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A bstract

The e ect of the heavy bquark m ass on the two, three and four—gt rates is
studied using Lep data collected by the D elphi experin ent at the Z peak
In 1994 and 1995. The rates of bquark Fts and light quark Fgts (‘ = uds)
In eventswith n = 2, 3, and 4 fts, together w ith the ratio of two and four-
£t rates of bquarks with respect to Iightquarks, Rﬁ‘ , have been m easured
w ith a double+tag technigque using the C ambridge gtclustering algorithm . A
com parison betw een experim ental results and theory (m atrix elem ent orM onte
C arlo event generators such asPythia,Herw ig and A riadne) is done after
the hadronisation phase.

U sing the four—gt observable RY', a m easurem ent of the bquark m ass using
m assive leading-order calculations gives:

myM,)= 376 032 (stat) 0:17 (syst) 022 (had) 090 (theo)GevV=C :

This result is com patlble with previous three—gt determ inations at the M 4
energy scale and w ith low energy m ass m easuram ents evolved to the M ; scale
using Q CD Renom alisation G roup Equations.
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1 Introduction

M ass corrections to the Z ! kb coupling are of order (m 2=M ?), which is too small to
bem easured at Lep and Slc. For som e Inclusive observables, like gtrates, the e ect is
enhanced as (m §=M ZZ )=Veur, Where vy Is the £t resolution param eter [1]. The e ect of
the bquark m ass in the production of three—gt event topologies at the Z peak has for
Instance already been m easured at Lep and Slc [2{5]. M ulti=et topologiesw ith bquarks
appear both as signaland background in searches and precision m easurem ents at current
and future colliders. T heir study, together w ith that of the gluon am ission from m assive
quarks, is an e ective tool to probe the fiindam ental short-distance Q CD features of the
Standard M odel and is im portant to test them odelling of band lightquark gtsavailable
In calculations and generators.

This study generalizes the m ethods described in references [2,6] and presents the
m easuram ent of the nomm alized n—gt production partialw dths for Z decays into bquark
or Iight quark pairs:

q _ n(YCut) S i 44
Ri_o54Veut) = ———— g= b;* (*= uds); 1)

tot
depending on the y.+ value of the C ambridge gtclistering algorithm [7]which isused
here.
The e ect of the heavy bquark m ass on gt rates is studied by m easuring the double-
ratio obsarvable:
R§1:2;3;4= R2=er1 : (2)

he D elphidata collected during the years 1994 and 1995 at a centre-ofm ass energy
of s M, havebeen analysed. Experin ental results are com pared to thehadronic nal
state sim ulated by the fragm entation m odels of Pythia 6.156 B],Herw ig 6.2 [9]and
Ariadne 4.08 [10]and tom atrix elam ent M E ) calculations folded w ith a hadronisation
correction. T herefore, the data are corrected for detector and kinem atical e ects, while
M E calculations, com puted at parton level, are corrected for hadronisation.

In order to extract the bquark m ass Inform ation from R m easurem ents, m assive M E
calculations perform ed in term s of both the polemassM , and the running massm ,( )
areused. Jetrate calculations are only available to O ( i ) [11{13], thereforem assive four—
Bt obsarvables can only be described to leading-order (LO ) accuracy. T he bquark m ass
obtained from RY usihg such LO calculations is com pared to the three—gt results [6]
and to mass values at threshold [14] evolved to the M ; scale using R enom alisation
G roup Equations (RGE).An approxin ate m assless NLO correction is also tried as an
In provem ent.

T he precision of bm ass m easurem ents from three—pt events is 1im ited by system atic
uncertainties (hadronisation, btagging and theory). The four—gt cbservable R]Z‘ has a
larger statistical error but its sensitivity to the bquark m ass is higher because, m ost
probably, the em ission of two gluons is involved. The four—gt 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 ftxates are m easured using a double-
tag technigque which m easures signal and background e ciencies from data in a self-
calbrating way, reducing the system atics and allow Ing for a useful crosscheck of previous
m easuram ents [6].



2 The DELPH T detector

D elphiwas a hem etic detector located at the Lep accelerator, with a supercon—
ducting solenoid providing a uniform m agnetic eld of 123 T parallel to the beam axis
throughout the central tracking device volum e. A detailed description of its design and
performm ance is presented in [18,191].

In the D elphi coordinate system , the z axis is oriented along the direction of the
electron beam . The polar angle  is measured with respect t@ the z axis, is the
azin uthal angle in the plane transverse to the z axisand R = x? + y? is the radial
coordinate.

The mahn tracking devices In D elphi were the silicon Vertex D etector (VD ), a Ft
cham ber Tnner D etector (ID ) and a T im e Pro ction Cham ber (TPC ). T hey were located
In the mmediate vicinity of the interaction region to reduce the am ount of m aterial
between the beam and the detector. At a lJarger distance, the tracking was com pleted by
a drift cham ber O uter D etector (0D ) covering the barrel region (40 140 ) and
two sets of drift cham bers, FCA and FCB, located in the endcaps.

The VD was the detector closest to the interaction point. In 1994 and 1995 it con-
sisted of three coaxial cylinders, the inner and outerm ost ones consisting of double-sided
detectors w ith orthogonalstrips, allow Ing them easurem ent of both R and z coordinates.

E lectron and photon identi cation was provided by electrom agnetic calorim eters: the
High Density Progction Chamber (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 Data analysis

First, the sam ple of Z hadronic decays, ie. 2! gq events was selected. Then the
di erent ft-topologieswere denti ed using the C ambridge ftclistering algorithm [71*,
and band light-guark sam ples w ere separated using the D elphi avour tagging m ethods,
basad on properties of the long-lived heavy B -hadrons. Experin ental results were then
corrected for detector and acceptance e ects In two di erent ways, depending on the
obsarvable and topology, as explained in Section 3.3. M atrix elam ent and event generator
predictions were corrected for hadronisation e ects from the parton to the hadron level.
The parton level is de ned as the nal state of the parton shower (in Pythia and
Herw ig) ordipole cascade (in A riadne) In the sin ulation, before hadronisation. T hese
corrections are discussed in Section 4.

3.1 Event selection

Total num bers of 1484 000 and 750 000 hadronic Z boson decays, collected at the 7
resonance by D elphiduring the years 1994 and 1995, respectively, have been analysed
in order to study m ass e ects in m ulti-Et topologies?.

Hadronic events were selected In the sam e way as in reference [2] (see Table 1, left):

Charged and neutral particles were reconstructed as tracks and energy depositions
in the detector. A rst selection was applied to ensure a reliable determm ination of
their m om enta and energies;

1 our analysis, the values of the ordering and resolution param eters were taken to be equal, vij = yij.
2Earlier data sam ples were not considered as the VD setup was less com plete and resulted in a less precise avour
identi cation, which is crucial for this analysis.



T he Inform ation from the acoepted trackswas com bined eventy-event and hadronic
events were selected according to global event properties.

Finally, a total sample of 1150000 Z hadronic decays was selected. Then pts were
reconstructed w ith the C ambridge algorithm . Tn order to reduce the im pact of particle
Josses and wrong energy-m om entum assignm ent to gts, further kinem atical selections
were applied, which were slightly di erent for each gt topology (see Tabl 1, right).

Sim ulated events were produced w ith the D elphi sim ulation program D elsim [19],
based on Pythia 7.3 tuned to D elphidata [20], and were then passed through the sam e
reconstruction and analysis chain as the experin ental data. The simulated events were
rew eighted in order to reproduce the m easured rates of b and ccquark pairs arising from
the gluon splitting processes [21] (g = 000254 0:00051,94% = 0:0296 0:0038),which
are signi cantly larger than those In the standard sim ulation.

P 01Gev/c
Charged |25 155 .
Partice |L 50 an 2-pt| 45  truse 135
Selction|d 5an inR  plane 3-pt| 45 thruse 135

d 10 an In z direction Elele
Neutral [EFFC 05 Gev A0 140 - b i55
Clister |EEEMC  05Gev g 36 P ) 3359 o
Selection| ES*M ¢ 05 Gev 144 172 | e 3213- 3 ' s ]

ESIAC 1Gev ’ 10 170 > thﬁ:ust

N1
N ch 5 J
15G eV By 1Gev,

Event. E.Ph | . - j Lot
Selection ] lqu 6;1: 1;:::;N ch

Noparticlewih pn, 40Ge&V/c

Table 1: (Left) Particle and event selections: py, is the m om entum of charged particles,
L theirm easured track length, d their in pact param eter w ith respect to the interaction
point and g; their charge, E 4 is the energy of neutral clusters In the calorim eters, N o,
is the num ber of charged particles and E 4 thelr total energy in the event. (R ight)
K nem atical selections for gts in accepted events: wruse 1S the polar angle of the thrust
of the event, N jCh the charged multiplicity in the t, E ; the t energy and 5 the angle
between the gt and the beam axis. For three—gt events, an additional planarity cut is

applied on the sum ofall gt pair angles, ;.

3.2 Dbtagging

The denti cation of bquark events in D elphiwas based on the properties ofa B —
hadron such as its large m ass and the large in pact param eter of its decay products. A
Pt estim ator variable X i was built as an optin al com bination of ve discrin nating
variables [22]. The m ost discrin inant one was the probability of having all charged
particles In the gt produced at the event interaction point. The use of this variable
alone de ned the im pactsparam eter technique. T he additional variables were used only
when a secondary vertex (SV ) was reconstructed. T hese variables were, for all particles



attached to the SV : the Invariant m ass, the fraction of the charged £t energy, the sum
of all transverse m om enta and the rapidity of each particle. The inform ation from all
ve variables was com bined into a single estin ator X 4« In an aln ost optin alway which
provided discrin ination between heavy and Iight ftsw ith high purity and e ciency. To
obtain b(light)-quark enriched sam ples, tsw ith an estim ator value above (below ) a given
threshold X jo¢ X ]joet (X ger < X jfet) were selected. To tag events, the value of the two
highest btagging Ft variables were com bined into an event estim ator, X o, = X %et+ X j?et.

In the present analysis, this approach has been associated to a doubletag tech-
nique [23], which m easures avour-tagging e ciencies directly from data.

Using the two Fts with highest btagging variables as the avour gts (Fts which
are expected to contain a prim ary quark) m akes no distinction between prim ary quarks
originating in the Z2 decay and secondary production of b and cquarks from gluons
(g! do;ac), a process referred to as gluon splitting and which constitutes a signi cant
part of the system atic uncertainty in m ulti=gt avour-observables (see Section 4 .3).

To reduce the sam ple contam ination from gluon splitting in four—gt events, the avour
ptswere de ned as follow s: the m ost energetic £t in each event is denti ed as the rst

avour et. Reamaining fts are ordered by angular proxin ity to it. The closest gt is
discarded m aking the hypothesis that it is a gluon com ing from the sam e prim ary quark.
The second b(light)- avour gt is that with the highest btag (lowest btag) estin ator
am ong the two ram aining Fts. In this way, energy and angle inform ation is com bined to
de ne the avour—gts. A s an additional selection, an event is not classi ed as bb if the
m ost btagged Ft is not am ong the two m ost energetic gts; this Jast selection reduces the
uncertainty from g and gs by a factor two. The e ect of the rem aining contam ination
due to gluon splitting is included in the gluon-splitting uncertainty and iswellbelow the
statistical uncertainties (Tables 4 and 5).

3.3 Overview of the correction m ethod
3.3.1 Event—tag

To correct the two—ft observable RS’ for detector e ects and the avour tagging pro-
cedure, the event—tag m ethod described in reference [2]was used:

s Aoy + RS d5, 1 [ dy, + RYGdy RY

RY =
2 = b o b’ det b ’
TR < &

(3)

w here the m easured rate RS' 9t is corrected by usihg purities of the clisive sam ples,

¢l = NJ=N, (the fraction ofgg events tagged in theQ category), and detector corrections
taken from the D elsim simulation, dj, = R, =Rj (where R}, is the two—t rate of g
events tagged as Q ). The factor R = R$=R, is taken from the sinulation. Tabl 2
sum m arizes the num ber of events selected In the 1994 data in each avour sam ple for the
chosen working pointsofpurity Py = & = 98% (P, = ¢ = 73% ,L = uds) and e ciency
of § = 38% (i = 58%) forb- avoured (light- avoured) events (where ;| = N J=Ng, the
ratio of tagged events ofa given avour to the totalnum ber ofevents of the sam e avour),
respectively.

T he event+tag m ethod has the advantage of applying the avour-tagging procedure
only in the inclusive sam ple, before events are classi ed Into gt topologies.



3.3.2 Double—kt tag

T he eventtagm ethod, if the et sam ple is topologically very di erent from the Inclusive
one, can introduce in portant biases. To prevent this, in the R}’ m easurem ent btagging
is applied to gts. The cbsarvable in Eq. 2 is rew ritten as:

. Z ! ‘) NN 1 Rp, R N7
R]Z _ ( ) 4‘ 4 _ b c _4‘: (4)
(Z ! bb) N,=N, Ry N,
T he globalnom alisation can be obtained directly from theworld average values ofR , and
R. [141]:

Ry, = 021629 0:00066; (5)
R, = 04721 00030;

which impliessa 6%o uncertainty on RY'. A doubletag technigue is used: the total
num ber of our—gt events, N, the corresponding num bers for a given avour N}/, g =

bjudsc,and the tagging e ciencies £ and 9. areobtained from com paring the num ber
of four—get events where two Ets are tagged as b or udsc to the num ber of events w here

a single gt is tagged. T his is done by solving the follow ing set of equations:

Ny = NJg+ Ng NJF™P 5 (6)
1
SNas = NS+ Ne NPT (7
Nup = Nyipgpe+ Na N P° 557" (8)

and equivalent equations for the udsctagged sam ples. T he left hand side of these equa—
tions are the m easured quantities. N, is the num ber of m easured four—gt events. For
each event the two gtswhich arem ost lkely to contain a prim ary quark ( avour gts, see
above) are selected and the avour identi cation isdone independently forboth ts: N 45

is the num ber of etstagged asB (with a m axinum possible value of 2N 4, two from each
event) and N 4z is the num ber of events where the two avour gts are sim ultaneously
tagged as B . W ith this m ethod, the Etrates R]Z and R; are m easured independently,
together w ith the e ciencies £ and 5. . To accom plish this, double—gt tagging e -

clencies gQ are related to the single Pttagging e ciencies through correlation factors
de ned from J, = NS =N ¢ o o1+ 7). Here, cham -events have been included

in the udsctagged category: the light-quark content N, is extracted from N }9¢ after
dividing by a factor (1 + N §=N,) obtained from M onte Carl event generators. Only
hadronic event-selection e ciencies for each avour, j = N =Ny, m istagging e cien-
cies, 1% 9 ang 2% d
the sin ulation.

T his procedure can be easily generalised to cover n = 2;3—kt topologies in order to
m easure both Ptxates (R2;R ) and the doubleratios R %) independently. D ue to the
6%o uncertainty from the global nom alisation, the doubletag m easurem ents for R,
are less precise than the corresponding event+tag result. H owever, they serve as a useful
cross<heck both of the nalresult and on the consistency between data and sin ulation
for the avourtagging e ciencies.

R esultsw ith thism ethod have a better stability w ith respect to the value ofthe avour-
tagging threshold, and are m ore consistent w ith each other’. The avour com position of
the 1994 sam ple is shown as an exam ple in Tables 2 and 3. T he stability obtained in the
case of the four—gt rates is shown in Figure 1 for the 1994 and 1995 data sam ples.

3From the relation N4 = N f + N dec , the doubleratio RE' can be obtained independently in two ways, starting either
from RS orRy,.

,and avour correlations for band light-tagging are com puted from




Event+tag m ethod
Flavour| Inclusive| 2 $ts| cut  |Purity|E ciency
B 111440 | 75147 |X o 1:10| 98% 38%
L 678282 |414912|X o, < 040| 73% 58%

Table 2: F lavour com position of the 1994 sam ple (Youe= 0:0065). T he num ber of events in
the inclusive and 2—gt sam ples are shown ssparately forB and L = uds tagged events for
the chosen avourtagging working points. Purity and e ciency are also shown. Sim ilar

num bers were found w ith the 1995 data.

double-tag m ethod
Topo]ogy‘ 0 ‘ Q0 ‘ cut ‘Pur'@‘E ciency
2 ®ts (B )|136228] 35187|X 5 +0:33] 92% 57%
2 Pts (L) | 640757243716 X 55 < 0:92| 95% 78%
3 kts B )| 66034| 15356|X 35 +0:19| 87% 53%
3 kts (L)|[362396|147605|X 35 < 064| 93% 84%
4 pts (B )| 10720 | 2191 |X 45 +0:05] 84% 35%
4 pts (L)| 91042 | 36773 | X 43 < 0:64| 89% 86%

Table 3: F lavour com position of the 1994 sam ple (youc= 0:0065) tagged as n—gt bquark
(B ) and udscquark events (L) for the di erent gt topologies analysed, n = 2;3 and

4 $ts. Four—gt tagging uses the m ethod described in Section 32 for the de nition of
avour Pts. Sin ilar num bers were found w ith the 1995 data.

4 R esults

The single- avour £t rates R%, n = 2;3;4—fts, and the four—gt observable RY', are
m easured w ith the double+tag technigue, w hile the two—t observableR Y ism easured us—
Ing the event—tag m ethod described in [2]. A description of the experin ental uncertainties
considered In the analysis is given in Section 4.3. T heoretical uncertainties, arising in
the com parison between M E predictions and the four—gt observable, are discussed in
Sections 4.5 and 4 6.

4.1 Single ktrates, R}

Themeasured R rates (n = 2;3;4 Fts,g= bor ‘ = uds) are shown In Figure 2a
together w ith predictions from thePythia 6.156,Herw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08 gen-
erators tuned to D elphidata [20] (see Section 4.6 for the choice of the bquark m ass
param eter in the generators). T he detailed breakdown of the uncertainties of the m ea—
sured ftrates is shown in Table 4. The R ; m easurem ents in 1994 and 1995 were found
to be Incom patible w ith each other at the two standard deviations level, Indicating that
som e systam atic e ect was not taken into account In the three—pt Iight-quark rate. The



system atic tagging uncertainty in Ré was increased in order to fully cover thisdi erence.
Only the uncertainty in Ré was increased since the btagging was developed from 2—pt
events yielding reliable R , results, and in 4—gt events the btagging applies di erent cuts
on angle and energy. T he consistency of the experin ental results and the prediction from

the three event generators is shown in Figures 2b—<: the Herw ig 6.2 and A riadne
4 .08 generators provide a reasonable description of the six observables in the region of
Veur Letween 0:001 and 0:010. Pythia 6.156 gives the best description ong, but is
nconsistent w ith the other Btm easuram ents at the three standard deviations level.

RS R, RS R; RS R,
Valie 06224 | 06034 | 03004 | 03150 | 00598 | 00676

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

Statistical (sin .) | 0:0012| 0:0005| 0:0009| 0:0004| 0:0006| 0:0003

Tagging 0:0004| 0£0008| 020006 0:0025| 00001 0:0002

N orm alisation 0:0018| 0£0030| 020009 0:0016| 00002 0:0003
9% 0:0003|< 0:0001| 0:0009|< 0:0001] 00003|< 00001

Yee 0:0006f 00002| 0:0010|< 0:0001] 00002|< 00001

Total systam atics| 0:0020] 0:0031| 00017, 0:0030| 0:0004| 020004
Totalstatistical | 0:0023| 0:0009| 00018 0:0007| 0:0009| 00005

Totaluncertajnty‘ 0:0030f 00033| 0:0025| 0:0031| 0L0010| 0:0006

Table 4: Breakdown of uncertainties for the R7 Ftrate m easuram ents at a reference
Veur = 0:0065. The de nition of each system atic contribution is given in Section 4 3.

4.2 D oubleratios, RY

T he m easured doubleratios Rﬁ‘ (n = 2;3;4 pts) are shown in Figures 34 together
w ith predictions from the Pythia 6.156,Herw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08 generators
tuned to D elphidata [20] (see Section 4 .6 for the choice of the bquark m ass param eter
n the generators).

Results for RY and RY from the eventtag and doubletag m ethods are shown in
Figure 3 (eventtag results for RY are taken from [6]). RY is not describbed well by
either of the generators in the full y.,+ range. In all cases, both m ethods give consistent
results within one standard deviation. A better experin ental precision is found w ith
the event+ag, because the global nom alisation uncertainty is absent in this case and
because avour-tagging uncertainties cancel to rst order in the products cjd;, (see
Eqg. 3). Statistical uncertainties in the eventtag result are also sn aller, as m ore data
events are considered and as statistical uctuations are partially reduced in the ratios
of the gt and inclusive sam ples. The detailed breakdown of the uncertainties of the
m easured doublexatios is shown in Table 5 for the event—tag m ethod.

The RY' result with the doubletag m ethod is shown in Figure 4a, while the experi-
m ental system atics breakdown is summ arized in Table 5. At vy« values above 0.004 the
m easuram ent isdom inated by statistical uncertainties, w hile for very low valuesofy,: the
data sam ples increase and the global nom alisation uncertainty dom inates. G luon split—
ting uncertainties are kept Iow in the whole y.,+ range thanks to the dedicated anti-glion
splitting cut (see Section 32). H erw ig provides the best description, being com patible



LO (GeV=c)|NLO (GeV=C)

RY [ RY ]| Ry [mpMz)=MymyMz) My

Valie 1:0440 | 0:9570 | 0:883 3776 346 | 507
Statistical (data) | 00021 . 0012 025 027 | 035
Statistical (sin .) | 0:0012| . 0010 020 022 | 028
Tagging 00009] . 0003 007 008 | 0:0

N om alisation 00005 - 0005 041 042 | 0:6
% 00007| . 0005 0410 040 | 043

Jec 00003 . 0003 006 006 | 0:08
Totalsystem atics | 00013] 0:0027| 0:008 0417 049 | 024
Totalstatistical | 0£0024| 0:0037| 0:015 032 035 | 046
| Totalexperin ental] 0:0027| 0:0046] 0:017] 036 | 040 | 052
M odelling - - - 022 024 | 032

T heoretical - - - 090 044 | 057
| Totaluncertainty | 0:0027] 0:0046] 0:017] 099 | 064 | 083

Tabl 5: Breakdown of uncertainties for the Rﬁ‘ (n = 2;3;4) doubleratio m easure—
ments. The three—gt result is taken from [6] and shown here for com plteness. The
two and three—pt m easuram ents are basaed on the event-tag m ethod, while R f’ uses the
doubletag technique as explained in Section 3.3. The b ass values (running and pole)
extracted from RY at reference yo,. = 0:0065 are also shown, both for the m assive LO

Mp=mpM™ ;) ) and approxin ate NLO calculations. Experim ental and m odelling un—
certainties (experin ental tuning and hadronisation m odel in the sim ulation) are detailed
Sparately.

w ith the experim ental data in the whole y,+ range. However, the Pythia prediction
isonly 1.5 standard deviations away in the large y..+ r&gion; A riadne provides a good
description of the data in the region yor  0:005, while for lower values of y.,. it tends
to underestin ate them ass e ect.

4.3 Experim ental uncertainties

E xperim ental uncertainties arise In the process of correcting the detectorJdevel m ea—
surem ent to hadron level, and are due to In perfections in the physics and detectorm od—
elling In the D elsim simulation used in the correction procedure. T he follow ing sources
have been considered in this analysis:

Statistical: these uncertainties are due to the Iim ited size of the experim ental and
sim ulated data sam ples. T hey are estin ated from a toy sim ulation based on Poisson
statistics. Central values were taken from the data and smmulated sam ples, and
correlations between the di erent quantities were accounted for by building up the
corresponding covariance m atrix.

G luon splitting: the identi cation of prim ary bquarks is based on the presence of
ong-lived B and D -hadrons in the nal state. However, lightquark events w ith
gluon radiation splitting into secondary heavy quarks can produce a sin ilar signa—
ture. T he correction procedure is very sensitive to the gluon splitting rates In the



M onte Carlo sin ulation through the signal and background e ciencies [6]. T heir

value was vardied in the range of their quoted uncertainties [21] and the observed
change in the observables was added in quadrature and taken to represent the cor-
responding uncertainty.

N omm alisation: the uncertainty on the global nom alisation R,=R . is estin ated by
varying the world average valuesofR,and R.= (1 Ry, R.) In the range of their
quoted uncertainties [14 ], and taking the m axin um variation In the nalobssrvable
as the global nom alisation uncertainty. This results in a 6% relative uncertainty
and is v, independent. T he uncertainty from the cham —/light-quark nom alisation
factor RS = RE=R ) isestin ated ashalfthem axin um di erence cbtained by using
as Input to the m easurem ent the prediction from the three event generators used:
Pythia 6.156,Herw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08.

F avour-tagging: signale ciencies ( °, and "9%°) arem easured from data and there-
fore do not contribute to the total uncertainty for the doubletag technique. To
estin ate the uncertainty due to the in perfect description of background e ciencies

and avour correlations ( EQ ) In the smultion, the calibbration of the btagging
In the smulation was exchanged w ith the calbration obtained from data, which
gives a poorer description of the lifetim e probability [23]. Tw ice the obsarved di er—
ence was conservatively taken as the avour-tagging uncertainty. For the eventtag
technique, the related uncertainty was estin ated as in [6]by varying the tagging ef-

ciencies w ithin their uncertainties: P, =%, = 3% and [ =) = 8% evaliated
In reference [23]. The e ect of m istagging e ciency was estin ated by considering
lighttagging as equivalent to anti btagging, ie. ¢, = 7 forg= b;c;’ for the

sam e cut value.

4.4 H adronisation corrections

To com pare parton-Jevel xed order M E calulations of RS P*™° with experin ental
results, they m ust be corrected for hadronisation e ects:

b’ b'n b’ t,
R, = H,/R, " 9)

T he corrections H ff' (Yeur) relating parton to hadron observables are taken to be linear
bin-todin factors.

T hree di erent generators, each tuned independently to the D elphidata [20], were
used in this analysis: Pythia 6.156,Herw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08. It was found
that the H erw ig and A riadne event generators are consistent both w ith the theoreti-
cal predictions at the parton level (w ithin the theoretical uncertainty) and the data (see
Figure 4) for a large range of y.t. The hadronisation corrections com puted with the
three generators are shown in F igure 4b. T he average of the H erw ig and A riadne pre-
dictions was used to correct the massive M E theoretical calculations (in the region of
Veur Studied here, the hadronisation correction com puted from Pythia is contained in
the band de ned by the H erw ig and A riadne corrections).

4.5 Dbqgquark m ass extraction and approximn ate NLO M E calcu-
lation
For a given avour q, the n—gt rate is de ned as the nom alised n—gt cross-section

RI= [ .= ' . Theoretically, it is convenient to use the doubleratiosR? = RP=R
as in this obsarvable m ost of the higherorder electroweak corrections, the rst order
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dependence on ¢ and, to som e extent also neglected higherorder term s in 4, cancel
out. M assive M E theoretical calculations exist up to order 5 [11{13] and describe the
2, 3 and 4—gt rates for heavy (b, ¢) and Iight quarks (‘ = uds). Such calculations, when
performed in the on  shell schem e in tem s of the polem ass, M 4, can be rew ritten in
term s of the running mass, m 4, de ned In the M S schem e, using the follow ng order
s relation: ,

:mé()1+—s§ 2Jogmq(2) +0(2) : (10)
Both m ass de nitions are equivalent at LO (see Eg. 10). For yot: = 00065, a value
w ithin a region w ith good stability, high sensitivity and sm all hadronisation corrections,
the follow ing bguark m ass value was obtained:

2
MCI

Mpy=mpMy)= 376 032 (stat) 047 (syst) 022 (had) 090 (theo) G &V =¢":

T he theoretical uncertainty is estin ated as half the di erence between the RY LO pre-
diction for the running and pol bquark m ass de nitions (see Figure 4b).

To extract a m eaningful bguark running m ass from the four—gt obsarvable by m eans
ofEq.10,theNLO correction to R would be needed, which isonly available form assless
quarks [15,16]. However, an In provem ent of the LO estim ation can be obtained ifm ost
of them ass e ect is contained In the LO term and hence the NLO correction to R%" can
be approxim ated asm assless [17]:

RY = ) 5 — 5. (11)

>
2

+

vy,
0w

where the LO functions A®;A " are taken from [11{13]and the NLO m assless term B’
from [15,16]. As for the case of Ry [24], it was found that:

the NLO corrections using the pole and running m ass de nitions were both w ithin
the uncertainty band de ned by the two LO curves;

the running m ass de nition results in a an aller correction at NLO than the pole
m ass.

T he bm ass values obtained from R%' using this approxin ation are shown in F igure 5b—<.
They are found to be stable In the region vy > 0:003 and consistent w ith m ass results
obtained from RY" (both at LO and NLO ) and predicted values from QCD calculationsat
Jow energy evolved to M ; using the RG E . For the running m ass calculation, them assless
NLO correction is am all and results in very little e ect. On the contrary, for the pole
m ass the NLO correction is about 10% , leading to sizeable e ects.

For the running bgquark m ass de nition, the theoretical prediction of R ]Z‘ is taken to
be the central value of the follow Ing, In principle equivalent, four calculations: (a) Full
ratio asin Eqg. 11, expressed in temn s of the running m ass by m eans ofEqg. 10 at the scale

= M, ; (b)Sam e, butusing Eq.10 atan arbitrary scale o = M , and evolving the result
to =M, viathe RGE to obtaln m (M 5 ); (c) Series expansion of Eq. 11, expressad
In tetms of mp,(M ;) as in the st method; (d) Sam e, but htroducing an arbitrary
Interm ediate scale as In the second m ethod. The pole m ass prediction is obtained in a
sim ilar way. The resulting predictions for R]Z‘ are shown in Figure 4b for a reference
bouark m ass obtained by evolving the average of low energy m easurem ents my(m ) =
420 007GeV=c [14]totheM , scale,m (M ;)= 284 0:06GeV=c?,orby transhating
it to a polemass value: M , = 494 0:08GeV=c’. The strong coupling constant valie
used was (M ;)= 01202 0:0050 [25].
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4.6 Theoretical and m odelling uncertainties

T he follow Ing sources of system atic uncertainty have been considered for the com par-
ison of the corrected four-gt M E calculations w ith the experin ental results:

T heoreticaluncertainties, due to m issing higher orders in m atrix elem ent calculations
and to the use ofm assless next+to—-leading corrections for them ass extraction , cannot
be rigorously estim ated in the case of four—gts. However, follow ing a com parison
between the sam e approxin ation applied to R?‘ w ith the full m assive calculation
available In this case, this uncertainty was conservatively taken to be tw ice them ax-
num di erence between the four predictions de ned in Section 4.5. T he theoretical
uncertainty is responsible forabout 04 035 G eV =c’ in the uncertainty of the nal
result, and it is alm ost independent of y.,t. A lthough lower than in the case of the
LO calculation, it is three tin es higher than in the com pletely m assive three—pt
calculation.

M odelling uncertainties, related to the correction for hadronisation e ects of the
theoretical calculations at parton level using M onte Carlo event generators. This
Includes the uncertainty on the tuned values of the free param eters In each m odel
(Including the bm assparam eter entering in the parton shower [6]) and them odelling
ofhadronisation. T he size of them odelling uncertainty isestin ated ashalfthedi er-
ence betw een the predictions from Herw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08%. To include the
b assuncertainty in the estin ation of the hadronisation system atic uncertainty, the
m ass param eter in H erw ig and A riadne wasvaried within 0:125 G eV =¢Z around
their central values in order to m axin ize the di erence between both predictions.
This was achieved by setting the mass parameter to M, = 485 G&V=¢’ in both
generators. T he totalm odelling uncertainty amountsto (1 2)% in the region of
Veut > 09004, corresponding to about 02 G &V =¢ in tem s of both the running and
pol m ass results. The contrrbution from varying the m ass param eter am ounts to
about 0: Gev=c.

T he breakdow n of the theoretical and m odelling uncertainties in the bquark m ass results
obtained from RY isdetailed in Tablk 5.

5 Summary and conclusions

A new determ ination of the hadron—level R® and R [~ "% ftrates (n = 2;3;4 Fts) has
been perform ed, using avour tagging only in each n—gt sam ple and obtaining the global
nom alisation of the observables from the world average Ry, and R . m easurem ents [141].
T hism easurem ent isbased on a doubletag technique which m easures the avourtagging
e clencies directly from data, thereby reducing system atic uncertainties.

D oubleratio observables are also studied: RY" is obtained from the four—gt rates RS
and R, using this doubletag technique, and R using the event-tag m ethod de ned i
reference [6]. Results from RS (and from the previous m easurem ents of R} in [6]) are
also crosschecked.

R esults are presented at hadron level, in order to allow for future com parisonsw ithout
having to unfold hadronisation and detector corrections applied to the data (a summ ary
of Btrate results as a function of y.,+ is shown in Tables 6-7). They are com pared to
three M onte Carlo event generators: Pythia 6.156,Herw ig 6.2 and A riadne 4.08,
tuned to D elphidata [20]. The H erw ig 6.2 generator gives the best overall description

4T he result obtained w ith the Pythia 6.156 event-generator is com patible w ith the quoted results w ithin the m odelling
uncertainty.
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of avour ftrates, R® and R, but A riadne 4.08 provides the best results for R | .
For doublexatios, H erw ig 6.2 gives also the best description. However, the two—pt
observable RS is not satisfactorily described by any of the three generators considered.

A new detem ination of the bguark m ass in the four—gt topology hasbeen perform ed
using the C ambridge gtclistering algorithm [7]. The m ass ism easured by com paring
the experin ental results of RY at y.,c = 0:0065 with xed orderM E m assive LO calcula-
tions assum ing the universality of the strong coupling constant, . Them easured value
is:

myM )= 376 0:32 (stat) 0:17 (syst) 022 (had) 090 (theo)Gev=c’:

A procedure to approxin ate the NLO corrections w ith the m assless com ponent in order
to In prove the result has been tested successfully w ith the three—gtm assive calculations.
The m easured value of the running bguark m ass when applying this m ethod to the
four—et observable is:

myM )= 346 035 (stat) 0:19 (syst) 024 mod) 0:#44 (theo)G eV =
and the corresponding value for the pole m ass is:
M= 507 0:46 (stat) 024 (syst) 032 mod) 057 (theo)Gev=c’:

These results agree w ithin the uncertainties w ith the values obtained evolving the av—
erage of Iow energy measuramentsm ,(my) = 420 007 G eV=¢’ [l4]to theM , scale
using the RGE:m (M, ) = 284 006 GeV=¢, or by translating it to a pole m ass
valie: M, = 494 008GeV=c. The values ofmy(M 5 ) obtained from the LO and
approxin ate NLO R%Y calculations are shown in Figure 6 together with results from

other m easurem ents at the M , scale, In particular the m ost precise result from RY,
myM,)= 285 032GeV=c [6],aswellas results at low energy from sam ikptonic B -
decays [26]obtained at a lower m ass scale. A 1l experin ental results are consistent w ith
each other assum Ing the Q CD running prediction from RGE.

Themain lim itation in the extraction of m (M , ) from the Rf’ m easuram ent is the—
oretical. If a calculation with resumm ed LL logarithm s [27,28] could be used, a larger
range of yo,+ could be exploited. T his could potentially lead to a lower uncertainty.

Im provem ents to the precision ofm , (M 5 ) are not expected from com bining the di er-
ent m easuram ents because they are lJargely lin ited by comm on system atic uncertainties.
O ther m ethods w i1l likely be needed at future colliders in order to obtain m ore precise
determ nations of the bquark m ass at high energy. This will be in portant to interpret
the precise m easuram ents at the Linear C ollder in searches for new physics. A s an ex—
am ple, a fiiture linear collider operating at = s = 500G &V w ill produce H iggs bosons
coplously (if they exist). Since the decay branching fraction into bquarks is expected to
be proportional to the m ass squared, m easurem ents of this decay channel would be very
sensitive to the exact value of the m ass at that scale.
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Yeut RS R, RY RS R;

0.003|0:505 0003|0481 0003|1062 0:004||0:342 0002/0355 0:003
0.004|0:553 0003|0527 0003|1060 0003|0329 0:002]0:345 0:003
0.005[0:585  0:003{0:562  0:003|1053 0:003||0317 0002|0333 02003
0.006(0611 0:003|0:591 0:003|1:046 0:003||0306 0003|0321 02003
0.007(0633 0:003|0615 0:003|1:040 0:003||0295 0003|0310 02003
0008|0651 0003|0635 0:003|1:040 0003|0286 0:002/0:300 0:003
0009|0667 0003|0653 0003|1031 0003|0277 0002/0289 0:003
0.010{ 0681 0:003|0669 0:004|1:027 0:002||0268 0002|0280 02003

Table 6: Summ ary of experim ental two and three—fgt rates, w ith their total uncertainty,
as a function of yo+ [71].

Yeut R]Z Ré’l R]4O’

0.003|0:1148 0:0013{0:1248 0:0009|0:920 0013
0.004|0:0911 0:0012{0:1018 0:0007|0:895 0015
0.005|0:0757 0:0012{0:0856 0:0007|0:885 0016
0.006|0:0642 0001100729 0:0007]0882 0:017
0.007/0:0555 0:0010{0:0628 0:0006|0:884 0:019
0.008|0:0486 0:0010(0:0551 00006 088 0:03
0.009|0:0432 0:0010(0:0486 00005 089 0:02
0.010/0:0380 0:0010/0:0431 0:0005] 088 0:03

Table 7: Summ ary of experim ental four—gt rates, w ith their total uncertainty, as a fiilnc-
tion of Yeut [7 ]-
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Figure 1: Four—gt rate and its uncertainty as a function of (a) the bypurity and (b) the
Tightpurity (‘ = udsc, Yot = 0:0065). Chosen working points are m arked w ith arrow s,
and correspond to e ciencies of £ = 35% and | = 86% , regpectively. The statistical
(data and simn ulation) and totaluncertainties are shown.
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Figure 2: Com parison between the measured b and ‘ = uds Etyates and predictions
from the Pythia 6.156,Herw 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
relative uncertainty (statistical and system atic added in quadrature) of the experim ental
m easuram ent.
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F igure 3: C om parison betw een the eventtag (em pty circles) and double+tag (full squares)
technigues for them easured (a)RY and (b) RS observables. T he event-tag result of RS is
taken from [6]. T he com bined statistical (inner bars) and total uncertainty of the exper—
Im entaldata are shown. T he results are com pared to the predictions from the H erw ig
6.2 (s0olid),Pythia 6.156 (dashed),and A riadne 4.08 (dotted) event generators. T he
Jow er insets of the plots show the ratio of data to the di erent generators. A lso shown
as the shaded area is the one standard deviation relative uncertainty (statistical and
system atic added In quadrature) of the data.
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and 1995 data sam ples are not consistent w ith each other. (b) Com parison between
the m easured Rf’ and theoretical predictions: m assive LO predictions and approxim ate
(m assless) NLO corrections for the pole and running bquark m ass de nitions. R efer-
ence bquark m asses were obtained by evolring the average of low energy m easurem ents
mymy)= 420 007 GeV=c [14]to theM , scal as explained in Section 4.5. Hadro-
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NLO corrections include theoretical uncertainties estin ated as explained in Section 4 .5.
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Fiure 6: The energy evolution of the M S-running bequark mass m,(Q ) as mea—
sured at Lep. Delphi results from R% [6] at the M, scale and from sem ileptonic
B decays [26] at low energy are shown together with results from other experim ents
(A leph [3],0pal Eland S1d [5]). The masses extracted from LO and approxin ate
NLO calculations of R} are found to be consistent w ith previous experin ental results
and with the reference value m ,(Q ) (grey band) obtained from evolving the average
mymy) = 420 007 GeV=c¢’ from [14]using QCD RGE (with a strong coupling con—
stantvalue (M ;)= 0:1202 0:0050 [25]).



