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A bstract

A determ ination ofthe singleW Spin D ensity M atrix (SDM ) elem ents in the re—
actione'e ! W*'W ! 1 gg(l= e= ) is reported at centre-ofm ass energies
between 189 and 209 G €V . The data sam ple used corresponds to an integrated
Tum inosity of 520 pb ' taken by DELPH I between 1998 and 2000.
TheshgleW SDM elments, ", ( ;%= 1or0),aredetem ined asa fiunc-
tion of the W production angle with respect to the e beam direction and
are obtained from m easuram ents of the W decay products by the application
of suitable pro fction operators, o, which assum e the V-A coupling ofthe W
boson to ferm ions.

Themeasured SDM elam ents are used to obtain the fraction of longitudinally
polarised W s, w ith the result:
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—L =249 45(stat) 22(syst)s

tot

atamean energy of 198 G €V .The SDM elem ents are also usad to determ ine the
Triple G auge Couplings g ¢ ; ; anddj j~; and 7, . For the CPwviokhting
couplings the results of single param eter ts are:

9 = 0:39"%0

~y = 0097008

Y, = 008 0L07:
T he errors are a com bination of statistical and system atic errors. A 1l results
are consistent w ith the Standard M odel.
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1 Introduction

T his paper reports on a study of W boson polarisations and m easurem ents of Triple
G auge Couplings (TGC's) in the reaction e"e ! W "W , using data taken by the
DELPH I experin ent at LEP at centre-ofm ass energies between 189 and 209 G&V . The
am plituide of the reaction e'e ! W *W  results from t<hannel neutrino and schannel

and Z exchange and is dom inated by the lowest order, socalled CC 03, diagram s (see

gure 1). The schannel diagram s contain trilinear W "W and ZW "W  gauge boson
couplings whose possible deviations from the predictions of the Standard M odel (anom a—
Jous TG C ’s), due to the e ects of new physics, have been extensively discussed In the
Iiterature and are for instance describbed in references [1{4]. The decay angls of the
charged lepton In theW (W ¥ ) rest fram e are used to extract the sihgle W CCO03 Spin
Density M atrix (SDM ) elam ents as a function of the W  production angle w ith respect
to thee Dbeam direction. The m ethod of profction operators described in reference [4]
isused. M easuram ents of the SDM elem ents iIn thereaction e"e ! W *W  have been
reported by OPAL [51].

The diagonal SDM elem ents have been used to obtain the di erential cross-sections
for longitudinally polarised W bosons. The study of the longitudinal cross-section is
particularly interesting as this degree of freedom of the W only arises in the Standard
M odel through the electroweak symm etry breaking m echanisn . M easuram ents of the
W polrisations at LEP have been reported previously by OPAL [5]and L3 [6]. The
in aginary parts of the o -diagonalW * and W SDM elam ents should vanish in the
Standard M odeland are particularly sensitive to CP-=violation [7]. Previous studiesof CP -
viclation In thereaction e'e ! W *W  have been performed by ALEPH [B],DELPHI
Oland OPAL [51].

Fits were perform ed to SDM elem ents m easured as a function of the W  production
angle w ith respect to the e beam direction in order to extract CP-conserving and CP -
violating charged Triple G auge boson C ouplings. In this paper the theoretical fram ew ork
described in [1], based on the references given in [2], isused. T he e ective Lagrangian
containing only the lowest dim ension operators (up to dim ension six; term s of higher
din ensions should be negligble at LEP energies [1]) and describbing the m ost general

Lorentz invariantW W V vertex,withV = orZ ,contains 14 tem sw ith 14 correspond-—
ing couplings, f ; v v 9 ;9 i~v i v , representing the annhilation through the two
virtualbosons ( and Z ). Assum ing SU (2), U (1)y gauge invariance to be preserved,

the follow ing constraints between coupling constants are obtained [1,3]:

z = g7 t@n g (1)
z = (2)
~y = tanz W ~ (3)
o= 7 (4)
with ,= 5, 1, = 1, g?=9¢g* 1land y theweak mixing angl.

E lectrom agnetic gauge Invariance In plies that g; = 1 and g5 = 0 for on-shell photons
(@ = 0) [1]. In the ollowing the possble f-dependence of all the TG C ’s will be
assum ed to be negligble and we set! g; = 1 and assum e that the C P-violating coupling
g, = 0and thatgy = gf = 0 at all . These last two coupling constants, although

IThe param eters g, ; and are related to the charge Qy , the m agnetic dipole mom ent y and the electric
quadrupole m om ent gy of the W * with:
— — e — e
Qw —egl,w—m(q1+ + Jand gy = —5—( ).
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CP-conserving, correspond to the only temm s violating both C—and P-symm etry In the
Lagrangian considered in this analysis.

W ith these assum ptions, the num ber of independent coupling param eters can be re-
duced to six, three of which correspond to CP-conserving interactions ( g 7 ; and

), the rem aining three being CP-viclating (g ;~; and ~; ). In the Standard M odel
(SM ) all these param eters are expected to be zero at tree level. Hence gf and
explicitly param eterise possible anom alous deviations of the couplings g7 and from
their Standard M odel values.

Triple G auge C ouplings have been m easured by the four LEP experin ents, ALEPH
B, DELPHI[10],L3 11]land OPAL [12]. Them ost recent results from DELPHIon CP—
conserving TG C ’s [10]were derived from data taken at centre-of ass energies ranging
from 189 to 209 G €V . Hadronic aswell as leptonic decay channels of the W bosons were
considered using m ethods based on angular observables characterising both W production
and decay. M easurem ents of CPviolating TG C ’s analogous to those described in this
paper have been made by OPA L [13], while results from a di erent tm ethod have been
published by ALEPH [8].

The selection of sam Heptonice'e ! W *W ' 1 gg(l= e; ) events and the cor—
rections for e ciency, resolution and purity are given in section 2. Section 3 discusses
the determ ination of the single W SDM elem ents, the estin ation of the fraction of longi-
tudinally polarised W s and the study of CPwiolating e ects on the in aginary elem ents.
Section 4 is devoted to the estin ation of the system atic errors on the SDM ’s. The TG C

ts are describbed in section 5. A global summ ary is given in section 6.

2 Data sam ple and M onte C arlo sim ulation

For this analysis the data taken by DELPH T at centre-ofm ass energies between 189
and 209 G&V were used. The DELPH I detector and its perform ance are described n
reference [14]. The data consist of events of the typee'e ! W*™W ! 1 ggl= e; ).
Tn order to take the energy dependence of the m easurem ents Into account, the data were
grouped into three sam ples: 154 pb ! taken in 1998 at 189 G &V , 218 pb ! taken in 1999
at energies between 192 and 202 Ge&V (mean 198 G&V ) and 149 pb L taken in 2000 at
energies in the range 204 to 209 G &V (mean 206 G&V ).

Events were selected in which oneW decayed intoae or pair while the other W
decayed into a pair of quarks. T hese events are characterised by one isolated electron or
muon, two hadronic gts and m issing m om entum com Ing from the neutrino. Them apr
background com es from gg nalstates, from gg( ) production and from neutralcurrent
fourferm ion nal states containing two quarks and two leptons.

A fter a Ioose preselection, an Tterative D iscrim inant A nalysis (IDA ) was used tom ake
the nal selection. This part of the event selection is dentical to the procedure used
to measure the W W production cross—sections [15]. Events were selected w ith a cut on
the output of the IDA , chosen to optin ise the product of e ciency and purity for each
channel. Events were rst passed to the og selection; if they were not selected, they
were passed to the gqge selection; if they were still not selected, they were then nally
passed to the gg selection for possible inclusion or refection. In this analysis only the
events tagged asqge orqgg  were retained.

A threeconstraint kinem atic t was then applied In which the m asses of the two W
candidates were constrained to be equal to a reference m ass (80.35 G &V =c’). A cut was
applied on the 2 probability of this tat 0.005. Events for which the angle between the



lepton track and the beam axis was less than 20 were refcted to rem ove leptons w ith
poor charge m easuram ent.

T he integrated Jum inosity used is 520 pb ! , corresponding to data taking runs in which
the subdetectors which were essential for this analysis were fully operational. A totalof
1880 1 gg events was selected. T he data were analysed separately for each of the three
years. A breakdown of the collected statistics for di erent energies, as well as the m ean
energy for each sam ple, are given in table 1, w ith other details.

T he signal refers to the W W —like CC 03 diagram s leading to 1 gg nalstates [4]. The
e clencies and purities were estim ated by M onte Carlo m ethods with the W PHACT
[16] program (charged and neutral current four-ferm ion events), and KK 2F [17] (gg( )
event generator) at energies 0of 188.6,199.5 and 206.0 G &V . T he hadronisation of quarks
was sinulated with the JETSET [18] package. To account for the full O ( ) radiative
corrections the generated charged current events w ere rew eighted follow Ing the procedure
described In [19]. The CCO03 selection e clency was around 70% while the purity was
around 92% . Both were roughly energy independent as shown in table 1.

To obtain the SDM elam ents the selected events were corrected for the acceptance,
the angular resolutions and the sam ple purity. T he correction factorswere obtained from
sam ples of sin ulated events w ith sizes given in table 1.

T he selection e ciency wascalculated asa function oftheW — production anglecos y
and the lepton decay anglescos and . The Jpton decay angles are de ned in the W
rest fram e as shown In gure 2. The e ciency isde ned as the num ber of reconstructed
events divided by the num ber of generated events in a given angular interval. Since the
signal refers to the CC 03 diagram s only, each event was reweighted by the ratio of the
square of the m atrix elem ent for the CC 03 diagram s only to the square of the m atrix
elam ent for the full set of diagram s leading to gge and g nal states, ncluding the
fullO ( ) radiative corrections. T he events were divided in 8 equalbinsofcos  ,1n 10
equalbins of cos and In 10 equalbins of . The corrections were com puted in each
of these threedim ensional bins. T he average num ber of generated events In a bin was
80 and about 7% of the bins were populated by less than 10 events. Exam ples of the
e ciency distrdbutions at 1995 G &V are shown In gure 3.

T he typical resolution on them easured cos y , after the 3C kinem atic t, was found
to be 0.04,much an aller than the bin size 0of 0 25. Forabout 17% of the events the recon—
structed cos  deviates from the generated value by m ore than 0.125. Because of the
de nition of the selection e ciency as the convolution of e ciency and m igration, cor-
relations between neighbouring cos  bins are expected after the correction procedure.
A study of sinulated events show s that between 70% and 90% of the events are recon-—
structed in the correct bin, and that the rem aining events are nearly all reconstructed
In the directly neighbouring intervals. T he typical resolution on the m easured cos was
0.05,whilk it was 0.08 radians on them easured . This has to be com pared to the bin
w idths of 02 and 0.628 radians respectively.

T he purity with regpect to CC 03 e= production was calculated as a function of the
three relevant angles with the sam e binning as usaed for the e ciencies. To estin ate
the signal contribution, the W W events were reweighted to obtain £ CO03 events’ as
explained above for the e ciency estin ation. To estin ate the background from aq
and fully hadronic W W  nal states the events were reweighted to account for fullO ( )
radiative corrections. The an all contrbution of non-€ C 03 sem Heptonic e/  events was
also accounted as background. The other background contributions com e from gg( )
and neutral current fourferm ion nal states. Exam ples of the purity distributions at
1995 G&V are shown In gure 4. E ective purdties can becom e slightly greater than 1



due to Interference e ects between CC 03 and higher order diagram s a ecting the CC 03
rew eighting procedure [19]

T he fully corrected production and decay angle distributions obtained from the data
areshown In gure 5 for the three data+aking years. Thecos y and cos distrlbbutions
forW  andW * events,w ith theW decaying regpectively In a negative or positive lepton,
have been added together.

3 SingleW Spin Density M atrix and W polarisation

For events of the type

(e () W)W ()
where = % (%= ) is the helicity of the electron (positron), = 1;0 and
+ = 1;0 are the helicities of the W and W * , respectively, the twobody spin density
matrix (SDM ) isde ned as [L,3A4]:
P
FOOFR S
0o, 0(sjcos yw )= p F0 3 (5)

with cos y the production angle oftheW  with respect to thee beam and F'’ the
am plitude for the production ofaW with helicity andaW * with helicity , . Ifonly

W  decays are observed we have
X X
0 (s;008 y )= o, , (s;cos w )i v = 1:

+

In an analogous way, one has:
- X X
. o(sjoos y )= . o(sjcos y ); = 1:

The di erential crosssection for W *W  production with subssquent leptonic decay
oftheW can be written as:

& (€e ! WW L wro ) 1
dcos y dcos d BR
d e ! W'w ) 3 X
(—) o(sjcos w D o ( ;)5
doos y 8 0
wheretheD o ( ; ) functionsdescribe the standard (V-A ) decay oftheW , ( ; )

are the angles of the Jepton In theW rest frame (see gure 2) and BR istheW [
branching fraction. The coordinate system in which these angls are de ned is that
of ref. [3] and corresponds to the one shown in gure 2. This representation of the
di erential cross—section in term s of the gpin density m atrix is independent of the speci ¢
form of the helicity am plitudes, ie. of the speci ¢ form oftheW *W  production process.
T he em piricaldeterm nation of the SDM elam ents thus am ounts to a m odel-independent
analysis of this process.

A set of profction operators ", can be found [4]which isolate the corresponding

", contributions when integrated over the fiill lepton spectrum :

_ 1 2 e LW )y, _
o BR d(efte !'W*twW ) dCOS dCOS d 0( 7 )dCOS d
W
dcos y




The SDM elam ents forW * production are obtained in a sin ilar way.
For a CP-nvariant interaction, such as in the standard SU (2); U (1)y theory, the
SDM elem ents of the produced W ¥ and W  are related via [71:

"o(s;cos 4 )= " o (s;cos 4 ): (6)

T he m agnitude of any di erence between the lefthand and right-hand sides of (6) con-
stitutes a direct m easure of the strength of a possible CPwiolating interaction. At tree
Jevel, invariance under CPT transform ations also im plies the validity of relations (6) when
applied to the realparts of the SDM , while for the In aginary parts, CPT invariance leads
to the relation:

"o+ Im "7 o =0: (7)

Im
Thus a violation of CP—=nvariance n W W production can best be investigated by looking
for inequality of the In aginary parts of the SDM in (6), ie. by testing the relations:

m " o mm " ,=0: (8)

Relations (7) and (8) result in the fact that the im agihary parts of the SDM should
vanish.
Experim entally the SDM elem ents were obtained from the relation

1 R
0 (sj08 w )= By Wy " o (00s 5; 5); 9)
=1W54=1

where N ; is the num ber of selected events In a given cos y bin. Each event was weighted
w ith a correction factorw j dependent on (cos y ;cos ;) asexplained in section 2, to
acocount for detector acceptance, bin m igration and sam ple purity.

The event sam ple was divided into 8 equalbinsof cos . AstheW  production
occursm ainly in the forw ard direction w ith regpect to the e beam ,and the experin ental
statistics available are rather restricted, 75% of the cos y bins in the backward region
have less than 20 events when the cos  values are sam pled In eight equalbins. From
W PHACT M onte Carlo studies of a large num ber (250) of data—-sized sam ples sin ulated
at energies 0of 189, 200 and 206 G €V , it appears that the num ber of events per bin should
be at least about 20 to allow a reliable extraction of Triple G auge C ouplings from the
data. In order to reach thisgoal, the SDM elam ents w ere redetermm ined in two equalsized
cos y binsforW bosonsproduced in the backward region. Figures 6,7 and 8 show that
the SDM elem ents com puted forW * and W  separately are com patible w ith relation (6)
n posed by CP—nvariance. O nly statistical errors are digpolayed as system atic e ects are
expected to be am allcom pared to statistical uctuations (see section 4) and are sin ilar for
W* andW bosons. Them easurem ents of the SDM elem ents are shown In  gures 9, 10,
and 11 for the three data sam ples taken in 1998, 1999 and 2000 separately. A s the SDM
elem ents com puted orW * and W  sgparately are com patible, C P—-nvariance is assum ed
in these plots and both theW * and W  leptonic decays were used to com pute the W
SDM elam ents, based on relation (6). T he predictions from Standard M odel signalevents
(about 50000 pb ! at each energy sinulated with W PHACT ) are also shown together
w ith the results from the analyticalcalculationsused in the TGC  ts (see section 5). The
m easured valies agree w ith the SM expectation at all energies considered . Indeed, the 2
values for com parison with the analytical calculation, and taking into account the SDM
elam ents in the 6 bins as shown In the gures 9 to 11, are respectively 453 (189 G&V ),



435 (198 GeV ) and 35.8 (206 G &V ) for 48 degrees of freedom . In the calculation of the

2 the linear constraints on the diagonal elem ents were taken into account by rem oving
the element ** , and the full covariance m atrix based on the statistical and system atic
errors as explained in section 5,wasused. T he corresponding 2 probabilities are 58 2% ,
659% and 902% respectively.

In gures 9, 10 and 11 a com parison ism ade of the CC03 SDM elan ents calculated
with W PHACT (open dots) and those obtained with the expressions from ref.[4] (full
line), which do not include radiative corrections. It is seen that the two calculations
agree well, which im plies that the e ect of radiative corrections is very am all com pared
to the experim ental errors.

T he di erential cross-section for the production of longitudinally polarised W bosons
is

A 0o (COs —< (10)
dcos y dcos y
In this formula d =dcos y is the di erential cross—section after correction for detec—
tor acceptance and sam ple purity. The di erential cross-sections were determ ined for
the three energies considered. Figure 12 show s the lum inosity weilghted average of the
m easured di erential cross-sections, together w ith the Standard M odel predictions from
W PHACT . The two distributions are in good agream ent.
Integration yields the fraction of longitudinally polarised W bosons:

fL = 1= wr (11)

Valiesof18:7 75% ,274 67 % and 276 95 % are obtained from the data at 189,
198 and 206 G €V respectively, while valuesof 258 03 % ,234 03 % and 226 03 %

are expected from the Standard M odelM onte C arlo (about 50000 pb ! at each energy).
T hese errors are statistical only. The fraction of longitudinal W bosons is shown as a
function of the energy In  gure 13. T he lum inosity weighted average over the three data
sam ples is

1= = 249 45(stat) 22(syst)s (12)

at amean energy of 198 G &V . T he system atic error is discussed in section 4. This is in
good agreem ent w ith the corresponding value of 2399 02 % expected from Standard
M odelM onte Carl.

4 System atic errors on the SDM elem ents

T he system atic uncertainties in them easurem entsofthe SDM elem entsw ere calculated
as described below . T he list of system atic errors considered for g is shown in table 2 as
an exam ple. T he systam atic errors on the di erential cross-section and on the fraction of
Iongitudinally polarised W bosons were estin ated in the sam e way and are discussed at
the end of this section.

1. M onte C arlo statistics. T he detector corrections are binned in 8 bins in cos  , 10
bins n cos and 10 binsin . Som e bins have a low population of events which
results in a Jarge uncertainty in the correction factor. To estin ate thise ect on the
SDM elem ents, the sin ulated data sam ples were divided in 9 subsam ples of about
2600 pb ! and detector corrections w ere com puted for each subsam ple. T he analysis
was rerun on the data w ith each set of detector corrections and the di erences of the



new SDM elam ents w ith the SDM elem ents obtained w ith the standard corrections
were com puted. T he standard deviation of the distribbutions of di erences, corrected
for the factor 9 di erence In statistics between the subsam ples and the filll sam ple,
was taken as the system atic error.

. Signal and background cross-sections. The uncertainties on the signal and back—
ground cross-sections in uence the purities. For the estin ation of the system atic
error arising from the uncertainty on the background cross-sections only the un-
certainties on the gqg( ) and four-ferm ion neutral current cross-sections were taken
Into account, and were taken to be 5% [20]. The purities were recalculated w ith
background cross—sections which werem odi ed by plus and m inus one standard de-
viation. The mean of the di erences of the recom puted SDM elem ents and the
standard elem ents was taken as system atic uncertainty.

T he uncertainty on the signal cross—section enters both in the denom nator and the
num erator and itse ect is expected to be an all. T he purities were recalculated w ith
signal cross-sections which werem odi ed by plus and m inus one standard deviation.
The uncertainty on the signal cross-section was taken to be 05% , the theoreti-
cal error [20]. The mean of the di erences of the recom puted SDM elem ents and
the standard elem ents was taken as system atic uncertainty. T hese uncertainties are
negliglble at all energies considered.

. Jet reconstruction , hadronisation m odelling and m igration of eventsbetween cos
bins. T he reconstruction of the hadronic fts iIn uences the determ ination of the W
production and decay angles and w ill hence lead to m igration e ects between bins
In the cos y distribution. On the other hand, the corrections for acceptance and
purity are sensitive to the m odelling of the hadronisation in the smulation. To
estin ate these e ects, the di erences between the SDM elam ents calculated w ith
sim ulated events at generator level and at reconstruction level, using the HERW IG
hadronisation m odelling [21 ],were com puted. T he reconstructed SDM elem entswere
obtained by reweighting the selected events w ith the standard detector corrections
obtained from the JETSET hadronisation m odelling. T he absolute values of these
di erences were taken as systam atic uncertainty. This uncertainty was estin ated
at 1995 G &V and the sam e value was usad for all 3 energies. A problem with the
track reconstruction e ciency for low-m om entum particles at low polar angles was
corrected for asdescribed In [22]. W e have Investigated the system atic error related
to this correction and found that it was negligible.

. Cut on Jepton polar angle. In the analysis, events w ith a lepton close to the beam
(polar angle below 20 or above 160 ) were rejcted, and the standard detector cor-
rections were calculated accordingly. To estin ate the e ect of the lim ited resolution
In the reconstruction of the lepton angle, the analysis was redone w ith a cut at both
18 and 22 . The detector corrections were recalculated, one set for each cut, and
the events were corrected with these new sets. The di erences between the SDM
elam ents obtained in the analysis with a cut at 22 and the analysis with a cut
at 18 were rescaled to a di erence corresponding to  0:5 . This is a consarvative
estin ate com pared to the estim ated value of the resolution which is about 0:1 ,
plus som e tails. In addition, the SDM elam ents were recalculated w ith these new
cuts, but corrected w ith the standard detector corrections, and the di erence scaled
down to 05 was also computed. This yields two estin ates of the uncertainty
related to the resolution on the lepton polar angle reconstruction and the m odelling
of this reconstruction in the sin ulation. T he larger estin ate was taken as systam atic
uncertainty.



5.Cuton the 2 probability ofthe 3C t. The analysis was redone w ith two di erent
cuts on the 2 probability, at 0.003 and at 0.007, in a region where the probability
hasa atdistrbution. For each cut, detector corrections were recalculated and the
data were corrected w ith these new sets of corrections. Them ean di erence between
the elam ents obtained w ith each new set of corrections and the standard elem ents
was taken as system atic uncertainty.

6. R adiative correctionsand C C 03 rew eighting. T he puritiesw hich enter in the detector
corrections refer to CC 03 events of the typee'e ! W W ' 1 ggl= e; ).
T he sim ulated event sam ples which were used to calculate these purities contain all
fourferm jon charged current processes. To obtain the signal angular distribbutions
which are Input to the purity calculations the events were reweighted with CC03
welghts follow Ing the rew eighting procedure explained in ref. [19]. T he uncertainty
on the calculation of the radiative corrections hasonly a sm allin uence on the SDM
elam ents (see section 3). The combined e ect of the uncertainty from the CCO03
rew elghting and the radiative corrections was estin ated by the di erence between
the analytical calculation of the SDM s used for the TGC ts (CCO03 in the zero
w dth approxin ation, no radiative corrections at all, see [4]) and the SDM elem ents
calculated at generator level w ith sam ples of sin ulated signal events corresponding
to about 50000 pb L W PHACT M C).For the cases where the error on the M onte
Carlo calculation was larger than this di erence, this ervor was taken as systam atic
uncertainty.

7. Lepton charge determ nation. In the forward and backward regions of the detector
the lepton charge is som etim es badly determ ined. To estim ate this e ect on the
SDM elam ents, 10% of the events were arti cially given a wrong charge and the
elam ents were recalculated w ith standard detector corrections. From a study of
tw o-lepton events [23] the fraction of leptons w ith a wrong charge assignm ent was
estin ated to be less than 1% . The uncertainty on the SDM elem ents from lepton
charge determ nation was obtained from a rescaling by a factor 10 of the di erence
between the elem ents calculated w ith the 10% wrong charge data and the standard
elem ents.

T he systam atic errors on the 9 SDM elem ents In a given bin at a given energy are fully
correlated since the elam ents are determ ined from the sam e events. T he systam atic error
from M onte Carlo statistics (1.) is uncorrelated between bins and energies. A 1l other
system atic errors are fully correlated between bins and energies. T herefore a lum inosity
welghted average of the values obtained at the three energies was used n the TGC  ts,
hence reducing the e ects of statistical uctuations.

T he systam atic errors on the di erential cross-sections and the fraction of longitudi-
nally polarised W bosons were estim ated w ith the sam e procedure as that used for the
SDM elam ents. W hen com puting the lum inosity weighted average of these quantities all
system atic errors were considered fully correlated between years, apart from the error
from M onte Carlo statistics. T he system atic error on the fraction f; isgiven in table 3.

5 Fitsof Triple G auge C ouplings

Both CP-conserving and CP-iolating TG C ’s are determ ined in this analysis, which
is however particularly suited to the detemm ination of CP-iolating couplings, whose
existence would be revealed by non—zero in agihary parts of the SDM ’'s. To investigate
the possible existence of the anom alousCP «violating TG C ’s gf ;~v 7z In each ofthe three



data sam ples de ned in table 1, the experim ental values of the single W SDM elam ents

"W (sjcos y )and " ; (s;cos y ) determ ined in each of the cos  bins considered in
this analysis were tted to theoretical expressions derived in Ref. [4]. For CP-nvariant
interactions the relationship (6) holds. Thisallow sa com bination ofW  andW * elem ents
In each cos  bin. This procedure was applied in order to extract the CP-consarving
couplings g ?; and .

In each of the cos y bins the 9 SDM elam ents are correlated. The strongest cor-
relations occur between .. ; and (g, whose sum is constrained to be one. The
correlations were determ ined from the data and taken into account in the t.

A s the sum of the profction operators ,, + + g0 = 1, it is seen from ex-
pression (9) that the sum of the experin entally determ ned diagonalSDM elam ents w ill
always be exactly equal to one, whatever the sam ple used. The m ost straightforward
way to take this constraint into account is to retain only two of the three diagonal ele-
ments in the t, whose results are indeed totally insensitive to which of those elem ents
is repcted. In the follow ing, the element ,, has been ram oved from the tswhich are
hence reduced to ve real SDM elem ents per bin ( ; wosRe( . )Re( 10)Re( o)) o
determ ine the CP-conserving couplings, and to sets of 8 elem ents per bin (as above plus
Im (4 );Im ( 49);Im ( o)) for the extraction of the CP<iolating couplings.

A Jeast squares twasused in which the m easured values of the SDM elem ents were
com pared to their theoretical predictions at the average centre-ofm ass energies for each
of the three data sets. T he statistical covariance m atrices were com puted from the data.
T hese w ere com bined w ith the full system atic covariancem atrix containing the system atic
errors described In section 4.

Table 4 show s the results of the onefparam eter ts for the three data sets separately
and for the com bined tto alldata. T he total (statistical and system atic) ervorm atrices
wereused. In each ? tonly oneofthe TG C ’s considered was varied, all other couplings
being xed at their SM value. The 2 curvesofthe tsaredisplayed in gure 14 for the
CP-conserving couplings and in  gure 15 for the CP—<iolating couplings. The m inin um

2 values are displayed in table 4. The 2 probabilities of all ts to the fiill sam ple are
acoeptable, but are considerably low er for the CP<violating tsthan forthe C P-consarving

ts. This ismainly due to the data at 189 G &V . T he errors on the results of ts using
only statistical errors on the SDM elam ents are given in the last coimn of table 4. Tt is
seen that the results of the ts are dom nated by the statistical errors. U sing statistical
errors only, the results of the M onte C arlo studies of 250 data-sized sam plesw ith SDM ’s
com puted at generation and at reconstruction level do not indicate any m arked bias of
the tted values of the TGC's with respect to their SM input values. These M onte
C arlo studies also revealed the existence of a doublem ininum in the tsof which is
con m ed by thedata,as seen in gure 14. Such double m inin a can occur [1,24]as the
helicity am plitudes are linear in the couplings.

In the ts to the data the average beam energies, displayed in table 1 for each of the
data taking years, were used. However, as already m entioned in section 2, the beam
energy of the data sam ples taken in 1999 varied from 192 to 202 G&V and from 204 to
209 G eV for the sam ples taken In the year 2000. The e ect of these beam energy soreads
on the errors on the tted values of the TG C ’s was estim ated by repeating the single
param eter tswith beam energy values varying w ithin the allowed energy ranges. The
resulting shifts In the tted values of the TG C param eters are very an all and have been
treated as system atic errors Included in the full errors given in table 4. The m axin um
size of this systam atic error is 0.02.
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Twoparam eter tsof the TGC s at xed central beam energy valies were also per-
form ed, the results of which are shown In gures 16 and 17 for the fulldata set using the
total (statistical and systam atic) error m atrix. T he results are In reasonable agreem ent
w ith the SM expectations. It is seen from gure 16 that the tof exhibits a second
m inimum which appears as an extension of the 95% probability contour. This second
m inimum also strongly a ects the shape of the 2pltat 189 GeV shown in gure 14.

Finally, threeparam eter ts to the fulldata sam ple w ith full evor m atrices were also
perform ed separately for the CP-consarving and CP <violating couplings respectively. T he
results are shown in table 5, In which the errors shown are the standard deviations of the
m arginal distributions of each of the param eters.

T he results of the one, two and threeparam eters ts are consistent w ith each other
and agree w ith the Standard M odel.

6 Summary

T he data taken by the D ELPH I experin ent at centre-ofm ass energies of 189, 192202
and 204209 G eV were usad to select a sam ple of respectively 520, 838 and 522 events of
thetypee'e ! 1 gg(l= e; ). Thedecay angles of the Jeptonically decaying W bosons
were used to calulate the sihgle W and W © spin density m atrices, which are de ned
for CC 03 events, and the average values assum ing CP symm etry.

The SDM elam ents were used to detemn ine the fractions of longitudinally polarised
W bosons. For each of the three data sam ples the m easured fraction of longitudinally
polarised W bosons is in agreem ent w ith the SM prediction. For alldata taken between
189 and 209 G &V an average value of

L= o= 249 45(stat) 22(syst)s (13)

is obtained at an average energy of 198 GeV , where 239 02% is expected from the
Standard M odel.

The SDM elam ents have been usad to determn ine the CP<iolating Triple G auge C ou—
plings. O neparam eter ts to the fulldata sam pl yield:

G = 0sy
+0:08
~y = 0095

Y, = 008 007:
For the CP-conserving TG C ’s the results are:

gi = 00705,
= 04675

= 0327

T he errors quoted result from a quadratic com bination of the statistical and system atic
errors on the SDM elam ents.

For the CP-consarving TG C ’s the values obtained in this analysis are less precise than
thosem easured in the D ELPH T analysis using optin al observables [10], but they con m
the good agreem ent ofallthe tted couplingsw ith the predictions of the Standard M odel.
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data taking year 1998 1999 2000
mean eneryy (G&V) 189 198 206
energy range (G &V ) [188.5 —-189.] 1915 -202.] [204. —209.]
Tum dnosity (pb * ) 153.8 2180 148 6
e+ afterallcuts (# evts) 520 838 522
e clency electron evts 0.656 0.639 0.628
e clency muon evts 0.787 0.759 0.743
average e ciency e+ 0.721 0.699 0.685
average purity e+ 0.923 0.917 0.914
energy of M C sample (G&V) 1886 1995 206
M C statistics CC (pb ') 26600 25000 24600
M C statistics NC (pb *) 18400 10000 19000
M C statisticsqg( ) (pb!) 5000 5700 6300

Table 1: Statistics collected in each data taking year,M onte Carlo (M C ) statistics usad to
calculate the detector corrections, e ciencies and purities. The M onte C arlo sin ulations
have been perform ed at xed centre-ofm ass energies, as discussed in the text.

cos y bin 1 2 3 4 5 6
M C statistics 0.042 0.029 0.021 0.011 0.017 0.008
theoretical crosssections | 0.003 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.001
reconstruction 0.006 0.012 0.034 0.020 0.003 0.027
lepton CUL 0.026 0.007 0.005 0.009 0.016 0.017
Prob( ?) cut 0.021 0.023 0.027 0.007 0.017 0.008
radiat. corr. + CCO03 rewgt|0.019 0.010 0.010 0.009 0.014 0.032
lepton charge 0.018 0.010 0.005 0.006 0.004 0.003
total system atic error 0.060 0.042 0.050 0.028 0.033 0.047

Table 2: Lum inosity weighted average of the systam atic erroron o9 (average of W and
W © elam ents) in the 6 cos  binswith bin 1 being the m ost backward bin.

Data sst 189 Gev 198Gev 206 GeV average
M C statistics 0.010 0.011 0.014 0.007
theoretical cross-sections 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.002
reconstruction 0.015 0.015 0.015 0.015
lepton CUL 0.007 0.007 0.011 0.008
Prob( ?) cut 0.004 0.004 0.005 0.005
radiat. corr. + CCO03 rewgt| 0.007 0.010 0.016 0.011
lepton charge 0.002 0.001 0.003 0.002
total system atic error 0.021 0.023 0.029 0.022
statistical error 0.075 0.067 0.095 0.045

Table 3: Systam atic ervor on f;, for the 3 energies and lum nosity weighted average.



Data st 189Gev 198Ge&Vv 206 GeV full sam ple
tresult stat. err.
g % 012 +00:§ll4 01 5+oo:il4o 0 53+00:é448 0 .O7+00:i028 +oo:i008
2=ndf 23/29 18/29 18/29| 61/89
022 +OO:éZO9 01 6+ 518 0 '09+OO:::L154 01 6+00:il32 +OO:(:)098
2=ndf 23/29 19/29 19/29| 60/89
_031+OO:::%545 —O.38+ :5225 _0.27+00:éz?)8 _032+OO£157 +OO£146
2=ndf 23/29 17/29 18/29| 58/89
g¢ 025 032 050075 034703 03975 0:7
2=ndf 141/95  108/95 80/95| 330/287
~, 001 009 015 2% 010722 .09 08 o
2=ndf 142/95  109/95 81/95| 333/287
~, 001 016 01572 0.04701 008 007 0:07
2=ndf 142/95  109/95 81/95| 333/287
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Table 4: Results of oneparam eter ts ncluding total (statistical and system atic) errors.
In the Jast colum n, the errors on the results of ts to the filll sam ple using only statistical
errors on the SDM elam ents are given for com parison.
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tted value g ¢

g? 003721 100022 047
006 0:16 1.00 045
03122 1.00

ted value gi ~z 7

gz 058 027 1.00 023 066
~ 0.06 ") 1.00 006
~, 007 009 1.00

Table 5: Results of threeparam eter ts to the full sam ple. The errors are the total,
statistical plus system atic, uncertainties. The 2 for the ts of the CP-conserving pa—
ram eters (top) is 58 or 87 degrees of freedom . The 2 for the ts of the CP<iolating
param eters (bottom ) is 329 for 285 degrees of freedom .
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Figure 1: CC03 diagram s

Figure 2: De nition oftheW  production angle  and the lepton decay angles and
In the rest fram e of the W .
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at 1995 G &V, obtained from
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DELPHI 198 GeV
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Figure 9: Averages of W * and W SDM elem ents, with statistical and total errors,
m easured w ith the data taken at 189 G &V (black dots), corrected for detector acceptance
and sam ple purity asexplained in the text. T he full Iine show s the tree level SM prediction
calculated with the analytical expression from ref. [4]. T he open circles are the SM  tree
level predictions obtained with the W PHACT M C at generator level.
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Figure 10: Averages of W ¥ and W SDM elem ents, w ith statistical and total errors,
m easured w ith the data taken atan energy of 198 G eV (black dots), corrected for detector
acceptance and sam ple purity as explained in the text. T he full Iine show s the tree level
SM prediction calculated with the analytical expression from ref. [4]. T he open circles
are the SM tree level predictions obtained with the W PHACT M C at generator level.
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DELPHI 206 GeV
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Figure 11: Averages of W ¥ and W SDM elem ents, w ith statistical and total errors,
m easured w ith the data taken atan energy of 206 G eV (black dots), corrected for detector
acceptance and sam ple purity as explained in the text. T he full Iine show s the tree level
SM prediction calculated with the analytical expression from ref. [4]. T he open circles
are the SM tree level predictions obtained with the W PHACT M C at generator level.
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Figure 12: Lum nosity welghted average of the di erential cross-sections m easured at
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of cos  , with statistical and total errors. T he open circles show the values obtained
from W PHACT MC at1995 G &V at generator level.
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Figure 14: Results of the oneparam eter CP-<conserving TGC  ts. The full lines show
the 2 curves Por the fiilldata sam ple, the dotted lines show the 189 G &V results, the
dash-dotted lines show the results at 198 G &V and the dashed lines show the results
at 206 G €V . Statistical and system atic errors are included. The results of the ts are
displayed In table 4.
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Figure 15: Results of the onejparam eter CPwviclating TGC ts. The full lines show
the 2 curves Por the fiilldata sam ple, the dotted lines show the 189 G &V results, the
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at 206 G €V . Statistical and system atic errors are included. The results of the ts are
displayed In table 4.
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Figure 16: Two-param eter CP-conserving TG C  ts to the fulldata set. The star show s
the tresultswhile the open circle represents the SM value. T he fiill line show s the 68%
CL contour and the dashed line the 95% CL contour. Statistical and system atic errors
are ncluded.
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Figure 17: Twoparam eter CPioclating TGC ts to the fulldata set. The star shows
the tresultswhile the open circle represents the SM value. T he fiill line show s the 68%
CL contour and the dashed line the 95% CL contour. Statistical and system atic errors

are lncluded.



