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A bstract

Hadronic nal states with a hard isolated photon are studied using data taken at
centre-ofm ass energies around them ass of the Z° boson w ith the O PAL detector at LEP.
The strong coupling ¢ is extracted by com paring data and Q CD predictions for event
shape obsarvables at average reduced centre-ofm ass energies ranging from 24 G&V to
78 G &V, and the energy dependence of 4 is studied. O ur results are consistent w ith
the running of ¢ as predicted by QCD and show that within the uncertainties of our
analysis event shapes in hadronic Z° decaysw ith hard and isolated photon radiation can be
described by Q CD at reduced centre-ofm ass energies. C om bining allvalues from di erent
event shape obsarvablesand energiesgives (M ;)= 0:1182 0:0015(stat:) 0:0101 (syst:).
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1 Introduction

In the theory of strong interactions, Q uantum Chrom odynam ics (QCD ) [1{3], the strong
coupling constant ¢ is predicted to decrease for high energy or short distance reactions:
a phenom enon known as asym ptotic freedom . The values of ¢ at di erent energy scales
have been m easured In €' e reactionsw ith di erent centre-ofm ass (an s) energies ranging
from 35 to 209 G&V and con m the prediction [4{11].

A ssum ing that photons am itted before or inm ediately after the 2° production do not
nterfere with hard QCD processes, a m easuram ent of ¢ at the reduced an s energies,

9, of the hadronic system is possible by using radiative m ultihadronic events, ie.
e'e | gg events.

M ost photons an itted from the incom ing particles before the 2° production (initial
state radiation, ISR ) escape along the beam pipe of the experim ent. M easuram ents of
cross—sections for hadron production with ISR have been presented by the KLOE and
RaBar collborations [12{15]. In ' e annihiltion to hadrons on the Z° peak isolated
high energy photons observed in the detector are m ostly em itted by quarks produced
in hadronic 2° decays ( nal state radiation, FSR ), because on the 2° peak ISR e ects
are supressed. M easuram ents of ¢ in hadronic events w ith observed photons have been
perform ed by the L3 and DELPH I Collaborations [16,17]. The DELPH I collaboration
has also m easured the m ean charged particle m ultiplicity e, i(s®) using FSR in [18].

W hen an energetic and isolated photon is em itted in the parton shower the invariant
m ass of the recoiling parton systam is taken to set the energy scale forhard Q CD processes
such as gluon radiation. In parton shower m odels [19{21 ] the invariant m ass of an inter-
m ediate parton or the transverse m om entum of a parton branching are used as ordering
param eters for the parton shower developm ent. In this picture an energetic and isolated
photon m ust be produced at an early stage of the shower evolution and therefore can be
usad to deduce the scale for subssquent Q CD processes. T he valdity of thism ethod w ill
be studied below using parton shower M onte C arlo program s.

Herewe report on am easurem ent of ¢ from event shape observables determm ned from
the hadronic systeam in eventsw ith observed energetic and isolated photons In the OPA L
experin ent.

2 A nalysism ethod
P— 99—

Thereduced an senergy, <Y isde nedby 2Epean 1 E =Epem ,whereE isthephoton
energy and Epeqn 1S the beam energy. The avour m ixture of hadronic events In this
analysis is changed com pared to non-radiative 2° decay events. T he fraction of up-type
quarks is Jarger due to their larger electric charge. H ow ever, since the strong interaction is
blind to quark avour in the Standard M odel, as eg.dean onstrated in [22], the di erence
is not taken into account.

T he determ ination of ¢ isbased on m easurem ents of event shape observables, which
are calculated from all particles w ith m om enta p; In an event:

Thrust T . The thrust T isde ned by the expression

OP 1
ey 7
T=max@—P—lp_ ,jA : 1)
# i PiJ



T he thrust axisfi; is the direction fi which m axin ises the expression In parentheses.
A plane through the origin and perpendicular to fiy divides the event into two
hem ispheres H; and H ,.

Heavy Jet M ass M y . Thehean isphere invariant m asses are calculated using the parti-
cles In the two hem ispheresH, and H,. W ede neM y as the heavierm ass, divided

by s.

Jet Broadening variables B and By . Thesarede ned by com puting the quantity
0 p . - .1
Bk: Q@ ﬁHkP:pl. : TjA (2)
2 P

for each of the two event ham ispheres, H ,de ned above. T he two observables are
de ned by
Br=B;+ B, and By :maX(Bl,'B2) (3)

where B is the totaland By is the w ide &t broadening.

C param eter C . The linearm om entum tensor isde ned by

P L
1P B =R
. ;

= — ;o= 152538 (4)
3 P53
T he three egenvalues 5 of this tensor de ne C with
C=3(12+ 23+ 31): (5)

Transition value y5,. This cbservable is given by the value of v, In the D urham algyo—
rithm where the num ber of Fts In an event changes from two to three.

In order to verify that using hadronic z° decayg w ith hard and isolated nal state
radiation allow s one to extract , ata reduced scale sPwe em ploy sinulated events. W e
use theM onte C arlo sin ulation program s JETSET version 7.4 [19], HERWIG version 59 [20]
and ARTADNE version 4 .08 [21 ], which have di erent in plem entations of the parton shower
algorithm s including sinulation of FSR . O ne sam ple contains hadronic 2° decays w ith
FSR and ISR (375 k events) while the other sam ples are generated at lower an s energies
w ithout ISR (500 k events each).

W e consider the generated events after the parton shower has stopped (parton-level)
and calculate event shape observables using the rem aining partons. The e ective an s
energy 0 is caloulated from the parton fourm om enta excluding any nal state photons
and the events are boosted into the an s system of the partons. T he sam ples are binned
according to the energy Ergg ofany FSR in Intervalsof 5G &V width forEgzgg > 10G V.

W e observe good agream ent between the corresponding distributions obtained from
the Z° sample with FSR and the lower energy sam ples. For exam ple, FJgureE@ show s
distrbbutions of the event shape cbsarvables1l T andM y for two sam plesw ith L= 40
and 70 G &V .W e conclude that within the approxin ations m ade In the parton shower
algorithm s, hadronic 29 decays w ith hard and stJated nal state radiation can be used
to extract m easurem ents of ¢ at reduced scales 0,



3 The OPA L D etector and Event Sim ulation

The OPAL detector operated at the LEP e'e collder at CERN from 1989 to 2000.
A detailed description of the detector can be found in [23]. W e describe brie y the
In portant parts of the detector for this study. In the OPAL coordinate systam , the x
axis was horizontal and pointed approxim ately towards the centre of LEP, the y axiswas
nom al to the z=x plane , and the z axiswas in the e beam direction. T he polar angle,

,wasm easured from the z axis, and the azin uthalangl, ,from the x axis about the
Z axis.

T he centraldetector m easured them om entum of charged particles and consisted of a
system of cylindrical drift cham bers which lay within an axialm agnetic eld of 0435 T .
Them om enta p,, of tracks In the x-y plane were m easured w ith a precision of =p,, =
0:025 00015 g Gev=c][24].

T he electrom agnetic calorin eters com pltely covered the azin uthal range for polar
angles satisfying jocos j< 0:98. T he barrel electrom agnetic calorin eter covered the polar
angl range joos j< 082, and consisted of a barrel of 9440 lead glass blocks ordented
50 that they nearly pointed to the interaction region. T he two endcaps were each m ade
of 1132 lead glass blocks, aligned along the z-axis. Each lead glass block in the barrel
electrom agnetic calorin eter was 10 10 an? in cross section, which corresponds to an
angular region of app&oxjm ately 40 40 mrad?. The intrinsic energy resolition was

g=E = 02% 63%= E[Gev][23]

M ost electrom agnetic show ers were nitiated before the lead glassm ainly because of
the coil and pressure vessel in front of the calorim eter. An electrom agnetic presam pler
m ade of lin ited stream er tubes m easured the shower position. The barrel presam pler
covered the polar angle range joos j< 0:81 and its angular resolution for photons was
approxin ately 2 m rad.

JETSET version 74 was used to smulate €' e | gg events, w ith HERWIG version 5.9
and ARIADNE version 4.08 used as altematives. Param eters controlling the hadronisation
of quarks and glions were tuned to OPAL LEP 1 data asdescrbed In [25,26]. W e usd
HERWIG version 5.8 [20], PHOJET version 1.05¢ [27,28 ]and VERMASEREN version 1.01 [29]for
tw o-photon interactions and KORALZ version 4.02 30]fore'e ! ° events. G enerated
events were processed through a fulll sin ulation of the O PAL detector [31]and the sam e
event analysis chain was applied to the sinulated events as to the data. 4,000,000 fully
sim ulated events were generated by JETSET, 200,000 events, 1,000,000 events and 55,000
events were generated by HERWIG, PHOJET and VERMASEREN while 800,000 events were
generated by KORALZ.

4 FEvent Selection

4.1 H adronic Event Selection

This study is based on a sam ple of 3 m illion hadronic Z° decays selected as described
In [32] from the data accum ulated between 1992 and 1995 at an s energy of 912 G&V.
W e required that the central detector and the electrom agnetic calorim eter were fully
operational.

For this study, we apply stringent cuts on tracks and clusters and further cuts on
hadronic events. The clusters in the electrom agnetic calorim eter are required to have
aminimum energy of 100 M &V in the barrel and 250 M €V in the endcap. Tracks are



requirad to have transverse m om entum pr 150 M eV =c w ith respect to the beam axis,
at Jeast 40 reconstructed points in the gt cham ber, at the point of closest approach a
distance between the track and the nom nal vertex dy < 2 an In the r— plane and
Zg < 25 an In the z direction. W e require at least ve such tracks to reduce background
from ef'e ! 7 and ! ggq events. The polar angle of the thrust axis is required
to satisfy joos ¢ j< 09, to ensure that events are well contained In the O PA L detector.
A fter these cuts, a data sample of 2:4  10° events ram ains.

4.2 TIsolated Photon Selection
421 Isolation Cuts

Isolated photons are selected in these hadronic events as follow s. E lectrom agnetic clusters
with an energy Egc > 10 G&V are chosen in order to suppress background from soft
photons com Ing from the decay of m esons. A ccordingly, our signal event is de ned as
an €' e ! gg event with an ISR or FSR photon with energy greater than 10 GeV . W e
use electrom agnetic clusters in the polar angle region jcos gc j< 0:72 corresponding to
the barrel of the detector, where there is the least m aterial in front of the lead glass, see
Figure[d a). A Iso, the non-pointing geom etry of the endcap electrom agnetic calorin eter
com plicates the cluster shape tting explained below . T he num ber of clusters in the data
which satisfy Egc > 10 G&V and joos gc j< 0:72 is1,797,532. A ccording to the M onte
Carlo sinulation, 99.3% of these selected clusters com e from non-radiative m ulti-hadronic
events.

T he canddate clusters are required to be isolated from any gts,and from other clusters
and tracks:

T he angle w ith respect to the axis ofany gt, iy, is required to be larger than 25 ,
see Figure[db). T he ftsare reconstructed from tracks and electrom agnetic chisters,
excluding the candidate cluster, using the D urham algorithm [33]w ith y..: = 0:005.

The sum ofthem om enta By, of tracks falling on the calorim eter surface insde a 0.2

radian cone around the photon candidate is required to be am aller than 0.5 G eV =c
(Fgureld c)). T he totalenergy deposition in the electrom agnetic calorim eter w ithin
a cone of 0.2 radian around the photon candidate, E i, is also required to be less
than 0.5 G eV (Figure[2d)).

A fter the isolation cuts, 11,265 clusters are retained. T he fraction of clusters from non-—
radiative m ultihadronic events is reduced to 52.8% . The background from * events
(twophoton events) is0.6% (0.01% ) [34].

4 2.2 Likelihood Photon Selection

Isolated photon candidates are selected by using a lkelhood ratio m ethod [35]w ith four
Input variables. The rst two variables are joos gc jand i, de ned above. Two m ore
variables, the cluster shape tvariable S and thedistance between the electrom agnetic
calorin eter cluster and the associated presam pler cluster, de ned as follow s, reduce the
background from clusters arising from the decays of neutral hadrons.

T he cluster shape tvariable, S, isde ned by

1 X (E m eas;i E exp i )2

S = (6)
Nppa rﬁeas;i




where N Is the num ber of lead glass blocks included in the electrom agnetic cluster,
E o eas;i 15 the measured energy deposit in the ith blodk, Eop; IS the expectsd energy
deposit in the ith block, assum ing that the energy is deposited by a single photon, and

n eas;i 18 the uncertainty in the energy m easured by ith electrom agnetic calorim eter block .
E p; s a function of position and energy of the incident photon bassd on the sim ulation
of the O PA L detector w ith single photons. The value of S is determ Ined by m Inin izing
Equation (d) under variation of the position and energy of the cluster. For a cluster to be
considered further in the likelihhood, preselection cuts are applied: we require the num ber
of blocks to be at least two and the value of S after the t to be an aller than 10. The
quality of the cluster shape ts depends on the assum ed resolution p ess;; this will be
studied as a systam atic uncertainty.

Thevariable m easures the distance between the electrom agnetic calorim eter cluster
and the associated presam plercluster, = max(j J3J J),with and the angular
separations between the clusters.

The distrbutions of S and are shown in Figures e) and f). The M onte Carlo
distridbutions in these gures are nom alized according to the lum inosity obtained from
an all angle Bhabha events.

A disagreem ent between data and M onte Carb is seen for S and ;. The level of
agreem ent between data and M onte C arlo for the S distribution is studied w ith photons
in radiativem uon paireventsand “sproduced in tau pairevents. It iscon m ed that the
M onte Carlo adequately reproduces the S distrbutions [34]. T he disagreem ent between
data and M onte C arlo for distrbbutions of S and i, stem s from the failure of the M onte
C arlo generators to correctly predict the rate of isolated neutral hadrons, as explained in
Section [4.4. In this analysis, the rate of isolated neutral hadrons used in the background
subtraction is estin ated from data by m ethods described In Section [4.4.

T he likelihood calculation is perform ed w ith reference histogram sm ade for seven sub—
sam ples, chosen according to the cluster energy. T he cut on the lkelhood value is chosen
0 as to retain 80% of the signal events. T he likelihood distributions for data and M onte
Carlo are shown In Figure[3. Tt can be seen that the Ikelhood distributions for signaland
background events are well separated for each region of electrom agnetic cluster energy.
T he correlations between variables are taken into account using the algorithm described
In [36]. E lectrom agnetic clusters which pass the lkelihood selection are regarded as pho—
ton candidates. If m ore than one candidate is found In the sam e event the one w ith the
highest energy is chosen.

43 FinalD ata Sam ple

H adronic events w ith hard isolated photon candidates are divided into seven subsam ples
l@)cgoroljng to the photon energy for further analysis. Table [l show s the m ean values of
sP, the num ber of data events and the num ber of background events for each subsam ple.

4.4 Background E stim ation

A ccording to theM onte C arlo sim ulation, the contam ination from  pairevents isbetween
05 and 1.0% . The im pact of this am all num ber of events is further reduced because the
value of event shape obsarvables for  pair events are concentrated in the lowest bin of
the distrbutions, outside the tting range, so theire ect on the ¢ tsisnegligble. The
contribution of two photon processes is less than 0.01% in all subsam ples and is ignored.



Asmentioned in [37], the JETSET M onte Carlo fails to reproduce the cbserved rate
of isolated electrom agnetic clusters, both for isolated photons and isolated °’s. Isolated
neutral hadrons are the dom inant source of background for this analysis, and their rate
has been estinm ated from data using the follow ing two m ethods.

F irstly, w ith the lkelhood ratio m ethod the observed lkelihood distributions in the
data in bins of photon energy were thted with a linear com bination of the M onte Carlo
distributions for signaland background events w hich pass the isolation cutsand likelihood
presslection requirem ents. T he overall nom alisation of the M onte C arlo distribution is

xed to the number of data events. The t uses a binned m axinum lkellhood m ethod
w ith only the fraction of background events as a free param eter. Figure[d shows the t
results. The values of “=do:f:arebetween 1.2 and 3.4 or 18 degrees of freedom .

Secondly, with the isolated tracks m ethod the fraction of background from isolated
neutral hadronswas estin ated from the rates of isolated charged hadrons. W e select from
the data tracks which satisfy the sam e isolation criteria as the photon candidates. The
com position of these isolated charged hadrons obtained from JETSET is used to infer the
rates of charged pions, kaons and protons. W hen isogpin symm etry is assum ed, the rates
of neutral pions, neutral kaons and neutrons can be estin ated from the rates of charged
pions, charged kaons and protons, respectively :

1 1
R o= 5R Ryo = 5RK R,= Ry, ; (7)
where Ry is the production rate of particle X . A ccording to JETSET tuned w ith OPA L
data, the rate of isogpin sym m etry violation is10% forpionsand 5% forkaonsand protons.
T his is assigned as a system atic uncertainty for the isolated tracksm ethod and com bined
w ith the statistical uncertainty.

T he neutral hadron background fractions estin ated by these two m ethods are shown

in Tablk[l. T he statistical errors from the num ber of data and M onte C arlo events from
tting the lkelhood distribbutions are shown. T he results from the twom ethodsarew ithin
atm ost three standard deviations of these errors, except In the E bin 35 40G&V.

The standard analysis w ill use the lkelihood ratio m ethod. Any di erences in the
resulting values of 4 obtained by using the two badkground estin ate m ethods w ill be
treated as a systam atic uncertainty.

5 M easurem ent of Event Shape D istributions

In this analysis event shape cbservables as de ned above in section [ are calculated
from tracks and electrom agnetic clusters excluding the isolated photon candidate. The
contrlbutions of electrom agnetic clusters originating from charged particles are rem oved
by the m ethod described In [38].

W e evaluate the obsarvables in the an s fram e of the hadronic system . T he Lorentz
boost is determ ined from the energy and angle of the photon candidate. W hen the four-
m om entum of particles in the hadronic systam is calculated, electrom agnetic clusters are
treated asphotonsw ith zero m ass w hile tracks of charged particles are treated as hadrons
w ith the charged pion m ass.

D istributions of the event shape ocbservables (1 T )and My are shown fortwo an's
energies in Figure[4. The ram aining background is rem oved by subtracting the scaled
M onte C arlo predictions for non+radiative hadronic events and for pair events using the



background estin ates listed in Table[dl. The e ects of the experim ental resolition and
acceptance are unfolded using M onte C arlo sam plesw ith fiilldetector sin ulation (detector
correction). The unfolding is perform ed bin-by-Jin w ith correction factors ! ¢ = h;=d;,
where h; represents the value in the ith bin of the event shape distrdbution of stable
hadrons In the M onte C arlo sin ulation, where \hadrons" are de ned as particles with a
m ean proper lifetin e Ionger than 3 101 s. d; represents the value in the ith bin of the
event shape distribution calculated w ith clusters and tracks obtained from M onte Carlo
sam ples w ith detector sin ulation after the com plete event selection has been applied. W e
refer to the distributions after applying these corrections as data corrected to the hadron
level.

T he distrbutions of the event shape cbsarvables1 T and M 4 for data corrected to
the hadron level and corresponding M onte C arlo predictions are shown in F jgure@). The
M onte Carlo sam ples are generated with an s energies set to the m ean value of L i
each subsam ple. In the production of the M onte C arlo sam ples ISR and F SR is sw itched
o and on, resgoectively. The predictions from the event generators are consistent w ith
the data rall s bins. There is sin ilar agream ent between data and event generator
predictions for the other ocbsarvables.

6 M easurem ent of o

Them easuram ent of ¢ isperform ed by tting perturbative Q CD predictions to the event
shape distrlbbutions corrected to the hadron levelfor (1 T),My [39],B:,By [40,41],
C [42,43]1and yZD3 [33,44,45]. The O ( i) and NLLA calculations are com bined w ith the
(R ) matching schem e. The e ects of hadronisation on event shapesm ust be taken into
account In order to perform  tting at the hadron level (hadronisation co ion). Pre—
serving the nom alisation in the hadronisation correction is not trivial for low 0 sam ples
because of Jarge hadronisation corrections. T he hadronisation correction is applied to the
Integrated (cum ulative) theoretical calculation to conserve nom alisation as In our pre—
vious analyses [46,47]. The hadron level predictions are obtained from the cum ulative
theoretical caloulation multiplied by a correction factor RY2? = H;=P;, where P; (H;)
represents the value in the ith bin of the cum ulative event shape distribution calculated
by M onte C arlo sim ulation w ithout (w ith) hadronisation. T he JETSET M onte C arlo event
generator is usad for our central results, while HERWIG and ARIADNE are considered as
altematives for the estim ation of systam atic uncertainties.

The t of the hadron level QCD predictions to the event shape obsarvables uses a
last ?method with +(Q) treated as a free param eter. Only statistical uncertainties
are taken into account in the calculation of . W hen the totalnum ber of events is an all,
the di erences between the statistical errors counting Jarger or am aller num bers of events
than the theoretical prediction can biasthe tresult. Tn order to avoid this bias the value
of the tted theoretical distrlbution is used to calculate the statistical error instead of
the num ber of events in each bin of the data distrbution. T he statistical uncertainty is
estim ated from the t results derived from 100 M onte Carlo subsam ples w ith the sam e
num ber of events as selected data events.

T he region usad in the t is adjusted such that the background subtraction and the
detector and hadronisation corrections are an all (less than 50% ) and uniform in that

1T he values of the six cbservables at the seven energy points are given in [34]and w ill be available
under http://durpdg.dur.ac.uk/HEPDATA/.
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region. The resulting t gnges are m ainly restricted by the hadronisation corrections.
The QCD predictions at  s'= 78 GeV tted to data after applying the hadronisation
correction are shown in Figureld. G ood agreem ent between data and theory is seen. The

tted values of 4 and their errors for each event shape ocbservable are shown in Tables[2H3.

6.1 System atic U ncertainties
6.1.1 Experim entalUncertainties

T he experin ental uncertainty is estin ated by adding in quadrature the follow ing contri-
butions:

thedi erence between the standard result and the result when allclusters and tracks
are used w ithout correcting for double counting of energy. T hisvariation is sensitive
to In perfections of the detector sin ulation.

the largest deviation between the standard result and the result when the analysis is
repeated with tighter selection criteria to elin nate background (standard values in

brackets): the thrust axis is required to lie in the range jcos : j< 0:7 (09), or the

cluster shape variable is required to be an aller than 5 (10), or the isolation angle

from any Ft is required to be larger than 35 (25 ).

the di erence between the standard value and the value obtained by repeating the
analysis w ith the background fractions estin ated from the rate of isolated charged
hadrons as described in Section [4.

the di erence between the standard result and the result when the single block
energy resolution is varied to give the expected 2 in the cluster shape ts. This
check is m ade, because the values of 2 in the cluster shape ts depend on the
assum ed energy resolution.

the maxinum di erence between the standard result and the result when the t
regions are varied. T he lower and upper 1im it of the tting region are independently
changed by 1 bin.

T he tighter selection on jocos ; jand the altemative single block energy resolution of the
electrom agnetic calorin eter yield the largest contributions to the experim ental system atic
uncertainty. T he overall resolution and energy scale uncertainty of the electrom agnetic
calorin eter have a neglegible e ect on the results of this analysis.

6.1.2 H adronisation U ncertainties

T he follow ing variations are perform ed in order to estim ate the hadronisation uncertain-
ties:

the largest of the changes In ; observed when independently varying the hadroni-
sation param eters band o by 1 standard deviation about their tuned values in
JETSET [25];

the change observed when the parton virtuality cuto param eter Q, is varied by
1 standard deviation about its tuned value in JETSET;

11



the change obsarved when only the Iight quarks u,d, s and c are considered at the
parton level in order to estim ate potential quark m ass e ects;

the di erencesw ith respect to the standard result when HERWIG or ARTADNE are used
for the hadronisation correction, rather than JETSET.

W ede ne the hadronisation correction uncertainty by adding in quadrature the deviation
when using only light quarks and the larger deviation when using HERWIG or ARTADNE to
calculate the corrections. T hese variations are observed to lead to larger di erences than
all other variations, ie. them ain contrlbbutions to the hadronisation uncertainties are the
choice of hadronisation m odel and the potential e ect of quark m asses.

6.1.3 Theoretical U ncertainties

W e x the renom alisation scale param eter x =Q tol,where istheenergy scale at
which the theory is renom alized and Q is the energy scale of the reaction. A lthough the
uncertainty on the choice of the value of x gives a Jarge contrilbution to the system atic
uncertainty, the m eans of quantifying this uncertainty is essentially arbitrary. W e de ne
the scale uncertainty as the larger of the deviations of ¢ when x is changed from 1 to
050r20.

The O ( Z) and NLLA calculations are combined with the In(R ) m atching schem e.
The variation In  4( s° due to using di erent m atching schem es is much an aller than
the renom alisation scale uncertainty [48], and is not included as an additional theoretical

system atic uncertainty.

6.2 Combination of 4 R esults

Thevaluesof ¢ obtained for each observable at each energy are used to study the energy
dependence of ¢ and to obtain an overall combined result for (M ;). The individual
values of 4 as given in Tables[2HH and shown in Figure[7 are com bined taking the cor-
relations between their statistical and system atic errors into account using the m ethod
described In [8]. T he statistical covariances betw een results from di erent cbservables are
determm Ined at each energy from 100 M onte Carlo subsam ples w ith the sam e num ber of
events as selected In the data. The experin ental system atic uncertainties are assum ed
to be partially correlated, ie. covi; = min( ;; j)z. T he hadronisation and theoretical
covariances are only added to the diagonal of the total covariance m atrix. T he correla—
tions betw een these uncertainties are considered by repeating the com bination procedure
w ith di erent hadronisation corrections (udsc only, HERWIG, ARTADNE) and w ith di erent
renom alisation scale param eters (x = 2 and 0.5). The system atic uncertainties for the
com bined value are obtajn%i)y repeating the com bination for each systam atic variation.
T he resulting values of ,( s% are shown in Tablk[d and F igure[8.

Values of | from Individual observables at each energy are com bined after evolving
them top§ = M ;. In this case the results are statistically uncorrelated. T he correlations
between system atic uncertainties are treated as explained above. T he results are given in
Tabl[d and F igure[d.

W e also combine the combined values listed in Tabl [1 taking into account their
statistical correlations using the sum of the Inverses of the individual statistical covariance
m atrices at each energy point. The result is

sMz)= 0:1182 0:0015(stat:) 0:0101(syst:): (8)
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and is shown with individual errors in Tabl [1. Figure[§ shows the evolution of the

strong coupling using our result. A s a crosscheck on the robustness of the com bination

procedure we repeat the com bination using the com bined results at each energy point

shown in Tablk[d or using all individual results and nd (M ;) = 0:1183 0:0103 or
sM )= 01179 0:0103, respectively.

O ur result is consistent w ithin the statistical and experin ental errvors w ith the result
from OPAL using non-radiative events n LEP 1 data w ith the sam e set of observables,

sM ;)= 01192 0:0002(stat:) 0:0050(syst:) [8]. O urresult isalso consistent w ith recent
com bined values [11,49{51 ]and results from other analyses using radiative events [16,17].
F igure [I0 com pares our result with the LEP 1 value for , from [8] and an average of
results from L3 usihg radiative hadronic Z° decays [16@.

T he com binations of individual cbservables at di erent an s energies yield ?=dof:
1=6. The sn allvalues of ?=do:f:are due to the conservative treatm ent of hadronisation
and theoreticaluncertainties. Thevaluesof 2=dwo:f:indicate consistency ofthe individual
results w ith the m odel of the com bination including evolution of results at di erent an s
energies to M , before the com bination.

7 Summ ary

T he strong coupling ¢ has been m easured at reduced am s energies, P <0, ranging from
20 G&V to 80 G &V using event shape obsarvables derived from the hadronic system in
radiative hadronic events.
Fits of O ( ﬁ) and NLLA QCD predictions to the six event shape observables1 T,
g +Br,By ,C and yZD3 are perform ed and values of ¢ are obtained for seven values of
0. O ur results are consistent w ith the running of g aspredicted by QCD . The values
ateach  slareevolved to = M , and com bined for each event shape observable. The
com bined value from all event shape observables and <0 values is sM )= 01182
0:0015(stat:) 0:0101(syst:).
T his result agrees w ith previous O PAL analyses w ith non+radiative LEP 1 data, with
a sin ilarm easurem ent by L3, and w ith recent world average values, see gure[Id. W ithin
errors, Q CD is consistent w ith our data sam ple of events w ith isolated FSR . O ur result
supports the assum ption that the e ects of high energy and large angle FSR on event
shapes in haﬁir_onjc 79 decays can be e ectively described by QCD with a lower e ective
an s energy .
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e

E [GeV] Events = % can GeV ] Background [ ]
Non+rad.M H
Likelilhood Isolated tracks
1015 1560 781 1.7 60 0.7 62 09 09 02

1520 954 718 19 31 05 49 0.8 10 03
2025 697 651 20 26 06 63 1.1 09 04
2530 513 576 23 51 11 79 14 11 05
3035 453 490 26 45 11 96 16 0.7 04
3540 376 385 35 52 12 131 19 08 05
4045 290 244 53 104 23 129 1. 08 05

p— p—
Tabl 1: The num ber of selected events and them ean valueof s’foreach s’subsam ple.
T he neutral hadron background fractions estim ated by the two m ethods described in
Section [£.4 are listed In the comns \Non+ad.MH".
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| la ©»[ Ms | B: [ B« | C [ v |
| s(784Gev) || 01194 0J1193] 01144 01103 01162] 01225 |
|  StatisticalEror | 00052 ] 00047] 00032] 0.0039] 00045] 0.0050 ]

Tracks+ Clusters || 00005] 00005] 0:0000] 00009 | 0:0002] 00012
joos 1 3< 077 00096 | 00074 | 0:0059 | 00063 | 00067 | 0:0080
C>5 00012 | 00001 | 00005| 0:0004| 090009 | 0:0006

50 00000 | 00003 | 00027 | 00010| 00004 | 0:0012

Bkg fraction 00001 | 00001 | 00001 | 0:0001| 0:0001| 020000
ECAL Resolution 00018 | 00004 | 00004 | 0:0005| 090011 | 0:0005
Fitting Range || 00022 | 00005 | 0:0007 | 00016 | 00005| 0:0005
ExperinentalSyst. | 00101 [ 00075] 00066 [ 00066 00069 [ 0.0082
b 1sd:]] 00005] 0:0006] 00004] 0:0002] 00006 0:0004

b+ 1sd:|| 00004 | 00005| 0:0005| 00002| 00007 | 0:0003

O, 1sd:|| 00002| 090004| 0:0006| 00003| 00005| 00013

0, + lsd: 00002 | 00005 0:0005| 0:0003| 0:0002] 00010

4 1sd:|| 00004 | 00003| 0:0005| 00003| 00007 | 0:0007

4+ 1sd: 00005 | 00000 | 0:0005| 0:0003| 0:0007| 00005

udsc only 00021 | 00001 | 00056 | 0:0023| 090036 | 0:0065

Herwig 59 00053 | 00046 | 00064 | 0:0042| 0:0082] 00078
Ariadne 4:08 00000 |  0:0015| 090017 | 0:0001| 090023 | 0:0033
TotalHadronisation ]| 00057 ] 00049 [ 00087 ] 00048 00093 ] 00108
x =05 00051 [ 00039 00052] 0:0030] 0:0053] 00009

x =290 00065 | 00054 | 00065| 0:0043| 00067 | 0:0039

Totalerror || + 00143 | + 00115 | + 00131 | + 0.0100 | + 0.0141 | + 0.0150
0.0137 0.0108 0.0125 0.0095 0.0136 0.0145

| | a T | M« [ Br [ By [ C [ v |
| s(718Gev) || 01336 04225] 01304] 01161] 01305] 01313 ]

| Statistical Error | 00062 | 0.0048 | 00039 | 0.0054] 00058 | 0.0065 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00002 [ 00002] 00000] 00001] 020005] 00009

Joos 1 j< 0:7 0:0028 0:0054 0:0005 0:0008 0:0024 0:0005
Cc>5 0:0003 0:0010 0:0003 0:0007 0:0008 0:0011

;-50 0:0031 0:0021 0:0022 0:0008 0:0025 0:0043

Bkg fraction 0:0000 0:0001 0:0000 0:0001 0:0001 0:0000
ECAL Resolution 0:0015 0:0022 0:0014 0:0023 0:0007 0:0027

Fitting Range 0:0020 0:0007 0:0007 0:0018 0:0004 0:0009
0.0049 0.0064 0.0028 0.0032 0.0037 0.0054

E xperin ental Syst.

b 1lsd: 00006 [ 00005 0:0005] 0:0001] 0:0006] 00004

b+ 1sd: 00005 | 00005 | 0:0004 | 0:0002 [ 00005 0:0002

Qo 1lsd: 00002 | 0:0005| 0:0007 | 00003 0£0003| 00017
Qo+ 1sd: 00004 | 00003 | 00007 | 00003 00003 0:0011

g lsd: 00004 | 00002 | 0:0005| 00003 0£0005| 0:0004

¢+ lsd: 0:0005 | 00002 | 0:0005| 0:0003 | 0:0005| 0£0006
udsc only 00023 | 00000 | 0:0061 | 00021 090033 | 0:0060
Hemwig 59 00063 | 00049 | 00072 | 00041 00084 | 0:0088
A riadne 408 00002 | 00018 00017] 0:0002| 0:0015] 00034
TotalHadronisation || 0.0067 00053 0.0096| 00046 00092] 0.0113
x =05 00071 00043 ] 00075] 00034 00074 0:0017

x =290 00091 | 00060 | 0:0094 | 00049 00093]| 0:0049

Totalerror || + 0.0138 | + 0.0113 | + 0.0143 | + 0.0092 | + 0.0147 | + 0.0150
0.0126 0.0105 0.0131 0.0085 0.0136 0.0142

Table 2: Values of ¢ and their errors for subsam ples E =10-15 G &V (upper) and 15—
20G &V (lower).

18



| Lo ] s [ Br [ Be | C | vi |

| s(65:1Gev) || 01236 04208] 0.a217] 01135] 0J242] 01311 |
|  StatisticalEror || 00068 | 00063| 00058 0.053] 00059 | 00133 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00011 ] 00019 ] 00020 00007 00016 00014
joos 1 j< 077 00043 | 00052 | 00052 | 00018 | 00009 | 00041
C>5 00021 | 00001 | 0£0002| 00016| 00010 | 00009
o 00022 | 00012| 00016 | 00022| 00008 | 00005
Bkg fraction 00001 | 0:0000 | 0:0000 | 0:0000 [ 00000 | 0:0000
ECAL Resolution 00002 | 00000 | 00008 | 00007 00010 | 00013
F itting R ange 00025 | 00010 | 00007 | 00014 | 00006 | 00017
ExperinentalSyst. ]| 00059 [ 00057 [ 00059 | 00037] 00025] 0.0049
b 1sd: 00007 | 00006 | 00005] 0:0003] 00008 0:0002
b+ 1lsd: 00005 | 00007 | 0:0002| 00003 00008 | 0:0004
Qo 1sd: 00002 | 00005| 0£0005| 00004 | 00004 | 00017
Qo+ lsd: 00003 | 00004 | 00006 | 0:0003| 00002 00015
¢ lsd: 00005 | 00003 | 00004 | 00003| 00008 | 00007
4+ lsd: 00007 | 00003 | 0:0005| 0:0004 | 00009 | 00005
udsc only 00021 | 00001 | 00039 | 00025| 0£0034| 00062
Herw ig 59 00067 | 00051 | 00060 | 0:0057 | 00096 | 00099
Ariadne 408 00007 | 0:0025] 00007 | 00009 00027 | 00040
TotalHadronisation || 0.0071 ] 00057 ] 00072] 00063] 00106 | 00125
x =05 00057 | 00042 ] 00061 00034 00064 0:0014
x = 20 00073 | 00058 | 00076 | 00048 | 00081 | 00048

Totalerror || + 00136 | + 00117 | + 00134 | + 00102 | + 0.0148 | + 0.0195
0.0128 0.0111 0.0126 0.0096 0.0140 0.0190

| la ] e [ B | B« [ c [ v |
| s(576Gev) || 01378 01396] 01327] 01194] 01284 0.407 |

| Statistical Error | 00085 | 0.0094] 00072] 0.0064] 00063 ] 0.091 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00004 [ 00022] 00008] 00005] 00039 ] 00013

joos 1 j< 077 00065 00101 0:0078 00054 00083 0:0056
cC>5 0:0003 0:0020 0:0013 00013 00005 0:0009

= 0:0010 0:0052 0:0004 00004 00001 0:0007

Bkg fraction 00000 0:0000 0:0000 00000 00000 0:0000
ECAL Resolution 00032 0:0051 0:0035 00021 00010 0:0013
F itting R ange 00036 0:0006 0:0014 00020 00011 0:0010
Experin entalSyst. || 0.0082 0.0128 0.0088 0.0063 0.0093 0.0061
b 1sd: 0:0009 0:0004 00005 00003 0:0010 0:0006

b+ 1sd: 00006 0:0004 0:0004 00004 00009 0:0005

Qo 1lsd: 00002 0:0008 0:0006 00005 00005 0:0023

Qo+ lsd: 0:0005 0:0005 00009 00003 0:0004 0:0016

4 lsd: 00005 0:0002 0:0005 00006 0:0009 00006

4+ 1sd: 0:0009 0:0002 00005 00004 0:0010 0:0007

udsc only 00024 0:0001 0:0042 00033 00040 0:0063

Herwiy 59 0:0076 0:0039 00072 00066 0:0101 0:0113
Ariadne 408 0:0011 0:0011 00012 00013 0:0032 0:0049
TotalHadronisation || 0.0081 0.0041 00085 0.0075] 00114 0.0140
x = 05 0:0079 0:0063 00078 00042 0:0072 0:0023

x =20 00101 0:0087 0:0098 00058 0:0090 0:0063

Totalerror || + 00175 | + 0.0186 | + 00172 | + 0.0130 | + 0.0183 | + 0.0189
0.0164 0.0176 0.0162 0.0124 0.0175 0.0180

Table 3: Values of 4 and their errors for subsamples E = 20 25 G&V (upper) and
25 30G€&V (lower).
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| la ©[ Ms | B: [ B« | C [ v |
| s490Gev) || 01373 01359 ] 0.a413] 01269] 01356 ] 0.1440 |
|  StatisticalEror || 00105] 00098| 0.0087] 0.0069| 00089 | 00117

Tracks+ Clusters || 020022 | 00007 00032] 0:0003] 020008 | 00012
joos 1 3< 077 00029 | 00039 | 0:0004 | 00012 00001 | 0:0000
C>5 00010 | 00038 | 020017 | 0:0001| 00049 | 00018

o 00024 | 00024 | 0:0007| 00017| 00013 | 0:0046

Bkg fraction 00001 | 00000 | 0:0001| 0:0000| 00000 0:0001
ECAL Resolution 00003 | 00010 | 0:0003| 0:0009| 0:0000| 020005
F itting R ange 00027 | 00013 | 0:0009 | 00016 | 00009 | 0:0020
ExperinentalSyst. | 00053 [ 00062] 0.0038] 00028] 00052] 0.0055
b 1lsd: 00005 00009 [ 00006 | 0:0005] 00009 | 0:0008

b+ lsd: 00005 | 00008 | 0:0003| 00005| 00007 | 0:0002

O, 1sd:|| 0:20003| 00006| 0:0006| 00003| 0:0005| 0:0019

Qo + lsd: 00005 | 00005 00012 | 0:0004| 0:0005| 00017

4 lsd: 00005 | 00005| 0:0004| 00007| 00007 | 0:0007

4+ 1sd: 00006 | 00006 | 00008 | 0:0007| 0:0009| 00006

udsc only 00023 | 00002 | 00039 | 0:0050| 00038 | 0:0060

Herwig 59 00083 | 00090 | 00080 | 0:0083| 00123] 00114

A riadne 408 00009 | 00041 | 00011 | 0:0024| 00039 | 00056
TotalHadronisation || 0.0087 | 00099 00091 00101 00135] 00142
x =05 00076 [ 00058 | 0:0092] 0:0054] 00081 ] 00008

x = 20 00097 | 00081 | 0:0117| 00072| 090102 0:0056

Totalerror || + 00176 | + 00173 | + 00176 | + 00144 | + 0.0198 | + 0.0201
0.0165 0.0163 0.0160 0.0136 0.0188 0.0193

| | a T | M« [ Br [ Bo [ C [ v |
| s(385Gev) || 01474 04374] 01451 01415] 01421 ] 0.149% |

|  StatisticalEror | 00125] 00112] 00088 0.0113] 00113| 0.0101 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00024 [ 00019] 0:0006 [ 00001 [ 00049 0:0010

Joos 1 j< 0:7 0:0026 0:0059 0:0034 0:0061 0:0050 0:0022
Cc>5 0:0042 0:0038 0:0018 0:0037 0:0052 0:0040

15.50 0:0005 0:0007 0:0004 0:0043 0:0014 0:0026

Bkg fraction 0:0003 0:0003 0:0002 0:0002 0:0003 0:0004
ECAL Resolution 0:0019 0:0025 0:0003 0:0035 0:0039 0:0055

Fitting Range 0:0033 0:0009 0:0008 0:0013 0:0023 0:0008
0.0067 0.0077 0.0040 0.0092 0.0099 0.0077

E xperin ental Syst.

b 1sd: 00009 | 00007 | 00007 | 0:0004] 00007 ]| 0:0005

b+ 1sd: 00009 | 00006 | 020006 | 0£0005| 0£0005| 00004

Qo 1lsd: 00006 | 00008 | 00011 | 00008 | 00007 | 00021
Qo+ lsd: 00005 [ 0:0008 | 0:0014| 00006 0:0007 | 0:0018

¢ lsd: 00013 | 00003 | 00008 | 00006 | 00010 | 00005

g+ lsd: 00009 [  0:0002| 0:0008 | 00004 [ 0:0007 | 0:0006
udsc only 00042 | 00001 | 00060 | 00036| 00038 | 00064
Herw iy 59 00150 [ 0:0096 | 0:0105| 00107 [ 0:0125| 0:0127
A riadne 408 00042 | 00036 | 00028 | 0:0025] 00030 | 0:0055
TotalHadronisation || 0.0162 0.0103 00125 00116 00135 00154
x =05 00093 [ 0:0055| 0:0097| 00072 0:0089 | 0:0012

x =20 00120 | 00079 | 00124| 00097 | 00114 | 00063

Totalerror || + 00247 | + 0.0188 | + 0.0201 | + 0.0210 | + 0.0232 | + 0.0210
0.0235 0.0179 0.0186 0.0199 0.0221 0.0200

Table 4: Values of 4 and their errors for subsamples E = 30 35 G&V (upper) and
35 40G€&V (lower).
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| @ © [ M« | B [ B« | C [ v |
| s(244Gev) || 01569 ] 04524] 01552 01433 01406] 01612 |
|  StatisticalEror | 00252] 00117] 00115] 0.0101] 00112] 0.0181]
Tracks+ C lusters 00038 | 00015| 00060 | 00021 | 00080 | 00074

joos 1 j< 077 00001 0:0008 00027 00027 00013 0:0008
c>5 00037 00001 0:0036 0:0022 00010 00084

= 00110 0:0056 0:0003 00023 00060 0:0005

Bkg fraction 0:0023 00017 00018 00015 00020 0:0031
ECAL Resolution 0:0035 0:0053 00039 00013 0:0025 0:0057
F itting R ange 00035 00027 00018 0:0017 0:0020 00018
Experin ental Syst. || 0.0134 0.0085 0.0088 0.0054 0.0109 0.0131
b 1sd: 0:0007 0:0014 00007 00013 0:0012 0:0013

b+ 1sd: 00015 0:0017 00009 0:0011 0:0012 00006

Qo 1lsd: 00010 0:0010 0:0023 00009 00010 0:0039

Qo+ lsd: 00008 00004 00029 00000 0:0010 0:0015

4 lsd: 00014 0:0010 0:0011 00017 00012 0:0011

g+ 1sd: 0:0010 00009 0:0010 00018 0:0013 0:0016

udsc only 00075 0:0053 0:0140 00159 00150 0:0168

Herwiy 59 00212 00080 0:0134 00126 00103 0:0193
Ariadne 408 0:0082 0:0056 00040 00045 0:0050 0:0114
TotalHadronisation || 0.0240 0.0113 0.0200 0.0209 0.0190 0.0283
x = 05 00104 00085 00116 0:0082 00088 00024

x =20 00137 0:0115 0:0151 00108 00112 0:0084

Totalerror || + 0.0397 | + 00216 | + 00289 | + 00262 | + 0.0270 | + 0.0371
0.0387 0.0202 0.0273 0.0252 0.0261 0.0362

Table 5: Values of ¢ and their ervors for subsample E = 40 45Gé&V.

TS0 Gev] 78.1 718 65.1 576 490 385 244
S(L ) 01153 0.1242 0.1201 0.129% 0.1353 0.1438 0.1496
Statistical 00026 0.0037 0.0039 0.0047 0.0053 0.0064 0.0071
Experimental | 0.0068 0.0036 0.0040 0.0069 0.0039 0.0063 0.0077
Hadronisation | 0.0062 0.0065 0.0072 0.0085 0.0100 0.0122 0.0166
T heory 0.0053 0.0067 0.0063 0.0076 0.0086 0.009 0.0117

P_
Tablk 6: Combined valuesof ( g% and their errors from all event shape variables.

1 T) M g Br By C v5; | Combined

sM ) 01230 04187 0J214 01117 01195 0.1261 0.1182
Statistical 0.0028 0.0024 0.0021 0.0021 00023 0.0031 0.0015
Experinental | 00050 0.0054 0.0037 0.033 0.0040 0.0049 0.0038
Hadronisation | 0.0071 0.0052 0.0080 0.0061 0.0092 0.0105 0.0070
T heory 0.0076 0.0059 0.0081 0.0049 0.0076 0.045 0.0062

Table 7: Combined valuesof (M ;) and their errors from all photon energy subsam ples
for a given observable. The nalcombined value of (M ;) isalso shown.
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Figure 1: The distrbutions of event shape observables 1

T and M 4 for nonradiative

events and radiative hadronic events from the M onte C arlo generators JETSET, HERWIG
and ARIADNE as indicated below the gures. T he triangles and points show distributions
obtained from the z° sam ples with FSR while the histogram s show distributions from

sam ples generated at lower energies as shown on the gure. The open trianglkesand solid
histogram (solid points and dashed histogram ) in each gure correspond to ~ s? = 40
(70) Gev.
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Figure 2: D istrilbutions of each variable used in the isolated photon selection. T he error
barsshow the statisticalerrors. M onte C arlo distribbutions are nom alized to the integrated
Jum inosity of the data and the cross section of the process. A rrow s In the gures show the
selected region. D istrbutions for radiatie m ulti-hadronic events, which are signalevents
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Figure 8: Combined values of , from all event shape observables as shown in Tableld.
T he curve and shaded band show the QCD prediction for the running of 4 using the
com bined value of (M ;) with total errors.

28



@n | | = .

y23D I —e
1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 :I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1

0.1 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.14
GS(I\/I Z)

Figure 9: The values of (M ;) obtained by com bining a]lpgo sam ples as shown in
Tabl[l. T he inner error bars are statistical, the outer error bars correspond to the total
uncertainty. The dashed vertical lines and shaded bands show the LEP 1 results from

OPAL [8]using nonradiative events.

29



OPAL

OPAL LEP 1radiative »

OPAL LEP1 ——

L3LEP 1radiative —T——
PDG 2006

006 007 008 009 01 011 012 0.13
GAMD

Figure 10: Combined values of (M ;) for all event shape obsarvables and o 0 sam ples.
The error bars show total uncertainties. The results from this analyses w ith radiative
events, from non-radiative events with OPAL LEP 1 data [8] and from L3 radiative
events [16]are shown. The PDG [49]valieof (M ;) is also shown as the vertical line,
w ith the total uncertainty corresponding to the shaded band.

30



arXiv:0902.1128v1 [hep-ex] 6 Feb 2009

EUROPEAN ORGANIZATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH

CERN-PH-EP/2007-032
5 Septam ber 2007

M easurem ent of < with R adiative
H adronic Events

The OPAL Colhboration

A bstract

Hadronic nal states with a hard isolated photon are studied using data taken at
centre-ofm ass energies around them ass of the Z° boson w ith the O PAL detector at LEP.
The strong coupling ¢ is extracted by com paring data and Q CD predictions for event
shape obsarvables at average reduced centre-ofm ass energies ranging from 24 G&V to
78 G &V, and the energy dependence of 4 is studied. O ur results are consistent w ith
the running of  as predicted by QCD and show that within the uncertainties of our
analysis event shapes in hadronic 2° decaysw ith hard and isolated photon radiation can be
described by Q CD at reduced centre-ofm ass energies. C om bining allvalues from di erent
event shape obsarvablesand energiesgives (M ;)= 0:1182 0:0015(stat:) 0:0101 (syst:).

(subm itted to Eur. Phys. J.C)


http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.1128v1

The OPA L Colbboration

G .Abbiendf,C .Aisky’,P F .Akesson’,G .A lexander’! , G .A nagnostou!,
K J.Anderson®, S.Asa??,D .Axen?®, I.Bailky?’, E .Barberio'®, T .Barillart?,
R J.Barlow!®,R J.Batlky’,P.Bechtle’®, T .Behnke®® ,K W .Bell’,PJ.Bell, G .Bell?,
A .Bellerive® , G .Benell#!, S.Bethke®™, 0 .Bicbel’, 0 .Boerit’, P.Bock!?,
M .Boutan eur’?, S.Brabant?,R M .Brown'’,H J.Burckhart’,S.Cam pana‘,
P.Capiluppf,R K .Camegi® ,A A .Carter'?, JR .Carter’,C Y .Chang'®,
D G .Charlton!, C .Ciocca?, A .Csilling®® ,M .Cu ani?, S.Dado?®,M .Dallavalk?,A .De
Roeck’,E A .DeW olf®,K .Desch®, B .D ienes’ , J.D ubbert’, E .D uchovn®®,

G .Duckeck®, IP.D uerdoth'®, E .Etzion?!, F .Fabbrf, P.Ferrari , F .Fiedler?, I.F leck’,
M .Ford!,A .Frey’,P.Gagnon'!,JW .Gary*,C .G eich-G inbel, G .G iacom ell¥,
P.G jacom ell¥ ,M .G unta*, J.G odberg?’ , E .G ross**, J.G runhaus* ,M .G ruwe’,
A.Gupta®,C .Hafu*®,M .Hamann®*,G G .Hanson*, A .HareF’,M .Hauschid’,

CM .Hawkes ,R .Hawkings',G .Herten’,R D .Heuer**,JC .HilP, D .Horvath?®%,
P.IgoK em enes'’, K .Ishi??,H .Jerem &'’ , P.Jovanovict, T R .Junk®®, J.K anzak?*,
D .K arlen®,K .K awagoe??, T .K awam oto?’ ,R K .K eeler’®,R G .K ellogg'®,

B W .Kennedy'?,S.K uth®, T .K obayash??,M .K obeP”®, S.K om am iya??, T .K ram er’*,
A .K rasznahorkay Jr2°#, P .K rieger®”, J.von K rogh'?, T .K uh¥*,M .K upper??,

G D .La erty'®,H .Landsn an?’,D .Lanske'®, D .Lellbuch?®, J.Letts®, L .Levinson?®,
J.Lillich?, S L.Lloyd'?, F K .Loebinger'®, J.Lu?*®®,A .Ludw ig°, J.Ludw iy’ , W .M ader’®,
S.M arcellin? , A J.M artin'?, T .M ashin 0??,P.M attig® ,J.M K enna®®,

R A .M cPherson® ,F .M eifrs’ ,W .M enges’ ,F S.M erritt® ,H .M es*® , N .M eyer®*,

A .M ichelin¥, S.M jhara®?,G .M kenberg®®,D J.M iller'*,W .M ohr’, T .M orf?,

A .M utter’, K .Nagai?, I.N akam ura?’” ,H .Nan{%?,H A .Neal?,SIW .0 Neak! ,
A.0h’,M J.0reglia®, S.0 rito??’ ,C .PahP!,G .Pasztor*”,JR .Pater’®, J E .Pilcher®,
J.Pinold?’,D E.Plane’, 0 .Pooth!®,M .Przybycien’” , A .Q uadt®®, K .Rabbertz'*,

C .Rembser’,P.Renkef®,IJM .Roney?®,A M .Ross?,Y .Rozen?’,K .Runge’, K .Sachs’,
T .Saek#?,E K G .Sarkisyan’?,A D .Schaik®, 0 .Schaik®®, P.Schar Hansen’,
J.Schieck® , T .Schomer-Sadeniis’# ,M .Schroder’ ,M .Schum acher’ ,R .Seuster>7*,

T G .Shears'®,B C .Shen? ,P.Sherwood!*, A .Skup'®,A M .Sm ith’, R .Sobi?®,
S.SodnerR enbod!®, F .Spano®®, A .Stahl®,D .Strom '8, R .Strohm er’®, S.Tarem %°,
M .Tasevsky'®,R .Teuscher’ ,M A .Thom son®, E .Torrence'®, D .Toya??, I.Trigger’ ™,
7 .Trocsany¥°®, E .Tsur’’ ,M F.Tumer¥W atson'!, I.Ueda??, B .U yvarf’*,C F .Volm er’?,
P.Vanneram °,R .V ertest’®,M .Verzocchi®, H .Voss'®, J.Vosssbeld’®,C P.W ard®,
DR.Ward’>,PM .Watkins',A T .W atson!,N K .W atson' ,P S.W ells’, T .W engler’,
N.Wemes’,G W .W ilson'®*,JA .W ilson', G .W olf?, T R .W yatt®, S.Yam ashita?®?,
D .ZerZion*, L .Z vkovic?

1SchoolofPhysics and A stronom v, U niversity of B im ingham , B im ingham B15 2T T ,UK
2D jpartin ento diF isica dell’ U niversita diBologna and INFN , 140126 Bologna, ftaly
3Physikalisches Tnstitut, Universitat Bonn, D 53115 Bonn, G erm any

“D epartm ent of Physics, U niversity of C alifornia, R iverside CA 92521, U SA

°C avendish Laboratory, Cambridge CB3 OHE , UK

°0 ttawa-C arleton Institute for Physics, D epartm ent of Physics, C arleton U niversity, O t—
tawa, O ntario K 1S 5B 6, Canada




"CERN, European O rganisation for Nuclear R esesarch, CH -1211 G eneva 23, Sw itzerland
®Enrico Ferm i Institute and D epartm ent of Physics, U niversity of Chicago, Chicago IL
60637,USA

‘Fakultat fur Physik, A bert-Ludw igsU niversitat Freiburg, D 79104 Freiburg, G em any
Ophysikalisches Institut, U niversitat H eddelberg, D 69120 H eddelbery, G em any

"' Mdiana University, D epartm ent of Physics, B Joom ington IN 47405, U SA

20 ueen M ary and W est el College, University of London, London E1 4N S, UK
B3Technische H ochschule A achen, IIT P hysikalisches Institut, Som m erfeldstrasse 26-28,D —
52056 A achen, G em any

Yy niversity College London, London W C1E 6BT ,UK

155chool of Physics and A stronom y, Schuster Laboratory, The University of M anchester
M 13 9PL,UK

16D gpartm ent of Physics, U niversity of M aryland, C ollege Park,M D 20742,U SA

Y1 aboratoire de Physique N ucleaire, U niversite deM ontreal, M ontreal, Q uebec H 3C 3J7,
Canada

18U niversity of O regon, D epartm ent of Physics, Eugene OR 97403, U SA

R utherford A ppleton Laboratory, Chilton, D idcot, O xfordshire 0X 11 00 X , UK

20D epartm ent of Physics, Technion-Israel Institute of Technology, H aifa 32000, Israel
21D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, Tel A viv University, TelAviv 69978, Israel

2 ntemational C entre for E Jem entary Particle Physics and D epartm ent of Physics, Uni-
versity of Tokyo, Tokyo 113-0033, and K obe U niversity, K obe 6578501, Japan

23pParticle Physics D epartm ent, W eizm ann Institute of Science, R ehovot 76100, Israel
24U niversitat H am burg/D ESY , Institut fur E xperin entalphysik , N otkestrasse 85,D 22607
Ham burg, G em any

2>U niversity of V ictorda, D epartm ent of Physics, P O Box 3055,V ictorda BC V8W 3P6,
Canada

26U niversity of B ritish C olum bia, D epartm ent of Physics, Vancouver BC V6T 171,Canada
27y niversity of A berta, D gpartm ent of Physics, Edm onton AB T6G 2J1, Canada

28R essarch Institute for Particle and Nuclear Physics, H-1525 Budapest, P O Box 49,
Hungary

29 stitute of Nuclear R esearch, H 4001 D ebrecen, P O Box 51, Hungary

L udw ig-M axin illansU niversitat M unchen, Sektion Physik,Am Coulom bwalll,D -85748
G arching, G emm any

3IM ax-P lanck-Institut fur Physik, Fohringer R ing 6, D -80805 M unchen, G em any

32Y ale U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, New Haven, CT 06520, U SA

®and at TRIUM F, Vancouver, Canada V 6T 2A 3

® now at University of A erta

¢ and Institute of Nuclear R esearch, D ebrecen, H ungary

9 now at Istitute of Physics, A cadem y of Sciences of the C zech R epublic 18221 Prague,
C zech R epublic

¢ and D epartm ent of Experin ental Physics, U niversity of D ebrecen, H ungary
f and M PIM unchen

9 and R esearch Tnstitute for Particle and N uclear Physics, Budapest, H ungary
" now at University of Liverpool, D ept of Physics, Liverpool69 3BX ,U K .
*now at D ept. Physics, University of Ilinois at U rbana-C ham paign, U SA .

3 and The University of M anchester, M 13 9PL, U nited K ingdom



X now at University of K ansas, D ept of Physics and A stronom y, Law rence, K S 66045,
USA.
1 now at University of Toronto, D ept of Physics, Toronto, C anada
™ current address B ergische U niversitat, W uppertal, G em any
" now at University ofM Ining and M etallurgy, C racow , Poland
° now at University of Califomia, San D iego,U S A..
P now at The University of M elbboume, V ictoria, A ustralia
9 now at IPHE Universite de Lausanne, CH-1015 Lausanne, Sw itzerland
" now at IEK P Universitat K arlsruhe, G em any
® now atU niversity of A ntwerpen, Physics D epartm ent B 2610 A ntw erpen, Belgium ; sup—
ported by Interuniversity A ttraction Poles Programm e { Belgian Science Policy
® now at Technische Universitat, D resden, G em any
Y and H igh Energy A ccelerator R esearch O rganisation (K EK ), T sukuba, ITbaraki, Japan
Y now at University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, U SA
" now at TRIUM F, Vancouver, C anada
* now at Colum bia University
¥ now at CERN
Znow atDESY
D eceased



1 Introduction

In the theory of strong interactions, Q uantum Chrom odynam ics (QCD ) [1{3], the strong
coupling constant ¢ is predicted to decrease for high energy or short distance reactions:
a phenom enon known as asym ptotic freedom . Valuesof ¢ atdi erent energy scales have
been m easured at PETRA and LEP in €' e reactionsw ith di erent centre-ofm ass (an s)
energies ranging from 35 to 209 G &V and con mm the prediction [4{11].

A ssum ing that photons am itted before or inm ediately after the 2° production do not
nterfere with hard QCD processes, a m easurem ent of ¢ at the reduced an s energies,

9, of the hadronic system is possible by using radiative m ultihadronic events, ie.
e'e | gg events.

M ost photons an itted from the incom ing particles before the 2° production (initial
state radiation, ISR ) escape along the beam pipe of the experim ent. M easuram ents of
cross—sections for hadron production with ISR have been presented by the KLOE and
RaBar collborations [12{15]. In ' e annihiltion to hadrons on the Z° peak isolated
high energy photons observed in the detector are m ostly em itted by quarks produced in
hadronic 2° decays ( nal state radiation, FSR ), because on the Z° peak ISR e ects are
suppressed. M easurem ents of ¢ in hadronic events w ith observed photons have been
perform ed by the L3 and DELPH I Collaborations [16,17]. The DELPH I collaboration
has also m easured the m ean charged particle m ultiplicity e, i(s®) using FSR in [18].

W hen an energetic and isolated photon is em itted in the parton shower the nvariant
m ass of the recoiling parton systam is taken to set the energy scale forhard Q CD processes
such as gluon radiation. In parton shower m odels [19{21 ] the invariant m ass of an inter-
m ediate parton or the transverse m om entum of a parton branching are used as ordering
param eters for the parton shower developm ent. In this picture an energetic and isolated
photon m ust be produced at an early stage of the shower evolution and therefore can be
usad to deduce the scale for subssquent Q CD processes. T he valdity of thism ethod w ill
be studied below using parton shower M onte C arlo program s.

Herewe report on am easurem ent of ¢ from event shape observables determ ned from
the hadronic systeam in eventsw ith observed energetic and isolated photons In the OPA L
experin ent.

2 Analysism ethod
P 9—

Thereduced an senergy, <%, isde nedby 2E,.n 1 E =Ep.n ,whereE isthephoton
energy and Epeqn 1S the beam energy. The avour m ixture of hadronic events In this
analysis is changed com pared to non-radiative 2° decay events. T he fraction of up-type
quarks is Jarger due to their larger electric charge. H ow ever, since the strong interaction is
blind to quark avour in the Standard M odel, as eg.deamn onstrated in [22], the di erence
is not taken into account. The e ects of m assive b quarks on hadronisation corrections
are considered below as a system atic uncertainty.

T he determ ination of ¢ isbased on m easurem ents of event shape observables, which
are calculated from all particles w ith m om enta p; In an event:

Thrust T . The thrust T isde ned by the expression

OP 1
Py T
T=max@—P113— : (1)
] i PiJ



T he thrust axisfi; is the direction fi which m axin ises the expression In parentheses.
A plane through the origin and perpendicular to fiy divides the event into two
hem ispheres H; and H ,.

Heavy Jet M ass M y . Thehean isphere invariant m asses are calculated using the parti-
cles In the two hem ispheresH, and H,. W ede neM y as the heavierm ass, divided

by s.

Jet Broadening variables B and By . Thesarede ned by com puting the quantity
0 p . - .1
Bk: Q@ ﬁHkP:pl. : TjA (2)
2 P

for each of the two event ham ispheres, H ,de ned above. T he two observables are
de ned by
Br=B;+ B, and By :maX(Bl,'B2) (3)

where B is the totaland By is the w ide &t broadening.

C param eter C . The linearm om entum tensor isde ned by

P L
1P B =R
. ;

= — ;o= 152538 (4)
3 P53
T he three egenvalues 5 of this tensor de ne C with
C=3(12+ 23+ 31): (5)

Transition value y5,. This cbservable is given by the value of v, In the D urham algyo—
rithm where the num ber of Fts In an event changes from two to three.

In order to verify that using hadronic z° decayg w ith hard and isolated nal state
radiation allow s one to extract , ata reduced scale sPwe em ploy sinulated events. W e
use theM onte C arlo sin ulation program s JETSET version 7.4 [19], HERWIG version 59 [20]
and ARTADNE version 4 .08 [21 ], which have di erent in plem entations of the parton shower
algorithm s including sinulation of FSR . O ne sam ple contains hadronic 2° decays w ith
FSR and ISR (375 k events) while the other sam ples are generated at lower an s energies
w ithout ISR (500 k events each).

W e consider the generated events after the parton shower has stopped (parton-level)
and calculate event shape observables using the rem aining partons. The e ective an s
energy 0 is caloulated from the parton fourm om enta excluding any nal state photons
and the events are boosted into the an s system of the partons. T he sam ples are binned
according to the energy Ergg ofany FSR in Intervalsof 5G &V width forEgzgg > 10G V.

W e observe good agream ent between the corresponding distributions obtained from
the Z° sample with FSR and the lower energy sam ples. For exam ple, FJgureE@ show s
distrbbutions of the event shape cbsarvables1l T andM y for two sam plesw ith L= 40
and 70 G &V .W e conclude that within the approxin ations m ade In the parton shower
algorithm s, hadronic 29 decays w ith hard and stJated nal state radiation can be used
to extract m easurem ents of ¢ at reduced scales 0,



3 The OPA L D etector and Event Sim ulation

The OPAL detector operated at the LEP e'e collder at CERN from 1989 to 2000.
A detailed description of the detector can be found in [23]. W e describe brie y the
In portant parts of the detector for this study. In the OPAL coordinate systam , the x
axis was horizontal and pointed approxim ately towards the centre of LEP, the y axiswas
nom al to the z=x plane , and the z axiswas in the e beam direction. T he polar angle,

,wasm easured from the z axis, and the azin uthalangl, ,from the x axis about the
Z axis.

T he centraldetector m easured them om entum of charged particles and consisted of a
system of cylindrical drift cham bers which lay within an axialm agnetic eld of 0435 T .
Them om enta p,, of tracks In the x-y plane were m easured w ith a precision of =p,, =
0:025 00015 g Gev=c][24].

T he electrom agnetic calorin eters com pltely covered the azin uthal range for polar
angles satisfying jocos j< 0:98. T he barrel electrom agnetic calorin eter covered the polar
angl range joos j< 082, and consisted of a barrel of 9440 lead glass blocks ordented
50 that they nearly pointed to the interaction region. T he two endcaps were each m ade
of 1132 lead glass blocks, aligned along the z-axis. Each lead glass block in the barrel
electrom agnetic calorin eter was 10 10 an? in cross section, which corresponds to an
angular region of app&oxjm ately 40 40 mrad?. The intrinsic energy resolition was

g=E = 02% 63%= E[Gev][23]

M ost electrom agnetic show ers were nitiated before the lead glassm ainly because of
the coil and pressure vessel in front of the calorim eter. An electrom agnetic presam pler
m ade of lin ited stream er tubes m easured the shower position. The barrel presam pler
covered the polar angle range joos j< 0:81 and its angular resolution for photons was
approxin ately 2 m rad.

JETSET version 74 was used to smulate €' e | gg events, w ith HERWIG version 5.9
and ARIADNE version 4.08 used as altematives. Param eters controlling the hadronisation
of quarks and glions were tuned to OPAL LEP 1 data asdescrbed In [25,26]. W e usd
HERWIG version 5.9 [20], PHOJET version 1.05c¢ [27,28 ]and VERMASEREN version 1.01 [29]for
tw o-photon interactions and KORALZ version 4.02 30]fore'e ! ° events. G enerated
events were processed through a fulll sin ulation of the O PAL detector [31]and the sam e
event analysis chain was applied to the sinulated events as to the data. 4,000,000 fully
sim ulated events were generated by JETSET, 200,000 events, 1,000,000 events and 55,000
events were generated by HERWIG, PHOJET and VERMASEREN while 800,000 events were
generated by KORALZ.

4 FEvent Selection

4.1 H adronic Event Selection

This study is based on a sam ple of 3 m illion hadronic Z° decays selected as described
In [32] from the data accum ulated between 1992 and 1995 at an s energy of 912 G&V.
W e required that the central detector and the electrom agnetic calorim eter were fully
operational.

For this study, we apply stringent cuts on tracks and clusters and further cuts on
hadronic events. The clusters in the electrom agnetic calorim eter are required to have
aminimum energy of 100 M &V in the barrel and 250 M €V in the endcap. Tracks are



requirad to have transverse m om entum pr 150 M eV =c w ith respect to the beam axis,
at Jeast 40 reconstructed points in the gt cham ber, at the point of closest approach a
distance between the track and the nom nal vertex dy < 2 an In the r— plane and
Zg < 25 an In the z direction. W e require at least ve such tracks to reduce background
from ef'e ! 7 and ! ggq events. The polar angle of the thrust axis is required
to satisfy joos ¢ j< 09, to ensure that events are well contained In the O PA L detector.
A fter these cuts, a data sample of 2:4  10° events ram ains.

4.2 TIsolated Photon Selection
421 Isolation Cuts

Isolated photons are selected in these hadronic events as follow s. E lectrom agnetic clusters
with an energy Egc > 10 G&V are chosen in order to suppress background from soft
photons com Ing from the decay of m esons. A ccordingly, our signal event is de ned as
an €' e ! gg event with an ISR or FSR photon with energy greater than 10 GeV . W e
use electrom agnetic clusters in the polar angle region jcos gc j< 0:72 corresponding to
the barrel of the detector, where there is the least m aterial in front of the lead glass, see
Figure[d a). A Iso, the non-pointing geom etry of the endcap electrom agnetic calorin eter
com plicates the cluster shape tting explained below . T he num ber of clusters in the data
which satisfy Egc > 10 G&V and joos gc j< 0:72 is1,797,532. A ccording to the M onte
Carlo sinulation, 99.3% of these selected clusters com e from non-radiative m ulti-hadronic
events.

T he canddate clusters are required to be isolated from any gts,and from other clusters
and tracks:

T he angle w ith respect to the axis ofany gt, iy, is required to be larger than 25 ,
see Figure[db). T he ftsare reconstructed from tracks and electrom agnetic chisters,
excluding the candidate cluster, using the D urham algorithm [33]w ith y..: = 0:005.

The sum ofthem om enta By, of tracks falling on the calorim eter surface insde a 0.2

radian cone around the photon candidate is required to be am aller than 0.5 G eV =c
(Fgureld c)). T he totalenergy deposition in the electrom agnetic calorim eter w ithin
a cone of 0.2 radian around the photon candidate, E i, is also required to be less
than 0.5 G eV (Figure[2d)).

A fter the isolation cuts, 11,265 clusters are retained. T he fraction of clusters from non-—
radiative m ultihadronic events is reduced to 52.8% . The background from * events
(twophoton events) is0.6% (0.01% ) [34].

4 2.2 Likelihood Photon Selection

Isolated photon candidates are selected by using a likelhood ratio m ethod w ith four input

variables, see appendix[A] fordetails. The rsttwo variablesare jcos pc jand i ,de ned

above. Two m ore variables, the cluster shape tvariable S and the distance between

the electrom agnetic calorin eter cluster and the associated presam pler cluster, de ned as

follow s, reduce the background from clusters arising from the decays of neutral hadrons.
T he cluster shape tvariable, S, isde ned by

1 X (E m eas;i E exp i )2

S = (6)
Nppa rﬁeas;i




where N Is the num ber of lead glass blocks included in the electrom agnetic cluster,
E o eas;i 15 the measured energy deposit in the ith blodk, Eop; IS the expectsd energy
deposit in the ith block, assum ing that the energy is deposited by a single photon, and

n eas;i 18 the uncertainty in the energy m easured by ith electrom agnetic calorim eter block .
E p; s a function of position and energy of the incident photon bassd on the sim ulation
of the O PA L detector w ith single photons. The value of S is determ Ined by m Inin izing
Equation (d) under variation of the position and energy of the cluster. For a cluster to be
considered further in the likelihhood, preselection cuts are applied: we require the num ber
of blocks to be at least two and the value of S after the t to be an aller than 10. The
quality of the cluster shape ts depends on the assum ed resolution p ess;; this will be
studied as a systam atic uncertainty.

Thevariable m easures the distance between the electrom agnetic calorim eter cluster
and the associated presam plercluster, = max(j J3J J),with and the angular
separations between the clusters.

The distrbutions of S and are shown in Figures e) and f). The M onte Carlo
distridbutions in these gures are nom alized according to the lum inosity obtained from
an all angle Bhabha events.

A disagreem ent between data and M onte Carb is seen for S and ;. The level of
agreem ent between data and M onte C arlo for the S distribution is studied w ith photons
in radiativem uon paireventsand “sproduced in tau pairevents. It iscon m ed that the
M onte Carlo adequately reproduces the S distrbutions [34]. T he disagreem ent between
data and M onte C arlo for distrbbutions of S and i, stem s from the failure of the M onte
C arlo generators to correctly predict the rate of isolated neutral hadrons, as explained in
Section [4.4. In this analysis, the rate of isolated neutral hadrons used in the background
subtraction is estin ated from data by m ethods described In Section [4.4.

T he likelihood calculation is perform ed w ith reference histogram sm ade for seven sub—
sam ples, chosen according to the cluster energy. T he cut on the lkelhood value is chosen
0 as to retain 80% of the signal events. T he likelihood distributions for data and M onte
Carlo are shown In Figure[3. Tt can be seen that the Ikelhood distributions for signaland
background events are well separated for each region of electrom agnetic cluster energy.
E lectrom agnetic clusters which pass the lkellhhood selection are regarded as photon can-—
didates. If m ore than one candidate is found in the sam e event the one w ith the highest
energy is chosen.

43 FinalD ata Sam ple

H adronic events w ith hard isolated photon candidates are divided into seven subsam ples
ﬁcgordjng to the photon energy for further analysis. Table [l show s the m ean values of
s, the num ber ofdata events and the num ber of background events for each subsam ple.

4.4 Background E stim ation

A ccording to theM onte C arlo sim ulation, the contam ination from  pairevents isbetween
05 and 1.0% . The im pact of this am all num ber of events is further reduced because the
value of event shape obsarvables for pair events are concentrated in the lowest bin of
the distrdbutions, outside the tting range, so theire ect on the ¢ tsisnegligble. The
contrlbution of two photon processes is less than 0.01% In all subsam ples and is ignored.



Asmentioned in [35], the JETSET M onte Carlo fails to reproduce the ocbserved rate
of isolated electrom agnetic clusters, both for isolated photons and isolated °’s. Isolated
neutral hadrons are the dom inant source of background for this analysis, and their rate
has been estinm ated from data using the follow ing two m ethods.

F irstly, w ith the lkelhood ratio m ethod the observed lkelihood distributions in the
data in bins of photon energy were thted with a linear com bination of the M onte Carlo
distributions for signaland background events w hich pass the isolation cutsand likelihood
presslection requirem ents. T he overall nom alisation of the M onte C arlo distribution is

xed to the number of data events. The t uses a binned m axinum lkellhood m ethod
w ith only the fraction of background events as a free param eter. Figure[d shows the t
results. The values of “=do:f:arebetween 1.2 and 3.4 or 18 degrees of freedom .

Secondly, with the isolated tracks m ethod the fraction of background from isolated
neutral hadronswas estin ated from the rates of isolated charged hadrons. W e select from
the data tracks which satisfy the sam e isolation criteria as the photon candidates. The
com position of these isolated charged hadrons obtained from JETSET is used to infer the
rates of charged pions, kaons and protons. W hen isogpin symm etry is assum ed, the rates
of neutral pions, neutral kaons and neutrons can be estin ated from the rates of charged
pions, charged kaons and protons, respectively :

1 1
R o= 5R Ryo = 5RK R,= Ry, ; (7)
where Ry is the production rate of particle X . A ccording to JETSET tuned w ith OPA L
data, the rate of isogpin sym m etry violation is10% forpionsand 5% forkaonsand protons.
T his is assigned as a system atic uncertainty for the isolated tracksm ethod and com bined
w ith the statistical uncertainty.

T he neutral hadron background fractions estin ated by these two m ethods are shown

in Tablk[l. T he statistical errors from the num ber of data and M onte C arlo events from
tting the lkelhood distribbutions are shown. T he results from the twom ethodsarew ithin
atm ost three standard deviations of these errors, except In the E bin 35 40G&V.

The standard analysis w ill use the lkelihood ratio m ethod. Any di erences in the
resulting values of 4 obtained by using the two badkground estin ate m ethods w ill be
treated as a systam atic uncertainty.

5 M easurem ent of Event Shape D istributions

In this analysis event shape cbservables as de ned above in section [ are calculated
from tracks and electrom agnetic clusters excluding the isolated photon candidate. The
contrlbutions of electrom agnetic clusters originating from charged particles are rem oved
by the m ethod described In [36].

W e evaluate the obsarvables in the an s fram e of the hadronic system . T he Lorentz
boost is determ ined from the energy and angle of the photon candidate. W hen the four-
m om entum of particles in the hadronic systam is calculated, electrom agnetic clusters are
treated asphotonsw ith zero m ass w hile tracks of charged particles are treated as hadrons
w ith the charged pion m ass.

D istributions of the event shape ocbservables (1 T )and My are shown fortwo an's
energies in Figure[4. The ram aining background is rem oved by subtracting the scaled
M onte C arlo predictions for non+radiative hadronic events and for pair events using the



background estin ates listed in Table[dl. The e ects of the experim ental resolition and
acceptance are unfolded using M onte C arlo sam plesw ith fiilldetector sin ulation (detector
correction). The unfolding is perform ed bin-by-Jin w ith correction factors ! ¢ = h;=d;,
where h; represents the value in the ith bin of the event shape distrdbution of stable
hadrons In the M onte C arlo sin ulation, where \hadrons" are de ned as particles with a
m ean proper lifetin e Ionger than 3 101 s. d; represents the value in the ith bin of the
event shape distribution calculated w ith clusters and tracks obtained from M onte Carlo
sam ples w ith detector sin ulation after the com plete event selection has been applied. W e
refer to the distributions after applying these corrections as data corrected to the hadron
level.

T he distrbutions of the event shape cbsarvables1 T and M 4 for data corrected to
the hadron level and corresponding M onte C arlo predictions are shown in F jgure@). The
M onte Carlo sam ples are generated with an s energies set to the m ean value of L i
each subsam ple. In the production of the M onte C arlo sam ples ISR and F SR is sw itched
o and on, resgoectively. The predictions from the event generators are consistent w ith
the data rall s bins. There is sin ilar agream ent between data and event generator
predictions for the other ocbsarvables.

6 M easurem ent of o

Them easuram ent of ¢ isperform ed by tting perturbative Q CD predictions to the event
shape distrlbbutions corrected to the hadron levelfor (1 T ),My [37],B:,By [38,39],
C [40,41]1and yZD3 [33,42,43]. The O ( i) and NLLA calculations are com bined w ith the
(R ) matching schem e. The e ects of hadronisation on event shapesm ust be taken into
account In order to perform  tting at the hadron level (hadronisation co ion). Pre—
serving the nom alisation in the hadronisation correction is not trivial for low 0 sam ples
because of Jarge hadronisation corrections. T he hadronisation correction is applied to the
Integrated (cum ulative) theoretical calculation to conserve nom alisation as In our pre—
vious analyses [44,45]. The hadron level predictions are obtained from the cum ulative
theoretical caloulation multiplied by a correction factor RY2? = H;=P;, where P; (H;)
represents the value in the ith bin of the cum ulative event shape distribution calculated
by M onte C arlo sim ulation w ithout (w ith) hadronisation. T he JETSET M onte C arlo event
generator is usad for our central results, while HERWIG and ARIADNE are considered as
altematives for the estim ation of systam atic uncertainties.

The t of the hadron level QCD predictions to the event shape obsarvables uses a
last ?method with +(Q) treated as a free param eter. Only statistical uncertainties
are taken into account in the calculation of . W hen the totalnum ber of events is an all,
the di erences between the statistical errors counting Jarger or am aller num bers of events
than the theoretical prediction can biasthe tresult. Tn order to avoid this bias the value
of the tted theoretical distrlbution is used to calculate the statistical error instead of
the num ber of events in each bin of the data distrbution. T he statistical uncertainty is
estim ated from the t results derived from 100 M onte Carlo subsam ples w ith the sam e
num ber of events as selected data events.

T he region usad in the t is adjusted such that the background subtraction and the
detector and hadronisation corrections are an all (less than 50% ) and uniform in that

1T he values of the six cbservables at the seven energy points are given in [34]and w ill be available
under http://durpdg.dur.ac.uk/HEPDATA/.
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region. The resulting t gnges are m ainly restricted by the hadronisation corrections.
The QCD predictions at  s'= 78 GeV tted to data after applying the hadronisation
correction are shown in Figureld. G ood agreem ent between data and theory is seen. The

tted values of 4 and their errors for each event shape ocbservable are shown in Tables[2H3.

6.1 System atic U ncertainties
6.1.1 Experim entalUncertainties

T he experin ental uncertainty is estin ated by adding in quadrature the follow ing contri-
butions:

thedi erence between the standard result and the result when allclusters and tracks
are used w ithout correcting for double counting of energy. T hisvariation is sensitive
to In perfections of the detector sin ulation.

the largest deviation between the standard result and the result when the analysis is
repeated with tighter selection criteria to elin nate background (standard values in

brackets): the thrust axis is required to lie in the range jcos : j< 0:7 (09), or the

cluster shape variable is required to be an aller than 5 (10), or the isolation angle

from any Ft is required to be larger than 35 (25 ).

the di erence between the standard value and the value obtained by repeating the
analysis w ith the background fractions estin ated from the rate of isolated charged
hadrons as described in Section [4.

the di erence between the standard result and the result when the single block
energy resolution is varied to give the expected 2 in the cluster shape ts. This
check is m ade, because the values of 2 in the cluster shape ts depend on the
assum ed energy resolution.

the maxinum di erence between the standard result and the result when the t
regions are varied. T he lower and upper 1im it of the tting region are independently
changed by 1 bin.

T he tighter selection on jocos ; jand the altemative single block energy resolution of the
electrom agnetic calorin eter yield the largest contributions to the experim ental system atic
uncertainty. T he overall resolution and energy scale uncertainty of the electrom agnetic
calorin eter have a neglegible e ect on the results of this analysis.

6.1.2 H adronisation U ncertainties

T he follow ing variations are perform ed in order to estim ate the hadronisation uncertain-
ties:

the largest of the changes In ; observed when independently varying the hadroni-
sation param eters band o by 1 standard deviation about their tuned values in
JETSET [25];

the change observed when the parton virtuality cuto param eter Q, is varied by
1 standard deviation about its tuned value in JETSET;
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the change obsarved when only the Iight quarks u,d, s and c are considered at the
parton level in order to estim ate potential quark m ass e ects;

the di erencesw ith respect to the standard result when HERWIG or ARTADNE are used
for the hadronisation correction, rather than JETSET.

W ede ne the hadronisation correction uncertainty by adding in quadrature the deviation
when using only light quarks and the larger deviation when using HERWIG or ARTADNE to
calculate the corrections. T hese variations are observed to lead to larger di erences than
all other variations, ie. them ain contrlbbutions to the hadronisation uncertainties are the
choice of hadronisation m odel and the potential e ect of quark m asses.

6.1.3 Theoretical U ncertainties

W e x the renom alisation scale param eter x =Q tol,where istheenergy scale at
which the theory is renom alized and Q is the energy scale of the reaction. A lthough the
uncertainty on the choice of the value of x gives a Jarge contrilbution to the system atic
uncertainty, the m eans of quantifying this uncertainty is essentially arbitrary. W e de ne
the scale uncertainty as the larger of the deviations of ¢ when x is changed from 1 to
050r20.

The O ( Z) and NLLA calculations are combined with the In(R ) m atching schem e.
The variation In  4( s° due to using di erent m atching schem es is much an aller than
the renom alisation scale uncertainty [46], and is not included as an additional theoretical

system atic uncertainty.

6.2 Combination of 4 R esults

Thevaluesof ¢ obtained for each observable at each energy are used to study the energy
dependence of ¢ and to obtain an overall combined result for (M ;). The individual
values of 4 as given in Tables[2HH and shown in Figure[7 are com bined taking the cor-
relations between their statistical and system atic errors into account using the m ethod
described In [8]. T he statistical covariances betw een results from di erent cbservables are
determm Ined at each energy from 100 M onte Carlo subsam ples w ith the sam e num ber of
events as selected In the data. The experin ental system atic uncertainties are assum ed
to be partially correlated, ie. covi; = min( ;; j)z. T he hadronisation and theoretical
covariances are only added to the diagonal of the total covariance m atrix. T he correla—
tions betw een these uncertainties are considered by repeating the com bination procedure
w ith di erent hadronisation corrections (udsc only, HERWIG, ARTADNE) and w ith di erent
renom alisation scale param eters (x = 2 and 0.5). The system atic uncertainties for the
com bined value are obtajn%i)y repeating the com bination for each systam atic variation.
T he resulting values of ,( s% are shown in Tablk[d and F igure[8.

Values of | from Individual observables at each energy are com bined after evolving
them top§ = M ;. In this case the results are statistically uncorrelated. T he correlations
between system atic uncertainties are treated as explained above. T he results are given in
Tabl[d and F igure[d.

W e also combine the combined values listed in Tabl [1 taking into account their
statistical correlations using the sum of the Inverses of the individual statistical covariance
m atrices at each energy point. The result is

sMz)= 0:1182 0:0015(stat:) 0:0101(syst:): (8)
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and is shown with individual errors in Tabl [1. Figure[§ shows the evolution of the

strong coupling using our result. A s a crosscheck on the robustness of the com bination

procedure we repeat the com bination using the com bined results at each energy point

shown in Tablk[d or using all individual results and nd (M ;) = 0:1183 0:0103 or
sM )= 01179 0:0103, respectively.

O ur result is consistent w ithin the statistical and experin ental errvors w ith the result
from OPAL using non-radiative events n LEP 1 data w ith the sam e set of observables,

sM ;)= 01192 0:0002(stat:) 0:0050(syst:) [8]. O urresult isalso consistent w ith recent
com bined values [11,47{49]and results from other analyses using radiative events [16,17].
F igure [I0 com pares our result with the LEP 1 value for , from [8] and an average of
results from L3 usihg radiative hadronic Z° decays [16@.

T he com binations of individual cbservables at di erent an s energies yield ?=dof:
1=6. The sn allvalues of ?=do:f:are due to the conservative treatm ent of hadronisation
and theoreticaluncertainties. Thevaluesof 2=dwo:f:indicate consistency ofthe individual
results w ith the m odel of the com bination including evolution of results at di erent an s
energies to M , before the com bination.

7 Summ ary

T he strong coupling ¢ has been m easured at reduced am s energies, P <0, ranging from
20 G&V to 80 G &V using event shape obsarvables derived from the hadronic system in
radiative hadronic events.
Fits of O ( ﬁ) and NLLA QCD predictions to the six event shape observables1 T,
g +Br,By ,C and yZD3 are perform ed and values of ¢ are obtained for seven values of
0. O ur results are consistent w ith the running of g aspredicted by QCD . The values
ateach  slareevolved to = M , and com bined for each event shape observable. The
com bined value from all event shape observables and <0 values is sM )= 01182
0:0015(stat:) 0:0101(syst:).
T his result agrees w ith previous O PAL analyses w ith non+radiative LEP 1 data, with
a sin ilarm easurem ent by L3, and w ith recent world average values, see gure[Id. W ithin
errors, Q CD is consistent w ith our data sam ple of events w ith isolated FSR . O ur result
supports the assum ption that the e ects of high energy and large angle FSR on event
shapes in haﬁir_onjc 79 decays can be e ectively described by QCD with a lower e ective
an s energy .

A cknow ledgem ents

W e particularly wish to thank the SL D ivision for the e cient operation of the LEP ac—
celerator at all energies and for their close cooperation w ith our experim ental group. In
addition to the support sta at our own institutions we are pleased to acknow ledge the
D epartm ent of Energy, U SA ,

N ational Science Foundation, U SA ,

Particle Physics and A stronom y R esearch C ouncil, UK,

2T he average is calculated using our com bination procedure w ith the values in table 65 of [16]. W e
assum e partially correlated experim ental errors and evaluate the hadronisation and theory uncertainties
by repeating the com bination w ith sim ultanously changed input values. The L3 analysis is not checked
for sensitivity to the presence ofm assive b quarks and thus has sn aller hadronisation uncertainties.

13



N atural Sciences and Engineering R esearch C ouncil, C anada,

Israel Science Foundation, adm inistered by the Israel A cadem y of Science and Hum ani-
tjES,

Benoziyo C enter for H igh Energy Physics,

Japanese M inistry of Education, C ulture, Sports, Science and Technology M EXT ) and
a grant under the M EX T Intemational Science R esearch P rogram ,

Japanese Society for the Prom otion of Science (JSPS),

G em an Israeli B inmational Science Foundation (G IF' ),

Bundesn inisterium fur B idung und Forschung, G em any,

N ationalR esearch Council of Canada,

Hungarian Foundation for Scienti c Research, OTKA T 038240, and T 042864,

TheNW O /NATO Fund for Scienti ¢ R esearch, the N etherlands.

A Likelihood R atio M ethod

T he lkelhood ratio Lyq isde ned by

L
Ly = pT 9)
Lag +  iWibpkgs

where L,y and Ly, are the absolute lkelihood values for signalqg events and events
from the ith background process. T he background lkelhood values are weighted by w;
proportional to the cross section of the ith background process.

T he absolute likkehood values L, are calculated from probability density functions (pdfs)
P; (x5) for the Input variables x5. T he pdfs are obtained as so-called reference histogram s
from simulated signal and background sam ples. For the calculation of the pdfs the pro—
Jction and correlation approxin ation (PCA ) method [50] is used. In brief, each x5 is
transform ed to a variable y; follow Ing a G aussian distribution using

P 1
y= 2eaf” (2F (x) 1) (10)
where erf * is the inverse error finction and F (x) = ,  p(x")dx” is the cum ulative
distribution of x. T he likelihood L (¢) is then given in the PCA by

1
L((x)= e=—e”

V3 i

Tw  Iwy=2 Y

Pi(X;) : (11)

V isthen n covariancem atrix of the y;, I is the dentity m atrix and x and y are the
vectors of the x5 and yj.
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e

E [GeV] Events = % can GeV ] Background [ ]
Non+rad.M H
Likelilhood Isolated tracks
1015 1560 781 1.7 60 0.7 62 09 09 02

1520 954 718 19 31 05 49 0.8 10 03
2025 697 651 20 26 06 63 1.1 09 04
2530 513 576 23 51 11 79 14 11 05
3035 453 490 26 45 11 96 16 0.7 04
3540 376 385 35 52 12 131 19 08 05
4045 290 244 53 104 23 129 1. 08 05

p— p—
Tabl 1: The num ber of selected events and them ean valueof s’foreach s’subsam ple.
T he neutral hadron background fractions estim ated by the two m ethods described in
Section [£.4 are listed In the comns \Non+ad.MH".
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| la ©»[ Ms | B: [ B« | C [ v |
| s(784Gev) || 01194 0J1193] 01144 01103 01162] 01225 |
|  StatisticalEror | 00052 ] 00047] 00032] 0.0039] 00045] 0.0050 ]

Tracks+ Clusters || 00005] 00005] 0:0000] 00009 | 0:0002] 00012
joos 1 3< 077 00096 | 00074 | 0:0059 | 00063 | 00067 | 0:0080
C>5 00012 | 00001 | 00005| 0:0004| 090009 | 0:0006

50 00000 | 00003 | 00027 | 00010| 00004 | 0:0012

Bkg fraction 00001 | 00001 | 00001 | 0:0001| 0:0001| 020000
ECAL Resolution 00018 | 00004 | 00004 | 0:0005| 090011 | 0:0005
Fitting Range || 00022 | 00005 | 0:0007 | 00016 | 00005| 0:0005
ExperinentalSyst. | 00101 [ 00075] 00066 [ 00066 00069 [ 0.0082
b 1sd:]] 00005] 0:0006] 00004] 0:0002] 00006 0:0004

b+ 1sd:|| 00004 | 00005| 0:0005| 00002| 00007 | 0:0003

O, 1sd:|| 00002| 090004| 0:0006| 00003| 00005| 00013

0, + lsd: 00002 | 00005 0:0005| 0:0003| 0:0002] 00010

4 1sd:|| 00004 | 00003| 0:0005| 00003| 00007 | 0:0007

4+ 1sd: 00005 | 00000 | 0:0005| 0:0003| 0:0007| 00005

udsc only 00021 | 00001 | 00056 | 0:0023| 090036 | 0:0065

Herwig 59 00053 | 00046 | 00064 | 0:0042| 0:0082] 00078
Ariadne 4:08 00000 |  0:0015| 090017 | 0:0001| 090023 | 0:0033
TotalHadronisation ]| 00057 ] 00049 [ 00087 ] 00048 00093 ] 00108
x =05 00051 [ 00039 00052] 0:0030] 0:0053] 00009

x =290 00065 | 00054 | 00065| 0:0043| 00067 | 0:0039

Totalerror || + 00143 | + 00115 | + 00131 | + 0.0100 | + 0.0141 | + 0.0150
0.0137 0.0108 0.0125 0.0095 0.0136 0.0145

| | a T | M« [ Br [ By [ C [ v |
| s(718Gev) || 01336 04225] 01304] 01161] 01305] 01313 ]

| Statistical Error | 00062 | 0.0048 | 00039 | 0.0054] 00058 | 0.0065 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00002 [ 00002] 00000] 00001] 020005] 00009

Joos 1 j< 0:7 0:0028 0:0054 0:0005 0:0008 0:0024 0:0005
Cc>5 0:0003 0:0010 0:0003 0:0007 0:0008 0:0011

;-50 0:0031 0:0021 0:0022 0:0008 0:0025 0:0043

Bkg fraction 0:0000 0:0001 0:0000 0:0001 0:0001 0:0000
ECAL Resolution 0:0015 0:0022 0:0014 0:0023 0:0007 0:0027

Fitting Range 0:0020 0:0007 0:0007 0:0018 0:0004 0:0009
0.0049 0.0064 0.0028 0.0032 0.0037 0.0054

E xperin ental Syst.

b 1lsd: 00006 [ 00005 0:0005] 0:0001] 0:0006] 00004

b+ 1sd: 00005 | 00005 | 0:0004 | 0:0002 [ 00005 0:0002

Qo 1lsd: 00002 | 0:0005| 0:0007 | 00003 0£0003| 00017
Qo+ 1sd: 00004 | 00003 | 00007 | 00003 00003 0:0011

g lsd: 00004 | 00002 | 0:0005| 00003 0£0005| 0:0004

¢+ lsd: 0:0005 | 00002 | 0:0005| 0:0003 | 0:0005| 0£0006
udsc only 00023 | 00000 | 0:0061 | 00021 090033 | 0:0060
Hemwig 59 00063 | 00049 | 00072 | 00041 00084 | 0:0088
A riadne 408 00002 | 00018 00017] 0:0002| 0:0015] 00034
TotalHadronisation || 0.0067 00053 0.0096| 00046 00092] 0.0113
x =05 00071 00043 ] 00075] 00034 00074 0:0017

x =290 00091 | 00060 | 0:0094 | 00049 00093]| 0:0049

Totalerror || + 0.0138 | + 0.0113 | + 0.0143 | + 0.0092 | + 0.0147 | + 0.0150
0.0126 0.0105 0.0131 0.0085 0.0136 0.0142

Table 2: Values of ¢ and their errors for subsam ples E =10-15 G &V (upper) and 15—
20G &V (lower).
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| Lo ] s [ Br [ Be | C | vi |

| s(65:1Gev) || 01236 04208] 0.a217] 01135] 0J242] 01311 |
|  StatisticalEror || 00068 | 00063| 00058 0.053] 00059 | 00133 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00011 ] 00019 ] 00020 00007 00016 00014
joos 1 j< 077 00043 | 00052 | 00052 | 00018 | 00009 | 00041
C>5 00021 | 00001 | 0£0002| 00016| 00010 | 00009
o 00022 | 00012| 00016 | 00022| 00008 | 00005
Bkg fraction 00001 | 0:0000 | 0:0000 | 0:0000 [ 00000 | 0:0000
ECAL Resolution 00002 | 00000 | 00008 | 00007 00010 | 00013
F itting R ange 00025 | 00010 | 00007 | 00014 | 00006 | 00017
ExperinentalSyst. ]| 00059 [ 00057 [ 00059 | 00037] 00025] 0.0049
b 1sd: 00007 | 00006 | 00005] 0:0003] 00008 0:0002
b+ 1lsd: 00005 | 00007 | 0:0002| 00003 00008 | 0:0004
Qo 1sd: 00002 | 00005| 0£0005| 00004 | 00004 | 00017
Qo+ lsd: 00003 | 00004 | 00006 | 0:0003| 00002 00015
¢ lsd: 00005 | 00003 | 00004 | 00003| 00008 | 00007
4+ lsd: 00007 | 00003 | 0:0005| 0:0004 | 00009 | 00005
udsc only 00021 | 00001 | 00039 | 00025| 0£0034| 00062
Herw ig 59 00067 | 00051 | 00060 | 0:0057 | 00096 | 00099
Ariadne 408 00007 | 0:0025] 00007 | 00009 00027 | 00040
TotalHadronisation || 0.0071 ] 00057 ] 00072] 00063] 00106 | 00125
x =05 00057 | 00042 ] 00061 00034 00064 0:0014
x = 20 00073 | 00058 | 00076 | 00048 | 00081 | 00048

Totalerror || + 00136 | + 00117 | + 00134 | + 00102 | + 0.0148 | + 0.0195
0.0128 0.0111 0.0126 0.0096 0.0140 0.0190

| la ] e [ B | B« [ c [ v |
| s(576Gev) || 01378 01396] 01327] 01194] 01284 0.407 |

| Statistical Error | 00085 | 0.0094] 00072] 0.0064] 00063 ] 0.091 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00004 [ 00022] 00008] 00005] 00039 ] 00013

joos 1 j< 077 00065 00101 0:0078 00054 00083 0:0056
cC>5 0:0003 0:0020 0:0013 00013 00005 0:0009

= 0:0010 0:0052 0:0004 00004 00001 0:0007

Bkg fraction 00000 0:0000 0:0000 00000 00000 0:0000
ECAL Resolution 00032 0:0051 0:0035 00021 00010 0:0013
F itting R ange 00036 0:0006 0:0014 00020 00011 0:0010
Experin entalSyst. || 0.0082 0.0128 0.0088 0.0063 0.0093 0.0061
b 1sd: 0:0009 0:0004 00005 00003 0:0010 0:0006

b+ 1sd: 00006 0:0004 0:0004 00004 00009 0:0005

Qo 1lsd: 00002 0:0008 0:0006 00005 00005 0:0023

Qo+ lsd: 0:0005 0:0005 00009 00003 0:0004 0:0016

4 lsd: 00005 0:0002 0:0005 00006 0:0009 00006

4+ 1sd: 0:0009 0:0002 00005 00004 0:0010 0:0007

udsc only 00024 0:0001 0:0042 00033 00040 0:0063

Herwiy 59 0:0076 0:0039 00072 00066 0:0101 0:0113
Ariadne 408 0:0011 0:0011 00012 00013 0:0032 0:0049
TotalHadronisation || 0.0081 0.0041 00085 0.0075] 00114 0.0140
x = 05 0:0079 0:0063 00078 00042 0:0072 0:0023

x =20 00101 0:0087 0:0098 00058 0:0090 0:0063

Totalerror || + 00175 | + 0.0186 | + 00172 | + 0.0130 | + 0.0183 | + 0.0189
0.0164 0.0176 0.0162 0.0124 0.0175 0.0180

Table 3: Values of 4 and their errors for subsamples E = 20 25 G&V (upper) and
25 30G€&V (lower).
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| la ©[ Ms | B: [ B« | C [ v |
| s490Gev) || 01373 01359 ] 0.a413] 01269] 01356 ] 0.1440 |
|  StatisticalEror || 00105] 00098| 0.0087] 0.0069| 00089 | 00117

Tracks+ Clusters || 020022 | 00007 00032] 0:0003] 020008 | 00012
joos 1 3< 077 00029 | 00039 | 0:0004 | 00012 00001 | 0:0000
C>5 00010 | 00038 | 020017 | 0:0001| 00049 | 00018

o 00024 | 00024 | 0:0007| 00017| 00013 | 0:0046

Bkg fraction 00001 | 00000 | 0:0001| 0:0000| 00000 0:0001
ECAL Resolution 00003 | 00010 | 0:0003| 0:0009| 0:0000| 020005
F itting R ange 00027 | 00013 | 0:0009 | 00016 | 00009 | 0:0020
ExperinentalSyst. | 00053 [ 00062] 0.0038] 00028] 00052] 0.0055
b 1lsd: 00005 00009 [ 00006 | 0:0005] 00009 | 0:0008

b+ lsd: 00005 | 00008 | 0:0003| 00005| 00007 | 0:0002

O, 1sd:|| 0:20003| 00006| 0:0006| 00003| 0:0005| 0:0019

Qo + lsd: 00005 | 00005 00012 | 0:0004| 0:0005| 00017

4 lsd: 00005 | 00005| 0:0004| 00007| 00007 | 0:0007

4+ 1sd: 00006 | 00006 | 00008 | 0:0007| 0:0009| 00006

udsc only 00023 | 00002 | 00039 | 0:0050| 00038 | 0:0060

Herwig 59 00083 | 00090 | 00080 | 0:0083| 00123] 00114

A riadne 408 00009 | 00041 | 00011 | 0:0024| 00039 | 00056
TotalHadronisation || 0.0087 | 00099 00091 00101 00135] 00142
x =05 00076 [ 00058 | 0:0092] 0:0054] 00081 ] 00008

x = 20 00097 | 00081 | 0:0117| 00072| 090102 0:0056

Totalerror || + 00176 | + 00173 | + 00176 | + 00144 | + 0.0198 | + 0.0201
0.0165 0.0163 0.0160 0.0136 0.0188 0.0193

| | a T | M« [ Br [ Bo [ C [ v |
| s(385Gev) || 01474 04374] 01451 01415] 01421 ] 0.149% |

|  StatisticalEror | 00125] 00112] 00088 0.0113] 00113| 0.0101 ]
Tracks+ C lusters 00024 [ 00019] 0:0006 [ 00001 [ 00049 0:0010

Joos 1 j< 0:7 0:0026 0:0059 0:0034 0:0061 0:0050 0:0022
Cc>5 0:0042 0:0038 0:0018 0:0037 0:0052 0:0040

15.50 0:0005 0:0007 0:0004 0:0043 0:0014 0:0026

Bkg fraction 0:0003 0:0003 0:0002 0:0002 0:0003 0:0004
ECAL Resolution 0:0019 0:0025 0:0003 0:0035 0:0039 0:0055

Fitting Range 0:0033 0:0009 0:0008 0:0013 0:0023 0:0008
0.0067 0.0077 0.0040 0.0092 0.0099 0.0077

E xperin ental Syst.

b 1sd: 00009 | 00007 | 00007 | 0:0004] 00007 ]| 0:0005

b+ 1sd: 00009 | 00006 | 020006 | 0£0005| 0£0005| 00004

Qo 1lsd: 00006 | 00008 | 00011 | 00008 | 00007 | 00021
Qo+ lsd: 00005 [ 0:0008 | 0:0014| 00006 0:0007 | 0:0018

¢ lsd: 00013 | 00003 | 00008 | 00006 | 00010 | 00005

g+ lsd: 00009 [  0:0002| 0:0008 | 00004 [ 0:0007 | 0:0006
udsc only 00042 | 00001 | 00060 | 00036| 00038 | 00064
Herw iy 59 00150 [ 0:0096 | 0:0105| 00107 [ 0:0125| 0:0127
A riadne 408 00042 | 00036 | 00028 | 0:0025] 00030 | 0:0055
TotalHadronisation || 0.0162 0.0103 00125 00116 00135 00154
x =05 00093 [ 0:0055| 0:0097| 00072 0:0089 | 0:0012

x =20 00120 | 00079 | 00124| 00097 | 00114 | 00063

Totalerror || + 00247 | + 0.0188 | + 0.0201 | + 0.0210 | + 0.0232 | + 0.0210
0.0235 0.0179 0.0186 0.0199 0.0221 0.0200

Table 4: Values of 4 and their errors for subsamples E = 30 35 G&V (upper) and
35 40G€&V (lower).
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| @ © [ M« | B [ B« | C [ v |
| s(244Gev) || 01569 ] 04524] 01552 01433 01406] 01612 |
|  StatisticalEror | 00252] 00117] 00115] 0.0101] 00112] 0.0181]
Tracks+ C lusters 00038 | 00015| 00060 | 00021 | 00080 | 00074

joos 1 j< 077 00001 0:0008 00027 00027 00013 0:0008
c>5 00037 00001 0:0036 0:0022 00010 00084

= 00110 0:0056 0:0003 00023 00060 0:0005

Bkg fraction 0:0023 00017 00018 00015 00020 0:0031
ECAL Resolution 0:0035 0:0053 00039 00013 0:0025 0:0057
F itting R ange 00035 00027 00018 0:0017 0:0020 00018
Experin ental Syst. || 0.0134 0.0085 0.0088 0.0054 0.0109 0.0131
b 1sd: 0:0007 0:0014 00007 00013 0:0012 0:0013

b+ 1sd: 00015 0:0017 00009 0:0011 0:0012 00006

Qo 1lsd: 00010 0:0010 0:0023 00009 00010 0:0039

Qo+ lsd: 00008 00004 00029 00000 0:0010 0:0015

4 lsd: 00014 0:0010 0:0011 00017 00012 0:0011

g+ 1sd: 0:0010 00009 0:0010 00018 0:0013 0:0016

udsc only 00075 0:0053 0:0140 00159 00150 0:0168

Herwiy 59 00212 00080 0:0134 00126 00103 0:0193
Ariadne 408 0:0082 0:0056 00040 00045 0:0050 0:0114
TotalHadronisation || 0.0240 0.0113 0.0200 0.0209 0.0190 0.0283
x = 05 00104 00085 00116 0:0082 00088 00024

x =20 00137 0:0115 0:0151 00108 00112 0:0084

Totalerror || + 0.0397 | + 00216 | + 00289 | + 00262 | + 0.0270 | + 0.0371
0.0387 0.0202 0.0273 0.0252 0.0261 0.0362

Table 5: Values of ¢ and their ervors for subsample E = 40 45Gé&V.

TS0 Gev] 78.1 718 65.1 576 490 385 244
S(L ) 01153 0.1242 0.1201 0.129% 0.1353 0.1438 0.1496
Statistical 00026 0.0037 0.0039 0.0047 0.0053 0.0064 0.0071
Experimental | 0.0068 0.0036 0.0040 0.0069 0.0039 0.0063 0.0077
Hadronisation | 0.0062 0.0065 0.0072 0.0085 0.0100 0.0122 0.0166
T heory 0.0053 0.0067 0.0063 0.0076 0.0086 0.009 0.0117

P_
Tablk 6: Combined valuesof ( g% and their errors from all event shape variables.

1 T) M g Br By C v5; | Combined

sM ) 01230 04187 0J214 01117 01195 0.1261 0.1182
Statistical 0.0028 0.0024 0.0021 0.0021 00023 0.0031 0.0015
Experinental | 00050 0.0054 0.0037 0.033 0.0040 0.0049 0.0038
Hadronisation | 0.0071 0.0052 0.0080 0.0061 0.0092 0.0105 0.0070
T heory 0.0076 0.0059 0.0081 0.0049 0.0076 0.045 0.0062

Table 7: Combined valuesof (M ;) and their errors from all photon energy subsam ples
for a given observable. The nalcombined value of (M ;) isalso shown.
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Figure 1: The distrbutions of event shape observables 1

T and M 4 for nonradiative

events and radiative hadronic events from the M onte C arlo generators JETSET, HERWIG
and ARIADNE as indicated below the gures. T he triangles and points show distributions
obtained from the z° sam ples with FSR while the histogram s show distributions from

sam ples generated at lower energies as shown on the gure. The open trianglkesand solid
histogram (solid points and dashed histogram ) in each gure correspond to ~ s? = 40
(70) Gev.
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Figure 2: D istrilbutions of each variable used in the isolated photon selection. T he error
barsshow the statisticalerrors. M onte C arlo distribbutions are nom alized to the integrated
Jum inosity of the data and the cross section of the process. A rrow s In the gures show the
selected region. D istrbutions for radiatie m ulti-hadronic events, which are signalevents
In this analysis, are overlaid on distrlbbutions for allm ulti-hadronic events and events.
T he distrbution of each vardiable is obtained with the cuts on the precesding variables

applied.
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Section [4.4. T he arrow s Indicate the selected regions.

24



O PA L

— Vs'= 78.1GeV 2110 3 Vs'= 78.1GeV
< 10 S |
e non-rad. MH B -
B m 1T S
g1t Sty
= é% |
10-1§\. .NI.... | 10'1”...N”.+ T
0 01 02 03 04 0O 02 04 06
(1-T) M,
- Vs= 385Gev | _T10 F V5= 385Gev
& 10 ¢ = -
~" ©
kS, [s
) 2
< © 1 ¢
o 1 S
= N -
10-1%..%..|..|m 10_1. . .|A>
0O 01 02 03 04 0O 02 04 06
(1-T) M,

Figure 4: Event shape distributions before background subtraction and detector correc—
tion. Two of the six event shapﬁgbservables, 1 T and My, are shown for the low
(385GeV)and high (781 Ge&V) s?sam ples. T he histogram s show M onte C arlo distri-
butions. T he error bars show the statistical errors.
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Figure 5: Event shape distributions at the hadron level. T he error bars correspoond to
the statistical and experin ental uncertainties describbed in Section [6.1.1l. Two of the
six event pe obsarvables,1 T and M y , are shown for the Iow (38,5 G &V ) and high
(781Gev) ssam ples. The an all lineson the errorbars show the extent ofthe statistical
uncertainty. The data points are placed at the centres of the con:e%)gndjng bins. The
predictions of JETSET, HERWIG and ARIADNE at the corresponding  s° values are also
shown as lines.
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Figure 7: Energy dependence of ¢ for a]lp 0 subsam ples. T he inner error bars show the
statistical and the outer error bars the total uncertainties. T he curves and shaded bands
show the QCD prediction for the running of ¢ obtained with the corresponding values
of (M ;) with totalerrors from Table[d.
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Figure 8: Combined values of , from all event shape observables as shown in Tableld.
T he curve and shaded band show the QCD prediction for the running of 4 using the
com bined value of (M ;) with total errors.
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Figure 9: The values of (M ;) obtained by com bining a]lpgo sam ples as shown in
Tabl[l. T he inner error bars are statistical, the outer error bars correspond to the total
uncertainty. The dashed vertical lines and shaded bands show the LEP 1 results from
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Figure 10: Combined values of (M ;) for all event shape obsarvables and o 0 sam ples.
The error bars show total uncertainties. The results from this analyses w ith radiative
events, from non-radiative events with OPAL LEP 1 data [8] and from L3 radiative
events [16]are shown. The PDG [47]valuie of (M ;) is also shown as the vertical line,
w ith the total uncertainty corresponding to the shaded band.
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