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Cumulants from fluctuating width of rapidity distribution
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In relativistic heavy-ion collisions, the longitudinal fluctuations of the fireball density caused, e.g., by fluc-
tuations in the number of stopped baryons result in event-by-event modifications of the shape of the proton
rapidity density distribution. The multiparticle rapidity correlation functions due to the varying distribution
width of the proton rapidity density in central Au + Au collisions at low energies are derived. The cumulant
ratios are calculated and discussed in the context of the recent STAR Collaboration results. We find that for
small fluctuations in the width of the proton rapidity distribution, the cumulant ratios are independent of the
underlying width distribution. It is also emphasized that the cumulant ratios strongly depend on the size of the

rapidity interval.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In relativistic heavy-ion collisions, a very hot (about
10'2 K) medium, the fireball is created in a tiny volume. Its
initial shape asymmetry is reflected in the measured spectra
of produced particles. The azimuthal asymmetry is broadly
studied using the Fourier decomposition. In this context, the
Fourier coefficients are interpreted as harmonic flows, includ-
ing elliptic flow, triangular flow, and others [1,2]. However,
also the long-range longitudinal correlations can be under-
stood as a reflection of the fireball rapidity density fluctuations
[3]. These fluctuations result in a nontrivial rapidity corre-
lation function [4]. This function contributes to the proton
or baryon number factorial cumulants and cumulants which
are potentially very promising in the search for the predicted
phase transition and critical point between hadronic matter
and quark-gluon plasma [5-26]. Therefore, it is interesting
to better understand the correlations related to longitudinal
fluctuations.

The longitudinal fluctuations might be affected by the
baryon-stopping effect. Indeed, at high energies, baryons are
produced as baryon-antibaryon pairs, satisfying the baryon
number conservation. At lower energies (at which the phase
transition might happen), fewer pairs are created and the
greater baryon density is obtained when more incoming
baryons are stopped in the specific bin of rapidity. Clearly,
a change in the number of stopped baryons in the midrapidity
region modifies the fireball density, as well as it should be
reflected in the baryon multiplicity cumulants. Therefore, the
dynamics of baryon stopping is another source of fluctuations
that has to be taken into account.

The measured proton rapidity density distribution is
averaged over many events. In particular, there may be
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event-by-event fluctuations of the width of the distribution
(described by the standard deviation) even if the total num-
ber of particles remains the same. The varying numbers of
baryons stopped at different rapidity bins may be qualitatively
consistent with the picture of width fluctuations.

So far, the longitudinal fluctuations have been studied
using the formalism in which the single-particle rapidity
density distribution is expanded into orthogonal polynomials
[4,27-29]. The coefficients of this expansion have been mea-
sured by the ATLAS Collaboration at different collision
energies and different colliding systems [30]. This topic has
been also addressed by the ALICE Collaboration [31,32]. The
width fluctuations of the single-particle rapidity density distri-
bution modify the second-order coefficient in the orthogonal
polynomials formalism [4].

In this paper, a new approach that focuses on width fluc-
tuations is proposed. The analytic method to extract the
multiparticle rapidity correlation functions from these fluctua-
tions is derived. The correlation functions are used to calculate
the corresponding factorial cumulants and cumulants. Dif-
ferent possible characteristics of the width fluctuations are
explored. In central Au + Au collisions at low energies, the
proton rapidity density distribution is well described by the
Gaussian function as seen, e.g., from the recent STAR data
[33]. Close to y = 0, it can be approximated by the quadratic
function. For higher energies, already slightly below 10 GeV,
the bimodal structure of the distribution becomes visible and a
single Gaussian function is only a rough approximation. How-
ever, the goal of this paper is to draw attention and estimate
the effect of width fluctuations rather than give precise results.

This paper is organized as follows: In the next section, the
general method of deriving multiparticle rapidity correlation
functions from the width fluctuations is presented. Then, this
method is applied to the quadratic single-particle rapidity den-
sity distribution with different width probability distributions.
In the subsequent section, the examples of cumulant ratios are
calculated and discussed in the context of the corresponding
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STAR measurements. We also show that the results are sig-
nificantly affected by the size of the rapidity interval (e.g.,
—0.5 <y < 0vs |y| <0.5). Finally, the comments and sum-
mary are presented. Higher-order cumulants are discussed in
the Appendix.

II. FACTORIAL CUMULANTS FROM WIDTH
FLUCTUATIONS

Let o(y) be a single-particle rapidity density distribu-
tion. Suppose the width of this distribution described by the
standard deviation o fluctuates from event to event. The mea-
sured distribution gmeas(¥) is 0(y) averaged over o. Similarly,
Omeas2(V1, y2) is a two-particle rapidity density distribution
averaged over o. Then, we construct a two-particle rapidity
correlation function originating from the width fluctuation.
Following the same reasoning, we calculate higher-order mul-
tiparticle rapidity correlation functions.

Suppose o(y) is given by the normal distribution,

N, y?
oy) = md exp (_F)’ (1)

where N, = f _Jr;o dyo(y) is the total number of particles. This
function is valid for proton rapidity density distribution in
central low-energy collisions [33]. For y &~ 0 (the midrapidity
region), this distribution can be approximated by the quadratic
function

v N (_F 2
QO)N«/EG( _ﬁ) 2)

We assume that o (representing the width of the single-
particle rapidity density distribution) fluctuates from event to
event, being a random variable following the probability dis-
tribution, p(o), where f0+oo do p(o) = 1. The average value
of o will be denoted by oy:

+o0
oy = {0) = /() doop(o). 3)

To emphasize the variability of the o parameter, we denote
the rapidity distribution (1) and (2) as o(y, o). In Fig. 1, we
show an example of how a change of o modifies the rapidity
distribution, using the values of the parameters that are later
used in our examples. Clearly, an increase of o makes the
distribution wider, whereas a decrease of o, makes the distri-
bution narrower. As seen from the figure, the chosen interval
y € [—0.5, 0.5] is so narrow that o(y, o) with different o look
like a single distribution that is rescaled by different factors.

The measured (averaged over o) single-particle rapidity
density distribution gpmeas(y) is obtained as

+o0
Omess(¥) = /O doo(y, 0)p(o). 4

In the limiting case of p(o') = 6(0 — 0y), where § is the Dirac
6 function, Pmess(y) becomes o(y; o0 = op). We note that the
total number of particles, say baryons, N, = fj;o dYOmeas(y)
is unchanged.
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FIG. 1. Proton rapidity density distribution (1) with different val-
ues of o. N, and oy values are roughly estimated to correspond to
proton distribution from central Au 4 Au collisions at 7.7 GeV, see
Sec. III. The vertical dashed lines show the calculation (measure-
ment) range y € [—0.5, 0.5].

Similarly, the averaged two-particle rapidity density distri-
bution reads

+o0
Qmeas2 (1, ¥2) = f doo(y, )02 o)p(@).  (5)
0

Then, the two-particle rapidity correlation function is defined
as

C2(y1a y2) = Qmeas,Z(ylv y2) - Qmeas(yl)Qmeas(yZ)- 6)

The second factorial cumulant is obtained by integrating the
correlation function,

Y Y
G =[ d)H/ dy:Co(y1, y2), @)
—y ¥

where Y characterizes the rapidity range of the measured
correlations.

By analogy, the averaged n-particle rapidity density distri-
bution is

Qmeas,n(yl’ Y2, .0y yn)

+00
=/ doo(y1,0)(y2,0) -0, 0)p(c). (8)
0

For example, the three-particle correlation function reads

GO, y2,y3) = Qmeas,S(Yl 2 Y2, ¥3) — Omeas(¥1)Omeas (2)
X Omeas(¥3) — Omeas ¥1)C2 (32, ¥3)

— Omeas(2)C2(V1, ¥3) — Omeas(¥3)C2 (1, ¥2),
©

and n-particle correlation functions (n = 4, 5, 6) are defined,
e.g., in Ref. [27]. The nth factorial cumulant is obtained by

Y Y
c=/ dyl---f dCa31,y2s -y (10)
—y —y
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A. Correlation functions and factorial cumulants
for the quadratic rapidity distribution

In our calculations, we assume the quadratic single-particle
rapidity density distribution (2) which is a good approxima-
tion in the midrapidity region. It is convenient to introduce
the notation

mk:<$>:/0+oodol%i). (11)
The o averaged rapidity distribution (4) reads
N I,
Qmeas(y) = E(ml - §m3y ) (12)

The first factorial cumulant (equal to the mean number of
particles in the integration interval) is given by

A ! NY 1,
Cl = <N> == dmeeas(y) = \/ﬂ 2m1 — §m3Y .
-Y
(13)

The two-particle rapidity density distribution, two-particle
correlation function, and the second factorial cumulant

J

read

N\ 1 1
Qmeas,Z()’lvyZ) = («/TZ_T[) [m2 - §m4(y% +y§) + Zm6y%y%i|,

(14)
N\l -
Gy, ) = (E) §[4A2,o — 2451 (31 +3)
+A22913), (15)
G = ( MY >2[4A20 - ‘—lAz Y2+ lAz 2Y4}
V27 ’ 3" 9 ”

(16)
where

A2,2 = Mg — m%
)
The three-particle rapidity density distribution, correlation
function, and the third factorial cumulant read

2
Aro=myp —my, Ay =my—mms,

N\’ 1 1 1
Omeas 31> Y2, ¥3) = ( m) [’"3 = 3ms(7 + 33 +33) + 7mr (Y3 + 3103 +333) — gmey%yiyi], (18)
N\ 1
Ci(v1,y2,93) = | —== | 55[843.0 — 4431 (07 + 35 +¥3) + 2432 (513 +y103 +503) — As 3y 1y3 ), (19)
2w ) 2
. NY N\’ , 2 1 .
G = 8A30 —4A31Y" + A3, — —A33Y° |, 20
3 <\/E> [ 3.0 3.1 3432 77433 (20)
where
Az = 2m? —3mmy +m3, Az = Zm%m3 — momz — 2mymy + ms,
Azp = 2m1m§ —2mamy — mymg +my, Azz = 2m§ — 3mzmg + mo. 21
The four-particle rapidity density distribution is given by
4 4
Omeas a1, 72,93, 98) = e ) | s — 2 Yo+ L Y- Lo Y v+ A (22)
meas, 5 V25 )3 m ) p i 4 — irj 8 =, ijok 16 1727374 |-

The four-particle correlation function and the fourth factorial cumulant read

Ca(yi, y2,y3, y4) = (\/ﬂ 5

i=1

é—(MY
‘T V2 3

where

Asp = 6m‘1t — 12mfm2 + 3m§ + dmyms — my,
Ay = 6m?m3 — 6mymomsz + m% — 6m%m4 + 3momy
+ 3myms — mg,
g2 2 2 2
Ay o = bmims — 2moms — 8mymzmy + 2my + 2m3ms

2
— 2mime + mome + 2mym; — mg,

4
32 8 8 1
) |:—16A4,o + ?AMY2 — SAg Yt — —AYO 4 —A4.4Y8:|,

N\ "
—t> v |:— 16A4,0 + 8A41 Z)’,z — 4440 Zyizyi — 2443 Z Vv + A4,4yfy§y§yi:|, (23)

J>i k> j>i

24
27 81 24)

Az =myy — 6m1m§ + 6m§m4 + 6mimszmeg — 3mymg
— 3mamy; — mymo,

Ayyg = myy — 6my + 12m3me — 3mg — dmsmy. (25)

Five- and six-particle correlation functions and the corre-
sponding factorial cumulants are presented in the Appendix.

We note that C; is proportional to le which indicates
the long-range correlations. This is understandable since the
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FIG. 2. Different o distributions studied in this paper. They all
have the same expectation oy and the standard deviation goy.

change of the width of the distribution modifies the distribu-
tion in the whole rapidity range.

B. o fluctuations

We do not know how o fluctuates in realistic heavy-ion
collisions however we may study various probability distri-
butions p(o) to obtain a better insight. In all the presented
distributions we require that

(o) =0y (26)
and the standard deviation

((0 — (0))*) = &0, (27)

where ¢ can vary and determines the strength of the o fluc-
tuations. For ¢ = 0, there are no o fluctuations and all the
correlations vanish. Various o distributions with oy, and ¢
used in our calculations are presented in Fig. 2.

1. Uniform distribution

First, we assume that o follows a uniform distribution. It is
the simplest distribution to study however most likely it is not
very realistic. Namely,

plo) = {2«/%860 ifo € [oo(l — \/58)5 oo(1 + \/58)]

0 otherwise,
(28)
where we assume 0 < ¢ < \/% The interval within which the

distribution p(o) is nonzero is uniquely fixed by condition
(27). We obtain’

1 <1+\/§£)
mp ln ’

- 2\/5800 1— \/§€

"We note that m, = limy_, | m.

1 (1-43e) " — (14 V3e)
ny = 5

2«/5806‘ k—1
k=2,3,.... (29)

One can calculate full analytic expressions for the factorial
cumulants by applying Egs. (29) to Egs. (13), (16), (20),
and (24). ¢ is expected to be small, so we can expand full
expressions into power series in terms of ¢ about zero. Here
we present the leading-order terms (lowest power in €):

A N,z( 12>
C~ 2— =z, 30
1 e 3 (30)
A Nz >22 2\2
Or|—) Q-2 31
2 (m ( ) (3D
. Mz>32484 - )
Gr|l— ) —Q2 -2 -2, 32
3 (m 5 ( ) ( ) (32)
. N,z )4684 94
Cio~—— ) —Q2—29", 33
4 (m 5( ) (33)
where
Y
7=—. (34
o

The factorial cumulants €5 and €y are presented in the
Appendix.

2. Triangular distribution

A step towards a more realistic o distribution is the trian-
gular distribution. Namely,

zal Y i o € [on(1 — v/6e), o]
plo) = ) =l elie) it g ¢ (o, o0(1+VEe)] B9
0 otherwise ,
where 0 < ¢ < \/Lg’ and the interval within which the distribu-
tion p(o’) is nonzero is fixed by Eq. (27).
Then,2
1
m = [(1 + v6¢)In(1 + +/6¢)
6£20y
+ (1 = v68) In(1 — V68)],
— 2
my = —mln(l — 6 ),
1
my =
6820k (k — 1)(k — 2)
Tt v
X - )
(1= 6ey=2 (14 +/6e)2
k=3,4,5,.... (36)

2We note that m; = lim;_., my and m, = limy_,, my.
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One can calculate full analytic expressions for C; using
Egs. (13), (16), (20), and (24). The leading-order terms (low-
est power in ¢) are given by

G~ %(2 - %2), (37)
ng(j%>:%2—ff, (38)
am<%%f2§a—ffa—ﬁ, (39)
&~ —(%)43514<2 — 2y, (40)

where z is given by Eq. (34). The higher-order factorial cumu-
lants are presented in the Appendix.

3. Lognormal distribution

It would be natural to assume that o follows the normal
distribution however, by definition & > 0, whereas the normal
distribution allows also for negative values. Also, the integrals
used to calculate my, Eq. (11), do not converge for the normal
distribution. To overcome these issues and still obtain analytic
results, we assume that o follows the lognormal distribution
[its domain by definition is (0, +00)]. Namely,

)= — L ex _(no —a)’
PO= e N\ )

Its expectation (o) = exp(a + %) and its variance Var(o) =
[exp(h?) — 1]exp(2a + b?). This with the constraints (26) and
(27) gives

(41)

a=1n <L> b=+In@E+1).
e2+1
We have checked that such a distribution is very close to the

corresponding normal distribution, as can be seen in Fig. 2.
For this distribution,

(42)

(1+e)"F

3
9

i fork=1,2,3,....  (43)

Again, one can easily calculate the full analytic expressions
for Cy using Eqgs. (13), (16), (20), and (24). For small &, the
leading-order terms read:

N N,z < 1 2)
C ~ 2__Z )
! V27 3

N ' 2
< ) 22 — 227,

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

3
Gy~ ( Niz ) 3¢*(2 — 22)%(2 — 322),

4
> 166%(2 — 22)2(9z* — 1422 + 4),

where z is given by Eq. (34). The higher-order factorial cumu-
lants are presented in the Appendix.

‘We note that for all three studied distributions, the factorial
cumulants depend on z = Y/op and not on Y and oy sepa-
rately. The leading-order term of . is always proportional to
(N;2)*. As expected, when & — 0, all €, = 0 (k > 2) because
in this case there are no width fluctuations. We also note that
the leading-order terms of ¢, and G, are the same for the three
studied p(o ) distributions. It can be shown that this is the case
for all possible p(o) distributions satisfying Eqgs. (26) and
(27), whereas the higher-order terms and exact results differ
among the distributions.?

4. Truncated normal distribution—numerical computations

Here we assume that o follows the normal distribution
given by

(48)

©) L G 00)?

b V2meoy P 2(e09)* )’
where, as in uniform, triangular, and lognormal distributions,
we require the expectation to be oy and the standard deviation
£0yp. To require o > 0 we use the truncated normal distribu-
tion.* As mentioned earlier, we were unable to obtain analytic
results for the normal distribution however we calculated
numerically using [34]. To test this approach, we used the
same numerical method for uniform, triangular, and lognor-
mal distributions and reproduced the exact results with great
precision.

III. CUMULANT RATIOS

Here we show the cumulant ratios extracted from the fac-
torial cumulants obtained for the quadratic rapidity density
distribution (2). We use the relations between the cumulants
and factorial cumulants [35].5

Our assumption of the Gaussian (approximately quadratic)
proton rapidity density distribution is applicable for low col-
lision energies where also the interesting anomalies of the

3The fact that the leading-order terms of €, and €, are indepen-
dent of ¢ distribution can be justified by expanding m, into series.
Namely,

1 plo)

mp = — do T

o (1+x)

where x = (0 — 0y)/0y is assumed to be small. Expanding m
into a series about zero, one obtains m; as an infinite series in terms
of s, = ,uk/aé‘, where 1 = ((0 — 0¢)¥) is the kth central moment
of o distribution. s; = 0 and s, = £ for all the ¢ distributions that
satisfy Egs. (26) and (27). We note that, for k > 3, s, is distribution
dependent and such terms do not appear in the leading-order terms
of ¢, and G,.

“We use the truncated, normalized normal distribution, p(c) =
Ap(o) if o € [a, b] and p(o) = 0 otherwise, where p(o) is given
by Eq. (48) and A = l/fab do p(o) with a and b being the limits of
the o interval.

5See also Appendix A of Ref. [8] for explicit formulas for the first
six cumulants.
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FIG. 3. The contributions of different-order factorial cumulants €, to cumulants, i3 (left) and x4 (right). They are calculated from the
quadratic proton rapidity density distribution (2) with o following lognormal distribution (41) using exact analytic results from Eqgs. (13), (16),
(20), (24). The coefficients in front of C‘k originate from the relation between cumulants and factorial cumulants, namely «3 = C‘l + 3@2 + ég
and x;, = €, +7C, + 6@3 + C;. The values of N,, Y, and oy roughly correspond to the STAR measurements in central Au + Au collisions at

7.7 GeV.

scaled kurtosis were measured by the STAR Collaboration
[36]. We have used the simulated net-proton rapidity density
distribution in central 0%—5% Au + Au collisions at ,/s,, =
7.7 GeV from Ref. [37] to roughly estimate that N, ~ 200 and
0o ~ 1.5 are reasonable values.® For m = 3 GeV, we have
used the preliminary STAR data on proton density distribution
in central 0%—5% Au + Au collisions [33] and extracted the
parameters N, = 175, o9 =~ 0.75. We note that the estimated
00(3 GeV)/op(7.7 GeV) =0.75/1.5 = 0.5 is very close to
the rough estimate In(3)/In(7.7) ~ 0.54.7 We choose Y =
0.5 as in the STAR measurements.

In our calculations we have tried two methods of approx-
imating the cumulant ratios. In the first method, we calculate
the cumulants from the factorial cumulants using only the
earlier presented leading-order terms of C,. This approxima-
tion works very well in most of the cases as seen in the
following examples. The results of this method are denoted
in the figures as “approx with C.”

In the second method, we calculate the cumulants from the
factorial cumulants using exact expressions for €, and then
we approximate the obtained cumulant ratios by the power
series expansion about & = (. We obtain the expansions of the
form

e RN (L 49)
K2 N
O(e*)

6At low energies, there are very few produced antiprotons.
Therefore, the net-proton rapidity density distribution is a good
approximation of the proton distribution. As mentioned earlier, treat-
ing the single-particle rapidity distribution as a single Gaussian or
quadratic function is only a rough approximation.

"The width of the single-particle rapidity density distribution
roughly scales as In(,/5y,)-

where a, = 6, 18,42,90 forn = 3,4, 5, 6, respectively,

Nz 2-722)?
27 6—722

is universal for studied o distributions (uniform, triangular,
lognormal) and various orders of cumulants, whereas higher-
order terms differ between the distributions and orders of
cumulants. The same expansion is also obtained for «,/k|
with the coefficient equal to three. We show the result of
this method as “approx with « up to €°.” As seen from the
following examples, this approximation works well for small
¢.% Therefore, for small o fluctuations, each of the studied
cumulant ratios is described by the common formula for very
different o distributions. This suggests that the cumulant ra-
tios are independent of p(c) for small . f(N,,z) is found
to be equivalent to considering only the leading-order terms
of €| and €, and neglecting higher-order factorial cumulants.
This indicates that, for small ¢, the cumulant ratios are dom-
inated by two-particle correlations. This is further supported
by Fig. 3.

SN, 2) = (50)

A. m =17.7 GeV

We assume N, = 200, op = 1.5, ¥ = 0.5 which roughly
correspond to the STAR measurements in central Au+ Au
collisions at \/syy = 7.7 GeV.

In Fig. 4, we show exact «»/« (calculated with all A; ;) for
o following the uniform, triangular, and lognormal distribu-
tions. We note that the scaled variance is very similar for all
three p(o ). For the lognormal distribution we show also the

8We have checked that including &* terms improves the results but
works worse than the “approx. with ¢ method.
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FIG. 4. (left) Scaled variance «,/k; calculated from the quadratic proton rapidity density distribution (2) with o following uniform (28),
triangular (35), and lognormal distribution (41) using the exact analytic result from Egs. (13) and (16). All three distributions give virtually
the same results. (right) x, /k; calculated using o following lognormal distribution (41). Both approximations reproduce the exact results very
well. The values of N, Y, and oy roughly correspond to the STAR measurements in central Au 4+ Au collisions at 7.7 GeV.

approximated results which are very close to the exact curve
(the same is true for the uniform and triangular distributions).
The cumulant ratios «3/k> and k4/k, with o following the
uniform distribution are presented in the first row, the results
with triangular distribution are in the second row, whereas
the results with lognormal distribution are in the third row
of Fig. 5. The exact curves use the analytic exact results
with all A; ; terms of the factorial cumulants. The dashed line
kn/km = 1 is the Poisson baseline for no correlations case.
The cumulant ratios ks/k, and k¢/k, are presented in the
Appendix.

In the case of the truncated normal distribution, we calcu-
late the factorial cumulants with N; = 200,Y = 0.5,0¢0 = 1.5
using numerical integration for my; (see previous section). The
integration is done for o € [0.01, 31.°

In Fig. 6, we show the numerical results for the truncated
normal distribution in comparison to the exact results with
the lognormal distribution. The normal distribution results
are in agreement with lognormal results for small ¢, and for
larger ¢ they follow the same trend though they give greater
values.

B. /5y =3 GeV

We note that the cumulant ratios at . /5, = 3 GeV are mea-
sured by the STAR Collaboration in the asymmetric rapidity
range, y € [—0.5, 0], whereas, at other collision energies, they
are obtained within the symmetric interval, y € [—0.5,0.5]
[36]. As seen from Eqs. (12), (15), (19), and (23), the rapidity
density distributions, as well as rapidity correlation functions
are the even functions with respect to every y;. Clearly, for any

We have verified that both making this interval wider (o €
[0.005, 5]) or more narrow (o € [0.9, 2.1]) does not change the cu-
mulant ratios «3/x; and k4 /K, for e € [0.01, 0.09]. We have checked
that the normalization constant is very close to 1 in all these intervals.

function f satisfying this condition,

Y Y
[
-y -y

0
zznf
-y

Therefore, the kth factorial cumulant from the rapidity cor-
relation function in [—Y, 0] is 2% times smaller than the
corresponding factorial cumulant in [-Y, Y]. Since the cumu-
lants are the linear combinations of the factorial cumulants of
a different order [35], the cumulant ratios are modified in a
more complicated way.

Using N, = 175 and oy = 0.75 extracted from the fit to the
STAR data at /s, =3 GeV [33] and taking Eq. (51) into
account, we have calculated the cumulant ratios, originating
from the width fluctuations, in y € [—0.5,0] as well as y €
[—0.5,0.5]. They are presented in Figs. 7 and 8 for various o
distributions. The higher-order cumulant ratios are shown in
the Appendix. We note that the results obtained in symmet-
ric and asymmetric rapidity intervals differ significantly. We
have checked that the previously discussed two methods of
approximation also work but in Eq. (49) a,, should be divided
by two.

Ay, f(y1,¥2, -5 Yn)

0
dyl/ dynf(yl,yz,,yn) (51)
-Y

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In this paper, we have presented the method of analytical
calculation of the correlation functions, factorial cumulants,
and cumulants originating from the fluctuating width of the
proton rapidity density distribution. We have assumed that
this distribution is a Gaussian function that can be approx-
imated by the quadratic function in the midrapidity region.
This assumption is valid for central low-energy Au + Au col-
lisions. At higher energies (already slightly below 10 GeV),
the distribution has a bimodal shape. The aim of our pa-
per is to estimate the significance of the effect of width
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FIG. 5. The cumulant ratios, k3/«, and k4/k», calculated from the quadratic proton rapidity density distribution (2) with o following
uniform distribution (28) (first row), triangular distribution (35) (second row), and lognormal distribution (41) (third row). “exact” is the exact
analytic result from Eqs. (13), (16), (20), (24), with my, given by Eq. (29), (36), and (43), respectively. “approx with € is the result using the

leading-order terms in ¢ for the factorial cumulants (see main text). “approx with « up to ¢

2 is the approximation using Eq. (49). The values

of N,, Y, and o roughly correspond to the STAR measurements in central Au + Au collisions at 7.7 GeV.

fluctuations rather than give precise results. We have studied
the width o fluctuations following three qualitatively differ-
ent distributions, uniform, triangular, and lognormal (which
approximates normal distribution). Obviously, they do not
expend all the possibilities but we believe they constitute a
representative choice.

We find that for very different o distributions, all the cu-
mulant ratios can be approximated by the universal function

(49) for small ¢, where ¢ determines the strength of the o
fluctuations, see Eq. (27). This indicates that the results are in-
dependent of a choice of p(o) when the width fluctuations are
small. This approximation is equivalent to considering only
the leading-order terms of the first and second factorial cumu-
lants which indeed are the same for any o distribution with
the same mean and standard deviation. Hence, at small ¢, the
cumulant ratios are governed by the two-particle correlations.
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FIG. 6. The cumulant ratios, k»/k1, k3/k2, and k4/k, calculated from the quadratic proton rapidity density distribution (2). The solid line
assumes o fluctuations following lognormal distribution (same as in Figs. 4 and 5) whereas the dashed line corresponds to the truncated normal
distribution with the my, calculated numerically. The values of N,, Y, and oj roughly correspond to the STAR measurements in central Au + Au

collisions at 7.7 GeV.
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FIG. 7. The scaled variance «,/k) calculated from the quadratic
proton rapidity density distribution (2) with o following uniform
(28), triangular (35), and lognormal distribution (41), using exact
formulas and values of N; and oy corresponding to central Au + Au
collisions at 3 GeV. The results are compared for the wider (y €
[—0.5, 0.5]) and narrower (y € [—0.5, 0]) rapidity range. For a given
rapidity interval, all three distributions give very similar results.

In Table I, we present the STAR Collaboration data
[38,39]. We note that the cumulant ratios from the width
fluctuations for ¢ < 0.05 are of the same order of magnitude
as measured experimentally. Hence, we have shown that the
distribution width fluctuations due to fireball density fluctu-
ations may have a measurable contribution to the cumulant
ratios in heavy-ion experiments. Therefore, they should be
further studied and taken into account in the search for the
predicted first-order phase transition and critical point be-
tween the hadronic matter and quark-gluon plasma. A direct
comparison with data is rather challenging because there are
other sources of correlations, e.g., the global baryon number
conservation [40—47]. It would be interesting to investigate the
fluctuations in width of the rapidity distribution using various
Monte Carlo models. The application of our method to the
bimodal rapidity distribution (superposition of two Gaussians)
would extend our results for much broader collision energy
spectrum.

We have also demonstrated that the cumulant ratios mea-
sured in a symmetric and an asymmetric rapidity range might
result in very different values. Therefore, one should be very
careful when comparing the cumulant ratios measured in dif-
ferent rapidity intervals.
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FIG. 8. The cumulant ratios k3/x; and x4/, calculated from the quadratic proton rapidity density distribution (2) with o following uniform
(first row), triangular (second row), and lognormal (third row) distribution using exact formulas and values of N, and oy, corresponding to central
Au + Au collisions at 3 GeV. The results are compared for the wider (y € [—0.5, 0.5]) and narrower (y € [—0.5, 0]) rapidity range.

TABLE I. Cumulant ratios measured by the STAR Collaboration at the lowest energies [38,39].

SNN 3GeVye[-0.5,0] 7.7 GeVy e [—0.5,0.5]
K2 /K1 1.218 £ 0.001(stat.) £ 0.019(syst.) 0.928 £ 0.005(stat.) &= 0.005(syst.)
K3/K2 0.954 £ 0.005(stat.) £ 0.06(syst.) 0.824 + 0.08(stat.) = 0.032(syst.)
K4/K2 —0.85 £ 0.09(stat.) &= 0.80(syst.) 1.8 £ 1.2(stat.) £ 0.4(syst.)
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We note that the longitudinal fluctuations have already
been studied by the expansion into orthogonal polynomials
[4,27,28,30]. In this formalism, the width fluctuation is re-
flected in the second-order coefficient. In this paper, we have
proposed another approach that focuses directly on the rapid-
ity density distribution width fluctuations originating from the
longitudinal fluctuations of the fireball density.

The goal of this work is to stimulate further research on
longitudinal fluctuations. In principle, not only it can con-
tribute to the important probes of a critical point such as the

J

proton multiplicity cumulants but also improve our under-
standing of the fireball longitudinal dynamics.
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APPENDIX: THE HIGHER-ORDER CORRELATION FUNCTIONS AND FACTORIAL CUMULANTS

The subsequent n-particle rapidity density distributions follow the same pattern (n = 5, 6) as in Egs. (14), (18), and (22).

Namely,

Ny 2.2.2
Omeas,5(V1, Y2, - -5 ¥5) = (E) |:m5 —3m Z)’l + m9 Z)’,J’] - —mll Z YiYivi

2.2.2.2
—m13 Y v -

I>k>j>i

Jj>i k> j>i

1
TItEh yé}, (AD)

N \6
Omeas,6 (V15 Y2, - -+, Vo) = (#) |:m6 — 5Mms Z)’, + mlO Zy,yj - —mlz Z y?yiyi
4

I
ma Y VIV, —

I>k>j>i

j>i k> j>i

1
EYTD DI IRV T R e

n>Il>k>j>i

The five-particle correlation function and the corresponding factorial cumulant read'”

5
N, 1
Cs(y1,y2,...,¥5) = ) = 32450 —

16A512y 8452 ) yiy] —4Asa ) D= 2sa D DT

j>i k>j>i I>k> j>i
- As,sy%yﬁyﬁyiyﬁ} (A3)
A N3Y3 80 , 80 40 10 g 1 10
s = W[32A5 0— ?As Yo+ KAS DAl 2—7A5 Y0 — aAs 4Y" — %As sY } (A4)
where
Asy = 24m? — 60m?m2 + 30m1m§ + ZOmfm3 — 10myms — Smymy + ms,
As | = 24m?m3 — 36m%m2m3 + 6m§m3 + Smlmg — 24m?m4 + 24mymomy — Smzmy + 12m%m5
— 6myms — dmyme + m,
Asp = 24m1m3 — 1811111712"13 + 2m3 — 36m3mymy + 12mamzmy + 12mym3 + 12mymzms
— 6mgms — 6m1m6 + 6mymome — 3mameg + 6m1m7 — 3momy — 3mymg + mo,
As3 = —2mymyg + my; + 24m1m3 6m2m3 — 36m1m3m4 + 12m3m4 + 6m3m5 ISm%mgmﬁ
+ 6momsme + 12mymameg — 3msmeg + 12mymzmy — 6mam; — 3mzmg + Zm%mg — mom,
As 4 = mymyp — my3 + 4dmjoms — 24m1m§ + 24m§’m4 + 36m1m%m6 — 24dmzmymeg — 6m1m2
— 12m§m7 + 6memy — 8mymsmg + dmgmo,
As s = mys — Smpyms + 24m§ — 6Om§m6 + 3Om3m§ + 20m§m9 — 10memy. (AS)

19They are calculated according to formulas given in Ref. [27].
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The six-particle correlation function and the factorial cumulant are given by

N, \°1 o
c(,(yl,yz,...,y6)=( m) 5 | 64450 + 32461 )57 + 16402 )31y} 8463 D ¥
i=1 j>i k>j>i

(A6)

+4Aea Y VIV +246s Y VYR +Ase s Ve | -

I>k>j>i n>l>k>j>i

Co = é\g_[y; |:_64A6,0 + 6446, Y + 83_0A6,2Y4 + %Amw + %AMYS + %As,sylo + %As,aylz} , (A7)
where
Ago = 120mS — 360mimy + 270m3m5 — 30m3 + 120m3mz — 120mymyms + 10m3 — 30mimy
+ 15mymy + 6myms — me,
Ag1 = 120m?m3 — 240m*?m2m3 + 90m1m§m3 + 60m§m§ — 20m2m§ — 120m‘11m4 + 180m%m2m4
— 30m§m4 — 50mymsmy + Smﬁ + 60m?m5 — 60mmyms + 11msms — ZOm%m(, + 10myme 4+ Smym; — mg,
Agr = myy — 12Om‘11m§ + 144m%m2m§ — 18m§m§ — 24m1m§ + 192m?m3m4 — 144mymomsmy
+ 18m§m4 — 72m%mﬁ + 24m2m§ — 72m%m3m5 + 24mymsms + 48mymyms — 6m§
+ 24m‘1‘m6 — 36m%m2m6 + 6m§m6 + 24mymzme — 9mame — 24m?m7 + 24mymomg
— bmsmy + 12m%m8 — 6bmymg — 4mymg ,
Ags = —6mfm1o + 3mymyy — myp + 3myomy + 120m?m§ — 72m1m2m§ + 6m‘31 — 216mfm§m4
+ 54m2m§m4 + 108m1m3mﬁ — 12m2 + 54m1m%m5 — 36mzmyms — 72m?m3m(,
+ S54mymoamzmeg — 12m§m6 + 54mfm4m6 — 18mamyme — 18mymsmeg + 3m§ + 54mfm3m7
— 18mymszm; — 36mymam; + 9msm; — 18mymzmg + 9mymg + 6m?m9 — 6mymomg + 4mszmyg ,
Aga = 2m%m12 —2mymy3 + myg — mppymy + 16mymioms — 4myymz — 120m%m§t + 24m2m§
— 8mygmy + 192m1m§’m4 — 72m§m§ — 24m§m5 + 144m%m§m6 — 36m2m§m6
— 144mymzmymeg + 24mﬁm6 + 24mzmsmg — 18m%m§ + 6m2m§ — 72m1m§m7
+ 48mzmym; + 24mymem; — 6m% + 12m§mg — bmgmg — 24m%m3m9 + 8mymsmg
+ 16mimymg — 4msmyg ,
Ag s = mymys — myg — 10mymams + Smyzms — 20m10m§ + 120m1m§ + Smomy — 120m§m4
+ 10mome — 24Om1mgm6 + 180m§m4m6 + 9Om1m3mé — 3Om4mé + 6Om§m7
— 60mzmemy + 60m1m§m9 — 40m3mymy — 20mymemg + 10mymy ,
Ag = mig — 6mysms + 30mam3 — 120m$ — 15mypmeg + 360mimg — 270m3mZ + 30m;
— 120m3mg + 120mzmemo — 10mg . (A8)

In the case of the uniform o distribution, Eq. (28), the approximated formulas (leading-order terms of the power series
expansion about ¢ = 0) read

G5~ —(j—%)s%zséa _ 21—, (A9)

Co ~ (\I/V—;iﬂyg(z — 755 (A10)
For the triangular distribution, Eq. (35), we have

b~ _<«]/v_;in)521586(2—12)4(1 — ), (A1)

Co ~ <§_;in)6%86(2 — 7255 (A12)
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FIG. 9. «ks/k, and k¢/k, for o following the uniform distribution. The left-hand side plots show a wider ¢ range [0, 0.1] whereas the
right-hand side plots show details at small ¢ € [0, 0.03].

For the lognormal distribution, Eq. (41), we obtain

A Niz : 8 2\2 2 4 6
Cs ~ 56°(2 — z°)*(200 — 1172z° + 16947 — 6757°), Al3
: <m ) @ =4 ) A1)
. Nz \°
Co ~ < & ) 48¢'0(2 — 2%)* (432 — 360642” + 8728z* — 76367° 4 21872°). (Al4)
V21
The cumulant ratios, «s5/k, and k¢ /K7, with o following the uniform, triangular, and lognormal distributions are presented in

Figs. 9-11.

In Figs. 12-14, we compare the cumulant ratios, x5/« and k¢ /K>, obtained in the symmetric (y € [—0.5, 0.5]) and asymmetric
(y € [-0.5, 0]) rapidity interval for all three analytically studied o distributions with N, and oy corresponding to the STAR
measurements at 3 GeV.
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FIG. 13. Same as Fig. 12 but for o following the triangular distribution.
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FIG. 14. Same as Fig. 12 but for o following the lognormal distribution.
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