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STRANGENESS ENHANCEMENT
AT THE HADRONIC CHEMICAL FREEZE-OUT

1. Introduction

The chemical freeze-out of hadrons created in the high energy nuclear collisions is studied
within a realistic version of the hadron resonance gas model. The chemical non-equilibrium of
strange particles is accounted via the usual s factor, which gives us an opportunity to perform
a high quality fit with x?/dof ~ 68.5/55 ~ 1.15 of the hadronic multiplicity ratios measured
from the low AGS to the highest RHIC energies. In contrast to the previous findings, we ob-
serve the strangeness enhancement at low energies instead of a suppression. In addition, the
performed s fit allows us to achieve the highest quality of the Strangeness Horn description
with x*/dof = 3.8/14. For the first time, the top point of the Strangeness Horn is perfectly
reproduced, which makes our theoretical horn as sharp as an experimental one. However, the
s fit approach does not sizably improve the description of the multistrange baryons and an-
tibaryons. Therefore, an apparent deviation of the multistrange baryons and antibaryons from
the chemical equilibrium requires a further explanation.

Keywords: chemical freeze-out, v, factor, Strangeness Horn, hadron multiplicities.

and theoretical yields of the hadrons built up from

The hadron yields measured in heavy ion collisions
are traditionally analyzed within the Hadron Reso-
nance Gas Model (HRGM) [1-4]. Its main assump-
tion is the existence of a thermal equilibrium in the
system under consideration, which is strongly sup-
ported by the excellent coincidence of experimental
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u and d quarks. Using the temperature 7', baryonic
chemical potential pp, and chemical potential of the
isospin third component p;3, the HRGM allows one to
describe the hadronic multiplicities at the moment of
chemical freeze-out (FO), the moment at which all in-
elastic reactions cease to exist. However, the HRGM
has some traditional problems in the description
of the strange hadrons. Thus, within the standard
HRGM formulation with a single hard-core repul-
sion radius for all particles, the energy dependences
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of KT/rT and A/~ ratios were never satisfacto-
rily reproduced [1-3]. However, the non-monotonic
energy dependence of the K+ /7" ratio known as the
Strangeness Horn is of special interest, because it may
serve as a signal of the onset of the deconfinement.
In order to account for a deviation from the chemi-
cal equilibrium of strange hadrons, the factor s was
introduced [5]. It is used to describe the undersatu-
rated (oversaturated) densities v < 1 (ys > 1) of
each strange charge. Formally, the strange fugacity
associated with each (anti)strange charge is simply
multiplied by the 4 factor. Although the 7, factor
plays an important role in the analysis of the data
measured in the collisions of elementary particles [3]
and in the nucleus-nucleus collisions [3, 6], the prob-
lem of its justification remains unsolved. Moreover,
the results on the v, values obtained within differ-
ent thermal models are controversial. For instance, a
strong suppression of the strange charge in nucleus-
nucleus collisions was reported in Ref. [3], while the
results of Ref. [6] are consistent with v, = 1. In order
to resolve the latter problem, we apply the most suc-
cessful version of the HRGM with multicomponent
hard-core repulsion [4,7-10] to describe 111 indepen-
dent hadron yield ratios measured at 14 values of the
center of mass collision energy ,/syn in the interval
from 2.7 GeV to 200 GeV.

The work is organized as follows. In the next sec-
tion, we give the theoretical basis of the present
model. In Section 3, we present the data descriptions
and discuss them. Section 4 is devoted to our conclu-
sions.

2. Hardon Resonance Gas Model

We employ a multicomponent HRGM, which cur-
rently provides the best description of the observed
hadronic multiplicities. It is the model developed in
[4,7-10]. The hadron interaction is taken into account
via the hard-core repulsion, whose radii have different
values for pions R, kaons R, other mesons R,,, and
baryons Rjp. The best global fit of all hadronic mul-
tiplicities was found for Ry = 0.2 fm, R,, = 0.4 fm,
R. =0.1 fm, Rx = 0.38 fm [4]. The main equations
of this HRGM are listed below, but more details can
be found in [4,7-10].

Let us consider the Boltzmann gas of N hadron
species in a volume V that has the temperature T,
baryonic chemical potential g, strange chemical po-
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tential g, and chemical potential of the isospin third
component pr3. The pressure p and the K-th charge
density nX (K € {B,S,I3}) of the i-th hadron sort
are given by the expressions

N oke &

P _ B P 3

T—;a, e ee SO
£ e

where B denotes a symmetric matrix of the second
virial coefficients with the elements b;; = %"(Ri—i—
+ R;)3, and the variables ¢; are the solutions of the
system

i N,
§i = ¢i(T) exp T > 285bi5 +
=

N —1
+E7BE ;5]‘] ; (2)
6:(T) = (22:)3 / exp (W) &F. (3)

Here, the full chemical potential of the i-th hadron
sort p; = QPup + qus + Q3 uy3 is expressed in
terms of the corresponding charges QX and their
chemical potentials, ¢;(T) denotes the thermal par-
ticle density of the i-th hadron sort of mass m; and
degeneracy ¢;, and £7 denotes the row of variables
&. For each collision energy, the fitting parameters
are the temperature 7', baryonic chemical poten-
tial pup, and chemical potential of the third projec-
tion of isospin py3, whereas the strange chemical po-
tential pg is found from the condition of vanishing
strangeness.

In order to account for the possible strangeness
non-equilibration, we introduce the ~y, factor in a con-
ventional way [5] by replacing ¢; in Egs. (2) and (3) as

¢i(T) = ¢i(T)s", (4)

where s; is the number of strange valence quarks plus
the number of strange valence anti-quarks.

The width correction is taken into account by av-
eraging all expressions containing the mass with the
Breit—Wigner distribution having a threshold. As a
result, the modified thermal particle density of the
i-th hadron sort acquires the form

/K2 2
/exp (_k‘—l—mz> >k —

T
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0 dx Vk2+x2
fMO (z—m;)2+T2/4 Jexp (‘ T ) d’k
fMo (zfmi)2+l“f/4

Here, m; denotes the mean mass of hadrons, and M,
stands for the threshold in the dominant decay chan-
nel. The main advantages of this approximation are
a simplicity of its realization and a clear way to ac-
count for the finite width of hadrons. The effect of
the vanishing width of resonances or the Gaussian
resonance width parametrization on the chemical FO
parameters is discussed in [11].

The effect of the resonance decay ¥ — X on
the final hadronic multiplicity is taken into ac-
count as nfi(X) = S, BR(Y — X)n'"(Y), where
BR(X — X) = 1 for the sake of convenience. The
masses, widths, and strong decay branchings of all
experimentally known hadrons were taken from the
particle tables used by the thermodynamic code
THERMUS [12].

3. Results
3.1. Data sets and fit procedure

In this work, we use the data set which is identical to
that in Ref. [10]. At the AGS energies (\/sny = 2.7
4.9 GeV or Ej,, = 2-10.7 GeV per nucleon), the data
are available with a good energy resolution above 2
GeV per nucleon. However, for the beam energies 2,
4, 6, and 8 GeV per nucleon only a few data points
are available. They correspond to the yields for pions
[13, 14], protons [15, 16], and kaons [14] (except for
2 GeV per nucleon). The data integrated over 47 are
also available for A hyperons [17] and for 2~ hyperons
(for 6 GeV per nucleon only) [18]. However, as it was
argued in Ref. [2], the data for A and Z~ should be
recalculated for the mid-rapidity. Therefore, instead
of raw experimental data, we used the corrected val-
ues from [2]. Further, we analyzed the data set at
the highest AGS energy (\/syy = 4.9GeV or Ej,, =
10.7GeV per nucleon). Similarly to [4], we analyze
here only the NA49 mid-rapidity data [19-24] as the
most difficult ones to be reproduced. Since the RHIC
high energy data of different collaborations agree well
with each other, we analyze the STAR results for
VSNN = 9.2GeV [25], \/snn = 62.4GeV [26], and
VSnN = 130GeV [27-30] and 200 GeV [30-32].

The fit criterion is the minimization of % =

_ (rtheor _oxp)2 theor
_ Zl T@) Where TZ'

exp
and r; " are, respec-
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tively, theoretical and experimental values of particle
yield ratios, o; stands for the corresponding experi-
mental error, and the summation is performed over
all available experimental points.

3.2. The ~; fit

To improve the description of the strange hadrons and
to investigate the role of their chemical non-equilibri-
um within the multicomponent HRGM, we consider
the v, factor as a fitting parameter for each value of
collision energy. In our analysis, we pay a special at-
tention to the Kt /7 ratio, because it is usually con-
sidered as the most problematic one for the HRGM.

For 14 collision energies \/syy = 2.7, 3.3, 3.8, 4.3,
4.9, 6.3, 7.6, 8.8, 9.2, 12, 17, 62.4, 130, and 200 GeV,
the resulting fit quality x2/dof = 63.4/55 = 1.15 be-
came slightly better compared to the result y?2/dof =
= 80.5/69 = 1.16 found for the chemical FO model
with v, = 1, although the value of x? itself, not di-
vided by the number of degrees of freedom, has im-
proved notably. This fact allows us to conclude about
the data fit improvement, at least for some ratios. As
one can see from Figs. 1 and 2, the temperature,
baryo-chemical potential, and chemical potential of
the isospin third projection obtained for the -, fit
demonstrate almost the same behavior as for the case
of the chemical FO model with v, = 1.

The comparison between the parametrized behav-

ior of the T'(/snn) and pp(y/syn) dependences sug-
gested in [33] and our results is shown in Fig. 1. The

functions T'(\/syn) and up(/snn) suggested in [33]
are given by

71lim
1+ exp[2.6 — In(\/snyn)/0.45]’
1303
14 0.286\/snnN

where the collision energy /sy n is measured in GeV.
Here, the value of “limiting” temperature Ty, is 164
MeV [33]. Note that the parametrized chemical po-
tential behavior is in a good correspondence with the
results obtained in this work. On the other hand, we
found lower values for the chemical FO temperature
comparing to [33] in our model, and the results coin-
cide only for the highest RHIC energies. Apparently,
such a difference in the chemical FO temperatures
seen at low collision energies is mainly due to differ-
ent values of the hard-core radii used here and in [33].
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Fig. 1. Comparison of the behaviors of parameters for the

vs fit, chemical FO model with vs = 1, and Adronic et al. re-
sults from [33]. Upper panel: the chemical FO temperature T'.
Lower panel: the chemical FO baryo-chemical potential pp

The most remarkable behavior is demonstrated by
the v5(y/Snn) function (see the lower panel of Fig. 2).
In contrast to the earlier results [3], we found not a
strangeness suppression, but a sizable enhancement
(7s>1) at the energies below \/syn = 8.8 GeV, while
our results 75 >~ 1 are consistent at higher energies
with the findings of Ref. [6]. We have to stress that
our results on the v, fit have very high quality. This
is clearly seen in Figs. 3, 4, and 5. At the same time,
the results of Ref. [3] have typical values of x2/dof be-
tween 2 and 5 at each energy point, while our value
x?/dof = 63.4/55 = 1.15 is given for all 111 indepen-
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Fig. 2. Same as in Fig. (1), but for the chemical potential
of the third projection of isospin ur3 (upper panel) and the
strangeness enhancement factor vs (lower panel)

dent ratios measured at 14 energies. Therefore, we
conclude that the results on the strangeness suppres-
sion in heavy ion collisions reported in [3] are based
on a low quality fit, and, hence, they cannot be re-
garded as the statistically confident ones.

We now study which ratios are improved at vari-
ous energies. For AGS energies \/syy = 2.7, 3.3, 3.8,
and 4.3 GeV, the description quality is quite good
even within the ideal gas model [2], since the num-
ber of model parameters is equal or almost equal to
the available number of ratios, and only kaons and A
contain strange quarks. Our detailed analysis demon-
strates the fit instability for the low energies due to
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the existence of two local minima with very close
x? values. Thus, for V5NN = 3.8 GeV, we obtained
~vs =~ 1.6 for the deepest minimum, while, for another
minimum next to the deepest one, 75 ~ 0.8. During
the fit procedure, only the deepest minima were con-
sidered. The existence of two local minima with close
values of x? at VENN = 2.7-4.3 GeV allows us to
conclude [10] that the 75 concept has to be refined
further in order to resolve this problem.

For the collision energy /syn = 4.9 GeV, there
are no sizeable improvements compared to the v, = 1
approach [4]. The most significant data fit improve-
ments are shown in Figs. 3 and 4. At the energies
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VSNN = 6.3-12 GeV, the Kt /7" ratio is notably
improved, while the description of other ratios was
improved only slightly or even got worse. The typical
examples of such a behavior are shown in the upper
and middle panels of Fig. 4. At the same time, for
the collision energy /syny = 130 GeV, we find the
opposite data description behavior. The lower panel
of Fig. 4 clearly demonstrates a fit quality improve-
ment for all ten ratios except for the K /7T ratio.

The obtained overall value x?/dof ~ 1.15 for the
vs fit is only slightly better compared to the result
x?%/dof ~ 1.16 found in [4], although the value of x?
itself, not divided by the number of degrees of free-
dom, is essentially improved from the value x2? ~ 80.5
reported in [4] to the value x? ~ 63.4 found here.

Nevertheless, the v, fit does not essentially im-
prove either the ratios with the multistrange baryons
or the A/m~ ratio (see the lower panel on Fig. 5)
which is a consequence of the A anomaly reported
in [34, 35]. Hence, we believe that a further improve-
ment of the data description is possible. However,
an important result of the 7, fitting approach is a
precise Strangeness Horn description with x2/dof =
= 3.3/14, i.e. essentially better than it was done
in [4] with x?/dof = 7.5/14. Even the highest point
of the Strangeness Horn is perfectly described now,
which makes our theoretical Strangeness Horn as
sharp as an experimental one (see the upper panel
of Fig. 5). Therefore, we consider the high quality of
the K /7T ratio description as an additional impor-
tant criterion in favor of the ~, fit.

4. Conclusions

We present an advanced description of the experi-
mental hadron multiplicity ratios measured at AGS,
SPS, and RHIC energies. The inclusion of the v, fac-
tor into the recently developed version of the HRGM
with the multicomponent hard-core repulsion has es-
sentially improved the Strangeness Horn description
to x?/dof = 3.3/14, i.e. better than it was done re-
cently in [4] with x?/dof = 7.5/14 and much better
than it was done in [1-3, 6]. For the first time, even
the highest point of the Strangeness Horn is perfectly
reproduced by our HRGM, which makes our theoret-
ical horn as sharp as an experimental one. In con-
trast to the earlier results reported in [3], we find
that, in heavy ion collisions, there is a sizable en-
hancement of the strangeness at low collision energies
with vs ~ 1.2-1.6. The achieved high quality fit of

ISSN 2071-0194. Ukr. J. Phys. 2014. Vol. 59, No. 11
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hadronic multiplicities with x2/dof ~ 63.5/55 ~ 1.15
gives us a high confidence in our conclusions. How-
ever, the present analysis shows that the v, fit does
not sizably improve the description of the multi-
strange baryons and antibaryons. Therefore, we con-
clude that the alternative approaches to the chemi-
cal FO suggested in [10, 36] should be developed fur-
ther. We hope that the high quality data expected to
be measured at the future heavy ion facilities will help
us to understand the reason for the apparent chemical
non-equilibrium of the strange charge.

We have performed a thorough analysis of two
alternative approaches to treat the chemical freeze-
out of strange particles in the hadron resonance gas
model with the multicomponent hard-core repulsion
[1]. The first approach accounts for their chemical
non-equilibrium via the usual -4 factor, and such a
model describes the hadron multiplicities measured
in nucleus-nucleus collisions at AGS, SPS, and RHIC
energies with x?/dof ~ 63.5/55 ~ 1.15. In contrast
to earlier beliefs, we find that the strangeness rather
tends to be enhanced than suppressed at low collision
energies, i.e. v, > 1, at \/syn = 2.7, 3.3, 3.8, 4.9,
6.3, and 9.2 GeV. The second approach is to treat
the strange particle freeze-out separately from the
non-strange particle freeze-out. Conservation laws al-
low us to connect the freeze-outs of strange and non-
strange hadrons and end up with the same num-
ber of free parameters as for the v, approach. We
show that this approach works not worse than the
s approach with x?/dof ~ 58.5/55 ~ 1.06, and,
for \/syny = 6.3, 12, and 17 GeV, it significantly
improves the fit quality. For all considered collision
energies, we see that p/7~, A/A, =~ /=, and Q/Q
ratios are described better than within the tradi-
tional 75 approach, since the separation of chemi-
cal freeze-outs relaxes the strong connection between
the non-strange and strange baryons. The novel con-
cept of strange particle freeze-out allows us to de-
scribe 111 independent hadron ratios measured at
14 different energies with the highest quality ever
achieved. Based on these results, we conjecture that
the apparent strangeness enhancement is due to the
separate strangeness chemical freeze-out.
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B.B. Caeyn, /.P. Oaitinunenko,
K.O. Byeaes, 2K. Kaectimanc, O.I. Isaruyvkud,
I.M. Miwycmin, €.1. Hixonos

TIIJICWJIEHHA JMBHOCTI
B AJPOHHOMY XIMIYHOMY ®PI3SAYTI

Peszwowme

Ha ocnoBi peaJstictu4nOl Bepcil Mojes1i aJIpOHHOIO PE30HAHCHO-
ro ra3y OOCIimKeHO Ximiunuit ¢dpisayT aapoHiB, yTBOpEHUX Yy
3ITKHEHHSIX sIJlep [IPU BUCOKUX €Heprisix. XiMiuyHa HEpiBHOBa-

1050

ra JJMBHUX YaCTUHOK BPAXOBYETbHCs 3a JOIIOMOI'OIO BBEJIEHHS Vg
daxkTopa, AKU J03BOJISIE 3MIACHUTH BUCOKOSKICHUI DiT BigHO-
IIIeHb aJIPOHHUX MHOXKMHHOCTEH, BUMipAHUX B iHTepBaJIi eHep-
riif Big HaliHu>kanx edepriit AGS o naiiBunux enepriit RHIC,
iz x2/dof ~ 63,5/55 ~ 1,15. Ha Biaminy Bim momepemnix pe-
3yJIBTATIB, IIPU HU3BKUX €HEPrisfiX MM CIIOCTEPIra€Mo IIOCHJIe-
HHsI QUBHOCTI, a He T1 npurHivenHs. Kpim Toro, 3a momomo-
rOI0 IIPOBEJIEHOro (DiTyBaHHS IapaMeTpa Ys BIAJIOCH JIOCATHY-
T HadiskicHimoro onucy llika /luBHocti i3 X2/d0f = 3,3/14.
Brepine Branocs BigrBopuTu HaiiBuimy Touky Ilika IusHocCTi,
110 pobuTh TeopeTnuHuil I1iK HACTIIBKH 2K TOCTPUM, $IK 1 eKCITe-
pumentanbuumii. IIpore, mpoBenene dirTyBaHHS s HEe IPU3BEJIO
0 CyTTEBOI'O IMOKPAIIEHHS OMKUCY MYJbTHIUBHUX OapioHiB Ta
anTubapionis. Tomy, Bugume BiIXWJIeHHS MYJbTUAUBHHUX Oa-
pionis Ta anTubapionis Bif ximiunol piBHOBaru BEMara€ moma-
TKOBOI'O ITOSICHEHHSI.
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