arXiv:0901.4461v1 [hep-ex] 28 Jan 2009

EUROPEAN ORGANIZATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH

CERN {PH {EP/2008-018

13 N ovem ber 2008

A Study of bbg roduction in e"e
C ollisions at =~ s= 130207 G eV

DELPH I Collaboration

A bstract

M easurem ents are presented of Ry, , the ratio of the bb cross—section to the qg
crosssection In € e collisions, and the forward-backward asymm etry A2, at
twelve energy points in therange™ s= 130 207 G &V . These results are found
to be consistent w ith the Standard M odel expectations. T he m easuram ents are
usad to set lin its on new physics scenarios involring contact interactions.

(A ccepted by Eur. Phys. J.C)


http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.4461v1

i

JAbdallah?’, PAbreu’®, W Adam®®, PAdzic'?, T Abrecht'®, R AlemanyFemandez'®, T A lmendinger'?,
PPAIport?®, U Amadil, N Amapane®?, SAmato®>, E Anashkin®®, A Andreazza®®, SAndringa?!, N Anps??,
P Antilogus?’, W D Apel®, Y Amoud'™®, sSAsk!'®, BAsnan®®, JE Augustin?’, A Augustinus'®, P Baillon'?,
A Ballestrero®?, P Bam bade??, R Barbier?’, D Bardin'®, G JBarker’®, A Baroncelli*!, M Battaglial®, M Baubillier?’,
K-H Becks’®, M Begalli#, A Behm ann®’, E Ben-Haim“?, N Benekos’®, A Benvenuti®, C Berat'®, M Berggren?’,
D Bertrand? , M B esancon?? , N Besson?? , D B loch!?! , M Blom 33, M .B]uj57, M Bonesini?! , M Boonekam p42 ,
P S L BoothY?? , G B orisov?? , O Botner’? , B .Bouquet22 , TJV B ow cock?® , IB oyko18 , M B racko?® , R B renner’? ,
E Brodet®’ , P Bruckm an?0 , JM B runet’ , B Buschbeck®® , P Buschm ann®? , M C alvit! , T Cam poresilo , VC anale®® ,
F Carena'®, N Castro?, F Cavallb®, M Chapkin?®, PhCharpentier'®, P Checchia®®, R Chierici'®, P Chliapnikov??,
J Chudoba'®, sU Chung!®, K Cieslik??, P Collins'®, R Contri®, G Cosm €??, F Cossutt®! , M JCosta®, D Crennell®?,
J.Cuevas36, JD ’Hondt3, T da Sjba53, W Da Sjba27, G .De]JaRicca51, A .DeAnge]js52, w DeBoerw, C DeClercq3,
BDelLotto’?, NDeMaria’®, A DeM in®*®, LdePaula®, LDiCiaccio?®, A Disimone'!, K Doroba®’, JDrees’?i0,
G Eigen®, T Ekelbf*, M Ellert’®, M Elsing!?, M C Espirito Santo??, G Fanourakis!®, D Fassouliotis!3#, M Feindt'?,
J Fernandez*? , A Ferrer’® , F Ferro®® , U Flagm eyer59 , H Foeth!? , E Fokitis®? , F Fulda-Q uenzer?? , J Fuster’® ,
M Gandelman®3, C Garcia®®, PhGavillet!?, E Gazis®®, R Gokielil?”®’, B Golb*#7, G Gomez<eballos??,
P Goncalves’?, E Graziani!, G Grosdidier’?, K Grzelak®’, JGuy’?, C Haag'’, A Hallgren®®, K Ham acher’?,
K Ham jJLon37, S.Haug35, F.Haulerw, \ .Hedbergzs, M .Henneckelg, JHo man57, S-0 .Ho]mgren48, P.J.Holtlo,
M A Houlden?® , JN Jackson?® , G Jar]skoq28 , PJarry42 , D Jeans®’ , EK Johansson*8 , P Jonsson?® , C Joram 10 ,
L Jungem ann'? , FK apus‘ca27 , SK atsanevas®’ , E Katsou s34 , G K emel*® ,BPK ersevan?®#7 , UK erzel'® , BT K jngz5 ,
N JK jaerw , P X i3, P K okkinias'®, C K ourkoum elis’, O K ouznetsov'®, Z K rum stein'®, M K ucha]:czyk20 , JLam sal,
G Leder’®, F Ledroit'®, L Leinonen?®, R Leiner’?, JLem onne’, V Lepeltier¥??, T Lesiak?’, W Liebig®’, D Liko®,
A _Ljpniacka48 ,JH .Lopes53 ,JM _Lopez36 ,D ILoukast? , P Lutz?? , L .Lyorls37 ,JM acN aughton56 JA M alek®? ,SM altezos®? ,
FMandP®, JMarco??, R Marco?®, BMarechaP?, M M argoni38 , J< Marin'®, CMariotti®, A M arkou!?,
C M artinezR ivero?3, JM asik!4, N M astroyjannopoulosl3 , F M atorras®?, C M atteuzzi’!, F M azzucato3®,
M M azzucato’®, R M cNu]j:y25, C Meroni?®, EM J'gh'ore49, W M itaro °°, UM j)emmark28, T Moa*®, M Moch!'?,
K M oenigt®?, R M onge!®, JM ontenegro®®, D M oraes’®, SM oreno®®, PM orettini’®, U M ueller’®, K M uenich®?,
M Mulders’®, LMundin®, W Murray’®, B Muryn?', G Myatt®’, T M yklbust’®, M Nassiakou'®, F Navarria®,
K Nawrock’, SNemecek!?, R Nicokidou??, M N ikolenko'®!, A Oblakow ska-M ucha?!, vV O braztsov??, A O Ishevski®,
A Onofre?*, R Oraval’, K O sterberg!’, A Ouraou??, A Oyanguren®®, M Paganoni!, SPaianoc®, JP Palacios?®,
H Paka?’ , ThD .F’apadopou]ou34 , L Papelo , C P arkes?® , F Parodi® , U Parzefall'? , A Passeri'! , O Passon®? ,
L Peralta’®, V Perepelitsa®®, A Perrotta®, A Petrolini’®, JPiedra??, L Pieri’!, F Pierre??, M Pimenta’?, E Piottol?,
T Podobnik?#7, v Poireau'®, M E Pol’, G Polk?®, V Pozdniakov'®, N Pukhaeva'®, A Pullia®’, D Radoijicic®’,
P Rebecchi®, JRehn'?, D Reid®?, R Reinhardt®®, P Renton®’, F Richard??, JRidky'*, M R ivero??, D Rodriguez’?,
A Rom ero?? , P R onchese®® , P R oudeau?? , T R ovellf , V Ruhlm ann-K leider?? , D Ryabtchjkov44 , A .Sadovsky18 ,
LSammi’, JSalt’®, C Sander'’, A Savoy-Navarro?’, U Schwickerath!®, R Sekulin®’, M SiebeP’?, A Sisakian'®,
G Smad$p?’, 0 .Smimova®®, A Sokolov®?, A Sopczak??®, R SosnowskP’, T Spassov'’, M Stanitzki®, A Stocchi??,
J Strauss’®, B Stugu®, M Szczekow sk’ , M Szeptycka®’, T Szum lak?!, T Tabarell®!, F Tegenfeldt®®, J.T in m em ans>3,
L T katchev'® , M Tobin?® , S Todorovoval? , B .Tom et , A Tonazzo®! , P Tortosa®? , P Travnicek!? , D Treille!® ,
G Tristram °, M Trochin czuk®’, C Troncon3?, M L Turlier??, IA T yapkjn18 , P.T yapkjn18 , ST zam ariast?®, V U varov??,
G Valent®, PVanDam 33, JVan EXik!'?, N van Remorte?, IVan Vu]penlo , G .Veqni30 , FVelso?*, W Venus®,
P Verdier??, V Verzi!?, D Vilanova®?, LV ital’, V Vrba'?, H W ahlen®’, A JW ashbrook?>, C W eiser’®, D W icke'?,
JW ickens®, G W ikinson®’, M W inter'’, M W itek?®, O Yushchenko?*, A Zalewska?’, P.Zalewsk®’, D Zavrtanik®®,
V Zhuravlov'®, N Izin in'®, A Zintchenko'®,M Zupan'?



1D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, Jowa State U niversity, Am es TA 50011-3160, U SA
2P hysics D epartm ent, U niversiteit A ntwerpen, U niversiteitsplein 1, B-2610 A ntw erpen, B elgium
SIHE ,ULB-VUB,Pleinlaan 2,B-1050 Brussels, B elgium
4Physics Laboratory, University of A thens, Solonos Str. 104, GR -10680 A thens, G reece
5D epartm ent of P hysics, U niversity of Bergen, A llegaten 55, N O -5007 B ergen, N orw ay
D ipartin ento diF isica, U niversita diBologna and INFN ,V ia Irnerio 46, IT -40126 B ologna, Italy
7C entro B rasileiro de Pesquisas F sicas, rua X avier Sigaud 150, BR 22290 R io de Janeiro, B razil
8nst. de F sica, Univ. Estadualdo R io de Janeiro, rua Sao Francisco X avier 524, R o de Janeiro, B razil
9C ollege de France, Lab. de Physique C orpusculaire, IN 2P 3-CNR S, FR 75231 Paris C edex 05, France
10CERN,CH-1211 G eneva 23, Sw itzerland
M Institut de R echerches Subatom igques, IN2P3 ~CNRS/ULP -BP 20, FR 67037 Strasboury C edex, France
12N ow at DESY Zeuthen, P latanenallee 6, D -15735 Zeuthen, G em any
13 Mstitute of N uclear Physics, N C SR .D em okritos, PO . Box 60228, G R -15310 A thens, G reece
14FZzU, Inst. of Phys. of the C A .S.H igh Energy Physics D ivision, N a Slovance 2,C%-182 21, Praha 8, C zech R epublic
15D fpartin ento diF isica, Universita diG enova and INFN , V ia D odecaneso 33, IT -16146 G enova, Italy
18 mstitut des Sciences N ucleaires, IN 2P 3-CNR S, U niversite de G renoble 1, FR -38026 G renoble C edex, France
17H elsinki Institute of Physics and D epartm ent of Physical Sciences, PO . Box 64, FIN-00014 U niversity of H elsinki,
Finland
18 Joint Institute for N uclear R esearch, D ubna, Head Post O ce,P.O .Box 79,RU -101 000 M oscow , R ussian Federation
19 Institut fur E xperin entelle K emphysik, U niversitat K arlsruhe, Postfach 6980, D E-76128 K arlsruhe, G emm any
20 I stitute of N uclear Physics PAN U L. R adzikow skiego 152, PL-31142 K rakow , Poland
2lraculty of Physics and Nuclear Techniques, U niversity of M ining and M etallurgy, PL-30055 K rakow , Poland
22LAL,Univ Paris-Sud,CNR S/IN 2P 3, O rsay, France
2335chool of Physics and C hem istry, U niversity of Lancaster, Lancaster LA1 4Y B, UK
24L,1P, IST ,FCUL -Av. Elias G arcia, 14-1°, PT 1000 Lisboa C odex, Portugal
25p epartm ent of Physics, U niversity of L iverpool, PO .Box 147, LiverpoolL69 3BX ,UK
26D ept. of Physics and A stronom y, K elvin Building, U niversity of G lasgow , G lasgow G 12 8Q0Q ,UK
2TLPNHE, IN2P3-CNRS,Univ.ParisVIetV II, Tour 33 (RAC ), 4 place Jussieu, FR -75252 Paris C edex 05, France
28D epartm ent of Physics, U niversity of Lund, Solvegatan 14, SE-223 63 Lund, Sweden
299 niversite C laude B ernard de Lyon,IPNL, IN2P3-CNR S, FR 69622 V illeurbanne C edex, France
30D ipartim ento diF isica, Universita diM ilano and INFN-M ILANO ,V ia C eloria 16, IT 20133 M ilan, Ttaly
31D fpartin ento diF isica, Univ. diM ilano-Bicocca and INFN-M ILANO , P iazza della Scienza 3, IT 20126 M ilan, Ttaly
32IPNP ofM FF,Charles Univ.,ArealM FF,V Holesovickach 2, CZ-180 00, Praha 8, C zech R epublic
33NIKHEF,Postbus 41882, NL-1009 DB Am sterdam , T he N etherlands
34N ational TechnicalU niversity, P hysics D epartm ent, Zografou C am pus, GR -15773 A thens, G reece
35p hysics D epartm ent, U niversity of O slo, B lindermn, N0 0316 O slo, N orw ay
38D pto. Fisica, Univ. O viedo, Avda. Calvo Sotelo s/n, ES-33007 O viedo, Spain
37p epartm ent of Physics, University of O xford, K eble Road, O xford 0X 1 3RH ,UK
38p Jpartim ento diF isica, U niversita diPadova and INFN ,Via M arzolo 8, IT 35131 Padua, Italy
39R utherford A ppleton Laboratory, Chilton, D idcot 0X 11 0OQX ,UK
0D ipartim ento diF isica, Universita diRom a ITand INFN , Tor Vergata, IT -00173 Rom e, Italy
41D fpartin ento diF isica, Universita diRom a III and INFN ,V ia della Vasca N avale 84, IT 00146 Rom e, Ttaly
42DA PN IA /Service de Physique des Particules, C EA -Saclay, FR 91191 G if-sur-Y vette C edex, France
43 mstituto de Fisica de C antabria (CSIC-UC ), Avda. los Castros s/n, ES-39006 Santander, Spain
4 mst. ori igh Energy Physics, Serpukov PO .Box 35, Protvino, (M oscow R egion), R ussian Federation
457, Stefan Institute, Jam ova 39, SI-1000 L Jublpna, Slovenia
481, aboratory for A stroparticle P hysics, U niversity of N ova G orica, K ostan fviska 16a, SI-5000 N ova G orica, Slovenia
47D epartm ent of P hysics, U niversity of L jublfna, SI-1000 L jubljna, Slovenia
48p ysikum , StockhoIn U niversity, Box 6730, SE-113 85 Stockholm , Sweden
49D jpartin ento diF isica Sperin entale, U niversita di Torino and INFN ,Via P.G iuria 1, IT 10125 Turin, Ttaly
S0INFN ,Sezione diTorino and D Jpartim ento diF isica Teorica, Universita diTorino,V ia G uria 1, IT -10125 Turin, Ttaly
51D fpartin ento diF isica, Universita diTrieste and INFN ,V ia A . Valerio 2, IT -34127 Trieste, Ttaly
52 Istituto diFisica, U niversita diUdine and INFN , IT 33100 U dine, Taly
53U niv. Federaldo R io de Janeiro, C P. 68528 C idade Univ., Iha do Fundao BR 21945970 R io de Janeiro, B razil
54D epartm ent of R adiation Sciences, U niversity of Uppsala, P.O .Box 535, SE-751 21 Uppsala, Sweden
SSIFIC,Valncia€SIC,and D FA M N ., U.deValncia,Avda. D r. M oliner 50, ES-46100 Burhssot (Valenciz), Spain
56 Institut fur H ochenergiephysik, O sterr. Akad. d. W issensch., N kolsdorfergasse 18, AT -1050 V ienna, A ustria
57T mst. Nuclear Studies and U niversity of W arsaw ,U 1. Hoza 69,PL-00681 W arsaw , Poland
58N ow at University of W arw ick, C oventry CV 4 7AL,UK
59Fachbereich Physik, University of W uppertal, Postfach 100 127, D E-42097 W uppertal, G em any
Y deceased



1 Introduction

The ratio Ry, (€e ! bb)= (€e ! gg)and A2, , the forward-backward pro-
duction asymm etry of bottom quarks in €' e collisions, are in portant param eters in
precision studies of electroweak theory, and are sensitive probes of new physics. This
paper presents m easuram ents of R, and A?B m ade at centre-ofm ass energies ( s) be-
tween 130 G&V and 207 G &V . Events containing a bb pair have several characteristic
featuires, m ost notably the presence of secondary vertices, which m ay be used to select
a sam ple enriched In bdecays. A b-tag’ variable has been constructed for this purpose,
which exploits the high resolution tracking provided by the DELPHT Silicon Tracker.
Tn the asymm etry m easuram ent the ham isphere containing the b-quark has been deter-
m ined using a ham ispherecharge technique. Tn order to enhance sensitivity to possible
new physics con%:db_ut]'ons from high gnergy scales, allm easurem ents have been m ade for
events nwhich sks 085,where’ Listhee ective centre-ofm ass energy after nitial
state radiation. In the Standard M odele' e | bb events are produced by an schannel
process propagated by either photon or Z-Joson exchange. O ver the interval of collision
energies under nvestigation the relative strengths of the two contributions evolre so that
the value of Ry, is expected to fall, and that of A2, to rise, slowly with = s.

Studies of bb production at collision energies above the Z-pole have been presentgd by
other LEP collaborations [1{5]. T he results presented here for the energies 130 S
172 G &V supersede those of an earlier DELPH I publication [6].

Sect. 2 describes the datasets and the agpects of the D ELPH I detector relevant for the
analysis. T he event selection isdiscussed In Sect. 3. TheRy, determ ination is presented in
Sect. 4 and that of A2, in Sect.5. An interpretation of the results w ithin the context of
both the Standard M odel and possible new physics m odels including contact interactions
is given in Sect. 6.

2 D atasets, the DELPH ID etector and Sin ulation

LEP 2 operation }%egan in 1995, when around 6 pb ' ofdata were delivered at centre—
ofmass energies of © s =130 G&V and 136 G&v. In 1996 the collision energy of the
beam s was raised to, and then beyond, the W *W  production threshold of 161 G&V .
Each subsequent year saw increasing am ounts of integrated lum inosity produced at ever
higher energies, reaching 209 G &V in the year 2000. In total around 680 pb ' were
collected by the DELPH I experinm ent at 12 ssparate energy points. Note that during
the 2000 run, operation occurred at a nearcontinuum of energies between 202 G €V and
209 G &V . In the present study the data collected during 2000 are divided into two bins,
above and below 2055 G&V. Throughout LEP 2 operation collisions were perform ed
w ith unpolarised beam s. The m ean collision energies for each period of operation and
the Integrated lum inosities used in the analysis are summ arised In Table 1. M ore details
on the LEP collision energy calibration and the DELPH I um nosity determ ination are
given In [7]and [8], respectively.

In addition to the high energy operation, in each year from 1996 onwards LEP also
delivered 1{4 pb ! at the Z-pole, in order to provide well understood calibration data for
the experim ents. In this paper the events collected during the calbration running are
referred to as the Z-data’, and provide control sam ples for the high-energy studies. In
1995 the control sam ple is taken from the Z-peak data inm ediately preceeding the sw itch
to 130 G &V operation. In 2000 a second set of Z-data was collected in order to provide



a dedicated calbration sam ple for the period In which the DELPHITPC had in paired
e ciency (see below ).

A description of the D ELPH Idetector and its perform ance can be found in [9,10]. For
the analyses presented in this paper, the m ost in portant sub-detector in DELPHI was
the Silicon Tracker [11]. T he Silicon Tracker was a three-layer vertex detector providing
m easuram ents in both the view s transverse and longitudinal to the beam line, w ith the
capabilities to provide e ective b-tagging over the polar angle intervalof25 < < 155,
where is the angle w ith respect to the e beam direction. End-caps of m inistrip and
pixel detectors gave tracking coverage down to = 10 (170 ). The Silicon Tracker was
fully installed in 1996 and rem ained operational until the end of the LEP 2 programm e.
During the 1995 run b-taggihg inform ation was provided by the m icrovertex detector
described In [12].

D uring the 2000 run, one of the 12 azin uthal sectors of the central tracking cham ber,
the TPC, failed. A fter the beginning of Septem ber 2000 it was not possible to detect the
tracks left by charged particles in that sector. The data a ected correspond to approxi-
m ately one quarter of the total dataset of that year (the BTPC ' period). N evertheless,
the redundancy of the tracking system of DELPH I m eant that tracks passing through
the sector could still be reconstructed from signals in the other tracking detectors. A
m odi ed tracking reconstruction algorithm wasused in this sector, which included space
points reconstructed in the BarrelR ICH detector. A s a result, the track reconstruction
e ciency was only slightly reduced in the region covered by the broken sector, but the
track param eter resolutions were degraded com pared w ith the data taken prior to the
failure of this sector (the G TPC ' pericd).

To determ ine selection e ciencies and backgrounds in the analysis, events were sim —
ulated using a variety of generators and the DELPHIM onte Carlo [10]. These events
were passed through the full data analysis chain. D i erent software versions were used
for each year, In order to follow tin e variations in the detector perform ance. For the year
2000, ssparate GTPC and BTPC sets of sin ulation were produced. T he typical size of
the sin ulated sam ples usad in the analysis is two orders of m agnitude larger than those
of the data.

The e'e | ff process was simulbted with KK 414 [13], interfaced with PYTHIA
6.156 [14,15] for the description of the hadronisation. For system atic studies, the alter—
native hadronisation description In plemented in ARIADNE 4.08 [17]was used. Four-
ferm ion background events were sim ulated w ith the generatorw PHACT 2.0 [18,19],w ith
PYTHIA again used for the hadronisation.

3 Event Selection

T he analysiswasm ade using charged particlesw ith m om entum lying between 0.1 G &V
and 15 ( s=2), and m easurem ent uncertainty of less than 100% , and having a closest
approach to the beam —spot of less than 4 an in the plane perpendicular to the beam
axis, and less than 4/sin  an along the beam axis. Neutral showers were used above a
m InIm um energy cut,which was 300 M eV for the barrel electrom agnetic (HPC ) and very
forward calorim eter (ST IC ), and 400 M €V for the forward electrom agnetic calorin eter
(FEM C).

T he follow Ing requirem ents were applied to select a pure sam ple of hadronic events,
and to ensure that each event lay w ithin the acceptance of the Silicon Tracker:

Num ber of charged particke tracks 7;



Quadrature sum over each end-cap of energy reconsb:gcted n the forward electro-
m agnetic calorin eter system STIC + FEMC) 085( s=2);

Total transverse energy > 0:

Energy of charged particles > Of S;

R estriction on the polar angle of the thrust axis, r , such that jocos +j 09.

D ata-taking runs were excluded In which the tracking detectors and Silicon Tracker were
not fully operational.

In addition to this selection a W =veto’ was applied to suppress the contam ination
from four-ferm ion events. T he veto procedure consisted of forcing the event into a four—
Bt toplgbgy using the LUCLUS [14,15] algorithm and Im posing the requirem ent that
Enn= S) nmn < 425 ,where E, 4 is the energy of the softest gt, and i the
an allest opening angle found betw een all tw o—t com binations. T his condition isdesigned
to distinguish between tw o—-ferm ion events containing gluon gts, and genuine four-fem ion
badckground. Less than 40% of foursferm ion events survive the hadronic selection and the
W —veto.

T he analysis js§o_noemed w ith events produced w ith an e ective centre-ofm ass energy
of theqg system , s, at or around the collision energy,” s. The e ective centre-ofm ass
energy is reconstructed as in the hadronic analysis reported In [8]. A constrained t
is perform ed, taking as input the cbserved Pt directions as found by the DURHAM
clustering algorithm [16], in posing energy and m om entum conservation, and assum ing
any ISR photon was am itted along the beam Ine. Rqadjat]'ye retums to the 72 are then
refcted by requiring that the reconstructed value of s=s  0:85:Contam ination from

events w ith true values of SO_S below this threshod is around 16% at 1303 Ge&V and

reduces to about 6% at 2066 G&V.

Asa nalcondition, eventswith D;,J 15 are refcted, where P ., jis one of the
event charge variables de ned In Sect. 51. This selection is applied to exclude badly
m easured events from the asymm etry m easuram ent, and rem oves around 0.5% of the
sam ple. q_

T he num bers of events passing the high  s%s two-ferm ion hadronic selection at each
energy point are listed in Tabl 1, together w ith the M onte C arlo expectations. The two
sets of num bers agree well. T he background from four-fem ion events is estinm ated to
be around 9% in the 1721 G &V dataset, rising to 21% In the 2066 G&V sam ple. The
contam ination from events is around 0.3% . A 1l other backgrounds are negligible.

A ‘btag’variable is usad to extract a subb-sam ple of events enriched in b-quarks from
the non+radiative g sam ple. This variable m akes use of three obsarvables, known to
distinguish between b-quark events and those events w ith non-o content. In this analysis,
the three categories of obsarvable considered are:

A Iifetim e variable, constructed from the Im pact param eters of charged particle
tracks in each #t;

The invariant m ass of charged particles form ing any secondary vertices that are
found;

T he rapidities of charged particles in any secondary vertex, de ned w ith respect to
the gt direction.

T hese properties are used to construct a single event b-tag’variable, B 1.4 , of typicalvalue
between 5 and 10. Events w ith higher values of this variable are enriched in b-events.
M ore inform ation on the btagging procedure m ay be found in [20]. Tn this analysis a
cut value of 1 isusad for all high energy data sets to select the b-enriched sam ple; this



Table 1: The year of data-taking, m ean centre-ofm ass energy, integrated lum inosity,
num ber of events after hadronic selection and W <efction (Before b+tag’), and num ber
of events after the b+ag. In the year 2000 the num bers in parentheses are those corre—
sponding to the G TPC sub-sam ple. Num bers are shown fordata and M onte C arlo, w here
for the Jatter the sam ples have been scaled to the integrated lum inosity of the data and
Standard M odel cross-section values are assum ed.

o_ R Before btag A fter btag

Year s [GeVv ] L dt [pb e D ata MC D ata MC
1995 1303 29 224 224 30 24
1363 26 160 160 15 17

1996 1613 101 363 321 46 36
1721 100 304 280 27 29

1997 182.7 531 1351 1284 117 137
1998 1886 1568 3567 3541 365 379
1999 191 .6 258 563 565 68 57
1955 76 2 1629 1597 164 159

1995 830 1651 1670 184 162

201.7 406 807 799 88 77
2000(204 8 (204.8)] 82.8 (76.1)|1538 (1411) 1572 (1447)|144 (131) 147 (137)
2066 (206.6)| 1364 (84.7)| 2510 (1586) 2536 (1581)|240 (167) 233 (148)
Total 6803 14667 14549 1488 1457

selection has a typicale ciency for b b events of around 65% ,but only 2.5% for cc events
and 03% for light quark events. T he num bers of events passing the b-tag are listed in
Table 1. Here the M onte C arl num bers do not include the correction factors discussed
In Sect. 4.

4 M easurem ent of Ry

4.1 Procedure and C alibration with Z D ata
For each energy point Ry, is determ ined through the follow ing relation:

D 4f
N 4 N g

N D N RpG p+ Ree ¢+ was I &Re  @Ryp): 1)
total total

Here NP ) g and N2 ..., are the num ber of events in the data, and the estin ated
four-ferm ion background respectively, before (after) the application of the b-tag cut; R . is
directly analogous to Ry, , but de ned for cc events; and ,, . and .45 are the e ciencies
of theb—tag cut applied to b, c and Iight quark events respectively. g, and c. are correction
factors, which account for the fact that the e ective values of R, and R, arem odi ed by
the hadronic selection, and that there is som e contam ination from initial state radiative
production in the sam ple, the fraction of which can in principle bedi erent foreach quark
type, and therefore changes w ith the application of the b-tag. Sin ulation Indicated that
these correction factors lie w ithin 12% of unity.

The e ciency and expected background w ere determ ined prin arily from M onte C arlo,
and cross<hecked, where possible, from the data them selves. Figure 1 show s the distri-



bution of the b-tag variable, B 1,4, In data and simulation for each dataset. In these plots
the 2000 data have been divided between GTPC and BTPC operation, and the 1995
and 1996 data have been com bined. In general, reasonable agream ent can be seen forall
years in the region around and above the cut position of B,y = 1:0,w ith w orse agreem ent
for the background-dom inated region below the cut. (T he im plications of this In perfect
background description are assessed below .)

T he running at the Z-pol in each year provides a control sam ple which m ay be used
to calbrate the sinulation. The value of Ry, at the Z-pole iswellknown from LEP 1 [211].
T his value has been com pared w ith the results obtained from applying expression (1) to
each sam ple of Z-calibbration data. F igure 2 show s the distribution of B 4 for Z—calibration
data of the 2000 G TPC period, together w ith that of the corresponding sim ulation. T he
b-tag variable hasam ild dependence on the collision energy. In order tom ake the Z-data
study as relevant as possible to the high energy m easurem ents, the cut value was placed
at By = 0% for these data, which gives a sin ilar e clency to the valie usad at high
energy. T he analysis retumed a value of Ry, which was sin ilar for all datasets apart from
1998,with amean thatwas (4:1 1:2)% higher in relative term s than the world average
result. The value found for 1998 was (42 14)% lower than the world average.

The o st in them easuram ent ofR 4, w ith the Z-data can be caused by in perfections
In sinulating the response of the detector to the b events, the background or to both.
(E ects arising from uncertainties in the know ledge of the B and D decay m odelling
have been accounted for and found to be sn all.) In order to distinguish between these
possibilities, a twas perform ed to the B 4 distrdbution of the Z-data In the background
enriched region around the cut value (0 < By < 2:35), taking the shapes of the signal
and background from the sinulation and tting their relative contrrbutions. T he results
retumed background scaling factors w ith respect to the sim ulation w hich varied between
around 09 and 1.2, depending on the year, w ith a relative precision of better than 5% .
A fter allow ing for these corrections, the rem aining, and m ost signi cant, cause for the
0 set was attrbuted to an incorrect estin ate of the b+tagging e ciency.

A  t was perform ed to the background level in the high energy data, ddentical to
that m ade w ith the Z+unning sam ples. C om patble results were obtained within  10% .
For the high energy R, extraction, therefore, these Zpole determ ined scaling factorswere
applied to the cc and uds background, w ith this 10% uncertainty assigned asa system atic
error, uncorrelated between years. The sam e factors were applied to the fourfem ion
badckground, but w ith tw ice the system atic uncertainty, as this background com ponent is
not present in the Z-data. F inally, the b-tagging e ciency was corrected by the am ount
Indicated from the low energy study, w ith half of this correction taken as an uncertainty,
to account for any vardation w ith energy. T he correction factor varied between 0959 in
1998 and 1.045 for the highest energy point of 2000. G en the very sin ilar nature of the
0 st seen in the Zpole study for all years apart from 1998, the uncertainty was taken
as correlated for these datasets.

T he calibbration procedure was repeated under di erent conditions and assum ptions,
for exam ple using the sam e B 3 cut value for Z-pole and high energy data, and using
an absolute o set rather than a factor to correct the e ciency. In all cases com patible
results were obtained.

Table 2 show s the post b—+tag sam ple com position at each energy point, after applying
the various corrections factors and assum Ing the Standard M odel production fractions.
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Tablk2:T h%percentages ofeach event category m aking up the sam ple after the cutson re—
constructed  s%=s and By, foreach energy. In the case ofbb events the division between
S

high and low true s%s is Indicated. For the non-bb nal states the low e 0 com ponent
is included in the category de nition. (N ote that for the energies P s=1303-1721Gé&V,
the cc and uds background contributions have uncertainties of around 0.5% ,due to nite
M onte C arlo statistics.)

P s [G eV ]| bbP == 0es POP T s cc uds 4-ferm ion
1303 79.7 15.8 3.7 0.7 0
1363 77.8 17.9 29 14 0
1613 83.9 106 44 05 06
1721 8223 84 49 16 2.7
182.7 821 7.7 51 15 36
1886 81.8 7.0 56 15 42
1916 83.1 69 49 12 40
1955 82.7 6.7 49 15 42
1995 82.9 6.5 49 13 44
201.7 82.6 6.4 48 15 46
2048 81.7 62 53 15 52
2066 82.1 6.0 5.0 16 53




4.2 System atic U ncertainties in M odelling of P hysics
P rocesses

T he stability of the results was studied w ith regpect to uncertainties in the know ledge
of In portant properties of B and D production and decay, and other event characteristics
relevant to the b-tag. The variation In the param eter values was In plam ented by re—
welghting M onte C arlo events to them odi ed distribution.

b and c¢ fragm entation: Simulated b and cc events at high energy had their
Peterson fragm entation param eters [22] varied in the range corresponding to the
uncertainties in the m ean scaled energy of weakly decaying b and ¢ hadrons In 7

decays [211].

b and ¢ decay m ultiplicity: The charged b decay m ultiplicity was allowed to
vary In the range 4955 0062 [21] and that of D m esons was varied according
to R1,23],with a 05 uncertainty assigned to the charged m ultiplicity of ¢ baryon

decays.

b and chadron com position: T heproportionsofweakly decaying b and chadrons
w ere varied according to the results reported in [24]and [25] respectively.

b and ¢ hadron lifetim e: The b and ¢ hadron lifetin es were varied w ithin their
m easured range [24]. In the b hadron case thiswas 1:576 0:016 ps.

gluon splitting to heavy quarks: The rate of gluion splitting to o and cc per
hadronic event was varied In the range (0254 0:051)% and (296 0:38)% respec—
tively [211.

K} and  production: The rate of K and hadrons was varied by 5%,

consistent w ith [26,27].

For each property In tum, the value of Ry, was recalculated using the reweighted sim u-—
lation as input and the observed change taken as the system atic uncertainty. T he results
for the 188.6 G &V and 2066 G &V energy points are shown in Table 3, w ith the totalun—
certainty corresponding to the sum in quadrature of the Individual com ponents. Sin ilar
behaviour was obsarved for the other energy points.

4.3 Summ ary of System atics and R esults

T he relative system atic uncertainties on Ry, are summ arised in Table 4. In addition

to those com ponents already discussed, contributions are included which arise from the
nite size of the M onte Carlo simulation sam ple, and from the e ect of the uncertainty

n the residual radiative contam ination In the analysis. Studies on the resolution of the

s%s reconstruction indicated that this background was understood to the level of 10% .
It can be seen that the dom nant source of system atic uncertainty is that com ing from
the com parison w ith the Z-data.

The results for Ry, are given In Table 5, together w ith the statistical and system atic
uncertainties. T he correlation m atrix for these results can be found in Appendix A . For
each of the tw o energy points of the year 2000 the results for the G TPC and BTPC period
are found to be com patible and are thus com bined into a single value. N o variation ofR
is considered in the system atic uncertainty, but the dependence of Ry, on this quantity,

R p=R. R3M),istabulated explicitly.

T he intermal consistency of the m easured Ry, results m ay be studied, under the as-
sum ption that any dependence of the true value on collision energy can be neglected.
The pulldistrbution of (R, < Ry > )= isfound to have a spread of 1.2, w ith them ost



Table 3: Fractional system atic uncertainties on R, associated w ith physics m odelling for
two illustrative energy points. Values are given in percent.

Energy point
U ncertainty Source 188,66 Gev 2066 Gev
b fragm entation 02 02
b decay m ultiplicity 05 0:7
b hadron com position 02 02
b hadron lifetim e 02 03
c fragm entation 01 01
c decay m ultiplicity 03 02
c hadron com position 02 02
c lifetim e 01 01
g! bb 0:1 01
g! cc 01 < 01
KJ and production 02 03
Total 08 09

Table 4: T he fractional systam atic uncertainty, in percent, on Ry, , energy point by energy

point.
pé [GeV ]|Z Comparison M odelling 4-ferm ion M C Stats Rad. Bckgd.| Total
1303 1.7 1.1 / 24 05 32
1363 138 11 / 29 04 36
1613 16 11 0.1 19 0.1 2.7
1721 138 11 05 22 0.1 31
182.7 21 1.0 09 0.4 0.1 25
188 .6 21 038 08 0.4 0.1 24
1916 22 038 038 05 03 2.5
195.5 22 09 09 05 0.1 26
199.5 22 10 09 05 02 26
201.7 22 09 09 04 02 26
204 .8 21 09 12 04 0.1 26
206 .6 24 09 11 03 02 238
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Table 5: The results forRy, at each energy point. A 1so given are the dependences ofRy, on
R, and the values for the latter fraction assum ed in the analysis [28]. For convenience,
the corresponding Standard M odel expectations for R, are included.

P - R SM SM
S [(; eV ] Rb stat syst R RbgM ) RC Rb

1303 |0.228 0.041 0.007 0027 0220 0.186
1363 |0.153 0.041 0.006 0023 0226 0.182
1613 |0.183 0.029 0.005 0023 0244 0170
1721 0127 0.028 0.004 0023 0249 0.167
182.7 |0.127 0.013 0.003 0032 0253 0.165
1886 |0.166 0.009 0.004 0035 0255 0.164
1916 |0.194 0.024 0.005 0032 0256 0.163
1955 |0.1e6l 0.013 0.004 0031 0258 0.163
1995 |0.187 0.014 0.005 0031 0258 0.162
201.7 |0.183 0.020 0.005 0030 0259 0.162
2048 |0.156 0.014 0.004 0031 0259 0.161
2066 |0.163 0.011 0.005 0029 0260 0.161

outlying entry arising from the m easurem ent atp s= 183GeV,which is2.7 below the
mean.

T he stability of the results has been exam ned when changing the value of the btag
cut. The cut position was tightened to a value of B ,q= 2.5 in the high energy data, and
Bwg=2.1 In the Z-data, and R, reevaluated at each energy point. Under this selection
the event sam ples halve In size, but the non-dob background is reduced by an ost a factor
of three. No statistically signi cant change in result was observed w ith respect to the
standard selection for any energy point in isolation, nor for all energy points averaged
together, indicating that the background levels and e ciency are well understood for
both selections.

Theresults forRy, are com pared w ith the Standard M odel expectations and interpreted
in the context of possible new physics contrlbbutions in Sect. 6.

5 M easurem ent of A2,

51 Procedure

For the non+radiative bb events selected In this study, the expected form of the di er—

ential cross—section is given by:
dyp

dcos

8
/ 1+ cof , + gAEBcosb; (2)

where , is the polar angle the bquark m akes w ith the initiale direction.

T he analysis presented in this paper is based on an unbinned lkelihood t to expres—
sion (2), and hence requires know ledge of [, which is the eventby-event value of , as
reconstructed In DELPH I. T his reconstruction is perform ed using the thrust axis and a
hem isphere charge technique. Fach event is divided into two hem igpheres by the plane
perpendicular to the thrust axis that contains the nom inal interaction point. Sin ulation
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show s that for nonradiative events the thrust axis is a good approxim ation to the di-
rection of em ission of the initialbb pair. Then the *ham igphere charges’ Q» and Qg are
calculated for the forward and backward hem ispheres. Qr isde ned:
P D 0
iGPi T3
2 .

QF . 4
iPi T3

(3)
where p; and g; are the mom entum and charge of particle i, T is the thrust axis,

is an em pirical param eter, and the sum runs over all charged particle tracks for which
p: T > 0.@ isde ned in an analogousm anner w ith the requirem ent thatp; T < O.
T he inform ation from both hem ispheres m ay be com bined into two event variables:

QFB QF QB: (4)

The sign ofQ ;; Is sensitive to whether the b-quark was emn itted In the forward or back—
ward hem igphere. Thevalueof in equation (3) istuned tom axin ise thisdiscrim ination,
and is set to 0.5. Figure 3 (@) shows Q5 , plotted for alldata. There is a an all, but
signi cant negative o set, indicating that the bquark is preferentially em itted in the for-
ward hem isphere. Q ., hasno sensitivity to the initial b-quark direction, but provides a
quantity which can be com pared between data and sim ulation, w ith a w idth that re ects
the resolution of them ethod. Q 1, ispltted in Fig.3 (b), together w ith the correspond-
Ing quantity from the simulation. A s expected, it is centred on zero. T he distrlbution is
m argihally w der in data than In the M onte Carb.
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Figure 3: D istrdbution of the two event charge variables for all data after b+tag cut. (a)
show s the charge asymm etry between the two hemn ispheres, Q ., . (b) shows the sum of
the hem isphere charges, Q ;5 - A 1so shown are the expectations from the sim ulation, which
are generated w ith the Standard M odel values for the asym m etries of each com ponent.

T he cosine of the reconstructed b-quark direction is then given by:
X cos kraec = sion(Qpg)  Joosr J (5)

where ¢ is the polar angle of the thrust axis. The distrdbution of cos [~ is shown
In Fig. 4 (a), or the ull LEP 2 dataset, plotted for events where D ., j> 0:d1. The
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asymm etry which is observed is an underestin ate of the realasym m etry, both because of
fn istags’ and because of background contam ination. D etector ine ciencies also distort

the distrbbutions, particularly In the forward and backward regions. M istags are events
In which the sign of Q . does not give the correct b-quark direction. M istags dilute the
true asymmetry by a factorD = (1 2! ), where ! is the probability of m istag. Note
that ! hasa dependence on the absolute value 0ofQ ;5 . For exam ple, sin ulation indicates
that for the ensem ble of high energy data the m istag rate has a value of | = 045 for
eventswhere P, j< 0:d,and ! = 027 in thecasewhen D, Jj> 0:1,llIngto ! = 0:17
when D, J> 036. Figure 4 (b) show s the sam e data after correction for background
contam ination, detector ine ciency and m istags, and the corresponding distribbution for

the Z-data. It is apparent that the high energy data exhibit an asymm etry signi cantly
higher than that of the Z-data, which have a value consistent w ith that m easured at

LEP 1 [21].
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Figure 4: T he observed angular distrribution for all data after b-+tag cut and the require-
ment P, J> 0:1. (@) shows the raw distrdbution of events w ith respect to cos [~ to-
gether w ith the expectations from sim ulation, generated w ith the Standard M odel values
for the asym m etries of each com ponent. (b) shows the di erential cross—section (nor—
m alised to the total cross-section w ithin the acceptance) w ith respect to cos [, where

22F is the b-quark direction after correction for wrong avour tags, non-uniform accep-
tance e ciency and background. A lso shown is the corresponding distribution for the

LEP 2 Z-data. T he superim posad curves are ts to the form of the expected di erential
cross-section.

O ptin al sensitivity to A2, is achieved through perform ng a m axm inum lkelhood

t, taking as the probability density function the expected di erential cross-section of

equation (2). At each energy point, the m easured asymm etry AL is determ ined by
m axin ising the follow Ing expression :

X 8
nL= 7 1+ X7+ JArs Ki i (©)
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where the sum runs over all events. M istags and contam ination are accounted for by
w riting %
ATSS = £DJA;: (7)
J

Here the sum runsover the ve categoriesofevent type in the sam ple: signal, radiative bb
contam ination, cc, Iight quark and four-ferm jon. Fach category enters w ith a proportion
£y, asgiven by the values in Table 2, w ith a true asymm etry A 5 and dilution factorD 5,
where A § for the signal category is equivalent to AP, . For the purposes of accounting for
the background in the t, equation (2) is an adequate description of the distrlbbution of
radiative and four-ferm ion events. T he dilution factors are determ ined from sin ulation,
and the asym m etries of the background processes are set to their Standard M odel ex—
pectations. In order to exploit the dependence of the m istag probability on the absolute
value of the charge asym m etry, all events are used, but the dilutions and event fractions
are evaluated In four bins of P 5 jand ncluded In the t accordingly.

The tprocedure hasbeen tested on a large ensam ble of sim ulated experin ents, and
found to give unbiased results w ith correctly estin ated uncertainties. It has also been
applied to the Z-data. A veraged over all datasets, the m easured asym m etry m inus that
value determm ined at LEP 1 [21]is found tobe 0:01 0:01.

5.2 Results and System atic U ncertainties

T hem ost in portant source of systam atic uncertainty in the asym m etry m easurem ent
is associated with the know ledge of the perform ance of the charge asymm etry variable.
T here are three signi cant contribbutions to this uncertainty:

D etector R esponse: The distrbbution of track m ultiplicity as a function of m o-
mentum has an alldi erences between data and M onte Carlo both at high and low
m om entum , which m ay be attributed to an im perfect m odelling of the track recon-
struction in the simulation. Tracks were resweighted in the simulation in order to
establish the e ect on the m istag rate. Sin ilar studies were conducted to under—
stand the consequences of di erences in them om entum resolution between data and
M onte C arb. Finally, the w dth of the Q 1, distrdbbution was arti cially ncreased In
the sim ulation, to m atch that of the data, by ad justing the value of the param eter
n the analysis of the sin ulation alone, and the e ect on Q .5 was determm ined.

H adronisation: An altemative M onte Carlo data set of events based on ARI-
ADNE [17]was used to assess the robustness of the estin ation of the m istag rate
w ith respect to the description of the hadronisation process used in the sim ulation.
M onte C arlo Statistics: The lim ited am ount of sim ulation data available intro-
duces a nonnegligble statistical uncertainty in the know ledge of the m istag rate.

A dditional possible sources of m easurem ent bias related to the m istag have been consid-
ered, for exam ple whether any signi cant angular dependence exists in the value of the
dilution. These e ects were found to have negligible im pact on the results.

In addition to these studies, system atic uncertainties were evaluated arising from the
sam e three sources that were considered in the R, m easuram ent, nam ely the uncertainty
associated with the sam ple com position as assessed from the Z-data; the uncertainty
In the level of the 4-ferm ion background; and the uncertainty in the m odelling of the
physics processes (apart from hadronisation). T he m odelling system atic here includes a
com ponent arising from the uncertainty in the know ledge of the b-m ixing param eter
Thiswas varied w ithin the range 0:128 0:008, follow iIng the evaluation reported in [24].
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Table 6: System atic uncertainties on A2, for two illustrative energy points.

Energy point
U ncertainty Source 1886 Gev 2066 Gev
D etector R esponse 0054 0038
H adronisation 0:027 0:025
M C Statistics 0:016 0:011
Z Com parison 0008 0004
M odelling 0:008 0:008
QCD Correction 0:018 0:018
4-ferm ion 0:003 0:006
R adiative background 0:004 0:004
Total 0:066 0:051

Tabl 7: The results for A?B at each energy point, together w ith the Standard M odel
expectation [28].
P

_ b;SM
sGev] A2, stat syst |Apn

1303 0.569 0.507 0.112| 0473
1363 0.447 0615 0.117| 0496
1613 1344 0.346 0.097| 0550
1721 0.407 0.523 0.099| 0.564
182.7 1-0.120 0.245 0.102| 0575
1886 0.703 0.157 0.066| 0579
1916 0391 0.304 0.049| 0.582
1955 0.875 0221 0.060| 0.584
1995 0.602 0.185 0.052| 0.587
201.7 0.756 0.298 0.055| 0.588
204 .8 0.718 0252 0.061| 0.590
206.6 0.108 0.180 0.051| 0591

A further uncertainty is assigned to account for the fact that Q CD corrections to the nal
state, in particular gluion radiation, m odify the asymm etry. The size of this e ect has
been estim ated using ZFIT TER [28]to be 0.018. Tn practice the selection cuts disfavour
events w ith hard gluon radiation and thus w ill suppress this correction. In this study,
how ever, the fulle ect is taken as an uncertainty, fully correlated between energy points.
Finally, a system atic error is added to account for the uncertainty in the know ledge of
the residual radiative bb contam ination in the sam ple.

Table 6 lists the system atic uncertainties for the 1886 G&V and 2066 G &V energy
points. The total is the sum 1n quadrature of the uncorrelated com ponent uncertainties.
The results for A2, , including statistical and system atic uncertainties, are shown in
Table 7. The correlation m atrix for these results can be found in Appendix A . Both
the statistical uncertainty and certain com ponents of the system atic uncertainty have a
dependence on the absolute value of the asymm etry. T he uncertainties shown have been
evaluated assum ing the Standard M odel value.
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T he selfconsistency of the resultsm ay be assessed assum ing that any dependence of
the true value of A2, on the collision energy can be neglected. T he pull distribution of
(A, < AP, >)= isfound to have a spread of 1.5. The outliers contrdbuting to this
larger than expected w idth are thedataset at 161.3 G &V ,which hasan asym m etry which
is23 higher than the mean, and the sam ples at 182.7 G&V and 2066 G &V, which
have asym m etries that are Iow by 2.7 and 24  respectively. The 206.6 G €V dataset is
m ade up of events accum ulated during both the G TPC and BTPC running; the values of
the asym m etry and associated statistical uncertainties are found to be 0:087 0218 and
0152 0318, and hence consistent, for the two periods. A 11 asym m etries have been re—
evaluated w ith a m ore severe b-tag cut of 2.5, aswas done for the Ry, analysis. A veraged
over all data points the asymm etry is found to shift by 0:008 0052 with respect
to the central values reported In Table 7. The shifts for the 1613 G &V, 182.7 G&V and
2066 G eV datasetsare0:019 0209, 0278 0:191land 0:043 0:162 regpectively. The
m agnitudes and signs of these changes do not suggest that there isany signi cant problem
w ith the understanding of the background level and behaviour. Further cross-checks were
perform ed In which the twas restricted to high valies of D 5 jand where altermative
m ethods, such as a binned leastsquared t, were used to detem ine the asymm etry.
Again,no signi cant changes w ere obsarved in the results, in particular those of the three
outlying points.

6 Interpretation

The results forR}, from Sect.4 3 and those forA2, from Sect. 52 have been com pared
against the Standard M odel expectations, ascalculated by ZFITTER [28]w ith nalstate
radiation e ects included. T he m easuram ents and the expectations are shown In Figs. 5
and 6, or R, and A2, respectively. The mean values of the di erences between the
m easuram ents and the Standard M odel expectations have been evaluated using both the
statistical and system atic uncertainties, and taking fuill account of all correlations. T he
results of this com putation are presented in Table 8. In both cases it can be seen that
the m easurem ents agree reasonably wellw ith the Standard M odel. W hen alldata points
are com bined, the relative precision of the R, m easuram ents is 3.3% and the overall
uncertainty on the A2, measurem ents is 0.083. These results are the m ost precise yet
obtained for the two param eters at LEP 2 energies.

C ontact Interactions between initialand nalstate ferm ionic currents provide a rather
generaldescription of the low energy behaviour of any new physics process w ith a charac—
teristic energy scale. T he results of the Ry, and A2, analyses have been com pared w ith a
variety of contact interaction m odels. Follow ing reference [29]the contact interactions are
param eterised In the sam e m anner as explained in [8], In which an e ective Lagrangian
of the fomm :

g X
Lese = — e eby by (8)
Lj=LR
is added to the Standard M odel Lagrangian. Here g?=4 is taken to be 1 by convention,
;3= 1or0, isthe energy scal of the contact interactions, and e; () are left or
right-handed electron (b-quark) soinors. By assum ing di erent helicity couplingsbetween
the nitialstate and nalstate currents and either constructive or destructive interference
w ith the Standard M odel (according to the choice of each 45) a set of di erent m odels
can be de ned from this Lagrangian [30]. The values of ;5 for the m odels Investigated
In this study are given in Tabl 9.
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Figure 5: The measured lues (points) of Ry and the Standard M odel predictions
(curve) [28]plotted against  s. T he error bars give the totalm easurem ent uncertainties.
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Tabl 8: Resultsofthe tforthem ean value ofthedi erence between them easured values
and the Standard M odel predictions [28], for both Ry, and A?B . The rstuncertainty is
statistical, and the second uncertainty is system atic.

M easuram ent‘ < Meas SM)> ‘< pE > [Geav ]‘ 2=ndf (Prob.)
Ry 00016 00044 00031 1919 179=11 (8% )
A?B 0091 0072 0041 1922 208=11 (4% )

In tting for the presence of contact interactions a new param eter 1= 2 isde ned,
with = 0 being the lim it that there are no new physics contrdbutions. The region > 0
represents physical values of 1= 2 in m odels in which there is constructive interference
w ith the Standard M odel, while the region < 0 represents physical values for the
equivalent m odel w ith destructive interference. Least squared ts have been m ade for
thevalueof assum ing contact interactions from each m odel listed In Tablk 9. A IR, and
AP, data have been used, taking account of the correlations between the m easurem ents.
In this t, the Ry, results have been reexpressed as absolute cross—sections, m aking use
of the qg cross—section results found in [81].

T he results of the contact interaction tsare shown in Table 10. The data show no
evidence for a non—zero value of In any m odel, and the table lists the 68% allowed
con dence level range for the ts to this param eter. A Iso shown are the corresponding
95% con dence level Iower lm its for the contact interaction scale, allow Ing for positive
( ') and negative ( ) interference w ith the Standard M odel. These lin its are in the
range 2{13 TeV , w ith the m ost stringent for the VV ,AA and V 0 m odels.

Table 9: Choices of ;4 for di erent contact interaction m odels.

M odel] .,
LL
RR
VAV
AA
LR
RL
VO
AQ

RR L R

O O ORFr K O P
OPFrr OO Kr R REFOo
R oor P Er o ol”
RO OoORr R o olff

7 Conclusions

Analyses of the ratio of the bb crosssection to the hadronic crosssection, Ry, and
the bb forward—bad%ﬂ ard asymm etry, A?B , have been presented for non—+radiative pro-
duction, de ned as s%s 085, at 12 energy points ranging from pE = 1303 G&v
to pé = 2066 G &V . The relative uncertainties of allR , m easurem ents is 3.3% , and the
uncertainty on them ean value of A2, forallm easurem ents is 0.083,m aking these results
the m ost precise yet obtained for the two param eters at LEP 2 energies. T he results are
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Table 10: Lin its of contact interactions coupling to bb. The 68% C L. range is given for
,while 95% C L. lower I its are given for

M odel (Tev ?) (Tev)| * (Tev)

LL |[0.0019,0.0097 102 84
RR |[0.1947,0.0172 22 5.7
Vv | [0.0021,0.0076 106 95

]
]
]
AA | [F0.0012,0.0060] 129 10.7
]
]
]
]

LR |[0.1029,0.0234 29 4.7
RL |[F0.0161,0.1687 58 24
vO0 |[-0.0014,0.0069 120 9.9
AQ |[0.0163,0.0630 53 3.7

found to be com patible with those of other experin ents [1{5] and are consistent w ith
Standard M odel expectations. L in its have been derived on the scales of contact Interac-
tions, and are found to lie in the range 2{13 T&V , depending on the chirality structure of
the new physics contribution.
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The correlation m atrices for the Ry, and AL, results are given in Tables 11 and 12
respectively. T he correlations between Ry, and A2, are negligble.

Table 11: Correlation m atrix for Ry, results.

pE[GeV] 130 136 161 172 183 189 192 196 200 202 205 207
130/ 1.00 001 001 001 0.02 001 002 0.03 003 002 0.03 0.04
136 100 001 001 002 001 001 002 002 001 002 0.02
161 100 0.01 002 001 0.02 003 003 0.02 0.03 0.04
172 100 0.02 001 001 002 003 002 002 0.03
183 100 001 004 005 0.06 004 005 0.07
189 100 001 001 002 0.01 001 0.2
192 100 0.06 006 004 0.04 0.6
196 100 010 007 006 0.9
200 100 0.07 007 0.10
202 100 0.05 0.07
205 100 011
207 1.00

Table 12: Correlation m atrix for A2, results.

P Gev] 130 136 161 172 183 189 192 196 200 202 205 207
130[ 1.00 004 004 0.02 006 007 002 004 004 003 0.04 0.05
136 100 0.03 002 004 005 0.02 003 003 0.02 0.03 0.3
161 100 005 006 007 003 005 004 003 0.04 0.05
172 100 004 004 002 0.03 003 002 0.03 0.03
183 100 012 004 008 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.08
189 100 005 009 008 0.06 0.08 0.0
192 100 0.04 004 003 0.03 0.04
196 100 006 005 005 0.6
200 100 0.05 005 0.06
202 100 0.04 0.04
205 1.00 0.6
207 1.00
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