arXiv:nucl-ex/0510045 v2 25 Oct 2005

Energy and rapidity dependence of electric charge correlations at 20-158GeV beam energies at the CERN SPS (NA49)

P. Christakoglou, A. Petridis, M. Vassiliou for the NA49 collaboration

University of Athens

Abstract.

Electric charge correlations are studied with the Balance Function method for central Pb + Pb collisions at the CERN - SPS. The results on centrality selected Pb + Pb interactions at 40 and 158 AGeV are presented for the first time for two different rapidity intervals. In the mid-rapidity region a decrease of the width with increasing centrality of the collision is observed whereas in the forward rapidity region this effect vanishes. This could suggest a delayed hadronization scenario. In addition, the results from a first attempt to study the energy dependence of the Balance Function throughout the whole SPS energy range, are presented. The suitably scaled decrease of the width is approximately constant for the intermediate energies (30 to 80 AGeV) and gets stronger for the highest SPS and RHIC energies. On the other hand, both URQMD and HSD simulation results show no dependence on the collision energy.

Keywords: Balance Function,correlations PACS: <>

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of correlations and fluctuations is expected to provide additional information on the reaction mechanism of high energy nuclear collisions [1, 2, 3, 4]. In particular, many proposed event-by-event fluctuation observables have already been analyzed [5]. More recently, another important measure of correlations, the Balance Function (BF), was introduced by Bass, Danielewicz and Pratt [6]. It measures the correlation of the oppositely charged particles produced during a heavy ion collision and its width can be related to the time of hadronization. The BF is derived from the charge correlation function that was used to study the hadronization of jets in p+p collisions at the ISR [7] and e^− + e^+ annihilations at PETRA [8]. The first results on the BF were obtained for Au+Au collisions by the STAR collaboration at RHIC [9] and for Pb+Pb collisions by the NA49 collaboration at the CERN-SPS [10].

The motivation for studying the Balance Function comes from the idea that hadrons are produced locally as oppositely charged particle pairs. Particles of such a pair are separated in rapidity due to the initial momentum difference and secondary interactions with other particles. Particles of a pair that were created earlier are separated further in rapidity because of the expected large initial momentum difference and the long lasting rescattering phase. On the other hand, oppositely charged particle pairs that were created later are correlated within a smaller interval Δy of the relative rapidity. Our aim is to measure the degree of this separation of the balancing charges and to find possible

FIGURE 1. The NA49 experimental setup.

indications for delayed hadronization.

In order to examine the pseudo-rapidity (η) correlation of charged particles the BF is defined as the difference of the correlation function of oppositely charged particles and the correlation function of like-charge particles normalized to the total number of particles. The definition of the BF reads [6]:

B(Δη) = 1 2 [N_{+−}(Δη) − N_{−−}(Δη) N_− + N_{−+}(Δη) − N_{++}(Δη) N_+ ] . (1)

The most interesting property of the BF is its width. Early stage hadronization is expected to result in a broad BF, while late stage hadronization leads to a narrower distribution [6]. The width of the BF can be characterized by the weighted average ⟨Δη⟩:

⟨Δη⟩ = k ∑_{i=0}^{(B}i^{· Δη}i^{)/ k}∑_{i=0}^Bi^{, (2)}

where i is the bin number of the BF histogram.

In the following sections we will first describe in brief the NA49 experimental setup. The next two sections will be dedicated to the new NA49 experimental results on the rapidity and the energy dependence of the Balance Function. We will conclude with the summary.

2. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The NA49 detector [11] is a wide acceptance hadron spectrometer for the study of hadron production in collisions of hadrons or heavy ions at the CERN SPS. The main components are four large - volume Time Projection Chambers (TPCs) (Fig. 1) which are capable of detecting 80% of some 1500 charged particles created in a central Pb+Pb collision at 158A GeV.

The targets are C (561 mg/cm^2), Si (1170 mg/cm^2) disks and a Pb (224 mg/cm^2) foil for ion collisions and a liquid hydrogen cylinder (length 20 cm) for hadron interactions. They are positioned about 80 cm upstream from VTPC-1.

The centrality of a collision is selected (on-line for central Pb+Pb, Si+Si and C+C and off-line for minimum bias Pb+Pb, Si+Si and C+C interactions) by a trigger using information from a downstream calorimeter (VCAL), which measures the energy E_0 of the projectile spectator nucleons.

3. RAPIDITY DEPENDENCE

In order to investigate the properties of hadronization in heavy ion collisions, as proposed by the BF methodology [6], we studied the system size and centrality dependence of the width of the BF at two SPS energies ( √ s = 17.2 GeV and √ s = 8.8 GeV) and in two different pseudo-rapidity intervals. The defined pseudo-rapidity regions for the highest energy are 2.6 ≤ η ≤ 3.9 named as mid-rapidity region and 4.0 ≤ η ≤ 5.4 as forward rapidity region. The corresponding pseudo-rapidity regions for the second energy are 1.8 ≤ η ≤ 3.2 (mid-rapidity region) and 3.3 ≤ η ≤ 4.7 (forward rapidity region).

Fig. 2 shows the width of the BF distributions for real, HIJING [12] and shuffled data as a function of the mean number of wounded nucleons, for the two pseudo-rapidity regions analyzed (mid-rapidity region-left plot, forward rapidity region-right plot) for √ s_{NN} = 17.2 GeV. There is a clear decrease of the width with increasing centrality for real data in the mid-rapidity region while this dependence vanishes in the forward region. The same behavior can be observed for √ s_{NN} = 8.8 GeV in fig. 3.

For the smaller systems, such as p+p, C+C, Si+Si, there is no significant difference in the widths between the two rapidity regions at both energies. A difference in the widths appears only in the more central Pb+Pb collisions for both cases.

4. ENERGY DEPENDENCE

Finally, an attempt was made to study the energy dependence of the Balance Function with the NA49 detector in the most central Pb+Pb events over the whole available SPS energy range. These data samples were also passed through the shuffling mechanism [9, 10] to obtain an estimate of the highest possible value of the width for each energy. The pseudo-rapidity interval analyzed for each energy was limited to the same range (1.4 units) and was located around mid-rapidity. In order to quantify the decrease of the width for the different energies, we introduced the normalized parameter W which is defined by the following equation:

W = 100 · (⟨Δη⟩_{shu f f led} − ⟨Δη⟩_{data}) ⟨Δη⟩_{shu f f led}

. (3)

FIGURE 2. The system size and centrality dependence of the measured width of the Balance Function for charged particles at √ s_{NN} = 17.2 GeV as a function of the mean number of wounded nucleons for the two different rapidity intervals analyzed: the mid-rapidity region (2.6 ≤ η ≤ 3.9 - left plot) and the forward rapidity region (4.0 ≤ η ≤ 5.4 - right plot).

FIGURE 3. The system size and centrality dependence of the measured width of the Balance Function for charged particles at √ s_{NN} = 8.8 GeV as a function of the mean number of wounded nucleons for the two different rapidity intervals analyzed: the mid-rapidity region (1.8 ≤ η ≤ 3.2 - left plot) and the forward rapidity region (3.3 ≤ η ≤ 4.7 - right plot).

In other words this parameter indicates how many percent the measured width differs from the estimated shuffled value.

The left plot of fig. 4 shows the dependence of the W parameter on √ s_{NN} . The data indicate an energy dependence at the level of (40.4 ± 19.3)% for our phase-space detector acceptance.

FIGURE 4. The dependence of the normalized width decrease parameter W on √ s_{NN} for central Pb+Pb collisions in the SPS energy range after applying the NA49 acceptance filter. SPS energy range (left plot) and extended energy range (right plot) also showing the results from RHIC.

In addition, two models were used in order to further investigate this energy dependence. The Ultra-relativistic Quantum Molecular Dynamics model (UrQMD) [13] and the Hadron-String Dynamics (HSD) transport approach [14] are two microscopic models used to simulate (ultra)relativistic heavy ion collisions in the energy range from Bevalac and SIS up to AGS, SPS and RHIC. The points from the corresponding analysis of both UrQMD and HSD generated events throughout the whole SPS energy range can also be seen in fig. 4, where one notices no sign of energy dependence of the W parameter.

The right plot of fig. 4 shows the dependence of the normalized width decrease parameter W on the √ s_{NN} for the whole SPS energy range as well as for Au+Au collisions at √ s_{NN} = 130 GeV. The corresponding RHIC point tends to be even higher than the last SPS one, indicating an additional rise of the W parameter towards RHIC leaving an open question for the LHC energies.

5. SUMMARY

In this paper, we presented the latest results on the BF obtained by the NA49 collaboration. We have analyzed data coming from different systems and centrality classes for two different energies in central and forward rapidity regions. We have observed a system size and centrality dependence of the width of the BF in the mid-rapidity region which is not seen in the forward region.

Furthermore, the energy scan revealed that data show an indication of an energy dependence which is not reproduced by the HSD and UrQMD models. The normalized width decrease parameter W rises from the lowest SPS energy to the highest SPS and RHIC energies.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the University of Athens/Special account for research grants, the US Department of EnergyGrant DE-FG03-97ER41020/A000, the Bundesministerium fur Bildung und Forschung, Germany, the Polish State Committee for Scientific Research (2 P03B 130 23, SPB/CERN/P-03/Dz 446/2002-2004, 2 P03B 04123), the Hungarian Scientific Research Foundation (T032648, T032293, T043514), the Hungarian National Science Foundation, OTKA, (F034707), the Polish-German Foundation, and the Korea Research Foundation Grant (KRF-2003-070-C00015).

REFERENCES

1. See for recent results: Proc. of Quark Matter 2004, J. Phys. G 30, (2004). 2. T. Alber et al. (NA35 Collaboration), Z. Phys. C64, 195 (1994).

S. Afanasiev et al.(NA49 Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C66, 054902 (2002). R. Stock, Nucl. Phys. A661, 282c (1999).

3. J. Collins, M. Perry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 34, 1353 (1975).

P. Braun-Munzinger, J. Stachel, Christof Wetterich, Phys. Lett. B 596, 61-69 (2004) 4. M. Gazdzicki, M. Gorenstein, Acta Phys. Polon. B30, 2705 (1999) M. Gazdzicki (NA49 Collaboration) Proc. of Quark Matter 2004, J. Phys. G 30, S701 (2004).

5. S. Jeon and V. Koch, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 2076 (2000).

H. Heiselberg and A. D. Jackson, Phys. Rev. C63, 064904 (2001). E. V. Shuryak and M. A. Stephanov, Phys. Rev. C63, 064903 (2001). S. V. Afanasiev et al. (NA49 Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 1965 (2001). G. Georgopoulos, P. Christakoglou, A. Petridis and M. Vassiliou, Proc. of "Correlations and Fluctuations 2002".

T. Anticic et al. (NA49 Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 70, 034902 (2004). 6. S. A. Bass, P. Danielewicz and S. Pratt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 2689 (2000). 7. D. Drijard et al, Nucl. Phys. B155, 269 (1979)

D. Drijard et al, Nucl. Phys. B166, 233 (1980) I.V. Ajinenko et al., Nucl. Phys. C43, 37 (1989).

8. R. Brandelik et al., Phys. Lett. B100, 357 (1981)

M. Althoff et al., Z. Phys. C17, 5 (1983) H. Aihara et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 53, 2199 (1984) H. Aihara et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 3140 (1986) P.D. Acton et al., Phys. Lett. B305, 415 (1993).

9. J. Adams et al., (STAR Collaboration) Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 172301 (2003). 10. C. Alt et al., (NA49 Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 71, 034903 (2005).

P. Christakoglou et al., (NA49 Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. A 749, 279-282 (2005). 11. S. Afanasiev et al. (NA49 Collab.) Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A430, 210 (1999). 12. Xin-Nian Wang, Miklos Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. C 71, 1859-8996 (1999). 13. M. Bleicher et al., Nucl. Part. Phys. 25, 1859-189 (1999). 14. W. Ehehalt, W. Cassing, Nucl. Phys. A 602, 449-486 (1996).