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Energy dependence of and production in centralPb+ Pb collisions at 20A , 304,
40A, 80A ,and 158A G eV m easured at the CERN Super Proton Synchrotron
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Resultson , , ,and  production in central Pb+ Pb reactions at 20A , 30A , 40A , 80A ,
and 158A G &V are presented. T he energy dependence of transverse m ass spectra, rapidity spectra,
and m ultiplicities is discussed. Com parisons to string hadronic m odels (UrQM D and HSD ) and
statistical hadron gas m odels are shown. W hile the latter provide a reasonable description of all
particle yields, the rst class ofm odels fails to m atch the and  multiplicities.

I. NTRODUCTION be form ed. In this state of m atter the nom al con ne-

m ent of quarks and ghions in hadrons is rem oved and the

partons can exist as quasifree particles in an extended

Heavy ion reactions at ultra—relativistic energies allow region of space-tin e. Oneofthe rstsignatures proposed
the study of strongly interacting m atter at extrem e tem — for the form ation ofa Q G P state was an enhancem ent of
peratures and densities. It is expected that under such  Strange particle production in A+ A w ith respect to p+p

conditions eventually a quark glion phsna (QGP) will  collisions EL T he argum entation relies on the assum p-
tion that gluon fiision processes, w hich m ay be dom inant

n a QGP, produce additional ss pajrsa]. This In tum
w il cause the abundance of strange quarks to reach its
deceased chem ical equilibrium value In much shorter tim es than
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would be possible in a pure hadronic scenario. In fact,
the enhanced production of strange particles hasbeen ob—
served already quite early in high energy nucleus{nucleus
collisions [3,14]. It has also been dem onstrated that the
enhancem ent ism ost pronounced for them ultiply strange
hyperons and [I5,l4,7].

However, system atic studies of hadron 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
Iowerenergies (" 5,, < 5GeV) [@lwherenoQGP form a-
tion is expected. A ctually, here the production of and

exhibits an even stronger enhancem ent than present
at top SPS or RH IC energies [9,110,/11]. G enerally, it is
found that the abundances of strange particles in central
A+ A reactions are sin ilar to those expected from sta-
tistical hadron gas m odels assum Ing a grand canonical
ensam ble [17,/13]. W hile the enhancem ent at low er ener—
gies can to a certain extent also be explained by trans-
port m odels, at higher energies additional m echanisn s
have to be involved in order to reach chem ical equilib-
rium values via a dynam icalevolution. Tt has, eg., been
suggested that m ultifpion reaction processes can lead to
an accelerated equilbration of antihyperon production
In nucleus{nucleus collisions [14]. Especially at larger
densities, as present close to the Q GP phase boundary,
processes lke thism ight drive the system quite fast to a
chem ical equilibbrium state [19]. Still it is an open ques-
tion whether such dynam ical explanations are applicable
as well at lower energies. On the other hand, it was
suggested that particle production via strong interaction
always follow s them axinm um entropy principle and there-
fore hadron abundances are naturally close to the out-
com e of statistical processes [146,117,118,/19]. The m ea—
suram ent ofhyperon production in an energy range below
top SPS energy (s, < 17383 G&V) provides In portant
constraints on both, the statistical and transport m odel
approach. Recent results on kaon production in central
nucleus{nucleus collisions [20 ] indicate a sharp m axin um
oftheratiolK © i=h * iand a sudden change in the energy

dependence ofthelm i m ¢ ofpions, kaons,and protons

ata beam energy of 30A G&V ,wherem = p§+m§js

the transverse m ass, m ¢ the rest m ass and p. the trans-
verse m om entum . These anom alies can be interpreted
as a signal for the onset of decon nem ent [21,122] and
m Ight also be visble in the energy dependence of hy-
peron yields.

T he data discussed here represent an extension of pre-
viously published results [10,11,[23]in order to provide a
com plete study of the energy dependence of hyperon pro—
duction at the CERN-SPS. Som e of the data discussed
here have been presented asprelin inary before 7,24 ,[25].
However, the data shown In this publication are the re-
sult ofa com pletely new and independent analysis, which
treats alldatasets in a consistent m anner. In particular,
the results for and Inclide a correction for the feed—
down from weak decays, which was not applied in the
previous publication [101].

TABLE I:Summ ary of the analyzed datasets. The central-
ity fraction corresponds to the m ost central part of the total
inelastic cross section. The G lJauber m odel was used to de—
term ine the averaged num ber of wounded nucleons per event
N & 1.

Epean T 5., yem Cent. W, i Year Statistics
(A Gev) (Gev) (%)
20 63 188 7 349 2002 350k
30 76 208 7 349 2002 420k
40 87 222 7 349 1999 380k( )/580k( )
80 123 256 7 349 2000 300k

158 173 291 10 335 2000 1.2M

II. DATA ANALY SIS
A . Experim ental setup and data sets

The data were taken with the NA 49 large acceptance
hadron spectrom eter at the CERN SPS.A detailed de-
scription of the apparatus can be found In 26]. W ith
this detector, tracking is perform ed by four largevolum e
Tin e Projction Chambers (TPCs) In a wide range of
phase space. Two of these are positioned inside two su-
perconducting dipole m agnets. In order to assure a sin -
lardetectoracceptance foralldatasets, them agnetic eld
was chosen proportionalto the beam energy. A m easure-
m ent of the speci ¢ energy loss dE =dx in the TPC gas
with a typical resolution of 4% provides particle iden—
ti cation at forward rapidities. T In e-of- ight detectors
In prove the particle identi cation at m d-rapidity. C en—
tralP b+ Pb reactionsw ere selected by in posing an upper
threshold on the energy m easured in the pro gctile frag-
m entation region. For thism easurem ent the Zero D egree
Calorim eter (ZDC ) was used which is positioned dow n—
stream of the TPCs. A collin ator in front of the ZDC
assures that the acceptance of the calorin eter m atches
the phase space of the pro fctile fragm ents and specta-
tor nucleons.

W e present in this paper an analysis of centralPb+ Pb
events taken at beam energies of 20A , 30A , 40A , 80A,
and 158A G &V in the years between 1999 { 2002. The
properties of the di erent datasets are summ arized in
Tablk[l. The 158A G eV dataset has an online centrality
trigger on the 23.5% m ost central events, of which the
10% m ost centralwere selected o Ine.

B. () and (7)) reconstruction

and  hyperons were found by reconstructing their
charged decays ! + pand ! * + p (branching
ratio 639 % [27]). In a st step pairswere form ed ofall
positively charged particles w ith all negatively charged
ones. T heir tracks were reconstructed by a global track-
ing algorithm that connects the track parts registered
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FIG .1l: The invariant m ass distrbbutions of all , (upper

row ), ,and © (lower row ) candidates in central Pb+ Pb
collisions at the lowest and highest analyzed beam energies.
The full curves represent a t to signal and background as
described in the text, w hile the dashed curves show the back-
ground contribution only. T he gray vertical lines denote the
PDG masses [27].

in the di erent TPCs. Only tracks with m ore than 10
reconstructed points were accepted. By requiring a dis-
tance of closest approach (DCA ) between their tra cto-
ries of less than 0.5 an anywhere between the position
of the rst measured points on the tracks and the tar-
get plane, v candidates were denti ed. A set of ad-
ditional cuts was in posed in order to reduce the com -
binatorial background due to uncorrelated pairs. Iden-—
ti cation of (anti-)protons via their speci ¢ energy loss
(dE =dx) In the TPC s reduces the contribution of pairs
with a wrong m ass assignm ent. The m easured dE =dx
was required to be within 3.5 standard deviations from
the predicted BetheB loch value. A ( ) candidatewas
accepted if the reconstructed position of its decay ver—
tex is at least 30 an downstream from the target and
outside the sensitive volum e of the TPC s, to avoid inef-
clencies resulting from an insu cient separation of the
clusters of the two tracks. T he tra Bctories of the ( )
candidates were extrapolated back to the target plane
to determ ine their in pact param eters by (in the m ag-
netic bending plane) and b, relative to the interaction
point. Non-vertex candidates were refcted by requir-
Ing j< 05 an and p,j< 025 an. A further re-
duction of the com binatorial background was achieved
by placing a requirem ent on the angle between the
ight direction of the m other particle and of its positive
daughter, determ ined in the center-ofm ass system ofthe
() candidate: 095< cos < 0:75. Figure[d, up-
per row , show s as exam ples the resulting invariant m ass
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FIG . 2: The total reconstruction e ciency of ( ) (upper
row ) and (') (lower row ) as a function of pr (left pan—
els), and as a function of rapidity (right panels) for central
Pb+Pb at 158A G &V . The sym bols denote 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 GeV for and . The posi-
tion of the peaks in them i, distribution agreesw ith the
nom Inal m ass determ ined by the particle data group
27]. From a twith a G aussian typicalm ass resolutions
of n 2 M eV=c? are detem ined, which depend only
slightly on phase space and beam energy. G enerally, the
signalto background ratio (S=B ) isworse for than for

,due to the loweryield ofreal .W hile S=B decreases
with energy for , it is constant for However, the
shape of the com binatorial background depends on beam
energy In both cases.

( 7 ) candidateswere denti ed via the decay chan-
nel ! + (" + ') which has a branching
ratio of 999 % [27]. To reconstruct the ("),
() candidates were selected In an invariant m ass w in—
dow of 1101 { 1131 GeVv=¢’ and combined with all
m easured negatively (positively) charged particles in the
event. The ( ) candidates were required to pass the
sam e cuts as described above, w ith the exception of the
cutson by, and cos ,which werenotapplied here. T he
reconstructed (%) candidates should point back to
the interaction vertex, while the pions from () and
the ( ") decay will on average have a larger im —
pact param eter. To refct non-vertex candidates, upper
Imits of }j< 05 an and J,j< 025 an were there-
fore In posed on the ( ") canddates. Pions com —
ng from the prim ary interaction point were rem oved by
a cut of yJ> 10 an for the negatively (positively)
charged tracks associated to the (%) decay ver—



tex and o, j > 0:5 an for the negatively (positively)
charged daughter tracks of the ( ) candidates. An

additional in provem ent of the signal to 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 TPC s relative to the beam pipe. The lowest beam

energy where a signi cant * signalcould be extracted
is 30A GeV,whik could be analyzed at allavailable
energies. Figure[ll, Jow er row , show s the invariant m ass
distributions for and * candidates after all selec—
tion criteria at the lowest and highest available energies,
respectively. Sim ilarly as in the case of the ( ) an

excellent agreem ent of the peak positions w ith the PDG

m asses [27] is observed. T he typicalm ass resolution, as
obtained from a twith a Gaussian is , 4Mev=c.
T he dependence of the shape of the com binatorial back—
ground on the beam energy is less pronounced than in
thecaseof ( ).

The invariant m ass spectra were tted to the sum
of a polynom ial and a signal distribution, determ ined
from the sin ulation procedure described below . T he raw
yieds of , , ,and © are obtained by subtract-
ing the tted background and integrating the ram aining
signal distrdbutions in a mass window of 11 M &V=c’
( 10M ev=C ) around the nom inal ( ) m ass.

C . Correction for acceptance and reconstruction
ine ciency

D etailed sin ulations were m ade to correct the yields
for geom etrical acceptance and losses in the reconstruc—
tion. For thispurpose,sam plesof and weregenerated
in the fiill phase space accessible to the experim ent w ith
m ¢ Spectra according to:

1 dN

mtdmtdy

/ exp m?t : (1)

and G aussian shaped distrbutions In rapidity y. The
G eant 321 package [28 ]was used to track the generated
particles and their decay products through the NA 49 de-
tector. D edicated NA 49 software was used to sinulate
the TPC response taking into account all known detec—
tor e ects. The sinulated signals were added to those
of realevents on the raw data level and sub fcted to the
sam e reconstruction procedure as the experin entaldata.
T he acceptances and e ciencies were calculated in bins
ofpr M+ mg)and y asthe fraction of the generated
() which traverse the detector, survive the reconstruc—
tion and pass the analysis cuts. O fallproduced hyperons
50% (40% )ofthe ( )appear in the acceptance ofthe
detector, ie. alldecay particles are seen In the sensitive
detector volum e. T he reconstruction algorithm together
w ith the cuts to suppress the com binatorial background
reduce this fraction further to 6% (4% ) at 158A GeV.
In addition, ine cienciesdue to the high track m ultiplic—
ity cause a further reduction. At 158A G €V this e ect
ism ost pronounced and reduces the integrated e ciency
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FIG . 3: The feeddown contribution to () around m d—
rapidity as a function of p: (left panel), and as a function
of rapidity (right panel) for central Pb+ Pb at 158A Ge&V.
T he sym bols denote the feed-down for the 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 ( ).At ower energies the in uence
of the occupancy is weaker and thus the total e ciency
ncreasesto 4% (2% ) at 20A GeV . The upper row of
F ig.[d show s the total reconstruction e ciency which in—
cludes acceptance and all reconstruction ine ciencies for

and atthe highest beam energy,where the e ects of
the high track density are Jargest. A lso included in Fig.[2
are e clencies that have been calculated for two analy—
sis strategies di erent from the default version described
above. The rst one (CUT-A, shown as dashed lines)
em ploys a set of selection criteria that depend on the
sub-detector in which a V° wasm easured and w hich were
optin ized fora large signalto-background ratio 23]. The
second strategy (CUT B, shown asdotted lines) uses the
sam e cuts as descrlbed above, but in addition only ac—
cepts tracks which lie outside the high track density re—
gion (ie. 4 an above or below the m iddle plane of the
TPCs). This criterion allow s to m Inin ize the losses due
to the high occupancy at the expense of a m uch reduced
acceptance in particular at low p.. Tt wasused in a pre-
vious analysis of the ( ) at 158A G &V published in
[L0]. Both approaches drastically reduce the num ber of
reconstructed (). Therefore, they were not used as
the standard procedure in this analysis, but can serve
as a cross check that helps to estin ate system atic errors
(see section [IIE]).

D . Correction of feed-down to ()

The measured yield of and contains, in addition
to the directly produced particles, contributions from the
decay of heavier hyperons. The ( ) resulting from
electrom agnetic decays of ° ( ) cannot be separated
from the directly produced ones. T hus the here presented
viedsaWwaysrepresentthesum + ° ( + Y). Thecon-
trbution to () from weak decays, however, depends
on the chosen analysis cuts, since these decay products
originate from decay verticesw ith a sizable distance from



TABLE II: Summary of the systematic 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 NA 49 acceptance
for ( ) favoursthose that decay at large distances, the
contribution of feed down ( ) can be quite substantial.
T herefore, we have calculated a correction for the feed-
down from + % (* + 9 decays to the m easured
() sam ple w ith the sam e sin ulation procedure as de-
scribed above for the e ciency correction. In this case a
sampleof and ° ( * and °)wasgenerated as input
to the NA 49 sin ulation chain. T he feed-dow n correction
was then calculated In binsof pr M+ mg) and y as
the fraction of reconstructed ( ) which originate from
+ % (% + 9)decays and pass the sam e analysis
cuts. The Input distrbutions and yields of the (G
are the ones m easured by NA 49 and presented in this
publication. For the O ( 9), which are not m easured,
the sam e phase space distributions were assum ed. T heir
yields are calculated from the onesof ( 7 )which are
scaled by the 9/ ( 9/ *) ratios taken from a statis—
ticalmodel t [29]. Figure[d shows as an exam ple the
calculated feed-down contribution to () asa function
ofpr and rapidity. T he feed-down is largest at Iow p. and
m d+rapidity and larger for (20 { 30 $ at 1582 G&V)
than for (5 { 15 % at 158A G&V). W hile for no
signi cant dependence of the feed-down on the beam en-
ergy isobserved, the feed-down to reducesto 3 { 8% at
20A G &V . A lso included in Fig.[d are the feed-down con-
tributions to for the two alternative analysis strategies
described in the previous section (dashed line: CUT A,
dotted line: CUT B ). Since the fraction of seen in the
reconstructed sam ple depends on the selected analysis
cuts, the feed-dow n contrlbution has to be evaliated for
each approach separately.

E. System atic errors

T here are several contributions to the system atic error
which are summ arized in Table[I. O ne of them results
from uncertainties in the determm ination of the com bina-
torialbackground. T his uncertainty can be estin ated by
varying the degree of the polynom ialused to tthe back-
ground and the Invariant m ass range In which the tis
perform ed. Tt is found that this system atic error is 3%
for and

A nother contribution arises from in perfections in the
description of the detector response by the sin ulation
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FIG . 4: The di erences between the fully corrected results
of the standard procedure and of the two altemative anal-
ysis strategies (see section [IIEl) for (upper row ) and
(lower row ) In central Pb+ Pb at 158A G eV . Shown are the
pr dependence at m drapidity (left panels) and the rapid-
ity dependence (right panels). T he gray boxes illustrate the
system atic error estin ate.

procedure w hich result in system atic uncertainties in the
e ciency calculation. Tt was veri ed that all distribu—
tions of geom etrical and kinem atical param eters that are
relevant in the reconstruction procedure (see section[IIB])
are in agreem ent between sin ulated and m easured data
130,131,132]. Still there can be rem aining discrepancies
which constitute a source of system atic error. Tts m ag—
nitude can be estin ated by varying the selection criteria
in the analysis procedure and checking the consistency of
the nalresult. Thiswas done, eg., by com paring data
points obtained w ith the altemative analysis strategies
described in section[IIC] (CUT-A and CUT-B) to the re-
sults for the standard analysis (seeFig.[4). Shown are the
dierences N = N (STD) N (CUT-A (B)) asa function
of pr and rapidity, both for and . Even though the
e clenciesare lower by aln ost a factor 2 in som e regions
of phase space (see Fig.[d) and are subfct to di erent
system atic e ects (eg. In uence of high track density or
background) the resultsare in agreem ent. T hedeviations
are consistentw ith a system atic errorof 10% for and

atallbeam energies (see Fig.[4). Additionally to the
studies presented in Fig.[d, a further investigation was
perform ed in order to test whether the reconstruction
is sensitive to the cut applied to the DCA . For this pur-
posetheDCA <cutwasrelaxedtol.5an (default: 0.5 an )
and the result of this analysis was com pared to the stan-
dard procedure. Itwas found that the deviationsbetw een
the two approaches also agree w ith the system atic ervor
estin ate given in Table[Tl.



TABLE III: The rapidity densities dN =dy at m d-rapdity ( /

: i< 04, / "1 i< 05), the total m ultiplicities IN 1,

the RM S-w dths of the rapidity distrbutionsRM Sy calculated from the ts shown in Fig.[d, the averaged transverse m asses

Im+i m,and the inverse slope param eters T at the di erent beam energies E o, . The st error is statistical, the second
system atic.
E bean Cent. dN =dy N i RM Sy mei mog T
@ Gev) (%) M ev=c") M ev)
20 7 134 01 11 271 02 22 0.70 0.01 0.6 297 4 24 244 3 12
30 7 147 02 12 369 03 33 089 0.02 008 310 5 25 249 2 13
40 7 146 02 12 431 04 43 111 0.08 011 327 5 27 258 3 13
80 7 129 02 10 501 06 55 128 0.02 0.14 338 7 27 265 4 13
158 10 95 01 10 449 06 80 | 368 7 28 301 4 15
20 7 0.10 0.02 0.01 016 0.02 0.03 062 014 0.14 407 72 47 339 56 31
30 7 021 0.02 0.02 039 0.02 0.04 069 0.05 008 357 32 30 284 13 26
40 7 033 0.02 0.03 068 0.03 0.07 0.77 0.05 0.08 371 22 31 301 10 27
80 7 082 0.03 008 182 0.06 0.19 083 0.05 0.09 363 19 30 292 10 27
158 10 124 0.03 013 307 006 031 100 0.03 0.09 388 13 31 303 6 27
20 7 093 013 0.0 150 013 0.7 064 0.08 0.07 289 27 29 221 14 13
30 7 117 013 0.3 242 019 029 0.73 014 0.09 278 19 28 233 11 14
40 7 115 011 013 296 020 036 094 013 011 285 17 29 222 9 13
80 7 122 014 0413 380 026 061 098 025 0.16 317 22 32 227 14 14
158 10 144 010 0.5 404 016 057 118 018 0.17 327 13 33 277 9 17
! 20 7 | | | | |

30 7 005 0.01 001 0.12 0.02 0.03 076 035 0.17 326 60 33 311 75 31
40 7 007 0.01 001 0.13 0.01 0.02 065 013 0.09 337 36 34 277 32 28
80 7 021 0.03 0.02 0.58 0.06 013 087 029 020 298 38 30 255 23 26
158 10 031 0.03 0.03 066 0.04 0.08 0.73 0.08 0.09 384 26 38 321 15 32

In case of and also the uncertainties in the feed-
down contribution have to be taken into account. Here,
the errors of the m easurem ents of spectra and yields of

and * translate into a system atic error caused by
the feed-dow n correction. For this error is am all (1% ),
since the correction itself is not too substantial and the

m easurem ent is relatively accurate. In case of ,
how ever, the lJarger feed-dow n contribution and the larger
errors of the ¥ data also result in a larger system atic
error of 7% .

In the range of the errors the data presented here agree
wellw ith the previously published resultsw here available
[L0,123]. The di erences com pared to the and yields
given in [10]are due to the feed-dow n contribution which
has not been subtracted from the old resuls.

Since orthe ( ) therangedown topy= 0G&V=cis
m easured in m ost of the rapidity bins, the system atic ef-
fects due to extrapolations into unm easured p. regions is
negligble. O nly in those y bins w here extrapolations are
necessary an additional system atic error of 4% is added
In quadrature. However, for the ( ") analysis, this
is iIntroducing an additional system atic error in the full
range of the rapidity distrbutions. Tt was estin ated by
using di erent assum ptions for the spectral shape. The
standard approach ( tto an exponential, see section [IV])
was com pared to a twith a hydrodynam ically inspired

blast wavem odel [33]. The di erence on the dN =dy was
found to be 3% .



H
o
w
Tt
e

t
[EEN
o

N

eI Y

t

[N
o

dN/(m dy dm) (GeV™?)

\\\\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\
158A GeV (x 20)
80A GeV (x 10) ]
40A GeV (x 5) |
30A GeV (x 2)
20A GeV

(@)

o H > «

K 4
Ll

>

o

FIG . 5: The transverse m ass spectra of

0.5 1 15 2
m-m, (GeV)

(left panel) and

N/-\ T T 1T T T ‘ T 1T ‘ T T 7177
S i * 158A GeV (x 20) |
v Lol v 80AGeV (x10) |
O 107 s 40AGeV (x 5) 3
g Fis m 30AGeV(x 2) ]
= L * 20AGeV ]
T 10 LT E
3 (b)
é"‘ L & 4
=z L E
° Fe ]

10t E
10%¢

10_3 ?\ L1 ‘ I ‘ L1 1 ‘ L1
0 0.5 1 15 2
m-m, (GeV)

(right panel) at m d—rapidity (yj< 0:4) for 5 di erent beam

energies. T he data points are scaled for clarity. O nly statistical errors are shown. T he solid/dashed lines represent a twith
an exponential, where the solid part denotes them + range In which the t was perform ed. T he dotted lines are the results of
a twith a blast wave m odel [33] (see text for details).

-
o
N
T

t t
[N
o

R

—en .7

dN/(m dy dm) (GeV™?)

[EEN

101

-4

\\\\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\
158A GeV (x 30) 1
80A GeV (x 10) |
40A GeV (x 5)
30A GeV (x 2) -
20A GeV

(@)

o H > <« *

102
0

FIG .6: The transverse m ass spectra of

0.5 1 15 2
m-m, (GeV)

(left panel) and

t

t

dN/(m dy dm) (GeV™?)

[EEY
T

T T T T

'—\
Q

102

\\\\\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\
158A GeV (x5) -
80A GeV (x2)
40A GeV (x2)
30A GeV

*

<«

>

Al Ll Ll

10°
0

0.5 1

15 2

m-m, (GeV)

(right panel) atm dxapidity (i< 0:5) or5 (4) di erent beam

energies. T he data points are scaled for clarity. O nly statistical errors are shown. T he solid/dashed lines represent a t with
an exponential, where the solid part denotes them + range In which the t was perform ed. The dotted lines are the results of
a twith a blast wave m odel [33] (see text for details).



T he extraction of the total m ultiplicities requires in
addition an extrapolation into the unm easured rapidity
regions. T he system atic error that is introduced by this
extrapolation dependson thebeam energy, since the frac—
tions of the longitudinal phase space covered by them ea—
surem entsalso changew ith energy. A Iso, the shape of the
y spectra is not always very well determ ined, especially
for at80A and 158A G &V . By using di erent assum p—
tions for the spectral shape in the unm easured region,
as de ned in Eq. () and Eq. {J), the additional sys-
tem atic error on the totalm ultiplicities was estin ated.
For a variation between 1% at 20A G&V and 14% at
158A G eV was obtained and for this system atic error
is lJargest at the low est energy (20% ) and decreases to 2%
at 158A G eV . In case of the this contribution ranges
between 2% at20A G&V and 12% at 80A G &V ,while for
the * it isbetween 5% (158A Ge&V ) and 20% (302 and
80A Ge&V).

III. TRANSVERSE M ASS SPECTRA
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FIG.7: Thelm ti m ¢ values for centralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au
reactions as a function of © 5. The system atic errors are
represented by the gray boxes. F illed sym bols correspond to
and ,while open sym bolsdenote and * .Alsoshown are
data from the NA 57 collaboration [4,I34], from AGS [35,[36]
and RH IC experm ents [37,138,139], as well as p+ p data on

[401]. The lines are calculations w ith the UrQM D 1.3 m odel
41,142].

The transverse m ass spectra of and m easured

around m d-rapidity (jyj< 0:4) are shown in Fig.[d and
theonesof and * (jj< 05)inFig.Jd. Them  spec—
tra were tted by an exponential in the transverse m ass
rangem: mg> 02 GeV=c asde ned h Eq. (). The
resulting inverse slope param eters T are summ arized in
Tabl[IIl. D ue to the signi cant curvature ofthem  spec—
tra equation Eq. (1) does not provide a satisfactory de-
scription of the data over the wholem  range. T herefore,
the m . spectra were additionally tted by a blast wave
m odelwhich assum es a transversely expanding em ission
source [33]. T he param eters of thism odel are the freeze-
out tem perature T¢ and the transverse ow velocity ¢
at the surface. A ssum Ing a linear radial velocity pro le
t(r) = s r=R,which ism otivated by hydrodynam ical
calculations, the m + spectrum can be com puted from

Z g

1 dN Pr sinh m + cosh
— / rdrm: I K1 ;
m ¢ dm dy 0 Te Te
(2)
where R is the radius of the source and = tanh ' £

is the boost angle. Since the m easurem ents for the dif-
ferent particle species do not provide an equally good
constraint on the t procedure if both param eters are
allowed to vary freely, the transverse ow velocity was

xed toh ti= 2=3 o= 04. The results of the tsare
shown as dotted lhes in Figs.[d and [@ and the obtained

t param eters T are listed in Table[IV]. T hey tum out to
be signi cantly lower for than for atallbeam ener-
gies. This di erence is also visble for the antiparticles,
although less pronounced. Even though this observation
is based on a relatively sin ple m odel, it m ght indicate
that the transverse m ass spectra of and are notde-
term ined by the sam e kinetic freeze-out condition.

TABLE IV : The param eter T¢ resulting from the twith the
blast wave model h ti was xed In allcases to 04. T¢ is
given in M &€V . E rrors are statistical only.

Beam energy Te( ) Te() Te( ) Te( ")
20A Ge&v 100 2 166 38 82 7 |

30A Gev 107 1 134 9 83 5 122 30
40A G eV 115 2 143 7 82 4 127 17
80A Ge&v 121 2 136 6 95 8 108 12
158A Gev 140 2 146 3 109 5 156 9

To allow for a m odel independent study of the energy
dependence ofm  spectra, the averaged transverse m ass
mii mg was calulated. Since for , , and es—
sentially the whole rangedown tomy mo = 0 is cov—
ered, m i m( can be extracted from the data alone.
However, in order to extrapolate up to a comm on upper
Iimit inmy mgy, t functions were used as well. For
this purpose two di erent tswereused: The blast wave
m odel, as shown in Fig.[d,and a twith a double expo—
nential (not shown) that also provides a good description
of the data. The di erent approaches allow to estim ate
the system atic error. For * also an extrapolation to



m: mg= 0 isneeded.
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+

, and
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for centralPb+ Pb collisions in di erent rapidity bins at 20A , 304,

40A , 80A , and 158A G &V . Every rapidity bin hasa width of 04. Bin y0 starts at 2.0. The data points are scaled for clarity.

O nly statistical errors are shown.
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The resulting values forlm +i m ¢, corresponding to an
interval0 my mgy 2GeV=c?,are listed in Tablk[II.

F igure[? show s the dependence oflm ti m on P Sy
for the data presented here In com parison to m easure-
m ents done by NA 57 at the SPS [@,134], by E896 and
E917 atthe AG S [35,[36]and by STAR and PHEN IX at
RHIC 37,38,[39]. Thelm +i m g valuesderived from the
NA 57 spectra agree w ith the NA 49 results. In the SPS
energy range only very little variation oflm +i m o with

s, Is observed, ollowed by a slight increase towards
RHIC energies. Thelm i mg of isgenerally higher
by 200 M eV=¢’ than the one observed in p+p reac-
tions [40]at all center-ofm ass energies. For pions, kaons
and protons a sudden change in the energy dependence
oflm:i m, around pﬂ = 7 { 8 Ge&V was observed
20]. Since currently no data at lower energies are avail-
able, it cannot be established whether a sin ilar feature
is present in the energy dependence oflm +i m ¢ for hy—
perons. However, the rem arkably sm all energy variation
shown in Fig.[l would still be in line w ith the behavior
observed for the other particle species.

TABLE V:The param eter and yo resulting from the ts
with the sum of two G auss functions (see Eq. @A) to the
rapidity distributions of and

Beam energy () vo() ( ) yo( )
20A Gev 051 0.01 049 0.01 045 0.08 045 0.07
30A Gev 066 0.02 059 0.01 056 045 047 041
40A Ge&V 091 0.06 065 0.04 076 016 054 012
80A Gev 087 0.07 094 0.06 0.71 032 068 0.13
158A Gev | | 118 0.18 |

The measurements on m +i m ¢ are also com pared
to the string hadronic model UrQM D1.3. W hile this
m odelin principle reproduces the observed near indepen—
denceoflmi mgyon" s;, in theSPS energy region, it
fails to m atch its m agnitude. The calculation is always

100 M &V below the data. Additionally, this version
of UrOM D does not describe the slow increase towards
RHIC.

IVv. RAPIDITY SPECTRA

Figure[8 sum m arizes them  spectra of , , ,and

as measured In di erent rapidity bins. The data
points cover a large fraction of the phase space and thus
allow to extract rapidity distrbutions by integrating the
transverse m ass spectra. Table[II sum m arizes the re-
sulting rapidity densities around m d-apidity and F ig.[d
show s the resulting y spectra. For a clear evolution of
the gpectral shape w ith beam energy is observed. W hile
the rapidity spectrum at 20A G &V has an alm ost G aus-
sian shape, a plateau around m d-rapidity is develop-
ing that widens w ith increasing energy. At 158A G &V
the spectrum is nally constant in them easured rapidity

+

12

range. T his re ects the continuous change of the rapid—
ity distribution of the netdbaryon num ber in this energy
range [43]. W hile at lower energies the nal state distri-
bution of the incom ing nucleons looks them al, the ra-
pidity distribution of the netbaryons develops a distinct
minimum atm d-rapidity with increasing energy due to
ncom plete stopping. Since carry a signi cant frac-
tion of the netbaryon num ber they follow this change
to a large extent. A sim ilar behavior, although less pro-
nounced, is visible for the aswell. and ‘' ,on the
other hand, are well descrbed by G aussians at all beam

energies.
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FIG. 10: The RM S widths of the rapidity distrbutions
RM Sy, nom alized by the pro fctile rapidity yproj,as a func-
tion of Yproj. The system atic errors are represented by the
gray boxes.

In order to determ ine total m ultiplicities, extrapola—
tions into the unm easured y regions are needed. T here-
fore, and were tted with a sum of two G auss
functions placed sym m etrically around m d-rapidity
¥V + vo)
2 2

dN Y vo)

— + 3
dy/exp 22 exp (3)

Theresulting tparam etersare listed in TablkV]. Th case
of the at 158A G &V a sihgle G aussian tumed out to
provide a better t to the data (solid line in Fig.[d). For
the distrbution at158A G &V a tcannotbe perform ed
since the m easurem ent does not allow to determm ine the
end of the dN =dy distrlbution. Here, the extrapolation
has to be based on di erent assum ptions on the spec—
tral shape. A n upper lin it on the contribution from the



unm easured parts can be derived by using the m easured
net-proton distribution at 158A G &V [44]to describe the
tails. Another approach is to assum e the sam e shape
for the rapidity distrbution as has been m easured for
central S+ S reactions at 200A G&V [4], which then re—
sults in a lower total yield. The m ultiplicity quoted In
Table[II is the average betw een both extrapolations and
their di erence is taken as its systam atic error.
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FIG .11: The rapidity densities dN =dy at m d—rapidity ( /
Vi< 04, / i1 ¥j< 05) in central Pb+ Pb and Au+Au
. . pP— .

collisions as a function of © 5, . The system atic errors are
represented by gray areas, m ostly hidden by the sym bols.
A lso shown are data from the NA 57 collaboration [4,134],
as well as from AGS [35,136,149] and RHIC experin ents
37,138,139,144 1.

For and ¥ a singleG auss function was used to de—
rive the totalyields. The resulting t param eters are
dentical to the values HrRM S, tabulted in Table[II.
The rapdity spectra of and * at 158A GeV alo
agree well with a t to the previously published data
(dashed lines in Fig.[d). Figure[ld summ arizes the en—
ergy dependence of the RM S, values. W hile the w dths
ofthe and * distributions agree w ith each other and
exhibit an approxin ately linear dependence on the pro-
Fctile rapdity ypro; RM Sy 03 Ypro4s see dashed line
in Fig.[I0), the and show a di erentbehavior. Here
RM S,=Ypro; is Jarger and also clearly energy dependent.
The e ect ism ore pronounced for the than for the

V. PARTICLE YIELDS

Fiure [11 shows the rapidity densities around m id-
rapidity as a function of © s, . The energy dependence
of dN=dy for exhibits a com plicated structure. It
rises from AGS to a maximum at a beam energy of
30A G €&V, then drops towards top SPS energy and rises
again slowly to P S,y = 130 GeV. This can be under-
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FIG.12: Thep/p 47, / , %/ ,and */ 111] ratios
around m d-rapidity ( : j< 04, and : Fj< 0:5) in

centralPb+ Pb and Au+ Au collisions as a function of © 5 .
A lso shown as open sym bols are data from the SPS experi-
mentsNA 44 [46]and NA 57 [4,134], from AG S [35,136,/43,149]
and RH IC experim ents [37,1394,139,144,150,151,/52]. The sym —
bols are slightly displaced for clarity.

stood by an interplay of the slow rise of the multiplic—
ity from Epeam = 30A GeV on (see Fig.[I3a) and the
pronounced change of shape seen In the rapidity distri-
bution in the sam e energy region (see Fig.[d). Since the

yield gets distributed m ore and m ore evenly along the
rapidity axis, the m d-rapidity dN =dy is reduced above
Ebean 30A G&V. At some point the redistribution
along y is com pensated again by the further increase of
the multiplicity, so that the rapidity density dN =dy
is again higher at RH IC . Such a signi cant structure in
the energy dependence is not observed for the ,where
the m d+rapidity dN =dy increases m ore an oothly by a
factor of 2 from Epeam = 20A Ge&V towards RHIC.
H ow ever, also here a an all structure In the energy depen-—
dence is visbble between 20A and 80A GeV. For and

* ,where no change In the shape of the dN =dy spectra
is seen, the m drapidity dN =dy values increase rapidly
over 2 ordersofm agnitude between Epean = 20A G &V
and P5 = 130Gev.

Tt should be noted that at this point there isa signi -
cant disagreem ent betw een the m easurem ents presented
here and the data published by the NA 57 collaboration
1d,[34]. Even though theNA 57 data follow the sam e trend
in the energy dependence, they are system atically higher
than the NA 49 results 64]. T hisdiscrepancy is generally
of the order of 1 { 2.5 standard deviations w ith the only
exception of the m easuram ents at 40A Ge&V. The
m easured particle ratios, on the other hand, show a good
agreem ent betw een the two experin ents. D espite Inten—
sive discussions between both collaborations, the origin
of the discrepancies is not yet found.

T he energy dependence of the antibaryon/baryon ra—
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FIG . 13: The total multiplicities of (a), (b), (c),
and © (d) in central Pb+ Pb and Au+Au collisions as a

function of pm' The system atic errors are represented
by the gray boxes. Also shown are AGS data [9,135,143],
as well as calcultions with string hadronic m odels (HSD ,
UrQM D13 [41,144,153)) and with a statistical hadron gas

model (SHM (A ) [29]).

tiosR (B=B ), m easured atm d-rapidity, are com pared for
protons, , ,and inFig. [IJ. Theratiosexhibita rapid
rise for all particle species over several orders of m agni-
tude in the SP S energy range and converge tow ards val-
uesclose to 1 atRH IC energies. T here is a distinct hier-
archy of the ratios, depending on the strangeness content
of the baryons:
R( "= )>R("= )>R(=)>R(p=p):
A lso, the energy dependence in the SPS region gets
slightly weakerw ith increasing strangeness. The B=B ra—
tios at m dxrapidity directly re ect the drastic change in
the net-baryon num ber. H ow ever, the sensitivity depends
to som e extent on the valence quark content of the baryon
which is thus responsible for the observed hierarchy.
The total multiplicities, as determ ned from the
dN =dy spectra shown in Fig.[d, are com piled in Fig.[I3
together w ith AG S data where available [9,135,145]. The
total m ultiplicities of and ncrease quite rapdly
at lower energies, whilke from pﬂ 8 GeV on they
rise only m oderately with energy. and *, on the
other hand, exhibit a continuous fast increase w ith beam
energy. The m easurem ents are confronted w ith several
hadronicm odels. In Fig.[13a calculationsw ith the string
hadronic models HSD [53]and UrQM D13 4l]forh i
as a function of = s, are shown, aswell as results from
a twith a statisticalhadron gasm odel [29] (SHM (A )).
A 1l threem odels are able to describe the data satisfacto-
rily. A sin ilar picture is observed forh i (see Fig. [13b),
although the t with the statistical hadron gas m odel
seem s to overpredict the m easurem ents at Epean = 80A
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and 158A G &V . The di erence between UrQM D 1.3 and
the statisticalm odel is m ore pronounced for and *
(see Fig.[[3c and d). W hile the data points at SPS en—
ergies are above the UrQM D 1.3 calculation by a factor
of 2,the statisticalm odel t providesa qualitative de—
scription of the m easurem ent, although the agreem ent is
not perfect.
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FIG . 14: The total multiplicities of (a), (b), (c),

and * (d) divided by the total pion multiplicities (h i =

15t "i+ h i) in centralPb+ Pb and A u+ A u collisions as
a function ofp 5,y - T he system atic errors are represented by
the gray boxes. A Iso shown are AG S data [9,I35,1459,154,I53],
as well as calculations with string hadronic m odels (HSD ,
UrQM D13 [41,144,153]) and a statistical hadron gas m odel
(SHM (A ) [29]).

In Fig.[I4 the totalm ultiplicities of hyperons divided
by the total number of pionsh i = 15t *i+ h 1)
arecompiled. Theh i/h iand theh i/h i ratioshave
distinct m axin a in the region pﬂ = 7{9GeV,whik
theh i/h iand h *i/h i ratios Increase m onotonously
with energy. The com parison to the string hadronic
model results of HSD and of UrQM D13 reveals a sig—
ni cant disagreem ent with the h i/h i and h i/h i ra-
tios (see Fig.[I4k and b), which is not present in the

and  multiplicities alone as shown in Fig. [[3a 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 (44, [64]. Hence, the disagreem ent w ith
theh i/hiand h *i/h i ratios (Fig.[I4de and d) is
even m ore pronounced than forthe m ultiplicitiesalone.
T he statisticalhadron gasm odel approach provides over—
all a better description of the m easured particle ratios
than UrQM D1.3. However, the h i/h i ratio is clearly
overestin ated at higher energies by SHM (A ), while the

t results from this m odel are sligh below the data
pointsforh i/h iandh "i/hifor™ s < 173Gev.
In [63] i was argued that a statistical m odel approach
predicts di erent positions of the m axin a in the energy
dependence of h i/h i (pﬂ(m ax)= 51 GeV) and of



£ o.o8f -- UrQMD1.3 ] £
<T@, 1T pRvPL3) (b) LoR
L ® NA49 -10.015
0.06[ NA57 .8
: AGS ]
0.04 STAR pot
: PHENIX ]
0.02[ --77 0 P00s
E T : E
1 H i
0006 10.002
0.004}
I 0.001
0.002} ]
0 162 0
\s (GeV)

FIG .15: The rapidity densities dN =dy at m id—xapidity of
@), @), (c),and " (d)divided by the pion rapidity
densities ( = 15 ( © + )) In centralPb+ Pb and Au+Au
collisions as a function ofpm. T he system atic errors are
represented by the gray boxes. A 1so shown are NA 57 [€,134],
AGS [35,134,/45,1553]), and RHIC [37,I38,139,146,154,157,158]
data, as well as calcultions with string hadronic m odels
(HSD ,UrQM D 1.3 [41,142,153]) and a statistical hadron gas
model (SHM (B) [59)).

h i/h iP5 max)= 102 GeV).However, the ex—
isting m easurem ents do not allow to determ ine the exact
positions of the m axin a w ith the required precision in
order to establish a signi cant di erence. For this pur-
pose also m ore data at ower energies (* 5, < 6 G&V)
w ith high precision would be required.

Q ualitatively the sam e picture em erges when the ra—
tios of the m d+rapidity yields are studied instead of the
ratios of totalyields, as shown in F ig [I19 togetherw ith re-
sults from RH IC experin ents. A gain, the string hadronic
modelsHSD and UrQM D13 failtomatch the / and

*/ ratios, even though a reasonable description of the

/ and / ratiosatSPS energies isachieved,and sta-
tisticalm odels provide generally a better description. A s
an altemative in plam entation of the statistical hadron
gas m odel here the one by [13,159] (SHM (B)) is used.
W hile In SHM (A ) 29]a separate tateach energy to all
available particle m ultiplicities is perform ed by varying
chem ical freeze-out tem perature Ty, and baryonic chem —
ical potential ., the lnput param eters Ty, and ; In
SHM (B) [B9] are taken from a sm ooth param etrization
ofthe” s,, dependence of the orighhal tresults. In ad-
dition, them odel SHM (A ) includes a param eter to allow
for strangeness undersaturation s, which is not present
InmodelSHM (B) (ie. 5= 1).Bothmodelsusea grand
canonicalensem ble for the results show n here. In the case
ofm odelSHM (B ) an additionalcorrection by a canonical
suppression factor is applied. H owever, for centralA + A
collisions this correction isonly e ective at AG S energies
(p S 5Gev) 59]. Thus,SHM (B) providesa baseline
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FIG .16: The totalm ultiplicities of (a) and (b) divided

by the totalpion multiplicities (h i= 155t "i+ h 1)) for
central Pb+ Pb and A u+ Au collisions as a function of * Sy -
T he system atic errors are represented by the gray boxes. A 1so
shown are AGS data [9,135,145,154,155], m easurem ents for
p+ p collisions by other experim ents (open squares) [60,161],
as well as a calulation with the UrQM 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 ents relative to the p+ p param etrization are shown in pan-
els (c) and (d). The gray boxes denote the uncertainty of the
p+ p reference param etrization. The dashed line represents
the values from the UrQM D 1.3 m odel.

de ning the state ofm axin alchem icalequilbbrium thatis
attainable. However, the param etrization that provides
the basis of SHM (B ) has been tuned to tm idrapidity
ratios, while the tswith SHM (A ) have been done for
total m ultiplicities which com plicates a direct com pari-
son between the two approaches. SHM (B), as shown In
Fig.[19, generally overpredicts allm easured m id-rapidity
ratios at the higher SP S energies (p S,y = 12 17GeV),
while at lower SPS and at RHIC energies a satisfac—
tory agreem ent is achieved. Therefore, in the data a
sharper m aximum in the energy dependence of the /
and / ratios is observed than in the model. The
NA 57 results[65] exibit a sin ilarly shaped energy depen—
dence. H ow ever, the ratios are generally higher than the
NA 49 results.

The observed maxina in the / and / ratiosoc-
cur in the sam e energy range as the observed distinct
peak n theK™* / * ratio [20]. Since the latter can be in—
terpreted as a signature for the onset of decon nem ent,
the question appears whether the maxima in the /
and / ratios can be attrbuted to the sam e e ect.
In contrast to the K* , which carry together with the
K? the buk of the antistrange quarks and are thus a
relatively direct m easure of the strangeness production,
the Interpretation of the strange baryons is com plicated
by the fact that their sensitivity to the strangeness pro-



duction is strongly m odi ed by the energy dependent
baryon num ber distrbbutions. At low energies, w ith high
baryonic chem icalpotential, the production ofbaryons is
favoured and m ore strange quarks willend up In  and

, com pared to higher energies where strange quarks

m Ight predom inantly be contained in K and K . This
is underlined by the fact that the statisticalm odel ap—
proaches, which re ect the dependence of particle yields
on . ,provide a relatively good describtion of the data.
W hether the ram aining discrepancies between SHM (B)
and the m d-rapidity ratios at 80A and 158A G &V (see
Fig.[IH3, panels (a) and (c)) m ight be attributed to the
onset ofdecon nem ent can in the light of the system atic
uncertainties not be de nitely answered. However, one
should keep in m ind that them drapdity / and /
ratios are also strongly a ected by the rapid change of
the shape of the and rapidity distributions w ith
energy. This e ect will cause a m ore pronounced energy
dependence of the m drapdity ratios in com parison to
the 4 ratios,which in principle cannot be described by
statisticalm odels.

Theh i/h iand h i/h i ratios, asm easured in cen-—
tralnucleus{nucleus collisions, are com pared to data ob-
tained in p+p collisions [60,161] in Fig.[Id. The p+p
m easurem ents were param etrized by a t function. For
h i/h 1 the ©llow Ing function w ith the t param etersa,
b, and cwasused:

h i=h i(p+p)= c[l exp( ( s P

Psrar bl s Pl
p_ (4)
Here, = 59 denotes the threshold center-ofm ass energy.
The result of the t is displayed in Fig.[I8a. Tt pro-
vides a reasonable description of the available data in
the energy range of © s, < 20 G &V . Sin ilarly, the en-
ergy dependence of the h i/h i ratio was param etrized

by a straight line. H owever, the existing m easurem ents
are much less precise than in the h i/h i case. Based

on these param etrizations, the energy dependence of an
enhancem ent factor E relative to p+ p,de ned as

E = IN i=h i3 .. /N i=h i, (5)

can be determ ined. A s shown in Fig.[16c, the enhance-
m ent factor for exhibitsa clear increase from a factorof
2 to > 3 tow ards low er energies. Forpﬂ < 4GeV the
AG S measuram ent of [9] suggests an even m ore dram atic
rise towards very low energies. For the enhancem ent
is of the order of 2, without any signi cant energy
dependence In the range covered by the data. W hik the
UrQM D 1.3m odelqualitatively reproduces the energy de-
pendence of the -enhancem ent, it fails to describe the
enhancem ent of . In fact, the m odel rather predicts a
—suppression, which ism ainly due to the fact that the
h i/h 1 ratio in p+ p reactions is grossly overestin ated
(see dotted line in Fig.[Id)p). Since the net-baryon den—
sity is Jargest around ~ s, = 5 G &V, the production
of strange baryons exhibits a pronounced m axinum at
these energies. This e ect is described by all hadronic
m odels considered here and consequently the / —ratios
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are well reproduced (Figs.[I4 and [18). M oreover, the
energy dependence of the -enhancem ent seem s to be af-
fected by the redistrbution of the baryon num ber, w hich
is suggested by the fact that UrQM D 1.3 gives a sin ilar
ncrease towards low energies. In com parison, the dou—
bly strange is less sensitive to the baryon num ber
density and m ore to the overall strangeness production,
which m ay explain why string hadronicm odels failto de—
scribe the data. For the corresponding antiparticles this
argum ent applies even m ore strongly. W hether the -
enhancem ent also Increases tow ards low energies, sin ilar
to the ,can currently not be decided due to the lack of
precise reference data in p+ p at lower energies.

VI. SUMMARY

A system atic study of the energy dependence of , ,
,and * production in central Pb+ Pb reactions at
SP S energies is presented.

T he shape of the m + spectra exhibits only a weak de-
pendence on beam energy, which is also re ected In the
m oderate ncrease oflm i m ¢ towardsthe higherRH IC
energies. A sin ilar behavior was also observed for pions,
kaons, and protons. For these particles a sudden change
in the energy dependencearound = 5, = 7 { 8G &V was
found in addition. D ue to the lack ofdata at lower ener-
gies it currently cannot be established whether a sin ilar
featuire is present in the energy dependence oflm i m g
for hyperons. T here is an indication for a slightly weaker
energy dependence oflm+i my for than for , the
values for being above the ones for . G enerally, the
measured m +i m ¢ is higher for all nvestigated particle
species than what is predicted by the UrQM D 1.3 m odel.

For and rapidity spectra a clear change of the
shape is observed. The aln ost G aussian lke spectral
form develops a plateau around m d-rapidity towards
higher energies, re ecting the change of the longitudi-
naldistribution of the netbaryon num ber. T he rapidity
gpectra of and ¥ ,on theotherhand, can be described
by single G aussians at all investigated energies, whose
ncreases m onotonically w ith energy.

A Iso the energy dependence of the total yields show s
a distinct di erence between baryons and antibaryons.
W hile forthe and ¥ multplicities a continuous rapid
rise with beam energy is observed, the increase of the

and yields is clearly weaker above pﬂ = 71
8 G eV than below . This di erence gets even m ore pro—
nounced when dividing the totalm ultiplicities of the hy-
perons by those of pions. T he energy dependence of the
hi/h iandh i/h i ratiosexhiits signi cantm axim a
in the region 5 < 5 < 10 GeV, whike the h i/h i
and h * i/h i ratios Increase m onotonically. The total
multiplicities of and arewelldescribed by the string
hadronic UrQM D 1.3 m odel. However, and T mul-
tiplicities are underpredicted by factorsof 2 { 3 at SPS
energies. A better overall description of all m easured
yields is provided by statistical hadron gasm odels.
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