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in m ultijet topologies

w ith the D ELPH I detector at LEP

DELPHICollaboration

A bstract

The e�ect ofthe heavy b-quark m ass on the two,three and four-jet rates is

studied using Lep data collected by the D elphiexperim ent at the Z peak

in 1994 and 1995. The rates ofb-quark jets and light quark jets (‘ = uds)

in events with n = 2,3,and 4 jets,together with the ratio oftwo and four-

jet rates ofb-quarks with respect to light-quarks, R b‘
n ,have been m easured

with a double-tag techniqueusing theC ambridge jet-clustering algorithm .A

com parison between experim entalresultsand theory (m atrix elem entorM onte

Carlo eventgeneratorssuch asPythia,H erw ig and A riadne)isdoneafter

thehadronisation phase.

Using the four-jet observable R b‘
4 ,a m easurem ent ofthe b-quark m ass using

m assiveleading-ordercalculationsgives:

m b(M Z)= 3:76� 0:32(stat)� 0:17(syst)� 0:22(had)� 0:90(theo)GeV=c2 :

This result is com patible with previous three-jet determ inations at the M Z

energy scaleand with low energy m assm easurem entsevolved to theM Z scale

using QCD Renorm alisation Group Equations.
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1 Introduction

M asscorrectionsto the Z! b�b coupling are oforder(m 2
b=M

2
Z),which istoo sm allto

bem easured atLep and Slc.Forsom einclusive observables,likejet-rates,thee�ectis

enhanced as(m 2
b=M

2
Z)=ycut,where ycut isthe jetresolution param eter[1]. The e�ectof

the b-quark m ass in the production ofthree-jetevent topologiesatthe Z peak hasfor

instancealreadybeen m easured atLep and Slc [2{5].M ulti-jettopologieswith b-quarks

appearboth assignaland background in searchesand precision m easurem entsatcurrent

and futurecolliders.Theirstudy,togetherwith thatofthegluon em ission from m assive

quarks,isan e�ectivetoolto probethefundam entalshort-distanceQCD featuresofthe

Standard M odeland isim portanttotestthem odelling ofband light-quark jetsavailable

in calculationsand generators.

This study generalizes the m ethods described in references [2,6]and presents the

m easurem entofthenorm alized n-jetproduction partialwidthsforZ-decaysintob-quark

orlightquark pairs:

R
q

n= 2;3;4(ycut)=

�
�n(ycut)

�tot

�Z ! q�q

q= b;‘(‘= uds); (1)

depending on theycut valueoftheC ambridge jet-clustering algorithm [7]which isused

here.

Thee�ectoftheheavy b-quark m asson jetratesisstudied by m easuring thedouble-

ratio observable:

R
b‘
n= 2;3;4 = R

b
n=R

‘
n : (2)

TheD elphidata collected during theyears1994and 1995ata centre-of-m assenergy

of
p
s� M Z havebeen analysed.Experim entalresultsarecom pared tothehadronic�nal

statesim ulated by thefragm entation m odelsofPythia 6.156 [8],H erw ig 6.2 [9]and

A riadne 4.08 [10]and tom atrix elem ent(M E)calculationsfolded with ahadronisation

correction. Therefore,the data are corrected fordetectorand kinem aticale�ects,while

M E calculations,com puted atparton level,arecorrected forhadronisation.

In ordertoextracttheb-quark m assinform ation from R b‘
n m easurem ents,m assiveM E

calculationsperform ed in term sofboth the pole m assM b and the running m assm b(�)

areused.Jet-ratecalculationsareonlyavailabletoO (�2s)[11{13],thereforem assivefour-

jetobservablescan only bedescribed to leading-order(LO)accuracy.Theb-quark m ass

obtained from R b‘
4 using such LO calculations is com pared to the three-jet results [6]

and to m ass values at threshold [14]evolved to the M Z scale using Renorm alisation

Group Equations (RGE).An approxim ate m assless NLO correction is also tried as an

im provem ent.

The precision ofb-m assm easurem entsfrom three-jeteventsislim ited by system atic

uncertainties (hadronisation,b-tagging and theory). The four-jet observable R b‘
4 has a

larger statisticalerror but its sensitivity to the b-quark m ass is higher because,m ost

probably,the em ission oftwo gluons is involved. The four-jet topology thus provides

a com plem entary m easurem ent in which the system atic uncertainties can be expected

to be partly di�erent. In this analysis,avour jet-rates are m easured using a double-

tag technique which m easures signaland background e�ciencies from data in a self-

calibratingway,reducingthesystem aticsand allowingforausefulcross-check ofprevious

m easurem ents[6].
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2 T he D ELPH I detector

D elphiwas a herm etic detector located at the Lep accelerator,with a supercon-

ducting solenoid providing a uniform m agnetic �eld of1:23 T parallelto the beam axis

throughoutthe centraltracking device volum e. A detailed description ofitsdesign and

perform anceispresented in [18,19].

In the D elphicoordinate system ,the z axis is oriented along the direction ofthe

electron beam . The polar angle � is m easured with respect to the z axis, � is the

azim uthalangle in the plane transverse to the z axis and R =
p
x2 + y2 is the radial

coordinate.

The m ain tracking devices in D elphiwere the silicon Vertex Detector (VD),a jet

cham berInnerDetector(ID)and aTim eProjection Cham ber(TPC).They werelocated

in the im m ediate vicinity ofthe interaction region to reduce the am ount ofm aterial

between thebeam and thedetector.Ata largerdistance,thetracking wascom pleted by

a driftcham ber OuterDetector(OD)covering the barrelregion (40� � � � 140�)and

two setsofdriftcham bers,FCA and FCB,located in theendcaps.

The VD wasthe detectorclosestto the interaction point. In 1994 and 1995 itcon-

sisted ofthreecoaxialcylinders,theinnerand outerm ostonesconsisting ofdouble-sided

detectorswith orthogonalstrips,allowingthem easurem entofboth R� and zcoordinates.

Electron and photon identi�cation wasprovided by electrom agneticcalorim eters:the

High Density Projection Cham ber (HPC) in the barrel and a lead-glass calorim eter

(FEM C) in the endcaps. Hadronic energy was m easured in the hadronic calorim eter

(HCAL).

3 D ata analysis

First,the sam ple ofZ hadronic decays,i.e. Z! q�q events was selected. Then the

di�erentjet-topologieswereidenti�ed usingtheC ambridge jet-clusteringalgorithm [7]1,

and band light-quark sam pleswereseparated usingtheD elphiavourtaggingm ethods,

based on propertiesofthe long-lived heavy B -hadrons. Experim entalresultswere then

corrected for detector and acceptance e�ects in two di�erent ways,depending on the

observableand topology,asexplained in Section 3.3.M atrix elem entand eventgenerator

predictionswerecorrected forhadronisation e�ectsfrom theparton to thehadron level.

The parton level is de�ned as the �nalstate of the parton shower (in Pythia and

H erw ig)ordipolecascade(in A riadne)in thesim ulation,beforehadronisation.These

correctionsarediscussed in Section 4.

3.1 Event selection

Totalnum bersof1484000 and 750000 hadronic Z boson decays,collected atthe Z

resonance by D elphiduring the years1994 and 1995,respectively,have been analysed

in orderto study m asse�ectsin m ulti-jettopologies2.

Hadroniceventswereselected in thesam eway asin reference[2](seeTable1,left):

� Charged and neutralparticleswere reconstructed astracksand energy depositions

in the detector. A �rstselection wasapplied to ensure a reliable determ ination of

theirm om enta and energies;
1In our analysis,the values ofthe ordering and resolution param eters were taken to be equal,vij = yij.
2Earlier data sam ples were not considered as the V D setup was less com plete and resulted in a less precise avour

identi�cation,which iscrucialforthis analysis.
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� Theinform ationfrom theaccepted trackswascom bined event-by-eventandhadronic

eventswereselected according to globaleventproperties.

Finally, a totalsam ple of1150000 Z hadronic decays was selected. Then jets were

reconstructed with theC ambridge algorithm .In orderto reducetheim pactofparticle

losses and wrong energy-m om entum assignm ent to jets,further kinem aticalselections

wereapplied,which wereslightly di�erentforeach jettopology (seeTable1,right).

Sim ulated events were produced with the D elphisim ulation program D elsim [19],

based on Pythia 7.3 tuned toD elphidata[20],and werethen passed through thesam e

reconstruction and analysischain asthe experim entaldata. The sim ulated eventswere

reweighted in ordertoreproducethem easured ratesofb�band c�c-quark pairsarisingfrom

thegluon splitting processes[21](g
bb
= 0:00254� 0:00051,gcc = 0:0296� 0:0038),which

aresigni�cantly largerthan thosein thestandard sim ulation.

pch � 0:1 GeV/c

Charged 25� � � � 155�

Particle L � 50 cm

Selection d � 5 cm in R� plane

d � 10 cm in z direction

Neutral E H PC
cl � 0:5 GeV,40� � � � 140�

Cluster E FEM C
cl � 0:5 GeV,8� � � � 36�

Selection E FEM C
cl � 0:5 GeV,144� � � � 172�

E H AC
cl � 1 GeV,10� � � � 170�

N ch � 5

Event E ch � 15 GeV

Selection j
P

i
qij� 6;i= 1;:::;N ch

No particlewith pch � 40 GeV/c

2-jet 45� � �thrust� 135�

3-jet 45� � �thrust� 135�

N ch
j � 1

E j � 1 GeV

25� � �j � 155�
P

ij
�ij � 359�,i< j

4-jet 32� � �thrust� 148�

N ch
j � 1

E j � 1 GeV,

25� � �j � 155�

Table 1:(Left)Particle and eventselections:pch isthem om entum ofcharged particles,

L theirm easured track length,d theirim pactparam eterwith respectto theinteraction

pointand qi theircharge,E cl isthe energy ofneutralclusters in the calorim eters,N ch

is the num ber ofcharged particles and E ch their totalenergy in the event. (Right)

Kinem aticalselectionsforjetsin accepted events:�thrust isthepolarangleofthethrust

ofthe event,N ch
j the charged m ultiplicity in the jet,E j the jetenergy and �j the angle

between the jetand the beam axis. Forthree-jetevents,an additionalplanarity cutis

applied on thesum ofalljetpairangles,�ij.

3.2 b-tagging

The identi�cation ofb-quark events in D elphiwas based on the properties ofa B -

hadron such asitslarge m assand the large im pactparam eterofitsdecay products. A

jet estim ator variable X jet was built as an optim alcom bination of�ve discrim inating

variables [22]. The m ost discrim inant one was the probability ofhaving allcharged

particles in the jet produced at the event interaction point. The use ofthis variable

alone de�ned the im pact-param etertechnique. The additionalvariableswere used only

when a secondary vertex (SV)wasreconstructed. These variableswere,forallparticles
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attached to the SV:the invariantm ass,the fraction ofthe charged jetenergy,the sum

ofalltransverse m om enta and the rapidity ofeach particle. The inform ation from all

�vevariableswascom bined into a singleestim atorX jet in an alm ostoptim alway which

provided discrim ination between heavy and lightjetswith high purity and e�ciency.To

obtain b(light)-quarkenriched sam ples,jetswith an estim atorvalueabove(below)agiven

threshold X jet � X b
jet (X jet < X ‘

jet)were selected. To tag events,the value ofthe two

highestb-taggingjetvariableswerecom bined into an eventestim ator,X ev = X 1
jet+ X 2

jet.

In the present analysis, this approach has been associated to a double-tag tech-

nique[23],which m easuresavour-tagging e�cienciesdirectly from data.

Using the two jets with highest b-tagging variables as the avour jets (jets which

areexpected to contain a prim ary quark)m akesno distinction between prim ary quarks

originating in the Z decay and secondary production of b and c-quarks from gluons

(g! b�b;c�c),a process referred to as gluon splitting and which constitutes a signi�cant

partofthesystem atic uncertainty in m ulti-jetavour-observables(seeSection 4.3).

Toreducethesam plecontam ination from gluon splittingin four-jetevents,theavour

jetswere de�ned asfollows:them ostenergeticjetin each eventisidenti�ed asthe�rst

avour jet. Rem aining jets are ordered by angular proxim ity to it. The closest jet is

discarded m aking thehypothesisthatitisa gluon com ing from thesam eprim ary quark.

The second b(light)-avour jet is that with the highest b-tag (lowest b-tag) estim ator

am ong thetwo rem aining jets.In thisway,energy and angleinform ation iscom bined to

de�ne the avour-jets. Asan additionalselection,an eventisnotclassi�ed asb�b ifthe

m ostb-tagged jetisnotam ongthetwo m ostenergeticjets;thislastselection reducesthe

uncertainty from gbb and gcc by a factortwo.Thee�ectoftherem aining contam ination

dueto gluon splitting isincluded in thegluon-splitting uncertainty and iswellbelow the

statisticaluncertainties(Tables4 and 5).

3.3 O verview ofthe correction m ethod

3.3.1 Event-tag

To correctthetwo-jetobservableR b‘
2 fordetectore�ectsand theavourtagging pro-

cedure,theevent-tag m ethod described in reference[2]wasused:

R
b‘
2 =

[c‘B d
‘
2B + R c‘

2 c
c
B d

c
2B ]� [c‘Ld

‘
2L + R c‘

2 c
c
Ld

c
2L]R

b‘�det
2

cbLd
b
2LR

b‘�det
2 � cbB d

b
2B

; (3)

where the m easured rate R b‘�det
2 iscorrected by using puritiesofthe inclusive sam ples,

c
q

Q = N
q

Q =N Q (thefractionofq�qeventstaggedin theQ category),anddetectorcorrections

taken from the D elsim sim ulation,d
q

2Q = R
q

2Q =R
q

2 (where R
q

2Q isthe two-jetrate ofq�q

events tagged as Q). The factor R c‘
2 = R c

2=R
‘
2 is taken from the sim ulation. Table 2

sum m arizesthenum berofeventsselected in the1994data in each avoursam pleforthe

chosen workingpointsofpurityPB = cbB = 98% (PL = c‘L = 73% ,L = uds)and e�ciency

of�bB = 38% (�lL = 58% )forb-avoured (light-avoured)events(where�
q

Q
= N

q

Q
=N q,the

ratiooftagged eventsofagiven avourtothetotalnum berofeventsofthesam eavour),

respectively.

The event-tag m ethod has the advantage ofapplying the avour-tagging procedure

only in theinclusive sam ple,beforeeventsareclassi�ed into jettopologies.
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3.3.2 D ouble-jet tag

Theevent-tagm ethod,ifthejetsam pleistopologicallyverydi�erentfrom theinclusive

one,can introduce im portantbiases.To preventthis,in theR b‘
4 m easurem entb-tagging

isapplied to jets.Theobservablein Eq.2 isrewritten as:

R
b‘
4 =

�
�(Z ! ‘�‘)

�(Z ! b�b)

�
N b
4=N 4

N ‘
4=N 4

=

�
1� R b� R c

R b

�
N b
4

N ‘
4

: (4)

Theglobalnorm alisation can beobtained directlyfrom theworld averagevaluesofR b and

R c [14]:

R b = 0:21629� 0:00066; (5)

R c = 0:1721� 0:0030;

which im plies a �6� uncertainty on R b‘
4 . A double-tag technique is used: the total

num ber offour-jetevents,N 4,the corresponding num bers fora given avour N
q

4,q =

b;udsc,andthetagginge�ciencies�b
B and�

udsc
U D SC areobtainedfrom com paringthenum ber

offour-jeteventswhere two jetsare tagged asborudscto the num berofeventswhere

a singlejetistagged.Thisisdoneby solving thefollowing setofequations:

N 4 =
�
N

b
4�

b
h + (N 4 � N

b
4)�

non�b

h

	
; (6)

1

2
N 4B =

�
N

b
4�

b
h�

b
B + (N 4 � N

b
4)�

non�b

h
�
non�b

B

	
; (7)

N 4B B =
�
N

b
4�

b
h�

b
B B + (N 4 � N

b
4)�

non�b

h
�
non�b

B B

	
; (8)

and equivalentequationsfortheudsc-tagged sam ples.Thelefthand sideoftheseequa-

tions are the m easured quantities. N 4 is the num ber ofm easured four-jetevents. For

each eventthetwojetswhich arem ostlikely tocontain aprim ary quark (avourjets,see

above)areselected and theavouridenti�cation isdoneindependently forboth jets:N 4B

isthenum berofjetstagged asB (with am axim um possiblevalueof2N 4,two from each

event)and N 4B B isthe num berofeventswhere the two avourjetsare sim ultaneously

tagged as B . W ith this m ethod,the jet-ratesR b
4 and R ‘

4 are m easured independently,

togetherwith the e�ciencies�b
B and �udscU D SC .To accom plish this,double-jettagging e�-

ciencies �
q

Q Q are related to the single jet-tagging e�ciencies through correlation factors

de�ned from �
q

Q Q = N
q

Q Q =N
q � �

q

Q �
q

Q (1+ �
q

Q ). Here,charm -events have been included

in the udsc-tagged category: the light-quark content N ‘
4 is extracted from N udsc

4 after

dividing by a factor (1 + N c
4=N

‘
4) obtained from M onte Carlo event generators. Only

hadronic event-selection e�ciencies foreach avour,�
q

h
= N sel

q =N q,m istagging e�cien-

cies,�
non�q

Q
and �

non�q

Q Q
,and avourcorrelationsforband light-taggingarecom puted from

thesim ulation.

Thisprocedure can be easily generalised to cover n = 2;3-jettopologiesin orderto

m easure both jet-rates(R b
n;R

‘
n)and the double-ratios(R

b‘
2;3)independently. Due to the

6� uncertainty from the globalnorm alisation,the double-tag m easurem ents for R b‘
2;3

arelessprecise than thecorresponding event-tag result.However,they serve asa useful

cross-check both ofthe �nalresultand on theconsistency between data and sim ulation

fortheavour-tagging e�ciencies.

Resultswiththism ethodhaveabetterstabilitywithrespecttothevalueoftheavour-

tagging threshold,and arem oreconsistentwith each other3.Theavourcom position of

the1994 sam pleisshown asan exam plein Tables2 and 3.Thestability obtained in the

caseofthefour-jetratesisshown in Figure1 forthe1994 and 1995 data sam ples.
3From the relation N 4 = N b

4
+ N udsc

4
,the double-ratio R b‘

4
can be obtained independently in two ways,starting either

from R b
4
orR ‘

4
.
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Event-tag m ethod

Flavour Inclusive 2 jets cut Purity E�ciency

B 111440 75147 X ev � 1:10 98% 38%

L 678282 414912 X ev < 0:40 73% 58%

Table2:Flavourcom position ofthe1994sam ple(ycut= 0:0065).Thenum berofeventsin

theinclusiveand 2-jetsam plesareshown separately forB and L = udstagged eventsfor

thechosen avour-tagging working points.Purity and e�ciency arealso shown.Sim ilar

num berswerefound with the1995 data.

double-tag m ethod

Topology Q QQ cut Purity E�ciency

2 jets(B ) 136228 35187 X 2j � +0:33 92% 57%

2 jets(L) 640757 243716 X 2j < �0:92 95% 78%

3 jets(B ) 66034 15356 X 3j � +0:19 87% 53%

3 jets(L) 362396 147605 X 3j < �0:64 93% 84%

4 jets(B ) 10720 2191 X 4j � +0:05 84% 35%

4 jets(L) 91042 36773 X 4j < �0:64 89% 86%

Table3:Flavourcom position ofthe1994 sam ple(ycut= 0:0065)tagged asn-jetb-quark

(B ) and udsc-quark events (L) for the di�erent jet topologies analysed,n = 2;3 and

4 jets. Four-jet tagging uses the m ethod described in Section 3.2 for the de�nition of

avourjets.Sim ilarnum berswerefound with the1995 data.

4 R esults

The single-avour jet rates R q
n,n = 2;3;4-jets,and the four-jetobservable R b‘

4 ,are

m easured with thedouble-tagtechnique,whilethetwo-jetobservableR b‘
2 ism easured us-

ingtheevent-tagm ethod described in [2].A description oftheexperim entaluncertainties

considered in the analysis is given in Section 4.3. Theoreticaluncertainties,arising in

the com parison between M E predictions and the four-jet observable,are discussed in

Sections4.5 and 4.6.

4.1 Single jet-rates,R q
n

The m easured R q
n rates (n = 2;3;4 jets,q = b or‘ = uds)are shown in Figure 2a

togetherwith predictionsfrom thePythia 6.156,H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08 gen-

erators tuned to D elphidata [20](see Section 4.6 for the choice ofthe b-quark m ass

param eterin the generators). The detailed breakdown ofthe uncertaintiesofthe m ea-

sured jet-ratesisshown in Table 4.The R ‘
3 m easurem entsin 1994 and 1995 were found

to beincom patiblewith each otheratthetwo standard deviationslevel,indicating that

som esystem atic e�ectwasnottaken into accountin thethree-jetlight-quark rate.The
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system atictagging uncertainty in R ‘
3 wasincreased in orderto fully coverthisdi�erence.

Only the uncertainty in R ‘
3 wasincreased since the b-tagging wasdeveloped from 2-jet

eventsyielding reliableR ‘
2 results,and in 4-jeteventstheb-tagging appliesdi�erentcuts

on angleand energy.Theconsistency oftheexperim entalresultsand theprediction from

the three event generators is shown in Figures 2b-c: the H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne

4.08 generatorsprovide a reasonable description ofthe six observablesin the region of

ycut between 0:001 and 0:010. Pythia 6.156 gives the best description ofR b
2,but is

inconsistentwith theotherjet-m easurem entsatthethreestandard deviationslevel.

R b
2 R ‘

2 R b
3 R ‘

3 R b
4 R ‘

4

Value 0:6224 0:6034 0:3004 0:3150 0:0598 0:0676

Statistical(data) �0:0019 �0:0008 �0:0016 �0:0006 �0:0007 �0:0004

Statistical(sim .) �0:0012 �0:0005 �0:0009 �0:0004 �0:0006 �0:0003

Tagging �0:0004 �0:0008 �0:0006 �0:0025 �0:0001 �0:0002

Norm alisation �0:0018 �0:0030 �0:0009 �0:0016 �0:0002 �0:0003

gbb �0:0003 < 0:0001 �0:0009 < 0:0001 �0:0003 < 0:0001

gcc �0:0006 �0:0002 �0:0010 < 0:0001 �0:0002 < 0:0001

Totalsystem atics �0:0020 �0:0031 �0:0017 �0:0030 �0:0004 �0:0004

Totalstatistical �0:0023 �0:0009 �0:0018 �0:0007 �0:0009 �0:0005

Totaluncertainty �0:0030 �0:0033 �0:0025 �0:0031 �0:0010 �0:0006

Table 4: Breakdown ofuncertainties for the R q
n jet-rate m easurem ents at a reference

ycut= 0:0065.Thede�nition ofeach system atic contribution isgiven in Section 4.3.

4.2 D ouble-ratios,R b‘
n

The m easured double-ratiosR b‘
n (n = 2;3;4 jets)are shown in Figures 3-4 together

with predictions from the Pythia 6.156,H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08 generators

tuned to D elphidata [20](seeSection 4.6 forthechoiceoftheb-quark m assparam eter

in thegenerators).

Results for R b‘
2 and R b‘

3 from the event-tag and double-tag m ethods are shown in

Figure 3 (event-tag results for R b‘
3 are taken from [6]). R b‘

2 is not described wellby

eitherofthegeneratorsin the fullycut range.In allcases,both m ethodsgive consistent

results within one standard deviation. A better experim entalprecision is found with

the event-tag,because the globalnorm alisation uncertainty is absent in this case and

because avour-tagging uncertainties cancelto �rst order in the products c
q

Q
d
q

nQ
(see

Eq.3). Statisticaluncertainties in the event-tag result are also sm aller,as m ore data

events are considered and as statisticaluctuations are partially reduced in the ratios

ofthe jet and inclusive sam ples. The detailed breakdown ofthe uncertainties ofthe

m easured double-ratiosisshown in Table5 fortheevent-tag m ethod.

The R b‘
4 resultwith the double-tag m ethod isshown in Figure 4a,while the experi-

m entalsystem aticsbreakdown issum m arized in Table5.Atycut valuesabove0.004 the

m easurem entisdom inated bystatisticaluncertainties,whileforverylow valuesofycutthe

data sam plesincrease and theglobalnorm alisation uncertainty dom inates.Gluon split-

ting uncertaintiesarekeptlow in thewholeycutrangethankstothededicated anti-gluon

splitting cut(see Section 3.2).H erw ig providesthe bestdescription,being com patible
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LO (GeV=c2) NLO (GeV=c2)

R b‘
2 R b‘

3 [6] R b‘
4 m b(M Z)= M b m b(M Z) M b

Value 1:0440 0:9570 0:883 3:76 3:46 5:07

Statistical(data) �0:0021 . �0:012 �0:25 �0:27 �0:35

Statistical(sim .) �0:0012 . �0:010 �0:20 �0:22 �0:28

Tagging �0:0009 . �0:003 �0:07 �0:08 �0:10

Norm alisation �0:0005 - �0:005 �0:11 �0:12 �0:16

g
bb

�0:0007 . �0:005 �0:10 �0:10 �0:13

gcc �0:0003 . �0:003 �0:06 �0:06 �0:08

Totalsystem atics �0:0013 �0:0027 �0:008 �0:17 �0:19 �0:24

Totalstatistical �0:0024 �0:0037 �0:015 �0:32 �0:35 �0:46

Totalexperim ental �0:0027 �0:0046 �0:017 �0:36 �0:40 �0:52

M odelling - - - �0:22 �0:24 �0:32

Theoretical - - - �0:90 �0:44 �0:57

Totaluncertainty �0:0027 �0:0046 �0:017 �0:99 �0:64 �0:83

Table 5: Breakdown of uncertainties for the R b‘
n (n = 2;3;4) double-ratio m easure-

m ents. The three-jet result is taken from [6]and shown here for com pleteness. The

two and three-jetm easurem entsare based on the event-tag m ethod,while R b‘
4 usesthe

double-tag technique asexplained in Section 3.3.The b-m assvalues(running and pole)

extracted from R b‘
4 atreference ycut = 0:0065 are also shown,both forthe m assive LO

(M b = m b(M Z))and approxim ate NLO calculations. Experim entaland m odelling un-

certainties(experim entaltuning and hadronisation m odelin thesim ulation)aredetailed

separately.

with the experim entaldata in the whole ycut range. However,the Pythia prediction

isonly 1.5 standard deviationsaway in the large ycut region;A riadne providesa good

description ofthe data in the region ycut � 0:005,while forlowervaluesofycut ittends

to underestim ate them asse�ect.

4.3 Experim entaluncertainties

Experim entaluncertainties arise in the process ofcorrecting the detector-levelm ea-

surem entto hadron level,and aredueto im perfectionsin thephysicsand detectorm od-

elling in theD elsim sim ulation used in thecorrection procedure.Thefollowing sources

havebeen considered in thisanalysis:

� Statistical: these uncertainties are due to the lim ited size ofthe experim entaland

sim ulated datasam ples.They areestim ated from atoy sim ulation based on Poisson

statistics. Centralvalues were taken from the data and sim ulated sam ples,and

correlationsbetween the di�erentquantitieswere accounted forby building up the

corresponding covariancem atrix.

� Gluon splitting: the identi�cation ofprim ary b-quarks is based on the presence of

long-lived B and D -hadrons in the �nalstate. However,light-quark events with

gluon radiation splitting into secondary heavy quarkscan produce a sim ilarsigna-

ture. The correction procedure isvery sensitive to the gluon splitting ratesin the
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M onte Carlo sim ulation through the signaland background e�ciencies [6]. Their

value was varied in the range oftheir quoted uncertainties [21]and the observed

change in theobservableswasadded in quadrature and taken to representthe cor-

responding uncertainty.

� Norm alisation: the uncertainty on the globalnorm alisation Rb=R ‘ isestim ated by

varying theworld averagevaluesofR b and R ‘ = (1� R b� R c)in therangeoftheir

quoted uncertainties[14],and taking them axim um variation in the�nalobservable

asthe globalnorm alisation uncertainty. Thisresultsin a 6� relative uncertainty

and isycutindependent.Theuncertainty from thecharm -/light-quark norm alisation

factor(R c‘
n = R c

n=R
‘
n)isestim ated ashalfthem axim um di�erenceobtained by using

asinputto the m easurem ent the prediction from the three event generatorsused:

Pythia 6.156,H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08.

� Flavour-tagging:signale�ciencies(�bnB and �udscnL )arem easured from dataand there-

fore do not contribute to the totaluncertainty for the double-tag technique. To

estim atetheuncertainty dueto theim perfectdescription ofbackground e�ciencies

and avour correlations (�
q

nQ ) in the sim ulation,the calibration ofthe b-tagging

in the sim ulation was exchanged with the calibration obtained from data,which

givesa poorerdescription ofthelifetim eprobability [23].Twicetheobserved di�er-

encewasconservatively taken astheavour-tagging uncertainty.Fortheevent-tag

technique,therelated uncertainty wasestim ated asin [6]by varying thetagging ef-

�ciencieswithin theiruncertainties:�� b
nB =�

b
nB = 3% and ��‘

nL=�
‘
nL = 8% evaluated

in reference [23]. The e�ect ofm istagging e�ciency wasestim ated by considering

light-tagging asequivalentto antib-tagging,i.e. ��
q

n‘ = ��
q

nb forq = b;c;‘forthe

sam ecutvalue.

4.4 H adronisation corrections

To com pare parton-level�xed order M E calculations ofR
b‘�part

4 with experim ental

results,they m ustbecorrected forhadronisation e�ects:

R
b‘
4 = H

b‘
4 R

b‘�part

4 : (9)

The corrections H b‘
4 (ycut) relating parton to hadron observables are taken to be linear

bin-to-bin factors.

Three di�erentgenerators,each tuned independently to the D elphidata [20],were

used in this analysis: Pythia 6.156,H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08. It was found

thatthe H erw ig and A riadne eventgeneratorsareconsistentboth with the theoreti-

calpredictionsattheparton level(within thetheoreticaluncertainty)and thedata (see

Figure 4) for a large range ofycut. The hadronisation corrections com puted with the

threegeneratorsareshown in Figure4b.TheaverageoftheH erw ig and A riadne pre-

dictions was used to correct the m assive M E theoreticalcalculations (in the region of

ycut studied here,the hadronisation correction com puted from Pythia is contained in

theband de�ned by theH erw ig and A riadne corrections).

4.5 b-quark m ass extraction and approxim ate N LO M E calcu-

lation

Fora given avour q,the n-jet rate is de�ned as the norm alised n-jet cross-section

R q
n = [�n=�tot]

Z ! q�q.Theoretically,itisconvenientto usethedouble-ratiosR b‘
n = R b

n=R
‘
n

as in this observable m ost ofthe higher-order electroweak corrections,the �rst order
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dependence on �s and,to som e extent also neglected higher-order term s in �s,cancel

out. M assive M E theoreticalcalculationsexistup to order�2s [11{13]and describe the

2,3 and 4-jetratesforheavy (b,c)and lightquarks(‘= uds).Such calculations,when

perform ed in the on � shellschem e in term softhe pole m ass,M q,can be rewritten in

term s ofthe running m ass,m q,de�ned in the M S schem e,using the following order

�s relation:

M
2
q = m

2
q(�)

�

1+
�s

�

�
8

3
� 2log

m 2
q(�)

�2

�

+ O (�2s)

�

: (10)

Both m ass de�nitions are equivalent at LO (see Eq. 10). For ycut = 0:0065,a value

within a region with good stability,high sensitivity and sm allhadronisation corrections,

thefollowing b-quark m assvaluewasobtained:

M b = m b(M Z)= 3:76� 0:32 (stat)� 0:17 (syst)� 0:22 (had)� 0:90 (theo)GeV=c2:

The theoreticaluncertainty isestim ated ashalfthe di�erence between the R b‘
4 LO pre-

diction fortherunning and poleb-quark m assde�nitions(seeFigure4b).

To extracta m eaningfulb-quark running m assfrom thefour-jetobservableby m eans

ofEq.10,theNLO correction toR q
n would beneeded,which isonly availableform assless

quarks[15,16].However,an im provem entoftheLO estim ation can beobtained ifm ost

ofthem asse�ectiscontained in theLO term and hencetheNLO correction to R b‘
4 can

beapproxim ated asm assless[17]:

R
b‘
4 =

A b(m b)�
2
s + B ‘�3s

A ‘�2s + B ‘�3s
; (11)

where the LO functions A b;A ‘ are taken from [11{13]and the NLO m assless term B ‘

from [15,16].AsforthecaseofR b‘
3 [24],itwasfound that:

� the NLO correctionsusing the pole and running m assde�nitionswere both within

theuncertainty band de�ned by thetwo LO curves;

� the running m ass de�nition results in a sm aller correction at NLO than the pole

m ass.

Theb-m assvaluesobtained from R b‘
4 using thisapproxim ation areshown in Figure5b-c.

They are found to be stable in the region ycut > 0:003 and consistentwith m assresults

obtained from R b‘
3 (both atLO and NLO)and predicted valuesfrom QCD calculationsat

low energy evolved toM Z using theRGE.Fortherunning m asscalculation,them assless

NLO correction is sm alland results in very little e�ect. On the contrary,forthe pole

m asstheNLO correction isabout10% ,leading to sizeablee�ects.

Forthe running b-quark m assde�nition,the theoreticalprediction ofR b‘
4 istaken to

be the centralvalue ofthe following,in principle equivalent,fourcalculations: (a)Full

ratioasin Eq.11,expressed in term softherunning m assby m eansofEq.10atthescale

� = M Z;(b)Sam e,butusingEq.10atan arbitraryscale�0 = M b and evolvingtheresult

to � = M Z via the RGE to obtain m b(M Z);(c) Series expansion ofEq.11,expressed

in term s of m b(M Z) as in the �rst m ethod; (d) Sam e, but introducing an arbitrary

interm ediate scale asin the second m ethod. The pole m assprediction isobtained in a

sim ilar way. The resulting predictions for R b‘
4 are shown in Figure 4b for a reference

b-quark m ass obtained by evolving the average oflow energy m easurem ents m b(m b)=

4:20� 0:07GeV=c2 [14]totheM Z scale,m b(M Z)= 2:84� 0:06GeV=c2,orby translating

itto a pole m assvalue: M b = 4:94� 0:08GeV=c2. The strong coupling constantvalue

used was�s(M Z)= 0:1202� 0:0050 [25].



11

4.6 T heoreticaland m odelling uncertainties

Thefollowing sourcesofsystem aticuncertainty havebeen considered forthecom par-

ison ofthecorrected four-jetM E calculationswith theexperim entalresults:

� Theoreticaluncertainties,duetom issinghigherordersin m atrixelem entcalculations

and totheuseofm asslessnext-to-leadingcorrectionsforthem assextraction,cannot

be rigorously estim ated in the case offour-jets. However,following a com parison

between the sam e approxim ation applied to R b‘
3 with the fullm assive calculation

availablein thiscase,thisuncertainty wasconservatively taken tobetwicethem ax-

im um di�erencebetween thefourpredictionsde�ned in Section 4.5.Thetheoretical

uncertainty isresponsibleforabout0:4� 0:5 GeV=c2 in theuncertainty ofthe�nal

result,and itisalm ostindependentofycut.Although lowerthan in thecase ofthe

LO calculation,it is three tim es higher than in the com pletely m assive three-jet

calculation.

� M odelling uncertainties,related to the correction for hadronisation e�ects ofthe

theoreticalcalculations at parton levelusing M onte Carlo event generators. This

includesthe uncertainty on the tuned valuesofthe free param etersin each m odel

(includingtheb-m assparam eterenteringin theparton shower[6])and them odelling

ofhadronisation.Thesizeofthem odellinguncertaintyisestim ated ashalfthedi�er-

encebetween thepredictionsfrom H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.084.Toincludethe

b-m assuncertaintyin theestim ation ofthehadronisation system aticuncertainty,the

m assparam eterin H erw ig and A riadne wasvaried within �0:125GeV=c2 around

their centralvalues in order to m axim ize the di�erence between both predictions.

This was achieved by setting the m ass param eter to M b = 4:85 GeV=c2 in both

generators.Thetotalm odelling uncertainty am ountsto �(1� 2)% in theregion of

ycut> 0:004,corresponding toabout�0:2 GeV=c2 in term sofboth therunning and

pole m assresults. The contribution from varying the m assparam eteram ountsto

about�0:1 GeV=c2.

Thebreakdown ofthetheoreticaland m odellinguncertaintiesin theb-quark m assresults

obtained from R b‘
4 isdetailed in Table5.

5 Sum m ary and conclusions

A new determ ination ofthehadron-levelR b
n and R

‘= uds
n jet-rates(n = 2;3;4 jets)has

been perform ed,using avourtagging only in each n-jetsam pleand obtaining theglobal

norm alisation ofthe observablesfrom the world average R b and R c m easurem ents [14].

Thism easurem entisbased on adouble-tagtechniquewhich m easurestheavour-tagging

e�cienciesdirectly from data,thereby reducing system atic uncertainties.

Double-ratio observablesare also studied: R b‘
4 isobtained from the four-jetratesR b

4

and R ‘
4 using thisdouble-tag technique,and R b‘

2 using the event-tag m ethod de�ned in

reference [6]. Results from R b‘
2 (and from the previous m easurem ents ofR b‘

3 in [6])are

also cross-checked.

Resultsarepresented athadron level,in ordertoallow forfuturecom parisonswithout

having to unfold hadronisation and detectorcorrectionsapplied to thedata (a sum m ary

ofjet-rate results as a function ofycut isshown in Tables 6-7). They are com pared to

three M onte Carlo eventgenerators: Pythia 6.156,H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08,

tuned toD elphidata[20].TheH erw ig 6.2 generatorgivesthebestoveralldescription
4The resultobtained with the Pythia 6.156 event-generatoriscom patible with the quoted resultswithin the m odelling

uncertainty.
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ofavour jet-rates,R b
n and R ‘

n,but A riadne 4.08 provides the best results for R ‘
n.

For double-ratios,H erw ig 6.2 gives also the best description. However,the two-jet

observableR b‘
2 isnotsatisfactorily described by any ofthethreegeneratorsconsidered.

A new determ ination oftheb-quark m assin thefour-jettopology hasbeen perform ed

using theC ambridge jet-clustering algorithm [7].Them assism easured by com paring

theexperim entalresultsofR b‘
4 atycut= 0:0065with �xed orderM E m assiveLO calcula-

tionsassum ing theuniversality ofthestrong coupling constant,�s.Them easured value

is:

m b(M Z)= 3:76� 0:32 (stat)� 0:17 (syst)� 0:22 (had)� 0:90 (theo)GeV=c2:

A procedureto approxim atetheNLO correctionswith them asslesscom ponentin order

toim provetheresulthasbeen tested successfully with thethree-jetm assivecalculations.

The m easured value ofthe running b-quark m ass when applying this m ethod to the

four-jetobservableis:

m b(M Z)= 3:46� 0:35 (stat)� 0:19 (syst)� 0:24 (m od)� 0:44 (theo)GeV=c2

and thecorresponding valueforthepolem assis:

M b = 5:07� 0:46 (stat)� 0:24 (syst)� 0:32 (m od)� 0:57 (theo)GeV=c2:

These results agree within the uncertainties with the values obtained evolving the av-

erage oflow energy m easurem ents m b(m b) = 4:20� 0:07 GeV=c2 [14]to the M Z scale

using the RGE:m b(M Z) = 2:84 � 0:06 GeV=c2, or by translating it to a pole m ass

value: M b = 4:94 � 0:08GeV=c2. The values ofm b(M Z) obtained from the LO and

approxim ate NLO R b‘
4 calculations are shown in Figure 6 together with results from

other m easurem ents at the M Z scale, in particular the m ost precise result from R b‘
3 ,

m b(M Z)= 2:85� 0:32GeV=c2 [6],aswellasresultsatlow energy from sem ileptonic B -

decays[26]obtained ata lowerm assscale. Allexperim entalresultsare consistentwith

each otherassum ing theQCD running prediction from RGE.

The m ain lim itation in the extraction ofm b(M Z)from the R b‘
4 m easurem ent isthe-

oretical. Ifa calculation with resum m ed LL logarithm s[27,28]could be used,a larger

rangeofycut could beexploited.Thiscould potentially lead to a loweruncertainty.

Im provem entsto theprecision ofm b(M Z)arenotexpected from com bining thedi�er-

entm easurem entsbecausethey arelargely lim ited by com m on system aticuncertainties.

Otherm ethodswilllikely be needed atfuture collidersin orderto obtain m ore precise

determ inationsofthe b-quark m assathigh energy. Thiswillbe im portantto interpret

the precise m easurem entsatthe LinearColliderin searchesfornew physics. Asan ex-

am ple,a future linear collider operating at
p
s = 500GeV willproduce Higgs bosons

copiously (ifthey exist).Sincethedecay branching fraction into b-quarksisexpected to

beproportionalto them asssquared,m easurem entsofthisdecay channelwould bevery

sensitive to theexactvalueofthem assatthatscale.
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ycut R b
2 R ‘

2 R b‘
2 R b

3 R ‘
3

0.003 0:505� 0:003 0:481� 0:003 1:062� 0:004 0:342� 0:002 0:355� 0:003

0.004 0:553� 0:003 0:527� 0:003 1:060� 0:003 0:329� 0:002 0:345� 0:003

0.005 0:585� 0:003 0:562� 0:003 1:053� 0:003 0:317� 0:002 0:333� 0:003

0.006 0:611� 0:003 0:591� 0:003 1:046� 0:003 0:306� 0:003 0:321� 0:003

0.007 0:633� 0:003 0:615� 0:003 1:040� 0:003 0:295� 0:003 0:310� 0:003

0.008 0:651� 0:003 0:635� 0:003 1:040� 0:003 0:286� 0:002 0:300� 0:003

0.009 0:667� 0:003 0:653� 0:003 1:031� 0:003 0:277� 0:002 0:289� 0:003

0.010 0:681� 0:003 0:669� 0:004 1:027� 0:002 0:268� 0:002 0:280� 0:003

Table6:Sum m ary ofexperim entaltwo and three-jetrates,with theirtotaluncertainty,

asa function ofycut [7].

ycut R b
4 R ‘

4 R b‘
4

0.003 0:1148� 0:0013 0:1248� 0:0009 0:920� 0:013

0.004 0:0911� 0:0012 0:1018� 0:0007 0:895� 0:015

0.005 0:0757� 0:0012 0:0856� 0:0007 0:885� 0:016

0.006 0:0642� 0:0011 0:0729� 0:0007 0:882� 0:017

0.007 0:0555� 0:0010 0:0628� 0:0006 0:884� 0:019

0.008 0:0486� 0:0010 0:0551� 0:0006 0:88� 0:03

0.009 0:0432� 0:0010 0:0486� 0:0005 0:89� 0:02

0.010 0:0380� 0:0010 0:0431� 0:0005 0:88� 0:03

Table7:Sum m ary ofexperim entalfour-jetrates,with theirtotaluncertainty,asa func-

tion ofycut [7].
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Figure 1:Four-jetrate and itsuncertainty asa function of(a)the b-purity and (b)the

light-purity (‘= udsc,ycut = 0:0065). Chosen working pointsare m arked with arrows,

and correspond to e�ciencies of�b
B = 35% and �‘L = 86% ,respectively. The statistical

(data and sim ulation)and totaluncertaintiesareshown.
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Figure 2: Com parison between the m easured b and ‘ = uds jet-rates and predictions

from the Pythia 6.156,H erw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08 generators. b-d) Ratio of

data to the di�erent generators. The shaded area shows the one standard deviation

relativeuncertainty (statisticaland system aticadded in quadrature)oftheexperim ental

m easurem ent.
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Figure3:Com parison between theevent-tag(em pty circles)and double-tag(fullsquares)

techniquesforthem easured (a)R b‘
2 and (b)R b‘

3 observables.Theevent-tagresultofR b‘
3 is

taken from [6].Thecom bined statistical(innerbars)and totaluncertainty oftheexper-

im entaldata areshown.The resultsarecom pared to the predictionsfrom the H erw ig

6.2 (solid),Pythia 6.156 (dashed),and A riadne 4.08 (dotted)eventgenerators.The

lowerinsetsofthe plotsshow the ratio ofdata to the di�erentgenerators. Also shown

as the shaded area is the one standard deviation relative uncertainty (statisticaland

system atic added in quadrature)ofthedata.
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Figure4:(a)Com parison between theR b‘
4 m easured with adouble-tagtechniqueand pre-

dictionsfrom theH erw ig 6.2 (solid),Pythia 6.156 (dashed),and A riadne 4.08 (dot-

ted)eventgenerators.Thecom bined statistical(innerbars)and totaluncertainty ofthe

experim entaldata are shown. The lowerinsetshowsthe relative deviation ofthe m od-

els to the data. Also shown as the shaded area is the totalone standard deviation

relative uncertainty (statisticaland system atic added in quadrature) ofthe data. Be-

low ycut = 0:002,the avour tagging procedure fails and data results from the 1994

and 1995 data sam ples are not consistent with each other. (b) Com parison between

the m easured R b‘
4 and theoreticalpredictions:m assive LO predictionsand approxim ate

(m assless) NLO corrections for the pole and running b-quark m ass de�nitions. Refer-

ence b-quark m asseswere obtained by evolving theaverage oflow energy m easurem ents

m b(m b)= 4:20� 0:07 GeV=c2 [14]to the M Z scale asexplained in Section 4.5. Hadro-

nisation corrections,used to correctM E calculations,areshown forthethreegenerators
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3 analysis[6]:M b = m b(M Z)= 3:29� 0:34GeV=c2.IntheLO

result,no theoreticaluncertaintiesareshown.Resultsobtained from R b‘
4 using m assless

NLO correctionsinclude theoreticaluncertaintiesestim ated asexplained in Section 4.5.

They areshown forthe(b)running and (c)polem assde�nitionsand arecom pared with

the resultsobtained atNLO in the R b‘
3 analysis[6]:m b(M Z)= 2:85� 0:32GeV=c2 and

M b = 4:47� 0:85GeV=c2,respectively,shown as�1� shaded band with itscentralvalue

asa dotted line.Predicted valuesfrom theQCD calculationsatlow energy,described in

Section 4.5,arealso shown assolid lines.
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Figure 6: The energy evolution of the M S-running b-quark m ass m b(Q) as m ea-

sured at Lep. D elphi results from R b‘
3 [6]at the M Z scale and from sem ileptonic

B -decays [26]at low energy are shown together with results from other experim ents

(A leph [3],O pal [4]and Sld [5]). The m asses extracted from LO and approxim ate

NLO calculations ofR b‘
4 are found to be consistent with previous experim entalresults

and with the reference value m b(Q) (grey band) obtained from evolving the average

m b(m b)= 4:20� 0:07 GeV=c2 from [14]using QCD RGE (with a strong coupling con-

stantvalue�s(M Z)= 0:1202� 0:0050 [25]).


