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A bstract

From a total data sample of 701.1 pb ! recorded with €' e centre-ofm ass energies of

s = 161 209 Ge&V with the OPAL detector at LEP, 11693 W -pair candidate events are

selected. These data are used to obtain m easurem ents of the W -pair production cross sections

at 10 di erent centre-ofm ass energies. T he ratio of them easured cross sections to the Standard
M odel expectation is found to be:

data=SM = 1002 001l(stat:) 0:2007(syst:) 0:005(theory);

w here the uncertainties are statistical, experim ental system atics and theory system atics respec—
tively. The data are used to determ ine the W boson branching fractions, which are found to
be consistent w ith Jepton universality of the charged current interaction. A ssum ing lepton uni-
versality, the branching ratio to hadrons isdetermm ined to be 67:41 037 (stat:) 023(syst:) % ,
from which theCKM m atrix elam ent Vsjisdeterm ned tobe 0969 0:017(stat:) 0:012(syst:).
T he di erential cross section asa function oftheW  production angle ism easured for the gge
and qq nal states. T he results described In this paper are consistent w ith the expectations
from the Standard M odel.
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1 Introduction

From 1996 2000 the LEP € e collider at CERN operated at centre-ofim ass energies, P s,
above the threshold forW *W  production. T his paper describes the O PAL m easuram ents of
the W "W  production cross section and W branching fractions using this data sam ple that
corresponds to a total integrated I inosity of 701:1pb ' . The OPAL analysis of W * W
production and decay using data recorded at = s> 190G &V has not been published previously.
For this paper the data recorded at 183G &V and above have been analysed using the nal
OPAL detector calbration and W pair event selections. T he results presented here supersede
the previous O PA L analysis of the data recorded at =~ s= 183G&V [l]land  s= 189G&V [21.
T he data collected close to theW pair production threshold ( s= 161G &V and 172G &V ) have
not been reanalysed and the corresponding results are described in [3,4]. Furthem ore, for the
reasons explained in Section [3.], the 183GeVv W *W ! “ “ data have not been reanalysed
and the corresponding results are given In [1].

In this paper, W "W  production is de ned in term s of the C C 03 class [5] of production
diagram s. These diagram s, which correspond to tchannel . exchange and s-channel Z=
exchange, provide a naturalde nition of resonantW -pair production. T he contributions to the
event rate from non-C C 03 diagram swhich lead to the sam e nalstates asW —pair production
(Including interference w ith the C C 03 set of diagram s) are treated as additive background. In
the Standard M odel (SM ),W "W events are expected to decay into fully leptonic (1 “ ), sam i
leptonic (gg’ ), or fully hadronic (gggq) nal states w ith predicted SM branching fractions of
106% ,439% and 456% respectively [5]. Here gq denotes a quark and an antiquark and ‘
denotes a lepton/anti-epton (‘= e, , )and an antineutrino/neutrino. T hree separate event
selections, described in Section [3, are used to dentify candidate W *W  events by their nal
state topologieswith * ‘ and qg’ candidates classi ed according to the charged lepton type.
From the observed event rates in these ten channels (6  “ ,3 ggq’ and gggq) m easurem ents
of the W boson branching fractions and totalW *W  production cross section are obtained.
T he m easured branching fraction to hadrons is used to provide a determ ination of the CKM
m atrix elem ent V7. For the gge . and qg decay channels the charge of the W bosons can
be denti ed from the charge of the obsarved lepton. These events are usad to determ ine the
di erential cross section in term s of the W  polar angle.



2 D etector,D ata and M onte C arlo

21 The OPA L D etector

T he Inner part of the O PAL detector consisted of a 3.7 m diam eter tracking volum e w ithin a
0435 T axialm agnetic eld. T he tracking detectors included a silicon m icro-vertex detector, a
high precision gas vertex detector and a large volum e gas gt cham ber. T he tracking acceptance
corresponds to approxin ately jcos j< 095 (forthe track quality cutsused In thisstudy), w here

isthepolaranglew ith respect to thee b direction. T he transversem om entum resolution
formuon tracks is approxin ately . =pr =  (0:02)? + (0:0015p; )? with pr measured In G &V .
Lying outside the solenoid, the electrom agnetic calorim eter (ECA L) consisting of 11 704 lead
glass blocks had full acceptance In the rangg;’cos j< 098 and a relative energy resolution
for electrons of approxim ately g =E 018= E wih E measured iIn G €V .Them agnet retum
yoke was Instrum ented w ith stream er tubes which served as the hadronic calorin eter. M uon
cham bers outside the hadronic calorim eter provided m uon denti cation in the range jcos <
0:98. Hem eticity for polar angles down to approxin ately 24m rad was achieved w ith forward
detectors designed for m easuring electrons and photons. Additional forward scintillator tiles
were Installed in 1998 in order to extend the coverage fordetection ofm inin um ionising particles
[6]. T hese orward scintillator tileswereused to In provethe  * analysisforthe s 189G eV
data sam ples. A detailed description of the O PA L detector can be found in [7].

2.2 Data Sam ple

From 1996 onwards the centre-ofm ass energy of the LEP collider was increased from 161 G €V
to 209 G&V in several steps. The total integrated lum inosity of the data sam ple considered
in this paper, evaluated using an all angle Bhabha scattering events obsarved in the silicon
tungsten forward calorin eter [8],is 7011 2:dpb * . For the purpose of m easuring the W * W
cross section these data are divided into ten = s ranges listed in Table[ll. These ranges re ect
them ain energy steps as the centre-ofm ass energy was increased during LEP operation above
theW *W  production threshold.

R ange/G &V h si/Gev | L /pb !
1600 165.0 161.30 9.89
165.0 180.0 17211 10.36
180.0 185.0 182.68 57.38
1850 1900 18863 183.04
1900 1940 19161 29 33
1940 1980 19554 7641
198.0 201.0 19954 76.58
2010 2025 201.65 37.68
2025 2055 204 88 81.91
2055 209.0 206 .56 13854
Total 70112

Tabl 1: The energy binning used for the W *W  cross section m easurem ents. The pE range
covered by each bin, them ean um inosity-weighted valuieof s and the corresponding integrated
um inosity, L, are listed.



2.3 M onte Carlo

A number of Monte Carlo M C) samplks, all hcluding a full smulation [9] of the OPAL
detector, are usad to m odel the signal and background processes. For this paper themain M C
sam ples for our-ferm ion  nal states consistent w ith com ing from the processefe ! W W
aregenerated using theK andY [10]program . K andY includesexactO ( )Y FS exponentiation
ll]ortheW "W  production process, with O ( ) electroweak non—kading (NL) corrections
com bined w ith YFS exponentiated O ( °) leading logarithm (LL) initial state radiation (ISR ).
Final state radiation (FSR ) from Ileptons is in plem ented In Photos [12] and radiation from
the quark induced parton-shower is perform ed by Jetset [13]. The hadronisation within the
Jetset model is tuned to OPAL data recorded at the Z resonance [14]. For the studies of
system atic uncertainties the Jetset hadronisation m odel is com pared with the predictions
from Herw ig [15]and Ariadne [16].

TheKandY generator is also usad to produce event weights such that generated events can
be rew eighted to correspond to the C C 03 set ofdiagram salone. Thedi erence between the full
set of four-fem ion diagram s and the C C 03 diagram s alone is used to obtain the four-fem ion
background which includes the e ects of interference w ith the C C 03 diagram s.

TheKoralW program [17]isused to sin ulate thebackground from four-ferm ion nalstates
which are incom patible w ith com ing from the decays oftwo W Josons (eg.ee ! gg & ).
The two-farm ion background processes efe ! 2= !  *  ,e&e ! 2= | 7 and
e'e ! Z= | ggqare smulated using KK 2f [18]. The two ferm ion process€ e ! z2= !
e" e issimulated using Bhw ide [19]. Backgrounds from two-photon interactions are evaluatsd
using Pythia [20],Herw ig,Phojet [21],Bdk [22]and the Vem aseren program [23].

The SM predictions for the CC03 €'e | W 'W  cross sections above the W "W
threshod region are obtained from the YfsW W [24] and the RacoonW W [25] program s.
RacoonW W isa complte O( )e'e ! 4f calkulation in the double pole approxin a—

tion with ISR treated using a structure function approach. The YfsW W program provides
theW "W calulations n KandY .YfsW W and RacoonW W yied nearly dentical predic—
tions fortheW *W  cross sections w ith an estin ated theoretical uncertainty of approxin ately
05% [26]. ForW —pair production near threshold (the 161G &V and 172G &V data) the leading-
and doublepolk approxin ationsused in Y fsW W and RacoonW W respectively are no longer
valid and the predictions are obtained from both calculations using the Im proved Bom Ap—
proxin ation where the theoretical uncertainty is approxim ately 2% .

3 efe ! WTW Event Selection

The selection of W *W  events proceeds In three stages, corresponding to the three W "W
decay topolgies: W* W ! ‘4 4 ,W'W ! gg’ and W'W ! gggg. The selections are
mutually exclusive with only events failing the W *W ! “‘ ‘ selection being considered in
theW *W ! gg’ selkction, and only events which are not selected as  ‘ orgg’ being
considered fortheW *W ! gggg selection. T he event selections are essentially unchanged from
those described in detail in [2] (and references therein) although the W *W ! “ ‘  selection
now Incorporates featuresused in the O PA L analysis ofdi-lepton eventsw ith signi cantm issing
transverse m om entum [27].

In the centreofm ass energy range P s= 161 209 G &V, the lum inosity-weighted average
CCO03 W pair selection e ciencies forthe / * ,qggq’ and gggq decay channelsare 84% ,84%
and 86 % regpectively. T his correspoonds to a totale ciency of 85% . T he selection e ciencies,



broken down into thedi erent Jepton avours are summ arised in Tabl [J. For the data sam ples
away from the W —“pair threshold the selection e ciencies depend only weakly on centre-of-
m ass energy. Themain features of the selections and associated systam atic uncertainties are
described below in Sections[Zd [B3.

Event E clencies® |forw W !
Selection | e e e e ‘ age aq aq agqaq
e e 741 0.0 08 04 6.6 01 00 00 00 00

00 ) 0.7 14 01 6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.7 0.7 481 0.7 49 5.6 00 0.0 0.0 00

e 26 04 14 765 6.2 69 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
e 103 0.0 115 56 642 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.2 95 84 43 0.8 615 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
qage 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 02 0.0 843 0.1 4.0 0.0
aq 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 02 883 44 0.1
aq 00 0.0 02 0.0 0.0 0.0 43 44 615| 05

qa9g 00 00 00 00 00 00 | 00 01 08 |859

Table 2: The lum hnosity-weighted average selection e ciencies for the CC 03 processes for
s= 161 209G eV. The e cincies include corrections for detector occupancy and tracking
ne ciencies as described in the text.

3.1 Selection ofW *WwW ! ‘Y ‘ events

TheW "W ! ‘ ‘ process results in an event with two charged leptons, not necessarily of
the sam e avour, and signi cant m issing m om entum . T his characteristic event topology is of
Interest both for m easuring aspects of W physics and for exploring the potential production
of new particles leading to the sam e experin ental signature. TheW *W ! “ * event sslec—
tion described here rst requires events to be selected by the general event selection used by
OPAL to search for new particles such as pair production of super-sym m etric particles which
decay leptonically [27]. T his selection denti es events consistent w ith there being two charged
Jeptons and signi cant m issing transverse m om entum . From this sam ple cuts are applied to
dentify events consistent with being from the W *W ! “ ‘ process. This event selection
takes advantage of changes to the O PAL detector m ade in 1998. C onsequently the data from
centre-ofm ass energies of 161 [3],172 [4]and 183G €V [l]have not been reanalysed.

The general * * event selection is described In detail in [27] and references therein. The
selection is form ed by requiring that an event be selected by either of two independent event
selections, referred to In [27]as Selection I and Selection IT. Both event selections require ev—
dence for signi cant m issing transverse m om entum and are designed to m inin ise background
contrbutions from SM processes which can lead to an experin ental signature of two charged
leptons and signi cantm issing transverse m om entum . In the case ofbackground processes, sig—
ni cantm issing transversem cm entum can arise from a num ber of sources: secondary neutrinos
In tau decays; m ism easurem ent of the Jegpton energies and directions; or where high transverse
m om entum particles are incident on poorly instrum ented regions of the detector.

Selection T is designed to retain e ciency for events w ith low visble energy. Selection IT
isdesigned formeasuringW *W ! “* ‘ eventswhich usually have substantial visible energy;



the selection criteria have been optin ised to m axim ise the statistical power (e ciency m ulti-
plied by purity) treating CCO03 W "W ! ‘ ‘ assignaland SM processes other than * * as
background. For both Selection T and Selection IT particular care is taken to regct events w ith
fakem issing m om entum due to detector e ects. N either selection attem pts to reduce the sensi-
tivity to non-€ C 03 sources of / “/  eventsw ith two detected leptons. T here is a large overlap
n the expected acceptance of the two selections: from the selected M C event sam ple, 6% of
events are selected exclusively by Selection Tand 6% exclusively by Selection TI.C onversely, of
theM C SM background events from processes other than * ‘ ,9% passboth selections, 32%
exclusively pass Selection Tand 59% exclusively pass Selection II.

Both selections are cutbased and rather involred [27], and only an outline of the m ain
points is given here. The m ost signi cant variables used are: Xg i (Xpax ), the m om entum of
the Iower (higher) m om entum charged lepton candidate scaled to the beam energy; Xt , the
m agnitude of the m issing m om entum scaled to the beam energy; .cop, the supplem ent of the
azin uthal opening angle; gjss, the polar angle of the m issing m om entum vector; g *%, the
m agnitde of the z com ponent of the m issing m om entum ; at *°, the com ponent of the m issing
transverse m om entum that is perpendicular to the event thrust axis in the transverse plane;
and Iarlliss = tan 1 [al}w jss:pr; 1'55].

Selection T isbased on three m ain requirem ents:

evidence that a pair of charged leptons is produced, where at least one m ust have p
exceeding 1.5 G eV and m ust satisfy requirem ents on lepton identi cation and isolation;

evidence of statistically signi cantm issing transverse m om entum . For large acoplanarity

events, Lo.p > =2, ¥p Is required to exceed 0.045. For ,.p < =2, le. events where
the Jeptons are m ore back-to-back, a com bination of cuts on x; , a%* and ™ is used.
T he cuts depend on the didepton denti cation infomm ation;

a veto on eventsw ith fakem issing transversem om entum using the detectors in the forward
region of the detector.

Selection T is designed as a general selection for didepton events w ith m issing transverse
mom entum . In order to isolate events consistent w ith the processW *W ! “ ‘ , additional
cuts are applied in this analysis to rem ove events which have relatively low m issing transverse
mom entum (an in portant region for SUSY and other new particle searches but not forW —“pair
production ):

events are reected if % ., < 015

ifx% < 02, jcos gjssj> 0:7 and X, i < 0:3, events are rejected if efther x, . < 0:5 or
acop < =2and "< 0d;

for events w ith only one reconstructed isolated charged lepton candidate, events are re-
Fcted if the net m om entum of the additional tracks and clusters not associated to the
lepton divided by their invariant m ass is less than 4.

Selection IT starts from a presslected sam ple of low m ultiplicity events and m akes little
use of lepton denti cation inform ation In the event selection procedure. The st stage of
the selection is to apply a cone gt- nding algorithm [28] using a cone halfopening angle of
20 and a Pt energy threchold of 25 Ge&V .Themaprity (90% ) of W *W ! ‘ ‘ events are
reconstructed in the di=gt category. For events reconstructed as two gt events, the three m ost
In portant selection criteria are:



evidence for m issing transverse m om entum de ned by requiring that x should exceed
0.05 by a statistically signi cantm argin;

for low acoplanarity events & = should exceed 0.020, prin arily to reject events w here the
m issing m om entum arises from secondary neutrinos from tau decays;

a veto on activity in the forward region sim ilar to Selection I.

A dditional selections targeted at three—gt events (often W *W ! “ “ ) and shgl gt events
(one obsarved lepton plus evidence for the presence of another lepton) are used to in prove the
overall selection e ciency.

Events are classi ed as one of the six possible didepton types. For events selected by
Selection TI, the event classi cation uses both particle denti cation inform ation and kinem atic
Inform ation as described In reference [2]. For events selected exclusively by Selection I the
didepton classi cation is based on the lepton denti cation inform ation only.

311 W *w ! 4 4 Selection System atic U ncertainties

E ciency Uncertainties: The OPAL trigger and pretrigger system s provide a highly re-
dundant and e cient trigger forWw “W ! ‘4 ‘ ; studies indicate that the trigger ne ciency
for events selected by these event selections is negligble. TheW *W ! “ /  event selection
e ciencies are lin ited m ainly by the geom etrical acceptance of the detector and the de ned
kinem atic acceptance. The latter is In plicit in the requirem ent that the observed nal state
particles have a net visible transverse m om entum which signi cantly exceeds that which could
be explained by undetected particles at low polar angles. T he detector acceptance is well un—
derstood and factors a ecting the kinem atic acoeptance such asm om entum and energy scales
and resolutions are adequately m odelled by the M C simulation. Extensive studies have been
carried out com paring distrbbutions of the event selection vardables in data w ith M C . In general,
reasonable agreem ent is found and quantitative estin ates of the Individual system atic e ects
are an all com pared to the statistical errors. In particular, the critical distributions associated
w ith requiring m issing transverse m om entum , such as the ap 5 and the x; distrdbutions are
wellm odelled. A s an exam ple, the single m ost In portant cut in the two \ t" part of Selection
IT is the cut on &% which lads to a relative loss in the W "W ! “ ‘ e ciency of 1.1% .
A conservative estin ate of the system atic error on the a' ™ scale of 1% leads to a system atic
uncertainty of 0.04% on the overall e ciency. A s a result of such studies, an overall global
event selection e ciency system atic uncertainty corresponding to 5% of the ine ciency prior
to occupancy corrections isassessed. T his system atic uncertainty is taken to be fully correlated
am ong centre-ofm ass energies and ranges from 0.7% at189GeV to 08% at207G&vV.

D etector O ccupancy: TheW "W ! “ / event selection is sensitive to hits in the various
sub-detectors which do not arise from the prim ary € e interaction, term ed \detector occu-—
pancy". Backgrounds from the accelerator, cosm ictay muons, or electronic noise can lead
to additional hits, energy deposition and even reconstructed tracks being superim posed on
triggered data events. These detector occupancy e ects are sin ulated by adding to the re-
constructed M C events the hits, energy depositions and additional \ ts" found in random ly
triggered [29 ]beam <rossing data events corregponding to the sam e centre-ofm ass energy. T he
detector occupancy corrections are ncluded In the quoted e ciencies of Table [2. They reduce
the overalle ciency and rangefrom 04 % at189Gev to 10% at207 G &V .Thevariation is
due to higher beam +elated backgrounds at the highest energies. Tn order to take into account



residual de ciencies in the in plam entation of these post event reconstruction corrections, a
system atic uncertainty am ounting to one half of the correction is assigned.

The overall * ‘/ e ciency system atic uncertainties (for all nal states com bined) range
from 08% to 1.0% for centreofm ass energiesof 189 209G &V.

4 4

B ackground U ncertainties: T here are threem ain sources ofbackground In thewW "W !
selection:

N on— “ Background: Events from processes w ith no prin ary neutrinos which m an-
age to fake the m issing transverse m om entum signature. Im portant sub-com ponents are
didepton production, in particular tau-pairs, m ultiperipheral two-photon processes and
the fourfem ion e e £f processes.

4 4

N on—-interfering four-ferm ion background: nal states arising from processes
such as 27 w ith prin ary neutrinos in the nalstate and w ith lepton and neutrino avours
incom patible with W W production (eg. * ).

Interfering four-ferm ion background: The’ ‘ nalstatesrelevanttoW'w ! 4 “
also have signi cant contributions from diagram s beyond those of CC 03 W —pair produc-
tion, such asWe .,%2¢ e ,%Z2% and Z . .. These contributions, which can also interfere
w ith the C C 03 diagram s, are treated as an additive background.

For the centre-ofm ass energy range P s = 161 209G eV, the um nosity-weighted average
expected background cross sections are listed in Table[3.

Source of Background [fo] in selection
Background | e e e e ‘ age aq aq agqaq
o 20. 17. 18. 21. 31. 17. 0. 0. 0. 0.
aq’ 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 61. 3. 73. 0.
qgaq 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 1. 6. 493.
paas 1. 1. 5. 0. 3. 2. 1 0. 1. 0.
aq’’ 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 38 30. 7. 49.
aq 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 1. 1. 36. 0.
“ 2. 2. 5. 1. 5. 3. 2. 1. 5. 0.
aq 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 41. 23. 78. | 1340.
ee X 0. 0. 7. 0. 2. 1. 7. 2. 3. 0.
Total 23. 21. 35 23. 41. 23 152. 63. 280. | 1882.
error 2. 3. 4 2 3. 3 10. 5. 32. 100.

Table 3: Lum nosity-weighted average background cross sections [fo] in the di erent event se-
Jection categories. T he background cross sections for the gqg selection include the corrections
described in the text. T he quoted errors Include both statistical and system atic uncertainties.

T he overall system atic uncertainties on the background cross sections for each didepton
class and at each centre-ofm ass energy are calculated by summ ing up the contributions in the
follow ing categories. T he uncertainties w ithin each category are assum ed to be fully correlated
am ong diepton channels and centre-ofm ass energies.



For events from didepton production the theoretical uncertainties are negligible. Tn this
case it is smulation of the detector response that dom inates the uncertainty on the

badkground . Events are selected due to either m ism easuram ents of the variables used in

the selection or from the tails of the * decay distributions. An overall background

system atic uncertainty of 10% is assessed.

A 5% system atic uncertainty is assigned to the background expectations from genuine
Y 4 events com Ing both from non-interfering four-fem ion background nal states and
from the non-€ C 03 contrlbbution to nal states where the four ferm ions are com patible
w ith being from W -pair production.

A 10% system atic uncertainty is assigned to the background expectations from é e ff
and the rem aining an all contrlbutions from other four-fem ion processes, re ecting the
theoretical error on sin ulation of processes like Ze" e .

For events from the multiperipheral ée ! &' e X process an uncertainty of 30% is
assigned. The uncertainty re ects the size of the discrepancy in the m odelled num ber
of events exclusively rejpcted using the forward scintillating tiles, a category of events
dom nated by m ultifperipheral backgrounds.

Event C lassi cation U ncertainties: T here are two aspects to the didepton avour classi —
cation of selected W "W ! “ ‘ candidates. Firstly, the algorithm s for Jeptons to be denti ed
as electrons, m uons or hadronically decaying taus. T hesem ake use of m any of the techniques of
Jepton denti cation used by O PAL in studiesat the Z . Secondly, the kinem atic re<lassi cation
algorithm based on scaled m om entum which reclassi es soft Jeptons identi ed as electrons or
m uons as probable secondary leptons from taus, and uses electrom agnetic calorin eter and m uon
Inform ation to reassess whether highly energetic leptons initially not denti ed as electrons or
m uons are m ore consistent kinem atically w ith prom pt electrons or m uons. T he classi cation
e ciency system atic uncertainty for genuine electrons and muons is assessed to be 2% based
on the understanding of the Jepton denti cation inform ation in the largee’e ! “*‘ samples
recorded at LEP 1. T he kinem atic reclassi cation, which reliesm ainly on m easuram ent of the
Jepton energy, reduces the system atic uncertainties on the e ciencies for the ndividual nal
state Jepton channelsto the 1% level. In the extraction of the SM param eters that follow s it has
been veri ed that the e ectsofthe  ‘ classi cation system atic uncertainties are an all. Nev-
ertheless, the e ects of the classi cation systam atic uncertainties and correlations are included
n the analysis.

312 W*w ! “ “‘/ Resuls

U sing the KandY M C sam ples the um nosity-weighted average CCO03 W *W ! ‘4 ‘ event
selection e ciency in the 189 209G eV centre-ofm ass energy range is estim ated to be (84:7
0:8)% . The Inclusive selection e ciencies for the di erent centre-ofm ass energies are listed
in Table[d. The e clencies for the di erent nal states depend mostly on the number of
taus present. The lum inosity-weighted average e ciencies are 894% , 832% and 719% for

nal states w ith zero, one and two taus respectively. For the 189 209G &V data the selection
e ciency does not depend strongly on centre-ofm ass energy. The lum inosity weighted e —
ciencies of theW *W ! “ ‘ selection for the individual channels are given in TabXZJ. The
e clencies/num bers of expected events in all tables nclude the detector occupancy corrections
described above.
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In total, 1188 events are selected asW "W ! * ‘/ candidates com pared to the SM expec—
tation of 1138 9 (the num bers refer to the entire data set from 161 209G &V ). F gurell] show s
kinem atic distributions for reconstructed W *W ! ‘ /  event sam ples. T he data distributions
are In good agreem ent w ith the M C expectations. The num bers of selected * * eventsateach
energy are used to detemm ine the cross sections forefe ! W' W ! ‘ ‘ given in Tabl4.
T he m easured cross sections are in agreem ent w ith the SM expectations.

e

L N E ciency Background W *w ! 4 ) SM
Gev]| pb'] [events] (5 ] [events] Pb ] [Pb ]
161.30 99 2 654 2.0 02 0.0 028 022 001 |038
17211 | 104 8 782 26 08 03 089 035 003 |1.28
18268 | 574 78 781 23 49 15 163 020 005 | 162
18863 | 1830 295 861 0.8 281 0. 169 0411 002 |1.72
19161 | 293 56 853 0.8 49 02 204 030 002 | 1.75

19554 | 64 145 851 0.8 13.0 04 203 019 0.02 | 1.78
19954 | 766 138 848 08 136 04 191 018 002 |1.79
20165 | 37.7 86 839 09 71 02 250 029 003 |1.80
20488 | 819 141 835 1.0 163 05 182 017 002 |181
20656 | 1385 239 835 1.0 278 0.8 183 013 002 | 181

Table 4: M easured cross gections for the CC 03 processefe ! W*W ! * Y _Forthe’ '/

selection the data below =~ s= 188%63G &V have not been reanalysed and the results are taken
from [1,3,4]. The errors on the cross sections are statistical and system atic. T he num bers of
selected events, the Y * selection e ciencies and the expected num bers of background events
are also listed . T he backgrounds include a an all contribution from sem HeptonicW *W  decays
which for the cross sections are taken to be xed to their SM expectations.

3.2 Selection of W "W ! gg’ events

TheW "W ! qgg’ selection consists of three ssparate selections, one for each type of sem -
leptonic decay. O nly those events which are not already selected as ’ * candidates are consid—
ered by these selections. Foreach oftheW *W ! gge ,W "W ! gqg ,andW *W ! gg
event selections, the m ain part is a relative lkelhood m ethod to refct the potentially lJarge
e"e | ggbackground. In the rststage,theW "W ! gge.andW "W ! gg likelihood
selections are performed. The W *W | gg likelihood selection is only applied to those
events w hich have not already been selected. Finally, events passing eithertheW *W ! gge .
ortheW *W ! gg selectionsm ay then be reclassi ed asW "W ! gg candidates.

TheW "W ! gg’ event selections ussd here are alm ost dentical to those described in
previous O PA L publications [1,2]. However, using the entire OPAL W *W  data has resulted
in an in proved understanding of the selection e ciencies and backgrounds. U sing the im proved
estin ates of the system atic uncertainties, the cut on the relative likelihood variable used to
select gg candidates was reoptim ised to m inin ise the total uncertainty (statistical and
system atic) for this channel. A s a result the cut on the likelhood was raised from 0.5 to 0.8
w hich reduces the e ciency by about 5% . This loss In e ciency ism ore than com pensated by
the factor of two reduction in background and the corresponding reduction in the associated
system atic uncertainties.
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3.2.1 Event Selection

The W "W ! qgg’ event selection utilises the distinct topology of W W ! gg‘ events;
m issing energy and a high energy (usually isolated) lepton. T he selection consists of six stages,
which can be sum m arised as:

loose preselection : a loose presslection to rem ove events w ith low m ultijplicity or little
visble energy.

lepton candidate identi cation: identi cation of the cbserved track in the event which
is m ost consistent w ith being from the leptonic decay ofa W boson. Candidate lepton
tracks are denti ed for each of the gge ., qq and gq hypotheses.

preselection: di erent sets of cuts are applied orW W ! gge ., W W ! qgg ,
andW "W ! gg to rem ove events clearly incom patible w ith being signal (eg. events
are refcted if the total visibble energy in the event is less than 0.3 of the centreofm ass

energy).

relative likelihood selection: di erent relative lkelhood selections are used to den-
tifywWw "W ! gge,W* W ! gg ,andW W ! gg candidates. T he probability
density fuinctions used in the lkelihood selections are obtained from M C at the di erent
centre-ofm ass energies. T he variables used are either related to the properties of the lep—
ton candidate (eg. the lepton energy and degree of isolation) or the kinem atic properties
of the event (eg. the totalvisbl energy and the m agnitude of the m issing m om entum ).

decay classi cation: identi cation of gqq candidates from events which were origi-
nally selected asgge . or g

four-ferm ion background rejection: rejction of four-ferm ion backgrounds gg*
We., Zee andgg ~ .

The rst four stages, described in detailin [4], are optin ised for the refction of thee e | gg
badkground which, for the centre-ofm ass energies considered here, has an expected cross sec-
tion of between four and seven tim es larger than the W -pair production cross section. The
m ost in portant feature of the selection is the looseness of the denti cation of possible lepton
candidates. For both theW *W ! gge.and W *W ! gg selections the track which is
m ost consistent w ith being from a leptonic W -decay is denti ed. T he lepton track denti ca—
tion is based on an absolute likelhood taking into account m om entum , isolation and lepton
denti cation variables. To avoild associated system atic uncertainties only very loose cuts are
placed on the Jepton denti cation lkelhood. T he lepton identi cation likelhood is then used
as one of the nput variables In the lkelihood event selection. In this way the presence of
either a good isolated lepton candidate or signi cant m issing transverse m om entum is usually
su client for an event to be selected. T his redundancy leads to high e ciency and reduces the
dependence of the selection on the detailed sim ulation of the events and, consequently, leads
to relatively an all system atic uncertainties.

Because of the lin ited use of lepton identi cation inform ation, approxin ately 33% of
W'Ww ! gg events are accepted by at least one of the gge . and gg likelihood se-
lections. In addition, approxin ately 4% oftheW *W ! gge.and W "W ! gg events
pass both the gge . and qg lJikelihood selections. Such events usually result from there
being a genuine electron from a W Joson decay and a track from one of the ts being tagged
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as muon-like, or vice versa. Consequently additional likelihood selections, based prin arily on
Jepton identi cation variables and track m om entum , are used to categorise events passing the
age . and qq likelihood selections into the three possible leptonic W -decay m odes. The
largest system atic uncertainties In the e ciencies for selectingW *W ! gg’ events are asso—
ciated w ith this step.

Only eventswhich failed theW "W ! gge.andW "W ! qgg Iikelihood are passed to
theWw *W ! gg event selection. TheW "W ! gg event selection consists of separate
selections for four possible tau decay signatures: e ! , single prong hadronic
decay m odes and three prong hadronic decay m odes. Them ain di erence between these selec-
tions is the pow er of the variables used to dentify possble tau decay products and the relative
level of backgrounds. An event is considered a qgq candidate if it passes any one of these
four selections.

BecausstheW "W ! qgg’ Ilkelihood selectionsaredesigned to rect thedom inant€ e !
qqg background they have a signi cant e ciency for other fourfermm ion processes, eg. gge .

nal states produced by the single W W e .) diagram s and gg*" / production (mainly via
e"e | Z7). Additional fourfem ion background refction cuts are applied to events pass—
ng the lkellhood selections to reduce backgrounds from these processes. T he four-ferm ion
badkground rejpction consists of three separate parts. Cuts are applied to selected qge . and
qq candidates to reduce backgrounds from gge' e and qq * nal states where both
leptons are obsarved in the detector. Because of the lack of a clear signature for a lepton
nwWw*Ww ! gg events, the selection places m ore weight on m issing transverse energy to
repcte’e ! gg. Conssquently theW "W ! gg selection accepts approxin ately 40% of
hadronically decaying single W events W e . ! gge o). In these events the electron is usually
produced in the far forward region beyond the experin ental acceptance and a fragm entation
track ismisddenti ed asa  Jepton decay product. To reduce this background, an additional
lkelhood selection is applied which separatesW "W ! gg from W e .. This also refcts
background from €'e ! gg T .Badckground n theW* W ! gge . selection from the Ze' e

nal state, w here the 7 decays hadronically and one electron is far forward, is reduced w ith two
kinem atic ts, the rstusing the hypothesis that the event isW "W ! gge . and the second
using the Ze" e hypothesis.

In addition to the lkelhood selections, cutbased selectionsareused to dentify W "W ! gge
andW "W ! gg events w here the Jepton track is either poorly reconstructed or is beyond
the tracking acceptance. These “rackless’ selections require clear evidence of an electron or
muon In the calorin eter orm uon cham bers consistent w ith the kinem aticsofaW "W ! gg”’
event, w ifthout explicitly dem anding a reconstructed track. T hese additional selections in prove
the overalle ciency by approxim ately 3% (5% )forW "W ! gge. W "W ! gg )events,
and m ore In portantly result in a reduction in the system atic uncertainties associated w ith the
m odelling of the forward tracking acceptance.

3.2.2 System atic uncertainties

Table[d lists the various contributions to the system atic uncertainty on the gge ., qq and
aq selection e clencies. M any of the potential system atic e ects prin arily a ect the clas-
si cation of selected gg’ events rather than the overall gq’ e ciency. Am ongst the e ects
studied were:

i) Finite M C statistics of the KandY M C sam ples used to determn ine the e ciencies.
i1) The fragm entation and hadronisation system atic uncertainties are studied w ith fully sim u—
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Signale ciency error (% )
Event Selection W "W !
Source of uncertainty qge « ‘ aq ‘ aq ‘ aq’
) M C Statistics 0.07 0.06 010 | 0.04
i) W W Fragm entation 025 0.20 050 | 020
i) Tau candidate ID 0.60 0.20
) O ( )QED /Elctroweak 0.09 0.05 0.03 | 004
V) ISR and FSR 0.07 012 010 | 0.03
vi) ECAL enermgy response 011 0.08 | 0.03
vil) Track momentum response | 0.07 0.05 0.08 0.02
viil) Jet energy response 0.01 0.02 | 001
ix) Tracking Losses 030 0.05 0.06 | 0.10
X) D etector O ccupancy 0.03 0.03 0.06 0.03
xi)  Presslection 0.0 0.0 015 | 012
xil) Likelihhood Selection 030 0.10 040 | 0.10
O ther 0.04 0.03 0.02 | 0.03
Total 0.54 030 091 | 036
Table 5: Sources ofuncertainty on theW "W ! gg’ selection e ciencies. T he errors quoted

apply to the selection e ciency for the combined =~ s= 183 209G eV data set. Entries whhere
the systam atic error estim ate is less than 0.01 % aredenoted by . The errors on the com bined
g’ selection take Into account correlations between the ssparate channels.

htedMC W "W ! gg’ sampleswhere the hadronisation process ism odelled using Jetset,
Herw ig or Ariadne. In addition, the param eters 4, b, ¢cp ,and Qo of the Jetset frag—
m entation m odel are varied by one standard deviation about their tuned values [14].

iii) T he largest single systam atic uncertainty in the qq’ selection isdue to an denti ed de -
clency In the M C simulation of isolated tracks from the fragm entation/hadronisation process.
Such tracks, if su ciently isolated can have sim ilar properties to those from hadronic tau de-
cays. In data there is a clear excess of Jow m om entum tracks which have been denti ed as
the best tau decay candidate com pared to the M C expectation. This excess persists at all
stages in the event selection; for exam ple, there isa 10% excess of data events passing the
W'w ! gg preselection cuts (a sam ple dom inated by background from €' e | gg). To
assess the in pact on the qg analysis, a control sam ple of two gt events is form ed by rem ov-
ng the tracks and calorim eter clusters associated w ith the lepton in selected gge . and gg
events. The fullqg event selection is applied to these events and the selection e ciency is
found tobe 73 46 % higher in data than the M C expectation. A gain there is a clear excess
(25 7% ) of isolated tracks w ith m om enta less than 5G &V . This data sam ple is used to pro-
vide a m om entum dependent correction factor which isusad to reweight allM C eventswhere a
fragm entation track is denti ed as the best tau candidate. A fter applying this correction, the
data/M C agream ent at all stages in the gg selection is signi cantly I proved. The e ect of
this correction is to increase the expected background from gg ~ and singleW (W e.) events.
Because qq events can also be selected on the basis of a fragm entation track, the predicted
selection e clency forgg events isalso increased by 0.6 % . T he filll size of the corrections to
e clency and background are assigned as (correlated) system atic errors in the qg selection.
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iv) The selection e ciencies are sensitive to hard photon radiation in the W -pair production
process. The OPAL data are consistent w ith the predictions from KandY [30]. Potential
system atic biases are estim ated by reweighting the KandY M C sam ples so as to tum o the
O ( ) electroweak treatm ent of radiation from the W Jboosons.

v) A conservative estin ate of the possible biases arising from FSR from the lepton or tau decay
products is Investigated by reweighting theM C so as to change the rateof such FSR by 50% .
Thismainly a ects the classi cation of selected events. T he selection e ciencies are found to
be insensitive to the detailed treatm ent of ISR .

vi), vii) and viii) Uncertainties in the detector calibbration, linearity of energy response and
M C sin ulation of the energy resolution were studied in detail for the OPA L analysis of the W —
boson m ass [31]. The uncertainties related to ECAL energy, track m om entum and gt energy
response described therein are propagated to the event selection.

ix) 7z ! “’ events are used to study the tracking e ciency for electrons and muons. It is
found that the M C overestin ates the e ciency for reconstructing electron and m uon tracks in
the forward region, jcos j> 09. Thee ect on the selection e ciency is reduced by a factor of
approxin ately three due to the trackless selections. The M C e ciency estin ates are corrected
and the full size of the correction is assigned as a system atic error.

x ) R andom ly triggered events recorded throughout the data—taking period are usad to assess the
In pact of energy deposits in the detector (particularly in the forward lum inosity calorin eters)
which can result in the event being vetoed. A s a result, theM C e cliencies were corrected and
half the correction assigned as a system atic uncertainty.

x1) The event presslection cuts ram ove approxin ately 1% ofgq’ events. Possible system atic
e ects speci cally associated with the presslection (in addition to those described above) are
studied applying the likelihood selection to all events failing just one of the preselection cuts.
T here is no evidence of any system atic bias and the statistical precision of the study isused to
assign the system atic uncertainty.

xii) The M C expectation for each of the variables used in the likelhood selection is com pared
to the observed distridbution for the selected events. The ratio ofdata to M C isused to de ne
bindy-Jin corrections for each distribution. These corrections are propagated back into the
Tikelhood selection and the associated system atic errorsare obtained from the resulting changes
in the selection e ciencies.

B ackground U ncertainties: Tablk[3 show s the background cross sections and total uncer-—
tainties for the three gq’ selections. T he largest contributions to the background in the ggq’
selections are from the four ferm ion nalstatesqgge o,9g’f  andgg ~ and from ée ! qg.
In theqgg selection, the uncertainties on the four ferm ion backgrounds are dom nated by the
correction for isolated low m om entum tracks describbed above. The gge . background m ainly
arises from the single W process (ncluding interference with the CC 03 diagram s); a 5% un-—
certainty on this cross section is assum ed [26]. Background from thee" e | gg processm ainly
arises from radiative retum events w ith an unobserved photon in the beam direction where
a hadronisation track ism is=denti ed as the lepton. Thee'e ! gg badckground is assigned
a 10% systam atic uncertainty for the M C m odelling of the hadronisation process (based on
com parisons of Pythia,Herw ig and Ariadne). TheM C estin ate of this background rate is
checked using control sam ples constructed from the data directly. For the background, “ake’
events are constructed by boosting hadronic 7 events recorded at _s= 91 G &V to the nvari-
ant m ass distrlbution expected of quark pairs at the appropriate = s. There is an additional
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11% uncertainty on the e"e ! qgg background in the gge . selection from uncertainties in
the rate at which high energy photon conversions fake an electron. The backgrounds from
m ultiperipheral two photon processes (alm ost entirely from hadronic nal states rather than
from e'e ! e€e "/ ) areassigned a system atic uncertainty of 50% to cover the variation
In predictions obtained from di erent generators.

323 W *™W ! gg’ Results

Using the KandY M C sam ples the inclusive ggq’ selection is estimated to be 838 04%
ecient orW *W ! gg’ events. The selection e ciencies for the di erent centre-ofm ass
energies are listed In Tablk[d. Above the W *W  threshod region the selection e ciency

does not depend strongly on the centre-ofm ass energy. The lum nosity weighted e ciencies

ofthe W ™ W ! gg’ selection for the individual channels are given in Tabl[d. The e -
clencies/num bers of expected events in all tables include an all corrections (01  0:3% ) which
account for tracking losses w hich are notm odelled by theM C sim ulation of the O PA L detector.
T he e ect ofdetector occupancy from beam +elated backgrounds is also included as is the an all
correction associated with the denti cation of tau candidates described above.

In total 4572 events are selected as inclustve W "W ! gg’ candidates in agreem ent w ith
the SM expectation of 4622 28. F igure[d show s distributions of the reconstructed energy of
the lepton in the qge ., qgq ,and qq selections and the summ ed distrbbution. T he data
distributions are in good agreem ent w ith the M C expectations.

T he num bers of selected qg* events at each energy are used to determ ine the cross sections
forefe ! W'W ! gg’ given in Tablkld. The results are obtained assum ing the small
backgrounds from ‘ ‘ and gqgg are given by the SM . The m easured cross sections are in
agreem ent w ith the SM expectations.

o=

L N E ciency Background W *w ! gg’ )| SM
Gev]| pb?!] [events] % ] [events] o] Pb]
16130 99 12 636 25 14 05 168 055 007 | 158
17211 104 55 842 10 46 08 577 085 007 |531

18268 | 574 357 842 04 221 21 693 039 005 |6.74
18863 | 183.0 1171 846 04 898 5.7 698 022 005 | 713
19161 | 293 176 846 04 151 10 648 054 0.05 | 726
19554 | 64 554 841 04 436 26 794 037 0.05 | 7.38
19954 | 766 494 83.7 04 448 2.7 701 035 005 | 746
20165 | 37.7 255 836 04 221 13 739 051 005 | 748
20488 | 819 523 839 04 523 32 685 033 0.05 | 750
20656 | 1385 975 836 04 869 51 767 027 005 | 751

Table 6: M easured cross sections fortheprocesse’e ! W W | gg’ .Fortheqgg’ selection
thedata below = s= 182#%8G &V have not been reanalysed and the results are taken from [3,41].
T he errors on the cross sections are statistical and system atic respectively. T he num bers of
selected events, qq’ selection e ciencies and expected num bers of background events are also
listed . T he backgrounds include fully—keptonic and fully-hadronicW "W  decays for which the
cross sections are taken to be their SM expectations.
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3.3 Selection of W "W ! gggqg events

The selection of fully hadronic W *W ! gggg events is perform ed in two stages using a cut—
basad presslection followed by a lkelhood selection procedure. This lkelihood selection is
prin arily designed to regct the dom nant background from the e'e | ggq process where
the diquark system fragm ents into a four Ft topology. No attem pt is m ade to discrin inate
against the neutral current process 27 ! qggqq for which the cross section is at least an order
ofm agnitude an aller than that forW *W ! gggg. The presslection and likelihood selection
variables are unchanged from those described in previous O PA L publications [2]although the
tuning of the lkelihood discrim inant is updated for di erent ranges of = s.

3.3.1 Event Selection

A llevents which are classi ed as hadronic [32]and which have not been selected by either the
‘ Y ortheqq’ selctions are considered as candidates for the W' W ! gggg selection. In
addition, any event which is denti ed and refcted as a fourfem ion background event in the
qq’ selection is also rejcted as a ggggq candidate event.

Tracks and calorin eter clusters are com bined into four gtsusing the D urham algorithm [33]
and the totalm om entum and energy of each gt is corrected for double-counting of energy [341].
To ram ove events w hich are clearly inconsistent w ith a fully hadronicW *W  decay, candidate
events are required to satisfy a set of presslection cuts including a cut on m Inimum visible
energy (70% of  s),mninum invariantmass (75% of s),and m ininum multiplicity per £t
(one track). The m ost In portant preselection cut is log;, (W 420) < 0 [35], where W 450 is the
QCD m atrix elem ent calculated as an event weight form ed from the tree level O ( 5) m atrix
elem ent [36] for the four gt production processes (€"e ! gg ! gggg;gqgg). The value of
W 420 isdeterm ined by using the observed m om enta of the four reconstructed Fts as estin ates
of the underlying parton m om enta w hich are input to them atrix elem ent calculation. T he best
discrin inating pow er between signal and background was found using a variable de ned as the
largest value of the W 459 m atrix elam ent from any of the 24 possible ptparton associations in
each event.

T he presslection requirem ents refct around 95% ofthee" e | gg events which com prise
the dom inant source ofbackground in theW *W ! gggqg event selection, w hile the preselection
Ee) clency for the hadronicW "W ! gggg decays is estin ated to be 90 93% depending on

S.
Events satisfying the preselection cuts are classi ed as signal or background based upon
a four variable lkelihood selection. T he follow ing likelhood variables are selected to provide
a good separation between the hadronic W "W ! gggg signaland the e'e | qgg Pur gt
background, while m inin ising the total num ber of variables usad:

lIogy (W 420), the QCD four tm atrix elem ent;
logy (W cco3),theExcalibur matrix elem ent [37]fortheC C 03 process W "W ! gggq);

g, (ya5), the Iogarithm of the value of the D urham Ft resolution param eter at which an
event is reclassi ed from four gtsto ve fts;

event sphericity.

F igure[3 show s the distrbution of these four likelhood variables for all preselected events found
In thel183 209G &V data. To In prove the statisticalpow er of this selection, a m ultidin ensional
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likelihood technique is used to account for the correlations between the four likelhood input
variables [38]. M ost of the ssparation between the signal and background events is provided
by the two m atrix elam ent values Iog;; W cco3) and log;, (W 420 ), which is related to the relative
probability that the kinem atics of the observed event are consistent w ith signal or background
production respectively. W hile the lkelihood input variables are the sam e for events in all™ s
ranges, the likelihood discrim inant functions are separately calculated from C C 03 signal and
e"e | ggbackground M C sam ples in three ranges of s: 185 194GeV,194 2025Gé€V,
and 20255 209:0G eV .Candidate events at =~ s below 185 G &V are unchanged from previous
OPAL publications [1,3,4].

An event is selected asa hadronicW "W ! gggg candidate if the likellhood discrin nant
variable, also shown in Figure[3d, is greater than 0.4. This cut value was chosen to m axin ise
the expected statistical pow er of this selection assum ing the SM rate for C C 03 production.

3.3.2 Background E stim ation

The accepted € e | ggq background is estim ated from KK2f M C sam ples, with Pythia
Herw ig and A riadne hadronisation being used as crosschecks. To reduce the uncertainty on
this background estin ate, a technigue to m easure this rate directly from the data isused. By
com paring the num ber of events seen In data and M C in the range 0 < Ilog;, (W 420) < 1 which
would otherw ise pass the presslection cuts, the overall four gt background rate predicted by the
M C is nom alised to the obsarved data. T his procedure is perform ed and applied separately
in the three s selection ranges described above. A lum inosity-weighted average correction
over the full ™ s range of ( 14 1:7)% is found for the default KK 2f sam ples, where the
uncertainty is the statistical precision of the nom alisation procedure. T he observed data and
corrected M C expectation In this sideband background region are shown in Figure[3. The
expected contam ination from C C 03 production in this region is less than 3% , resulting in a
negliglble bias on the extracted C C 03 cross section.

3.3.3 Selection U ncertainties

The m ain system atic uncertainty on the selection e ciency results from the m odelling of the
Q CD hadronisation process. T his uncertainty is estin ated by com paring the selection e ciency
predicted using the Jetset hadronisation m odel w ith altemative m odels ncluding Herw ig,
Ariadne and an older version of the OPAL Jetset tuning [39]. T hese variations cover the
observed data/M C di erences such as the y,5 distrdbution shown in F igure[d. The uncertainty in
the selection e ciency from them odelling of the hadronisation process isaln ost exclusively due
to the preselection requiram ents, and is found to be independent of = s. T he largest cbserved
deviation in selection e ciency is taken as the system atic uncertainty, resulting in an estin ated
relative uncertainty of 0.9% which is fiully correlated between di erent = s sam ples.

C rosschecks of this uncertainty are perform ed by com paring the observed shapes of both
the preselection and selection variables seen in data to those predicted by the signalM C sam —
ples. A fter subtracting the expected background, the di erences between obsarved data and
expected M C signaldistributions are com parable to the variations ocbsarved w ithin the di erent
hadronisation m odels them selves. In addition, the e ect of directly varying the param eters o,
b, ocp,and Qo of the Jetset hadronisation m odel by one standard deviation about their
tuned values [14]as was done for previous O PAL results [2] leads to sim ilar uncertainties.

A dditional uncertainties on the m odelling of the underlying hard process are evaluated by
com paring C C 03 events produced by K andY w ith othergenerators (Excalibur,Pythia,and
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grcdf [40]). Uncertainties on the detector m odelling are evaluated from direct com parison of
data distributionsw ith M C predictions, and are generally an aller than the observed di erences
Seen between the di erent hadronisation m odels. Possible biases related to nal state interac-
tions between the hadronic system s produced by di erent W bosons have been evaluated for
colour-reconnection e ects [41]and BoseF instein correlations [42]. These e ects are found to
be am all, and the total change in predicted selection e ciency when these e ects are included
in the hadronisation m odel is taken as the system atic uncertainty.

3.3.4 Background U ncertainties

T he dom nant uncertainty on the expected background rate com es from the m odelling of the
hadronisation process, particularly In €' e ! gg events. This uncertainty is evaluated in the
sam e m anner as the hadronisation uncertainty for the signale ciency, using largeM C sam ples

produced w ith a variety of hadronisation m odels, and taking the largest obsarved deviation
as an estim ate of the systam atic uncertainty. T he background nom alisation procedure has
been consistently applied during these system atic checks. T he uncertainty on the estin ated
background is about 75 fbo (the exact value depends on the centreofm ass energy) which is
taken to be fully correlated between di erent = s sam ples. The uncertainty from m odelling of
the hadronisation process for the background estin ation is found to be largely uncorrelated
w ith the uncertainty on the signale ciency.

T he background nomm alisation procedure contributes an additional, statistical uncertainty
to the background estim ation of about 3% which is uncorrelated between di erent = s ranges.
A dditionaluncertainties In the non-€ C 03 four-ferm ion background are estin ated by com paring
the expectations of KoralW , grcdf, and Excalibur. This background is predom inantly
from the neutral current process 727 ! qgqq, of which only 20% is in nal states w ith direct
Interference w ith the C C 03 diagram s. Tn each case, the single largest di erence ocbsarved in a
set of system atic checks is taken as an estin ate of the uncertainty.

335 W W ! gggq Results

The um nosity-weighted e ciency of the likellhood selection forW *W ! gggq events is es-
tim ated from KandY M C samples to be 859 09% , where the error represents an estin ate
of the system atic uncertainties. A totalof 5933 W "W ! gggg candidate events are selected
com pared to the expectation of 58452 675, The lum inosity-weighted purity of the selected
event sam ple is 77% . The selection e ciencies for the di erent centre-ofm ass energies are
listed In Table[l. For the 189 209G &V data the selection e ciency does not depend strongly
of centre-ofm ass energy. T he num bers of selected qggqg events at each energy are used to deter-
mnecrosssectionsfore’e ! W W ! gggg,also listed in Tabl[l. T he results are cbtained
assum Ing the an allbackgrounds from * ‘ and qg’ aregiven by the SM .Them easured cross
sections are In agreem ent w ith the SM expectations.

4 M easurem ent oftheW "W Cross section

T he obsarved num bers of selected W "W events are used to measure the W "W production
cross section and the W decay branching fractions to Jeptons and hadrons. Them easured cross
section corresponds to that of W -pair production from the C C 03 diagram s asdiscussed earlier.
T he expected four-ferm ion backgrounds quoted throughout this paper include contributions
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o=

s L N E cilency Badkground W *w ! ggqq)| SM

Gev]| pb'] [events] 5 ] [events] b b
16130 99 14 567 35 34 04 | 188 067 014 | 164
17211| 104 54 703 30 131 19 | 562 101 024 |552

18268 | 574 439 863 09 981 638 689 042 011 | 7.00
18863 | 183.0 1553 866 09 3395 178] 766 025 012 | 741
19161 | 293 245 ge2 09 552 28 751 062 012 | 754
19554 | 764 709 872 09 1526 78 835 040 01z | 767
19954 | 766 643 g8e.7 09 1506 7.7 742 038 011 | 7.95
20165 | 37.7 342 geo 09 758 38 81le 057 012 | 7.77
20488 | 819 683 863 09 1599 82 740 037 011 | 7.79
20656 | 1385 1251 gel 09 2744 139| 819 030 012 | 7.80

Table 7: M easured cross sections for the process e'e ! W 'W ! gggg. For the gggg
selection the data below P s= 182%68G eV have not been reanalysed and the results are taken
from [3,4]. The errors on the cross sections are statistical and systam atic respectively. The
num bers of selected events, gqgq selection e ciencies and expected num bers of background

events are also listed. T he backgrounds include fully—eptonic and sem iHeptonicW *W  decays
which for the cross sections are taken to be xed to their SM expectations.

from both non-C C 03 nal states and the e ects of interference with the CC 03 diagram s.
M isidenti ed CC 03 nal states are not included in the background values listed in Table [3,
but rather are taken into account by o -diagonal entries In the e clency m atrix. Table
sum m arises the event selections in theten W "W decay topologies.

TheW "W  cross section and branching fractions are m easured using data from the ten
separate decay channels. T he physical param eters (cross sections, branching ratios, etc.) are
obtained from tswhere all correlated system atic uncertainties are taken into account. The
total cross section is obtained from a maxinum lkelhood t to the numbers of events in
the ten decay channels from data at all centreofm ass energies allow ing the cross sections
at each centre-ofm ass energy to vary and assum ing the SM branching fractions. E ciency,
background, and lum inosity system atic uncertainties are included as nuisance param eters w ith
G aussian penalty termm s in the likelihood function [43]. Correlations are accounted for in the
covariance m atrix of the nuisance param eters associated w ith the system atic uncertainties. T he
results are listed In Tablk[d and shown In Figure[d. Tn both cases the results are com pared to
the SM expectation which is taken to be the m ean of the cross sections predicted by Y £sW W
and RacoonW W (on average the predicted cross section from YfsW W is 02% higher than
that from RacoonW W ). The results do not di er signi cantly if the SM branching fractions
are left unconstrained in the t. W hen com pared to the SM expectations, the 10 cross section
m easurem ents in Figure@ yied a 2 of 155 (11% probabﬂ'wa. W hen the 100 individual event
counts used to obtain the cross sections (ten channels ten ™ s bins) are com pared to the SM
expectation the 2 obtained is 94.5 for 100 degrees of freedom . The OPAL W *W  data are
consistent w ith the SM expectation. T he cross sections listed in Tablk[d di er from than the
sum s of the exclusive cross sections from the separate channels (listed in Tables[4,[d and [7)
because of the constraint to the SM branching ratios and the larger system atic errors and in
the gggg channel.

A tto the data where the expected cross sections at all centre-ofm ass energies are given
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Selection | E ciency Pur'@‘ E xpected Observed‘ D ata/E xpected

e e 89.0% 88.1% 136.7 24 141 1.032 0.087 0.018
950% 899% 1430 25 156 1091 0.087 0017
718% 795% 1222 34 131 1072 0.094 0.028
e 918% 939% 2648 32 251 0.948 0.060 0012
e 819% 885% 2505 42 256 1022 0064 0.017
756% 926 % 2209 41 253 1145 0.072 0.019
‘e 838% 89.7% 1137.7 85 1188 1.044 0.030 0.007
qge 88.3% 932% 15975 98 1585 0992 0.025 0.006
aq 928% 9%68% lele.7 51 1581 0978 0.025 0.003
aq 70.1% 841%| 14078 236 1406 0999 0.027 0.017
aq’ 838% 91.7% | 46220 276 4572 0.989 0.015 0.006
qaaq 859% T714% | 58452 675 5933 1015 0.013 0.012
Total 852% 84.7% | 116048 734 11693 1.008 0.009 0.006

Table 8: Selected events In the each of the 10 W "W  decay topologies com pared to the SM
expectation. A Iso listed are the com bined num bers for the six / * decay channels and for the
three qq* decay channels. The e ciencies and purities for the  * (gqg’ ) decay channels
are calculated treating all * * (gqg’ ) events as signal; eg. the quoted e ciencies in the
‘1 channels represent the selected CC 03 cross section for any * avour divided by the
generated C C 03 cross section in the speci ¢ channel. N ote that the total ratio of data to M C
is for the sum of signal and background events.

h 5i/Gev bl o0 [pb]
16130 | 356 088 011 | 361
17211 | 1214 134 022| 1210
18268 | 1538 061 013| 1537
18863 | 1622 035 011| 1626
19161 | 1587 086 010| 1655
19554 | 1821 057 012| 1682
19954 | 1623 054 011| 1700
20165 | 1794 081 011| 1705
20488 | 1599 052 041| 1710

206 .56 1758 042 0.12 1712

Tabl 9: Measured CCO03 W "W  cross sections from a combined t to alldata. The last
colum n show s the SM  expectations which are taken from the average of the predictions from

YfsW W and RacoonW W .
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by the SM expectation scaled by a single data/SM ratio gives:
data=SM = 1002 001l(stat:) 0:2007(syst:) 0:005(theory);

w here the SM expectation isthem ean ofthe cross sectionspredicted by Y fsW W and RacoonW W .

5 M easurem ent of the W B ranching Fractions

A sinultaneous tto thenumbersofW "W  candidate events in the ten denti ed nal states
(CINCI / r€e 1€ rdde e, 99,99, and qqqq) observed
by OPAL at each of the ten centre-ofm ass energies between 161G &V and 207G &V gives the
follow ing values for the leptonic branching fractions of the W boson:

Br(Ww ! e.) = 1071 025(stat:) 0:dl(syst:)$
Brw ! ) = 10778 0:24(stat:) 0:10(syst:)%
Brw ! ) = 1114 031(stat:) 0:d7(syst:)% :

C orrelations between the system atic uncertainties at the di erent energy points have been ac-
counted for in the tashave correlations in the selection e ciency uncertainties for thedi erent
channels. T hese results are consistent w ith the hypothesis of lepton universality, and agree well
with the SM prediction of 1083% [5]. The correlation coe cient for the resulting values of
Br(W ! e.)and Br(W ! ) is + 0:14. The correlation coe cients for Br(W ! e .) and
Brw ! ) with the m easurem ent of Br(W ! ) are 030 and 023 respectively. A
sim ultaneous t assum ing lepton universality gives

Br(W ! qg) = 6741 037(stat:) 023(systy)s ;

which is consistent with the SM expectation of 67:51% . Here, the largest single source of
system atic uncertainty is that from thee" e ! ggbackground in theW *W ! ggggq channel

A ssum ing the quark-lepton universality of the strength of the charged current weak inter-
action, the hadronic branching fraction can be interpreted as a m easurem ent of the sum of
the syuares of the six elem ents of the CKM m xing m atrix, ¥;;J, which do not involve the top
quark:

Br(l ! ag) My ) X 2|
@ Br@ ! qn Vi3

i=ux;j=dsb

T he theoretical uncertainty of this In proved Bom approxin ation due to m issing higher order
corrections isestin ated to be 0.1% [5]. Taking My ) tobe 0119 0:002 [44], the branching
fraction Br(W ! qgg) from the 161 209G eV data yieds

X
j/ijjz = 1993 0:033(stat:) 0023(syst:);

Fux;j=disb

which is consistent with the value of 2 expected from unitarity in a threegeneration CKM
m atrix. If one assum es unitarity and a threegeneration CKM m atrix then this m easurem ent
can be interpreted as a test of quark—lepton universality of the weak coupling constant for
quarks, g.?, and for leptons, g, :

glf=g, = 0996 0:017(stat:) 0:011(syst:):
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Finally, usjng the experin ental m easuram ents of the CKM m atrix elem ents other than
j\/cs%gwes j\/udj + j\/usj + j\/ubj + j\/cdj + j\/cbj = 1054 0005 [44], and the OPAL result
or . = dsb j\/l]j can be Interpreted as a m easurem ent of V.jwhich is the least well
determm Ined of these m atrix elem ents:

V] = 0969 0017(stat:) 0:012(systs):

The uncertainty in the sum of the other ve CKM m atrix elem ents, which is dom inated by the
uncertainty on V. Jj, contrdbutes a negligible uncertainty of 0.003 to this determm nation of V3.

6 ee ! W W D i erential C ross Section

In gq‘ events it is possble to reconstruct the polar angle of the produced W w ith respect
to the e beam direction, cos y , where the charge of the lepton tags the W  and the gt
mom enta and the ram aining event properties give the direction. Selected gge . and gg
events are used to m easure the di erential cross section, d( ,, )=d(cos y ). Events selected
solely by the trackless selections are not used here. Selected qg events are not considered
due to the larger background and less reliable detemm ination of lepton charge resulting from
the possbility of the candidate tau being form ed from tracks from the fragm entation of the
quarks.

Them easured gge . and gqg di erential cross sections are corrected to correspond to the
C C 03 set of diagram s but w ith the additional constraint that, at generator level, the charged
lepton ism ore than 20 away from the €' e beam direction, 20 < . < 160 . This angular
requiram ent is closely m atched to the experin ental acosptance. It also greatly reduces the
di erence between the full four-ferm jon cross section and the C C 03 cross section by reducing the
contribution of tchannel singleW diagram in thegge . nalstate. At theM C generator level
the angle cos y isde ned in termm s of the fourm om enta of the ferm ions from theW  decay
using the CALO 5 photon recom bination schem e [26]. The quoted di erential cross sections
corregpond tod[ (€e ! W'W ! gge)+ (e ! W'W ! gg YEdcos y  within
the above generator level acceptance.

T he di erential cross section ism easured in ten binsof cos  w ith the data divided into
fourp sranges: 1800 1850G &V ;1850 194:0G eV ;1940 202:5G €V ;and 202:55 209:0G &V .
Experin entally the angle cos y  can be obtained from them easured m om enta of the two Fts
with the lepton used to tag the charge of the W boson. However, to in prove the angular
resolution a kinem atic t to the fourm om enta of the two Fts and the Jepton is em ployed [311.
If the t convergeswith a t probability of > 01 % [31]the thed Btmomenta are used. If
the kinem atic tyieldsa tprobability of< 0:1% ,which is the case for approxin ately 4% of
qgq’ events,cos y Iscaloulated from them easured gt fourm om enta. From M C the cos y
resolution is found to be approxin ately 0.05.

T he reconstructed cos y  distrdbutions are corrected to the signalde nition using theM C
badkground estim ates and a sin ple bindoy-in e ciency correction. Tt has been veri ed that
this sin ple bindoy-Jdoin correction m ethod is in good agream ent w ith a m ore com plete unfolding
using the reconstructed to generator levelm igration.

T he system atic uncertainties on the selection e ciencies and background cross sections
described above are propagated to the di erential cross section m easuram ent. In addition it
is known from studies of lepton pair production at LEP1 that the OPAL M C underestin ates
the fraction of events where the lepton track is assigned the wrong charge [45]. This arises
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from im perfect tracking in the region of the £t cham ber anode planes. For the data considered
here the M C predicts that 05% of tracks are assigned the wrong charge. Based on previous
studies [45] it is estim ated that the corresponding num ber fordata is (1:0 0:35)% . In deriving
the e ciency corrections, the M C reconstructed cos distrdbutions are corrected for this
di erence and the full size of the correction is taken as the charge denti cation system atic
uncertainty.

Them easured di erential cross sections in the 10 binsofcos for the four energy ranges
are shown In F igure[d and the resultsaregiven in Table[1d. Thedata are In good agreem entw ith
the SM expected generator level distrdbutions obtained from either Y fsW W orRacoonW W .
A Ithough the di erential cross sections for these data have not been published previously, it
should be noted that a deviation from the SM would have shown up in the O PAL triple gauge
coupling analysis [46 ]w hich uses sim ilar distributions.

o o D i erential cross gsection [pb]
s iy bin |h si= 182:7GeV h si= 189:0Ge&V h si= 1984GeV hH si= 2059Ge&V

10! 08| 044 022 002 060 0:14 003 062 015 004 046 012 004
08! 06| 050 030 002 097 0d6 002 066 015 002 059 013 002
0% ! 04109 031 001 100 0d6 001 083 015 001 044 0:11 0202
04! 02124 033 001 112 017 001 139 019 001 098 015 001
02! 00| 191 041 001 119 0:17 00HL1 152 020 001 114 0d6 001
00! +02| 229 045 001 195 021 001 155 022 001 19 021 001
+02! +04 | 240 046 001 220 023 001 185 022 001 231 023 001
+04! +0%6| 288 051 002 271 026 001 241 025 001 291 026 002
+06! +08| 387 060 002 364 031 002 419 034 003 459 033 003
+08! +1:0| 477 069 003 583 040 004 698 047 004 723 044 005

Table 10: Them easured di erential cross section, d[ (e ! W*'W ! gge )+ (e !
W*'w ! gg JEdcos y expressed In ten binsof cos  for the four centreofm ass en—
ergy ranges. T he cross sections corresoond to the C C 03 set of diagram s w ith the additional
requiram ent that the charged lepton ism ore than 20 from the beam axis, 20 < . < 160 .
For each entry, the rst uncertainty is statistical and the second system atic.

7 Conclusions

From a totaldata sample of 701.1 pb ! recorded with €' e centre-ofm ass energies ofPE =
161 209G €V with theOPAL detectorat LEP 11693 W —“paircandidate events are selected. The
com bined data sam ples is aln ost a factor three lJarger than the previous O PAL publication.
This large sam ple of events has enabled a signi cant reduction in a number of system atic
uncertainties com pared w ith our previous publications.

The data are usad to test the SM description of W "W production in the centre-ofm ass
range s= 161 209G eV .TheW -pairproduction cross sections at 10 di erent centre-ofm ass
energies are found to be consistent w ith the Standard M odel expectation :

data=SM = 1002 0:011l(stat:) 0:007(syst:) 0:2005(theory):
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T he data are then used to determm ine the W boson leptonic branching fractions:

Br(W ! e.) = 10771 025(stat:) 0:dl(syst:)%
BrW ! ) 10:78 024(stat:) 0:10(syst:)
Brw ! ) 1114 031(stat:) 0:d7(syst:)% :

o\

T hese results are consistent w ith lepton universality of the charged current weak interaction
and w ith the results of the other LEP collaborations [47{49]. A ssum ing lepton universality, the
branching ratio to hadrons is detem ined to be 6741 037(stat:) 023(syst:)$ from which
the CKM matrix elem ent V.jis determ ned to be 0969 0:017(stat:) 0:012(syst:). The
di erential cross section as a function of the W  production angl is m easured for the qge
and ggq nal states and found to be consistent w ith the SM expectation.
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OPAL Vs=189-209 GeV
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Figure 1: D istrbutions of (a) the total visbl energy in the event scaled to the centreof-

m ass energy, (b) the m agnitude of the net visible transverse m om entum in the event scaled to
the beam energy, (c) the reconstructed total visble invariant m ass of the event, and (d) the
nvariant m ass of the system recoiling against the visble system . A 1l plots show the selected
4 4 events for the combined sam ple from data recorded at™ s = 189 209G eV.In (d) the
events In the rst bin are where the reconstructed recoilm ass squared is negative. T he data
are shown as the points w ith error bars (statistical errorsonly). T he total Standard M odelM C
prediction is shown by the unshaded histogram . T he background com ponents are also shown:

interfering * ‘ (sihhgly-hatched), non-interfering ‘ ‘ (crosshatched) and two ferm jon/m ulti-
peripheral (densely crosshatched). The M C is nom alised to the Integrated lum nosity of the
data.
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Figure 2: D istributions of m easured energies of the electrons, m uons and visbl tau decay

products for events selected asgge ,gqg

for all events selected as qq”’

,and qq regoectively. T he com bined distribution
isalso shown. The data are shown as the points w ith statistical

error bars, while the histogram is the totalM C expectation. T he com bined background from
two-fem on and two-photon processes is shown by the crosshatched region, while the non-
C C 03 fourfem ion background is shown by the single-hatched region.
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Figure 3: D istrbutions of the variables (described in the text) used in the lkelihood selection
ofW "W ! gggg events (a)—d) and the resulting relative lkelhood distrdbution (e). A llplots
are shown for the com bined sam ple from data recorded between P s= 183 209G eV .Thedata
are shown as the points w ith error bars (statistical errorsonly). T he total Standard M odelM C
prediction is shown by the unshaded histogram . T he background com ponents are also shown:
fourferm ion background (singly-hatched) and two-ferm ion background (crosshatched). The
M C isnom alised to the integrated lum inosity of the data.
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Figure 4: Themeasured W W cross sections from ts assum ing SM W decay branching frac—
tions. The m easured cross sections (points) are com pared to the SM expectation (line) which

is the average of the predictions from YfsW W and RacoonW W . The shaded region show s
the 05% theoretical error.
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Figure 5: Themeasured W polar angle di erential cross section for gge and qg events

w ithin the acceptance de ned in the text. The m easurem ents are shown for the four energy
binsdescribed In the text. Them easured cross sections (points) are com pared to the theoretical
expectations (histogram s) from YfsW W and RacoonW W (indistinguishable on this scale).

33



	Introduction
	Detector, Data and Monte Carlo
	The OPAL Detector
	Data Sample
	Monte Carlo

	e+e-W+W- Event Selection
	Selection of W+W-  events
	W+W-  Selection Systematic Uncertainties
	W+W-  Results

	Selection of W+W- qq events
	Event Selection
	Systematic uncertainties
	W+W- qq Results

	Selection of W+W- qqqq events
	Event Selection
	Background Estimation
	Selection Uncertainties
	Background Uncertainties
	W+W- qqqq Results


	Measurement of the W+W- cross section
	Measurement of the W Branching Fractions
	e+e-W+W- Differential Cross Section
	Conclusions

