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A bstract

In the reaction e+ e� ! W W ! (q1�q2)(q3�q4) the usualhadronization m odels

treat the colour singlets q1�q2 and q3�q4 com ing from two W bosons indepen-

dently. However,since the �nalstate partonsm ay coexistin space and tim e,

cross-talk between the two evolving hadronic system s m ay be possible during

fragm entation through soft gluon exchange. This e�ect is known as Colour

Reconnection. In thisarticle the resultsofthe investigation ofColourRecon-

nection e�ects in fully hadronic decays ofW pairs in DELPHI at LEP are

presented.Two com plem entary analyseswereperform ed,studying theparticle


ow between jetsand W m assestim ators,with negligible correlation between

them ,and the resultswere com bined and com pared to m odels. In the fram e-

work ofthe SK-Im odel,the value forits � param eter m ost com patible with

thedata wasfound to be:

�SK � I = 2:2+ 2:5
� 1:3

corresponding to the probability of reconnection Preco to be in the range

0:31< Preco < 0:68 at68% con�dencelevelwith itsbestvalueat0.52.
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1 Introduction

The space-tim e developm ent of a hadronic system is stillpoorly understood, and

m odelsarenecessary to transform a partonicsystem ,governed by perturbativeQCD,to

�nalstatehadronsobserved in thedetectors.

W W events produced in e+ e� collisionsatLEP-2 constitute a unique laboratory to

study and testtheevolution ofsuch hadronicsystem s,becauseoftheclean environm ent

and thewell-de�ned initialenergy in theprocess.Ofparticularinterestisthepossibility

to study separately one single evolving hadronic system (one ofthe W bosonsdecaying

sem i-leptonically,the other decaying hadronically),and com pare it with two hadronic

system sevolving atthesam etim e(both W bosonsdecaying hadronically).

Interconnection e�ects between the products ofthe hadronic decays ofthe two W

bosons(in thesam eevent)areexpected sincethelifetim eoftheW bosons(�W ’ ~=�W ’

0:1 fm /c)isan orderofm agnitude sm allerthan the typicalhadronization tim es. These

e�ectscan happen attwo levels:

� in theevolution oftheparton shower,between partonsfrom di�erenthadronicsys-

tem s by exchanging coloured gluons [1](this e�ect is called Colour Reconnection

(CR)forhistoricalreasons);

� between the �nalstate hadrons,due to quantum -m echanicalinterference,m ainly

dueto Bose-Einstein Correlations(BEC)between identicalbosons(e.g.pionswith

thesam echarge).

A detailed study by DELPHIofthissecond e�ectwasrecently published [2].

The�rste�ect,thepossiblepresenceofcolour
ow between thetwo W hadronization

system s,isthetopicstudied in thispaper.Thise�ectisworthy ofstudy in itsown right

and forthepossiblee�ectsinduced on theW m assm easurem entin fully hadronicevents

(seeforinstance[3]foran introduction and [4]foran experim entalreview).

The e�ectsatthe perturbative levelare expected to be sm all[3],whereasthey m ay

be large atthe hadronization level(m any softgluonssharing the space-tim e)forwhich

m odelshaveto beused to com parewith thedata.

The m ost tested m odelis the Sj�ostrand-Khoze \Type 1" CR m odelSK-I [5]. This

m odelofCR isbased on theLund string fragm entation phenom enology.Thestringsare

considered ascolour
ux tubeswith som e volum e,and reconnection occurswhen these

tubesoverlap.Theprobability ofreconnection in an eventisparam eterised by thevalue

�,setglobally by theuser,accordingtothespace-tim evolum eoverlap ofthetwo strings,

Voverlap :

Preco(�)= 1� e
� �Voverlap : (1)

Theparam eter� wasintroduced in theSK-I m odeltoallow avariation ofthepercentage

ofreconnected events and facilitate studies ofsensitivity to the e�ect. In this m odel

only one string reconnection pereventwasallowed. The authorsofthe m odelpropose

thevalueof� = 0:66 to give sim ilaram ountsofreconnection asotherm odelsofColour

Reconnection. By com paring the data with the m odelpredictions evaluated atseveral

� values,it is possible to determ ine the value of� m ost consistent with the data and

extractthecorresponding reconnection probability.Anotherm odelwasproposed by the

sam eauthors,considering thecolour
ux tubesasin�nitely thin,which allowsforColour

Reconnection in thecasethetubescrosseach otherand provided thetotalstring length

isreduced (SK-II0).Thislastm odelwasnottested.

Two furtherm odelsare tested here,these arethe m odelsim plem ented in HERWIG [6]

and ARIADNE [7]M onte Carlo program s.In HERWIG the partonsare reconnected,with a
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reconnection probability of1/9,ifthereconnection resultsin asm allertotalclusterm ass.

In ARIADNE,which im plem entsan adapted version oftheGustafson-H�akkinen m odel[8],

the m odelused [9]allowsforreconnectionsbetween partonsoriginating in the sam e W

boson,orfrom di�erentW bosonsifthey have an energy sm allerthan the width ofthe

W boson (thism odelwillbereferred as‘AR-2’).

ColourReconnection hasbeen previously investigated in DELPHIby com paring in-

clusive distributions ofcharged particles,such as the charged-particle m ultiplicity dis-

tribution orthe production ofidenti�ed (heavy)particles,in fully hadronicW W events

and thedistributionsin sem i-leptonic W W events.The investigationsdid notshow any

e�ect as they were lim ited by statisticaland system atic errors and excluded only the

m ostextrem em odelsofCR (see[10]).

ThisarticlepresentstheresultsoftheinvestigationsofColourReconnection e�ectsin

hadronically decaying W pairsusing two techniques. The �rst,proposed by L3 in [11],

looksatthe particle 
ow between the jetsin a 4-jetW W event. The second,proposed

by DELPHIin [12],takesinto accountthedi�erentsensitivity toColourReconnection of

severalW m assestim ators.The�rsttechnique ism oreindependentofthem odeland it

can providecom parisonsbased on data.Thesecond techniqueism oredependenton the

m odeltested,buthasa m uch largersensitivity to the m odelsSK-I and HERWIG. Since

theparticle
ow and W m assestim atorm ethodswerefound to belargely uncorrelated a

com bination oftheresultsofthesetwo m ethodsisprovided.

The paper is organised as follows. In the next section,the LEP operation and the

com ponents ofthe DELPHIdetector relevant to the analyses are brie
y described. In

section 3 data and sim ulation sam plesareexplained.Then both oftheanalysism ethods

discussed abovearedescribed and theirresultspresented in sections4 and 5.The com -

bination oftheresultsisgiven in section 6 and conclusionsaredrawn in theseventh and

�nalsection.

2 LEP O peration and D etector D escription

AtLEP-2,thesecond phaseofthee+ e� collideratCERN,theacceleratorwasoperated

atcentre-of-m assenergiesabovethethreshold fordoubleW boson production from 1996

to 2000. In this period,the DELPHI experim ent collected about 12000 W W events

corresponding to a totalintegrated lum inosity of661 pb� 1. About 46% ofthe W W

eventsareW W ! q1�q2q3�q4 events(fully hadronic),and 44% areW W ! q1�q2‘��,where

‘isa lepton (sem i-leptonic).

The detailed description ofthe DELPHI detector and its perform ance is provided

in [13,14].A briefsum m ary ofthem ain characteristicsofthedetectorim portantforthe

analysesfollows.

Thetracking system ofDELPHIconsisted ofa Tim eProjection Cham ber(TPC),the

m ain tracking device ofDELPHI,and was com plem ented by a Vertex Detector (VD)

closesttothebeam pipe,theInnerand theOuterDetectorsin thebarrelregion,and two

Forward Cham bersin the end caps.Itwasem bedded in a 1.2 T m agnetic �eld,aligned

parallelto thebeam axis.

The electrom agnetic calorim eter consisted ofthe High density Projection Cham ber

(HPC)in the barrelregion,the Forward Electrom agnetic Calorim eter(FEM C)and the

Sm allangleTileCalorim eter(STIC)intheforwardregions,com plem ented bydetectorsto

tag thepassageofelectron-positron pairsfrom photonsconverted in theregionsbetween

theFEM C and theHPC.Thetotaldepthsofthecalorim eterscorresponded to about18

radiation lengths. The hadronic calorim eterwascom posed ofinstrum ented iron with a
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totaldepth along the shortesttrajectory fora neutralparticle of6 interaction lengths,

and covered 98% ofthe totalsolid angle. Em bedded in the hadronic calorim eter were

two planesofm uon driftcham bersto tag thepassageofm uons.Thewholedetectorwas

surrounded by a furtherdoubleplaneofstaggered m uon driftcham bers.

ForLEP-2,theDELPHIdetectorwasupgraded asdescribed in thefollowing.

Changes were m ade to som e ofthe subdetectors, the trigger system [15],the run

controland the algorithm sused in the o�ine reconstruction oftracks,which im proved

theperform ancecom pared to theearlierLEP-1 period.

The m ajor changes were the extensions ofthe Vertex Detector (VD) and the Inner

Detector(ID),and theinclusion oftheVeryForward Tracker(VFT)[16],which increased

the coverage ofthe silicon tracker to polarangles with respect to the z-axis1 of11� <

� < 169�. To furtherim prove the track reconstruction e�ciency in the forward regions

ofDELPHI,thetracking algorithm sand thealignm entand calibration procedureswere

optim ised forLEP-2.

Changes were also m ade to the electronics ofthe trigger and tim ing system which

im proved the stability ofthe running during data taking. The triggerconditions were

optim ised forLEP-2 running,togivehigh e�ciency for2-and 4-ferm ion processesin the

Standard M odeland also to give sensitivity to events which m ay have been signatures

ofnew physics. In addition,im provem ents were m ade to the operation ofthe detector

duringtheLEP operatingstates,topreparethedetectorfordatatakingatthevery start

ofstable collisionsofthee+ e� beam s,and to respond to adverse background from LEP

when itarose.Thesechangesled toan overallim provem entin thee�ciency forcollecting

the delivered lum inosity from about85% in 1995,before the start ofLEP-2,to about

95% attheend in 2000.

During the operation ofthe DELPHIdetector in 2000 one ofthe 12 sectors ofthe

centraltracking cham ber,the TPC,failed. After 1st Septem ber it was not possible to

detect the tracks left by charged particles inside the broken sector. The data a�ected

correspondstoaround 1=4ofthedatacollected in 2000.Nevertheless,theredundancy of

thetracking system ofDELPHIm eantthattrackspassing through thesectorcould still

bereconstructed from signalsin anyoftheothertrackingdetectors.Asaresult,thetrack

reconstruction e�ciency was only slightly reduced in the region covered by the broken

sector,butthetrack param eterresolutionsweredegraded com pared with thedata taken

priorto thefailureofthissector.

3 D ata and Sim ulation Sam ples

The analysespresented here use the data collected by DELPHIin the years1997 to

2000,atcentre-of-m assenergies
p
sbetween 183 and 209 GeV.Thedata collected in the

year 2000 with the TPC working in full,with centre-of-m ass energies from 200 to 208

GeV andaintegratedlum inosityweighted averagecentre-of-m assenergyof206GeV,were

analysed together.Dataacquired with theTPC with abroken sector,corresponding toa

integrated lum inosity weighted averagecentre-of-m assenergy of207 GeV,wereanalysed

separately and included in theresultspresented here.

The totalintegrated lum inosity ofthe data sam ple is660.8 pb� 1,and the integrated

lum inosity weighted averagecentre-of-m assenergy ofthedata is197.1 GeV.

Tocom parewith theexpected resultsfrom processesin theStandard M odelincluding

or not including CR,M onte Carlo (M C) sim ulation was used to generate events and

1The D ELPH Icoordinate system is a right-handed system with the z-axis collinear with the incom ing electron beam ,

and the x axispointing to the centre ofthe LEP accelerator.
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sim ulate the response ofthe DELPHI detector. These events were reconstructed and

analysed with thesam eprogram sasused fortherealdata.

The 4-ferm ion �nalstates were generated with the code described in [17],based on

WPHACT [18],forthe W W signal(charged currents)and forthe ZZ background (neutral

currents),afterwhich the events were fragm ented with PYTHIA [19]tuned to DELPHI

data[20].Thesam eW W eventsgenerated at189,200and 206GeV werealsofragm ented

with PYTHIA im plem enting the SK-I m odel,with 100% reconnection probability. The

system atice�ectsoffragm entation werestudied using theaboveW W sam plesand W W

sam plesgenerated with WPHACT and fragm ented with eitherARIADNE [7]orHERWIG [6]at

183,189,200 and 206 GeV.Forsystem aticstudiesofBose-Einstein Correlations(BEC),

W W sam plesgenerated with WPHACTand fragm ented with PYTHIAim plem entingtheBE32

m odel[21]ofBEC,wereusedatallenergies,exceptat207GeV.Theintegratedlum inosity

ofthesim ulated sam pleswasatleast10tim esthatofthedataofthecorresponding year,

and them ajority corresponded to 100 tim esthatofthedata.

To testthe consistency ofthe SK-I m odeland m easure the � param eter,large W W

sam ples were generated in an early stage ofthiswork with EXCALIBUR [22]at200 and

206 GeV,keeping only the fully hadronic decays. These sam pleswere then fragm ented

with PYTHIA.Itwasveri�ed forsm allersubsetsthattheresultsusing theselargesam ples

and thesam plesgenerated laterwith WPHACT arecom patible.

The q�q(
)background eventswere generated atallenergieswith KK2f [23]and frag-

m ented with PYTHIA. For system atic studies, sim ilar KK2f sam ples fragm ented with

ARIADNE [7]wereused at183,189,200 and 206 GeV.

Thesesam pleswillbereferred to as\DELPHIsam ples".

At189GeV,tocom parewith theotherLEP experim entsand with di�erentCR m od-

els,6 sam plesgenerated with KORALW [24]forthe 4-ferm ion �nalstateswere also used.

Thesesam ples2 willbereferred toas\Cetrarosam ples".Theeventsin thedi�erentsam -

pleshavethe�nalstatequarksgenerated with thesam ekinem atics,and di�eronly in the

parton showerevolution and fragm entation.Threesam pleswerefragm ented respectively

with PYTHIA,ARIADNE and HERWIG (using thetuning oftheALEPH collaboration),with

no CR im plem entation. Three othersam pleswere fragm ented in the sam e m annerbut

now im plem enting severalCR m odels: the SK-I m odelwith 100% reconnection proba-

bility,the AR-2 m odel,and the HERWIG im plem entation ofCR with 1=9 ofreconnected

events,respectively.

4 T he Particle Flow M ethod

The�rstofthetwo analysespresented in thispaperisbased on theso-called \particle


ow m ethod". The particle 
ow algorithm is based on the selection ofspecialevent

topologies,in orderto obtain wellde�ned regionsbetween any two jetsoriginating from

the sam e W (called the Inside-W region) or from di�erent W s (called the Between-W

region).Itisexpected thatColourReconnection decreases(increases)particleproduction

in theInside-W (Between-W )region.Hence,by studying theparticleproduction in the

inter-jetregionsitispossible to m easure the e�ectsofColourReconnection. However,

thism ethod requiresa selection ofeventswith a suitabletopology (seebelow)which has

a low e�ciency ( <
� 25% ).

2produced by A LEPH after the LEP-W Physics W orkshop in Cetraro,Italy,O ctober 2001
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4.1 Event and Particle Selection

Eventswith both W sdecaying into q1�q2 are characterised by high m ultiplicity,large

visibleenergy,and thetendency oftheparticlesto begrouped in 4 jets.Thebackground

isdom inated by q�q(
)events.

Chargedparticleswererequiredtohavem om entum plargerthan100M eV=candbelow

1.5 tim esthe beam energy,a relative erroron the m om entum m easurem ent �p=p< 1,

and polarangle� with respectto thebeam axisbetween 20� and 160�.To rem ovetracks

from secondary interactions,the distance ofclosest approach ofthe extrapolated track

to theinteraction pointwasrequired to belessthan 4 cm in theplaneperpendicularto

thebeam axisand lessthan 4/sin� cm along thebeam axis,and thereconstructed track

length wasrequired to belargerthan 30 cm .

Clustersin the electrom agnetic orhadronic calorim eterswith energy largerthan 0.5

GeV and polaranglein theinterval10� < � < 170�,notassociated to charged particles,

wereconsidered asneutralparticles.

The events were pre-selected by requiring at least 12 charged particles,with a sum

ofthe m odulus ofthe m om entum transverse to the beam axis,ofcharged and neutral

particles,above20% ofthecentre-of-m assenergy.These cutsreduced thecontributions

from gam m a-gam m a processes and beam -gas interactions to a negligible am ount. The

m om entum distribution ofthe charged particlesforthe pre-selected events isshown in

Figure1 and com pared to theexpected distribution from thesim ulation.A good agree-

m entbetween data and sim ulation isobserved.
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Figure 1: M om entum distribution for charged particles (range 0-50 GeV=c (a) and

0-5GeV=c(b)).Pointsrepresentthedataand thehistogram srepresentthecontributions

from sim ulation forthedi�erentprocesses(signal(white)and background contributions).

Abouthalfofthee+ e� ! q�q(
)eventsathigh-energy areassociated with an energetic

photon em itted by oneofthebeam electronsorpositrons(radiativereturn events),thus

reducing the energy available in the hadronic system to the Z m ass. To rem ove these

radiative return events,the e�ective centre-of-m assenergy
p
s0,com puted asdescribed

in [25],wasrequired tobeabove110GeV.Itwasveri�ed thatthiscutdoesnota�ectthe

signalfrom W pairs,butreducessigni�cantly thecontribution from theq�q(
)process.
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In theW W fully hadronicdecaysfourwellseparated energeticjetsareexpected which

balance the m om entum ofthe eventand have a totalenergy nearto the centre-of-m ass

energy. The charged and neutralparticles in the event were thus clustered using the

DURHAM algorithm [26],for a separation value ofycut = 0:005,and the events were

kept ifthere were 4 and only 4 jets and a m ultiplicity (charged plus neutral) in each

jetlargerthan 3.The com bination ofthese two cutsrem oved m ostofthesem i-leptonic

W W decaysand the2-jetand 3-jeteventsoftheq�q(
)background.Thecharged-particle

m ultiplicity distribution fortheselected eventsat189GeV isgiven in Figure2,with data

pointscom pared to thehistogram from sim ulation ofsignaland background processes.
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Figure 2: Uncorrected charged-particle m ultiplicity distribution ata centre-of-m assen-

ergy of189GeV.Pointsrepresentthedataand thehistogram srepresentthecontribution

from sim ulation forthedi�erentprocesses.

Forthestudy ofthecharged-particle
ow between jets,theinitialquark con�guration

should bewellreconstructed with a good quark-jetassociation.At183 GeV and above,

the produced W bosons are signi�cantly boosted. This produces sm aller angles in the

laboratory fram eofreferencebetween thejetsinto which theW decays,when com pared

to these angles at threshold (back-to-back). Hence,this property tends to reduce the

am biguityin thede�nition oftheBetween-W and Inside-W regions.Theselection criteria

weredesigned in orderto m inim izethesituation ofonejetfrom oneW boson appearing

in theInside-W region oftheotherW boson.

The selection criteria are based on the eventtopology,with cutsin 4 ofthe 6 jet-jet

angles.Thesm allestand thesecond sm allestjet-jetangleshould bebelow 100� and not

adjacent(nothavea com m on jet).Two otherjet-jetanglesshould bebetween 100� and

140� and notadjacent(largeangles).

In thecasethattherearetwodi�erentcom binationsofjetssatisfyingtheabovecriteria

forthelargeangles,thecom bination with thehighestsum oflargeanglesischosen.This

selection increasestheprobability to havea correctpairing ofjetsto thesam eW boson.
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p
s L E�. Pur. N sel M C tot.W W 4j q�q(
) ZZ W lep."PA IR

183 52.7 22% 74% 127 114.2 84.4 22.3 0.7 7.0 69%

189 157.6 21% 75% 340 341.4 255.9 56.8 2.4 26.4 75%

192 25.9 21% 75% 61 56.1 41.9 9.4 0.4 4.4 77%

196 77.3 19% 74% 176 159.2 117.6 26.2 1.3 14.0 79%

200 83.4 18% 72% 173 165.0 119.5 27.8 1.3 16.4 82%

202 40.6 17% 72% 82 75.7 54.6 12.5 0.7 8.0 82%

206 163.9 15% 70% 282 274.7 193.1 47.8 2.7 31.1 79%

207 59.4 15% 70% 102 99.7 70.1 17.6 1.0 11.1 80%

Table1:Centre-of-m assenergy(
p
sin GeV),integrated lum inosity (L in pb� 1),e�ciency

and purity ofthe data sam ples,num ber ofselected events,num ber ofexpected events

from 4-jetW W and background processes(totaland separated byprocess),and e�ciency

ofcorrectpairing ofjetsto thesam eW boson.

The integrated lum inosity,thee�ciency to select4-jetW W eventsand the purity of

theselected data sam ples,estim ated using sim ulation,and thenum berofselected events

are sum m arised for each centre-of-m ass energy in Table 1. The num bers ofexpected

events are also given separately forthe signaland the background processes,and were

estim ated using sim ulation. The e�ciency to select the correct pairing ofjets to the

sam e W boson,estim ated with sim ulation asthe fraction ofW W events forwhich the

selected jets1 and 2 (see later)correspond indeed to thesam e W boson,isgiven in the

lastcolum n oftheTable.

The e�ciency ofthe eventselection criteria decreaseswith increasing centre-of-m ass

energy. This is prim arily due to the ‘large’angles being reduced as a result of the

increased boost (becom ing lower than the cut value of100�) and ‘sm all’angles being

increased dueto thelargerphase-spaceavailable(becom ing higherthan thecutvalueof

100�).M uch forthesam ereason,thee�ciency toassign twojetstothesam eW boson in

theselected eventsincreasesslightly with increasing centre-of-m assenergy,in opposition

to what would happen at threshold with the W boson decaying into two back-to-back

jets,thatwould neverbe selected to com e from the sam e W boson by the requirem ent

thattheirinterjetangleshould bebetween 100� and 140�.

In thefollowing analysisthejetsand planarregionsarelabeled asshown in Figure3:

the planar region corresponding to the sm allest jet-jet angle is region B in the plane

m adeby jets2and 3;thesecond sm allestjet-jetanglecorrespondstotheplanarregion D

between jets1and 4in theplanem adeby thesetwojets;theplanarregion corresponding

to the greatest ofthe large jet-jet angles in this com bination is region A and spans

the angle between jets 1 and 2 in the plane m ade by these jets;and �nally region C

correspondsto the planarregion spanned by the second large angle,between jets3 and

4 in theplanem adeby thesetwo jets.In general,theplanarregionsarenotin thesam e

plane,asthedecay planesoftheW bosonsdo notcoincide,and thelargeanglesin this

com bination arenotnecessarily thelargestjet-jetanglesin theevent.

The distribution ofthe reconstructed m assesofthe jetpairings(1,2)and (3,4),after

applying a 4C kinem atic �trequiring energy and m om entum conservation,isshown in

Figure 4 (two entriesperevent). In the �gure,data at189 GeV (points)are com pared

to the expected distribution from the 4-jet W W signalwithout CR,plus background

processes,estim ated using thesim ulation (histogram s).The contribution from the4-jet
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Figure3:Schem aticdrawing oftheangularselection.

W W signalsim ulation issplitbetween thecasein which thetwo pairsofjetsm aking the

largeanglesactually com efrom theirparentW bosonsand thecasein which thejetsof

a paircom efrom di�erentW bosons(m ism atch).

4.2 Particle Flow D istribution

The particle 
ow analysis uses the num ber of particles in the Inside-W and the

Between-W regions. An angularordering ofthe jets is perform ed as in Figure 3. The

two largejet-jetanglesin theeventareused to de�netheInside-W regions,and thetwo

sm allestanglesspan theBetween-W regions,theregionsbetween thedi�erentW s.

In general,the two W bosons willnot decay in the sam e plane,and this m ust be

accounted forwhen com paring the particle production in the Inside-W and Between-W

regions.So,foreach region (A,B,C and D)theparticlem om entaofallcharged particles

are projected onto the plane spanned by the jetsofthatregion:jets1 and 2 forregion

A;jets2 and 3 forregion B;jets3 and 4 forregion C;jets4 and 1 forregion D.Then,

foreach particletherescaled angle�rescaled isdeterm ined asa ratio oftwo angles:

�rescaled = �i=�r; (2)

when theparticlem om entum isprojected onto theplaneoftheregion r.Theangle�i is

then theanglebetween theprojected particlem om entum and the�rstm entioned jetin

thede�nition oftheregionsgiven above.Theangle� r isthefullopening anglebetween

the jets. Hence �rescaled varies between 0 and 1 for the particles whose m om enta are

projected between thepairofjetsde�ning theplane.

However,duetotheaplanarityoftheeventabout9% oftheparticlesin thedataand in

the 4-jetW W sim ulation have projected anglesoutside allfourregions.These particles

were discarded from further analysis. In the case where a particle could be projected

ontom orethan oneregion,with 0< �rescaled < 1,thesolution with thelowerm om entum

transverseto theregion wasused.Thishappened forabout13% oftheparticlesin data,

afterbackground subtraction,and in the4-jetW W sim ulation.

Thisleadsto thenorm alised particle
ow distribution shown in Figure5 at189 GeV,

wheretherescaled angleofregion A isplotted from 0 to 1,region B from 1 to 2,region
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Figure4:Reconstructed dijetm asses(aftera 4C kinem atic �t)fortheselected pairsat

189 GeV (2 entriesperevent)(see text).

C from 2 to 3 and region D from 3 to 4. The statisticalerroron the bin contents(the

average m ultiplicity per bin of�rescaled divided by the bin width) was estim ated using

the Jackknife m ethod [27],to correctly account forcorrelations between di�erent bins.

In thisdistribution theregionsbetween thejetscom ing from thesam eW bosons(A and

C),and from di�erentW bosons(B and D),havethesam escaleand thuscan beeasily

com pared.

Aftersubtractingbin-by-bin theexpected background from theobserved distributions,

wede�netheInside-W (Between-W )particle
ow asthebin-by-bin sum ofregionsA and

C (B and D).These distributions are com pared by perform ing the bin-by-bin ratio of

theInside-W particle
ow to theBetween-W particle
ow.Thisratio ofdistributionsis

shown for189 GeV and 206 GeV in Figure 6. The data pointsare com pared to several

fully sim ulated W W M C sam pleswith and withoutCR.

A good agreem entwasfound between thepredictionsusingtheWPHACT W W M C sam -

ples and the predictions based on the KORALW W W M C sam ples,both forthe scenario

withoutCR and forthe scenario with CR (SK-I m odelwith 100% probability ofrecon-

nection).Forboth setsofpredictionsthe regionsofgreatestdi�erence between the two

scenariosspan therescaled variable�rescaled from 0.2 to 0.8.

4.3 Particle Flow R atio

Aftersum m ing theparticle
ow distributionsforregionsA and C,and regionsB and

D,theresulting distributionsareintegrated from 0.2 to 0.8.TheratioR oftheInside-W

to the Between-W particle 
ow is then de�ned as (with � being the rescaled variable

�rescaled):
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Figure6:Theratiooftheparticle
ow distributions(A+C)/(B+D)at189GeV (a)and at

206GeV (b).Thedata (dots)arecom pared to W W M C sam plesgenerated with WPHACT

(DELPHIsam ples)and KORALW (Cetraro sam ples),both withoutCR and im plem enting

theSK-Im odelwith 100% probabilityofreconnection.ThelinescorrespondingtoWPHACT

arehardly distinguishablefrom thelinescorresponding to KORALW in thesam econdition

ofim plem entation ofCR.
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p
s (GeV) R D ata R noCR RSK-I:100%
183 0.889 � 0.084 0.928 � 0.005 -

189 1.025 � 0.063 0.966 � 0.006 0.864 � 0.005

192 1.008 � 0.150 0.970 � 0.006 -

196 1.041 � 0.093 0.995 � 0.006 -

200 0.922 � 0.084 1.022 � 0.007 0.889 � 0.006

202 0.952 � 0.126 1.015 � 0.008 -

206 1.116 � 0.088 1.012 � 0.008 0.889 � 0.006

207 1.039 � 0.135 1.019 � 0.008 -

Table2:Valuesoftheratio R foreach energy (errorsarestatisticalonly),and expected

valueswith errorsdue to lim ited statisticsofthe sim ulation,allfrom DELPHIWPHACT

W W sam ples.

M C Sam ple �2=D F �,A �,B 


no CR 7.31/5 1:001� 0:003 (3:20� 0:36)� 10� 3 (�1:35� 0:40)� 10� 4

SK-I 100% 1.46/1 0:880� 0:003 (1:68� 0:44)� 10� 3 -

Table3:Resultsofthe�tto theevolution ofR with (
p
s(GeV)� 197:5).

R =

R0:8

0:2
dnch=d�(A + C)d�

R0:8

0:2
dnch=d�(B + D )d�

: (3)

Totakeinto accountpossiblestatisticalcorrelationsbetween particlesin theInside-W

and Between-W regions,thestatisticalerroron thisratioR wasagain estim ated through

theJackknifem ethod [27].

ThevaluesforR obtainedforthedi�erentcentre-of-m assenergiesareshown inTable2,

and com pared to the expectationsfrom the DELPHIWPHACT W W sam pleswithoutCR

and im plem enting theSK-I m odelwith 100% reconnection probability.Thesevaluesfor

data and M C areplotted asfunction ofthecentre-of-m assenergy in Figure7.

The changes in the value of R for the M C sam ples are m ainly due to the dif-

ferent values of the boost of the W system s. In order to quantify this e�ect

a linear function R(
p
s� 197:5)= A + B � (

p
s� 197:5) was �tted to the M C points

with CR (with
p
s in GeV), while for the points without CR the quadratic func-

tion R(
p
s� 197:5)= � + � � (

p
s� 197:5)+ 
 � (

p
s� 197:5)2 wasassum ed (with

p
s in

GeV),giving reasonable�2=d:o:f:values.The�tsyielded theresultsshown in Table3.

TheM C withoutCR showsa strongerdependenceon
p
s.Thefunction �tted to this

sam ple wasused to rescale the m easured valuesofR forthe data collected atdi�erent

energiesto the energy of189 GeV,the centre-of-m assenergy atwhich the com bination

ofthe resultsofthe LEP experim entswasproposed in [4]. Allthe rescaled valueswere

com bined with a statisticalerror-weighted average.TheaverageoftheR ratiosrescaled

to 189 GeV wasfound to be

hRi= 0:979� 0:032(stat): (4)
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Figure7:TheratioR asfunctionof
p
sfordataandM C (DELPHIWPHACTW W sam ples),

and �tstotheM C with and withoutCR,and thecom bined ratioafterrescalingallvalues

to
p
s = 189 GeV (see text). The value ofthe com bined ratio at189 GeV isshown at

a displaced energy (upwards by 1 GeV) for better visibility,as wellas allthe values

forthe M C ‘W W no CR’pointsand the corresponding �tted curve which are shown at

centre-of-m assenergiesshifted downwardsby 0.5 GeV.Allerrorsforthe M C valuesare

sm allerthan thesizeofthem arkers.

Perform ing thesam eweighted averagewhen using fortherescaling the�tto theM C

with CR,oneobtains:

hR CR rescalei= 0:987� 0:032(stat): (5)

Repeating theprocedure,butnow withoutrescaling theR ratios,theresultis:

hR no rescalei= 0:999� 0:033(stat): (6)

4.4 Study ofthe System atic Errors in the Particle Flow

The following e�ectswere studied assourcesofsystem atic uncertaintiesin thisanal-

ysis.

4.4.1 Fragm entation and D etector response

A directcom parison between theparticle
ow ratiosm easured in fully hadronicdata

and M C sam ples,R 4qD ata and R 4qM C,respectively,isham pered by theuncertaintiesas-

sociated with them odelling oftheW W fragm entation and thedetectorresponse.These

system atic uncertaintieswere estim ated using m ixed sem i-leptonic events. In thistech-
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nique,twohadronicallydecayingW bosonsfrom sem i-leptoniceventswerem ixed together

to em ulatea fully hadronicW W decay.

M ixing Technique

Sem i-leptonicW W decayswereselected from thedatacollected by DELPHIatcentre-

of-m assenergiesbetween 189and 206GeV,by requiringtwohadronicjets,awellisolated

identi�ed m uon or electron or,in case ofa tau candidate,a wellisolated particle,all

associated with m issing m om entum (corresponding to theneutrino)pointing away from

the beam pipe. A neuralnetwork selection,developed in [28],was used to select the

events.Thesam eprocedurewasapplied to theWPHACT sam plesfragm ented with PYTHIA

and HERWIG atcentre-of-m assenergiesof189,200and 206GeV and with ARIADNE at189

and 206 GeV.Thebackground to thisselection wasfound to beofnegligibleim portance

in this analysis. Sam ples ofm ixed sem i-leptonic events were built separately at each

centre-of-m ass energy for data and M onte Carlo sem i-leptonic sam ples, following the

m ixing proceduredeveloped in [2].

In each sem i-leptonic event,the lepton (or tau-decay jet) 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 em ulate a fully hadronic W W decay.

The hadronic parts ofW bosons were m ixed in such a way as to have the parent W

bosonsback-to-back in theem ulated fully hadronicW W decay.Toincreasethestatistics

ofem ulated events,and pro�ting from the cylindricalsym m etry ofthe detector along

thezaxis,thehadronicpartsofW bosonswererotated around thezaxis,butwerenot

m oved from barrelto forward regionsorvice-versa,asdetailed in thefollowing.

W hen m ixingthehadronicpartsofdi�erentW eventsitwasrequired thatthetwoW s

had reconstructed polaranglesback-to-backorequalwithin 10degrees.In thelattercase,

when both W sareon thesam esideofthedetector,thezcom ponentofthem om entum

issign 
ipped foralltheparticlesin oneoftheW s.

TheparticlesofoneW eventwerethen rotated around thebeam axis,in ordertohave

thetwo W salso back-to-back in thetransverseplane.Each sem i-leptoniceventwasused

in them ixing procedure between 4 and 9 tim es,to m inim ize the statisticalerroron the

particle
ow ratio R m easured in them ixed sem i-leptonicdata sam ple.

The m ixed events were then subjected to the sam e event selection and particle 
ow

analysis used for the fully hadronic events. The particle 
ow ratios R m ixed SL D ata and

R m ixedSL M C werem easured in them ixed sem i-leptonicdataand M C sam ples,respectively,

and areplotted asfunction ofthecentre-of-m assenergy in Figure8.

The values ofR m ixed SL m easured in M C show a dependence on
p
s. This e�ect is

quanti�ed by perform ing linear �ts to the points m easured with PYTHIA,ARIADNE and

HERWIG,respectively.Thedi�erencesbetween them easured slopeswerefoundtobesm all.

Thefunction �tted to thePYTHIA pointswasused to rescalethevaluesofR m easured in

data atdi�erentenergiesto 189 GeV.The rescaled valueswere then com bined using as

weightsthe scaled statisticalerrors. The weighted average R at189 GeV forthe m ixed

sem i-leptoniceventsbuiltfrom data wasfound to be

hR m ixedSL D atai= 1:052� 0:027(stat): (7)

For each M C sam ple,the ratio R m ixedSL D ata=R m ixedSL M C was used to calibrate the

particle 
ow ratio m easured in the corresponding fully hadronic sam ple, R 4qM C, to

com pare it to the ratio m easured in the data, hR 4qD atai. The correction factor

R m ixedSL D ata=R m ixedSL M C wascom puted from thevaluesofR rescaled to189GeV,calcu-

lated from the �tsto them ixed sem i-leptonic sam plesbuiltfrom the data and the M C.
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Figure8:Theratio R m ixedSL asfunction of
p
sfordata and M C,and �tsto theM C (see

text).TheARIADNE pointsat189 GeV and at206 GeV havetheircentre-of-m assenergy

shifted and theerrorbarson data aretilted forreadability.

M C sam ple PYTHIA ARIADNE HERWIG

R m ixedSL D ata=R m ixedSL M C 1:053 1:044 0:997

R Calibrated
4qM C 1:018 1:011 1:004

Table 4: Ratio ofdata to M C �tted values ofR in m ixed sem i-leptonic sam ples,used

to calibrate the R 4qM C valuesfordi�erentm odels(upperline),and calibrated valuesof

R 4qM C.Allvalueswerecom puted at
p
s= 189 GeV.

ThevaluesforR m ixedSL M C arepresented in Table4,forthedi�erentm odels,along with

thecalibrated valuesofR 4q forthesam em odels.

Thecalibration factorsdi�erfrom unity by lessthan 6% ,and thelargestdi�erenceof

thecalibrated R 4qM C valueswhen changing thefragm entation m odel,0:014,wasconsid-

ered asan estim ateofthesystem aticerrordueto sim ulation ofthefragm entation and of

the detectorresponse,and wasadded in quadrature to the system atic error. The error

in the calibrated R 4qM C valuesdue to the statisticalerroron hR m ixedSL D ataivalue used

forthecalibration,0:026,wasalso added in quadratureto thesystem atic error.

4.4.2 B ose-Einstein C orrelations

Bose-Einstein correlations (BEC) between identicalpions and kaons are known to

existand were established and studied in Z hadronic decaysin [29]. They are expected

to exist with a sim ilar behaviour in the W hadronic decays,and this is studied in [2].

They are im plem ented in the M C sim ulation sam ples with BEC via the BE32 m odel

ofLUBOEI[21],which was tuned to describe the DELPHIdata in [2]. However,the

situation forthe W W (ZZ)fully hadronic decaysisnotso clear,i.e. whetherthere are

correlations only between pions and kaons com ing from the sam e W (Z) boson or also

between pions and kaons from di�erent W (Z) bosons. The analyses ofBose-Einstein
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correlationsbetween identicalparticlescom ing from the decay ofdi�erentW bosonsdo

notshow a signi�cante�ect[30]forthreeoftheLEP experim ents,whereasforDELPHI,

an e�ectwasfound atthe levelof2.4 standard deviations[2]. Thus,a com parison was

m adebetween theWPHACT sam pleswithoutCR and with BEC only between theidentical

pions com ing from the sam e W boson (BEC only inside),to the sam ples without CR

and with BEC allowed foralltheparticlesstem m ing from both W bosons,im plem ented

with the BE32 variant ofthe LUBOEIm odel(BEC all). The R values were obtained

ateach centre-of-m assenergy,afterwhich a linear�twasperform ed foreach m odelto

obtain a bestprediction at189 GeV.The�tvalueswerefound to bein agreem entto the

estim ateat189 GeV alone,and forsim plicity thisestim atewasused.Them easurem ent

ofBEC from DELPHIof2.4 standard deviationsabovezero (corresponding toBEC only

inside),wasused tointerpolatetherangeof4.1standard deviationsofseparation between

BEC only inside and BEC all. To include the error on the m easured BEC e�ect,one

standard deviation wasadded tothee�ectbeforetheinterpolation.Thedi�erencein the

estim ated valuesofR at
p
s = 189 GeV,between the m odelwith BEC only inside and

them odelwith partialBEC all(attheinterpolated pointof3.4/4.1),-0.013,wasadded

in quadratureto thesystem atic error.

4.4.3 q�q(
)B ackground Shape

The fragm entation e�ects,in the shape ofthe q�q(
)background,were estim ated by

com paring the valuesofR obtained when the subtracted q�q(
)sam ple wasfragm ented

with ARIADNE instead ofPYTHIA atthecentre-of-m assenergy of189 GeV,and thedi�er-

ence,0.003,wasadded in quadratureto thesystem aticerror.

4.4.4 q�q(
)and ZZ B ackground C ontribution

Atthe centre-of-m assenergy of189 GeV,the q�q(
)cross-section in the 4-jetregion

is poorly known,due to the di�culty in isolating the q�q(
) ! 4-jetsignalfrom other

4-jet processes such as W W and ZZ.The study perform ed in [31]has shown that the

m axim aldi�erencein theestim ated q�q(
)background rateis10% com ing from changing

from PYTHIA to HERWIG as the hadronization m odel, with the ARIADNE m odelgiving

interm ediate results. Conservatively,at each centre-of-m ass energy a variation of10%

on the q�q(
)cross-section wasassum ed,and the largestshiftin R,0.011,wasadded in

quadratureto thesystem aticerror.

The other background process considered is the Z pair production. The Standard

M odelpredicted cross-sectionsareinagreem entwiththedataatanerrorlevelof10% [32].

Thecross-section wasthusvaried by �10% ateach energy and thee�ectin R wasfound

to benegligible.

4.4.5 Evolution ofR w ith Energy

The R ratioswere rescaled to
p
s = 189 GeV using the �tto the M C withoutCR,

howeverthecorrectbehaviourm ightbegivenbytheM C withCR.Hence,thedi�erenceof

0.009between theR valuesobtained using thetwo rescaling m ethods,using M C without

CR hRiand with CR hR CR rescalei,wasadded in quadratureto thesystem atic error.

4.5 R esults ofthe Particle Flow A nalysis

The�nalresultfortheaverageoftheratiosR rescaled to 189 GeV is
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M C Sam ple R

PYTHIA no CR 1:037� 0:004

PYTHIA SK-I 100% 0:917� 0:003

ARIADNE no CR 1:053� 0:004

ARIADNE AR2 1:021� 0:004

HERWIG no CR 1:059� 0:004

HERWIG 1/9 CR 1:040� 0:003

Table5:R ratiosfortheCetrarosam plesat189GeV,calibrated with them ixed sem i-lep-

tonicevents.

hRi= 0:979� 0:032(stat)� 0:035(syst): (8)

In orderto facilitate com parisonsbetween the fourLEP experim ents,thisvalue can

be norm alised by the one determ ined from sim ulation sam ples produced with the full

detectorsim ulation and analysed with the sam e m ethod. The LEP experim entsagreed

touseforthispurposetheCetraroPYTHIA sam ples.Theseeventsweregenerated with the

ALEPH fragm entation tuning buthave been reconstructed with the DELPHIdetector

sim ulation and analysed with thisanalysis.ThevaluesoftheR ratiosobtained from the

Cetraro sam plesat189 GeV,calibrated using them ixed sem i-leptoniceventsfrom these

sam ples,aregiven in Table5.

The value ofhRim easured from data isbetween the expected R ratiosfrom PYTHIA

without CR and with the SK-I m odelwith 100% fraction ofreconnection. The error

ofthism easurem entislargerthan thedi�erence between thevaluesofR from ARIADNE

sam ples without and with CR,and than the di�erence between values ofR from the

HERWIG sam pleswithoutCR and with 1/9 ofreconnected events.

The following norm alised ratiosare obtained forthe sam ple withoutCR and im ple-

m enting theSK-I m odelwith 100% CR probability,respectively:

r
data
noCR =

hRidata

R noCR

= 0:944� 0:031(stat)� 0:034(syst); (9)

r
data
CR =

hRidata

R CR

= 1:067� 0:035(stat)� 0:039(syst): (10)

Intheaboveexpressions,thestatisticalerrorsintheM C predicted valueswerepropagated

and added quadratically to thesystem atic errorson theratios.

Itisalso possibleto de�nethefollowing quantity,taking thepredictionsforR CR and

R noCR at
p
s= 189 GeV from thePYTHIA sam plesin Table5,

�r=
hR datai� R no CR

R CR � R noCR

= 0:49� 0:27(stat)� 0:29(syst); (11)

from which itcan beconcluded thatthem easured hR dataiiscom patiblewith interm ediate

probability ofCR,and di�ers from the CR in the SK-I m odelat100% atthe levelof

1.3 standard deviations. The ability to distinguish between these two m odels can be

com puted from the inverse ofthe sum in quadrature ofthe statisticaland system atic

errors;itam ountsto be2.5standard deviations.In Figure9 theresultof�riscom pared

to the predicted values,in the scope ofthe SK-I m odel,asa funtion ofthe fraction of

reconnected events.
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Figure 9: Com parison ofthe m easurem entofthe �r observable to the predictionsfrom

theSK-I m odelasa function ofthefraction ofreconnected events.

TheresultforthevalueofhRican also beused to testforconsistency with theSK-I

m odelasa function of� and a log-likelihood curve was obtained. This also facilitates

com bination with theresultobtained in theanalysisin thefollowing section,and forthis

reason the value ofhRiisrescaled with PYTHIA withoutCR to a centre-of-m assenergy

of200 GeV:the value obtained at 200 GeV is hRi(200 GeV) = 1:024 � 0:050. The

valuesobtained forthepredicted ratiosR N at200 GeV and thelog-likelihood curve,as

a function of�,are shown in Figure 10. The value of� m ostcom patible with the data

within onestandard deviation is

�SK-I = 4:13+ 20:97
� 3:46 : (12)

5 D i�erent M W Estim ators as O bservables

Ithasbeen shown [12]thattheM W m easurem entinferred from hadronically decaying

W + W � events at LEP-2,by the m ethod ofdirect reconstruction,is in
uenced by CR

e�ects,m ostvisible when changing the value of� in the SK-I m odel. Forthe M W (4q)

estim atorwithin DELPHIthisisshown in [33].Otherpublished M W estim atorsin LEP

experim entsareequally sensitive to � [34].

To probe this sensitivity to CR e�ects,alternative estim ators forthe M W m easure-

m entwere designed which have di�erentsensitivity to �.In the following,thestandard

estim atorand two alternativeestim ators,studied in thispaper,arepresented.Thestan-

dard estim atorcorrespondsto thatpreviously used in the m easurem entofthe W m ass

by DELPHI[33].Notethatin the �nalDELPHIW m assanalysis[35]resultsaregiven
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Figure10:a)Estim ated ratio R N at200 GeV plotted asa function ofdi�erent� values

(top scale),orasfunction ofthecorresponding reconnection probabilities(bottom scale),

com pared tohRim easured from dataafterrescalingto200GeV (horizontallinesm arked

with R forthe value and with 1�(2�)forthe hRivalue added/subtracted by one(two)

standard deviations);the lastthree m arkson the x axis,close to 100% ofreconnection

probability,correspond respectively to the values � = 100;300;800;b) corresponding

log-likelihood curveforthecom parison oftheestim ated values(R N )with thedata(hRi).
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for the standard and hybrid cone estim ators,with the hybrid cone estim ator used to

provide the prim ary result. The data sam ples,e�ciencies and puritiesforthe analysis

corresponding to thestandard estim atorareprovided in [33,35].

� T he standard M W estim ator :

This estim atoris described in [33]and was optim ised to obtain the sm allest sta-

tisticaluncertainty for the W m ass m easurem ent. It results in an event-by-event

likelihood Li(M W )fortheparam eterM W .

� T he m om entum cut M W estim ator :

For this alternative M W estim ator the event selection was perform ed in exactly

the sam e way asforthe standard M W estim ator. The particle-jetassociation was

also taken from thisanalysis. However,when reconstructing the eventforthe M W

extraction a tightertrack selection wasapplied.The m om entum and energy ofthe

jetswerecalculated onlyfrom thosetrackshavingam om entum higherthan acertain

pcut value.An event-by-eventlikelihood L
pcut
i (M W )wasthen calculated.

� T he hybrid cone M W estim ator :

In thissecond alternativeM W estim atorthereconstruction oftheeventisthesam e

asforthestandard analysis,exceptwhen calculating thejetm om enta used forthe

M W extraction.

jetP

coneR

(1)

p
1

p
2

p
i

Pjet (cone) (std)

Figure11:Illustration oftheiterativeconealgorithm within aprede�ned jetasexplained

in thetext.

An iterativeprocedurewasused within each jet(de�ned by theclustering algorithm

used in the standard analysis) to �nd a stable direction ofa cone excluding som e

particlesin the calculation ofthe jetm om entum ,illustrated in Figure11.Starting

with thedirection oftheoriginaljet~p
jet

std ,thejetdirection wasrecalculated (direction

(1)on the Figure)only from those particles which have an opening angle sm aller

than R cone with thisoriginaljet.Thisprocesswasiterated by constructing a second

cone(ofthesam eopening angle)around thisnew jetdirection and thejetdirection

wasrecalculated again.Theiteration wascontinued untila stablejetdirection ~pjetcone
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wasfound. The jetm om enta obtained,~pjet
cone,were rescaled to com pensate forthe

lostenergy ofparticlesoutsidethestablecone,

~pjet
cone ! ~pjet

cone �
Ejet

Ejet
cone

: (13)

The energies of the jets were taken to be the sam e as those obtained with the

standard clustering algorithm (E jet
cone ! E jet). This was done to increase the

correlation ofthis estim ator with the standard one. The rescaling was not done

forthe pcut estim ator as it willbe used in a cross-check observable with di�erent

system aticproperties.Again theresultisan event-by-eventlikelihood L
R cone

i (M W ).

Each ofthese previously de�ned M W likelihoodshad to be calibrated. The slope of

the linearcalibration curve forthe M W estim ators istuned to be unity,therefore only

a bias correction induced by the reconstruction m ethod has to be applied. This bias

is estim ated with the nom inalWPHACT M onte Carlo events and the dependence on the

valueof� isestim ated with theEXCALIBUR sim ulation.Itwasveri�ed forsm allersubsets

that the results using these large EXCALIBUR sam ples and the sam ples generated with

WPHACT arecom patible.NeglectingthepossibleexistenceofColourReconnection (CR)in

theM onteCarlo sim ulation resultsin eventlikelihoodsLi(M W jeventwithoutCR),while

Li(M W jeventwith CR)aretheeventlikelihoodsobtained when assum ing thehypothesis

thateventsdo reconnect(100% CR in the scope ofthe SK-I m odel). To constructthe

eventlikelihoodsforinterm ediateCR (valuesof� largerthan 0)thefollowing weighting

form ula isused :

Li(M W j�)= [1� Pi(�)]� Li(M W jeventwithoutCR)+ Pi(�)� Li(M W jeventwith CR) (14)

where Pi(�) is de�ned in Equation 1. The com bined likelihood is produced for

the event sam ple; the calibrated values for M W (�) were obtained for di�erent val-

ues of � using the m axim um likelihood principle. In Figure 12 the di�erence

dM W (�)= M W (�)� M W (� = 0)orthein
uenceof� on thebiasoftheM W estim atoris

presented asfunction of�.

The uncertainty on this di�erence is estim ated with the Jackknife m ethod [27]to

takethecorrelation between M W (�)and M W (� = 0)into account.Itwasobserved from

sim ulationsthatthe estim atorsdependency on �,for� below about5,wasnotsigni�-

cantly di�erentin the centre-of-m assrange between 189 and 207 GeV.Therefore in the

determ ination of� the dependency at 200 GeV was taken as default for allcentre-of-

m assenergies. Thisvalue ofcentre-of-m assenergy isclose to the integrated lum inosity

weighted centre-of-m assenergy ofthecom pletedata sam ple,which is197.1 GeV.

W hen neglecting the inform ation content oflow m om entum particlesorwhen using

thehybrid conealgorithm ,thein
uenceofColourReconnection on theM W estim atoris

decreased. The dependence @M W

@�
ofthe estim atorto � isdecreased when increasing the

valueofpcut orwhen working with sm allerconeopening anglesR cone.

5.1 T he M easurem ent of�

The observed di�erence �M W (std;i) = M W
std

� M W
i in the event sam ple,where i

is a certain alternative analysis,provides a m easurem ent of�. W hen both estim ators

M W
std and M W

i are calibrated in the sam e hypothesis of�,the expectation values of

�M W (std;i)willbeinvariantundera changeofpcut orR cone.

W hen neglectingpartoftheinform ation contentoftheeventsin thesealternativeM W

analyses,by increasing pcut ordecreasing R cone,thestatisticaluncertainty on thevalueof
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Figure12:The di�erence dM W (�)= M W (�)� M W (� = 0)ispresented asa function of

�,fordi�erentM W estim ators. The curve forthe standard M W estim atoristhe curve

atthetop.Thecurvesobtained with thehybrid coneanalysisfordi�erentvaluesofthe

cone opening angle,starting from the top with 1.00 rad down to 0.75 rad,0.50 rad and

0.25 rad are indicated with dotted lines. The curvesobtained with the m om entum cut

analysisfordi�erentvaluesofpcut,startingfrom thetop with 1GeV/c,down to2GeV/c

and 3 GeV/caredashed.Theverticallineindicatesthevalueof� preferred by theSK-I

authors [5]and com m only used to estim ate system atic uncertainties on m easurem ents

using e+ e� ! W + W � ! q1�q2q3�q4 events.
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theM W estim atorisincreased.Thereforeabalancem ustbefound between thestatistical

precision on �M W (std;i)and the dependence ofthisdi�erence to � in orderto obtain

the largestsensitivity fora � m easurem ent. Thisoptim um wasfound using the M onte

Carlosim ulated eventsand assum ing thatthedatafollow the� = 0hypothesis,resulting

in thesm allestexpected uncertainty on theestim ation of�.

For the pcut analysis an optim al sensitivity was found when using the di�erence

�M W (std;pcut)with pcut equalto 2 GeV/c or3 GeV/c. Even m ore inform ation about

� could be extracted from the data,when using the di�erence �M W (std;R cone),which

was found to have an optim alsensitivity around R cone = 0:5 rad. No signi�cant im -

provem entin the sensitivity wasfound when com bining the inform ation from these two

observables. Therefore the best m easure of� using this m ethod is extracted from the

�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)observable. Nevertheless,the �M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c)ob-

servablewasstudied asa cross-check.

5.2 Study ofthe System atic Errors in the � M W M ethod

The estim ation ofsystem atic uncertainties on the observables �M W (std;i) follows

sim ilarm ethodsto those used within the M W analysis. Here the double di�erence isa

m easure ofthe system atic uncertainty between M onte Carlo sim ulation (‘M C’)and real

data (‘DA’):

� syst(M C;DA)=
�
�[M W

std(M C)� M W
std(DA)]� [M W

i(M C)� M W
i(DA)]

�
� (15)

where iisone ofthe alternative M W estim ators. The system atic errorcom ponentsare

described below and sum m arised in Table6.

5.2.1 Jet R econstruction system atics w ith M LB Zs

A noveltechniquewasproposed in [36]tostudy system aticuncertaintieson jetrecon-

struction and fragm entation in W physics m easurem ents with high statisticalprecision

through theuseofM ixed LorentzBoosted Z events(M LBZs).Thetechniqueissim ilarto

the one described in section 4.4.1. The m ain advantage ofthism ethod wasthatM onte

Carlo sim ulated jet properties in W + W � events could be directly com pared with the

corresponding onesfrom realdata using thelargeZ statistics.

The m ain extension of the m ethod beyond that described in [36]consisted in an

im proved m ixing and boosting procedure ofthe Z events into M LBZs,dem onstrated

in Figure13.

The 4-m om enta ofthe fourprim ary quarksin WPHACT generated W + W � ! q1 �q2q3 �q4
eventswere used aseventtem plates.The Z eventsfrom data orsim ulation were chosen

such thattheirthrustaxisdirectionswereclosein polarangletooneoftheprim aryquarks

oftheW + W � eventtem plate.Each tem plateW wasthen boosted toitsrestfram e.The

particlesinthe�nalstateofaselected Z eventwererotatedsothatthethrustaxism atches

therestfram edirection oftheprim aryquarksin theW + W � tem plate.Afterrescalingthe

kinem aticsoftheZ eventstom atch theW boson m assin thegenerated W + W � tem plate,

the two Z events were boosted to the lab fram e ofthe W + W � tem plate. Allparticles

having an absolute polarangle with the beam direction sm allerthan 11� were rem oved

from theevent.Thesam egenerated WPHACT eventswereused fortheconstruction ofboth

the data M LBZsand M onte Carlo M LBZsin orderto increase the correlation between

both em ulated sam ples to about 31% . This correlation was taken into account when
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quoting the statisticaluncertainty on the system atic shift on the observables between

data and M onteCarlo M LBZs.

Itwasveri�ed thatwhen introducing a signi�cantm assshiftof300 M eV/c2 on M W

by using the cone rejection algorithm ,it was reproduced within 15% by applying the

M LBZ technique. Because the expected system atic uncertainties on the �M W (std;i)

observablesofinterestareoneorderofm agnitudesm allerthan 300M eV/c2,thism ethod

isclearly justi�ed.

The double di�erence ofEquation 15 wasdeterm ined with the M LBZ m ethod using

Z eventsselected in thedata setscollected during the1998calibration runsand Z events

from the corresponding M onte Carlo sam ples. The following results were obtained for

the�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)observable:

� syst(ARIADNE ;DA) = �1:9 � 3:9(stat)M eV=c2

� syst(PYTHIA ;DA) = �5:7 � 3:9(stat)M eV=c2

� syst(HERWIG ;DA) = �10:6 � 3:9(stat)M eV=c2
(16)

where the statisticaluncertainty takes into accountthe correlation between the M onte

Carlo and the data M LBZ events,together with the correlation between the two M W

estim ators. This indicates that m ost ofthe fragm entation, detector and Between-W

Bose-Einstein Correlation system atics are sm all. The study wasnotperform ed forthe

�M W (std;pcut)observable.

Other system atic sources on the reconstructed jets are not considered as the M W

estim atorsused in thedi�erence�M W (std;i)havea largecorrelation.

5.2.2 A dditionalFragm entation system atic study

Thefragm entation oftheprim ary partonsism odelled in theM onteCarlo sim ulation

used forthecalibration oftheM W
i observables.

The expected values on the M W estim ators from sim ulation (in the � = 0 hypothe-

sis)are changed when using di�erentfragm entation m odels[33],resulting in system atic

uncertainties on the m easured M W
i observables and hence possibly also on our esti-

m ated �. In Figure 14 the system atic shift �MW in the di�erent M W
i observables is

shown when using HERWIG orARIADNE ratherthan PYTHIA asthe fragm entation m odel

in the no ColourReconnection hypothesis. W hen inferring � from the data di�erence,

�M W (std;i),the PYTHIA m odelis used to calibrate each M W
i observable. This data

di�erenceforM W
pcut= 2G eV =c,�M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c),changes3 by (27 � 12)M eV/c2

or(8 � 12)M eV/c2 when replacing PYTHIA by respectively HERWIG orARIADNE. Sim i-

larly,the observable �M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)changes by (-4 � 10)M eV/c2 or(-6 �

10) M eV/c2 when replacing PYTHIA by respectively HERWIG or ARIADNE. The largest

shiftofthe observable when changing fragm entation m odels(orthe uncertainty on this

shiftiflarger)istaken assystem atic uncertainty on the valueoftheobservable.Hence,

system atic errors of27 M eV/c2 for the �M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c) observable and 10

M eV/c2 forthe �M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)observable were assum ed asthe contribution

from fragm entation uncertainties. The M LBZ studies (see above) are com patible with

these results,hence no additionalsystem atic due to fragm entation was quoted for the

�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)observable.

3This change, �M W (std;pcut = 2G eV =c)
PYTHIA

� �M W (std;pcut = 2G eV =c)
HERWIG

, is given by

�M W (std � pcut = 0:2G eV =c)PYTHIA� HERWIG � �M W (pcut = 2G eV =c)PYTHIA� HERWIG, and sim ilar expressions for the

ARIADNE and R cone cases (forR cone,std � R cone = �).
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Figure14:System aticshifts�MW ,on M W observables,when applying di�erentfragm en-

tation m odels as a function ofthe pcut or R cone values used in the construction ofthe

M W observable.These M onte Carlo estim ateswere obtained ata centre-of-m assenergy

of189 GeV.Theuncertaintiesaredeterm ined with theJackknifem ethod.
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5.2.3 Energy D ependence

Thebiasesofthedi�erentM W estim atorshave a di�erentdependence on thecentre-

of-m assenergy,hencethecalibration of�M W (i;j)willbeenergy dependent.Theenergy

dependenceofeach individualM W estim atorwasparam eterised with asecond orderpoly-

nom ial. Since W PHACT eventsam pleswere used ata range ofcentre-of-m assenergies

the uncertainty on the param etersdescribing these curvesare sm all. Therefore a sm all

system aticuncertainty of3 M eV/c2 wasquoted on the�M W (i;j)observablesdueto the

calibration.

5.2.4 B ackground

The sam e event selection criteria were applied forallthe M W estim ators,hence the

sam e background contam ination is present in allanalyses. The in
uence ofthe q�q(
)

background events on the individualM W estim ators is sm all[33]and was taken into

account when constructing the centre-of-m ass energy dependent calibration curves of

the individualM W estim ators. The residualsystem atic uncertainty on both �M W (i;j)

observablesis3 M eV/c2.

5.2.5 B ose-Einstein C orrelations

As for the particle 
ow m ethod,the system atic uncertainties due to possible Bose-

Einstein Correlations are estim ated via M onte Carlo sim ulations. The relevant values

forthe system atic uncertainties on the observables are the di�erences between the ob-

servables obtained from the M onte Carlo events with Bose-Einstein Correlationsinside

individualW ’s (BEI) and those with,in addition,Bose-Einstein Correlations between

identicalparticles from di�erent W ’s (BEA).The values were estim ated to be (6.4 �

9.3)M eV/c2 forthe �M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c)observable,and (7.2 � 8.2)M eV/c2 for

the �M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)observable. Asthe uncertaintiesin the estim ated contri-

butionswerelargerthan thecontributionsthem selves,theseuncertaintieswereadded in

quadratureto thesystem aticerrorson therelevantobservables.

5.2.6 C ross-check in the Sem i-leptonic C hannel

ColourReconnection between thedecay productsoriginating from di�erentW boson

decays can only occur in the W + W � ! q1 �q2q3 �q4 channel. The sem i-leptonic W + W �

decay channel(i.e,q�q0‘�‘)isby de�nition free ofthose e�ects. Therefore the determ i-

nation ofColourReconnection sensitive observables,like �M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad),in

thisdecay channelcould indicate the possible presence ofresidualsystem atic e�ects. A

study ofthe �M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad) observable was perform ed in the sem i-leptonic

decay channel. The sem i-leptonic M W analysisin [33]wasused and the cone algorithm

was im plem ented in a sim ilar way as for the fully hadronic decay channel. The sam e

datasetshavebeen used aspresented throughoutthispaperand thefollowing resultwas

obtained:

�M W (std;R cone) = M W
std

� M W
R cone = (8 � 56(stat))M eV=c2 (17)

where the statisticaluncertainty wascom puted taking into accountthe correlation be-

tween both m easurem ents. Although the statisticalsigni�cance ofthis cross-check is

sm all,a good agreem entwasfound forboth M W estim ators.
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5.3 R esults from the M W Estim ators A nalyses

The observable �M W (std;R cone) with R cone equalto 0.5 rad (de�ned above), was

found to be the m ost sensitive to the SK-I Colour Reconnection m odel, and the

�M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c)observablewasm easured asa cross-check.Theanalyseswere

calibrated with PYTHIA � = 0 WPHACT generated sim ulation events.Thevaluesm easured

from the com bined DELPHIdata at centre-of-m ass energies ranging between 183 and

208 GeV are:

�M W (std;R cone) = M W
std

� M W
R cone = (59 � 35(stat) � 14(syst))M eV=c2

�M W (std;pcut) = M W
std

� M W
pcut = (143 � 61(stat) � 29(syst))M eV=c2

(18)

where the �rst uncertainty num bers represent the statisticalcom ponents and the sec-

ond the com bined system atic ones. The fullbreakdown ofthe uncertainties on both

observablescan befound in Table6.

Uncertainty contribution (M eV/c2)

Source �M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad) �M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c)

Fragm entation 11 27

Calibration 3 3

Background 3 3

BEI-BEA 8 9

Totalsystem atic 14 29

StatisticalError 35 61

Total 38 67

Table6:Breakdown ofthetotaluncertainty on both relevantobservables.

From thesevaluesestim ateswerem adeforthe� param eterby com paring them with

theM onteCarlo expected valuesin di�erenthypothesisof�,shown in Figure15 forthe

observable�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad).

The Gaussian uncertainty on the m easured observableswasused to constructa log-

likelihood function L(�) = �2logL(�) for �. The log-likelihood function obtained is

shown in Figure16 forthe�rstand in Figure17 forthesecond observable.

The result shown in Figure 16 is the prim ary result ofthis analysis,because ofthe

largersensitivity ofthe�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)observable to thevalueof� (see sec-

tion 5.1). The value of� m ostcom patible with the data within one standard deviation

ofthem easurem entis

�SK-I = 1:75+ 2:60
� 1:30 : (19)

Theresulton � extracted from thecross-check �M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c)observable

isfound notto di�ersigni�cantly from the quoted resultobtained with the m ore opti-

m al�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad) observable. The signi�cance can be determ ined by the

di�erencebetween both M W estim ators:

M W
pcut � M W

R cone = (�84 � 59(stat))M eV=c2 : (20)

Taking into accountthatthe expectation ofthisdi�erence dependson �,we �nd a sta-

tisticaldeviation ofabout1 to 1.5� between them easurem ents.No im proved sensitivity

isobtained by com bining theinform ation ofboth observables.
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In this paper the SK-I m odelfor Colour Reconnection im plem ented in PYTHIA was

studied becauseitparam eterizesthee�ectasfunction ofthem odelparam eter�.Other

phenom enologicalm odelsim plem ented in theARIADNE [7,8]and HERWIG [6]M onteCarlo

fragm entation schem es exist and are equally plausible. Unfortunately their e�ect in

W + W � ! q1 �q2q3 �q4 events cannot be scaled with a m odelparam eter,analogous to �

in SK-I, without a�ecting the fragm entation m odel param eters. Despite this non-

factorization property,the consistency ofthese m odels with the data can stillbe ex-

am ined. The M onte Carlo predictionsofthe observablesin the hypothesiswith Colour

Reconnection (calibrated in thehypothesisofnoColourReconnection)givethefollowing

values:

ARIADNE ! M W
std

� M W
R cone = (7:2 � 4:1) M eV=c2

ARIADNE ! M W
std

� M W
pcut = (9:4 � 7:0) M eV=c2

HERWIG ! M W
std

� M W
R cone = (19:7 � 4:0) M eV=c2

HERWIG ! M W
std

� M W
pcut = (22:8 � 6:9) M eV=c2 :

(21)

Thesm alle�ectson theobservableswith theHERWIGim plem entation ofColourReconnec-

tion com pared to thosepredicted by SK-I aredueto thefactthatthefraction ofevents

thatreconnectissm allerin HERWIG (1/9)com pared to SK-I (& 25% at
p
s= 200 GeV).

After applying this scale factor between both m odels,their predicted e�ect on the W

m assand on the�M W (i;j)observablesbecom escom patible.TheARIADNE im plem enta-

tion ofColourReconnection hasa m uch sm allerin
uence on the observablescom pared

to thosepredicted with theSK-I and HERWIG M onteCarlo.

5.4 C orrelation w ith D irect M W M easurem ent

W hen using a data observable to estim ate system atic uncertaintieson som e m easur-

and inferred from the sam e data sam ple,the correlation between the estim atorused to

m easure the system atic biasand the estim ator ofthe absolute value ofthe m easurand

should betaken intoaccount.Thereforethecorrelation between theColourReconnection

sensitive observables�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)and �M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c)and the

absolute M W (std) estim ator was calculated. The correlation was determ ined from the

M onte Carlo events and with � = 0 or no Colour Reconnection. The values obtained

werefound tobestableasafunction of� within thestatisticalprecision.Thecorrelation

between �M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)and M W (std)wasfound to be11% ,whilefortheone

between �M W (std;pcut = 2GeV=c)and M W (std)a value of8% wasobtained. Also the

correlation between the di�erent M W estim ators was estim ated and found to be stable

with the value of�. A value of83% wasobtained forthe correlation between M W (std)

and M W
R cone= 0:5rad,while66% wasobtained between M W (std)and M W

pcut= 2G eV =c.

6 C om bination of the R esults in the Scope of the

SK-I M odel

The log-likelihood curve from the particle 
ow m ethod wascom bined with the curve

from the�M W m ethod and theresultisshown in Figure18.Thecorrelationsbetween the

analyseswereneglected becausetheoverlap between thesam plesissm alland thenature

ofthe analyses isvery di�erent. The totalerrorswere used (statisticaland system atic

added in quadrature)in thecom bination.
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Thebestvaluefor� from them inim um ofthecurve,with itserrorgiven by thewidth

ofthecurveatthevalue�2logL = (�2logL)m in + 1,is:

�SK-I = 2:2+ 2:5
� 1:3: (22)

7 C onclusions

ColourReconnection (CR)e�ectsin the fully hadronic decaysofW pairs,produced

in the DELPHIexperim entatLEP,were investigated using them ethodsofthe particle


ow and theM W estim ators,notably the�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)observable.

TheaverageoftheratiosR oftheintegralsbetween 0.2 and 0.8 oftheparticledistri-

bution in Inside-W regionsto theBetween-W regionswasfound to be

hRi= 0:979� 0:032(stat)� 0:035(syst): (23)

Thevaluesused in thisaveragewereobtained afterrescaling thevalueateach energy to

thevalueata centre-of-m assenergy of189 GeV using a �tto theM C withoutCR.

The e�ectsofCR on the valuesofthereconstructed m assofthe W boson,asim ple-

m ented in di�erent M onte Carlo m odels,were studied with di�erent estim ators. From

theestim atoroftheW m asswith thestrongestsensitivity to theSK-I m odelofCR,the

�M W (std;R cone = 0:5rad)m ethod,thedi�erencein data wasfound to be

�M W (std;R cone)= M W
std

� M W
R cone= 0:5rad = (59� 35(stat)� 14(syst))M eV=c2: (24)

From the com bination ofthe results from particle 
ow and M W estim ators,corre-

sponding to the curve in fullline shown in Figure 18,the bestvalue and totalerrorfor

the� param eterin theSK-I m odelwasextracted to be:

�SK-I = 2:2+ 2:5
� 1:3 (25)

which correspondsto a probability ofreconnection ofPreco = 52% and liesin the range

31% < Preco < 68% at68% con�dence level.

Thetwoanalysism ethodsused in thispaperarecom plem entary:them ethod ofparti-

cle
ow providesa m odel-independentm easurem entbuthassigni�cantly lesssensitivity

towardstheSK-I m odelofCR than them ethod of�M W estim ators.

Theobtained valueof� in equation (25)can becom pared with sim ilarvaluesobtained

by otherLEP experim ents,and itwasfound to becom patiblewith,buthigherthan,the

valuesobtained with the particle 
ow by L3 [37]and OPAL [38]. Itisalso com patible

with,buthigherthan,the valuesobtained with the m ethod ofdi�erentM W estim ators

by OPAL [39]and ALEPH [40].
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