0910.3125v1 [hep-ph] 16 Oct 2009

arxXiv

Particle production in p p collisions at

p

s= 17 GeV within the statisticalm odel

I. Kraus,} J.Cleymans,’? H.Oeschler,) and K . Redlich®/45

! Institut fur K ernphysik, D am stadt University of Technology, D 64289 D am stadt, G emm any
UCT-CERN Research Centre and D epartm ent of Physics,
University of Cape Town, Rondebosch 7701, South A frica
3 Institute of T heoretical Physics, University of W roclaw , P 45204 W roclaw , Poland
“G SI Hem holtzzentrum fur Schw erionenforschung, D 64291 D am stadt, G em any
SExtreM e M atter Institue EM M I, GSI, D-64291 Dam stadt, G erm any
(D ated: July 2,2013)

A themm alm odel analysis of particle production of p  p collisions at

PSs- 17gev using the

latest available data is presented. T he sensitivity of m odel param eters on data selections and m odel
assum ptions is studied . T he system -size dependence of therm alparam eters and recent di erences in
the statisticalm odelanalysisofp p collisions at the super proton synchrotron (SPS) are discussed.
It is shown that the tem perature and strangeness undersaturation factor depend strongly on kaon
vields which at present are still not well known experin entally. It is conclide, that within the
presently available data at the SPS it is rather unlikely that the tem perature n p p collisions
exceeds signi cantly that expected in central collisions of heavy ions at the sam e energy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

T he statistical m odel has been used to describe par-
ticle production In high-energy collisions for m ore than
halfa century E|]. In this period ithasevolved into a very
usefiil and successfulm odel describing a large variety of
data, In particular, hadron yields In central heavy-ion
collisions @,E] have been described in a very system atic
and appealing way unm atched by any other m odel. Tt
has also provided a very useful fram ework for the cen-—
trality Q] and system -size dependence E,@] of particle
production. T he applicability of them odel in sm all sys-
temslkep p lJand ¢ e annihilation E}has been
the sub fct of several recent publications @ ,m ,ﬂ 1.

T he statisticalm odel analysis of elem entary particle
interactions can be summ arized by the statem ent that
the them al param e show aln ost no energy depen-—
dence in the range of ~ s =14 { 900 G &V w ith the tem -
perature being about 165 M €V and the strangeness un-—
dersaturation factor s being in the range between 0.5
and 0.7.

Tn the context of the system —size dependence of particle
production,thep pcollisionsat™ s= 17G &V havebeen
analyzed In detail recently. Based on sin ilar data sets,
the extracted param eters in di erent publications devi-
ated signi cantly from each other: in a previous anal-
ysis Ref. [3,[11]) we derived T = 164 9 M eV and

s =067 007,with ?=n= 1.7/3,while the authors
nRef. [d]obtained T = 178 6M &V , s =045 002
with “=n = 11/7. These ndings m otivated di erent
conclusions: In R ef. E] no system size dependence of the
thermm alparam eterswas found, except for s which tends
to Increase w hen m ore nucleons participe in the collisions
but this rise is w eaker than the errors on the strangeness
suppression param eter. In Ref. E] it was therefore con—
cluded that the hadron gas produced in central collisions

atPS= 17Gev reaches its lin iting tem perature. Based
on Ref. @] on the other hand, it was argued in R ef. EJ
that, decreasing s and, in particular, increasing tem —
perature tow ards an aller system sallow for probing Q CD
m atter beyond the freeze-out curve established in PbPb
and A u-Au collisions E,@J.

T he goal of this paper is to understand the origin of
these rather di erent themm alm odel results obtained in
the analysisof p p data. W e use an up-to-date com -
plete set ofdata and discuss the sensitivity of the them al
m odelparam eterson theirvalues. W e present system atic
studies of data used as inputs and the m ethods applied
in their them alm odel analysis.

The paper is organised as llows: In Section [ we
discuss the experin entaldata on which di erent analysis
arebased. In Section[II] we sum m arize them ain features
of the statistical m odel and present the analysis of the
SPS data obtained in p p collisions. In the nalsection
we present our conclusions and sum m arize our results.

II. DATA

T he data used throyghout this paper for hadron yields
inp p collisions at ™ s=17.3 GeV are summ arized in
Tabk[l. Data n colimn Set A were exploit in our pre-
vious analysis ] and the corresponding references are
given in the table. If the num erical values deviate in the
analysis of R ef. @1, they are listed In colum n Set B.The
relative di erences between the particle yields from sets
A and B are also indicated in Table[d. The comm only
used data in the statisticalm odeldescription of particles
production n p p collisions at the SPS are displayed
below the horizontal line in Tablk[l.

In Table[I the experin entaldata are grouped in sets
which are used In Section to perform the Statistical
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FIG .1: Charged kaon yields (left panels), negatively charged
hadron h and pions (upper right) and K = ratios
(lower right panel) in p p collisions as a function of labo-
ratory m om entum . T he charged kaons, K * (diam onds) and
K (crosses) yields are from R ef. }. The lines are ts to
data. The SPS yields from Ref. [1d] (circle) and from R ef. [18]
(triangle) are also shown. T he negatively charged hadrons are
from Ref. 23].

TABLE I: Partjc]S Xie]ds (4 integrated) n m nimum bias
p pcollisbnsat” s= 173 Ge&V .Num ericalvalues of Set A
are from R ef. E| ]. For Set B and com m on values (data below
the horizontalline) the references are given in the last com n.

Particle Set A Set B yield err Ref
v 302 015 315 016 44% 105% [15]

236 011 245 012 38% 59% [15]

K" 0258 0.055 [16]
K 0160  0.050 [16]
K" 0210 0021 19% 62% [18]
K 0130 0013 19%  74% [18]
0116 0011 0115 0012 09% 91% [17]

00137 00007 00148 00019 80% 171% [17]

KJ 018 0.04 18]
P 0.0400  0.0068 [18]
0.012  0.003 [19]

00120 0.0015 [20]

0.0031  0.0003 [21]

* 0.00092  0.00009 21]

0.00026  0.00013 21]

* 0.00016  0.00009 [21]

M odel analysis. In the follow Ing we m otivate the partic—
ular choice ofdata in these setsand discusshow they can
In uence them odel predictions on them al conditions in
P p collisions.

Thedata set A1l ism ost restricted . F irstly, the produc-
tion yiedsof and arenot inclided because their nu—
m ericalvalues are only prelin inary (R ef. @ ]). Secondly,

TABLE II:D i erent sets ofparticle yieldsused in the therm al
model ts. The type A sets contain num erical values from
the left (and comm on) colum ns of Tabk[. The type B sets
contain data from Set B and comm on colum ns of Table[d.

Set Particles Comm ent

Al K K2p Set of Ref. [11]
A2 K Kip * ¥

A3 K Kip

A4 K Kip K from Ref. [18]
Bl K Kgp contribution
B2 K K2p * * FitA ofRef. [6]
B3 K K2p FitB ofRef. [6]
B4 K K2p Set B1 without

the resonance is also not included so as to restrict
the analysis to stable hadrons. Finally, the meson is
om itted in Set A 1 since this particle isdi cult to address
in the statisticalm odel due to its hidden strangeness as
discussed in Ref. [31.

T he Iow eryields of charged kaons in Set B of Table[Jare
taken from results published in conference proceedings
@]. Such kaon yields are In disagreem ent w ith trends
from data m easured at lower and higher energies as seen
in Fig.[.

T he left panels of Fig.[1 show the charged kaon m ulti-
plicities from p p Interactions at lower and higher beam
m om enta ]together w ith data from Table[d. T he lines
in this gureare sin ple param etrizations interpolating to
SPS energies. The K  yied from ] is seen to be 7%
below the expected value from the above param etriza—
tion, however agrees w ithin errors. The K abundance
from [18]isby 24% lower and its ervor is only 10% . As
we discuss below , such a low value for the m ultiplicity
of charged kaons In uences the statisticalm odel tin an
essentialway.

T he upper right panel of Fig.[ll show s the negatively
charged hadrons from p p interactions at severalbeam
mom enta from Ref. E]. A s Indicated In Ref. @J the

K ,pand supplem ent the yield. In this case, the
ratio /h  amounts to 91% . Including m ore sources

of feed-down, the /h  ratio stays at the sam e level
as long as and K g can be separated. Consequently,
to calculate the negatively charged pions from h yields
one can use the above 91% scaling factor. Figure[dl (top
right panel) shows the ttoh vyields asa function of
beam m om enta and then by rescaling the expected result
for the pp, dependence of the negatively charged pions.
The yieds of  at SPS from Tablk [l agree quite well
w ith that expected from an interpolation line shown in
Fi.[d. They are only slightly higher, by 1% for yieds
taken from [19]and by 5% fr yields used in Ref. [@1.
The lower right panel .n Fig.[Ql shows theK / ra—
tio at SP S com pared to the interpolated data from other
beam momenta. Themean value of theK / used in
] is 8% below the interpolated line but agrees w ithin
errors, w hile the corresponding value used in @] is 28%



an aller and exhibits an error of only 11% . C learly, the
abovedi erencesin theK /  ratiosin uence the ther-
malmodel ts.

In general, a sm aller kaon yield in plies a stronger sup—
pression of the strange-particle phase space resulting in
a am aller value for the strangeness undersaturation fac-
tor g . If other strange particles are ncluded, then the
strong suppression caused by s has to be com pensated
by a higher tem perature. T hism ight be one of the origins
for the di erent therm al tparam eters obtained in R efs.
] and @1. In order to quantify this we have selected a
data set A4 which is equivalent to the Set A1 but w ith
the kaon yields of R ef. @ ] being replaced by the values
from Ref. [16].

The Set B1 is (besides the ) equivalent to A1 but
w ith num ericalvalues for particle yields from colum n B in
Table[l. The Set B4 is used to dem onstrate the in uence
of the resonance on them al t param eters. T he Sets
A3,B3 and A2,B2 are chosen to study the in uence of
the meson and the m ultistrange hyperons on them al

t param eters.

III. STATISTICALM ODEL ANALY SIS

The usual form of the statisticalm odel form ulated in
the grand-canonicalensem ble cannot be used w hen either
the tem perature or the volum e orboth are am all. Asasa
rule of thum b one needs VT > > 1 for a grand-canonical
description to hold ,]. Furthem ore, even if this
condition is m atched but the abundance of a subset of
particles carrying a conserved charge is sm all, the canon-—
ical suppression still appears even though the grand-
canonicaldescription isvalid for thebuk ofthe produced
hadrons. T here exists a vast literature on the sub fct of
canonical suppression and we refer to severalarticles (see
eg. E,,]).

Thee ectofcanonical suppression in p p collisionsat
ultra—relativistic energies is relevant for hadrons carrying
strangeness. T he larger the strangeness content of the
particle, the stronger is the suppression of the hadron
yield. This has been discussed in great detailin [26].

In line with the previous statistical m odel studies of
heavy—-ion scattering at lower energies, the collisions of
an allionsat SP S revealed E ]that the experin entaldata
show stronger suppression of strange-particle yields than
what was expected in the canonical m odel B, @, @].
C onsequently, an additional suppression e ect had to be
Included in order to quantify the observed yields. Herewe
Introduce the o —equilbrium factor g 1 which reduces
densities ng of hadrons carrying strangeness s by ng !
Ng SJSJ ]

W e investigate whether or not all quantum num bers
have to be conserved exactly in p  p collisions w ithin a
canonical approach by com paring data w ith two m odel
settings:

Canonical (C) M odel: all conserved charges, ie.

TABLE III:A list of param eters needed to quantify particle
yields in the strangeness canonical (SC) and canonical (C)
statistical m odel (see text). The symbols S, Q and B are
the strangeness, electric charge and baryon num ber respec—
tively with ; for i= (S;Q ;B ) being chem ical potentials re-
lated w ith conservation of these quantum num bers. s is the
strangeness undersaturation factor, T the tem perature and
R the radius describing the spherical volum e of the collision
zone.

SC m odel C m odel
F it param eter 5 R SQO R
Constrained param . 0:B/20 = 05 {
Fixed param . { B=2
Fit / Scan param . T s T s
No. of param eter 5 6
Fit scan Fit scan
No. of free param . 4 2 5 3
No. of xed param . 1 3 1 3

strangeness, electric charge and baryon num ber are
conserved exactly w ithin a canonical ensem ble.

Strangeness Canonical (SC) M odel: only
strangeness is conserved exactly whereas the
baryon num ber and electric charge are conserved
on the average and their densities are controlled
by the corresponding chem ical potentials.

T he param eters of these m odels are listed in Table [III.
In the follow Ing w e com pare predictions of the above sta—
tistical models with p p data summ arized in di erent
sets discussed above.

A . Com parative study ofp pdata at SPS

W e start from the analysis of data set A1 and m od—
ify it stepw ise to nd out in which way one m atches the
conclusion of larger tem perature n p  p than in central
A A collisions at SPS as Indicated in R ef. @]. A llnu-—
m ericalvalues ofm odelparam etersare listed in Tabl[IV].
A detailed discussion on their choice and correlations is
presented in the Appendix based on the “=n system at-
ics.

The ttodatasetAl in the SC m odel com plies w ith
our previous analysis from R ef. ﬂ ], see also Fig.[2 (top).
The SC model t to these data does not change when
Including hyperons resulting in the sam e valies of
therm al param eters and their errors as summ arized In
Table[V].

The m ost striking e ect on them al param eters is ex—
pected when replacing the kaon yields in Set A1l (Fig.[3,
top) by those from Ref. (18], Set A4, Fig.[d (bottom ).
Tndeed, sm aller kaon yields cause an increase of tem per—
ature and a decrease of 5. These changes com e along
w ith a reduced volum e and iIn case of the SC  twith in-
crease of the baryon chem icalpotential. T he kaons from
Ref. @J dom inate the t because their errors are 10%



TABLE 1IV: Them al param eters extracted within the
strangeness canonical (SC) and canonical (C) model (see
ﬁext) from ts to 4 -integrated data In p p collisions at
s= 173 GeV . In the SC model analysis for data set B1
a tdoes not converge, the m inin um of the 2 scan is dis-
played. The tsto data setsA 3 and B3 do not exhibit a 2
m inimum in the param eter range considered, thus only the
tentative param eters of a possible m inin um are indicated.

SC m odel results
Set T (M e&V) s R (fm)

g MeVv) =n

Al 163 5 068 005 150 011 208 14 1.7/4
A2 168 1 066 002 137 0.03 221 8 8.6/9
A3 > 190 05 < 1.1 > 250 {

A4 177 5 059 003 123 0J0 233 16 5.1/4
B1 176 0.56 1.24 0.01 240 12 7.1/7
B2 179 5 061 002 1.9 0.09 242 18 16/9
B3 > 190 0.5 < 1.1 > 250 {

C m odel results
Set T (MeV) s R (fm) “=n

Al 175 5 057 004 133 0.09 { 0.5/3
A2 174 4 059 002 134 0.08 { 6.6/8
A3 189 5 046 002 112 0.09 { 23/5
A4 181 4 052 003 122 0.07 { 3.5/3
B1 177 5 051 003 130 0.09 { 6.8/4
B2 180 4 0.56 002 123 0.08 { 18/8
B3 178 5 045 002 130 0.10 { 19/5
B4 177 5 0.50 003 131 0.09 { 48/3
while the uncertainties of the K * and K yields, taken

from Ref. ], are 21% and 31% , respectively. Conse—
quently, the an aller errorsdom inate the statisticalm odel
t.

In the next step we add , and hyperons result-
ing in Set A2, see Fig.[d, m ddle panel. The m easured
hyperon m ultiplicities coincide w ith them odel results ob—
tained before, thus within errors the statistical m odel
param eters rem ain unchanged. W e focus on Set A 3 and
add the meson, Fig.[d bottom . In this case the tem —
perature is indeed much higher. In the SC m odel the
therm al param eters obtained from the Sets A3 and B3
appear to be m eaningless and unphysical due to the
m eson contribution.

Additionalto di erentkaon data In SetsA and B there
are also slightly di erent values for pions and vyieds,
see Tablk[]. Compared to results obtained from data
Sets A4, in the t of Set B1 the higher pion yield re-
duces the strange to non-strange particle ratios resulting
In slightly smallervalue of 5. The tobtained with the
Set B4 yields sin ilar results as that obtained from Set
B1 indicating that the resonance does not a ect the
m odel param eters.

In the canonical (C ) m odelanalysisthe SetsA 1l and A 2
tend towards a slightly higher tem perature and an aller

s than that obtained in the SC analysis. T he situation
isdi erent for Sets A 3 and B 3 that lnclude the meson.
Here In the SC m odel the tam perature is very high and

s 7 05, In the C m odel the tem perature decreases and
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FIG.2: The ? scan in the (T { s )plne. Starting from its
minimum , ? increases by 2 for each contour line. U pper

gure: ttodata setAl in them odelwhere only strangeness
is conserved exactly (SC).Lower gure: ttodata sstA4 in
the canonical (C ) model. The m Inim a are indicated by the
Crosses.

s drops below 0.5. W e can conclude that in the case
where the meson is lncluded in the t, one needs to
apply the C analysis to get low er tam peratures, how ever
w ith very sm allvaluesof s and a lJarge 2=n.ForSetB3
the num erical results for T and ¢ summ arized in Table
IV coincide w ith that obtained in Ref @ ], how ever w ith

a arger 2=n [311.

Iv.. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

The statisticalm odel analysis of hadron yields for
p poollisbnsat” s= 17GeV from Refs. [B]and [d],
yield di erent results and lead to di erent conclusions on
the system —size dependence of therm alparam eters B ,@ 1.
In thispaperwe have reanalyzed thep pdata and stud-
ied the sensitivity of the them al t to data selection and
on m odel assum ptions. W e have shown that di erent
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FIG.3: As in Fig. [d but for data Set A1 (top), Set A2
(m ddle), Set A 3 (bottom ). Canonical ensem ble.

conclusions from R efs. E] and @] are m ostly due to dif-
ferences In data selections.

Slightly di erent num erical values for charged pions
and hyperons used in Refs. [E} and @J as well as the
contribution of the resonance altered them al param —
eters only w ithin errors. H ow ever, the used charged kaon
yields in both approaches di er substantially. W e have
argued that data of kaon yields in Ref. @] deviate from

trends seen in data at di erent energies resulting In a
higher tem perature.

W e have shown that higher kaon yields expected from
the systam atics In the energy dependence n p  p col-
lisions are in line with data on m ultistrange baryons.
U nlike the hyperons, when adding the m eson the ther—
malmodel t leaves a reasonable range of param eters
resulting In a very high tem perature exceeding 190 M &V
and lJarge ?=n. W e have quanti ed the m odi cations
of these results when including an exact conservation of
allquantum num bers In the canonical statisticalm odel.
W e have shown that In the absence of m eson the ther-
mal tsareratherweakly in uenced by canonicale ects
due to an exact conservation of the baryon num ber and
an electric charge leading in some cases to a system -
atic increase of the freezeout tem perature. F its including
the meson are sensitive to an exact conservation of all
quantum num bers resulting in low er tem peratures. H ow —
ever, the therm alm odelanalysis ofdata setsw ith hidden
strangeness has the largest “=n indicating that this par-
ticle cannot be addressed properly in thism odel.

From our analysis, we conclide that within the
presently available data on p p collisions at SPS en-
ergy and uncertainties on them al param eters obtained
from tswithin the statisticalm odel, it is rather unlikely
that the tem perature in p  p collisions exceeds signi —
cantly that expected In centralcollisions ofheavy ionsat
the sam e energy.
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APPENDIX A:THE “CONTOURSOF
THERM AL FITS

In this appendix we quantify the choice of them al
param eters w ithin the statistical m odel through “—
contours in the param eter space. Since the tem perature
T and s are ofparticular interest here the quality of the

tsare shown In Figs. 2 and 3 in the (T s )-plane. In
these gures for xed (T; s )-pair the rem aining m odel
param eterswere tted and the corresponding ? wascal-
culated.

Figure[d (top) show s the analysis of the data Set A 1
w ithin the strangeness canonical (SC ) m odel. T he analy—
sis in them odelw ith canonicaltreatm ent ofall conserved
charges (C) is shown in Fig.[d for all data sets besides
the Set A 4 which is presented in Fig.[2 (bottom ).

In the C m odel description of data Set A1 there is a
large region ofa very Iow 2 which m anifests the expected



anticorrelation of T and g .Reasonable tsarepossble
over a large range of param eters. For the Set A2 the
m Ininum is located at the sam e tem perature and slightly
higher 5. Thecontributionsof and baryonsdisfavor
anallvalues of ¢.

The ,asseen In Fig. 3, directs ts towards very
high tem peratures and very strong strangeness suppres—
sion. A Iso the pattem of (T { 5 ) anticorrelations show s
decreasing ¢ with increasihg tem perature at xed .

(1950);
(1952);

[L1E. Femm i, Progress Theor. Phys. 5, 570
W . Heisenberg, Naturw issenschaften 39, 69
R .Hagedom,Nuovo C in ento 35, 395 (1965).

[2] P.Braun-M unzinger, I.H eppe and J. Stachel, Phys. Lett.
B 465,15 (1999);F .Becattini, J.C leym ans, A .K eranen,
E. Suhonen and K .Redlich, Phys. Rev.C 64, 024901
(2001); P. Braun-M unzinger, D . M agestro, K . R edlich
and J. Stachel, Phys.Lett.B 518,41 (2001);N .Xu and
M . Kaneta, Nucl. Phys. A 698, 306 (2002); F. Becat-
tini, J.Phys.G 28,1553 (2002);A .Andronic, P.Braun—
M unzingerand J.Stachel, NucLPhys.A 772,167 (2006).

[3]1 P. Braun-M unzinger, K. Redlich and J. Stachel, in
Quark-G uon Plasna 3,Eds.R C.Hwa and X N .W ang,
(W orld Scienti c Publishing, 2004).

[4]J.Cleymans, B.Kampfer, M .Kaneta, S.W heaton and
Nu Xu, Phys.Rev.C 71, 054901 (2005); J.C leym ans,
B.Kampfer and S.W heaton, Phys.Rev.C 65, 027901
(2002).

[5]1I. Kraus, J. Cleymans, H. Oeschler, K. Redlich and
S.W heaton,Phys.RevC 76, 064903 (2007).

[6] F.Becattini, J.M anninen and M .G azdzicki, Phys.Rev.
C 73,044905 (2006).

[71 F .Becattiniand U .W .Heinz,Z.Phys.C 76,269 (1997).

[8] F.Becattini, Z.Phys.C 69,485 (1996); J.Phys.G 23,
1933 (1997);

91 A .Andronic,F .Beutler, P.Braun-M unzinger,K .R edlich
and J. Stachel,larX 1v:0804.4132| thep-ph J;

[10] F. Becattini, P. Castorina, J. M anninen and H . Satz,
arX 1:0805.0964! lhepphl.

[11] I.K raus,J.C leym ans,H .0 eschlerand K .R edlich,Phys.
RevC 79 014901 (2009).

[12]M .G azdzicki,larX iv:0801.4919 nuclex].

[13]J.Clymans and K .Redlich, Phys.Rev. Lett. 81, 5284
(1998).

[14]1J.Clymans and K . Redlich, Phys.Rev.C 60, 054908
(1999); J. Cleymans, H. Oeschler, K. Redlich and S.
W heaton,Phys.Rev.C 73,034905 (2006).

[15]C.A XX etal. (NA49 Collaboration), Eur.Phys.J.C 45,
343 (2006).

[16]A .M .Rossietal, Nucl Phys.B 84, 269 (1975).

[17] T .Anticic et al. (NA 49 Collaboration), Phys.Rev. Lett.
93, 022302 (2004).

[18]1J.Baechlr et al. (NA 49 Collaboration), Nucl Phys. A
661,45 (1999).

[19]1S.V .A fanasiev et al. (NA 49 Collhboration), J. Phys. G
27 367 (2001).

[20]1 S.V .A fanasiev et al. (NA 49 Collaboration), Phys. Lett.
B 491,59 (2000).

[21] These numbers were taken from a com pia-
tion of NA49 data avaibble on their web page
http://nad49info web.cern .ch/na49info/nad9/|. They
are prelin inary, unpublished data taken from a PhD
thesis. For a detailed discussion see section [IJ.

[22]M .G azdzickiand D .Roehrich,Z.Phys.C 71 55 (1996).
[231M .G azdzickiand D .Roehrich,Z .Phys.C 65 215 (1995).
[24]R .Hagedom and K .Redlich,Z.Phys. C 27,541 (1985).
[25]J.Rafelskiand M .D anos, Phys.Lett.B 97,279 (1980);

).

B .M uller and J.R afelski, Phys.Lett.B 116,274 (1982

[26]1J. Cleym ans, K . Redlich, H. Oeschler and A . Tounsi,
A cta Physics Polonica B 33,1609 (2002).

[27]1J.Clym ans, H .0 eschler and K .Redlich, Phys.Rev.C
59,1663 (1999);Phys.Lett.B 485,27 (2000).P.Braun—
M unzinger, J. C leym ans, H . O eschler and K . Redlich,
Nucl Phys.A 697,902 (2002).J.C leym ans, A . Forster,
H.Oeschlr,K .Redlich and F.Uhlig,Phys.Lett.B 603,
146 (2004).

[28] S.Ham ieh,K .Redlich and A .Tounsi, Phys.Lett.B 486,
61 (2000).

[29] I. Kraus, H . Oeschler and K . Redlich, Eur. Phys. J. C
49,109 (2007).

[30] I. Kraus, H. Oeschler, K. Redlich, PoS(HEP2005)140
(web only, http://pos.sissa.it/|),larX ivhep-ph/0604242.

[31]1W e com pare our results to tB from Ref @]


http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.4132
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.0964
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.4919
http://na49info.web.cern.ch/na49info/na49/
http://pos.sissa.it/
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0604242

