifboth param eters are

allowed to vary freely,the transverse 
ow velocity was

�xed to h�ti= 2=3�s = 0:4. The resultsofthe �ts are

shown asdotted linesin Figs.5 and 6 and the obtained

�tparam etersTf arelisted in TableIV.They turn outto

besigni�cantly lowerfor�� than for� atallbeam ener-

gies.Thisdi�erence isalso visible forthe anti-particles,

although lesspronounced.Even though thisobservation

is based on a relatively sim ple m odel,it m ightindicate

thatthe transversem assspectra of� and � are notde-

term ined by the sam ekinetic freeze-outcondition.

TABLE IV:Theparam eterTf resulting from the�twith the

blast wave m odel. h�ti was �xed in allcases to 0.4. Tf is

given in M eV.Errorsare statisticalonly.

Beam energy Tf(�) T f(
��) T f(�

�
) Tf(

��
+
)

20A G eV 100� 2 166� 38 82� 7 |

30A G eV 107� 1 134� 9 83� 5 122� 30

40A G eV 115� 2 143� 7 82� 4 127� 17

80A G eV 121� 2 136� 6 95� 8 108� 12

158A G eV 140� 2 146� 3 109� 5 156� 9

To allow fora m odelindependentstudy ofthe energy

dependence ofm t spectra,the averaged transversem ass

hm ti� m 0 was calculated. Since for �, ��,and � � es-

sentially the whole range down to m t � m 0 = 0 is cov-

ered,hm ti� m 0 can be extracted from the data alone.

However,in orderto extrapolateup to a com m on upper

lim it in m t � m 0,�t functions were used as well. For

thispurposetwo di�erent�tswereused:Theblastwave

m odel,asshown in Fig.5,and a �twith a double expo-

nential(notshown)thatalsoprovidesagood description

ofthe data. The di�erentapproachesallow to estim ate

the system atic error. For ��+ also an extrapolation to
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m t� m 0 = 0 isneeded.
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Theresultingvaluesforhm ti� m 0,correspondingtoan

interval0� m t� m 0 � 2 G eV=c2,arelisted in TableIII.

Figure7 showsthedependenceofhm ti� m 0 on
p
s
N N

for the data presented here in com parison to m easure-

m ents done by NA57 at the SPS [6,34],by E896 and

E917 attheAG S [35,36]and by STAR and PHENIX at

RHIC [37,38,39].Thehm ti� m 0 valuesderived from the

NA57 spectra agree with the NA49 results. In the SPS

energy rangeonly very littlevariation ofhm ti� m 0 withp
s
N N

is observed,followed by a slight increase towards

RHIC energies. The hm ti� m 0 of� isgenerally higher

by � 200 M eV=c2 than the one observed in p+ p reac-

tions[40]atallcenter-of-m assenergies.Forpions,kaons

and protonsa sudden change in the energy dependence

ofhm ti� m 0 around
p
s
N N

= 7 { 8 G eV was observed

[20].Since currently no data atlowerenergiesare avail-

able,it cannotbe established whether a sim ilar feature

ispresentin theenergy dependenceofhm ti� m 0 forhy-

perons.However,the rem arkably sm allenergy variation

shown in Fig.7 would stillbe in line with the behavior

observed forthe otherparticlespecies.

TABLE V:The param eter � and y0 resulting from the �ts

with the sum of two G auss functions (see Eq. (3)) to the

rapidity distributionsof� and �
�
.

Beam energy �(�) y0(�) �(�
�
) y0(�

�
)

20A G eV 0.51� 0.01 0.49� 0.01 0.45� 0.08 0.45� 0.07

30A G eV 0.66� 0.02 0.59� 0.01 0.56� 0.15 0.47� 0.11

40A G eV 0.91� 0.06 0.65� 0.04 0.76� 0.16 0.54� 0.12

80A G eV 0.87� 0.07 0.94� 0.06 0.71� 0.32 0.68� 0.13

158A G eV | | 1.18� 0.18 |

The m easurem ents on hm ti� m 0 are also com pared

to the string hadronic m odel UrQ M D1.3. W hile this

m odelin principlereproducestheobserved nearindepen-

denceofhm ti� m 0 on
p
s
N N

in theSPS energy region,it

fails to m atch its m agnitude. The calculation is always

� 100 M eV below the data. Additionally,this version

ofUrQ M D does not describe the slow increase towards

RHIC.

IV . R A P ID IT Y SP EC T R A

Figure 8 sum m arizesthe m t spectra of�,�
� ,��,and

��+ as m easured in di�erent rapidity bins. The data

pointscovera largefraction ofthephasespaceand thus

allow to extractrapidity distributionsby integrating the

transverse m ass spectra. Table III sum m arizes the re-

sulting rapidity densitiesaround m id-rapidity and Fig.9

showsthe resulting y spectra.For� a clearevolution of

the spectralshapewith beam energy isobserved.W hile

the rapidity spectrum at20A G eV hasan alm ostG aus-

sian shape, a plateau around m id-rapidity is develop-

ing that widens with increasing energy. At 158A G eV

thespectrum is�nally constantin them easured rapidity

range. Thisre
ectsthe continuouschange ofthe rapid-

ity distribution ofthe net-baryon num berin thisenergy

range[43].W hile atlowerenergiesthe �nalstate distri-

bution ofthe incom ing nucleons looks therm al,the ra-

pidity distribution ofthenet-baryonsdevelopsa distinct

m inim um atm id-rapidity with increasing energy due to

incom plete stopping. Since � carry a signi�cant frac-

tion ofthe net-baryon num ber they follow this change

to a largeextent.A sim ilarbehavior,although lesspro-

nounced,isvisible forthe �� aswell. �� and ��+ ,on the

otherhand,arewelldescribed by G aussiansatallbeam

energies.
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FIG . 10: The RM S widths of the rapidity distributions

R M Sy,norm alized by theprojectilerapidity yproj,asa func-

tion ofyproj. The system atic errors are represented by the

gray boxes.

In order to determ ine totalm ultiplicities,extrapola-

tionsinto the unm easured y regionsare needed. There-

fore, � and � � were �tted with a sum of two G auss

functionsplaced sym m etrically around m id-rapidity

dN

dy
/ exp

�

�
(y� y0)

2

2�2

�

+ exp

�

�
(y+ y0)

2

2�2

�

: (3)

Theresulting�tparam etersarelisted in TableV.In case

ofthe �� at158A G eV a single G aussian turned outto

providea better�tto thedata (solid linein Fig.9).For

the�distribution at158A G eV a�tcannotbeperform ed

since the m easurem entdoesnot allow to determ ine the

end ofthe dN =dy distribution. Here,the extrapolation

has to be based on di�erent assum ptions on the spec-

tralshape.An upperlim iton the contribution from the
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unm easured partscan bederived by using them easured

net-proton distribution at158A G eV [44]to describethe

tails. Another approach is to assum e the sam e shape

forthe � rapidity distribution ashasbeen m easured for

centralS+ S reactions at 200A G eV [4],which then re-

sults in a lower totalyield. The m ultiplicity quoted in

TableIIIistheaveragebetween both extrapolationsand

theirdi�erenceistaken asitssystem aticerror.
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FIG .11:Therapidity densitiesdN =dy atm id-rapidity (�/ ��:

jyj< 0:4,�� /��+ : jyj< 0:5) in centralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au

collisions as a function of
p
s
N N
. The system atic errors are

represented by gray areas, m ostly hidden by the sym bols.

Also shown are data from the NA57 collaboration [6, 34],

as well as from AG S [35, 36, 45] and RHIC experim ents

[37,38,39,46].

For �� and ��+ a singleG aussfunction wasused to de-

rive the totalyields. The resulting �tparam eters� are

identicalto the valuesforRM Sy tabulated in Table III.

The rapidity spectra of�� and ��+ at 158A G eV also

agree wellwith a �t to the previously published data

(dashed lines in Fig.9). Figure 10 sum m arizes the en-

ergy dependence ofthe RM Sy values.W hile the widths

ofthe �� and ��+ distributionsagreewith each otherand

exhibitan approxim ately lineardependence on the pro-

jectile rapidity yproj (RM Sy � 0:3yproj,see dashed line

in Fig.10),the�and � � show adi�erentbehavior.Here

RM Sy=yproj islargerand also clearly energy dependent.

Thee�ectism orepronounced forthe� than forthe� � .

V . PA R T IC LE Y IELD S

Figure 11 shows the rapidity densities around m id-

rapidity asa function of
p
s
N N
. The energy dependence

of dN =dy for � exhibits a com plicated structure. It

rises from AG S to a m axim um at a beam energy of

30A G eV,then dropstowardstop SPS energy and rises

again slowly to
p
s
N N

= 130 G eV.This can be under-
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FIG .12:The �p/p [47],��/�, ��
+
/�

�
,and �


+
/


�
[11]ratios

around m id-rapidity (�: jyj< 0:4,� and 
: jyj< 0:5) in

centralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au collisionsasa function of
p
s
N N

.

Also shown as open sym bols are data from the SPS experi-

m entsNA44 [48]and NA57 [6,34],from AG S [35,36,45,49]

and RHIC experim ents[37,38,39,46,50,51,52].The sym -

bolsare slightly displaced forclarity.

stood by an interplay oftheslow riseofthe� m ultiplic-

ity from E beam = 30A G eV on (see Fig.13a) and the

pronounced change ofshape seen in the rapidity distri-

bution in the sam e energy region (see Fig.9).Since the

� yield getsdistributed m oreand m oreevenly along the

rapidity axis,the m id-rapidity dN =dy is reduced above

E beam = 30A G eV. At som e point the redistribution

along y iscom pensated again by the furtherincrease of

the � m ultiplicity,so that the rapidity density dN =dy

isagain higheratRHIC.Such a signi�cantstructure in

theenergy dependenceisnotobserved forthe�� ,where

the m id-rapidity dN =dy increases m ore sm oothly by a

factor of � 2 from E beam = 20A G eV towards RHIC.

However,alsohereasm allstructurein theenergy depen-

dence is visible between 20A and 80A G eV. For �� and
��+ ,whereno changein the shape ofthe dN =dy spectra

is seen,the m id-rapidity dN =dy values increase rapidly

over� 2 ordersofm agnitudebetween E beam = 20A G eV

and
p
s
N N

= 130 G eV.

Itshould benoted thatatthispointthereisa signi�-

cantdisagreem entbetween the m easurem entspresented

here and the data published by the NA57 collaboration

[6,34].EventhoughtheNA57datafollow thesam etrend

in theenergy dependence,they aresystem atically higher

than theNA49 results[64].Thisdiscrepancy isgenerally

oftheorderof1 { 2.5 standard deviationswith the only

exception of the ��+ m easurem ents at 40A G eV. The

m easured particleratios,on theotherhand,show a good

agreem entbetween the two experim ents. Despite inten-

sive discussions between both collaborations,the origin

ofthe discrepanciesisnotyetfound.

The energy dependence ofthe antibaryon/baryon ra-
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FIG .13: The total m ultiplicities of � (a), �� (b), �
�
(c),

and ��
+
(d) in central Pb+ Pb and Au+ Au collisions as a

function of
p
s
N N

. The system atic errors are represented

by the gray boxes. Also shown are AG S data [9, 35, 45],

as well as calculations with string hadronic m odels (HSD ,

UrQ M D 1.3 [41, 42, 53]) and with a statistical hadron gas

m odel(SHM (A)[29]).

tiosR(�B=B),m easured atm id-rapidity,arecom pared for

protons,�,�,and 
in Fig. 12.Theratiosexhibitarapid

rise forallparticle speciesoverseveralordersofm agni-

tude in the SPS energy rangeand convergetowardsval-

uescloseto 1 atRHIC energies.Thereisa distincthier-

archy oftheratios,depending on thestrangenesscontent

ofthe baryons:

R(�
+
=
� )> R(��+ =�� )> R(��=�)> R(�p=p):

Also, the energy dependence in the SPS region gets

slightly weakerwith increasingstrangeness.The �B=B ra-

tiosatm id-rapidity directly re
ectthedrasticchangein

thenet-baryonnum ber.However,thesensitivitydepends

tosom eextenton thevalencequarkcontentofthebaryon

which isthusresponsibleforthe observed hierarchy.

The total m ultiplicities, as determ ined from the

dN =dy spectra shown in Fig.9,are com piled in Fig.13

togetherwith AG S data whereavailable[9,35,45].The

totalm ultiplicities of� and � � increase quite rapidly

at lower energies, while from
p
s
N N

� 8 G eV on they

rise only m oderately with energy. �� and ��+ , on the

otherhand,exhibita continuousfastincreasewith beam

energy. The m easurem ents are confronted with several

hadronicm odels.In Fig.13a calculationswith thestring

hadronic m odels HSD [53]and UrQ M D1.3 [41]for h�i

asa function of
p
s
N N

areshown,aswellasresultsfrom

a �twith a statisticalhadron gasm odel[29](SHM (A)).

Allthreem odelsareableto describethedata satisfacto-

rily.A sim ilarpicture isobserved forh��i(seeFig. 13b),

although the �t with the statisticalhadron gas m odel

seem sto overpredictthe m easurem entsatE beam = 80A

and 158A G eV.The di�erence between UrQ M D1.3 and

thestatisticalm odelism orepronounced for�� and ��+

(see Fig.13c and d). W hile the data pointsatSPS en-

ergies are above the UrQ M D1.3 calculation by a factor

of� 2,thestatisticalm odel�tprovidesa qualitativede-

scription ofthem easurem ent,although theagreem entis

notperfect.
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FIG .14: The total m ultiplicities of � (a), �� (b), �
�
(c),

and ��
+
(d) divided by the totalpion m ultiplicities (h�i =

1:5(h�+ i+ h�
�
i))in centralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au collisionsas

a function of
p
s
N N

.Thesystem aticerrorsarerepresented by

the gray boxes.Also shown are AG S data [9,35,45,54,55],

as well as calculations with string hadronic m odels (HSD ,

UrQ M D 1.3 [41,42,53]) and a statisticalhadron gas m odel

(SHM (A)[29]).

In Fig.14 the totalm ultiplicities ofhyperonsdivided

by the totalnum ber ofpions h�i = 1:5 (h�+ i+ h�� i)

arecom piled.Theh�i/h�iand theh� � i/h�iratioshave

distinctm axim a in the region
p
s
N N

= 7 { 9 G eV,while

the h��i/h�iand h��+ i/h�iratiosincrease m onotonously

with energy. The com parison to the string hadronic

m odelresults ofHSD and ofUrQ M D1.3 reveals a sig-

ni�cantdisagreem entwith the h�i/h�i and h��i/h�i ra-

tios (see Fig.14a and b), which is not present in the

� and �� m ultiplicities alone as shown in Fig. 13a and

b. This is a re
ection of the fact that these m odels

overpredict the pion production at top AG S and lower

SPS energies [42, 62]. Hence, the disagreem ent with

the h�� i/h�i and h��+ i/h�i ratios (Fig.14c and d) is

even m orepronounced than forthe�m ultiplicitiesalone.

Thestatisticalhadron gasm odelapproach providesover-

alla better description ofthe m easured particle ratios

than UrQ M D1.3. However,the h��i/h�i ratio is clearly

overestim ated at higher energiesby SHM (A),while the

�t results from this m odelare slightly below the data

pointsforh�� i/h�iand h��+ i/h�ifor
p
s
N N

< 17:3 G eV.

In [63]it was argued that a statisticalm odelapproach

predictsdi�erentpositionsofthe m axim a in the energy

dependence ofh�i/h�i (
p
s
N N
(m ax) = 5.1 G eV) and of
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FIG .15: The rapidity densities dN =dy at m id-rapidity of�

(a), �� (b),�
�
(c),and ��

+
(d) divided by the pion rapidity

densities(� = 1:5(�
+
+ �

�
))in centralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au

collisions as a function of
p
s
N N
. The system atic errors are

represented by the gray boxes.Also shown are NA57 [6,34],

AG S [35,36,45,55],and RHIC [37,38,39,46,56,57,58]

data, as well as calculations with string hadronic m odels

(HSD ,UrQ M D 1.3 [41,42,53]) and a statisticalhadron gas

m odel(SHM (B)[59]).

h�� i/h�� i(
p
s
N N
(m ax)= 10.2 G eV).However,the ex-

isting m easurem entsdo notallow to determ inetheexact

positions ofthe m axim a with the required precision in

orderto establish a signi�cantdi�erence. For this pur-

pose also m ore data atlowerenergies(
p
s
N N

< 6 G eV)

with high precision would be required.

Q ualitatively the sam e picture em erges when the ra-

tiosofthe m id-rapidity yieldsarestudied instead ofthe

ratiosoftotalyields,asshown in Fig.15togetherwith re-

sultsfrom RHIC experim ents.Again,thestringhadronic

m odelsHSD and UrQ M D1.3 failto m atch the�� /� and
��+ /� ratios,even though a reasonabledescription ofthe

�/� and ��/� ratiosatSPS energiesisachieved,and sta-

tisticalm odelsprovidegenerally a betterdescription.As

an alternative im plem entation ofthe statisticalhadron

gas m odelhere the one by [13,59](SHM (B)) is used.

W hilein SHM (A)[29]a separate�tateach energy to all

available particle m ultiplicities is perform ed by varying

chem icalfreeze-outtem peratureTch and baryonicchem -

icalpotential�
B
, the input param eters Tch and �

B
in

SHM (B) [59]are taken from a sm ooth param etrization

ofthe
p
s
N N
-dependenceoftheoriginal�tresults.In ad-

dition,them odelSHM (A)includesa param eterto allow

forstrangenessundersaturation 
s,which isnotpresent

in m odelSHM (B)(i.e.
s = 1).Both m odelsusea grand

canonicalensem blefortheresultsshownhere.In thecase

ofm odelSHM (B)an additionalcorrection by acanonical

suppression factorisapplied.However,forcentralA+ A

collisionsthiscorrection isonly e�ectiveatAG S energies

(
p
s
N N

� 5G eV)[59].Thus,SHM (B)providesabaseline
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FIG .16: The totalm ultiplicities of� (a)and �� (b)divided

by the totalpion m ultiplicities (h�i= 1:5(h�
+
i+ h�

�
i))for

centralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au collisionsasa function of
p
s
N N

.

Thesystem aticerrorsarerepresented by thegray boxes.Also

shown are AG S data [9, 35, 45, 54, 55], m easurem ents for

p+ p collisions by other experim ents (open squares) [60,61],

as wellas a calulation with the UrQ M D 1.3 m odel(dashed

line: Pb+ Pb,dotted line p+ p). The solid line represents a

param etrization of the p+ p data (see text). The enhance-

m entsrelative to thep+ p param etrization are shown in pan-

els(c)and (d).Thegray boxesdenotetheuncertainty ofthe

p+ p reference param etrization. The dashed line represents

the valuesfrom the UrQ M D 1.3 m odel.

de�ningthestateofm axim alchem icalequilibrium thatis

attainable. However,the param etrization that provides

the basisofSHM (B)hasbeen tuned to �tm id-rapidity

ratios,while the �ts with SHM (A) have been done for

totalm ultiplicities which com plicates a direct com pari-

son between the two approaches. SHM (B),asshown in

Fig.15,generally overpredictsallm easured m id-rapidity

ratiosatthehigherSPS energies(
p
s
N N

= 12� 17G eV),

while at lower SPS and at RHIC energies a satisfac-

tory agreem ent is achieved. Therefore, in the data a

sharperm axim um in the energy dependence ofthe �/�

and �� /� ratios is observed than in the m odel. The

NA57 results[65]exibita sim ilarly shaped energy depen-

dence.However,theratiosaregenerally higherthan the

NA49 results.

Theobserved m axim a in the�/� and � � /� ratiosoc-

cur in the sam e energy range as the observed distinct

peak in theK + /�+ ratio [20].Sincethelattercan bein-

terpreted asa signature forthe onsetofdecon�nem ent,

the question appears whether the m axim a in the �/�

and �� /� ratios can be attributed to the sam e e�ect.

In contrast to the K + , which carry together with the

K 0 the bulk ofthe anti-strange quarks and are thus a

relatively directm easure ofthe strangenessproduction,

the interpretation ofthe strange baryonsiscom plicated

by the factthattheirsensitivity to the strangenesspro-
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duction is strongly m odi�ed by the energy dependent

baryon num berdistributions.Atlow energies,with high

baryonicchem icalpotential,theproduction ofbaryonsis

favoured and m ore strange quarkswillend up in � and

�� ,com pared to higher energies where strange quarks

m ightpredom inantly be contained in K � and �K
0
. This

is underlined by the fact that the statisticalm odelap-

proaches,which re
ectthe dependence ofparticle yields

on �
B
,providea relatively good describtion ofthe data.

W hether the rem aining discrepancies between SHM (B)

and the m id-rapidity ratios at 80A and 158A G eV (see

Fig.15,panels (a) and (c)) m ight be attributed to the

onsetofdecon�nem entcan in thelightofthesystem atic

uncertainties not be de�nitely answered. However,one

should keep in m ind thatthem id-rapidity�/� and � � /�

ratios are also strongly a�ected by the rapid change of

the shape ofthe � and � � rapidity distributions with

energy.Thise�ectwillcausea m orepronounced energy

dependence ofthe m id-rapidity ratios in com parison to

the 4� ratios,which in principle cannotbe described by

statisticalm odels.

The h�i/h�i and h��i/h�i ratios,as m easured in cen-

tralnucleus{nucleuscollisions,arecom pared to data ob-

tained in p+ p collisions [60,61]in Fig.16. The p+ p

m easurem entswere param etrized by a �tfunction. For

h�i/h�ithefollowing function with the�tparam etersa,

b,and cwasused:

h�i=h�i(p+ p)= c[1� exp(� (
p
s�

p
s0)=a)+ b(

p
s�

p
s0)]

(4)

Here,
p
s0 denotes the threshold center-of-m ass energy.

The result of the �t is displayed in Fig. 16a. It pro-

vides a reasonable description ofthe available data in

the energy range of
p
s
N N

< 20 G eV.Sim ilarly,the en-

ergy dependence ofthe h��i/h�i ratio was param etrized

by a straightline. However,the existing m easurem ents

are m uch less precise than in the h�i/h�i case. Based

on these param etrizations,the energy dependence ofan

enhancem entfactorE relativeto p+ p,de�ned as

E = hN i=h�ijA + A /hN i=h�ijp+ p (5)

can be determ ined. Asshown in Fig.16c,the enhance-

m entfactorfor�exhibitsaclearincreasefrom afactorof

� 2to> 3towardslowerenergies.For
p
s
N N

< 4G eV the

AG S m easurem entof[9]suggestsan even m oredram atic

rise towardsvery low energies. For �� the enhancem ent

is of the order of � 2, without any signi�cant energy

dependence in the rangecovered by thedata.W hile the

UrQ M D1.3m odelqualitativelyreproducestheenergyde-

pendence ofthe �-enhancem ent,it fails to describe the

enhancem entof ��. In fact,the m odelratherpredictsa
��-suppression,which ism ainly due to the factthatthe

h��i/h�i ratio in p+ p reactions is grossly overestim ated

(see dotted line in Fig.16,b).Since the net-baryon den-

sity is largest around
p
s
N N

= 5 G eV,the production

ofstrange baryons exhibits a pronounced m axim um at

these energies. This e�ect is described by allhadronic

m odelsconsidered hereand consequently the �/�-ratios

are wellreproduced (Figs.14 and 15). M oreover,the

energy dependenceofthe�-enhancem entseem sto beaf-

fected by theredistribution ofthebaryon num ber,which

issuggested by the factthatUrQ M D1.3 givesa sim ilar

increase towardslow energies. In com parison,the dou-

bly strange �� is less sensitive to the baryon num ber

density and m ore to the overallstrangenessproduction,

which m ay explain why stringhadronicm odelsfailtode-

scribe the data.Forthe corresponding antiparticlesthis

argum ent applies even m ore strongly. W hether the �-

enhancem entalso increasestowardslow energies,sim ilar

to the�,can currently notbedecided dueto thelack of

precisereferencedata in p+ p atlowerenergies.

V I. SU M M A R Y

A system aticstudy ofthe energy dependence of�, ��,

�� ,and ��+ production in centralPb+ Pb reactions at

SPS energiesispresented.

The shape ofthe m t spectra exhibitsonly a weak de-

pendence on beam energy,which isalso re
ected in the

m oderateincreaseofhm ti� m 0 towardsthehigherRHIC

energies.A sim ilarbehaviorwasalso observed forpions,

kaons,and protons.Forthese particlesa sudden change

in theenergy dependencearound
p
s
N N

= 7 { 8 G eV was

found in addition.Dueto thelack ofdata atlowerener-

giesitcurrently cannotbe established whethera sim ilar

featureispresentin theenergy dependenceofhm ti� m 0

forhyperons.Thereisan indication fora slightly weaker

energy dependence ofhm ti� m 0 for �� than for �,the

valuesfor �� being above the onesfor�. G enerally,the

m easured hm ti� m 0 ishigherforallinvestigated particle

speciesthan whatispredicted by theUrQ M D1.3 m odel.

For � and � � rapidity spectra a clear change ofthe

shape is observed. The alm ost G aussian like spectral

form develops a plateau around m id-rapidity towards

higher energies, re
ecting the change of the longitudi-

naldistribution ofthe net-baryon num ber.The rapidity

spectraof��and ��+ ,on theotherhand,can bedescribed

by singleG aussiansatallinvestigated energies,whose�

increasesm onotonically with energy.

Also the energy dependence ofthe totalyields shows

a distinct di�erence between baryons and anti-baryons.

W hileforthe �� and ��+ m ultiplicitiesa continuousrapid

rise with beam energy is observed,the increase ofthe

� and � � yields is clearly weaker above
p
s
N N

= 7 {

8 G eV than below. Thisdi�erence getseven m ore pro-

nounced when dividing thetotalm ultiplicitiesofthehy-

peronsby those ofpions.The energy dependence ofthe

h�i/h�iand h� � i/h�iratiosexhibitssigni�cantm axim a

in the region 5 <
p
s
N N

< 10 G eV,while the h��i/h�i

and h��+ i/h�i ratios increase m onotonically. The total

m ultiplicitiesof� and �� arewelldescribed by thestring

hadronic UrQ M D1.3 m odel. However,�� and ��+ m ul-

tiplicitiesare underpredicted by factorsof2 { 3 atSPS

energies. A better overalldescription of allm easured

yieldsisprovided by statisticalhadron gasm odels.
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