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Here we present two explicit counterexamples to the widely spread beliefs about an exclusive role
of bimodality as the first-order phase transition signal. On the basis of an exactly solvable statistical
model generalizing the statistical multifragmentation model of nuclei, we demonstrate that the bimodal
distributions can naturally appear both in infinite and in finite systems without a phase transition. In the
first counterexample a bimodal distribution appears in an infinite system at the supercritical temperatures
due to the negative values of the surface tension coefficient. In the second counterexample we explicitly
demonstrate that a bimodal fragment distribution appears in a finite volume analog of a gaseous phase.
In contrast to the statistical multifragmentation model, the developed statistical model corresponds to
the compressible nuclear liquid with the tricritical endpoint located at one third of the normal nuclear
density. The suggested parameterization of the liquid phase equation of state is consistent with the
L. Van Hove axioms of statistical mechanics and it does not lead to an appearance of the nonmonotonic
isotherms in the macroscopic mixed phase region which are typical for the classical models of the Van
der Waals type. Peculiarly, such a way to account for the nuclear liquid compressibility automatically
leads to an appearance of an additional state that in many respects resembles the physical antinuclear
matter.

IpuBenens! OB SBHBIX KOHTPIPUMED K IIHPOKO P CHPOCTP HEHHOMY YOEXHEHHI0O 00 HMCKITIOUH-
TeJIbHON poNi GUMOX JIBHOCTH K K CHUTH J1 () 30BOro mepexox IepBoro pox . H ocHOB HHM TOYHO
pelr eMoif CT THCTHYECKOi MOomeNu, 06001 IomIeil CT THCTUYECKYI MOAeb MyIbTU(p TMEHT LU sifep,
MBI JIEMOHCTPUPYEM, 4TO OWUMOX JIbHBIE P CIIPEe/IeHHs MOTYT eCTECTBEHHO IOSBIAThCS K K B Oecko-
HEYHBIX, T K 1 B KOHEYHBIX CHCTeM X 0e3 ¢ 30Boro mepexon . B mepBom KoHTpnpmmepe GUMOA JIbHOE
p crpeneneHue NosBiIsIeTcsl B OECKOHEYHON CHCTeMe NP CBEpXKPUTHUYECKUX TeMIlep Typ X On rom ps
OTpUIl TeTPHOMY KO3((UIMEHTY MOBEPXHOCTHOTO H TSKEHHI. BO BTOPOM KOHTpIpUMEpe MBI SIBHBIM
00p 30M ITOK 3BIB €M, 4TO OMMOJI JIbHOE p CIIpeielieHre MOSBISIeTCs B H JIOTe T 30BOi ¢ 3bI B KOHEU-
HOM oObeMe. B oTiMume OT CT THCTUYECKOH MOJeNH MyJIbTH(P TMEHT LUM p 3p GOT HH 5 CT THCTHYe-
CK S MOJIelIb COOTBETCTBYET C:KUM €MOU sSIepHON XKHUAKOCTU C TPUKPUTUYECKOM TOUYKOIA, CyIecTBYyIOIei
IpH IUIOTHOCTH, P BHOI OJHO TPeTH HOPM JIBHOM auepHOi mnotHocTH. [Ipean r em g m p MeTpu3 mus
yYp BHEHUS COCTOSIHUS KMAKOH ¢ 3bI YIOBIETBOPSET KCHUOM M CT TucTuueckoi Mex HUKM JI. B H XoB
U He NPUBOAUT K MOSIBICHHI0 HEMOHOTOHHBIX M30TE€PM B 00 CTH M KPOCKONMYECKOW CMeIl HHOM ¢ 3B,
YTO X P KTEepHO I Mojiesiel Turn B H-mep-B  nbe . YuBuTenpHO, 4TO T KOM CIIOCOO yUeT CXHM eMo-
CTU A€pPHOH XUAKOCTH BTOM THYECKH MPUBOIMUT K MOSBICHHIO JOMOIHHUTEIBHOTO COCTOSHUS, KOTOPOE
BO MHOTIUX OTHOLIEHHIX H IIOMUH €T SfIePHYI0 HTHUM TEpUIO.

PACS: 21.65.4f; 24.10.Pa; 25.70.Pq



Is Bimodality a Sufficient Condition for a First-Order Phase Transition Existence? 833

INTRODUCTION

During the last decade the studies of the nuclear liquid—gas phase transition (PT) stimulated
both theoretical and experimental interest in the bimodal distributions [1-8]. Moreover,
some theoretical arguments [1—4], although obtained approximately, which relate the bimodal
distribution of a certain order parameter and the location of the Yang-Lee zeros [9] in a
complex fugacity plane became so popular that nowadays the bimodality is considered as
a signal of the first-order PT in finite systems, whereas the opposite opinions [10-12] are,
in fact, ignored. The scheme connecting the bimodality and the Yang-Lee zeros [2,4] is
so abstract and general that the authors failed even to discuss the physical origin of the
bimodal distribution. However, in our opinion this is a crucial point, since in the nuclear
physics experiments at intermediate energies one cannot get the purely statistical distributions
of any observable because the process of collision is a dynamical one and, hence, we cannot
account for or extract the dynamical fluctuations of the initial conditions, the fluctuations of
the number of participating nucleons, or possible instabilities occurring during the course of
the system expansion and/or freeze out. Moreover, it is not evident that the observed bimodal
distributions are not generated by the imposed experimental cuts.

The authors of this theoretical scheme [2—4] implicitly assumed that the measured distrib-
utions and the corresponding partition function of the dynamically evolving system produced
in the nuclear reaction generated by the recipe of [2—-4] do, indeed, correspond to the equi-
librium partition function of the original physical system. This assumption, however, cannot
be justified without having a complete dynamical model which correctly describes the whole
evolution of the system. Moreover, even if one is able to completely account for the whole
dynamical aspect of the system evolution and, thus, is able to extract the purely statistical
distributions, then there is no guaranty that the suggested theoretical scheme [2-4] will work
without any additional conditions. For example, it is absolutely unclear what one should do,
if the extracted statistical distributions do not correspond to the statistical ensemble of the
physical system under consideration? For the macroscopic systems we do not have such a
problem, since for the vast majority of systems all the statistical ensembles are equivalent and,
hence, one can easily change them and choose the appropriate one. This, however, is not the
case for finite or even small systems which are studied in the nuclear physics experiments.

The second typical mistake of [1-4] and similar schemes [13,14] is that the authors of such
schemes identify each local maximum of the bimodal distribution with a pure phase. Even in
a famous textbook of T. Hill on thermodynamics of small systems [13], such an assumption
is a corner stone of his treatment of PTs in finite systems. In contrast to the authors of
the scheme [2—4], Hill justified his assumption on bimodality by stating that due to the fact
that an interface between two pure phases «costs» some additional energy, the probability
of their coexisting in a finite system is less than for each of pure phases. We, however,
should remind that the assumption on the pure phases existence in small system is taken
from the examples of infinite systems, whereas for finite systems such an assumption cannot
be justified. Moreover, the examples of the constrained statistical multifragmentation model
(CSMM) [15] and the gas of hadron bags model [12], which are exactly solved for finite
systems and which allow one to rigorously define analogs of phases for finite grand canonical
systems, show that, in contrast to the assumptions of [1,2,4,13,14], in finite systems the pure
liquid phase cannot exist at finite pressures. Instead, it can appear only as a part of mixed
phase which is represented by even number of thermodynamically metastable states [12, 15].
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Therefore, here we would like to give some counterexamples to the claims of [1,2,4,13]
by considering the exact analytical solutions of the CSMM in the thermodynamic limit and
for the finite volumes which lead to the bimodal fragment distributions inside of the crossover
region and inside of the gaseous phase. For this purpose we consider the CSMM with two
new elements. The first of them is a more realistic equation of state for the liquid phase
which, in contrast to the original SMM formulation [16-18], is a compressible one. The
second important element of the present model is a more realistic parameterization for the
temperature dependence of surface tension that is based on the exact analytical solution of the
partition function of surface deformations [19,20]. Besides, these two new elements allow us
to study a realistic phase diagram of the CSMM both for finite systems and for infinite system.

The work is organized as follows. In Sec. 1, we describe the new parameterization of the
CSMM liquid phase pressure which repairs the two main pitfalls of the original SMM and
allows one to consider the compressible liquid which has the tricritical endpoint at the phase
diagram at the one third of the normal nuclear density. It is also shown that the bimodal
fragment size distributions may appear at the supercritical temperatures due to negative values
of the surface tension coefficient and without any PT. Section 2 is devoted to the analysis
of finite systems using the exact solution of CSMM. In this section we demonstrate that the
bimodal fragment size distribution is generated within the finite volume analog of the gaseous
phase. Our conclusions are formulated in the final section.

1. CSMM WITH COMPRESSIBLE NUCLEAR LIQUID
IN THERMODYNAMIC LIMIT

The general solution of the CSMM partition function formulated in the grand canonical
variables of volume V, temperature 1" and baryonic chemical potential g is given by [12,15,
21,22]

OF(V, M)

Z(V,T, AVt

m=> e [1 T ] : (1)
{An}

where the set of \,, (n =0,1,2,3,...) are all the complex roots of the equation

ordered as Re (A,) > Re (An41) and Im (Ag) = 0. The function F(V, \) is defined as

K(V)

f(V,/\):(T;—Z)B/Qzlexp{'u ATb} Z@ exp{(pl(T’u)T_/\T)bk}. 3)

Here m ~ 940 MeV is a nucleon mass; z; = 4 is an internal partition (the degeneracy factor)
of nucleons; b = 1/py is the eigen volume of one nucleon in a vacuum (py ~ 0.17 fm? is the
normal nuclear density at 7' = 0 and zero pressure). The reduced distribution function of the
k-nucleon fragment in (3) is defined as

3/2 .
dp>1(T) = <T;L—7TT) k™7 exp [—@] , 4)

where 7 ~ 1.825 [18] is the Fisher topological exponent and o(7") is the T-dependent surface
tension coefficient. Usually, the constant, parameterizing the dimension of surface in terms
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of the volume, is ¢ = 2/3, but in this work we would like to give the results for a wide range
of its values, namely, for 0 < ¢ < 1.

In (3) the exponents exp (—Abk) (k = 1,2,3,...) appear due to the hard-core repul-
sion between the nuclear fragments [15,17,21], while p;(T, 1) is the pressure of the liquid
phase [21,22]. As one can see from (3), the nucleons are treated differently compared to
larger fragments: they do not have the surface free energy and all the bulk free energy
characteristics except for the baryonic charge which are encoded in the liquid phase pres-
sure p; (T, ) (see later). In principle, the fragments with the mass below ten nucleon masses
can be parameterized in a similar way [16,21], but for the sake of simplicity we treat in this
way the nucleons only. Such a treatment does not affect the properties of the phase diagram
in the thermodynamic limit, since exclusion of any finite number of light fragments from the
sums in (3) does not affect the PT existence and its order [15,17,21].

Note also that the complex free energy density —TF(V,\) [15] of the present model
contains neither the Coulomb energy nor the asymmetry energy. This assumption is similar
to [17,18,23] and allows us to study the nuclear matter properties in the thermodynamic limit.
However, in contrast to [17,18,23], the model free energy density —7'F(V, \) in (3) contains
the liquid phase pressure that can be chosen in a general form and the size of maximal
fragment K (V') that can be a desired function of the system volume V. However, in this
section we consider the thermodynamic limit only; i.e., for V' — oo it follows K (V) — oo.
Then the treatment of the model is essentially simplified, since Eq. (2) can have only two kinds
of solutions [15,17,21], either the gaseous pole py (T, 1) = T'Xo(T, ) for F(V, A\g—0) < oo or
the liquid essential singularity p; (T, ) = T'Ao(T', pt) for F(V, Ag—0) — oo. The mathematical
reason why only the rightmost solution Ao(7, 1) = max{Re (A,)} of Eq.(2) defines the
system pressure is evident from Eq. (1): in the limit V' — oo all the solutions of (2) other
than the rightmost one are exponentially suppressed.

In the thermodynamic limit the model has a PT, when there occurs a change of the right-
most solution type, i.e., when the gaseous pole is changed by the liquid essential singularity
or vice versa. The PT line u = p.(T) is a solution of the equation of «colliding singularities»
pg(T,p) = pi(T, p) [15,17,21], which is just the Gibbs criterion of phase equilibrium. The
properties of a PT are defined only by the liquid phase pressure p;(T, 1) and by the temper-
ature dependence of surface tension o(7T'), since the value of Fisher exponent 7 = 1.825 is
fixed by the values of the critical indices of ordinary liquids [18] and by the experimental
findings [24,25].

In order to avoid the incompressibility of the nuclear liquid, we suggest to consider the
following simplest parameterization of its pressure:

_ W(T) +p+ aa(p — po)? + as(p — po)*

p= 5 : (5)

Note that the above way to account for the nuclear liquid compressibility is fully consis-
tent with the L. Van Hove axioms of statistical mechanics [26,27] and, hence, it does not
lead to an appearance of the nonmonotonic isotherms in the mixed phase region which are
typical for the mean-field models. In [22] the liquid phase pressure was parameterized as a
second-order polynomial in the baryonic chemical potential. In our opinion, Eq.(5) is more
favorable, since it allows one to easily get a correct value for the nuclear incompressibility
factor for a normal nuclear liquid. In Eq.(5), W(T) = Wy + T?/W, denotes the usual
temperature-dependent binding energy per nucleon [16, 17] with Wy = 16 MeV and the
constants o, az and as > 0. In principle, these constants should be fixed in the way to
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reproduce the properties of normal nuclear matter; i.e., at vanishing temperature 7' = 0 and
normal nuclear density p = pg the liquid pressure must be zero:

Wo + pe(0) + az(p1e(0) — o) + aa(pe(0) — po)* =0, ©)
where 1.(0) is the baryonic chemical potential at the PT line taken at 7 = 0. Finding the
particle density of the liquid as p; = dp; /O

1+ 2azfi + 4aqfi® . -
pilp) = L with i = - o, )
one can get the equation for u.(0); ie., from p;(uc.(0)) = po it follows 2a2/i(0)+
4a4j1(0)3 = 0, where the shifted chemical potential ji(0) is defined as ji(0) = 1.(0) — po-
Usually, an additional requirement to fix the nuclear liquid model parameters is related to the
incompressibility factor of the normal nuclear matter [28] which is defined as

Ko =9 (%) _ 9(1 +2a2/1(0) + 4asfi(0)*)
—\Om /)y 2as + 12a4/1(0)?2 '

The present-day experimental estimates for the incompressibility factor are K;*P
(230 + 30) MeV [29-32], but the models with the typical value K, = 300—360 MeV
are also well known [28,31]. For instance, the Skyrme force model SIII, which is able to
successfully describe the experimental properties of many nuclei [31], has the value of the
nuclear incompressibility factor Ky = 355 MeV. Therefore, instead of describing exactly the
present-day values of the normal nuclear incompressibility factor and having many additional
parameters, we prefer to keep the model as simple as possible, but to require that at the tri-
critical point the baryonic density is peep = po/3 which is typical for the liquid—gas PTs [33].
The latter generates the following equation for the shifted value of the baryonic chemical
potential at the tricritical endpoint: 2asficep + 4a4/lgep = —2/3, where ficep = fcep — -

Choosing g = —Wy = —16 MeV, we obtain f1(0) = 0 and, hence, the expressions (6)
and (7) are essentially simplified, respectively, giving us p;(.(0)) = po and Ky = 9/2as.
Then, solving the phase equilibrium condition at the tricritical endpoint together with the
condition on the baryonic density at this point, one can express both the coefficient a4
and [icep in terms of ag and the pressure of gaseous phase pg(Tcep, fcep) taken at this point.
Thus, one can express Ko, p;(ttc(Tcep)) and a4 in terms of as and pg(Teep, ficep). However,
we found that for Ky < 350 MeV the obtained values of the coefficient a4 are negative, which
leads to an instability of nuclear liquid at very high baryonic densities. Therefore, in order to
avoid these problems, we fixed Ky = 365 MeV, which leads to as ~ 1.233-1072 MeV~! and
as ~ 4.099-10~7 MeV 3. Thus, the present model is able to repair the two major unrealistic
features of the original SMM; namely, it provides one with a reasonable value for the nuclear
liquid compressibility and with a physically motivated value for the baryonic density at the
tricritical endpoint.

In addition to the new parameterization of the free energy of the k-nucleon fragment (3),
we propose to consider a more general parameterization of the surface tension coefficient

Teep — T|°
Tcep
with ¢ = const > 1, Teep = 18 MeV and o9 = 18 MeV like in the SMM [16]. In

contrast to the Fisher droplet model [34] and the usual SMM [16], the CSMM surface
tension (9) is negative above the critical temperature T..p. It is necessary to stress that there

@)

o(T) =09 sign (Teep — 1), 9)
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is nothing wrong or unphysical with the negative values of surface tension coefficient (9),
since o(T') k° in (4) is the surface free energy of the fragment of mean volume bk and, hence,
as any free energy, it contains the energy part eg,,¢ and the entropy part sgu,s multiplied by
temperature 1" [34]. Therefore, at low temperatures the energy part dominates and the surface
free energy is positive, whereas at high temperatures the number of fragment configurations
with large surface drastically increases and it exceeds the Boltzmann suppression and, hence,
the surface free energy becomes negative since Sguf > €surf/T. Because of this reason
the negative values of the surface tension coefficient were recently employed in a variety of
exactly solvable statistical models for the deconfinement PT [35-38]. For the first time this
fact was derived within the exactly solvable model for surface deformations of large physical
clusters [19]. Very recently an important relation between the surface tension of large quark—
gluon bags and the string tension of two static color charges measured by the lattice QCD was
derived [39]. Based on such a relation, it was possible to conclude that at high temperatures
the surface tension coefficient of quark—gluon bags should be negative [39,40].

Furthermore, a thorough analysis of the temperature dependence of the surface tension
coefficient in ordinary liquids [41,42] shows not only that the surface tension coefficient
approaches zero, but, in contrast to the widely spread beliefs, for many liquids the full T’
derivative of o(T") does not vanish and remains finite at Teep: do(7)/dT < 0 [41]. Therefore,
just the naive extension of these data to the temperatures above T, would lead to negative
values of surface tension coefficient at the supercritical temperatures. On the other hand, if
one, as usual, believes that o = 0 for T' > T, then it is absolutely unclear what physical
process can lead to simultaneous existence of the discontinuity of do/dT at Teep and the
smooth behavior of the pressure’s first and second derivatives at the crossover. Finally,
the negative values of the surface tension at supercritical temperatures is the only known
physical reason which prevents the condensation of smaller droplets into a liquid phase and,
thus, it terminates the first-order PT existence and degenerates it into a crossover at these
temperatures. Therefore, we conclude that negative values of the surface tension coefficient
at supercritical temperatures are also necessary for ordinary liquids, although up to now this
question has not been investigated.

Similarly to the simplified SMM [17,18], for T' < T¢.p, the present model has the nuclear
liquid—gas PT of the first order. However, as one can see from Fig.1, in this region of
temperatures the model has two first-order PTs. The meaning of the second PT curve can be
understood from Fig.2. At first glance a mathematical cause of an «antimatter» appearance
may look surprising since the gas pressure contains no fragments with negative baryonic
charges. However, this is true for |fi/T| < 1 only, while for |ji/T'| > 1 the main contribution
in the liquid phase pressure p; in (5) is defined by the term a4/14 and, hence, its derivative
with respect to p determines a sign of the baryonic charge density of both a liquid phase and
a gas of nuclear fragments. The latter can be seen from the charge density expression for the
gaseous phase. Indeed, finding the x derivative of the gaseous phase pressure pg = T'\o(T', 11)
from Eqgs. (2) and (3), one finds the baryonic charge density of the gaseous phase as

\*? —\Th > — p, )bk
Po <T;L—7T) Zlexp{ﬂT}-f—plZgbk(T)kexp{%}
k=2 . (10)

mT\*/? L= ATh)] & (p1 — pg)bk
1+ (§> z1 eXp{iT }—l—kZ:quk(T)keXp{iT }

Pg =
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Fig. 1. The phase diagram in 7" — p plane. The first-order PT occurs along the solid curves. Above
the upper curve there exists the nuclear matter, while below the lower one there is an analog of the
antinuclear matter. The vertical dashed lines show the second-order PT and the black circles correspond
to the tricritical endpoints marked by the digits 1 (nuclear matter) and 2 (antinuclear matter). A cross-
over occurs along the dotted vertical line of the vanishing surface tension coefficient
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Fig. 2. The phase diagram in p — p plane. The grey areas show the mixed phases of the first-order
PTs. The isotherms are shown for 7' = 11, 16, 17, 18 MeV from bottom to top. Negative density values
correspond to an «antimatter». For the densities |p/po| > 1/3 at the isotherm T' = 18 MeV there
exists the second-order PT. The tricritical endpoints are marked by the digits 1 (nuclear matter) and 2
(antinuclear matter)

From this expression one can see that, if the contribution of the nucleons (proportional to z1)
is small compared to the sum over other nuclear fragments, i.e., for (1 — bp (T, p)) /T < —1,
then the baryonic charge density of the gaseous phase is proportional to that one of liquid,



Is Bimodality a Sufficient Condition for a First-Order Phase Transition Existence? 839

ie., sign[py] = sign[p]. Of course, one should not take this additional solution as a
physical antinuclear matter, since the gas pressure of the present model contains only the
nuclear fragments with the charges k¥ = 1,2,3,... that stay in front of the nonrelativistic

value of the baryonic chemical potential x and does not contain any terms with an opposite
value of p. It is clear that in a relativistic treatment one would have the symmetry with
respect to the charge conjugation tie] <> —pirel for the relativistic baryonic chemical potential
trel = m + p. Nevertheless, it is a remarkable fact that the simplest way to account for the
nuclear liquid compressibility which is consistent with the L. Van Hove axioms of statistical
mechanics [26,27] automatically leads to an appearance of an additional state that in many
respects resembles the physical antinuclear matter.

Also Eq.(10) clearly shows that at the phase equilibrium, i.e., for the same pressure, the
baryonic densities of gaseous and liquid phases differ, if the sum staying both in the numerator
and in the denominator of (10) is not divergent. This is possible, either for positive values
of the surface tension coefficient o(7") > 0 and any positive value 7 > 0 or, alternatively,
for o(T) = 0 and 7 > 2. In either of these two cases there is a first-order PT. If, however,
o(T) = 0 and 7 < 2, which is the case for the present model at T' = T,cp, then for some
values of the chemical potential one has pg(Teep, ticep) = P1(Teep, ficep) and the sums in (10)
diverge. Then at these points there exists a PT of higher order. The analysis of higher-order
derivatives of gaseous pressure made similarly to [35] shows that for 2 > 7 > 3/2 at the
critical endpoint of this model there exists a second-order PT. In the present model a second-
order PT exists not only at the critical endpoints, but also at the two lines in the 7" — p plane
along which the surface tension is zero (see the two vertical dashed lines in Fig. 1). Therefore,
the both critical endpoints of the present model are the tricritical endpoints. This feature is
similar to the simplified SMM [17, 18] and it is robust for 7 = 1.825, whereas, as one can
see from Fig. 2, the second-order PTs of this model are not located at the constant density as
in the simplified SMM. Finally, for the supercritical temperatures the surface tension (9) is
negative and, hence, the phase equilibrium is not possible in this case [17,18,21].
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Fig. 3. Fragment size distribution in the gaseous phase is shown for a fixed temperature 7' = 13 MeV
and two values of the baryonic chemical potential u. The number of nucleons in a fragment is k. The
larger value of u corresponds to the gaseous state at the phase boundary with the mixed phase. The
calculations were made for the largest fragment of K (V') = kas = 7000 nucleons
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Now we would like to study the fragment size distribution in two regions of the phase
diagram in order to elucidate the role of the negative surface tension coefficient. In order
to demonstrate the pitfalls of the bimodal concept of [1-4, 13], we study only the gaseous
phase and the supercritical temperature region, where there is no PT by construction. As
one can see from Fig. 3, in the gaseous phase, even at the boundary with the mixed phase,
the size distribution is a monotonically decreasing function of the number of nucleons in a
fragment k. The found distributions are very similar to those shown in Fig.5 of [43] for
comparable temperatures. As one can see from Fig.3, for small fragments the distribution
is almost power-like one (notice the double logarithmic scale in Fig.3), while for larger
fragments the deviation from a pure power law is seen. No bimodal distribution is found in
this case, although in actual simulations we used K (V) = kj; = 7000 nucleons.

However, for the supercritical temperatures one finds the typical bimodal fragment distrib-
ution for a variety of temperatures and chemical potentials, as one can see from Figs.4 and 5.
It is necessary to stress that by construction in this region the phase equilibrium is impossible
due to negative surface tension coefficient, but the fragment distribution is bimodal and it
very closely resembles the weighted fragment size distributions found for the lattice gas model
in [4] shown there in Fig.5 and considered by the author of [4] as a clear PT signal in a finite
system. The bimodal distributions of the present model consist of three elements: there is a
sharp peak at low k values, then at intermediate fragment sizes there exists a local minimum,
while at large fragment sizes there is a wide maximum. A sharp peak reflects a fast increase
of the probability density of dimers compared to the monomers (nucleons), since the latter do
not have the binding free energy and the surface free energy and, hence, the monomers are
significantly suppressed in this region of thermodynamic parameters. On the other hand, it is
clear that the tail of fragment distributions in Figs.4 and 5 decreases due to the dominance
of the bulk free energy and, hence, the whole structure at intermediate fragment sizes is due
to a competition between the surface free energy and two other contributions to the fragment
free energy, i.e., the bulk one and the Fisher one.
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Fig. 4. Fragment size distribution in the gaseous phase is shown for a fixed baryonic chemical potential
pw = —27.5 MeV and three values of the temperature 7". The legend is similar to that of Fig.3. The
dotted curve in this figure corresponds to the solid curve in Fig.3
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Fig. 5. Fragment size distribution in the gaseous phase is shown for a fixed temperature 7' = 20 MeV
and several values of the baryonic chemical potential x. The legend is similar to that of Fig.3. The
principal difference from the distributions shown in Fig.3 is the presence of negative surface tension
coefficient. Note that the shown fragment size distributions demonstrate a nonmonotonic dependence
on the baryonic chemical potential

Let us demonstrate now that the bimodal fragment size attenuation appears due to the
negative value of the surface tension coefficient, i.e., for o(T) < 0. In the latter case the
gaseous pressure exceeds that one of the liquid phase; i.e., the effective chemical potential
v = (pi(T,pn) —pg(T, 1)) b < 0 is negative [17,21]. Then the unnormalized distribution of
nuclear fragments with respect to the number of nucleons &

w(k) = exp —%k—i—%kg—Tlnk (11)
has the local minimum at some value ki, and the local maximum at kp.x > Kkmin. This
can be shown by inspecting the logarithmic derivative of w(k) with respect to k. Thus, the

extremum condition for such a derivative gives us

1/(1=5)

Olnw(k) I L N Lo S (12)

sla|
v+ ££

=0=kg=

’
ok k=kp T T ]glE_< kg

where the extremum is reached for £ = kg. Let us show now that the expression for kg
in (12) has two positive solutions. In the first case we assume that the Fisher term dominates
over the bulk one, i.e., || < 7/kg, which may occur only for small values of kp. Then
neglecting the term |v| in the above expression for kg one finds

T
Fimin = ki [T—] (13)
slo|
The analysis of the second derivative of Inw(k) with respect to k
?Inw(k
& Inwlk) R Y I T >0 (14)

2 2— 2 -
ok k=Kmin Tkmirf kmin kmzn
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shows that this derivative is always positive; i.e., there is a local minimum for ¢ > 0. Note

. . T . .
that Eq. (13) allows one to roughly estimate the surface tension as o ~ ————, if the position
min
of the local minimum is known (for an exact expression, see below).
In the opposite case, if the bulk free energy dominates over the Fisher term, i.e., for

|v| > 7T /kg, which occurs only for large values of kg, the solution for kg takes the form

1/(1—¢)
kmax = kg ~ [M] ; (15)
v
and, therefore, the second derivative of Inw(k) with respect to k can be written as
9’ Inw(k) _ T s(1—9)|a| 1 (I —=9)lv| T (16)
8k2 k=kmax N kIQnax Tkrzn_ai N kmax T kmax

Now it is clear that the second derivative (16) is negative for |v|(1 — <) > 77T /kmax. Note
that the latter inequality cannot be fulfilled for (1 —¢) < 1 only, whereas for the typical SMM
value ¢ ~ 2/3 the inequality |v|(1 —<) > 7T /kmax is obeyed due to adopted assumption
|v| > 7T /kmax. Thus, at k ~ K.y the fragment distribution (11) has a local maximum. The
existence of the distribution with the saddle-like shape that has both a local minimum and a
local maximum is clearly seen in Figs.4 and 5.

In fact, if the positions of both local extrema are known, i.e., ki, and knax are known,
for instance, from the experiment, then for a given temperature 7" one can exactly find both v
and 0. To demonstrate this, we introduce a new variable

T
kS, = —(1+2). 17
E §O’|( ) ( )

Then, in terms of this variable the extremum condition (12) can be written as

1/s
i [i(um)] : (18)

v Slol

since kg = (77/|v|)z. Denoting the solutions of Eq.(18) as x1 = (|v|/7T)kmin and

x2 = (JV|/7T)kmax = Rz and dividing expression (18) for x = x5 by the same expression
for x = x1, one obtains the following equation for z = z1:

1+ Ray |V/° RS —1 RS —1

R=|—— =>r=—=——, =R—, 19

{1+m] NTR-R TR _ER (1)

if the ratio R = x2/%1 = kmax/kmin 18 known from the fragment distribution. The above
results allow us to explicitly find the effective chemical potential  and the surface tension
coefficient o as

™ R —1 T V] ™ R-1
fr— Ee— = — ]_ —kmin = - ~. 20
|V| kmin R - Rg ’ |J| gk?nin |: * TT :| gkj?nin R - Rg ( )

These expressions can be useful for the experimental data analysis.
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From the above analysis it is evident that the bimodal distributions demonstrated in Figs. 4
and 5 have nothing to do with the PT existence, but appear due to the competition of the
negative surface free energy with the positive free energy terms generated by the Fisher
topological exponent and the bulk term, which, respectively, dominate at small and large
values of fragment size. Thus, we give an explicit counterexample to the widely spread
belief [1-4,13] that a bimodal distribution of typical order parameter (size of fragment) is an
exclusive signal of a first-order PT in finite systems. Together with the authors of [10-12],
we would like to stress that, without studying the nature of the bimodal distributions, one
cannot claim that a PT is its only origin.

Furthermore, the existence of bimodal distributions without a PT completely breaks down
the logic of T.Hill [13]. According to [13], the interface energy between two phases should
essentially suppress the coexistence of two «pure» phases, but the states at supercritical
temperatures are, indeed, kind of the coexistence of two phases, but in the absence of a PT
and, hence, without an explicit surface separating them.

2. BIMODAL DISTRIBUTIONS AT FINITE VOLUMES

In this section we would like to thoroughly analyze the second typical mistake of the
approaches [2—4, 13, 14] based on bimodality properties of a first-order PT in finite systems.
In these approaches, it is implicitly assumed that, like in infinite systems, in finite systems
there exist exactly two «pure» phases and they correspond to two peaks in the bimodal
distribution of the order parameter. The examples given in the preceding section correspond
to the thermodynamic limit, although in actual simulations we used 7 - 103 and 10* particles.
We found that further increase of the size of the largest fragment K (V') in (3) generates the
relative numerical errors below 10~8 compared to the results obtained in the thermodynamic
limit. In this section, however, we consider smaller systems whose behavior is far from the
thermodynamic limit.

In order to illustrate some of the results which are necessary for a discussion of bimodality
in finite systems, we introduce the real R,, and imaginary I,, parts of \,, = R, + i[,, and
consider Eq. (2) as a system of coupled transcendental equations

K(V)
R, = Z or(T) exp {W} cos (I,,bk), (21
k=1
K(V)
I, =- or(T) exp {W} sin (I,,bk), (22)
k=1

where for convenience we introduced the following set of the effective chemical potentials v,
vp =v(An) = pi(T, u)b — (R, +il,,) bT, (23)

and denoted ¢ (T) = (mT/2m)3/? 21 exp [(n — pi (T, 11)b) /T as the reduced distribution for
nucleons.

Consider the real root (Ry > 0, Iy = 0), first. Similarly to the SMM [17], for I,, = Ip, =0
the real root Ry of the CSMM exists for any 7' and p. Comparison of Ry from (21) with
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the expression for vapor pressure of the analytical SMM solution [17] indicates that T R
is a constrained grand canonical pressure of the mixture of ideal gases with the chemical
potential 4. Let us show that the gas singularity is always the rightmost one. First, we
assume that for the same set of T, u and V there exists a complex root R,~o which is
the rightmost one compared to Ry, i.e., R,~o0 > Ro for I,~¢ # 0. Then one immediately
concludes that Re (,~0) < Re (1), but in this case for n > 0 one obtains

s

K(V

)
Ry= ) o(T)exp
k=1

K(V

)
cos (Ipbk) < Z ¢r(T) exp [M
k=1

7 ] = Ry, (24)
i.e., we arrive at a contradiction with the original assumption.

Note, however, that assuming an opposite inequality R,,~o < Rg for I,~¢ # 0 and Iy = 0,
one cannot get a contradiction, since a counterpart of the inequality (24) cannot be established
for Re (vn>0) > Re (1) due to the fact that for I,,~¢ # 0 some of the k-values in the sum
in Eq.(22) would generate unavoidably the inequality cos (I,,bk) < 1. This means that the
gas singularity is always the rightmost one. Such a fact plays a decisive role in formulating
the finite volume analogs of phases [15] and it will be exploited below as well.

Since Eq. (22) is not changed under the substitution I,, < —1I,,, the complex roots of the
system (21), (22) are coming in pairs only. This is an evident consequence of the fact that
the grand canonical partition (1) must be real. Now it is also apparent that all the roots can
be classified according to a descending order of their real parts.

A rigorous mathematical scheme to identify the analogs of phases in finite systems for
the partitions (1)—(4) was worked out in [12,15,21]. It is based on the number of roots of
the system (21), (22) for a given set of grand canonical variables 7', ;x and V. Thus, a single
real solution \g = Ry with Iy = 0 of the system (21), (22) corresponds to a gaseous phase,
since its pressure, indeed, looks like a pressure of a mixture of ideal gases with a single value
of the effective baryonic chemical potential vy defined by (23). If the system (21), (22) has
one real solution Ao and any natural number n = 1,2,3,... of complex conjugate pairs of
roots A,>1, then the corresponding partition (1) describes a mixture of a gaseous phase with
a set of metastable states which are not in a true chemical equilibrium with the gas, since
the real parts of their free energy —T'V R,~o are larger than the corresponding value for
the gaseous phase, i.e., =TV R,~0 > —TV Ry. The absence of a true chemical equilibrium
between these metastable states and the gas is also seen from the fact that the real parts
of their effective chemical potential v,, are larger than the value of the effective chemical
potential of the gaseous phase vy, i.e., Re (vn>0) > vp. A finite system analog of a fluid
phase corresponds to an infinite number of the complex roots of the system (21), (22), but it
exists at infinite pressure only.

Using this scheme, one can build up the finite system analog of the 7' — i phase diagram.
Indeed, the curve Re (v1(T)) divides the temperature-chemical potential plane into three
regions: for the region Re (v,,) < Re (v1(T")) there is only a single solution of the system (21),
(22) which describes the gaseous phase, at the curve Re (v,) = Re (v1(T')) there are exactly
three roots of the system (21), (22), while for Re (v,,) > Re(v1(T)) there are five or more
roots of this system, which corresponds to a finite volume analog of mixed phase. Figure 6
shows such a curve Re (v1(T)). The principal difference with the thermodynamic limit
discussed in the preceding section is that for finite volumes the effective chemical potential in
the gaseous phase can be positive; i.e., for some temperatures one has 1y > 0. Knowing the
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---K(¥V)=20
. —-—-- K(V) = 20, approximation
RN — K(V) =100

K(V) = 100, approximation

Fig. 6. The finite volume analog of the phase diagram in 7' — Re (v1) plane for given values of
K (V) = 20 (dashed curve) and K (V') = 100 (solid curve). Below each of these phase boundaries
there exists a gaseous phase only, but at and above each curve there are three or more solutions of the
system (21), (22). These solutions describe the states that can be identified as a finite volume analog of
a mixed phase. The additional curves correspond to the approximation (29)
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Fig. 7. The image of the finite volume analog of the phase diagram 7' — Re (v1) of Fig.6 is shown
in terms of the usual variables T and p. Note that for finite K (V') the solutions p1(7") do not exist
for some temperatures max(7T") > Teep and, thus, the both phase equilibrium curves of Fig.1 form a
continuous phase diagram for a finite system

values of Re (1 (7)) and R1(T), one can find the corresponding value of the liquid pressure,
which, in its turn, allows one to determine the curve uq(7") from the liquid phase equation
of state (5). Such curves 1 (7") are shown in Fig.7 for two values of the maximal fragment
size K (V). Comparing the T — 1 phase diagrams of Fig.7 with those shown in Fig. 1, one
can see that for temperatures below T¢.p, all the curves are quantitatively similar to each other
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even for a small system with K (V') = 20. However, in contrast to the thermodynamic limit
phase diagram of Fig. 1, for considered finite systems the curves p;(7") for the nuclear matter
and «antinuclear» matter are connected with each other at temperatures about Tcep,.

It is necessary to stress that, in contrast to the infinite systems, the partial pressures T'R,,
of the states n = 0,1,2,3,... that belong to the same grand canonical partition of a finite
system (1) do not coincide with each other and, therefore, in contrast to the beliefs of the
authors of [2-4,13], the statistical weights of the gaseous phase (n = 0) and the states with
n > 1 can be quite different. Moreover, although the state with n» = 0 is a gaseous phase,
the states with n > 1 cannot be identified as a «pure» liquid, since they have different partial
pressures and different decay/formation times defined via the imaginary part of the free energy
as m, = [Ian]_1 [12,15,21]. Furthermore, in finite systems even the gaseous phase differs
from that one existing in the thermodynamic limit, since, as one can see from Fig.6, for
finite volumes V' the effective chemical potential can be positive, i.e., vy > 0, and this case
corresponds to entirely different distribution of fragments.

1 v=—17MeV
10-1f - - —v=00MeV
' —wmwv=15MeV
2 ....... v=1.7MeV .
= T=13MeV,K(V) = 100,7 = 1.825 .-~
g 1072
5
< w7
2 N =T
=} E
= E
e L AY
- \
o \
1074F \\
h LN | , | |
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
KIK(V)

Fig. 8. Typical fragment size distributions existing in a finite analog of gaseous phase are shown for a
fixed temperature 7' = 13 MeV and different value of the effective chemical potential vy. For positive
values of v the fragment distribution has a bimodal-like shape, although it is still a gas of all fragments.
The maximal size of nuclear fragment is K (V') = kas = 100 nucleons

Indeed, as one can see from Fig. 8, for positive values of the effective chemical potential v
the fragment size distributions in a finite analog of gaseous phase acquire a bimodal-like shape
without any PT. Existence of such distributions is another explicit counterexample against
Hill’s belief [13] that the bimodal distributions can be used to unambiguously characterize a
PT in finite systems.

Since an existence of the states with vy > 0 is of principal importance for this study, here
we would like to demonstrate this fact analytically. For this purpose, we consider the limit
Re(vn) > T for all 0 < n < N with N > 1. For instance, this is a typical situation for low
temperatures 7' or it can appear at high baryonic densities existing inside a mixed phase. It
is clear that in this limit the leading contribution to the right-hand side of (22) corresponds
to the harmonic with k¥ = K(V'), and, consequently, an exponentially large amplitude of this
term can be only compensated by a vanishing value of sin (I,,b6K (V)), i.e., I,bK = mn + Jy,
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with |J,,| < 7 (hereafter we will analyze only the branch I,, > 0). Keeping the leading term
on the right-hand side of (22) and solving for é,,, one finds [15,21,22]

21n + op _ 2mn 1
In & KWV)b ~ K(V)b [1 K(V) bRn] ’ (25)
2mn
On = —m, (26)
R, ~ (Z5K(T) exp {W} ; 27)

where the results are given for the branch of positive R,, values.

Since for large volumes V the negative values of R, cannot contribute to the grand
canonical partition (1), here we analyze only values of n which generate R,, > 0. In this
case, substituting the reduced distribution (9) into Eq. (27), one obtains the leading terms for
the partial pressure of nth state

N T R, | _ YO
TRy~ pi(T, 1) — (V) In ‘ o (T) ‘ ~ (T p) bK(V)]E—s
In|(27/mT)%?Ry,| + TIn K (V)
_T[ bE(V) 29

under the inequalities Re (v) > T and K (V) > 1. This equation clearly shows that for
K(V) > 1 and ¢ = 2/3 the nth state corresponds to a finite droplet of a radius of K (V)/3
nucleon radii having a volume pressure of an infinite liquid droplet which is corrected by the
Laplace surface pressure (the second term on the right-hand side of (28)). In fact, such states
correspond to a mixed phase dominated by a heaviest fragment. This is clearly seen from
(28) at low temperatures. Indeed, for 7' — 0 the left-hand side of (28) and the last term on
the right-hand side of it vanish and we obtain that equations for all R, degenerate into the

a(0)
bR (V)
of the finite liquid drop, where the chemical potential ;; corresponds to R;. In other words,
the vanishing total pressure of the mth state is the mechanical stability condition of mixed
phase, since at T — 0 the gaseous phase pressure is zero. A few examples of u(7") are
depicted in Fig. 7.

Also Eq.(28) obviously demonstrates that in the thermodynamic limit K(V) — oo an
infinite number of metastable states with partial pressures T'R,,~o — pi(T, 1) go to the real
axis of the complex A-plane, since in this limit I,,~o — 0 in (25), and, hence, they form a
pole of infinite order at A\,~o = pi(T, 1)/T}; i.e., they form an essential singularity of the
isobaric partition function [12,15,21,22] which, in contrast to a simple pole of a gaseous
phase Ao = Ry, describes a liquid phase.

From Eq. (28) one can get the effective chemical potentials Re (v,,~) of these n-states as

same expression p; (0, 1) — ~ 0, which is a condition of vanishing total pressure

o(T) .,y [Inl@r/mT)*2Rusol + 710 K (V)

KV K(V) @

Re (Vn>0) ~

from which one can immediately deduce that for low temperatures and for K (V') > 1 the real
part of v,,~ is solely defined by the sign of the surface tension coefficient; i.e., from o (7") > 0
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it follows that Re (,50) > 0. In the thermodynamic limit K (V') — oo Eq.(29) recovers the
usual SMM result that the effective chemical potential vanishes only at the phase equilibrium
line [17].
Furthermore, in the limit 7" — 0 from (29) one finds that

Re(v1) = Re(12) ® Re (v3) = ... = Re (vp) =~ bpi (0, 1) =~ (30)
i.e., the real parts of all effective chemical potential states are tending to match at vanishing
temperatures independently of the values of R,~¢ for ;4 = p introduced earlier. From (30)
one can easily show that for vy < Re (v1) the liquid droplet cannot exist in the limit 7 — 0.
Suppose, on the contrary, that this is possible. Then such a situation can occur only for
some chemical potential p’ defined as vo = bp;(0,u'). Obviously p' < pi, since for the
equation of state of liquid (5) its pressure p;(0, ) is a monotonically increasing function
of chemical potential u. However, as we showed above, the total pressure of such a finite

o(0)
K (V)]1=<
and it cannot exist under such conditions. On the other hand, for x4/ > pq or, equivalently,
for vy = bpi(0, ') > Re(vn>0) = bpi(0, 1) the solution Ry always exists, which means
that the finite volume analog of the gaseous phase exists together with the solutions R,
describing the finite droplet. These are simple physical arguments that Re (14 (7)) is a finite
volume analog of the 7' — 1 diagram of the first-order PT at 7" — 0. More formal arguments
can be found in [12,15,21].

As one can see from Fig. 6, the expression (29) approximately reproduces the numerical
solution of the system (21), (22) for Re (1). Moreover, this figure clearly demonstrates that
at low temperatures the condition Re (1) > T is obeyed and, hence, the approximation (29)
works well even for a small system with K (V') = 20. For a larger system with K (V) = 100,
Eq. (29) correctly reproduces the temperature dependence of Re (v1(T")) for all temperatures
below 12 MeV, although in this case the inequality Re (11 (7)) > T is not obeyed.

Also the above analysis demonstrates that the finite volume analog of the tricritical point
with the parameters Re (v) = 0 and o(T) = 0, i.e., a state at which the gaseous phase
pressure coincides with the pressure of infinite liquid droplet and the surface free energy is
zero, belongs to a finite volume analog of a gaseous phase, since according to the above
analysis such equalities for finite systems can be achieved only at T = T, and only for
vo = Re(rp) = 0. Note that at the finite volume analog of the tricritical point the size
distribution of the fragments is purely power-like. It is hoped that such a feature can be
helpful for an experimental identification of the tricritical point in the experiments.

An existence of the gaseous phase with vy > 0 in finite systems clearly indicates the
principal difference between the properties of gaseous phases existing in finite and in infinite
volumes. And this principal difference can be seen in the fragment distributions shown
in Figs.3 and 8. Indeed, the fragment size distributions depicted in Fig.3 are monotonically
decreasing ones, even taken at the boundary between the macroscopic gaseous phase and
macroscopic mixed phase, whereas for vy > 0 the fragment size distributions of Fig.8
have a bimodal shape. The latter might not look as a canonical bimodal shape, but if one
accounts for the fluctuation of the maximal number of nucleons in the system which is
similar to the number of participating nucleons in the nuclear reaction, then the resulting
distribution may look much more similar to those discussed in [3-5]. In Fig.9 we show

droplet is p;(0, ') — < 0 and, hence, such a droplet is mechanically unstable
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Fig. 9. The reweighted fragment size distribution for a finite analog of gaseous phase. The original
fragment size distribution corresponds to the parameters 7' = 13 MeV and 1y = 1.7 MeV (see the
corresponding curve in Fig.8), but for K (V') € [85;115] values distributed normally with the mean
value K (V) = 100 and a dispersion 5

such a reweighted distribution which was constructed from fifteen distributions having the
same values of 7' = 13 MeV and vy = 1.7 MeV, but for the parameter K (V') distributed
normally in the range K (V) € [85; 115] with the mean value K (V') = 100 and a dispersion 5.
Such a reweighting models the possible dynamical fluctuations of the impact parameter in
the nuclear reaction. The example of Fig.9 demonstrates that the observed fragment size
distribution does differ from the original statistical fragment size distribution due to weak
dynamical fluctuations of the impact parameter. The effect of the dynamical fluctuations of
the initial temperature (which appears at the moment of thermal equilibrium) that is well-
known in the high-energy hadron and nuclear collisions [44] can be even more dramatic and
it can essentially modify the original statistical fragment size distribution. The worst is that
it is entirely unclear how this cause or/and the other possible physical ones like a collective
flow and its instabilities modify the original statistical fragment size distribution before it
is measured by a detector. Therefore, from this example and the counterexamples given
above, we conclude that it is hard to believe that the theoretical schemes suggested in [1-4]
to manipulate with the observed data are, indeed, able to elucidate any essential PT related
characteristics of the statistical distributions from the measured data.

CONCLUSIONS

In the present work we gave two explicit counterexamples to the widely spread
beliefs [1,2,4,5,13] about an exclusive role of bimodality as the first-order PT signal and
showed that the bimodal distributions can naturally appear both in infinite and in finite systems
without a PT. In the first counterexample, a bimodal distribution is generated at the supercrit-
ical temperatures by the negative values of the surface tension coefficient. This result is in
line with the previously discussed role of the competition between the volume and the surface
parts of the system free energy [10,12]. In the second considered counterexample, a bimodal
fragment distribution is generated by positive values of the effective chemical potential in
a finite volume analog of a gaseous phase. The latter was provided by an exact analytical
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solution of the CSMM for finite systems [12, 15] which was successfully generalized here
for more realistic equations of state of the compressible nuclear liquid and for more realistic
treatment of the surface tension free energy.

Also here we gave analytic results showing for the first time that for finite, but large
systems, the value of the effective chemical potential on the finite volume analog of the T'— v
phase diagram [12,15] is solely defined by the surface tension coefficient and by the radius of
the largest fragment. The derived analytical formulas for partial pressures of the metastable
states belonging to the same grand canonical partition give an explicit example that, on the
contrary to the beliefs of [1-4,13], in finite systems there are no two «pure» phases as it is
the case in the thermodynamic limit. At finite pressures the liquid-like finite droplet appears
only as a part of a finite volume analog of a mixed phase. Additionally, here we demonstrated
that for positive values of the effective chemical potential vy the properties of the gaseous
phase in finite systems drastically differ from its properties in the thermodynamic limit. The
bimodal fragment size distributions depicted in Figs. 8 and 9 cannot exist in the gaseous phase
treated in the thermodynamic limit (see Fig. 3 for comparison).

The above results are in line with the critique [10-12] of a bimodality as a reliable signal
of the PT existence in finite systems. Once more we have to stress that, without studying
the nature of the bimodal distributions, one cannot claim that a PT is its only origin. An
interesting result on the bimodality absence in the systems indicating a possible PT existence
in multifragment production in heavy-ion nuclear collisions was reported in [45]. This is an
additional counterexample to the widely spread belief on an exclusive role of bimodality as a
PT signal in finite systems.

Therefore, all the counterexamples obtained in this work on the basis of an exactly solvable
statistical model known as the CSMM allow us to conclude that it is rather doubtful that the
theoretical schemes invented in [1-4] to manipulate with the observed data are, indeed, able
to elucidate the reliable PT signals from the measured data.
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