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A bstract

M easurem ents ofZ� production are presented using data collected by the

DELPHI detector at centre-of-m ass energies ranging from 183 to 209 GeV,

corresponding to an integrated lum inosity ofabout 667 pb�1 . The m easure-

m entscoverawiderangeofthepossible�nalstatefour-ferm ion con�gurations:

hadronic and leptonic (e+ e� q�q,�+ �� q�q,q�q���),fully leptonic (l+ l� l
0+ l

0� )and

fully hadronic �nalstates (q�qq�q,with a low m ass q�q pair). M easurem ents of

theZ� cross-section forthevarious�nalstateshave been com pared with the

Standard M odelexpectationsand found to beconsistentwithin theerrors.In

addition,a totalcross-section m easurem ent ofthe l+ l� l
0+ l

0� cross-section is

reported,and found to be in agreem ent with the prediction ofthe Standard

M odel.
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1 Introduction

The study offour-ferm ion processes in e+ e� interactions becom es increasingly im -

portant as the centre-of-m ass energy and the corresponding lum inosity increase. The

m ain goalofsuch studies is to verify the Standard M odelpredictions and to look for,

orto setlim itson,possiblecontributionsarising from m echanism sbeyond theStandard

M odel:forinstance,anom aloustriplegaugecouplings[1]can usually givecontributions

to four-ferm ion �nalstates. M oreover,such processes form an im portant background

to new particle searches,such asthose forcharginos,neutralinosornon-standard Higgs

bosons,and deviationsfrom the Standard M odelexpectationswould be a signalofnew

physics. LEP has provided a unique opportunity to study four-ferm ion interactions at

severalenergies.On-shellpairproduction ofW [2]and Z [3,4]bosonshasbeen studied

extensively. The focusofthispaperisthe m easurem ent ofthe cross-section ofneutral

currentprocesseswith a Z and an o�-shellphoton (Z� in the following). To thisend,

severalchannelswerestudied:l+ l� q�q (l� e;�),q�q���,l+ l� l
0+ l

0� (l;l
0

� e;�;�)and q�qq�q

(with a low m assq�q pair).In addition,forl+ l� l
0+ l

0� �nalstates,a m easurem entofthe

totalneutralcurrentcross-section hasbeen perform ed.

Figure1 showsthem ain Feynm an diagram sforfour-ferm ion neutralcurrentproduc-

tion in e+ e� collisions.W hen thereareno electronsin the�nalstatetheseprocessesare

dom inated by the conversion processesshown in �gure 1a. Thisgraph represents eight

di�erentdiagram s,usually referred to asthe NC08 diagram s: two ofthem (usually re-

ferred to asNC02)lead to ZZ production,two to �� and fourto Z�.ThesefourZ�

conversion diagram saresketched in �gure2,and thesquareoftheirsum m ed am plitudes

isused in the de�nition ofthe signalto be m easured in thispaper,asexplained below.

A prom inentfeatureofthegraphsin �gure2isthevery di�erentscaleofthem om entum

transferattheZf �f and f�f vertices,an issuewhich m ustbeproperly addressed by the

sim ulation program s(seesection 3).For�nalstateswith electrons,otherprocesses,such

ast-channel exchangeaccom panied by Z�=�-strahlung(�gure1c)and m ultiperipheral

production (�gure 1d),contribute signi�cantly. In particular,the processes originating

from thebrem sstrahlung diagram (1c),usually referred to asZeeand �ee,representan

im portantbackground to the m easurem ents with electronspresented in thispaper(see

sections4 and 6).Interferencee�ectsoftheseprocesseswith thoseoriginating from Z�

can also beim portantand haveto betaken into account.

The Z� production cross-section depends weakly on the centre-of-m assenergy,but

strongly on them assofthevirtualphoton.Forrealphoton production,e+ e� ! Z,the

cross-section reachesvaluesabove100pb,whilein thekinem aticregion ofZ� production

considered in thispaper,itsvalue isgenerally in the region ofa fraction ofa picobarn.

Furtherm ore,in the Z� production processes,particlescom ing from the conversion of

low m ass �s into hadrons or leptons are preferentially produced at very sm allangles

with respectto the beam direction. A m easurem entofthiscross-section hasthusto be

perform ed fora speci�c selection ofthe� m assand production polarangle.

Data collected by the DELPHI experim ent in 1997-2000 at centre-of-m ass energies

from 183 to 209 GeV were used,corresponding to an integrated lum inosity ofabout

667pb�1 .Resultsforeach channelaregiven in theform ofacom parison ofthepredicted

num bersofselected eventswith thosefound in data.Com bination ofchannelresultsinto

an overallZ� cross-section isthen perform ed.Theresulting m easurem entiscom pared

totheStandard M odelexpectation.Theresultspresented herecom plem entand augm ent

thosereported in previousstudiesofneutralcurrentfour-ferm ion production atLEP [5].
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Figure 1: The Feynm an diagram s for four-ferm ion neutralcurrent production in e+ e�

collisions.

This paper is organised as follows. Two de�nitions ofthe Z� signalare 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.Shortdescriptionsofthe detector,oftheavailabledata setsand ofthesim ulation

program sused in the analyses are given in section 3. The subsequent sections provide

descriptions ofthe analyses used forthe �rst signalde�nition foreach ofthe channels

studied: l+ l� q�q (section 4),q�q��� (section 5),l+ l� l
0+ l

0� (section 6,where a totalcross-

section m easurem entisalsopresented),and q�qq�q(section 7).TheresultsusingtheM atrix

Elem entsignalde�nition arepresented in section 8,whiletheanalysesand resultsusing

theLEP signalde�nition aredescribed in section 9.Conclusionsaregiven in section 10.
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2 Signalde�nition

Two di�erentsignalde�nitionswereadopted in theanalysespresented in thispaper:

� T he M atrix Elem ent de�nition: For each ofthe �nalstates considered,the

signalwas�rstde�ned by applying thefollowing kinem aticselection on allcharged

ferm ionsatgeneratorlevel:

jcos�f� j< 0:98 ;

where �f� isthe polarangleofthecharged ferm ion with respectto the beam axis.

Events with one orm ore charged ferm ions notful�lling these selections were con-

sidered asbackground.Then,forthesurviving events,thesignalwasde�ned asthe

Z� contribution com ing from thefourconversion diagram sshown in �gure2.This

wasachieved by weighting the eventsin the selected generator-levelsam ple by the

quantity

jM Z �j
2

jM allj
2
;

where M Z � and M all are the m atrix elem ents for Z� and for allthe graphs in

�gure1,respectively.Analogously,using thesam eweighting technique,thecom po-

nentsobtained by weighting events by the quantities
jM all� Z �j

2

jM allj
2 and 1�

jM Z �j
2

jM allj
2 �

jM all� Z �j
2

jM allj
2

wereconsidered asbackground:thesecom ponentsrepresent,respectively,

the contributions arising from non-Z� four-ferm ion processes (including ZZ and

��,which are also produced via conversion diagram s)and from the interference

e�ectsbetween Z� and non-Z� graphs.Expected rateswerethuscom puted using

generated eventsweighted by the appropriate ratio. E�ciencieswere de�ned from

thesim ulated eventsam plesastheratioofselected weighted eventsoverallweighted

events.

� T he LEP de�nition:Thesecond de�nition wasagreed between theLEP Collabo-

rationsin ordertocom bineresultsin am eaningfulway.Itisbased on invariantm ass

cuts atgenerator leveland explicitly avoids the di�cult regions oflow di-ferm ion

m asses. Depending on the �nalstate,the following cuts were applied on invari-

antm assesofferm ion pairsand,whererelevant,on lepton production polarangles:

M q�q > 10GeV/c2,M l+ l� > 5GeV/c2,jcos�l� j< 0:95.Furtherm ore,itwasrequired

that only one ferm ion pair in the event had an invariant m ass,M f+ f� ,satisfying

jM f+ f� � M Zj< 2�Z,where M Z and �Z arethenom inalm assand width oftheZ

boson.Only the three dom inantchannelsin the �nalresultcom bination (�+ �� q�q,

e+ e� q�q and q�q���)wereanalysed using theLEP signalde�nition.

In therestofthispaper,when notexplicitly stated,itisim plied thattheM atrix Elem ent

signalde�nition isbeing used.

3 D etector description and sim ulation

A detailed description oftheDELPHIdetectorand areview ofitsperform ancecan be

found in [6,7]. ForLEP2 operations,the vertex detectorwasupgraded [8],and a setof

scintillation counterswasadded to veto photonsin blind regionsofthe electrom agnetic

calorim etry,atpolaranglesaround � = 40�,� = 90� and � = 140�.

Theintegrated lum inosityof666.7pb�1 collected bytheDELPHIdetectoratcentre-of-

m assenergiesfrom 182.7to209GeV wasused in theanalysis.Thelum inositiescollected

atvariouscentre-of-m assenergiesareshown in table1.
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Figure2:Neutralcurrentconversion diagram sfortheZ� process.

During the year2000,one sector(1/12)ofthe m ain tracking device,the Tim e Pro-

jection Cham ber (TPC),was inactive from the beginning ofSeptem ber to the end of

data taking,which corresponded to abouta quarterofthe2000 data sam ple.Thee�ect

wastaken into accountin thedetectorsim ulation and thecorresponding sm allchangeof

analysissensitivity forthisperiod wasconsidered in theextraction ofthecross-sections.

Sim ulated events were produced with the DELPHIsim ulation program DELSIM [7]

and then passed through the sam e reconstruction chain asthe data. The generation of

processesleading to four-ferm ion �nalstates,m ediated by charged and neutralcurrents,

wasdonewith W PHACT [9,10],interfaced tothePYTHIA [11]fragm entation and hadro-

nisation m odel.Forthe charged currentpart,W PHACT incorporatesthe O (�)Double

PoleApproxim ation [12,13]radiativecorrectionstothedoubly resonantW W production

diagram svia a weighting technique,with them atrix elem entsprovided by theYFSW W

generator[14].Ata generallevel,W PHACT perform sfully m assivecalculationsallover

thephase space,includeshigher-ordercorrectionsand usesthe packageQEDPS [15]for

initialstate radiation. Two additionalfeatures,particularly relevant for the analyses

described in thispaper,were im plem ented in W PHACT:thestudy ofthem ostsuitable

scaleto usefor�Q E D atthe� verticesofthediagram sin �gure2,and thetreatm entof

thehadronisation oflow m assvirtualphotons.The�rstoftheseproblem swassolved in

W PHACT byim plem entingtherunningof�Q E D attheleveloftheeventgeneration,thus

usingthevalueofthecouplingconstantcorrespondingtothem assofthephoton propaga-

toratthe� vertices.Thesecond problem wasaddressed by interfacing W PHACT with

a specialpackage[16]forthespeci�ctreatm entofthehadronisation oflow m assq�q sys-

tem s.Thispackageprovidesa description ofthehadronisation from the� ! q�qprocess

in them assregion below 2GeV/c2 both duetothepresenceofhadronicresonances(with
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Year
p
s Integrated

[GeV]lum inosity [pb�1 ]

1997 182.7 55.0

1998 188.6 158.1

1999 191.6 25.0

1999 195.5 77.0

1999 199.5 82.0

1999 201.6 41.0

2000 205.0 81.3

2000 206.5 147.3

Total 197.1 666.7

Table1:Lum inosity-weighted centre-of-m assenergiesand integrated lum inositiesofthe

dataanalysed.Duringtheyear2000,theenergiesreached werein therange202-209GeV

and clustered m ainly around 205 and 206.5 GeV.

subsequentdecaysdescribed by PYTHIA)and in thecontinuum ,based on experim ental

e+ e� dataatlow energy.Thisisparticularly im portantfortheq�q��� (section 5)and q�qq�q

(section 7)analyses,which explorethelow m assq�q region.Phasespacecutsareapplied

in W PHACT and can befound in table 2 of[10].The study ofthe backgroundsdue to

q�q(),�+ �� ()and �+ �� ()production wasm ade using the KK2f[17]m odel;e+ e� ()

eventswere sim ulated with BHW IDE [18]. Two-photon interactionswere generated us-

ing W PHACT fortheregionsin which them ultiperipheralcontribution isnotdom inant

and using BDK [19]forthe pure two-photon region;PYTHIA 6.143 wasused to m odel

two-photon processeswith singleand doubly resolved photons.

4 Study ofthe l+l�q�q �nalstate

In this section the analysis ofthe �nalstate containing jetsand a pairofidenti�ed

m uonsorelectronsisdescribed.Thetwo�nalstateleptonsin theprocesse+ e� ! l+ l� q�q

areusually wellisolated from allotherparticles.Thisproperty can beused toselectsuch

events with high e�ciency in both the m uon and electron channels. Events with � + ��

pairs have notbeen considered here. This partofthe analysis follows very closely the

oneperform ed in [3],wherean identical�nalstatewasstudied.

A loose hadronic preselection was �rst applied, requiring that the events have at

least7 charged particlesand a charged energy above 0.30
p
s.To suppressthe radiative

return to the Z (�nalstate on-shellZ production with the em ission ofa hard initial

stateradiation (ISR)photon)theeventwasrejected ifa photon with energy m orethan

60GeV wasfound.Theselection procedureswerethen carried outin asim ilarwayforthe

�+ �� q�q and e+ e� q�q channels. In orderto m axim ise the lepton identi�cation e�ciency,

any charged particle with m om entum exceeding 5 GeV/c was considered as a possible

lepton candidate around which nearby photons, if present, could be clustered. This

wasfound to benecessary to im provetheenergy evaluation in thepresenceof�nalstate

radiation from electrons.In thecaseofthee+ e� q�qchannel,photonswith energy between

20GeV and 60GeV werealsoconsidered aselectron candidatesin ordertorecoverevents

inwhich theelectron trackwasnotreconstructed.Forbothelectronsandm uons,\strong"

and \soft" identi�cation criteria were then de�ned. M uonswere considered asstrongly
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identi�ed ifselected by the standard DELPHI m uon identi�cation package [7],based

m ainly on �nding associated hits in the m uon cham bers. Forsoftm uon identi�cation,

only kinem aticand calorim etriccriteria wereused.Electronswereconsidered asstrongly

identi�ed when theenergy deposited in theelectrom agneticcalorim eterexceeded 60% of

the clusterenergy or15 GeV,whicheverwasgreater,and when theenergy deposited in

thehadron calorim eterwaslessthanaspeci�ed lim it.Forsoftelectron identi�cation,only

requirem entson them om entum ofthecharged particlein theclusterand on theenergy

deposited in thehadron calorim eterwereim posed.Electron candidatesoriginating from

applying the clustering procedure around a photon were considered assoftly identi�ed.

Eventswith atleasttwo lepton candidatesofthesam eavourand oppositechargewere

then selected.1 Allparticlesexceptthelepton candidateswereclustered intotwojetsand

a kinem atic �trequiring four-m om entum conservation was applied,afterappropriately

adjusting the errors on lepton energies in cases where photons had been added by the

clustering procedure.

Atleastoneofthetwo lepton candidateswasrequired to satisfy strong lepton identi-

�cation criteria,whilesofterrequirem entswerespeci�ed forthesecond.

Two discrim inating variableswerethen used for�naleventselection:P m in
t ,thelesser

ofthe transverse m om enta ofthe lepton candidateswith respectto the nearestjet,and

the �2 perdegree offreedom ofthe kinem atic �t.Cutson these variableswere applied,

with valuesdepending on the �nalstate and on the quality ofthe lepton identi�cation

(see[3]).

4.1 R esults

The distribution ofthe reconstructed m assofoneferm ion pairwhen the m assofthe

second oneiswithin 15GeV/c2 ofthenom inalZ m assiscom pared with thepredictionsof

theStandard M odelin �gure3,separately for�+ �� q�qand e+ e� q�qevents.In the�+ �� q�q

channelthe Z� contribution isclearly separated from the background com ponentand

ism ostly concentrated in the region ofthe decay Z ! q�q,asexpected. In the e+ e� q�q

case,thedistribution isatter,indicatingthepresenceofnon-resonantdiagram s.In both

channels there is good overallagreem ent between the observed and predicted num bers

ofevents. In the e+ e� q�q channelan accum ulation ofeventsisobserved in the invariant

m assdistribution ofthee+ e� pairin theregion between 50and 60GeV/c2,with 7events

observed where 2.4 are expected. Various studies and com parisons with results ofthe

otherLEP experim entswereperform ed,leadingtotheconclusion thatthisexcessism ost

probably dueto a statisticaluctuation.

The bidim ensionaldistributions in the plane ofthe m asses ofthe two ferm ion pairs

predicted bytheStandard M odelareshown in �gure4forthetwochannelsstudied,sepa-

rately forZ� and background.Thepresenceofnon-resonantcontributions,particularly

ofthe type Zee and �ee,isclearly visible in the e+ e� q�q case. The distributionswere

binned asshown graphically in �gure 4,using a sm allnum berofirregularly sized bins.

This allowed the regions where m ost ofthe background is concentrated to be avoided,

exceptfortheZeecontribution,whilekeeping asm uch signalaspossible.Bin sizeswere

chosen in orderto havean approxim ately equiprobable distribution ofsim ulated events,

with a �nerbinning in e+ e� q�q so asto follow betterthe m ore com plicated structure of

thebackground distribution.The observed and predicted num bersofeventsselected by

thisprocedureateach energy pointarereported in table2.
1Therequirem entofhaving leptonsofoppositechargewasdropped in thecaseofcandidateelectronsoriginally identi�ed

as photons,forwhich no charge inform ation isavailable.



7

Figure3:l+ l� q�q�nalstate:Distributionsofthem assofoneferm ion pairwhen them ass

ofthesecond iswithin 15GeV/c2 ofM Z.Thetwo lowerplotsareforthee
+ e� q�qchannel

and thetwoupperplotsforthe�+ �� q�qchannel.Thepointsarethedatasum m ed overall

energy points,the dark (red)histogram isthe distribution ofthe background predicted

by theStandard M odel,and thelight(lightblue)histogram isthepredicted distribution

oftheZ� signal.

On com bining thedatafrom allenergy points,thee�ciency and purity oftheselected

�+ �� q�qsam plewereestim ated from thesim ulation to be42.0% and 84.7% ,respectively.

Thebackground iscom posed of�+ �� q�qeventsoutsidethesignalde�nition and ofcontri-

butionsfrom other�nalstates.Interference e�ectsin the � + �� q�q channelin theregion

considered are negligible,as they account for less than 0.1% ofthe Z� cross-section.

Thepredicted com position ofthebackground isshown in table3.

In thee+ e� q�qchannel,thepurity oftheselected sam pleisestim ated tobeonly 49.2% ,

m ostly because ofthe unavoidable Zee background,while the e�ciency was evaluated

to be 24.3% . Interference e�ects between Z� and other four-ferm ion processes were

estim ated to accountfor-15% and arethusnotnegligible:they arem ostly concentrated

in theregion ofZ� -Zeeoverlap.Thepredicted com position ofthebackground isshown

in table3.
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Figure 4: l+ l� q�q �nalstate: Bidim ensionaldistributionsin the plane ofthe di-ferm ion

m assespredicted by theStandard M odelforsignalZ� (left-hand plots)and background

(right-hand plots)forthetwochannelsstudied,averaged overallenergy points.Thebins

used forthe�tarealso shown.

In orderto disentangletheZ� from theZeecontribution m oree�ectively,thedistri-

bution ofthepolarangleofthedirection ofthee+ e� pairwasstudied asafunction ofthe

reconstructed invariantm assM ee in the range de�ned by the �rst�ve binsin �gure 4.

Correlation plotsare shown in �gure 5 forsignaland background:the distributionsare

wellseparated becausein theZeecase,which dom inatesthebackground,even e+ e� pairs

oflargeinvariantm assareem itted atlow polarangles,duetothet-channelnatureofthe

production process.Thebinning in �gure4 wasthereforem odi�ed,asshown in �gure5,

by doubling each bin,depending on whether a)the polarangle ofthe direction ofthe

e+ e� pairwasin thebarrelregion (40� < �ee < 140�)orin theendcap region (�ee < 40�

or�ee > 140�)forbins1-5,and b)thepolarangleofthedirection ofthehadronicsystem

wasin the barrelorin the endcap region forbins6-7.A totalof14 binswasthusused

forthe e+ e� q�q cross-section m easurem ent. Thisprocedure resulted in an 8% reduction

ofthestatisticalerrorcom pared to thecasewhereonly m assbinswereused.

ThevalueoftheZ� cross-section ateach energy pointwasextracted using a binned

likelihood �ttechnique (see section 8)and the valueswere then com bined to getglobal
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E (GeV) �+ �� q�q e+ e� q�q

Data TotalM C SignalBackground Data TotalM C SignalBackground

182.7 8 3.4 2.9 0.5 4 3.3 1.8 1.5

188.6 8 9.3 7.8 1.5 10 9.7 4.6 5.1

191.6 0 2.1 1.9 0.2 1 1.4 0.7 0.7

195.5 2 4.1 3.5 0.6 7 4.1 2.1 2.0

199.5 4 4.4 3.7 0.7 5 4.1 2.0 2.1

201.6 3 2.1 1.8 0.3 6 2.1 1.0 1.1

205.0 4 3.9 3.3 0.6 1 4.1 2.0 2.1

206.5 6 7.4 6.2 1.2 5 7.4 3.6 3.8

Total 35 36.7 31.1 5.6 39 36.2 17.8 18.4

Table2:Observed num bersofeventsin the�+ �� q�qand e+ e� q�qchannelsateach energy

com pared with theStandard M odelpredictionsforsignaland background.

Background source �+ �� q�q e+ e� q�q

W W 0.8 1.6

q�q() 0.1 1.8

�+ �� q�q 2.5 2.6

non-Z� l+ l� q�q 2.2 18.0

Interference < 0:001 -5.6

Total 5.6 18.4

Table 3:Com position ofthe background to Z� production in the �+ �� q�q and e+ e� q�q

�nalstates predicted by the Standard M odel. The entries show the expected num bers

ofevents,sum m ed over allenergy points. The row labelled non-Z� l+ l� q�q shows the

four-ferm ion neutralcurrentcontributionsfrom processesleading to thesam e�nalstate

asthesignal,butde�ned asbackground,asdescribed in section 1.

results,separately for�+ �� q�q and e+ e� q�q.Only the value ofthe Z� contribution was

varied in the �t,while allnon-Z� contributions,backgrounds and interference term s

were �xed to theStandard M odelexpectations.Figure6 com paresthedata in each bin

used in the�tsto the�+ �� q�qand e+ e� q�q�nalstateswith theresultsofthe�t,showing

thecontributionsfrom theZ� signal,from thenon-Z� com ponentofeach ofthe�nal

states,from theinterference term s,and from theothersourcesofbackground.

Theseresultswereused to derivethecom bined valuesoftheZ� cross-section forthe

M atrix Elem entsignalde�nition,asdescribed in section 8.

In the e+ e� q�q case,where the presence ofnon-resonantdiagram sisrelevant,a two-

param eter�twasalso perform ed asa consistency check,leaving both the Z� and the

non-Z� contributionsfree to vary,while �xing the rem aining background sources and

interference term s to the Standard M odelexpectations. No signi�cant change in the

Z� cross-section resultwasobserved,while the ratio R
e+ e� q�q

non�Z  � ofthe m easured to the

predicted cross-section of the non-Z� contribution to e+ e� q�q was determ ined to be

R
e+ e� q�q

non�Z  � = 1:15 + 0:26
�0:23 ,wheretheerrorisstatisticalonly.
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Figure5:Distributionsofthem assoftheelectron-positron pairin e+ e� q�qeventsforval-

uesofM ee lessthan 80GeV/c
2 versusthepolardirection ofthepairforsignalZ� (upper

plot)and background (lowerplot)when the m assofthe hadronic system iscom patible

with the Z m ass. The plotshowsthe predictionsofthe Standard M odel,averaged over

allenergy points.The binning adopted forthese eventsfollowsthatin �gure 4 with an

additionaldivision into barreland endcap regions,described in detailin thetext.

4.2 System atic errors

Severalsourcesofsystem aticerrorwereinvestigated.

Uncertainties in lepton identi�cation, signale�ciency and background levels were

evaluated using a procedure sim ilar to that in [3], where the sam e �nalstates were

studied.

Uncertainties in the lepton identi�cation were estim ated by com paring sem ileptonic

W W eventsselected in dataand sim ulation usingthestronglepton identi�cation criteria.

Uncertaintiesin signale�ciencieswereevaluated by com paringtheP m in
t and �2 distribu-

tionsin dataand sim ulation forallllq�qeventsselected withoutm asscuts.Corresponding

uncertaintiesin background levelswereevaluated bycom paringsam plesofeventsselected

in data and in sim ulation,requiring both isolated tracksnotto be identi�ed asleptons,

whilem aintaining alltheothercriteria.Finally,uncertaintiesin thebackground levelin

the e+ e� q�q channelfrom fake electronswere studied with q�q()eventsselected in data

and in sim ulation with purely kinem aticcriteria.Thesee�ectsand thestatisticaluncer-

tainty ofsim ulated data yielded a com bined relativesystem aticerroron thee�ciency to
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Figure 6: Results for �+ �� q�q (upper plot) and e+ e� q�q (lower plots). The points are

data,sum m ed overallenergy points;the shaded histogram sshow the results of�tsto

theZ� com ponentand thepredicted Standard M odelcontributionsfrom othersources.

See�gures4 and 5 and them ain textforthebin de�nitions.
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select�+ �� q�qand e+ e� q�qeventsof�5:0% ,and arelativeuncertainty in thebackground

levelof�15% .2

System atic e�ects com ing from the �tting procedure were investigated. Fit results

were found to be stable within the expected statisticaluncertainties against variations

ofbin sizes,the num ber ofbins and,fore+ e� q�q,the num ber of�tted param eters. No

system atic errorwasthusattributed to thissource.

Possible system atic e�ects arising from the treatm ent in the �t ofthe Z� interfer-

ence term with the othercontributions (particularly the non-Z� one)were taken into

account (see section 4.1) for e+ e� q�q. Both the one-param eter and two-param eter �ts

were repeated and the interference term wasweighted with a factorproportionalto the

productofthe Z� and non-Z� am plitudes. This changed the cross-section result by

2% .Note,however,thatthisprocedureneglectsa possiblechangein thephasebetween

thetwointerfering am plitudeswith respecttothatpredicted in theStandard M odel,and

theprocedureadopted thereforeestim atesthem axim um possiblee�ectthattheunknown

phase could have. A system atic uncertainty of�2% wasthusascribed from thissource

fore+ e� q�q events.

Thesystem aticerrorcom ing from theuncertainty in thelum inosity m easurem entwas

evaluated to be�0:6% both fore+ e� q�q and for�+ �� q�q.

The totalestim ated system atic errorson the m easured Z� cross-sectionswere �5%

for�+ �� q�q and �6% fore+ e� q�q.

5 Study ofthe q�q��� �nalstate

The q�q��� channelis observed in a �nalstate topology ofhadronic m atterand sub-

stantialm issing energy. Abouthalfofthe Z� cross-section in thischannelcom esfrom

theregion ofq�q m assesbelow 6 GeV/c2.Thus,�nalstatesoften have thecharacteristic

signatureof\m onojets",with thelow invariant-m asshadronicsystem ,which istheevent

visible m ass,arising from the � hadronisation and recoiling againsta highly energetic

��� pairwhich escapesdetection.

Threeanalyseswereperform ed and com bined.The�rstanalysiswasintended toprobe

the low m assregion ofthehadronic system ,so asto be e�cientin the region ofvirtual

photon m ass,M �,below 6 GeV/c2,where m ostofthe cross-section is expected. Itis

denoted asthe \low m assanalysis" in the following. The second analysisexploited the

largeenergy im balanceofq�q��� events,and retained som ee�ciency in thevery low m ass

region ofthe hadronic system . Itisdenoted asthe \energy asym m etry analysis" in the

following. The third analysiswasintended to have good overalle�ciency forhigh M �

attheexpenseofhaving very sm alle�ciency in thelow M � region.Itisdenoted asthe

\high m assanalysis" in thefollowing.

A com m on event preselection was de�ned for the three analyses,aim ed m ainly at

reducing thebackgroundsfrom two-photon and Bhabha events.Theenergy m easured in

the electrom agnetic calorim eters wasrequired to be lessthan 60 GeV in totaland less

than 10 GeV atpolaranglesbelow 15� and above165�.Eventswith identi�ed electrons

atpolaranglesbelow 15� and above 165� were excluded;thevisible energy ofthe event

wasrequired to exceed 15% ofthecentre-of-m assenergy;thepolarangleofthedirection

oftheeventm issing m om entum wasrequired to bein therange15� < �m iss < 165�;and

atleasttwo charged particleswith m om entum greaterthan 200 M eV/cwererequired.

2In both cases determ inations were lim ited in accuracy by the statistics ofthe available sam ples,and should be inter-

preted asupper bounds.
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An extensive useofveto counterswasim plem ented in allthreeanalyses:eventswith

hitsin thephoton veto countersfarfrom energy depositsin calorim etersorreconstructed

tracks were rejected. The details ofthe algorithm s adopted are given in the following

sections.

In orderto increasetheavailablestatistics,no explicitlowercuton thereconstructed

m assofthehadronicsystem wasapplied.

Thenum ericalvaluesofthe cutsapplied to kinem atic variablesin thethree analyses

werechosen using an optim isation proceduredescribed in section 5.4 below.

5.1 Low m ass analysis

Events with a visible m ass M vis < 6 GeV/c2 and with visible energy E vis larger

than 20% ofthe centre-of-m assenergy were selected. In addition,in orderto lim itthe

background from leptonic decays ofW s (W ! e=� �; W ! ��; � ! e=� �),it was

required thatno identi�ed m uon be present,while atm ostone electron wasallowed in

theeventand itsenergy wasrequired to belessthan 30 GeV.Furtherm ore,eventswith

thepolarangleofthedirection ofthem issing m om entum in therange38� to 42� (which

is insu�ciently covered by calorim eters,see section 3) were rejected. The event was

then split into two hem ispheres by the plane perpendicular to the thrust axis: events

wererejected iftherewerehitsin thephoton veto countersin thehem ispherecontaining

the direction ofthe m issing m om entum ,while events with hits in the veto counters in

the opposite hem isphere were accepted only iftheirangularseparation from the closest

charged-particletrack orcalorim etricenergy depositwaslessthan 20�.

W hen used alone,thisanalysisselected 10 eventsin data and 6.7 in thesim ulation,of

which 4.3 weresignaland 2.4 werebackground.

5.2 Energy asym m etry analysis

In thisanalysiseventswererequired to show a m arked im balancein thespatialdistri-

bution ofthedetected reaction products.Only eventswith totalvisibleenergy exceeding

20% ofthecentre-of-m assenergy wereaccepted.Then two hem isphereswerede�ned by

a plane perpendicular to the direction ofthe thrust axis,and the totalenergy in each

hem ispherewasestim ated from thecurvatureofcharged-particletracksand from calori-

m etric m easurem ents. It was required that the energy in one ofthe two hem ispheres

accountforatleast99% ofthetotalenergy in theevent.Thiswasthem ain topological

selection oftheanalysisand provided an im plicituppercut-o� on thetotalvisible m ass

ofevents.

Signals from photon veto counters were used to discard events with possible loss of

energeticphotonsintheinsensitiveregionsoftheelectrom agneticcalorim etrybyadopting

thesam ealgorithm asin thelow m assanalysis(seesection 5.1).In ordertolim itfurther

thebackground from processeswhich havem ostofthecross-section in theforward region

(m ainly Bhabha and two-photon events),the cuton the polarangle ofthe direction of

them issing m om entum wastightened and required to liein therange25� < � < 155�.

Atthislevel,the background wascom pletely dom inated by the W W and W e� pro-

cesses. In order to reject leptonic decays of W s, events with identi�ed m uons were

discarded,whileeventswith atm ostoneelectron werekeptiftheenergy oftheelectron

did notexceed 25 GeV and the electron wasnotisolated,i.e. itsangle with respectto

theclosestcharged-particletrack wasnotlargerthan 10�.
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Additionalselectionswereim plem ented in ordertosuppressfurthertheW W and W e�

backgrounds.Partofthisbackground arisesfrom hadronicdecaysofoneW ,accom panied

by undetected leptonscom ing from the decay ofthe otherW orlostin the beam pipe

(especially in the case ofW e�). Such events usually show larger visible m ass than is

expected from signalevents,dueto thesizeablem assoftheW boson.A selection on the

eventvisible m asswasthusim posed,requiring M vis < 45 GeV/c2. Anotherim portant

fraction oftherem aining background com esfrom W W eventswith both W sdecaying to

�s,W ! ���,with the visible decay productsboosted into the sam e hem isphere. The

signatureoftheseeventsisthata few particlescarry m ostofthevisibleenergy and have

visible m ass above a few GeV/c2. Two m ore selections were im posed to reject such a

source ofbackground. Events with visible m ass above 5 GeV/c2 and with m ore than

90% ofthevisibleenergy carried by thetwom ostenergeticparticleswerediscarded.The

rem ainingeventswereforced intotwo jetswith theLUCLUS algorithm [20].Eventswith

totalparticle m ultiplicity below 11 and an angle between the two jets above 30� were

rejected.

W hen used alone,thisanalysisselected 25eventsin dataand 29.5in thesim ulation,of

which 17.3weresignaland 12.2werebackground.Halfofthebackground wascontributed

by theW W and W e� processes.

5.3 H igh m ass analysis

In this analysis a cut on the m ultiplicity ofcharged-particle tracks was applied,re-

quiring itto be largerthan 4. Thisim plied thatthe e�ciency ofthe analysisdropped

essentially to zero forq�q m assesbelow 2 GeV/c2. The m ain topologicalselectionswere

applied atjetlevel.Jetswerereconstructed using theLUCLUS algorithm and theevents

were forced into a two-jetcon�guration. An uppercuton the opening angle ofthe two

jetswassetat78�.Theparam eterd
join

2 wasde�ned to bethevalueforwhich theevent

passes from a two-jet to a single jetcon�guration: only events with d
join

2 < 30 GeV/c

were retained. The acoplanarity (de�ned as the com plem ent ofthe angle between the

jetsprojected on the plane perpendicularto the beam s)wasrequired to be largerthan

90�. Then the eventwassplitinto two hem ispheresabouta plane perpendicularto the

thrust axis and the energy asym m etry,evaluated as in section 5.2,was required to be

largerthan 95% .Eventswith m issing m asslessthan 80 GeV/c2 wererejected.

A further selection was im posed on the energy ofthe visible system ,E vis,rejecting

eventswith E vis > 80GeV.In theabsenceofinitial-and �nal-stateradiation,theenergy

and them assoftheq�q system in theZ� processarerelated in thefollowing way:

E q�q =
s� M 2

Z + M 2
q�q

2
p
s

:

The quantity E kin =
s�M 2

Z
+ M 2

vis

2
p
s

wasde�ned,using the visible m assofthe event. Itwas

then required thatthe di�erence between E kin and the visible energy ofthe event E vis

did notexceed 45 GeV.Thiscut,and the cuton E vis described above,were e�ective in

suppressing theW W and q�q()backgrounds.

Events with hits in the photon veto counters were accepted ifthe angular distance

between these hitsand the direction ofthe closestjetwaslessthan 30�;otherwise they

wererejected.

W hen used alone,thisanalysisselected 21 eventsin data and 20.7 in thesim ulation,

ofwhich 13.4 were signaland 7.3 were background. M ost ofthe background isdue to

W W and W e� events.
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5.4 R esults

The three analyses were com bined on an event-by-event basis, by selecting events

which passed any ofthe three selections. Num ericalvalues ofthe cuts were optim ised

in a two-stage procedure. First,for each analysis separately,allthe cuts relevant to

thatanalysiswere varied such thatthe productofe�ciency and purity ofthe selected

sam ple was m axim ised. Then the m ost im portant cuts in each analysis were allowed

to vary sim ultaneously,keeping the othercutsatthe valuesobtained in the �rststage,

and the productofthe e�ciency and purity ofthe sam ple selected by any ofthe three

analyses was m axim ised. (The values listed in sections 5.1,5.2 and 5.3 are the result

ofthis last optim isation procedure). In total,42 events were found in data and 41.3

in the sim ulation (with a totaloverlap between the three selections ofabout 30% );of

the sim ulated sam ple, 23.4 events were signaland 17.9 were background. The m ost

abundantsourceofbackground waspredicted tocom efrom W e� events,which accounted

for7.9 events,m ainly in thechannelq�qe� and partially in ��e�.On-shellW W processes

contributed about4eventstothebackground,with 2.9ofthem containingatleastoneW

decaying to ��.Therem aining m ain sourcesofbackground wereq�q(about2 events),��

(about2 events)and otherfour-ferm ion neutralcurrentprocesses(1.1 events). Table 4

shows the num bers ofsignaland background events predicted by the Standard M odel

and the observed num bers ofevents in the q�q��� channelat the various centre-of-m ass

energies.

E (GeV) Data TotalM C SignalBackground

182.7 3 3.5 2.3 1.2

188.6 9 10.1 6.0 4.1

191.6 1 1.3 0.9 0.4

195.5 7 4.4 2.9 1.5

199.5 6 5.2 2.9 2.3

201.6 2 2.5 1.3 1.2

205.0 9 4.9 2.6 2.3

206.5 5 9.4 4.5 4.9

Total 42 41.3 23.4 17.9

Table4:Observed num bersofeventsin theq�q��� channelateach energy com pared with

theStandard M odelpredictionsforsignaland background.

Thedi�erentiale�cienciesofthethree analysesasa function ofthe generated m ass,

M (q�q),estim ated from thesim ulation,areshown in �gure7,togetherwith thee�ciency

forthecom bined selection.Theoverallselection e�ciency,averaged overallm asses,was

estim ated to be38.8% .The distribution ofthe reconstructed visible m ass,M vis,forthe

42 data eventsisshown in �gure8,which also showsthedistributionsforthesim ulated

signaland background events. Good agreem ent is observed with the Standard M odel

expectations.

ThevalueoftheZ� cross-section ateach energy pointwasextracted using a count-

ing technique and the values were then com bined to get a globalresult. Allnon-Z�

contributions,backgroundsand interferenceterm swere�xed to theStandard M odelex-

pectations.The resultwasused to derive a com bined value fortheZ� cross-section in

theM atrix Elem entsignalde�nition,asdescribed in section 8.
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Figure 7: Selection e�ciency ofthe q�q��� analyses,averaged over allenergy points,as

a function ofthe generated M (q�q)m ass. The e�ciency is shown foreach ofthe three

analyses(seetext)separately,and forthecom bined analysis.

5.5 System atic errors

Varioussourcesofsystem atic errorwereconsidered.

Thepredicted background cross-sectionswerevaried accordingtothefollowingvalues:

W W :�2% ,q�q :�5% ,W e� :�5% ,�� :�5% ,four-ferm ion neutralcurrentprocesses:

�5% .Thecom bined e�ecton thecross-section m easurem entwasestim ated toam ountto

�2% ,with them ain contribution com ing from theuncertainty on theW e� cross-section.

Uncertainties on the signale�ciency com ing from the M onte Carlo generator were

studied by com paring di�erent generator m odels. In particular,a sam ple ofq�q��� was

generated with theEXCALIBUR [21]four-ferm ion generatorform assesofthehadronic

system M (q�q)> 10 GeV/c2. Forgenerated m assesbelow 10 GeV/c2 the hadronisation

m odelin EXCALIBUR is not as reliable as that in W PHACT and system atic e�ects

from thatregion wereevaluated separately (seebelow).Thefullanalysiswasapplied to

theEXCALIBUR sam pleand a di�erenceof3% in thesignale�ciency wasobtained.A

system atic uncertainty of�3% wasthusconservatively ascribed to thissource.

System aticuncertaintiesduetothedescription ofthehadronisation m echanism in the

q�q system were taken into account. It was assum ed that these e�ects can be relevant
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Figure 8: Distribution ofthe visible invariantm assofthe hadronic system in the q�q���

selection, com pared with the Standard M odelpredictions for signaland background.

Thepointsarethedata,sum m ed overallenergy points,thelight(lightblue)histogram

showsthepredicted signalcontribution,and thedark(red)histogram showsthepredicted

background.

form assesM (q�q)< 10 GeV/c2 (seeabove),a�ecting theanalysism ainly through corre-

sponding uncertaintiesin charged-particle m ultiplicity distributions. These e�ectswere

notexpected tobelargebecausetwoofthethreeanalyses(thelow m assanalysisand the

energy asym m etry analysis)adopted a very low cuton thecharged-particlem ultiplicity.

The study ofthese e�ectswassplitinto two parts,corresponding to the resonance and

the continuum contributions respectively (see section 3). In the sim ulated sam ple the

dom inantresonanceswereidenti�ed,theircorrespondingdetection e�cienciescom puted,

and theircontributionsvaried by am ountsderived from theuncertaintiesin theirknown

m easured cross-sections:1% for� and � production,10% forresonancesdecaying to�nal

stateswith 3 or4 charged particles,and 30% forresonancesdecaying to stateswith 5 or

6 charged particles.Thee�ecton theestim ated cross-section wasfound to benegligible;

this is not surprising as � production,for which the cross-section is accurately deter-

m ined,accountsforabout80% ofthe cross-section below 2 GeV/c2. Asa second step,

the contribution ofthe resonanceswassubtracted from the hadronic m assdistribution,
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the charged-particle m ultiplicity distribution ofthe rem aining sam ple studied and the

analysise�ciency evaluated asa function ofthenum berofcharged particles.Thee�ect

ofa possible errorin the determ ination ofthe charged-particle m ultiplicity distribution

was then estim ated by stretching the observed distribution by +20% ,rebinning,and

applying thee�ciency curveto thenew distribution.Theprocedurewasrepeated,com -

pressingthedistribution by 20% .Therangeofcross-sectionsobtained from thestretched

and com pressed distributionswastaken asan estim ateofthesystem aticerror.Thee�ect

on theZ� cross-section am ounted to �4% .

Anothersourceofsystem aticuncertainty considered wasthereliability ofthesim ula-

tion in correctly estim ating the am ountofbackground.Asexplained in section 5.4,the

m ain backgroundsareW W events,with oneorboth W sdecaying to�,and W e� events,

with the on-shellW decaying hadronically or to ��. These events share the com m on

featureofhaving thedecay productsofoneW detected on oneside,and m issing energy

on theotherside.Them issingenergyisduetothelow angleelectron,typically lostin the

beam pipein theW e� case,ortoan undetected decay lepton orcharged-particletrack in

the W W case. Furtherm ore,in both topologies,additionalm issing energy iscarried by

theescaping neutrino.In orderto evaluatethereliability ofthesim ulation in estim ating

the e�ciency to detectbackgroundsin such a topology,events with featuressim ilarto

those ofthe background in the q�q��� analysis were studied. In particular,W W events

with oneW decaying to a detected lepton (electron orm uon)orto an isolated charged-

particletrack,which wasthen arti�cially rem oved from theevent,can m im icm ostofthe

W W and W e� background,with the second W playing the role ofthe hadronic signal.

Thereforeeventswith an isolated electron,m uon orothercharged-particletrack werese-

lected.Identi�ed leptonsorothercharged-particle trackswere initially required to have

m om entum largerthan 10GeV/cand an anglewith respecttotheclosestcharged-particle

track larger than 10�. The selected candidate track was then excluded from the event

and the selectionsin sections5.1,5.2 and 5.3 applied to the rem aining system . Atthe

end oftheprocedure,142 eventswith an isolated m uon werefound in data and 135.7 in

thesim ulation,110 eventswith an isolated electron werefound in data and 115.1 in the

sim ulation,and 79eventswith asingleisolated charged-particletrack werefound in data

and 72.4 in thesim ulation.Thedistribution oftheisolation angleoftheselected lepton

or single track after allthe cuts is shown in �gure 9. Good agreem ent between data

and sim ulation is observed. The dom inant contributions to the events selected in this

way com efrom sem ileptonicW W production,�� eventsand,to a lesserextent,Bhabha

events,and can thusbe used to em ulate the background to the q�q��� signal: when the

isolated lepton orothercharged-particletrack isexcluded from thesam ple,therem aining

system isstrongly asym m etricin theangulardistribution ofthevisiblem om entum ,and

ofthe sam e topology asthe background expected in the q�q��� sam ple. (The estim ated

contribution from theq�q��� signalto thissam pleistotally negligible).

Theagreem entbetween dataand sim ulation in �gure9wassubjected tom oredetailed

checks,forexam ple by selecting the region ofthe distribution in the isolation angle of

thesingle charged-particle track which enrichesthesam ple in W W events:two-ferm ion

events preferentially populate the region oflarge isolation angle,being alm ost back to

back,and theircontribution can begreatly reduced with acutataround 130�.Sim ilarly,

other checks were m ade for di�erent visible-m ass and track-m ultiplicity regions;in all

the casesthe agreem entbetween data and sim ulation wasgood within the errors. The

statisticalerrorin the totalof331 events selected by thisprocedure wasthustaken as

an estim ate ofthe system atic uncertainty due to the background evaluation from the

sim ulation;thisgavea contribution of�3% on theq�q��� cross-section m easurem ent.
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Figure 9:Isolation angle ofselected electrons,m uonsand single charged-particle tracks

in thesam pleselected to m im icthebackground to theselected q�q��� sam ple.Thepoints

arethedata,sum m ed overallenergy points,thelight(green)histogram isthepredicted

W W contribution,and thedark (red)histogram istherestofthebackground.

System atic uncertainties from the trigger e�ciency were investigated and found to

benegligible:thetriggering e�ciency fora singlecharged-particletrack with transverse

m om entum pT > 3 GeV/c is already very welldeterm ined [22],while in the present

analysesa charged-particle track m ultiplicity ofatleast2 wasrequired,with transverse

m om enta ofselected eventsin generalwellin excessof3 GeV/c.

The system atic uncertainty com ing from the lum inosity m easurem entwasestim ated

to givean errorof�0:6% on thecross-section m easurem ent.

Thestatisticalerrorfrom thelim ited sim ulated sam plegavean uncertainty of�5% .

Finally,the stability ofthe resultasa function ofthe applied experim entalcutswas

checked by varying the selectionsofthe three analyses,�rstseparately and then atthe

sam etim e.Theproceduresetup to m axim isetheproductofthee�ciency and purity of

thesim ulated sam ple(seesection 5.4)wasused tovaryalltherelevantcutsofsections5.1,

5.2and 5.3within reasonablevalues;selectionswereaccepted ifthepredicted valueforthe

selected sam pledi�ered by lessthan thestatisticalerroroftheoptim um valueobtained

from thesim ulated sam pleused in theanalysis.Foreach such selection,thebackground
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leveland num berofeventsin data wereestim ated and a valuefortheq�q��� cross-section

wasm easured. The rootm ean square ofthedistribution ofthe cross-sectionsevaluated

in this way was estim ated to am ount to 3% . As this num ber is com patible with the

statisticaluctuationsintrinsicto thisprocedure,no system atic errorwasadded.

Thetotalestim ated system aticerroron theZ� q�q��� cross-section m easurem entwas

thusestim ated to be�8% .

6 Study ofthe l+l�l
0+l

0� �nalstate

TheFeynm an diagram sof�gure1giverisetosixpossible�nalstateswith fourcharged

leptons: �+ �� �+ �� , e+ e� e+ e� , �+ �� �+ �� , e+ e� �+ �� , e+ e� �+ �� and �+ �� �+ �� .

These �nalstates have a rather clean experim entalsignature, but do not contribute

signi�cantly to thetotalfour-ferm ion production cross-section dueto thelow branching

fraction ofZ=� ! l+ l� .

The selection ofevents in the l+ l� l
0+ l

0� �nalstate wasrestricted to topologieswith

fourwellreconstructed charged particleswith m om enta largerthan 2 GeV/c(henceforth

called lepton candidates). Events with two additionalwell-m easured charged particles

with opposite chargeswere allowed,provided thatthe pairwascom patible with a pho-

ton conversion,or that the m om entum ofboth particles was less than 2 GeV/c. Five

additionalcharged particleswereallowed in theeventiftheirtracksdid notpointto the

vertex;such trackswerenotconsidered inthefollowingstepsoftheanalysis.Theprevious

selectionsim plied thatfore+ e� �+ �� ,�+ �� �+ �� and �+ �� �+ �� eventsonly one-prong �

decays were considered. The sum ofthe chargesofthe lepton candidateshad to equal

zero and theanglebetween thedirectionsofany two ofthem had to belargerthan 5�.

The four lepton candidates were required to ful�lthe following additionalselection

criteria:them om enta ofatleastthreeofthem had toexceed 6GeV/c,theirtotalenergy

had to begreaterthan 0.25
p
s(to rejectbackground from two-photon interactions),and

thelength ofatleastthreeofthecandidates’trackswasrequired tobegreaterthan 50cm .

Beam -gasand �+ ��  eventswere rejected by requiring thatthe fourlepton candidates

were notallin thesam ehem isphere with respectto thebeam direction.Fordata taken

during 2000,in theperiod when onesectoroftheTPC wasnotworking,a slightly m ore

relaxed criterion fortrack selection wasapplied ifthetrack traversed thatsector.

Selected events in the data were com pared with sim ulated signaland background

sam plesgenerated attheeightcentre-of-m assenergies.Theexpected num bersofevents

forsignaland background,togetherwith thenum bersofeventsfound in data,areshown

in table 5 both forthe fullsam ple ofl+ l� l
0+ l

0� events,selected asdescribed above,and

for the Z� sam ple de�ned in section 6.2. The overalll+ l� l
0+ l

0� selection e�ciency is

�15% ,increasing slightly with
p
s for the fullsam ple,while for the Z� selection it

ranges between 22% and 30% . The m ost im portantcontribution to the non-l+ l� l
0+ l

0�

background com es from e+ e� ! e+ e� q�q events with low q�q m ass. The second m ost

im portant contribution is due to the e+ e� ! �+ �� () process. Good agreem ent was

found between the data and the predictions ofthe sim ulation after each selection was

applied sequentially. For the Z� sam ple, the m ain background is due to l+ l� l
0+ l

0�

contributionsfrom non-Z� processes.
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E (GeV) l+ l� l
0+ l

0� fullsam ple l+ l� l
0+ l

0� Z� sam ple

Data TotalM C SignalBackground Data TotalM C SignalBackground

182.7 3 3.9 3.4 0.4 1 1.5 0.5 1.0

188.6 14 12.4 10.0 2.4 2 4.8 1.6 3.2

191.6 1 1.8 1.6 0.2 1 0.6 0.2 0.4

195.5 5 5.3 4.6 0.7 2 1.9 0.6 1.3

199.5 8 6.0 5.1 0.8 2 2.0 0.7 1.3

201.6 3 2.7 2.4 0.4 2 0.9 0.3 0.6

205.0 7 5.3 4.8 0.5 4 1.8 0.7 1.2

206.5 7 9.6 8.2 1.4 3 3.1 0.9 2.1

Total 48 47.0 40.1 6.8 17 16.6 5.5 11.1

Table5:Observed num bersofeventsin thel+ l� l
0+ l

0� channelforthefullsam pleand for

theZ� sam pleateach energy,com pared with theStandard M odelpredictionsforsignal

and background.In thecaseoftheZ� sam ple,thebackground contributionsarede�ned

to includethenon-Z� l+ l� l
0+ l

0� contribution and thenon-l+ l� l
0+ l

0� contribution.

6.1 Particle identi�cation and �nalstate classi�cation

Events selected in the l+ l� l
0+ l

0� �nalstate were classi�ed into one ofthe six �nal

statesaccording to the num berofidenti�ed m uons,electronsand pions. A constrained

�tprocedurewasalso used to com pletetheidenti�cation.

M uon identi�cation was perform ed by com bining the standard DELPHI identi�ca-

tion package [7]in the m uon cham berswith the energy deposition pro�le in the hadron

calorim eterand theenergy deposited in theelectrom agneticcalorim eter.

Electron identi�cation required that there be no signalin the m uon cham bers and

no energy deposited in the hadron calorim eter after the �rst layer. The energy in the

electrom agneticcalorim eterin a 2� conesurrounding thecandidateparticlewasrequired

to be larger than 1 GeV.For electrons satisfying these criteria,the m om entum ofthe

charged particlewasreplaced by theenergy deposited in theelectrom agneticcalorim eter.

Pions were identi�ed as tracks leaving an energy deposit in the electrom agnetic

calorim etercom patible with a m inim um ionizing signal,no hitsin the m uon cham bers

and energy deposited in thelayersofthehadron calorim etercom patiblewith thepro�le

ofa hadron shower.

Theassignm entofthe�nalstateproceeded asfollows:

� Ifnoe+ e� or�+ �� pairwasidenti�ed,thefourparticleswereconsidered as� decays

and the�nalstateto be�+ �� �+ �� ;

� Iftwo pairswere identi�ed ase+ e� ,�+ �� or�+ �� ,the �nalstate wasconsidered

to befully identi�ed;

� Ifone e+ e� or �+ �� pair was identi�ed and the second pair had two identi�ed

particles,di�erentfrom one another,the eventwasconsidered to be e+ e� �+ �� or

�+ �� �+ �� ,respectively. The second pairwasalso designated as�+ �� ifonly one

particle wasidenti�ed and wasdi�erent from the identi�ed pair,orifneither was

identi�ed;

� Iftheeventhad 3identi�ed electronsorm uonsand oneunidenti�ed particle,twohy-

potheseswereconsidered:thatthe4particleswereidenticalorthattheunidenti�ed

particlewasoneofa �+ �� pair.
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A constrained kinem atic�twasthen perform ed on theselected events,im posing four-

m om entum conservation.Thisim pliesa four-constraint�tin thecasewhereboth lepton

pairsareeitherelectronsorm uons,and a two-orzero-constraint�tin the caseswhere,

respectively, one or two tau pairs are assum ed present, as the m agnitude ofthe tau

m om entum wastaken to beunknown.W herem orethan onekinem atichypothesiscould

be applied to the sam e event,the decision procedure and the �nalidenti�cation were

based on the probability ofthe �2 ofthe �tand the relative errorsofthe �tted m asses.

In the case offouridenticalparticles,the com bination forwhich a pair ofleptons had

reconstructed m ass within 15 GeV/c2 of the nom inalZ m ass was chosen or, if this

condition was not ful�lled, the com bination with the largest �tted invariant m ass of

a pairofleptonswasselected. Ifno acceptable hypothesis wasfound,further�tswere

tried wherekinem atically possible,assum ing,in addition tothefourleptons,thepresence

ofan unobserved ISR photon in thebeam pipe;again thebestresulting �twasselected.

Figure 10 showsthe distributionsofthe largerand sm allerm asspairsforthe fulldata

sam ple,calculated foreach eventfrom the resultsofthe chosen �t,and com paresthem

with thepredictionsoftheStandard M odel.

The e�ciencies for assigning the correct �nalstates to the selected events were es-

tim ated from the sim ulation. The results are sum m arised in table 6,which shows the

expected num bersofeventsfrom thefulll+ l� l
0+ l

0� sam plewhich wereidenti�ed in each

ofthepossible�nalstates,aswellasthee�ciency and purity.

Identi�ed G enerated �nalstate D ata Purity

�nalstate e+ e� e+ e� e+ e� �+ �� e+ e� �+ �� �+ �� �+ �� �+ �� �+ �� �+ �� �+ �� Total Bck (% )

e+ e� e+ e� 6.4 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 1.4 7 80

e+ e� �+ �� 0.0 13.8 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 14.2 0.4 14 95

e+ e� �+ �� 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 2.4 0.1 2 92

�+ �� �+ �� 0.0 4.0 0.0 0.4 1.6 0.0 6.0 0.4 7 25

�+ �� �+ �� 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.2 0.2 1.9 1.5 2 6

E�ciency (% ) 10 11 11 13 12 9

Table6:Uppersix rows:Expected num bersofsignaland background eventsand purity

for each identi�ed �nalstate for the fulll+ l� l
0+ l

0� event sam ple,estim ated from the

sim ulation. The num berofeventsfound in the experim entaldata isalso given foreach

�nalstate. Bottom row: Estim ated e�ciency forselection and correct classi�cation of

each l+ l� l
0+ l

0� statewith respectto thetotall+ l� l
0+ l

0� contentofthesam ple.

In 2% ofthecasestheeventscould notbeclassi�ed in any ofthesix �nalstates,asthere

wasnocom pletea prioriidenti�cation ofalltheparticlesin theeventand theconstrained

�tfailed.Dueto lack ofidenti�cation ofelectronsorm uons,m ainly in regionswith poor

coverage by the electrom agnetic calorim etry or m uon cham bers,or from ine�ciencies

in the particle identi�cation algorithm s,a substantialfraction ofl+ l� l
0+ l

0� events was

m isidenti�ed ashavingapairoftaus.The48eventsselected in thedatawereclassi�ed as

follows:7 in thee+ e� e+ e� channel,14 ase+ e� �+ �� ,16 ase+ e� �+ �� ,2 as�+ �� �+ �� ,

7 as�+ �� �+ �� and 2 as�+ �� �+ �� .

6.2 Z� production in l+l�l
0+l

0�: R esults

ThevalueoftheZ� cross-section ateach energypointwasextractedusingaprocedure

which followed closely thatadopted forthel+ l� q�qchannelsin section 4.1.Bidim ensional

m assdistributionswereconstructed in theplaneofthem assesofthepairswith thelarger
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Figure10:Four-lepton channel:Fitted m assesoftwo selected lepton pairs:biggerm ass

(top plot),sm allerm ass(bottom plot),com pared with Standard M odelpredictions.The

points are the data,sum m ed over allenergy points,and the histogram s represent the

predicted contributionstotheselected eventsam ple.In thelegend,\background" m eans

thecontribution from non-l+ l� l
0+ l

0� �nalstates.
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and sm allerm assin the event. The distributionswere binned using the sam e de�nition

as the �rst �ve bins in �gure 4 for the e+ e� q�q case. Ofthe 15.1 events predicted as

theZ� plusthenon-Z� l+ l� l
0+ l

0� contributionsto thetotalsignal,3.2 werepredicted

in the e+ e� e+ e� channel,4.5 in e+ e� �+ �� ,3.0 in e+ e� �+ �� ,1.6 in �+ �� �+ �� ,2.2 in

�+ �� �+ �� and 0.6 in �+ �� �+ �� ,while,ofthe17selected data events,1,4,6,1,5 and 0

wereassigned to each ofthesechannels,respectively.

A one-param eter binned likelihood �t to the Z� l+ l� l
0+ l

0� contribution was per-

form ed,�xing thenon-Z� contribution and therem aining backgroundsand interference

term s to the Standard M odelexpectations. These results,shown in the right side of

table 5,were used to derive the com bined valuesofthe Z� cross-section in the M atrix

Elem entsignalde�nition,asdescribed in section 8.

6.3 Z� production in l+l�l
0+l

0�: System atic errors

Severalsourcesofsystem aticuncertaintieswereinvestigated.

The m ain contribution to the system atic errorin the track selection cam e from the

di�erence between data and sim ulation in the num berofreconstructed charged-particle

tracks. In orderto estim ate thisuncertainty,sam plesofdim uon eventswere generated

and the num bers ofevents with one,two or three reconstructed charged tracks com -

pared in data and sim ulation.From thecom parison,a conservative uncertainty of�5%

wasassigned asthe system atic errorfrom thissource. Fordim uon events with two re-

constructed charged-particle tracks,the di�erence between data and sim ulation in the

num berofeventswith totalchargeequalto zero wasfound to beoftheorderof+0.5% .

A contribution of1.5% wasadded due to di�erencesbetween data and sim ulation in

thechargem isidenti�cation ofelectronsin thelow polarangleregion.

System atic uncertainties originating from particle identi�cation were also taken into

account. Two pure sam plesofe+ e� and �+ �� �nalstateswere selected from the data

usingparticleidenti�cation criteriaindependentofthosedescribed in section 6.1and were

com pared with sim ulated sam plesofthesam e�nalstates.Then theidenti�cation criteria

forelectronsand m uonswereapplied toboth sam plesand thedi�erencein thee�ciencies

between data and sim ulation wastaken asa system atic error.Thisresulted in errorsof

�0:5% form uonsand �5% forelectrons.Thepoorerofthetwo estim ateswasalso used

fortausand adopted asa system aticuncertainty on thecross-section m easurem ent.

Possible errorsarising from theprocedureadopted in the�tsto thel+ l� m assdistri-

bution werestudied.Severalcheckswere perform ed,in close analogy to thosedescribed

in section 4.2.First,sim ulated sam plesofeventswith electronsin the�nalstate(which

receive large contributionsfrom t-channelprocesses) were splitinto two categories,de-

pending on whether or not the electrons were identi�ed in the event reconstruction.

The cross-sections ofthe two sam ples were m easured and then com bined. Secondly,a

one-param eter �t to the m ass distribution was perform ed,both on the whole selected

l+ l� l
0+ l

0� sam ple and on the two separated sam pleswith �nalstate electronsdescribed

above,allowing only theZ� com ponentto vary.From thespread oftheresultsofthese

additional�ts,a system atic errorof�7% wasestim ated.

The errorin the e�ciency forselecting signaleventsdue to the lim ited M onte Carlo

statistics was evaluated to be �0:6% . The lim ited statistics available for the di�erent

background processeswerealsotaken intoaccount,aswellasthetheoreticaluncertainties

in the cross-sections,resulting in contributionsof�0:06% and �1:1% ,respectively. Fi-

nally,acontribution tothesystem aticerrorof�0:6% wasestim ated from theuncertainty

in them easurem entofthelum inosity.
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Thetotalestim ated system aticerroron thel+ l� l
0+ l

0� Z� cross-section m easurem ent

wasthusestim ated to be�10% .

6.4 M easurem entofthe totalcross-section forl+l�l
0+l

0� produc-

tion

In thissection wereporta totalcross-section m easurem entforl+ l� l
0+ l

0� production,

in addition to the study ofZ� production in the four-lepton topology described in

section 6.2 above.

Asthecross-section doesnotvary too m uch within theenergy rangeofLEP2,allthe

data and the M onte Carlo sim ulationsforthe di�erentenergieswere grouped together.

Thetotalcross-section wasthen estim ated from a likelihood �tto thePoissonian proba-

bility forobserving the num berofeventsfound in the data,given the expected num ber

corresponding to a totalcross-section,�,for l+ l� l
0+ l

0� production,plus the estim ated

num berofbackground events(seetable5).

Thetotalcross-section forthel+ l� l
0+ l

0� processeswasfound to be

� = (0:430� 0:072� 0:023)pb

within the visible region,de�ned by jcos�lj� 0:98,ata lum inosity-averaged centre-of-

m assenergy of197.1GeV.The�rsterrorquoted isstatistical;thesecond istheestim ated

system aticerror,derived asdescribed in section 6.3 above,butwithoutincluding e�ects

involving particleidenti�cation.

This result is in good agreem ent with the predicted cross-sections from W PHACT,

which rangefrom 0.440 pb at
p
s= 182:7 GeV to 0.375 pb at

p
s= 206:5 GeV,giving a

lum inosity-weighted average cross-section of0.403 pb within the visible region at
p
s =

197:1 GeV.

7 Study ofthe q�qq�q �nalstate

Them easurem entoftheZ� contribution in theq�qq�q channelhasto dealwith back-

ground processes such asq�q()and W W which have cross-sections largerby orders of

m agnitudethan thesignal.Itisthusnotfeasibleto m easuretheZ� cross-section in all

the possible q�q m ass spectrum . Only a restricted region was thus considered here,for

low valuesofthereconstructed m assofoneq�qpair.Thesignatureoftheprocessstudied

in this analysis is the presence ofa highly energetic isolated low m ass jet from the �

hadronisation (preferentially directed in the forward region),recoiling againsta system

oftwo (orm ore)jetsfrom thehadronicZ decay.Thestudy ofthe� system waslim ited

to �nalstateswith only two charged particlesand an arbitrary num berofneutralparti-

cles;thischoice wasdriven by the expectation that,in the low m assregion,theprocess

� ! q�q isdom inated by the hadronisation chain � ! �0 ! �+ �� . Furtherm ore,an

explicit cut on the reconstructed m ass ofthe two selected charged-particle tracks was

used,asexplained below. The Z� signalde�nition waskeptthe sam e asin the other

channelsstudied (with no lim itson the � m ass);asa result,the two selection criteria

m entioned above(thoserequiringlow charged-particlem ultiplicity and low reconstructed

m ass)im ply alargeine�ciency in theanalysisofeventswith  � ! q�qfor� m assesabove

a few GeV/c2.

Theprincipalbackgroundsarisefrom production ofq�q(),W W and �nalstatesfrom

otherfour-ferm ion neutralcurrentprocessessuch asq�q�+ �� ,q�qe+ e� and q�q�+ �� .
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A pre-selection wasapplied to thedata in orderto selecthadroniceventscom patible

with theexpected topologies.The totalcharged-particle m ultiplicity wasrequired to be

largerthan20;theratio
p
s0=
p
shadtobelargerthan77% ,where

p
s0isthereconstructed

e�ective centre-of-m ass energy [23];events with neutralparticles with electrom agnetic

energy exceeding 50 GeV were excluded;the m issing energy ofthe event was required

to be less than 82% ofthe centre-of-m ass energy;and the num ber ofidenti�ed m uons

wasrequired to belessthan two (to lim itthebackground from q�q�+ �� events).Events

were then clustered according to the LUCLUS [20]algorithm with the param eterdjoin
setto 6.5 GeV/c,and itwasrequired thatthenum berofreconstructed jetsin theevent

be larger than two. One ofthe jets had to contain at least one charged particle with

m om entum exceeding 32 GeV/c and to have charged-particle m ultiplicity oftwo,while

an arbitrary num ber ofneutralparticles was accepted in the jet. The pair ofcharged

particleswasthen subjected to theselectionslisted below:

� Theim pactparam etersofthetwo charged particleswererequired to becom patible

with production attheprim ary eventvertex;

� Thetotalenergy ofthepairwasrequired to belargerthan 63 GeV;

� Thetwo charged particleshad to beofoppositecharge;

� Thetotalenergy deposited by thetwo particlesin theelectrom agneticcalorim eters

wasrequired to belessthan 40% ofthetotalenergy ofthepair;

� Identi�ed m uons and electrons (softidenti�cation criteria,see section 4)were not

allowed in thepair;

� The system recoiling against the jet containing the selected pair was forced into

a two-jet con�guration and the fullkinem atics of the three jets was com pletely

determ ined by theirspace directions. Then the two-jetsystem notcontaining the

selected pair was required to have a reconstructed m ass within 11 GeV/c2 ofthe

nom inalZ m ass;

� Theinvariantm assofthetwo charged particleshad to belessthan 2.1 GeV/c2.

Num ericalvaluesofthecutswereoptim ised by scanning thefullrangeoftherelevant

discrim inating variablesand calculating,foreach setofvalues,thecross-section and the

product ofthe e�ciency and purity ofthe selected sam ple. The set with the highest

value ofthe productofe�ciency,�,and purity,p,corresponding to � = 2:2% and p =

69:6% ,waschosen,yielding a ratio
signalp

background
= 3:3. The procedure selected 7 events

in data and 6.9 in the sim ulation,ofwhich 4.8 were signaland 2.1 were background.

The m ain backgroundscam e from W W (1.1 events),q�q()(0.4 events)and otherfour-

ferm ion neutralcurrent processes (0.4 events). Figure 11 com pares the distribution of

thereconstructed m assofthepairofselected charged-particle tracksbeforethelastcut

with Standard M odelpredictions. Table 7 shows the predicted num bers ofsignaland

background eventsand theobserved num bersofeventsin theq�qq�qchannelatthevarious

centre-of-m assenergies.

ThevalueoftheZ� cross-section ateach energy pointwasextracted usingacounting

technique and thevalueswere then com bined to determ ine a globalresult.Allnon-Z�

contributions, backgrounds and interference term s were �xed to the Standard M odel

expectations.Theresultswereused to derivea com bined valuefortheZ� cross-section

fortheM atrix Elem entsignalde�nition,asdescribed in section 8.

7.1 System atic errors

Varioussourcesofsystem atic errorwereconsidered.
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E (GeV) Data TotalM C SignalBackground

182.7 1 0.4 0.4 0.1

188.6 2 1.9 1.4 0.5

191.6 0 0.2 0.2 0.0

195.5 0 0.8 0.4 0.4

199.5 0 1.0 0.8 0.2

201.6 2 0.3 0.2 0.0

205.0 1 0.6 0.4 0.2

206.5 1 1.7 1.0 0.7

Total 7 6.9 4.8 2.1

Table7:Observed num bersofeventsin theq�qq�q channelateach energy com pared with

theStandard M odelpredictionsforsignaland background.

The predicted background contributions from W W ,q�q() and four-ferm ion neutral

currentproduction werevaried by changing thecross-sectionsfortheseprocessesaccord-

ing to thevaluesgiven in section 5.5:thecom bined e�ecton thecross-section m easure-

m entwasestim ated to am ountto �0:8% .

Thestatisticalerrorcorrespondingtothelim ited sim ulated sam plegavean uncertainty

of�8% .

Thereliability ofthesim ulation in reproducingtheam ountofbackground waschecked

by repeating theanalysis,selecting pairsofparticlesofthesam echarge.Thesam ecuts

asthosedescribed in section 7wereapplied,with theexclusion oftherequirem enton the

totalchargeofthepair.Noeventswereselected in data,while0.56werepredicted by the

sim ulation.The resultsareofcourse com patible,butto derive a num ericalestim ate for

a system aticerror,theprocedurewasm odi�ed so asto selecta largernum berofevents:

thecuton theinvariantm assofthepairofcharged-particletracks-m adeat2.1 GeV/c2

in the m ain analysis -was increased to 10 GeV/c2. Allthe other selections were left

unchanged.Thisgave 3 eventsin data and 4.5 in the sim ulation,ofwhich 3.6 were due

to W W production and 0.5 to q�q()backgrounds.

A sim ilarstudy wasperform ed to check thefour-ferm ion neutralcurrentbackground,

which gaveanegligiblecontribution in thepreviousprocedure.Theselectionsin section 7

were repeated on data and sim ulation,butreplacing the veto on identi�ed electronsor

m uonsin theselected pairofcharged tracksby therequirem entthatatleastoneofthe

twotrackswaspositively identi�ed asalepton (electron orm uon).In addition,thecuton

theinvariantm assofthepairwassoftened to10GeV/c2,asforthecheck described in the

previousparagraph.Thisresulted in 8eventsselected in thedataand 6.9predicted from

thesim ulation,ofwhich 5.7 weredueto thefour-ferm ion neutralcurrentbackground (in

particularl+ l� q�q events,with l� e;�;�)and 0.9 from theW W background.

Asthe two last procedures (requirem ent on the totalcharge ofthe pair and on the

presence ofleptonsin thepair)each showed good agreem entbetween data and thepre-

dictionsofthesim ulation,theresultsweresum m ed,and thelargerofthestatisticalerror

ofthedata and thedi�erencebetween data and sim ulation wasassum ed asa system atic

uncertainty.Thiswasestim ated to be�13% on thecross-section m easurem ent.

The uncertainty on the cross-section m easurem ent due to the m easurem ent ofthe

lum inosity wasevaluated to be�0:6% .

Finally,the stability ofthe resultasa function ofthe applied experim entalcutswas

checked by varying the num ericalvalues ofthe analysis selections. The procedure set
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Figure 11: The distribution ofthe reconstructed invariant m ass ofthe selected pairof

charged-particle tracksin the q�qq�q analysis,com pared with the predictionsofthe Stan-

dard M odel. The pointsare the data,sum m ed overallenergy pointsand shown before

the�nalselection ofM pair < 2:1 GeV/c2;thelight(blue)histogram showsthepredicted

Z� contribution,and thedark (red)histogram showsthepredicted background.

up to m axim ise the product ofthe e�ciency and purity ofthe sim ulated sam ple (see

section 7)wasused to vary alltherelevantcutswithin reasonablelim its;selectionswere

accepted ifthe predicted productofthe e�ciency and purity ofthe sam ple di�ered by

lessthan thestatisticalerrorofthesim ulated sam plefrom theoptim um valueused in the

analysis. Foreach new selection,the signale�ciency,background leveland num ber of

eventsin data wereestim ated,and a valueforthecross-section wasm easured.Theroot

m ean square ofthe distribution ofthe cross-sectionsthusobtained wasevaluated to be

15% ofthe centralvalue. Asthisnum beriscom patible with the statisticaluctuations

intrinsicto thisprocedure,no system aticerrorwasadded.

Thetotalestim ated system aticerroron theq�qq�q Z� cross-section m easurem entwas

thusestim ated to be�15% .
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8 R esults

The m easurem ents described in the previoussections allshow good agreem ent with

the expectations ofthe Standard M odel. In this section,we use these m easurem ents

to give results for the ratio,R Z �,ofthe m easured to the expected Z� cross-section,

foreach ofthe �nalstatesconsidered,fortheircom bination ateach ofthe LEP energy

pointsatwhich data were taken,and fortheoverallaverage.Allthese resultsaregiven

in term s ofthe M atrix Elem ent signalde�nition (see section 2). Results for the LEP

signalde�nition aregiven in section 9.

Individualcross-sectionswereextracted by m axim ising probability functionswith re-

specttothevalueoftheZ� cross-section:Poissonian probabilities,based on thenum ber

ofeventsselected in dataand predicted in thesim ulation,wereused fortheq�q��� and q�qq�q

channels;probability functionsderived from �ttingprocedureswereused forthe�+ �� q�q,

e+ e� q�qand l+ l� l
0+ l

0� channels.Foreach centre-of-m assenergy,resultswereexpressed in

term softheratioR Z � ofm easured toexpected cross-sections,thusautom atically taking

into account the (sm ooth) dependence with energy predicted by the Standard M odel.

Theresultsobtained forthedi�erentenergieswere�rstcom bined foreach channelsepa-

rately,and then into a singlevalue.Globallikelihoodswereconstructed to perform such

com binations. The centralvalue wasde�ned asthe pointofm inim um � logL distribu-

tion and the statisticalerror as the intervalaround the centralvalue which contained

68.27% ofthe probability. The resultsobtained forthe di�erentchannelsare shown in

table8 and in �gure12.Thetablealso showstheaveragecross-section predicted by the

Standard M odelforeach ofthe�nalstatesconsidered atthelum inosity-weighted average

centre-of-m assenergy of197.1 GeV.

Table9 com parestheresultsatthevariousenergy points,averaged overthedi�erent

channels,with the Standard M odelpredictions,and this com parison is also shown in

�gure13.

The system atic uncertaintiesforeach channelwere studied by introducing appropri-

ately m odi�ed assum ptions forbackgrounds and e�ciencies (asdescribed in the corre-

sponding sections) and were considered as fully correlated between the energies. The

e�ectofsystem aticuncertaintiesin thecom bination ofdi�erentchannelswastaken into

accountconsidering the uncertainties due to the lum inosity m easurem entand to varia-

tionsin thepredicted background cross-sectionsascorrelated between thechannels,and

allothere�ectsasuncorrelated.

The�nalresultis

R Z � = 1:04 + 0:13
�0:12 (stat) � 0:04(syst)

forjcos�f� j< 0:98,asshown in tables8 and 9 and in �gure 12. Thisresultisin good

agreem entwith theStandard M odelexpectation.

9 A nalysesand R esultsforthe LEP signalde�nition

Theanalysesofthethreedom inantchannelsin the�nalresultcom bination (�+ �� q�q,

e+ e� q�q,q�q���,see table 8),described in sections 4 and 5,were repeated adopting the

LEP signalde�nition (seesection 2).Som em odi�cationswereintroduced totheanalyses

described in the sections referred to above,in order to take into account the factthat
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channel R Z � � (pb) ��SM (pb)

�+ �� q�q 0:98+ 0:21�0:19 � 0:05 0:108+ 0:023�0:021 � 0:005 0.11

e+ e� q�q 1:05+ 0:32�0:30 � 0:06 0:115+ 0:035�0:033 � 0:007 0.11

q�q��� 1:05+ 0:22�0:21 � 0:08 0:084+ 0:018�0:017 � 0:006 0.08

l+ l� l
0+ l

0� 1:31+ 0:52�0:44 � 0:13 0:039+ 0:016�0:013 � 0:004 0.03

q�qq�q 1:09+ 0:60�0:47 � 0:16 0:316+ 0:174�0:136 � 0:047 0.29

Total 1:04+ 0:13�0:12 � 0:04 0:666+ 0:083�0:077 � 0:026 0.64

Table 8:Ratiosofm easured to predicted cross-sectionsand m easured cross-sectionsfor

individualchannels contributing to the Z� process,using the M atrix Elem ent signal

de�nition (see section 2). The �rsterrorsare statisticaland the second system atic. In

thelastcolum n ��SM (pb)istheaverage,lum inosity-weighted Z
� cross-section predicted

by theStandard M odelattheaverageenergy of197.1 GeV.

E (GeV) R Z � � (pb) �SM (pb)

182.7 1.55+ 0:54�0:46 � 0:04 1:15+ 0:40�0:34 � 0:03 0.74

188.6 0.83+ 0:27�0:23 � 0:04 0:57+ 0:19�0:16 � 0:03 0.69

191.6 0.41+ 0:58�0:17 � 0:04 0:27+ 0:39�0:11 � 0:03 0.67

195.5 1.18+ 0:47�0:39 � 0:04 0:78+ 0:31�0:26 � 0:03 0.66

199.5 0.89+ 0:43�0:35 � 0:04 0:58+ 0:28�0:23 � 0:03 0.65

201.6 2.63+ 0:88�0:74 � 0:04 1:66+ 0:55�0:47 � 0:03 0.63

205.0 1.52+ 0:56�0:49 � 0:04 0:90+ 0:33�0:29 � 0:02 0.59

206.5 0.44+ 0:24�0:20 � 0:04 0:25+ 0:14�0:11 � 0:02 0.57

Average 1.04+ 0:13�0:12 � 0:04 0:67+ 0:08�0:08 � 0:03 0.64

Table9:Ratiosofm easured to predicted cross-sectionsand m easured cross-sectionsav-

eraged overthedi�erentchannelsatthevariousenergy points,using theM atrix Elem ent

signalde�nition (seesection 2).The�rsterrorsarestatisticaland thesecond system atic.

The lastcolum n showsthe Standard M odelpredictions,and the entriesin the lastrow

referto thelum inosity-averaged centre-of-m assenergy of197.1 GeV.

thedi-ferm ion invariantm assregionsbelow thecutsdescribed in section 2 m ustnow be

considered asbackground.

� In thel+ l� q�qanalysistwoadditionalselectionswereintroduced with respecttothose

described in section 4: itwas required thatthe reconstructed m ass,M l+ l� ,ofthe

twocharged leptonsbelargerthan 4GeV/c2 and thatthereconstructed m assofthe

rem aining hadronic system be largerthan 8 GeV/c2.Thiscorrespondsto reducing

the content ofbin 1 in the plotsof�gures 4,5 and 6 and ofbin 4 form uonsand

bin 6 for electrons in the sam e �gures. The other steps ofthe analysis were left

unchanged and thesam eprocedureswereapplied to evaluatethesystem aticerrors.

The totalsystem atic uncertainty on the m easured Z� cross-section with the LEP

signalde�nition wasestim ated to be�6% for�+ �� q�q and �7% fore+ e� q�q.

� In the q�q��� analysissim ilarm odi�cationswere introduced. The low m assanalysis

(seesection 5.1)wasnotused,whilein theenergyasym m etryand highm assanalyses

(seesections5.2 and 5.3,respectively),itwasrequired thatthereconstructed m ass
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DELPHI

1 2

Figure 12: Ratios ofm easured to predicted cross-sections for individualchannels con-

tributing to the Z� process,using the M atrix Elem entsignalde�nition (see section 2).

Theverticalband displaysthetotalerroron thecom bination ofthechannels.

ofthe hadronic system be largerthan 8 GeV/c2. The other steps ofthe analyses

wereleftunchanged and thesam eprocedureswereapplied toevaluatethesystem atic

errors.Thetotalsystem aticuncertainty on them easured Z� cross-section with the

LEP signalde�nition wasestim ated to be�16% .

Thesam eproceduresasdescribed in section 8 wereapplied in orderto obtain results

fortheZ� cross-sectionswith theLEP signalde�nition.The�nalresultsforthethree

channelsused aresum m arised in table10.A com bined valueof

�Z � = 0:136 + 0:029
�0:027 (stat) � 0:008(syst)pb

wasobtained forthelum inosity-weighted cross-section with theLEP signalde�nition,in

good agreem entwith theStandard M odelprediction of0.151 pb.
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Figure13:Com bined Z� cross-section asa function ofthecentre-of-m assenergy,using

theM atrix Elem entsignalde�nition (seesection 2).Thesolid lineistheStandard M odel

prediction;the dashed line representsa 5% uncertainty around thisprediction.Thefull

(red)pointistheaveragecross-section result,plotted atthelum inosity-weighted average

centre-of-m assenergy.

10 C onclusions

In thedatasam plecollected by theDELPHIdetectoratcentre-of-m assenergiesrang-

ing from 183 GeV to 209 GeV,the values ofthe Z� cross-section contributing to the

four-ferm ion �nalstates�+ �� q�q,e+ e� q�q,q�q���,l+ l� l+ l� and q�qq�q with jcos�f� j< 0:98

havebeen m easured and com pared with Standard M odelexpectations.A com bined value

of

R Z � = 1:04 + 0:13
�0:12 (stat) � 0:04(syst)

wasobtained forthe ratio ofthe m easured to the predicted cross-section in the M atrix

Elem ent signalde�nition (described in section 2). This corresponds to a lum inosity-

weighted m easured cross-section of

�Z � = 0:666 + 0:083
�0:077 (stat) � 0:026(syst)pb ,

in good agreem entwith thevalueof0.640 pb predicted by theStandard M odel.
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channel R Z � � (pb) ��SM (pb)

�+ �� q�q 0:74+ 0:30�0:26 � 0:05 0:031+ 0:013�0:011 � 0:002 0.042

e+ e� q�q 1:05+ 0:30�0:29 � 0:08 0:061+ 0:017�0:017 � 0:004 0.058

q�q��� 0:83+ 0:44�0:27 � 0:13 0:042+ 0:022�0:014 � 0:007 0.051

Total 0:90+ 0:19�0:18 � 0:05 0:136+ 0:029�0:027 � 0:008 0.151

Table10:Ratiosofm easured to predicted cross-sectionsand lum inosity-weighted cross{

sections forindividualchannels contributing to the Z� process,using the LEP signal

de�nition (see section 2). The �rsterrorsare statisticaland the second system atic. In

thelastcolum n ��SM (pb)istheaverage,lum inosity-weighted Z
� cross-section predicted

by theStandard M odel.

Additionalcross-section m easurem entsin thechannels�+ �� q�q,e+ e� q�qand q�q��� were

perform ed using the com m on LEP signalde�nition (also described in section 2). A

com bined,lum inosity-weighted,valueof

�Z � = 0:136 + 0:029
�0:027 (stat) � 0:008(syst)pb

wasobtained,in good agreem entwith theStandard M odelprediction of0.151 pb.
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