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Abstract

Using a Tsallis nonextensive approach, we simultaneouslyyae recent data obtained by the LHC ATLAS ex-
periment on distributions of transverse momenta of jp{g, together with distributions of transverse momenta of
particles produced within these jets (defined relative &j¢it's axis),p'Te', and their multiplicity distributionsP (N).

The respective nonextensivity parameters for distrimstiof jets,qjet, for distributions of particles in jetsy and

the global nonextensivity parameter obtained frBifN), gy, were then compared with nonextensivity parameters
g obtained from minimum biapp collisions at energies corresponding to the energies cktlets. The values of
the corresponding nonextensivity parameters were foube &imilar, strongly indicating the existence of a common
mechanism behind all these processes. We tentativelyifigéimis as aself-similarityproperty known to be present
there and resulting in Tsallis type distributions. If comfad, this would considerably strengthen the nonextensive
Tsallis approach.
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1. Introduction Tsallis formulal[3]. In this caseg is known as a nonex-
) o tensivity parameter. In this form, Eq.](1) is usually sup-
For some time now it is known that transverse momepgsed to represent a nonextensive generalization of the
tum spectra of dierent kinds measured in multiparticlgsoltzmann-Gibbs exponential distribution, exjpé/T),
production processes, which change character from exggeq in a statistical description of multiparticle produc-
nential at small values qér to power-like atlarger, can tion processes, witly being a new parameter, in addi-

be described by a simple two-parameter formula, tion to previous "temperatureT. Such an approach is
pr\-" known as nonextensive statistics [3] in which the parame-
h(pr)=C (1 + ﬁ) . (1) tergsummarily describes all features causing a departure

from the usual Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics (in particular
This was first proposed inl[1] as the simplest formula eit-can be shown that it is directly related to the possible
trapolating the largepr power behavior expected fromintrinsic, nonstatistical fluctuations of the temperatilire
parton collisions to exponential behavior observed ff4, |6]). However, the Tsallis distribution also emerges
pr — 0. At present it is known as the QCD-bagddge- from a number of other more dynamical mechanisms, for
dorn formula[2] and was used in many fits to recent dat@xample see_[5] for more details and references. In all
However, in many branches of physics Ef] (1), with possible scenarios leading to E@] (1), the "temperature”,
replaced byn = 1/(1 - q), is more widely known as theor, in general, scale paramefgr is given by the mean
value of the transverse momentu(py) = 2nT/(n - 3),

and we do not discuss here its possible dependence on en-
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of transverse momentgy >> nT, Eq. [1) becomes scaleand An are, respectively, the azimuthal angle and the
free (independent oF) distribution. The Tsallis distribu- pseudorapidity of the hadrons relative to that of the jet,
tion was successfully used for a description of all kinds gf = —Intand, with 6 being the polar angle), namely
multiparticle production processes in a wide range of ind® = 0.6. Distributions of transverse momen;aif,eSt, of
dent energy (from few GeV up to few TeV) and in a brogeéts of charged particles were observed,

range of transverse momenta (see, for example, reviews

[5,€]. In particular, it turned out that it also successfull f ( ft) = i dNiet 2)
describes transverse momenta of charged particles mea- Njet dp‘Tet

sured by LHC experiments, the flux of which changes by o
over 15 orders of magnitude ] and also distributions of transverse momenta

The Tsallis distribution was recently used in an analy- | B piey
sis of the distribution of the longitudinal component of Pr=——r 3)
momenta of particles within jets produced frp colli- |ple‘|

sions [10] WhiCh! from thi§ point of view, is similar togf g1 N particles (only charged) in the jet,
what was found irete™ collisions [11]. Recent ATLAS

data [12] 13] allow us to extend such an analysis to trans- f(pe) = 1dNn @)
verse characteristics of jets and charged particles within N dpire"

them. This is because they provide both the distributions ] S

of transverse momenta of jets produced at LHC energilé},,add_'t'on’ [12] also p_rO\_/ldes multlpl_|C|ty distributian

pi*, and distributions of transverse momenta of particl@§particles produced within observed je¢N). o
produced within these jets (defined relative to the jets),!t should be SEFSS?Gd that the pure power law distribu-
pe. One can then retrieve and discuss the respect®: f (Pr) ~ py’, is not experimentally observed for
nonextensivity parameters of jetger, and particles pro- J€ts: The observed slope parametedepends orpr,
duced within themgre. In addition, becausé [12] at the? = ¥ (Pr). However, a Tsallis distributiori{1) emerges
same time also provides multiplicity distributions withidf ©ne accounts for this dependence and assumes it in the
jets, P(N), it is possible to confront both nonextensivitief!lowing two parameterr{andT) form,

with thqt obtained from an analysis B{N), gqy. This is In(nT + pr) (n—1)In(nT) +In(n— 1)
the subject of the present wlrk y(pr)=n In (o) + In (o) .

In this case, the transverse momentum distribution for jets
can be fitted by a Tsallis formulBl(1) with~ 7 andT =
0.45 GeV, cf. Fig[1.
In what follows we shall concentrate on ATLAS data Data on distributions of transverse momem?éof par-
[12]. They were taken at energy 7 TeV and in rapiditycles produced within the jet are presented in two papers.
window |y < 1.9 measured jets observed in very natn [12] are data fop’Tet <40 GeV andin[[13] f0|p‘Tet > 40
row jet cones defined bR = /A2 + A¢?2 (whereA¢ GeV. All can be fitted by a Tsallis formull(1) and results
are shown in Fig[12 and Tab[é 1, for the first set, and in
Fig.[3 and Tablgl2, for the second one. It must be stressed
Lin [8] these results were derived from QCD considerationirhs gt this point that the uncertainty is large in getting the pre
outthat, although one gets a Tsallis-like formula, theeeis dependent ~ica values of parametefsandn from fits because both
prefactor, the presence of whiclffects the value of the parameter. .
Also, in the low pr domain, Tsallis distribution Witl’p?r seems to do variables are correlated. _On_e also _has to remember that
better than the one withr. Both choices are possible, depending on thdata from|[13] presented in Fig] 3ftér from those from
circumstances, cf. [9] for details. In our case both woukllein the [12] and presented in Fiﬂ] 2. Namely, they were collected

same conclusions. track i
2The other two LHC experiments, ALICE and CMS, do not providfeor |77| <12 ande > 0.5 Gev (tO be Compared with

track i i
such results for the same experimental conditions and ubimgame In| <_ 1.9 "3‘-"]dp'|[&lc > 03 GeV in the f_orrr_1er Case)' _ThIS
criteria for data selection. fact influences multiplicity in jets (which is smaller in the

(5)

2. Transverse momentum distributions of jets and
particleswithin jets
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Figure 1: (Color online) Distribution oijTGI for jets at+/s = 7 TeV
fitted by Tsallis distribution[{1) witiT = 0.45 GeV andn = 7 (which
corresponds tq = 1.14). Data are taken from [12].

Figure 2: (Color online) Distributions qﬁrTe' particles inside the jets
with different values op!*" obtained in[[12], fitted using Tsallis dis-
tribution (@). To make distributions readable, the contieeucurves
i=0,1,2,... were multiplied by 10 For all curvesT = 0.18 GeV. The

Table 1: Fit ters for Figl 8:= 1+ 1/n. corresponding values of the parame’le(andq =1+ 1/n) are listed in
ave it parameters for Figl +1m Tabl¢l. Data are taken from [12].

pf'[Gev] [ T[Gev] | n q
4-6 0.18 | -85 |0.88 which follow Tsallis distribution has Negative Binomial

10-15 0.18 55 | 1.02

15-24 0.18 16 | 1.06 N

24 - 40 0.18 | 11.5 | 1.09 P(N) = (N + k) ( K ) , (6)

(N + D)r'(K) (1+ @)'“N
k
o ) with

later case), which, in turn, influences the value of the pa- 1 Var(N) 1 1 7
rameterT. K- N2 Ny T (7)

NOt'Ce. the negative values of the parame.tté_or, €O \Whereas for NBDOy > 1 and parametdcin (7) is positive,
respondinglyg < 1 values of the nonextensivity param;

eter) for small values of thp!*', i.e., for small values of fortheq < 1 casek becomes negativé - —«) and NBD

the energy of such jets seen in F[g. 2. This fact is Cot%(_acomes a binomial distribution (BD),

nected with the limitation of the available phase space in Ny \N
this case. Actually, maximal values for the ratj¢/ pi* (N) = Ik+1) (?) (®)
for data in Fig[R2 are in the ranged® — 0.15 and in Fig[B I'(N+1(k—N+1) (1 _ m)K—N’
in the range M06 — 0.09. The nonextensivity parameter K
drops below unity for distributions with?®'/pi* > 0.12.  gnq
Zo1-qu ©
K

3. Multiplicity distributionswithin jets

From our eXperience with applications of Tsallis statis= 3Cft., also [15] where similar results were obtained from apptly

tics to m_ult_ip_artic_le PrquCtion processes, we KnOW [14gerent point of views. In fact there is a parameter equivaiegtand
that multiplicity distribution of particles energy spextf aresulting distribution can be written in Tsallis form.



jet Table 2: Fit parameters for Fil §;= 1+ 1/n.
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| 310-400 L
10 k+:\“‘\n\ S10-4n0 25-40 | 025 |70 | 1.014
S B N\ 210.260 40 - 60 0.25 |25 | 1.040
a 1071 ¥ ———v—
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Figure 3: (Color online) The same as in F[d. 2 but now for jesith
Iargerp'TGI for which all curves hav@ = 0.25 GeV. The corresponding

values of the parameter(andq = 1 + 1/n) are given in Tablg]2. Data Table 3:P(N) characteristics for jets with ﬂérentp'ft.
are taken from [13].

priGevl | (N) Var(N) qu-1
. 4-6 4.41 2.31 -0.11
For both the NBD and BD we expect the following to 6-10 5.72 383 -0.058
hold: ' ' '
10-15 7.11 6.61 -0.0098
(N+DPN+1) N 10 15-24 | 756  11.2  0.063
P(N (10)
(N) 24-40 | 7.80 181  0.097
with
(N)k a o N
= N b=, forNBD,  (11) 4. sef-similarity property of the multiparticle pro-
a = (N, b=0 for Poisson (12) duction proc
a = (N>« , b=2  for BD, (13)  The values of nonextensivity parameters obtained from
Kk —(N) K an analysis of multiplicity distributions and distributi®

of pr of jets and in jets can now be compared with the re-
From data on multiplicity distributionsP(N), mea- spective nonextensivity parameters obtained in measure-
sured in jets [12] (fOijet < 40 GeV only) one ca’m checkments ofpr distributions in other experiments on mini-

the behavior of Eq.[(jO). As can be seen from in ffig. UM biasppcollisions in which the range qir and mul-

this relation is linear, i.e., the correspondiPgN) are in- tiplicities were similar and energies of which were simi-
deed of NBD or BD type (the deviation from linearity oclar to energies of the jets investigated. The corresponding
curs only forN = 1, for which one encounters experimer{-esuns for the dependence of the resulting nonextensive
tal difficulties and which, in fact, can be omitted from odfr@metersj as a function of the measured mean mul-
analysis). From parameteasandb obtained this way we tPIicity (N) are presented in Figl] 5. The approximate
can deduce, using EqE_{11J=113), valueg\, Var(N) similarity of these results is clearly visiflle

andk or (i.e., values of the corresponding nonextensivity

parameteqy) which are presented in Talflee 3. Notice that 4A word of comment on Fig[J5 is in order here. So far we were

their_Vall_JeS corre_sppnd closely to those obtained from mmating the parametgrfrom distributions ofpr or N and discussing
distributions ofpr in jets presented in Tab[é 1. its energy dependenceg(s), as obtained from dlierent experiments ][5,
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Figure 4: (Color online (Nf,)(ﬁ()'\”l in function of multiplicity N in jets

with different values ob#el as measured in [12] and presented in Elg.
No such information oP(N) is available for jets analyzed in Figl 3.

Figure 5: (Color online) Compilation of values gfas obtained from
p'Te' distributions (triangles) and from multiplicity distribans (circles).
Triangles at smalN) are obtained from data [12], those for largat)
%rom |13]. Full squares and circles are from data on multipler pro-
duction inp + p collisions and, correspondingly, squares (inelastic)data

are from compilation for LAB energy.3 — 303 GeV presented in_[16],
whereas circles (non-singleffiactive data) are from compilation pre-

The results presented here can be summarized in ?ﬁ%te{j infldI7]

following way: (i) A Tsallis distribution successfully de-
scribes inclusiver distributions in a wide range of trans-
verse momenta for all energies measured sa far [5, 6, 7
(i) This is also true for the distribution of transverse mé:
menta of jets as shown in Figl 1. The nonextensivity p
rameter in this case} = 1.14, is comparable tq = 1.15
describing inclusive distributions of transverse mome
of particles at the same energy 7 TeV [1ii.)(The Tsallis
distribution also describes transverse momenta distribl!
tions of particles in jets. The values gfobtained in this
case are roughly the same as those obtained from an
alyzes of multiplicity distributions in these jets. It shdu
be noted that, as seen in Figl. 5, values of the nonext
sivity parameten for particles in jets correspond rather
closely to values of] obtained from the inclusive distri-
butions measured ipp collisions (for the corresponding
energies available for production) in the similar ranges
transverse mome

To conclude, one observes a kind of similarity (in what
nlhcerns values of the corresponding nonextensivity pa-
[aqmeters) of multiplicity distributionB(N) and transverse
momentum distributions (pr) of particles produced in
inimum bias collisiongp and particles in jets of com-
parable energies. This can be interpreted as a demonstra-
ion that the mechanisms of particle production in both
cases are the same or, at least, are similar and contain
sgnecommon parfl9]. This common part, in turn, can
be identified with the self-similarity character of the pro-
ngtion process in both cases, resulting in a kind of cas-
ade process, which always results in a Tsallis distriloutio
2Q]. Actually, this is a very old idea, introduced already
by Hagedorn in[[21]. He assumed that the production of
B@drons proceeds through formatiorficgballs which are

nomenon of geometrical scaling fpr distributions discussed recently

18]. Here we would like to compare distributions of particia p + p

(cf. [24] and references therein), apparently being a aumesece of
gluon saturation at some sca. It turns out that scaled distributions

collisions to those in jets, for which, unfortunately, wemtat know the can be described by a Tsallis formulal[25] with the saturaticale be-
corresponding energy/s. On the other hand, we kno¢N) both for ing hidden in the parametdr (not g); in fact to get scaling one has to
p + p collisions and for particles produced in jets, so it is remdde allow for T being dependent opr. One should, however, be aware of

instead to show as a function ofN).
SResults discussed here could be regarded as related to ¢he pivlated [26].

the fact that in the energy domain discussed here scalingssée be



a statistical equilibrium of an undetermined number of all It is worth reminding at this point that both Tsallis dis-
kinds of fireballs, each of which in turn is considered to ligbution and the Negative Binomial Distribution can be
a fireball. In fact this was used as a justification in the firsegarded as a consequence of using a gamma distribu-
proposed generalization of the Hagedorn model, consiiin for clusters formed before fragmentation. Whereas
ered as a statistical model, gestatistics, cf.,[[22]. In the the former arises from the fluctuations of temperature in a
pure dynamical QCD approach to hadronization, one éBeltzman-Gibs distribution, the latter arises from the fluc
counters the same idea, as, for example, that presentedions of mean multiplicity in a Poissonian distribution
in [23]. In it partons fragment into final state hadronhe common feature is that in both cases fluctuations are
through multiple sub-jet production. As a result one hagy&ven by a gamma distribution which is stable under the
self-similar behavior of cascade of jets to sub-jets to sukize distribution, i.e., exhibits self-similarity and 8og
sub-jets ... to final state hadrons behavior (actually, NBD is also a self-similar distributio
[27]). This indicates once more that self-similarity en-
countered in processes under consideration is the physical
5. Summary ground of the observed similarities discusses here. Re-

) ) ) sults presented here could possibly open discussion about
Using the Tsallis nonextensive approach, we have ang@ls validity of thermal model$ [28].

ysed recent data found by the LHC ATLAS experiment
[12,13] on transverse momentum distributions of jeti,
particles within jets and their multiplicity distributisn

The values of the respective nonextensivity parametersthis research was supported in part by the Na-
obtained this way, when compared with the correspondifighal Science Center (NCN) under contract DEC-
values obtained from the inclusive distributions measured1103/B/ST202617 (ZW) and by the Ministry
in pp collisions for the corresponding energies availablg Science and Higher Education under contract
for production and in similar ranges of transverse mgpPN/N97/CERN2009 (GW). We would like to warmly

menta, were found to be similar. This can be consithank Dr Eryk Infeld for reading this manuscript.
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