arXiv:0910.0558v2 [nucl-ex] 1 Nov 2009

PROCEEDINGS

OF SCIENCE

Event-by-Event Fluctuations and the Search for the
Critical Point within the NA49 Experiment

Tim Schuster (for the NA49 Collaboration)
Fachbereich Physik der Universitat, Frankfurt, Germany.
E-mail: [Ti m Schust er @er n. ch|

The NA49 Collaboration:

T. Anticic?®, B. Baataf,D. Barnd', J. Bartké, H. BecR, L. Betew’, H. Biatkowsk3&’,

C. Blumé, B. Boimsk&’, J. BooR, M. Botjé", J. Bracinik, P. Bun&ié®, V. Cerny,

P. Christakoglodi, P. Chung®, O. Chvald*, J.G. Cramet®, P. Csatd, P. Dinkelake?,

V. Eckardt3, Z. Fodof, P. Fokd, V. Friesé€, J. Gaf, M. Gazdzick??, V. Genchet?,

K. Grebieszko#?, S. Hegyt, C. Hohné, K. Kadija?3, A. Karev3, D. Kresar, V.I. Kolesniko#,
M. Kowalskf, I. Kraus’, M. Krep$, A. Laszl4, R. Lacey®, M. van Leeuweh P. Lévaf,

L. Litov!’, B. Lungwit?, M. Makariev®, A.l. Malakho{, M. Matee¥’, G.L. Melkumo¥,

C. MeureP, A. Mischké, M. Mitrovsk?, J. Molnar, St. Mréwczyhskt, V. Nicolic?3, G. Palle,
A.D. Panagiotog, D. Panayoto¥, A. Petridig€®, W. Pery#2, M. Pikn&, J. Plute?2, D. Prindlet®,
F. Puhlhofet?, R. Renfordt, C. Roland, G. Roland, M. Rybczyhskt, A. Rybickf,

A. Sandovd, N. Schmit?, T. Schustét; P. Seybotl, F. Sikléf, B. SitaP, E. Skrzypcze®,

M. SlodkowsKr, G. Stefanek, R. StocR, C. Strabél, H. Strobeld, T. Sus&’, I. Szentpétefy
J. Sziklat, M. Szub&, P. SzymansKi, M. Utvié®, D. Vargd%, M. Vassiliod, G.I. Vere4?,

G. Vesztergombj D. Vrani€’, Z. Wiodarczyk!, A. Wojtasze¥, I.K. Yod®

¢ Copyright owned by the author(s) under the terms of the Gre&ommons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike Licen http://pos.sissa.it/


http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.0558v2
mailto:Tim.Schuster@cern.ch

PROCEEDINGS

OF SCIENCE

INIKHEF, Amsterdam, Netherlands.

2Department of Physics, University of Athens, Athens, Greec

3Comenius University, Bratislava, Slovakia.

4KFKI Research Institute for Particle and Nuclear PhysicadBpest, Hungary.
SMIT, Cambridge, USA.

5Henryk Niewodniczanski Institute of Nuclear Physics,dPoicademy of Sciences, Cracow,
Poland.

"Gesellschaft fiir Schwerionenforschung (GSI), Darmst@dtmany.

8Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Russia.

9Fachbereich Physik der Universitét, Frankfurt, Germany.

10CERN, Geneva, Switzerland.

Unstitute of Physics, Jan Kochanowski University , KieRaland.

2Fachbereich Physik der Universitat, Marburg, Germany.

BMax-Planck-Institut fir Physik, Munich, Germany.

14Charles University, Faculty of Mathematics and Physicstitate of Particle and Nuclear
Physics, Prague, Czech Republic.

15pepartment of Physics, Pusan National University, PusapuRlic of Korea.
1Nuclear Physics Laboratory, University of Washington, tBeaWA, USA.
1"Atomic Physics Department, Sofia University St. KlimentidB#i, Sofia, Bulgaria.
18|nstitute for Nuclear Research and Nuclear Energy, Sofidg&ia.

9pepartment of Chemistry, Stony Brook Univ. (SUNYSB), Samyk, USA.
2OInstitute for Nuclear Studies, Warsaw, Poland.

2linstitute for Experimental Physics, University of WarssVarsaw, Poland.
22Faculty of Physics, Warsaw University of Technology, Wars$land.

23Rudjer Boskovic Institute, Zagreb, Croatia.

Tdeceased

In heavy-ion collisions in the energy regime probed at thaRAESPS, experimental hints for

the deconfinement phase transition have been seen in nusnedusive hadronic observables.

In order to further characterize this transition, and in plugsuit of indications for the expected

critical point of strongly interacting matter, the NA49 talloration has conducted analyses of
the event-by-event fluctuations of various hadronic oksglas. A selection of these results will

be presented and discussed in the light of theoretical gtieds. Among these are new results
on hadron ratio fluctuations, in particular K/p fluctuatiarsd their potential connection to the

correlation between strangeness and baryon number, thealirg the basic degrees of freedom
produced in heavy-ion collisions.

5th International Workshop on Critical Point and Onset ofddafinement - CPOD 2009,
June 08 - 12 2009
Brookhaven National Laboratory, Long Island, New York, USA

Speaker.
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1. Introduction

Following the observation of a new state of matfgr [1] crédateheavy ion collisions at the
top CERN SPS energ)?(sN— = 173 GeV), inclusive hadronic observables gave evidence ligat t
onset of the deconfinement phase transitjdn [2] is observkedveSPS energie$][$] 4]. The energy
dependence of these observables changes dramaticaliyoh?mm = 8 GeV, most prominently
the non-monotonic behavior of the avera#fe’ i=hrr* iratio [3], and the step observed in the slope
parameter of hadron transverse momentum spefdtra [5]. lmasinthe evolution of these observ-
ables from top SPS on to RHIC energies shows no discontinbebaviors. Figur¢]1 presents a
sketch of the phase diagram of strongly interacting maittéicating the features predicted from
lattice QCD and QCD model calculations. Deconfined mattex, @GP, is separated from the
hadron phase by a first order transition boundary at larggdselnemical potentialig, ending in
a critical pointE and then turning into a cross-over transition at low valuegi® Lattice QCD
calculations predict a critical temperature between 1&D1af0 MeV atug = 0. A recent extension
to the finitepg domain allowed to estimate the position of the critical p&rifl]. The locations of
the hadron freeze-out points of the high density firebaltpezd in nucleus-nucleus collisions are
obtained from fits of a statistical model to hadron abundsuck e.qg. [B[][]8]).

Here, various implementations of this model agree in thaltieg chemical freeze-out con-
ditions, and see the extracted temperature approach tes-ok@r temperature with rising energy.
In addition, the freeze-out points for central Pb+Pb cilfis in the CERN SPS energy range lie
close to the critical point predicted ifi[9].

The study of event-by-event fluctuations promises to cormeye information about both
prominent features of the phase diagram, the onset of deemnéint and the critical point. The
original assumption[[10] was that in heavy-ion collisiohattfreeze out close to the phase transi-
tion, small initial density fluctuations may lead to two dist event classes and thus be reflected
in larger event-by-event fluctuations. In addition, flu¢toias are expected to reveal information
about thenatureof the phase transition and in particular about the critpmaht [1],[1P], as diverg-
ing susceptibilities near the critical point are directgnoected to fluctuations.

As indicated above, the energy range covered by NA49 in ti®eergy scan (8 P SN
173 GeV) makes it possible to study an interesting range ok&emut parameters. While quanti-
tative predictions for the effect expected at the phasesitian or the critical point are scarce, the
systematic energy scan allows to search for effects thagaapgnd/or disappear in the excitation
function. NA49’s large acceptance for hadrons, as wellasmiependent determination of event
centrality make it ideally suited for this systematic stulore experimental details can be found
in [I3].

The emphasis of this contribution is on NA49 results on thergyndependence of hadron ratio
fluctuations and their interpretation as a potential sigreator the onset of deconfinement and the
critical point. After discussion of th&=rt, p=rm, and K=p fluctuations, the energy and system
size dependence of multiplicity and mean transverse momentupg i fluctuations are presented.
These results are compared to quantitative theoreticdigirens for the effect of the critical point.

For future fluctuation studies, higher moments of evenetgnt distributions will be of strong
interest. For this reason, this article closes with an @ktlon baseline model calculations which
will be of interest when measuring net baryon or net protoridgis.
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Figure 1: Sketch of the phase diagram of strongly interacting mattéhé plane temperatur&) vs. bary-
onic chemical potentializ). Symbols denote the chemical freeze-out parameters @f/kiea collisions at
different energies as extracted by statistical modelﬁits'[ae line indicates the conjectured phase transition,
changing from first order (full line) to a cross-over (dastied) at the critical endpoire [E].

2. Hadron Ratio Fluctuations

Event-by-event hadron ratios characterize the chemicalposition of the fireball in each
event. Especially fluctuations of net baryon number or gieaess are sensitive to the properties
of the early stage. Compared to the fluctuations of otheraxwes quantities (e.g. charge [17]),
they are less strongly affected by hadronic re-interactiotater stages of the collision, so the
signature of the phase transition is less prone to be washedFrom the change in inclusive
particle (e.qg. relative strangeness) production progeibserved at the phase transition, we expect
distinct fluctuation patterns when the chemical freezeamproaches the phase transition. Besides
this idea, several models suggest the study of hadron ratitutéitions to gain further insight into
the nature of the deconfinement phase transifioh[[14, 15, 16]

These model considerations are supported by lattice QCfuledilons showing a change in
quark number susceptibilitief ]1B,]19] at the phase tramsitSusceptibilities have a direct con-
nection to number fluctuationg 0 IN?i. A step at the transition temperature is observed in light
and strange quark number susceptibilities. While the tiianss smooth ajg = 0, the light quark
number susceptibility diverges when approaching thecalifpoint at highepis. The changing sus-
ceptibilities could be observed in hadron number flucturejdout ratios are more robust because
they are an intensive quantity, and thus less affected lsr efifiects like e.g. volume fluctuations.

No guantitative predictions for the phase transition arnticat point effects on hadron ratio
fluctuations exist yet, but qualitatively they must be Misitvhen measuring hadron ratio fluctua-
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Figure2: The baryon-strangeness correlation COGfﬁC@}i[@]. Left: The expecte@ggs for a quark gluon
plasma, a grand canonical hadron-resonance gas (taker[ymompared to calculations performed in
the transport model UrQMD (see aIs@[ZS]). RigBEs from a lattice QCD calculation atg =0 |:Ej].

tions as a function of energy—is an effect coming and going?

An especially promising observable are the fluctuationshefk=p ratio. They have been
suggested as “A Diagnostic of Strongly Interacting Matfgf] and are hoped to yield a key to the
degrees of freedom in the system observed in heavy-iorstmis.

The baryon B) - strangenessy correlation coefficient, defined as
MBS MBitSi

i 1Sz
guantifies the correlation strength between baryon numbeérsé&rangeness. This changes at the
phase transition: In a quark gluon plasr@ag would be unity, as strangeness is carried by strange
quarks 6= 1, B = 1=3) and thus baryon number and strangeness are directlylaaade In
a hadron gas, strangeness is carried by kaéns (1,B= 0, ! Cgs= 0) andAs (S=-1, B=1,
! Cgs= 3). Ahadron gas thus shows a baryon-strangeness corretdtanging withug. Figure[2
(left) shows this difference. The predicted hadron gas Yiehavas reproduced in the hadronic
transport model UrQMD. For this comparisd@is was extracted from UrQMD events at different
collision energies to probe thg dependence.

As mentioned above, these observables can be directly ctath& quantities measured in
lattice QCD. An expression f&gs in terms of susceptibilities reads [21]:

Ces= 3 (2.1)

Xtt
Cgs= 3=5: (2.2)
X2
Lattice QCD calculations gig= 0 confirm the phase transition effeft][21]. Fig{ire 2 (rigstipws
the temperature dependencedaf in lattice calculations at different lattice spacings Recently,
also theug dependence has been determined by very new, prelimindigelaalculations shown
at this workshop[[32].

The definition ofCgs makes it necessary to measure all strange hadrons as wélbasy@ns
event-by-event. Especially for multi-strange hyperond aautrons this is not possible. Fluctua-
tions in theK=p ratio are thus an attempt to find a measurable proxy for thgdmastrangeness
correlation. A direct, quantitative connection is, howestl under discussion.
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Figure 3: Energy dependence ofyy, for theK=rrratio. Data from NA49[[24] and STAR [25] is compared
to transport model calculations from UrQMD and HSD.

In the following, the measurement of hadron ratio fluctuadiovill be expressed in terms of
dynamicalffluctuations [24]. The term dynamical fluctuations referthimse fluctuations remaining
after removing fluctuations from finite number statisticsadl as effects from detector resolution
and particle identification. In NA49, protons, kaons andiare identified via their energy loss in
the TPC gas, and a likelihood method is used to extract thetwige hadron ratios. A mixed event
reference is subjected to the same method, so that its riatidbdtion represents the finite number
statistics and detector effects. The dynamical fluctuateme defined as the quadratic difference

2 E 2

o 2 2 .
Odyn = SIQN Ofata  Omix Odata  Omix 7

(2.3)

whereodyaiais for instance the RMS width of the event-by-evrtrt ratio normalized by the mean
K =111, andamix is that for mixed events. If the sign ofyy, is positive, the data distribution is wider
than that for mixed events One possibility of obtaining aat&g gqyn (Where the data distribution

is narrower) is the presence of a strong correlation betweemadron species under study. Such a
correlation could be a resonance that decays into the two.

A thorough description of the experimental method and tkalte can be found i [R4], where
NA49 has recently published its final results on the energeddence ofigy, for theK=mrandp=rm
ratio. In the following,ouyn for K=m, p=rrandK=p is presented and compared to results at higher
energies from STAR. Details on their analyses can be fourf@8h(K=m), [R8] (p=m) and in [2}]
(K=p). All data are compared to new string-hadronic transportieh@alculations performed in
UrQMD [P8, 9], in the newest version 2.8]30]. Recent catiohs ofogyn, (K=m) in the hadronic
transport model HSD and in a statistical mode] [31] are atsogared to the data.

Figure[B shows the energy dependenceogf, for the K= ratio. The statistical errors that
are indicated are mainly determined by the event statiatiadable at each energy. The systematic
errors (indicated by shaded boxes) were deduced from sgsiteemalysis variationg [p4].
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Overall, for theK=r ratio fluctuations, we observe positive valuesagfn. Ogyn Is constant
from top SPS to RHIC energies, but, towards lower energiesramg rise is observed. This rise
is seen at the same energy where the indications for the ohsieiconfinement are found in the
inclusive measurements. As no data on ratio fluctuationgasadle belowp SuN = 63 GeV, itis
impossible to say whether a peak or a divergence is obsePugidre programs at FAIR or NICA
will answer this question.

In order to see if the observed signature is of pure hadroriginy the data is compared
to transport model calculations. For this comparison, UiQkvents have been analyzed after
being subjected to acceptance filters in order to reprodueexperimental conditions. The NA49
acceptance has been applied at the SPS energies, and tagcftdtion function (€3 pﬁ
200 GeV) has been evaluated within the STAR acceptance. eTd¢asulations are indicated in
Fig. 3 as red and green lines, respectively. No effect fromdtifering acceptances is visible
within UrQMD in the overlapping energy range.

While the calculations agree with the data in the plateaioreffom top SPS to top RHIC
energy, the rise towards low energies is not reproduced @NUD. The HSD calculationg [31] have
also been made in acceptances according to the experintamditions. Their results however
show a different behavior: The overall trend differs fronQMD, although a similar idea is behind
both models. HSD describes the rise at low SPS, but fails $oritee the high SPS points. Top
RHIC energy results are again reproduced by the calcukatiddue to this difference, no clear
conclusion can be drawn from the transport model comparison

The authors of[[31] also used HSD to check the acceptancet éfféween 4 acceptance and
the experimental conditions but observed no strong depmederl he 4t values were compared to
statistical model calculations, which again yielded aedéht result and an additional dependence
on the chosen statistical ensemble. Refeftd [31] &nd [32hfmore detailed discussion of this
comparison.

STAR studied the centrality dependencéefr fluctuations at Sun = 62.4 and 200 Ge\[]25].
They use the variablegy, which is in the studied case equivalema;fg,n and see a scaling with the
pseudo-rapidity density of produced particles at midrin}oic% H-0):

dN
2 }

The NA49 data (for central collisions) does not follow thensasystematics. A different
scaling law for NA49 and STAR data, taking into account thande in acceptance between the
two experiments was suggest¢d| [33]. Indeed when using

1
Ogvn U ; 2.5
dyn 19?1 (2.5)

whererK iis the average number of kaons within the experimental danep, the whole excitation
function of ogyn (K=1) can be reproduced. The interpretation of this result i débated. On
the one hand, a trivial dependence on particle number waiddest that there is no unexpected,
new physics behind the data. On the other hand the transpmielncomparison leaves an open
question: Whileogyn (K=m) within HSD qualitatively shows an energy dependence lié $uch
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Figure 4: Energy dependence ofyn, of the p=rrratio. NA49 and STAR results are compared to UrQMD
calculations.

a behavior is not at all visible within UrQMD. So although anpile explanation of the observed
K= fluctuations has been suggested [33], the situation stitls¢heoretical clarification.
At this workshop, NA49 results on the centrality dependesfagyy, (K=11) at® Sun = 173 GeV

have been presented for the first tirhe [34]. No scaling foethergyandthe centrality dependence
of ggyn (K=m) could be found there.

Looking at the available data go=rt fluctuations (Fig[]4)[[24] 2d, B4], we see a monotonic
increase with energy from low SPS to top RHIC energies. Tlyatnee values are explained by
a dominance of resonance decays (&.¢. p+ 1) over fluctuations, leading to a sign opposite to
that of theK=m case [24].

In the SPS energy range, UrQMD describes the data. Wheniagmyperimental acceptance
filters on the UrQMD eventsggy, does not change between NA49 and STAR acceptance. The
good description through the hadronic model supports thpotnesis that the signal comes from
resonance decay, thus hadronic effects. Going to RHIC &rserg discrepancy is observed: The
UrQMD results change sign and fail to describe the STAR détés under discussion whether
this discrepancy might be due to an inadequate descripfitimeaelevant resonances in UrQMD
at the high energies, or has other sources. Another evatuafithis feature has been made at this
workshop [3p].

For the first time, NA49 data oK=p ratio fluctuations is presented in this contribution. Fig-
ure[$ shows these results together with new data from STAR [ most prominent feature of
this measurement are the two sign changes as a function @yedde negative plateau at the SPS
energies frort SuN = 7.6 to 17.3 GeV is also remarkable: no variation with endsgyeen here,
and negative values fargy, are observed. As this would usually be interpreted as aledioa due
to resonance decay, the question arises which resonangaagaa role in this case.

Between SPS and RHIC, a jump in the excitation function isfeéd by a weak energy depen-
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Figure5: Energy dependence ofiy, of theK=pratio. Data from NA49 and STAR is compared to UrQMD
calculations.

dence for the two STAR points. The UrQMD calculations agreé# with the data from’ S\WN=76

to 200 GeV. The jump is also reproduced, and the absence epawe effects between STAR
and NA49 acceptance indicates that this jump is not an effiettte changing acceptance between
the two experiments.

A second jump to positive values is observed for the lowe& &fergy point. This first point
is not explained at all by the UrQMD calculations. The UrQMBlues remain negative even
at pﬁ = 5 GeV. Again, further experimental measurements at everiamergies would be
desirable to clarify the situation.

3. Fluctuations at the Critical Point

We are now looking for observables where the critical poivii¢ch is according to Fig] 1 in
the neighborhood of the SPS freeze-out points) manifestf.itAt the critical point, theo field
(the magnitude of the chiral condensate which is the ordearpater of the phase transition) is
expected to fluctuate wildly{TlL1]. As the field is not directly measurable, we are looking for
observables that convey its fluctuations to the final, dabéetstate: Pions couple strongly to e
field and we can thus expect the fluctuation pattern to be irtgmtion them. In the NA49 analysis
the fluctuations in the number of charged patrticles is talsem\alid approximation for the number
of pions. As an observable which is directly anticorrelai@the multiplicity, the fluctuation of the
mean transverse momentuipy i was also studied.

NA49 has published data on the energy and system size depEndémultiplicity [39] and
hpri [f]] fluctuations. This data is compared to the effect of ttical point as discussed ifi [iL 1,
B8] and at this workshop [B7].

When evaluating multiplicity fluctuations, it has to be képtmind thatN is an extensive
guantity. In order to avoid the measurements to be dominatedvial effects, such as fluctuations
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Figure 6: Energy dependence of multiplicity fluctuations for chargeadticles. The NA49 resultﬂBQ] are
well described by the hadronic transport model UrQMD.
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Figure 7: NA49 results on multiplicity quctuations‘,IiBQ] compared teedictions for the critical point|EO,

1,361

in the number of participating nucleons, a strict centyagélection is applied: only the 1% most
central collisions are considered as suggested |n [38]. rikasure for multiplicity fluctuations
used in NA49 is the scaled variance (variance of the mutiiglidistribution normalized by its
mean):
Var(n) m?i mi?
w =

= 3.1
mi mi 3-1)

Following this definition,w = 1 for a Poisson distribution.

The energy dependencedffor all charged particles in the rapidity range &y (11) < Ypeam[BY]
is shown in Fig[J6. It shows a weak increase with increasirggggnand values around unity. The
hadronic transport model UrQMD reproduces the observatiatso for various other kinematic
ranges or charge separated multiplicity fluctuations. Mae¢ailed comparisons can be found

in [B9].
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In Figure[J (left), the same NA49 data is shown again, and ditad the values ofw for
particles of only one charge are presented in the right partet results for different energies are
plotted as a function ofig where thepp values were extracted from hadron gas model fits [8].
The data is compared to the estimated effect of the critioaitp The lines in Fig[]7 correspond
to model predictions. WhildT11, B6] give predictions foetamplitude of the critical point effects
on multiplicity andhpr i fluctuations, two additional assumptions have to be made:pbsition of
the critical point in T ;ug), and the reach of the critical point effect. For the positian optimistic
assumption is made in the following: The critical point ikdn to lie directly on the freeze-out
curve from [8], while the position inug (at ys = 360 MeV) is taken from lattice QCD calcula-
tions [9]. The width of the critical region is derived frometesults of[[4[L]. The amplitude of the
critical point effect is reduced by a further constraint: M¢hn principle, the fluctuations diverge
at the critical point, this is limited by the correlation tgh & realized in the system. While i [11]

& = 6 fm was assumed] [#2] expects a correlation length ef 3 fm. For this reason both cases
were compared to the data.

The data however does not display an energy dependence abét fit to either prediction.
Taking into account the very small statistical errors ondh&, both cases are excluded. Another
signature is also not present in the data: the amplitudeeottitical point effect is expected to be
twice as large for all charged patrticles than for separaseges.

The mearpr fluctuations are quantified by t,, measure[[43], which represents the differ-
ence between the event average of a quantiby {in this case) and its ensemble average, and is
defined as

o) Hp; t ! T 3.2
S I (bt PT); (3.2)
where
N
Zor =) (Pri PT): (3.3)
2,

Uncorrelated particle production would be reflected in aigadf®,. = 0. The observable is
constructed in a way to be independent of volume and mutiplfluctuations.

The energy dependencg][40] presented in fig. 8 is flat andzegarfor all charged as well
as for only positive or negative particles. This behaviofile in the case forw, reproduced by
UrQMD. An increase or peak iy, as expected in the vicinity of the critical point is not Vi,
and no other deviation from the hadronic baseline expectatis seen.

Figure[p shows the quantitative comparison to critical ppiredictions, as in the case of
plotted as a function gfig. Again, the data exclude the predicted effects. The absafrtbe effect
in the data makes two conclusions possible: Either thecatifioint is not close enough to manifest
itself in the data or the correlation length realized in hemn collisions is very small.

As no significantug dependence of multiplicity andpri fluctuations was found in central
Pb+Pb collisions, one is led to explore the nuclear size mi#grece in the search for fluctuation
signatures of the critical point. Hadron gas model fits [8fidate that varying the collision system
size at® SuN = 173 GeV leads to a variation in the chemical freeze-out Tempegdchern for
central collisions of lighter nuclei (C+C, Si+Si, p+p) theodel fit obtains higheffchem than in
central Pb+Pb collisions (the extracted freeze-out teatpez for Pb+Pb is 156 MeV, while in

10
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transport model UrQMD.
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Figure 9: NA49 results orpri fluctuations ] compared to expectations for fluctuatiahthe critical

point [L1,[36].

p+p, Tchem= 180 MeV). At the same time, almost no variationgg is observed with changing
system size. A similar pattern is seen in results of blastenféts to particle spectra: They vyield
higherkinetic freeze-out temperaturels [44] when going to smaller systems

These observations suggest that it might be possible tomperf 2-dimensional scan of the
phase diagram of strongly interacting matter by vary?nm (variation of ug) and the colliding
system sizé\ (variation ofT) in heavy-ion collisions and look for a maximum of fluctuaisoas a
signature for the critical point. NA49 has measured muittityt [f6], A7] andhpr i [Ag] fluctuations
in p+p, C+C, Si+Si and Pb+Pb collisionspaﬁ = 173 GeV. We compare the results to another
optimistic critical point scenario: In this case the pasitiof the critical point was chosen to lie
at the samaug as the 17.3 GeV freeze-out points. As the freeze-out terypesain the smaller
systems are higher the assuniedf the critical point was shifted to the highest temperafteeze-
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Figure 10: System size dependence ®f, atpﬁ = 173 GeV for p+p collisions compared to central
C+C, Si+Si and Pb+Pb collision }48]. Lines indicate exptiehs for the critical poin{[4d, 45].

out point, i.e. that extracted from p+p collision§: ;ug )= (180MeV;250MeV).

When approaching the critical point in temperature, we ngpeet a rise in fluctuations. On
the other hand, smaller systems must be used in order to npietemperature. The system size
begins to limit the correlation length, as the correlatiendth cannot exceed the system size! This
results in an expectation of a maximum of fluctuations aringesliate system size. Details of this
comparison method can be found [in][45].

We indeed see a rise in fluctuations when going to collisidriglter ions. Figurg 0 shows
the Tehem (System size) dependence @f,, where the values for Pb+Pb, Si+Si, C+C and p+p
collisions are indicated at their respective chemical Zeseut temperaturd][8]. The higher,,
results in Si+Si and C+C are compatible with the criticalmaicenario described above. The
prediction that the critical point effect would be twice agge in all charged particles than in only
positive or negative particles is also consistent with thed

Figure[1] is the same representation for the resulteodn smaller systems. The same en-
hancement for intermediate system sizes is visible.

4. Outlook: Higher Moments

After the presentation of NA49 data, | will give as an outl@ogritical assessment of a recently
suggested fluctuation observable: The kurtosis of everaviaynt distributions. In general, higher
moments have been advertised as a sensitive probe for tise piaasition [[50]. All fluctuation
measures studied up to now are related to second momentdikdusr w, a peak of fluctuations
as a consequence of the divergimdield is also expected for the net proton skewness and kartosi
The advantage over second moment observables is that etrendase of a small correlation length
the signal would still be sizable in the suggested higher emdrobservables: The amplitude of the
critical point peak is proportional to higher powers of tleerelation length, e.g. for fourth moments
mMN4i0 &7, compared taN?i0 &2 for second moments. Having seen above that the criticak poin
effect may be not big enough to be visible in previously donetélation measurements, higher
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Figure 11: Multiplicity fluctuations @) at” Syy = 173 GeV in central p+p[[46], C+C and Si+$i}47], and
Pb+Pb collisions[[39] compared to expected fluctuationsiftiee critical point [4p[ 45].

moments come up as a promising observable. The suggedied|@oint effect on the kurtosis of
the net proton number distribution has also been confirmedciniral model[[51].

In addition to the critical point effect anticipated in thetmproton kurtosis, lattice QCD sug-
gests the net baryon kurtosis as a signature of the phassitivan[2]]. At the transition tem-
perature, a step is observed. For the experimental detatimmof the event-by-event net baryon
distribution, neutrons are not accessible. Protons shbeld valid substitute, but the expected
impact of a phase transition effect on the net proton kustbhas not been quantified yet.

In a hadronic transport model like UrQMD, it is possible tex@ss all baryons and thus eval-
uate the suggested observables. This will provide a ba&selintop of which, in planned future
measurements, phase transition or critical point effeatslie observed. A first important finding
here is that the evaluation of higher moments require lastpdistics than second moments. These
are of the order of millions and thus still experimentalljhsvable.

For the UrQMD v2.3[[3P] study events have been analyfeld #€je energy range 2 Ge¥
P SN < 200 GeV. The baryon, proton and charge distributions weatueted at a fixed acceptance
around midrapidity, comparable to that of the STAR detedtayure[1P shows theffective kurtosis
extracted from these net baryon, net proton and net chaggebditions. The effective kurtosis of
the distribution of any variabl8l is defined as:

ON4i

SNZL 3rON24; (4.1)

KET = K (N )hON21i=

whereK (5N is the mathematical kurtosi& " can directly be related to the susceptibilities that
are obtained from lattice QCI) [R1]:

Keff = X4, (4.2)
X2

The UrQMD results show the net charge effective kurtosidtlaiing around zero. The effec-
tive kurtosis for net baryons has a strong trend towardslaepative values when going to lower
energies. Only at SuN > 50 GeV, it aproaches zero, and is thus consistent with thieda®CD
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Figure12: Effective kurtosis for the net-charge, net-proton andlveatyon number distributions at midrapid-
ity (¥j< 05) as calculated from UrQMD at various beam energies foreéRb+Pb/Au+Au reactionﬂ]dQ].

predictions which predick®f = 1 for the hadron gas and a step to zero at the phase transition t
the quark gluon plasma. The available statistics do notvaitodistinguish between one and zero.
For the net protons finally the trend to negative values atdowrgies is also visible, but much
less pronounced. At SuN = 200 GeV, the calculations are compatible with the first STABuits
presented recently [2].

The importance of the realistic baseline calculation isauigled in the large deviation between
low temperature lattice calculations and the UrQMD resattdow energies. The lattice QCD
expectation oK = 1 for any hadron gas is in strong contrast to the negativeegatibtained in
UrQMD. The latter can be explained by the strict quantum nemrdmnservation that is implied
in UrQMD, whereas lattice QCD calculations are performethinithe grand-canonical ensemble,
where the expectation values for quantum numbers are di@atdoy chemical potentials.

While the particles within the chosen midrapidity acceptamre a valid representation of
a grand-canonical ensemblepa‘sm = 200 GeV, at lower energies conservation effects become
important and cause the strong deviation from lattice etgtiens. This discovered background
effect is much larger than the expected phase transitioragige for net baryons. In net protons,
this effect is much less pronounced and the expected dngaat effect should not be shadowed
by the background effect.

5. Summary

The NA49 results on the energy dependence of hadron ratituéitions do not give rise to
a coherent interpretation: While the=r fluctuations can be understood in terms of resonance
decay and are reproduced by hadronic models, there areadariing interpretations of thE=rt
fluctuations which remain to be settled. The new resultKep fluctuations show a non-trivial
excitation function that is not easy to understand.
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A freeze-out in the vicinity of the critical point should beflected in enhanced multiplicity or
hpri fluctuations. Two scenarios for critical point positionsv&deen compared to NA49 results
on w and®,.. While the results from the central Pb+Pb collision energgnsexclude a critical
point located on the freeze-out curve, the enhanced fluohsain intermediate size systems seen
in NA49's system size scan gtﬁ = 173 GeV are consistent with the effect of a critical point
located closer to the freeze-out point for collisions ohtigr nuclei. The estimated critical point
effect is however strongly dependent on several model petierh

Finally it was shown that in future fluctuation measuremersisig higher moments realistic
baseline calculations are essential for the interpratagidhe results.
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