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A bstract

N eutral triplegaugedboson couplings 2727 , 27 and Z have been stud-
ied with the DELPHI detector using data at energies between 183 and

208 G eV . Lin its are derived on these couplings from an analysis of the re-
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N o evidence for the presence of such couplings is observed, In agreem ent w ith

the predictions of the Standard M odel.
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1 Introduction

O ne of the In portant properties of the Standard M odel which can be tested at LEP 2
is its non-A belian character, leading to the prediction of triplegaugedoson couplings.
H ow ever, w hile non—zero values of these couplings are predicted for the charged W W,
W W Z ) sector,the SU (2) U (1) symm etry of the Standard M odel predicts the absence
of such couplings in the neutralsector,namely attheZ2 27 ,Z2Z and Z vertices. T his
paper describes an Investigation of this prediction by DELPH I using LEP 2 data taken
between 1997 and 2000 at energies between 183 and 208 G &V .

1.1 Phenom enology of the neutral triple-gauge-boson vertex

W ithin the Standard M odel, production of two neutralgauge bosons in €" e  collisions
proceeds at low est order via the t—or u<hannel exchange of an electron. T hese processes
are shown in gures la) and b), where both on—and o <hell production is In plied, as
is the subsequent decay of the nalstateZ oro —shell into a ferm ion-antiferm ion pair.
Figure 1c) show s a contrdbution to production of the sam e nalstates which could com e
from physics beyond the Standard M odel by the s-channel exchange of a virtual or7Z
via a neutral triplegaugeboson coupling. In the reactionse’e ! 2 and €e | 77
the nalstate can, to a good approxin ation, be considered to be of two on-shell bosons,
50 that only the exchanged boson at the triplegaugedboson vertex need necessarily be
considered as o —<hell, whilk in the reaction e e ! 72  both the exchanged boson and
the outgoing  are o -shell! A further process containing a neutral triple-gauge-boson
coupling w ith two of thebosonso —shellisshown in gure 1d); herea single 2 isproduced
in the nalstate Ze'e via fusion of two exchanged vector bosons.

T he phenom enology of the case where two of the three neutral gauge bosons inter-
acting at the Vv,V vertex are on m assshell has been described in [1]. In this case,
there are twelve Indegpendent anom alous couplings satisfying Lorentz invariance and Bose
symm etry. Calling V the exchanged boson (V = Z; ),thecouplingsf/ (i=4,5) produce
aZZ nalstateand h! (i=1 4)theZ nalstate. The couplitight and hj are
CP-conserving and £ ,h] and h) are CP-vilating. T here are no couplings comm on to
production of both the ZZ and Z  nal states.

A com plete phenom enological description of the anom alous neutral gauge couplings in
the case where one, two or three of the gauge bosons interacting at the V.V, vertex
may be o massshell has been developed In [2]. Follow iIng the treatm ent of the charged
triplegaugedboson vertex developed, for instance, in [3 4], all the Lorentz-invariant form s
which can contribute to the 2727, 7272 and Z vertices are listed, in posing Bose
symm etry as appropriate. An e ective Lagrangian m odel is then developed in term s of
the operators of lowest din ension which are required to reconstruct fully all the vertex
fom s, and which a ect only the neutral triplegauge-boson vertex.? This leads to a
Lagrangian w ith operators of din ension, d, ranging from d = 6 tod = 12. Such an
expansion isvalid in the case where the new physics energy scale, , represented by the
operators is very high, at least satisfying the condition m ; ; s),and the relative
contrbution from an operator of dimension d may be expected to be suppressed by
a factor 1= @4 | In the analysis we report here, we have considered only the lowest

1T hroughout this paper, we write \V " when we w ish to be explicit that a vector boson V iso m ass-shell. W hen it is
clear that it is on m ass—shell, or when it can be either on or o m ass-shell, the star (\ ") is om itted.

2The V10V2°V3° vertex functions receive contributions from both transverse and scalar tem s, the latter contributing in
the case where one o shellZ decays to a heavy fermm ion pair through its axial coupling. In the analysis of LEP data only
transverse term s need be considered, due to the negligible contribution of Z ! ttdecays. T he contribution of scalar term s
is therefore ignored in the follow ing.
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Figure 1: a),b) Lowest order Feynm an diagram s for the production of two gauge bosons
27 and Z by Standard M odel processes, w here both on—and o shell production is
In plied. ¢) Production of the sam e nalstates via an anom alous Interaction am ong three
neutral gauge bosons. d) Production of the Ze" e  nal state via an anom alous neutral
triplegaugetboson coupling.

din ension operators contributing to the param eters we have detem ined. In addition to
satisfying Lorentz and B ose sym m etry, the operators are required to be U (1 )g, =nvariant,
and both C P -conserving operators, O , and C P =violating operators, O, w ith coe cients

‘and ¥, respectively, are considered :

X

vOoivov0 vOyOyD
L = e V1 V2 17273

. 20 N X 13.]10\]20\]30 OVV10V2OV30 ¥ 1)

iCP + . . iCcP . .
O f the operators included in the sum de ned above, some a ect the V °Z Z and V °Z
vertices (V° Z; ), some the WZ  vertex only, and some the V%2  and V%
vertices; none contribute to all three vertices. In [2] a connection is m ade between the
coe cients ‘; and % of the operators In the e ective Lagrangian describing the general
Vv,V vertex and the din ensionless coe cients h and £ describing on—shellZ  and ZZ
production, respectively: retaining only the term s corresponding to contributions from
operators of lowest dim ension, each of the coe cients hV , h¥ , £/ and £/ (which are
din ensionless) is related to one operator of dinension d = 6 by £;h = “1Vim 2, The
Jow est din ension operators contributing to hy and h; haved = 8.

A s In the case of the charged triple-gaugedoson couplings, a further sim pli cation in
the possible structure of the e ective Lagrangian is obtained by in position of SU (2)
U (1) iInvariance on its form . Such a form is presented in an addendum [5]to [2], and
the e ective Lagrangian reduces to a sum of two tem s, both with dinension d = 8,
one (O sy 2) v ) ) CP ~conserving and one (O'sy (2) v (1) ) C P ~violating. This sin pli cation

. v.vov0 voivovyo . .
leads to constraints between someofthe ’. * 2 ° or™ ' * ° de ned in equation (1):

i i
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v
72727 77 77 Z
“ wty =4 = 3 = 17 tan g4 = zlsu(z)um ; (2)
2
+»2727 t _ 2272 »272 » 7 ta _ Vv > . 3
1 oty = 7 = 3 = 1 HW_ZSU(Z)U(I)/ (3)

where  is the weak m xing angle, v is the vacuum expectation value of the H iggs
ed and ‘sypyva) s “sue) va are the coe cients of the operators O gy (2) vy and

O'su2) v @) r reoectively. If applied solely to the on-shell channels Z and Z7Z, these
conditions becom e, respectively :

f5ZOOtw h§= £E= htan y =m§ ‘sueyua) g 4)

flooty =h?= f= htany =m.—"sv v ° (5)
The SU (2) U (1)eonserving Lagrangian considered in [2]is constructed so as to a ect
only the neutral gauge boson and H iggs sectors, and an altemative form , which would
additionally a ect o -m assshell charged gauge boson production, has been proposed

in [6]. This leads to a Lagrangian w ith four possible term s, two C P -conserving (O3 ,0 3 )
and two CP «vikting (OF , 07F ) and hence to looser constraints between the possble
contributing operators: in each of the sets of conditions (2) — (5) listed above, the relations
corresponding in the diagram s of gure 1 to  and Z exchange decoupl, giving, for
Instance in the case of (2), the separate conditions

Z

1 cot w = 1 and IZZZ = ll tan W (6)

w ith an analogous separation in conditions (3) — (5). T his leads to four coe cients, ’ ZQ;B ,
’2 ®, related to the respective Lagrangian operators by appropriate factors ofm; and
v. In both the stronger and weaker of these sets of constraints (which we refer to as
the G ounarisdL.ayssacR enard and A lcaraz constraints, w ith respect to the authorship
of references [2] and [6]), the gauge-=invariant operators all now contribute to all three
neutral triple-gauge-boson vertices, V°z2 7z ,v°Z  and vV °z

In order to study the V V.V vertex, three physical nal states have been de ned
from thedata: 2 ,Z and ZZ.The wstofthes isa threebody nalstate com prising
the Z decay products and a detected photon, while the other two are fourferm ion nal
states w ith, respectively, one or two fem ion-antiferm ion pairs having mass in the Z
region. G ven the phenom enology sum m arized above, we have then chosen to determ ine
the follow Ing param eters in our study:

U sing data from the nalstatesZZ and Z ,valuesaredetem ined for the coe cients
of each of the four d = 6 operators which are related In the on-shell lin it to one
of the £ coe cients de ned in the on-shell form alisn of reference [1]. Sin ilarly,
using data from the nalstatesZ ,72 and Z7Z,valuesof the coe cients of the four
d = 6 operators related to the on-shell h coe cients are determ ined. Tn the latter
case, the 27 data are used aswellasthe 2 ,astheo —shell ooupls to the £f
systam over the w hole of the four-ferm ion phase space. H ow ever, in these studies the
statistical contribution of the o —shell nalstates com pared to thatofon-shellZ or
27 production isvery an all, so that the values of the param eters determ ined, quoted
n din ensionless form , VY2V m 2, are directly com parable w ith published results
using data from on-shell channels, and the relevant respective likelihood distributions
m ay be com bined.



TheVZ  vertex is studied on its own by detemm ining the coe cients of the lowest
din ension operatorswhich a ect solely these vertices. T here are two such operators,
both of dimension d = 8, one CP <onserving and involving s-channel exchange
in the production process illustrated In gure 1c), and the other C P wviolating and
hvolring schannel 72 exchange in the sam e diagram . Again, data from both the
Z and ZZ nalstates were used in the determ nation of the coe cients of these
operators, and the coe cients are quoted in din ensionless form : * V1'V2 V' m ..

T he coe cients of the SU (2) U (1)-consarving operators are determ ined, using
both the G ounaris{,ayssacR enard and the A lcaraz constraints. T hey are quoted in
a dim ensionless form , such that in the on-shell lim it they becom e equal to one of

the h‘i’ occurring In the constraint equations (4) and (5) above.

A list of the param eters we have determ ined, the de nitions of the operators to which
they refer and (where relevant) the on-shell coe cients to which they are related is given
n tablke 1.

1.2 Experm ental considerations

O f the three nal state channels, 2 , 2Z and Z , de ned in the previous section,
the m ost precise 1im its on anom alous couplings are derived from the rst, when the
nal state photon is on-shell. In this channel, the kinem atic region with high photon
energy and large photon polar angle ism ost sensitive to the anom alous couplings, and in
this region the anom alous interactions give rise to a change in the total rate and to an
enhancem ent of the production of longitudinally polarized Z bosons. O ur analysis covers
two reactions to which the diagram s describing 72 production provide the dom nant
contrbution: e'e ! T ,in which the observed num ber of events is com pared w ith
the num ber predicted from the totalcross—section for thisprocess,and e'e ! gg ,with
the qg system com ing predom inantly from 7 decay, in which the distribution of the decay
angle ofthe Z in its rest fram e w ith respect to the direction of the 2 in the overall centre
ofm ass is studied. The present analysis uses data from LEP 2 at energies ranging from
189 to 208 G &V .Previous D ELPH I results on this channel can be found in [7]; they used
data with energiesup to~ s= 172 G &V, and the lin its were obtained using an analysis

based only on the value of the observed total crosssection.

The total 27 cross—section is also sensitive to the anom alous couplings, and the sen-—
sitivity increases strongly with = s. Large interference between Standard M odel and
anom alous am plitndes arises for C P -conserving couplings (especially for £ ) when con—
sidering the di erential cross-section d =djcos ; j, where ; is the 2 production angle
w ith respect to the beam axis. The analysis reported here is based on a study of this
di erentialdistribution in the LEP2 data in the energy range 183 to 208 G&vV .DELPHTI
has previously reported a study of the Z7Z production crosssection in all visble f;f,f3f,

nal states In these data [8]. The sam e sets of denti ed events have been used in the
present analysis, w ith the exception ofthegg *  , and 11 I' 1 channels,which
are not used.

In a separate publication [9], DELPHT has studied the Z nal state In the sam e
LEP2 data as usad for the channels described above, reporting on a com parison of the
cross—section for Z  production in various channels w ith Standard M odel predictions.
Weusethesamples denti ed n O] thegge'e and gg * nal states in the present
analysis, which thus represents an Interpretation of these data for the rsttine In termm s
of possible anom alous gauge couplings. The data were exam ined as a function of the
bidin ensional (M 1 ,M ) m ass distribution, requiring one of them to be in the region
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Table 1: Param eters determ ined in this study, corresponding Lagrangian operators in
them odels of references [2]and [6], and (where appropriate) related on-shell param eters:
a) Coe cients of Jow est dim ension operators contributing to Z7 and Z production or to
Z and Z production;b) Coe cients of lowest dim ension operators a ecting only the
v Oz vertices; c) Coe cients of SU (2) U (1)-conserving operators according to i) the
G ounarisl.ayssacR enard constraints and ii) the A lcaraz constraints. T he constraints are
given in the text. T he vertices V,’V,'V a ected by these operators (w ithout distinguish—
ng theViO ason—or o -mass<hell) are indicated In colimn 1. The edsZ ,F ,B and
W represent the Z ,photon,U (1)y and SU (2), elds,respectively; Z° ,FF and B are
the contractions of the respective eld tensors w ith the fourdin ensional antisym m etric
tensor; istheH iggs eHd and v itsvacuum expectation value,D represents the covariant
derivative of SU (2) U (1), and ; are the Paulim atrices.



of the Z m ass, and they were also divided into two regions of the I' 1 polar angle w ith
respect to the beam direction (equivalent to the variable ; used in the analysis of 27
events).

Lin s on anom alous neutral gauge couplings In the 2 and ZZ nal states have been
reported by other LEP experin ents; recent published resultsm ay be found in the papers
listed in [10,111].

2 Experim entaldetails and analysis

Events were recorded in the D ELPH I detector. D etailed descriptions of the DELPH I
com ponents can be found in [12]and the description of its perform ance and of the lum i-
nosity m onitor can be found in [13]. The trigger systam is described in [14]. For LEP2
operations, the vertex detector was upgraded [15], and a set of scintillation counters was
added to veto photons in the blind regions of the electrom agnetic calorim etry at polar an—
glesaround = 40 . T he perform ance of the detector was sin ulated using the program
DELSIM [13], which was interfaced to the program s used in the generation of M onte
Carlo events and to the program s used to sim ulate the hadronization of quarks from Z
and decay or from background processes. D uring the year 2000, one sector (1/12) of
the Tin e Profction Chamber (TPC ), DELPH I'sm ain tracking device, was inactive for
about a quarter of the data—+taking period. The e ect of this was taken into account in
the detector sim ulation and in the determ ination of cross-sections from the data.

T he selection of events in the three physical nalstates,Z ,27Z and Z ,considered in
this paper, and the sim ulation of the processes contributing to signals and backgrounds
are described in the follow ing subsections. In the case of the 27 and Z2  sam ples, the
reader is referred to recent D ELPH I publications on the production of these nal states
(references [8,9 ], respectively ) for a fulldescription of the event selection procedures. T he
event sam ples usaed in the present analysis of these two nal states have been selected
using essentially dentical procedures to those described in [8,9 ], and cover the sam e energy
range (183 - 208 G &V ). These procedures are summ arized, respectively, in sections 2.2
and 2.3 below , and any changes from the m ethods described in [8,9] are m entionead.
DELPHTI has also reported a study of events observed at LEP2 in which only photons
and m issing energy were detected [16]. T he present analysis uses data in the part of the
kinem atic region covered in [16] in which a high energy photon is produced at a large
angle w ith respect to the beam direction; data in the energy range 189 —208 G &V have
been usad. T he selection procedures goeci ¢ to this nalstateaswellasto thatin which a
quark-antiquark pair is produced, rather than m issing energy, are described in section 2.1
below .

In the nalyear of LEP running,data were taken over a range of energies from 205 to
208 G &V . The values of the centre-ofm ass energy quoted in the descriptions below for
that year correspond to the averages for the data sam ples collected.

21 The?Z nal state

T he selection procedure for Z production in the kinem atic region w ith greatest sen—
sitivity to anom alous gauge couplings concentrated on a search for events w ith a very
energetic photon in the angular range 45 < < 135 ,where isthepolarangle of the
photon w ith respect to the beam direction. T his angular region is covered by DELPH I's
barrel electrom agnetic calorin eter, the H igh density Projction Chamber (HPC ). The
search was conducted In events w ith two nal state topologies: — and g



The = samplewas selected from eventsw ith a detected nalstate containing only a
single photon. Its energy, E ,was requirad to be greater than 50 G &V and only photons
In the range covered by the HPC , 45 < < 135 were acoepted. No tracks or hitswere
allowed in the TPC . It was also required that no electrom agnetic showers w ith energy
exceeding de ned background noise levels were present in the forward electrom agnetic
calorin eter and the um inosity m onitor. Further showers in the HPC were accepted only
if they were w ithin 20 of the rst one, and such showers were then combined. Coan ic
ray events were suppressed by requiring that any signal in the hadronic calorim eter be
n the sam e angular region as the signal in the electrom agnetic calorin eter, and that the
electrom agnetic shower point towards the beam collision point w ithin an angle of 15 .
T he trigger e ciency was m easured using Com pton and Bhabha events. The expected
num bers of events were calculated using the generators NUNUG PV , based on [17], and
KORALZ [18], interfaced to the ull D ELPH I sin ulation program . T he results obtained
applying these criteria are shown iIn table 2. From the simultions, the e ciency for
detecting — eventsin thekinem atic region considered here was show n to be independent
of the centre-ofm ass energy, w ith an average value of (50.7 20)% forthedata sample
listed in table 2. C ontributions from background sources to this channel were estin ated
to be negligble. Full details of the analysis of this nal state may be found in [16].
T he distrlbution of x , the energy of denti ed photons nom alized to the beam energy
(x = E =Eyean ) before in posing the cut at E = 50 G &V is shown for photons w ith
x > 005 In gure 2a),which also show s the expectation of the Standard M odel.

e s Integrated Selected | Total predicted

(G eV )| um inosity (pb )| data events
1886 1547 87 892
1916 251 14 131
1955 762 32 375
1995 831 45 385
2016 406 20 182
2061 214 6 98 1023

| Total] 594 3 | 2% | 298 8

Tablke 2: — nal sta}%:e: Integrated Jum inosity and num bers of obsarved and expected

events at each energy, s.

In the selection of events in the gqg channel, the sam e requirem ents were in posed
on the energy and polar angle of photon candidates as in the =~ case, namely: E >
50 Gev and 45 < < 135 . In addition, events were required to have six or m ore
charged particle tracks, each w ith length greater than 20 an , m om entum greater than
200 M &V /c, polar angle between 10 and 170 , and transverse and longitudinal in pact
param eters at the interaction point of less than 4 an . The total charged energy in
the event was required to ex _O.lO s and the e ective eBeEgy of the collision [19],
excluding the detected photon, s, was required to satisfy s’ < 130 Ge&V . Jets were
reconstructed using the LUCLU S [20]algorithm and, om itting the ,the eventwas forced
Into a two—t con guration. The denti ed photon was required to be isolated from the
nearest gt axis by at least 20 . The e ciency, purity and the expected num bers of
events from gg( ) production were com puted using events generated with PYTHIA [20],
relying on JETSET 7.4 [20] for quark fragm entation, and interfaced to the full DELPHT



sim ulation program . T he results obtained applying this procedure are shown in table 3.
The e ciency fordetecting gqq events in the kinem atic region considered here was found

to be aln ost iIndependent of the centre-ofm ass energy for the data sam ple used, w ith an
average value of (76 4 02)% . Them ain background processes, contributing about 3%
of the sam ple, cam e from gg production w ith a photon from fragm entation of one of the
quarks,and from W W production.

@)
T

S Integrated Selected | Total predicted| E xpected

(G eV )| um inosity (pb )| data events background
1886 154 3 454 4673 149
1916 254 79 750 26
1955 771 203 2141 538
1995 84 2 208 2255 59
2016 40 6 130 104 5 238
2059 218 8 507 515.1 139

| Total] 600 4 | 1581 | 16015 459

Tabl 3:qg nalstate: Integrated lum nosity, num berspofobserved and expected events
and predicted background contribution at each energy,  s.

Summ ing over all energy points, totals of 296 and 1581 events were observed in the
and g channels, regpectively. T hese numbers m ay be com pared with the totals

expected from sim ulated production of these nal states by Standard M odel processes:
2988 events in — ,and 1601 .5 events In gg

In the = channel, values of the gauge boson coupling param eters were derived by
com paring the ocbsarved num ber of events w ith that predicted from the total cross-section
forthisprocess,while in theqg channela twasperform ed to thedistrbution of jcos ?5,
where ° is the angle of the quark or antiquark from 7 decay in the Z rest fram e w ith
respect to the direction of the Z in the overall centre of m ass. The value of jcos *Jjwas
estim ated from the directions of the vectors in the laboratory framep and p; (i= 1;2)
of the reconstructed photon and gts, respectively, from the relation:

cot = cot ¢ - ; (7)
Ssmn  q
sin + 1
with = M/ s 3= u and =Pp——: (8)
sih ;+ sh i D 1 2

T he distrdbution of jecos °jfor thedata selected in theqg channelis shown in gure 2b)

and com pared w ith the predictions of the Standard M odeland of a non-standard scenario

with hy = 02. T he predictions for non-zero neutral gauge boson couplings were m ade
by reweighting the sim ulated sam ples produced according to the Standard M odel w ith

the calculations of Baur and Berger [21F.

2.2 The 7272 nalstate

The study of the triplegaugedboson vertex in 727 production used the sam ples of
events selected in theqgy@,aqq = ,gqae’e ,q9 , and é e nalstates. The
procedures used to extract the data have been described fully in [8]; we give here a brief

3T he code used wasm odi ed by a factor i according to the correction suggested by G ounaris et al [22].




summ ary of them ethods used In the selection of events in each of these nal states, and
provide a table of the total num bers of events obsarved and expected for production of
each of than by Standard M odel processes.

TheZ7Z ! o process represents 49% of the Z7Z decay topologies and produces four
orm ore ets in the nalstate. A fter a four—gt presslection, the 27 signalwas denti ed
w ithin the large background from W W and g production by evaliating a probability
that each event cam e from 77 production, based on invariantm ass inform ation, on the
btag probability per gt and on topological inform ation.

Theprocesse'e ! ggl' 1 hasa branching ratio in ZZ production of4.7% per lepton
avour. H igh e ciency and high purity were attained w ith a cutdasad analysis using the
clear experin ental signature provided by the two leptons, which are typically well isolated
from all other particles. The on—shell 27 sam ple was selected by applying sim ultaneous
cuts on them asses of the I 1 pair, on the rem aining hadronic system and on their sum .

Thedecaymodeqg  represents28% oftheZZ nalstates. T he signature ofthisdecay
m ode is a pair of gts, acoplanar w ith respect to the beam axis, with visible and recoil
m asses com patible with the Z mass. The most di cult backgrounds arise from single
resonantW e . production, from W W production where one of theW bosonsdecays into

,and from gg events accom panied by energetic isolated photons escaping detection.
T he selection of events was m ade using a com bined discrin inant variable obtained w ith
an Tterative D iscrim inant A nalysis program (IDA ) [23].

The nalstate 1I'1 has a branching ratio in ZZ production of 1.3% per charged
lepton avour. Events with 1 ;e were selected w ith a sequential cutdased analysis.
The on—<hell 27 sample was selected from the events assigned to this nal state by
applying cuts on the masses of the I 1 pair and of the system recoiling against it.
T he m ost signi cant background in the sam ple is from W W production with both W s
decaying leptonically.

In the estin ation of the expected num bers of events In all the nal states discussed
above, processes leading to a fourfermm ion nal state were smulated with EXCAL-
IBUR [24],with JETSET 74 usad for quark fragm entation. Am ongst the background
processes leading to the nalstate toplogies described above, GRCAF [25]was usad to
smulateW e production, PYTHIA forgg( ),KORALZ for ( )and * ( ),BH-
W IDE 26]ore"e ( ),and TW OGAM [27]and BDK [28]for two-photon processes.

T he presence of anom alous neutral triple-gaugeboson couplings in the data sam ples
described above was investigated by studying the distribution of the Z production polar
angle, jcos 3 j. For events in the qg and 11 nal states, the 72 direction was taken
to be the direction of the reconstructed di=gt or I' 1 pair, respectively, while in the
ggl’ 1 nalstate, the 7 direction was evaluated follow ing a 4-constraint kinem atic t to
the £t and lepton m om enta, in posing fourm om entum conservation. In the gggg nal
state, the indistinguishability of the jts leads to three possible pt—ftpairs, each ofwhich
could com e from 727 decay. A 5-constraint kinem atic t was perform ed on each of these
com binations, mm posing fourm om entum conservation and equality of the m asses of the
two ftpairs. The twith them hinum valieof 2 wasretained and the value of joos 4
evaluated from the thted gt directions.

Figure 3 show s the distrbution of jcos ; jfor a high purity sam ple of 27 data, com —
posed of the gqgI'1 and I'1 sam ples de ned above and, for illustrative purposes,
sam ples of ggogg and og events de ned by stringent cuts on the probabilistic variables
used in these channels (gogq probability > 0:55, and gg DDA variabl > 3), so as to
suppress the background levels present. (A s described below , no cuts were In posed on
these variables in the determ ination of coupling param eters). The gure also show s the



10

Standard M odel expectations and the distrlbutions predicted for values of ££ = 1:5.
T he content of this sam ple is shown in table 4. The selection e ciencies for all of the
channels analysed were found to have little energy variation over the range considered
here, and the values quoted are averages for the whole experin ental sam ple. T hey repre-
sent the fraction of events of the relevant four-{fermm ion nal state present in the selected
sam ple, w hile the estim ated backgrounds refer to contributions from other channels.

Channel Integrated Selected | Total predicted | Expected | Selection
lum dnosity (pb )| data events background | e ciency
eeer] 6651 76 694 221 0.18
q 6653 21 220 11 0.86
gge’ e 66523 19 23.7 26 0.73
aq 639.0 45 555 223 021
Il 6653 10 89 4.7 0.30
Total { | 171 | 1795 | 528 | { |

Table 4: 27 production: Tntegrated lum inosity, num bers of obsarved and expected events
and predicted background contribution for each topological nal state, summ ed over all
energies. The last colum n show s the energy-averaged selection e ciency for each nal
State.

In the determ ination of the coupling param eters, extended m axin um -likelihood ts
were m ade to the distrbution of jcos ; jfor data from the channels selected w ith cut-
based analyses (gl 1 and I' 1 ), while for the channels selected using probabilistic
m ethods (gogg and g ), a sinultaneous twas m ade to the distrbutions of jcos ;
and of the discrin inant variable (the Z2Z probability for godg and the IDA output variable
forgqg ), without applying any cuts on the values of these variables.

T he predictions for non-zero neutral gauge boson couplings were m ade by rew eighting
the sim ulated sam ples produced according to the Standard M odelw ith the calculations of
the DELTGC [29]event generator, which adds the am plitude from hypothesized neutral
triple-gaugedoson vertices to all the other am plitudes contributing to the production of
any four-ferm ion nal state.

23 The Z * nalstate

In a ssparate publication [9], DELPHTI has reported on a study of 2 * production in
LEP2 data, and in particular on a com parison of the obsarved cross-section w ith Stan—
dard M odel predictions, using data from a variety of four-ferm ion nal state topologies
Involving both hadronic and leptonic Z decay m odes. In the present analysis, we Interpret
data in thegg * and gge' e nalstates In temm s of possible anom alous triple-gauge—
boson interactions. T hese two channels are chosen because the two nalstate leptons are
typically well isolated from all other particles, allow ing such events to be selected w ith
high e ciency over the whole region of m ass. Events with either the I 1 or the g
hvariant m ass In the vicinity of the 2 m ass and the other invariant m ass not in the 7
region were then used in the estin ation of possible anom alous gauge coupling param eters.
Full details of the selection procedure are given In [9]; a summ ary of the m ain features
follow s.

Events containing total charged hadronic energy above 0 .3p s and at least two Jepton
candidates of the sam e avour and opposite charge were selected . A 1l particles except the
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lepton candidates were clustered into fts and a kinem atic t requiring four-m om entum
conservation was applied. At least one of the two Jepton candidates was required to
satisfy strong lepton identi cation criteria, while softer requirem ents were speci ed for
the second. In order to increase the purity of the selection, further cuts were m ade in
two discrim inating variables: P 1 the lesser of the transverse m om enta of the Jepton
candidates w ith respect to their nearest gt, and the 2 per degree of freedom of the
kinem atic t. This procedure selected a totalof 170 events in the combined gg * and
gget e channels. TheZ sample was then de ned within the selected gqgl 1 data by
requiring them ass ofone and only one £ f pairto be in the 2 region. Thiswase ected by
n posjngm asscutsin the (M hadrons ;M * ) and (M hadrons ;M et e )p]aneSlWheIEM hadrons
represents the m ass of the gqg pair estin ated from the reconstructed hadronic data; these
cuts arede ned In gures 4a) and b) forthegg * and qge’ e sam ples, respectively.
Table 5 summ arizes the selection procedures outlined above, show ing, for the sum of
data over all energy points, the total integrated lum inosity, the num bers of observed
and predicted events in the 2  region, de ned as described above, and the estin ated
selection e ciency (de ned as for the ZZ sam ple describbed in section 2.2 above) for each
topological nal state. The selection e clencies for the gg and qge’ e samples
analyzed here were shown to be independent of the centre-ofm ass energy, w ith average
values of (44.1 0.2)% and (28.7 0.1)% , respectively. T he backgrounds in the selected
samples are anall, com ngmanly from gqg * ,W W and, n the case of gqge' e , from
aq( )production. In the estin ation ofbackgroundsand selection e ciency, the sin ulation
of processes leading to fourfermm ion nalstateswasdonewith W PHACT [30], using the
JETSET m odel for quark hadronization, while the gg( ) nal state was sim ulated with
the KK 2f [31 ]m odel. Both of these program s were Interfaced to the DELPH I sim ulation
program .

Channel Integrated Selected | Total predicted | Expected | Selection
lum dnosity (pb )| data events background | e ciency

aq * 666.7 35 36.7 34 044

qgoe’ e 666.7 39 363 6.0 029

Tablke5:72 production: Integrated lum inosity, num bers of ocbserved and expected events
and predicted background contribution for each topological nal state, summ ed over all
energies. The last colum n show s the energy-averaged selection e ciency for each nal
state.

Som e aspects of the phenom enology of ggl' 1 production in the context of possible
neutral triple-gaugeboson couplings, and of the data selected in theqgg * and qge’ e
channels, are dem onstrated In gures 4 and 5. Figures 4a) and b) show the distribu—
tions n the M naarons;M 1 1 ) planes predicted by the Standard M odel for the gg *
and gge' e nal states, regpectively. These di er considerably, due to the presence of
additional diagram s contributing to gge’ e production, in particular those correspond—
ing to the production of Ze"e and e"e by tchannel processes. These e ects have
been discussed fully in [9]. The e ect of an anom alous triple-gaugedboson coupling in
these channels is illustrated in gures 4c) and d),which show , regpectively, the di erence
between the expected distrlbutionson the M oo, M + ) and M o, M o o ) planeswhen
a non—zero contribution from the d = 8 operator 0“4Z z (de ned In table 1) is included,
and when only the Standard M odel am plitudes are used. Again, som e di erences be-
tween the predictions for the gg * and qge" e nalstates are obsarved ; these are due
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to the presence of additional diagram s in the gqge’ e am plitude, in this case the Vv ?°
fusion diagram leading to Z e" e production, shown in gure 1d). The overalle ect isa
negative Interference between s—and tchannel am plitudes: for the exam ple shown, the
predicted content of gure 4d) (ggete )is  40% ofthatoftheqgg ™’ prediction.

D ata selected over the whole region of the ggl' 1 phase space are presented in g-—
ures 5a) and b) in the form of the distributions ofM +; (1 ;e) and My . These plots
also show the expectations of the Standard M odeland ofa m odel in which an anom alous
contribution %°% m# = 3:4 from the operator 0°,°° is present.

In the determ ination of the coupling param eters, the regions in the plane of them asses
of the two farm on-antiferm on pairsde ning theZ samplesin thegg * and qge’ e

nal states, shown In gures 4a) and b), respectively, were divided into a an all num ber
of bins of unequal size, but containing roughly equal num bers of events predicted by the
Standard M odel. D i erent bin de nitions were m ade for the two channels; the bins are
also de ned in the gures, and they correspond to those used by DELPHI in [9] in the
determ ination oftheZ  crosssection. In [9], each ofthem assbinsde ned forthegge* e
event sam ple was further divided into two angular regions, (40 < 7, < 140 ) and
(p#1 <40 or »,; > 140 ),where 1, isthepolranglkofthe nalstatee’e systam
w ith respect to thebeam direction. T hese angular regions correspond to D ELPH I's barrel
and endcap regions, regoectively. In the present analysis, we have extended this division
to apply tom uon aswellas electron pairs n theggl® 1  nalstates. B inned lkelihood ts
to the couplingswere then m adew ith thebinsin M ;M »; )and ;; thusde ned.As
In the cass ofthe ZZ nalstate previously described, the predictions for non—zero neutral
gauge boson couplings in the 2  data were m ade by rew eighting the sim ulated sam ples
produced according to the Standard M odelw ith the calculations of DELTGC .

3 Results

In this section the results of our study are presented, expressed in term s of the param —
eters listed in table 1 describing the neutral triple-gaugedoson e ective Lagrangian. In
sum m ary, these param eters represent:

a) the coe cients of the lowest din ension operators contributing to production either
ofthe 727 and 72 nal states, or to production ofthe Z ,Z and Z2Z nal states;
In theon<shellZZ orZ lin it each of these param eters becom es equal to one of the
on—hell coe cients £/ orhy ;

b) the coe cients of the Iowest din ension operators a ecting only theV °Z  vertex;

c) the coe cients of the SU (2) U (1)-conserving operators describing the V v,V
vertex in i) the G ounarisi.ayssacR enard and ii) the A lcaraz form ulations.

The belsa), b), c) above refer to table 1.

Lin its on the param eters at the 95% con dence level are given in table 6 and the
corresponding lkelhood curves are shown In gures 6-10. In all cases, the values quoted
arederived from oneparam eter tstothedataintheZ ,72Z andZ channelsdescribed
In sections 2.1, 22 and 2.3 above, summ ing the distributions from di erent channels
w here appropriate. Tn each t, the values of the other param eters were set to zero, their
Standard M odelvalie. T he results shown nclide contributions from both statisticaland
system atic e ects.

For reference, we sum m arize here the com position of the lkelhood function from each
of the nal states used In the analysis, described in m ore detail In the sections above:
IntheZ ! =  channel, the number of events w ith a high energy photon em itted at
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largepolhranglewasused In the t,whileinh theZ ! gg channelthe twas perform ed
to the distrlbbution of the decay angle of the Z in its rest fram e. In the channels Z7Z !
gl'l and ZZ ! I'1 the distribution of the Z production angle was tted; in 727
' ggog and 27 ! g sin ultaneous ts were made to the Z production angle and,
regpectively, to the event probability or discrim inant variable distributions. Tn the 7
channels studied (z ! gg * and Z ! gge'e ) the lkelhood was evaluated in
binsofggor I' 1 mass and of the polar angle of the detected I' 1 system .

Ttm ay be noted that, in them odels conventionally used to describe anom alous gauge-
boson couplings, including the one used in this paper, all observables have a quadratic
dependence on the tted param eters. Thise ect, which has been previously noted (see,
for exam ple, [101]), Jleads to log-lkelihood distrdbutions which can have double m In In a,
asym m etries, and a broadening com pared w ith that expected in the G aussian case. Such
features are indeed seen in several of the plots in  gures 6-10. The con dence lin its
reported in table 6 m ust therefore be interpreted w ith thise ect In m ind.

3.1 System atic errors

In thedetermm nation ofthe con dence Iim its shown in table 6 and the likelihood curves
of gures 6-10, several sources of system atic error were considered for each of the nal
states included in the study. T hese are described below .

Inthe = andqgg channelscontrbuting toZ2 production,uncertaintiesof 1% were
assum ed In the values assum ed for the Standard M odel production cross—sections [17,18],
and an experinm ental uncertainty of 1% was assum ed for the energy calibbration of the
electrom agnetic calorim eter. The e ect of an uncertainty of 1% in the lum inosity m ea—
surem ent was also com puted, whilke the uncertainties in the calculations arising from the

nite sim ulated statistics in signal and background channels and from the uncertainty
In the know ledge of the background cross-section were found to be negligble in both
channels. In the —  channel, the error due to the uncertainty of 3% in the trigger
e ciency was Included. In the qg channel, the uncertainty in the use of PYTHIA as
the hadronization m odel was taken into account by com paring events sin ulated w ith
PYTHIA and HERW IG [32]; thisgave rise to an estin ated system atic errvor on the selec—
tion e ciency of 1:7% from thissource. In the com bination ofdata atdi erent energies,
all the above e ects were considered as correlated. T he resulting overall system atic error
In the coupling param eters was found to be of the order of 30% of the statistical errors in
the case ofh} and h} ,about 50% of the statistical error for h; , and of the sam e order as
the statistical error for h; . In combination with Z and ZZ data to produce the lin its
on the param eters *** m2,“** m2,%* m? and “,* m?2 shown in tabl 6a) the Z
data dom inate (see sections 1.1 and 3.2 for further discussion of this point), so that the
ratios of systam atic to statistical errors quoted above are also applicable to the respective
‘Zlovzovfm 2 results reported in the table.

A full description of the treatm ent of system atic e ects in the channels contrbuting
to Z7Z production has been given in [8]. In the gggg channel, the dom inant e ect arises
from uncertainties in them odelling of them ain source of background, nam ely production
of the gg( ) nal state, when the subsequent hadronization of the quarks gives rise to
several ets. In the present study, the e ect of thisbackground was estinm ated by assum ing
an uncertainty of 5% In the gg( ) production crosssection. In the ggll channel, the
dom inant system atic e ect relevant to the present study com es from the uncertainty in
the e ciency for selecting gge e and gg * events, taken to be 3% . In addition,
in the gge' e channel a relative uncertainty of 15% was estin ated in the calculation
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Param eter Channels |95% Con dence |Related on-shell
used Interval coe clent
a)
s 27 Z [ 0:40;+0:42] iy
(2B 2 727 2 [ 0:38;+062] £
2% m?2 77 7 [ 023;+025] i
‘2% m? 77 7 [ 052;+ 048] £
#2% 2 Z 7 ZZ|[ 023;+023] 151
2% m? 7z 2 ZZ|[ 0:30;+0:16] H
% m? 7z 7 ZZ|[ 0:14;+0:14] h
% m? Z 7 ZZ|[ 0:049;+0:044 hy
b)
2 m 77 7 [ 167;+1:92] {
A omi 77 7 [ 0:49;+061] {
c) i)
cotymiT %o |2 2 ZZ|[ 0:43;+0:13] h
oty mi%ymun |2 2 Z%|[ 0:045;+ 0047 hy
i)
cotwméf’fg 7 7 27| 0:14;+0:4] h
oot i m ;L4 Z 7 Z7Z|[ 0:049;+0:045 h
oty mZ L Z 7 77| 023;+024] H
oty mZL B Z 7 27| 030;+0:8] K

Table 6: Results of the study of neutral gauge couplings. For each of the param eters
listed In table 1, the table show s the experin ental channels used and the 95% con dence
Iim its obtained. T he right-m ost colum n indicates the param eter which, in the on-shell
Iim it, is equal to the param eter determ ined. In the determ ination of any one coupling,
the values of all the others were held at their Standard M odel values. T he Iim its shown
Include both statistical and system atic e ects: a) Coe cients of lowest din ension oper-

ators contrbuting either to Z2Z and 2 production or to Z ,Z and ZZ production;
b) Coe cients of lJowest din ension operatorsa ecting only theV °Z  vertices;c) Coe —

cientsofSU (2) U (1)-conserving operators according to i) the G ounaris{.ayssacR enard
constraints and 1ii) the A Icaraz constraints (see text, section 1.1).
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of the background level. In the og channel, as In ggdqg, the m ain source of system atic
error arises from m odelling of the gqg( ) background, in this case corresponding to the
kinem atic region w ith Jarge m issing energy, and hence low visible gg energy. A study of
the energy ow In this region using events at the 72 peak allowed a determ ination of the
e ect of this uncertainty in the present analysis; it gives rise to system atic errors in the
coupling param eters of order 5% —10% of the values of the statistical errors. A nother,
com parable source of system atic ervror In this channel com es from the uncertainties in
the cross—sections for the dom inant background channels, particularly W e production.
System atic e ects In the 1" 1 channels were found to be negligible. Tn addition, the
e ectsofuncertaintiesof 2% in theoverallZZ cross—section and of 1% in the lum inosity
m easuram ent were considered. T he com bined e ect of all the system atic uncertainties in
the channels contributing to 27 production is an all, typically 15% of the statistical
errors, and, as in the case of the h‘i’ —related param eters discussed above, this ratio of
systam atic to statisticale ects is also applicable to the results for the ’Z10V20V30m 2 related
to on-shell £/ param eters shown in table 6a).

T he systam atic uncertainties In the study of the gqge'e and gg * channels con—
trbuting to Z  production have been described In [9]. Several e ects, including uncer—
tainties In Jepton denti cation, the e ect of lim ited sin ulated data and, in the goge’ e
channel, denti cation of fake electrons com ing from background channels, com bine to
give a system atic error on the e ciency to selectgge e and gg * eventsof 5% and
a relative uncertainty in the background levelof 15% . In addition, a system atic error of

1% in the lum inosity m easurem ent was assum ed. T he overall e ect of these system atic
uncertainties In the determ ination of the coupling param eters is an all in com parison w ith
the statistical errors. ITn com bination w ith 27 data to produce the results for param eters
+?  and %°? listed In table 6b), they amount to  15% and 5% of the statistical
errors, respectively.

In the combination of data from the di erent nalstates, 2 ,2Z and 2 , all the
system atic e ects listed above were treated as uncorrelated except those arising from the
uncertainty in the lum nosity m easurem ent.

3.2 D iscussion

A few comm entsm ay bem ade on the results shown in table 6 and gures 6-10.

A 1l the results are com patible w ith the Standard M odel expectation of the absence of
neutral triplegaugedboson couplings. T he results shown in table 6a) and gures 6 and 7
dem onstrate this conclusion in the e ective Lagrangian m odel of reference [2] for the
d = 6 operatorswhich, In the on-shell Iim it, contribute either to 27 orto 2 production.
A sm entioned In sections 1.1 and 3.1 (and predicted from studies of sim ulated events [6]),
the contrlbbution to these results of the o shell data lnclided in their determ ination is
an all: using only the o <hell data leads to precisions poorer by factorsof 3 7 than
using theon—shellZ orZZ data. (Thise ect isobsarved m ost strongly in the case of the
detem ination of h;, where the Interference in the squared m atrix elem ent between the
anom alous and Standard M odel am plitudes leads to a relatively precise determm ination
of this param eter). T hus these results, w ith negligible changes, m ay also be interpreted
in tem s of the param eters h! and £ of onshell Z and ZZ production, listed in the
right-hand colum n of the table, and they m ay be com pared directly w ith other published
results for these on-chell param eters.

The results shown in tabl 6b) and gure 8 exam ine the possibility of four-ferm ion
production via an anom alousV °Z  vertex by detem ining the coe cients of the lowest
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din ension (d = 8) operators in the m odel of reference [2]which would contribute to such
a process. A s noted In section 1.1, contributions from these operators a ect both the
Z and ZZ nal states; In the detem ination of ‘ZZ , the experim ental sam ples from
the two nal states contribute roughly equally to the log lkelhood distrbution in the
com bination ofdata,while In the determ nation of ’“4Z * thez contrbution dom iates.
The results of the ts show that there is no evidence in the data for a C P conserving
anom alous coupling at the Z  vertex or for a CP <wiolating coupling at the Z2 Z
vertex.

Theresults shown in table 6¢c) and gures 9 and 10 indicate that there isno evidence in
thedata for SU (2) U (1)<onserving anom alous couplings in them odels of references [2]
and [6]. Here again, in the com binations of data from di erent nal states, the contri-
butions from 7 production dom inate, as can be seen by com parison of the likelhood
curves of gure 7 and either gure 9 or gure 10, and from the con dence lin its shown
In the table. T his arises both because of the sensitivity to h; noted above and because
of the greater statistical contribution from 72 com pared to that from 77 production at
LEP2 energies.

4 Conclusions

A study has been perform ed of the neutral triplegaugeboson vertex using DELPH I
data from the nalstatesZ2 ,77Z and Z produced at LEP2. The results have been
Interpreted in tem s of various m odels of the interaction Lagrangian proposaed in the
Iiterature. W e nd no evidence for the production of these states by processes involring
neutral triple-gaugedboson vertices w ith either one or two o —shell bosons, nor when the
data are analyzed In temm s of m odels In which the neutral triplegaugedboson vertex is
constrained to be SU (2) U (1)-consarving. T hese conclusions are in agreem ent w ith the
predictions of the Standard M odel.
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Figure 2: a) Distrbution of x = E =E . , the energy of denti ed photons nom al-
zed to the beam energy in thedata In the =  channel, summ ed over all energy points.
T he distrdbution is shown before In posing the experimental cut at E = 50 G&V.The
experim ental data points are shown by dots and the shaded histogram show s the predic-
tions of the Standard M odel for signal plus background. (T he background contribution
is very am all, and is not shown separately). b) D istrdbution of joos *j,where ° is the
decay angle of the quark (or antiquark) In the 72 centreofm ass fram e w ith regpect to
the direction of the Z in the overall centre of m ass, for data selected in theqg channel.
T he experim ental data points are shown by dots, the shaded histogram show s the pre—
dictions of the Standard M odel for signal and background, and the outlined histogram s
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Figure 3: D istrdbution of joos ; j, where ; is the Z production polar angle, for data
selected In the 27 channels. T he experin entaldata points are shown by dots, the shaded
histogram s show the predictions of the Standard M odel for the signal and background

com ponents indicated In the legend, and the outlined histogram s the expectations for
valnesof ££ = 15,
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Figure 4: For the ggl' 1 nal state: predicted Standard M odel distributions of events
a) In the M hagrons/ M + ) plane, and b) n the M nhagronss M o+« ) Plane, show ing the
bins used In the ts to the coupling param eters. The sum of all the bins de nes the
Z sam ple. c¢) Expected distrdbution In the M o, M + ) plane, and d) In the M o,
M o+ ) plane, of the di erence between the predictions of the Standard M odel plus an

»27

anom alous contrdbution, *,"° m; = 34, and the Standard M odel only. (T he param eter

»272

A isde ned In table 1). Plots a) and b) and, ssparately, ¢) and d) were com puted
w ith the sam e assum ed Jum inosities.
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Figure 6: Likelhood distributions for neutral gauge coupling param eters corresponding
to Lagrangian operators In uencing Z7Z and Z  production. T he param eters are de ned
In section 1.1; the corresponding on-shell param eters are shown in parentheses on the
abscissa labels. The distrbutions include the contrbutions from both statistical and
system atic e ects.
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DELPHI (Zy, Zy , ZZ)
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Figure 7: Likelhood distributions for neutral gauge coupling param eters corresponding
to Lagrangian operators n uencing Z , Z and ZZ production. The param eters are
de ned In section 1.1; the corresponding on-shell param eters are shown in parentheses
on the abscissa labels. T he distbutions include the contributions from both statistical
and system atic e ects.
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Figure 8: Likelhood distributions for neutral gauge coupling param eters corresponding
to Lagrangian operators a ecting only the V °Z  vertices. T he param eters are de ned
In section 1.1. The distrbutions include the contrbutions from both statistical and
system atic e ects.
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DELPHI (Zy, Zy*,ZZ) G-L-R SU(2)xU(1) invariance
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Figure 9: L kelhood distributions for neutral gauge coupling param eters corresponding to
SU (2) U (1)<eonsarving Lagrangian operators satisfying the G ounaris1.ayssacR enard
(G LR ) constraints. T he param eters arede ned in section 1.1. T hedistrbutions lnclude
the contrrbutions from both statistical and system atic e ects.
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DELPHI (2y, Zy*,ZZ) Alcaraz SU(2)xU(1) invariance

/_-|\57\ T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T ] 357 ‘ ‘ ]
g0 - :
S a4t 4 Sab -
N r 1 N ]
3 . 3 -
2~ . 2 .
1 . 1- .
O:\ L1 \ LT \\\\\\: O: \ L 1 L \ :
-0.1 202 E.l -0.05 202 A 0.05

- cot 8, m2via 1A (hY) -cot 8, m2via 1A (h)
/_757 ‘ ‘ ‘ ] /_'|\57 T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T \7
g r - :
S 4k 4 SaF .
N - 1 N ¢ 1
3 . 3 -
21 . 2 -
1 = 1 =
0: Il ‘ Il Il ‘ Il : 0:\ Il Il ‘ I Il Il ‘ Il Il \:
-0.2 5 (% B 0.2 . -0.2 5 (2) BO.Z 5
-cot 8, m2v¥4 12 (h?) -cot 8, m2v¥4 15 (h7)

Figure 10: Likelihood distrributions for neutral gauge coupling param eters corresponding
to SU (2) U (1)<onsarving Lagrangian operators satisfying the A lcaraz constraints. T he
param eters are de ned in section 1.1. The distributions include the contributions from
both statistical and system atic e ects.



