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A bstract

Inclusive b-quark production in tw o-photon collisionshasbeen m easured at
LEP using an integrated lum inosity of 698 pb ! collected by the ALEPH
detector w ith P s between 130 and 209 G &V . The b quarks were denti ed
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1 Introduction

T he cross section for heavy avour production in two-photon interactions is expected to
be reliably calculated in perturbative Q CD , particularly in the case ofb-quark production,
as the heavy quark m ass introduces a relatively large scale into the process. T he cross
section hasbeen calculated In Next+o-Leading O rder (NLO ) QCD to bebetween 2.1 and
45 pb [], which is two orders of m agnitude sn aller than that for cham production,
which In tum is approxin ately 6% of the total cross section for hadron production. The
latter is dom inated by soft processes involving u, d and s quarks. T he process of heavy

avour production In two-photon interactions at LEP energies is dom inated by the two
classes of diagram s shown In F ig.[Il. T hese are referred to as the direct’ process in which
the photon couples directly to the heavy quark, and the ‘single resolved’ process in which
one photon rst uctuates into quarks and gluons. This ssparation is unam biguous up
to next+to-leading order due to the heavy quark m ass [2]. Tn the resolved diagram the
dom inant process is photon-gluon fiision where a gluon from the resolved photon couples
w ith the heavy quark. Heavy quark production via double resolved processes is highly
suppressed at LEP energies [1].

The only m easuram ent of b-quark production in two-photon collisions published to
date is by the L3 Collaboration, obtained from a t to the transverse m om entum of
Jeptons w ith respect to gts [3]: the cross section was m easured to be about three tim es
theprediction of NLO Q CD .Sim ilar results have been reported at conferencesby O PAL (4]
and DELPHI [5].

This paper presents a m easuram ent of open b-quark production in data collected
between 1996 and 2000 w ith an integrated lum inosity of 698 pb L D uring this period
the LEP centre of m ass energy ranged from 130 to 209 G&V ,with amean of 196 G&V.
The result isthe rstpublished m easurem ent in which lifetim e informm ation has been used
to dentify heavy avour quarks In two-photon physics. T he paper is organised as follow s.
Section 2 gives a brief description of the ALEPH detector, Section 3 presents the event
generators used for the sin ulation of the signal and backgrounds, Section 4 describes the
Bt nding procedure em ployed, and Section 5 describes the b tagging procedure. The

e’ e’
W b y b
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Spectator Jet
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Figure 1: D jagram s contributing to b-quark production in collisions.



Initial event selection based on cuts is descrlbed in Section 6, followed in Section 7 by
the nal selection which uses an event weighting procedure. In Section 8 the e ciency
calculation isdescribed, w ith the resulting cross Section given in Section 9. In Section 10
the calculation of the systam atic uncertainties is described, and in Section 11 a num ber
of cross checks are presented. Finally iIn Section 12 the nalvalue for the cross section of
open b-quark production is shown.

2 ALEPH D etector

The ALEPH detector has been describbed in detail elsewhere 6]. C ritical to this analysis
is the ability to accurately m easure charged particles. T hese are detected In a large tin e
pro gction cham ber (TPC ) supplem ented by inform ation from the inner tracking cham ber
(IT C ) which is a cylindrical drift cham ber sitting inside the TPC , and a tw o-layer silicon
strip vertex detector (VDET ) which surrounds the beam pipe close to the interaction
point. The VDET was upgraded In 1996 for the high energy running of LEP . Tt consists
of 48 m odules of double sided silicon strip detectors arranged in two concentric cylinders.
The resolution n r is 10 m , whil that In z rses from 15 m for tracks perpendicular
to the beam direction to 50 m for tracksatcos = 0:85 [/]. Charged particle transverse
m om enta are m easured with a resolition of p=p.= 6 10 “p. 0:005 (p. In G &V =c).

O utside the TPC lies the electrom agnetic calorin eter (ECA L) whose prin ary purpose
isthe denti cation and m easurem ent of electrom agnetic clusters produced by photonsand
electrons. Tt is a lead/proportionakube sam pling calorin eter segm ented in 09 09
progctive towers read out in three sections in depth. It has a total thickness of 22
radiation lengths and a reltive energy resolution of 0:18= E 0009, (B In G&Vv) for
photons. Outside the ECAL, a superconducting solenoidal coil produces a 15T axial
m agnetic eld and the iron retum yoke for the m agnet is instrum ented w ith 23 layers of
stream er tubes to form the hadyon calorim eter (HCAL).The HCAL has a relative energy
resolition for hadrons of 0:85= E (E In GeV ). The outem ost detector of ALEPH is a
set of muon cham bers which consist of two double-layers of stream er tubes. Near the
beam pipe,3m from the interaction point on either side, are two lum inosity calorim eters,
the LCAL and SiCAL, which are electrom agnetic calorim eters speci cally designed to
m easure the lum nosity via Bhabha scattering.

T he Inform ation from the tracking detectors and the calorim eters are com bined in an
energy ow algorithm [6]. For each event, the algorithm provides a set of charged and
neutral reconstructed particles, called energy— ow ob fcts.

3 M onte Carlo Sim ulation

The PYTHIA 8]M onte Carlo program was used to sin ulate the two-photon processes.
T he production of b and ¢ quarks by the direct and resolved process was m odelled
separately using PYTHIA 6.1 with matrix elam ents including m ass e ects. For the
resolved process the photon’s parton distribution function was the PY TH IA default (SaS
1D ) 9.

The cham quark production cross section was nom alised using the average of the
measuram entsmade at LEP2, (e ! € e ccX )= 930 120pb [3,[10]. A llrem aining
hadron production by two-fhoton collisions was sim ulated using the standard PYTH IA



m achinery for incom ing photon beam s [11l]. T he result of this paper w ill be com pared to
a calculation which isvalid for realphotons (Q? 0) so eventswith Q2 > 6 were treated
as a background and w illbe referred to as events for the ram ainder of this paper. T he
background from € e ! gg was produced using the KK M onte C arlo program [12].

4 Jet Finding

T he direction of partons in an event was estin ated using gts found with a dedicated
£t nder (PTCLUS) that optin ises the reconstruction of resolved events. The PTCLU S
algorithm consists of three steps.

The most energetic energy ow obect is taken as the rst gt mnitiator. The
algorithm then loops through all the rem aining ob fcts in order of decreasing energy.
If the angle between an ob fct’sm om entum vector p and the tm om entum Pt is
less than 90 and the transversem om entum of the ob et w ith respect top + Pt is
an aller than 0.5 G &V =c then, the ob Ect is added to the gt. O therw ise the ob Fct
isused asa new £t initiator. T he procedure is repeated until all ob Ects have been
assigned to a pt.

The distance between two ptsisde ned asY = M?=E%_whereM is the nvariant
m ass of the pair of gts, assum ed to bem assless, and E i is the visible energy. The
pair of gts with the anallest value of Y ismerged provided Y < 0: and they are
within 90 of each other.

The process of merging Fts may result in obfcts having a larger transverse
m om entum w ith respect to the gt to which they have been assigned than to another
gt. If this is the case the ob Fct is reassigned to the other £t. A maxmmum of ve
reassignm ents m ay occur after each m erger.

T he last two steps are repeated untilno pair of gtshasyY < 0:.

5 b Tagging

T his analysis relies on the ALEPH b tagging software developed to identify b quarks via
their long lifetin es [13]. Tt denti es charged tracks that appear to originate from a point
away from the prin ary event vertex, and along the direction of the reconstructed b quark.
T he b tagging algorithm relies on the in pact param eter of charged tracks to Indicate the
presence of Iong lived particles. T he In pact param eter isde ned as the distance of closest
approach in space between a track and them ain vertex In the event. It is signed positive
(negative) if the point of closest approach between the track and the estin ated b hadron
ght path is in front of (behind) them ain vertex, along the direction of the b m om entum
estim ated using the gts found by PTCLUS. The im pact param eter signi cance S is
de ned as the signed in pact param eter divided by its estin ated m easurem ent error. A
t to the negative S distribution is used to derive a function which when applied to a
single track can be usad to obtain Py.« , the probability that a track origihated at the
m ain event vertex. Only tracks which are lkely to have S reliably m easured are usd,
In particular they are required to have at least one associated VDET hit. The prim ary



vertex In an event is found using a procedure speci cally designed for use In b tagging.
P robabilities from tracks w ith positive S are com bined to form tagging variables. T hree
tagging variables are used in this analysis. These are Peyent P 4n1, @and Py which are
respectively the probabilities that the w hole event, the rst et or the second t contained
no decay products from long lived particles.

o Event Selection

T he preselection stage of the analysis denti ed events which were predom nantly from
low Q2 two-photon interactions. Events were required to have

at least 5 charged tracks;
invariant m ass of allenergy ow obfcts (W) between 4 and 40 G eV =C’ ;
totalenergy In the lum inosity calorin eters SCAL and LCAL less than 30 G&V;

total transverse m om entum  of the event, relative to the beam direction, less than 6
G&v=c;

thrust less than 0.97.

ThePTCLUS algorithm wasused to nd gtsusihg allenergy ow ob Ectsw ith joos  j
Jess than 0.94. This cut results in the b quark Ftshaving sim ilar properties in direct and
resolved events. Between 1 and 3 ptswere found and ranked by how close theirm asswas
to the nom inalb quark m ass of 5 G &V=c?, w ith Jet 1 being the closest, Jet 2 the next
closest, etc. A fter the presslection approxin ately 80% of the Jet 1 sam ple were w ithin
15 ofa parton in the direct ! b M onte Carlo,while the corresponding gure for the
resolved M onte Carlo was 70% .
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10°F

1
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Figure 2: Distrbution of W ;s and the energy of Jet 1 In data and simulation after
presslection.



From the distrdoution of W 4, and the energy of Jet 1 shown in Fig.[2 it can be seen
that the preselected sam ple is dom inated by events containing light quarks.

A further selection was applied to enhance the fraction of events from the signal
process, I X . Events were required to have

at least 7 charged tracks;

invariant m ass of allenergy ow obfcts between 8 and 40 G &V =C ;
at least two fts;

Boent < 0:05;

the third Jargest In pact param eter signi cance S greater than 0.0;
the fourth largest im pact param eter signi cance S greater than -10.

F igure[3 show s the distrdbution ofW 5, and the energy of Jet 1 for events at this stage
of the analysis. Com parison with Fiy.[d show s that while the proportion of the events
In this sam ple originating from b quarks has increased com pared to the presslection, the

dom inant source of events is still ! udsand ! ccX.
ALEPH ALEPH
104F
—+ Data o —+ Data
Simulation d Simulation

Events/2.0 GeV/c?
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5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40,
W, (GeVic?)

Figure 3: D istrbution of W ;3 and the energy of Jet 1 In data and simulation after
selection.



7 TIterative D iscrim inant A nalysis

In this analysis the lkellhood that an event belongs either to the signal or to the
badckground isdetermn ined by m eans of an Tterative D iscrim lnant A nalysis (IDA ) [14]. The
details of the m ethod are described in the A ppendix. The m ethod generalises standard
linear discrin inant analysis and proceeds through a series of fterations. At each iteration
1 events are selected by applying a cut on the discrin inant function for that iteration
(D ;) and a new discrim lnant function is then generated for the rem aining events. The
sin ulated sam ples described In section [3 were ussed to determ ne the IDA coe cients. A
set of 11 variables was chosen as input to the IDA process, these were:

Bvent Pgt1 P g2 s

m ass and transverse m om entum ofJet 1;

the ve highest track Im pact param eter signi cances S seen in the event;
the thrust of the event.

A ftereach DA iteration the sin ulations of signal and background were used to choose
w hether to perform another iteration, and where to place the cut on D ;. A series of
possible values at which to apply a selection on D ; were chosen starting w ith one that
selects 100% of the signal and increasing in steps of 1% until no signal rem ained. At
each step the signi cance of the expected signalabove the cut was calculated by dividing
it by the predicted error for the Integrated lum inosity In the data, lncluding estim ated
statistical and system atic uncertainties. H aving determm ined the value of D ; at which the
signi cance was m axim al, the cut to be applied to the discrim lnant variable D ; was set
atavalue  lower. Thevalueof [ wassetto 1.5 forthe rst iteration, and halved at
each subssquent iteration. This continued for three iterations after which there was no
further In provem ent In the predicted signi cance.

T he coe cients of the discrim lnant analysis and and cut values derived from this
procedure w ere then applied to the data. H owever in order to perform various system atic
checks which will be described later, it proved necessary to loosen the cut on D ,. This
had no signi cant in pact on the purity of the signal obtained. The nalcuton D 3 was
chosen to m axin ise the size of the signal relative to its uncertainty (both statistical and
systam atic). Table[d show s the fraction of the totalevent sam ple estin ated to com e from
various sources and the num ber of events in the data, at di erent stages in the analysis.
T he distribution of the discrin lnant variables D ; In the data and sm ulation is shown in
Fi.ld for each iteration of the IDA process.

The nalselection yielded 93 events in thedata. T he background was calculated using
separate sam ples of sin ulated events from those used to tune the IDA param eters. Tt was
found to consist of 18 .8 events from ' ccX, 39 events from ' X and 1.5 events
from e e annhiation.



Sam ple Clross sect- Analysis stage
jon (pb) 1 2 3 4 5
! uds 16000 89 73 12 9 0
' ocX 930 10 25 40 35 23
I X 84 0 1 4 5 5
ee ! g 83 0 0 2 2 2
I X 4 0 1 41 50 70
data - 2696021 16810 244 197 93

Table 1: Summ ary of the analysis. The st 5 rows show the cross section used for the
sim ulation and the fraction (% ) of each simnulated subset at progressive stages of the
analysis. The nalrow show s the num ber of events ram aining in the data at each stage.
The num eric colum n labels denote the analysis stages, they are (1) pre selection, (2)

selection, (3) IDA iteration 1, (4) IDA iteration 2, (5) nalcuton D 3.
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Figure 4: D istmbutions of the discrin lnant variable In data and M onte C arlo sam ples after
each iteration of the DA process. The points w ith error bars are the data, the dashed
histogram is the sin ulated signal, the dash-dot histogram is the sim ulated background,
and the solid histogram isthe sum ofsignaland background sin ulations. Each distribbution
has been translated along the horizontal axis so that the selection cut is at zero. The
signal sin ulation has been weighted according to the t described in Section [g.



8 E ciency Calculation

The e ciency for signal events to pass the selection procedure was estin ated using a
Separate sam ple of sim ulated signalevents to that used to determ ine the IDA param eters.
T he e clency is di erent for the direct and resolved com ponents so in order to calculate
the total e ciency, the relative size of the two com ponents m ust be determ ined. This
was found from the data by perform ing a t to the x™ ¥ distrlution in the data after
subtracting the background. The variabl x™ " is de ned as the smallest of x* and x
where

P i i
1 P;) . 1
- E tot ptot) ° (1)

Here E*, p! are the energy and longitudinalm om entum of %t i, while E ®* and pi°* are
the energy and longitudinal m om entum of the whole event. The sum is calculated for
the highest and second highest energy gts in the event. The x variables are used In
tw ophoton and photoproduction experim ents to distinguish direct and resolved events.
T hey represent the fraction of the incom ing photon’s fourm om entum that has gone into
the hard scattering process. For perfectly m easured events the value of x  is dentically
1 for direct photons, and less than 1 for resolved photons, as In the Jatter case som e of
the photon’s fourm om entum is taken away by the spectator £t. In practice direct events
are characterised by having both x* and x Jarger than 0.75, while single resolved events
tend to have etther x* orx Iess than 0.75, and double resolved events have both values
Jess than 0.75 [15]. In this analysis only direct and single resolved processes need be
considered so x™ ™ can be used to separate them experin entally.

The x" " distribution is shown in Fig.[d for data after subtracting background and
the simulated direct and resolved com ponents after tting to the data. The result of
the t is that there are 308 113 direct and 383 119 resolved events in the data.
The e clencies are 0:022 for the direct term , and 0:016 for the resolved term . Them ean
e ciency is calculated to be 00184 00009 where the error com es from the t to the
fraction of direct and resolved events. T he trigger e ciency for events passing the nal
cut has been m easured using independent triggers and found to be negligbly less than
100% .

9 Cross Section C alculation

T he total cross section is calculated as
. . N b
(e ! eebe)=7L (2)
whereN isthe num ber ofevents obsarved , b is the estin ated background, isthee ciency

and I, isthe lum lnosity. W ith N = 93,b= 242, = 00184 and L = 698 pb1 the result
is (e ! €ebbX)= (54 0:8)pb where the error is statistical only.
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Figure 5: T he x™  distrbution. T he points w ith error bars are the data after subtracting
thebackground. T he histogram s show thedistrlbbution In the sin ulated direct and resoled
signal after tting to the data.

10 System atic U ncertainties

10.1 Background E stim ate

T he uncertainty on the background derives from the uncertainty on the cross section for
each com ponent. This isestin ated tobe 12.5% for ! ocX 0], 40% for I X [Ld]
and 3% fore"e ! gg [17]. The resulting uncertainty on the background is 2:8 events.

10.2 M onte Carlo SIn ulation

To assess the sensitivity of the e ciency to them odelling of the physics channels a second
sam ple of signal events was generated using the HERW IG program [18] (version 6.201).
The di erence in e ciency obtained using these events was 8.6% , and this hasbeen used
as a systam atic error. The e ect of varying the bquark fragm entation function in the
sim ulation was checked and found to be negligble.

103 W i dependence

F igure[3 show s som e discrepancy in the W 4 distrdbution at the highest values. To check
whether this had any in uence on the nal result the analysis was repeated w ith the
m axinum accepted W 4 set to 30 G &V=c?. This resulted in the m easured cross section
dropping by 0.5 pb. This has been included as a conservative system atic error.



11 CrossChecks of the A nalysis

11.1 Stability w ith respect to the D 3 cut

An in portant check of the analysis com es from the dependence of the result on the D ;3 cut.
In F ig.[d the cross section m easuram ents obtained when varying the D 5 cut either side of
the chosen value are plotted along w ith the uncorrelated errors of each point w ith respect
to the point at the chosen cut. No systam atic trend is observed. Sim ilar studies on the
D, and D, cuts did not reveal signi cant e ects so no additional system atic error was
assigned.

ALEPH

Cross section (ph)
o
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-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 (0] 0.2 04 0.6 0.8
Cut onD;

3.5

Figure 6: Stability of the cross section m easurem ent w ith respect to changing the cut on
D ;. The totalerror is shown at the chosen cut value (D 3 = 0), while for the other points
the uncertainties relate to the di erence of each point w ith respect to the chosen cut. The
bins are de ned such that each contains 10 m ore data events than that to its right.

11.2 W s distribution

An independent test of the t to direct and resolved com ponents is given by the
distrdbution of W 43 which is shown In Fig.[d. The direct and resolved com ponents also
have a signi cantly di erent distrlbution In this variable and together they give a good
description of the data.

10
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Figure 7: The distrbbution of W ;s 1n selected ! X data. Points w ith error bars
are the data. The histogram s show the distribution in the background, the direct and
resolved signaland the sum of signal plus background.

11.3 Sem ileptonic decays

Approxin ately 20% of b quarks undergo sam ileptonic decays, In which an electron or a
muon is generated from the W ; therefore about 14 electrons and 14 muons are expectad
to be produced, on average, in the obsarved signal sam ple of 74 bb events, through direct
sem ileptonic decays. Because of the largem ass of the b quark, the Jeptons tend to be at
higher transversem om entum relative to the accom panying £t than those from thedecay of
the Iighter quarks. T he production of leptons from sam ileptonic decays of the secondary
cham in the b decay chain is also sizeable, but the selection e ciency is considerably
an aller because of the softer m om entum and transverse m om entum spectra. A 1l charged
tracks w ith m om entum greater than 2 G €V =c were considered as candidate electrons or
muons.

M uons were denti ed from the pattem of energy deposition left in the HCAL. In
addition candidate m uon tracks were required not be part of a track show ing evidence of
a kink in the TPC , to have at Jeast 5 hits in the IT C , and have a dE =dx m easurem ent in
the TPC consistent w ith the expectation fora muon.

Electrons were required to have a clister In the ECAL whose transverse and
Iongitudinal shape was consistent w ith that expected for an electrom agnetic show er, and
whose energy was consistent w ith them om entum m easured in the TPC . In addition they
were required to have at least one VDET hit and at least 3 ITC hits and not be from an
denti ed converted photon.

Simulation studies show that the majprity of m isdenti ed leptons or leptons not

11



originating from the decay ofb hadrons are found at low transversem om entum relative to
the nearest gt. R equiring the lepton transverse m om entum to be greater than 1 G €V =c
relative to the nearest gt leaves 0.1% ofm isidenti ed leptonsand 2.5% from sources other
than b hadron decays.

F igure[8 show s the distribution of transverse m om entum of electrons and m uons w ith
respect to the nearest gt in the nal sam ple of events. If the lepton is ncluded in the
Bt then itsm om entum hasbeen subtracted from the gt before calculating the transverse
m om entum . T he signal of 6 leptons is consistent w ith the prediction of 6 from the signal
sim ulation plus 0.9 from the background.
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Figure 8: The transverse m om entum of electrons and m uons w ith respect to the nearest
Bt In selected ! X data. Pointsw ith error bars are the data. T he histogram s show

the distrbbution in the background, the direct and resolved signal and the sum of signal
plus background.

12 Conclusions
T he cross section for the processe” e | €' e bbX hasbeen m easured to be
(€e ! €ebbX)= (54 08ga 08Bgs)pb

which is consistent with the prediction of NLO QCD [ll] of between 21 and
45 pb but barely consistent with the result quoted by the L3 Collboration [3],
(12:8 1:7stat 2:35yst )pb.
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A ppendix A Tterative D iscrim inant A nalysis

D iscrim inant analysis is a technique for classifying a set of observations into prede ned
classes. T he purpose is to determm ine the class of an observation based on a set of lnput
variables. The m odel is built based on a set of cbservations for which the classes are
known. In standard discrin inant analysis a set of linear ﬁ;gctjons of the variables, known
as discrin inant functions, are constructed, such thatL = ,,, (bx;)+ ¢ ,where the b’s
are discrin inant coe cients, the x ; are the n Input variables and c is a constant. In the
m ethod know n as Tterative D iscrim inant A nalysis [14] (ID A ) the vector of Input variables
x Isextended to Include all ther products x;x5 (16 J). In addition the process is repeated
a num ber of tin esw ith a selection being applied at each iteration and a new discrin nant
calculated. In detail the DA procedure works as follow s:

For each event 1lla vector y containing the n variables and (f n)=2 products of
those variables.

Caloulate the variancem atrix V. = Vg + V ,,where V ¢ is the variance m atrix of the
signaland V y, is the variance m atrix of the background;V ¢ and V , are weighted so
that they have equal i portance.

Calculate , the di erence In the m eans of the signal and background, for each
element ofy.

Invert the variancem atrix V. and m ultiply by ,to obtain the vector of coe cients
a=v !

For each event calculate D = v ay.

If necessary apply a selection to the events at som e value of D and repeat the procedure
asrequired. The DA process does not prescribe how such a cut should be chosen, or how
m any iterations should be perform &d.
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