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FIG. |. Comparison ol the d-tpl!:ndtﬂ-r.‘t of the multiplicity on the number of participants with
the SPS WASS [16] data (filled triangles), with the RHIC PHENIX [5] (filled boxes) and PHOBOS
16] (non-filled boxes) data at /3 = 130 GeV and with PHIC PHENIX data at 200 GeV' (flled

sinrs) . The dashod, solid and dotted lines are our predictions for the relevant epergies
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the number of clusters as a function of the number
of strings of each cluster at three different centralities (the continuous line corresponds to the

most peripherical one and the pointed line to the most central one)
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FIG. 2. Comparison between our results and experimental data from Au-Au central and

peripherical collisions and p-p central collisions at /3 = 200 GeV. Data are from Ref. [31).
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FIG. 3. Comparison between our results and experimental data from Au-Au central and

peripherical collisions at /5 = 200 GeV. Data are from Ref. [32].
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Figure 10: Our prediction for d+Au collisions at 200
GeV and different centralities
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FIG. 1. F,, as a function of the number of participants. Experimental data from Phenix

at /3 = 200 GeV are compared with our results (continuous line).



