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A bstract

M easurem ents of 7 production are presented using data collected by the
DELPH I detector at centre-ofm ass energies ranging from 183 to 209 G&v,
corresponding to an integrated lum inosity of about 667 pb ! . The m easure-
m ents cover a w ide range of the possible nal state foursferm ion con gurations:
hadronic and leptonic (€"e gg, © aog,qg ), fully leptonic (11 1*1T ) and
fully hadronic nal states (gogg, with a low m ass gg pair). M easurem ents of
the 2  crosssection for the various nal states have been com pared w ith the
Standard M odel expectations and found to be consistent w ithin the errors. In
addition, a total cross-section m easurem ent of the I' 1 1* I crosssection is
reported, and found to be In agreem ent w ith the prediction of the Standard
M odel.
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1 Introduction

The study of four-ferm ion processes n € e interactions becom es Increasingly im —
portant as the centre-ofm ass energy and the corresponding lum inosity increase. The
m ain goal of such studies is to verify the Standard M odel predictions and to look for,
or to set Iim its on, possible contrdbutions arising from m echanisn s beyond the Standard
M odel: for instance, anom alous triple gauge couplings [1]can usually give contributions
to fourferm ion nal states. M oreover, such processes form an im portant background
to new particle searches, such as those for charginos, neutralinos or non-standard H iggs
bosons, and deviations from the Standard M odel expectations would be a signal of new
physics. LEP has provided a unigue opportunity to study four-fermm ion interactions at
several energies. O n—shell pair production of W [2]and Z [3,4]1bosons has been studied
extensively. T he focus of this paper is the m easurem ent of the cross—section of neutral
current processes w ith a 2 and an o —shell photon (2 n the follow ing). To this end,
several channelswere studied: ' 1 gg (1 e; ), g9 ,11 T+ 7 (l;f e; ; )and ggyg
(with a low mass gg pair). In addition, for I 1 1*1T  nalstates, a m easuram ent of the
total neutral current cross—section has been perform ed.

Figure 1 show s them ain Feynm an diagram s for four-femm ion neutral current produc-
tion In €' e collisions. W hen there are no electrons in the nal state these processes are
dom inated by the conversion processes shown in gure la. This graph represents eight
di erent diagram s, usually referred to as the NC 08 diagram s: two of them (usually re—
farred to asNC02) lead to 2 Z production, two to and fourto 2 . These four?Z
conversion diagram s are sketched n gure 2, and the square of their sum m ed am plitudes
isused in the de nition of the signal to be m easured in this paper, as explained below .
A prom nent feature of the graphs in  gure 2 is the very di erent scale of them om entum
transferat the Z2 £ £ and ff vertices, an issue which m ust be properly addressed by the
sim ulation program s (see section 3). For nalstatesw ith electrons, other processes, such
as tchannel exchange accom panied by Z = -strahlung ( gure 1c) and m ultiperioheral
production ( gure 1d), contribute signi cantly. In particular, the processes originating
from the bram sstrahlung diagram (1c), usually referred to asZ ee and  ee, represent an
In portant background to the m easuram ents w ith electrons presented in this paper (see
sections 4 and 6). Interference e ects of these processes w ith those originating from 7
can also be im portant and have to be taken into account.

The Z  production crosssection depends weakly on the centre-ofm ass energy, but
strongly on them ass of the virtual photon. For real photon production,e*e ! 7z ,the
cross—section reachesvaluesabove 100 pb,while in thekinem atic region of 2  production
considered In this paper, its value is generally In the region of a fraction of a picobam.
Furthem ore, in the Z production processes, particles com ing from the conversion of
low mass s into hadrons or leptons are preferentially produced at very sm all angles
w ith respect to the beam direction. A m easuram ent of this cross—section has thus to be
perform ed for a speci ¢ selection of the  m ass and production polar angle.

D ata collected by the DELPH I experin ent in 19972000 at centre-ofm ass energies
from 183 to 209 G&V were used, corresponding to an integrated Ium nosity of about
667 pb ! . Results for each channel are given in the form ofa com parison of the predicted
num bers of selected events w ith those found in data. C om bination of channel results into
an overallZ  cross—section is then perform ed. T he resulting m easurem ent is com pared
to the Standard M odel expectation. T he results presented here com plem ent and augm ent
those reported in previous studies of neutral current four-ferm ion production at LEP [5].
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Figure 1: The Feynm an diagram s for four-ferm ion neutral current production in €' e
collisions.

This paper is organised as follows. Two de nitions of the Z signal are given in
section 2, one, the \M atrix Elem ent de nition", according to the Feynm an diagram s
contributing to Z production, the other, the \LEP de nition", using invariant m ass
cuts. Short descriptions of the detector, of the available data sets and of the sim ulation
program s used in the analyses are given in section 3. The subssquent sections provide
descriptions of the analyses usad for the st signal de nition for each of the channels
studied: I' 1 gg (section 4), qg (section 5), 11 T (section 6, where a total cross—
section m easurem ent isalso presented ), and goog (section 7). T he results using theM atrix
E Jem ent signalde nition are presented in section 8, while the analyses and results using
the LEP signalde nition are described in section 9. Conclisions are given in section 10.



2 Signalde nition

Two di erent signalde nitions were adopted in the analyses presented in this paper:

The M atrix E lem ent de nition: For each of the nal states considered, the
signalwas rst de ned by applying the follow ing kinem atic selection on all charged
ferm ions at generator level:
joos ¢ j< 098 ;

where : isthe polar angle of the charged ferm ion w ith respect to the beam axis.
Events w ith one or m ore charged ferm ions not full 1ling these selections were con—
sidered as background. T hen, for the surviving events, the signalwas de ned as the
Z  contrbution com ing from the four conversion diagram s shown in gure 2. This
was achieved by weighting the events in the selected generatorlevel sam ple by the
quantity

M2 7

:M allj2 ’
whereM ; and M . are the m atrix elem ents for 7 and for all the graphs in

gure 1, respectively. A nalogously, using the sam e weighting technigque, the com po—

nents obtained by weighting events by the quantities ——=22_~ TR L and 1 1;4 ; u;
j‘/l all 7 ]2

oy were considered as background : these com ponents represent, resoectively,

the contributions arisihg from non-Z fourferm ion processes (ncliding Z Z and
, which are also produced via conversion diagram s) and from the interference
e ectsbetween 7 and nonZ  graphs. Expected rates were thus com puted using
generated events weighted by the appropriate ratio. E ciencies were de ned from
the sin ulated event sam ples as the ratio of selected weighted events over allw eighted
events.
The LEP de nition: The second de nition was agreed between the LEP C ollabo—
rations in order to com bine results in am eaningfulway. It isbased on invariantm ass
cuts at generator level and explicitly avoids the di cult regions of low di-ferm ion
masses. Depending on the nal state, the follow ing cuts were applied on invari-
antm asses of ferm ion pairs and, w here relevant, on lepton production polar angles:
My > 106eV /My > 5GeV/?, joos | j< 095. Furthem ore, it was required
that only one ferm ion pair In the event had an invariant mass, M ¢ ¢ , satisfying
M e M, i< 2 5 ,whereM ; and ; are the nom inalm ass and w idth of the Z
boson. O nly the three dom inant channels in the nalresult combiation ( © g,
e"e ggand qq ) were analyssd using the LEP signalde nition.

In the rest of this paper, w hen not explicitly stated, it is in plied that the M atrix E Jem ent
signalde nition is being used.

3 D etector description and sim ulation

A detailed description of the D ELPH Idetector and a review of its perform ance can be
found in [6,7]. For LEP 2 operations, the vertex detector was upgraded [8], and a set of
scintillation counters was added to veto photons in blind regions of the electrom agnetic
calorin etry, at polar anglesaround = 40, = 90 and = 140.

T he integrated lum inosity 0f666.7 pb ! collected by the D ELPH Idetector at centre-of-
m ass energies from 182.7 to 209 G &V was usad in the analysis. T he lum nosities collected
at various centre-ofm ass energies are shown in table 1.
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Figure 2: Neutral current conversion diagram s for the 2 process.

D uring the year 2000, one sector (1/12) of the m ain tracking device, the T in e Pro—
Fction Cham ber (TPC ), was inactive from the beginning of Septem ber to the end of
data taking, which corresponded to about a quarter of the 2000 data sam ple. The e ect
was taken into account in the detector sim ulation and the corresponding sm all change of
analysis sensitivity for this period was considered in the extraction of the cross—sections.

Sinulated events were produced w ith the DELPH I simnulation program DELSIM [7]
and then passed through the sam e reconstruction chain as the data. T he generation of
processes leading to fourferm ion nal states, m ediated by charged and neutral currents,
wasdonew ith W PHACT [9,10], interfaced to the PY TH IA [11]fragm entation and hadro-
nisation m odel. For the charged current part, W PHACT incorporates the O ( ) Double
Pole A pproxim ation [12,13 ] radiative corrections to the doubly resonantW W production
diagram s via a weighting technique, w ith the m atrix elem ents provided by the YFSW W
generator [14]. Ata general level, W PHACT perform s fully m assive calculations all over
the phase space, includes higher-order corrections and uses the package QEDPS [15] for
nitial state radiation. Two additional features, particularly relevant for the analyses
described in this paper, were in plem ented in W PHACT : the study of the m ost suitable
scaletouse or ggp atthe  vertices ofthediagram sin gure 2, and the treatim ent of
the hadronisation of low m ass virtual photons. The rst of these problem s was solved in
W PHACT by In plan enting the running of ggp atthe levelofthe event generation, thus
using the value of the coupling constant corresponding to them ass of the photon propaga—
torat the  vertices. T he second problam was addressed by interfacing W PHACT w ith
a special package [16] for the speci ¢ treatm ent of the hadronisation of low m ass gqg sys—
tem s. T his package provides a description of the hadronisation from the ! gg process
in them ass region below 2 G &V /¢ both due to the presence of hadronic resonances (w ith
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Year s Integrated
G &V ]| um inosity fpb * ]
1997 182.7 550
1998 | 188 .6 1581
1999|1916 25.0
1999 | 1955 77.0
1999 | 199 5 82.0
1999 | 201 .6 410
2000 | 205.0 813
2000 | 206 5 1473
Total| 1971 666.7

Table 1: Lum inosity-weighted centre-offm ass energies and integrated lum inosities of the
data analysed. D uring the year 2000, the energies reached were in the range 202209 G &V
and clustered m ainly around 205 and 2065 G &V .

subsequent decays described by PY TH IA ) and in the continuum , based on experin ental
e" e data at low energy. T his is particularly in portant for the g (section 5) and gogg
(section 7) analyses, which explore the low m ass qg region. Phase space cuts are applied
In W PHACT and can be found in table 2 of [10]. T he study of the backgrounds due to
g ), © ()and * () production wasm ade using the KK 2f [17]model; € e ( )
events were sim ulated with BHW IDE [18]. Two-hoton interactions were generated us-
IngW PHACT for the regions in which the m ultiperipheral contrlbbution is not dom inant
and using BDK [19] for the pure two-photon region; PYTHIA 6143 was usad to m odel
tw o-photon processes w ith single and doubly resolved photons.

4 Study of the I'1l gqg nalstate

In this section the analysis of the nal state containing ts and a pair of denti ed
m uons or electrons isdescribed. Thetwo nalstate leptons In theprocesse' e ! 1I'1 gg
are usually well isolated from all other particles. T his property can be used to select such
events w ith high e ciency in both the muon and electron channels. Events with
pairs have not been considered here. This part of the analysis follow s very closely the
one perform ed In [3], where an dentical nalstate was studied.

A loos= hadronic presslection was st applied, requiring that the events have at
least 7 charged particles and a charged energy above 0.30° s. To suppress the radiative
retum to the Z ( nal state on—shell Z production with the am ission of a hard initial
state radiation (ISR ) photon) the event was refected if a photon w ith energy m ore than
60 G &V was found. T he selection procedures w ere then carried out In a sin ilarway for the

" ggand € e gg channels. In order to m axin ise the lepton denti cation e ciency,
any charged particle with m om entum exceeding 5 G eV /c was considered as a possible
lepton candidate around which nearby photons, if present, could be clustered. This
was found to be necessary to In prove the energy evaluation in the presence of nalstate
radiation from electrons. In the case of the e e gg channel, photons w ith energy betw een
20 G eV and 60 G &V were also considered as electron candidates in order to recover events
in which the electron track wasnot reconstructed . Forboth electrons and m uons, \strong"
and \soft" denti cation criteria were then de ned. M uons were considered as strongly



denti ed if selected by the standard DELPHI muon identi cation package [7], based
mainly on nding associated hits in the muon cham bers. For soft muon identi cation,
only kinem atic and calorim etric criteria were used. E lectrons w ere considered as strongly
denti ed when the energy deposited in the electrom agnetic calorim eter exceeded 60% of
the cluster energy or 15 G €V , whichever was greater, and when the energy deposited in
the hadron calorin eterwas less than a speci ed 1im it. For soft electron denti cation,only
requirem ents on the m om entum of the charged particle in the cluster and on the energy
deposited In the hadron calorim eter were in posad. E lectron candidates originating from

applying the clustering procedure around a photon were considered as softly denti ed.
Events w ith at least two lepton candidates of the sam e avour and opposite charge were
then selected ! A llparticles except the Jepton candidates were clustered into two Ftsand
a kinem atic t requiring foursm om entum conservation was applied, after appropriately
adjasting the errors on lepton energies in cases where photons had been added by the
clustering procedure.

At Jeast one of the two Jepton candidates was required to satisfy strong lepton denti-

cation criteria, while softer requirem ents were speci ed for the second.

Two discrin fnating variables were then used for nalevent selection: P, the lesser
of the transverse m om enta of the lepton candidates w ith respect to the nearest gt, and
the 2 per degree of freedom of the kinam atic t. Cuts on these variables were applied,
w ith values depending on the nal state and on the quality of the lepton identi cation
(see [3)).

4.1 Results

T he distrbution of the reconstructed m ass of one ferm ion pair when the m ass of the
second one isw ithin 15G &V /c? of thenom inalZ m ass is com pared w ith the predictions of
the Standard M odelin gure 3, separately for © ggand e’ e ggevents. mthe © g
channel the 2  contrdbution is clearly separated from the background com ponent and
ism ostly concentrated in the region of thedecay Z ! qg, as expected. In the e' e g
case, thedistribution is atter, indicating the presence of non+esonant diagram s. Tn both
channels there is good overall agreem ent between the obsarved and predicted num bers
of events. In the " e gg channel an accum ulation of events is observed in the nvariant
m ass distribution ofthe " e pair in the region between 50 and 60 G eV /¢, w ith 7 events
obsarved where 24 are expected. Various studies and com parisons w ith results of the
other LEP experin ents w ere perform ed, leading to the conclusion that this excess ism ost
probably due to a statistical uctuation.

T he bidim ensional distribbutions in the plane of the m asses of the two ferm ion pairs
predicted by the Standard M odelare shown In gure 4 for the two channels studied, sepa-—
rately forZz  and background. T he presence of non—esonant contributions, particularly
of the type Zee and  ee, is clearly visble in the " e gg case. The distributions were
binned as shown graphically in gure 4, using a an all num ber of irreqularly sized bins.
This allowed the regions where m ost of the background is concentrated to be avoided,
except for the Z ee contrlbution, w hile keeping asm uch signalas possible. B in sizes were
chosen in order to have an approxin ately equiprobable distribution of sin ulated events,
with a nerbinning n e’ e gq 0 as to ©low better the m ore com plicated structure of
the background distribution. T he obsarved and predicted num bers of events selected by
this procedure at each energy point are reported in table 2.

1T he requirem ent of having leptons of opposite charge w as dropped in the case of candidate electrons originally identi ed
as photons, for which no charge inform ation is available.
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Figure 3: I 1 gqg nalstate: D istributions of the m ass of one ferm ion pair when them ass
of the second isw ithin 15 G eV /¢ of M , . The two lower plots are for the e e gg channel
and thetwo upperplotsforthe * ggchannel. T he points are thedata summ ed over all
energy points, the dark (red) histogram is the distrrbution of the background predicted
by the Standard M odel, and the Iight (light blue) histogram is the predicted distribution
of the 7 signal.

O n com bining the data from allenergy points, the e ciency and purity of the selected
' gg sam ple were estim ated from the sin ulation to be 42.0% and 84.7% , respectively.

T he background iscom posed of ©  gg events outside the signalde nition and of contri-
butions from other nalstates. Interference e ects n the *  gg channel in the region
considered are negligible, as they account for less than 0.1% of the 2 cross—section.
T he predicted com position of the background is shown in table 3.

In thee" e gg channel, the purity of the selected sam ple is estim ated to be only 492% ,
m ostly because of the unavoidable Z ee background, while the e ciency was evaluated
to be 24 3% . Interference e ects between Z and other four-ferm on processes were
estim ated to account for -15% and are thus not negligible: they are m ostly concentrated
In theregion ofZ2  -Z eeoverlap. T he predicted com position of the background is shown
n table 3.
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Figure 4: I' 1 gg nal state: Bidim ensional distrdbutions In the plane of the diferm ion
m asses predicted by the Standard M odel for signalZ (left-hand plots) and background
(righthand plots) for the two channels studied, averaged over all energy points. T he bins
used for the tare also shown.

In order to disentangle theZ  from the 7 ee contribution m ore e ectively, the distri-
bution of the polar angle of the direction of the " e pairwas studied as a function of the
reconstructed nvariant m ass M .. in the range de ned by the rst ve bins in gure 4.
Correlation plots are shown in gure 5 for signal and background: the distributions are
w ell separated because in the Z ee case, which dom nates the background, even " e pairs
of lJarge Invariant m ass are em itted at low polar angles, due to the tchannel nature of the
production process. The binning in gure 4 was thereforem odi ed, as shown in gure 5,
by doubling each bin, depending on whether a) the polar angle of the direction of the
e"e pairwas in the barrel region (40 < . < 140 ) or in the endcap region ( . < 40
Or e > 140 ) forbins 1-5,and b) the polar angle of the direction of the hadronic system
was in the barrel or In the endcap region for bins 6-7. A total of 14 bins was thus used
for the " e gg cross—section m easurem ent. This procedure resulted in an 8% reduction
of the statistical error com pared to the case where only m ass bins were used.

Thevalue oftheZ  crosssection at each energy point was extracted using a binned
lTikelihood t technique (see section 8) and the values were then com bined to get global



E Gev) e o} e"e g
Data|TotalM C | Signall Background |D ata| TotalM C | Signall B ackground
182.7 8 34 29 05 4 33 1.3 15
1886 8 93 7.8 15 10 9.7 4.6 51
1916 0 21 19 02 1 14 0.7 0.7
1955 2 41 35 06 7 41 21 2.0
1995 4 44 3.7 0.7 5 41 2.0 21
2016 3 21 18 03 6 21 1.0 11
2050 4 39 33 06 1 41 2.0 21
2065 6 74 6.2 12 5 74 36 38
Total | 35 36.7 311 5.6 39 362 178 184

Table 2: Observed num bers ofevents in the * ggand € e gg channels at each energy
com pared w ith the Standard M odel predictions for signal and background.

Background source| ¥ gglete g
W W 0.8 16
aq( ) 01 1.8
A o 25 2.6

nonZ I'1l gg 22 180
Interference < 0001 Se
Total 5.6 184

Table 3: Com position of the background to Z  production In the © ggand e e g

nal states predicted by the Standard M odel. T he entries show the expected num bers
of events, summ ed over all energy points. The row labelled non-Z T 1 gg shows the
four-ferm ion neutral current contributions from processes leading to the sam e nal state
as the signal, but de ned as background, as described In section 1.

+

results, separately for gg and € e gg. Only the value of the Z contribution was
varied In the t, whilk all non-% contributions, backgrounds and interference term s
were xed to the Standard M odel expectations. F igure 6 com pares the data in each bin
used In the tstothe * ggand e e gg nalstatesw ith the results of the t, show ing
the contrbutions from the Z  signal, from the non4  com ponent of each of the nal
states, from the Interference tem s, and from the other sources of background.

T hese results were used to derive the com bined valiesofthe Z  cross-section for the
M atrix E Jam ent signalde nition, as described in section 8.

In the " e gg case, where the presence of non-resonant diagram s is relevant, a two-—
param eter t was also perform ed as a consistency check, leaving both the 7 and the
non-% contrlbutions free to vary, while xing the ram aining background sources and
Interference temm s to the Standard M odel expectations. No signi cant change in the

7 crosssection result was observed, while the ratio R€ ¢ ™ of the m easured to the

non Z

predicted crosssection of the non-% contribution to €' e gg was determ ined to be
RE S % = 145*%25 ywhere the error is statistical only.

non 27
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Figure 5: D istributions of the m ass of the electron-positron pair n €" e gg events for val-
ues ofM . less than 80 G &V /¢ versus the polar direction of the pair for signalZ (upper
plot) and background (lower plot) when the m ass of the hadronic system is com patible
w ith the Z m ass. T he plot show s the predictions of the Standard M odel, averaged over
all energy points. The binning adopted for these events follow s that in gure 4 with an
additional division into barrel and endcap regions, described in detail In the text.

4.2 System atic errors

Several sources of system atic error were Investigated.

Uncertainties In lpton identi cation, signal e ciency and background levels were
evaluated using a procedure sim ilar to that in [3], where the same nal states were
studied.

Uncertainties in the lepton denti cation were estin ated by com paring sam ileptonic
W W events selected In data and sinm ulation using the strong lepton identi cation criterda.
U ncertainties In signale ciencies were evaluated by com paring theP " and 2 distrdou-
tions in data and sin ulation for all llgg events selected w ithoutm ass cuts. C orregpoonding
uncertainties in background levels w ere evaluated by com paring sam ples of events selected
In data and in sim ulation, requiring both isolated tracks not to be denti ed as leptons,
while m aintaining all the other criteria. F inally, uncertainties in the background level in
the €" e gg channel from fake electrons were studied with gg( ) events selected in data
and in sim ulation w ith purely kinem atic criteria. These e ects and the statistical uncer-
tainty of sin ulated data yielded a com bined relative system atic error on the e ciency to
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slect ¥ ggand e'e ggeventsof 5:0% ,and a relative uncertainty in the background
levelof 15% 2

System atic e ects com ing from the tting procedure were Investigated. F it results
were found to be stable within the expected statistical uncertainties against variations
of bin sizes, the num ber of bins and, for " e g, the number of tted param eters. No
system atic error was thus attributed to this source.

Possble system atic e ects arising from the treatm ent in the t of the Z interfer—
ence term w ith the other contributions (particularly the non-z one) were taken into
account (see section 4.1) for € e gg. Both the onefparam eter and two-param eter ts
were repeated and the interference term was weighted w ith a factor proportional to the
product of the 2 and non-%  am plitudes. This changed the cross—section result by
2% . Note, however, that this procedure neglects a possible change in the phase between
the two Interfering am plitudes w ith respect to that predicted in the Standard M odel, and
the procedure adopted therefore estim ates them axin um possible e ect that the unknown
phase could have. A system atic uncertainty of 2% was thus ascribed from this source
for e e gg events.

T he systam atic error com ing from the uncertainty in the um nosity m easurem ent was
evaluated to be 0:6% both fore'e ggand for © .

T he total estin ated system atic ervors on them easured 2  crosssections were 5%
for ¥ ggand 6% fore’ e og.

5 Study of the g nal state

The g channel is cbserved in a nal state topology of hadronic m atter and sub—
stantialm issing energy. About halfofthe Z  cross—section in this channel com es from
the region of qgm asses below 6 G &V /. Thus, nal states often have the characteristic
signature of \m ono £ts", w ith the low Invariantm ass hadronic system , which is the event
visible m ass, arising from the hadronisation and recoiling against a highly energetic

pair which escapes detection.

T hree analysesw ere perform ed and com bined. The rstanalysiswas Intended to probe
the low m ass region of the hadronic system , so as to be e cient in the region of virtual
photon mass, M ,below 6 G&V /&, where m ost of the crosssection is expected. It is
denoted as the \low m ass analysis" in the follow ing. T he second analysis exploited the
large energy mmbalance of qg = events, and retained som e e ciency in the very low m ass
region of the hadronic system . It is denoted as the \energy asymm etry analysis”" in the
follow ing. The third analysis was Intended to have good overall e ciency for high M
at the expense of having very sm alle ciency in the low M region. It isdenoted as the
\high m ass analysis" in the follow ing.

A common event presslection was de ned for the three analyses, ained mainly at
reducing the backgrounds from two-photon and Bhabha events. T he energy m easured in
the electrom agnetic calorim eters was required to be less than 60 G&V in totaland less
than 10 G &V atpolar angles below 15 and above 165 . Events w ith identi ed electrons
at polar angles below 15 and above 165 were excluded; the visible energy of the event
was required to exceed 15% of the centre-ofm ass energy; the polar angle of the direction
of the event m issing m om entum was required to be in therange 15 <, iss < 165 ;and
at Jeast two charged particles w ith m om entum greater than 200 M €V /¢ were required.

2In both cases detem inations were lin ited in accuracy by the statistics of the available sam ples, and should be inter—
preted as upper bounds.
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An extensive use of veto counters was In plem ented in all three analyses: events w ith
hits in the photon veto counters far from energy deposits in calorin eters or reconstructed
tracks were refpcted. The details of the algorithm s adopted are given in the follow ing
sections.

In order to increase the available statistics, no explicit lower cut on the reconstructed
m ass of the hadronic system was applied.

T he num erical values of the cuts applied to kinem atic variables in the three analyses
were chosen using an optin isation procedure described in section 5.4 below .

5.1 Low m ass analysis

Events wih a visbl mass M 45 < 6 G&V /¢ and with visble energy E.i larger
than 20% of the centre-ofm ass energy were selected. In addition, In order to I it the
badckground from Jleptonic decays of W s W ! e= ;W ; I e= ), it was
required that no denti ed muon be present, while at m ost one electron was allowed in
the event and its energy was required to be less than 30 G €V . Furthem ore, events w ith
the polar angle of the direction of them issing m om entum in the range 38 to 42 (which
is insu clently covered by calorim eters, see section 3) were refcted. The event was
then split Into two hem ispheres by the plane perpendicular to the thrust axis: events
were rejpcted if there were hits in the photon veto counters in the ham isphere containing
the direction of the m issing m om entum , while events w ith hits in the veto counters in
the opposite ham isphere were accepted only if their angular separation from the closest
charged—particle track or calorim etric energy deposit was less than 20 .

W hen used alone, this analysis selected 10 events In data and 6.7 in the sim ulation, of
which 4 3 were signal and 2.4 were background.

5.2 Energy asym m etry analysis

In this analysis events were required to show a m arked in balance in the spatial distri-
bution of the detected reaction products. O nly eventsw ith total visible energy exceeding
20% of the centre-ofm ass energy were accepted. Then two hem ispheres were de ned by
a plane perpendicular to the direction of the thrust axis, and the total energy in each
hem isphere was estin ated from the curvature of charged-particle tracks and from calori-
m etric m easuram ents. It was required that the energy in one of the two heam igpheres
acoount for at least 99% of the total energy in the event. Thiswas them ain topological
selection of the analysis and provided an in plicit upper cuto on the totalvisble m ass
of events.

Signals from photon veto counters were used to discard events w ith possible loss of
energetic photons in the Insensitive regions of the electrom agnetic calorim etry by adopting
the sam e algorithm as in the low m ass analysis (see section 5.1). In order to lin it further
the background from processes w hich have m ost of the cross—section in the forward region
(m ainly Bhabha and two-photon events), the cut on the polar angle of the direction of
the m issing m om entum was tightened and required to lie In therange 25 < < 155.

At this level, the background was com pletely dom inated by theW W and W e pro-
cesses. In order to refct leptonic decays of W s, events with identi ed muons were
discarded, whilke events w ith at m ost one electron were kept if the energy of the electron
did not exceed 25 G &V and the electron was not isolated, ie. its angle w ith respect to
the closest charged-particle track was not larger than 10 .



14

A dditional selectionswere In plam ented in order to suppress furthertheW W and W e
backgrounds. Part of this background arises from hadronicdecaysofoneW ,accom panied
by undetected leptons com ing from the decay of the other W or lost in the beam pipe
(especially In the case of W e ). Such events usually show larger visble m ass than is
expected from signalevents, due to the sizeablem ass of theW boson. A selection on the
event visble m ass was thus in posed, requiring M i < 45 G &V /. Another in portant
fraction of the ram aining background com es from W W events w ith both W sdecaying to

s, W ! , with the visible decay products boosted into the sam e hem isphere. The
signature of these events is that a few particles carry m ost of the visible energy and have
visible m ass above a faw G eV /¢?. Two m ore selections were in posed to refct such a
source of background. Events with visble m ass above 5 G &V /¢ and w ith m ore than
90% ofthe visble energy carried by the two m ost energetic particles w ere discarded. T he
rem aining events w ere forced Into two gtsw ith the LUCLU S algorithm [20]. Events w ith
total particle m ultiplicity below 11 and an angle between the two Fts above 30 were
refcted.

W hen usad alone, this analysis selected 25 events in data and 29.5 In the sin ulation, of
which 17 3were signaland 12 2 were background. H alfof the background w as contributed
by theW W and W e processes.

5.3 H igh m ass analysis

In this analysis a cut on the multiplicity of charged-particle tracks was applied, re—
quiring it to be Jarger than 4. This in plied that the e ciency of the analysis dropped
essentially to zero for qgm asses below 2 G &V /?. Them aih topological selections were
applied at gt level. Jets were reconstructed using the LUCLU S algorithm and the events
were foroed Into a two—jt con guration. An upper cut on the opening angl of the two
Ftswas set at 78 . The param eterd;” was de ned to be the value for which the event
passes from a two—gt to a sihgle ft con guration: only events with dy”" < 30 Ge&V /c
were retained. The acoplanarity (de ned as the com plam ent of the angle between the
Bts profcted on the plane perpendicular to the beam s) was required to be larger than
90 . Then the event was split into two hem ispheres about a plane perpendicular to the
thrust axis and the energy asymm etry, evaluated as in section 52, was required to be
larger than 95% . Events w ith m issing m ass Jess than 80 G &V /¢ were repcted.

A further selection was im posed on the energy of the visble system , E 15, refecting
eventsw ith E ;5 > 80 G &V . In the absence of initial-and nalstate radiation, the energy
and them assof the gqg system in theZ  process are related In the follow ing way:

2 2
S M;+qu.

2" s

Eg=

sM 2+M 2

The quantity Exy, = ——p=—= wasde ned, using the visible m ass of the event. It was
then required that the di erence between E i, and the visible energy of the event E 5
did not exceed 45 G €V . This cut, and the cut on E ;s described above, were e ective in
suppressing the W W and gg( ) backgrounds.

Events w ith hits in the photon veto counters were accepted if the angular distance
between these hits and the direction of the closest £t was less than 30 ; otherw ise they
were repcted.

W hen used alone, this analysis selected 21 events in data and 20.7 in the sin ulation,
of which 134 were signal and 7.3 were background. M ost of the background is due to
W W and W e events.
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54 Results

The three analyses were combined on an eventby-event basis, by selecting events
which passed any of the three selections. Num erical values of the cuts were optim ised
In a two-stage procedure. First, for each analysis separately, all the cuts relevant to
that analysis were varied such that the product of e ciency and purity of the selected
sam ple was m axin ised. Then the m ost In portant cuts in each analysis were allowed
to vary sim ultaneously, keeping the other cuts at the values obtained In the rst stage,
and the product of the e ciency and purity of the sam ple selected by any of the three
analyses was m axin ised. (T he values listed in sections 5.1, 52 and 53 are the result
of this last optim isation procedure). In total, 42 events were found iIn data and 41.3
In the simulation (with a total overlap between the three selections of about 30% ); of
the smulated sam ple, 234 events were signal and 17.9 were background. The m ost
abundant source of background was predicted tocom e from W e events, w hich accounted
for 79 events, m ainly in the channelgge and partially in e .0n=<hellW W processes
contributed about 4 events to the background, w ith 2.9 of them containing at least oneW
decaying to . The ram aining m ain sources of background were gg (about 2 events),
(about 2 events) and other four-ferm ion neutral current processes (1.1 events). Tablk 4
show s the num bers of signal and background events predicted by the Standard M odel
and the obsarved num bers of events in the qg channel at the various centre-ofm ass
energies.

E (Ge&V)|Data|TotalM C | Signal| Background
182.7 3 35 23 12
1886 9 101 6.0 41
1916 1 13 09 04
1955 7 44 29 15
1995 6 52 29 23
2016 2 25 13 12
2050 9 49 2.6 23
2065 5 94 45 49
Total | 42 413 234 179

Table 4: O bserved num bers of events in the g channel at each energy com pared w ith
the Standard M odel predictions for signal and background.

The di erential e ciencies of the three analyses as a function of the generated m ass,
M (), estin ated from the simulation, are shown In gure 7, together w ith the e ciency
for the com bined selection. T he overall selection e ciency, averaged over allm asses, was
estin ated to be 38.8% . T he distrdbution of the reconstructed visble m ass, M i, for the
42 data events is shown in gure 8, which also show s the distrbutions for the sin ulated
signal and background events. G ood agreem ent is observed with the Standard M odel
expectations.

Thevalue ofthe 2  cross—section at each energy point was extracted using a count-
Ing technique and the values were then combined to get a global result. A 1l non-%
contributions, backgrounds and interference term swere xed to the Standard M odel ex—
pectations. T he result was used to derive a com bined value for the 7 cross—section in
the M atrix E lem ent signalde nition, as described in section 8.
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Figure 7: Selection e ciency of the g analyses, averaged over all energy points, as
a function of the generated M (gqg) mass. The e ciency is shown for each of the three
analyses (see text) ssparately, and for the com bined analysis.

5.5 System atic errors

Various sources of system atic error were considered.
T he predicted background cross-sections w ere varied according to the follow ing values:
WW : 2%,g9: 5%, We : 5%, : 5% , ourferm ion neutral current processes:
5% . The combined e ect on the cross—section m easurem ent was estin ated to am ount to
2% ,w ith them ain contribution com ing from the uncertainty on theW e cross-section.
Uncertainties on the signal e ciency com iIng from the M onte Carlo generator were
studied by com paring di erent generator m odels. In particular, a sam ple of g was
generated w ith the EXCALIBRUR [21] fourferm ion generator for m asses of the hadronic
system M (gq) > 10 GeV /¢?. For generated m asses below 10 G &V /& the hadronisation
model n EXCALIBUR is not as reliable as that n W PHACT and systam atic e ects
from that region were evaluated separately (see below ). The full analysis was applied to
the EXCALIBUR sam pl and a di erence of 3% in the signale ciency was obtained. A
system atic uncertainty of 3% was thus consarvatively ascribed to this source.
System atic uncertainties due to the description of the hadronisation m echanism in the
g system were taken into account. Tt was assum ed that these e ects can be relevant
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show s the predicted signalcontribution,and thedark (red) histogram show s the predicted
background .

rmassesM (qg) < 10 GeV /& (see above), a ecting the analysism ainly through corre-
soonding uncertainties in charged-particle m ultiplicity distribbutions. These e ects were
not expected to be large because two of the three analyses (the low m ass analysis and the
energy asymm etry analysis) adopted a very low cut on the charged-particle m ultiplicity.
T he study of these e ects was split iInto two parts, corresponding to the resonance and

the continuum contributions respectively (see section 3). In the simulated sam ple the
dom inant resonances w ere denti ed, their corregponding detection e ciencies com puted,

and their contributions varied by am ounts derived from the uncertainties in their known
m easured cross-sections: 1% for and production,10% for resonancesdecaying to nal
states w ith 3 or 4 charged particles, and 30% for resonances decaying to stateswith 5 or
6 charged particles. The e ect on the estin ated cross—section was found to be negligibl;
this is not surprising as  production, for which the crosssection is accurately deter-
m ined, accounts for about 80% of the cross-section below 2 G &V /. As a second step,
the contribution of the resonances was subtracted from the hadronic m ass distribution,
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the charged-particle m ultiplicity distrdbution of the ram aining sam ple studied and the
analysis e ciency evaluated as a function of the num ber of charged particles. The e ect

of a possible error in the determ ination of the charged-particle m ultiplicity distrdbution
was then estim ated by stretching the observed distribution by + 20% , rebinning, and
applying the e ciency curve to the new distribution. T he procedure was repeated, com —
pressing the distribution by 20% . T he range of cross-sections obtained from the stretched
and com pressed distributions was taken as an estin ate of the systam atic error. The e ect
on theZ  crosssection amounted to 4% .

A nother source of system atic uncertainty considered was the reliability of the sim ula—
tion in correctly estin ating the am ount of background. A s explained In section 54, the
m ain backgroundsareW W events,w ith one orboth W sdecaying to ,and W e events,
with the on—shellW decaying hadronically or to . These events share the comm on
feature of having the decay products of one W detected on one side, and m issing energy
on the other side. T hem issing energy isdue to the low angle electron, typically lost in the
beam pipe in theW e case,or to an undetected decay lepton or charged-particle track in
the W W case. Furthem ore, iIn both topologies, additional m issing energy is carried by
the escaping neutrino. In order to evaluate the reliability of the sin ulation in estim ating
the e ciency to detect backgrounds In such a topology, events w ith features sim ilar to
those of the background in the qg analysis were studied. In particular, W W events
with one W decaying to a detected lepton (electron ormuon) or to an isolated charged-
particle track, which was then arti cially rem oved from the event, can m in icm ost of the
WW and W e badckground, with the second W playing the role of the hadronic signal.
T herefore events w ith an isolated electron, m uon or other charged-particle track were se-
Jected. Identi ed leptons or other charged-particle tracks were initially required to have
m om entum Jarger than 10 G €V /cand an angle w ith respect to the closest charged-particle
track larger than 10 . The selected candidate track was then excluded from the event
and the selections in sections 5.1, 52 and 53 applied to the rem aining system . At the
end of the procedure, 142 events w ith an isolated m uon were found in data and 135.7 in
the sin ulation, 110 events w ith an isolated electron were found in data and 115.1 in the
sim ulation, and 79 events w ith a single isolated charged-particle track were found in data
and 724 In the simnultion. T he distribution of the isolation angle of the selected lepton
or single track after all the cuts is shown In gure 9. G ood agream ent between data
and sinulation is observed. The dom inant contrbutions to the events selected in this
way com e from sam ileptonic W W production, events and, to a lesser extent, Bhabha
events, and can thus be used to emulate the background to the g signal: when the
isolated Jepton or other charged-particle track is excluded from the sam ple, the rem aining
systam is strongly asym m etric in the angular distrlbbution of the visble m om entum , and
of the sam e topology as the background expected in the g sam ple. (T he estim ated
contrbution from the og signal to this sam ple is totally negligible).

T he agreem ent betw een data and sin ulation In  gure 9 was sub Fcted tom ore detailed
checks, for exam ple by selecting the region of the distrdbution in the isolation angle of
the single charged-particle track which enriches the sample In W W events: two-ferm ion
events preferentially populate the region of large isolation angle, being alm ost back to
back, and their contrlbbution can be greatly reduced w ith a cut at around 130 . Sin ilarly,
other checks were m ade for di erent visblem ass and track-m ultiplicity regions; n all
the cases the agreaem ent between data and sim ulation was good w ithin the errors. The
statistical error in the total of 331 events selected by this procedure was thus taken as
an estim ate of the systam atic uncertainty due to the background evaluation from the
sim ulation; this gave a contrdbution of 3% on the g cross—section m easurem ent.



19

DELPHI

+ data
- WW

- all background

30

25

20

0 200 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
isolation angle (degrees)

Figure 9: Isolation angle of selected electrons, m uons and single charged-particle tracks

In the sam ple selected to m In ic the background to the selected g sam ple. T he points
are the data, summ ed over all energy points, the light (green) histogram is the predicted

W W contrdbution, and the dark (red) histogram is the rest of the background.

System atic uncertainties from the trigger e ciency were investigated and found to
be negligible: the triggering e ciency for a single charged-particlke track w ith transverse
momentum pr > 3 G&V/c is already very well determ ined [22], whilke in the present
analyses a charged-particle track m ultiplicity of at least 2 was required, w ith transverse
m om enta of selected events in generalwell in excess of 3 G &V /c.

T he systam atic uncertainty com ing from the lum inosity m easurem ent was estin ated
to give an error of 0:6% on the cross—section m easurem ent.

T he statistical error from the Iim ited sim ulated sam ple gave an uncertainty of 5% .

Finally, the stability of the result as a function of the applied experin ental cuts was
checked by varying the selections of the three analyses, rst separately and then at the
sam e tin e. T he procedure set up to m axin ise the product of the e ciency and purity of
the sin ulated sam ple (see section 5.4) wasusad to vary all the relevant cuts of sections 5.1,
52 and 5.3 w ithin reasonable values; selections w ere accepted if the predicted value for the
selected sam ple di ered by less than the statistical error of the optinum value obtained
from the simulated sam ple used in the analysis. For each such selection, the background
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level and num ber of events in data were estin ated and a value for theqq  cross—section
wasm easured. T he root m ean square of the distrdbution of the cross-sections evaluated
In this way was estin ated to am ount to 3% . A s this number is com patible with the
statistical uctuations Intrinsic to this procedure, no system atic error was added.

T he total estim ated system atic erroron the 2 g cross—section m easurem ent was
thus estim ated to be 8% .

6 Study ofthe I'1 *1  nalstate

TheFeynm an diagram sof gurel give rise to six possibble nalstatesw ith four charged
Jeptons: ¢ * ,eede, * ., ee * ,e&e * and * .
These nal states have a rather clean experim ental signature, but do not contribute
signi cantly to the total fourfem ion production cross-section due to the low branching
fraction ofz= ! I'1 .

The selection of events ;n the I' 1 1* I  nal state was restricted to topologies w ith
four well reconstructed charged particles w ith m om enta Jarger than 2 G €V /¢ (henceforth
called lepton candidates). Events with two additional wellm easured charged particles
w ith opposite charges were allowed, provided that the pair was com patible w ith a pho-
ton conversion, or that the m om entum of both particles was less than 2 Ge&V /c. Five
additional charged particles were allowed in the event if their tracks did not point to the
vertex; such tracksw ere not considered in the follow Ing steps of the analysis. T he previous
selections In plied that orefe +*  , 7 * and ¢ * events only one-prong
decays were considered. The sum of the charges of the lepton candidates had to equal
zero and the angle between the directions of any two of them had to be larger than 5 .

T he four lepton candidates were required to ful 1 the follow ing additional selection
criteria: them om enta ofatl%east three of them had to exceed 6 G €V /c, their total energy
had to be greater than 025 s (to refct background from two-photon interactions), and
the length of at least three of the candidates’ tracksw as required to begreater than 50 an .
Beam gas and * events were refcted by requiring that the four legpton candidates
were not all in the sam e ham isphere w ith respect to the beam direction. For data taken
during 2000, in the period when one sector of the TPC was not working, a slightly m ore
relaxed criterion for track selection was applied if the track traversed that sector.

Selected events in the data were com pared with simulated signal and background
sam ples generated at the eight centreofm ass energies. T he expected num bers of events
for signaland background, together w ith the num bers of events found in data, are shown
in table 5 both for the ullsampl of ' 1 1* 1 events, selected as described above, and
for the Z smpl de ned in section 62. The overall 11 1" 1 selection e ciency is

15% , increasing slightly with = s for the full sam ple, while for the 2 selection it
ranges between 22% and 30% . The m ost in portant contribution to the non-I* 1 1+ 7
background comes from e'e | e e gg events with Jow gg mass. The second m ost
in portant contribution is due to thee*e | () process. Good agreem ent was
found between the data and the predictions of the sinulation after each selection was
applied sequentially. For the Z sam ple, the m ain background is due to I' 1 T+ 7
contrbutions from non-%  processes.
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E (Gev) I'l11*1] fullsamplk I'11*1 7z smpk
Data|TotalM C | Signal| Background |D ata| TotalM C | Signal{ B ackground
182.7 3 39 34 04 1 15 05 10
1886 14 124 100 24 2 438 16 32
1916 1 138 16 02 1 06 02 04
1955 5 53 46 0.7 2 19 06 13
1995 8 6.0 51 0.8 2 20 0.7 13
201 .6 3 2.7 24 04 2 09 03 06
205.0 7 53 438 05 4 18 0.7 12
2065 7 96 82 14 3 31 09 21
Total | 48 470 401 6.8 17 166 55 111

Tablke 5: 0 bserved numbers of events in the I' 1 1* 1 channel for the full sam ple and for
theZ  sam ple ateach energy, com pared w ith the Standard M odel predictions for signal
and background. In thecaseoftheZ  sam ple, the background contributions are de ned
to inclide thenonz 1’1 1* T contrbution and the non-I* 1 1* 1 contrbution.

6.1 Particle identi cation and nal state classi cation

Events selected in the I'1 1*1  nal state were classi ed Into one of the six nal

states according to the num ber of denti ed m uons, electrons and pions. A constrained
t procedure was also used to com plete the denti cation.

M uon identi cation was perform ed by combining the standard DELPH I denti ca-
tion package [7] in the muon cham bers w ith the energy deposition pro e in the hadron
calorin eter and the energy deposited In the electrom agnetic calorin eter.

E lectron identi cation required that there be no signal in the m uon cham bers and
no energy deposited in the hadron calorin eter after the st layer. The energy in the
electrom agnetic calorin eter in a 2 cone surrounding the candidate particle was required
to be larger than 1 G &V . For electrons satisfying these criteria, the m om entum of the
charged particle was replaced by the energy deposited in the electrom agnetic calorim eter.

Pions were denti ed as tracks leaving an energy deposit in the electrom agnetic
calorim eter com patibble with a m ininum ionizing signal, no hits in the muon cham bers
and energy deposited In the layers of the hadron calorin eter com patible w ith the pro le
of a hadron shower.

T he assignm ent of the nal state proceeded as follow s:

Ifnoée or * pairwasidenti ed, the fourparticleswere considered as  decays

and the nalstatetobe * M

Iftwo pairswere denti ed asée , ° or * ,the nalstate was consdered

to be fully denti ed;

Ifone ée or * pair was denti ed and the second pair had two denti ed

particles, di erent from one another, the event was considered to bee*e or
* * , regpectively. The second pair was also designated as  * if only one

particle was denti ed and was di erent from the identi ed pair, or if neither was

denti d;

Ifthe event had 3 denti ed electrons orm uons and one unidenti ed particle, two hy-

potheses were considered : that the 4 particles were dentical or that the unidenti ed

+

particle was one of a pair.
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A constrained kinem atic twas then perform ed on the selected events, In posing four-
m om entum conservation. T his in plies a four<constraint t in the case where both lepton
pairs are either electrons or m uons, and a two-or zero-constraint t in the cases where,
respectively, one or two tau pairs are assum ed present, as the m agnitude of the tau
m om entum was taken to be unknown. W here m ore than one kinem atic hypothesis could
be applied to the sam e event, the decision procedure and the nal denti cation were
based on the probability of the 2 ofthe t and the relative errors of the tted m asses.
In the case of four dentical particles, the com bination for which a pair of leptons had
reconstructed m ass within 15 G eV /&? of the nom inal Z mass was chosen or, if this
condition was not fiil lled, the combination with the largest tted nvariant m ass of
a pair of leptons was selected. If no acoeptable hypothesis was found, further tswere
tried w here kinem atically possible, assum ing, in addition to the four leptons, the presence
of an unobserved ISR photon in the beam pipe; again the best resulting twas selected.
Figure 10 show s the distributions of the larger and am aller m ass pairs for the full data
sam ple, calculated for each event from the results of the chosen t, and com pares tham
w ith the predictions of the Standard M odel.

The e ciencies for assigning the correct nal states to the selected events were es-
tin ated from the sinulation. The results are summ arised In table 6, which show s the
expected num bers of events from the full ¥ 1 1* 1 sam ple which were denti ed i each
of the possible nal states, aswell as the e ciency and purity.

Identi ed G enerated nal state D ata |Purity
nal state ete efe [efe * ete ° * * * * * * Total| Bck %)
e et e 6.4 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 14 7 80
te T 0.0 13.8 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 142104 14 95
e o * 3.2 1.5 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 8.0 3.0 16 29
+ + 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.3 0.1 0.0 24 0.1 2 92
+
+

* 0.0 4.0 0.0 04 16 0.0 6.0 | 04 7 25
* 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.2 0.2 19 |15 2 6

[E ciency () ] 10 | 11 | 11 | 13 | 12 | 9 | |

Table 6: Upper six row s: Expected num bers of signal and background events and purity
for each denti ed nal state for the il 1' 1 1* 1 event sam ple, estim ated from the
sim ulation. T he num ber of events found in the experim ental data is also given for each

nal state. Bottom row : Estin ated e ciency for selection and correct classi cation of
each I' 1 1* 1 state with respect to the totall' 1 1* 1 content of the sam ple.

In 2% of the cases the events could notbe classi ed in any of the six nal states, as there
wasno com plete a priori denti cation ofallthe particles in the event and the constrained

t failed. D ue to Jack of denti cation of electrons orm uons, m ainly In regions w ith poor
coverage by the electrom agnetic calorin etry or muon chambers, or from Ine ciencies
in the particle denti cation algorithm s, a substantial fraction of 1" 1 1*1 events was
m isidenti ed ashaving a pairoftaus. T he 48 events selected In thedata were classi ed as
follows: 7 In thee"e e"e channel,l4dase"'e * ,l6ase'e * ,2as * o,
7as * * and 2as -

62 7 production in I'1 1*T : Results

ThevalueoftheZ  cross—section ateach energy pointwasextracted using a procedure
which followed closely that adopted for the I 1 gg channels in section 4.1. B idim ensional
m ass distributions were constructed in the plane of them asses of the pairsw ith the larger
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and an aller m ass In the event. T he distrbutions were binned using the sam e de nition
asthe rst vebinsin gure 4 for the e*e gg case. Of the 15.1 events predicted as
theZ plusthenonZz I'1 1* T contrbutions to the total signal, 3.2 were predicted
Inthee'e e e channel,45nhee * ,30Ine'e * ,16m * o ,22m

* * and 06 In * " ,while, of the 17 selected data events, 1,4,6,1,5and 0
were assigned to each of these channels, respectively.

A oneparam eter binned lkelhood t to the Z 1 1*T contrbution was per
form ed, xing the non-% contribution and the rem aining backgrounds and interference
term s to the Standard M odel expectations. These results, shown in the right side of
table 5, were usad to derdve the com bined values of the Z cross—section In the M atrix
E Jem ent signalde nition, as described in section 8.

63 7 production in I'1 1* T : System atic errors

Several sources of system atic uncertainties were investigated.

The m ain contrlbution to the systam atic error in the track selection cam e from the
di erence between data and sinulation in the num ber of reconstructed charged-particle
tracks. In order to estim ate this uncertainty, sam ples of din uon events were generated
and the num bers of events w ith one, two or three reconstructed charged tracks com —
pared in data and simulation. From the com parison, a consarvative uncertainty of 5%
was assigned as the system atic ervor from this source. For dimuon events w ith two re—
constructed charged—particle tracks, the di erence between data and simulation in the
num ber of events w ith total charge equal to zero was found to be of the order of + 0.5% .

A contrbution of 1.5% was added due to di erences between data and sinmulation in
the charge m isidenti cation of electrons In the low polar angle region.

System atic uncertainties origihating from particle denti cation were also taken into
account. Two pure sasmplks ofe’e and * nal states were selected from the data
using particle denti cation criteria independent of those described in section 6.1 and were
com pared w ith sin ulated sam ples of the sam e nalstates. T hen the denti cation criteria
for electrons and m uons w ere applied to both sam ples and thedi erence in the e ciencies
between data and sim ulation was taken as a system atic error. T his resulted in errors of

05% formuonsand 5% forelectrons. T he poorer of the two estim ates was also used
for taus and adopted as a systam atic uncertainty on the cross-section m easurem ent.

Possible errors arising from the procedure adopted in the tsto the I 1 m assdistri-
bution were studied. Several checks were perform ed, in close analogy to those described
in section 4 2. First, sin ulated sam ples of events w ith electrons in the nalstate (which
receive large contrlbutions from tchannel processes) were split into two categordes, de—
pending on whether or not the electrons were denti ed in the event reconstruction.
T he cross—sections of the two sam ples were m easured and then com bined. Secondly, a
oneparam eter t to the m ass distribution was perform ed, both on the whole sslected
'11"7 =m ple and on the two sgparated sam ples with nal state electrons described
above, allow Ing only the 2  com ponent to vary. From the soread of the results of these
additional ts,a system atic error of 7% was estin ated.

The error in the e ciency for selecting signal events due to the lim ited M onte Carlo
statistics was evaluated to be 0:6% . The lin ited statistics available for the di erent
badkground processes w ere also taken into account, aswell as the theoretical uncertainties
In the crosssections, resulting in contrbutions of 0:06% and 1:1% , respectively. Fi-
nally, a contribution to the systam atic errorof 0:6% wasestin ated from the uncertainty
In the m easuram ent of the lum inosity.
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T he totalestin ated system atic error on the I 1 "1 7  crosssection m easurem ent
was thus estin ated to be 10% .

6.4 M easurem ent of the total cross—section for 11 1* 1 produc—
tion

Th this section we report a total cross-section m easurem ent or ' 1 1* 1 production,
In addition to the study of Z production in the four-lepton topology described in
section 6.2 above.

A s the cross—section does not vary too much w ithin the energy range of LEP 2, all the
data and the M onte Carl sin ulations for the di erent energies were grouped together.
T he total cross—section was then estin ated from a lkelhood t to the Poissonian proba—
bility for observing the num ber of events found in the data, given the expected num ber
corregponding to a total crosssection, ,for Il 1+ 7 production, plus the estin ated
num ber of background events (see table 5).

T he total crosssection forthe 1 1+ 1 processes was found to be

= (0430 0072 0:023)pb

w ithin the visble region, de ned by jocos ;j 0298, at a um nosity-averaged centre-of-
m assenergy of197.1 G eV .The rsterrorquoted is statistical; the second is the estin ated
system atic error, derived as described in section 6.3 above, but w ithout including e ects
Involving particle denti cation.

This result is in good ag ent w ith the predicted cross-sections from W PHACT,
which range from 0440 pb at™ s= 1827 G&V to 0375 pb at™ s= 206:5 G eV, giving a
lum inosity-w eighted average cross-section of 0.403 pb within the visble region at ™ s =
1971 Gev.

I Study of the gggg nal state

Themeasurament of the Z  contribution in the gggg channel has to dealw ith back—
ground processes such asgg( ) and W W which have cross—sections larger by orders of
m agnitude than the signal. Tt is thus not feasble to m easure the 72 cross—section in all
the possible gg m ass spectrum . Only a restricted region was thus considered here, for
low values of the reconstructed m ass of one g pair. T he signature of the process studied
In this analysis is the presence of a highly energetic isolated low m ass gt from the
hadronisation (preferentially directed in the forward region), recoiling against a system
oftwo (orm ore) gts from the hadronic Z decay. The study of the  system was lin ited
to nalstates with only two charged particles and an arbitrary num ber of neutral parti-
cles; this choice was driven by the expectation that, in the low m ass region, the process

! gg is dom nated by the hadronisation chain ' 91+ | Furthem ore, an
explicit cut on the reconstructed m ass of the two selected charged-particle tracks was
used, as explained below . The Z signal de nition was kept the sam e as in the other
channels studisd (with no lim its on the m ass); as a result, the two selection criteria
m entioned above (those requiring low charged-particle m ultiplicity and low reconstructed
m ass) In ply a large iIne ciency in the analysis of events w ith ! ggfor massesabove
afew Gev /.

T he principal backgrounds arise from production ofgg( ),W W and nalstates from
other four-ferm ion neutral current processes such asqg ¥ ,gqoge"e andgg *
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A pre—selection was applied to the data in order to select hadronic events com patible
w ith the expected topolﬁgies. T he total charged-particle m u]tjpligg was required to be
largerthan 20;theratio s shad tobe largerthan 77% ,where s isthe reconstructed
e ective centre-ofm ass energy [23]; events w ith neutral particles w ith electrom agnetic
energy exceeding 50 G &V were excluded; the m issing energy of the event was required
to be less than 82% of the centreofm ass energy; and the num ber of denti ed m uons
was required to be less than two (to Iim it the background from gg * events). Events
were then clustered according to the LUCLU S [20] algorithm w ith the param eter djoin
st to 65 G eV /¢, and it was required that the num ber of reconstructed fts in the event
be larger than two. One of the gts had to contain at least one charged particle with
mom entum exceeding 32 G €V /c and to have charged-particle m ultiplicity of two, while
an arbitrary num ber of neutral particles was accepted in the gt. The pair of charged
particles was then sub cted to the selections listed below :

T he In pact param eters of the two charged particles were required to be com patible
w ith production at the prim ary event vertex;

T he total energy of the pair was required to be lJarger than 63 G &V ;

T he two charged particles had to be of opposite charge;

T he total energy deposited by the two particles in the electrom agnetic calorin eters
was required to be less than 40% of the total energy of the pair;

Identi ed muons and electrons (soft denti cation criteria, see section 4) were not
allowed in the pair;

The systam recoiling against the gt containing the selected pair was forced Into
a two—pgt con guration and the full kinem atics of the three Fts was com pletely
determ ined by their space directions. Then the two—fgt system not containing the
selected pair was required to have a reconstructed mass within 11 G &V /& of the
nom inalZ m ass;

T he invariant m ass of the two charged particles had to be less than 2.1 G eV /&.

N um erical values of the cuts were optin ised by scanning the full range of the relevant
discrim inating variables and calculating, for each set of values, the cross—section and the
product of the e ciency and purity of the selected sam ple. The set with the highest

value of the product of e ciency, , and purity, p, corresponding to = 22% and p =
696% , was chosen, yielding a ratio P%ald = 3:3. The procedure selected 7 events
ckgroun

In data and 6.9 in the smulation, of which 4.8 were signal and 2.1 were background.
Themain backgrounds came from W W (1.1 events), gg( ) (0.4 events) and other four-
ferm ion neutral current processes (0.4 events). Figure 11 com pares the distribution of
the reconstructed m ass of the pair of selected charged-particle tracks before the last cut
w ith Standard M odel predictions. Table 7 show s the predicted num bers of signal and
background events and the observed num bers of events in the gqoggg channel at the various
centre-ofm ass energies.

ThevalueoftheZ  cross—section ateach energy point was extracted using a counting
technique and the values were then com bined to detem ine a global result. A 11 non-2
contrbutions, backgrounds and interference tem s were xed to the Standard M odel
expectations. T he results were usad to derive a com bined value forthe 2 cross—section
for the M atrix E Jam ent signalde nition, as described in section 8.

7.1 System atic errors

Various sources of system atic error were considered.
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E (GeV)|Data|TotalM C | Signal| B ackground
182.7 1 04 04 01
188.6 2 19 14 05
1916 0 02 02 0.0
1955 0 0.8 04 04
1995 0 1.0 0.8 02
2016 2 03 02 0.0
2050 1 0.6 04 02
2065 1 1.7 1.0 0.7
Total 7 6.9 4.8 21

Table 7: O bsarved num bers of events in the gggg channel at each energy com pared w ith
the Standard M odel predictions for signal and background.

T he predicted background contrdbutions from W W , gg( ) and fourfem ion neutral
current production were varied by changing the crosssections for these processes accord—
Ing to the values given in section 5.5: the combined e ect on the cross-section m easure-
ment was estimated to amount to  0:8% .

T he statistical error corresponding to the lim ited sim ulated sam ple gave an uncertainty
of 8%.

T he reliability of the sim ulation in reproducing the am ount of background was checked
by repeating the analysis, selecting pairs of particles of the sam e charge. T he sam e cuts
as those described in section 7 were applied, w ith the exclusion of the requiram ent on the
totalcharge of the pair. N o events were selected in data,while 0.56 were predicted by the
sin ulation. T he results are of course com patible, but to derive a num erical estin ate for
a system atic error, the procedure wasm odi ed so as to select a Jarger num ber of events:
the cut on the invariant m ass of the pair of charged-particle tracks -made at 2.1 G &V /&
in the main analysis —was increased to 10 GeV /. A1l the other selections were left
unchanged. This gave 3 events In data and 4.5 in the sinulation, of which 3.6 were due
toW W production and 0.5 to gg( ) backgrounds.

A s ilar study was perform ed to check the four-fem ion neutral current background,
w hich gave a negligible contribution in the previous procedure. T he selections in section 7
were repeated on data and sin ulation, but replacing the veto on identi ed electrons or
muons in the selected pair of charged tracks by the requirem ent that at least one of the
tw o trackswas positively denti ed asa Jepton (electron ormuon). In addition, the cut on
the invariantm ass of the pairwas softened to 10 G €V /&, as for the check described in the
previous paragraph. T his resulted in 8 events selected in the data and 6.9 predicted from
the sin ulation, of which 5.7 were due to the fourfermm ion neutral current background (in
particular I 1 gqgevents,with 1 e; ; )and 09 from theW W background.

A s the two last procedures (requirem ent on the total charge of the pair and on the
presence of leptons in the pair) each showed good agreem ent between data and the pre-
dictions of the sin ulation, the results were sum m ed, and the lJarger of the statistical error
of the data and the di erence between data and sim ulation was assum ed as a system atic
uncertainty. Thiswas estin ated to be 13% on the cross-section m easurem ent.

T he uncertainty on the cross-section m easurem ent due to the m easurem ent of the
um nosity was evaluated tobe 06% .

Finally, the stability of the result as a function of the applied experin ental cuts was
checked by varying the num erical values of the analysis selections. The procedure set
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Figure 11: The distrbution of the reconstructed invariant m ass of the selected pair of
charged-particle tracks in the gggg analysis, com pared w ith the predictions of the Stan—
dard M odel. T he points are the data, summ ed over all energy points and shown before
the nalselection ofM .5 < 21 G eV /& ; the Iight (blue) histogram show s the predicted
Z  contribution, and the dark (red) histogram show s the predicted background.

up to m axim ise the product of the e ciency and purity of the sinulated sam ple (see
section 7) was used to vary all the relevant cuts w ithin reasonable lin its; selections were
acoepted if the predicted product of the e ciency and purity of the sam ple di ered by
less than the statistical error of the sin ulated sam ple from the optim um value used in the
analysis. For each new selection, the signal e ciency, background level and num ber of
events In data were estin ated, and a value for the crosssection wasm easured. T he root
m ean square of the distrlbution of the cross-sections thus obtained was evaluated to be
15% of the central value. A s this num ber is com patible w ith the statistical uctuations
Intrinsic to this procedure, no system atic error was added.

T he total estim ated system atic error on the qogggq 2 cross-section m easurem ent was
thus estim ated to be 15% .
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8 Results

T he m easuram ents described in the previous sections all show good agreem ent w ith
the expectations of the Standard M odel. In this section, we use these m easurem ents
to give results for the ratio, R, , of the m easurad to the expected Z cross—section,
for each of the nal states considered, for their com bination at each of the LEP energy
points at which data were taken, and for the overall average. A 1l these results are given
In temm s of the M atrix E Jam ent signal de nition (see section 2). Results for the LEP
signalde nition are given in section 9.

Individual cross-sections were extracted by m axin ising probability fiinctions w ith re-
spect to thevalueoftheZz  cross—section: Poissonian probabilities, based on the num ber
of events selected in data and predicted In the simnulation, wereused fortheqg  and ggog
channels; probability functions derived from tting procedureswere used forthe © g,
e"e ggand I' 1 1* I channels. For each centreofm ass energy, results w ere expressed in
tem softheratioR,; ofm easured to expected cross-sections, thus autom atically taking
Into account the (an ooth) dependence w ith energy predicted by the Standard M odel.
T he results obtained for the di erent energies were rst com bined for each channel sepa—
rately, and then into a single value. G lobal Iikelihoods were constructed to perform such
com binations. T he central value was de ned as the point of m inin um log L, distribu-
tion and the statistical error as the Interval around the central valie which contained
68 27% of the probability. The results obtained for the di erent channels are shown in
table 8 and In gure 12. T he table also show s the average cross-section predicted by the
Standard M odel for each of the nalstates considered at the lum inosity-weighted average
centre-ofm ass energy of 197.1 G &V .

Table 9 com pares the results at the various energy points, averaged over the di erent
channels, w ith the Standard M odel predictions, and this com parison is also shown in

gure 13.

T he systam atic uncertainties for each channel were studied by ntroducing appropri-
ately m odi ed assum ptions for backgrounds and e ciencies (as described in the corre-
soonding sections) and were considered as fully correlated between the energies. The
e ect of system atic uncertainties in the com bination of di erent channels was taken into
acoount considering the uncertainties due to the um inosity m easurem ent and to varia—
tions in the predicted background cross—sections as correlated between the channels, and
all other e ects as uncorrelated.

The nalresult is

R, = 1047 (stat)  004(syst)

for joos ¢ j< 098, as shown in tables 8 and 9 and In gure 12. This result is in good
agreem ent w ith the Standard M odel expectation.

9 Analysesand R esults for the LEP signalde nition

T he analyses of the three dom inant channels in the nalresult combination ( © oq,

ee qq,qg , e tabl 8), described In sections 4 and 5, were repeated adopting the
LEP signalde nition (see section 2). Som em odi cationswere introduced to the analyses
described in the sections referred to above, n order to take into account the fact that



30

channel | R, (pb) | su (pb)]
toqg |098° 04 005[0:108° 20% 0005 011
ee qg |1:05° 05 0:06|0415° 7% 0:007] 041
oq 105,52 0:08]0:084" 25  0:006] 008
"1 17T (1317057 0a3]0:039°°%%  0:004] 003
agag |1:09°02°  0a6|0316° 057 0:047] 029

| Total [1:04)75 0:04[0666'0); 0026] 064

Table 8: Ratios of m easured to predicted cross-sections and m easured cross-sections for
Individual channels contributing to the Z process, using the M atrix E lem ent signal
de nition (see section 2). The rst errors are statistical and the second system atic. ITn
the last column gy (pb) is the average, um inosity-weighted 2  cross—section predicted
by the Standard M odel at the average energy of197.1 G &V .

[E Gev)] R, | ©b) [ su (Pb)]
1827 |155° 05 004]1a5° 50 003] 0.4
1886 [083° 04 004|057 0%F  003] 069
1916 |04170%° 004[027° 057 003] 067
1955 |148°0% 004|078 2 003] 066
1995 |089° 5 004|058 05 003] 065
2016 [263°05° 004]166°02 003] 063
2050 [152°0%° 004[090775 0:02] 059
2065 [044' 028 004[025° 01 0:02] 057
| Average|1.04°017  004]067' 057 003] 064

Tabl 9: R atios of m easured to predicted cross-sections and m easured cross—sections av—
eraged over the di erent channels at the various energy points, using the M atrix E Jem ent
signalde nition (see section 2). The rst errors are statisticaland the second system atic.
T he Jast colum n show s the Standard M odel predictions, and the entries in the last row

refer to the lum nosity-averaged centre-ofm ass energy of 1971 G &V .

the diferm jon Invariant m ass regions below the cuts described in section 2 must now be
considered as background.

In thel1l gganalysis two additional selections w ere introduced w ith respect to those
described in section 4: it was required that the reconstructed mass, M +; , of the
two charged Jeptons be Jarger than 4 G eV /& and that the reconstructed m ass of the
ram aining hadronic system be larger than 8 G &V /¢?. This corresponds to reducing
the content of bin 1 in the plots of gures 4, 5 and 6 and of bin 4 for m uons and
bin 6 for electrons in the same gures. The other steps of the analysis were left
unchanged and the sam e procedures w ere applied to evaluate the systam atic errors.
T he total systam atic uncertainty on themeasured 2  cross—section w ith the LEP
signalde nition wasestinated tobe 6% for * ggand 7% fore e .

In the g analysis sin ilar m odi cations were introduced. The low m ass analysis
(see section 5.1 ) wasnotused, while in the energy asym m etry and high m assanalyses
(see sections 52 and 5.3, respectively), it was required that the reconstructed m ass
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Measured /Predicted Zy* Cross—Section
DELPHI

upuqq  0.98%07 £ 0.05
eeqq 1.05%03 + 0.06
qquv 1.0529% + 0.08
1 1.31%952 4+ 0.13 @

Average 1.04%5: + 0.04 —r—

Figure 12: Ratios of m easured to predicted cross—sections for individual channels con—
trdbuting to the Z  process, using the M atrix E lam ent signalde nition (see section 2).
T he vertical band displays the total error on the com bination of the channels.

of the hadronic system be larger than 8 G &V /c?. The other steps of the analyses
w ere left unchanged and the sam e procedures w ere applied to evaluate the systam atic
errors. T he total system atic uncertainty on them easured 2  cross—section w ith the
LEP signalde nition was estin ated to be 16% .

T he sam e procedures as described In section 8 were applied in order to obtain results
forthe 2  crosssections with the LEP signalde nition. The nalresults for the three
channels used are summ arised In table 10. A com bined value of

;= 0136 % (stat)  0:008(syst) pb

was obtained for the lum inosity-weighted cross-section w ith the LEP signalde nition, in
good agreem ent w ith the Standard M odel prediction of 0.151 pb.
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Figure 13: Combined Z  crosssection as a function of the centre-ofm ass energy, using
the M atrix E lam ent signalde nition (see section 2). T he solid line is the Standard M odel
prediction ; the dashed line represents a 5% uncertainty around this prediction. T he full
(red ) point is the average cross-section result, plotted at the lum inosity-weighted average
centre-ofm ass energy.

10 Conclusions

In the data sam ple collected by the D ELPH I detector at centre-ofm ass energies rang—
Ing from 183 G&V to 209 G &V, the values of the Z cross—section contrbuting to the
fourferm ion nalstates ¥ qgg,e'e gg,q9 ,11 I'1 and ggggwith joos ¢ j< 0:98
have been m easured and com pared w ith Standard M odel expectations. A com bined value
of

R, = 1047 (stat)  0:04(syst)

was obtained for the ratio of the m easured to the predicted cross-section in the M atrix
E lem ent signal de nition (descridbed in section 2). This corresponds to a lum inosity—
welghted m easured cross-section of

., = 0666 2% (stat)  0:026(syst) pb ,
In good agreem ent w ith the value of 0.640 pb predicted by the Standard M odel.



33

channel] R (pb) | su (Pb)]
togg|074° Y 005[0:031°,05  0:002] 0042
e'e qg|105° 750 0:08[0:0617 075  0:004] 0.058
o 083,5, 0:13][0:042° 7% 0007 0.051
| Total [0:290 %y 005[0:136°7) 0:008] 0151 |

Table 10: R atios of m easured to predicted cross-sections and um inosity-weighted cross{
sections for individual channels contrdbuting to the Z  process, using the LEP signal
de nition (see section 2). The st errors are statistical and the second system atic. In
the last column gy (pb) is the average, um inosity-weighted 2  cross—section predicted
by the Standard M odel.

A dditional cross-section m easurem ents in the channels © gg,e'e ggandgqg were
perform ed using the common LEP signal de nition (also described in section 2). A
com bined, um inosity-w eighted , value of

. = 0:136 09 (stat)  0:008(syst) pb

was obtained, iIn good agreem ent w ith the Standard M odel prediction of 0.151 pb.
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