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An analysisof the fluctuations in the phasespacedistributionof hadronsproducedin the
decayof 78829 Z1’ has been carried Out, using the method of factorial moments.The high
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statisticscollectedby the DELPHI experimentat LEP during 1990 allowed studiesof theevent
sampleboth globally and in intervalsof p

1 and multiplicity, and for differentjet topologiesand
for single jets. A largecontribution to the factorial momentsof the one-dimensionaldata on
rapiditywith respectto the eventaxis comesfrom hard gluons.Detailsof factorial momentsin
two and threedimensionsare presented.Influencesof resonancedecayshave beenstudied by
Monte Carlo simulation: one-dimensionalfactorial momentsat low p3, andtwo-, three-dimen-
sional analysesareaffected.Parton showermodels describethe data reasonablywell.

1. Introduction

This paperpresentsresults of the studyof fluctuations in the distribution of
hadrons produced in e~e collisions at the Z’

t energy, using the DELPHI
detectorat LEP. It follows andcomplementspreviousstudies[1] usinga sampleof
hadroniceventswith 10 times higher statistics.Preliminary results have already

beenreported[2].
In order to provide a quantitative test of anomalousmultiplicity fluctuations

(spikes)in variablesintervals of rapidity, Bialas and Peschanski[3] proposedin
1986 to analyzethe distributions of multiplicity in terms of normalizedfactorial
moments.Given an experimentaldistribution of particlesin the rapidity interval
from — Y/2 to Y/2, the interval Y is divided into M equalsubintervals,eachof
size 5y = Y/M. If N is the numberof particlesin the whole rapidity interval and

n,,, the numberof particlesin the mth bin (m = 1,..., M), thefactorial momentof
(integer)rank j of the distribution is definedby

~ M

= /~ ~ n,~(n,~—1)...(n,~,-j+1)), (1)
(N) m~t

wherethe averagesare takenover many events.The factorial momentof rank j
for a rapidity interval ~y selectseventswith j particlesor more in at leastonebin
andis sensitiveto eventswith densityfluctuationsin rapidity.

Simple modelsrepresentingthe hadronizationprocessas a randomcascadewith
self-similar structurepredict a powerlike increaseof the factorial momentswhen
the bin size ~y approacheszero, i.e.

Fl/~y)~f f
1>0 (2)

and the validity of the aboverelation was takenby the authorsof ref. [3] as the
definition of intermittency,a term borrowedfrom hydrodynamics,asare mostof
the mathematicaltechniquesused in this field [4]. Relation(2) has beentakenin
this paper as definition of intermittency, as no universally accepteddefinition
existsin the literature.

The first direct measurementof factorialmomentsin e± e— annihilationsby the
TASSOcollaboration[5],at a centre-of-massenergyof around35 GeV, appeared
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to show an intermittencyeffect that could not be explainedby theJETSETParton
ShowerMonte Carlo [6] (JETSET PS in the following), nor by the Marchesini—
Webber [7] or Hoyer [8] models. The TASSO results agreedwith an indirect
analysisof the HRS data [9] at = 29 0eV. Later, the HRS collaborationhas
madea further analysis[10], which agreedwith ref. [9], but no explicit comparison
with Monte Carlo modelswasmade.The predictionsof various modelsfor e± e-

interactionsdiffer considerablyat high energies[11]. This situationhas motivated
an investigationof possibleintermittencyeffects in e~e annihilationat the Z°
energy.An initial analysis[1] usedthe earliestdata takenby DELPHI [12] at the

e± e— storagering LEP. The presenceof intermittency,asdefinedin eq.(2), was
unclearwhenjust the rapidity distribution of final-statehadronswas studied,but

evidentin a two-dimensionalanalysis.In all casesthe resultswerecompatiblewith
the predictionsof partonshowermodels[13]. Subsequently,CELLO [141reported
an agreementwith parton showermodels at the sameenergyas TASSO, OPAL
[15], ALEPH [16] andL3 [36] at the sameenergyas DELPHI.

The subjectof intermittencyhasmotivatedmany theoreticalstudiesandexperi-
mental investigationsover the last few years,for which exhaustivereviews have
been published [17]. These often introduce new physics to explain the phe-
nomenon.However many authors have pointed out that self-similar cascading
mechanisms[3,18,19],or modelsin which simple hypothesesfor standardshort-
rangecorrelationsare introduced[20], canalso reproducethe observedeffects.

2. Eventselection

The sampleof eventsusedin the presentanalysiswascollectedby the DELPHI
detector at the LEP e~e collider during 1990. A description of the DELPHI
detectorcan be found elsewhere[121.Only chargedparticlesreconstructedby the
centraldetectorswere usedin this analysis,selectedif their:
(a) polar angle 0 with respectto the beamaxis wasbetween25°and 155°;
(b) momentump wasbetween0.1 and 20 0eV/c;

(c) track length in the Time ProjectionChamber(TPC) wasover 50 cm;
(d) projectionof impact parameterwith respectto the origin in the planeperpen-
dicular to the beamaxis wasbelow 5 cm
(e) impact parameteralong the beamwith respectto the origin wasbelow 10 cm.
Hadroniceventswereselectedby requiring:

(a) at least5 chargedparticleswith momentump above0.2 0eV/c;
(f3) a total energydetectedin chargedparticles(assuming ~ ± mass) above 15
0eV;
(y) a total energy in chargedparticlesabove 3 GeV in eachof the two hemi-
sphereswith respectto the beamaxis, i.e. cos 0 <0 andcos 0> 0;
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(~)a sphericityaxis with polar anglebetween40°and 140°;

(�) total momentumimbalancebelow 30 0eV/c;
A sample of 78829 eventssatisfied thesecuts. Beam-gasscatters,yy interac-

tions and decaysof the Z° into i-ti- constitute less than 0.3% of the selected
sample.

The Monte Carlo simulation programDELSIM [21] was usedto correct the
datafor the geometricalacceptance,kinematicalcuts, resolution,particle interac-
tions with the detectormaterialandotherdetectorimperfections.A sampleof ~
decays, with similar statistics to the sample of real events, (see below) was
generatedwith JETSET7.2PS [6] andfollowed throughthisdetailedsimulationof
the detector.The generatedeventsamplecontainedall final-statechargedparti-
cles with a lifetime above iO~ s before any tracking was done through the
detector.All particleswere then followed throughthe DELPHI detector,including
all the effectsof decaysand interactions,in order to simulatethe raw hits in the
sensitivevolumes. Thesedatawere then processedthrough the samereconstruc-
tion and analysischain as the real data to give the final acceptedeventsample.
From the samplesof acceptedandgeneratedevents,correctionfactors

C(~y)= F(~Y)generated
F( iSY)aCCepted

were computed.Thesefactorswere then usedto correct the quantitiescalculated
from the real dataandare shownabovethe figures.

This analysisusesthe rapidity definedas y = ~ ln[(E +pf)/(E —p1)] where E

is the chargedparticle energyassumingthe pion mass and p,, its longitudinal
momentum,transversemomentump1 andazimuthalangle~ (see subsect.3.2). All
three variables, where not explicitly stated, are defined with respect to the
sphericityaxis.

The resolvingpower of the detectorwasestimatedby the Monte Carlo simula-

tion. Typically 2, 3, 4, 5 trackscould be resolvedif their rapiditiesdifferedby more
than0.04, 0.06, 0.07, 0.08, which are less than the smallestrapidity interval usedin
the experimentalstudieshere presented.Resolutionson Pt and 4 variableswere
found to be lower than the smallestbins used in the analysis.

A possiblebias in the evaluationof the “true” factorial momentsdueto limited
statisticshas been investigatedby dividing the data into 10 equally populated
subsamples.Factorial momentsof rank q were calculatedfor each of the 10
subsamplesand their averagevalue was computed;the comparisonbetweenthis
value andthat calculatedfor the whole samplegives the estimateof bias. Monte
Carlo samples(JETSET PS at generatorlevel) andreal datasamplesof different
sizeshavebeenusedandin both casesit was found that the bias is negligible for
samplesof 10000 eventsor more, up to the 5th rank. Moreover,as the analysis
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usessimilar statisticsfor the simulatedandrealdata, sucheffectsshouldcancelin

any comparison.
A correctionto the y conversionlength in the detectorhasbeenincluded.This

correction was estimatedusing the final simulatedPS eventsand adding extra
particles(electronsand positrons) producedby y generatedby JETSETMonte

Carlo and then convertedin an extra 1.1% of a radiation length in the Inner
Detector; comparison between factorial moments obtained with and without
applying this proceduregives a quantitativeevaluationof the systematicshift.

3. Analysis and results

In this section factorial momentsof projections of distributions of charged
hadronfrom the decayof theZ°arecomparedwith the predictionsof QCD-based
Monte Carlo programs.

Initially the corrected data were comparedwith JETSET PS with default
parameters,as thesereproducethe hadronicfinal statesfrom the decayof the Zt~
satisfactorily,both for shapevariables [22—24]and, more importantly, for total
multiplicity and for multiplicity in restrictedintervals of rapidity and in different

jet topologies[25]. They arealso comparedwith JETSETPS after retuningof the
parameters[23,26]; with the JETSET 7.2 Monte Carlo with a matrix-element

calculation up to O(a~)with optimized parameters[23] (JETSET ME retuned)
andwith the ARIADNE [27] Monte Carlo usingoptimizedparameters[23,26].

Taking the uncertaintiesin the retunedparametersinto account,the different
retuned versions of JETSET PS and ARIADNE give compatible results on
factorial moments. The figures show results for JETSET PS and ARIADNE
retunedas in ref. [23].

3.1. ANALYSIS OF ONE-DIMENSIONAL FACTORIAL MOMENTS OF RAPIDITY

Fig. 1 shows the corrected factorial moments of the rapidity distribution
between —2 and +2. The logarithms of the factorial moments grow with the
logarithmof the numberof subdivisionsfor all ranks,but this growth is not linear.
The figure also shows the predictions for JETSET PS default, JETSET PS
retuned,JETSETME retunedandARIADNE. The hatchedregionsrepresentthe
uncertaintiesin the momentsfor the modelswith retunedparametersexceptfor
JETSETME.

The JETSETPS defaultrepresentsthe datawell, asdo the retunedJETSETPS
and retunedARIADNE models.In JETSETME the retuningof the fragmenta-
tion parameterscausesa big changeboth in the magnitude of the factorial
momentsand in the slope of their distribution for small values of ~y, as was
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Fig. 1. Bi-logarithmic plotsof factorialmomentsof rank 2 (a), 3 (b) 4 (c) and 5 (d) versusthenumberM
of subdivisionsof the rapidity interval (—2, + 2), comparedwith severalMonte Carlo predictions.
Hatched areas are introduced for models in which retuned parametersare quoted with errors.

Correctionfactorsareshownin theuppersmall plots.

previously shown [1]. However, even after retuning, the ME model fails to
reproducethe dataquantitatively.

In this analysis (fig. 1) the central region of the rapidity interval was chosen
where the densityof particles is approximatelyuniform, becausea non-uniform
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population can fake the signal from the anomalousclusters [28]. However, this
excludesthe particlescloserto the coreof the jets. To overcomethis Bialas and
Gazdzicki, and Ochs [29] suggestedusing a variable 9, that is the y distribution
rebinnedin the ymjn, Ymax interval in such a way that populationis uniform on
average

1 y 1 dn

“~ ~ dy’,

C=f~~—~(y’) dy’, (3)

where(1/Nevt) dn(y)/dy is therapidity distribution. The 9 rangeis 0 to 1. Using
self-similar modelsfor the hadronizationtheseauthorsfound that factorial mo-

mentsdefinedwith respectto 9 predictthe powerlaw (2) evenmoreclosely than
when using y.

Factorial momentsin the 9 distribution correspondingto the y regionbetween
—5 and + 5 gaveresultsqualitatively similar to thoseusingthe y distribution.

In the following, unlessotherwisestated,the variable 9 is usedwhen analyzing
the dependenceof the factorial momentson p1, the multiplicity and the jet
topologyand y is takenbetween—5 and +5. This providesa convenientway to
comparethe results, independentof changesin the selectedy distribution caused
by the kinematicselections.

3.1.1. Dependenceon p~. The NA22 collaboration, studying i~p and K~p

collision at 250 GeV/c, reported a striking disagreementbetween data and
hadronicMonte Carlo modelsfor chargedparticlesat low Pt [30].

Different dynamicsin hadronicand e~e collisions influence the p~distribu-
tion. Neverthelessit is interestingto seewhetherthe p~distribution in the datais
populatedin the sameway asJETSETPS. Moreover,the low-p1 region is almost
free from effects related to hard gluon radiation, which significantly affect the

factorial moments[16].
Chargedparticlesweredivided into threeregionsof ‘~(p~<0.255,0.255~ <

0.532, 0.532<p1< 2. 0eV/c) chosenso that the total numberof particlesin each
is the same, in order to avoid any bias in the result from statistical differences.
After dividing the final-stateparticles into theseslices of p~the variable y was
transformedinto 9 for eachslice, as discussedabove.

Fig. 2 showsthat the dataarewell reproducedby partonshowermodelsin these
threep1 regions.

At the lowest p1 the factorial momentsfollow a power-lawbehaviourfor M
above 5 but Monte Carlo studiesshow that it is due to resonancedecays; see
subsect.3.3 for a generaldiscussion.

The highestp1 region shows higher factorial moments,but they saturatefor
large M. This behaviouris compatiblewith a rise dueto the spikescausedby the
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data(white circles) arecomparedwith severalmodels asin fig. 1. Correctionfactorsare shownabove

eachplot.

presenceof the hardgluon jets, andflattening off when fluctuationsare reduced
because~v becomesof the sameorderor smallerthan the third jet size.For small
M-valuesfactorial momentsare sensitiveto the large-scaleeventstructure,where
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Fig. 3. Factorial momentsof the 9-distribution (y between—5 and +5) of rank 2 (a) and 3 (b) for
differentobservedmultiplicity intervals.DELPHI correcteddata comparedwith JETSET7.2 PS Monte

Carlo predictions(seetext). Correctinnfactorsare shown in theuppersmall plots.

anyjet not collinearwith the eventaxis behavesas a “spike”; whereasat large M
thevaluesaresensitiveto the structureinside thejets.

The intermediateslice in p1 haslower factorial momentswhich showsaturation

for large M.
3.1.2. Dependenceon charge multiplicit,y. The behaviorof factorial moments

hasbeenstudiedas a function of the chargedmultiplicity of the event.
The sampleof hadroniceventshasbeendivided in 3 sub-sampleswith recon-

structedchargedparticle multiplicities n in the intervals n < 16, 16 <n ~ 22 and
n > 22 in the rapidity interval from —5 up to +5; they correspondrespectivelyto
the low-multiplicity tail, to the central region aroundthe maximum and to the
high-multiplicity tail in the multiplicity distribution andcontain morethan 10000
hadroniceventseach.The 9-variablehasbeencalculatedfor eachof theseregions.

The results shown in fig. 3 demonstratethat the factorial momentsrise with
multiplicity.

To comparedatawith Monte Carlomodelsonefacesthe problemof associating
an observedmultiplicity to a generatedevent.To do this the matrix M(m, n) has
been estimated,whose elementsare the probability of an event with observed
chargedmultiplicity n to havea true chargedmultiplicity m. The threegenerated
sub-samplesare then constructedby weighting eachevent by the proper factor
M(m, n) accordingto its multiplicities (rn-generated,n-observed).The matrix has
beenestimatedusingthe JETSET7.2 PS + DELSIM eventssample.The M(m, n)
valueswere also computedusingHerwig [31]+ DELSIM programandthe differ-
enceswerefound to be less thanthe statisticalerrorson average.

Fig. 3 shows the predictionsof the JETSET7.2 PS Monte Carlo with default
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Fig. 4. Event multiplicity distributions at generation level (hatch histograms)and after detector
simulation andreconstruction(plain histograms)for the threeobservedeventmultiplicity samplesand

for thefull sample.

settings.At low multiplicitiesdifferencesbetweendataandMonte Carlo areof the

order of threestandarddeviations,for mediummultiplicities of two and for high
multiplicities less than one.However this disagreementis aboutthe samesize as
the shifts in the JETSETresultswhen retunedparametersareused in figs. 1 and

2. The shift due to the correction for the extra 1.1% radiation length in the
detectoris not includedhere,seesect. 2.

The dependenceof factorial momentson multiplicity is strongerbefore the
correction to the real data, which can be seenfrom the correction factor be-
haviours for the three multiplicity regions. In particular for the low and the
mediumintervals,factorial momentsfor correcteddataor Monte Carlo samples
are considerablyhigher than for uncorrectedones(or Monte Carlo after detector
simulation and reconstruction),mainly becausemultiplicity distributions for the
former samplesare higherand much broader(with tails) than the latter ones.In
contrast, this difference is not observed for the full samples where the two

distributionsarevery similar (fig. 4).
A similar analysiswas also performedby using y in the interval from —2 to 2

and slicing the hadronic event sample in regions of observedchargedparticle
multiplicities in the plateauof n ~ 10, 10 <n ~ 15 and n > 15. The results are
qualitatively the same.

3.1.3. Dependenceon jet topology. The two-jet and the three-jeteventswere
selectedusingthe JADE/E0 [32] clusteringalgorithm,with valuesof 0.04 and0.01
of the resolutionparameterYcut’ andusingthe following additional selectionsfor
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two-jet and three-jetevents(y~01= 0.04) versusthe numberM of subdivisions; hi-logarithmicscaleis
used.DELPHI correcteddata(open symbols)comparedwith modelsas in fig. 1. Correctionfactorsare

shownaboveeachplot.

cleanersamplesof two-jet and three-jet events.Eachjet must contain at least 3
chargedparticles.The axis of eachjet wasthendefinedas the directionof the sum
of the momentaof the chargedparticlesin thejet. Thisaxis hadto be in the region
of polar anglebetween40°and 140°.The estimatedjet energiesare basedon the
anglesbetweenthejets, assumingmasslesskinematicsat an energyequalto theZ°
mass.Both the estimatedjet energyandthe sumof the observedchargedparticle
energiesmustbe greaterthan 5 0eV.

The two-jet eventsmust haveover 170°betweenthe two jet axes andeachjet
axis within 8°of the sphericity axis. For the three-jetevents,the threejets are
requiredto be planarwith the sumof the anglesbetweentheir axesgreaterthan

3550•

Theseselectionsleft 15044 two-jet and 14843 three-jetevents for ‘2~1 = 0.01
and31 640 two-jet, 12749three-jeteventsfor Yent = 0.04.

Fig. 5 shows results for ~i~1 = 0.04 and fig. 6 for Ycut = 0.01. No striking
disagreementwith respectto JETSETPS is observed.

Factorialmomentsarealways larger in three-jetthan in two-jet events.This is
compatiblewith spikesin rapidity causedby hardgluonjets, aswasfound in the p1

analysisof subsect.3.1.1. This meansthat any studyof intermittencywhich is to be
free of effects from hardradiation needsto analysetwo-jet eventsor to calculate
factorial momentsfor each jet in an event. In this way the core of each jet is
analysedto look for particledensityspikes that are not from hard QCD effects.
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Hencein three-jetevents,selectedfrom the JADE/E0 algorithmusing ~ =

0.04, factorial moments in 9 were also calculated for the charged particles
belongingto jet 1, jet 2 andjet 3, orderedby energy, defining the rapidity with
respectto the jet axis.

The resultsare plotted in fig. 7 for dataand Monte Carlo (only JETSETPS

retuned).The behaviourof the factorial momentsis differentfrom fig. 5. The first

12 p ~.. ~ 15 ~ ~ .~

i4~M~!!!! I

~ io2 io io2

M M
Fig. 7. The factorial momentsof rank 2 (a) and3 (b) of the first, secondand third jet orderedby their
energy. The 9 (y between —1 and +5) distribution is used. M is the number of subdivisions;
hi-logarithmicscaleis used.DELPHI correcteddata(open symbols)arecomparedwith JETSET7.2 PS
Monte Carlopredictionswith retunedsettings(curves).Correctionsfactorsareshownaboveeachplot.
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and third jet havesimilar behaviour,the seconddisplaysinsteadhigher factorial
moments.

3.2. PROJECTIONSONTO HIGHER DIMENSIONS

Recenttheoreticalwork [35]suggeststhat the saturationof factorial momentsat
0.1 is the result of the smearingof fluctuationsdueto the projection of phase

space onto a one-dimensionalsubspace.Strongerintermittency effects should
appear in two and three dimensions. The variables used here for two- and
three-dimensionsfactorial momentsare y, 4 and p1. The angle ~ is measured
starting from the azimuth ~ of the secondeigenvectorof the momentumtensor,
becausethe 4 distribution is peakedat ~s2~

Whenincreasingthe numberof dimensions,the problemof the non-uniformity
of the distributionsbecomesof primary importance.The variablesy, p1 and~ are
not uniformly distributedwithin eacheventandarecorrelatedwith eachother and
thereforethey havebeen transformedin the way suggestedby Bialas and Gazd-
zicki [29]. This transformationacts in multi-dimensionalspacesas 9 does in one
dimension. In two dimensionsit defines two new variablesX2(y), Y2(y, q5)with
uniform meanpopulation of the (X2,Y2)space.This is often called the (y, ~)
transform. In three dimensions ((y, 4 p1) transform) it defines X3(y),

Y3(y, 4), Z5(y, 4, p1), where X2 =X3 =9 andY2 = Y3. The X, Yand Z rangeisO
to 1; p1 were selectedin the range 0 to 2 0eV/c, 4 between0 and

2ir and y

between —5 and +5.
To calculatefactorial momentsthe phasespacehasbeensubdividedby halving

the binsfirst for X, thenYandZ intervals;then againX, Yand Z andso on. If d
is the dimensionof the phasespace,when M = 2°~eachsinglevariable interval
hasbeendivided in M’ = 2°bins. By plotting Eq versuslog

2(M)/d a vertical slice

has always the samenumberof subdivisions in X for all analysesand in Y for
two-dimensionalandthree-dimensionalanalyses.

Factorialmomentshavebeencalculatedalso for ~ and4 one-dimensionaland

(y, p1), (q5, p1) two-dimensionaldistributions.
The factorial momentsof one-dimensional,two-dimensionaland three-dimen-

sional projectionsare plotted in fig. 8 andtabulatedin table 1.

When intermittency is investigated in three dimensions (y, q5, p1) it follows
relation(2) much moreclosely.The predictionsof JETSETPS Monte Carlo model
remain in good agreementwith the data for one-, two- and three-dimensional
analyses.

Factorialmomentsin threedimensionsdisplay a strongerintermittentbehavior
than in the one- and two-dimensional analyses,as qualitatively predicted by
three-dimensionalmodels[35]. The one-dimensional9 factorial momentssaturate
at large M, and a similar effect, though less pronounced,is seenin two dimen-
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TABLE 1
Valuesof factorial momentsfor one-dimensional,two-dimensionaland three-dimensionalanalyses

shownin fig. 8

Al
log

2-~- Rank2

9 4’ i3~ ______
1 1.076±0.007 1.047±0.007 1.040±0.007
2 1.227±0.009 1.039±0.007 1.090±0.007
3 1.341±0.01 1.055±0.007 1.110±0.007
4 1.41 ±0.01 1.071±0.007 1.120±0.007
5 1.44 ±0.01 1.077±0.008 1.123±0.008
6 1.45 ±0.01 1.086±0.009 1.123±0.009

M
log2-~- Rank3

9 43

1 1.25±0.01 1.15±0.01 1.13±0.01
2 1.91 ±0.02 1.13 ±0.01 1.28±0.01
4 2.39±0.04 1.20±0.01 1.36±0.02
4 2.72±0.05 1.26±0.02 1.40±0.02
5 2.86±0.06 1.29±0.02 1.41±0.02
6 3.00±0.07 1.31 ±0.03 1.40±0.03

M
log2-~- Rank2

(y, 43) (y, Pt) (43, Pt) (y, 4i, Pt)

0 1.047±0.007 1.040±0.007 1.042±0.007 1.040±0.006
1 1.064±0.007 1.066±0.007 1.104±0.007 1.082±0.007
2 1.337±0.01 1.075±0.007 1.288±0.009 1.40 ±0.01
3 1.714±0.015 1.126±0.009 1.451 ±0.012 1.96 ±0.02
4 1.99 ±0.02 1.171±0.013 1.588±0.017 2.62 ±0.07
5 2.22 ±0.04 1.208±0.023 1.689±0.029 3.29 ±0.24

— 6 2.59 ±0.07 1.244±0.044 1.673±0.051

M

log2-~- Rank3

(y, 43) (y, Pt) (4.’, p1) (y, 43, p1)

0 1.15±0.01 1.125±0.011 1.29 ±0.011 1.13±0.01
1 1.22±0.01 1.228±0.013 1.352±0.015 1.29±0.02
2 2.38±0.03 1.256±0.016 2.218±0.036 2.76±0.06
3 4.97±0.11 1.46 ±0.033 3.13 ±0.08 7.6 ±0.54
4 7.8 ±0.3 1.79 ±0.10 4.10 ±0.19 17.1 ±4.1
5 9.8 ±1.0 2.13 ±0.40 4.75 ±0.63
6 11.7 ±3.2 2.3 ±1.4 3.96 ±1.8

sions. Three-dimensionalfactorial momentsdo not show saturationeventhough
the numbersM~of bins in which the X interval hasbeendividedare the sameas
for the one-and two-dimensionalanalyses.
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3.3. EFFECTSOF RESONANCE DECAYS AND BOSE-EINSTEINCORRELATIONS

Resonancedecays affect the factorial moments. Results from the CELLO
collaborationhaveshownthat this contribution is relevantin e~e collisions [141
at lower energy.

The effect of resonancedecayshas beenstudiedusingthe JETSETPS Monte
Carlo with default settings,that describesthe data reasonablywell. Samplesof

100000 hadroniceventshavebeengenerated(i) switchingoff the ir~decays,and
(ii) switchingoff ~-°, w, p, ~ and ~‘ decays.

Factorial momentsare mostly affectedby the ‘ire Dalitz decay(‘ir° —~ e~ey)
both in their absolutevalues andin their shapeat high M. The other resonance
decaysmostly affect the absolutevalue, uniformly in M.

The most relevanteffect in one-dimensionalanalysesis at low p1, where the
power-lawbehaviourat high M shown in fig. 2 disappearswhen switchingoff the
ir° Dalitz decay.

The other one-dimensionalanalysesare not essentiallyaffected by resonance
decays,second-and third-rank factorial momentsbeing increasedby 1—2% and

2—5%, respectively.
In two and three dimensionsthe sr~decaysdramaticallyaffect the factorial

momentsof secondrank, whereasthe third rank is relatively unaffected.In fig. 9
are shown results on one-dimensional9, two- and three-dimensionalfactorial
momentsobtainedwith JETSETPS Monte Carlo with default setting, with and
without the contributionof resonancedecays.

4.0 DELPHI /
— Jetset PS defoalt

- - - Jetset PS defoalt
NO resonances

10

a) b)

1.0~ I I I I I I 1 I I I I I

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
log2(M)/d log2(M)/d

Fig. 9. Theeffect of resonancedecayson factorial moment:a MonteCarlo study. Factorialmoment for
9, (y, 43) and(y, 43, Pt) distributions as in fig. 8. JETSET72 PS Monte Carlo prediction for default

settingswith (continuousline) andwithout(dashedlines)ir°,w, n~,n~’and p decays.
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The influence of Bose—Einsteincorrelationson factorial momentshas been
investigated.The comparisonof one-dimensionalfactorial momentsfor samesign

particleswith respectto randomsign particlesdid not show differencesin the first
Delphi analysis [1]. However, this test is not conclusivesince it ignores other
correlationswhich canbe different for the two sets of particles.Comparisonwith
generatorsincluding a description of Bose—Einsteincorrelationshas been done
using JETSETPS Monte Carlo program.No improvement in the agreementof
generatorswith datahas beenfound. In fact, the Bose—Einsteincorrelationshave

no entirely satisfactorydescriptionin the generators[33,34].Sono final conclusion
can be drawn on the eventualeffect of Bose—Einsteincorrelationson intermit-
tencyandthis remainsa subjectof further study.

4. Conclusions

An analysisof factorial momentsof distributions of Z° hadronicfinal states,
basedon a statistics 10 times larger than previouslypublished[1], confirms that
Parton Showermodelsgive a reasonableoverall descriptionof the data.

Analysesof eventsin different jet topologiesanddifferent intervalsof p1 show
that fluctuations in the one-dimensionalstudy come mainly from hard QCD
effects.

The presenceof intermittency, as defined in this paper, is not evident in

one-dimensionalprojections,but becomesmoreevident in the two and three-di-
mensionalanalyses.

Influencesof resonancedecayshavebeenstudiedby Monte Carlo simulation.
Factorialmomentsin the 9-variableareaffectedat low p1 asare the second-rank
factorial momentsin the two- andthree-dimensionalanalyses.

No evidencefor new physicsis found becausethe modelsadequatelydescribe
the data.

We are greatly indebted to our technical collaborators and to the funding
agenciesfor their support in building andoperatingthe DELPHI detector,and to
the membersof the CERN-SLDivision for the excellentperformanceof the LEP
collider.

Discussionswith A. Bialas, N. Geddes,A. Giovannini, R. Hwa, W. Kittel, N.
Lieske, B. Buschbeck,W. Ochs, R. PeschanskiandJ. Seixashavehelpedconsider-
ably in clarifying the interpretationof the results.
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