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A bstract

In the reaction e¢'e ! WW ! (qu92)(@sqs) the usual hadronization m odels
treat the colour singlets g1, and gzgy com ing from two W bosons indepen—
dently. However, since the nal state partons m ay coexist in space and tim e,
crosstalk between the two evolring hadronic system s m ay be possible during
fragm entation through soft gluon exchange. This e ect is known as Colour
R econnection. In this article the results of the investigation of C olour R econ—
nection e ects in fully hadronic decays of W pairs n DELPHTI at LEP are
presented. Two com plem entary analyses w ere perform ed, studying the particle

ow between gtsand W m ass estin ators, w ith negligible correlation between
them , and the results were com bined and com pared to m odels. In the fram e-
work of the SK -Tm odel, the value for its  param eter m ost com patible w ith
the data was found to be:

sx 1= 22'75

corresponding to the probability of reconnection P, to be in the range
031 < Prw < 068 at 68% con dence level w ith its best value at 0.52.
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1 Introduction

The spacetim e developm ent of a hadronic system is still poorly understood, and
m odels are necessary to transform a partonic system , govemed by perturbative QCD , to

nal state hadrons obsarved in the detectors.

W W events produced In €" e collisions at LEP-2 constitute a unique lJaboratory to
study and test the evolution of such hadronic systam s, because of the clean environm ent
and the wellde ned initial energy in the process. O fparticular interest is the possibility
to study separately one single evolving hadronic system (one of the W bosons decaying
sem Heptonically, the other decaying hadronically), and com pare it with two hadronic
system s evolring at the sam e tin e (both W bosons decaying hadronically).

Interconnection e ects between the products of the hadronic decays of the two W
bosons (in the sam e event) are expected since the lifetin e oftheW bosons(y ' ~=
0:1 fm /c) is an order of m agnitude an aller than the typical hadronization tim es. T hese
e ects can happen at two levels:

in the evolution of the parton shower, between partons from di erent hadronic sys-
tam s by exchanging coloured gluons [1] (this e ect is called Colour Reconnection
(CR) for historical reasons);

between the nal state hadrons, due to quantum -m echanical interference, m ainly
due to BoseFE instein Correlations (BEC ) between dentical bosons (eg. pions w ith
the sam e charge).

A detailed study by DELPH I of this second e ect was recently published [2].

The rste ect, the possible presence of colour ow between the two W hadronization
system s, is the topic studied in thispaper. Thise ect isworthy of study In its own right
and for the possible e ects induced on the W m assm easurem ent in fully hadronic events
(see for instance [3] for an introduction and [4] for an experim ental review ).

The e ects at the perturbative level are expected to be an all [3], whereas they m ay
be large at the hadronization level (m any soft glions sharing the space-tin e) for which
m odels have to be usad to com pare w ith the data.

The m ost tested m odel is the SpstrandK hoze \Type 1" CR model SK-I [5]. This
modelof CR isbased on the Lund string fragm entation phenom enology. T he strings are
considered as colour ux tubes with som e volum e, and reconnection occurs when these
tubes overlap. T he probability of reconnection in an event is param eterised by the value

, et globally by the user, according to the space+tin e volum e overlap of the two strings,

Voverlap :
Pro( )=1 e Voverle : (1)

The param eter was introduced in the SK-I m odel to allow a vardation of the percentage
of reconnected events and facilitate studies of sensitivity to the e ect. In this m odel
only one string reconnection per event was allowed. The authors of the m odel propose
the value of = 0:66 to give sin ilar am ounts of reconnection as other m odels of C olour
R econnection. By com paring the data w ith the m odel predictions evaliated at several

values, it is possble to determm ine the value of m ost consistent w ith the data and
extract the corresponding reconnection probability. A nother m odel was proposed by the
sam e authors, considering the colour ux tubesas in nitely thin, which allow s for C olour
R econnection in the case the tubes cross each other and provided the total string length
is reduced (SK-I1°%). This last m odelwas not tested.

Two further m odels are tested here, these are the m odels in plem ented in HERWIG [6]
and ARTADNE [7]M onte Carlo program s. In HERWIG the partons are reconnected, w ith a



reconnection probability of 1/9, if the reconnection results in a an aller totalclusterm ass.
In ARIADNE, which in plem ents an adapted version of the G ustafson-H akkinen m odel [8],
the m odel usad [9]allow s for reconnections between partons originating in the same W
boson, or from di erent W bosons if they have an energy an aller than the w dth of the
W boson (thism odelw ill be referred as AR 27).

C olour R econnection has been previously nvestigated n DELPH I by com paring in-
clusive distributions of charged particles, such as the charged-particle m ultiplicity dis-
tribution or the production of denti ed (heavy) particles, in fully hadronic W W events
and the distrdbutions in sam iHeptonic W W events. T he investigations did not show any
e ect as they were lin ited by statistical and system atic errors and excluded only the
m ost extrem em odels of CR (see [10]).

T his article presents the results of the Investigations of C olour R econnection e ects in
hadronically decaying W pairs using two techniques. The wst, proposed by L3 in [11],
Jooks at the particle ow between the Bts in a 4=t W W event. T he second, proposad
by DELPH I [12], takes Into account the di erent sensitivity to C olour R econnection of
several W m ass estin ators. The rst technigue ism ore independent of the m odel and it
can provide com parisons based on data. T he second technigue ism ore dependent on the
m odel tested, but has a much larger sensitivity to the m odels SK-I and HERWIG. Since
the particle ow and W m ass estin ator m ethods were found to be lJargely uncorrelated a
com bination of the results of these two m ethods is provided.

T he paper is organised as follows. In the next section, the LEP operation and the
com ponents of the D ELPH I detector relevant to the analyses are brie y described. In
section 3 data and sim ulation sam ples are explained. T hen both of the analysism ethods
discussed above are described and their results presented in sections 4 and 5. The com —
bination of the results is given in section 6 and conclusions are drawn in the seventh and

nal section.

2 LEP Operation and D etector D escription

AtLEP-2,the sccond phassofthee' e collderat CERN , the accelerator w as operated
at centre-offm ass energies above the threshold fordouble W boson production from 1996
to 2000. In this period, the DELPH I experin ent collected about 12000 W W events
corresponding to a total integrated lum inosity of 661 pb . About 46% of the W W
eventsareW W ! gz events (fully hadronic), and 44% areW W ! quap’ ,where
‘ isa Jepton (sam iHeptonic).

T he detailed description of the DELPH I detector and its perform ance is provided
In [13,14]. A brief summ ary of them ain characteristics of the detector in portant for the
analyses follow s.

T he tracking system of DELPH I consisted ofa Tin e Projction Chamber (TPC ), the
main tracking device of DELPH T, and was com plem ented by a Vertex D etector (VD)
closest to the beam pipe, the Inner and the O uter D etectors in the barrel region, and two
Forward Cham bers in the end caps. It wasembedded in a 1.2 T magnetic eld, aligned
parallel to the beam axis.

T he electrom agnetic calorin eter consisted of the H igh density Profction Cham ber
(HPC ) in the barrel region, the Forward E lectrom agnetic C alorin eter (FEM C ) and the
Sm allangle T ile C alorim eter (ST IC ) in the forw ard regions, com plem ented by detectors to
tag the passage of electron—positron pairs from photons converted in the regions between
the FEM C and the HPC . T he totaldepths of the calorim eters corresponded to about 18
radiation lengths. T he hadronic calorim eter was com posed of instrum ented iron w ith a



total depth along the shortest tra fctory for a neutral particle of 6 interaction lengths,
and covered 98% of the total solid angle. Embedded in the hadronic calorin eter were
tw o planes of m uon drift cham bers to tag the passage of m uons. T he whole detector was
surrounded by a further double plane of staggered m uon drift cham bers.

For LEP 2, the DELPH I detector was upgraded as described in the follow ing.

Changes were m ade to som e of the subdetectors, the trigger systeam [15], the run
control and the algorithm s used in the o ine reconstruction of tracks, which im proved
the perform ance com pared to the earlier LEP -1 period.

T he m a pr changes were the extensions of the Vertex D etector (VD ) and the Tnner
D etector (ID ), and the inclusion of the Very Forward Tracker (VET ) [16], which increased
the coverage of the silicon tracker to polar angles w ith respect to the z-axis' of 11 <

< 169 . To further In prove the track reconstruction e ciency In the forward regions
of DELPH I, the tracking algorithm s and the alignm ent and calibration procedures were
optin ised for LEP-2.

Changes were also m ade to the electronics of the trigger and tim ing system which
In proved the stability of the running during data taking. The trigger conditions were
optim ised for LEP 2 running, to give high e ciency for 2—and 4-ferm ion processes in the
Standard M odel and also to give sensitivity to events which m ay have been signatures
of new physics. In addition, iIn provem ents were m ade to the operation of the detector
during the LEP operating states, to prepare the detector for data taking at the very start
of stable collisions of the € e beam s, and to regpond to adverse background from LEP
when it arose. T hese changes Jed to an overall in provem ent In the e ciency for collecting
the delivered lum inosity from about 85% in 1995, before the start of LEP 2, to about
95% at the end in 2000.

D uring the operation of the DELPH I detector In 2000 one of the 12 sectors of the
central tracking chamber, the TPC, failed. A fter 15 Septem ber it was not possible to
detect the tracks left by charged particles inside the broken sector. The data a ected
corresponds to around 1=4 of the data collected in 2000. N evertheless, the redundancy of
the tracking system of DELPH Im eant that tracks passing through the sector could still
be reconstructed from signals in any of the other tracking detectors. A sa result, the track
reconstruction e ciency was only slightly reduced in the region covered by the broken
sector, but the track param eter resolutions w ere degraded com pared w ith the data taken
prior to the failure of this sector.

3 Data and Sim ulation Sam ples

T he analyses presented here use the data collected by DELPH I In the years 1997 to
2000, at centre-ofm ass energies s between 183 and 209 G eV . T he data collected in the
year 2000 with the TPC working In full, with centre-ofm ass energies from 200 to 208
G €&V and a Integrated lum inosity weighted average centre-ofm assenergy of 206 G €V ,were
analysed together. D ata acquired w ith the TPC w ith a broken sector, corresponding to a
Integrated lum inosity weighted average centre-ofm ass energy of 207 G €V , were analysed
separately and Included in the results presented here.

T he total integrated Ium inosity of the data sam ple is 660.8 pb !, and the integrated
um nosity weighted average centre-ofm ass energy of thedata is 1971 G&V.

To com pare w ith the expected results from processes in the Standard M odel Including
or not ncluding CR ,Monte Carlo M C) sinultion was used to generate events and

IThe DELPH I coordinate system is a right-handed system w ith the z-axis collinear w ith the incom ing electron beam ,
and the x axis pointing to the centre of the LEP accelerator.




sin ulate the resgponse of the DELPH I detector. These events were reconstructed and
analysed w ith the sam e program s as usad for the realdata.

The 4-ferm lon nal states were generated with the code described in [17], based on
WPHACT [18], for the W W signal (charged currents) and for the 27 badckground (neutral
currents), after which the events were fragm ented w ith PYTHIA [19] tuned to DELPHT
data [20]. Thesam eW W eventsgenerated at 189, 200 and 206 G eV were also fragm ented
w ith PYTHIA im plam enting the SK-I m odel, with 100% reconnection probability. The
system atic e ects of fragm entation were studied using the above W W samplesand W W
sam ples generated w ith WPHACT and fragm ented w ith either ARTADNE [/]or HERWIG [6]at
183,189, 200 and 206 G €V . For system atic studies of Bose¥ instein C orrelations (BEC ),
W W sam plesgenerated w ith WPHACT and fragm ented w ith PYTHIA in plem enting the BE 3,
model 21 ]ofBEC ,wereused atallenergies, exceptat 207 G €V . T he integrated lum nosity
of the sim ulated sam ples was at least 10 tin es that of the data of the corresponding year,
and the m a prity corresponded to 100 tin es that of the data.

To test the consistency of the SK-I m odel and m easure the param eter, arge W W
sam ples were generated in an early stage of this work with EXCALIBUR [22] at 200 and
206 G &V , keeping only the fully hadronic decays. T hese sam ples were then fragm ented
w ith PYTHIA. Ttwas veri ed for am aller subsets that the results using these Jarge sam ples
and the sam ples generated later w ith WPHACT are com patible.

The gg( ) background events were generated at all energies w ith KK2f [23]and frag—
mented with PYTHIA. For systam atic studies, sin ilar KK2f sam ples fragm ented w ith
ARTADNE [7]were used at 183,189,200 and 206 G&V .

These sam ples w ill be referred to as \D ELPH T sam ples".

At189 G eV, to comparew ith the other LEP experim ents and w ith di erent CR m od-
els, 6 sam ples generated w ith KORALW [24] for the 4-ferm ion nal states were also used.
T hese sam ples ? w illbe referred to as \C etraro sam ples” . T he events in the di erent sam —
pleshave the nalstate quarks generated w ith the sam e kinem atics, and di eronly in the
parton shower evolution and fragm entation. T hree sam ples w ere fragm ented regpectively
w ith PYTHIA, ARTADNE and HERWIG (using the tuning of the ALEPH collaboration), w ith
no CR in plam entation. T hree other sam ples were fragm ented in the sam e m anner but
now im plam enting several CR m odels: the SK-I m odel w ith 100% reconnection proba—
bilityy, the AR 2 m odel, and the HERWIG in plem entation of CR w ith 1=9 of reconnected
events, respectively.

4 The Particle Flow M ethod

The rstofthe two analyses presented in this paper isbased on the so-called \particle
ow method". The particle ow algorithm is based on the selection of special event
topologies, In order to obtain well de ned regions between any two gts orighhating from
the same W (called the TnsideW region) or from di erent W s (called the BetweenW
region). It is expected that C olour R econnection decreases (increases) particle production
n the InsideW (Between-W ) region. Hence, by studying the particle production in the
Inter—pt regions it is possble to m easure the e ects of C olour R econnection. H owever,
thism ethod requires a selection of events w ith a suitable topology (see below ) which has
alow e clency ( < 25% ).

2produced by ALEPH after the LEP-W Physics W orkshop in C etraro, Italy, O ctober 2001



4.1 Event and Particle Selection

Events w ith both W s decaying into g; g, are characterised by high m ultiplicity, large
visble energy, and the tendency of the particles to be grouped in 4 gts. T he background
is dom inated by qg( ) events.

C harged particlesw ere required to havem om entum p largerthan 100M &V =c and below
1.5 tin es the beam energy, a relative error on the m om entim m easurement p=p< 1,
and polaranglke w ith respect to the beam axisbetween 20 and 160 . To ram ove tracks
from secondary interactions, the distance of closest approach of the extrapolated track
to the interaction point was required to be less than 4 an in the plane perpendicular to
thebeam axisand less than 4/sin  an along the beam axis, and the reconstructed track
length was required to be larger than 30 an .

C lusters in the electrom agnetic or hadronic calorim eters w ith energy larger than 0.5
G &V and polar angle in the interval10 < < 170 , not associated to charged particles,
were considered as neutral particles.

T he events were preselected by requiring at least 12 charged particles, w ith a sum
of the m odulus of the m om entum transverse to the beam axis, of charged and neutral
particles, above 20% of the centre-ofm ass energy. T hese cuts reduced the contributions
from gamm a-gamm a processes and beam -gas interactions to a negligbble am ount. The
m om entum distrdbution of the charged particles for the preselected events is shown in
Figure 1 and com pared to the expected distribution from the sinulation. A good agree—
m ent between data and simulation is observed.
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Figure 1: M omentum distrbbution for charged particles (range 0-50 G&V=c (a) and
05 GevV=c (b)). Points represent the data and the histogram s represent the contributions
from sin ulation for the di erent processes (signal (white) and background contributions).

Abouthalfofthee e ! gg( ) events at high-energy are associated w ith an energetic
photon em itted by one of the beam electrons or positrons (radiative retum events), thus
reducing the energy available in the hadronic system to thﬁ Z mass. To ram ove these
radiative retum events, the e ective centre-ofm ass energy  s%, com puted as described
In [25],wasrequired to beabove 110G €V . Ttwasveri ed that thiscutdoesnota ect the
signal from W pairs, but reduces signi cantly the contribution from the qg( ) process.



In theW W fully hadronic decays four well ssparated energetic gts are expected which
balance the m om entum of the event and have a total energy near to the centre-ofm ass
energy. The charged and neutral particles in the event were thus clustered using the
DURHAM algorithm [26], for a separation value of y: = 0005, and the events were
kept if there were 4 and only 4 #ts and a multiplicity (charged plus neutral) in each
£t Jarger than 3. The com bination of these two cuts rem oved m ost of the sam iHeptonic
W W decaysand the 2=t and 3—ftevents of theqqg( ) background. T he charged-particle
m ultiplicity distrdbution for the selected events at 189 G €V isgiven In F gure 2, w ith data
points com pared to the histogram from sin ulation of signaland background processes.

0.07 - DELPHI 189 GeV
] — WW WPHACT
0.06 - qd
] zZZ

WW semileptonic

(llNevents ) (dNevents /dnch)

Figure 2: Uncorrected charged-particle m ultiplicity distrdbution at a centre-ofm ass en—
ergy 0f 189 G €V . Points represent the data and the histogram s represent the contrdbution
from sim ulation for the di erent processes.

For the study of the charged—particle ow between Fts, the nitialquark con guration
should be well reconstructed w ith a good quark—gt association. At 183 G &V and above,
the produced W bosons are signi cantly boosted. This produces sn aller angles in the
laboratory fram e of reference between the ts into which the W decays, when com pared
to these angles at threshold (back—+todback). Hence, this property tends to reduce the
am biguity in thede nition ofthe Between-W and InsideW regions. T he selection criteria
were designed in order to m inin ize the situation of one gt from oneW boson appearing
n the InsideW region of the otherW boson.

T he selection criteria are based on the event topology, w ith cuts in 4 of the 6 =gt
angles. The an allest and the second am allest £t—pt angle should be below 100 and not
adpcent (not have a comm on gt). Two other pt—pt angles should be between 100 and
140 and not adpcent (large angles).

In the case that there are two di erent com binations of fts satisfying the above criteria
for the Jarge angles, the com bination w ith the highest sum of large angles is chosen. T his
selection increases the probability to have a correct pairing of ts to the ssmeW boson.



s| L |E .[PurN«[MC tot]W W 4joq( )[2Z[W kp] "aw

183| 52.7|22% | 74% | 127| 1142 844 | 223 |0.7) 70 | 69%
189|1576|21% | 75% | 340| 3414 | 2559 | 568 |24| 264 | 75%
192| 259 |21% | 75% | 61 56.1 419 94 (04 44 | 7%
196| 773 |19% | 745 |176| 1592 | 1176 | 262 |13 140 | 79%
200| 834 |18% |72% |173| 1650 | 1195 | 278 |13| 164 | 82%
202| 406|175 |72% | 82 75.7 546 | 125 |0.7) 8.0 | 82%
206|11639|15% | 705 | 282 274.7 | 1931 | 478 |2.7] 311 | 79%
207| 594 |15% | 70% | 102 99.7 701 | 176 |10 111 | 80%

Tabl 1: Centreofm ass energy (pE in G eV ), ntegrated um inosity (L npb '), e ciency
and purity of the data sam ples, num ber of selected events, num ber of expected events
from 4—ptW W and background processes (totaland separated by process), and e ciency
of correct pairing of gts to the same W boson.

T he integrated lum inosity, the e ciency to select 4—tW W events and the purity of
the selected data sam ples, estim ated using sin ulation, and the num ber of selected events
are summ arised for each centre-ofm ass energy in Tabl 1. The num bers of expected
events are also given separately for the signal and the background processes, and were
estin ated using sinulation. The e ciency to select the correct pairing of fts to the
sam e W boson, estin ated with sin ulation as the fraction of W W events for which the
selected Fts 1 and 2 (see Jater) correspond indeed to the same W boson, is given in the
last colum n of the Table.

T he e ciency of the event selection criteria decreases w ith increasing centre-ofm ass
energy. This is prin arily due to the ‘large’ angles being reduced as a result of the
Increased boost (becom ng lower than the cut valie of 100 ) and ‘an all’ angles being
Increased due to the lJarger phase-space available (becom ing higher than the cut value of
100 ).M uch for the sam e reason, the e ciency to assign two gtsto thesameW boson in
the selected events increases slightly w ith increasing centre-ofm ass energy, in opposition
to what would happen at threshold with the W boson decaying into two back-to-back
Bts, that would never be selected to com e from the ssme W boson by the requirem ent
that their intergt angle should be between 100 and 140 .

In the follow Ing analysis the gts and planar regions are labeled as shown in Figure 3:
the planar region corresponding to the sm allest t—=pt angle is region B in the plne
m ade by £ts 2 and 3; the second am allest pt—pt angle corresponds to the planar region D
between ts1 and 4 In the planem ade by these two Fts; the planar region corresponding
to the greatest of the large pt—Ft angles in this combination is region A and spans
the angle between #ts 1 and 2 in the plane m ade by these Pts; and nally region C
corresponds to the planar region gpanned by the second large angle, between Fts 3 and
4 In the planem ade by these two Pts. In general, the planar regions are not in the sam e
plane, as the decay planes of the W bosons do not coincide, and the large angles in this
com bination are not necessarily the largest t—ft angles In the event.

T he distrbution of the reconstructed m asses of the gt pairings (1,2) and (3,4), after
applying a 4C kinem atic t requiring energy and m om entum conservation, is shown in
Figure 4 (two entries per event). In the gure,data at 189 G&V (points) are com pared
to the expected distribution from the 4=t W W signal w ithout CR, plus background
processes, estim ated using the sim ulation (histogram s). T he contribution from the 4—gt
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F igure 3: Schem atic draw ing of the angular selection.

W W signalsinulation is split between the case In which the two pairs of tsm aking the
large angles actually com e from their parent W bosons and the case in which the gts of
apaircome from di erent W bosons (m igm atch).

4.2 Particle Flow D istribution

The particle ow analysis uses the number of particles in the InsideW and the
BetweenW regions. An angular ordering of the Fts is perform ed as In Figure 3. The
two large Bt—gt angles In the event are used to de ne the InsideW regions,and the two
an allest angles span the Between-W regions, the regions between the di erent W s.

In general, the twwo W bosons will not decay In the sam e plane, and this must be
accounted for when com paring the particle production in the InsideW and Between-W
regions. So, foreach region (A ,B,C and D ) the particlem om enta of all charged particles
are pro gcted onto the plane spanned by the gts of that region: gts 1 and 2 for region
A; Bts2 and 3 for region B; fts 3 and 4 for region C; #ts 4 and 1 for region D . Then,
for each particle the rescaled angle  egateq 1S determ ined as a ratio of two angles:

rescaled = i= r7r (2)

when the particlem om entum is pro gcted onto the plane of the region r. The angle ; is
then the angle between the profcted particle m om entum and the rstm entioned £t in
the de nition of the regions given above. The angle . is the filll opening angle between
the Pts. Hence esaeq Varies between 0 and 1 for the particles whose m om enta are
pro gcted between the pair of tsde ning the plane.

H ow ever, due to the aplanarity of the event about 9% ofthe particles in thedata and in
the 44—t W W sim ulation have profcted angles outside all four regions. T hese particles
were discarded from further analysis. Tn the case where a particle could be pro fcted
ontom ore than oneregion,wih 0 <  ,cqaia < 1, the solution w ith the lowerm om entum
transverse to the region wasusad. T his happened for about 13% of the particles in data,
after background subtraction, and in the 4—=ptW W sim ulation.

T his Jeads to the nom alised particle ow distrdbution shown in Figure 5 at 189 Gev,
w here the rescaled angle of region A isplotted from 0 to 1, region B from 1 to 2, region
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Figure 4: R econstructed dipt m asses (after a 4C kinem atic t) for the sslected pairs at
189 G &V (2 entries per event) (see text).

C from 2 to 3 and region D from 3 to 4. The statistical error on the bin contents (the
average m ultiplicity per bin of ,cgaeq divided by the bin width) was estin ated using
the Jackknife m ethod [27], to correctly account for correlations between di erent bins.
In this distribution the regions between the gts com ing from the sameW bosons (A and
C),and from di erent W bosons (B and D ), have the sam e scale and thus can be easily
com pared.

A fter subtracting bindby-doin the expected background from the obsarved distributions,
wede ne the InsdeW (Between-W ) particle ow asthebindy-dbin sum ofregionsA and
C (B and D). These distrbutions are com pared by perform ing the bindby-din ratio of
the InsideW particle ow to the BetweenW particle ow . This ratio of distrdbutions is
shown for 189 G&V and 206 G&V In Figure 6. The data points are com pared to several
fully smulated W W M C sam plesw ith and without CR .

A good agreem ent was found betw een the predictions using the WPHACT W W M C sam —
ples and the predictions based on the KORAIW W W M C sam ples, both for the scenario
w ithout CR and for the scenario with CR (SK-I m odelw ith 100% probability of recon—
nection). For both sets of predictions the regions of greatest di erence between the two
scenarios span the rescaled variable  eseaieg from 02 to 0.8.

4.3 Particle Flow R atio

A fter summ Ing the particle ow distributions for regions A and C, and regions B and
D , the resulting distrrbutions are Integrated from 02 to 0.8. The ratio R of the TnsideW
to the BetweenW particle ow is then de ned as (with being the rescaled variable

rescaled ) 3
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Figure 5: Nom alised charged-particle ow at 189 G €V . T he lines correspoond to the sum
of the simulated 4—pt W W signal with the background contributions (estin ated from
DELPHIM C sam ples), nom alised to the totalnum ber of expected events (N gyents)- T he

dashed histogram corresponds to the sum w ith the sinulated 4—tW W signalgenerated
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Figure 6: Theratio of the particlke ow distrbutions A+ C)/(B+D )at189GeV (a)and at
206 GeV (b). Thedata (dots) are com pared toW W M C sam ples generated w ith WPHACT
(DELPHTI sam ples) and KORALW (C etraro sam ples), both w ithout CR and im plem enting
the SK—I m odelw ith 100% probalbility of reconnection. T he lines corresponding to WPHACT

are hardly distinguishable from the lines corresponding to KORALW in the sam e condition
of In plem entation of CR .
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Ts Gev) Rpata Rnocr R SK-T 002
183 0.889 0.084]0.928 0.005 -
189 1.025 0063|0966 0.006/0864 0.005
192 1.008 0.150|/0970 0.006 -
196 1.041 0.093|0995 0.006 -
200 0922 0.084|1.022 0.007(0.889 0.006
202 0952 0126|1.015 0.008 -
206 1116 0.088|1.012 0.008/0.889 0.006
207 1039 0.135/1.019 0.008 -

11

Table 2: Values of the ratio R for each energy (errors are statistical only), and expected
values w ith errors due to lin ited statistics of the simulation, all from DELPH I WPHACT
W W sam ples.

MC Sampk| =DF A B
no CR 731/5[1:001 0:003|(320 0:36) 10 *[( 135 0:40) 10 °
SK-I 100% 146/1|10:880 0:003| (168 044) 10 3 —
Table 3: Results of the t to the evolution of R with (p_s(G evV) 197:5H).
RO:8dn -4 @+ cC)
R = rZ 7 (3)

. dns=d (B + D )d

To take into account possible statistical correlations betw een particles in the TnsideW
and Between-W regions, the statistical error on this ratio R was again estin ated through
the Jackknife m ethod [27].

ThevaluesforR obtained forthedi erent centre-ofm assenergiesare shown n Tablk 2,
and com pared to the expectations from the DELPHIWPHACT W W sam ples w ithout CR
and in plem enting the SK-I m odelw ith 100% reconnection probability. T hese values for
data and M C are plotted as function of the centre-ofm ass energy In Figure 7.

The changes in the value of R for the M C samples are mainly due to the dif-
ferent values of the boost of the W sy s. In order to quantify this e ect
a lnear function R( s 1975)= A +B (s 1975) was tted to the MC points
with CR (with = s in G&V), while for the paints without CR the quadratic_fiinc-
tonR( s 1975)= + (s 1975)+ (s 1975) wasassumed (with s in

GeV),giving reasonable *=dof:values. The tsyielded the results shown in Table 3.
TheM C without CR show s a stronger dependence on pé. The function tted to this
sam ple was usad to rescale the m easured values of R for the data collected at di erent
energies to the energy of 189 G &V, the centreofm ass energy at which the com bination
of the results of the LEP experin ents was proposed in [4]. A 1l the rescaled values were
com bined w ith a statistical error-weighted average. T he average of the R ratios rescaled

to 189 G &V was found to be
Ri= 0979

0:032(stat): (4)
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Figure 7: TheratioR asfinction ofp sfordataandM C (DELPHIWPHACTW W sam ples),
and. tstotheM C w ith and without CR ,and the com bined ratio after rescaling all values
to "~ s= 189 G&V (see text). The value of the com bined ratio at 189 G &V is shown at
a displaced energy (upwards by 1 G &V ) for better visibility, as well as all the values
fortheM C W W no CR'’points and the corresponding tted curve which are shown at
centre-ofm ass energies shifted downwards by 0.5 G eV . A ll errors for the M C values are
an aller than the size of the m arkers.

Perform ing the sam e weighted average when using for the rescaling the tto theM C
w ith CR , one cbtains:

MR R rescarel= 0987 0:032(stat): (5)
R epeating the procedure, but now w ithout rescaling the R ratios, the result is:

IR 1o el = 0:999  0:033(stat): 6)

44 Study of the System atic Errors in the Particle F low

T he follow ing e ects were studied as sources of systam atic uncertainties n this anal-
ysis.

441 Fragm entation and D etector response

A direct com parison between the particle ow ratiosm easured in fully hadronic data
and M C sam ples, R 4qpata and R yqu ¢ , respectively, is ham pered by the uncertainties as-
sociated w ith the m odelling of the W W fragm entation and the detector response. T hese
system atic uncertainties were estim ated using m ixed sam Heptonic events. In this tech—
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nijque, two hadronically decaying W bosons from sam iHeptonic eventswerem ixed together
to emulate a fully hadronic W W decay.

M ixing Technigque

Sem HeptonicW W decayswere selected from the data collected by DELPH T at centre-
ofm ass energies between 189 and 206 G €V , by requiring two hadronic gts, a well isolated
denti ed muon or electron or, In case of a tau candidate, a well isolated particle, all
associated w ith m issing m om entum (corresponding to the neutrino) pointing away from
the beam pipe. A neural network selection, developed In [28], was used to select the
events. T he sam e procedure was applied to the WPHACT sam ples fragm ented w ith PYTHIA
and HERWIG at centre-ofm ass energies of 189, 200 and 206 G €V and w ith ARIADNE at 189
and 206 G €V . T he background to this selection was found to be of negligible in portance
In this analysis. Sam ples of m ixed sam iHeptonic events were built separately at each
centre-ofm ass energy for data and M onte Carlo sam iHeptonic sam ples, follow ing the
m ixing procedure developed in [2].

In each sem iHeptonic event, the lepton (or tau-decay Ft) was stripped o and the
rem aining particles constituted the hadronically decaying W boson. Two hadronically
decaying W bosons were then m ixed together to emulate a fully hadronic W W decay.
The hadronic parts of W bosons were m ixed In such a way as to have the parent W
bosons back-toback in the em ulated fully hadronicW W decay. To increase the statistics
of emulated events, and pro ting from the cylindrical symm etry of the detector along
the z axis, the hadronic parts of W bosons were rotated around the z axis, but were not
m oved from barrel to forward regions or vice=versa, as detailed in the follow ing.

W hen m xing the hadronic parts ofdi erent W events it was required that thetwoW s
had reconstructed polar anglesback-toback orequalw ithin 10 degrees. In the latter case,
when both W s are on the sam e side of the detector, the z com ponent of the m om entum
is sign dipped for all the particles in one of the W s.

T he particles ofoneW eventwere then rotated around the beam axis, in order to have
the two W s also back-todback in the transverse plane. Each sam iHeptonic event was used
In them xing procedure between 4 and 9 tim es, to m inin ize the statistical error on the
particle ow ratio R m easured in them ixed sem iHeptonic data sam ple.

The m ixed events were then sub ected to the sam e event selection and particle ow
analysis usaed for the fully hadronic events. The particle ow 1atios Ry ixed s1,pata and
Ry xedspm c Werem easured In them ixed sam iHeptonicdata and M C sam ples, respectively,
and are plotted as function of the centre-ofm ass energy in Figure 8.

The values of Ry xea s Measured in M C show a dependence on pE. This e ect is
quanti ed by perform ing linear ts to the points m easured w ith PYTHIA, ARTADNE and
HERWIG, respectively. Thedi erencesbetween them easured slopesw ere found to be an all.
T he function tted to the PYTHIA points was used to rescale the values of R m easured in
data at di erent energies to 189 G €V . T he rescaled values were then com bined using as
welghts the scaled statistical errors. The weilghted average R at 189 G &V for the m ixed
sem Heptonic events built from data was found to be

Ry ixedstpatal= 1052 0027 (stat): (7)

For each M C sample, the ratio Ry xedstpata=Rmn xedsuu ¢ Was used to calbrate the
particle ow ratio measursd In the corresponding fully hadronic sam ple, R squc, O
compare it to the ratio measured In the data, MRRugpawi. The correction factor
R ixed SL D ata=Rm xed su M ¢ Was com puted from the values of R rescaled to 189 G €V , calcu—
lated from the tsto them ixed sam iHeptonic sam ples built from the data and theM C.
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Figure 8: The ratio Ry, ixeq 51, @S fllnction ofp§ fordata and M C ,and tsto theM C (see
text). The ARTADNE points at 189 G &V and at 206 G €V have their centre-ofm ass energy
shifted and the error bars on data are tilted for readability.

MC smpk PYTHIA | ARTADNE | HERWIG
R mixedSLDatal:R mixed SLM C 1:053 1:044 03997
R 1018 | 1011 | 1:004

Table 4: Ratio of data to M C  tted values of R In m ixed sam ieptonic sam ples, used
to calbrate the R 4qm ¢ values for di tm odels (upper line), and calibrated values of
Ryquc - Allvalueswere computed at™ s= 189 Gev.

The values for R, ea s v ¢ are presented in Table 4, for the di erent m odels, along w ith
the calibbrated values of R 44 for the sam e m odels.

T he calbration factorsdi er from unity by less than 6% , and the largest di erence of
the calibbrated R 4qm ¢ Values when changing the fragm entation m odel, 0:014, was consid—
ered as an estin ate of the systam atic error due to sim ulation of the fragm entation and of
the detector response, and was added in quadrature to the system atic ervor. T he error
in the calbrated R 4qm ¢ values due to the statistical error on IRy ixed s, p atal Value ussd
for the calbration, 0026, was also added in quadrature to the system atic error.

442 BoseFEinstein C orrelations

BoseE instein correlations (BEC ) between identical pions and kaons are known to
exist and were established and studied in Z hadronic decays in [29]. T hey are expected
to exist with a sin ilar behaviour In the W hadronic decays, and this is studied In [2].
They are mplamented In the M C smulation sam ples with BEC via the BE;, model
of LUBOETI [21], which was tuned to describe the DELPHIdata In [2]. However, the
situation for the W W (Z27) fully hadronic decays is not so clear, ie. whether there are
correlations only between pions and kaons com ing from the same W (Z) boson or also
between pions and kaons from di erent W (Z) bosons. The analyses of BoseE instein
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correlations between dentical particles com ing from the decay of di erent W bosons do
not show a signi cant e ect [30] for three of the LEP experin ents, whereas for DELPH I,
an e ect was found at the level of 2.4 standard deviations [2]. Thus, a com parison was
m ade between the WPHACT sam ples w ithout CR and w ith BEC only between the dentical
pions com ing from the ssme W boson (BEC only inside), to the sam ples w ithout CR

and w ith BEC allowed for all the particles stemm Ing from both W bosons, in plem ented
w ith the BE;, variant of the LUBOEImodel (BEC all). The R values were obtained
at each centre-ofm ass energy, after which a linear t was perform ed for each m odel to
obtain a best prediction at 189 G &V .The tvalueswere found to be in agreem ent to the
estin ate at 189 G &V alone, and for sim plicity this estin ate was used. T he m easuram ent
of BEC from DELPH Iof2.4 standard deviations above zero (corresponding to BEC only
nside), wasusad to Interpolate the range of 4.1 standard deviations of ssparation between
BEC only Inside and BEC all. To include the error on the measured BEC e ect, one
standard deviation was added to the e ect before the Interpolation. The di erence in the

estin ated values of R at s = 189 G&V , between themodelw ith BEC only inside and
the m odelw ith partial BEC all (at the interpolated point of 3.4/4.1),0.013,was added
In quadrature to the system atic error.

443 qgg( )Background Shape

T he fragm entation e ects, In the shape of the gq( ) background, were estin ated by
com paring the values of R obtained when the subtracted qg( ) sam ple was fragm ented
w ith ARTADNE instead of PYTHIA at the centre-ofm ass energy of 189 G &V , and the di er-
ence, 0003, was added In quadrature to the systam atic error.

444 qgg( )and Z27Z Background Contribution

At the centreofm ass energy of 189 G &V, the gqg( ) crosssection in the 4—gt region
is poorly known, due to the di culty In isolating the ggq( ) ! 4—ft signal from other
4—pt processes such asW W and ZZ. The study performed In [31] has shown that the
m axin aldi erence in the estim ated gg( ) background rate is 10% com ing from changing
from PYTHIA to HERWIG as the hadronization m odel, with the ARIADNE m odel giving
Interm ediate results. Conservatively, at each centre-ofm ass energy a variation of 10%
on the gg( ) crosssection was assum ed, and the largest shift in R, 0.011, was added In
quadrature to the systam atic error.

T he other background process considered is the 72 pair production. The Standard
M odelpredicted cross-sections are n agreem ent w ith thedata at an error levelof10%  [32].
T he cross—section was thus varied by 10% ateach energy and thee ect In R was found
to be negligble.

445 Evolution of R with Energy

The R ratios were rescaled to | 5 = 189 G &V usihg the tto theM C without CR,
how ever the correct behaviourm ight be given by theM C w ith CR .Hence, thedi erence of
0.009 between theR values obtained using the two rescaling m ethods, using M C w ithout
CR MRRiand with CR IR ¢g resarels Was added in quadrature to the system atic error.

45 Results of the Particle Flow A nalysis

The nalresult for the average of the ratiosR rescaled to 189 G &V is
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MC Sampl R
PYTHIA no CR 1:037 04004
PYTHIA SK-I 100% ||0:917 0003
ARTADNE no CR 1053 0004
ARTIADNE AR 2 1021 0004
HERWIG no CR 1:059 0004
HERWIG 1/9 CR | 1:040 0:003

Tabl 5: R ratiosforthe C etraro sam plesat 189 G €V , calibrated w ith them ixed sem i-ep-
tonic events.

Ri= 0979 0032(stat) 0:035(syst): (8)

In order to facilitate com parisons between the four LEP experim ents, this value can
be nom alised by the one determ ined from sinulation sam ples produced w ith the full
detector sin ulation and analysed with the sam e m ethod. The LEP experim ents agreed
to use for this purpose the C etraro PYTHIA sam ples. T hese eventsw ere generated w ith the
ALEPH fragm entation tuning but have been reconstructed w ith the DELPH I detector
sim ulation and analysed w ith this analysis. T he values of the R ratios obtained from the
Cetraro sam ples at 189 G €V, calbrated using the m ixed sem iHleptonic events from these
sam ples, are given in Tabl 5.

The value of IR 1 m easured from data is between the expected R ratios from PYTHIA
w ithout CR and with the SK-I model with 100% fraction of reconnection. The error
of this m easuram ent is larger than the di erence between the values of R from ARIADNE
sam ples w ithout and with CR, and than the di erence between values of R from the
HERWIG sam ples w ithout CR and w ith 1/9 of reconnected events.

T he follow ing nom alised ratios are obtained for the sam ple without CR and im ple-
m enting the SK-I m odelw ith 100% CR probability, respectively :

data IR idata

e 0944 0:031(stat) 0:034(syst); 9)
IR g4
plaa - D8R _ g 967 0035(stat) 0039 (syst): (10)

CR

In the above expressions, the statistical errors in theM C predicted valuesw ere propagated
and added quadratically to the system atic errors on the ratios.
It is also possible to de ne the follow iIng quantity, taking the predictions for R -z and

Ruocr @t s= 189 G&V from the PYTHIA sam ples In Tabl 5,

hRdataj- RnoCR
r= = 049 027(stat) 029(syst); (11)
RCR RnoCR

from which it can be concluded that them easured IR 4,121 is com patible w ith interm ediate
probability of CR, and di ers from the CR in the SK-I model at 100% at the level of
13 standard deviations. The ability to distinguish between these two m odels can be
com puted from the inverse of the sum in quadrature of the statistical and system atic
errors; it am ounts to be 2.5 standard deviations. In Figure 9 the result of r is com pared
to the predicted values, in the scope of the SK-I m odel, as a funtion of the fraction of
reconnected events.
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Figure 9: Com parison of the m easuram ent of the r observable to the predictions from
the SK-I m odel as a function of the fraction of reconnected events.

T he result for the value of iR 1 can also be used to test for consistency w ith the SK-I
model as a function of and a log-lkelhood curve was obtained. This also facilitates
com bination w ith the result obtained in the analysis in the follow ing section, and for this
reason the value of R 1 is rescaled w ith PYTHIA w ithout CR to a centre-ofm ass energy
of 200 G &V : the value obtalned at 200 G&V is FRi(200 G&v) = 1:024 0:050. The
values obtained for the predicted ratios Ry at 200 G &V and the log-likelihood curve, as
a function of , are shown In Figure 10. The value of m ost com patible w ith the data
w ithin one standard deviation is

SK-1 = 413"52 ¢ (12)

5 DierentM y Estim ators as O bservables

Tthasbeen shown [12]that theM y m easurem ent nferred from hadronically decaying
W "W events at LEP—2, by the m ethod of direct reconstruction, is in uenced by CR
e ects, m ost visbble when changing the value of in the SK-I model. For the M  (4q)
estin ator w ithin DELPH I this is shown in [33]. O ther published M estim ators in LEP
experin ents are equally sensitive to  [341].

To probe this sensitivity to CR e ects, altemative estim ators for the M y m easure-
m ent were designed which have di erent sensitivity to . In the follow ing, the standard
estim ator and two altemative estim ators, studied in this paper, are presented. T he stan-—
dard estin ator corresponds to that previously used in the m easurem ent of the W m ass
by DELPHT [33]. Note that in the nalDELPHIW m ass analysis [35] results are given
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Figure 10: a) Estim ated ratio Ry at 200 G &V plotted as a function ofdi erent values
(top scale), or as function of the corresponding reconnection probabilities (bottom scale),
com pared to IR im easured from data after rescaling to 200 G &V (horizontal linesm arked
with R for the value and with 1 (2 ) for the IR 1 value added/subtracted by one(two)
standard deviations); the last three m arks on the x axis, close to 100% of reconnection
probability, correspond respectively to the values = 100;300;800; b) corresponding
Jog-likelihood curve for the com parison of the estim ated values (Ry ) w ith thedata (IR i).
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for the standard and hybrid cone estim ators, w ith the hybrid cone estin ator used to
provide the prin ary result. The data sam ples, e ciencies and purities for the analysis
corresponding to the standard estin ator are provided In [33,35].

The standard M estim ator :

T his estim ator is described in [33] and was optin ised to obtain the an allest sta-
tistical uncertainty for the W mass m easurem ent. It results in an eventby-event
Tikelhood L;i(M y ) for the param eter M .

Them om entum cut My estin ator :

For this altemative M estim ator the event selection was perform ed in exactly
the sam e way as for the standard M ; estin ator. T he particle—gt association was
also taken from this analysis. H owever, when reconstructing the event for the M y
extraction a tighter track selection was applied. The m om entum and energy of the
ptswere calculated only from those trackshaving am om entum higher than a certain
Peut Value. An eventdoy-event lkelihood I_.Ii’cut M ) was then calculated.

The hybrid cone My estim ator :

In this second altemative M ; estim ator the reconstruction of the event is the sam e
as for the standard analysis, except when calculating the Bt m om enta used for the
My extraction.

Figure 11: Tlustration of the iterative cone algorithm w ithin a prede ned fgtasexplained
n the text.

An iterative procedure was used w ithin each gt (de ned by the clustering algorithm

used in the standard analysis) to nd a stable direction of a cone excliding som e
particles in the calculation of the tm om entum , illustrated in Figure 11. Starting
w ith the direction ofthe orjgjnalptpsfg , the gt direction was recalculated (direction
(1) on the Figure) only from those particles which have an opening angle an aller
than R e W ith this original t. T his process was iterated by constructing a second
cone (of the sam e opening anglke) around this new Pt direction and the Pt direction
was recalculated again. The iteration was continued untila stable gt direction p=*

cone
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was found. The tm om enta obtained, p=t_, were rescaled to com pensate or the

cone !

Jost energy of particles outside the stable cone,

Bt
Bty ot &
pcon e ° pcon e E ﬁt

(13)
cone

The energies of the Fts were taken to be the sam e as those obtained with the
standard clustering algorithm (E **,.. ! E*®). This was done to increase the
correlation of this estim ator w ith the standard one. The rescaling was not done
for the pe,r estin ator as it will be used In a cross<check observable w ith di erent
system atic properties. A gain the result is an eventby-event likelihood L?c"“e ™My ).

Each of these previously de ned M  likelihoods had to be calibbrated. T he slope of
the linear calbration curve for the M estin ators is tuned to be unity, therefore only
a bias correction induced by the reconstruction m ethod has to be applied. This bias
is estim ated w ith the nom nal WPHACT M onte Carlo events and the dependence on the
valie of isestim ated w ith the EXCALIBUR sin ulation. Tt was veri ed for an aller subsets
that the results using these large EXCALIBUR sam ples and the sam ples generated w ith
WPHACT are com patible. N eglecting the possible existence of C olourR econnection (CR ) in
the M onte C arlo sin ulation results in event likelihoods L; (M y fvent without CR ), while
LiMy ®vent with CR ) are the event likelihoods ocbtained when assum ing the hypothesis
that events do reconnect (100% CR in the scope of the SK-I m odel). To construct the
event lkelihoods for Interm ediate CR (valuesof larger than 0) the follow ing weighting
formul isusad :

LiMy )= 0 Pi( )] LMy Fventwithout CR)+P;( ) LMy Bventwith CR) (14)

where P;( ) is de ned in Equation 1. The combined lkelhood is produced for
the event sam ple; the calbrated values for My ( ) were obtained for di erent val-
ues of usihg the maximum Ilkelthood principle. In Figure 12 the di erence
My ( )=My () My (= 0)orthein uenceof on thebiasoftheMy estin ator is
presented as function of

T he uncertainty on this di erence is estim ated with the Jackknife m ethod [27] to
take the correlation between My ( ) and My ( = 0) Into account. It was observed from
sin ulations that the estin ators dependency on , for below about 5, was not signi —
cantly di erent in the centre-ofm ass range between 189 and 207 G &V . T herefore In the
determm nation of the dependency at 200 G &V was taken as default for all centreof-
m ass energies. T his value of centre-ofm ass energy is close to the Integrated Ium inosity
welghted centre-ofm ass energy of the com plete data sam ple, which is 1971 G &V .

W hen neglecting the inform ation content of low m om entum particles or when using
the hybrid cone algorithm , the in uence of C olour R econnection on theM  estin ator is
decreased. T he dependence My of the estin ator to  is decreased when Increasing the

@
value of poe Or when working w ith am aller cone opening angles R e -

51 TheM easurem ent of

The observed di erence M y (std;i) = My 5 My ' In the event sample, where 1
is a certain altemative analysis, provides a m easurem ent of . W hen both estim ators
M 9 and M W ! are calbrated In the sam e hypothesis of , the expectation values of

M y (std;i) will be nvariant under a change of Peyt OX R cone -

W hen neglecting part of the Inform ation content of the events in these altemative M

analyses, by increasing pq,: or decreasing R cone , the statistical uncertainty on the value of
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Figure 12: ThedierencedM y ( )= My () My (= 0) ispresented as a function of

, fordierent My estim ators. T he curve for the standard My estin ator is the curve
at the top. T he curves obtained w ith the hybrid cone analysis for di erent values of the
cone opening angle, starting from the top with 1.00 rad down to 0.75 rad, 0.50 rad and
025 rad are indicated with dotted lines. The curves obtained w ith the m om entum cut
analysis fordi erent values of p,¢, starting from thetopwith 1 GeV /c,down to 2G &V /c
and 3 G eV /c are dashed. T he vertical line indicates the value of preferred by the SK-I
authors [5] and comm only used to estin ate system atic uncertainties on m easurem ents
ushge'e ! W*'W ! quqgsqg; events.
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theM ; estin ator is ncreased. T herefore a balance m ust be found betw een the statistical
precision on M  (std;i) and the dependence of this di erence to  1n order to obtain
the largest sensitivity fora m easurem ent. This optinum was found using the M onte
C arlo sim ulated events and assum ing that the data follow the = 0 hypothesis, resulting
In the an allest expected uncertainty on the estin ation of
For the py+ analysis an optim al sensitivity was found when using the di erence
M y (std;peue) With peye equalto 2 GeV/c or 3 GV /c. Even m ore inform ation about
could be extracted from the data, when using the di erence M y (Std;R cone ), Which
was found to have an optin al sensitivity around Roone = 05 rad. No signi cant im -
provem ent in the sensitivity was found when com bining the inform ation from these two
observables. T herefore the best m easure of using this m ethod is extracted from the
M w (std;Rcone = 05 rad) ocbservable. Nevertheless, the M y (std;pautr = 2G &V =c) ob—
servable was studied as a crosscheck.

5.2 Study of the System atic Errors in the My M ethod

The estim ation of system atic uncertainties on the obsarvables M y (std;i) follows
sin ilar m ethods to those used w ithin the M analysis. Here the double di erence is a
m easure of the systam atic uncertainty between M onte Carlo smmulation (M C’) and real
data (DA):

5stMC;DA)= My ™@MC) My "™ DA) My 'MC) My (DA)] (15)

where i is one of the altemative My estin ators. T he systam atic error com ponents are
described below and summ arised in Table 6.

5.2.1 Jet R econstruction system aticswith M LBZs

A novel technique was proposed n [36]to study system atic uncertainties on t recon—
struction and fragm entation in W physics m easuram ents w ith high statistical precision
through the use of M ixed Lorentz Boosted Z events (M LBZs). T he technigue is sin ilar to
the one described in section 4.4.J1. Them ain advantage of this m ethod was that M onte
Carlo simulated t properties in W "W  events could be directly com pared with the
corresponding ones from realdata using the large 7 statistics.

The main extension of the m ethod beyond that describbed in [36] consisted in an
In proved m ixing and boosting procedure of the Z events into M LBZs, dam onstrated
in Figure 13.

T he 4-m om enta of the four prin ary quarks in WPHACT generated W "W ! g d3ds
events were used as event tem plates. The 72 events from data or sin ulation were chosen
such that their thrust axisdirections w ere close in polarangle to one of the prin ary quarks
oftheW *W event tem plate. Each tem plate W was then boosted to its rest fram e. T he
particles iIn the nalstate ofa selected 7 eventwere rotated so that the thrust axism atches
the rest fram e direction of the prim ary quarksin theW "W  tem plate. A fter rescaling the
kinem atics of the Z events tom atch theW bosonm assin thegenerated W *W  tem plate,
the two Z events were boosted to the lab frame of the W "W  tem plate. A 1l particles
having an absolute polar angle w ith the beam direction am aller than 11 were rem oved
from the event. T he sam e generated WPHACT events w ere used for the construction of both
the data M LBZs and M onte Carlo M LBZs In order to increase the correlation between
both emulated sam ples to about 31% . This correlation was taken into account when
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Figure 13: ustration of the m ixing and boosting procedure w ithin the M LBZ m ethod

(see text for details).
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quoting the statistical uncertainty on the system atic shift on the obsarvables between
data and M onte Carlo M LB Zs.

It was veri ed that when introducing a signi cant m ass shift of 300 M &V /c? on My
by using the cone rejfection algorithm , it was reproduced w ithin 15% by applying the
M LBZ technique. Because the expected systeam atic uncertainties on the M  (std;i)
obsarvables of interest are one order of m agnitude sm aller than 300 M &V /&, thism ethod
is clearly jasti ed.

T he double di erence of Equation 15 was determ ined w ith the M LBZ m ethod using
Z events selected in the data sets collected during the 1998 callbration runs and 72 events
from the corresponding M onte Carlo sam ples. The follow Ing results were obtained for
the M y (std;R cone = 05rad) observable:

st ARIADNE ;DA ) = 19 39 (stat)M eV =¢?
st (PYTHIA ;DA ) = 5:7 3:9(stat)M eV =c? (16)
st (HERWIG ;DA ) = 106 39 (stat)M eV =¢?

w here the statistical uncertainty takes into account the correlation between the M onte
Carlo and the data M LBZ events, together w ith the correlation between the two My
estin ators. This indicates that m ost of the fragm entation, detector and BetweenW
BoseE instein C orrelation system atics are am all. T he study was not perform ed for the
M y (std;Peyr) Observable.
O ther system atic sources on the reconstructed gts are not considered as the My
estin ators usad In thedi erence M y (std;i) have a Jarge correlation.

5.2.2 Additional Fragm entation system atic study

T he fragm entation of the prin ary partons ism odelled in the M onte C arlo sim ulation
used for the calibration of the M * observables.

T he expected values on the M estim ators from simulation (n the = 0 hypothe-
sis) are changed when using di erent fragm entation m odels [33], resulting in system atic
uncertainties on the measured My * observables and hence possbly also on our esti-
mated . In Figure 14 the systematic shift My i the di erent M  * observables is
shown when using HERWIG or ARIADNE rather than PYTHIA as the fragm entation m odel
In the no Colour R econnection hypothesis. W hen inferring from the data di erence,

M y (std;i), the PYTHIA m odel is used to calbrate each M * cbservable. This data
di erence forM 5 P26 =C M i (std;per = 2G &V=c), changes’ by (27 12)M &V /&
or (8 12)M eV /& when replacing PYTHIA by respectively HERWIG or ARIADNE. Sin i~
larly, the cbservable M y (std;R cone = 05 rad) changes by (4 10) M &V /& or (-6
10) M &V /¢ when replacing PYTHIA by respectively HERWIG or ARIADNE. The largest
shift of the ocbsarvable when changing fragm entation m odels (or the uncertainty on this
shift if Jarger) is taken as systam atic uncertainty on the value of the observable. Hence,
systam atic errors of 27 M &V /& for the M y (std;pai = 2G &V=c) cbservable and 10
MeV/c? forthe M  (Std;R cone = 05 1ad) observable were assum ed as the contribution
from fragm entation uncertainties. The M LBZ studies (see above) are com patdble w ith
these results, hence no additional system atic due to fragm entation was quoted for the

M y (std;Rcone = 0:5rad) obsarvable.

3This change, M y (std;peut = 2G eV =c)F L THIA M y (stdipeut = 2G eV=c) is given by

My (std peut= 02GeV :C)PYTHIA HERWIG My (Pecut = 2G eV :C)PYTHIA HERWIG, and sin ilar expressions for the
ARIADNE and R cone cases (for Rcone,std Recone = ).

HERWIG
14
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Figure 14: Systam atic shifts My ,on My obsarvables, when applying di erent fragm en—
tation m odels as a function of the Pt Or R cone Values used in the construction of the
My observable. These M onte C arlo estim ates were obtained at a centre-offm ass energy
of 189 G &V . T he uncertainties are determ ined w ith the Jackknife m ethod.
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5.2.3 Energy D ependence

The biases of the di erent M iy estin ators have a di erent dependence on the centre-
ofm ass energy, hence the calbration of M y (i;3) w illbe energy dependent. T he energy
dependence of each individualM ; estim ator was param eterised w ith a second order poly—
nom ial. Slhce W PHACT event sam ples were used at a range of centre-ofm ass energies
the uncertainty on the param eters describing these curves are an all. T herefore a am all
systam atic uncertainty of 3M &V /? was quoted on the M  (i;7) cbservables due to the
calibbration.

524 Background

T he sam e event selection criteria were applied for all the M ; estin ators, hence the
sam e background contam ination is present in all analyses. The in uence of the gg( )
background events on the individual My estin ators is am all [33] and was taken into
account when constructing the centre-ofm ass energy dependent calibbration curves of
the ndividualM y estim ators. T he residual systam atic uncertainty on both M y (i;73)
observables is 3 M eV /.

5.2.5 BoseFE instein C orrelations

A s for the particle ow m ethod, the system atic uncertainties due to possible B ose—
E instein Correlations are estim ated via M onte Carlo simultions. The relevant values
for the system atic uncertainties on the ocbsarvables are the di erences between the ob—
servables obtained from the M onte Carlb events w ith BoseF instein C orrelations inside
Individual W ’s (BEI) and those with, in addition, BoseE instein C orrelations between
dentical particles from di erent W ’s (BEA ). The values were estin ated to be (64
93)M eV /& forthe M y (std;par = 2G &V=c) cbservable, and (72 82)M &V /c? or
the M y (std;R cone = 05 rad) ocbsarvable. A s the uncertainties in the estim ated contri-
butions were larger than the contributions them sehres, these uncertainties were added in
quadrature to the systam atic errors on the relevant observables.

5.2.6 Crosscheck in the Sem i-leptonic C hannel

C olour R econnection between the decay products originating from di erent W boson
decays can only occur In the W "W ! g gpqsqs channel. The sam Heptonic W * W
decay channel (ie, gq’.) is by de nition free of those e ects. Therefore the determ i-
nation of C olour R econnection sensitive observables, ke M y (std;R cone = 0:5rad), in
this decay channel could indicate the possible presence of residual system atic e ects. A
study of the M y (std;R cone = 051ad) observable was perform ed in the sam iHeptonic
decay channel. The sam iHeptonic My analysis In [33]was used and the cone algorithm
was In plam ented in a sim ilar way as for the fully hadronic decay channel. The sam e
data setshave been used as presented throughout this paper and the follow iIng result was
obtained:

My (Std;jReone) = My ™ My Sre = (8 56 (stat) M eV = 17)

where the statistical uncertainty was com puted taking into account the correlation be-
tween both m easurem ents. A lthough the statistical signi cance of this crosscheck is
an all, a good agreem ent was found for both M ; estim ators.
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5.3 Results from the M y Estin ators A nalyses

The observable M y (std;R cone) With Regne equal to 0.5 rad (de ned above), was
found to be the most sensitive to the SK-I Colour Reconnection model, and the
M y (std;pour = 2G €V =c) ocbservable wasm easured as a crosscheck. T he analyses were
calbrated w ith PYTHIA = 0 WPHACT generated sin ulation events. T he valuesm easured
from the combined DELPHTI data at centre-ofm ass energies ranging between 183 and
208 G &V are:

My (stdjRape) = My ™ My Beeme = (59 35(stat) 14 (syst)M &V =¢?
My (stdjposr) = My @ My Pt = (143 61 (stat) 29(syst))M &V =C?
(18)

where the rst uncertainty num bers represent the statistical com ponents and the sec—
ond the combined system atic ones. The full breakdown of the uncertainties on both
observables can be found in Tabl 6.

U ncertainty contribution M eV /&)
Source M g (StdjRoone = 051ad)| M y (stdjpese = 2G &V =)
Fragm entation 11 27
C albbration 3 3
B ackground 3 3
BEIBEA 8 9
Total system atic 14 29
Statistical E rror 35 61
Total 38 | 67

Tabl 6: Breakdown of the total uncertainty on both relevant ocbservables.

From these values estin ates werem ade for the param eter by com paring them w ith
the M onte C arlo expected values In di erent hypothesis of , shown in Figure 15 for the
Observable M y (std;R cone = 051rad).

The G aussian uncertainty on the m easured observables was used to construct a log-
likellhood function L ( ) = 2gL( ) for . The log-lkelihood function ocbtained is
shown in Figure 16 for the rstand in Figure 17 for the second observable.

The result shown iIn Figure 16 is the prin ary result of this analysis, because of the
larger sensitivity ofthe M y (Std;R cone = 05 1rad) observable to the value of  (see sec—
tion 51). The value of m ost com patible with the data w ithin one standard deviation
of the m easurem ent is

sk-1 = 175" 1% (19)

Theresult on extracted from the crosscheck M y (std;peut = 2G €V =c) obsarvable
is found not to di er signi cantly from the quoted result obtained w ith the m ore opti-
mal M y (std;Rcone = 051rad) obsarvable. The signi cance can be determ ined by the
di erence between both M ; estim ators :

M Peut My R = (84 59(stat) M eV = : (20)

Taking into account that the expectation of this di erence dependson ,we nd a sta—
tistical deviation ofabout 1l to 1.5 between them easurem ents. No in proved sensitivity
is obtained by com bining the inform ation of both obsarvables.
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In this paper the SK-I m odel for Colour R econnection im plem ented in PYTHIA was
studied because it param eterizes the e ect as function of the m odel param eter . O ther
phenom enologicalm odels in plem ented in the ARTADNE [7,8]and HERWIG [6]M onte C arlo
fragm entation schem es exist and are equally plausble. Unfortunately their e ect in
W*'W ! gqugsg: events cannot be scaled with a m odel param eter, analogous to
In SK-I, without a ecting the fragm entation m odel param eters. D espite this non-
factorization property, the consistency of these m odels w ith the data can still be ex-—
am ined. The M onte Carlo predictions of the cbsarvables in the hypothesis w ith C olour
R econnection (calbbrated in the hypothesis of no C olour R econnection ) give the follow ing
values:

ARIADNE ! M, ™ My Reere = (72 4:1) Mev=c
ARIADNE ! M, "™ My Ps = (94 7:0) M ev=c
HERWIG ! M, @ My Reeme = (1997 40) M evV=c (21)
HERWIG ! My ™ M Peut (228 69) Me&v=c

The an alle ectson the observablesw ith the HERWIG in plem entation of C olourR econnec—
tion com pared to those predicted by SK-I are due to the fact that the fiaction of events
that reconnect is am aller in HERWIG (1/9) com pared to SK-I (& 25% at™ s= 200 G&V).
A fter applying this scale factor between both m odels, their predicted e ect on the W
massand on the M y (i;]) observables becom es com patible. The ARTADNE In plem enta—
tion of C olour R econnection has a much an aller in uence on the ocbservables com pared
to those predicted w ith the SK-I and HERWIG M onte C arlo.

54 Correlation with D irect M y M easurem ent

W hen using a data observable to estin ate systam atic uncertainties on som e m easur—
and Inferred from the sam e data sam ple, the correlation between the estin ator used to
m easure the system atic bias and the estin ator of the absolute value of the m easurand
should be taken into account. T herefore the correlation between the C olourR econnection
sensitive obsarvables M y (std;Reone = 05rad) and M y (std;pcur = 2G €V =c) and the
absolute M (std) estin ator was calculated. The correlation was determ ined from the
M onte Carlo events and with = 0 or no Colour Reconnection. The values obtained
were found to be stabl asa function of w ithin the statistical precision. T he correlation
between M y (Std;Rcone = 05rad) and My (std) was found to be 11% , while for the one
between M y (std;pae= 2G&V=c) and My (std) a value of 8% was obtained. A Iso the
correlation between the di erent M  estim ators was estin ated and found to be stable
w ith the value of . A value of 83% was obtained for the correlation between My (std)
and My ©een== 0229 while 66% was obtained between My (std) and My Pee= 26V =¢,

6 Combination of the Results in the Scope of the
SK-I M odel

T he log-lkelihood curve from the particle ow m ethod was com bined w ith the curve
from the M y method and the result isshown in F igure 18. T he correlationsbetween the
analyses w ere neglected because the overlp between the sam ples is an all and the nature
of the analyses is very di erent. The total errors were usad (statistical and system atic
added in quadrature) in the com bination.
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Figure 18: T he log-likelihood function 2logL( ) obtained from the combined DELPHI
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Thebestvalue for from them ininum of the curve, w ith its error given by the w idth
ofthe curve at thevalue 2logL = ( 2ogL)yw + 1,1s:

SK-T = 22°73: (22)

7 Conclusions

Colour Reconnection (CR) e ects In the fully hadronic decays of W pairs, produced
In the DELPH I experim ent at LEP, were investigated using the m ethods of the particle
ow and theM y estin ators, notably the M y (std;R cone = 0:5rad) observable.
T he average of the ratiosR of the integrals between 0.2 and 0.8 of the particle distri-
bution in InsideW regions to the BetweenW regionswas found to be

Ri= 0979 0032(stat) 0:035(syst): (23)

T he values used In this average were obtained after rescaling the value at each energy to
the value at a centreofm ass energy of 189 G &V usinga tto theM C withoutCR.
The e ects of CR on the values of the reconstructed m ass of the W boson, as in ple—
mented In di erent M onte Carlo m odels, were studied w ith di erent estin ators. From
the estim ator of the W m assw ith the strongest sensitivity to the SK-I m odelofCR , the
M y (std;R cone = 05 1rad) m ethod, the di erence In data was found to be

My (stdjReope) = My 59 My Beene= 0224 = (59 35(stat)  14(syst) M &V=c’ : (24)

From the combination of the results from particle ow and My estim ators, corre—
sponding to the curve in full line shown in Figure 18, the best value and total error for
the param eter in the SK-I m odel was extracted to be:

SK-T = 22773 (25)

which corresponds to a probability of reconnection of P, = 52% and lies in the range
31% < Prew < 68% at 68% con dence level.

The two analysism ethods usad In this paper are com plem entary: them ethod of parti-
cle ow provides a m odelndependent m easurem ent but has signi cantly less sensitivity
tow ards the SK-I m odelof CR than them ethod of M  estin ators.

The obtained valueof in equation (25) can be com pared w ith sin ilar values obtained
by other LEP experin ents, and it was found to be com patible w ith , but higher than, the
values obtained with the particle ow by L3 [37]and OPAL [38]. It is also com patible
w ith, but higher than, the values cbtained w ith the m ethod of di erent M ; estim ators
by OPAL [39]and ALEPH [40].
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