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A bstract

A m easurem ent ofthe W boson m ass and width has been perform ed by the

D elphicollaboration usingthedatacollected duringthefullLEP2program m e

(1996-2000). The data sam ple has an integrated lum inosity of660 pb�1 and

wascollected overa rangeofcentre-of-m assenergiesfrom 161 to 209 GeV.

Results are obtained by applying the m ethod ofdirect reconstruction ofthe

m ass ofthe W from its decay products in both the W + W � ! ‘�‘q�q
0 and

W + W � ! q�q0�qq0channels.TheW m assresultforthecom bined data setis

M W = 80:336� 0:055(Stat:)� 0:028(Syst:)� 0:025(FSI)� 0:009(LEP)GeV=c2;

where FSIrepresents the uncertainty due to �nalstate interaction e�ects in

theq�q0�qq0channel,and LEP representsthatarising from theknowledgeofthe

collision energy oftheaccelerator.Thecom bined valuefortheW width is

�W = 2:404� 0:140(Stat:)� 0:077(Syst:)� 0:065(FSI)GeV=c2:

Theseresultssupersedeallvaluespreviously published by theDELPHIcollab-

oration.
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1 Introduction

Them easurem entoftheW boson m asscan beused,in com bination with otherelec-

troweak data,to test the validity ofthe Standard M odeland obtain estim ates ofits

fundam entalparam eters. In particularthe m easurem entissensitive,through loop cor-

rections,to them assesofthetop quark and theHiggsboson.

TheW boson m assand width resultspresented in thispaperareobtained from data

recorded by theD elphiexperim entduring the1996-2000operation oftheLep Collider,

known astheLep2period.Thiscorrespondstoatotalof660pb�1 collected overarange

ofcentre-of-m assenergies:
p
s = 161� 209 GeV.

Initially,data were recorded close to the W + W � pairproduction threshold. Atthis

energy the W + W � cross-section issensitive to the W boson m ass,M W . Subsequently,

Lep operated athighercentre-of-m assenergies,wherethee+ e� ! W + W � cross-section

haslittlesensitivity toM W .Forthesedata,which constitutethebulk oftheD elphidata

sam ple,M W and theW boson width,�W ,arem easured through thedirectreconstruction

ofthe W boson’s invariant m ass from the observed jets and leptons. The analysis is

perform ed on the �nalstatesin which both W bosonsin the event decay hadronically

(W + W � ! q�q0�qq0orfully-hadronic)and in which oneW boson decayshadronicallywhile

theotherdecaysleptonically (W + W � ! ‘�‘q�q
0orsem i-leptonic).

TheM W analysesoftherelatively sm allquantity ofdata(� 20pb�1 )collected during

1996 atcentre-of-m assenergiesof161 and 172 GeV were published in [1,2].These data

arenotreanalysed in thispaperbutarediscussed in sections7.1.1and 7.1.2and included

in the�nalM W com bination.

Thedata recorded during 1997 and 1998 at
p
s = 183 and 189 GeV have also been

the subject ofprevious D elphipublications [3,4]. These data have been reprocessed

and are reanalysed in thispaper;the resultsgiven here supersede those in the previous

publications. Resultson the data collected during the �naltwo yearsofLep operation

are published here forthe �rsttim e. The data quality,sim ulation sam plesand analysis

techniqueshaveallbeen im proved with respecttothoseused in previousD elphipublica-

tions.TheW m assand width havealsobeen determ ined by theotherLep collaborations

[5]and athadron colliders[6].

The results on the W m ass,M W ,and width,�W ,presented below correspond to a

de�nition based on aBreit-W ignerdenom inatorwith an s-dependentwidth,j(s� M W
2)+

is�W =M W j.

After these introductory rem arks, the paper starts in section 2 by describing the

Lep acceleratorand the determ ination ofitscollison energy. A briefdescription ofthe

D elphidetectorisprovided assection 3. Thisisfollowed by section 4 which presents

thepropertiesofthedata sam pleand oftheM onteCarlo sim ulation sam plesused in the

analysis.

Theanalysism ethod ispresented in section 5,�rstforW + W � ! ‘�‘q�q
0events,then

forW + W � ! q�q0�qq0events.Thetextdescribeshow theeventsareselected and them ass

and width estim ated from M W -and �W -dependent likelihood functions. The potential

sourcesofsystem aticuncertainty areconsidered in section 6.Theseinclude:inaccuracies

in the m odelling ofthe detector;uncertainties on the background;uncertainties on the

e�ectsofradiative corrections;understanding ofthe hadronisation ofthe W boson jets;

possible cross-talk between two hadronically decaying W bosons,the e�ects ofwhich

the q�q0�qq0 M W analysis has been speci�cally designed to m inim ise;and uncertainty on

the Lep centre-of-m assenergy determ ination. The paperconcludesin section 7 with a

presentation oftheresultsand theircom bination.
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2 LEP C haracteristics

2.1 A ccelerator O peration

TheLep2 program m ebegan in 1996 when thecollision energy ofthebeam swas�rst

ram ped to the W + W � production threshold of161 GeV and approxim ately 10 pb�1 of

integrated lum inosity wascollected by each experim ent.Laterin thatyearLep wasrun

at172GeV and adatasetofsim ilarsizewasaccum ulated.In each ofthefoursubsequent

yearsofoperation the collision energy wasraised to successively highervalues,and the

accelerator perform ance im proved such that alm ost halfthe integrated lum inosity was

delivered atnom inalcollision energiesof200 GeV and above. The m ain m otivation for

this program m e was to im prove the sensitivity ofthe search for the Higgs boson and

othernew particles.The step-by-step natureoftheenergy increase wasdictated by the

evolving capabilitiesoftheradio frequency (RF)accelerating system .

During norm aloperation the m achine would be �lled with 4 electron and 4 positron

bunches at Ebeam � 22 GeV,and the beam s then ram ped to physics energy,at which

point they would be steered into collision and experim entaldata taking begun. The

�llwould last untilthe beam currents fellbelow a usefullevel,or an RF cavity trip

precipitated lossofbeam .Them ean �lllengthsranged from 5 hoursin 1996 to 2 hours

in 1999.Afterde-Gaussing them agnetsthecycle would berepeated.

In 2000,theoperation wasm odi�ed in orderto optim isestillfurtherthehigh energy

reach ofLep. Fillswere started ata beam energy safely within the capabilitiesofthe

RF system . W hen the beam currentshad decayed signi�cantly,typically afteran hour,

thedipoleswereram ped and lum inosity delivered atahigherenergy.Thisprocedurewas

repeated untiltheenergy wasatthelim itoftheRF,and data taken untilthebeam was

lostthrough a klystron trip.These m ini-ram pslasted lessthan a m inute,and varied in

step sizewith a m ean valueof600 M eV.Thelum inosity in 2000 thereforewasdelivered

through a near-continuum ofcollision energiesbetween 201 and 209 GeV.

In addition to thehigh energy running,a num berof�llseach yearwereperform ed at

theZ resonance.Thiswastoprovidecalibrationdatafortheexperim ents.Finally,several

�llswere devoted to energy calibration activities,m ostnotably resonantdepolarisation

(RDP),spectrom eterand Q s m easurem ents(seebelow forfurtherdetails).

Them achineopticswhich wereused forphysicsoperation and forRDP m easurem ents

evolved throughout the program m e in order to optim ise the lum inosity ateach energy

point. Certain opticsenhanced the build-up ofpolarisation,and thuswere favoured for

RDP m easurem ents. The opticsin
uence Ebeam in severalways,and are accounted for

in theenergy m odel,fulldetailsofwhich areavailablein [7].

2.2 T he LEP Energy M odel

A precisem easurem entoftheLep beam energy,and thusthecentre-of-m assenergy,is

acrucialingredientin thedeterm ination oftheW m assasitsetstheoverallenergy scale.

The absolute energy scale ofLep issetby the technique ofRDP,which isaccurate to

betterthan 1 M eV.Thistechnique allowed very precise m easurem entsofthe m assand

width ofthe Z boson to be m ade atLep1. However,thistechnique isonly possible for

beam energiesbetween about41and 61GeV.TheLep2energy scaleissetm ainly by the

nuclearm agneticresonance(NM R)m odel.Thism akesuseof16NM R probes,positioned

in selected dipoles,which were used to obtain localm easurem ents ofthe bending �eld.

These probes thus sam ple the totalbending �eld,which is the prim ary com ponent in

determ ining the beam energy. Onto this m ust be added tim e-dependent corrections
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com ingfrom othersources.Theseincludee�ectsfrom earth tides,beam orbitcorrections,

changesin theRF frequency,and othersm allere�ects.Detailsofallthesecan befound

in [7]. Using thisLep Energy M odel,the Lep Energy group provided D elphiwith an

estim ate ofthe centre-of-m assenergy atthe startofeach �lland thereafterin intervals

of15 m inutes. Forthe year2000 the valuesbefore and afterthe m ini-ram pswere also

supplied.No data areused which aretaken during them ini-ram ps,astheenergy isnot

accurately known during theseperiods.

Them ain assum ption which ism adein theLep Energy M odelisthatthebeam energy

scales linearly with the readings ofthe NM R probes. This assum ption oflinearity has

been tested by threedi�erentm ethods:

1) Flux Loop. Each dipole m agnet ofLep is equipped with a single-turn 
ux loop.

M easurem ents are m ade for a series ofdipole m agnet currents,which correspond

roughly to the operating beam energies ofLep2. This allows the change in 
ux

overalm osttheentireLEP dipole�eld to bem easured asthem achineisram ped in

dedicated experim ents.Thischangein 
ux can becom pared with thelocalbending

�eld m easurem ents ofthe NM R probes. The Flux Loop is calibrated against the

Lep energy m odelin the range41-61 GeV,using theNM R coe�cientsdeterm ined

from RDP.The m easurem ents from the Flux Loop in the high energy regim e (up

to 106 GeV beam energy)arethen com pared to thosefrom theLep Energy M odel.

TheFlux Loop m easurem entswerem adein allyearsofLep2 running.

2) Spectrom eterM agnet. In 1999 a specialsteelSpectrom eterM agnet,equipped with

three beam position m onitors to m easure the beam position both on entry and

exit from the m agnet,was installed in the Lep ring. The m agnetic �eld ofthis

m agnetwascarefully m apped beforeand afterinstallation in theLep ring.Allthese

m easurem entswerevery com patible.Thebeam energy isdeterm ined by m easuring

the bending angle ofthe beam in passing through the dipole m agnet. The device

wascalibrated againstRDP in the 41-61 GeV region and the Spectrom eterresults

werecom pared to theLep Energy M odelatbeam energiesof70 and 92 GeV.

3) Q s versus V R F . The synchrotron tune Q s can be expressed as a function ofthe

beam energy and thetotalRF voltage,V R F ,plussom eadditionalsm allcorrections.

By m easuring Q s as a function ofthe totalRF voltage the beam energy can be

determ ined. These m easurem ents were perform ed in 1998-2000,at beam energies

from 80 to 91 GeV. Again the m easurem entswere norm alised againstRDP in the

region 41-61 GeV,and com pared to theLep Energy M odelatLep2 energies.

Thethreem ethodsarein good agreem ent,both with each otherand theLep Energy

M odel. Based on these com parisonsa sm allenergy o�setcom pared to the Lep Energy

M odelwassupplied foreach ofthe10 beam energiesused in Lep2.Thiso�setisalways

sm allerthan 2 M eV. The estim ated centre-of-m assenergy uncertainties range between

20 and 40 M eV and arediscussed furtherin section 6.8 .

The Lep centre-of-m assenergy hasalso been determ ined by the Lep collaborations

using Lep2 eventscontaining on-shellZ bosonsand photons(radiative return to the Z

events)[8,9].The D elphianalysism easured theaverage di�erence between the centre-

of-m ass energy from radiative return events in the e+ e� ! �+ �� (
) and e+ e� ! q�q(
)

channelsand theenergy reported by theLep Energy working group,

�E cm = +0:073� 0:094(Stat:)� 0:065(Syst:)GeV:
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Thus the D elphiresult,relying on sim ilar reconstruction procedures to those de-

scribed in thispaper,isin agreem entwith thevaluesreported bytheLep Energyworking

group.

3 D etector D escription

The D elphidetector [10]was upgraded forLep2. Changes were m ade to the sub-

detectors, the trigger system , the run controland the algorithm s used in the o�ine

reconstruction oftracks,which im proved theperform ancecom pared to theearlierLep1

period.

The m ajorchange wasthe inclusion ofthe Very Forward Tracker(VFT)[11],which

extended thecoverageoftheinnerm ostsilicon trackeroutto 11� < � < 169�1.Together

with im proved tracking algorithm sand alignm entand calibration proceduresoptim ised

forLep2,thesechangesled to an im proved track reconstruction e�ciency in theforward

regionsofD elphi.

Changeswerem adetotheelectronicsofthetriggerand tim ingsystem which im proved

thestability oftherunningduringdatataking.Thetriggerconditionswereoptim ised for

Lep2running,togivehigh e�ciency forStandard M odeltwo-and four-ferm ion processes

and alsotogivesensitivityforeventswhich m aybesignaturesofnew physics.In addition,

im provem entswerem adetotheoperation ofthedetectorduringtheLep cycle,toprepare

thedetectorfordata taking atthevery startofstablecollisionsofthee+ e� beam s,and

to respond to adverse background from Lep were they to arise. These changes led to

an overallim provem entof� 10% in thee�ciency forcollecting thedelivered lum inosity

from � 85% in 1995,beforethestartofLep2,to � 95% attheend in 2000.

During the operation ofthe D elphidetector in 2000 one ofthe 12 sectors ofthe

centraltracking cham ber,the TPC,failed. After the 1st Septem ber 2000 it was not

possibleto detectthetracksleftby charged particlesinsidethebroken sector.Thedata

a�ected correspond to � 1=4 ofthe totaldataset ofthe year 2000. Nevertheless,the

redundancy ofthe tracking system ofD elphim eant that tracks passing through the

sector could stillbe reconstructed from signals in any ofthe other tracking detectors.

A m odi�ed track reconstruction algorithm wasused in thissector,which included space

pointsreconstructed in the BarrelRICH detector. Asa result,the track reconstruction

e�ciency wasonly slightly reduced in the region covered by the broken sector,butthe

track param eter resolutions were degraded com pared with the data taken prior to the

failureofthissector.

4 D ata and Sim ulation Sam ples

4.1 D ata

The W m assand width are m easured in thispaperwith the data sam ples collected

during the 1996-2000 operation ofthe Lep Collider. A sum m ary ofthe available data

sam plesisreported in table1,wherethelum inosity-weighted centre-of-m assenergiesand

the am ount ofdata collected ateach energy are shown. The lum inosity is determ ined

from Bhabha scattering m easurem ents m aking use ofthe very forward electrom agnetic

calorim etry [12]. The totalintegrated lum inosity for the Lep2 period corresponds to

1The D elphicoordinate system is right-handed with the z-axis collinear with the incom ing electron beam ,and the x

axis pointing to the centre ofthe Lep accelerator. The radiusin the xy plane isdenoted R and � is used to represent the

polarangle to the z axis.
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approxim ately 660 pb�1 . The integrated lum inosities used for the di�erent selections

correspond to those data forwhich allelem entsofthedetectoressentialto each speci�c

analysiswere fully functional. The additionalrequirem ents on,forexam ple,the status

ofthe calorim etry and the m uon cham bers m ean thatthe integrated lum inosity ofthe

sem i-leptonicanalysisisslightly lessthatthatofthehadronicdataset.

Allthedatataken from theyear1997onwardshavebeen reprocessed with an im proved

reconstruction code,and the analyses on these data are updated with respect to the

previously published ones and supersede them . The data taken in 1996 have notbeen

reanalysed;theresultsfrom thisyeararetaken from thepreviouspublicationswith m inor

revisionsasreported in section 7.

In addition tothesedatataken abovetheW + W � -pairproduction threshold,datawere

also recorded during thisperiod attheZ peak.Thesesam ples,containing a totalofover

0.5 m illion collected Z decays,weretaken each yeartypically atthestartand end ofthe

data taking periods. These Z peak sam pleswere used extensively in the alignm entand

calibration ofthe detector and are used in m any ofthe system atic uncertainty studies

reported in section 6.

Year L-weighted
p
s (GeV) HadronicInt.L (pb�1 ) LeptonicInt.L (pb�1 )

1996 161.31 10.1 10.1

172.14 10.1 10.1

1997 182.65 52.5 51.8

1998 188.63 154.4 152.5

1999 191.58 25.2 24.4

195.51 76.1 74.6

199.51 82.8 81.6

201.64 40.3 40.2

2000 205.86 218.4 215.9

Table 1: Lum inosity-weighted centre-of-m ass energies and integrated lum inosities in

the Lep2 data taking period. The hadronic integrated lum inosity is used for the ful-

ly-hadronicchannel,theleptoniconeisused forthesem i-leptonic channels.

4.2 Sim ulation

The response ofthe detector to various physicalprocesses was described using the

sim ulation program DELSIM [10],which includes m odelling ofthe resolution,granular-

ity and e�ciency ofthe detector com ponents. In addition,detector correction factors,

described in section 6,were included to im prove the description ofjets,electrons and

m uons.To allow useofthedata taken afterthe1st Septem berin 2000,sam plesofevents

were sim ulated dropping inform ation from the broken sector ofthe TPC.A variety of

event generatorswere used to describe allthe physics processes relevantforthe analy-

sis.W + W � eventsand allotherfour-ferm ion processesweresim ulated with theprogram

described in [13],based on the WPHACT 2.0 generator[14]interfaced with PYTHIA 6.156

[15]to describequark hadronisation and TAUOLA 2.6 [16]to m odel� leptonsdecays.The

m ostrecentO (�)electroweak radiativecorrectionsin theso-called DoublePoleApprox-

im ation (DPA) were included in the generation ofthe signalvia weights com puted by

YFSWW 3.1.16[17],and thetreatm entofinitialstateradiation (ISR)ofthiscalculation was
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adopted. The photon radiation from �nalstate leptonswascom puted with PHOTOS 2.5

[18]. For system atic studies the alternative hadronisation descriptions im plem ented in

ARIADNE 4.08 [19]and HERWIG 6.2 [20]werealso used.Allthehadronisation m odelswere

tuned on theD elphiZ peak data [21].

The background process e+ e� ! q�q(
) was sim ulated with KK 4.14 [22]interfaced

with PYTHIA 6.156 forthe hadronisation description. The two-photon eventsgiving rise

to thosee+ e� q�q�nalstatesnotdescribed in thefour-ferm ion generation abovewerepro-

duced with PYTHIA 6.143asdiscussed in [13].Thecontribution from allotherbackground

processeswasnegligible.

The sim ulated integrated lum inosity used for the analysis was about a factor 350

higherthan forthe realdata collected for4-ferm ion processes,abouta factor60 higher

for2-ferm ion �nalstatesand about3.5 tim esgreaterfore+ e� q�q two-photon �nalstates

(thosenotalready included in the4-ferm ion sim ulation).

5 A nalysis M ethod

The m easurem ent ofM W and of�W are perform ed on sam ples ofW + W � ! ‘�‘q�q
0

and W + W � ! q�q0�qq0 events; these two channels are discussed in turn below. The

reconstruction ofeventswhereboth W sdecay leptonically hasvery lim ited sensitivity to

theW m assand width,asthey contain atleasttwo undetected neutrinos,and henceare

notused in thisanalysis.

The �rst stage in the analysis is to select events from these decay channels,using

either a neuralnetwork or a sequentialcut-based approach. In som e channels, after

prelim inary cuts,the probability isassessed foreach eventofhow W + W � -like itisand

a corresponding weightisapplied in theanalysis.

The resolution ofthe kinem atic inform ation extracted from the observed particlesin

theeventcan beim proved byapplyingenergyand m om entum conservation constraintsto

theevent;thisisdiscussed in section 5.1.In thefully-hadronicchannelthejetdirections

used astheinputtothekinem atic�tarealso assessed excluding particlesfrom theinter-

jetregions.Thisalternative approach reducesthe sensitivity ofthe W m assanalysisto

�nalstateinteraction system aticsand isdiscussed in section 5.3.2.

Thenextstagein theanalysisistoproducealikelihood function expressingtherelative

probability ofobserving an eventasa function ofM W and �W .Thelikelihood functions

used below depend not only on the reconstructed W m ass ofthe event but m ake use

ofothereventcharacteristicsto assessthe relative weightand resolution ofeach event.

Theselikelihood functionsarethen calibrated againstsim ulated events.

The W m ass and width are then extracted by m axim ising the com bined likelihood

function ofthefullobserved dataset.

5.1 A pplication ofK inem atic C onstraintsto EventR econstruc-

tion

Theevent-by-eventuncertainty on thecentre-of-m assenergy,i.e.theenergyspread,at

Lep istypically 0.1% ,whiletheoverallm om entum and energy resolution oftheobserved

�nalstateisabout10% .Hence,thepreciseknowledgeofthekinem aticsintheinitialstate

can be used to signi�cantly im prove the reconstructed kinem atic inform ation obtained

from the clustered jetsand observed leptonsin the �nalstate. Thisisaccom plished by
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m eansofa �2 �tbased on thefourconstraintsfrom theconservation lawsofenergy and

m om entum .

Thereconstructed jetsand leptonsoftheeventm ay beassociated with oneofthetwo

hypothesised W bosonsin theevent.A �fth constraintm ay then beapplied to theevent

by assigning equalm assesto these W boson candidates.Asthe decay width oftheW �

bosons is �nite,this constraint is non-physical. However,as the event m ass resolution

and 2 GeV=c2 W width areofcom parablem agnitudein practicethisconstraintprovides

a usefulapproxim ation.Itisofparticularusein thesem i-leptonicdecay channelswhere,

afterapplying the four-constraints,the eventm assresolution isstilllargerthan the W

width and,dueto theunseen neutrino,thetwo �tted m assesarestrongly anticorrelated.

However,in thefully-hadronicdecay channelthem assresolution afterthefour-constraint

�t is better and the correlation is less;hence m ore inform ation is available in the two

four-constraintm assesthan thecom bined �ve-constrainteventm ass.

Param eterisation ofJets and Leptons

Each �ttedobject,jetorlepton,isdescribed bythreeparam eters.M uonsaredescribed

by theirm easured m om enta and theirpolarand azim uthalangles.Theuncertaintieson

these param eters are obtained directly from the track �t. Electrons are characterized

by their m easured energies and their detected angular position in the electrom agnetic

calorim eters. The energy uncertainties are obtained from param eterisations ofthe re-

sponses ofthe electrom agnetic calorim eters,which were tuned to the responses found

in Bhabha and Com pton scattering events. The angularuncertaintieswere determ ined

from the detectorgranularity and were signi�cantonly forthe forward electrom agnetic

calorim eter.In sem i-leptonicevents,theneutrino m om entum vectorisconsidered asun-

known,which leadsto a reduction by threein thenum berofe�ective constraintsin the

kinem atic�t.
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Figure 1: Param eterisation used forjetsin the constrained �t,asexplained in the text

and equation 1.
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Each �tted jet m om entum ~p
f

j is projected onto a set ofaxes with one com ponent

parallelto them easured jetm om entum ~p m
j and two transversecom ponents,~p b

j and ~p c
j ,

each norm alized in m agnitudeto1GeV=c.In thiscoordinatesystem ~p
f

j can bedescribed

by threeparam etersaj,bj and cj:

~p
f

j = e
aj~p

m
j + bj~p

b
j + cj~p

c
j ; (1)

where each com ponent is shown in �gure 1. The m easured jet energy E m
j is rescaled

with thesam efactoreaj asthejetm om entum .The exponentialparam eterisation eaj of

the factor in front of~p m
j m akes the �t m ore stable and results in uncertainties which

have a m ore Gaussian distribution. The values ofthe param eters are determ ined by

perform ingaconstrained �t,whilethetransversedirectionsaregiven by theeigenvectors

ofthem om entum tensordescribed below.

Form of�2

Thealgorithm m inim izesa �2,de�ned forfully-hadroniceventsas:

�
2 =

jetsX

j= 1

(aj � a0)
2

�2aj

+
bj
2

�2bj

+
cj
2

�2cj

; (2)

whileforcingthe�tted eventtoobey theconstraints.Theappropriateterm sareincluded

in the �2 for events with a leptonic W decay. The expected energy loss param eter a0
and the energy spread param eter �aj,together with the param eters �bj and �cj, are

param eterised asfunctionsofthejetpolarangles.

Jet Error Param eterisation

Thejeterrorparam eters,a0,�aj,�bj and �cj wereobtained from astudy ofhadronicZ

events.HadronicZ eventswith atwo-jettopologywereselected from theZ calibrationrun

data orfrom the corresponding M onte Carlo sim ulation. The reconstructed jetenergies

were com pared with the beam energy. In generalan energy loss ofaround 10% was

observed forjetsin the barrelregion ofthe detectorwhile thisincreased to 15% in the

forward regions. A good agreem ent between the data and sim ulation was found. The

energylossincreasesiftheeventjettopologybecom eslesstwo-jetlike,resultingin energy

lossesofaround 15% forthebarrelregion and up to 35% in theforwardsregions.

The uncertaintieson the jetparam etersforthe �rststage ofthe �twere determ ined

from this study as a function ofthe polar angle ofthe jet. However,a dependence of

theseparam eterson thepropertiesoftheindividualjetshasalso been observed.

Jet B readth

The dependence ofthe uncertaintieson the individualjetpropertiesisincluded in a

second stage ofthe �t,where the param eterisation ofthe transverse m om entum uncer-

tainties depends upon the breadth ofthe jet. This breadth iscalculated by projecting

the m om enta ofallparticlesin the jeton to the plane transverse to the jetaxis. From

theseprojectionsa two dim ensionalm om entum tensorT�
 iscreated:

T�
 =
X

k

p
k
�p

k

; (3)

where pk� and p
k

 arethetwo com ponentsoftheprojection ofthem om entum ofparticle

k in thetransverse plane.The norm alized eigenvectorsofthetensor,~p b
j and ~p c

j ,re
ect

thedirectionswherethejetisbroadestand slim m est.Thecorresponding eigenvaluesare
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B b and B c. By com paring the resulting jetenergies from the �rststage ofthe �twith

them easured ones,an estim ateism adeofhow m uch energy rem ained undetected in the

jet,referred to asE j;m iss.Theuncertaintieson thejetbreadthswere then param etrised

asa function oftheeigenvalues,them easured jetenergy and them issing energy E j;m iss.

U se of�2

The �2 ofthe resulting �tisa function ofthe collection ofjetparam eters(aj;bj;cj)

and lepton param eters. The jetsand leptonsare paired appropriately to each W boson

decay and constraintsapplied.Thetotal�2 isthen m inim ized by an iterativeprocedure

using Lagrangem ultipliersfortheconstraints.

Eventsforwhich the�2 ofthe�tislargerthanthenum berofdegreesoffreedom forthe

�t,NDF,had theirerrorsscaled by a factorof
q

�2=N D F in orderto takenon-Gaussian

resolution e�ectsinto account.

In the sem i-leptonic analysisdescribed in section 5.2.3 the value ofthe best�tm ass

from the �2 m inim um and the erroron this m ass is used foreach event. In the fully-

hadronic analysis described in section 5.3.3 each event uses the �2 distribution as a

function ofthem assesofthetwo W bosonsin theevent.

5.2 Sem i-Leptonic D ecay C hannel

TheW + W � ! ‘�‘q�q
0eventsconstitute44% ofallW + W � decays.TheW + W � event

candidatesareclassi�ed according to theirleptonsand theirselection isperform ed using

a neuralnetwork. An event W m ass is reconstructed in a kinem atic �t,by im posing

m om entum conservation,them easured centre-of-m assenergyand equality oftheleptonic

andhadronicdecayW m asses.Anestim ateofthem assresolution ineach individualevent

isalso obtained from the kinem atic �tand an estim ate ofthe event purity isobtained

from theneuralnetworkoutput;thesequantitiesarebothused inproducingthelikelihood

function from which M W and �W aredeterm ined.

5.2.1 Event Selection

Eventsareselected from therecorded datasam plerequiringthatalldetectorsessential

forthism easurem ent were fully e�cient: these com prise the centraltracking detectors

and theelectrom agneticcalorim eters.Thedata recorded during theperiod with a dam -

aged sectorofthe TPC are also used with m atching sim ulation sam plesproduced. The

correspondingintegrated lum inosities,ateach centre-of-m assenergy,aregiven in table1.

Eventscontainingatleastthreecharged particletracksand with avisiblem assgreater

than 20GeV=c2 areconsidered foranalysis.Eventscontaininglepton candidatesarethen

identi�ed inthissam ple,eitherbydirectleptonidenti�cation (electronsandm uons),orby

clustering the eventsinto a three-jetcon�guration and selecting the jetwith the lowest

charged m ultiplicity as the tau candidate. At this stage,events can be considered as

candidatesin m ultiplechannels.

Electron and M uon Identi�cation

Charged particlesareidenti�ed asm uonsifthey areassociated with ahitin them uon

cham bers,orhave an energy deposit in the hadron calorim eter that is consistent with

a m inim um ionising particle. M uon identi�cation isperform ed in the polarangle range

between 10� and 170�. M uons with an unam biguous association [10]with the hits in

the m uon cham bers,or with a loose association in addition to a good pattern in the
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hadron calorim eterareclassi�ed asgood candidates,with therem ainderbeing classi�ed

aspossiblecandidates.

Electron identi�cation isperform ed in thepolaranglerangebetween 15� and 165� by

selecting charged particleswith a characteristicenergy deposition in theelectrom agnetic

calorim eters.In the centralregion ofthe detector,covered by the HPC electrom agnetic

calorim eter,the electron selection followed the criteria described in [10]forcandidates

below 30 GeV. This selection is based on a neuralnetwork using the electron energy

to m om entum ratio (E/p), the spatialm atching between the extrapolated track and

the shower, the shower shape and the track energy loss per unit path length in the

TPC (dE/dx) as the discrim inating variables. Above 30 GeV, a sim pli�ed selection

is adopted,the m ain deposit associated with a charged particle track is identi�ed and

thesurrounding electrom agneticshowersareclustered into thiselectron candidate.Only

candidateswith E/p greaterthan 0.5areused.In thepolarangleregion correspondingto

theforward electrom agnetic calorim eteracceptance,below 36� and above 144�,electron

candidatesareselected from am ong thecalorim etricshowerclusters.Only clusterswith

an energy above 8 GeV and which could be geom etrically associated to extrapolated

charged particle tracksare used. The electron candidatesare separated into categories

ofgood and possible candidates based on the quality ofthe track associated with the

electron.Theassociation ofvertex detectorhitsto thetrack isa prim ary criterion used

in assessing thetrack quality.

Tau reconstruction

Asm entioned above,tau candidateeventsareclustered into a three-jetcon�guration

using theLUCLUS [23]algorithm .Tracksatlargeangle (m orethan 40� from the nearest

jet axis) or which contribute a large m ass to the jet they belong to (�M bigger than

3.5 GeV=c2) are rem oved from the tau candidate. As the tau lepton predom inantly

decaysinto a �nalstatewith oneorthreecharged particles,with few neutrals,a pseudo-

m ultiplicity de�ned asthesum ofthecharged m ultiplicity and onequarteroftheneutral

m ultiplicity isused and the jetwith the lowestpseudo-m ultiplicity ischosen asthe tau

candidate.Then afurthercleaningisapplied on thistau candidate:tracksatm orethan

20� from thetau axis,orwhich contributealargem ass(�M biggerthan 2.5GeV=c 2)are

rem oved from the tau candidate. Only tau candidatescontaining between one and four

charged particletracksafterthiscleaning,and with a polaranglebetween 15� and 165�

are kept. Two classes ofevents are then de�ned,those with only one charged particle

track,and allothers.

Event R econstruction and Pre-selection

Afterthelepton identi�cation isperform ed,theeventsarereconstructed asthelepton

and a two orthreejetsystem .Pre-selection cutsarethen applied.

Alltracksnotassociated tothelepton areclustered usingtheLUCLUSalgorithm .These

jet tracks in sem i-leptonic electron and m uon decay channelevents are clustered with

djoin = 7:5GeV=c,wheredjoin isam easureoftheclusterisation scaleused insideLUCLUS.

Ifm ore than three jetsare obtained the tracksare forced into a three-jetcon�guration.

Thisprocedurecorrectly treatseventswith hard gluon radiation (theproportion ofthree-

jeteventsisabout20% ).In sem i-leptonic tau decay eventsthetracksnotassociated to

thetau candidateareforced into a two-jetcon�guration.

A setofpre-selection cutsisthen applied. First,a com m on setofcriteria isapplied

to thesystem ofjets:

� visiblem assgreaterthan 30 GeV=c2;
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� atleast�vecharged particletracks,with atleasttwo with m om entum transverseto

thebeam greaterthan 1.5 GeV=c and com patiblewith theprim ary vertex (im pact

param eterin R < 0:15 cm and in z < 0:4 cm );

� no electrom agneticclusterwith an energy biggerthan 50 GeV.

Then,forelectron and m uon sem i-leptonic decay channelevents,the following addi-

tionalcutsareused:

� energy ofthelepton biggerthan 20 GeV;

� if there is another isolated lepton of the sam e 
avour and opposite charge, the

event acollinearity should be bigger than 25�. The acollinearity used here is that

between the two ‘jets’when forcing the eventinto a two-jet(including the lepton)

con�guration.

Furthercutsarem adeforelectron decay channelevents:

� m issing transverse m om entum should begreaterthan 8 GeV=c;

� the cut on m issing transverse m om entum is increased to 12 GeV=c for electron

candidatesin the‘possible’class;

� anglebetween thelepton and thenearestjetgreaterthan 15�.

Thecutsspeci�cto them uon decay channeleventsare:

� anglebetween thelepton and thenearestjetgreaterthan 15� in thecaseof‘possible’

classm uons;

� anglebetween them issing m om entum and thebeam axisgreaterthan 10� form uon

candidatesin the‘possible’class.

W hilefortau decay channelevents,thecutsapplied are:

� visiblehadronicm asssm allerthan 130 GeV=c2;

� energy ofthetau greaterthan 5 GeV;

� fraction ofenergy ofthetau associated to charged tracksgreaterthan 5% ;

� atleastoneofthecharged particletracksfrom thetau m usthavea vertex detector

hit;

� anglebetween thetau and thenearestjetgreaterthan 15�;

� anglebetween thetau and thenearestcharged particlegreaterthan 10�;

� m issing transverse m om entum greaterthan 8 GeV=c;

� the cut on m issing transverse m om entum is increased to 12 GeV=c in the case of

tau candidateswith severalcharged particles.

Thesem i-leptonicelectron and m uon eventsarethen reconstructed usingaconstrained

�t im posing conservation offour-m om entum and equality ofthe two W m asses in the

event. Asthe energy ofthe tau lepton isunknown,due to the em ission ofatleastone

neutrino in its decay,the m ass in the ���q�q
0 channelis entirely determ ined by the jet

system and no im provem entcan bem adefrom applying a constrained �t.

Selection

The eventselection isbased upon a m ulti-layerperceptron neuralnetwork [24]. The

network has been optim ised separately forthe six classes ofevents (good and possible

e�eq�q
0,good and possible ���q�q

0,and ���q�q
0 candidates containing either only one or

severalcharged particles).

The choice ofthe variables used in the neuralnetworks is a com prom ise between

their independence from the W m ass and their discrim inant power. The num ber of
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Figure 2: The outputofthe neuralnetwork used forthe selection ofthe sem i-leptonic

channelsforthedata sam plerecorded at
p
s = 183� 209 GeV.Thedata areindicated

by the data points with error bars. The histogram s show the signaland background

sim ulation contributionsnorm alised to theintegrated lum inosity ofthedata sam ple.
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input-hidden-outputnodeswere 12-8-1,11-7-1 and 17-12-1 forthe e,� and � channels

respectively. The detailed listofvariablesisgiven below. The network hasbeen tuned

on sam plesofsignaland background sim ulation events,and exam plesofthedistribution

oftheneuralnetwork outputvalueareshown in �gure2.Theapplied selection cutisat

0.40,0.50 and 0.35 forthe e,� and � channelsrespectively,independentofthe centre-

of-m assenergy.Any discrepancy in thebackground ratebetween data and sim ulation is

accounted forin thesystem aticuncertainty applied.

The eventselection procedure ensuresthatthe eventsare only selected in one ofthe

channels:eventsthatpassthechosen cutin them uon channelareselected,therem aining

eventsare considered aselectron channelcandidatesand,ifthey are again rejected,are

then analysed underthe tau channelhypothesis. Thisordering followsthe hierarchy of

puritiesin these channels(and isnotdependenton thegood orpossible lepton classes).

Afterapplying the cuton the network outputthe selection perform ance isasshown in

table2.Asan exam ple,theglobale�cienciesforCC03eventsare79.8% ,89.8% and 59.3%

respectively forthee�eq�q
0,���q�q

0and ���q�q
0eventsin thedatataken at

p
s = 189GeV.

These num bersareintegrated overalleventselectionsasthereisa non-negligiblecross-

contam ination ofeventsin the eventselections(e.g.e�eq�q
0 eventselected by the ���q�q

0

selection) which stilladd usefulinform ation in the W m ass and width �ts. Here CC03

refersto the three charged currentprocessesproducing the W + W � state forwhich this

analysisisintended:s-channelphoton orZ production and t-channel�e exchange.

Sim ulation

1998,189 GeV (Prim ary-l)�‘q�q
0 (Other-l)�‘q�q

0 q�q0�qq0 q�q(
) Other4f Total Data

e�eq�q
0 257:5 10:5 0:7 9:3 6:5 284:5 256

���q�q
0 321:2 10:2 0:4 1:1 2:2 335:1 320

���q�q
0 198:2 56:6 3:5 18:6 10:9 287:9 294

q�q0�qq0 { 34:0 1029:9 341:6 50:8 1456:3 1506

2000,206 GeV

e�eq�q
0 373:9 16:9 1:0 13:6 11:4 416:8 395

���q�q
0 457:0 14:8 0:6 1:7 4:1 478:2 467

���q�q
0 290:2 87:6 5:7 22:3 21:4 427:2 426

q�q0�qq0 { 40:6 1514:5 460:9 107:8 2123:8 2134

1997-2000

183-206 GeV

e�eq�q
0 1091:5 47:7 2:9 39:9 30:7 1212:7 1182

���q�q
0 1356:7 43:3 1:7 15:2 11:0 1417:8 1402

���q�q
0 849:3 248:6 16:0 72:2 55:6 1241:6 1270

q�q0�qq0 { 131:6 4421:0 1399:5 269:8 6222:0 6446

Table 2:Num berofselected eventsin the decay channeleventselectionsfrom the 1998

and 2000 data sam plesand thecom bined 1997-2000 data sam ple,and thecorresponding

num berofexpected events from the sim ulation. The table issplitinto rowsgiving the

resultsofeach ofthe eventselection routines. The prim ary-land other-l�‘q�q
0 colum ns

relateto thenatureofthesem i-leptonic eventselectionse.g.forthee�eq�q
0selection the

resultsareforthee�eq�q
0and (���q�q

0+ ���q�q
0)channelsrespectively.

Foreach ofthesix classesofevents,thefraction ofsem i-leptonicW + W � eventsin the

sam ple hasbeen extracted from sim ulation asa function ofthe neuralnetwork output:
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thisisreferred to below astheeventpurity Pe.Thisfeatureisparticularly usefulforthe

tau selection,wheretheproportion ofbackground eventsishighest.

5.2.2 Variables used in the Selection N euralN etw orks

C om m on Variables for allLeptonic C hannels

� PolarangleoftheleptonicW (afterapplying theconstrained �t);

� angle ofthe charged lepton with respectto the direction ofthe leptonic W (in the

W restfram e,and aftertheconstrained �t);

� polarangleofthelepton;

� polarangleofthem issing m om entum vector;

� anglebetween thelepton and thenearestjet;

� angle between the lepton and the nearestcharged hadron track (ofenergy greater

than 1 GeV);

� m issing transverse m om entum ;

� the invariantm assofthe m easured system ofparticles
p
s0 [25]-thisism easured

using planarkinem atics,by forcing the eventinto 2 jets(using allparticlesin the

eventincluding thelepton)and assum ing a photon isem itted down thebeam pipe;

� aplanarity (cosine ofthe angle between the lepton and the norm alto the plane

form ed by thejets2);

� acollinearity(com plem entoftheanglebetween thetwo\jets"when forcingtheevent

into a two-jetcon�guration);

� the m inim um djoin distance in the LUCLUS jetclusterisation algorithm between two

jetsin the�nalcon�guration,wherethewholeevent(hadronicand leptonicsystem )

isforced into threejets.Thisisknown asdj3all.

A dditionalVariable for the Electron C hannelO nly

� Anglebetween them issing m om entum and thenearestjet.

A dditionalVariables for the Tau C hannelO nly

� Anglebetween them issing m om entum and thenearestjet;

� fraction ofthetau energy com ing from charged particletracks;

� m issing energy;

� reconstructed tau energy;

� reconstructed tau m ass;

� dj4all,asdj3all(seeabove)butwith the�naleventcon�guration forced into fourjets.

5.2.3 Likelihood Function

A likelihood function,Le(M W ;�W ),isevaluated foreach selected eventwith a recon-

structed m assin a de�ned range.Therangewas67-91 GeV=c2 forthedata collected in

1997,67-93 GeV=c2 for1998,67-95 GeV=c2 for1999,and 67-97 GeV=c2 for2000. The

increase in range with rising centre-of-m assenergy isto accountforthe increasing ISR

tail.Thelikelihood function isde�ned asfollows:

Le(M W ;�W )= Pe � S
00(m fit

;�
fit
;M W ;�W )+ (1� Pe)� B (mfit);

wherePe istheeventpurity,discussed above,S
00isthesignalfunction thatdescribesthe

reconstructed m assdistribution ofthesem i-leptonicW decays,and B isused to describe
2for three-jets events in the electron and m uon channels,the jets-plane is the plane form ed by the m ost energetic jet

and the sum ofthe two others.
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background processes. The reconstructed event m ass m fit and its estim ated error �fit

are both obtained from the constrained �t. The distribution ofbackground events is

extracted from sim ulation asa function ofm fit.

Thesignalfunction S00isde�ned in term sofS and S0asdiscussed below.Thefunction

S relieson theconvolution ofthreecom ponents,usingx and m asthedum m y integration

variables:

S(m fit
;�

fit
jM W ;�W )= (4)

RE B E A M

0 dm G[m fit� m ;�fit]
R1
0 dx PS(m (1� x))B W [m (1� x)jM W ;�W ]R ISR (x):

B W isa relativisticBreit-W ignerdistribution representing theW m assdistribution,

B W (m jM W ;�W )=
1

�

�W

M W

m 2

(m 2 � M W
2)2 +

�

m 2 �W
M W

�2; (5)

and PS isa phase-spacecorrection factor

PS(m )=

s

1�
4m 2

s
:

Theconvolution with theGaussian function G describesthedetectorresolution.The

width ofthe Gaussian dependsupon the reconstructed m asserrorobtained in the con-

strained �tforthatevent.

TheISR spectrum isparam eterised as

R ISR(x
)= �x
(��1)

 ;

wherex
 istheratioofthephoton energytothecentre-of-m assenergyand � iscalculated

from the electrom agnetic coupling constant (�),the centre-of-m ass energy squared (s)

and theelectron m ass(m e):

� =
2�

�
[ln(s=m 2

e)� 1]:

Dueto the constrained �t,a W produced atm assm willbereconstructed to a good

approxim ation asm =(1� x
)in thepresenceofan undetected ISR photon,giving a tail

athigh m assin them easured spectrum .Thistailiswelldescribed by theintegration on

thephoton spectrum in equation 4.

Theeventselection containsa signi�cantfraction of���q�q
0eventsin theelectron and

m uon channelsam ples,and ofe�eq�q
0 eventsin the tau sam ple (see table 2). In the tau

channelthem assoftheeventisdeterm ined from thejetsystem .Thebehaviouroftrue

���q�q
0 and e�eq�q

0 eventsin this�tarefound to besim ilar,and S00= S in thischannel.

However,in theelectron and m uon channelsam plesthebehaviourofthe���q�q
0eventsis

som ewhatdi�erentto thatofthee�eq�q
0,���q�q

0events.The���q�q
0eventshavea worse

m assresolution and introduce a sm allnegative o�seton the m ass. The fraction oftau

events,which have been wrongly classi�ed and are contained in the electron and m uon

channelsam ples,hasbeen param eterised in binsofthelepton energy and them easured

m issing m ass.Thisfraction P�e isthen taken into accountin thelikelihood function for

theelectron and m uon sam ples,by de�ning thesignalfunction S00as

S
00= (1� P�e)� S + P�e � S

0
;

where S0 is analogous to S, but with the width ofthe Gaussian resolution function

increased according to a factordeterm ined from sim ulation studies.Allrem aining biases

in the analysisdue to using thisapproxim ate likelihood description are corrected forin

thecalibration procedureasdescribed in section 5.4.
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5.3 Fully-H adronic D ecay C hannel

TheW + W � ! q�q0�qq0eventsconstitute46% ofallW + W � decays.Theeventm asses

can be reconstructed from the observed set ofjets. The kinem atics ofthe jets can be

signi�cantly over-constrained in a kinem atic�t,im proving theeventm assresolution,by

im posingm om entum conservation and them easured centre-of-m assenergy.Thein
uence

ofthem any am biguitiesin theeventreconstruction,which dilutethestatisticalinform a-

tion,ism inim ised by optim ally weighting thedi�erenthypothesesin thelikelihood �tof

M W or�W .

Thedom inantsystem aticerrorisduetothepossiblein
uenceof�nalstateinterference

e�ects between particles from the two decaying W s. Reconstructing the jet directions

using only theparticlesfrom thecoreofthejetreducesthepossiblee�ectsofthese�nal

state interference e�ects. Thistechnique and the m assestim atorbased on allobserved

particlesareboth discussed in section 5.3.2.

5.3.1 Event Selection

Asin thesem i-leptonicanalysis,appropriatecriteriawereim posed on thefunctionality

ofthedetectorwhen selectingthedatasam pleforanalysis.Thecorrespondingintegrated

lum inosities,ateach centre-of-m assenergy,aregiven in table1.

The event selection can be separated into three stages. Firsta pre-selection is per-

form ed to reduce the data sam ple to events with a high m ultiplicity and high visible

energy. In the second stage events with a four or �ve jet topology are retained. The

observableson which the selection ism ade are chosen to be,to a good approxim ation,

independent ofthe centre-of-m ass energy
p
s: the sam e selection criteria are used for

allenergiesforthe pre-selection and jettopology selection. The �nalstage ofthe event

selection isto use the inter-jetanglesand jetm om enta to estim ate the probability that

thiswasa W + W � ! q�q0�qq0event.

Thepre-selection cutsapplied are:

� thecharged particlem ultiplicity should belargerthan 13;

� thetotalvisibleenergy oftheeventm ustexceed 1.15
p
s

2
;

� thescaled e�ectivecentre-of-m assenergy
p
s0p
s
[25]isrequired to beequaltoorlarger

than 0.8;

� rejection ofeventstagged aslikely to becontaining b quarks[26].

The lastcriterion rem oves7% ofthe rem aining Z! q�q(
)and 18% ofthe rem aining ZZ

events,while changing the signalselection e�ciency by lessthan 1% .The distributions

ofdataand sim ulation eventsforthescaled e�ectivecentre-of-m assenergy and com bined

b-tag variable are shown in �gure 3;the cuton the com bined b-tag variable retainsall

eventsbelow 2.

Therem ainingeventsarethen clustered usingtheDURHAM [27]jetclustering algorithm

with a �xed ycut of0.002. The jetsobtained are required to have an invariantm assof

greaterthan 1 GeV=c2 and contain atleastthreeparticles.Ifthejetsdo notm eetthese

criteria orm ore than �ve jetsare obtained,the clustering iscontinued to highervalues

ofycut. Events which cannot be clustered into either four or �ve jets that ful�llthese

criteria are rejected. The initialycut value ofthisprocedure wasoptim ised form axim al

sensitivity to M W and results in a sam ple ofapproxim ately 50% fourand 50% �ve jet

events.

Thejetsobtained from thisprocedurearethen used in a constrained �t,described in

section 5.1,where m om entum conservation and the m easured centre-of-m assenergy are
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Figure3:Thedistributionoftwoeventselection variablesforcandidateq�q0�qq0eventsfrom

thefullLep2 data sam pleand thecorresponding sim ulation sam ples.Thelefthand plot

showsthescaled e�ectivecentre-of-m assenergy,therighthand plotthecom bined b-tag

variable. The distributionsare shown afterthe cutson allotherpre-selection variables

havebeen applied.

enforced.From the�tted jetsa topologicalobservable,D pur,wasform ed to discrim inate

between signaleventsand Z! q�q eventswith hard gluon radiation:

D pur = �
fit
� E

fit
�

q

~�fit�~E fit

whereE
fit

j and ~E
fit

j arethesm allestand second sm allest�tted jetenergiesand �
fit

ij and

~�
fit

ij arethesm allestand second sm allest�tted inter-jetangles.Theexpected fraction of

q�q0�qq0 events (W + W � orZZ)in the selected sam ple,the event purity P 4f,is param e-

terised asa function ofthisvariable.Thisfraction ofq�q0�qq0events,i.e.doubly-resonant

eventsratherthan justW + W � events,isused in thetheoreticaldistribution function de-

scribed below.Eventswith an estim ated purity below 25% arerejected.Thedistribution

oftheD pur observableisshown in �gure4 forboth the4 and 5 jettopology events,and

the num bers ofselected events are given in table 2. An excess ofdata events over the

expected num berofsim ulation eventswasobserved.

5.3.2 C one Jet R econstruction

The largest contribution to the system atic uncertainty in the fully-hadronic decay

channelarises from the hypothesis,used throughout the likelihood construction,that

thefragm entation ofthepartonsfrom both W bosonshappensindependently.However,

Bose-Einstein Correlations (section 6.11)and colourreconnection (section 6.12)e�ects

m ay resultin cross-talk between the two W system s. A jetreconstruction technique is

presented herewhich hasbeen designed tohavereduced sensitivity tocolourreconnection

e�ects.

Conventionally,asused forthe jetsin the sem i-leptonic analysis,the particlesin the

eventare clustered into jetsusing a jetclustering algorithm and the energy,m agnitude

ofthem om entum and direction ofthejetarereconstructed from theclustered particles.

The jet m om entum and energy are then used as the input to the kinem atic �t. This
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Figure 5: Illustration of the iterative cone jet reconstruction algorithm used for the

fully-hadronicW m assanalysisasdiscussed in thetext.

techniqueisreferred toin thispaperasthestandard reconstruction m ethod and provides

theoptim alstatisticalsensitivity.

In the alternative reconstruction algorithm discussed here the e�ect ofparticles in

the inter-jet regions on the reconstructed jet direction is reduced. This is achieved by

using aconealgorithm .Theinitialjetdirection ~pjetisde�ned by thestandard clustering

algorithm s (DURHAM [27],CAMBRIDGE [28]or DICLUS [29]) and a cone ofopening angle

R cone de�ned around thisasin �gure 5. The jetdirection isrecalculated (direction (1)

on the �gure) using those particles which lie inside the cone. This process is iterated

by constructing a cone (ofthe sam e opening angle R cone)around thisnew jetdirection

and the jet direction is recalculated again. The iteration is continued untila stable

jet direction ~pjetcone is found. Only the jet direction is changed in this procedure, the

m agnitude ofthe m om entum and the jetenergy arerescaled to com pensate forthelost

energy ofparticlesoutsidethestablecone.Thevalueoftheconeopening angleR cone is

setto 0:5 rad,a valueoptim ised forthem easurem entofthecolourreconnection e�ectas

reported in [30].

Thisconejetreconstruction technique reducesthesensitivity to thecolourreconnec-

tion e�ect(see section 6.12)attheexpense ofsom e statisticalsensitivity.The expected

statisticaluncertainty increasesby approxim ately 14% .Thistechniquehasbeen applied

only to theW m assand notto theW width analysis.

This technique ofjetreconstruction should notbe confused with the alternative jet

clustering algorithm s(DURHAM,CAMBRIDGE orDICLUS)used in the analysis (see below).

The alternative jetclustering algorithm sare used asthe starting pointforthe cone jet

reconstruction in orderto im prove the statisticalsensitivity ofthe analysisratherthan

to reducethesensitivity to colourreconnection e�ects.
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5.3.3 Likelihood Function

Event Ideogram s

Each oftheselected eventsisanalysed through theuseofa likelihood ratio function,

which wewilllabelhereastheeventideogram .The�nalideogram foreach eventconsists

oftheweighted sum oftheideogram sproduced using a rangeofeventreconstruction hy-

potheseshi.Thesereconstruction hypotheses,includingforexam plethepossibledi�erent

associationsofthejetstotheirparentW bosons,arediscussed below.Thedetailsofhow

these hypothesesare com bined isthen described below underthe heading of‘Ideogram

Sum ’.

Theideogram re
ectstherelativecom patibility ofthekinem aticsoftheeventwith the

prem ise thattwo heavy objects,with m assesm x and m y,wereproduced.Theideogram

is based on the least-square,�24C ,ofthe energy and m om entum constrained �t ofthe

observed setofjetkinem atics,f�pjg,ofthereconstructed �nalstate.

Thus,foreach pairoftestm asses ~m = (m x;m y),we can obtain the �
2
4C (f�pjgj~m ;hi).

Asthe calculation ofthe �2 overthe fullm ass ~m plane iscom putationally intensive we

apply the following approxim ation in the analysis. The �2 is only calculated once per

hypothesishi atthe m inim um ofthe �24C (~m )in the full~m -space.The probability in all

otherpoints ~m = (m x;m y)iscalculated using a Gaussian approxim ation forthe �2(~m )

given by:

�
2
i(m x;m y)’ �

2
4C + (m � m

�t)TV �1 (m � m
�t);

with

m =

 

m x

m y

!

;

m
�t =

 

m �t
x

m �t
y

!

:

The m asses m fit
x ,m fit

y ,and the covariance m atrix V are taken from the 4C kine-

m atic�t.W hen the�2
4C islargerthan thenum berofdegreesoffreedom (NDF=4),the

�2i(m x;m y)isrescaled with a factorNDF/�
2
4C in orderto com pensate fornon-Gaussian

resolution e�ects.

Thisprocedure decreases the com puting tim e taken by an orderofm agnitude com -

pared with the fullsix constraint�t[3],while resulting in only a m inim alreduction in

theW m assprecision obtained (2� 1% ).

W edenotetheideogram oftheeventunderhypothesishi asP(f�pjgj~m ;hi).Assum ing

a Gaussian form ,thisiscalculated from the�2 asfollows:

P(f�pjgj~m ;hi)d~m = exp

�

�
1

2
� �

2
4C (f�pjgj~m ;hi)

�

d~m :

Exam pleideogram sareshown in �gure6.Theseideogram sshow theweighted sum of

thereconstruction hypothesisideogram term sforan individualevent.Thereconstruction

hypotheses,which wewilldiscussin thefollowing sections,includea rangeofoptionsfor

thejetclustering algorithm sthatassign particlesto jets,thepossibleassociationsofjets

to W bosons,and a treatm entforeventsthatm ay havesigni�cantinitialstateradiation.
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Figure6:Exam plesofareconstruction hypothesisweighted sum oftwo-dim ensionalprob-

ability ideogram s(see text)fora four-jet(left)and �ve-jet(right)hadronic event. The

ideogram sinclude term sfrom each potentialjet-pairing,three jetclustering algorithm s

and possibleISR em ission.The1,2,3 and 4-sigm a contoursareshown.

Jet Pairings

Asdiscussed in section 5.3.1,the reconstructed particlesin the eventwere clustered

into fouror�ve jets. These jetscan then be associated to theirparentW bosons. For

eventsclustered into four(�ve)jetsthere are three (ten)com binatorialpossibilitiesfor

thejetpairing into W bosons.Therelativeprobability ofeach ofthesejetpairingsto be

thecorrectjetassociation isestim ated.

Thisjetto W boson association weight,wk,isestim ated asa function ofthe recon-

structed polarangleoftheW boson and theestim ated chargedi�erencebetween thetwo

reconstructed W bosonsin the event. Forthe �ve jeteventsthe transverse m om entum

ofthegluon jetisalso used.

Theproduction angle�W oftheW + (W � )boson iscorrelated with the
ightdirection

oftheincom inge+ (e� )beam .ForeachjetpairingtheW bosonpolaranglewascalculated

and itsprobability P�(�W )assessed from a centre-of-m assdependentparam eterisation of

correctly paired sim ulation events.

ThejetchargeQ i
jet forjetiin theclustered eventcan bem easured as:

Q
i
jet=

P njet
n= 1j~pnj

0:5 � qn
P njet

n= 1j~pnj
0:5

wherenjet areallcharged particlesin jeti,whileqn and ~pn aretheirchargeand m om en-

tum . Foreach association k ofthe jetsto theirparentW bosonsthe charge di�erence

�Q k = Q
W 1

k � Q
W 2

k is obtained. Again,the probability ofthis being the correct jet

assignm ent is assessed using a M onte Carlo sim ulation-derived param eterisation. The

relativeweightforeach jetpairing k can beexpressed as:

w
W
k = PW + (� Q k)� P�(�

k
W 1
)+ (1� PW + (� Q k))� P�(� � �

k
W 1
):

In �vejetevents,atwojetand athreejetsystem areconsidered.Thethreejetsystem

isconsidered ascom prising a q�q pairand a gluon jet. The probability ofem ission ofa

gluon from aq�qpairisapproxim ately inversely proportionaltothetransversem om entum
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ofthe gluon with respectto the originalquarks. Hence,the m ostprobable gluon jetin

thethreejetsystem isthejetwith thesm allesttransversem om entum (kT)with respect

to the two otherjetsin the candidate W boson restfram e. Each ofthe ten possible jet

associations,in this�vejetevent,isthen given a relativeweightfrom itsm ostprobable

gluon jetofw
gluon

k = 1=kT.

Thecom bined relativejetpairing weightofeach com bination isgiven by m ultiplying

thejetpairing weightsw W
k and,for�vejetevents,also m ultiplying by thew

gluon

k weight.

The relative weightsare then norm alised so thatthe sum ofthe weightsforallthe jet-

paring com binationsoftheeventis1,giving com bination weightswk.Theuseofallthe

jetpairings,ratherthan sim ply picking thebestone,im provesthestatisticalprecision of

thisanalysisby 4% .

Jet C lustering A lgorithm s

Severalstandard jetclustering algorithm sareused in thisanalysis.W hilsttheoverall

perform ancesofthealgorithm saresim ilar,thereconstruction ofan individualeventcan

di�ersigni�cantly. In thisanalysis,the event ideogram swere reconstructed with three

clusteringalgorithm sDURHAM,CAMBRIDGEand DICLUS.Theideogram sresultingfrom each

clustering algorithm are sum m ed with �xed optim ised relative weights,w c,determ ined

from sim ulation events. The sum ofthe three jet clustering weights for one event is

norm alised to 1.

Theuseofa rangeofjetclustering algorithm s,ratherthan taking only one,im proves

thestatisticalprecision ofthisanalysisby 5% .

InitialState R adiation H ypotheses

A kinem atic �t(seesection 5.1)isperform ed with m odi�ed constraintsand an extra

free param eterp�tz to accountforthe possible em ission ofan ISR photon ofm om entum

pz insidethebeam pipe.Them odi�ed constraintsare:

nobjectsX

i= 1

(E ;px;py;pz)i= (
p
s� jp

�t
z j;0;0;p

�t
z ):

The probability that the m issing m om entum in the z direction is indeed due to an

unseen ISR photon wasextracted from the sim ulation asa function ofjp�tz j=�pz,where

�pz isthe estim ated erroron the �tted z m om entum com ponent;only events with this

ratio greaterthan 1.5 aretreated with them echanism described below.

Additionalideogram sarethen calculated fortheseevents,with arelativeweightfactor

derived from the ISR hypothesis probability. The ideogram obtained without the ISR

hypothesis is given a relative weight 1,while the other ideogram s obtained from this

procedurearegiven relativeweightfactorsaccordingtothedistribution shown in �gure7.

The weights are then norm alised such thatthe sum ofthe ISR and no ISR hypotheses

foran eventsum to 1,giving ISR weightswisr.

Thistreatm entisapplied to 15% ofthe eventsand resultsin an im provem entofthe

expected W m asserrorfortheseeventsof15% .

Ideogram Sum

An ideogram is produced for each event under each ofthe possible reconstruction

hypotheses.Forfourjeteventstherearethreejetassociation hypothesestobeperform ed

with three clustering algorithm s and m axim ally two ISR hypotheses,giving a totalof

eighteen ideogram s. For �ve jet events there are sixty possible ideogram s. The �nal

ideogram foreach eventisproduced asa weighted sum ofthese:
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Figure 7: Param eterised weight given to the ISR solution ofthe kinem atic �t,relative

to the unity weight ofthe no ISR solution,as a function ofthe jp�tz j=�pz value ofthe

eventfordi�erentcentre-of-m assenergies.Theperiod with a dam aged TPC sector(S6)

isindicated with a dashed line.

P(f�pjgj~m ;fhig) =

3 or 10X

k= 1

2X

isr= 1

3X

c= 1

wk � wisr � wc� P(f�pjgj~m ;hk;isr;c);

wherethesum overk takesintoaccountthethreeorten possiblejetpairingsin theevent,

thesum overisrthetwodi�erentinitialstateradiation hypothesesused in thekinem atic

�t and the sum over c the three jet clustering algorithm s. The sum ofallweights for

each eventis�xed to unity,so thatwhile possible reconstruction hypotheses within an

individualeventhavedi�erentweightstheoverallweightforeach eventisthesam e.

Likelihood

To obtain inform ation aboutM W and �W a theoreticalprobability distribution func-

tion,P(~m jM W ;�W ),isrequired predicting thepopulation density in the ~m -planeofthe

event ideogram . The ideogram in ~m -space can then be transform ed into a likelihood,

Le(M W ;�W ),in the (M W ,�W )-space by convoluting it with this expected distribution

P(~m jM W ;�W ):

Le(M W ;�W )=

Z m m ax

m m in

Z m m ax

m m in

P(f�pjgj~m ;fhig)� P(~m jMW ;�W )d~m ; (6)



24

wherethetwo-dim ensionalintegralisovertherelevantkinem aticregion in the ~m -space.

Thisregion istaken tobem m in = 60GeV=c2 and m m ax = 110GeV=c2,and thecom bined

ideogram isnorm alized to unity in thesam eregion:

Z m m ax

m m in

Z m m ax

m m in

P(f�pjgj~m ;fhig)d~m = 1:

T heoreticalD istribution Function

Thetheoreticalprobability distribution function,P(~m jM W ;�W ),predictsthepopula-

tion density in the ~m -plane ofthe eventideogram fora given M W and �W . To provide

an accurate description ofthe data the form assum ed forP(~m jM W ;�W )m usttake into

account not only the expected distribution for the W + W � ! q�q0�qq0 signalevents but

alsothatofthebackground eventsin theselected sam ple.Thetwo principalcom ponents

ofthebackground,Z ! q�q(
)and ZZ ! q�q0�qq0,areconsidered.

The background process Z ! q�q(
) does not have a doubly resonant structure and

a uniform population of these events is expected in the ~m -space independent ofthe

valuesoftheparam eters(M W ,�W ).Therefore,theprobability density function from this

background source isassum ed to be a constantdenoted B . The probability (P 4f)that

a given event is a q�q0�qq0 event was calculated from the event topology as described in

section 5.3.1.

The W + W � ! q�q0�qq0 and ZZ ! q�q0�qq0 events both have a doubly resonant Breit-

W ignerstructureinthe~m -plane,m odulatedbyaphase-spacecorrectionfactorPS(~m j
p
s)

dueto thenearby kinem atic lim itm W + + m W � �
p
s.The probability density function

com ponentused to m odelfour-ferm ion eventsisgiven by:

S(~m jM W ;�W )= PS(~m j
p
s)�

�
h

~�W W
s

~�W W
s + ~�ZZs

� B WW W (~m jM W ;�W )+
~�ZZs

~�W W
s + ~�ZZs

� B WZZ(~m jM Z;�Z)
i

;

where ~�W W
s and ~�ZZs re
ect the accepted cross-sections,calculated from sim ulation,of

respectively theW + W � and theZZ �nalstates.These cross-sectionsarecentre-of-m ass

energy dependentbutareindependentofthereconstructed eventtopology.

Thetwo-dim ensionalBreit-W ignerdistribution isapproxim ated astheproductoftwo

one-dim ensionalBreit-W igners:

B W W W (~m jM W ;�W )= B W W (m W + jM W ;�W )� B WW (m W � jM W ;�W );

with B W W given by the expression in equation 5 ofsection 5.2.3. An expression ofthe

sam eform isassum ed fortheZZ com ponent.

A dependence on the centre-of-m ass energy is also introduced into S(~m jM W ;�W )

through thephasespacecorrection factorPS(~m j
p
s):

PS(~m j
p
s)=

1

s

q

(s� m 2
W + � m 2

W � )2 � 4m 2
W + m

2
W � :

The com bined density function is then constructed from the signaland background

term s:

P(~m jM W ;�W ;
p
s)= P

4f
� S(~m jMW ;�W ;

p
s)+ (1� P

4f)� B :

Utilising this probability density function,and the event ideogram ,equation 6 m ay

be used to calculate the eventlikelihood function. The extraction ofthe param etersof

interest,M W and �W ,from theeventlikelihood functionsarediscussed below.
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5.4 M ass and W idth Extraction

The m assand width ofthe W boson are extracted from m axim um likelihood �tsto

data sam ples. This section describes this procedure, the calibration applied and the

cross-checksofthism ethod thathavebeen perform ed.

The distribution ofthe reconstructed invariant m asses ofthe selected events after

applying a kinem atic �t,im posing four-m om entum conservation and theequality ofthe

two di-jetm asses,areshown in �gure8.This�gureisprovided forillustrativepurposes

only,them assand width �tting procedureisdescribed below.

The com bined likelihood ofthe data can be obtained from the productofthe event

likelihoods described above. In practice this is achieved by perform ing the sum ofthe

logarithm s ofthe individualevent likelihoods. The �tted data sam ples are divided by

data taking yearand applied eventselection. Forthe m ass�tthe data from the fully-

hadronic eventselection and the electron,m uon and tau sem i-leptonic selectionsare all

�tted separately. In the determ ination ofthe W width,where the relative precision is

m uch worse,the data are divided only into fully-hadronic and sem i-leptonic selection

sam ples. The procedure forcom bining the resultsfrom each ofthese �tsisdiscussed in

section 7.

TheW m assand width areextracted from m axim um likelihood �ts.TheW m ass�t

isperform ed assum ing the Standard M odelvalue forthe W width (2.11 GeV=c2). The

W width wasobtained assum ing a m assof80:4 GeV=c2. The correlation between M W

and �W wasfound to have a negligible im pacton the extracted m assand width value:

thecurrentuncertainty of44 M eV=c2 on �W [32]givesriseto a 0:6 M eV=c2 uncertainty

in theextracted M W .

Theterm sused in thelikelihood and described abovearefunctionswhich approxim ate

a description ofthe underlying physics and detector response. Hence, this approach

necessitatesa calibration ofthe analysisprocedure. The calibration isperform ed using

signaland background sim ulation events forwhich the true m assand width valuesare

known. Ratherthan regenerating the events ata range ofm ass and width values,the

calibration oftheanalysisusesreweighted events.Thereweighting wasperform ed using

the extracted m atrix elem ent ofthe WPHACT and YFSWW generators. The reweighting

procedure is cross-checked using independent sim ulation events generated at three W

m assand width values. In the fully-hadronic channelwhere both the standard m ethod

and thecone-jetreconstruction techniqueareapplied to theW M assm easurem ent,both

analysesarecalibrated separately:theillustrative valuesreported in thissection arefor

thestandard analysis.

A high statisticssim ulation sam ple isused to calibrate the analysis,com prised ofan

appropriatem ixture ofsignaland background events.The resultofthe likelihood �tas

a function ofthesim ulated W m assisshown in �gure9 forthe ���q�q
0 channelanalysis

at
p
s = 189 GeV. The analysishasa linearbehaviourin the m asswindow ofinterest,

and thecalibration curvesarede�ned by two param eters:

� theslopeofthegenerated m assagainst�tted m assline;

� the o�set de�ned ata �xed reference point. This point is chosen to be the value

used in oursim ulation;80.4 GeV=c2 forthem assand 2.11 GeV=c2 forthewidth.

The slopes at di�erent energies are found to be com patible,and their m ean values

arerespectively 0:984� 0:013,0:993� 0:006 and 0:963� 0:013 in thee�eq�q
0,���q�q

0and

���q�q
0analyses.In theq�q0�qq0analysistheslopewascom patiblewith unity to within 2%

atallcentre-of-m assenergiesand no slopecalibration wasapplied.
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Figure 8: The distribution ofthe reconstructed W m asses from a kinem atic �t with

�ve constraintsim posed in the (a)e�eq�q
0,(b)���q�q

0,(c)���q�q
0 and (d)and (e)q�q0�qq0

analysis channels atallenergies. (d)shows the data sam ple taken atallenergies until

Septem ber2000,the data taken afterthatwith a dam aged TPC sectorisshown in (e).

In (d)and (e)only thejetpairing with thehighestprobability isincluded in the�gures.

The sim ulation sam pleshave been norm alised to the sam e integrated lum inosity asthe

data.
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Figure9:W m asscalibration curvein the���q�q
0channelat

p
s= 189GeV.Thedashed

lineindicatestheresultthatwould beobtained withoutany analysisbias.

The highly linearbehavior,with a value ofthe slope close to unity isan a posteriori

justi�cation ofthe�ttingfunctionsused inthelikelihood �tanddescribed insection 5.3.3.

The rem aining e�ects nottaken into accountby these �tting functionsgive rise to the

o�set.Asan exam ple,thecalibration o�setsat
p
s= 189GeV arerespectively �0:108�

0:012,�0:215� 0:010,�0:252� 0:015 and �0:222� 0:006 GeV=c2 in thee�eq�q
0,���q�q

0,

���q�q
0and q�q0�qq0analysesforthem ass.Theo�setsvary slightly with thecentre-of-m ass

energy.

The sam e procedure isalso applied forthe W width analyses. In the ‘�‘q�q
0 channel

a slope of0:894� 0:008 is obtained independent ofthe centre-of-m ass energy and the

o�setat
p
s= 189GeV was+0:065� 0:015GeV=c2 .However,in theq�q0�qq0analysisthe

slopeisfound tobedependenton thecentre-of-m assenergy,theslopesat
p
s= 189GeV

and 205 GeV are approxim ately 1:1 and 1:2 respectively and furtherm ore the relation

between the reconstructed and generated �W is not perfectly linear. Hence the o�set

isparam eterised asa function ofthegenerated W width and thecentre-of-m assenergy.

Thecalibration o�setat
p
s= 189 GeV is183� 13 M eV=c2 atthereference width.

The analysesare corrected with these calibration results,and the statisticalerroron

theo�setisincluded in thesystem atic error(seebelow).

Afterapplying the calibration procedure,the consistency ofthe analysesischecked.

Setsofsim ulation events,with asam plesizethesam easthedata,containingtheexpected

m ixtureofsignaland background eventswereused to testtheanalyses.Figure10 shows

errorand pullplotsfrom analysing 20000orm oresuch sam ples,wherethepullisde�ned

as

pull=
(M W �t � M W gen)

��t
;

herethesubscript‘�t’and ‘gen’distinguish theresultfrom thecalibrated analysis�tand

the generated param eterin the sim ulation respectively. The ��t isthe errorestim ated
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by the analysis. Thiserrorhasbeen scaled in the analysisto obtain a Gaussian width

ofone forthe pulldistributions,as shown in the plots. These plots were produced at

allcentre-of-m assenergiesforboth param eters.Theerrordistributionsin �gure10 also

dem onstrate thatthisquantity isin good agreem ent with the value obtained from the

data.
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Figure 10: The errors(left)and pulls(right)ofthe W m ass�tsforeach sem i-leptonic

analysischanneland the fully-hadronic channel. These plotswere obtained using sim u-

lated eventsam pleswith thesam estatisticsasthedatasam plecollected at200GeV.The

errorsobtained on the�tsto thedata sam pleswere365 M eV=c2 forthee�eq�q
0analysis,

282 M eV=c2 for���q�q
0,438 M eV=c2 for���q�q

0and 149 M eV=c2 forthestandard q�q0�qq0

analysis.
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6 System atic U ncertainties

Thesourcesofsystem atic errorthathavebeen considered fortheW m assand width

determ inations are described in the subsections below. The results ofthese studies at

exam ple centre-of-m ass energies are sum m arised in tables 14,15 and 16. In the fully-

hadronic channelthe standard m ethod and the cone jet reconstruction technique have

been applied asdescribed in section 5.3.2.Thesystem aticuncertaintiesarein agreem ent

between these two techniques except for the error sources from �nalstate interactions

(FSI),whereseparatevaluesforthetwo techniquesaregiven.

6.1 C alibration

The analysis calibration procedure is described above in section 5.4. The accuracy

with which the o�set ofthe analyses can be determ ined is lim ited by the size ofthe

generated sim ulation sam ples.Su�cienteventswere generated to lim itthiserrorto 5%

orlessofthestatisticalerroron them assorwidth determ ination in any given channel.

6.2 D etector E�ects -M uons

Contributionstothesystem aticerroron theW m assand width duetothereconstruc-

tion ofm uonsareconsidered in thissection.These were evaluated using theZ ! �+ ��

events collected at the Z peak during the Lep2 period. The system atic uncertainties

determ ined by thesestudiesfortheW m assanalysisarepresented in table3.

Inverse M om entum Scale

Theprim arysourcesofsystem aticerroron them uon m om entum scalearethedetector

alignm entorpossiblereconstruction distortions(particularly in theTPC).Asa resultof

these e�ects,we m ay also anticipate an opposite biason the m easured track curvature

forpositiveand negativem uons.

Correctionstotheinversem om entum scale,1=p,arecalculated from theselected �+ ��

sam ples. The m ean inverse m om entum ,< 1=p >,is calculated separately for positive

and negativem uonsin di�erentbinsofthepolarangle,and a correction forthepositive

m uonsisde�ned as
1

2
(<

1

p�
> � <

1

p+
>); (7)

with theoppositesign correction applied to negativem uons.Thesecorrectionsaretypi-

cally oftheorder1 to 2� 10�4 GeV �1
c,exceptin thepolarangleregionsatthejunction

between thebarreland endcapswherethecorrection can reach 10�3 GeV �1
c in theworst

case.In thesim ulation thiscorrection is,asexpected,com patiblewith zero.Afterapply-

ingthecorrections< 1=p> data and < 1=p> sim ulation arefound tobein agreem entwithin

0:2% ,and thisvalueisused to calculatethesystem aticon them uon inverse m om entum

scale.Thesystem aticuncertainty on thepositiveand negativem uon inversem om entum

scaledi�erenceisestim ated by varying thecorrection by �50% ofitsvalue.

Inverse M om entum R esolution

Them om entum resolution (typically 0:001GeV �1
cin 1=p)wasfound tobecom m only

around 10% betterin sim ulation eventsthan in the data.Thisdiscrepancy,determ ined

forallyearsofLep2and polarangleregions,iscorrected bysm earingthesim ulation with

a Gaussian. An additionalsm earing of�0:0003 GeV �1
c in 1=p isused to estim ate the

system atic errorresulting from thiscorrection.Thissystem atic doesnota�ectthe M W
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determ ination butisa sm allcom ponentofthe �W m easurem entuncertainty forevents

containing m uons.

6.3 D etector E�ects -Electrons

Contributionstothesystem aticerroron theW m assand width duetothereconstruc-

tion ofelectronsare considered in thissection. These were evaluated using the Bhabha

and Com pton eventscollected atthe Z peak and high energiesduring theLep2 period.

The system atic uncertainties determ ined by these studies for the W m ass analysis are

presented in table3.
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Figure11:TheratioE/Ebeam forelectronsin theendcapsfrom Bhabhaeventsrecorded at

theZ peak in 1998.Theshaded histogram isthesim ulation and thepointsarethedata.

Plot (a)shows the raw distribution,while plot (b) gives this after the brem sstrahlung

correctiondiscussed inthetext.Theresolutioncorrection (seetext)hasalsobeen applied.

The reconstructed energy ofelectronswascom pared between data collected atthe Z

peak and fully sim ulated sam ples ofBhabha events. In the barrelregion ofthe detec-

torthe data and sim ulation are in good agreem ent. However,in the forward directions

a slight di�erence is observed between the data and sim ulation (see �gure 11)and at-

tributed to an under-estim ation ofthe quantity ofm aterialin the sim ulation beforethe

electrom agnetic calorim eterin the D elphiendcaps. A correction isapplied to the sim -

ulation by introducing the e�ectofextra brem sstrahlung em ission corresponding to an

additional3% ofa radiation length.Following [33],theprobability w thatan electron of

initialenergyE 0 hasan observed energybetween E and E+dE aftertraversingathickness

oftradiation lengthsis

w(E 0;E ;t)dE =
dE

E 0

[ln(E 0=E )]
(t=ln2)�1

�(t=ln2)
: (8)

Foreach event,thecorrected energy E ischosen random ly according to thedistribution

w. The optim alvalue ofthe param eter t was adjusted from the data and sim ulation

com parison.
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Aftertheendcap correction wasapplied,good agreem entbetween dataand sim ulation

was obtained throughout the detector. The residualsystem atic error on this absolute

energy scaleisestim ated to be�0:3% ofthem easured energy and isestim ated from the

selection cutstability and statisticalprecision ofthedata and sim ulation com parison.

Energy R esolution

Theresolution on thereconstructed electron energieswasalso com pared between the

dataand sim ulation Bhabhasam ples.Theagreem entisim proved byapplyingaGaussian

sm earing to the sim ulation with a width varying between 1 and 2% ofthe m easured

electron energy in thebarrel,and 2 to 4% in theendcaps,depending on theyearofdata

taking. The system atic erroron thissm earing Gaussian width isestim ated to be �1%

ofthem easured energy.Thissystem atic doesnota�ectthe M W determ ination butisa

sm allcom ponentofthe�W m easurem entuncertainty foreventscontaining electrons.
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Figure12:Thedoubleratio ofreconstructed and trueaverageenergy valuesin data and

sim ulation,hE rec=E true idata=hE rec=E true iM C ,fordata taken in 2000.Theshaded area

representsthequoted system aticsdueto a possibledependenceoftheenergy calibration

with the electron energy. The left hand plot is for electrons observed in the barrel

electrom agnetic calorim eter and the right hand plot forelectrons in the endcap. Note

that,by construction,theBhabha pointat45 GeV isatone.

The reconstructed electron energy wasalso studied asa function ofthe true energy.

TheZ peak and high energy running provided high statisticBhabha sam pleswith which

to study electronsof45 GeV and above 100 GeV energy. Forthese sam plesthe \true"

electronenergyistakenfrom thebeam energy.Thereconstructed electron energywasalso

checked using low energy electronsfrom Com pton eventsattheZ peak,and high energy

electronsfrom radiativeBhabha scattering athigh centre-of-m assenergy.In thesecases

thetrue energy ofthe lepton isdeduced from 3-body kinem aticsusing only the angular

inform ation and assum ing thatthe unseen particle wasalong the beam axis. Figure 12

showsthecom patibility ofthereconstructed electron energy in dataand sim ulation,only

statisticalerrorsare shown. One ofthe three pointsm easured forradiative Bhabhasin

the Barrelshowsa discrepancy butthise�ectisnotcon�rm ed by the betterm easured
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high energy (non-radiative)Bhabha point,whereasphysicalcalibration problem ssuch as

threshold e�ectsorleakagein thecalorim eterwould beexpected to increasein sizewith

energy. Hence,no additionalcorrections are applied. A system atic error is estim ated

assum ing a deviation ofthe energy calibration slope Edata=Esim ulation versusEsim ulation of

1% overtherange25 to 70 GeV.Thesevaluesapproxim ately correspond to therelevant

energy rangefortheobserved electronsin theanalysis.

6.4 D etector E�ects -Taus

The ���q�q
0 channeldi�ers from the other W + W � sem i-leptonic decay channels as

these events contain two (orthree forleptonic tau decays) neutrinosin the �nalstate.

Thus,them assoftheeventcan bedeterm ined only from thedecay productsoftheother

W .Asaresultthelepton system aticsdescribed in theprecedingsectionsarenotrelevant

to the ���q�q
0 channel. The only relevant system atic involving the tau decay products

arisesfrom uncertaintiesin the assignm entofthe reconstructed tracksbetween the tau

productand thehadronically decaying W .Thise�ectissm allcom pared with theoverall

uncertainty on thejetenergy and direction,thesystem aticon which isconsidered in the

sectionsbelow.

M W Lepton Correction System aticErrors(M eV=c2)

SourcesofSystem aticError e�eq�q
0189 GeV e�eq�q

0205 GeV

Electron Energy Scale 18 22

Electron Energy Resolution - -

Electron Energy Linearity 16 11

���q�q
0189 GeV ���q�q

0205 GeV

M uon 1/p Scale 16 21

�+ �� 1/p Di�erence 1 4

M uon 1/p Resolution - -

Table 3:Contributionsto the system atic erroron theW m assm easurem entat189 and

205GeV related tothelepton reconstruction.Theuncertaintieson each ofthesenum bers

istypically 3 M eV=c2.

6.5 Jet D escription

Jets are com posite objects,and the detector and analysis response to them can be

dependenton theirinternalstructure.Thereforeitisnotstraightforward toseparatein a

clean way uncertaintiesarising from them odelling ofthedetectorin thesim ulation from

thosedueto thetheoreticaldescription ofthejetstructure.

M oreover this description is notbased on exact calculations,whose uncertainty can

bein principlereasonably wellestim ated,buton phenom enologicalm odelstuned to best

reproduce the data at the Z peak: the Lund m odelas im plem ented in PYTHIA is the

standard choice for this analysis. In this situation the com parison ofdi�erent m odels

m ay be a usefultoolto understand which parts ofthe fragm entation description the

m easurem entissensitive to,butonly a directcom parison ofthechosen m odelwith well

understood datasam ples,in particularZ hadronicdecays,can givetheultim ateestim ate

oftheuncertainty from theobserved data-sim ulation disagreem ents.
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The jetstudiesperform ed are described in the textbelow and the corresponding jet

correction system aticerrorsareprovided in table4.Them ostrelevantjetcharacteristics

werecalibrated on realdata controlsam ples,and uncertaintieson thesecalibrationsare

propagated through theanalysis.

Energy Scale

The absolute jetenergy scale wasstudied in on-peak Z ! q�q decays,by com paring

thereconstructed energies,E rec,in data and sim ulation in selected two jetsevents.The

b�tagging technique isused to rem ove b quark jetswhich are essentially notpresentin

W + W � decays. The true jetenergy in these events isassum ed to be the beam energy

E beam ,under the assum ption that the bias introduced by QED ISR is described with

negligible errorin the sim ulation (the KK2f generatorwas used forthese events). The

double ratio ofaverage values h E rec=E beam idata=h E rec=E beam iM C was evaluated as

a function ofthe jet polar angle and applied as a scale factor correction to the four-

m om entum com ponentsofthejetin sim ulated events.Thecorrection valuedependson

the yearaswellasthe angularregion,with the deviation from unity ranging typically

from a few perm illeup to 3-4% in them ostforward region.

Thesystem aticuncertainty on thiscorrection isdeterm ined by thelim ited on-peak Z

statistics,and itisestim ated to be�0:3% .

Energy R esolution

The sam e eventsam ple used to study the jetabsolute energy scale wasalso used to

calibratethejetenergyresolution inthesim ulation.A Gaussiansm earingwasdeterm ined

from thedata and isapplied to thesim ulated jetenergy with a m agnitudedependenton

the ratio ofthe reconstructed and true jetenergies. Thisprocedure takesinto account

theasym m etricshapeofthejetenergy observable.W hen applying thecorrection to the

sim ulated W + W � eventsan estim ateofthetruejetenergy isrequired.W hen theevent

isreconstructed with two jetsfrom each hadronically decaying W ,the generated quark

energiesareused.However,when gluon radiation hasgiven riseto an additionaljetthe

truejetenergy estim ateisdeterm ined by applying thesam eclustering algorithm asused

in the analysisto the sim ulated partonspriorto the detectorsim ulation. In both cases

the association ofthe true and reconstructed jets is perform ed according to geom etric

criteria.

The average resolution correction ranges from 4.5% ofthe jet energy in the barrel

to 6.6% in the endcaps. The correction isalso dependent on the year. The system atic

uncertainty on thecorrection isestim ated to be�2% ofthejetenergy.

Energy Linearity

Thedependence oftheenergy calibration asa function ofthejetenergy waschecked

using low energy jets from q�q+ gluon events atthe Z peak and high energy jets from

e+ e� ! q�q decaysathigh energy.

In the�rstcase,thetruejetenergy isdeterm ined using three-body m asslesskinem at-

ics. The jetenergy range used in thisstudy is restricted to the region where the data

and sim ulation trueenergy distributionsdo notshow sizeablediscrepancies.Thisenergy

selection avoidsintroducing an unnecessary sensitivity in thisanalysisto the m odelling

ofhard gluon radiation in thesim ulation.

In the second high-energy jetcase the e�ective hadronic m ass
p
s0 isrequired to be

such that
q

s0=s> 0:95.The true jetenergy isthen again determ ined using three-body

m asslesskinem aticsbutnow thethird objectisan hypotheticalISR photon em itted along
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the beam pipe. The di�erence between the estim ated jetenergy and the nom inalbeam

energy isconstrained to besm allerthan 10 GeV.

A jet energy linearity slope in Edata=Esim ulation versus Esim ulation is then determ ined.

Thestudy wasperform ed separately in thebarreland endcap regionsofthedetectorand

foreach datatakingyear.Theresultsfrom thedi�erentdatatakingyearsarecom patible

within statisticalerrors.Thestudy showed agreem entin theslopeattypically the0:5%

levelover the range 25 to 75 GeV,and this deviation value is used to determ ine the

system atic uncertainty.

A ngular B ias

Asreported in [9],thereprocessing ofdata and sim ulation used forthisanalysishasa

noticeableexcessoftracksatlow polarangles(forward tracks)in dataascom pared tothe

sim ulation. The m ostlikely cause ofthise�ectisan underestim ation in the sim ulation

ofthetrack reconstruction e�ciency forlow-m om entum particlesatlow polarangle.

Thise�ectintroducesa sm allbiasin thedistribution ofthe jets’reconstructed polar

angle in the sim ulation com pared with data. In order to evaluate the e�ect ofsuch a

bias,a system atic shiftofthejets’polarangleisapplied to thesim ulation.Theshiftas

a function ofthe polarangle itselfhasbeen determ ined using on-resonance Z hadronic

decays,and is found to have the form 0:008cos�j
5:3

where 0 < �j < �=2 is the polar

angle ofthe jet. The corresponding W m assand width shiftshave been evaluated and

sym m etricsystem aticerrorsofthesevaluesapplied.TheW m assuncertainty isreported

in table4.

A ngular R esolution

A study ofthe acollinearity ofjets in on-peak Z ! q�q events was perform ed and

appropriate sm earings to the sim ulation ofthe jetangulardirection,dependent on the

polarangle ofthe jet,were estim ated. The sm earings on the polarangle are typically

5 m rads.A system aticerrorisestim ated by applying an extra 5 m rad angularsm earing.

Jet M ass

Thejetm assisknown nottobeexactly described in thesim ulation;both inaccuracies

in the fragm entation description (related to the jetbreadth due to softand hard gluon

radiation) and im perfections in the m odelling ofthe detector response (reconstruction

e�cienciesand noise)areresponsible forthesediscrepancies.However,only thosedata-

sim ulation di�erences in the jetm ass which are notcom pensated by di�erences in the

inter-jetangle are relevantforthe system atic uncertainty,since these cause system atic

biasesin thereconstructed W m ass.

Forthisreason thefragm entation-induced di�erencesareonly m arginally relevantfor

them assm easurem ent.Furtherm ore,thecalibration procedureadopted,in particularfor

theenergy and angularsm earing,correctsform ostofthee�ectsgiven by thedi�erences

in jetbreadth.Thejetbreadth isrelevantasbroaderjetsareworsereconstructed:they

aredetected with largeruncertaintieson thejetdirection;arelikely to losem oreenergy

due to the im perfect herm eticity ofthe detector;and cause m ore confusion in the jet

clustering.

The jet correction procedure described above,as wellas the constrained kinem atic

�t,m odi�esallthe four-m om entum com ponentsofthe jetbutleavesunchanged the jet

boost,i.e. the E =m ratio. Itistherefore usefulto study thisobservable,instead ofthe

sim plejetm ass.

Detector noise is a source ofdata-sim ulation discrepancy which clearly biases the

reconstructed boson m ass,since it changes the m ass and boost ofthe jets while leav-
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ing,on average,the inter-jet angle unchanged. Signi�cant data-sim ulation di�erences

in low energy neutralclusters,both in the electrom agnetic and hadronic calorim eters,

areattributed prim arily to an im perfectnoisedescription,whilethediscrepanciesin the

charged particlesofjetsareconsidered to bealm ostentirely dueto them odelling ofthe

fragm entation.

The average e�ect ofrem oving low energy neutrals below 2 GeV on the jet m =E

wasevaluated asa function ofthepolarangleand ofthem =E ofthejetitself,sincethe

im pactofthenoisedependson thebreadth ofthejet.Theexpected e�ecton theneutrals

from fragm entation wassubtracted.Thefragm entation e�ectwasobtained from charged

particles,suitably scaled fortherelativeneutraland charged particlem ultiplicity.

Thism =E e�ectwasthen propagated in thefullanalysischain to extracttherelative

system atic uncertainty on thefullm assand width m easurem ents.

M W JetCorrection System aticErrors(M eV=c2)

SourcesofSystem atic Error 189 GeV

e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

Energy Scale 8 6 11 8

Energy Resolution 3 3 5 9

Energy Linearity 12 9 12 16

AngularBias 3 5 5 2

AngularResolution - - - 8

JetM ass 9 8 8 10

205 GeV

e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

Energy Scale 11 9 16 8

Energy Resolution 8 5 8 10

Energy Linearity 15 11 20 8

AngularBias 9 8 7 19

AngularResolution - - - 1

JetM ass 13 12 17 13

Table 4:Contributionsto the system atic erroron theW m assm easurem entat189 and

205 GeV related to jet reconstruction. The uncertainties on each ofthese num bers is

typically 6 M eV=c2.

Fragm entation M odel

The e�ect ofusing di�erent hadronisation m odels on the analysis was studied by

replacing thestandard choice,PYTHIA,with both theARIADNE and HERWIG m odels,each

tuned by D elphito best m atch experim entaldata. The m ass and width shifts were

evaluated at189 GeV and 207 GeV centre-of-m assenergiesand arereported in tables5

and 6.Detailed studiesperform ed attheZ peak showed thatforseveralobservablesall

the m odels showed disagreem ents with the data and thatthese disagreem ents were all

in the sam e direction: the jet m ass variable,discussed in the previous paragraph,is a

clearexam ple.Hence theresultsofthehadronisation m odelcom parison wereused only

to investigate the sensitivity ofthe analysis to speci�c featuresofthe m odels,and not

used directly asan evaluation ofthesystem atic uncertainty dueto thechoiceofm odel.
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�M W M eV=c2

e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

HERW IG -PYTHIA �7� 10 �16� 9 �17� 13 �9� 5

ARIADNE -PYTHIA �11� 9 �12� 9 �10� 12 �15� 5

Table5:E�ectofdi�erentfragm entation m odelson theW m assdeterm ination.

�� W M eV=c2

‘�‘q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

HERW IG -PYTHIA +46� 13 �2� 11

ARIADNE -PYTHIA �9� 15 +1� 11

Table6:E�ectofdi�erentfragm entation m odelson theW width determ ination.

Thebiggestdi�erencewasfound tobebetween PYTHIA and HERWIG,and wasshown to

belargely dueto thedi�erentproduction ratesofheavy particles,m ainly kaons,protons

and neutrons. Atparton levelthese di�erencesm odify notonly the jetm assesbutalso

change the jet-jet angles accordingly,leaving the bosons invariant m asses unchanged.

However,the reconstruction and analysis procedure breaks this com pensation since in

the fully-hadronic eventreconstruction allcharged particle tracksare assigned the pion

m ass,and allneutrals are assum ed to be m assless (photon-like). In the sem i-leptonic

analysis,thenom inalm assesareused in thejetreconstruction forthoseparticleswith a

positiveidenti�cation,i.e.forcharged kaonsand protonsidenti�ed by theRICH and for

K 0
S and Lam bdasreconstructed assecondary vertexesfrom theirdecay products[10].

TheHERWIG version used,although tuned to bestreproducetheZ peak D elphidata,

isknown to describe theparticleproduction ratespoorly.Thisisespecially thecasefor

baryons,thereforeusing HERWIG accentuatesthisparticlem assassignm ente�ect.Gener-

ally them easured particleratesarecloserto thosein PYTHIA and ARIADNE.Reweighting

in the m odelsthe production ratesofthe m ostabundantheavy particlesspecies,kaons

and protons,reducesthedisagreem entam ongthedi�erentm odels,bringingittothelevel

ofthe statisticaluncertainty ofthe �t. Tables7 and 8 show the residualdiscrepancies

obtained between them odelsafterthey havebeen reweighted to thePYTHIA values.The

com ponentofthefragm entation system atic errorwhich isnotdueto theheavy particle

m ultiplicity e�ectisobtained from thesenum bers.Thelargestvalue-eitherthecentral

valueoritsuncertainty -from eitherm odelistaken asthesystem atic errorestim ate.

The com ponentofthefragm entation errorthatisdue to the heavy particlerate was

also evaluated forthe W m assanalysis;this sm allcom ponent ofthe errorisneglected

forthe W width analysis. The W m ass shiftwas evaluated between the D elphitune

ofPYTHIA and the sam e eventsreweighting to the m easured particle rates�1� oftheir

uncertainty. The average ofthe m odulusofthe two shiftsisreported in table 9 and is

taken astheestim ateofthefragm entation errordueto theheavy particlem ultiplicity.

Thecom bined fragm entationerrorwasevaluatedfortheW m assbyaddingtheparticle

reweighting e�ectsand the m odelvariation uncertainty in quadrature. Thisfragm enta-

tion errorislisted separatelyfrom theotherjetdescription uncertaintiesin thesystem atic

uncertainty sum m ary tables14,15 and 16.
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�M W M eV=c2

e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

HERW IG Rew.-PYTHIA �2� 10 �8� 9 �5� 13 �11� 6

ARIADNE Rew.-PYTHIA �10� 9 �10� 9 �10� 12 �1� 4

Table 7: E�ect ofdi�erent fragm entation m odels on the W m ass determ ination,after

reweighting the heavy particle speciesratesin the M onte Carlo sim ulationsto the m ea-

sured rates.

�� W M eV=c2

‘�‘q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

HERW IG Rew.-PYTHIA Rew. +29� 13 +3� 8

ARIADNE Rew.-PYTHIA Rew.�11� 15 �1� 8

Table 8: E�ect ofdi�erent fragm entation m odels on the W width determ ination,af-

ter reweighting the heavy particle species rates in the M onte Carlo sim ulations to the

m easured rates.

6.6 M ixed Lorentz B oosted Zs

An alternativem ethod ofevaluating thejetdescription system aticisto usethetech-

nique ofm ixed Lorentz boosted Zs(M LBZ).Thism ethod attem ptsto em ulate W + W �

events using two on-peak Z events. The em ulated W + W � events are constructed both

from sim ulated events and the large statistics sam ple ofZ peak data events. Standard

W m assand W width analysescan then be perform ed on these eventsam ples. Hence,

theM LBZ m ethod providesa directcom parison between data and thesim ulation m odel

ofchoice.Thedi�erencebetween them easurem entsm adefrom thedata and sim ulation

M LBZscan be interpreted asprim arily providing a statistically sensitive cross-check of

the fragm entation system atic assigned to the W m ass and width m easurem ents. This

m ethod would also identify som esourcesofdetectorm odelling error.

�M W M eV=c2

ParticleType e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

K � 0:1� 0:3 0:9� 0:3 1:5� 0:4 0:2� 0:5

Proton 2:0� 0:4 1:5� 0:3 3:2� 0:5 3:5� 0:5

Table 9: E�ect on the W m ass ofreweighting the heavy particle species rates in the

M onte Carlo sim ulations. The m ass shifts were evaluated between the DELPHI tune

ofPYTHIA and versionsreweighted to 1 sigm a above and below the m easured particle

rates. The shiftvalue reported isthe average ofthe m odulus ofthese two shifts. The

m easured charged m ultiplicity in a Z peak eventforkaonsis2:242� 0:063 [32],whereas

forprotonsthem easured m ultiplicity is1:048� 0:045 [32].
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A W + W � ! f�f0�ff0eventisem ulated byselectingtwoZ eventsandrotatingandLorentz

boosting them so thattheirsuperposition re
ectsa true W + W � event. The m ixture of

quark species willnot be the sam e as in true W + W � events, it willhowever be the

sam e between the data and sim ulated Z sam ples thatare used in the com parison. To

em ulateaq�q0�qq0eventtwohadronicallydecayingZ eventswereused.Toem ulatea‘�‘q�q
0

event one Z decaying into hadrons and one Z decaying into charged leptons was used.

One hem isphere ofthe Z! l+ l� decay isrem oved to represent the W ! ‘�‘ decay. The

em ulation processisperform ed by m anipulatingthereconstructed tracksand calorim eter

energy clusters.

A realistic distribution ofW + W � events isobtained by using eventtem plates. The

fourm om enta ofthe fourprim ary ferm ions in a WPHACT W + W � event are used asthe

event tem plate. The Z events are chosen such that they have a thrust axis direction

close to the polar angle ofone ofthe W ferm ions. This ensures that the distribution

in the detector ofthe tracks and energy clusters selected in the Z event follows that

expected in W + W � events. Each ofthe tem plate W sisthen boosted to itsrestfram e.

The particles in a �nalstate ofa selected Z event are rotated to m atch the rest-fram e

direction ofthe ferm ions from the tem plate W . The energy and m om entum ofthe Z

eventsare then rescaled to m atch the kinem atic propertiesofthe W boson decay. The

two Z events are then each boosted into the lab fram e ofthe tem plate W + W � event

and m ixed together.The sam eW + W � eventtem platesareused fortheconstruction of

both thedata and M onteCarlo sim ulation M LBZ events,thusincreasing thecorrelation

between both em ulated sam ples.

Testswereperform ed to con�rm thereliability oftheM LBZ m ethod in assessing sys-

tem atic errors. M LBZswere produced using Zswith the PYTHIA,HERWIG and ARIADNE

m odels and the observed m ass shifts were com pared and found to agree with the sta-

tistically lim ited m assshifts observed in W + W � sim ulation events. A signi�cant m ass

shift(300 M eV=c2)wasintroduced by using the cone rejection algorithm (discussed in

section 5.3.2)fortheW m assm easurem entin theq�q0�qq0channel.Therealand sim ulated

M LBZsand W + W � events agreed on the estim ated size ofthe m assshiftbetween the

standard and coneestim atorsatthe15% level.

TheM LBZ m ethod wasused to createem ulated W + W � eventsam ples.TheZ events

were selected from data recorded during the Lep2 calibration runs ofthe sam e year

or from the corresponding M onte Carlo sim ulation sam ples. Values for the M W and

�W estim ators were determ ined separately for the data and sim ulation sam ples. This

m ethod hasbeen applied on a cross-check analysisin the sem i-leptonic channelsand to

the standard fully-hadronic analysis. The results from the fully-hadronic analysis are

shown in Table10.Thesem i-leptonic cross-check analysisapplied theM LBZ procedure

to the W m ass determ ination separately in the electron,m uon,and tau channels with

uncertaintiesofaround 8 M eV=c2 being obtained and theresultsbeing com patiblewith

thesystem atic uncertaintiesquoted in thispaper.The M LBZ m ethod providesa useful

cross-check ofthesizeofthesystem aticuncertainty arisingfrom fragm entation and other

jetdescription errorsreported in theprevioussection.From thevaluesobtained from the

M LBZ m ethod weconcludethatthesystem aticuncertaintieshavenotbeen signi�cantly

underestim ated.

6.7 Electroweak R adiative C orrections

The m easurem ents ofthe W m ass and width described in this paper rely upon the

accuracy of the event description provided by the sim ulation. Hence, the m odelling
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p
s �M W �� W

GeV M eV=c2 M eV=c2

M LBZ

q�q0�qq0Data -PYTHIA 206.5 -7.9 � 4.9 20.1 � 10.5

Table10:Resultsobtained with theM LBZ m ethod (seetext).

accuracy ofthe electroweak radiative correctionsim plem ented in the eventgeneratoris

a sourceofsystem atic uncertainty.

Theradiativecorrectionsfor4-ferm ion eventsaredescribed in [13]and in section 4.2.

ForW + W � (CC03)events,the signalused in thisanalysis,the correctionsare based on

YFSWW[17]and thee�ectofthetheoreticaluncertaintiesin iton theW m assm easurem ent

wereinitially studied in [34]atpureeventgeneratorlevel.

In [35]this study has been perform ed in the context ofthe fullD elphisim ulation

and analysisprocedure;furtherm ore the m ain uncertainties due to non-CC03 4-ferm ion

background events have been studied. Radiative corrections uncertainties on non 4-

ferm ion background eventsareincluded in theuncertainty estim ated on thebackground.

Severalcategoriesofuncertainty sourceshavebeen studied,which areconsidered here

in turn.

W + W � Production: InitialState R adiation (ISR )

ISR plays a key role in the W m ass analysis asitis one ofthe m ain sources ofthe

biason the �tted resultwith respectto the true value. Thisbias,which isrem oved by

calibrating the �ts with the sim ulation,is due to the energy-m om entum conservation

constraint used in the kinem aticalconstrained �ts. The ISR is com puted in the YFS

exponentiation approach,using a leading logarithm (LL)O (�3)m atrix elem ent.

The di�erence between the best result,obtained from im plem enting the O (�3)ISR

m atrix elem ent, and the O (�2) one provides an estim ate ofthe e�ect ofm issing the

m atrix elem entforhigherorders. The m issing higherorderslead to the use ofa wrong

description foreventswith m orethan threehard photonsorm orethan onephoton with

high pt.

Thedi�erencebetween thebestresultand theO (�)resultincludesthepreviousstudy,

and can beused asan estim ateoftheupperlim itofthee�ectofm issing thenon-leading

logarithm (NLL) term s at O (�2); this e�ect ofm issing NLL term s is expected to be

sm allerthan thee�ectfrom theLL term sgiven by thisO (�3)to O (�)di�erence.

Also taking into accountthestudy perform ed in [34],theISR related uncertainty can

beconservatively estim ated at1 M eV=c2 forthem assand 2 M eV=c2 on thewidth.

W D ecay: FinalState R adiation (FSR )

The FSR description and uncertainty is tightly linked to the �nalstate considered.

QED FSR from quarks isem bedded in the parton shower describing the �rstphase of

the hadronisation process. Itistherefore essentially im possible to separate itfrom the

restofthe hadronisation process,and the related uncertainty isconsidered asincluded

in thejetand fragm entation related system atics.

FSR from leptons is described by PHOTOS.The di�erence between the best result,

based on the NLL treatm ent,and the LL one can give an estim ate ofthe e�ectofthe
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m issing partoftheO (�)FSR correction.W hiletheresultdependson thesem i-leptonic

channel,thedi�erenceisalwayslessthan 1 M eV=c2.

In [34]the e�ect ofthe m issing higher orders beyond O (�2) has been found to be

negligible atgeneratorlevel. Sim ple perturbative QED considerationssuggestthatthe

size ofthe e�ect should not exceed the size ofthe e�ect from the m issing part ofthe

O (�)FSR correction;thereforeconservatively the1 M eV=c2 can bedoubled to takeinto

accountboth ofthesecom ponentsoftheuncertainty.

N on-factorizable Q ED Interference: N F O (�)C orrections

Non-factorizable O (�) QED interference between W s is e�ectively im plem ented

through theso-called Khoze-Chapovsky [36](KC)ansatz.

The e�ect ofusing the KC ansatz with respect to the Born calculation,where this

interference isnotdescribed,can be considered asan upperlim itofthe m issing partof

the fullO (�)calculation and ofthe higherorderterm s. A dedicated study showsthat

thee�ectislessthan 2 M eV=c2 forallthem easurem ents.

A m biguitiesin Leading PoleA pproxim ation (LPA )de�nition:N on Leading

(N L) O (�)C orrections

Two sources ofuncertainties are considered,following the study in [34]. The e�ect

ofm issing higherorderscan be,atleastpartly,evaluated by changing the electroweak

schem e used in the O (�)calculation. Thisessentially m eanschanging the de�nition of

the QED �ne structure constant used in the O (�) m atrix elem ent. The e�ect is very

sm all,atthelim itofthe�tsensitivity,both forthem assand thewidth.

Thesecond,m orerelevant,sourceofuncertaintyconnected totheLPA isin itspossible

de�nitions,i.e.theam biguity presentin theway ofexpanding theam plitudearound the

double resonant W pole. The standard YFSWW uses the so called LPA A de�nition; a

com parison with the LPA B one can give an estim ate ofthe e�ect from the intrinsic

am biguity in the LPA de�nition. A dedicated study hasbeen perform ed evaluating the

di�erence:

�O (�)(LPA A � LPA B )= �(BestLPA A � no NL LPA A)� �(BestLPA B � no NL LPA B )

in orderto evaluate only the e�ect ofthe di�erent schem e on the radiative corrections

(and notatBorn level). The size ofthe e�ectislessthan 1 M eV=c2 forthe m assand

lessthan 4 M eV=c2 forthewidth.

R adiative C orrections on 4-f B ackground D iagram s: Single W

The DoublePole Approxim ation (DPA)isknown to be valid within a few W widths

ofthedoubleresonantpole.TheDPA correction isapplied only to theCC03 partofthe

m atrix elem ent (and partly to the interference,see [13]);non-CC03 diagram s contribu-

tionsarenotdirectly a�ected by theDPA uncertainty (exceptforpossible e�ectsin the

interference term which isrelevantfortheelectron channel).

Itisclearthatthisprocedure stillleavesthe problem ofthe approxim ated radiative

correctionstreatm entforthenon-CC03 partofthem atrix elem ent(and theinterference).

The ISR studies previously discussed can reasonably cover the m ost relevant part of

the electroweak radiative corrections uncertainties present also forthe W + W � -like 4-f

background diagram s,e.g. the non-CC03 part. There is,however,a notable exception:

theso called singleW diagram sfortheq�q0e� �nalstate.

Thebulk ofsingleW eventsarerejected in theW m assand width analysis,sincethe

electron in theseeventsislostin thebeam pipe.ButtheCC03 -singleW interferenceis

sizeable,and ithasa strong im pacton the W m assresultin the electron channel. The
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situation isdi�erentin theW width analysis,wherein e�eq�q
0eventsreconstructed by the

electron analysisthe e�ectsofnon-CC03 diagram sand the CC03 -non-CC03 interference

areoppositein sign and alm ostcom pletely cancel.

The situation is m ade even m ore com plex by the cross-talk between channels,e.g.

eventsbelonging in reality to onechannelbutreconstructed asbelonging to anotherone.

This cross-talk is particularly relevant between sem i-leptonic electron and tau decays,

and thisexplainswhy the� channelanalysisisalso sensitive to thisuncertainty source.

The e�ectofthisuncertainty hasbeen studied in two ways. Firstly,since the uncer-

tainty on the single W rate associated to radiative correctionsisknown in literature to

beabout4% ,thenon-CC03 partofthem atrix elem ent,assum ed to bedom inated by the

single W contribution,has been varied by 4% for q�q0e� �nalstates. Another possible

sourceofuncertainty related to4-f background isestim ated by partly applying theDPA

correction to the interference term (see the discussion in [13]). The e�ect ofthis way

ofcom puting the corrections can be considered as another estim ate ofthe uncertainty

related to the4-f background presence.

The m axim alsize ofthese e�ects is about6 M eV=c2 (forthe m ass in qqe� and the

width in qq��).

TotalU ncertainty

The resultsofallthe studiespresented are com bined in a single uncertainty foreach

channel.Tables11and 12presenttheestim atesforthem assand width from thedi�erent

sourcesofuncertaintiesdiscussed above.

M W Electroweak Correction System atic Errors(M eV=c2)

Uncertainty Source e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

ISR 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

FSR 0.5 0.5 1.0 -

NF O (�) 1.0 1.0 1.0 2.0

NL O (�) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

4-f Background 5.5 0.5 1.0 0.5

Total 9 4 5 4.5

Table 11: Sum m ary ofthe system atic uncertainties on the W m assdue to electroweak

corrections. The totaliscom puted adding linearly the absolute valuesofallthe contri-

butions.

�W Electroweak Correction System aticErrors(M eV=c2)

Uncertainty Source e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

ISR 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

FSR 1.0 1.0 2.0 -

NF O (�) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

NL O (�) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

4-f Background 2.0 1.0 6.0 1.0

Total 11 10 16 9

Table 12:Sum m ary ofthe system atic uncertaintieson the W width due to electroweak

corrections.Thetotaliscom puted adding linearly thevaluesofallthecontributions.
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p
s Nom inal[GeV]

161 172 183 189 192 196 200 202 205 207

Ecm Error[M eV]25.4 27.4 20.3 21.6 21.6 23.2 23.7 23.7 36.9 41.7

Table13:UncertaintiesontheLep energiesforthedi�erentcentre-of-m assenergypoints.

The totaluncertainty per channelis conservatively com puted sum m ing linearly the

valuesofthecontributions.Allthenum bershavebeen rounded to 0.5 M eV=c2.

Reference [13]alsoreportsa com parison ofYFSWW with theothercom pletely indepen-

dentM onteCarlo generatorRacoonWW [37]which im plem entsradiativecorrectionsin the

DPA.Thisstudy hasnotbeen directly used in the errorestim ation presented here due

to thelim itationsin thetreatm entofnon-collinearradiation in RacoonWW.However,this

study doesprovideadditionalcon�dence in thevalidity oftheYFSWW calculation.

Ascan beseen,theuncertainty on theW m assassociated with theelectroweak radia-

tivecorrectionsisfound to belessthan 10 M eV=c2.

6.8 LEP C ollision Energy

TheaverageLep collision energyisevaluated at15m inuteintervalsofrunningorafter

signi�cantchangesin thebeam energy.The m easured centre-of-m assenergy isim posed

asa constraintin the kinem atic �t,and hence the relative erroron the collision energy

translatesto approxim ately thesam efractionalerroron theW m assdeterm ination.The

e�ectoftheuncertainty on theW width determ ination isnegligible.

The beam energy is estim ated using the Lep energy m odel,discussed in section 2

based on 16 NM R probes in dipole m agnets around the Lep ring calibrated with the

RDP technique.Thecom patibility ofthreecross-check m ethodswith thisdeterm ination

wasused to determ ine a setofsm allenergy o�sets. The relative size ofthiso�setwas

energy dependent,rising to a m axim um of1:6� 10�5 at207 GeV centre-of-m assenergy.

TheLep energy working group also assessed theuncertaintiesin thecollision energies

and supplied thesein theform ofa 10�10 correlation m atrix.Theuncertaintiesincrease

asthecollision energy increases,dueto thefactthathigherenergiesarefurtherfrom the

RDP norm alisation region.Theerrorsaregiven in table13.At183 GeV centre-of-m ass

energy the uncertainty on the collision energy is20.3 M eV. This risesto 23.7 M eV at

202 GeV. Forthe energy pointsatvaluesof205 and 207 GeV,taken in the year2000,

thereisan additionaluncertainty duetothe‘BendingField Spreading’strategy,in which

the correctorm agnetswere powered in a coherentm annerto increase the overalldipole

�eld and thustheLep energy [7].Thisleadsto a largererrorfortheyear2000.Forthe

energy pointsat161and 172GeV,taken in theyear1996,thereisalsoasm allincreasein

the error,com pared to 183 GeV,due to increased uncertaintiesin the NM R calibration

forthisyear.

The m ean energy di�erence between the electron and positron beam s is less than

4 M eV at allenergies and hence the e�ect on the W m ass or width determ ination is

negligible. The m om entum spread ofthe electrons or positrons in a bunch gives rise

to a variation in the centre-of-m ass energy ofthe collisions and boost ofthe centre of

m assfram ewith respectto thelaboratory fram e.Thespreadsin centre-of-m asscollision

energieshavebeen evaluated by theLEP energy working group [7]and rangefrom 144to

265 M eV.Thecorresponding e�ectsfortheW m assand width analysesarenegligible.
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6.9 A spect R atio

The aspect ratio is de�ned as the ratio ofthe length to the width ofthe detector.

As allthe sub-detectors ofDELPHI are aligned with respect to the Vertex Detector,

the knowledge ofthe aspectratio islim ited by the precision to which the position and

dim ensionsoftheVertex Detectorcan bem easured.The e�ectofa m ism easurem entof

theaspectratio isto introducea biason them easurem entofthepolarangle,�.Asthe

W boson production polarangleisnotisotropicbutforward peaked,a m ism easurem ent

ofthe aspectratio would resultin a sm allbiason the average opening angle ofthe W

decay products,and henceinducea sm allbiason thereconstructed W m ass.

The correspondence ofhits in the overlapping silicon m odules is sensitive to a m is-

alignm ent ofthe Vertex Detector. In fact the study ofthese overlaps constitutes an

essentialpartoftheprocedureforthealignm entoftheVertex Detector.From thisstudy,

discussed further in [9],it is concluded that a reasonable estim ate ofthe aspect ratio

uncertainty is3� 10�4 .Such a biaswould resultin a shiftin W m assbelow 1 M eV=c2

forthesem i-leptonicchannel,and of2 M eV=c2 forthefully-hadronicone.Thee�ecton

theW width isnegligible.

6.10 B ackground D escription

Thebackground eventsfortheW -pairselection arefrom four-ferm ion orhadronictwo

ferm ion processes.

Thefour-ferm ion background uncertainty isstudied and described in theelectroweak

correctionsuncertainties(section 6.7)and in thejetdescription studies(section 6.5)parts

ofthispaper.

Thedom inantsource ofbackground to W pairproduction,both in thesem i-leptonic

and in thefully-hadronicchannel,isfrom Z ! q�q(
)events.

Inthesem i-leptonicchannelthe2-ferm ionbackground isrelativelysm allwith them ain

uncertainty in itsrate arising from the discrepancy between data and sim ulation in the

rateofm isidenti�cation ofenergeticphotons(from radiativereturn totheZ peak events)

as electrons. This m isidenti�cation is m ainly due to the electron-positron conversion

ofphotonsand the spuriousassociationsofforward vertex detectorshitsto an electro-

m agnetic cluster in the calorim eter. A data-sim ulation com parison shows that a 10%


uctuation ofthe background ispossible withoutsigni�cantly degrading the agreem ent

between thedata and sim ulation.Thetheory uncertainty on the2-ferm ion cross-section

isgenerally sm all,in theworstcaseatthe2% level[38].

In the fully-hadronic channelthe 2-ferm ion background is m ore im portant,and the

m ajorcontribution to the uncertainty isfrom the four-jet�nalstateproduction m echa-

nism .Thestudyperform ed in [39]hasshown thatthem axim aldi�erenceintheestim ated

2-ferm ion background rate is10% com ing from changing from PYTHIA to HERWIG asthe

hadronisation m odel,with theARIADNE m odelgiving interm ediateresults.Thee�ecton

the W m assis13 M eV=c2 at
p
s= 189 GeV,and 4 M eV=c2 at

p
s= 206:5 GeV,while

thee�ecton theW width is40 M eV=c2 overthewholerangeofcentre-of-m assenergies.

In sum m ary,applying a variation of�10% on the Z ! q�q(
) event rate is used to

provide an estim ate ofthe system atic uncertainty on the background levelforboth the

sem i-leptonic and fully-hadronic channelm assand width m easurem ents. Thisvariation

also coversany discrepanciesseen in thedata and sim ulation com parison plotsshown in

thispaper.

Theim portanceofthebackground eventm assdistribution hasalso been investigated.

In the sem i-leptonic analysesthe m assdistribution taken from the sim ulation hasbeen
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replaced with a constantleveland halfofthevariation in theresulthasbeen taken asa

system atic. In the fully-hadronic channelthissystem atic wasassessed by changing the

generatorused forthebackground between PYTHIA,HERWIG and ARIADNE.

The background leveland background shape uncertaintieswere added in quadrature

and theresulting errorsarereported in tables14,15 and 16 below.

6.11 B ose-Einstein C orrelations

Correlations between �nalstate hadronic particles are dom inated by Bose-Einstein

Correlations(BEC),aquantum m echanicale�ectwhich enhancestheproduction ofiden-

ticalbosonsclosein phasespace.Thenete�ectisthatm ultipletsofidenticalbosonsare

produced with sm allerenergy-m om entum di�erencesthan non-identicalones.

BEC forparticlesproduced from the sam e W boson a�ectthenorm alfragm entation

and are therefore treated im plicitly in the fragm entation uncertainties which are con-

strained by thelargeam ountofZ-data.BEC forpairsofparticlescom ing from di�erent

W scannotbeconstrained orsafely predicted by theinform ation from singlehadronically

decaying vectorbosons.

A dedicated and m odel-independent m easurem ent ofthe BEC e�ect was perform ed

by the D elphicollaboration in [40]while other Lep experim ents have m ade sim ilar

m easurem ents [41]. Com paring these results with M onte Carlo m odels constitutes the

only way to estim ate potentialsystem atic uncertainties from BEC.The LUBOEI m odel

BE32 [42]was found to give the largest shift in the m easured value ofM W fora given

am ountofBEC.Otherm odelsgivesm allershiftsand som em odelspredictnoappreciable

BEC shiftsatall.Itwasdecided notto apply any correctionsdueto BEC and evaluate

thesystem aticerrorasthelargestpredicted shiftconsistentwith theD elphidata.The

predicted shift plus one standard deviation ofits error is used as the estim ator ofthe

system atic error.

The D elphiresult for BEC is a 2.4 standard deviation evidence for BEC between

di�erentW sand acorrelation strength,�,which can becom pared totheBE 32 prediction

atthesam ee�ectivecorrelation length scale:

�data

.

�BE32
= 0:55� 0:20(Stat:)� 0:11(Syst:): (9)

Thepredicted m assshift,BEC insideW sonly � BEC insideand between W s,using

BE32 (with m odelparam etersPARJ(92)= 1:35and PARJ(93)= 0:34)is40�10M eV=c2

for the standard m ass analysis, 33�11 M eV=c2 for the cone jet m ass reconstruction

analysisand �17� 20M eV=c2 fortheW width analysis.Theobserved m assshiftin BE32

islinearin the observed correlation,�BE32
. Applying the one standard deviation upper

bound ofthecorrelation param eterthistranslatesinto a system atic errorof31 M eV=c2

from BEC forthestandard analysisand 26 M eV=c2 fortheconeanalysis.A system atic

errorof20M eV=c2 isapplied fortheW width.Them assand width shiftswereevaluated

with the sim ulation m odeloverthe fullrange ofcentre-of-m assenergiesand no energy

dependence was observed. The shifts reported are the average values. Conservatively,

theseerrorsareapplied assym m etricuncertainties.

The com bined D elphiBEC m easurem ents ofthe correlation strength and e�ective

correlation length scale suggestthatthe between-W BEC occurwith an e�ective corre-

lation length scalewhich islargerthattheonepredicted by BE32.Ifthisisthecase,the

num ber ofpairse�ectively a�ected by the BEC isreduced and also the e�ectperpair

isdim inished. Furtherm ore,the otherLep experim entshave reported sm allervaluesof
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�data

.

�BE32
than thatobserved by D elphi.Hence thesystem atic uncertaintiesapplied

in thisanalysisareconsidered conservative.

6.12 C olour R econnection

In thereaction e+ e� ! W + W � ! (q1�q2)(q3�q4)thehadronisation m odelsused forthis

analysistreatthecoloursingletsq1�q2 and q3�q4 com ing from each W boson independently.

However, interconnection e�ects between the products ofthe two W bosons m ay be

expected since the lifetim e ofthe W bosons (�W ’ �h=�W ’ 0:1 fm =c) is an order of

m agnitudesm allerthan thetypicalhadronisation tim es.

Theexchangeofcoloured gluonsbetween partonsfrom hadronicsystem sfrom di�erent

W bosonscan inducetheso-called colourreconnection (CR)e�ectin thedevelopm entof

theparton shower.Thise�ectcan in principledistortthepropertiesofthe�nalhadronic

system and therefore a�ectthe W m assm easurem ent,ifnotproperly accounted forin

thesim ulation.

At perturbative levelthe e�ects are expected to be sm all[43],and the im pact on

the reconstructed W m ass hasbeen evaluated to be atm ost5 M eV=c2. However,CR

e�ectscan belargeathadronisation level,duetothelargenum bersofsoftgluonssharing

the space-tim e region. These e�ects have been studied by introducing CR e�ects into

hadronisation m odelsand com paring with D elphidata and arereported in [30].

Them oststudied m odel,and theoneused fortheevaluation ofthesystem aticuncer-

tainty on the W m assand width m easurem ent,istheSj�ostrand-Khoze \Type 1" m odel

(SK-I)[44]. Thism odelofCR isbased on the Lund string fragm entation phenom enol-

ogy:thestringsareconsidered ascolour
ux tubeswith som evolum e,and reconnection

occurs when these tubes overlap. The probability ofreconnection in an event,Preco,is

param eterised by thevalue�,according tothevolum eofoverlap between thetwo strings

Voverlap:

Preco = 1� e
��V overlap: (10)

The param eter� determ inesthe reconnection probability. By com paring the data with

the m odelpredictionsevaluated atseveral� valuesitispossible to determ ine the value

m ostconsistentwith thedata and extractthecorresponding reconnection probability.

Anotherm odelhasbeendeveloped bythesam eauthors(SK-II’)andalsoim plem ented

in PYTHIA butisfound to predicta sm allershifton thereconstructed W m assthan SK-I

forthesam ereconnection probability.

FurtherCR m odelsare availablein the HERWIG and ARIADNE M onte Carlo program s.

In ARIADNE,which im plem entsan adapted version oftheGustafson-H�akkinen m odel[45],

them odelused [46]allowsforreconnectionsbetween partonsoriginating in thesam eW

boson,orfrom di�erentW bosonsifthey havean energy sm allerthan thewidth oftheW

boson.The m assshiftfrom CR isevaluated from thedi�erence between theshiftwhen

the reconnectionsare m ade only in the sam e W boson and when the fullreconnections

arem ade.In thestandard D elphianalysis,theshiftwasfound to be11� 11 M eV=c2.

In HERWIG thepartonsarereconnected,with a reconnection probability of1/9,ifthe

reconnection results in a sm aller totalcluster m ass. The shift in the reconstructed W

m assat189 GeV centre-of-m assenergy wasfound to be 29� 7 M eV=c2,thesam e shift

asobtained from a � valueof0.29 in theSK-I m odel.

D elphihas perform ed two analyses to com pare these sim ulation m odels with data

which aredescribed in detailin [30].

The �rst one is based on the m easurem ent ofthe particle 
ow between the jets in

a four jets W + W � event. On a subsam ple ofstrictly four-jet events two regions can
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be de�ned,the region between jetsfrom the sam e W (called inside-W regions)and the

region between jetsfrom di�erentW bosons(called between-W regions).Theratio R of

the particle 
uxesin the inside-W and between-W regions(lim iting the analysisto the

centralpartoftheseregions)isan observablesensitiveto CR e�ects.Thecom parison of

the 
ux m easured in realdata with the prediction ofthe SK-I m odelasa function of�

allowsthevaluetobedeterm ined which ism ostconsistentwith data,and itsuncertainty.

The second m ethod used exploits the observation that in the direct reconstruction

analysis ofthe W m ass,di�erent W m ass estim ators have di�erent sensitivities to CR

e�ects.Asdiscussed in section 5.3.2rem oving particlesfrom theinter-jetregionsreduces

the sensitivity to CR e�ects and hence can be used to m easure the CR e�ect. The

correlation between the m easurem ent ofthe m assshift(using the standard orcone jet

reconstruction techniques) and the m easurem ent ofthe m ass from these techniques is

only 11% .

From thecom bination ofthesetwo analysesand in thefram ework oftheSK-I m odel,

thevalueofthe� param eterm ostcom patiblewith thedata isfound to be[30]:

� = 2:2� 2:5
1:3 :

The CR shiftin the reconstructed W m assasa function ofthe SK-I � param eteris

provided as�gure13,theresultsofthestandard and conejetreconstruction techniques

areindicated.Figure14 showstheCR shiftfortheW width reconstruction analysis.

The system atic uncertainty on the W m ass and width is calculated using the one

standard deviation upper bound of� of4.7. As reported above,this system atic error

isconsiderably largerthan thatwhich would be evaluated from the ARIADNE orHERWIG

CR m odels. Furtherm ore,thisvalue of� islargerthan thatreported by the otherLep

experim ents[31].TheCR W m assshiftisdependenton thecentre-of-m assenergy in the

SK-I m odelasshown in �gures13 and 14.However,weprefernotto rely on thecentre-

of-m assenergy evolution ofthe SK-I CR shift (leading to a change in relative weights

when averaging theresultsfrom di�erentcentre-of-m assenergies)and instead chooseto

quotethesystem aticerrorsat200GeV (closetotheaveragecentre-of-m assenergy ofthe

data).In lightofthesigni�cantrangeofCR e�ectestim atesnocorrection ism adetothe

W m assorwidth resultsand forsim plicity asym m etricsystem aticuncertainty isapplied.

Thecorresponding system aticsuncertaintieson theW m assare212M eV=c2 (standard),

116 M eV=c2 (conejetreconstruction)and 247 M eV=c2 fortheW width analysis.

7 R esults

Theresultsoftheanalysesand the�nalcom binationsoftheseresultsarepresented in

thissection.Theresultsareobtained ata rangeofnom inalcentre-of-m assenergiesand

in the foureventselection channels. Com bined resultsare obtained from an average of

these resultsand also an average with the previously published D elphidata [1,2]that

havenotbeen reanalysed in thispaper.

Subdividing theresultsby data-taking yearsand nom inalcentre-of-m assenergiesen-

ablesa propertreatm entofthecorrelated system aticuncertainty from theLep collision

energy and other dependences on the centre-of-m ass energy or data-taking period. A

detailed breakdown ofthesourcesofsystem aticuncertainty,asshown in tables14,15and

16,isprovided foreach resultand thecorrelationsspeci�ed.

Thecom bination isperform ed and theevaluation ofthecom ponentsofthetotalerror

assessed using theBestLinearUnbiased Estim ate(BLUE)technique [47].
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Figure 13: W m ass shift caused by the colour reconnection e�ect as described in the

SK-I m odelplotted asa function ofthe m odelparam eter� which controlsthe fraction

ofreconnected events.Theupperplotisforthestandard W m assanalysisand thelower

plotwhen theconejetreconstruction technique isapplied.
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Figure 14: W width shift caused by the colour reconnection e�ect as described in the

SK-I m odelplotted asa function ofthe m odelparam eter� which controlsthe fraction

ofreconnected events.
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M W System atic Errors(M eV=c2)at189 GeV

SourcesofSystem atic Error e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

StatisticalErroron Calibration 12 10 15 4

Lepton Corrections 24 16 - -

JetCorrections 18 15 19 24

Fragm entation 10 10 13 12

Electroweak Corrections 9 4 5 5

Background 5 1 12 17

LEP Energy 9 9 9 9

Bose-Einstein Correlations - - - 31/26

ColourReconnection - - - 212/116

Table 14: Contributions to the system atic erroron the W m ass m easurem ent fordata

taken at a nom inalcentre-of-m ass energy of189 GeV. W here two uncertainties are

reported in theq�q0�qq0analysiscolum n the�rstcorrespondsto thestandard analysisand

thesecond to theconejetreconstruction analysis.

7.1 W M ass

The W m ass is extracted separately in the analyses designed to select the e�eq�q
0,

���q�q
0 and ���q�q

0 decay channels. The values obtained are given in table 17 for the

analysed centre-of-m asscollision energies.Thesem i-leptonicchannelanalysisresultsare

com bined into a single‘�‘q�q
0valueforeach yearofdata taking.W hen perform ing these

com binationsthefollowingsourcesofsystem aticuncertainty aretaken asfully-correlated

between lepton channelsand between years:electroweak corrections,fragm entation,jet

corrections,lepton corrections,background. The Lep energy m easurem entcorrelations

aretaken from them atrix supplied in [7].Thesim ulation calibration statisticsaretaken

asuncorrelated.

The W m ass is also obtained from the q�q0�qq0 channelusing both the standard and

conejetreconstruction technique.Theresultsobtained from theseanalysesaregiven in

table18.

In addition totheanalysespresented in thispaper,m easurem entsoftheW m asshave

also been m adeusing thedata collected in 1996.

7.1.1 W M ass from the W + W � C ross-section

The D elphicollaboration has m easured the totalCC03 W + W � cross-section,as a

function ofcentre-of-m assenergy,using the fulldata sam ple collected by the collabora-

tion during Lep2 operations[39].Assum ing thevalidity ofthecross-section dependence

predicted by theStandard M odelthesem easurem entscan betranslated into a m easure-

m entoftheW m ass.Only thecross-section m easurem entsclosetotheW + W � threshold

havesigni�cantsensitivity to theW m ass.

The Standard M odelcross-section dependence on the W m ass is obtained from the

WPHACT and YFSWW generatorsetup,asdiscussed in section 4.2,and cross-checked with

theim proved Born approxim ation calculation.Thetheoreticalerroron thetotalW + W �

cross-section near threshold was estim ated as 2% decreasing with increasing collision

energy to 0:5% in the DPA-valid region [48],the corresponding erroron the W m assis

m arked below as Theor. The sources ofexperim entalsystem atic error have not been
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M W System atic Errors(M eV=c2)at205 GeV

SourcesofSystem atic Error e�eq�q
0 ���q�q

0 ���q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

StatisticalErroron Calibration 15 10 17 4

Lepton Corrections 25 21 - -

JetCorrections 26 21 33 28

Fragm entation 10 10 13 12

Electroweak Corrections 9 4 5 5

Background 4 6 19 5

LEP Energy 15 15 15 15

Bose-Einstein Correlations - - - 31/26

ColourReconnection - - - 212/116

Table 15: Contributions to the system atic erroron the W m ass m easurem ent fordata

taken at a nom inalcentre-of-m ass energy of205 GeV. W here two uncertainties are

reported in theq�q0�qq0analysiscolum n the�rstcorrespondsto thestandard analysisand

thesecond to theconejetreconstruction analysis.

�W System atic Errors(M eV=c2)at205 GeV

SourcesofSystem aticError ‘�‘q�q
0 q�q0�qq0

StatisticalErroron Calibration 15 9

Lepton Corrections 48 -

JetCorrections 38 169

Fragm entation 29 8

Electroweak Corrections 11 9

Background 43 51

Bose-Einstein Correlations - 20

ColourReconnection - 247

Table 16:Contributionsto the system atic erroron the W width m easurem entfordata

taken ata nom inalcentre-of-m assenergy of205 GeV.

reevaluated and are as reported in [1],apart from use ofthe revised collision energy

uncertainty.

From a�2 �tofthem easured cross-sectionsatcentre-of-m assenergiesof161.31,172.14

and 182.65 GeV them asshasbeen determ ined to be

M W = 80:448� 0:434(Stat:)� 0:090(Syst:)� 0:043(Theor:)� 0:013(LEP)GeV=c2:

7.1.2 W M ass from D irect R econstruction at
p
s= 172 GeV

Forcom pleteness,we also reporthere on the relatively sm alldata sam ple (10 pb�1 )

recorded in 1996 at
p
s = 172 GeV. This sam ple was analysed and W m ass results

published using thee�eq�q
0,���q�q

0and q�q0�qq0decay channelsin [2].Theq�q0�qq0analysis

was perform ed using a standard analysis rather than a cone jet reconstruction based

analysis.

Thisdata sam plehasnotbeen reprocessed,norhaveW width resultsbeen produced

with thissam ple.Theestim atesofsystem aticuncertaintiesareretained from theoriginal

paper except for the uncertainties arising from colour reconnection and Bose-Einstein
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Correlations in the q�q0�qq0 channel, where the errors reported above for the standard

analysisareused,and theuseofthe �nalLep collision energy uncertainty.The revised

valuesare

M W = 80:51� 0:57(Stat:)� 0:05(Syst:)� 0:01(LEP)GeV=c2;

forthecom bined sem i-leptonic channels,and

M W = 79:90� 0:59(Stat:)� 0:05(Syst:)� 0:21(FSI:)� 0:01(LEP)GeV=c2;

forthe fully-hadronic decay channel. These valueshave been included in tables17 and

18.

7.1.3 C om bined R esults

The com binations ofthe results are perform ed,assum ing thatthe following com po-

nentsoftheerrorarefully-correlated between years(and energy points)and between the

fully-hadronic and sem i-leptonic channels: electroweak corrections,fragm entation and

jet correction. The lepton-related detector system atic in the sem i-leptonic channelis

also assum ed to be fully correlated between years. The colourreconnection and Bose-

Einstein e�ect in the fully-hadronic channelis assum ed to be fully correlated between

years. The errorarising from calibration statisticsisuncorrelated between yearsin the

sem i-leptonic analysis,asitwas determ ined from independent M onte Carlo sim ulation

sam ples,butthiserroriscorrelated in thefully-hadronicchannelasthevalueswereob-

tained from an overall�tto thesam plesatallcentre-of-m assenergies.Thiserrorsource

isuncorrelated in thecom bination ofthe sem i-leptonic and fully-hadronic channel.The

background-related system atic isassum ed to be fully correlated between years in both

thefully-hadronicand sem i-leptonicanalysesbutuncorrelated between thetwochannels.

The LEP centre-of-m ass energy uncertainty is,ofcourse,fully correlated between the

sem i-leptonic and fully-hadronicdecay channelsbutisonly partially correlated between

years.Theinter-yearcorrelationswereassessed by theLEP energy workinggroup [7]and

thiscorrelation m atrix wasapplied when perform ing thecom binationsreported here.

Theresultsfrom thesem i-leptonicW m assanalysesin each yearofdatataking(1996-

2000)have been com bined. The resultforthe analysisaim ed atselecting eventsin the

e�eq�q
0decay channelis:

M W = 80:388� 0:133(Stat:)� 0:036(Syst:)� 0:010(LEP)GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of25% .

Theresultfortheanalysisaim ed atselecting eventsin the���q�q
0decay channelis:

M W = 80:294� 0:098(Stat:)� 0:028(Syst:)� 0:010(LEP)GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of96% .

The���q�q
0selection includessigni�cantcross-talk from eventsin otherdecay channels

(seetable2)and a resultfrom the1996 data isnotavailable.Theresultfortheanalysis

aim ed atselecting eventsin the���q�q
0decay channel(in theyears1997-2000)is:

M W = 80:387� 0:144(Stat:)� 0:033(Syst:)� 0:010(LEP)GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of56% .

Theresultforthecom bined sem i-leptonicW m assanalysesis:

M W = 80:339� 0:069(Stat:)� 0:029(Syst:)� 0:009(LEP)GeV=c2;
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thecom bination hasa �2 probability of16% .

Sim ilarly,theresultson theW m assextracted from thefully-hadroniceventanalysis

have also been com bined. The value from 1996 uses the standard reconstruction tech-

nique;the results ofthe cone-jet reconstruction technique are used for the other data

taking years(1997-2000).Thecom bined resultis:

M W = 80:311� 0:059(Stat:)� 0:032(Syst:)� 0:119(FSI)� 0:010(LEP)GeV=c2;

thecom bination also hasa �2 probability of16% .

The m ass di�erence between the W boson m ass m easurem ents obtained from the

fully-hadronic and sem i-leptonic channels�M W (q�q
0�qq0� ‘�‘q�q

0),hasbeen determ ined.

A signi�cantnon-zero valuefor�M W could indicatethatBose-Einstein orcolourrecon-

nection e�ectsare biasing the value ofM W determ ined from q�q0�qq0 events. Since �M W

isprim arily ofinterestasa cross-check ofthe possible e�ectsof�nalstate interactions,

the errorsfrom CR and BEC are setto zero in itsdeterm ination and the resultsofthe

standard reconstruction technique,rather than the FSI e�ect-reducing cone-jet recon-

struction technique,areused fortheq�q0�qq0analysis.Theresultprovidesno evidencefor

FSIe�ects:

�M W (q�q
0�qq0� ‘�‘q�q

0) = 0:024� 0:090 GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of20% .

The �nalD elphiresult for the W m ass for the fullLep2 data sam ple is obtained

by com bining the values obtained from the direct reconstruction m ethod in the ‘�‘q�q
0

analysisand cone jetreconstruction technique q�q0�qq0 analysisin each data taking year.

Thevalueobtained from thethreshold cross-section isalso included in thisaverage.The

com bined resultis:

M W = 80:336� 0:055(Stat:)� 0:028(Syst:) � 0:025(FSI)� 0:009(LEP)GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of15% .

Although the statisticalerror in the ‘�‘q�q
0 and q�q0�qq0 channels is sim ilar,owing to

the large system atic error attributed to �nalstate cross-talk e�ects the weight ofthe

fully-hadronicchannelresultsin thisaverage is21% .Theweightofthethreshold cross-

section m easurem entoftheW m assisonly 2% dueto thesm alldata sam plecollected at

161 GeV centre-of-m assenergy.The fullerrorbreakdown ofthe averagesisprovided in

table19.

The D elphim easurem entofthe colourreconnection e�ectisreported in [30]. This

m easurem entplacesrelativelylooseconstraintsonthesizeoftheW m assuncertaintyfrom

CR e�ects,and thusleadsto thesm allim pactofthefully-hadronicm assin theD elphi

average. For com parison the value ofthe com bined D elphiW m ass as a function of

the CR uncertainty is shown in table 20. Allother errors,including that arising from

Bose-Einstein correlations,havebeen keptconstantin theseresults.

7.2 W W idth

TheW width hasbeen m easured from thesem i-leptonicand thefully-hadronicdecay

channelevents. Asthe analysisislesssensitive to the W width than the W m ass,the

width isextracted byperform ingacom bined �tofthethreesem i-leptonicchannelsrather

than from each channelindividually.Theresultsaregiven in table21.Thecorrelations

assum ed forthecom binationsareidenticalto thosereported abovefortheW m ass.
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The results from the sem i-leptonic W width analyses in each year ofdata taking

(1997-2000)havebeen com bined,theresultobtained is:

�W = 2:452� 0:184(Stat:)� 0:073(Syst:)GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of9% .

Sim ilarly,theresultson theW width extracted from thefully-hadroniceventanalysis

havealso been com bined,theresultobtained is:

�W = 2:237� 0:137(Stat:)� 0:139(Syst:) � 0:248(FSI)GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of62% .

The �nalD elphiresult forthe W width forthe fullLep2 data sam ple isobtained

by com bining the values obtained from the direct reconstruction m ethod in the ‘�‘q�q
0

analysisand q�q0�qq0analysisin each data taking year.Thecom bined resultis:

�W = 2:404� 0:140(Stat:)� 0:077(Syst:) � 0:065(FSI)GeV=c2;

thecom bination hasa �2 probability of27% .

Although the statisticalerror in the ‘�‘q�q
0 and q�q0�qq0 channels is sim ilar,owing to

the large system atic error attributed to �nalstate cross-talk e�ects the weight ofthe

fully-hadronic channelresults in this average is 26% . The fullerror breakdown ofthe

averagesisprovided in table22.

8 C onclusions

The m ass and width ofthe W boson have been m easured using the reconstructed

m assesin e+ e� ! W + W � eventsdecaying to q�q0�qq0 and ‘�‘q�q
0 states. The W M asswas

also extracted from the dependence ofthe W + W � cross-section close to the production

threshold. The fullLep2 data sam ple of660 pb�1 collected by the D elphiexperim ent

atcentre-of-m assenergiesfrom 161 to 209 GeV hasbeen used.The�nalresultsare:

M W = 80:336� 0:055(Stat:)� 0:028(Syst:) � 0:025(FSI)� 0:009(LEP)GeV=c2;

�W = 2:404� 0:140(Stat:)� 0:077(Syst:) � 0:065(FSI)GeV=c2:

Theseresultssupersede thepreviously published D elphiresults[1{4].



54

A cknow ledgem ents

W earegreatly indebted to ourtechnicalcollaborators,to them em bersoftheCERN-

SL Division fortheexcellentperform anceoftheLep collider,and tothefundingagencies

fortheirsupportin building and operating the D elphidetector. W e also wish to o�er

ourthanksto theLep energy working group fortheirm easurem entoftheLep collision

energy which playsan im portantrolein theanalysispresented in thispaper.

W eacknowledge in particularthesupportof

Austrian FederalM inistry ofEducation,Scienceand Culture,GZ 616.364/2-III/2a/98,

FNRS{FW O,FlandersInstituteto encouragescienti�cand technologicalresearch in the

industry (IW T)and Belgian FederalO�ce forScienti�c,Technicaland Culturala�airs

(OSTC),Belgium ,

FINEP,CNPq,CAPES,FUJB and FAPERJ,Brazil,

M inistry ofEducation oftheCzech Republic,projectLC527,

Academ y ofSciencesoftheCzech Republic,projectAV0Z10100502,

Com m ission oftheEuropean Com m unities(DG XII),

Direction desSciencesdela M ati�ere,CEA,France,

Bundesm inisterium f�urBildung,W issenschaft,Forschung und Technologie,Germ any,

GeneralSecretariatforResearch and Technology,Greece,

NationalScience Foundation (NW O) and Foundation for Research on M atter (FOM ),

TheNetherlands,

Norwegian Research Council,

State Com m ittee for Scienti�c Research, Poland,SPUB-M /CERN/PO3/DZ296/2000,

SPUB-M /CERN/PO3/DZ297/2000,2P03B 104 19 and 2P03B 69 23(2002-2004),
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Year Energy Channel M W GeV=c2

1996 172 e�eq�q
0 80.450 � 0.870(Stat.) � 0.085(Syst.) � 0.013(LEP)

1996 172 ���q�q
0 80.560 � 0.760(Stat.) � 0.062(Syst.) � 0.013(LEP)

1996 172 ‘�‘q�q
0 80.510 � 0.570(Stat.) � 0.051(Syst.) � 0.013(LEP)

1997 183 e�eq�q
0 80.852 � 0.411(Stat.) � 0.034(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.573 � 0.331(Stat.) � 0.024(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.233 � 0.396(Stat.) � 0.025(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

‘�‘q�q
0 80.548 � 0.216(Stat.) � 0.024(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

1998 189 e�eq�q
0 79.848 � 0.275(Stat.) � 0.035(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

1998 ���q�q
0 80.238 � 0.195(Stat.) � 0.026(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

1998 ���q�q
0 80.055 � 0.288(Stat.) � 0.030(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

1998 ‘�‘q�q
0 80.096 � 0.139(Stat.) � 0.026(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

1999 192 e�eq�q
0 80.025 � 0.789(Stat.) � 0.036(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.604 � 0.467(Stat.) � 0.028(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.161 � 0.664(Stat.) � 0.033(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

196 e�eq�q
0 80.391 � 0.349(Stat.) � 0.037(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.024 � 0.270(Stat.) � 0.031(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.269 � 0.417(Stat.) � 0.036(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

200 e�eq�q
0 80.383 � 0.365(Stat.) � 0.037(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.374 � 0.282(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.197 � 0.438(Stat.) � 0.040(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

202 e�eq�q
0 80.193 � 0.453(Stat.) � 0.039(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.120 � 0.341(Stat.) � 0.033(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

���q�q
0 81.399 � 0.574(Stat.) � 0.042(Syst.) � 0.010(LEP)

192-202 ‘�‘q�q
0 80.296 � 0.113(Stat.) � 0.030(Syst.) � 0.009(LEP)

2000 206 e�eq�q
0 80.814 � 0.267(Stat.) � 0.040(Syst.) � 0.016(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.340 � 0.193(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.016(LEP)

���q�q
0 80.701 � 0.272(Stat.) � 0.042(Syst.) � 0.016(LEP)

‘�‘q�q
0 80.551 � 0.136(Stat.) � 0.034(Syst.) � 0.016(LEP)

Table17:M easured W m ass(in GeV=c2)from thesem i-leptonicdecay channelanalyses

with the nom inalcentre-of-m assenergies(in GeV)ofeach data sam ple indicated. The

valuesm arked ‘�‘q�q
0arethecom bined valuesofthethreesem i-leptonicchannelanalyses.

Thevaluesobtained from thedatarecorded in 1996and analysed in [2]arealsoincluded.
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Year Energy Analysis M W GeV=c2

1996 172 std 79.900 � 0.590(Stat.) � 0.050(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.013(LEP)

1997 183 std 80.137 � 0.185(Stat.) � 0.046(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.009(LEP)

cone 80.100 � 0.191(Stat.) � 0.046(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.009(LEP)

1998 189 std 80.519 � 0.107(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.009(LEP)

cone 80.533 � 0.119(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.009(LEP)

1999 192 std 80.711 � 0.281(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.009(LEP)

cone 81.076 � 0.294(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.009(LEP)

196 std 80.248 � 0.159(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

cone 80.240 � 0.192(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

200 std 80.274 � 0.149(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

cone 80.227 � 0.164(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

202 std 80.537 � 0.199(Stat.) � 0.031(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

cone 80.248 � 0.231(Stat.) � 0.031(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

192-202 std 80.365 � 0.090(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

cone 80.339 � 0.103(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

2000 206 std 80.318 � 0.092(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.214(FSI)� 0.015(LEP)

cone 80.171 � 0.104(Stat.) � 0.032(Syst.) � 0.119(FSI)� 0.015(LEP)

Table18:M easured W m ass(in GeV=c2)from thefully-hadronicdecay channelanalysis

with thenom inalcentre-of-m assenergies(in GeV)ofeach datasam pleindicated.Results

areprovided forboth thestandard (std)and conejetreconstruction techniquesapplied.

Thevalueobtained from thedata recorded in 1996 and analysed in [2]isalso included.

‘�‘q�q
0 q�q0�qq0 All

Value 80.339 80.311 80.336

StatisticalError .069 .059 .055

StatisticalErroron Calibration .003 .004 .002

Lepton Corrections .015 - .012

JetCorrections .020 .026 .021

Fragm entation .011 .012 .011

Background .007 .013 .006

Threshold System atics - - .002

Electroweak Corrections .006 .005 .006

LEP Energy .009 .010 .009

Bose-Einstein Correlations - .026 .005

ColourReconnection - .116 .024

Table19:The�nalresults(in GeV=c2)oftheW m assanalysesand thebreakdown ofthe

uncertainty into itscom ponentcategories. The ‘�‘q�q
0 and q�q0�qq0 resultsuse the values

obtained in these analysischannelsfrom thedirectreconstruction m ethod.The colum n

m arked ‘All’usesthe fulldirectreconstruction analysesand the threshold cross-section

m easurem ent.Theq�q0�qq0resultsaretaken from theconejetreconstruction analysis,for

alldata except1996 wherethestandard analysiswasused.
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CR M eV=c2 �SK-I M W GeV=c2

0 0.00 80.326 � 0.045(Stat.) � 0.028(Syst.) � 0.013(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

20 0.40 80.326 � 0.045(Stat.) � 0.028(Syst.) � 0.016(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

40 0.89 80.328 � 0.046(Stat.) � 0.028(Syst.) � 0.021(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

60 1.51 80.330 � 0.048(Stat.) � 0.028(Syst.) � 0.024(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

80 2.30 80.333 � 0.051(Stat.) � 0.028(Syst.) � 0.026(FSI)� 0.010(LEP)

100 3.36 80.335 � 0.054(Stat.) � 0.028(Syst.) � 0.026(FSI)� 0.009(LEP)

Table20:Thecom bined D elphiW M assvalueasa function oftheuncertainty ascribed

to colour reconnection e�ects in the fully-hadronic decay channel. The values ofthe

�SK-I param eter that give rise to this shift in the q�q0�qq0 W m ass at a centre-of-m ass

energy of200 GeV arealso given.

Year Energy Channel �W GeV=c2

1997 183 ‘�‘q�q
0 2.495 � 0.590(Stat.) � 0.069(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 2.572 � 0.460(Stat.) � 0.092(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

1998 189 ‘�‘q�q
0 3.056 � 0.401(Stat.) � 0.071(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 2.337 � 0.260(Stat.) � 0.114(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

1999 192 ‘�‘q�q
0 2.342 � 0.953(Stat.) � 0.071(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 2.390 � 0.756(Stat.) � 0.126(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

196 ‘�‘q�q
0 1.805 � 0.440(Stat.) � 0.072(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 2.545 � 0.508(Stat.) � 0.142(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

200 ‘�‘q�q
0 2.153 � 0.477(Stat.) � 0.073(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 2.210 � 0.376(Stat.) � 0.157(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

202 ‘�‘q�q
0 1.707 � 0.649(Stat.) � 0.076(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 1.797 � 0.488(Stat.) � 0.165(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

192-202 ‘�‘q�q
0 1.950 � 0.277(Stat.) � 0.072(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 2.210 � 0.243(Stat.) � 0.152(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

2000 206 ‘�‘q�q
0 2.814 � 0.364(Stat.) � 0.083(Syst.)

q�q0�qq0 1.979 � 0.225(Stat.) � 0.183(Syst.) � 0.248(FSI)

Table 21: M easured W widths (in GeV=c2) from the sem i-leptonic decay and ful-

ly-hadronicdecay channelanalyseswith thenom inalcentre-of-m assenergies(in GeV)of

each data sam pleindicated.
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‘�‘q�q
0 q�q0�qq0 All

Value 2.452 2.237 2.404

StatisticalError .184 .137 .140

StatisticalErroron Calibration .006 .009 .005

Lepton Corrections .041 - .030

JetCorrections .036 .129 .059

Fragm entation .029 .008 .024

Electroweak Corrections .011 .009 .010

Background .037 .051 .031

Bose-Einstein Correlations - .020 .005

ColourReconnection - .247 .065

Table 22: The �nalresults (in GeV=c2) ofthe W width analyses and the breakdown

ofthe uncertainty into itscom ponentcategories. The ‘�‘q�q
0 and q�q0�qq0 resultsuse the

valuesobtained in these analysischannels from the directreconstruction m ethod. The

colum n m arked ‘All’providestheresultfrom com bining them easurem entsm adein both

channels.


