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A bstract

A search for the pair production of fourth generation F-quarks was perform ed

using data taken by the DELPH I detector at LEP-II. T he analysed data were
collected at centre-ofm ass energies ranging from 196 to 209 G €V , corresponding
to an integrated lum inosity of 420 pb ! . No evidence for a signal was found.
Upper Iimitson BR (0°! bZ) and BR (0’ ! di ) were obtained for b’ m asses
ranging from 96 to 103 Ge&V=c’. These lin its, together with the theoretical
branching ratios predicted by a sequential four generationsm odel, were used to
constrain the value of Rexy = jv:f;Tk\’](’tbj, where Vg, Vo and Vg, are elem ents
of the extended CKM m atrix.
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1 Introduction

The Standard M odel (SM ), although in agreem ent w ith the avaibhble experim ental
data [1], Jeaves several open questions. Tn particular, the num ber of ferm ion generations
and their m ass spectrum  are not predicted. T he m easurem ent of the Z decay w dths [1]
established that the num ber of light neutrino species (m < m ;=2,wherem ; istheZ boson
m ass) is equal to three. However, if a heavy neutrino or a neutrinoless extra generation
exists, this bound does not exclude the possibility of extra generations of heavy quarks.
M oreover the t to the electroweak data [2]does not deteriorate w ith the inclusion ofone
extra heavy generation, if the new up and dow n-type quarks m ass di erence is not too
large. It should be noticed however that in this t nom xing of the extra fam ilies w ith
the SM ones is assum ed.

T he sub Ect of this paper is the search for the pair production of a fourth generation
b%quark at LEP-IT: b° production and decay are discussed in section 2; in section 3, the
data sets and the M onte Carlo (M C ) sinulation are described; the analysis is discussed
in section 4; the results and their Interpretation w ithin a sequential m odel are presented
in sections 5 and 6, respectively.

2  b'quark production and decay

Extra generations of ferm ions are predicted in several SM extensions [3,4]. In sequen-—
tialm odels [5{7], a fourth generation of farm ions carrying the sam e quantum num bers as
the SM fam ilies is considered. In the quark sector, an up-type quark, t°, and a dow n-type
quark, b’, are included . T he corresponding 4 4 extended C abibboK obayashiM askawa
(CKM )m atrix isunitary, approxin ately sym m etric and aln ostdiagonal. A sCP <violation
is not considered In them odel, allthe CKM elam ents are assum ed to be real.

T he b%quark m ay decay via charged currents (CC) to UW ,with U = t%t;c;u, or via

avour-changing neutral currents (FCNC ) toD X ,whereD = b;s;dand X = Z;H; ;g
(Fig.1l).Asin the SM ,FCNC are absent at tree level, but can appear at one-loop level,
due to CKM m ixing. If the b’ is lighter than t’ and t, thedecays b’ ! tW and b’! W
are kinem atically forbidden and the one-dloop FCNC decays can be as in portant as the
CC decays [6].

T he analysis of the electroweak data [1]show s that them assdi erence Jn v m o<
60 G eV=c’ is consistent w ith the m easurem ent of the param eter [3,5]. In particular,
whenm, + mpy < mp < My + My, eitherb®! di orb’! bz decay tend to be dom i-
nant [5{7]. In this case, the partialw dths of the CC and FCNC b’decays depend m ainly
onmp,Mp and Recgy = jv:;ﬁj,wherevcbo,vﬂoo and Vg, are elem ents of the extended
4 4CKM matrix [7].

Lin its on the m ass of the b%quark have been set previously at various accelerators.
At LEP-I, all the experin ents searched for b pair production (¢"e ! b%P), yieding a
lower lim it on the b’ m ass of about m ;=2 [8]. At the Tevatron, both the D0 [9] and
CDF [10] experin ents reported lmitson (pp ! bo?) BR (©°! bX)?, where BR is
the branching ratio corresponding to the considered FCNC P decay modeand X = ;Z.
Assuming BR 0° ! DbZ) = 1, CDF excluded the region 100 < myo < 199 Ge&v=c’.
A Ithough no dedicated analysis was perform ed for the b’ ! di decay, the D0 lin its on

(pp ! tt) BR(t! dv )’ from Fig. 44 and Tabl XXX I of reference [11] can give a
hint on the possbl valuies ®Hr BR (b’ ! dv ) [12].



In the present analysis the on-shellFCNC (©°! bzZ)and CC (©°! W )decay m odes
were studied and consequently the mass range 96 GeV=c’ < my < 103 G&V=C was
considered. This mass range is com plem entary to the one covered by CDF [10]. The
massrangemy + m. < My < My + M was not considerad because In this region
the evaluation of the branching ratios for the di erent b° decays is particularly di cult
from the theoretical point of view [7]. In the present analysis no assum ptions on the
BR(®’! bz)and BR®’! di ) in order to derive m ass lim its were made. D i erent

nal states, corresponding to the di erent b® decay m odes and subsequent decays of the
Z and W bosons, were analysed.

3 Data sam ples and M onte C arlo sim ulation

The analysed data were co w ith the DELPH I detector [13] during the years
1999 and 2000 in LEP-ITrunsat s= 196 209 G&V and correspond to an integrated
lum inosity of about 420 pb * . The lum inosity collected at each centre-ofm ass energy is
shown in Table 1. D uring the year 2000, an unrecoverable failure a ected one sector of
the central tracking detector (TPC ), corresponding to 1/12 of its acceptance. T he data
collected during the year 2000 w ith the TPC %w operationalwere split into two energy
bins, below and above  s= 206 G&V,with h si= 2048 GeV and h si= 2066 G&V,
regpectively. The data collected w ith one sector of the TPC tumed o were analysad
separately and haveh si= 2063 Ge&vV.

n

T s Gev) 196 | 200 | 202 | 205 | 207 | 206
um inosity (pb ! )| 76.0{82.7/402|80.0|81.9|592

Table 1: The lum nnosity collected with the DELPHI detector at each centre-ofm ass
energy is shown. T he energy bin labelled 206 corresponds to the data collected w ith one
sector of the TPC tumed o .

Signal sam ples were generated using a m odi ed version of PYTHIA 6200 [14]. A -
though PYTHIA does not provide FCNC decay channels for quarks, it was possible to
activate them by m odifying the decay products of an available channel. The angular
distributions assum ed ©or b’ pair production and decay were those predicted by the SM
for any heavy down-type quark. D i erent sam ples, corresponding to b’ m asses in the
range between 96 and 103 G eV=c¢’ and with a spacing of 1 G &V=c¢’ were generated at
each centre-ofm ass energy. Speci ¢ M onte Carlo sinulations (for both SM and signal
processes) were produced for the period when one sector of the TPC was tumed o .

T he m ost relevant background processes for the present analyses are those leading
toW W orZ7 bosons in the nal state, ie. fourfem ion backgrounds. Radiation in
these events can m In ic the six-ferm lon nalstates for the signal. Additionally gg( ) and
Bhabha events can not be neglected since for signal nal statesw ith m issing energy these
backgrounds can becom e in portant. SM background processes were sin ulated at each
centre-ofm ass energy using several M onte C arlo generators. A 1l the fourfermm ion nal
states (both neutral and charged currents) were generated with W PHACT [15], while
the particular phase space regionsof €' e ! & e ff referred to as Interactions were
generated using PYTHIA [14]. The gg( ) nal state was generated with KK 2F [16].
Bhabha events were generated with BHW IDE [17].



T he generated signal and background events were passed through the detailed sim u-
lation of the D ELPH I detector [13]and then processed w ith the sam e reconstruction and
analysis program s as the data.

4 D escription of the analyses

Pair production of b%quarks was searched for in both the FCNC (©°! bZ) and CC
®’ ! AW ) decay m odes. The b’ decay m odes and the subsequent decays of the gauge
bosons (Z orW ) lead to severaldi erent nalstates (Fig.2). The nalstates considered
and their branching ratios are shown in Table 2. The choice of the considered nal
states was done taking into account their signatures and BR . About 81% and 90% of the
branching ratio to the FCNC and CC channels were covered, regoectively. A 11 nal states
Include two Pts originating from the low energy b (c) quarks present In the FCNC (CC)
b® decay m odes. A comm on preselection was adopted, followed by a speci ¢ analysis for
each of the nalstates (Tabl 2).

‘ b decay Hboson decays ‘BR & )‘ nalstates‘
P! bz (FCNC)||zz ! T1 40 | Wr1
27 ' qq 28.0 Boag
2z ! gaqq 48.6 bbggaq
P°! AW (CC) [[Www ! ggl 43.7 cogql
Ww ! gggg 4538 coggaq

Table 2: The nal states considered in this analysis are shown. About 81% and 90% of
the branching ratio to the FCNC and CC channels were covered, respectively.

Events were presslected by requiring at least eight good charged-particle tracks and
the visible energy m easured at polar angles' above 20 , to be greater than 02" s. G ood
charged-particle tracks were de ned as those with a m om entum above 02 G &V =c and
In pact param eters In the transverse plane and along the beam direction below 4 an and
below 4 an=sin , respectively.

The denti cation of muons relied on the association of charged particles to signals
In the muon chambers and in the hadronic calorin eters and was provided by standard
DELPHTI algorithm s [13]. The identi cation of electrons and photons was perform ed
by com bining inform ation from the electrom agnetic calorim eters and the tracking sys—
tam . Radiation and interaction e ects were taken into account by an angular clustering
procedure around them ain shower [18].

T he search for isolated particles (charged leptons and photons) was done by construct-
Ing double cones ordented in the direction of charged-particle tracks or neutral energy
deposits. The latter ones were de ned as calorin etric energy deposits above 05 G &V,
notm atched to charged-particle tracks and identi ed as photon candidates by the stan-
dard D ELPH Ialgorithm s [13,18]. For charged leptons (photons), the energy in the region
between the two cones, which had halfopening anglesof 5 and 25 (5 and 15 ), was
required to bebelow 3G &V (1 G&V ), to ensure isolation. A 11 the charged-particle tracks

I In the standard D ELPH I coordinate system , the positive z axis is along the electron beam direction. T he polar angle
() isde ned w ith respect to the z axis. In this paper, polar angle ranges are alw ays assum ed to be sym m etric w ith respect
to the = 90 plane.




| nalstate| assignm ent criteria

bbbl 1 at least 1 isolated Jepton
bbgg no isolated leptons
B issing > 50 G eV
bbgagq no isolated leptons
En issing < 50 G &V
coggl only 1 isolated lepton
ccgqaq no isolated leptons
En issing < 50 G &V

Table 3: Summ ary of the nal state assignm ent criteria.

and neutral energy deposits inside the inner cone w ere associated to the isolated particle.
Its energy was then reevaluated as the sum of the energies inside the Inner cone and
was required to be above 5 G &V . Forwell denti ed leptons or photons [13,18] the above
requirem ents were weakened. In this case only the external cone was usad (to ensure
isolation) and itsangle was varied according to the energy of the lepton (photon) can—
ddate,down to 2 orP. 70Ge&V/c (3 forP 90 G eV /c), with the allowed energy
Inside the cone reduced by sin =sin25 (sin =sin15 ). Isolated leptons were required
to have a m om entum greater than 10 G €V=c and a polar angl above 25 . Events w ith
isolated photons were refcted.

A 1l the events were clustered into two, four or six fts using the Durham 7t algo-
rithm [19], according to the number of gts expected in the signal in each of the nal
states, unless explicitly stated otherw ise. A fthough two b Fts are always present in the
FCNC nalstates, they have a relatively Iow energy and b-tagging techniques [20]were
not usd.

Events were assigned to the di erent nal states according to the num ber of isolated
Jeptons and to the m issing energy in the event, as detailed in Tabl 3. W ithin the sam e
b’ decay channel, the di erent selections were designed to be m utually exclusive. For the

nal states nvolving charged leptons (bbI 1 and coggl ), events were divided into
di erent sam ples according to the lepton avour denti cation: e sam ple (well denti ed
electrons), sampl (well denti ed muons) and no-id sam ple (leptons w ith unidenti ed
avour or two leptons denti ed with di erent avours).

Speci c analyseswere then perform ed foreach of the nalstates. T he selection criteria
for the bbgggqg and cogggg nalstateswere the sam e. ThebbI 1 nalstate hasa very
clean signature (two leptonswithm 3 ; m, ,two Jow energy Etsand m issing m ass close
tom ;) and consequently a sequential cut analysis was adopted. For all the other nal
states, a sequential selection step was ollowed by a discrim inant analysis. In this case,
a signal likelihood (Lg) and a background likelihood (L ) were assigned to each event,
based on Probability D ensity Functions (PDF ), built from the distrdbutions of relevant
physical variables. T he discrin inant variable was de ned as n(Ls=Ly ).

41 Thebbl 1 nal state
The FCNC bbI 1 nal state events were presslected as described above, by re-
quiring at least eight good charged-particle tracks, the visble energy m easured at polar

angles above 20 , to be greater than 02 s and at least one isolated lepton. D istribu-—



tions of the relevant variables are shown in Fig. 3 for all the events assigned to this nal
state after the preselection. T he event selection was perform ed in two levels. In the rst
one, events pere required to have at least two leptons and an e ective centre-ofm ass
energy [21], <Y below 095 s. The particles other than the two Jptons In the events
were clustered into two Pts and the Durham resolution variable in the transition from
two Fts to one £ was required to be greater than 0.002. T he num ber ofdata events and
the SM expectation after the st selection level is shown In Table 4. T he background
Som position and the signale ciencies at this level of selection form o= 100 G &V =¢ and

s= 205G eV aregiven in Table 8. The e ciencies or the other relevant b “m asses and

s values were found to be the sam e w ithin errors. Data, SM expectation and signal
distrdbutions at this selection level are shown in Fig. 4.

e}
g

s (GeV)| data (SM expectation statistical error)
e sam ple ‘ sam ple ‘ no-id sam ple
196 226 03) | 1 (29 03) ] 47 (359 14)
200 3(25 04) ] 434 04) ] 30374 14)
202 2(13 02) | 1@7 02)] 20187 0.7)
205 525 04) | 330 04) | 35362 14)
207 3(23 04) ] 3(31 04) | 45351 1.3)
206 1(19 03)| 226 02)] 31276 10)

total [[16 (132 0.8)[14 (167 0.8)[208 (191.0 3.0)]

Table 4: First selection level of the bbl 1 nal state: the num ber of events selected

In data and the SM expectations after the rst selection level for each sam ple and cen-
tre-ofm ass energy are shown.

In the nal selection level the m om entum of the m ore energetic (less energetic) gt
was required to be below 30 Gev=c (125 G&/=c). Events In the e and no-id sam ples
had to have a m issing energy greater than 0:4 s. In the sam ple events were required
to have an angle between the two muons greater than 125 . In the no-=id sam ple, the
angle between the two charged leptons had to be greater than 140 and p, is=En s < 04,
where g, ;s and E, s are them issing m om entum and energy, regoectively. A fter the nal
selection, one data event was selected for an exp background of 1.5 0.7. Thisevent
belonged to the no—id sam p]g and was collected at = s= 200 G €V .The signale ciencies
formp = 100 GeV=c? and = s= 205GeV are 3066 2:5% (e sam ple), 4836 2% (
smplk) and 72 08% (no-id sam ple) and their variation with m .0 and = s was found
to be negligible In the relevant range.

4.2 T he bbgg nal state

The FCNC bbag nal state is characterised by the presence of fogr_ Ets and a
m issing mass close to m ;. At Jeast 20 good charged-particle tracks and s> 05 s
were required . Events were clustered into four gts. M ono gt-ike events were refcted by
requiring 1og;,(v2r 1) < 0:7 (yzr 1 is the Durham resolution variable in the two to one
Pt transition ). Furthem ore, log,,(ys: 3) was required to be below 2.8 and the en
of the leading charged particle of the m ost energetic ft was required to be below 0:1° s.

2The D urham resolution variable is the m inim um value of the scaled transverse m om entum obtained in the transition
from n ton 1 Fts [19]and willbe represented by vy n1 n 1 -




A kinem atic t Im posing energy-m om entum conservation and no m issing energy was
applied and the background-lke events with “=nd:f: < 6 were refcted. The data,
SM expectation and signal distrdbutions of this variable are shown in Fig. 5. Tabl 5
sum m arizes the num ber of selected data events and the SM expectation. T he background
Svm position and the signale ciency at this level of selection form o = 100 G €V =c’ and

s= 205G eV aregiven in Table 8. The e ciencies or the other relevant b “m asses and
s values were found to be the sam e w ithin errors.

@)
T

‘ s (Gev )H data (SM expectation  statistical error) ‘

196 123 (1063 4.0)
200 111 (1048 4.0)
202 50 (498 19)
205 88 (942 3.7)
207 99 (912 36)
206 62 (65.7 2.6)
total | 533 (511.7 83)

Table 5: First selection level of the bbgg nal state: the num ber of events selected in
data and the SM expectation for each centre-ofm ass energy are shown.

A discrim inant selection was then perform ed using the follow ing variables to build the
PDF's:

the m issing m ass;

22 min(sh 5jsin ;),where ALY is the acoplanarity’ and ;5 are the polar
angles of the fts when forcing the events into two ts*;

the acollinearity between the two m ost energetic £ts w ith the event particles clus-
tered into four gts;

the sum of the rstand third Fox-W olfram m om ents (h + hs) [22];

the polar angle of the m issing m om entum .

Thedata, SM expectation and signaldistributions of these variables are shown In Fig. 6.

4.3 The bbgggg nalstate

The FCNC bbgggg nalstate is characterised by the presence of six fts and a snall
m issing energy. A 1l the events were clustered into six Pts and only those with at least
éo_good charged-particle tracks were accepted. M oreover, events were required to have
s> 06 s, Iog)(y21 1) < 0:7and  log;y (Ve 5) < 3%6. The num ber of selected data
events and the expected background at this level are shown in Tabl 6. T he background
Svm position and the signale ciency at this level of selection form o = 100 G €V =c? and
s= 205G eV aregiven in Table 8. The e ciencies or the other relevant b “m asses and

s values were found to be the sam e w ithin errors.

A discrin lnant selection was perform ed using the follow ing vardables to build the PD F's:

3T he acoplanarity betw een two particles is de ned as 180 j o1 2J,where 1, are the azin uthalangles of the two

particles (in degrees).
4W hile the signalis characterised by the presence of four jts in the nalstate, the two Jts con guration isused m ainly

for background rejction.
5The acollinearity between two particles is de ned as 180 1,2, where 1, is the angle (in degrees) between those

tw o particles.




e}
g

‘ s (Gev )H data (SM expectation  statistical error) ‘

196 349 (326.7 53)
200 347 (3421 55)
202 165 (1621 2.6)
205 322 (3190 52)
207 287 (3076 50)
206 192 (2158 3.6)
total | 1662 (16739 114)

Table 6: First selection level of the bbggqqg and ccgggg  nal states: the num ber of events
selected in data and the SM expectations for each centre-ofm ass energy are shown.

the Durham resolution variable, Ilog,(ya: 3);

the Durham resolution variable, Ilog,(ys: 4);

the acollinearity between the two m ost energetic gts, w ith the event forced into four
Fts;

the sum of the rst and third Fox-W olfram m om ents;

them om entum of the m ost energetic &t;

the angle between the two m ost energetic gts (with the events clustered into six
Bts).

T he distrbutions of these variables are shown in Fig. 7 for data, SM expectation and
signal.

44 The ccqql nal state

T he signature of this CC nal state is the presence of four fts (two of them having
low energy), one isolated lepton and m issing energy (originating from theW ! 1 decay).
T he events were acoepted if they had at least 15 good charged—particle tracks. T he event
particles other than the denti ed lepton were clustered into four gts. Part of the qg
and background was refcted by requiring log,(yz: 1) < 0:7. Furthem ore, there
should be only one charged-particle track associated to the isolated lepton,and the leading
charged particle of them ost energetic t was required to have am om entum below 0:1 s.
T he num ber of selected data events and SM expectations at this level are sum m arized in
Table 7. T he background o%n position and the signale ciencies at this level of selection

ormy = 100 GeV=¢ an s= 205G €&V are given in Tabl 8. The e ciencies for the
other relevant b’ m asses and ~ s values were found to be the sam e w ithin errors.

The PDFsusad to calculate the background and signal likellhoods were based on the
follow ing variables:

the sum of the rst and third Fox-W olfram m om ents;
the invariant m ass of the two Jts, w ith the event particles other than the denti ed
lepton clustered into two Fts;
Ethe D ug@m resolution variable, Ilog,(ya: 3);

; PiF s,wherep; are them om enta of the charged particles (excluding the lepton)
In the sam e heam isphere as the lepton (the ham isphere is de ned w ith respect to the
lepton);
the acollinearity between the two m ost energetic ts;



e}
g

s (G&V) data (SM expectation  statistical error)

e ‘ ‘ no—id
196 65 (511 14) 53 (561 1.5) 38 (344 14)
200 54 (581 1.7) 63 (599 1) 40 (350 14)
202 30 (278 0.8) 21 (284 0.8) 13 (165 0.7)
205 56 (508 1.5) 66 (536 1.5) 32 (333 14)
207 53 (538 1.) 48 (572 1) 35 (338 14)
206 31 (372 14) 42 (393 1.1) 21 (234 1.0)

( (

total [[289 (278.8 35)[293 (2945 34)[179 (1768 23)|

Table 7: First selection level of the coggl’ nal state: the num ber of events selected in
data and the SM expectations for each sam ple and centre-ofm ass energy are shown.

the angle between the lepton and the m issing m om entum .

Thedata, SM expectation and signaldistributions of these variables are shown n Fi. 8.
In order to In prove the e ciency, events w ith no legptons seen in the detector were
kept in a fourth sam ple. For this sam ple, the selection criteria of the blbgg nal state
were applied and the sam e variables as in section 42 were used to buid the PDFs. The
signale ciency after the rst selection level form o = 100 GeV=c? and = s = 205G eV
was8:9 0:9% . Thee ciencies for the other relevantb “m assesand ~ s values were found

to be the sam e w ithin errors.

45 The ccgggg nalstate

This nalstate isvery sim ilar to bbgggqg (w ith slightly di erent kinem atics due to the
m ass di erence between the 72 and the W ). The analysis described in section 4.3 was
thus adopted. T he num ber of selected events and the SM expectations can be found in
Table 6. At this level, the signale ciency form o= 100G eV=c’ and  s= 205G &V was
673 1:5% . Thee ciencies for the other b m asses and centre-ofm ass energies were the
sam e w ithin errors. The PD F s were built using the sam e set of variables as in section 4 3.

5 Results

Forall nalstates,a good agreem ent between data and SM expectation wasfound. T he
sum m ary of the totalnum ber of selected data events, SM expectations, the corresponding
background com position and the signale ciencies for the studied nalstates are shown
In Table 8. In the bbI'1l nal state, one data event was retained after the nal
selection level, fora SM expe%tatjon of15 0.7 events. T his event belonged to the no-id
sam ple and was collected at ™ s = 200 G &V . For all the other nal states, discrin inant
analyses were used. In these cases, a discrin inant variable, n(Lgs=Lg ),wasde ned. The
distributions of n(Ls=Lg ), for the di erent analysis channels are shown in Fig. 9. No
evidence for a signalwas found in any of the channels and the full inform ation, ie. event
num bers and the shapes of the distrdbutions of the discrim inant variables were used to
derive lin tson BR (0°! bZ)and BR (0! di ).



data background signal
nal state (SM stat. error) |com position (% )|e ciency (%)
g WW ZZ
bbI 1 e sam plg 16 (132 0.8) 16 16 68 0 351 26
( rst selection sam ple 14 (16.7 0.8) 0O 10 90 O 534 2.7
level) no-id sample|| 208 (1910 3.0) |8 80 12 O 123 10
bbag 533 (511.7 83) | 76 17 2 5 576 1.7
bbgggg 1662 (16739 114)|35 65 0 O 66.0 15
esample|| 289 (2788 35) |7 82 11 O 453 2.7
coggl sample| 293 (2945 34) | 2 97 1 O 564 2.7
no-id sample|| 179 (1768 28) |9 84 7 0 53 0.
no lepton sam ple|| 533 (511.7 83) |76 17 2 5 89 09
coggaq 1662 (16739 114)|35 65 0 0 673 15

Table 8: Summ ary of the total num ber of selected data events and SM expectations for

the studied nal states after the nal selection ( rst selection level or bbI 1 ). The

Sorrespondjng background com position and signale ciencies form 0 = 100 G &V =¢’ and
s= 205GeV arealso shown.

50 Limitson BR (b°! bZ)and BR (b°! cW )

U pper lin its on the product of thee' e ! b%P cross-section and the branching ratio
as a function of the b’ m ass were derived at 95% con dence level (CL) in each of the
considered b° decay m odes (FCNC and CC ), taking into account the values of the dis—
crin inant variables and their expected distridbutions for signaland background, the signal
e ciencies and the data lum inosities at the various centre-ofm ass energies.

A ssum ing the SM cross-section for the pair production of heavy quarksat LEP [7,14],
these lim its were converted into Iim its on the branching ratios corresponding to the
P’! bZandb’! AW decaymodes. Them odi ed frequentist likelihood ratiom ethod [23]
wasused. The di erent nal states and centre-ofm ass en bins were treated as Inde-
pendent channels. For each b’ m ass only the channels with = s> 2m 0 were considered.
In order to avold som e non-physical uctuations of the distrdbutions of the discrin inant
variables due to the lim ited statistics of the generated events, a am oothing algorithm was
used. Them edian expected 1im it, ie. the Iim it obtained if the SM badckground was the
only contribution in data,wasalso com puted. In Fig.10 the obsarved and expected lim its
on BR 0°! bzZ)and BR (0°! W ) are shown asa function oftheb’mass. Thel and
2 bands around the expected 1im it are also shown. T he obsarved and expected Iim its
are statistically com patble. At 95% CL and form o= 96 GeV=c’,the BR (0’ ! bz)and
BR (0’ ! di ) have to bebelow 51% and 43% , respectively. These lin its were evaluated
taking Into account the systam atic uncertainties, as explained in the next subsection.

The lin itsobtained orBR (0° ! bZ) are com patblew ith those presented by CD F' [10]
fora b’mass of 100 G &V=c’. Below thism ass, the DELPH I result ism ore sensitive and
the CDF lin it degrades rapidly. For higher b’ m asses, the LEP-II kinem atical lin it is
reached and the present analysis looses sensitivity.
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5.2 System atic uncertainties

T he evaluation of the Iim its was perform ed taking into account system atic uncertain—
ties, which a ect the background estim ation, the signal e ciency and the shape of the
distributions used. T he follow ing system atic uncertainties were considered :

SM cross-sections: uncertainties on the SM cross-sections translate into uncertainties
on the expected num ber of background events. T he overall uncertainty on them ost
relevant SM background processes for the present analyses is typically less than
2% [24],which leads to relative changes on the branching ratio lin its below 6% ;

Signalgeneration: uncertainties on the nalstate quark hadronisation and fragm en-—
tation m odelling were studied. The Lund symm etric fragm entation function was
tested and com pared w ith schem es where the b and ¢ quark m asses are taken into
account [14]. This system atic error source was estin ated to be of the order of 20%
In the signal e ciency, by conservatively taking the m axim um obsarved variation.
T he relative e ect on the branching ratio lim its is below 16% ;

Sm oothing: the uncertainty associated to the discrin inant variables an oothing was
estin ated by applying di erent am oothing algorithm s. T he sn oothing procedure
does not change the num ber of SM expected events or the signale ciency, butm ay
lead to di erences in the shape of the discrin inant variables. T he relative e ect of
this uncertainty on the lim its evaluation was found to be below 9% .

Further details on the evaluation of the system atic errors and the derivation of 1im its can
be found in [25].

6 Constraintson R cxum

T he branching ratios for the b’ decays can be com puted within a fur generations
sequentialm odel [5{7]. A s discussed before, if the b° is lighter than both the t and the t°
quarksandm ,; < my < my ,them ain contrdbutions to theb’width areBR (0°! bz)and
BR (%! di ) [7]. Using the unitarity of the CKM m atrix, its approxin ate diagonality
(Vipt Vup 0) and taking Vg, 10 2 [12], the branching fractions can be written as a
finction of three variables: Reg y = jv:z—bvibj,mto and m o [5{7].

Fixihgmw myo, the imits on BR (0°! bZ) and BR ®°! di ) (Fi. 10) can be
translhated Into 95% CL boundson Rexm asa filnction ofm 0. Two extram e cases were
considered : the aln ost degenerate case,withm v m o = 1GeV=c?,and the case in which
the m ass di erence is close to the largest possble value, m v mo = 50 G V= 351
Theresultsareshown n Fig.11l and Fig.12. In the gures, the upper curve was obtained
from the im it on BR (0°! di ), whilk the lower curve was obtained from the lin it on
BR (0°! bZ), which decreases with grow ing m . This suppression is due to the G M
m echanisn [26]asm o approaches m ;. On the other hand, as the b’ m ass approaches
the bZ threshold, the b’ ! bg decay dom inates over b°! bz [7]and the ower lin it on
Rcxm becom es less stringent. The expected limitson BR (0 ! bZ) did not allow to set
exclusions for Iow valuies of Rexy andmp M= 1 GeV=C (see Fi.11).

7 Conclusions

T hedata collected w ith the D ELPH Idetectoratp s= 196 209G eV show no evidence
for the pair production of b-quarks w ith m asses ranging from 96 to 103 G &V =c?.
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A ssum ing the SM cross—section for the pair production of heavy quarks at LEP, 95%
CL upperlim tsonBR (0°! bZ)andBR (0°! di )werecbtained. ITtwasshown that,at
95% CL and form o= 96Ge&V=c’,theBR (®°! bZ)and BR (©°! dW )have to bebelow
51% and 43% , respectively. The 95% CL upper lim its on the branching ratios, com bined
w ith the predictions of the sequential fourth generation m odel, were used to exclude
regions of the Rcxwu ,Mpe) plane for two hypotheses of them ¢ m o m ass di erence.
Ttwas shown that, formp mup= 1 (50) GeV=c? and 96 G&V=C? < m o < 102 G &V =¢?,
Rcxw isbounded by an upper lin itof3:8 103 (12 103 ).Form = 100G &V=c? and
Mo mp= 50GeV=c?,theCKM ratio was constrained to be in therange 46 10 * <
Rexy < 78 10°.
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b/s/d t'/t/c/u

Z/H/g/v W

a) b)

Figure 1: The Feynm an diagram s corresponding to the b’ (a) FCNC and (b) CC decay
m odes are shown.
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Figure 2: The nal states associated to the b’ (a) FCNC and (b) CC decay m odes are
shown. O nly those states analysed here are indicated.
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Figure 3: D ata and SM expectation after the preselection Jevel for thebbI 1 nalstate
and centre-ofm ass energies above 200 G&V . (a) The angle between the m ost energetic
Jepton and the closest charged—particle track (e sam plk), (b) the m issing m om entum  (
sam ple) and (c) them om entum of the m ost energetic £t (no—-id sam ple) are shown. T he
signal distrbbutions orm o = 100 GeV=c? and = s = 205 GeV are also shown with
arbitrary nom alisation. T he background com position is 11% ofqq, 69% ofW W ,15% of
27 and 5% of forthee sampl, 6% ofqqg,90% ofWW and 4% ofZZ forthe s=samplk
and 45% ofqgqg,48% ofW W ,5% ofZZ and 2% of for the no—id sam ple.
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Figure 4: Data and SM expectation after the rst selection level for the bbbl 1 nal

state and for centre-ofm ass energies above 200 G&V . (@) The m om entum of the m ost
energetic gt (e sam ple), (b) the angle between the two leptons ( sam pl) and (c) the
ratio between them issing m om entum and m issing energy (no—id sam ple) are shown. T he
signal distributions form o = 100 GeV=c? and = s = 205 G&V are also shown with
arbitrary nom alisation. The arrow s represent the cuts applied In the second selection
level.
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Figure 5: C om parison ofdata and SM expectation distributions ofthe ?=ndf:ofthe t
In posing energy-m om entum conservation and nom issing energy for the bbgqg nalstate
at centre-ofm ass energies apove 200 G €V . The arrow show s the applied cut. T he signal
ormy = 100 GeV=c? and s= 205G eV isalso shown with arbitrary nom alisation.
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Figure 6: Variables used in the discrin inant analysis (bbgg nal state). The data and
SM expectation distrlbbutions for centre-ofm ass energies above 200 G €V are shown for (a)
them isshgmass, 0)AL? min(sin 4 ;sin 5),whereA” isthe acoplanarity and 5,

are the polar angles of the gts when forcing the events into two Fts, (c) the acollinearity
between the two m ost energetic fts (with the event particles clustered into four Fts),
(d) the sum of the rst and third Fox-W olfram m om ents and (e) the po%r angle of the
m issing m om entum . The signaldistributions form ;o = 100 GeV=c’ and =~ s= 205 G &V

are also shown w ith arbitrary nom alisation.
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Figure 7: Variables used in the discrim inant analysis (bbgggq nal state). The data

and SM expectation for centre-ofm ass energies above 200 G&V are shown for (a)
g, (yar 3), (B)  Iogip(ys: 4), (¢) the acollinearity between the two m ost energetic

Ets, w ith the events clustered into four pts (see text for explanation), (d) the hl + h3

Fox-WW olfram m om ents sum , (e) them om entum of them ost energetic gt and (f) the angle

Be‘@veen the two m ost energetic fts. The signaldistrdutions form o = 100 G &V =¢’ and
s= 205G &V are also shown w ith arbitrary nom alisation.
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Figure 8: Variables ussd in the discrin inant analysis (cogglf nal state). The data
events and background expectation for centre-ofm ass energies above 200 G €V are shown
for (a) the hl + h3 Fox-W olfram m om ents sum (e samplk), (b) the nvariant m ass of
the two ﬁtS@zjth the events clustered into two Fts (e sampl), (¢) log (Var 3) (

sampl), d) ,PiF s,wherep; are the momenta of the charged particles (excluding
the Jepton) in the sam e ham isphere as the lepton ( sam ple), (e) the acollinearity between
the two m ost energetic gts (no-id sam ple) and (f) the angle between the lepton and the
% issing m om entum (no-id sam ple). The signal distributions form o = 100 G &V =¢’ and

s= 205G &V are also shown w ith arbitrary nom alisation.
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Figure 9: D iscrin inant variables In(Lg=Ly ) for data and SM sinulation (centre-off
m ass energies above 200 G&V ). FCNC b’ decay m ode: (a) bbaqg and (b) boggaqg.
CC Y decay mode: (c) coggl’ (e sample), (d) coggl  ( sample), (e) coggl  (no-id
sample) (f) coggl (ne kpton sampl) and (g) cogggg. The signal distributions for
me= 100 GeV=c? and s= 205G eV are also shown w ith arbitrary nom alisation.
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Figure 10: T he observed and expected upper lin itsat 95% CL on (a) BR (b’ ! bZ) and
Bb)BR 0! AW )are shown. Thel and 2 bands around the expected lim it are also
presented . System atic errors were taken into account In the lim it evaluation.
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Figure 11: The excluded region in the plane (Rcexu ,Mpo) wWithmpw mp = 1 Gev=c,
obtained from the 95% CL upper lin its on BR (0° ! bZ) (bottom ) and BR (0°! i )
(top) is shown. The light and dark shadings correspond to the obsaerved and expected
lim its, respectively. The expected lim itson BR (0° ! bZ) did not allow exclusions to be
set for low valuesofRcxym -
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Figure 12: The excluded region in the plane Rcgw ,Mpo) withm o mye= 50 G eV=c?,
obtained from the 95% CL upper lin its on BR (0° ! bZ) (bottom ) and BR (0°! i )
(top) is shown. The light and dark shadings correspond to the observed and expected
1im its, regpectively.



