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Abstract

The production of protons, anti-protons, neutrons, deumgind tritons in minimum
bias p+C interactions is studied using a sample of 385 734stie events obtained
with the NA49 detector at the CERN SPS at 158 GeV/c beam mamerthe data
cover a phase space area ranging from 0 to 1.9 GeV/c in tresessw@omentum and in
Feynmanz from -0.8 to 0.95 for protons, from -0.2 to 0.3 for anti-progand from 0.1
to 0.95 for neutrons. Existing data in the far backward hehése are used to extend
the coverage for protons and light nuclear fragments intardigion of intra-nuclear
cascading. The use of corresponding data sets obtainediiariyproton collisions with
the same detector allows for the detailed analysis and rindependent separation of
the three principle components of hadronization in p+Cratttions, namely projectile
fragmentation, target fragmentation of participant naokand intra-nuclear cascading.



1 Introduction

Baryon and light ion production in proton-nucleus collisschas in the past drawn con-
siderable interest, resulting in an impressive amount td tam a variety of experiments. This
interest concentrated in forward direction on the evideamgfer of baryon number towards the
central region, known under the misleading label of "stogpi and in the far backward region
on the fact that the laboratory momentum distributions afbas and light fragments reach
far beyond the limits expected from the nuclear binding gnelone. A general experimental
study covering the complete phase space from the limit geptibe diffraction to the detailed
scrutiny of nuclear effects in the target frame is, howeseit, missing. More recently, renewed
interest has been created by the necessity of providinggmwaceference data for the control
of systematic effects in neutrino physics.

In addition to and beyond the motivations mentioned abdweptesent study is part of
a very general survey of elementary and nuclear interastadthe CERN SPS using the NA49
detector, aiming at a straight-forward connection betwiendifferent reactions in a purely
experiment-based way. After a detailed inspection of pijnKaon [2] and baryori |3] produc-
tion in p+p interactions, a similar in-depth approach isigesarried out for p+C collisions. This
has led to the recent publication of two papers concerniag production([4,5] and this aim is
here being extended to baryons and light ions.

The use of the light, iso-scalar Carbon nucleus is to be daghas a first step towards
the study of proton collisions with heavy nuclei using daithwontrolled centrality available
from NA49. It allows the control of the transition from elentary to nuclear interactions for a
small number of intra-nuclear collisions, thus providingieportant link between elementary
and multiple hadronic reactions. It also allows for the oleat separation of the three basic
components of hadronization in p+A collisions, namely patije fragmentation, fragmenta-
tion of the target nucleons hit by the projectile, and imtaslear cascading. The detailed study
of the superposition of these components in a model-inddgrdnwvay is the main aim of this
paper. For this end the possibility of defining net protondites by measuring anti-protons
and thereby getting access to the yield of pair produceddvaywill be essential. As the ac-
ceptance of the NA49 detector does not cover the far backvegidn, the combination of the
NA49 results with measurements from other experimentscdged to this phase space area
is mandatory. A survey of the-dependence of backward hadron production in p+C collsion
has therefore been carried out and is published in an acayymmppaper![6]. This allows the
extension of the NA49 data set to full phase space.

As the extraction of hadronic cross sections has been tescin detail in the preced-
ing publications[[1-5], the present paper will concenti@ethose aspects which are specific
to baryon and light ion production, particularly in the esiphtion of the NA49 acceptance
into the backward hemisphere. After a short comment oniegistouble differential data in the
SPS energy range in Sdct. 2, a few experimental details @/diven in Sect.]3 together with the
binning scheme adopted for protons, anti-protons and aesitiSectiohl4 will present a compre-
hensive description of particle identification in the baekdvhemisphere which is an important
new ingredient of the optimized use of the NA49 detector intipalar for the asymmetric p+A
collisions. Section]5 deals with the extraction of the isohe cross sections and with the ap-
plied corrections. Sectidd 6 contains the data tables aotd pf the invariant cross sections as
well as some particle ratios and a comparison to the few avigldouble differential yields at
SPS energy for comparison. Section 7 describes the use extbesive complementary data set
from the Fermilab experimerit/[7] for the data extension thesfar backward direction together
with an interpolation scheme allowing for the first time tlwarplete inspection of the produc-
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tion phase space for protons in the range<-2 < +0.95. This combined study is extended to
deuterons and tritons in Sett. 8. Baryon ratios are showreah.[®. Quantities integrated over
pr are given in Secf._10 both for minimum bias trigger condisi@md for the dependence on
the number of measured "grey” protonsl([4, 8]. In additiorg theasureg; integrated neutron
yields are presented in Selct] 10 together with a comparsother integrated data in the SPS
energy range. Sectidn112 contains a detailed discussidmeafito-component mechanism of
baryon and baryon pair production in p+p collisions, thusecimg the first two components
of the hadronization process defined above, including a cembran resonance decay and a
comparison to a recent microscopic simulation code. Sedffcontains the corresponding ex-
perimental results from p+C interactions. Secfioh 14 gaveketailed discussion of anti-proton
production including the application of the two-componer@chanism introduced in SeCt.]12
and a study of the; dependence. The discussiorpgfintegrated proton and net proton yields
is presented in Se¢t. 115 followed by the exploitation of deulifferential proton and net proton
cross sections in Se€t.]16. The paper is closed by a summagnofusions in Sect. 17.

2 The Experimental Situation

As already pointed out for pions in![4] there are only two sgftslouble differential
inclusive data, for identified baryons and light fragmemt$+C collisions in the SPS energy
range. The differential inclusive cross sections are prieskin this paper as:

d*c

- 1
drpdp%’ (1)

with = = 2p; /+/s defined in the nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass system (&g}t data set
[7,/9] covers the far backward direction for protons and figims at five fixed laboratory angles
between 70 and 160 degrees for total lab momenta betweem@.4.4 GeV/c at a projectile
momentum of 400 GeV/c. A second set/[10] has been obtaineahivafd direction for 0.3<
xr < 0.88 and 0.15< pr < 0.5 with 100 GeV/c beam momentum. The respective phase space
coverage incx andpr is shown in Fig[la,b for protons and anti-protons, respebti with a
superposition of the NA49 coverage for protons. This cogers presented in more detail in
Fig.[dc and for the anti-protons in Fig. 1d.

With the NA49 data covering lab angles of up to 40 degreesahgbination with[[7, 9]
into a consistent data set becomes possible. This allowisddirst time the complete scrutiny of
the proton phase space in the range-2 < +0.95, with only minor inter- and extrapolation.

3 Experimental information and binning scheme

As a detailed description of the NA49 detector and the elitba®f inclusive cross sec-
tions has been given inl[1+4,8], only some basic informateme repeated here for convenience.

3.1 Target, "grey” proton detection, trigger cross sectionand event sample

The NA49 experiment is using a secondary proton beam of 158 cGmomentum at
the CERN SPS. A graphite target of 1.5% interaction lengiblased inside a "grey” proton
detector [[4, B] which measures low energy protons in the mmume range up to 1.5 GeV/c
originating from intra-nuclear cascading in the carbogearThis detector covers a range from
45 to 315 degrees in polar angle with a granularity of 256 oeaghads placed on the inner
surface of a cylindrical proportional counter. An intetaattrigger is defined by a small scintil-
lator 380 cm downstream of the target in anti-coincidendd wie beam. This yields a trigger
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Figure 1. Phase space coverage of existing data: a) p dae[Tijo(full lines) and [10]. Here
with the shaded area is shown the NA49 acceptance ran@edala from([10]; c) p data from
NA49; and d)p data from NA49. Note the extended abscissa in panel c)

cross section of 210 2.1 mb corresponding to 91% of the measured inelastic cextoga of
226.3+ 4.5 mb. This is in good agreement with the average of 225282 mb obtained from a
number of previous measurements [4]. A total sample of 38&vénts has been obtained after
fiducial cuts on the beam emittance and on the longitudinéexeosition.

3.2  Acceptance coverage, binning and statistical errors

The NA49 detector [8] covers a range of polar laboratory esdpjetweent45 degrees
with a set of four Time Projection Chambers combining tragkand particle identification, two
of the TPC’s being placed inside superconducting magneltsleVior anti-protons the accessi-
ble range iz andpy is essentially defined by the limited event statistics, & haen possible
to completely exploit the available range of polar anglepfiatons. The corresponding binning
schemes are shown in Fig. 2 in the cms variablesindpr.

A rough indication of the effective statistical errors izgn by the shading of the bins.
Neutrons have been detected in a forward hadronic caloeinigkin combination with propor-
tional chambers vetoing charged hadrons. Due to the linnggolution in transverse momentum
only pr integrated information in 8 bins imx (Fig.[2c) could be obtained, after unfolding of
the energy resolution. This coverage is identical to theiartp interactions [3] and allows
for direct yield comparison.
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Figure 2: Binning scheme inz andp together with information on the statistical errors for a)
protons, b) anti-protons and c) neutrons

4 Particle Identification

Due to the forward-backward asymmetry of p+A interactidhse,study of the backward
hemisphere is of major interest for the understanding gfelafragmentation and intra-nuclear
cascading. Particle identification at negative is therefore mandatory; it has to rely for the
NA49 detector on the measurement of ionization energy los$sa TPC system. This method
has been developed and described in detail for mesons apdnisain p+p collisions in [1-3]
for xtr > 0. A substantial effort has been invested for the presemtysiu its extension to
the far backward direction down to the acceptance limit inimposed by the NA49 detector
configuration. With decreasing; the baryonic lab momentum decreases below the region of
minimum ionization where the ionization energy loss insesalike1 /3% and thereby succes-
sively crosses the deposits from kaons, pions and electfdns is shown in Fig.13 for the the
momentum dependence of the parametrization of the meaoateth energy loss used in this
analysis.
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Figure 3: Parametrization of the mean truncated energydsssfunction of total lab momen-
tum pjap, for electrons, pions, kaons and protons. The situation éaterons and tritons is also
indicated



In terms ofzr andpy, this cross-over pattern reflects into lines of equal enérgy in
thexr—p7 plane as shown in Figl 4.
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Figure 4: Lines of equal energy loss for protons and kaorns)(protons and pions (p) and
protons and electrons (p-e) as functionspfandpr, together with the acceptance limit of the
NA49 detector

The region above the line p-K allows for the standard mudtigoneter fits of the trun-
cated energy loss distributions as described in the pregqaliblications/[1-4]. The approxi-
mately triangular region below the line p-e permits the dirextraction of baryon yields par-
tially even without fitting. This is exemplified in Figl 5 fowb bins atz» = -0.5 and -0.6 and
smallpy.
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Figure 5: Truncated energy loss distributions for a) pesgiand b) negatives at- = -0.5,
pr = 0.1 GeV/c; and for c) positives and d) negatives at= -0.6,pr = 0.15 GeV/c



It is interesting to note that also the light ions deuterod @ion are here well separable
practically without background. For anti-protons, a dir@easurement of tHg/p ratio becomes
feasible down to values below 1din this region.

In order to extract proton yields from the energy loss dittions in the intermediate
region between the lines p-e and p-K, Eig 4, the particlosaitn each studied/pr bin are
of prime importance. If the ratios p/ K/7 and efr are known, proton yields may be obtained
from the total number of tracks even in those bins where th&prenergy loss equals the one
from electrons, pions or kaons. A two-dimensional integpioin of the measured particle ratios
over the full accessible phase space has therefore bedsligstal. These ratios are obtained
without problem in the regions below the line p-e and aboedlitie p-K (Fig[4) as well as in
most intermediate bins where a sufficient separatiodfridz of the different particle species
is present. Near the cross-over bins the measured ratiog stsharp increase of the effective
statistical fluctuations, an increase which has been de=tin the discussion of the error matrix
involved with the multi-dimensional fitting procedure [ [As this effect is of statistical and
not of systematic origin, an interpolation through theicatregions inz» andpr is applicable.

It should be stressed here that the obtained particle ratemson-physical in the sense
that they use different phase space regions for each gamniaks. For eachz/p bin the nec-
essary transformation to total lab momentum is performéaguhe proton mass for each track.
This means that electrons, pions and kaons from differdet®fe = values enter into the
proton bin, with an asymmetry that increases with decrggsinandpr. This is quantified in
Fig.[8 where the effective meary. for electrons, pions and kaons is shown as a function of
protonz?, for two values ofpr.
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Figure 6:x 5 for electrons, pions and kaons as a function of pratprior pr = 0.1 GeV/c (upper
lines) andpr = 1.3 GeV/c (lower lines)

The lighter particles at smafl are thus effectively collected from the neighbourhood
of z = 0 with decreasing baryonic,. For anti-protons this purely kinematic effect is un-
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favourable for fitting as the effectiy@r — ratios quickly decrease below the percent level at low
pr, Whereas the pf" ratios stay always above about 10%, increasing rapidly witbue to the
rather flat number distributio#hn /dz . Proton and anti-proton extraction are therefore regarded
separately in the following Secfs. 4.1 dnd 4.2, respegtivel

4.1 Proton extraction

The problematics of the extraction of the yields of the foartjgle species ey, K and

p from the measured overall truncated ionization energyg tbstributions has been described
in detail in the preceding publications [1-5]. In partiaullae estimation of the corresponding
systematic and statistical errors has been treated in[&f3]. The following sections describe
the extraction of the different particle ratios as they ageded for the determination of the
proton and anti-proton yields. The statistical errors @f plarticle ratios shown in the following
Figures are given by the number of extracted particles peabd do not contain the additional
terms due to the fitting process, seé [2, 3] for a detailedamgilon. The few percent of data
points which exceed the quoted error margins with respetttadwo-dimensional interpolation
are due to these additional, purely statistical fluctuaidrhey do not influence the quality of
the ratio interpolation.

4.1.1 €/xT ratio

The crossing of the protosZ /dx through the practically constant electron energy loss
atpap ~ 1 GeV/c is the least critical effect as the momentum deperelenthe protonl £ /dx
is a steep function of lab momentum in thjg, range and as thezefatio quickly decreases with
increasingpr, reaching the 1% level already gt > 0.3 GeV/c. The &/z™ ratio is shown in
Fig.[1 as a function of ;- for four values ofpr together with the two-dimensional interpolation
used.
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Figure 7: €/ ratio as a function ofr for four values ofpr from 0.1 to 0.4 GeV/c. For
clarity of presentation, the ratios for subsequentalues are divided by a factor of 2. The p-e
ambiguity regions are indicated by the hatched area



The hatched area indicates the position of di& dx cross-over for eacp, value and
evidently the ratios may be well interpolated through thekaiffected: - regions.

4.1.2 pftratio

Fitted p/r* ratios are presented in Figl 8 for fout- values together with their two-
dimensional interpolation as a functionaf. While the fit results yield stable; dependences
within their statistical errors in the uncritical regionszg- = 0 and -0.6, the intermediate-
values at -0.2 and -0.4 show some additional fluctuationeérctioss-over regions indicated by
the hatched areas which combine the pnd p-K ambiguities.
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Figure 8: pfr ratios as a function gf for a) x = 0, b) 2 =-0.2, ¢)zr =-0.4 and d)rr = -
0.6. The full lines present the two-dimensional data irt&fion, the hatched areas between the
vertical lines the regions affected by ther@nd p-K ambiguities

Evidently the data interpolation describes the ratio priyptrough the ambiguoug,
areas.

A complete picture over the full available backward phasesps given in Fid.]9 where
the fitted p#* ratios are shown as functions of. for different p; values together with the
interpolations (full lines). The ratios at successpevalues are shifted by a factor of 2 for
clarity of presentation.

The complete situation for the data interpolation is finpllgsented in Fid. 10 with fixed
vertical scale as a function af at differentp, values. Here the acceptance limit of the NA49
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Figure 9: pf* ratios as functions of »» for fixed values ofp; [GeV/c]. Full lines: data interpo-
lation. The ratios at successiye values are shifted by a factor of 2 for clarity of presentatio

detector is given as the broken line together with the regigr and p-K ambiguity as hatched
area.

This plot again clarifies the way in which the critical crasger areas may be bridged
by two-dimensional interpolation.
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Figure 10: Interpolated p/ ratios as functions of - for fixed values ofpr [GeV/c]. Broken
line: NA49 acceptance limit. Hatched area: region of and p-K ambiguity



4.1.3 K-/nt ratio

A situation quite similar to the p/" ratio exists for the K/x " ratio. Again, there are
regions of ambiguity against protons and pions, but the emibe of eventual systematic devi-
ations on the extraction of protons is small as thgK" ratios are smaller than thezp ratio
by factors between 3 and 10. Figl 11 showsK" ratios as functions gf; for four 2 values,
where the lowest and highest at -0.6 and 0 allow for unambiguous fits over the fuyll range,
whereas ther values at -0.2 and -0.4 suffer from p-K and#Kambiguities in the hatched
areas ofpr, with resulting increased statistical fluctuations. The-avmensional interpolation
is superimposed as full lines.
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Figure 11: K"/z* ratios as a function gf for four values ofzy, a)zr = 0, b)zr =-0.2, c)
xr =-0.4 and d)r = -0.6. The regions of p-K and K-ambiguities are indicated as hatched
areas in panels b) and c). The full lines represent the tweedsional interpolation

All fitted values of K"/7* are plotted in Figl_12 as a function of- for fixed pr. As
in Fig.[9 the ratios at successiye values are shifted by 3 in order to sufficiently separate the
measurements.

Fig.[13 presents the overview of the interpolated K" ratios at fixed vertical scale as a
function of x - for fixed values ofpr [GeV/c]. The broken line represents the acceptance limits
and the hatched area the region of p-K ana Embiguity.
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4.1.4 Proton extraction in the far forward region

Due to the gap between the TPC detectors imposed by the mpeveith heavy ion
beams[[8], charged particles progressively leave the TRsemance region at low, for
xp > 0.55. Here, tracking is achieved by the combination of a kigap” TPC (GTPC) in
conjunction with two forward proportional chambers (VPThe performance of this detector
combination is described in detail in [3]. In the absencearfiple identification in this area one
has to rely on external information concerning the combifraction of Kt and=* in the total
charged particle yield. Several considerations help takgish reference values for the {k+
7)/p ratios:
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— The (K" + 7+)/p ratios decrease very rapidly with increasing at all p;-, from about
10% atx = 0.6 to less than 1% atr = 0.9. Possible deviations from the used external
reference data therefore introduce only small systemé&cts in the extracted proton
yield.

— Existing data may be used to come to a consistent estimatibie particle ratio. Direct
measurements from Barton et al. [10] in p+C interactionsective region fromx: = 0.2
to 0.8 forpr = 0.3 and 0.5 GeV/c. Although the published invariant crestiens show
sizeable deviations from the NA49 results, see Sect. 6ebpéhrticle ratios of the two
experiments compare well.

— The ratios also comply with measurements in p+p collisibogh from NA49 [1+-3] and
from Brenner et al/[11] at 100 and 175 GeV/c beam momentum.

An overview of the experimental situation is given in Figlidich shows the available
measurements of the (K+ 7)/p ratio as a function of - for eight values of between 0.1
and 1.3 GeV/c. The full lines give the combination of the NAKa with Fermilab and ISR data
in p+p interactions as interpolated [ [3], the open squdrep+p data of [11]. An impressive
consistency on an about 10% level between the experimesgalts from the two different
reactions is apparent. This allows for a safe extrapolatitmthe region above = 0.6 where
particle identification vial £/ /dx is not available.
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Figure 14: Measured (K + 71)/p ratios as a function af » for eight values ofpr between

0.1 and 1.3 GeV/c. The full lines give the results from NA4%irp collisions, the full and
open circles the ones from NA49 and [10], respectively. Cgzprares: results from [11] in p+p
interactions

The interpolated (K + 71)/p ratios are again presented in Higl 15, here as a funcfion o
pr for several values af » between 0.3 and 0.9. The limits @'/ dz identification and NA49
acceptance are given by the broken and dotted lines, regglgct

This Figure demonstrates that the'(K 7)/p ratios show only a small dependence on
pr. They are of order 10% at the limit of th&/dx identification and decrease rapidly to the
1% level atzr = 0.9. This implies that possible systematic differencetsvben p+p and the
p+C interactions in the extrapolated region should havecesfon the percent level and below
concerning the extracted proton yields.
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Figure 15: Interpolated (K + 7™)/p ratios as a function g for different values ofrr be-
tween 0.3 and 0.9, full lines. Broken line: border betweeailable TPC information and the
GTPC/VPC combination (Tracking only). Dotted line: ac@eqte limit of the NA49 detector

The equality of the meson/baryon ratio between p+p and tl@ ipteractions may be
taken as a first physics result of this paper. It has two asp€&atstly, 60% of the minimum
bias p+C interactions correspond to single projectileisimlhs inside the nucleus[5]. These
collisions should indeed produce patrticle ratios equivate p+p interactions. Secondly, the
phenomenon of "stopping”, that is of the transfer of paetigields in multiple interactions
towards the central region, is not limited to baryons butliggpalso to mesons [4) 5]. Hence
again an expected similarity in the meson/baryon ratios.

4.2  Anti-proton extraction

As stated above the extension of the determination of antop yields into the back-
ward hemisphere suffers from the fact that pie— andp/K~ ratios decrease with decreasing
xp. This is shown by the energy loss distributions of two typhias in z» andpr in Fig.[186.

This effect is largely due to the asymmetry between the g¥fea - for light particles
and anti-protons due to the transformation to the lab moomenising proton mass, see Hig. 6.
Thus atz!. = -0.2 pions are sampled close to maximum yield whereas ttigoeoton cross
section is steeply decreasing.

While the extraction of pion yields therefore presents nabpgm in this phase space
region, the fits of kaon and anti-proton densities beconangty correlated with sizeable un-
certainties in their relative position on the energy losalscThe combined (K + p) yields
however stay well defined with respect to the pions. This @shby the fitted (K + p)/7—
ratios of Fig[ LY.

In order to resolve the K-p ambiguity, the high statistics data prproduction in p+p
interactions([3] in order to fix the position of the Kandp peaks in the correspondind /dz
distributions. In this symmetric configuration, the mea&sip cross sections may be reflected
into the backward hemisphere and thereby the correlatibmd®n the positions of the Kand

p peaks extracted. The positions of these peaks is exprassrbir systematic deviations in

13



entries

1500

1000

| a)

T T
x£=-0.1 ]
p, = 0.1 GeV/c |

| b)

i ‘
xf =-0.15 ]
p, = 0.3 GeV/c |

500

15 2
dE/dx[units of min. ion.]

1 — 15 2 1
dE/dx[units of min. ion.]

Figure 16:dE/dx distributions for negative particles a). = -0.1,pr = 0.1 and b}y =-0.15,
pr = 0.3

(K +p)/rt [%]

Figure 17: (K + p)/=~ ratios as a function ok for fixed values
dimensional interpolation of the fitted ratios

ofpr. Full lines: two-

the dE/dx variable from the Bethe-Bloch parametrizati@g,and dy-, in units of minimum
ionization. As shown in refsl [2] 3] these shifts are experally determined with an accuracy
of about 0.001 in the scale of minimum ionization. The catieh is shown in Fig._18 for an
example atrr = -0.1 for fixed values opr between 0.3 and 0.9 GeV/c, also indicating the
corresponding/z~ ratios.

Using the same correlation for the p+C data, effecpive ratios are obtained. The
observed stability of these ratios over the full range of ¢berelations is a strong test of the
validity of the method.

Fig.[19 presents the obtain@dr~ ratios as a function ofr for 2 = -0.05, -0.1 and
-0.15, together with the directly fitted valuesmat = 0. Full lines: two-dimensional interpolation
of the ratios.

A complete picture of the@/x~ ratios used in this analysis is given in Fig.] 20 as a
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Figure 18: Correlation between the relative displaceméptand jx- in p+p collisions at
xpr =-0.1 for fixed values opr, imposing the forward-backward symmetry of cross section
in this interaction. The lines are given to guide the eye

p/Te [%]

p/rt [%]

0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1

p, [GeV/c] p, [GeV/c]

Figure 19:p/7~ ratios as a function op for a) xr = 0, b) z = -0.05, ¢)z = -0.1 and d)
Tp = -0.2

function of z» which combines the directly fitted ratios in the forward hepiiere with the
ones obtained using the reflection method described abdhe imackward hemisphere.

Note that the values atr = -0.2 are obtained by extrapolation following the broken
lines. Note also that the applied method allows the exwaatif the ratios in the percent and
sub-percent region.
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Figure 20:p/7~ ratios as a function of - for fixed values ofp;. The values atr = -0.2 are
extrapolations using the broken lines

5 Evaluation of invariant cross sections and corrections

The invariant cross section,

Ao
f(zr,pr) = E(xp, pr) - d—pg(xFapT) (2

is experimentally determined by the measured quaritity [1]

. 3

fmea&vapTa Ap?’) = E(vapTv Ap?’) : 0];23 ’ An(xFA’];?):’ Ap ) ) (3)
where Ap? is the finite phase space element defined by the bin width witland p; being
defined in the bin center.

As described in[[1] several steps of normalization and @biva are necessary in order
to makefmead 21, pr, Ap?) approachf (zr, pr). The determination of the trigger cross section
and its deviation from the total inelastic p+C cross sectiame been discussed inl [4]. The
following corrections for baryons have been applied and véldiscussed below:

— treatment of the empty target contribution

— effect of the interaction trigger

— feed-down from weak decays of strange particles
— re-interaction in the target volume

— absorption in the detector material

— effects of final bin width

5.1 Empty target contribution

This correction has been determined experimentally udiegatvailable empty target
data sample, as described in [4]. The resulting correcsassentially determined by the dif-
ferent amounts of empty events in full and empty target doodi It is within errorsp, inde-
pendent and equal for protons and anti-protons. It inceeteen about 2% in in the far forward
direction to about 7% in the most backward region as showngriZ.
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Figure 21: Empty target correction as a functionugf The full line shows the chosen linear
interpolation

5.2  Effect of the interaction trigger

Due to the high trigger efficiency of 93%![4] this correctiansmall compared to p+p
interactionsl[1]. It has been determined experimentallinoyeasing the diameter of the trigger
counter using the accumulated data. Within its statistioakrtainty it is independent pf- and
similar for protons and anti-protons. lis- dependence as shown in HigJ 22 is following the
expected trend [3] where the fast decrease in forward dime@s compared to p+p collisions
Is due to the lower particle yields at high-. Note that the slope of ther dependence for
anti-protons corresponds to the one for protons. Both ctimes have to increase in backward
direction due to the effects of hadronic factorisation, @lse [1].

L L B B T 1 " T
p a) { | P b) 1
e p.< 0.6 GeV/ci
o pT>O.GGeV/c7

0r #

2 all P,

trigger bias correction [%)]

Figure 22: Trigger bias correction as a functionagf for a) protons and b) anti-protons. The
chosen interpolation is given by the full lines

53 Feed-down correction

The hyperon cross sections relative to p+p collisions distadd in [4] forzr > 0 have
been used. These cross section ratios approach at0 the expected factor of 1.6 correspond-
ing to the number of intra-nuclear projectile collisions,account of the fact that fok andA
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there is no isospin effect [12]. For the contribution fromgeet fragmentation this ratio should
be constant into the backward hemisphere. For the detetiminaf the feed-down correction
the corresponding yields have to be folded with the on-xdsayon reconstruction efficiency
which reaches large values in the far backward hemisphéerdsulting correction in percent
of the total proton yield drops however quickly below < -0.2 due to the decrease of the
cross section relative to protons and due to the fact thattpertant baryon contribution from
intra-nuclear cascading has no hyperon content. The naademlues in percent of the baryon
yields are shown in Fid. 23 as a functionaof.

——— — 7 —_——
ra 1 b

L )p — p,=0.3GeVic L )
---p,=0.7GeVlc

20F 0 e p,=13GeVic o —
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o
&

feeddown correction [%]

P S M M PR v by by by 1y
1 -0.2 0 0.2 0O 02 04 06 08 1
Xe X

F

Figure 23: Feed-down correction as a functioneef at differentp, values for a) protons, b)
anti-protons and c) neutrons, in the latter case integraedp

In comparison to the pion datal [4] this correction reachessitierable values of up to
20% for the anti-protons and therefore constitutes, togredlith the absolute normalization, the
most important source of systematic uncertainty.

5.4  Re-interaction in the target

The carbon target has an interaction length of 1.5%, whickesponds to about half of
the length of the hydrogen target used in p+p collisions. &ected re-interaction correction
is therefore smaller than +0.5% in the forward and -2% in thekivard hemisphere. The values
obtained in[[3] have therefore been downscaled accordingly

5.5  Absorption in the detector material

The absorption losses in the detector material are equdigamhes obtained in [3].
Baryons in the newly exploited region in the far backwaradiion feature short track lengths
in the first NA49 TPC detector only and are not affected by ampsrt structures; hence the
corresponding corrections are below the 1% level as showamii24.

5.6 Binning correction

The correction for finite bin width follows the scheme deyd in [1] using the lo-
cal second derivative of the particle density distributi®his correction stays, despite of the
rather sizeable bins used in some areas of the p+C data,aljgrielow the+2% level, being
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Figure 24: Detector absorption correction as a functiangoét differentp, values for a) protons
and b) anti-protons

negligible in thezr co-ordinate for protons due to their rather ftat/dx distribution. Two
typical distributions of the correction for protons and for ther correction for anti-protons

are shown in Fid._25 both for the nominal bin width of 0.1 GeW@r and 0.05 inz» and for
the actually used bin widths.

4»xwxw{xwxw{xwxw|xw< V|xwx{xwx|xw
L a) p AN p

binning correction [%]

X =0.0 : p, =0.3GeVic
_6' 1 ) — l - - l 1 - 1 I - | L I 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 I 1 1 ]
0 0.5 1 15 -0.2 0 0.2
P, [GeVic] Xg

Figure 25: Binning correction a) ipy for protons atz = 0 and b) inzy for anti-protons at
pr = 0.3 GeV/c. The values for the nominal bin widths of 0.1 GeM/p; and 0.05 inzx are
indicated by crosses, for the actually used bin widths bynajeles

5.7  Systematic errors

An estimation of the systematic errors induced by the alteatormalization and the
applied corrections is given in Tallé 1. For the proton antit@moton extraction in the newly
exploited backward regions an additional systematic etug to particle identification is indi-
cated. An upper limit of 7.0% (8.5%) for protons (anti-pne$d results from the linear addition
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of the error sources, increasing to 10% (14.5%) in the badtwegion. Quadratic summation
results in the corresponding values of 3.7% (4.2%) and 4.7.394). Note that even the upper
error limits given by the extreme and improbable case ofiragldition stay below a ten percent
margin for the charged baryons. The distribution of the niicaé values of the corrections in

all measured bins is shown in Fig.]26 for protons.

p p n
Normalization 2.5% 2.5%|Normalization 2.5%
Tracking efficiency 0.5% 0.5%
Trigger bias 0.5%  2.0%| Trigger bias 1%
Feed-down 25% 2.5% Feed-down 3%
_Il?etector absorptlpn } 05% 05% Detector a_lbsorptl_on }
arget re-interaction Target re-interaction 0.5-1.5%
Binning 0.5% 0.5% |Binning correction
Particle ID backward 0-6% 2 — 10PAcceptance 0-2%
Energy scale error 4 —-8%
Energy resolution unfolding 3-8%
backward Charged veto efficiency 2—-3%
Total(upper limit) 10.0% 14.5%Cluster overlap 2%
Total(quadratic sum) 4.7%  7.3%Hadron identification 2-5%
forward K contribution 0-—3%
Total(upper limit) 7.0% 8.5%/|Total (upper limit) 29%
Total(quadratic sum) 3.7% 4.2%Total (quadratic sum) 10%

Table 1: Systematic errors
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Figure 26: Distribution of proton corrections for a) targetinteraction, b) empty target, c)
trigger bias, d) absorption, e) feed-down, f) binning, gato

6 Results on double-differential cross sections for p ang

6.1 Data tables

The binning scheme presented in SEtt. 3 results in 491 anddtalvalues for protons
and anti-protons, respectively. These are presented ileg2andB.
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fzr,pr), Af

pPr\TF -0.8 -0.75 -0.7 -0.65 -0.6 -0.55 -0.5 -0.45 -0.4 -0.35
0.025 316.4 6.00217.2 6.91 213.3 6.65179.8 6.8 17/3.0 6.61

0.05 308.1 8.171262.3 4.4¢ 254.7 5.50176.0 4.87 166.8 6.09

0.075 313.1 8.49275.2 3.5%229.3 3.70177.0 4.01 163.1 3.93

0.1 368.4 13.0279.3 6.70 224.9 5.12207.2 4.371 165.3 5.32118.6 3.70 102.0 3.76 78.7 4.24
0.125| 465.1 11.1320.8 16.9

0.15 | 539.9 10.71376.1 7.0( 280.8 104 194.5 5.08§

0.175 | 437.5 9.88
0.2 | 363.8 6.34348.5 4.48 306.4 4.67233.2 4.30 221.7 5.22184.6 4.93 143.9 5.41107.2 3.84 86.4 3.59 67.2 4.06
0.25 280.7 6.24

0.3 217.2 6.52 222.0 6.87152.7 4.94 150.0 6.18123.1 4.60 94.4 5.4588.3 4.45 69.5 3.55 58.8 3.95
0.4 141.3 7.4%128.0 7.51 110.2 7.7486.1 5.271 72.7 5.4 64.6 4.4Q 51.0 4.8] 45.3 3.74
0.5 65.2 9.40 72.6 854615 558 53.9 5.3744.9 581 36.7 5.03 32.6 4.23
0.6 38.,5 11.2 37.9 10.8 36.8 6.59 32.8 7.74 29.4 6.58 28.4 5.20 20.8 5.13
0.7 21.2 13.323.2 7.78 23.0 7.3419.0 754 17.6 7.48§15.47 5.9§
0.8 14.0 9.43 11.65 7.96 13.6 8.1§ 11.10 8.85 9.60 6.00Q
0.9 9.25 8.80 8.16 8.29 8.64 10.7 6.57 8.91 6.49 8.37
1.1 2.17 13.43.14 893 2.25 9.51 2.39 8.94
1.3 0.68 21.91.21 13.0 1.19 1251.07 124
1.5 0.339 20.60.504 18.7 0.425 19.00.443 19.7
1.7 0.145 19.7

1.9 0.056 28.9

pPr\TF -0.3 -0.25 -0.2 -0.15 -0.1 -0.075 -0.05 -0.025 0.0 0.025

0.1 61.6 6.6 49.1 5219 38.1 4.5131.7 9.29 28.36 2.9§ 29.7 3.85 24.15 2.88§22.92 3.97 21.12 4.0819.15 4.3¢
0.2 53.6 6.6 43.7 3.2Q0 32.6 4.13 29.7 6.79 25.5 4.1§25.64 2.95 23.08 2.0719.43 3.08 20.45 2.9721.14 2.94
0.3 | 445 4.6135.7 3.31 30.3 3.5 27.0 5.9¢ 22.49 3.6720.70 2.69 19.72 1.8717.97 2.65% 17.85 2.6615.33 3.14
0.4 36.4 4.0027.45 3.32 23.07 3.5919.4 6.31 17.38 3.6516.36 3.77 15.54 2.6014.95 4.20 14.84 2.5813.22 3.01
0.5 265 4.1221.0 5.22 17.51 3.6814.36 6.45 13.32 3.86¢12.64 4.49 12.59 2.6712.63 4.19 11.53 4.3110.67 3.04
0.6 17.9 5.6515.68 4.27 12.48 4.3910.37 7.02 9.30 4.2§ 9.83 4.73 8.74 3.418.71 4.61 7.93 4.84 8.42 4.2(
0.7 | 13.43 5.9711.73 451 856 4.99 7.12 5.03 6.71 4.746.64 544 591 3.8§ 6.72 6.0Q0 5.75 6.3 5.53 4.93
0.8 8.36 7.08§ 7.08 5.7Q 6.19 5.514.77 5.8 4.36 5.634.70 7.35 4.05 5.374.04 7.4Q 4.21 7.21 4.00 7.46
0.9 575 8.034.91 6.4 3.99 6.70 3.38 6.68§ 2.81 6.71 3.28 8.49 2.70 6.2 2.82 8.5 2.84 8.61 2.79 8.6

11 2.13 8.421.86 6.74 1.69 6.581.539 6.44 1.426 6.34 1.269 6.26 1.451 5.6
1.3 0.84 12.40.859 11.0 0.703 9.780.608 10.0 0.568 9.42 0.566 9.14 0.543 8.8%
1.5 | 0.345 19.00.384 13.2 0.393 12.50.305 13.7 0.217 14.7 0.241 13.7 0.281 12.1
1.7 |0.166 20.4 0.134 20.70.151 18.2 0.100 21.7 0.116 19.] 0.086 21.4
1.9 |0.080 20.2 0.055 19.9 0.056 18.4
pPr\TF 0.05 0.075 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45
0.1 |22.69 235 432 24.0 4.93 28.0 3.64 31.2 3.5]143.0 3.1 44.5 3.57 48.6 5.09 58.2 3.5760.6 4.51

4.14
0.2 |19.38 3.2120.18 3.31 23.45 3.5827.91 2.60 29.52 2.6938.72 2.48§ 45.3 2.4§ 44.4 3.84 51.1 3.3(0 48.8 3.57
0.3 | 15.74 2.9317.56 3.21 17.20 3.4121.65 2.42 24.82 2.2931.18 2.27 37.0 2.75 36.5 3.43 40.0 3.03 38.4 3.29
0.4 | 14.06 3.0213.33 3.24 15.04 3.2117.37 2.36 20.98 2.2124.38 2.45 27.38 2.79 29.1 4.5] 30.86 2.98§31.20 3.17%
0.5 | 11.34 3.0710.80 3.27 11.41 3.3513.17 2.46 15.92 2.2419.66 2.46 20.22 2.9221.73 3.4§ 22.84 3.1223.84 3.97
0.6 8.28 3.348.90 3.3§ 8.41 3.6310.09 2.60 11.31 2.4712.67 2.80 14.75 3.1414.74 3.85 17.33 3.2816.61 4.34
0.7 558 3.8§ 5.46 4.03 6.42 3.916.46 3.04 6.34 4.2 8.23 3.23 9.58 3.6210.29 4.20 11.00 3.8311.92 4.7¢
0.8 | 435 4.235.02 5.3Q 447 5.7 4.81 3.3§ 5.06 3.2715.94 3.99 6.38 4.176.83 4.99 7.62 4.74 6.68 5.99
0.9 3.15 7.04 260 7.0§ 3.18 6.64 2.81 4.12 3.12 3.90 3.79 4.74 3.79 5.11 4.69 3.9Q 4.62 5.71 4.74 6.6§

1.1 |1.236 5.6( 1.230 5.661.311 5.64 1.212 5.811.556 5.85 1.557 6.271.536 6.33 1.582 6.25 1.71 7.1(
1.3 |0.532 9.13 0.464 10.40.544 9.00 0.525 7.820.503 9.59 0.452 10.70.550 13.6 0.582 9.520.549 11.4
1.5 | 0.240 134 0.207 14.70.217 13.%0.203 12.20.245 13.1 0.237 14.10.218 15.4 0.216 16.40.182 18.§
1.7 |0.146 16.8 0.092 21.90.100 20.0 0.096 23.80.080 21.9 0.074 23.9 0.089 24.20.048 37.]
1.9 0.0284 28.4 0.0390 21.( 0.0307 27.7
pr\TF 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95
0.05 80.3 12.5

0.1 67.9 452948 8.11 60.9 10.8

0.15 65.6 7.8 78.9 7.81 71.7 8.64

0.2 53.3 3.6460.2 7.13 68.7 7.2462.0 8.03 71.4 7.96

0.25 51.8 6.92 79.5 6.0155.8 7.6Q 63.6 7.4170.3 7.5Q

0.3 | 42.3 3.3§ 43.7 6.8§ 46.5 7.1 59.9 6.74 46.6 8.01 46.4 8.45 51.3 8.33

0.35 346 7.14 39.5 7.2048.4 6.93 435 7.6143.4 8.0§ 49.0 7.9141.8 8.91

0.4 30.9 3.43 34.7 6.6 32.2 7.4140.2 7.09 37.5 7.7 32.3 8.7Q 31.4 9.24 35.7 9.09 42.9 8.5]

0.45 27.3 7.12 246 8.04 28.5 7.9§ 25.8 8.80 31.3 8.47 29.1 9.09 29.2 9.41] 39.6 8.39 47.1 7.74

0.5 | 2220 3.6422.2 7.5 23.0 7.9125.7 7.9 19.8 10.1 179 10.5 20.2 10.3 22.3 10.4 31.1 8.8Q 45.0 7.54
0.6 | 15.46 3.9815.48 4.3¢ 17.28 4.4316.41 4.8% 16.6 6.71 16.0 7.2Q0 13.0 8.2§ 14.9 8.0 15.7 7.9§ 25.0 4.87
0.7 | 11.10 4.3611.38 4.70 10.21 5.3411.28 5.40 10.16 7.98 9.64 8.57 8.58 9.41 7.19 10.§ 9.02 9.7114.10 5.95
0.8 8.07 4.716.82 5.68 6.66 6.145.62 7.14 6.37 9.417.11 9.33 592 105552 11.3 3.72 12. 7.18 7.83
0.9 | 404 6.34450 6.5 4.08 7.394.05 791 3.12 12.4 3.64 12.4 3.01 14.0 3.07 14.3 2.89 15.7 3.94 10.4
11 153 6.541.73 6.7 1.64 7.411.26 891 1.19 9.6711.27 13.1 1.13 1441.11 151 1.01 16.4 1.04 125
1.3 | 0.590 9.450.510 11.10.657 10.60.368 14.9 0.465 14.00.531 18.6 0.372 22.90.273 27.7 0.53 20.90.451 17.4
1.5 | 0.191 14.80.145 18.6 0.107 23.60.125 23.¢ 0.132 24.30.202 27.71 0.136 35.40.072 50.0 0.216 30.10.186 25.¢
1.7 |0.068 21.30.056 26.71 0.045 33.40.023 50.0 0.034 44.70.054 50.0 0.045 57.7 0.052 57.70.051 44.7
1.9 ]0.0078 35.% 0.0117 40.4 0.0084 57.7

Table 2: Invariant cross sectiofi(zr, pr), in mb/(GeVt/c?) for protons in p+C collisions at
158 GeV/c beam momentum. The relative statistical ered§,are given in %. The systematic
errors are given in Tablg 1

21



flzp,pr), Af
pr\Tp -0.2 -0.15 -0.1 -0.075 -0.05 -0.025 0.0
0.1 |3.29 17.94.11 1253 4.80 10.35.01 9.25 550 8.45 541 8.18 4.95 10.7
0.2 | 251 14.83.81 9.14 4.22 7.765.05 6.7¢ 553 6.00 5.27 5.88 4.54 6.24
0.3 | 2.11 13.2 3.12 8.49 353 6.914.25 596 450 5.53 4.49 5.27 4.45 5.26
0.4 | 156 13.32.20 8.7 2.81 7.373.01 8.76 3.38 7.93 3.46 5.37 3.56 5.21
05 [1.17 16.61.63 10.6 2.10 8.29 2.27 10.6 2.52 8.41 2.61 8.09 2.44 5.75
0.6 1.19 13.6 1.40 10.11.48 12.1 1.75 10.8 1.80 9.151.89 8.7(¢
0.7 10.617 14.00.82 13.8 1.04 12.21.14 13.3 1.13 128 1.24 119 1.35 11.3
0.9 10.250 19.60.359 14.9 0.440 11.80.537 12.90.522 12.50.531 12.00.532 12.9

1.1 |0.103 27.40.146 21.2 0.203 16.2 0.235 13.Q 0.207 17.9

1.3 ]0.041 40.60.069 28.9 0.078 26.( 0.089 19.4 0.091 25.7

15 0.037 40.9
pr\zr| 0.025 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.3

0.1 |5.30 8.104.90 6.22 3.27 8.272.23 11.2 1.08 17.6 0.451 15.9
0.2 | 4.88 6.06 4.66 4.53 3.05 6.1 1.86 8.84 1.28 11.§
0.3 |4.33 537352 431 252 563160 7.7 1.08 10.4 0.317 11.1
0.4 | 3.00 5.673.03 4.13 2.26 5.271.44 7.310.817 10.4
0.5 | 2.36 5.932.228 4.451.625 5.701.088 7.66 0.633 11.0 0.219 10.4
0.6 | 144 10.11.56 7.1Q0 1.227 6.150.913 7.87 0.566 10.9
0.7 | 0.98 13.11.091 8.0% 0.970 6.720.616 9.02 0.407 12.1 0.126 15.(
0.9 |0.460 15.00.466 9.09 0.422 9.050.246 9.08 0.177 14.4 0.069 18.2

1.1 0.187 14.0 0.170 15.40.098 18.80.0563 16.10.0206 30.4
1.3 0.073 25.8 0.067 24.( 0.0254 22.7
15 0.0209 33.6 0.0121 31.%

Table 3: Invariant cross sectiofi.z r, pr), in mb/(Ge\#/c?) for anti-protons in p+C collisions at
158 GeV/c beam momentum. The relative statistical ered§,are given in %. The systematic
errors are given in Tabld 1

6.2 Data interpolation

As in the preceding publications concerning ptp [|1-3] an@ 4] interactions, a two-
dimensional interpolation is applied to the data. Thisnmdéation has several aims:

— It should reduce the local statistical data fluctuations dayetating several data points
in the neighbourhood of each measured cross section, imgpdse physics constraints
of smoothness and continuity.

— It should ensure stability at the boundaries of the covelebp space regions.

— It should allow for an eventual slight extrapolation beydhe measured regions taking
full account of the corresponding physics constraints. Agx@ample the extrapolation
to pr = 0 is strongly constrained by the fact that the invariantssreections should
approach this point with slope zero.

— It should allow the creation of a fine grid of interpolatedued that may serve as a ref-
erence for the comparison of the yields of different pagtgpecies in the same hadronic
collision or for the comparison of different types of hadimmteractions.
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6.2.1 The problem of analytic representation

A look at Figs[ 2830 shows that on the level of precision ammhmleteness achieved
by the present experiment, the measured cross sectionsaimoplex shapes both in theiy
and in theirzr dependences. These shapes exclude the description oftthevida straight-
forward analytic functions unless a complex array of rapahrying fit parameters would be
established, with heavy constraints in order to fulfil thgggibs boundary conditions. There is
a vast literature using simple parametrizations like gl double exponential fits or trans-
verse massiir, see Sect. 614) fits for hadronig distributions, and power law distributions of
the type(1 — xp)" for the zr dependences. Although these approaches have been claimed t
carry physics relevance in terms of the concept of a fixed riwaid temperature” in the case
of transverse momentum or "counting rules” for the distributions in a purported connection
to quark or even gluon structure functions, their impactos understanding of soft hadronic
physics has been doubtful to say the least. In the precediblications[1-5] it has been shown
that the shape of transverse momentum distributions agaamsverse mass disproves the con-
cept of a constant hadronic "temperature” both in p+p and+@ mteractions, see also Sdct.|6.4
below. In particular in ref.[[2] a detailed confrontationttvithe effects of the decay of known
resonances, in contrast to the assumption of a "thermodiridhaviour, has been discussed.

In view of this problematics, an alternative arithmetic eggeh to the two-dimensional
interpolation is eventually given by cubic spline fits. Tadgs would of course, in terms of
an analytic description, at best offer a vast matrix of paters concerning the locally used
third-order polynomials. In addition, the necessary idtrction of the physics constraints and
boundary conditions would weigh heavily against the pcadtility of such an approach. The
human eye, on the other hand, offers a welcome capabilityetfopn interpolation which is
easily guided by the physics constraints mentioned abdws.dpproach is described below.

6.2.2 Multi-step recursive eyeball fits

The data shown in Tablé$ 2 did 3 have statistical errors leet@% and about 30% with
distributions shown in Fid. 27a for p and in Fig.]27b forThe corresponding mean values are
8% and 12%, respectively. With these error margins it is rabf@m to produce interpolations
via eyeball fits with a precision of a fraction of the error arsing an appropriate scale for the
invariant cross sections. These interpolations have toribesthe data simultaneously both in
thepr andzx variables. An iterative, recursive method is thereforeliggdn both dimensions.
The quality of this eye fit procedure may be judged by plotthmgdistribution of the differences
between the data points and the interpolation, normalizetth® statistical errors (normalized
residuals). These distributions should be Gaussiansaztnlose to zero, as unlike in algebraic
fits the center at zero is not enforced, and with a varianceedlo unity if the statistical errors
are correctly estimated and no additional systematicgrisdaced by the fit procedure.

6.2.3 Statistical and correlated errors

As described above in Sett. 4, an interpolation of partiatems has been used in part of
the backward phase space in order to allow for the extractigoroton and anti-proton yields
in regions where particle identification via fits to the icatibn energy loss distributions are
not reliable. In these regions the statistical errors bexaorrelated and are in principle not
any more directly related to the number of extracted pasiah each bin. The regions of direct
dFE /dz analysis and of the interpolation of particle ratios hawerdifore been separated and the
normalized residuals are shown in Higl 27 in correspondapggate number distributions.
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Figure 27: Number distributions of the statistical errorgeg in Table$ 2 andl 3, a) for protons,
b) for anti-protons. The normalized differences betweeta dad interpolation (normalized
residuals) are shown separately for the cross sectiongebthydF /dx fitting, c) for protons,
and d) for anti-protons, and for those bins where an intexjpah of particle ratios has been
used, e) for protons and f) for anti-protons
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The uncorrelated residual distributions, Higl 27c and d,described by Gaussian fits
with means of 0.0£0.07 for protons and 0.230.12 for anti-protons, corresponding with re-
spect to the mean statistical errors to less than 1% for psoand 2.7% for anti-protons.
Both values are within two standard deviations with respgedhe fit errors. The variances
of 1.14+0.06 and 0.730.14 are also within about two standard deviations from tpeeted
values of unity. The correlated residual distributionsgy.Ef7e and f, are centred within 2.7
standard deviations or 2% for the protons and less than amelatd deviation or 0.5% for the
anti-protons. In both cases, however, the variances arbesrtiean in the uncorrelated samples.
While this difference is only on the one standard deviatewel for the protons, it is statistically
significant for the anti-protons. It should be mentionedehibiat in the multi-parameter fits ap-
plied to the truncated energy loss distributions for theawtion of particle yields, additional
error sources of statistical origin appear which dependhanrelative particle yields in each
bin as well as on the position of each particle on the overathB-Bloch parametrization. This
effect has been elaborated in detail in refé. [2, 3] wherastieen demonstrated that an increase
of the effective statistical errors over tii¢y/N estimator, whereV is the number of extracted
particles per bin, by several tens of percent is to be expeaateertain cases. The deviations
observed in Fig$. 27c and d are therefore within reasonatie margins.

Concerning the reduced variance of Figl 27f it has been dddmkeep the errors given
in Table[3 at the level of the estimatdy+/N in order to absorb eventual systematic effects
originating in the particle ratio interpolation.

6.2.4 Tabulation of the interpolated cross sections

A complete set of interpolated cross sections can be founkewweb page "spshadrons”
[13] in steps of 0.05 GeV/c ipr and for allz values used in this publication. Comparable
sets of cross sections are given(in![13] for all other ingzdtd particle types and interactions.
As an example Tablel 4 gives a limited list of interpolatedt@nocross sections for the 22-
values at:» > 0 established in this paper. The lines through the data poortesponding to the
interpolation are obtained using the smoothed interpmtgpirocedure described in the ROOT
program package [14]. It should be mentioned here that tiemédelowpr = 0.05-0.1 GeV/c
covered by the data has been extendeg;ta= 0 GeV/c by extrapolation using the physics
constraint of zero slope at this point. A slight extrapaatin the highp region has also been
applied using the basically exponential behaviour of tles€sections in this area. As far as the
coverage of the high region at lowpr which is outside the NA49 acceptance is concerned,
see the argumentation given in Séct) 6.3.

6.3  Dependence of the invariant cross sections @ir and xg

The distribution of the invariant cross section as a functd pr is shown in Fig[ 2B
for protons and anti-protons at negative and in Fig.[29 at positive 5, indicating the data
interpolation by full lines. For better visibility succes values inz - have been multiplied by
a factor 0.5.

Corresponding: distributions are presented in F[g.]30 for protons and in Bifyfor
anti-protons.

The shape of the; distributions resembles, far > 0 (Fig.[29), the one measured
in p+p interactions[[3] including details of the deviatiawrh either exponential or Gaussian
shape. In backward direction, Fig.|28, a more complex behadevelops with a steepening
up atzp < -0.4. The basic asymmetry of the p+C interaction is morectliyevisible in the
xp distributions of Figs[(30 and_81. While at high factors of 1.6—-2 are typical between
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0.0 0.025 0.05 0.075 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4
21.75 20.91 21.30 23.04 24.68 28.74 34.31 40.59 46.28 52.05 57.20
21.50 20.82 21.25 22.83 24.57 28.54 33.100 |[40.31 45.96 51.57 56.68
21.11 20.48 21.06 22.25 23.96 28.02 33.30 39.58 45.23 50.75 55.90
20.48 19.93 20.44 21.50 22.98 27.07 31.95 38.32 43.39 48.91 53.39
19.61 19.12 19.47 20.39 21.80 25.85 30.30 36.34 40.78 46.07 50.40
18.55 17.96 18.30 19.07 20.87 24.12 28.02 33.68 37.97 42.60 45.96
17.32 16.73 16.88 17.44 18.73 22.10 25.55 30.72 34.71 38.32 40.87
15.90 15.29 15.40 15.68 16.88 19.83 23.14 27.63 31.15 33.76 35.93
14.30 13.75 13.85 13.98 14.94 17.52 20.63 24.46 27.25 29.41 30.93
12.66 12.26 12.29 12.52 13.10 15.22 18.09 21.40 23.41 25.14 26.45
11.03 10.78 10.87 11.08 11.44 13.17 15.50 18.13 19.83 21.30 22.31
9.493 9.320 9.385 9.499 9.805 |11.23 13.26 15.26 16.80 18.01 18.99
8.080 8.029 7.988 8.104 8.364 9.515 |11.13 12.66 14.07 15.15 16.05
6.799 6.709 6.721 6.893 7.103 8.043 9.192 |10.43 11.68 12.63 13.47
5.655 5.581 5.642 5.787 6.004 6.736 7.541 8.618 9.670 |10.51 11.15
4.736 4.706 4,725 4.802 5.052 5.513 6.186 6.957 7.770 8.559 9.129
3.958 3.933 3.948 4.013 4.182 4.492 4.994 5.629 6.229 6.925 7.352
3.269 3.271 3.292 3.322 3.455 3.651 4.003 4.523 4,925 5.463 5.827
2.707 2.702 2.725 2.744 2.821 2.954 3.217 3.584 3.903 4.319 4.575
2.231 2.253 2.241 2.251 2.309 2.390 2.579 2.816 3.086 3.353 3.552
1.843 1.848 1.843 1.851 1.890 1.925 2.063 2.227 2.429 2.621 2.738
1.558 1.519 1.515 1.519 1.540 1.543 1.646 1.777 1.916 2.053 2.111
1.273 1.249 1.240 1.226 1.249 1.243 1.304 1.412 1.508 1.594 1.642
1.042 1.030 1.017 0.9918 | 0.9941 | 0.9918 | 1.029 1.119 1.187 1.251 1.287
0.8604 | 0.8422 | 0.8249 | 0.7988 | 0.8025 | 0.7896 | 0.8193 | 0.8886 | 0.9406 | 0.9782 1.004
0.7042 | 0.6893 | 0.6690 | 0.6553 | 0.6404 | 0.6345 | 0.6508 | 0.7074 | 0.7420 | 0.7628 0.7757
0.5844 | 0.5668 | 0.5476 | 0.5400 | 0.5229 | 0.5157 | 0.5181 | 0.5606 | 0.5840 | 0.5921 0.5881
0.4813 | 0.4650 | 0.4492 | 0.4420 | 0.4290 | 0.4192 | 0.4185 | 0.4443 | 0.4554 | 0.4618 0.4533
0.3948 | 0.3841 | 0.3719 | 0.3634 | 0.3519 | 0.3370 | 0.3363 | 0.3503 | 0.3560 | 0.3601 0.3503
0.3247 | 0.3165 | 0.3065 | 0.2995 | 0.2900 | 0.2733 | 0.2702 | 0.2770 | 0.2795 | 0.2789 0.2700
0.2669 | 0.2609 | 0.2520 | 0.2451 | 0.2379 | 0.2217 | 0.2161 | 0.2190 | 0.2175 | 0.2170 0.2091
0.2205 | 0.2160 | 0.2077 | 0.2020 | 0.1952 | 0.1789 | 0.1728 | 0.1728 | 0.1716 | 0.1680 0.1612
0.1817 | 0.1772 | 0.1716 | 0.1665 | 0.1605 | 0.1461 | 0.1395 | 0.1366 | 0.1341 | 0.1307 0.1246
0.1494 | 0.1460 | 0.1407 | 0.1363 | 0.1317 | 0.1201 | 0.1118 | 0.1080 | 0.1048 | 0.1017 0.09648
0.1237 | 0.1203 | 0.1155 | 0.1118 | 0.1080 | 0.09878 0.09025| 0.08500| 0.08193] 0.07896| 0.07420
0.1022 | 0.09872| 0.09537| 0.09192] 0.08880| 0.08085 0.07268 0.06721f 0.06418 0.06115 0.05720
0.08403| 0.08118| 0.07860, 0.07558 0.07302 0.06557| 0.05854| 0.05314 0.05017| 0.04758 0.04430
0.06925| 0.06721] 0.06478 0.06200, 0.06018 0.05329 0.04704] 0.04192| 0.03912| 0.03685 0.03407
0.05734] 0.05539| 0.05339] 0.05098| 0.04925 0.04332] 0.03779 0.03317| 0.03051] 0.02860; 0.02603
0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95
62.04 65.72 69.61 72.06 72.89 73.57 72.73 73.74 78.96 93.85 136.9
61.47 64.82 68.82 71.23 72.06 72.56 72.06 72.89 77.88 92.35 135.0
60.21 62.76 66.94 69.29 70.09 71.23 70.42 70.74 75.41 89.62 129.5
57.11 59.94 63.49 66.02 66.94 67.25 66.94 67.40 72.02 85.20 122.9
52.81 55.29 58.71 61.33 62.47 61.47 62.47 62.76 67.21 79.88 113.4
47.39 49.85 52.81 55.17 56.06 55.29 55.81 56.84 61.15 72.68 102.9
41.66 43.72 45.47 47.72 48.49 48.16 48.49 49.28 53.39 64.18 91.29
36.20 37.56 38.61 40.06 40.80 40.24 40.06 41.27 44.61 54.38 77.88
31.24 31.97 32.56 33.40 33.70 33.09 32.34 33.09 35.68 44.40 64.93
27.02 27.33 27.52 27.52 27.46 26.71 25.86 25.92 28.67 35.68 52.77
23.10 23.05 23.10 22.89 22.27 21.41 20.54 20.40 22.25 27.89 41.92
19.66 19.44 19.22 18.91 18.10 17.29 16.43 16.21 17.48 21.01 32.54
16.51 16.32 16.09 15.58 14.81 14.05 13.26 13.02 13.75 15.94 24.68
13.89 13.89 13.26 12.67 12.10 11.47 10.71 10.34 10.80 12.23 18.38
11.60 11.47 10.86 10.27 9.788 9.177 8.525 8.312 8.461 9.320 13.35
9.493 9.326 8.723 8.174 7.811 7.273 6.740 6.467 6.568 7.119 9.941
7.628 7.408 6.961 6.493 6.147 5.658 5.268 5.043 5.040 5.438 7.386
6.059 5.827 5.504 5.157 4.816 4.423 4.099 3.888 3.912 4.116 5.400
4.725 4.586 4.342 4.078 3.764 3.417 3.160 2.983 2.968 3.136 3.958
3.668 3.609 3.370 3.173 2.922 2.659 2.370 2.263 2.215 2.385 2.934
2.854 2.802 2.645 2474 2.273 2.026 1.869 1.729 1.688 1.809 2.185
2.190 2.160 2.067 1.929 1.769 1.595 1.428 1.317 1.290 1.369 1.631
1.677 1.646 1.594 1.491 1.372 1.229 1.096 1.006 0.9827 | 1.041 1.217
1.304 1.281 1.212 1.141 1.020 0.9369 | 0.8292 | 0.7633 | 0.7489 | 0.7896 0.9066
1.006 0.9698 | 0.9171 | 0.8500 | 0.7681 | 0.6929 | 0.6262 | 0.5857 | 0.5747 | 0.5990 0.6767
0.7541 | 0.7340 | 0.6877 | 0.6418 | 0.5787 | 0.5184 | 0.4674 | 0.4464 | 0.4369 | 0.4554 0.5028
0.5787 | 0.5491 | 0.5157 | 0.4780 | 0.4339 | 0.3843 | 0.3587 | 0.3386 | 0.3345 | 0.3455 0.3753
0.4420 | 0.4173 | 0.3885 | 0.3593 | 0.3254 | 0.2900 | 0.2733 | 0.2586 | 0.2555 | 0.2627 0.2802
0.3384 | 0.3165 | 0.2920 | 0.2688 | 0.2451 | 0.2210 | 0.2073 | 0.1971 | 0.1952 | 0.2006 0.2091
0.2585 | 0.2385 | 0.2200 | 0.2006 | 0.1838 | 0.1677 | 0.1580 | 0.1512 | 0.1487 | 0.1529 0.1576
0.1979 | 0.1809 | 0.1657 | 0.1505 | 0.1385 | 0.1275 | 0.1201 | 0.1163 | 0.1141 | 0.1160 0.1181
0.1512 | 0.1369 | 0.1246 | 0.1128 | 0.1041 | 0.09692 0.09156| 0.08860| 0.08718 0.08799 0.08880
0.1155 | 0.1029 | 0.09299 0.08461 0.07842] 0.07386| 0.06993 0.06736| 0.06613] 0.06644( 0.06675
0.08799| 0.07860| 0.07038] 0.06345 0.05921] 0.05577| 0.05281] 0.05137| 0.05017| 0.05017; 0.05005
0.06736| 0.05921] 0.05314| 0.04758| 0.04461] 0.04192 0.04024 0.03933| 0.03859 0.03806| 0.03753
0.05157| 0.04492| 0.04003] 0.03609| 0.03353] 0.03180] 0.03067| 0.02997| 0.02920, 0.02887| 0.02854
0.03939| 0.03415| 0.03037| 0.02738] 0.02526| 0.02423 0.02343 0.02263| 0.02236| 0.02200{ 0.02150
0.03002| 0.02585| 0.02288] 0.02072| 0.01912 0.01838 0.01765 0.01709| 0.01708, 0.01669] 0.01638
0.02293] 0.01961] 0.01748] 0.01568 0.01440] 0.01398 0.01333 0.01308/ 0.01295 0.01272] 0.01249
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Table 4: Data interpolation for protons for positivg in p+C collisions at 158 GeV/c beam
momentum
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the backward and forward proton yieldsat = 0.5-0.7, these factors grow to about 3-5 at
pr = 0.1 GeV/c. This allows a first view at the composition of p+dllisions from projectile
fragmentation in forward direction and target fragmemtiatas well as intra-nuclear cascading
in backward direction. A quantification and separation @sththree basic ingredients will be
performed in Sect$. 14, 15 ahd| 16 below. For anti-protons:thdistributions clearly peak at
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Figure 28: Invariant cross sections and data interpolatiolh lines) as a function ofp; at
fixed zr < O for a) protons and b) anti-protons produced in p+C colfisiat 158 GeV/c. The
displayed cross sections have been multiplied by a factérofor successive values of. for
better visibility
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negativerr. The forward-backward asymmetry is,|at-| = 0.2, to first ordep, independent
and on the order of 1.6—1.9 which is well above the asymmétpyaions at thisc» indicating

important effects from isospin and baryon number transfer.

A remark concerning the behaviour of the proton cross sestaix > 0.8 is in place
here. In this region a clear diffractive peak becomes wswahich is in shape equal to the one
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Figure 29: Invariant cross sections and data interpolatiolh lines) as a function ofp; at
fixedzr > O for a) protons and b) anti-protons produced in p+C colfisiat 158 GeV/c. The
displayed cross sections have been multiplied by a factérofor successive values of. for

better visibility
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observed in p+p interactions/[3]. This peak is to be expetiaa single projectile collisions
in the target nucleus which amount to about 60% of all inedgstC interactions[[5]. In the
absence of comparable measurements in thelomegion the relative shape of the extrapolated

coooooo
~NOOORWN R

=
o

N
|||||||

f [mb/(GeV?/c?)]

10

IIIIII-'O_

107

RPERERROO
~NUTwk© o

-2
1074 05 0 0.5 1

Figure 30: Invariant cross sections as a functioncgfat fixed pr for protons produced in
p+C collisions at 158 GeV/c. Ther values are to be correlated to the respective distributions
in decreasing order of cross section. The broken lines atggvand largex indicate the
extrapolation made by using p+p data
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lines in the inaccessible area of phase space has beeneakljafier re-normalization, to the
one extracted in |3] from existing p+p data. This extragolais indicated by the broken line
segments in Fid. 30.
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Figure 31: Invariant cross sections as a function pfat fixedp; for anti-protons produced in
p+C collisions at 158 GeV/c. Ther values are to be correlated to the respective distributions
in decreasing order of cross section
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6.4  Rapidity and transverse mass distributions

The rapidity distribution for protons at fixegr presented in Fig._32 extends to the
kinematic limit in forward direction and to -2.6 units in th@&get hemisphere. Again a clear
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Figure 32: Invariant cross sections as a functiony ett fixedpr for protons produced in p+C
collisions at 158 GeV/c. Ther values are to be correlated to the respective distributions
decreasing order of cross section. The broken lines aploand larger - indicate the extrapo-
lation made by using p+p data

31



view of the asymmetry of the p+C interactions increasindwi¢creasingr is evident.
The rapidity range of anti-protons is limited by statistios1.4 to +1.8 units. The cor-
responding distribution as a function gfor fixed pr is shown in Fig[3B.
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Figure 33: Invariant cross sections as a function ett fixed p, for anti-protons produced in
p+C collisions at 158 GeV/c. Ther values are to be correlated to the respective distributions
in decreasing order of cross section
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Transverse mass distributionsyat 0, withmy = | /m2 4 p7, are presented in Fif. B4
together with the local inverse slopes obtained by expaaldiis to three subsequent points. A
situation very similar to p+p collisions emerges with a rexponential behaviour and inverse
slope parameters varying systematically by up to 60 MeV wWithtransverse mass.
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Figure 34: Invariant cross section as a functiomaf — m,, for a) protons and b) anti-protons.
Panels c) and d) give the inverse slope parameters ofrthalistributions as a function of
my — m,, for protons and anti-protons, respectively. The full limepresent the results of the
data interpolation

6.5 Comparison to other experiments

As stated in Secl]2 there are only two experiments providmgple differential data in
the SPS energy range. The data séet [7] which is disjoint fioenNA49 phase space coverage
will be discussed in detail in the next Sedt. 7. As far as thenHab data of Barton et al. [10]
are concerned there are 10 data points for protons and 4 dats ffor anti-protons available
in overlapping phase space ranges. The situation for psashown in Figl_35 where the
invariant cross sections [10] (full circles) ¢ = 0.3 and 0.5 GeV/c are shown together with
the measurements (open circles) and data interpolatidniffes) of the NA49 experiment as a
function of z 5.

The comparison between the two experiments reveals veeglsie systematic offsets
with an average of +21% or +6 standard deviations averagedadhdata points. This complies
with the comparison of pion yields|[4] with an average of +26%6+3.6 standard deviations.
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Figure 35: Invariant proton cross sections fram/[10] (fulctes) forpr = 0.3 and 0.5 GeV/c

together with the measurements (open circles) and datgot&gion (full lines) of NA49, and

the interpolation multiplied by 1.21 (broken lines). A diigextrapolation of NA49 results at
pr = 0.3 GeV/c is shown with broken line, see Sect. 6.2.4

The good agreement between the particle ratios+x")/p demonstrated in Se€f. 4.11.4 over the
full comparable range of - andp speaks indeed for a normalization problem as the origin of
the discrepancies which are not visible in the results of iptgractions|([3].

For anti-protons the situation is considerably less clegr @ the very large statistical
errors of the data [10] indicating only upper limits for soofehe measurements. F[g.136 gives
thez dependence of these data for= 0.3 GeV/c together with the NA49 interpolation (full
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Figure 36: Invariant anti-proton cross sections froni [X#]# = 0.3 GeV/c as a function afx
together with the data interpolation of NA49 (full line) vahi has been extrapolatedie = 0.6
with an exponential function (dotted line). The NA49 refece multiplied by a factor of 2 is
indicated by the dashed line
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line) which has been partially extrapolated using an expbakshape. The large upward shift
of the Fermilab data of about a factor of 2 (dashed line in[B§).is compounded by the fact
that due to the lower beam momentum of 100 GeV/c these datddshe expected to be about
30-40% below the NA49 cross sections [3].

In this context it should be mentioned that already in p+pisiohs the Fermilab data
[11] were high by about +25% for anti-protons.

7 Data extension into the far backward direction

As the backward acceptance of the NA49 detector is limitetiéaanges ot > -0.8
to xr > -0.5 at low and higtpr, respectively, it is desirable to extend this coverage th®
far backward region ta:» values down to and below -1. A detailed survey of existingeexp
ments in the backward direction of p+C interactions hasstoee been undertaken and is being
published in an accompanying paper [6]. This survey esthedi the detailestdependence of
measured cross sections for beam momenta between 1 and %00, @& lab angles between
10 and 180 degrees, and for lab momenta between 0.2 and 1.2 3e¥hows in particular
that the baryon cross sections in the SPS energy range froat 4B0 to 400 GeV/c beam mo-
mentum may be regarded asndependent within tight systematic limits of less tha twer-
cent [6]. This allows the combination of the extensive datao$ the Fermilab experimenit![7]
at 400 GeV/c beam momentum and lab angles between 70 and d&®deavith the NA49 data
which span the angular range up to 40 degrees.

The relevant kinematic situation is presented in Eig. 37retiees of constant,, and
Oiap are shown in the: z/pr plane.

P, [GeVic] i

Figure 37: Kinematics of fixeg,, and©,y in thez z/pr plane

In the necessary transformation between the lab and cmsfamolved in Fig[ 37
there is very little difference between the beam momentéb8fdnd 400 GeV/c. This is shown
in Fig.[38 which gives the difference ir- as a function of4, for the angular range between
70 and 160 degrees.
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Figure 38: Differences iny: Axyp = z17% — 23 resulting from the transformation into the cms
system between beam momenta of 158 and 400 GeV/c as a funtpgp The differences are
independent 0B,y in the range 70< ©,,, < 160 degrees

One example of the apparesitndependence of the backward baryon yields is shown in
Fig.[39 which compares data @t,, = 162 and 160 degrees for 8/5 [15] and 400 GeV/c beam
momentum([7].
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Figure 39: Invariant proton cross sections![15Faf, = 162 degrees and 8.5 GeV/c beam mo-
mentum as a function gi,, in comparison with the data frorn![7] at 160 degrees and 400/GeV
beam momentum. The full line represents the interpolatich@Fermilab data

Due to the flat angular distribution &,, around 160 degrees, see Higl 41, the small
angular difference in angle between the two measuremestsdwigible influence on the cross
sections comparison. Also the SPS measurements of "grextps by Braune et al. [16] show
no dependence on beam momentum in the range from 50 to 15C®e®Y the complet®),,;,
range from 10 to 159 degrees.
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7.1 NA49 results at fixed®,,, and pjap combined with the data from [7]

The kinematic situation presented in Higl 37 shows that théd\acceptance allows the
measurement of proton yields as a functiorpgf up to©,, = 40 degrees. The corresponding
data values are tabulated in Table 5. These data are shovign didRogether with the Fermilab
data [7] as a function Q.

f(®|ab; p|ab); Af

Plab\Olab 10 20° 30 40°
0.3 1.7979 7.58| 1.7087 6.20
0.4 1.4154 7.07| 1.2310 7.67
0.5 1.2656 11.9| 0.8836 7.67| 0.8255 8.16

0.6 0.9854 6.11| 0.9423 6.94| 0.7850 7.20| 0.6522 8.22
0.7 0.6654 4.81| 0.6714 5.93| 0.6167 7.30| 0.3868 8.66
0.8 0.6932 7.01| 0.5700 6.93| 0.407/5 8.20| 0.2339 17.8
0.9 0.5627 5.12| 0.4342 7.44| 0.3631 7.99
1.0 0.4805 7.89| 0.3800 7.37| 0.2436 9.11
11 0.3810 6.96| 0.2932 5.42| 0.1924 09.72
1.2 0.2975 7.23| 0.2756 5.22| 0.1493 104
1.3 0.3244 6.57| 0.2179 5.42| 0.0993 12.1
1.4 0.2578 6.83| 0.2147 7.82| 0.0670 11.5
15 0.2128 7.19| 0.1500 8.87
1.6 0.1358 8.98

Table 5: Invariant proton cross sections measured by NA4&ed values 0f0,,, between 10
and 40 degrees as a fag, values between from 0.3 to 1.6 GeV/c. The relative staaitgoors,
Af, are givenin %
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Figure 40: Invariant proton cross sections from NA49 andfdhb angles between 10 and 160
degrees as a function pf,. The data interpolation at fixed angle is given by the fukesn
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Evidently the two data sets are complementary and offerHerfirst time an almost
complete angular coverage of the backward proton produatith double differential cross
sections.

A two-dimensional data interpolation has been performeshasvn by the full lines in
Fig.[40. This allows to produce the combined angular distidn as a function ofos(Oy,p) for
fixed values ofyqn presented in Fid. 41.
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Figure 41: Invariant proton cross sections of the combindd®Nand Fermilab data as a function
of cos(Oyap) for fixed values ofyj,, between 0.2 and 1.4 GeV/c. The data interpolation is shown
as full lines

The proton density distribution#.,,/dpia, derived from the interpolated invariant cross
sections are shown as a functionpg@f, in Fig.[42, normalized to unit area.

These distributions are closely similar for 160 ©,, > 118 degrees and develop a
tail to largepiay Values for angles smaller than 90 degrees indicating isangacontributions
from the fragmentation of the participant nucleons hit bg fhrojectile. The "grey” proton
momentum distribution measured in the EHS rapid cyclingdbeilchamber [17], interpolated
in steps ofpiap 0f 0.1 GeV/c, are shown as full circles in Higl42. It is clos&Bcing the result
at ©5p = 90 degrees. In this case a strong momentum cut is introdogedquesting bubble
densities at 1.3 minimum ionizing rejecting most of thedagbrward region.

Thedn,,/dpiap distributions shown in Fig. 42 may be integrated omgyresulting in the
proton densitiesin/d2 shown in Fig[4B as a function ebs(0,a). Here the integration has
been limited to O< pjap < 1.6 GeV/c as at low angles the target fragmentation corttabwvill
create a divergent behaviour and since the comparison datatccontain this component.
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Figure 42: Proton density distributiods,, /dp.ap, Normalized to unit area, as a functionygf,
for fixed ©,45. The bubble chamber data [17] have been interpolated is stigfp,, of 0.1 GeV/c
and are shown as full circles
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Figure 43: Proton densityn/dS) as a function of:os(Ojap). Full circles: integrated combined
data from NA49 and [7]. Open circles: measurement by Brawm ¢L6]. Lines are drawn to
guide the eye. The four lab angles for the NA49 data corredpoirig.[41

The direct measurements from [16] also presented if Fighd® systematic deviations
both at forward and at backward angles. As this experimess as energy loss measurement
with variable threshold it is not clear to which extent it repents identified proton vyields.
The authors in fact explain that a contribution from "evagi@mm” particles ("black tracks” in
emulsion work) cannot be excluded. Such a contribution dioypically be characterized by a
flatter angular distribution as compared to protons, seethtsdiscussion on lightions in Sect. 8
showing very sizeable d/p ratios. As the d/p and t/p ratiasehese steeply with increasing,
see Figl 4b, the yield measured by![16] would increaggat> 90° and decrease towards small
angles with respect to the one of identified protons. In &ldiad £/ dz cut-off in the detector
of [16] at piap ~ 0.2 GeV/c will reduce the measured yields as a function ofggrsge Figl_42.
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7.2 Double differential cross sectiorf (xg, pr) as a function ofxg

The invariant cross sections measureg ipand©,,, may be transformed into the-/pr
variables following the kinematics shown in Figl 37. Theresponding: » distributions at fixed
pr are presented in Fig._ 44 which shows therange down to -2.0. Both the NA49 data (full
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Figure 44: Invariant cross sections at fiyedas a function of: . Full circles: NA49 data, open
circles: data from[[7]. The thin lines show the cross sectibfixed angles of 1Q 30° and 50
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circles) and the Fermilab results (open circles) are pibtiene full lines in Fig[44 represent
the interpolation of the two data sets also covering the measured angular region between
40 and 70 degrees, see Higl 41. The thin lines indicate thégosef the lab angles of 10, 30,
and 50 degrees as well as the five angles measured by [7].

Fig.[44 represents one of the main results of this paperolwsHor the first time a com-
plete coverage of the baryonic phase space in p+A collisioos x» = -2 up to the kinematic
limit for the projectile fragmentation atr ~ +1. Several features merit comment:

— The invariant proton cross sections extend far below therkiatic limit for target frag-

mentation atrp = -1

— There is no indication of a diffractive structure with a pesikc» ~ -1 as it would be
expected from the prompt fragmentation of the hit targeterms — on the other hand,

atxr > +0.9 there is a diffractive peak in the projectile fragmeiotaregion, see [3]

for comparison with p+p interactions

— The backward cross sections peakrat ~ -0.9, not atz ~ -1 indicating a sizeable
longitudinal momentum transfer in the nuclear fragmentategion

— Atlow pr or low transverse momentum transfer however, the lines n$tamt lab angle
are compatible as expected with a convergence towards-1

A detailed discussion of these features including the depmsition of the measured
proton yields into the basic components of projectile,@éamnd nuclear fragmentation, is pre-
sented in Sect§. 115 ahd] 16.

8 Light ions: deuterons and tritons

As shown in Secl4, Fid.l5, the particle identification vi@®y loss measurement in
the NA49 TPC system also allows the extraction of deuterahtaton yields. The accessible
kinematic region covers lab momenta from the detector geoep limit at about 0.25 GeV/c
up to the crossing of the energy loss distributions with thesofor electrons, Fid.l 3, at about
piab = 2 GeV/c for deuterons and 3 GeV/c for tritons.

As for the proton cross sections, this range is complemgtaahe Fermilab experiment
[9] which gives light ion cross sections in the lab angularg@afrom 70 to 160 degrees, iaty,
from 0.5 to 1.3 GeV/c for deuterons and from 0.7 to 1.3 GeVIrdritcons. The NA49 data offer
the advantage of reaching lgw down to 0.1 GeV/c and of covering the forward region from
Oiab = 40 degrees down to about 3 degrees. This allows for the ifingt to trace the extension
of nuclear fragmentation into light ions towards the cemegion of particle production.

8.1 lon to proton ratios

In order to clearly bring out the last aspect mentioned alibeedeuteron and triton
yields are given here as ratios to the proton yields in eaclobp,, and©,,p,

. (dn/dp|abdQ)d
Rd(xFapT) (dn/dplabdQ)p (4)
. (dn/dpbbdg)t

These density ratios are given as functions:gfand p; using the proton mass in the
transformation from lab to cms variables. They thus givedtily the relative contribution of the
light ions with respect to protons in the./p bins shown in Fig. 2 and Table 2. In forming the
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ion/proton density ratios, most of the data correctiongt. 8 drop out with the exception of
absorption which is small but increased for ions, and of ngpéeed-down which is of course
only applicable to protons. The resulting ratios are shos/fuactions ofrr andpr in Table[6
for deuterons and in Tablg 7 for tritons. Most of the systéenatrors cancel in the ratios of
Tables 6 and]7, with the exception of the feed-down (only fatgns) and the detector and
target absorption. The resulting systematic uncertaiaty lleen estimated to less than 3% for
deuterons and less than 5% for tritons which is small contpréhe given statistical errors.

Ra(zr,pr)[%], ARq[%]
pr\zrp| -0.8 -0.75 -0.7 -0.65 -0.6 -0.55 -0.5 -0.45 -0.4 -0.35 -0.3 -0.25
0.1 (115 2.110.8 2.29.08 1.914.46 2.§5.04 1.46.20 1.68.10 0.95.76 0.94.80 0.95.85 1.04.85 1.1
0.2 |12.0 1.314.0 1.512.4 1.219.95 1.28.59 1.1/8.02 1.16.88 0.88.23 1.1]5.09 0.97.39 1.74.18 1.5
0.3 |10.3 2.011.7 1.4 8.8 1.14 9.72 1.1§7.52 1.1{8.41 1.118.00 1.114.42 1.04.95 0.84.18 1.003.35 1.22.90 0.6

0.4 85 21 6.7 1.1)12.32 1.58.12 1.38.01 1.28.29 1.7/6.39 1.25.58 1.24.95 1.01.72 0.5
0.5 7.7 1.9/ 597 1.27.07 1.2591 1.46.98 1.73.43 1.18.10 1.54.02 0.91.90 0.4
0.6 11.43 2.96.46 2.97.04 1.84.56 1.44.22 1.112.65 0.95.03 1.31.79 0.8
0.7 9.26 4.009.28 2.97.38 2.57.65 2.43.72 1.5

0.8 8.84 3.42.67 1.43.68 1.55.20 2.1

0.9 4.88 2.03.73 1.5

11 3.84 2.6

Table 6: Deuteron to proton density ratiBs(z , pr) and their statistical errorA R, in percent
as a function ofr - andp; using proton mass in the transformation from lab to cms syste

Ri(zp, pr)[7%], AR:[%)]
pr\zrp| -0.8 -0.75 -0.7 -0.65 -0.6 -0.55 -0.5 -0.45 -0.4 -0.35 -0.3
0.1 |1.22 0.1 1.74 0.90.79 0.5 1.18 0.7/1.00 0.30.44 0.20.31 0.20.45 0.3
0.2 |1.12 0.42.24 0.60.96 0.32.39 0.51.80 0.50.96 0.40.76 0.21.22 0.40.28 0.20.34 0.3
0.3 |1.73 0.8§2.14 0.62.46 0.62.50 0.6 1.27 0.41.61 0.50.44 0.21.06 0.40.15 0.0.28 0.20.41 0.3

0.4 1.02 0.7/0.82 0.4/1.35 0.51.27 0.50.69 0.30.99 0.50.43 0.30.73 0.40.40 0.30.47 0.2
0.5 2.08 0.81.16 0.50.33 0.3 0.67 0.40.38 0.3 0.20 0.20.36 0.2
0.6 0.45 0.4 0.48 0.4

Table 7: Triton to proton density ratid$, (xr, pr) and their statistical errorA R, in percent as
a function ofz» andp; using proton mass in the transformation from lab to cms syste

In these data tables the cut-offs imposed by the NA49 acoeptatO,, ~ 40 degrees
below zr ~ -0.5 and by the upper limit op,,, imposed by the energy loss measurement at
xp 2 -0.5 are discernible. In addition the fast decrease of thesa@owards higher  limits
the extraction of tritons due to the low overall event statss

8.2  Comparison to the Fermilab data [9]

The density ratioRy(zr, pr) and R;(z g, pr) are presented in Fig. 45 as a function of
xp in comparison to the Fermilab data which are available abpgve 0.3 GeV/c.

As for the proton data, the good consistency with the Febndkta in the; range above
0.3 GeV/c is confirmed foRR, by the two-dimensional data interpolation performed bybayjie
fits and shown as the full lines in Fig.]45. The density ratioshows a similar consistency
with [9] over the smaller available region of comparison doghe higherp,, cut-off in the
Fermilab data. With respect #8,, R, is suppressed by a factor of 0.1 to 0.2 depending-n
but within statistics independent af-. This is demonstrated by the broken lines in Figl 45
which represent the interpolation @, with the ratio R,/R"*™", assumed:; independent,
given as a function gbr in Fig.[48.

42



Rar [%] Ray [%]

Ran [%]

102

10k

10

107

10

10

10%F

10%E

i plT =01 éeV/c _ i plT =0.2 IGeV/c _ L plT =0.3 IGeV/c ]
| 1L 1L ]
N \Q\'\ \g\ﬁ\
] Y .
}H{ i3 (XSS iy
fﬁ\\ ] T‘\\\ E tTﬂ\\
i I plT =04 (IBeV/c _ L I plT =05 IGeV/c _ I plT =0.6 IGeV/c ]

; 1 [ o
§ 1t 'A“*AA\\ ++
i I plT =07 (IBeV/c _ L I plT =0.8 IGeV/c _ I plT =0.9 ESeV/c ]

s
r TR
| o R, NA49

E R, NA49

[ oRgy [7,9]

L AR, [7.9] 4

5 1 05 0 -2 15 1 05 0

Xr

Xk

Figure 45: Deuteron and triton to proton density rati9sand R; as a function of: for fixed
values ofpr between 0.1 and 0.9 GeV/c. The full lines give the two-dinn@mes data interpo-
lation established fok,, the broken lines are the same multiplied by the suppredaidors,
assumed: independent, shown in Fig. 146
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Figure 46: Triton over deuteron ratil@t/Rg“e'm' as a function op, assumed:  independent.
The full line is drawn to guide the eye
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8.3 xy and pt dependences

The z» dependences of the density ratios presented in[Fig. 45 shather complex
behaviour. Evidently deuterons and tritons, if seen aseardragments as opposed to coalesc-
ing from produced baryons, reach far towards central prodacin consequence the separation
of nuclear fragmentation and coalescence is not an easgiaipas fragmentation products,
as shown by the tentative extrapolation of the data intatpmi towardse - = -0.1, might well
represent a contribution in the sub-percent range evepn at0 and already for the light Carbon
nuclei at SPS energy. The- dependence ok, at fixedzr is as well non-trivial, as shown in
Fig.[47.

R, [%]
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0 0.5 1
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Figure 47: The density rati®, as a function op for fixed values ofc - between -1.4 and -0.2

Evidently R, tends to decrease with increasing for 2 > -0.8 and with an inverted
tendency forrr < -0.8. The R,/R, ratio on the other hand clearly increases with at all
availablexr values, see Fif. 46.

9 Particle ratios

The already published data on p+Cl[4, 5] and p+p [1-3] inteyas allow for a very
detailed study of particle ratios. In a first overview baryoratios will be investigated in this
section, both concerning anti-proton/proton ratios invedatary and nuclear collisions,

Ry = f5 (zp,pr)/ f5(@r, pr) (6)
Rgp = f5 (xr, pr)/ [5P(xF, pr) (7)

and baryon density ratios directly comparing p+C and p+ptieas,
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Ry = f2xp,pr)/ [P (xr, pr)
Ry = f3%ar,pr)/ f(xr, pr).

Fig.[48 showngg (closed circles) andk3y (open circles) together with the correspond-
ing ratios of the data interpolation (full and broken linas)a function of: - for several bins of

pr.
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Figure 48: The anti-proton to proton rati;, as a function of:» for 8 values ofpr comparing
p+C (closed circles) and p+p (open circles) interactiorse Torresponding ratios of the data
interpolations are shown as full lines (p+C) and brokendipe+p)

This comparison reveals that the ratios are within errorsaé the projectile hemi-
sphererr 2> 0.1 with the exception of the two highest bins. This means that the transfer of
projectile baryon number ("stopping”) towards the centegdion is equal for protons and for
anti-protons. In the backward hemisphere there are didtiifferences between p+C and p+p
interactions at low to mediumy. This is a result of isospin effects between the isoscalar C
and the p targets. In fact it is known that the anti-protorildgencrease and the proton yields
decrease in neutron fragmentation![12] with both effectse'asingRgg compared tazph. The
clean extraction gb and p yields in the far backward directian; < -0.4, see Sedit] 4 and Fig. 5,
allows the extension oRgg to thexr range -0.7< xp < -0.5. This is presented in Fig. 149 in
thepr interval 0.1< pr < 0.4 GeV/c.

The broken line represeni&y [3], the full line the measureﬂgg. The expected increase
of thep yield by a factor of 1.7f increase by a factor of 1.33 [12] and p decrease by a factor of
1.3 [3]) is indicated by a hatched area assuming a 5% unogrtai the respective factors. The
fact that the measured backward ratio follows closely theeetation from target fragmentation
shows that there is n production from nuclear cascading. This is in agreemetit thie upper
limit of Rgg of 10~ to 10~° given in [18] for p+3'Ta at 90 degrees laboratory angle.

In contrast to thg/p ratios discussed above, the baryon yields proper ebdadimpor-
tant evolution when passing from p+p to p+C interactiongs Thpresented as functions of
for fixed values ofyr in Fig.[50 for R, and in Fig[51 forRp.
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Figure 49: The anti-proton to proton raﬂ@gg in the intervals -0.7< zr < -0.5 and 0.1<
pr < 0.4 GeV/c. As illustration, the measured ratigg from p+p interactions (broken line,![3])
are given together with the data interpolation (full lineangoto x5 = -0.2). The hatched area
corresponds to the expected increase by a factor of 1.7 fsmspin effect, with an assumed
uncertainty of 5%
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Figure 50: The proton ratid?, as a function ofzy for fixed p, values between 0.1 and
1.3 GeV/c. The full lines give the ratios for the correspanddata interpolations

Looking first atRy, Fig.[50, where the data give access to a very wide range ahree
distinct zones may be distinguished.

A first area is governed by the projectile fragmentatiop, = 0.1. Here the transfer
of baryon number from the forward to the central region isadieevident, with a suppression
of the far forward yield by a factor of 0.6 at low to mediywmp followed by a steady increase
of proton density with increasing; until the densities exceed the p+p values atxallfor
pr > 1 GeV/c.

A second area is characterized by the fragmentation of tigetaucleons hit by the
projectile, -0.5< zr < 0. Here the pile-up of produced hadrons in the central areatdu
the 1.6 mean projectile collisions in the C nucleus is vesilbbllowed by a steady decrease of
proton density in the backward direction due to the contrdsuof neutron fragmentation.
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Figure 51: The anti-proton rati®; as a function ofz for fixed p; values between 0.1 and
1.3 GeV/c. The full lines give the ratios for the correspargddata interpolations

A third component is characterized by the steep increaseatbp density forry < -
0.2, at low to mediunp;. This region is governed by the intra-nuclear cascadinganydns
("grey” protons) in the lab momentum range up to about 2 GeVhss component dies out as
expected with increasing transverse momentum.

Due to the smaller: range experimentally available for the anti-protons, thee:
sponding ratioRp is more restricted. It has however been demonstrated [(Bjgthét here no
cascading component exists. As argued above, the evolafitime projectile fragmentation
(xr 2 0.1) follows closely the one for protons including the irase with transverse momen-
tum. As far as the target fragmentation is concerned, threase of anti-proton density beyond
the pile-up from the 1.6 average projectile collisions t@wtba factor of 2 is expected from
isospin symmetry.

A further, more detailed argumentation concerning thisygimeenology can be found in
the discussion Sedt. 114 below.

10 Integrated data
10.1 pr integrated distributions

Thepr integrated non-invariant and invariant yields are defingd b

dn/dzp = 7/0inel - V/'S/2 - /f/E - dp>
P [ 1 (10)
dn/dy = 7/Cinel - /f - dp?.
with f = E - d3c/dp?, the invariant double differential cross section. The gné¢ions are
performed numerically using the two-dimensional datarpaéation (Sect[ 612) in the range

0 < pr < 1.9 GeV/c. Tables|8 arid 9 give the numerical values and thafidssecond moments
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of thep distributions as functions af - and rapidity for protons and anti-protons, respectively.
The relative errors quoted are given in percent using thestatistical errors of the measured
points. They thus present upper limits as the data intetipolan =~ will reduce the statistical
fluctuations for theyr integrated quantities.

Concerning the extension of the kinematic coverage intoféhébackward direction
for protons,zr < -0.8, see Seckl] 7, additional integrated quantities arengin Table_1D for
-2.0< zr <-0.9. Again, the data interpolation is used to obtain the eiral values.

p

zrp | F[mbc] A [dn/dzr A | (pr) A | (%) A y | dn/dy || y | dn/dy

-0.8 81.6 4.8/ 1.400 4.8/ 0.391 2.1|0.208 1.2[[-3.2]0.21949|| 0.8 0.12875
-0.75 73.2 45 1337 45/0402 1.8]|0.220 2.9|| -3.1| 0.43696(| 0.9 | 0.13405
-0.7 65.4 3.8/ 1.278 3.8/0.414 1.6]|0.232 2.5|| -3.0| 0.76998|| 1.0 | 0.14070
-0.65 57.0 29| 1.198 2.9 0.428 1.3|0.249 2.3||-2.9|1.09283|| 1.1| 0.14866
-0.6 50.4 29| 1.142 29(0442 1.2|0.266 2.1|-2.8|1.23706|| 1.2 | 0.15804
-0.55 438 2.0/ 1.079 2.0/ 0.458 0.82 0.285 1.5( -2.7|1.20270| 1.3 | 0.16829
-0.5 37.7 21 1.018 2.1)0.477 0.91 0.308 1.8|| -2.6| 1.06937|| 1.4| 0.18043

-0.45 32.8 1.8 0.975 1.8/ 0.494 0.93 0.329 1.9|| -2.5| 0.91240|| 1.5| 0.19426
-0.4 28.22 1.7/ 0.935 1.7/0.508 0.80 0.348 1.7||-2.4| 0.77367|| 1.6 | 0.20672
-0.35 2392 1.6/ 0.892 1.6/0.523 0.85 0.369 1.7| -2.3| 0.65943|| 1.7 | 0.21800
-0.3 19.83 1.8 0.844 1.8/ 0.538 0.94/ 0.391 1.9|| -2.2| 0.56603|| 1.8 | 0.22892
-0.25 16.57 1.4 0.818 1.4/ 0.547 0.76/ 0.403 1.7|| -2.1| 0.49330|| 1.9 | 0.23773
-0.2 13.88 1.4 0.808 1.4/ 0.554 0.68 0.414 1.5| -2.0| 0.43602|| 2.0 | 0.24016
-0.15 11.80 2.1 0.825 2.1/ 0.554 0.92 0.415 1.7||-1.9| 0.38870|| 2.1| 0.23634
-0.1 10.31 1.4 0.873 1.4/ 0.551 0.60] 0.411 1.3|| -1.8| 0.34565|| 2.2 | 0.23645
-0.075| 9.71 1.6/ 0.900 1.5/0.551 0.59 0.410 1.1|| -1.7| 0.30284|| 2.3 | 0.23584
-0.05 9.26 1.1} 0.927 1.0{0.549 0.63 0.407 1.4| -1.6| 0.26883|| 2.4 | 0.23145
-0.025| 8.90 1.6/ 0.938 1.6/ 0.550 0.61] 0.407 1.2||-1.5|0.24220|| 2.5| 0.22097
0.0 8.67 1.5/ 0.931 1.4{0.551 0.59 0.407 1.1}|-1.4|0.22093
0.025| 8.49 1.5/ 0.893 1.4/ 0.555 0.68 0.412 1.3|| -1.3| 0.20292
0.05 8.53 1.2| 0.852 1.2/ 0.555 0.63 0.412 1.3f| -1.2| 0.18852
0.075| 8.68 1.3] 0.804 1.3 0.555 0.64/0.412 1.2|-1.1|0.17704
0.1 9.07 1.3] 0.768 1.3] 0.553 0.75 0.409 1.6|| -1.0| 0.16671
0.15 10.16 1.0 0.712 0.9/ 0.545 0.54/ 0.396 1.2|| -0.9| 0.15776
0.2 11.60 0.9 0.677 0.9/ 0.538 0.54] 0.385 1.2|| -0.8| 0.14975
0.25 13.42 1.0 0.663 0.9/ 0.531 0.45 0.374 1.0| -0.7 | 0.14307
0.3 1487 1.1} 0.633 1.1]0.528 0.53/ 0.370 1.2|| -0.6| 0.13782
0.35 16.20 1.4 0.604 1.4/0.525 0.68 0.365 1.4|| -0.5| 0.13390
0.4 17.20 1.1 0.569 1.1/ 0.521 0.60] 0.360 1.3|| -0.4| 0.13026
0.45 17.74 1.4 0527 1.4{0.519 0.65 0.357 1.3||-0.3|0.12706
0.5 1793 1.3 0.483 1.3/ 0.511 0.63/ 0.348 1.2|| -0.2| 0.12485
0.55 1796 2.2 0442 2.2/0499 1.1|0.334 1.9|-0.1|0.12318
0.6 1790 24| 0.406 2.4]{0.488 0.98 0.321 1.7|| 0.0| 0.12157
0.65 1759 2.6 0.369 2.6/ 0479 0.87/0.310 1.7/f 0.1|0.12065
0.7 17.00 3.0 0.332 3.0/0.470 1.3|0.300 2.3} 0.2|0.11939
0.75 16.48 3.4 0.301 3.4{0461 1.3|0.290 2.7|| 0.3|0.11861
0.8 16.40 3.7 0.282 3.710.455 1.2|0.282 2.6|| 0.4|0.11907
0.85 1742 42| 0.282 4.2/0449 1.0|0.274 2.2|| 0.5| 0.11975
0.9 20.6 40/ 0315 4.0/ 0.440 1.3|0.261 3.0|| 0.6]|0.12154
0.95 29.5 3.4 0428 3.4/ 0.432 0.75 0.248 1.7|| 0.7]| 0.12474

Table 8:p; integrated invariant cross sectidn [mb-c], density distributiondn /dzr, mean
transverse momenturipr) [GeV/c], mean transverse momentum squafes [(GeV/cy] as
a function ofzr, as well as density distributiodv. /dy as a function ofy for p. The statistical
uncertaintyA for each quantity is given in % as an upper limit considerimg full statistical
error of each measureg-/z bin. The systematic errors are 3.7 %, Tdble 1
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P

zrp | F[mbc] A [dn/dzrp A | (pr) A {(p7) A y | dn/dy || vy | dn/dy
-0.2 0.910 5.7 0.0533 5.7/ 0.528 3.3] 0.375 6.4{ -1.1| 0.01399|| 0.4 | 0.02215
-0.15 1.282 3.9] 0.0905 3.8/0.524 2.1/ 0.371 4.2|| -1.0| 0.01692|| 0.5| 0.02054
-0.1 1.627 3.2 0.1395 3.1 0.518 1.7/ 0.361 3.4{| -0.9| 0.01915|| 0.6 | 0.01876
-0.075| 1.780 3.6| 0.1676 3.7/ 0.513 1.6/ 0.353 3.2|| -0.8| 0.02118|| 0.7 | 0.01689
-0.05 1.902 3.1] 0.1940 3.0 0.507 1.4/0.344 2.7|| -0.7| 0.02284|| 0.8 | 0.01492
-0.025| 1.940 29| 0.2094 2.8/ 0.505 1.4/0.338 2.7|| -0.6| 0.02419|| 0.9| 0.01295
0.0 1.903 29| 0.2095 2.7/ 0.502 1.6/ 0.333 3.4{| -0.5| 0.02546|| 1.0 | 0.01106
0.025| 1.815 3.0 0.1959 2.8 0.505 1.6| 0.335 3.2|| -0.4| 0.02638|| 1.1 | 0.00924
0.05 1.607 2.2| 0.1642 2.0 0.507 1.4/0.338 2.9|| -0.3| 0.02690|| 1.2 | 0.00748
0.1 1.183 2.4 0.1014 2.3 0.524 1.2/ 0.359 2.5/ -0.2|0.02711|| 1.3 | 0.00595
0.15 0.798 3.0/ 0.0562 3.0, 0.543 1.6 0.382 3.3|| -0.1| 0.02702|| 1.4| 0.00457
0.2 0.506 4.1] 0.0295 4.0 0.558 2.1} 0.403 3.7|| 0.0| 0.02656(| 1.5| 0.00332
0.3 0.179 6.0] 0.0076 6.0] 0.570 2.8/ 0.428 5.0| 0.1| 0.02609|| 1.6 | 0.00225

0.2 | 0.02524(| 1.7 | 0.00132

0.3 0.02381

Table 9:py integrated invariant cross sectidn [mb-c], density distributiondn/dxr, mean
transverse momenturipr) [GeV/c], mean transverse momentum squafes [(GeV/cy] as

a function ofzr, as well as density distributiof. /dy as a function ofy for p. The statistical
uncertaintyA for each quantity is given in % as an upper limit considering full statistical
error of each measureg-/z bin. The systematic errors are 4.2 %, Tdlle 1

p
dn/dxp A
0.00323 3.0
0.01398 3.0
0.0563 3.0
0.1057 3.0
0.1926 3.0
0.336 3.0
0.564 3.0
0.890 3.0
1.224 3.0
1.422 3.0

F
0.466
1.816

6.51
11.46
19.49

31.6

48.9

71.0

88.8

93.0

A

3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0

A

2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0

A

3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0

(r7)
0.320
0.283
0.251
0.240
0.230
0.220
0.211
0.197
0.189
0.194

(pr)
0.482
0.457
0.435
0.424
0.417
0.409
0.400
0.384
0.374
0.378

TR

-2.0
-1.8
-1.6
-1.5
-1.4
-1.3
-1.2
-1.1
-1.0
-0.9

Table 10:py integrated invariant cross sectidn [mb-c], density distributionin/dzr, mean

transverse momentuip;) [GeV/c], mean transverse momentum squajgd [(GeV/cy] as a

function of z for protons in the far backward region. The estimated redasitatistical uncer-
taintiesA are given in %. The systematic errors are estimated to be 5 %

In this region the estimation of the statistical uncertiasmis non-trivial as the measured
data have been transformed from the laboratory co-ordsn@ig,O.) to the cms quantities
(zr,pr) using a two-dimensional interpolation. The given erroasdnbeen obtained from the
total number of measured protons at each lab angle [9] whacies from about 1100 to 3600.
The values given in Table L0 are therefore to be regarded @ limits.

The corresponding distributions faln/dxr, F' anddn/dy are shown in Figl_52 for
protons and in Fid. 33 for anti-protons.

The ratio ofpr integratedd and p yields as a function af- are shown in Fig. 584. The
first and second momentsy) and(p%) are presented as a functionxf in Fig.[53 for protons
and in Fig[56 for anti-protons.
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Figure 52:pr integrated distributions ajn/dx g, b) F' and c)dn/dy for protons as a function
of z andy, respectively. Full lines: data interpolation
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Figure 53:pr integrated distributions ajn/dz, b) F' and c)dn/dy for anti-protons as a func-
tion of z - andy, respectively. Full lines: data interpolation
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Figure 54: The ratio op integratedd and p yields as a function ef-. Full lines: data interpo-

lation
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Figure 55: a) meap; and b) meamn? for protons as a function af . Full lines: data interpo-
lation
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Figure 56: a) meapr and b) meamp? for anti-protons as a function af. Full lines: data
interpolation

10.2 Centrality dependence

The detection of "grey” protons in the centrality detectbNé\49 [8] allows the study of
particle densities as a function of the numhgg, of protons in the lab momentum range of ap-
proximately 0.15 to 1.2 GeV/c in the backward hemisphere. fiimber distributiod N/ dngrey
has been shown in[4] to be a steep functiomgt, with only 20% and 5% of all events at
ngrey = 1 and 2, respectively. The determination of double difféed cross sections is therefore
not feasible in this experiment. As already shown in [4] fans, the extraction gf; integrated
yields as a function of » by fitting thed E'/dx distributions over the complete rangeaf is
however feasible in a limited range ©f. This range is determined by the variation of total mo-
mentum withp; and extends from - =-0.2 to +0.65 for protons, the upper limit being imposed
by the progressive loss of acceptance at jgwTwo samples withgey > 1 andngey > 2 have
been selected. The resulting proton density distributionsiz are given after correction in
Table[11, with the additional use of the complete data saifgele alsol[4]) which allows for
a precise control of eventual systematic effects. It shbeldealized that the measurement of
"grey” protons is confined to the regiarn- < -0.2 [4] and does therefore not interfere with the

results presented in Taklel11.
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rr | (dn/dep)® A | (dn/drp)"e==t A | (dn/drp)"ee2? A
-0.2 0.797 3.8 1.210 5.3 1.388 8.2
-0.15 0.858 2.4 1.225 54 1.461 8.8
-0.1 0.827 3.3 1.230 5.2 1.401 10.1
-0.05 0.852 3.2 1.247 4.6 1.373 8.9

0.0 0.923 3.0 1.167 2.7 1.285 6.0

0.05 0.867 15 1.143 2.4 1.201 4.6

0.1 0.774 1.4 0.975 2.2 1.055 4.0

0.15 0.725 1.4 0.824 2.4 0.903 4.7

0.2 0.678 1.5 0.800 2.4 0.838 4.8

0.25 0.682 15 0.758 2.5 0.738 5.0

0.3 0.636 1.6 0.649 2.7 0.615 5.5

0.35 0.594 15 0.597 2.9 0.541 6.1

0.4 0.579 1.6 0.532 3.0 0.519 6.2

0.45 0.510 1.6 0.462 3.2 0.426 6.8

0.5 0.478 1.7 0.451 3.3 0.424 7.2

0.55 0.441 1.8 0.384 3.7 0.360 7.5

0.6 0.423 2.8 0.388 5.7 0.261 13.7

0.65 0.383 34 0.312 6.8 0.298 13.4

Table 11:dn/dxp distributions for protons as a function of- for the complete data sample
and the selectionsgey > 1 andngey > 2. The relative statistical errors are given in %. The
systematic errors correspond to Table 8

As shown in Fig[ 57, the results for the total data sample arepatible within errors
with the integration of the data interpolation, Table 8 amgl [B2.
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Figure 57:dn/dx for protons as a function of » for the complete data sample and for the
conditions a)gey > 1 and b)ngey > 2. The broken line gives the density in p+p collision's [3],
the full line the integration of the interpolated minimunabip+C data. The full and open circles
give the measured yield with the indicategl., selection, the dotted lines are plotted to guide
the eye

As seen from Fig._37, a systematic and smooth variation optbton density distribu-
tions is evident when passing from p+p to minimum bias p+Ctantentrality enhanced p+C
interactions. A well defined cross-over with equal numbersity is visible atr = 0.25-0.3.
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Above this value the densities decrease progressivelyingtieasing number of projectile col-
lisions by up to a factor of 0.5 at the experimentally acd#sdimit of x = 0.6. Belowzrr = 0.3
this trend is inverted with a density increase of up to fextufr2.5 at negative ..

A similar behaviour is also seen for anti-protons, althobghe only a reduced range in
xr is accessible due to the limiting statistical uncertasitighis is shown in Fid. 58 where the
relative difference in baryon density between thg, selected and minimum bias samples is
given in % as a function of - for protons (panel a) and anti-protons (panel b).

A [%]

P IR SIS BURURTIN AP N
-02 0 02 04 0.6
Xg

Figure 58: Relative differenca in % betweemg., selected and minimum bias samples as a
function ofz for a) proton and b) anti-protons. The lines are shown togthe eye. The lines
in panel b) repeat those from panel a)

The interplay between baryon number transfer from the ptigehemisphere and pile-
up of baryons from the target fragmentation, including mo®ffects, will be discussed in more
detail in Sect.12 of this paper.

10.3 Neutron data

The detection of forward neutrons in the Ring CalorimeteNA#9 [8] has been intro-
duced and described in detail In [3]. The neutron analysieeming the separation of electro-
magnetic and hadronic deposits, the veto against chargédles, the calorimeter calibration
and the energy resolution unfolding may be directly appitethe p+C interactions. Thez /pr
acceptance of the calorimeter is shown in Fig. 2. For thd twatron yields attr < 0.3 an
extrapolation beyond the availake window has been performed using corresponding proton
pr distributions, see also[[3] for this procedure. This extlagion concerng values in the
ranges 0.& pr < 2 GeV/c atrr = 0.1 up to 1.6< pr < 2 GeV/c atx = 0.3. The corrections
for feed-down from weak decays are shown in Fig. 23. The ertatyet, trigger bias and re-
interaction corrections are equal to the ones for protohsT[8e contributions fromk'? decay
and anti-neutron production are obtained from the chargauhldata which are available from
NA49 [19] and from the isospin argumentation using the antiton data explained in|[3].

The resulting neutron densiti€s /dz - are listed in Table 12 together with their ratio to
the results from p+p collisions][3].
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rp | dn/der A | (dn/dzp)PC/(dn/dzp)PP A

0.1 0.621 21.4 1.29 5.0
0.2 0.482 151 1.18 3.2
0.3 | 0.389 13.6 1.03 3.1
0.4 0.303 12.7 0.93 3.2
0.5 0.268 12.8 0.83 3.6
0.6 0.221 110 0.75 4.1
0.75| 0.194 11.7 0.68 5.2
0.9 0.128 29.1 0.59 8.4

Table 12:p integrated neutron density distributiain/dzr as a function ofc and the ratio
of neutron densities in p+C and p+p interactions. The natirrors are given in %. They are
governed by the systematic uncertainties quoted in Table 1

Thepr integrated neutron density distributidn/dz as a function ofc is presented
in Fig.[59a together with a data interpolation (full lineu®to the absence of charge exchange
processes in hadronic interactions at SPS energy [6] ttesgalation is constrained to density
zero atrr = 1. Of particular interest in this context is the ratio beéweneutron densities in p+C
and p+p interactions in comparison to the same ratio forgmetis shown in Fig. 59b.
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Figure 59: apr integrated neutron density distributidn /dx . Full line: data interpolation; b)
neutron density ratio between p+C and p+p interactions as&ibn ofz . The full line shows
the corresponding density ratio for protons

Evidently protons and neutrons show within errors the sastebiour when passing
from p+p to p+C collisions. The density ratio is equal to lrat= 0.3, increasing to 1.3 at
xr = 0.1 and decreasing to 0.6 at towards +1. The latter value corresponds to the expected
fraction of single projectile collisions in p+C interaati® derived from the nuclear density dis-
tribution [5].

10.4 Comparison to other data

Two data sets are available for comparison with the NA49grateed data in the SPS
energy range. The first set from the ACCMOR collaboratior] (f#@es the density distribution
dn/dxp of protons for p+A collisions from Be to U nuclei at 120 GeV/egm momentum. A
second, very recent publication from the MIPP collabora{i®l] provides neutron densities
dn/dzp for p+C interactions again at 120 GeV/c beam momentum at ERNALAB Main
Injector.
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10.4.1 ACCMOR datd [20]

The ACCMOR collaboration[[20] measured proton densitiegdxr with a proton
beam at 120 GeV/c momentum at the CERN SPS for five differealen(Be, Cu, Ag, W,
U) in the z range from 0.07 to 0.6. These data may be interpolated frontoB&. This is
demonstrated in Fi§. 60 which gives the proton density agetion of mass numbet for five
zr values from 0.1 to 0.6.
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Figure 60: Proton densiwn/dx  as a function of mass numbarfor p+Be, p+Cu, p+Ag, p+W
and p+U nuclei for different values afr. The lines describe the data interpolation used for the
determination of the corresponding p+C cross sections

The data interpolation afn/dzr to p+C interactions is shown in Fig.161 as a function
of x in comparison to the NA49 results, Table 8 and Eig. 52 above.

The ACCMOR data show an upward deviation which increases &bout O atr- = 0.6
to about 20% at the lower data limit of- = 0.07. This deviation looks similar to the feed-down
correction for protons from weak hyperon decays used forNAd9 data, Secf,_5l3, which
reaches 15% at smatl- and decreases rapidly to O at ~ 0.7. As such a correction is not
mentioned in[[20] and as the geometrical layout of the expent is similar to the one of NA49
as far as the position of the tracking elements is concerneglify distance between target and
first tracking station) it has been tentatively assumedtttebn-vertex reconstruction efficiency
of decay products might be similar in both experiments. &utihg the feed-down correction
from NA49 results in the broken line in Fig.J52. This line isoalb 8% above the NA49 results
for xp < 0.4. At this point a look at the total inelastic cross seaias a function ofd from
different references [20, 22], Fig. 162, shows that the cezsgion for p+Be given in [20] falls
low by about 6% compared to the interpolation of other atddalata[22]. A corresponding
correction of the cross section is shown as dotted line in@lg

In conclusion it may be stated that the ACCMOR results arepatible with the NA49
results within the quoted systematic uncertainties.
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Figure 61: Proton densityn/dzr as a function ofc interpolated to p+C from the ACCMOR
data. The dash-dotted line through the ACCMOR results iwdta guide the eye, the full line
shows the NA49 result. The broken line gives the ACCMOR resitiér a tentative subtraction
of proton feed-down from weak decays. The dotted line cpweds to the modification of
the total inelastic cross section for p+Be collisions with,Gsee Figl_62. The dash-dotted line

dn/dx_

- [20] i
----[20], fd corr. _|
— NA49

through the ACCMOR results is drawn to guide the eye

Figure 62: Data summary of measured total inelastic crossoses of p+A interactions as a

function of A, [20,22]
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10.4.2 MIPP datal[21]

Very recently new data on neutron densitiés/dzr have become available from the
MIPP collaboration at the FERMILAB Main Injector for p+p apdA interactions([211]. The
MIPP neutron densitie$n/dz for p+C interactions at 120 GeV/c beam momentum are com-
pared to the NA49 results in Fig.163a, the densities for pHpsians at 84 GeV/c beam mo-
mentum in Fig[6B3b.

o
~
T

0.2f

Figure 63: Comparison of MIPP neutron densities'dxr to the NA49 results as a function
of xr, a) for p+C interactions and b) for p+p interactions. Hantéipolations through the
respective data points are shown as full lines

Important deviations are visible between the two experiséoth for p+C and p+p
collisions. This is quantified in Fig._ 64 where the ratio

R, = (dn/dzp)MPP/(dn/dxp)N* (11)

between the two respective interpolations is shown as ditumof x .

The density ratios show a remarkable similarity between ar@€p+p interactions, vary-
ing systematically from 1.4-1.6 at the lowef limit to a maximum of 1.9-2.0 atr ~ 0.4
and decreasing to 0.5-1.0 at the upper kinematic limit. ©ked heutron yields in the forward
hemisphere obtained by an extrapolation of the measuresit@entowardsc = 0 as shown
in Fig.[63 deviate by about 60% for both reactions, with thegnated MIPP neutron yield
resulting in 1 neutron per event for p+p collisions at 84 Gelvéam momentum.

These large deviations pose a problem for baryon numbereceaison which may be
verified for p+p interactions using published total yields protons, neutrons, hyperons, pair
produced protons and pair produced hyperons. The avaitidibke are plotted in Fig. 65 as a
function of \/s from [23,24] at 12 and 24 GeV/c beam momentum|[25, 26] at 3Z/Gbeam
momentum,[[27=29] at 69 GeV/c beam momentum and from NA49.

The large neutron yields published by MIPP are clearly oytroportion with respect
to the available data and are incompatible with baryon nurobeservation.
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Figure 64: Density ratidz?,, = (dn/dxy)MPP/(dn/dxr)N as a function ofr -, a) for p+C, b)
for p+p interactions. The error bands shown are based ortdhistgcal uncertainties of the data
points
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Figure 65: Total yields of protons, neutrons, hyperong, paiduced protons and anti-hyperons,
[23-28], as well as the total number of net baryonsBBas a function of/s between 4.9 and
17.2 GeV (full circles). The integrated neutron yields frfiPP [21] at 58 and 84 GeV/c beam
momentum are indicated as open circles

11 A phenomenological study of baryon and anti-baryon prodation in p+C
interactions over the complete phase space

In the following sections a detailed phenomenological ysialof the experimental re-
sults presented above will be carried out. In this contertaly be useful to recall some basic
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ingredients of p+A interactions and their relation to theneéntary nucleon-nucleon collisions.
The following short subsections should be regarded as dleeton of known facts as well
as an introduction to the more detailed and quantitativdistudescribed in the subsequent
sections.

11.1 The three components contributing to p+A collisions

There is today no doubt that the final state of p+A collisiaistilt up from three basic
components:
— The fragmentation of the projectile particle
— The fragmentation of those target nucleons which are hihkyptojectile
— The nuclear component which is created by the momentumfeafiem the projectile
via the hit target nucleons into the nucleus.

It is important to realize that different time scales areiragin the hadronization of
the mentioned components: the fragmentation time scageshanrt with respect to the nuclear
cascading processes. In consequence, as will be shownaiih lggiow, only those secondaries
from the target fragmentation which have small momenta enténget rest frame are involved
in the cascading process.

A schematic view of this situation is shown in Hig] 66 for fistdte protons which gives,
in addition to the total measured proton yield (full ling}, separation into the three basic com-
ponents of p+A interactions: the projectile fragmentat{broken line), target fragmentation
(dotted line), and nuclear component (dash-dotted line).

|_|_ 1.5 T T T T T T T T T T T T
X
E = totgl s
c I A projectile |
© B - target
B - nuclear
1 _]
0.5[ .
o | [ |
-2 -1 0 1
Xg

Figure 66: Nuclear, target and projectile components fotgns in p+C collisions

The separation and extraction of the three components williéscribed below in a
largely model-independent way that essentially only sebi@ experimental input. The term
"model-independent” will be explained and become cleahm¢ourse of the following argu-
mentation. The asymmetric character of the p+A interastisnin this context to be seen as
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an asset and not as a complication, as it permits - in cortvabe symmetric A+A collisions
- a straight-forward, parameter-free experimental separaf the components with only one
single assumption concerning the target contribution.

11.2 Intra-nuclear collisions

The projectile undergoes subsequent collisions on its \Wweyugh the target nucleus.
The number of these collisions is given by the variableith mean valuegv). In the past,
quite a number of assumptions have been made about thigtaudbllision process, ranging
from the splitting-up of the projectile into quarks upon ftivst collision to the constancy of
the total interaction cross section through the subseqatigions. In the latter hypothesis, the
variablev is calculable on an event-by-event basis using the measiaesity distribution of
nucleons inside the nucleus [5]. Its mean value is then asessible from the total inelastic
p+A interaction cross section in its relation to the p+p srssctionl([5],

o (Pp)
(V) Ao—(pA) (12)

In this case, it stands to reason to assume the hadronizatithre hit target nucleons
to be equivalent to the hadronization of the elementaryaureinucleon interaction, of course
up to intra-nuclear cascading of the low momentum secoes@voked above, and taking full
account of isospin symmetry. This hypothesis allows theagitit-forward prediction of particle
densities in the target fragmentation region (Eid. 66) Whgcdirectly amenable to experimen-
tal verification. It is the only assumption made in the foliog/analysis and it will be tested
quantitatively using the available experimental resuttthidrom p+p [3] and p+C interactions.

11.3 Net baryons and baryon/anti-baryon pairs

Final state baryon production appears in two categoriest’ lmaryons which are linked
to the presence of a projectile baryon and have to obey bamymnber conservation, and
baryon/anti-baryon pairs. Experimentally the "net” bamyoeld may be defined by the differ-
ence between the total yield of a baryon species and thespmmneling yield of pair-produced
baryons of the same species. Whereas the sum of all net byislds is constrained by baryon
number conservation, there is no limit to the productionaron/anti-baryon pairs which rises
sharply from the threshold at aboyts = 6 GeV through the SPS energy range and flattens
towards collider energies in a way characteristic of thedpation of heavy hadronic systems.

In the case of protons, it has to be realized that the barptiddaryon yield is not
only given by proton/anti-proton pair production, but hésoaadditional components contain-
ing neutrons and anti-neutrons. In the following, protond aeutrons which are produced as
baryon/anti-baryon pairs are therefore denoted by:

pair produced protons: p

13
pair produced neutrons n (13)

In general these pairs form isospin triplets with the isnspicomponents shown in
Table[13.

This phenomenology has been studied by NA49 using the casgpeof p+p and n+p
interactions([12]. Here it has been shown that the antigorgield increases by about a factor
of 1.6 when exchanging thg = +1/2 against arl; = -1/2 projectile, thereby enhancing the
I3 = -1 against thd; = +1 combination in Table13.
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Table 13: Isospin structure of baryon/anti-baryon paidoction

As the centralp/p ratio reaches about 23% for minimum bias p+C interastidhe
definition of net protons needs a careful analysis of theesponding isospin factors, as shown
below.

11.4 Overlap between the components of fragmentation

In the separation of the different components of final staidrdnization characterized
for example by the target and the projectile hemispheresgetientual overlap between these
hemispheres, Fig. 66, plays an important role. For any dpadine work the exact extent and
shape of the respective overlap functions has to be knowrntavitl be shown below that this
is indeed possible in a completely model-independent wsipgubasic conservation rules. In
the case of final state pions this has been achieved in_fetigiBg charge conservation and
isospin symmetry, using alsot+p interactions. For net protons, baryon number consamati
may be invoked, and for anti-protons the internal isospincstire of the fragmentation process
has been used. In both cases this is discussed in detail.below

Several well-known experimental findings present shargtamts to the phenomenon
of component overlap, in particular at SPS energy:

— The absence, at SPS energy, of charge and flavour exchange

— The absence of long-range correlations between the tangepmjectile hemispheres,
for |zp| > 0.2

— The independence of the target fragmentation on the nafdine @rojectile particle and
vice versa (hadronic factorization)

— The presence of short-range forward-backward multiplicdrrelations atzr| < 0.2

Within the experimental uncertainties, a common overlagfwn which is limited to
0.2 units ofx» has been measured for net protons and anti-protons.

11.5 Extraction of the projectile and nuclear components

Given the hypothesis for the target fragmentation desdrédgove, and given the fact
that this hypothesis may be tested against the experimeggalts, the projectile and nuclear
components follow, without additional assumptions, fréva subtraction of the target fragmen-
tation from the measured total proton or anti-proton yiekts the protons it is useful to extract
the net proton projectile component as in this case a diresisecheck of baryon number con-
servation becomes possible. The extraction will be peréatrooth for thep, integrated and
for the double-differential yields. With respect to thearglay of the target fragmentation and
nuclear components in the far backward direction, the meatiin and extent i of the
diffractive target component will be determined.

11.6 Error estimation

The present analysis makes use of experimental resultsflmsthp+p and from p+C
interactions. In both cases the results from the two-dinoerd data interpolation and of its
integration over transverse momentum are exploited. Wiglamstatistical errors of 8% (12%)
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in p+C and 5% (11%) in p+p for protons and anti-protons, respely, the local fluctuations of
the data interpolation are about a factor of 3 lower. Forthéntegration, the statistical errors
have an upper limit of order 1%.The systematic uncertasraie estimated to 3.7% (4.5%) in
p+C and 2.5% (3.3%) in p+p, where a part of these quantities@g@mmon origin. In the data
comparison between the two reactions, a systematic errabaiit 5% is therefore estimated.

12 Two component mechanism of baryon and baryon pair produgbn

In preparation of the separation of the different composenntributing to the overall
baryon and anti-baryon yields in p+C interactions, a modeépendent study of the target and
projectile components in p+p collisions will be performadhis section. This study allows the
extraction of the baryonic overlap functions introducedsiect[11.4 above. The section will
also contain a detailed comparison to the results from agst@pic simulation code.

A large sample of 4.8 million inelastic events is availabiani NA49 [1+3] with both
proton/anti-proton and neutron identification in the fin@ts. This allows for the selection of
sub-samples of events with defined net baryon number eithirei projectile or in the target
hemisphere by tagging baryons at sufficiently largg. Sufficiently large means in this context
xr values where the yield of pair produced baryons is low endoginsure negligible back-
ground. For protons this condition is fulfilled forz| > 0.35 where th@/p ratio is less than
0.5% [3]. The following ranges af - have been used for net proton and neutron selection:

Projectile hemisphere: protons 0.35 <xp < 0.5 (14)
neutrons 0.5 <xp <0.7 (15)
Target hemisphere: protons —0.75 <xp < —0.6 (16)

These ranges are given by the constraints of acceptanceratuh pdentification via
dFE/dz, see Secll4, and by the limited energy resolution of thedradalorimetry for neutrons.
In the following the measured baryonic double and singléedéhtial densities obtained with
net baryon constraint,

(x )= d*n
1Y F,DT dedeT (17)
. dn
Pint(TF) = E

will be described by their ratio to the corresponding inslagields,

Pi(ffF,pT)
pinlp) (49
by
e N p°(zp, pr)
R (xFapT) - Pi(xFJ?T) (19)
_ct( F) _ plcnt(xF)
" piznt(xF)
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The ratioRs,(zr) is obtained by direct yield extraction over the completeange from
0to 1.9 GeV/c, whileR(x ¢, pr) extracts the ratios in distinatz /pr bins. This allows for the
study of eventuap; dependences. The double differential cross sections deeneld, due to
limited statistics, in the range 04 pr < 0.7 GeV/c, and the resulting ratios are averaged over

this pr range resulting in the ratios:

Ro(zr) = (R°(zp,pr)) - (20)

In a first sub-section the production of anti-protons in heamples will be studied, as
the determination of the net proton yields has to rely on staration of the cross sections of
pair-produced protons.

12.1 Anti-protons with final-state net baryon constraint

The ratiosRS,(xr) and R;,(zr) for anti-protons are presented in Figl 67 for forward

(14) and backward (16) proton selection.
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Figure 67: Yield ratiosR,(zr) and RS, (zr) for anti-protons for a) forward and b) backward
proton selection, as a function f.. The full lines are forward-backward mirror symmetric and
represent the re-normalized overlap function shown in[E&and Tablé 14. For definition of

R¢(zr) and RS (zr) see equation$ (19) and {20)

For both net proton selections, a distinct correlation leemvthe anti-proton yields and
the presence of a tagged proton in the respective hemispghevident. The yield ratios reach
values of 1.6 in the far backward and forward directionspeesively. The excess over 1 is
halved atz - = 0 and the ratio goes to 1 in the respective oppasiteegions. It has been verified
that this correlation is not induced by asymmetries in theathal acceptance of the detector.
It is therefore due to an isospin effect as expected from gbetriplet nature of baryon pair
production, Tablé 13. Indeed the presence of a net protdrunidalance the isospin structure
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present in the inclusive event sample towards/tire-1 component of the corresponding heavy
mesonic state and thereby enhanceghgield in the selected hemisphere. From this argument
follows a strict prediction for the tagging with net neutsom this case thé; = +1 component,
hence thenp combination, should be favoured, and the anti-protondystlould be reduced
accordingly with respect to the inclusive sample. This deed the case as shown in Figl 68 for
forward neutron tagging, sele (15).
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Figure 68: Yield ratiosk;,(zr) and RS (xr) for anti-protons for forward neutron tagging, as
a function ofz . The full line represents the prediction using the extrdaeerlap function,
Fig.[61. For definition o, (xr) and RS (x ) see equations (19) ard (20)

This finding has two interesting consequences: it allowstlier first time the estab-
lishment of the range and shape of the anti-proton overlaptfon in a completely model-
independent way. Secondly it has direct consequencesdqudhsible production mechanism
of baryon pairs in hadronic interactions.

The hand interpolated lines given in Figs] 67 68 may befireed as the anti-proton
overlap functionfy which is normalized in the ordinate to the range<OF7 < 1, as shown
in Fig. and tabulated in Table]14. This function is strgngbnstrained by the forward-
backward symmetry in p+p interactions. It has to pass thdu§ atz» = 0 and it should reach
the values of 0 or 1 atr | ~ 0.2 as imposed by the absence of long range hadronic cooredat
beyond this limit[5]. In addition, the constraif(+zx) = 1 — F5(—xr) has to be fulfilled.
This leaves, regarding the experimental error bars, inqdar those for the net proton yields
(Fig.[72) resulting in the same- dependence, an error margin of about 5% for the intermediate
zr values.

A remark concerning the choice of the longitudinal variabight be in place here.
Throughout this paper the Feynmap variable has been chosen to describe the longitudinal
momentum dependences. This choice has several reasons:

— zp describes, at least to first order, the observed scalingeoh#dronic cross section
with cms energy.

— Itis orthogonal with respect to the transverse momentum.

— The range of the forward-backward correlations, as for gdarthe forward-backward
multiplicity correlations|[5] has been shown to béndependent in the variable.

— If changing fromz - to the rapidity variable, the energy scaling of the results as well as
the orthogonality tg)7 is lost. As shown in detail in refl_[5] different rapidity lins for
each interaction energy have to be introduced to descridenthitiplicity correlations.
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In addition and of course, seeing rapidity as basically ajutar variable, strong cor-
relations withp; of all physics phenomena depending on longitudinal monrerdte
introduced.
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Figure 69: Anti-proton overlap functiofiy as a function of: - for projectile fragmentation (full
line) and target fragmentation (broken line)

ool Fﬁo Tr Fﬁo
-0.25 0.0 0.025 0.6
-0.225 0.0003] 0.05 0.705
-0.2 0.0008|| 0.075 0.803
-0.175 0.0027| 0.1 0.890
-0.15 0.010 || 0.125 0.965
-0.125 0.035 || 0.15 0.990
-0.1 0.110 || 0.175 0.9973
-0.075 0.197 || 0.2 0.9992
-0.05 0.295 || 0.225 0.9997
-0.025 0.4 025 1.0

-0.0 0.5

Table 14: Anti-proton overlap function for projectile fragntation

Concerning the production mechanism of baryon pairs, tlengtisospin correlation
both with the final state net baryons and with the hadronigegtde in the initial state speaks
against the central production from the quark-gluon sefgrasstance gluon fusion. Concern-
ing current hadronization models using string fragmeatgtihe ad-hoc introduction of diquark
systems in the colliding baryons is necessary in order tordesthe net baryon production. In
addition quark/anti-quark and diquark/anti-diquark pipkorocesses have to be introduced for
baryon pair production, in close resemblance to the desonipf hadronization in e+e~ anni-
hilation, with a multitude of adjustable parameters andadful predictive power, see Sett. 1PR.5.

On the other hand the presence of heavy, high spin mesonés stethe early stage of
hadronization of the highly excited baryonic systems ingh@ interaction presents a natural
explanation for the observed correlations. In fact moseoled heavy meson resonances have
app decay branching fraction, or have been discovered in trersep+p annihilation process.

It is interesting to note that baryon pair production, via tigh effective mass involved, probes
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a rather primordial phase of hadronization as comparedddigiter final state hadrons. This
again favours the observed strong isospin correlationthigncontext it should be recalled that
a high mass mesonic origin of baryon pairs was indeed prapaseearly as 35 years ago by
Bourquin and Gaillard [30] in order to describe the obsemetusive yields.

12.2 Pair-produced protons

Following the isospin structure of baryon pair productiseg Tablé 13, anti-protons
(p) and pair produced protonp)(are coupled in their yields by isospin symmetry with the
component of either the projectile or the trigger net baryothe respective hemisphere. This
is shown schematically in Fig. 70 where theandp yields are presented with respect to the
inclusive anti-proton level in p+p interactions.

projectile 15 =+1/2

projectile I, net baryon I,

-1/2

16

-1/2 +1/2 +1/2

inclusive p

level in p+p 12 AR T

-1/2

Figure 70: Yield levels of anti-proton®) and pair produced protong)(with respect to the
inclusivep yield in p+p interactions, left: for a change of projectilefrom +1/2 to -1/2, right:
for a change of the trigger net baryénfrom +1/2 to -1/2

Evidently the definition of "net” protons, which needs theolaledge of pair-produced
proton yields, is linked to the measurpdsields in a non-trivial fashion. As far as the overlap
function between the forward and backward hemispheresiearaed, it is of course the same
for p andp and has to be referred to the yield levels indicated in[Fy. 7

12.3 Net proton feed-over

With the above clarification of the yields of pair producedymas, the inclusive net
proton yield may now be defined as:

net incl incl

Pp (ZTr,pr) = Py (TF,PT) — Pp (TF,PT) (21)

As ppl is 1.6 times higher thapg®, Fig.[70, this means a substantial decrease of the
central net proton density with respect to the simple sehitra of thep yield. The consequence
of this for the evolution of;* with /s has been demonstrated in[12] where it has been shown
that the central net invariant proton cross section appresczero in the ISR energy range.

The net proton feed-over and the corresponding overlaptimmenay be determined,
as for the anti-proton case Sect. 12.1 above, by fixing a regbprin the projectile or target
hemisphere following the selection criteria, (14) and (A6yve, respectively. This ensures the
absence of net protons in the corresponding hemisphereeaotis in the constrained net proton
density:
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c,het

Pp (xp,pr) = pﬁ(wF,pT) - P‘E($F>PT) (22)
These density distributions may be normalized by dividigdgh® inclusive yield,[(211),
resulting in the ratio

c,net

Pp (zr,pr)
PBet(fUF, pr)

In a first instance, it can be shown tH%gv”et(:cF,pT) is independent opr in the range
0.1< pr < 0.7 GeVlc, see Fig, T1

R;c)’net@n pr) = (23)
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Figure 71: Ratid%gv”a(xp, pr) between constrained and inclusive net proton densitiefuasca
tion of pr at different values of - for net proton trigger in the projectile hemisphere (lettesi
panels) and for trigger in the target hemisphere (right paieels)

The zr dependence for thg, integrated ratioRg’”e‘(xF) and thepy averaged ratio
<Rgv”6t(xp,pT)> are shown in Fig._72. The full lines in this Figure represém $ame overlap
function as extracted for anti-protons, Higl 69. In additamd due to the higher statistics avail-
able for protons, the independence of the overlap functiotransverse momentum has been
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demonstrated, Fig. ¥1. This gives an interesting connedtidhe origin of proton yields from
the decay of heavy resonances, which predigténdependence in contrast to pions as decay
products of the same resonances, seelref. [5].
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Figure 72:p7 integrated angh averaged constrained net proton density raﬁtg%‘at as a func-
tion of x -, a) for forward net proton selection and b) for backward metgn selection. The full
lines shown represent the overlap functions presentecdyingi

12.4 A remark concerning resonance decay

The model-independent extraction of the baryonic feed-awnel the experimental de-
termination of the corresponding overlap functions, asdesd in the preceding sections, may
be extended to resonance decay. As in fact most if not all fitete baryons stem from res-
onance decay it is of interest to investigate the conseaseotthe hadronic two-component
mechanism observed for the final state baryons also for thenpgeneration of resonances.
This will be demonstrated below using as examples the wedlsmedA** resonance for the
proton and a mesonic resonance approximated by measussd teeson characteristics for the
anti-proton feed-over.

12.4.1 Protons fronA*+ decay

The pr integrated density distributiotin/dzr(zr) of the A**(1232) resonance has
been rather precisely measured by a number of experimethg iSPS and ISR energy ranges
as shown by two examples [31)32] in Hig] 73a. In both casefuthg; range from 0 to 2 GeV/c
was available. The integration of the interpolated fulkliyields a total inclusive cross section
of 7 mb. The corresponding decay proton distribution frdm™ — p + 7+ (100% branching
fraction) is presented in Fid. 73b together with the measuotal inclusive proton yield as
measured by NA49 [3], multiplied by the factor 0.27.

This plot demonstrates several important features:

— The shape of the decay proton distribution frawi* follows, for |xr| < 0.6, very

closely (to within about 5%) the total inclusive proton distition re-normalized by a
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Figure 73: Hand-interpolategy integrated density distribution:/dzr as a function ofc

a) for A*1(1232), b) for the decay protons froth™ — p + =" (full lines). The broken line
in panel b gives the total inclusive proton yield multiplieg a factor 0.27, the dotted line the
difference between the two distributions. Also indicateganel b is the /1?2 distribution (see
text) as dash-dotted line

factor 0.27. This means that 27% of all protons in thisrange stem from\** decay
alone.

— The difference between the decay and inclusive distribstiat|z»| > 0 is well de-
scribed by al /M? form typical of single diffraction with\/? ~ s(1 — z), dash-dotted
line in panel b).

— Taking account of the othek statesA+(1232) andA®(1232) with branching fractions
of 66% and 33% into protons, respectively, this means thaerniwan 40% of all non-
diffractive protons cascade down frafiresonances

— The shape difference between tie/dz distributions of the mother resonance and
the daughter protons exemplifies the very effective baryamlver transfer towards the
centralz region in resonance decay even for lgywesonances like thA.

A number of further comments are due in this context. Themtesef charge and flavour
exchange in inelastic p+p interactions at SPS energy imiiat the observed resonances are
not directly produced at least in the primordial phase ajetand projectile excitation. They
rather turn up as decay products of iésonances. This fact has been experimentally proven in
a number of high precision studies of single and doubleatffon into pr* 7~ states from PS
to ISR energies [33—36]. In these final states which covér ajrange from 1 to about 0.6 [36],
the initial 7, I; state is 1/2, +1/2. Although the sub-channets @nd pr— show clearA(1232)
signals, those are completely contained in the decay massraf a series of Nresonances
(N*(1440), N (1520), N (1680)). In the more central area of hadronization, thigrclsospin
signature will become diluted and contain 1/2, -1/2 stase®, also the isospin correlations
discussed above. Nevertheless the production and decayresbnances without intermediate
A states will provide another important source of final statel@ons.

The two-component mechanism of hadronization should thexealso be considered
for baryon resonances with the constraint to reproduce tbeasored overlap function for final
state protons. This is fulfilled faA** by the separation of the production cross section into a
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target and a projectile component as indicated in[Eig. 7#a.cbrresponding - distributions
for the decay protons are given in Figl 74b.

0.05}

Figure 74: Density distributiongn/dzr as a function ofrr a) for the target and projectile
components oA+ and b) for the decay protons

This choice results in the ratids = (dn/dxr)poj/ (dn/dzr)™ between projectile com-
ponent and inclusive distribution shown in Hig] 75.

' d

Figure 75: Density ratio®2 = (dn/dxr)pwj/ (dn/dzp)™ a) for AT, full circles and dashed
line, and b) for the decay protons froh™* decay, open circles, as a function of. The
measured overlap function, see Higl 72, is indicated asuthkrfe in both panels

Evidently the measured proton feed-over is precisely rpeced, Figl_75b, if the overlap
function of the mother resonance is chosen slightly widerinFig.[75a, indicating a certain
mass dependence in the scale. In this context the dependence on decay particle exads-
ited by the much reduced feed-over for the decay pions ffoiT, as elaborated i [5], should
be recalled here.
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12.4.2 Anti-protons from heavy meson decay

A complementary approach may be used for the production tpfpaotons from heavy
mesonic states [30]. In fact a sizeable number of stateseablo p mass threshold at
1.88 GeV/é have been observed [37] both in hadronic interactions antiérinverse p an-
nihilation into final state hadrons. While due to the largeltwiand density of these states
their direct experimental detection in mass spectra isadiffj the application of Partial Wave
Analysis permits their localization and determination ahgqtum numbers. In the following a
hypothetical state at 2.5 GeV mass with a Breit-Wigner wiotl®.25 GeV and a two-body
decay into p is used in order to study the corresponding daughtedistributions and overlap
functions. An invariantcr distribution consistent with the one for vector and tensasons
published by Suzuki et al. [38] yields the inclusive densiistributiondn /dx for the decay
anti-protons shown in Fig. 76.
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Figure 76: a) Invariant  distribution F'(x ) of a mesonic state with 2.5 GeV mass (full line)
compared to various vector and tensor mesons [38] nornehtzenity atzr = 0, b) resulting
inclusive density distributiorin/dzr for the decay anti-protons (full line) compared to the
measured yields in p+p interactions [3] (broken line)

Evidently this choice reproduces perfectly the measuretugive anti-proton yields
measured by NA49 [3]. Imposing the target-projectile deposition for the yield distribution
of the heavy meson as shown in Higl 77a, the overlap functiothé decay baryons reproduces
closely the measured feed-over for anti-protons, [Fig. 77b.

As far as the normalization of the resulting inclusive ygeislconcerned, it may be stated
that — compared to thgcross section of 1.2 mbl[3] — the measurement of [38] ind&kat6 mb
for the f,(2050) state alone, and the mass dependence of the tenson megluction given
in [39] an ,(2050) cross section in excess of 5 mb at ISR energy. Theradaneever, almost no
measurements of the branching fraction into baryon pairg,ifesso, they vary by large factors,
for the ,(2050) for instance from 50% [40] to 0.2% [41]. The amount teich anti-protons
cascade from heavy meson decay has therefore to stay an opsinoa).

12.5 Comparison to a microscopic simulation code

In the preceding NA49 publications concerning p+p and p-t€ractions/[1-5] a strictly
model-independent approach to the interpretation of tleetensive and precise data sets has
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dn/dxF

Figure 77: a) Density distributiodn /dzr for the heavy mesonic state (full line) normalized
to 1 atzr = 0 decomposed into a target and a projectile component ébrdikes), b) the
corresponding overlap functioR(zr) (full line) superimposed with the measurement (open
circles and broken line)

been followed. Comparison to the multitude of existing rmszopic simulation codes has there-
fore been avoided in clear appreciation of the fact that ttead understanding (or, better, lack
of understanding) of the theoretical foundations of the settor of QCD calls for improved
experimental information rather than ad hoc parametiorati Given the detailed data concern-
ing baryons both on the inclusive level and on the level ofbaic correlations contained inl[3]
and in the above discussion, it might however be useful tdroohthe obtained results with
one specific microscopic simulation in order to obtain sod&aiof the precision and predictive
power reached in such approaches.

The relatively recent code named JAM [42] has been chosethiicomparison. This
code is supposed to describe hadronization in elementamaciear interactions over the com-
plete cms energy range from 1 GeV up to collider energiessésuin the SPS energy range,
soft string excitation following the HIJING [43] approachhigh in turn relies on the string
fragmentation mechanism developed in the PYTHIA/LUNDI [é4Yironment.

12.5.1 Inclusive baryon and anti-baryon density distribosdn /dx

The measured proton and neutron density distributibngiz» in p+p interactions are
confronted in Figl_7Z8 with the predictions from JAM.

Large systematic deviations between prediction and dataiaible at lowzx  (-40%),
at mediumz ~ 0.25 (+50%) and at high (-30%) for the protons. Systematic deviations of
similar or bigger size are also seen for the HSD and UrQMD s({d&)].

The neutron yields are evidently obtained from the protamsdees by a constant multi-
plicative factor of 0.69 with the exception of the large region where a diffractive component
with a 1/M? behaviour, see Se¢t. 12.4.1, is added to the protons. Thatides are +60% at
mediumz and more than -100% at large- for the neutrons. A look at the density distri-
butions for n+p interactions, Fif. 79, shows only approxiraospin symmetry which would
impose that neutrons from proton fragmentation should b@lgq protons from neutrons in the
xr regions beyond the target-projectile overlap. The samaldhaf course be true for neutrons
from neutron beam and protons from proton beam.
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Figure 78: Density distributiongn /dxr as functions ofcx a) for protons and b) for neutrons
(full circles) in p+p collisions compared to the predictivaom JAM (full lines)
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Figure 79: Density distributiongn /dx as functions of:» a) for neutrons and b) for protons
in n+p collisions from JAM

The anti-baryon densities shown in Hig] 80 show an interggiattern, the anti-proton
and anti-neutron yields being identical for both projextiirget combinations.

This means that only thg = 0 combinationsp and m are allowed which are produced
with equal yields. The comparison with the measured amigur density in p+p collisions
shows a sizeable underestimation of the yield by 35%;at O and an equally large overesti-
mation atr ~ 0.3. Invoking the isospin effect measured in n+p interaxgid 2] this difference
will increase to 50% in this reaction.

12.5.2 Baryonic correlations

While it might be a straightforward possibility to remedyetbbserved discrepancies be-
tween the prediction and the inclusive data by modifying s@fithe many parameters involved
in the simulation codes, the correlation data will probe fhieysics” input on a deeper level.
This applies especially to the measured isospin effects.

A first comparison concerns the net proton density corrdlatgh a trigger baryon in
the projectile hemisphere resulting in the overlap functit™®, (23), as shown in Fig. 81 for
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Figure 80: a) anti-proton and b) anti-neutron distribusi@in/dz as functions ofry from
p+p and n+p interactions. The anti-proton distribution swgad by NA49 is shown in panel a)
with full circles. The full and broken lines give the resuttisthe JAM model for p+p and n+p
interactions, respectively

the two triggerz» bins defined in Sedi. 12, E4s.l]14 15.
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Figure 81: Net proton overlap functioﬁgv”a(xp) as a function ofr for a) proton trigger at
xr =0.351t0 0.5, b) neutron trigger at- = 0.35 to 0.5, ¢) proton trigger at- = 0.5t0 0.7 and
d) neutron trigger at» = 0.5 to 0.7. The full lines represent the measured functatt[ 18,
the points come from the JAM simulation code

The microscopic simulation results in a feed-over behawidhich only reaches to about
+0.06 inz . This is considerably sharper than the measured behaviglufifies in Fig.[81)
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and corresponds to the pionic feed-over extracted in [Sdddition there is an asymmetric long
range tail that extends up to and beydngd| ~ 0.3 and is different both for proton and neutron
trigger and for the two trigger bins in contrast to the data.

The anti-proton feed-over behaviour characterized by #tie i5(z ) of correlated to
inclusive densities, Hq 19, is presented in Eig. 82 agaithfetwo available trigger  bins and
for proton and neutron trigger.
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Figure 82: Anti-proton density ratifiz(x ) as a function of - for a) proton trigger at » = 0.35
to 0.5, b) neutron trigger atr = 0.35 to 0.5, ¢) proton trigger at- = 0.5 to 0.7 and d) neutron
trigger atzr = 0.5 to 0.7. The full lines represent the measured funcatt[12.11, the points
come from the JAM simulation code

A rather complicated pattern concerning the simulation rge® Evidently the sym-
metric isospin effect observed experimentally betweerigor@and neutron triggers is not re-
produced although there is a general reduction of the dersio in the trigger hemisphere
with neutron triggers. As only isospin singlet baryon pairs generated, see Séct. 12.5.1, any
isospin effect is not really expected. The strong suppoessi the density ratio in the high;-
trigger bin already starting at- ~ 0.2 indicates an effect of energy-momentum conservation
in the baryon pair simulation which is probably the resulthe details of string fragmentation.

In conclusion the microscopic simulation results in majevidtions from the data both
on the level of the inclusive and of the correlated yieldse Bbsence of a proper treatment of
isospin effects both concerning tliecomponent of the projectile and of the final state baryons
is flagrant. This puts into doubt the application of this agwh to p+A and especially A+A
interactions where the neutron component is preponderant.
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13 Proton and anti-proton feed-over in p+C interactions

The study presented above for p+p collisions may be repdatep+C interactions,
albeit with reduced statistical significance due to the snalailable data sample. The density
ratio for anti-protonsfg(z ) with forward proton tagging is presented in Higl 83 whereftliie
line represents the feed-over function measured in p+pdotens, see Fig. 67.
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Figure 83: Anti-proton density ratids(zx) as a function ofrr. The full line represents the
feed-over in p+p events, see Higl 67

Evidently the measurement reproduces the shape and extém p overlap in p+p
collisions.

Net proton tagging in the backward hemisphere is not posdin p+A interactions
as protons from intra-nuclear cascading ("grey” protonk)al prevail in this area dilute the
correlation.

For the net proton density;"*(x) with tagging in the projectile hemisphere, a result
which might look surprising at first view is found as shown ig.i84.
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Figure 84: Net proton density in p+C collisions with forwaret proton constraint as a function
of 2. The full line corresponds to the net density in p+p intacact
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Indeed the constrained net proton density reproduces thdéoumd in p+p interactions
down toxp = -0.2. This reveals an additional internal correlatioreeffgenerally present in
minimum bias p+A interactions. By selecting a rather fomivaroton, sed (14), single collisions
corresponding to peripheral interactions are enhancethdin60% of the minimum bias p+C
events correspond to single interactions of the projegtitgon with nuclear participants|[5].
The situation is clarified by Fig. 85 which presents the isnle proton yieldin/dxp(zr) in
p+C collisions (full line) 0.6 x dn/dxr(xr) from p+p (broken line), and their difference (dotted
line). It is evident that the bulk of protons in the taggingion (hatched area) comes from
single collisions, with the fraction of multiple collisienn addition biased against very inelastic
interactions which would favour lows protons by enhanced baryon number transfer. It may
however be stated that also for p+C interactions with fodyanoton tagging the constrained
net proton density dies out af- > 0.2.
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Figure 85: The inclusive proton yieldn/dxp(xzr) in p+C collisions (full line), 0.6 x
dn/dzpr(xp) from p+p (broken line), and their difference (dotted lin€he inclusive proton
yield dn/dxr(zr) in p+p collisions is shown as well with full line. The hatchaa represent
the tagging region

14 Hadronization in p+C collisions: anti-protons

The two-component hadronization mechanism studied exyerially in the preceding
section allows, in conjunction with the precision data oti-aroton production in p+p interac-
tions published by NA49 [3], the confrontation of the measip yields in p+C collisions with
a straight-forward prediction based on elementary reastidhis is simplified in the case of
anti-protons by the fact that there is, in contrast to prand pion production, no contribution
from nuclear cascading (see Séct. 9 above). In consequeaseperposition of target and pro-
jectile fragmentation should suffice to completely desethe observed cross sections. In a first
step it may be assumed that the projectile contributionesponds exactly to the one in p+p
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interactions. For the target contribution the same basiaraption may be made with two im-
portant additional constraints taking account, firstlytteg multiple intra-nuclear collisions of
the projectile, and secondly, of the isospin factor invdliethe fragmentation of the neutrons
contained in the nucleus.
The mean number of projectile collisiofg) in minimum bias p+C collisions has been
investigated in[[5] using three different methods:
— A Monte Carlo simulation using the measured nuclear demsitjile as input with the
result(v) = 1.6
— The measured p+C inelastic cross section which gives, eiagiation

o (pA)

an estimation of(v) under the assumption that the intra-nuclear inelasticréaacte
tion cross section stays constant for all subsequent grgemllisions, resulting in
(v)y=1.68

— The measured increase of pion yields in the backward hemispising the fact that the
contribution from intra-nuclear cascading as well as the foom projectile fragmenta-
tion die out atrr ~ -0.1, yielding(v) = 1.6.
The isospin factor fop production from the isoscalar C nucleus may be calculated,

using the measured increasepofields in n+p collisiongy [12] as

(v = L7 (24)

95 = 0.5(1+gy) = 1.3, (25)

with g7 = 1.6. The combined overall factor to be applied to the tacgetponentis 1.61.3 =
2.08.

14.1 pr integrated densitydn/dxr(xF)

The evolution of the integrated anti-proton density/dx - (x ) from the elementary
p+p to the p+C interactions using the superposition of tasge projectile components dis-
cussed above is presented in Figl 86. Phdntegration was performed both for the p+p and
p+C data in the range Q pr < 1.7 GeV/c.

This most straight-forward superposition picture evideneéproduces the measurgd
densities quite closely, overestimating them by about 10#be target area and underestimating
them by the same amount in the projectile region. This carlmedied by decreasing the target
multiplication factor by 12% from 2.08 to 1.84 and by increasthe projectile contribution by
10% resulting in a reasonable fit of the experimental datgpatiile with their statistical errors
as shown in Fid. 87.

The increase of thp yield by 10% in the projectile hemisphere with respect edhect
estimation from p+p collisions is a first interesting consexce of this study. It is equal to the
increase of the pion yields deducedlin [5].

The reduction of the target contribution by about 12% witbpect to the simple super-
position of elementary hadronization processes as claizetl by the mean number of colli-
sions(r) and isospin symmetry, is a second important result. The madgmof this reduction
being relatively small it is nevertheless on the limit alEdhby the experimental determination
both of () [5] and of the isospin effect on anti-proton production fraputrons[[12].

Regarding the excitation mechanism of colliding hadronshgyexchange of gluons or
gluonic (charge and flavour-less) objects, the observegtisfiare however to be expected. The
projectile interacts in its multiple collisions subseqthemvith "fresh” nucleons which did not

78



dn/dx_

10t

1072

Figure 86: Measureg; integrated anti-proton densityn/dxr(xr) in p+C interactions (open
circles) confronted with the superposition of target anajgxtile components in p+p collisions
(dotted lines) and total yield (dash-dotted line), with tiplication factors(v) = 1.6 and 1 for
target and projectile, respectively, broken line, and it additional isospin factor 1.3 for the
target component (full line)
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Figure 87: Measureg; integrated anti-proton densitih/dxr(zr) in p+C interactions com-
pared with a target-projectile superposition scheme vattidrs 1.84 and 1.1, respectively, for
the target and projectile components. The yield from p+phas with dash-dotted line

undergo previous exchanges. Hence its effective exaitdéeel will increase with(v). The
projectile on the other hand suffers in each collision a lafsiss gluonic component such that
less excitation energy with the target nucleons can be exggdhin subsequent interactions. In
this sense the nucleus may be regarded as a gluon filter, sicegtéon of this phenomenology
by the term of "energy loss” giving only a very general and serhat misleading impression.
The anti-proton yields regarded here are especially seasi this notion as at SPS
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energy thes-dependence of the production cross section is still regtessp with about 10% per
GeV in /s [30]. This is in contrast to the production of mesons, with pés GeV for mean
kaons [2] and only 3% per GeV for mean pions![46]. In this sahsestudy of pion yields in
the target hemisphere approaches a precise measure[d] whereas the observed anti-proton
cross section indicates an effective loss,fa of about 1 GeV in target fragmentation for p+C
collisions. Evidently the extension of this study to heawviaclei is of considerable interest in
this respect. The data on p+Pb collisions with controllectiedity available from NA49 will
illuminate this point, as is already visible in the preliramg results shown in [47].

14.2  Double differential invariant densitiesf (xg, pt)/Cinel

Further details of the two-component hadronization medmametailed above become
visible if comparing the double differential invariant ctines to the optimized prediction from
target and projectile fragmentation obtained from phdntegrated yields, see Fig.187. This is
shown in Fig[[8B where the invariant cross sectigfs:, pr) per inelastic event (open circles)
are presented together with the predicted densities (fid)|

Three main features may be extracted from these plots:

— The target component reproduces, within the experimeniais, the densities predicted
from elementary interactions for- < 1 GeV/c.

— The projectile component reveals a definitedependence. The measurements fall be-
low the prediction fopr < 0.5 GeV/c and increase smoothly above the prediction above
this value.

— In the range oy > 1 GeV/c the excess of the projectile component starts tanelxte
well into the target hemisphere downite ~ -0.2.

This behaviour is detailed in Fig. B9 which presents theor&tbetween measurement
and prediction for the values shown in Fid. 88.

The same ratio is plotted against for different values of: - in Fig.[90.

It should be stressed here that these experimental resalis &trong support of the
independent target-projectile fragmentation in p+C iatéons. The modification of thg,
distribution of the projectile component which superimpe#self to the 10% increase in total
yield, indicates that the Cronin effect, whose onset isbléshere, is limited to the projectile
hadronization. The increase of yields at highgmwhich extends well into the target hemisphere
might be due to an extension of the feed-over range wjittsee alsa [5] for pions), although the
limited statistics does not allow for quantitative statemse The increase ak in the projectile
hemisphere may be parametrized as

RP® = 0.9 + 0.35p2 (26)

Its modification in the transition to the target hemispher¢hien predicted by the projectile
overlap function/y (Fig.[69) resulting in the full lines indicated in Figs.] 89ck@0.

Further information is contained in the detailed compariebthe average values to
p+p interactions given in Fig. 91.

The convergence of the difference {p;) towards zero in the backward hemisphere,
Fig.[91b, and its description by the overlap functigf Fig.[69, is to be regarded as yet another
manifestation of the two-component mechanism of hadrdioizas discussed in Settl12.

15 Proton production in p+C collisions: p7 integrated yields

As in the preceding section on anti-protons, proton pradacwill be first discussed
using thep; integrated yieldgln/dx in order to clearly visualize and separate the three basic
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Figure 88: Double differential invariant anti-proton déies per inelastic event (open circles)
compared to the prediction from the two component fragmentanechanism (full lines) as
a function ofzr, for different values ofpr between 0.1 and 1.3 GeV/c. The distributions for
differentp values are successively scaled down by 2 for better separati

contributions to the overall proton cross section. AfteiabBshing the net proton density by
subtracting the yield of pair produced protons, the fragiagon of the hit target nucleons, the
projectile fragmentation and the contribution from intraelear cascading will be treated in
turn. Thepr integrations used in this section were performed both ferphp and p+C data in

the range &< pr < 1.7 GeV/c.

15.1 Pair produced protons and net proton density

It has been shown above that the iso-triplet nature of bapgnproduction imposes a
detailed follow-up of isospin effects all through the hadeation process. This means of course
that the yield of anti-protons is in general not identicatte yield of pair-produced protons. It is
therefore not sufficient to subtract the anti-proton dgrestestablished in the preceding section
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Figure 89: Ratid? between measured and predicted anti-proton densitiesfferaht p, values
between 0.1 and 1.3 GeV/c as a functiorugf. The full lines represent the parametrization
R=(1- Fg)+ RPOF?
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Figure 90: Ratid? between measured and predicted anti-proton densitiesfferehtz » values
as a function ofr. The full lines represent the parametrizatiin= (1 — ) + RPIFY

from the proton yield in order to obtain the net proton dendit the case of the asymmetric
p+C interaction, the equality of anti-proton and pair-proed proton yields is only valid for
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Figure 91: a) comparison of average between p+p collisions (full line) and p+C interactions
(data points), b) difference ifpr) between p+C and p+p interactions. The full line in panel b)
represent the anti-proton overlap functigg from Sect[12.1

the target part of the overall cross section due to isosaadyon nucleus, invoking isospin
symmetry. For the projectile component on the other hargldbes not apply. In the absence
of precision data for anti-proton production in n+C colbiss it may be assumed that the same
enhancement of pair-produced protons over anti-protoms @sp interactions applies where a
factor of 1.6 has been established/[12]. This modifies therqgsition scheme for anti-protons
described in Sect.14 by increasing the projectile contidibufrom 1.1 to 1.76 with respect
to the input p+p densities. The resultipg integrated density distribution for pair produced
protons (hereafter denoted @9 is shown in Figl_92.

dn/dx.

10*

2 L L L L L L L L
10 0.2 0 0.2

E

Figure 92: Density distributiofin/dxr(x ) for pair produced protonsy) as a function of
(full line). The data points are the measured anti-protamsdies. The systematic error margin
for the full line (predictedp ) corresponds to 7.2 %

This distribution is in contrast to Fig. 78 almost symmetiw the comparison to the
measured anti-proton densities demonstrates that thspiiseffect is by no means negligible.

The corresponding net proton density distribution redutis the subtraction of the pair
produced protons from the total proton density distribaitidable 8 and Fid. 52. It is presented
in Fig.[93 in thex - range influenced by pair production, -4z < +0.4.
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Figure 93: Density distributiodn /dzr(x ) for protons (broken line) and for net protons (full
line) as a function of  in the range -0.4& zr < +0.4. The systematic error margin corresponds
t0 4.3 %

The net proton density shows, in contrast to the total prgteld, a smooth behaviour
aroundz = 0.

15.2 Target and projectile components in net proton produdbn

The fragmentation of those nucleons in the carbon nucleushare hit by the through-
going projectile, here called the "target component”, isuamfity which should be closely
related to the proper superposition of net proton producitiothe elementary p+p and p+n
interactions, multiplied by the number of projectile irdetions. Such a superposition has been
shown to describe the target component of the anti-protefdyj Sect[14, up to a loss of
about 12% specific to multiple collisions and related to tinersy s-dependence of baryon pair
production. For baryons this loss should be negligible asktryon density is to first order
s-independent at SPS energy.

For the prediction of the target component, knowledge atimitwo basic contributions
from

ptp— p and p+tn—p (27)

is needed. The latter process may be related, via isospimgyry, to the reaction

p+p— N (28)

which is measured by the NA49 experiment [3]. The resultirgdgction for the isospin aver-
aged net proton density from p+p collisions is describedhefollowing section.

15.2.1 Isospin averaged net proton density from p+p caliisi

The pr integrated proton and neutron densitieg/dzr as measured by the NA49 ex-
periment are shown in Fig. P4 as dotted and broken lines. dtresponding net proton yield is
obtained by subtracting 1.6 times the measured anti-prgtdd. For the net neutron yield, the
subtraction of the measured anti-proton yield is indicdigdhe isospin symmetry of baryon
pair production. In the case of the isoscalar carbon nuckessnple average of the two distri-
butions is to be performed as indicated by the full line in. B4.
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Figure 94: Total and net proton density/dzr(x ), dotted lines, total and net neutron densities
(broken lines) together with the measured neutron crogsossddata points from [3]) and the
isospin averaged net proton density(full line), as a fuorcof x . The systematic error margin
is 2.5 % for protons and 4 % for the predicted target component

15.2.2 Predicted target component of net proton production

In order to obtain the predicted target component of netqorgtroduction in p+C inter-
action, the predicted yield from p+p collisions has to betiplied by the number of projectile
collisions (v) = 1.6 and by the target overlap function, Séci. 13. The regudistribution is
shown in Fig[9b together with the total net proton yield,1S&6.1.
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Figure 95: Total net proton densitln/dxr(zr), broken line, and predicted target contribution
(full line) as a function ofc

As a first result it may be seen that the target componentysatlrates the total yield
atzyp ~-0.2.

15.3 The projectile component of net proton production

The subtraction of the predicted target component from trezail net proton density,
Fig.[95, allows now for the extraction of the projectile camngnt of the p+C interaction. This
is demonstrated in Fig. 96 which shows the net projectilemament (full line) in comparison
with the net projectile component in p+p collisions (brokee, Sect[ 1B).

Several features of these distributions are noteworthy:

— This study allows for the first time the isolation of the nebton projectile component
in p+A collisions over the full phase space.
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Figure 96: Net proton densityn/dxr(xr) for the projectile component in p+C interactions
(full line) and in p+p collisions (broken line) as a functiohx . The shaded area indicates the
onset of the contribution from the nuclear component in pri€ractions. The systematic error
margin is 2.5 % in p+p and 5 % in p+C collisions

— In principle this net proton component is strongly consteal by baryon number con-
servation in comparison to p+p collisions, to the extent tha surface under the two
distributions should be equal up to second order effectditelative increase of neutron
or hyperon production.

— In fact the integrated yields are 0.547 and 0.52 net protensrelastic event for p+p
and p+C interactions, respectively. In view of the mulggmethodology involved in
extracting this experimental result, the agreement toiwietibout 5% is certainly com-
patible with the systematic uncertainties.

— Arelative increase of the net neutron yield, which is in pijpde not excluded in multiple
hadronic interactions, is improbable as it has been shoeenSect, 1013, that the baryon
number transfer is identical for neutrons and protons.

— A relative increase of hyperon production can as well onlyehlamited influence as an
increase of\ and>: production by 50% would only reduce the observed differdrma
5% to 4%.

— The shapes of the two distributions are rather similar, \&itthownward shift of about
0.15 units inzr in p+C except for the diffractive region which is governed 9ggle
projectile collisions

— At xp < -0.2 there is a steep increase of the target-subtractedtglésisaded region in
Fig.[96) which is due to the tail of protons from intra-nucleascading. This contribu-
tion will be discussed in detail below (Selct. 15.4). It is lewer to be noted that a clean
separation of the projectile component from both the taaget the nuclear cascading
contributions is being achieved at SPS energy. At lower amesgges, the nuclear com-
ponent will extend into highet ranges, covering = 0 at AGS energy, as it scales in
piab Father thane .

It is interesting to extract the projectile overlap funetisom the ratioR;"*, see [(ZB),
between the projectile component and the symmetrized detasity. This is shown in Fig. 97
in comparison with the corresponding function in p+p cabliss.

As a further important result of this study it may be stateat th multiple collisions the
width of the proton feed-over from the projectile to the &rgemisphere widens. In view of the
discussion of resonance decay in Sect.[12.4 above, thisivoeutompatible with an increase
of the effective mass in the process of projectile excitatio
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Figure 97: Projectile overlap functiaﬁgv”e‘(xp) as a function of: » from p+C interactions (full
line) compared to the same function from p+p interactiomsekén line)

15.4 The nuclear component of net proton production

If the subtraction of the target component from the totalpreton density distribution
reveals the projectile componentat > -0.2, it also should allow for the extraction of the
nuclear component atx < -0.2. Here the nuclear component is defined as the retaraddrpr
density produced by the intra-nuclear cascading of nudéoltowing the momentum transfer
from the projectile to the nucleus, as opposed to the promaginfientation of those nucleons
which are hit by the projectile.

The situation is clarified in Fid._ 98 which shows the total peiton densitydn /dx
for zp < -0.2 (full line) together with the target component disads the preceding section
(broken line), Figl 95.
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Figure 98: Net proton densityn/dxr as a function ofcx in the range -1.6< xr < -0.2. Full
line: total measured yield, broken line: predicted targghponent

The subtraction of the target component from the total yield.[99 (full line), results
in a rather particular pattern.
This pattern features two distinct regionsap. For the region of-0.2 units around
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Figure 99: Net proton densityn/dzr as a function ofcr in the region -1.6< zp < -0.2
resulting from the subtraction of the predicted target dgrfsom the total measured proton
yield (full line) and a Gaussian fit to the difference in theotregions -1.6< zr < -1.2 and
-0.8< xp < -0.2, broken line. The systematic error margin correspaads%

xpr = -1, an abrupt bipolar instability arises from the preseoftca diffractive peak in the pre-
dicted target component, whereas for the regions 4.6 < -1.2 and -0.8< zr < -0.2 a
smoothz - distribution results which is well fitted by a Gaussian of tben

dn _ (z p+0.92)2

= 0.95¢™ " 2-0.2652 (29)

dzp

centered at = -0.92 with an rms of 0.265 as shown by the broken line in[F8). 9

The diffractive component of the predicted target dendiyutd show up in any mea-
surement of the total proton density in the region around= -1 if the nuclear component
would have as expected a smooth behaviour across this re§ygsuming the Gaussian fit to
describe this smooth behaviour one may tentatively subtinecGaussian shape from the total
proton density as shown in Fig, 100.

This results in a modified target component (dotted line [EDO) which reaches down
to zr values at- -1.2 and goes smoothly through = -1. The difference between the modified
and predicted target component is bipolar aroupd= -1 and conserves, to first order, the total
integrated density, as shown in Hig. 101.

In this context the action of the Fermi motion of the hit natle on the momentum
distribution of protons in the diffractive peak should beaked. Fermi motion may be approx-
imated by a Gaussian momentum distribution of about 75 MeM&width in the nuclear rest
system. This translates at SPS energy to an rms width of &085 inzr. Low momentum
transfer processes like quasi-elastic scattering oratiffon convolute with this momentum dis-
tribution. This leads to a smearing of the peak structureastiarized by a base width €f2-3
times the Fermi rms around- = -1. This is quantified by the Gaussiap distribution with rms
0.085 in Fig[L101b which covers exactly the range of the alexbdeviation from the predicted
diffractive peak. This convolution has been studied in gedsstic alpha-alpha scattering at the
CERN ISR [48] where it was shown that low momentum transfesaattering processes have
only small influence on the longitudinal width in contrastasubstantial broadening of the
transverse momentum distribution, see Sect.14 below.
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Figure 100: Net proton densitied:/dxr in the region -1.6< zr < -0.2 as a function of
xp, full line total measured yield, broken line Gaussian fithe target density in the regions
-1.6< 2p <-1.2and -0.8& zr < -0.2, dotted line difference of the two distributions
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Figure 101: a) Difference between the predicted target aomapt (Fig[ 9B, broken line) and
the modified component obtained by subtraction of the Gansuiclear component (Fig._100,
dotted line). b) Gaussian longitudinal proton densityribstion as obtained in quasi-elastic
scattering of alpha-alpha collisionsgk = 30 GeV/nucleon at the CERN ISR [48]
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The extracted width of the nuclear component in longitubdmamentum with an rms
of 0.265 units inzx is much larger than the spread expected from Fermi motiors fEature
is known from quite a number of experiments since some ded&i®ut is shown here for the
first time to be symmetric, however not around = -1 but aroundr = -0.92. This substantial
transfer of baryon number needs comment. One effective amsim contributing to the transfer
of nucleons in longitudinal momentum is certainly the praiitan of pions in the intra-nuclear
cascade. In the excitation éf= 3/2 states at pion threshold, the decay products are lbedte
xr =-0.85 andrr = -0.15, respectively, for protons and pions, and for issleds: - ~ -1. For
isobar masses above threshold thevalues of the decay baryons will shift further up.

The production of pions in the nuclear cascade has indeeddiadied in the accompa-
nying publication([6]. The backward pion yields have beegpasated into the two components
of target fragmentation which may be predicted from elermsnhadronic collisions, and of
nuclear cascading, in close similarity to the argumentedarried out here for baryons. As a re-
sult the total number of pions in the nuclear component has bdetermined to 0.3 per inelastic
event.

The Gaussian distribution of the nuclear component,[Ei§, fiegrates to 0.6 protons
per inelastic event, see Sdct. 15.6 below. Isospin symraattythe absence of charge exchange
in the primary p+C interaction at SPS energy ask for an equallrer of neutrons to be pro-
duced. This means that every fourth proton in the nuclearadisproduces a pion. In the decay
of the isospin 3/2 isobars involved with pion productiore thecay protons are transferred to
xr = -0.85 at pion threshold with the decay pions being centted-a -0.15 for low lab mo-
menta. Integrating over the pion transverse momentumilolision this center shifts down to
about -0.2[[6] with a rather long tail towards lowef.. The corresponding nucleons will be
placed atrr = -0.8 and above. The center of the nuclear component-at -0.92 is there-
fore compatible with pion production in the nuclear cascadesobar excitation near threshold
and the subsequent decay into baryons and pions. The syyoifdine nuclear component
would however ask for a bigger pion yield at about one pioneeery second proton. Here
de-excitation processes without pion emission like finatlestsobar-nucleon re-scattering could
be involved to reduce the pion yield.

In conclusion of the preceding sections gnintegrated proton distributions it may be
stated that a three-component mechanism of convincingnaiteonsistency has been estab-
lished in a quantitative and precise way. These three coemgerare defined by

— The fragmentation of the projectile which obeys baryon nendonservation and shows
a transfer in longitudinal momentum corresponding to 0.4fsun Feynmarn: .

— The prompt fragmentation of the nucleons hit by the proijeciihis component has
been predicted from elementary proton-nucleon interastinovoking isospin symmetry
and the mean number of projectile collisions.

— The nuclear component which arises from intra-nuclearadiag and is partially ac-
companied by pion production.

At SPS energy the nuclear component extends up-te -0.2. It is well separated from
the projectile fragmentation which feeds over into theg¢atgemisphere down to the same value
of x =-0.2. The target fragmentation in turn reaches frone +0.2 down tor - =-1.2. The lat-
ter range is well beyond the kinematic limit of elementaggimentation with a diffractive peak
close to and abover = -1. This sharp diffractive structure is evidently dilutedd smoothed
by quasi-elastic re-scattering of its low-momentum nuetem accordance with experimental
results from other experiments.
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15.5 Aremark about s-dependence

Even if the SPS energy range is, as shown above, a well seigoirfor the separation
of the three components contributing to the measured ngbbhatensity, it is interesting to look
at the expected evolution witl{fs.

15.5.1 The nuclear component

The study[[6] of backward proton production in p+C interans shows that only small
changes in the momentum distributions are to be expecteddrgasing,/s to RHIC energy
and beyond, or by decreasing it into the AGS energy regiateéd one has to move down to
/s below about 3 GeV in order to see threshold effects drasficatiucing the proton density.
In terms of the range im covered by the nuclear component, however, kinematicsewié#nd
the upper limit of~ -0.25 at SPS energy to higher values until= 0 is reached ay/s ~ 4 GeV.
This purely kinematic effect is presented in Hig. 1102 wheres plotted as a function of {/s
for two values ofp;op and three values gfr.
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Figure 102z as a function of 1}/s for pi5p = 1 and 2 GeV/c, varyings from 0 to 0.4 GeV/c

This behaviour means that for given- (or rapidity) the nuclear contribution will in-
crease with decreasing beam momentum. This effect is ofsecaiiso to be expected for pe-
ripheral heavy ion collisions where the separation of probgryons from the delayed nuclear
cascade will become more important but also more difficulbhwliecreasing interaction energy.

15.5.2 The target fragmentation

As shown above prompt net baryons from target fragmentatrenwell described by
the superposition of elementary proton-nucleon collisidfvith increasing,/s this means that
this contribution will move back in:» due to increasing transparency until at the highest ISR
and at RHIC energies the central region around= 0 will be only populated by pair pro-
duced baryons. In the; region below~ -0.3 the yields will not change appreciably due to
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the approximate scaling behaviour. Towards lowarthe feed-over of the target fragmentation
into the projectile hemisphere will accordingly increa¥egether with the increasing nuclear
component a clear separation will therefore become moved.

15.5.3 The projectile component

The evolution of the projectile component with collisioreegy is of considerable inter-
est as it carries unique information about multiple hadcaaillisions. Since its diffractive part
is connected - for minimum bias p+A collisions - to the fractiof single projectile collisions
which is as discussed above on a level of 60% for p+C inteyastithere should be approxima-
tive energy scaling with a progressive widening of the peakards lower energies as measured
in p+p interactions. For the non-diffractive part the sitoa is however much less clear, in par-
ticular as there is no theoretical understanding of the mesebaryon number transfer and as
there is only very limited experimental information avaikon the required level of precision.
It has been shown above that the net baryon density distibshifts downward by 0.15 units
of zr in p+C collisions, the same shift being observed for the mest It has also been shown
that this baryon number transfer increases with centrabtindicated by the dependence on the
number of "grey” protons. It has also in addition been inthdathat resonance production and
decay presents a very effective source of baryon trangfetith increasing interaction energy
the excitation of the projectile proton in its multiple dsibns also increases and therefore the
spectrum of produced resonances extends to higher massesgduction of central net baryon
density via transparency should be reduced or even comiaehsat lower /s the situation
should become, as for the two other contributions, more wiesdue to the increased mutual
overlap of the different components.

15.6 Proton and net proton multiplicities

Using thepy integrated density distribution8:/dx» extracted above for the inclusive
p+C interaction as well as for the different sub-componghts corresponding baryonic multi-
plicities may now be determined by integration ower. In view of the statistical errors of the
dn/dzr, Tables 8 anfll9, which are of order 1% and 3% for p pnespectively, the statistical
uncertainties of the total integration are negligible wigispect to the systematic errors given
below in percent of the yields. The integration limitsip reach from -0.2 to 1 (projectile com-
ponent, Fig'96), from -1.2 to 0.2 (target component, Higkadd 100D), and from -1.7 to -0.2
(nuclear component, Fig._100). This results in the follayvrumbers:

inclusive proton multiplicity ~ (np) = 1.881 4+ 4.3% (30)
inclusive anti-proton multiplicity  (ng) = 0.052 £ 6.0% (31)
multiplicity of pair produced protons  (np) = 0.065 = 7.2% (32)
inclusive net proton multiplicity ~ (np®) = 1.816 £ 4.7% (33)

There are two predictions respectively for the net projecomponent and for the ex-
pected net target component established from the elenygmtarcollisions|[3]:

predicted net projectile component (ngmj'pre% = 0.550 + 2.8% (34)

This assumes baryon number conservation and a negligitriease in neutron and hy-
peron production.
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predicted net target component <ng"'9'p’e‘} = 0.690 + 4.0% (35)

This uses isospin invariance and the measured number ofdjgcple collisions.
Subtracting the predicted target component from the tagaproton density in the pro-
jectile fragmentation region, the multiplicity of net peatile protons is measured as

measured net projectile component (ngmj'mea§ = 0.520 + 5.0% (36)

which reproduces the expected multiplicity to within 5.5%gldeaves room for some increase
of the hyperon yields in p+C collisions.

Subtracting the predicted target component from the t@gproton density in the back-
ward region, the nuclear component is measured as

measured nuclear component ("M — (655 + 7.1% (37)

A Gauss fit to the nuclear component in the symmetric regidniseotarget-subtracted
proton density yields the multiplicity

Gaussian nuclear component (n"¢G34s§ — (631 + 3.0% (38)

which complies to within 3.6% with the straight-forward s$tatztion.

Finally there is the modified target component obtained ktragtion of the Gaussian
nuclear component from the overall proton density which sthe the diffractive peak in accor-
dance with the Fermi motion of the hit nucleons. This modifedet component results in the
multiplicity

modified target component  (n®®9™M°% — 0.670 + 5.3% (39)

which reproduces the predicted multiplicity (35) to wittr9%.

In conclusion it may be stated that the total measured nédpnmultiplicity made up
by the superposition of three components of comparable malym namely a projectile multi-
plicity of 0.52, a target multiplicity of 0.67 and a nucleamsponent of 0.65 units. These yields
add up to 1.84 which is within 1% equal to the direct integna{33). The multiplicities of anti-
protons and pair produced protons are 0.052 and 0.065,atsglg, corresponding to 2.9% and
3.6% of the total net proton yield.

16 Proton production in p+C collisions: p; dependence

Following the study ofpr integrated yields in the preceding section, the double-
differential proton cross sections will now be studied foe three components of projectile
fragmentation, target fragmentation, and nuclear casgadihus adding the transverse dimen-
sion to the experimental scrutiny. In order to comply with thscussion of the integrated proton
yieldsdn/dz, Sect[ 15, the double differential cross sections will bediis their non-invariant
form

1 dn 27w /s f(zp,pr)
prdepdpr  Oinel 2 E

(40)

see alsol(10). In a first step, the net proton cross sectiodhdevidefined using the results on
anti-protons, Secl. 14. A detailed comparison of the oVéedkward cross sections with the
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predicted contribution from target fragmentation will eal a necessary; dependent modi-
fication of this component which will then be employed to agtrin turn the projectile and

nuclear components in thei dependence.

16.1 Pair produced protons and net proton density

Using the results of the discussion of the double diffesdrnti-proton yields and their
separation into target and projectile components in §4c2, the yield of pair produced protons
may be estimated by multiplying the projectile componentigyisospin factor 1.6, maintaining
thepr enhancement as parametrized.in (26). The target compadiagsteqjual to the anti-proton
yield due to isospin symmetry. The total and the resultingpreton densities are shown in
Fig.[103 as a function of - for different values op .
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Figure 103: Total and net proton dens@d as a function ofr for different pr values
indicated in the panel. The dlstrlbutlonmt 6.2'GeVicis multiplied by factor of 1.2 for better

separatlon
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16.2 Target component

As discussed in Se¢t. 15.2.2 the target component of nasppbduction in p+C inter-
actions may be predicted from p+p collisions using the nurobprojectile collisionsv) = 1.6,
the target overlap functioib]ilgv”“3t (23) and Figl_7R), and the measured proton and neutron cross
sections[[3]. The only additional assumption to be madeHerdouble differential yield is the
equality of thepy distributions for neutrons and protons, see [3] for expenial evidence. The
result for the target component and its subtraction fromdwerall proton yield is shown in
Fig.[104.
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Figure 104: Double differential net proton ylelél ©n_ as a function of: for five different
values ofpy. Full line: total yield, broken line: precfcted target cooment, and dotted line:
after subtraction of the target component

Compared to the same prediction and subtraction fopthiategrated densities, Figs.]95
and[96, apr dependence becomes visible. It is the region pbetween -0.2 and -0.3 which
Is extremely sensitive to the predicted target yield. Ahseerse momenta below the mean
(Fig.[58) the prediction overshoots the total density byal2®%, whereas for highex- it falls
low by up to 40% apr = 1 GeV/c. In thisz region neither the possible projectile feed-over
nor the nuclear component may explain, by their limitgdange, the observed- dependence.
Instead a yield suppression at lpw followed by an enhancement at high similar to the one
found for anti-protons, Se¢t. 14.2, has to be invoked alsthitarget contribution. This pattern
of yield suppression and enhancement is quantified if[Eiga B3 a function of » for the pr
values shown in Fid. 104. Given the estimated systematic erargins, Figl_105b, the effect is
significant forp;r > 0.7 GeV/c. It should be noted that baryon number consemvatiposes,
for ayield increase in thig; range, a corresponding yield suppression at jgw
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Figure 105: Enhancement factor of the target component a)faaction ofz for p; values
between 0.2 and 1 GeV/c and b) as a functiopsefor x» = -0.25. The shaded region represents
the error margins

This phenomenon is also borne out by a comparison of the meaalues between p+C
and p+p interactions shown in F[g. 106.
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Figure 106: Comparison of the meap values of protons in p+C (open circles) and p+p inter-
actions (closed circles) as a functionagf from z = -1.0 tox = +0.95. The lines connecting
the points are drawn to guide the eye

If the target component showedpa dependence equivalent to p+p interactions, the
meanpr values should approach the ones for p+p ataround -0.2 to -0.3 where target frag-
mentation prevails. The observed difference of 50 MeV/¢in) is significant with respect to
the statistical errors of less than 1%. The systematic o of the same order as most error
sources, or for certain the normalization error, canceharmean value.
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Applying this enhancement, the target component and itsaction from the total mea-
sured yield take the pattern shown in Hig. 1107.
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Figure 107: Double differential net proton yield d:cic?pT as a function ofc for five values of

pr. Full line: total yield, broken line: predicted enhancedy&t component, dotted line: after
subtraction of the enhanced target component

This subtraction leaves clearly defined and separatedgtiiej@and nuclear components
which will be discussed in the subsequent sections

16.3 The projectile component

The hadronization of the projectile is already clearlybisiin the dotted line of Fig. 107.
It saturates the total yield at- > 0.2 and comes down to zeroat ~ -0.2 due to the limited
range of the baryonic overlap function. In order to put theh@viour in perspective as far as
the zr distributions for different transverse momenta are comedy the projectile components
normalized to their maximum densities are presented inF§.

Compared to thgr integrated distribution, Fig. 96, there is a clear dependerf baryon
number transfer op;. The maximum density shifts fromz = 0.3 at lowp; to z = 0.1 at
1 GeV/c. The density atr = 0.6 corresponding to low mass excitation is strongly redweigh
increasingyr whereas the transfer function is successively extendirthduinto the backward
hemisphere.

Further information concerning the- dependence comes from a direct comparison to
p+p interactions. Extracting the projectile componentrfrthe symmetric p+p collision using
the baryonic overlap function determined in Séect. 12 thie rat

P (i d’n )pc/<i dn )pp (41)
pr drpdpr pr dxpdpy

may be obtained as shown in Hig. 109 as a functiop,dior different values ofr .
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Figure 108: Net proton densit;% d;f;pT from projectile fragmentation as a function of:
normalized to its maximum value for fiver values between 0.2 and 1 GeV/c. The symbols
and full lines correspond for > 0.2 to the data interpolation [13]. Below thig value they
represent the subtraction of the target component, defiesa the p+p interaction [13], from
the data interpolation. The systematic errors are 2.5 % for- 0.1 (p+p data) and increase to

about 4.5 % forrr < O
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Figure 109: Density ratia?P™ of the projectile components of p+C and p+p interactions as
a function ofpy for different values ofr in steps of 0.05 GeV/c ipr as given by the data
interpolation [13]. The systematic uncertainties of thiosacorrespond to 4.5 %. They are to
first order independent an- andp;. The lines are drawn to guide the eye

A clear increase withpr of the net proton yields is visible for all values of-. The
overall increase of the cross sections with decreasing due to the general baryon number
transfer in p+C interactions visible in the integrated distributions of Fig. 57 ("minimum bias”
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compared to p+p). This can be normalized out by multiplyRRy’ by the integrated density
ratio between p+p and p+C collisions:

- o dn \"P dn \P©
proj __ pproj - 42
Rnorm R (d:CF) / (dxp) ( )

The resulting ratioRR%, is shown in Fig['IT0 again as a function mef for different
values ofz .

0.5\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
pT[GeV/c]

Figure 110: Normalized density ratiP’® as a function ofy; for different values ofry in
steps of 0.05 GeV/c ipy as given by the data interpolation [13]. The systematic tas#ies
of the ratios correspond to 4.5 %. They are to first order iedejent oncr andp;. The lines

are drawn to guide the eye

The wide spread observed in Fig. 109 reduces to a narrow bepgd enhancements
which are about independent eap except for ther range approaching diffraction. Again, as
for p in Sect[14.R and for the target component in the precediotion, the normalized densi-
ties are reduced by 10-20% at Igw and enhanced to factors of about 1.%at 1.5 GeV/c.

16.4 The nuclear component

The onset of the contribution from nuclear cascading isaalyevisible in Fig[ 107 by
the dotted lines atr < -0.25. This range is extended to the far backward hemisplesa to
xr =-1.6 in Fig.L[111. In this Figure the total proton density fredicted target contribution
and the target subtracted yield are shown as a functian-dbr five values ofp; between 0.2
and 1 GeV/c.

As already discussed for the integrated densities in Sett. 15.4 (Figs. 98 [and 99), the
presence of the diffractive peak from proton fragmentatiothe predicted target contribution
creates a sharp spike betwegn~ -0.9 andr =-1.0 which should be visible in the total proton
density distribution in this area. The absence of such stragn the measured yield indicates,
as argued in Sedt._15.4, a smoothing of the predicted steugta quasi-elastic re-scattering of
the diffrative protons inside the Carbon nucleus. Thisgattering extends typically up 0.2

99



T T T T T T
aof p, = 0.2 GeVic p,=0.4 Gevic p, = 0.6 Gevic
Slo 15f . 1 2F .. y
Bl 6F ]
P
© 1.5f .
—| o~ 10p al
1_
5k L
2 0.5F
0 0 05g
|_ T I_ T T
o 08F pT—O.BGEV/C ]
&l 0.3 .
O| s+
o 0.6 q
| 0.2 1
0.4F .
0.2f
015

Figure 111: Double differential net proton yield as a fuantofz - for five values ofp;-. Broken
line: total proton yield, dotted line: predicted target trdoution, full line: target subtracted

proton density

units ofzx aroundz » = -1 [48]. Beyond this range the target subtracted yield sh@@aussian

behaviour as presented in Fig. 112.
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The fit parameters show, within tight errors, a stable mednevin = between -0.92
and -0.93 in agreement with the integrated fit[(2P). The rms deviation increases witHrom
0.22 to 0.3 units ok . Thepr dependences of the maximum density and of the yield intedrat
overz are shown in Fid, 113.
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Figure 113: a) Maximum proton density and b) yi%ijgld%’; integrated over: of the nuclear
component as a function g@f-. The full lines represent data interpolations, the brokeed
correspond to the; dependence of the proton density in p+p interactions at = 0.95 [3],

normalized apr = 0.4 GeV/c

Itis interesting to observe that th¢ dependence of the nuclear component is not Gaus-
sian and corresponds to the one measured in the diffractgiem of p+p interactions [3].

Using the Gaussian fits as an estimator of the nuclear cormpamaodified target com-
ponent may be obtained by subtracting these fitted denfiiesthe total proton yield as shown
in Fig.[114.
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Figure 114: Double differential proton yields as a functain: - for five values ofp. Broken
lines: total proton yield, dotted lines: Gaussian fit to thelear component, full lines: modified
target component obtained by the subtraction of the Gauéissafrom the total proton density
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The resulting modified target component extends nowtaalues below -1.0 and shows
a smooth behaviour through the region of proton diffractioaccordance with the, integrated
yield, Sect[I5}4.

17 Conclusion

As part of a comprehensive study of hadronic productionémelntary and nuclear col-
lisions at the SPS, new data from the NA49 experiment on pr@toti-proton, neutron and light
ion production in minimum bias p+C interactions are presénMaking full use of the accep-
tance coverage and the particle identification capalslitithe NA49 detector, a wide phase
space area from the far forward direction at Feynmarof 0.95 to the far backward direction
down tox = -0.8 has been exploited. Using available data from a Fabh@kperiment the data
coverage could be further extended into the nuclear fragatien region down tac ~ -2.0.

In addition, deuteron and triton production have been salidi the lab momentum range from
0.25 to 3 GeV/c making available there for the first time ceestions in the low to mediumy
region. In addition a limited amount of data with "grey” pootdetection allows for a first look
at the centrality dependence of baryon number transfer.

Given the complete phase space coverage of the combinedatathe main aim of this
publication is the separation and isolation of the threepaments of hadronization in p+C col-
lisions, namely projectile fragmentation, target fragnagion and nuclear cascading. This study
has been conducted both fof integrated quantities and using double differential ceexgions
to obtain a complete view of the, dependence. For this aim, the baryonic overlap functions
from the projectile to the target regions and vice versa Haeen determined experimentally
using both the elementary p+p and the asymmetric p+C irtieresc This has been achieved in
a completely model-independent way relying essentiallyparyon number conservation and
isospin symmetry. For anti-proton production the abserfca muclear contribution has been
shown and the superposition of the target and the projdctitgnentation has been established
using the known number of projectile collisions inside trertidn nucleus. This allows for the
definition of the yield of pair produced protons and therebget proton densities.

In contrast to the a priory unknown projectile and nucleanponents, the target frag-
mentation occupies a special place as it should at leasstmfider be describable by a super-
position of single nucleon fragmentations taking of coumse account the number of projectile
collisions and isospin effects. This approach works out ¥eelp; integrated proton densities
with the exception of the diffractive contribution contathin the elementary interactions. This
contribution is evidently smeared out by secondary, ge&estic interactions of the correspond-
ing low momentum protons in the nuclear rest system. Thaactbn of the thus predicted tar-
get component yields both the projectile and the nuclearpmmants. The former is proven to
preserve baryon number combined with a sizeable amountgbbaransfer of order 0.15 units
of z . The latter turns out to have a Gaussian shapeg-inentred at:» = -0.92 with a substan-
tial FWHM of 0.6 units far in excess of the narrawy: distribution centred close to -1.0 which
might be expected from Fermi motion alone. In the case of # gollisions studied here, the
three components have comparable total yields of 0.52,&870.65 net protons respectively
for the projectile, target and nuclear contributions. Téusns up to 1.84 net protons in total,
comparing to within 1% with the independent direct yielcegnation of 1.82 net protons (33).

The study of double differential cross sections gives axteshe additional dimension
of transverse momentum. All three components show a didtiansverse activity which goes
beyond the naive expectation from elementary collisiomsuatear binding. The projectile com-
ponent features, both for protons and anti-protons, a gspn by 10-20% at loy followed
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by an enhancement of about 50%at= 1.5 GeV/c. This pattern is rathey- independentin the
forward hemisphere. The target component shows a similzanbeur, however with a distinct
xr dependence centredat ~ -0.3. The nuclear component finally has a wide, non-Gaussian
pr dependence which goes far beyond the one expected from Reytian and which is shown
to be comparable to the one measured in the diffractive regi@+p interactions.

As for the previous publications|[1-4] the measured cross@es and two-dimensional
interpolation values are available on the Web Site [13].
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