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Abstract

Data collected around
p
s = 91 G eV by the O PAL experim entatthe LEP e+ e� collider

are used to study the m echanism ofbaryon form ation. As the signature, the fraction of

�� hyperons whose baryon num ber is com pensated by the production of a �� ;� or � �

antihyperon is determ ined. The m ethod relies entirely on quantum num ber correlations of

thebaryons,and notrapidity correlations,m aking itm orem odelindependentthan previous

studies. W ithin the context of the JETSET im plem entation of the string hadronization

m odel,the diquark baryon production m odelwithout the popcorn m echanism is strongly

disfavored with a signi�cance of3.8 standard deviations including system atic uncertainties.

It is shown that previous studies ofthe popcorn m echanism with �� and p�p correlations

are notconclusive,ifparam eteruncertaintiesare considered.
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1 Introduction

Theform ation ofbaryonswithin a jetofhadronshasproved di�cultto m odeland isstillnot

wellunderstood.W hile the shape ofm om entum spectra can bederived from Q CD with the

m odi�ed leading logarithm ic approxim ation together with parton-hadron duality [1],m ore

com plex observableslike correlationshave notbeen derived from �rstprinciples.

Severalphysicalm odels like the therm odynam ic [2],cluster fragm entation [3]or string

fragm entation [4,5]m odels,have been developed to describe baryon production. O fthese,

them ostsuccessfulisstringfragm entation,based on thecreation ofdiquark-antidiquark pairs

from thevacuum asillustrated in �gure 1.In a production chain ofparticlesalong thestring,

a baryon and an antibaryon can beproduced in im m ediate succession (�gs.1a,b)orelse one

orm ore interm ediate m esonscan beproduced between them (�gs.1c-e).Thisproduction of

interm ediate m esons,referred to asthe popcorn e�ect[6,7],isincluded asan option in the

M onte Carlo eventgeneratorsJETSET and PYTHIA [8,9]and can be steered with a free

param eter.

Past experim entalinvestigations ofthe popcorn e�ect m ade use ofrapidity ordering of

hadronsin the fragm entation chain. Interm ediate m esonsm odify the rapidity di�erence be-

tween associated baryonsand antibaryons.Rapidity correlationsbetween �� pairsproduced

in Z0 decayshavebeen studied byseveralLEP collaborationsand theconclusion wasthatbest

agreem entbetween the experim entsand the JETSET M onte Carlo m odel [8]wasobtained
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Figure1: Baryon production in thediquark m odelwithout(a,b)and with (c-e)thepopcorn

e�ect.

with the popcorn e�ectincluded [10]-[12].

A contradictory resultwasreported by the DELPHIcollaboration [13]. Theirm easure-

m entisbased on triplecorrelationsbetween a proton,an antiproton and a charged pion close

in rapidity. Because the popcorn e�ect enhances the pion density in the rapidity interval

between the proton and antiproton,the m inim um rapidity di�erence between a pion and a

proton was com pared for the particle orderings p�p and �pp. The m easurem ent indicated

thattherapidity rank correlationscould bereproduced withoutthepopcorn e�ect.Thecon-

tribution ofeventswith popcorn produced m esonswasreported to belessthan 15% at90%

con�dencelevel.Insu�cientm odeling ofthefragm entation dynam icscould not,however,be

excluded [13].

In this analysis,the popcorn m echanism is investigated in a di�erent way,by tagging

rarebaryonsand m easuring thequantum num bersofcorrelated antibaryons.By notrelying

on rapidity di�erences,we obtain results that are m ore m odel-independent than previous

studies. The data were collected with the O PAL experim ent at the LEP e+ e� collider at

CERN.Especially suitable for our purposes is the �� hyperon. Ifa �� is produced,its

baryon num ber and strangeness are com pensated either by an antinucleon and a kaon,as
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illustrated in �gure 1a,or by an associated antihyperon. The case of� or � 0 production

without the popcorn e�ect is shown in �gure 1b. The sam e graph,with the bottom -m ost

u-quark replaced by a d-ors-quark,describesassociated �� and �� production.Associated

production of a �+ and �0 antihyperon with a �� can only occur through the popcorn

m echanism (�gs.1d,e). This m akes �� �+ and �� �0 correlations idealtools to study the

popcorn e�ect. Unfortunately,the production rate of� � hyperonsand the probabilitiesfor

sim ultaneous reconstruction of�� and �+ or �� and �0 particles are too sm allto m ake

such an analysisfeasible,given the available data statistics. The equivalentanalysiscannot

be perform ed with tagged � hyperonsbecause in thiscase � + and �0 antihyperonscan be

produced withoutthe popcorn e�ect.Alternatively one can m easurethe fraction

F
H
= F

� � ;� � + F
� � ;�

+ F
� � ;��

(1)

of �� hyperons accom panied by a �� (F
� � ;� � ), a � (F

� � ;�
) or a �� (F

� � ;��
). These

correlationscan occurin thepopcorn m odelbutarem orelikely in thediquark m odel(�g.1b)

and theirrate isthusa sensitive m easureofthe baryon production m echanism .

Theexactde�nition ofthethreecorrelationsF
� � ;k

in thesum (1)needstoaccountforthe

possibility thatan eventm ay contain m orethan one�� hyperon,otheradditionalhyperons,

orm ore than one antihyperon.M ore generally,one can consideran arbitrary particle k and

itsantiparticlek.Ifthenum berof�� hyperonsin an eventislargerthan 1,allcom binations

of�� k and �� k pairs are counted. Denoting the totalrates of�� -antiparticle and �� -

particle pairsby R
� � ;k

and R � � ;k,respectively,and the total�� rate by R � � ,the fraction

F
� � ;k

can bewritten as

F
� � ;k

=
R
� � ;k

� R� � ;k

R � �

: (2)

Thisde�nition im pliesthatthen
k
antiparticlesk in an evententern

k
n� � tim es.The�� ��

pairs are counted n� � (n� � � 1) tim es. In the data analysis,this m ultiple counting is not

an issue because the num berofreconstructed �� hyperonspereventisvery sm all. Baryon

num ber conservation ensures that
P

k
F
� � ;k

= 1,ifthe sum extends over allantibaryons,

including the antihyperonsand antinucleons. Itisthe understanding throughoutthispaper

thatthecharge conjugated channelsareincluded.Thus,theratesR � � ;k contain alllike-sign

pairs�� k and �� k,the ratesR
� � ;k

contain allunlike-sign pairs�� k and �� k,and ��

antihyperonsare included in R � � .

It is evident from �gure 1c that kaons created through the popcorn e�ect reduce F
H
.

The PYTHIA M onte Carlo program without the popcorn e�ect, tuned to reproduce the

observed baryon rates and m om entum spectra,predicts F
H
� 0:9,as willbe shown later.

The other extrem e is a m odelin which baryon num ber and strangeness are com pensated

statistically,i.e.from conservation lawsalone.Theratio ofweakly decaying hyperon to total

baryon production in Z0 decaysisapproxim ately 0.22 [14].Becausetherem ustbeatleastone

antibaryon in therestoftheevent,ifthe�� isdetected,and thetagging biasesthenum berof

strangevalenceantiquarks,thelowerbound willbea bitlarger:F
H
> 0:22.A m orerigorous

calculation can be perform ed with the therm odynam ic m odelfor particle production. The

advanced version ofthe m odel,based on the m icrocanonicalensem ble,yieldsF
H
= 0:23 for

an initialsystem withoutstrangeness[15],close to the sim pleestim ate ofthelowerbound.
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2 Event selection

2.1 Event topologies

In any experim ent with a su�ciently large tracking device � � hyperons can be identi�ed

by track kinks from �� ! n�� decays. At LEP energies,the e�ciency is m uch less than

100% ,because the decay vertex liesoften outside the �ducialvolum e foritsreconstruction.

In principle,correlated decays�� ! n�+ and �� ! �� + could bereconstructed using track

kinks,too,but the e�ciency for the exclusive reconstruction of� � �� or �� �� pairs is

sm all.

In this work,only the �� hyperons were reconstructed exclusively. Two signatures for

correlated antihyperonswere used:

1. � hyperonswerereconstructed by analyzing theirso-called V 0 topology from thedecay

� ! p� + . The decay vertex and the ight direction ofthe � candidates allow the

� im pact param eters d0 with respect to the beam line to be com puted. Direct �

production,including thecontribution ofdecaysfrom �0 hyperons,ischaracterized by

low im pact param eters d0,while large im pact param eters indicate a preceding weak

decay and area signature for� decays.

2. Charged pions with signi�cant im pact param eters are a signature for weak decays of

arbitrary antihyperons. An inclusive sam ple oftracks with large d0 values,consistent

with apion interpretation,wasselected.Throughoutthispaper,thisdatasetisreferred

to asthesam pleofdisplaced tracks.Thissam plehasa largebackground,and di�erent

antihyperon species contribute with di�erent weights, because the num ber of decay

pionsperantihyperon is1 for�� ,0.64 for� and 1.64 forchain decaysof� � .

Thecorrelated �� � candidate sam ple givesthe num bersoftrue� � � and � � �� pairs.

Thefraction F
� � can beextracted from thedisplaced track sam pleby a weighted subtraction

ofthe�� � and � � �� contributions.

2.2 Experim ent and data sets

Alldata taken by theO PAL experim ent[16]in theZ0 energy region during theyears1991 to

2000 were analyzed to m easure the correlation. The O PAL experim enthad nearly com plete

solid angle coverage and excellent herm eticity. The innerm ost part ofthe centraltracking

detector was a high-resolution silicon m icrovertex detector,which im m ediately surrounded

the beam -pipe[17].Itwasfollowed by a high-precision vertex driftcham ber,a large-volum e

jetcham ber[18],and z-cham bers,allin a uniform 0.435 T axialm agnetic�eld.In thiswork,

the outer detector parts as wellas the forward detector system were needed for triggering

and identi�cation ofm ultihadroniceventsonly.Thecriteria form ultihadroniceventselection

have been described elsewhere[19].
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The presentanalysisisentirely based on the centraltracking system [16,18].Forcandi-

dates to be accepted,allcentralwire cham bersand the m icrovertex detector were required

to befully operational.Thedata sam pleforthisanalysisconsistsof3.97 m illion events.

The identi�cation ofstrange particles is based on earlier work [20,21]. The innerm ost

sensewiresofthejetcham berhad a distanceof25.5 cm from thebeam spot,thewire-to-wire

distancewas1 cm and therewere159 sensitiveradiallayers.Therequirem entofthepattern

recognition program wasthe existence ofatleast12 hitsin the jetcham ber. Thism akesit

possibleto identify �� hyperonswith decay lengthslargerthan 36 cm .

The z coordinate, along an axis parallel to the electron beam , was m easured with a

precision of700 �m with thestereo wiresofthevertex cham berand 100 to 350 �m with the

z cham bers. Fortracksleaving the driftcham beratthe side cones,the z coordinatesofthe

exitpointscan be com puted from the radiusofthe lastwire with a hit. Atthe beam spot

a constraint can be set using the bunch length ofthe beam . Inside the jet cham ber,the z

coordinateswere m easured with the charge division m ethod with a resolution of6 cm .This

isonelim iting factorforthekinem aticalreconstruction of�� hyperonsto bediscussed later.

The quality ofthe im pactparam eter m easurem ent isdirectly connected to the detector

resolutionsin the (r;’)plane perpendicularto the beam axis. These resolutionswere 5 �m

to 10 �m for the m icrovertex detector [17],55 �m for the vertex cham ber and,on average,

135 �m forthejetcham ber[16].

To study the detector response,the selection was applied also to M onte Carlo sam ples

used beforeatO PAL.Theseweregenerated with theJETSET7.3and JETSET 7.4 program s,

followed by a fulldetector sim ulation [22]. The steering param eters for the generator are

given in [23,24].Thesubsetofparam etersrelevantforthisanalysisisdiscussed in section 4.2

and the num ericalvaluesare given in table 8 (appendix).In total,the M onte Carlo sam ples

consisted of4.65 m illion m ultihadronic Z0 decays.

2.3 �� Selection

The production cross section of�� hyperonshas previously been m easured by O PAL [20].

Here the selection criteria to �nd track pairs form ing a decay vertex were slightly changed

relative to [20]to im prove the sensitivity ofthe analysis to correlations. The applied cuts

are sum m arized in table 1. They accom m odate pattern recognition tolerances and de�ne a

�ducialjetcham bervolum eto guaranteem inim alhitnum bersforboth tracksand to rem ove

background from the end plates.Theratio l1=p1 in the lastline oftable 1 isproportionalto

the decay tim e in the restfram e ofthe decaying particle.High valuesare rejected to reduce

the substantialbackground from kaon decays.
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variable condition

transverse m om enta ofthe decaying

and thedaughterparticle
pT1 > 0:15 G eV/c,pT2 > 0:10 G eV/c

totalm om entum ofthedecaying particle p1 > 2 G eV/c

im pactparam eteroftheprim ary track d0 < 5 cm

endpointradiusoftheprim ary track rE 1 < 170 cm

m axim um gap between theprim ary and

the secondary track in the (r;’)plane
d12 < 10 cm

num berofsecondary tracks 1

particle charges equal

arcdistance between the intersection point

and the end pointsoftracks1,2 in (r;’)
�1 > � 7 cm ,�2 < + 7 cm

radiusofthe intersection point rV tx > 35 cm

distance ofthe intersection point

from the end plate in z direction
�z V tx > 40 cm

�2 foragreem entofthe two tracksin the

(r;’)plane,using (3� 3)errorm atrix
�2 > 2000

ratio ofthetrack length to the

m om entum ofthedecaying particle
l1=p1 < 15 cm /(G eV/c)

Table 1: Selection oftrack pairsform ing a decay vertex (fora m ore detailed description of

the variables,see [20]).

M onte Carlo studiesshow thatthe following processeshave to be considered as sources

for�� candidates,othersbeing negligible [20]:

1. �� ! n�� ;

2. �+ ! n�� ;

3. �� ! �� � ;

4. K � ! �� + neutrals;K � ! �� + neutralsorK � ! e� + neutrals;

5. secondary reactions in the detector m aterialand fake background. The last sam ple

consistsm ainly ofscattered particles.

To determ ine the relative contributions ofthese processes to the observed data sam ple,an

unfolding procedurevery sim ilarto thatused in [20]wasused.Theinvariantm assm � � and

thedecay angle�� ofthepion candidatein therestfram eofthehypothetical�� particlewere

com puted,assum ing that the unseen neutralparticle is a neutron. The angle �� is de�ned

with respectto theightdirection ofthe� � candidate atthe decay vertex.

Figure2 showsscatterplotsofthesevariablesforthedata and threeM onteCarlo sources

of events with kinked tracks, nam ely events with �� , �� or K � in the �nalstate. The

background 5,notshown in �gure 2,isa sm ooth function ofboth observablesand islargest

in the backward direction cos�� = � 1.
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Fivetwo-dim ensionalregions,denoted bya;:::e,wereintroduced in the(m � � ;cos��)plane

to enrich dedicated kink sources(see �gure 2).Thebin num berofa � � candidate wasused

asan observable in theunfolding procedureto bedescribed in section 3.

In total,16790 candidates were found in the two-dim ensionalplane in the m ass range

from threshold to 1.5 G eV.In the M onte Carlo sam ple 18754 kinkswere identi�ed.
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Figure 2: De�nition oftwo-dim ensionalbinsto disentangle �� hyperonsfrom background.

Thereconstructed m assisplotted versusthe pion em ission angle in the hypotheticalcenter-

of-m ass system . Top left: data. O ther plots: M onte Carlo sim ulations for three particle

classes as indicated. The labeling ofthe two-dim ensionalbins is shown in the bottom left

plot.Thepreferentialbinsforthekink sourcesare:a+d for�� and �+ ,b for�� ,b,c and d

forK � and e forbackground.
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2.4 Selection ofpions from w eak decays

Two pre-cutswereapplied to selecttrackswith a good reconstruction quality:thetransverse

m om entum with respectto the beam had to be largerthan 0.15 G eV/c and the track angle

atthe beam spotrelative to the beam direction wasrestricted to theregion jcos�j� 0:80.

To rem ove charged particles from charm or bottom decays,the im pact param eter d0;�

with respect to the prim ary vertex was required to be larger than 0.2 cm . This cut is the

essentialcondition to de�nethesam pleofdisplaced tracks.A lowervaluewould besu�cient

butdoesnotim prove theaccuracy ofthe correlation analysis.

Pionswereenriched using thespeci�cenergy lossm easurem entofthecentraldriftcham -

ber[26].A weightwdE =dx(�)wasde�ned asthe probability thatthe energy lossdE =dx ofa

pion deviates from the m edian value < dE =dx > (�)by m ore than the m easured di�erence

from the m edian value.The applied condition waswdE =dx(�)> 0:02 and the num berofhits

contributing to thism easurem enthad to beatleast20.

Finally,the angle between the m om enta ofthe pion candidate and the �� candidate at

theprim ary vertex wasrequired to belessthan 90 degrees.Thishem ispherecutism otivated

by thefactthatitrarely happensthatbaryon num berand strangenessarecom pensated by an

antihyperon in theoppositeeventhem isphere.Thecutreducesthecom binatorialbackground

by a factor2.

In total,9965 correlated like-sign �� �� and 11951 unlike-sign �� �+ pair candidates

were selected with these cuts. The corresponding results for the M onte Carlo sam ple are

10769 and 13818,respectively. Ifthe totalnum berofM onte Carlo track kinks is scaled to

the observation,the num ber oflike-sign pairs in the data is wellreproduced by the M onte

Carlo,thedi�erencebeing(+ 3:4� 1:4)% .Theobserved unlike-sign m inuslike-sign di�erence,

however,deviatesfrom theprediction by (� 28� 7)% .Thisde�cit,already visibleatraw data

level,indicatesthattheM onte Carlo sam plecontainstoo m any correlated antihyperonsand

isthe basisforthe �nalresultofthispaper.

2.5 � Selection

The selection cutsto �nd � decaysin the centraldriftcham berhave been described in [21].

The preselection cuts were relaxed from those of[21]. In this analysis allcandidates with

reconstructed m assesbetween the p� threshold and 1.20 G eV/c2 were accepted.Thislarger

m asswindow wasneeded to study the non-� background.

Two criteria were added. Ifthe reconstructed � ight path points back to the (r;’)

position ofthe hypothetical� decay kink within 2 degrees,it was assum ed that the kink

originated from a �� ! �� � decay and the � candidate was dropped. The cut rem oved

approxim ately 3/4 ofthe like sign �� � (� � �)-pairsand reduced the self-correlation of� �

particleswith theirown decay �’saccordingly.

Secondly,thehem ispherecutapplied to thedecay pionswasalso applied to the�’s.The
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angle between the ightdirectionsof� and � atthe prim ary vertex wasrequired to be less

than 90 degrees.

For the correlation analysis,the m ass window was reduced to a � 10 M eV wide interval

around the true � m ass. Totalsof276 � � � (� � �)and 604 � � � (� � �)paircandidates

passed allselection cuts. In the M onte Carlo sam ple 284 like-sign and 721 unlike-sign pairs

were found. The observed unlike-sign m inus like-sign di�erence is sm aller than the M onte

Carlo prediction by (16� 11)% ,ifnorm alized to thenum berofobserved kinks.

3 C orrelation analysis

3.1 U nfolding ofkink sources

From the M onte Carlo sam ple one gets,for every kink source iand every two-dim ensional

(m � � ;cos��) bin j,the num ber ofaccepted events K
(M C )

i
(j). The populations ofthe bins

j= a,...ein �gure2aresensitivetotheinvariantm assand �� resolutions,which in turn depend

on thezresolution ofthecentraldriftcham ber.Thezcoordinate,however,isnotwellm odeled

in theM onteCarlosim ulation.Becausethetrack end pointsin thejetcham berarewellknown

by otherm easurem ents,thism ism odelingatthedecay vertex givesthedom inantcontribution

to thesystem atic errorofthe�� rate[20].To correcttheM onte Carlo program forit,thez

com ponentsofall� m om enta werem odi�ed according to p z;new = pz;rec+ c� (pz;rec� pz;true),

where pz;true is the true m om entum from the M C generator and pz;rec the reconstructed

m om entum .Theconstantcisone com m on factorto bedeterm ined in theanalysis.

Thetotalnum berofkinksK (j)expected in bin j isgiven by

K (j)=
X

i

�i
N data

N M C

� K
(M C )

i (j); (3)

where N data and N M C are the totalnum berofm ultihadronic data and M onte Carlo events,

respectively. Incorrect M onte Carlo rates are corrected for by the �ve scaling factors �i. If

they areknown,thetrueproduction ratesperm ultihadronicevent,R i,can becom puted for

allsourcesi,forexam ple

R � � = �� � � R
(M C )

� � with R
(M C )

� � =
X

j

K
(M C )

� � (j): (4)

Contrary to[20]thefactors�iweretreated asm om entum independent,becausetheanaly-

sis of[20]had shown that the m odeling ofthe spectralshape was satisfactory. The contri-

bution from �+ hyperons to K (j) is less than 20% ofthat ofthe �� particles [20]. The

ratio ofthe genuine production rates,approxim ately 1 due to isospin sym m etry,was �xed

to the M onte Carlo prediction,so that�
�+

= �� � . Fourscaling factors�i were thusleftfor

adjustm ent. They were com puted with a �2-�t ofthe m easured kink rates to equation (3)

fora given value ofc.
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It was then checked whether the M onte Carlo sim ulation reproduces the reconstructed

m assand cos�� distributions. Di�ering from ourpreviousanalysis[20],the proportionality

factorcwaschosen togetthelowest�2-sum forboth distributions.Thebestoverallagreem ent

wasfound forc= 1:35 with aone-sigm a intervalrangingfrom 1.32 to 1.45.The�nal�tresult

isshown in �gs. 3 and 4. The agreem entisexcellent. The errorofc isnotincluded in the

statisticalerrorsofthe�i.Itistreated separately asa contribution to thesystem atic error.
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according to the sourcesfortrack kinks. The plotted errorsare the statisticalerrorsofthe

data.
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The�� + �� production rate wasfound to beR � � = 0:073� 0:004.According to [20]a

system atic errorof� 0:009 hasto be added. W ithin the totalerror,thisresultisconsistent

with our published value R � � = 0:083 � 0:011 and also with the world average R� � =

0:082� 0:007 [14].Thedi�erenceism ainly dueto them odi�ed treatm entofthez-resolution.
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3.2 C orrelated particle sources

The correlated rates ofkink-V 0 or kink-displaced-track pairs were m easured as a function

ofthe bin num ber j and the im pact param eter d0 ofthe correlated particle relative to the

beam line.The variable d0 containsinform ation on the lifetim e ofthe parentparticle ofthe

correlated particlein caseofa preceding weak decay,and isneeded to disentangle correlated

�’sfrom �’sdecaying into �’s.

In theM onteCarlo sim ulation,ninesourceshaveto beconsidered forthedisplaced tracks

and correlated V 0’s:

1. �� ! n�+ ;

2. �+ ! n�� orp�0;

3. �� ! �� + ! p�+ �+ ;

4. �0 ! �� 0 ! p�+ �0;

5. � ! p� + ,including�antihyperonsfrom � 0 decays,butwithoutthecontributionsfrom

� decays;

6. charged particlesfrom K + decays;

7. charged particlesorV 0 con�gurationsfrom K 0 decays;

8. non-K 0 background ofthe V 0 topology;

9. displaced tracksfrom secondary interactions,m ainly scattering.

Allsources,exceptfortheeighth one,contributetothesam pleofdisplaced tracks.ForV 0-like

eventsonly thesources3,4,5,7 and 8 arerelevant.Thesam pleofdisplaced tracksisenriched

in pionsbutcontainsalso a sm allfraction ofprotonsand leptons.Thesecontam inationsare

included in theM onte Carlo ratesand areclassi�ed according to theabove schem e.

Thecom bination of�vekink sourceswith ninecorrelated particlesourcesleadsto a total

num berof45 classes ofparticle pairs. In addition,one hasto distinguish between like-sign

and unlike-sign pairs. Equation (3)can be generalized to the like-sign pairrate D like(j;d0)

and thedi�erence oftheunlike-sign pairrate D unlike(j;d0)and D
like(j;d0),

D
like(j;d0)=

X

i;k

�
(l)

i;k
�
N data

N M C

� D
(M C;like)

i;k
(j;d0); (5)

D
unlike(j;d0)� D

like(j;d0)=
X

i;k

�
(a)

i;k
�
N data

N M C

� (D
(M C;unlike)

i;k
(j;d0)� D

(M C;like)

i;k
(j;d0)): (6)

The indices at the M onte Carlo rates D
(M C;like)

i;k
and D

(M C;unlike)

i;k
specify the kink source i

and thecorrelated particlesourcek,respectively.Theparam eters�
(l)

i;k
and �

(a)

i;k
are90 scaling
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correlated particle
kink source

�� �+ �� �0 � K +

�� 0.33 0.014 0.15 0.01 0.28 0.04

�+ 0.01 0.32 0.01 0.14 0.28 0.024

�� 0.34 0.026 0.15 0.029 0.36 0.45

K � < 0:01 < 0:01 < 0:01 < 0:01 0.03 0.50

Table2:FractionsF
(M C )

i;k
aspredicted by thePYTHIA 6.1 generatorwith theparam e-

tersfrom ref[24].

factors.In principle,they haveto beextracted with a com bined �tofthejand d0 dependent

distributionsofkink-track pairsand kink-V 0 pairsto equations(5)and (6).

The M onte Carlo generator predicts the generic correlations F
(M C )

i;k
,de�ned with equa-

tion (2),generalized to arbitrary sources i and k. Table 2 gives the results for hyperon-

antiparticle correlations at generator levelfor the m ost recent param eter set used by the

O PAL experim ent [24].

Ifthe scaling factors�
(a)

i;k
are known,the experim entalresultsforthe correlationscan be

com puted

F
i;k

=
�
(a)

i;k

�i
� F

(M C )

i;k
: (7)

Here,the scaling factors�i from thekink �t(section 3.1)enter.

The factors �
(l)

i;k
are only needed to param eterize the statisticalerrors for the �t using

equation (6). W ith very few exceptions, they are close to one and no physicalresult is

extracted from them .

3.3 Evaluation ofthe correlation m atrix

In spite ofthelarge num berofscaling factors�
(a)

i;k
,a reliable �tofthe data can beobtained.

Thiscan beseen from the integralsofthedi�erences(D
(M C;unlike)

i;k
(j;d0)� D

(M C;like)

i;k
(j;d0))

over the variables m � � ;cos�� and d0,listed in tables 3 and 4. The entries in the tables

arenorm alized to thetotaldi�erences,using �
(a)

i;k
= 1,and thusshow therelativeim portance

ofthe term s. The nine m ost signi�cant correlations are given in the tables,the individual

contributions ofallother sources being less than 2% . In total, the entries in table 3 for

displaced tracksaccountfor96% ofthe totalrate di�erence.Thecontributionsto the V 0 in

table4add up to 104% ,theexcessbeingcom pensated by asm allam ountof�+ �correlations

with the oppositesign.

Thescalingfactorsforthefourlargestcorrelationsin tables3and 4,�
(a)

� � ;� �
,�

(a)

� � ;�
,�

(a)

� � ;��

and �
(a)

�� ;�
,are determ ined with the �t.Threeofthem are needed to com pute F

H
.

15



displaced track source
kink source

�� �� � K + background

�� (27� 1)% (16� 1)% (10� 1)%

�� (12� 1)% (6� 1)% (5� 1)%

K � (3� 1)%
(17� 4)%

kink background

Table 3:Largestcontributionsto thecorrelationsbetween kinksand displaced tracks.

V 0 source
kink source

�� � V 0 background

�� (20� 2)% (43� 3)%

�� (6� 1:5)% (21� 2)%
(14� 3:5)%

Table 4:Largestcontributionsto thecorrelationsbetween kinksand V 0 candidates.

Thedata statisticsdo notallow to �tm orethan fourparam eters.Therem aining �’swere

thus�xed by sym m etry considerations,isospin invarianceorM onteCarlostudies.System atic

errors were assigned to them ,ifnecessary. In the following,a few exam ples are described,

preferentially thecorrelationsin tables3,4.

Forsym m etry reasons,one has

�
(a)

�� ;� �
= �

(a)

� � ;��
: (8)

Thereisno m odelindependentprediction forF
�� ;��

.Thisparam eterwassetto theoriginal

M onte Carlo result.Itfollowsthen from equation (7)that

�
(a)

�� ;��
= ��� : (9)

Ithas been checked forvariousacceptable M onte Carlo generator tunings,described in the

nextsection,thatthisprocedureisvalid within 20% .

Non-negligible parts ofthe correlation are introduced by the correlated particle back-

grounds8 and 9;they are given assum soverthe kink sourcesin tables3 and 4.The origin

ofthise�ectischarge conservation in the events.Sincethe displaced-track-background con-

sistsm ainly ofscattered particles,itreectstheoriginalparticle charges.Thekink selection

introducesa charge biasfortherestofthe event,which isvisible in theensem ble ofrem ain-

ing charged particleson a statisticalbasis. Thisistrue notonly forscattered particles,but

also forasym m etric fake V 0 candidates. K inksand correlated particlesare assigned to each

other by chance. The condition �
(a)

i;track
= �

(a)

i;V 0
= �i was introduced,assum ing a correct

m odeling ofthebackground sources8 and 9.Thisisjusti�ed becausetheequivalentrelation

for the like-sign background rates was con�rm ed with a �t to the data with the param e-

terizations �
(l)

i;track
= �i�track and �

(l)

i;V 0 = �i�V 0 ,the results being �track = 1:01 � 0:04 and

�V 0 = 1:03� 0:07,respectively.

The rem aining entry in table 3 isthe charged kaon-kaon correlation. Itscontribution is

sm allbecausekaon decayinsidethejetcham berisunlikelyduetothelongkaon lifetim e.Since
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the charged and neutralkaon production rates are alm ost equaland the hyperon rates are

m uch sm allerthan thekaon rates,thefraction FK � ;K + iscloseto 0.5 so that�
(a)

K � ;K + = �K � .

In total,the contribution ofallothersourcesto the observed correlation issm allerthan

thestatisticalerrorofthe�nalresult.Nevertheless,allsourceswereinvestigated in detailto

m inim ize thesystem atic error.

A correlation potentially dangerousforthe�tisthe� � K + correlation.Thecorresponding

asym m etry in table 2 is sm all,butactually it is the di�erence ofm uch larger com ponents.

Strangenessconservation requires

F
� � ;� � + F

� � ;� +
+ 2� F

� � ;��
+ 2� F

� � ;�0
+ F

� � ;�
+ 2� F� � ;K + � 1 : (10)

The param etersF
� � ;��

and F
� � ;�0

appearwith the weight2 because the �-particles carry

two unitsofstrangeness. The contribution from 
� hyperonsisnegligible. The factor 2 in

frontofF� � ;K + accounts forthe K 0 contribution,which cannotbe m easured. M onte Carlo

sim ulationswith di�erentm odelparam etersshowed thatrelation (10)isful�lled within 3% .

Togetherwith thecondition forbaryon num berconservation,

F
� � ;� � + F

� � ;� + + F
� � ;��

+ F
� � ;�0

+ F
� � ;�

+ F� � ;p + F� � ;n � 1; (11)

equation (10)givestherelation

F� � ;K + �
1

2
� (F� � ;p + F� � ;n � F

� � ;��
� F

� � ;�0
); (12)

which showsthepresenceoflargecom pensating term s.In theanalysis,F� � ;K + wastherefore

com puted with thesum rule(10),taking the sm allcorrelationsF
� � ;� + and F

� � ;�0
from the

M onte Carlo generator.Sim ilarly,F�� ;K + can beconstrained by the equivalentequation for

the �� ,

F
�� ;� � + F

�� ;� + + 2� F
�� ;��

+ 2� F
�� ;�0

+ F
�� ;�

+ 2� F�� ;K + � 2 : (13)

The correlations ofthe �+ hyperonsare related to those ofthe �� hyperon by the isospin

sym m etry,for instance F
� + ;�

= F
� � ;�

. No m odelindependentpredictions exist for F
K � ;�

and the popcorn speci�c correlations F
� � ;�0

and F
� � ;� + ,which were determ ined with the

M onte Carlo eventsam ple.

Theaboverelationsallow eitherto replace�
(a)

i;k
by thefourfactorsto be�tted,orto �x it

and itscontribution totherighthand sideofequation (6).A sim ultaneousbinned �2 �t,using

equation (6),wasperform ed forthed0 distributionsofthecorrelated-track and � candidates

in the �ve (m � � ;cos��)-regions.In the � case,the reconstructed m asswasrestricted to the

narrow intervalgiven in section 2.5.In parallel,a �tofthelikesign pairsto equation (5)was

perform ed to determ ine�track = �
(l)

i;track
=�iand threenorm alization factorsforthehyperon-�,

K � -hyperon and (�� or �� )� (�� or �� ) correlations. The statisticalerrors ofthe pair

rates,needed to com pute �2,were com puted with the equations (5) and (6);they depend

on the resultofthe �t.The �twastherefore done iteratively,setting the unknown �-factors

to unity for the �rst iteration. The statisticalerrors had d0 dependent uctuations due to
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the lim ited M onte Carlo statistics. These were reduced with a one-dim ensionalsm oothing

algorithm described in [25].The asym m etry �tresulted in a �2 value of144 for146 degrees

offreedom . The coe�cientsobtained are correlated,the largestcorrelation coe�cientbeing

� -0.7 between �
(a)

� � ;� �
and �

(a)

� � ;��
.

3.4 Experim entalresults and system atic errors

Theadjusted d0 distributionsareshown in �gs.5and 6.Thehistogram sgivethecontributions

ofthe correlated particle sources; allkink sources and two-dim ensionalbins j = a,...e are

com bined. The errors ofthe data points are statisticaland the corresponding errors ofthe
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Figure 5: Im pact param eters ofthe displaced tracks, correlated to �� candidates. The

di�erencebetween unlike-sign and like-sign com binationsisshown.Points:data.Histogram s:

resultsofthe�t,ordered according to thesourcesfordisplaced tracks.Theplotted errorsare

the statisticalerrorsofthe data.
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M onte Carlo histogram sare notshown.Fig.7 givesthe rate di�erencesbetween theunlike-

sign and like-sign kink-V 0 pairsasa function ofthereconstructed � m ass.Both distributions

are very welldescribed.
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between unlike-sign and like-sign com binations isshown. Points: data. Histogram s: results

ofthe�t,ordered according to theV 0 sources.Theplotted errorsarethestatisticalerrorsof

the data.

19



0

25

50

75

100

125

150

175

200

1.08 1.1 1.12 1.14 1.16 1.18 1.2

0

25

50

75

100

125

150

175

200

OPAL data

Λ+Σ0

Ξ-+Ξ0

V0 background

invariant mass of correlated V0 (GeV/c2)

un
lik

e 
- 

lik
e-

si
gn

 p
ai

rs
 / 

5 
M

eV

Figure 7: Reconstructed m asses ofthe � candidates, correlated to � � candidates. The

di�erencebetween unlike-sign and like-sign com binationsisshown.Points:data.Histogram s:

resultsofthe �t,ordered according to the V 0 sources. The plotted errorsare the statistical

errorsofthe data.
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correlation

F
� � ;� � F

� � ;��
F
� � ;�

F
H

�tresult 0:162� 0:100 0:054� 0:047 0:234� 0:057 0:449� 0:091

system atic error

m ism odeling ofcorrelated + 0.009 + 0.003 + 0.014 + 0.026

particle m om enta � 0:005 � 0:002 � 0:007 � 0:013

z-resolution at

kink vertex
� 0:037 � 0:023 � 0:045 � 0:024

dE =dx calibration � 0:010 � 0:005 � 0:004 � 0:008

hem ispherecut � 0:005 � 0:002 � 0:007 � 0:013

num berofhitspertrack � 0:007 � 0:004 � 0:002 � 0:006

cos� distribution oftracks � 0:012 � 0:001 � 0:001 � 0:012

� detection e�ciency � 0:006 � 0:004 � 0:004 � 0:002

charge asym m etry

ofdetection e�ciencies
� 0:002 � 0:001 � 0:001 � 0:002

uncertainty of

popcorn channels
� 0:008 � 0:005 � 0:004 � 0:007

uncertainty of

�� �� correlation
� 0:003 � 0:001 � 0:001 � 0:003

uncertainty of

K � � correlation
� 0:001 � 0:001 � 0:003 � 0:002

�nalresult 0:17� 0:11 0:057� 0:056 0:25� 0:08 0:48� 0:10

Table 5:Experim entalresultsand system atic errors.

The�tresultsare listed in the �rstrow oftable 5.Theerrorsare statisticaland include

thedata and M onte Carlo contributions.Internally,the�tgetsthe� partofthecorrelation

essentially from the correlated � sam ple,which sets also bounds on F
� � ;��

. The �� ��

correlation iscom puted from the displaced-track sam pleasa di�erence.NeitherF
� � ;� � nor

F
� � ;��

di�erfrom zero in a statisticalway,in contrastto the overallsum F
H
. The sm aller

errorofthe sum isdue to the strong anti-correlation between F
� � � � and F

� � ;��
.The�nal

results,including the system atic errors,are given in the lastrow oftable 5.

Thesystem atic errors,listed in table 5,willbediscussed in the following.

M ism odeling ofcorrelated particle m om enta. Them om entum spectraofthecorrelated

pion and � candidatesarenotwellreproduced by theM onteCarlo program .Thesim u-

lated m om enta haveto bescaled downwardsby asm uch as20% .Thee�ectexistsboth

for the like sign and the unlike-sign track and V 0 candidates. As a consequence,the

m easured fractionsF
i;k

aresystem atically too sm all.To �nd a correction,thedetection

e�cienciesforthecorrelated particleswereextracted from theM onteCarlo sam pleand

the shifted m om entum spectrum wasfolded with the e�ciency function.Thisleadsto

an upwardscorrection ofthem easured correlations.A globalcorrection of(6� 3)% was

applied. Thiscorrection,togetherwith itserror,ism uch largerthan the uncertainties
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due to m iscalibrations ofthe particle m om enta or the im pact param eters. Therefore,

no additionalerrorswere assigned to the m om entum and d0 selection cuts.

z-resolution at kink vertex. In the ratio ofa correlated rate to the single �� rate the

overalldetection e�ciency for � � hyperons cancels. However,an uncertainty ofthe

num berofobserved �� hyperonsarisesfrom theunfolding procedure.Thedom inating

errorsourceisthem ism odeling ofthez-resolution.Thecorrection factorc,introduced

above,wasconservatively varied between 1.25 and 1.5. Forthe individualcorrelations

F
� � ;k

the obtained shiftswere found to be non-parabolic functionsofc.The m axim al

shiftsoftheresultsF
� � ;k

and F
H
were taken asuncertainties.

dE =dx calibration. Any antiproton im purity in the displaced track sam ple reduces the

asym m etry from direct or indirect � decays. For a pure pion sam ple and a perfect

calibration,the frequency distribution ofthe weightwdE =dx(�),de�ned in section 2.4,

should notdepend on wdE =dx(�). A superim posed peak atwdE =dx(�)= 0 isexpected

dueto non-pions.Theshapeofthispeak doesnotperfectly agreewith theM onteCarlo

prediction. A system atic error was assigned to the corresponding m ism odeling ofthe

antiproton rejection e�ciency.

H em isphere cut. In principle,the results are corrected autom atically for the hem isphere

cut.No signi�cantcorrelationswereobserved in thedropped hem isphere.A system atic

errorwould appear,ifthefragm entation m odelwereincorrect.A 3% errorwasassigned

toallcorrelations,based on theerrorofthenum beroftracksin theom itted hem isphere.

O ther system atic errors Thenum berofhitspertrack iswellm odeled and introducesan

errorof1% forthenum berofdisplaced tracks.Also theacceptance cutforthe� angle

playsa m inorrole only.From the di�erence between the angulardistributionsofdata

and M onteCarlo eventsan e�ciency errorof3% wasestim ated.System aticerrorsdue

to the cuts for � selection were already discussed in [21]. An uncertainty of� 3:3%

wastaken from thatpaperasfully correlated errorforthe� eventsam ple.Di�erences

�� i between the detection e�ciencies for particles and antiparticles would lead to a

spurious asym m etry, if both the kinks i and the correlated particles k are a�ected.

The e�ect is proportionalto �� � � � ��k. The e�ciency di�erences were extracted

from the observed particle and antiparticle ratesand the upperlim itsforthe spurious

asym m etriesin table5 wereobtained. Furtherm ore,thereareuncertaintiesdueto the

m odeldependenceofthecorrelationswhich had tobesubtracted.O nehalfoftheM onte

Carlo baryon antibaryon pairsare accom panied by a popcorn m eson. The �(a)-factors

forthepopcorn speci�ccorrelations� � �+ ,�� �0 and �� �+ werevaried between 0and

2 and the �trepeated.The K � � correlation wasvaried by 50% and an uncertainty of

20% wasassigned to the �� �� correlation,�xing the sm allresidualcontribution from

�� selfcorrelations. As already m entioned,the de�nition ofF
H

introduces a sm all

am ountofdouble counting,both in the data and in the M onte Carlo sim ulation.This

problem wasstudied with a toy M onte Carlo program and the only e�ectsfound were

negligible correctionsto the statisticalerrorsofthe �t.

The correlated kink-track and kink-V 0 pairs should be concentrated in the �� enriched

binsa and d in the(m � � ;cos��)planeshown in �gure 2.Asa crosscheck,a sim pleranalysis

was perform ed,where the analysis was restricted to region a. Allbackground asym m etries
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and also the�� � correlation weresubtracted aspredicted by theM onteCarlo program .The

�nalresult including reevaluated system atic errors,F
H

= 0:472 � 0:155,is fully consistent

with the m ain resultand dem onstratestheabsence ofanom aliesin the (m � � ;cos��)plane.

4 C om parison w ith fragm entation m odels

Before com paring the result for F
H
to the predictions ofm odels,we adjusted the m odels,

incorporated intothePYTHIA M onteCarloeventgenerator,todescribeasetofobservablesin

Z0 decays.Theoptim ization began with thePYTHIA steeringparam etersgiven in [24].These

were slightly m odi�ed to reproduce the newest experim entalinform ation on the baryonic

sector,including data on �� correlations. The tuned M onte Carlo wasthen used to predict

F
H
.W e also used them odelsto study p�p correlationsm oreextensively than previously,as

described below.

4.1 O bservables

Theinputobservablesforthe tuning fallinto fourcategories:

1. Eightbaryon m ultiplicities in m ultihadronic Z0 decay: p,� + + ,�,� + + �� ,�0,�� ,

��+ + ��� ,and 
� . The production rates were taken from the com pilation ofthe

particle data group [14].

2. Proton and �m om entum spectra.Baryon spectrahaveapproxim ately G aussian shapes

ifparam eterized in term softhevariable� = ln(1=xp) [1].W eusethem ean valuesand

variancesofthe proton and � spectra asthe observables. Deviationsfrom the norm al

distribution are known,thetruem axim a being som ewhathigherthan theresultofthe

�t[27,31].However,theG aussian �tisan easy way to com paredi�erentexperim ents.

The tabulated data [27]{[31]were �tted to G aussian functions in the interval1:2 <

� < 4:2. The situation for the protons is not satisfactory,the �tted m axim a ofthe �

distributions varying from 2.79 [28]to 3.08 [31]. The values �peak = 2:80 � 0:07 and

� = 1:11� 0:06 were obtained with a com bined �tusing allLEP and SLD data. The

errors were not taken from the �t but conservatively estim ated from the system atic

di�erencesbetween the� spectra oftheexperim ents.Itshould benoted thatboth �peak

and � depend on the�trangedueto deviationsofthe�-distribution from theG aussian

shape.Theagreem entbetween experim entsisbetterfor�production,leadingtovalues

�peak = 2:62� 0:04 and � = 1:21� 0:04.

3. �� correlations. The correlation was param eterized by two observables,the �rst one

being the rate excessof� � pairsover� � + � � pairsperevent,N corr

��
. The other

observableisthem ean rapidity di�erence�y
��

between the� and � aftersubtraction

oflike-sign pairs.Thenum berofcorrelated � �pairspereventwastaken from [12].The

m ean �� rapidity di�erence �y wascom puted from the data of[ 12],asthe truncated

m ean for�y < 3:0. Thiscutwasintroduced to suppressthe contribution of�’sfrom

the oppositeeventhem isphere.
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4. Nine m eson production ratesperm ultihadronicZ0 decay:�+ + �� ,�0,K + + K � ,K 0
S,

�+ + �� ,�0,’,K �+ (892)+ K �� (892)and K �0(892).Theserates,taken from [14],were

included in thetuningto protectthem eson generation againstparam eterm odi�cations

steering the baryonic sector.

4.2 M odelParam eters

Thepopcorn m echanism isincorporated in PYTHIA in two ways [9].The�rstsim ple ver-

sion wasoriginally introduced in JETSET.Baryon production iscontrolled by thefollowing

param eters:

1. the suppression ofdiquark-antidiquark production relative to quark-antiquark produc-

tion,P (qq)=P (q)= PARJ(1);

2. the suppression ofss production relative to uu production,P (s)=P (u)= PARJ(2);a

tuning ofthis param eter was necessary, because the strange m eson rates had to be

readjusted;

3. a double ratio involving diquarkscontaining s quarks,(P (us)=P (ud))=(P (s)=P (u)) =

PARJ(3);

4. the suppression factorforspin 1 diquarks,(1=3)P (ud1)=P (ud0)= PARJ(4);

5. thepopcorn param eter,which determ inestherelativeoccurrencesofthebaryon-m eson-

antibaryon and baryon-antibaryon con�gurations,PARJ(5);

6. an extra suppression forhaving an sspairin a baryon-m eson-antibaryon con�guration,

PARJ(6);

7. an extra suppression forhaving a strange m eson in a baryon-m eson-antibaryon con�g-

uration,PARJ(7);

8. a param eterwhich entersthe exponentofthe Lund sym m etric fragm entation function

for diquarks,PARJ(45); this param eter has an im pact on the rapidity di�erence in

baryon-antibaryon correlations.

In the advanced popcorn schem e, a universalequation for tunneling from the vac-

uum isapplied to the generation ofnew partonsand an arbitrary num berofm esonscan be

created between a baryon and an antibaryon. The tunneling probability is proportionalto

exp(� �q � M? ),where�q isa avordependentm odelparam eterand M ? thetransversem ass

ofthecreated object.O nly the�rsttwo and thelastparam eteroftheabove listare used in

thisschem e.Therearethree new param eters,two ofthem related to thetunneling form ula:

9. the tunneling coe�cientforu-quarks,� u = PARJ(8);

10. �� = �s � �u = PARJ(9)

11. an extra suppression factorforspin 3/2 baryons= PARJ(18).

24



popcorn param eter

PARJ(5)
0. 0.5 1. 5.

M C5

observable data M C1 M C2 M C3 M C4 advanced

popcorn

�2 - 56 59 59 63 99

N corr

��
0:0612� 0:0034 0.066 0.060 0.066 0.058 0.081

�y
��

0:71� 0:04 0.66 0.69 0.67 0.75 0.57

F
� � ;� � (thiswork) 0:17� 0:11 0.39 0.34 0.30 0.19 0.20

F
� � ;��

(thiswork) 0:057� 0:056 0.18 0.16 0.15 0.09 0.08

F
� � ;�

(thiswork) 0:25� 0:08 0.30 0.28 0.28 0.27 0.28

F
H
(thiswork) 0:48� 0:10 0.87 0.79 0.73 0.55 0.56

Table6:Com parison with fragm entation m odels. Fitquality �2,�� correlations and the � �

antihyperon correlations asde�ned in the text.The errorsofthe sim ulation are sm aller than

the lastdigitshown.

4.3 Sim ulation R esults

Foragiven PYTHIA param eterset,them easured observablesfrom section 4.1werecom pared

with the sim ulation resultsand a �2 wascom puted. Itcannotbe expected from a fragm en-

tation m odelthatallitspredictionsare correctto betterthan a few percent.To reduce the

contributions ofvery accurately m easured observables,the errors to com pute �2 were thus

taken to beatleast2.5% ,which representsthecharacteristic levelofagreem entbetween the

data and M C.Low �2 valueswere searched forwith the m ethod described in the appendix,

for�xed valuesofthepopcorn param eter.M any tunesofthegeneratorhavealm ostthesam e

quality.Som e PYTHIA param etersetsand the predicted baryon production ratesare given

in the appendix.Table 6 showsthe �2’s,the �� correlationsand the � � -antihyperon corre-

lations,asa function ofthe popcorn param eter,wherethe sim ple popcorn m odelisdenoted

M C1 to M C4.

The variable �2 is an indicator for the quality ofthe baryon m odeling. For the sim ple

popcorn m odel,the lowest �2 value found was 56 for the 23 observables. This m eans that

theM onte Carlo generatordescribes,on average,theobservablesroughly within 2 tim esthe

experim entalerrorsor5% ,whicheverislarger.

Them ostim portantresultofthe sim ulation isthatthe overallquality ofthe description

oftheobservablesdoesnotdepend strongly on thepopcorn param eterin thesim plepopcorn

m odel.The��correlation param etersarealwaysreproduced within twostandard deviations,

whetherthepopcorn e�ectisswitched on oro�.TheM onteCarlo param eterspaceexam ined

hereislargerthan thatin earlierstudies.In view oftheoveralluncertainty itisnotpossible

to reach a de�niteconclusion aboutthe thepopcorn e�ectby using �� correlations.

Asshown in thebottom lineoftable6,them easured fraction F
H
isconsistentboth with

thepredictionsoftheoriginalpopcorn m odelwith a largepopcorn param eter(M C4)and the
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optim ized advanced popcorn m odel(M C5),butissm allerthan the M onte Carlo prediction

forzero popcorn e�ect.Itwasinvestigated whetherm odelswithoutthepopcorn m echanism

could befound thatreproducetheobservablesofsection 4.1 and giveF
H
� 0:9.Therelevant

param etersofthePYTHIA generatorfrom section 4.2,including thediquark fragm entation

function,wererandom ly varied asdescribed in theappendix.In thesestudies,F
H
valuesless

than 0.86 were notobtained. The experim entalresultdeviates from thislower lim itby 3.8

standard deviations.

The advanced popcorn m odelhas fewer param eters available for tuning and provides a

signi�cantly worsedescription ofdata asseen from thelarger�2 value.Thelarger�2 forthis

m odelarisesto a large extentfrom two wellknown facts.The absolute num berof� � pairs

istoo large and the distribution ofthe � � rapidity di�erencesistoo narrow in com parison

to the observation [12].O n the otherhand,the average �� rapidity di�erence in the sim ple

popcorn m odelwith a very large popcorn param eter is too large,so that a com bination of

the two m odelsm ightpossibly describethe�� correlation well.

To com pletethecom parison ofcorrelationswith resultsfrom M onteCarlo generators,the

DELPHIp�p [13]correlation wasalso investigated.Thiswasdoneforrapidity ordered p�p

and �pp orpp� particle con�gurationsinsideeventhem ispheres.Theselection cutsand the

de�nition ofthe m inim um rapidity gap �y m in between a selected pion and the nextproton

were taken from [13].Thediscrim inating variable of[13]istheratio ofintensities

R(�y m in)=
N (p�p)

N (p�p)+ N (�pp + pp�)
(14)

atthe rapidity di�erence �y m in. A strong dependence on the popcorn e�ecthad been seen

by [13]atlargevaluesof�y m in.Forthreebinsin therange0:625 � �ym in � 1,theobserved

distribution agreed with a subsam pleofM onteCarlo eventswithoutthepopcorn m echanism

and disagreed with a disjunct subsam ple, containing popcorn m esons, by m ore than �ve

standard deviations,averaged overthe threebins.

These resultscould be reproduced with the sim ulations described here: The R distribu-

tionsobtained with the param eter set M C1,butwithoutdetector corrections,agreed with

DELPHI’sobservation within 1.9 standard deviations,whiletherewasdisagreem entbetween

the data and M onte Carlo study M C2 by 5.2 standard deviations,averaged over the sam e

three �y m in bins. Variations ofthe fragm entation m odelhad notbeen studied in [13]. An

increase ofthe fragm entation param eter PARJ(45) to unity,�xing the other param eters of

thesim ulation M C2,reducesthedi�erencebetween thedata and them odelprediction to 2.4

standard deviations. Furtherm ore,itwasfound thatthe advanced popcorn m odelwith the

param etersetM C5 resultsin alm ostthesam efunction R(�y m in)asthem odelM C1 without

the popcorn e�ect.

Them odi�cation oftheparam eterPAR(45)in thesim ulation M C2increased the�2 value

in table 6 from 59 to 70 due to a shift of�y
��

to a value below the observation,without

degrading the description ofthe otherobservablesofsection 4.1. In sum m ary,these results

indicate a high sensitivity oftherapidity correlationsto thefragm entation dynam ics.
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popcorn param eter

PARJ(5)
0. 0.5 1. 5.

M C5

observable data M C1 M C2 M C3 M C4 advanced

popcorn

protons 1:046� 0:026 1.03 1.03 1.02 1.09 1.01

� + + 0:087� 0:033 0.098 0.118 0.122 0.122 0.127

� 0:388� 0:009 0.369 0.362 0.366 0.388 0.388

�+ + �� 0:181� 0:018 0.129 0.131 0.129 0.133 0.141

�0 0:076� 0:010 0.069 0.070 0.069 0.070 0.073

�� 0.0258� 0:0009 0.029 0.029 0.028 0.029 0.024

��(1385)+ ;� 0:046� 0:004 0.043 0.048 0.052 0.051 0.054


� 0:0016� 0:0003 0.0005 0.0004 0.0004 0.0004 0.0004

Table7:Baryon ratesperm ultihadronic event.The errorsofthe sim ulation are sm allerthan

the lastdigitshown.

5 C onclusions

O urinvestigationsindicatethatthefragm entation m odelshavenotyetreached a statewhere

they can quantitatively describethe�� correlations,thepp� correlationsand the� � antihy-

peron correlation F
H
sim ultaneously.Neitherthe�� northepp� correlationscan providea

clearconclusion aboutthepopcorn e�ectbecausethey can both bedescribed toan acceptable

levelby m odels either with and without the popcorn m echanism . The PYTHIA generator

without the popcorn e�ect can reproduce both rapidity correlations sim ultaneously within

two standard deviations. Both correlations are also in acceptable agreem ent with m odel

predictions including the popcorn e�ect. However,we were unable to �nd a variant ofthe

popcorn m odelthatcould sim ultaneously describeboth typesofcorrelations.

In thiswork,the m echanism ofbaryon form ation was studied by counting �� hyperons

and correlated antihyperonsfrom hadronicZ0decays.TheresultF
H
= 0:48� 0:10,based on

data taken by theO PAL experim entatLEP,favorsa largepopcorn param eterin thesim ple

popcorn m odeland isalso consistentwith the advanced popcorn m odel.The fragm entation

dynam icsplay noroleherebecausetherapidity isnotused in theanalysis.Correlated particle

m om enta play an indirectrole only,becausethey inuencethedetection e�ciencies,butthe

�nalresultcontainsa correction and a system atic errorform ism odeling.

Trivialcorrelations between hyperons and antihyperons based on baryon num ber and

strangeness conservation,as predicted by the therm odynam ic m odel,always exist. Due to

thelim ited data statisticsand theinsensitivity to thedynam ics,ourresultgivesonly a weak

indication for non-trivialquark correlations between baryon-antibaryon pairs. Statistical

m odels,only constrained by conservation laws,di�eratm ostby 2.6 standard deviations.

TheresultforF
H
deviatesfrom thelowerlim itofsim ulationswithoutthepopcorn e�ect

by 3.8 standard deviationsand thusdem onstratestheneed forthethepopcorn e�ectin order

to reproduce baryon correlations within the diquark fragm entation m odel,where a baryon
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standard M C5
m odel

O PAL M C1 M C2 M C3 M C4 advanced
param eter

tune popcorn

PARJ(5) 0.5 0. 0.5 1. 5. -

PARJ(1) 0.085 0.092 0.100 0.101 0.117 0.226

PARJ(2) 0.31 0.33 0.33 0.34 0.34 0.31

PARJ(3) 0.45 0.32 0.41 0.40 0.48 -

PARJ(4) 0.025 0.055 0.029 0.021 0.007 -

PARJ(6) 0.5 - 0.33 0.56 0.35 -

PARJ(7) 0.5 - 0.21 0.20 0.28 -

PARJ(8) - - - - - 1.00

PARJ(9) - - - - - 2.07

PARJ(18) - - - - - 0.18

PARJ(45) 0.5 0.16 0.22 0.52 0.33 0.27

Table 8:Param eter setsused for the sim ulations in tables6 and 7.

M C param eter PARJ(1) PARJ(2) PARJ(3) PARJ(4) PARJ(45)

m ean value 0.091 0.31 0.35 0.045 0.50

interval � 0.008 � 0.04 � 0.08 � 0.012 � 0.50

Table9:Param eterrangesused forrandom generation ofM onteCarlo param etersetswithout

the popcorn e�ect.

and an antibaryon share two valence quark-antiquark pairs. M ore generally, one expects

any fragm entation m odelwith very strong valence quark correlations between baryons and

antibaryonsto bedisfavored.

A ppendix: Tuning ofthe M onte C arlo generator

Thetuning started with thePYTHIA param etersof[24],listed as\standard O PAL tune" in

table8.In a�rststep,theparam eters,exceptthepopcornparam eter,werevaried individually

and m inim um valuesof�2 weresearched for.Thisprocesswasiterated.Search rangesforall

param eterswerede�ned eitherby requiring a m axim um increasein �2 of20 or,in thecaseof

sm allerchanges,by allowing a param etershiftof� 100% .Finally,allparam eterswerevaried

random ly within these rangesto search for�2 valueslowerthan thatofthe solution already

found.Between 200 and 300 random param etersetsweregenerated at�xed PARJ(5)forthe

�nalsearch and 105 events were generated per param eter set. The results for the selected

param eterssetsM C1 to M C5 are based on 106 events.Thecontributionsofthe fourclasses

ofobservablesto �2 atthe m inim um value 56 are about40 from the baryon rates,10 from

the m eson ratesand 6 from the rem aining six observables.

The m easured and sim ulated baryon rates per Z0 decay are given in table 7,while the

corresponding PYTHIA param eters are listed in table 8. The 
� baryon was included in
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theoptim ization to avoid itsalm ostcom pletesuppression.Theresultsfortheparam etersets

M C3and M C5aresim ilartothosein ourpreviouspublication [12],wherethecasewithoutthe

popcorn e�ectwasnotinvestigated. The reproduction ofthe m eson sectordoesnotchange

m uch during thetuning and istherefore om itted from table 7.

Finally,table 9 givesthe param eterspace forthe study ofthe param eterdependence of

F
H
.Allcaseswith �2 < 110 werekept,allowing average discrepanciesbetween thedata and

the m odelaslarge asthose obtained with the m odi�ed popcorn m odel.
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Data collected around
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J.Grunhaus21, M. Gruwé7, A.Gupta8, C.Hajdu28, M. Hamann24, G.G. Hanson4, A. Harel20,

M.Hauschild7, C.M.Hawkes1, R.Hawkings7, G. Herten9, R.D. Heuer24, J.C.Hill5,
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M. Przybycień7,n, A.Quadt31, K.Rabbertz7,r, C.Rembser7, P. Renkel23, J.M. Roney25,

A.M. Rossi2, Y. Rozen20, K.Runge9, K. Sachs6, T. Saeki22, E.K.G. Sarkisyan7,j,
A.D. Schaile30, O. Schaile30, P. Scharff-Hansen7, J. Schieck31, T. Schörner-Sadenius7,z,
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1 Introduction

The formation of baryons within a jet of hadrons has proved difficult to model and is still not
well understood. While the shape of momentum spectra can be derived from QCD with the
modified leading logarithmic approximation together with parton-hadron duality [1], more
complex observables like correlations have not been derived from first principles.

Several physical models like the thermodynamic [2], cluster fragmentation [3] or string
fragmentation [4, 5] models, have been developed to describe baryon production. Of these,
the most successful is string fragmentation, based on the creation of diquark-antidiquark pairs
from the vacuum as illustrated in figure 1. In a production chain of particles along the string,
a baryon and an antibaryon can be produced in immediate succession (figs. 1a,b) or else one
or more intermediate mesons can be produced between them (figs. 1c-e). This production of
intermediate mesons, referred to as the popcorn effect [6, 7], is included as an option in the
Monte Carlo event generators JETSET and PYTHIA [8, 9] and can be steered with a free
parameter.

Past experimental investigations of the popcorn effect made use of rapidity ordering of
hadrons in the fragmentation chain. Intermediate mesons modify the rapidity difference be-
tween associated baryons and antibaryons. Rapidity correlations between Λ Λ pairs produced
in Z0 decays have been studied by several LEP collaborations and the conclusion was that best
agreement between the experiments and the JETSET Monte Carlo model [8] was obtained
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Figure 1: Baryon production in the diquark model without (a,b) and with (c-e) the popcorn
effect.

with the popcorn effect included [10]-[12].

A contradictory result was reported by the DELPHI collaboration [13]. Their measure-
ment is based on triple correlations between a proton, an antiproton and a charged pion close
in rapidity. Because the popcorn effect enhances the pion density in the rapidity interval
between the proton and antiproton, the minimum rapidity difference between a pion and a
proton was compared for the particle orderings pπp and πpp. The measurement indicated
the absence of the popcorn effect. Insufficient modeling of the fragmentation dynamics could
not, however, be excluded [13].

In this analysis, the popcorn mechanism is investigated in a different way, by tagging
rare baryons and measuring the quantum numbers of correlated antibaryons. By not relying
on rapidity differences, we obtain results that are more model-independent than previous
studies. The data were collected with the OPAL experiment at the LEP e+e− collider at
CERN. Especially suitable for our purposes is the Σ− hyperon. If a Σ− is produced, its
baryon number and strangeness are compensated either by an antinucleon and a kaon, as
illustrated in figure 1a, or by an associated antihyperon. The case of Λ or Σ0 production
without the popcorn effect is shown in figure 1b.
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The same graph, with the bottom-most u-quark replaced by a d- or s-quark, describes
associated Σ− and Ξ− production. Associated production of a Σ+ and Ξ0 antihyperon with a
Σ− can only occur through the popcorn mechanism (figs. 1d,e). This makes Σ−Σ+ and Σ−Ξ0

correlations ideal tools to study the popcorn effect. Unfortunately, the production rate of Σ−

hyperons and the probabilities for simultaneous reconstruction of Σ− and Σ+ or Σ− and Ξ0

particles are too small to make such an analysis feasable, given the available data statistics.
The equivalent analysis cannot be performed with tagged Λ hyperons because in this case
Σ+ and Ξ0 antihyperons can be produced without the popcorn effect. Alternatively one can
measure the fraction

FH = F
Σ−,Σ−

+ FΣ−,Λ + F
Σ−,Ξ−

(1)

of Σ− hyperons accompanied by a Σ− (F
Σ−,Σ−

), a Λ (FΣ−,Λ) or a Ξ− (F
Σ−,Ξ−

). These

correlations can occur in the popcorn model but are more likely in the diquark model (fig. 1b)
and their rate is thus a sensitive measure of the baryon production mechanism.

The exact definition of the three correlations FΣ−,k in the sum (1) needs to account for the

possibility that an event may contain more than one Σ− hyperon, other additional hyperons,
or more than one antihyperon. More generally, one can consider an arbitrary particle k and
its antiparticle k. If the number of Σ− hyperons in an event is larger than 1, all combinations
of Σ− k and Σ− k pairs are counted. Denoting the total rates of Σ−-antiparticle and Σ−-
particle pairs by RΣ−,k and RΣ−,k, respectively, and the total Σ− rate by RΣ− , the fraction
FΣ−,k can be written as

FΣ−,k =
RΣ−,k − RΣ−,k

RΣ−

. (2)

This definition implies that the nk antiparticles k in an event enter nk nΣ− times. The Σ− Σ−

pairs are counted nΣ− (nΣ− − 1) times. In the data analysis, this multiple counting is not
an issue because the number of reconstructed Σ− hyperons per event is very small. Baryon
number conservation ensures that

∑
k FΣ−,k = 1, if the sum extends over all antibaryons,

including the antihyperons and antinucleons. It is the understanding throughout this paper
that the charge conjugated channels are included. Thus, the rates RΣ−,k contain all like-sign

pairs Σ− k and Σ− k, the rates RΣ−,k contain all unlike-sign pairs Σ− k and Σ− k, and Σ−

antihyperons are included in RΣ− .

It is evident from figure 1c that kaons created through the popcorn effect reduce FH .
The PYTHIA Monte Carlo program without the popcorn effect, tuned to reproduce the
observed baryon rates and momentum spectra, predicts FH ≈ 0.9, as will be shown later.
The other extreme is a model in which baryon number and strangeness are compensated
statistically, i.e. from conservation laws alone. The ratio of weakly decaying hyperon to total
baryon production in Z0 decays is approximately 0.22 [14]. Because there must be at least one
antibaryon in the rest of the event, if the Σ− is detected, and the tagging biases the number of
strange valence antiquarks, the lower bound will be a bit larger: FH > 0.22. A more rigorous
calculation can be performed with the thermodynamic model for particle production. The
advanced version of the model, based on the microcanonical ensemble, yields FH = 0.23 for
an initial system without strangeness [15].
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2 Event selection

2.1 Event topologies

In any experiment with a sufficiently large tracking device Σ− hyperons can be identified
by track kinks from Σ− → nπ− decays. At LEP energies, the efficiency is much less than
100%, because the decay vertex lies often outside the fiducial volume for its reconstruction.
In principle, correlated decays Σ− → nπ+ and Ξ− → Λπ+ could be reconstructed using track
kinks, too, but the efficiency for the exclusive reconstruction of Σ− Σ− or Σ− Ξ− pairs is
small.

In this work, only the Σ− hyperons were reconstructed exclusively. Two signatures for
correlated antihyperons were used:

1. Λ hyperons were reconstructed by analyzing their so-called V0 topology from the decay
Λ → pπ+. The decay vertex and the flight direction of the Λ candidates allow the
Λ impact parameters d0 with respect to the beam line to be computed. Direct Λ
production, including the contribution of decays from Σ0 hyperons, is characterized by
low impact parameters d0, while large impact parameters indicate a preceding weak
decay and are a signature for Ξ decays.

2. Charged pions with significant impact parameters are a signature for weak decays of
arbitrary antihyperons. An inclusive sample of tracks with large d0 values, consistent
with a pion interpretation, was selected. Throughout this paper, this data set is referred
to as the sample of displaced tracks. This sample has a large background, and different
antihyperon species contribute with different weights, because the number of decay
pions per antihyperon is 1 for Σ−, 0.64 for Λ and 1.64 for chain decays of Ξ−.

The correlated Σ−Λ candidate sample gives the numbers of true Σ− Λ and Σ− Ξ− pairs.
The fraction F

Σ−
can be extracted from the displaced track sample with a subtraction pro-

cedure, using this information as a constraint.

2.2 Experiment and data sets

All data taken by the OPAL experiment [16] in the Z0 energy region during the years 1991 to
2000 were analyzed to measure the correlation. The OPAL experiment had nearly complete
solid angle coverage and excellent hermeticity. The innermost part of the central tracking
detector was a high-resolution silicon microvertex detector, which immediately surrounded
the beam-pipe [17]. It was followed by a high-precision vertex drift chamber, a large-volume
jet chamber [18], and z-chambers, all in a uniform 0.435 T axial magnetic field. In this work,
the outer detector parts as well as the forward detector system were needed for triggering
and identification of multihadronic events only. The criteria for multihadronic event selection
have been described elsewhere [19].
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The present analysis is entirely based on the central tracking system [16, 18]. For candi-
dates to be accepted, all central wire chambers and the microvertex detector were required
to be fully operational. The data sample for this analysis consists of 3.97 million events.

The identification of strange particles is based on earlier work [20, 21]. The innermost
sense wires of the jet chamber had a distance of 25.5 cm from the beam spot, the wire-to-wire
distance was 1 cm and there were 159 sensitive radial layers. The requirement of the pattern
recognition program was the existence of at least 12 hits in the jet chamber. This makes it
possible to identify Σ− hyperons with decay lengths larger than 36 cm.

The z coordinate, along an axis parallel to the electron beam, was measured with a
precision of 700 µm with the stereo wires of the vertex chamber and 100 to 350 µm with the
z chambers. For tracks leaving the drift chamber at the side cones, the z coordinates of the
exit points can be computed from the radius of the last wire with a hit. At the beam spot
a constraint can be set using the bunch length of the beam. Inside the jet chamber, the z
coordinates were measured with the charge division method with a resolution of 6 cm. This
is one limiting factor for the kinematical reconstruction of Σ− hyperons to be discussed later.

The quality of the impact parameter measurement is directly connected to the detector
resolutions in the (r, ϕ) plane perpendicular to the beam axis. These resolutions were 5 µm
to 10 µm for the microvertex detector [17], 55 µm for the vertex chamber and, on average,
135 µm for the jet chamber [16].

To study the detector response, the selection was applied also to Monte Carlo samples
used before at OPAL. These were generated with the JETSET7.3 and JETSET 7.4 programs,
followed by a full detector simulation [22]. The steering parameters for the generator are
given in [23, 24]. The subset of parameters relevant for this analysis is discussed in section 4.2
and the numerical values are given in table 8 (appendix). In total, the Monte Carlo samples
consisted of 4.65 million multihadronic Z0 decays.

2.3 Σ− Selection

The production cross section of Σ− hyperons has previously been measured by OPAL [20].
Here the selection criteria to find track pairs forming a decay vertex were slightly changed
relative to [20] to improve the sensitivity of the analysis to correlations. The applied cuts
are summarized in table 1. They accommodate pattern recognition tolerances and define a
fiducial jet chamber volume to guarantee minimal hit numbers for both tracks and to remove
background from the end plates. The ratio l1/p1 in the last line of table 1 is proportional to
the decay time in the rest frame of the decaying particle. High values are rejected to reduce
the substantial background from kaon decays.
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variable condition

transverse momenta of the decaying
and the daughter particle

pT1 > 0.15 GeV/c, pT2 > 0.10 GeV/c

total momentum of the decaying particle p1 > 2 GeV/c

impact parameter of the primary track d0 < 5 cm

endpoint radius of the primary track rE1 < 170 cm

maximum gap between the primary and
the secondary track in the (r, ϕ) plane

d12 < 10 cm

number of secondary tracks 1

particle charges equal

arc distance between the intersection point
and the end points of tracks 1,2 in (r, ϕ)

µ1 > −7 cm, µ2 < +7 cm

radius of the intersection point rV tx > 35 cm

distance of the intersection point
from the end plate in z direction

∆zV tx > 40 cm

χ2 for agreement of the two tracks in the
(r, ϕ) plane, using (3 × 3) error matrix

χ2 > 2000

ratio of the track length to the
momentum of the decaying particle

l1/p1 < 15 cm/(GeV/c)

Table 1: Selection of track pairs forming a decay vertex (for a more detailed description of
the variables, see [20]).

Monte Carlo studies show that the following processes have to be considered as sources
for Σ− candidates, others being negligible [20]:

1. Σ− → nπ−;

2. Σ+ → nπ−;

3. Ξ− → Λπ−;

4. K− → π−+neutrals; K− → µ−+neutrals or K− → e−+neutrals;

5. secondary reactions in the detector material and fake background. The last sample
consists mainly of scattered particles.

To determine the relative contributions of these processes to the observed data sample, an
unfolding procedure very similar to that used in [20] was used. The invariant mass mΣ− and
the decay angle θ∗ of the pion candidate in the rest frame of the hypothetical Σ− particle were
computed, assuming that the unseen neutral particle is a neutron. The angle θ∗ is defined
with respect to the flight direction of the Σ− candidate at the decay vertex.

Figure 2 shows scatter plots of these variables for the data and three Monte Carlo sources
of events with kinked tracks, namely events with Σ−, Ξ− or K− in the final state. The
background 5, not shown in figure 2, is a smooth function of both observables and is largest
in the backward direction cos θ∗ = −1.
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Five two-dimensional regions, denoted by a, ...e, were introduced in the (mΣ− , cos θ∗) plane
to enrich dedicated kink sources (see figure 2). The bin number of a Σ− candidate was used
as an observable in the unfolding procedure to be described in section 3.

In total, 16790 candidates were found in the two-dimensional plane in the mass range
from threshold to 1.5 GeV. In the Monte Carlo sample 18754 kinks were identified.
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Figure 2: Definition of two-dimensional bins to disentangle Σ− hyperons from background.
The reconstructed mass is plotted versus the pion emission angle in the hypothetical center-
of-mass system. Top left: data. Other plots: Monte Carlo simulations for three particle
classes as indicated. The labeling of the two-dimensional bins is shown in the bottom left
plot. The preferential bins for the kink sources are: a+d for Σ− and Σ+, b for Ξ−, b,c and d
for K− and e for background.
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2.4 Selection of pions from weak decays

Two pre-cuts were applied to select tracks with a good reconstruction quality: the transverse
momentum with respect to the beam had to be larger than 0.15 GeV/c and the track angle
at the beam spot relative to the beam direction was restricted to the region | cos θ| ≤ 0.80.

To remove charged particles from charm or bottom decays, the impact parameter d0,π

with respect to the primary vertex was required to be larger than 0.2 cm. This cut is the
essential condition to define the sample of displaced tracks. A lower value would be sufficient
but does not improve the accuracy of the correlation analysis.

Pions were enriched using the specific energy loss measurement of the central drift cham-
ber [26]. A weight wdE/dx(π) was defined as the probability that the energy loss dE/dx of a
pion deviates from the median value < dE/dx > (π) by more than the measured difference
from the median value. The applied condition was wdE/dx(π) > 0.02 and the number of hits
contributing to this measurement had to be at least 20.

Finally, the angle between the momenta of the pion candidate and the Σ− candidate at
the primary vertex was required to be less than 90 degrees. This hemisphere cut is motivated
by the fact that it rarely happens that baryon number and strangeness are compensated by an
antihyperon in the opposite event hemisphere. The cut reduces the combinatorial background
by a factor 2.

In total, 9965 correlated like-sign Σ−π− and 11951 unlike-sign Σ− π+ pair candidates
were selected with these cuts. The corresponding results for the Monte Carlo sample are
10769 and 13818, respectively. If the total number of Monte Carlo track kinks is scaled to
the observation, the number of like-sign pairs in the data is well reproduced by the Monte
Carlo, the difference being (+3.4±1.4)%. The observed unlike-sign minus like-sign difference,
however, deviates from the prediction by (−28±7)%. This deficit, already visible at raw data
level, indicates that the Monte Carlo sample contains too many correlated antihyperons and
is the basis for the final result of this paper.

2.5 Λ Selection

The selection cuts to find Λ decays in the central drift chamber have been described in [21].
The preselection cuts were relaxed from those of [21]. In this analysis all candidates with
reconstructed masses between the pπ threshold and 1.20 GeV/c2 were accepted. This larger
mass window was needed to study the non-Λ background.

Two criteria were added. If the reconstructed Λ flight path points back to the (r, ϕ)
position of the hypothetical Σ decay kink within 2 degrees, it was assumed that the kink
originated from a Ξ− → Λπ− decay and the Λ candidate was dropped. The cut removed
approximately 3/4 of the like sign Ξ− Λ (Ξ− Λ)-pairs and reduced the self-correlation of Ξ−

particles with their own decay Λ’s accordingly.

Secondly, the hemisphere cut applied to the decay pions was also applied to the Λ’s. The
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angle between the flight directions of Σ and Λ at the primary vertex was required to be less
than 90 degrees.

For the correlation analysis, the mass window was reduced to a ±10 MeV wide interval
around the true Λ mass. Totals of 276 Σ−Λ (Σ− Λ) and 604 Σ− Λ (Σ− Λ) pair candidates
passed all selection cuts. In the Monte Carlo sample 284 like-sign and 721 unlike-sign pairs
were found. The observed unlike-sign minus like-sign difference is smaller than the Monte
Carlo prediction by (16 ± 11)%, if normalized to the number of observed kinks.

3 Correlation analysis

3.1 Unfolding of kink sources

From the Monte Carlo sample one gets, for every kink source i and every two-dimensional

(mΣ− , cos θ∗) bin j, the number of accepted events K
(MC)
i (j). The populations of the bins

j =a,...e in figure 2 are sensitive to the invariant mass and θ∗ resolutions, which in turn depend
on the z resolution of the central drift chamber. The z coordinate, however, is not well modeled
in the Monte Carlo simulation. Because the track end points in the jet chamber are well known
by other measurements, this mismodeling at the decay vertex gives the dominant contribution
to the systematic error of the Σ− rate [20]. To correct the Monte Carlo program for it, the z
components of all Σ momenta were modified according to pz,new = pz,rec + c · (pz,rec −pz,true),
where pz,true is the true momentum from the MC generator and pz,rec the reconstructed
momentum. The constant c is one common factor to be determined in the analysis.

The total number of kinks K(j) expected in bin j is given by

K(j) =
∑

i

ξi
Ndata

NMC
· K(MC)

i (j) , (3)

where Ndata and NMC are the total number of multihadronic data and Monte Carlo events,
respectively. Incorrect Monte Carlo rates are corrected for by the five scaling factors ξi. If
they are known, the true production rates per multihadronic event, Ri, can be computed for
all sources i, for example

RΣ− = ξΣ− · R(MC)
Σ−

with R
(MC)
Σ−

=
∑

j

K
(MC)
Σ−

(j) . (4)

Contrary to [20] the factors ξi were treated as momentum independent, because the analy-
sis of [20] had shown that the modeling of the spectral shape was satisfactory. The contri-
bution from Σ+ hyperons to K(j) is less than 20% of that of the Σ− particles [20]. The
ratio of the genuine production rates, approximately 1 due to isospin symmetry, was fixed
to the Monte Carlo prediction, so that ξ

Σ+ = ξΣ− . Four scaling factors ξi were thus left for
adjustment. They were computed with a χ2-fit of the measured kink rates to equation (3)
for a given value of c.
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It was then checked whether the Monte Carlo simulation reproduces the reconstructed
mass and cos θ∗ distributions. Differing from our previous analysis [20], the proportionality
factor c was chosen to get the lowest χ2-sum for both distributions. The best overall agreement
was found for c = 1.35 with a one-sigma interval ranging from 1.32 to 1.45. The final fit result
is shown in figs. 3 and 4. The agreement is excellent. The error of c is not included in the
statistical errors of the ξi. It is treated separately as a contribution to the systematic error.
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Figure 3: Measured Σ− mass spectrum. Points: data. Histograms: results of the fit, ordered
according to the sources for track kinks. The plotted errors are the statistical errors of the
data.
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The Σ− + Σ− production rate was found to be RΣ− = 0.073 ± 0.004. According to [20] a
systematic error of ±0.009 has to be added. Within the total error, this result is consistent
with our published value RΣ− = 0.083 ± 0.011. The difference is mainly due to the modified
treatment of the z-resolution.
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Figure 4: Cosine of the center-of-mass pion emission angle. Points: data. Histograms: results
of the fit, ordered according to the sources for track kinks. The plotted errors are the statistical
errors of the data.
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3.2 Correlated particle sources

The correlated rates of kink-V0 or kink-displaced-track pairs were measured as a function
of the bin number j and the impact parameter d0 of the correlated particle relative to the
beam line. The variable d0 contains information on the lifetime of the parent particle of the
correlated particle in case of a preceding weak decay, and is needed to disentangle correlated
Λ’s from Ξ’s decaying into Λ’s.

In the Monte Carlo simulation, nine sources have to be considered for the displaced tracks
and correlated V0’s:

1. Σ− → nπ+;

2. Σ+ → nπ− or pπ0;

3. Ξ− → Λπ+ → pπ+π+;

4. Ξ0 → Λπ0 → pπ+π0;

5. Λ → pπ+, including Λ antihyperons from Σ0 decays, but without the contributions from
Ξ decays;

6. charged particles from K+ decays;

7. charged particles or V0 configurations from K0 decays;

8. non-K0 background of the V0 topology;

9. displaced tracks from secondary interactions, mainly scattering.

All sources, except for the eighth one, contribute to the sample of displaced tracks. For V0-like
events only the sources 3,4,5,7 and 8 are relevant. The sample of displaced tracks is enriched
in pions but contains also a small fraction of protons and leptons. These contaminations are
included in the Monte Carlo rates and are classified according to the above scheme.

The combination of five kink sources with nine correlated particle sources leads to a total
number of 45 classes of particle pairs. In addition, one has to distinguish between like-sign
and unlike-sign pairs. Equation (3) can be generalized to the like-sign pair rate Dlike(j, d0)
and the difference of the unlike-sign pair rate Dunlike(j, d0) and Dlike(j, d0),

Dlike(j, d0) =
∑

i,k

η
(l)
i,k ·

Ndata

NMC
· D(MC,like)

i,k (j, d0) ; (5)

Dunlike(j, d0) − Dlike(j, d0) =
∑

i,k

η
(a)
i,k · Ndata

NMC
· (D(MC,unlike)

i,k (j, d0) − D
(MC,like)
i,k (j, d0)) . (6)

The indices at the Monte Carlo rates D
(MC,like)
i,k and D

(MC,unlike)
i,k specify the kink source i

and the correlated particle source k, respectively. The parameters η
(l)
i,k and η

(a)
i,k are 90 scaling
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correlated particle
kink source

Σ− Σ+ Ξ− Ξ0 Λ K+

Σ− 0.33 0.014 0.15 0.01 0.28 0.04

Σ+ 0.01 0.32 0.01 0.14 0.28 0.024

Ξ− 0.34 0.026 0.15 0.029 0.36 0.45

K− < 0.01 < 0.01 < 0.01 < 0.01 0.03 0.50

Table 2: Fractions F
(MC)
i,k as predicted by the PYTHIA 6.1 generator with the parameters

from ref [24].

factors. In principle, they have to be extracted with a combined fit of the j and d0 dependent
distributions of kink-track pairs and kink-V0 pairs to equations (5) and (6).

The Monte Carlo generator predicts the generic correlations F
(MC)

i,k
, defined with equa-

tion (2), generalized to arbitrary sources i and k. Table 2 gives the results for hyperon-
antiparticle correlations at generator level for the most recent parameter set used by the
OPAL experiment [24].

If the scaling factors η
(a)
i,k are known, the experimental results for the correlations can be

computed

Fi,k =
η

(a)
i,k

ξi
· F (MC)

i,k
. (7)

Here, the scaling factors ξi from the kink fit (section 3.1) enter.

The factors η
(l)
i,k are only needed to parameterize the statistical errors for the fit using

equation (6). With very few exceptions, they are close to one and no physical result is
extracted from them.

3.3 Evaluation of the correlation matrix

In spite of the large number of scaling factors η
(a)
i,k , a reliable fit of the data can be obtained.

This can be seen from the integrals of the differences (D
(MC,unlike)
i,k (j, d0) − D

(MC,like)
i,k (j, d0))

over the variables mΣ− , cos θ∗ and d0, listed in tables 3 and 4. The entries in the tables

are normalized to the total differences, using η
(a)
i,k = 1, and thus show the relative importance

of the terms. Many correlations are very small. If not given in the tables explicitly, the
contribution of a source is less than 2%. The entries in table 3 for displaced tracks account
for 96% of the total rate difference. The contributions to the V0 in table 4 add up to 104%,
the excess being compensated by a small amount of Σ+Λ correlations with the opposite sign.

The scaling factors for the four largest correlations in tables 3 and 4, η
(a)

Σ−,Σ−

, η
(a)

Σ−,Λ
, η

(a)

Σ−,Ξ−

and η
(a)

Ξ−,Λ
, are determined with the fit. Three of them are needed to compute FH .
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displaced track source
kink source

Σ− Ξ− Λ K+ background

Σ− (27 ± 1)% (16 ± 1)% (10 ± 1)%
Ξ− (12 ± 1)% (6 ± 1)% (5 ± 1)%
K− (3 ± 1)%

(17 ± 4)%

kink background

Table 3: Largest contributions to the correlations between kinks and displaced tracks.

V0 source
kink source

Ξ− Λ V0 background

Σ− (20 ± 2)% (43 ± 3)%
Ξ− (6 ± 1.5)% (21 ± 2)%

(14 ± 3.5)%

Table 4: Largest contributions to the correlations between kinks and V0 candidates.

The data statistics do not allow to fit more than four parameters. The remaining η’s were
thus fixed by symmetry considerations, isospin invariance or Monte Carlo studies. Systematic
errors were assigned to them, if necessary. In the following, a few examples are described,
preferentially the correlations in tables 3,4.

For symmetry reasons, one has

η
(a)

Ξ−,Σ−

= η
(a)

Σ−,Ξ−

. (8)

There is no model independent prediction for F
Ξ−,Ξ−

. This parameter was set to the original

Monte Carlo result. It follows then from equation (7) that

η
(a)

Ξ−,Ξ−

= ξΞ− . (9)

It has been checked for various acceptable Monte Carlo generator tunings, described in the
next section, that this procedure is valid within 20%.

Non-negligible parts of the correlation are introduced by the correlated particle back-
grounds 8 and 9; they are given as sums over the kink sources in tables 3 and 4. The origin
of this effect is charge conservation in the events. Since the displaced-track-background con-
sists mainly of scattered particles, it reflects the original particle charges. The kink selection
introduces a charge bias for the rest of the event, which is visible in the ensemble of remain-
ing charged particles on a statistical basis. This is true not only for scattered particles, but
also for asymmetric fake V0 candidates. Kinks and correlated particles are assigned to each

other by chance. The condition η
(a)
i,track = η

(a)
i,V 0 = ξi was introduced, assuming a correct

modeling of the background sources 8 and 9. This is justified because the equivalent relation
for the like-sign background rates was confirmed with a fit to the data with the parame-

terizations η
(l)
i,track = ξiζtrack and η

(l)
i,V 0 = ξiζV 0 , the results being ζtrack = 1.01 ± 0.04 and

ζV 0 = 1.03 ± 0.07, respectively.

The remaining entry in table 3 is the charged kaon-kaon correlation. Its contribution is
small because kaon decay inside the jet chamber is unlikely due to the long kaon life time. Since
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the charged and neutral kaon production rates are almost equal and the hyperon rates are

much smaller than the kaon rates, the fraction FK−,K+ is close to 0.5 so that η
(a)
K−,K+ = ξK− .

No model independent prediction exists for FK−,Λ, which was determined with the Monte

Carlo event sample. A correlation potentially dangerous for the fit is the Σ−K+ correlation.
The corresponding asymmetry in table 2 is small, but actually it is the difference of much
larger components. Strangeness conservation requires

F
Σ−,Σ−

+ F
Σ−,Σ+ + 2 · F

Σ−,Ξ−
+ 2 · F

Σ−,Ξ0 + FΣ−,Λ + 2 · FΣ−,K+ ≈ 1 . (10)

The parameters F
Σ−,Ξ−

and F
Σ−,Ξ0 appear with the weight 2 because the Ξ-particles carry

two units of strangeness. The contribution from Ω− hyperons is negligible. The factor 2 in
front of FΣ−,K+ accounts for the K0 contribution, which cannot be measured. Monte Carlo
simulations with different model parameters showed that relation (10) is fulfilled within 3%.
Together with the condition for baryon number conservation,

F
Σ−,Σ−

+ F
Σ−,Σ+ + F

Σ−,Ξ−
+ F

Σ−,Ξ0 + FΣ−,Λ + FΣ−,p + FΣ−,n ≈ 1, (11)

equation (10) gives the relation

FΣ−,K+ ≈ 1

2
· (FΣ−,p + FΣ−,n − F

Σ−,Ξ−
− F

Σ−,Ξ0) , (12)

which shows the presence of large compensating terms. In the analysis, FΣ−,K+ was therefore
computed with the sum rule (10), taking the small correlations F

Σ−,Σ+ and F
Σ−,Ξ0 from the

Monte Carlo generator. Similarly, FΞ−,K+ can be constrained by the equivalent equation for
the Ξ−,

F
Ξ−,Σ−

+ F
Ξ−,Σ+ + 2 · F

Ξ−,Ξ−
+ 2 · F

Ξ−,Ξ0 + FΞ−,Λ + 2 · FΞ−,K+ ≈ 2 . (13)

The correlations of the Σ+ hyperons are related to those of the Σ− hyperon by the isospin
symmetry, for instance FΣ+,Λ = FΣ−,Λ.

The above relations allow either to replace η
(a)
i,k by the four factors to be fitted, or to fix it

and its contribution to the right hand side of equation (6). A simultaneous binned χ2 fit, using
equation (6), was performed for the d0 distributions of the correlated-track and Λ candidates
in the five (mΣ− , cos θ∗)-regions. In the Λ case, the reconstructed mass was restricted to the
narrow interval given in section 2.5. In parallel, a fit of the like sign pairs to equation (5) was

performed to determine ζtrack = η
(l)
i,track/ξi and three normalization factors for the hyperon-Λ,

K−-hyperon and (Σ− or Ξ−) − (Σ− or Ξ−) correlations. The statistical errors of the pair
rates, needed to compute χ2, were computed with the equations (5) and (6); they depend
on the result of the fit. The fit was therefore done iteratively, setting the unknown η-factors
to unity for the first iteration. The statistical errors had d0 dependent fluctuations due to
the limited Monte Carlo statistics. These were reduced with a one-dimensional smoothing
algorithm described in [25]. The asymmetry fit resulted in a χ2 value of 144 for 146 degrees
of freedom. The coefficients obtained are correlated, the largest correlation coefficient being

≈-0.7 between η
(a)

Σ−,Σ−

and η
(a)

Σ−,Ξ−

.
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3.4 Experimental results and systematic errors

The adjusted d0 distributions are shown in figs. 5 and 6. The histograms give the contributions
of the correlated particle sources; all kink sources and two-dimensional bins j =a,...e are
combined. The errors of the data points are statistical and the corresponding errors of the
Monte Carlo histograms are not shown. Fig. 7 gives the rate differences between the unlike-
sign and like-sign kink-V0 pairs as a function of the reconstructed Λ mass. Both distributions
are very well described.
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Figure 5: Impact parameters of the displaced tracks, correlated to Σ− candidates. The
difference between unlike-sign and like-sign combinations is shown. Points: data. Histograms:
results of the fit, ordered according to the sources for displaced tracks. The plotted errors are
the statistical errors of the data.
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Figure 6: Impact parameters of the Λ candidates, correlated to Σ− candidates. The difference
between unlike-sign and like-sign combinations is shown. Points: data. Histograms: results
of the fit, ordered according to the V0 sources. The plotted errors are the statistical errors of
the data.
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correlation
F

Σ−,Σ−
F

Σ−,Ξ−
FΣ−,Λ FH

fit result 0.162 ± 0.100 0.054 ± 0.047 0.234 ± 0.057 0.449 ± 0.091

systematic error

mismodeling of correlated +0.009 +0.003 +0.014 +0.026
particle momenta ±0.005 ±0.002 ±0.007 ±0.013

z-resolution at
kink vertex

±0.037 ±0.023 ±0.045 ±0.024

dE/dx calibration ±0.010 ±0.005 ±0.004 ±0.008

hemisphere cut ±0.005 ±0.002 ±0.007 ±0.013

number of hits per track ±0.007 ±0.004 ±0.002 ±0.006

cos θ distribution of tracks ±0.012 ±0.001 ±0.001 ±0.012

Λ detection efficiency ±0.006 ±0.004 ±0.004 ±0.002

charge asymmetry
of detection efficiencies

±0.002 ±0.001 ±0.001 ±0.002

uncertainty of
popcorn channels

±0.008 ±0.005 ±0.004 ±0.007

uncertainty of

Ξ−Ξ− correlation
±0.003 ±0.001 ±0.001 ±0.003

uncertainty of

K−Λ correlation
±0.001 ±0.001 ±0.003 ±0.002

final result 0.17 ± 0.11 0.057 ± 0.056 0.25 ± 0.08 0.48 ± 0.10

Table 5: Experimental results and systematic errors.

The fit results are listed in the first row of table 5. The errors are statistical and include
the data and Monte Carlo contributions. Internally, the fit gets the Λ part of the correlation
essentially from the correlated Λ sample, which sets also bounds on F

Σ−,Ξ−
. The Σ−Σ−

correlation is computed from the displaced-track sample as a difference. Neither F
Σ−,Σ−

nor
F

Σ−,Ξ−
differ from zero in a statistical way, in contrast to the overall sum FH . The smaller

error of the sum is due to the strong anti-correlation between F
Σ−Σ−

and F
Σ−,Ξ−

. The final
results, including the systematic errors, are given in the last row of table 5.

The systematic errors, listed in table 5, will be discussed in the following.

Mismodeling of correlated particle momenta. The momentum spectra of the correlated
pion and Λ candidates are not well reproduced by the Monte Carlo program. The simu-
lated momenta have to be scaled downwards by as much as 20%. The effect exists both
for the like sign and the unlike-sign track and V0 candidates. As a consequence, the
measured fractions Fi,k are systematically too small. To find a correction, the detection
efficiencies for the correlated particles were extracted from the Monte Carlo sample and
the shifted momentum spectrum was folded with the efficiency function. This leads to
an upwards correction of the measured correlations. A global correction of (6±3)% was
applied. This correction, together with its error, is much larger than the uncertainties
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due to miscalibrations of the particle momenta or the impact parameters. Therefore,
no additional errors were assigned to the momentum and d0 selection cuts.

z-resolution at kink vertex. In the ratio of a correlated rate to the single Σ− rate the
overall detection efficiency for Σ− hyperons cancels. However, an uncertainty of the
number of observed Σ− hyperons arises from the unfolding procedure. The dominating
error source is the mismodeling of the z-resolution. The correction factor c, introduced
above, was conservatively varied between 1.25 and 1.5. For the individual correlations
FΣ−,k the obtained shifts were found to be non-parabolic functions of c. The maximal
shifts of the results FΣ−,k and FH were taken as uncertainties.

dE/dx calibration. Any antiproton impurity in the displaced track sample reduces the
asymmetry from direct or indirect Λ decays. For a pure pion sample and a perfect
calibration, the frequency distribution of the weight wdE/dx(π), defined in section 2.4,
should not depend on wdE/dx(π). A superimposed peak at wdE/dx(π) = 0 is expected
due to non-pions. The shape of this peak does not perfectly agree with the Monte Carlo
prediction. A systematic error was assigned to the corresponding mismodeling of the
antiproton rejection efficiency.

Hemisphere cut. In principle, the results are corrected automatically for the hemisphere
cut. No significant correlations were observed in the dropped hemisphere. A systematic
error would appear, if the fragmentation model were incorrect. A 3% error was assigned
to all correlations, based on the error of the number of tracks in the omitted hemisphere.

Other systematic errors The number of hits per track is well modeled and introduces an
error of 1% for the number of displaced tracks. Also the acceptance cut for the θ angle
plays a minor role only. From the difference between the angular distributions of data
and Monte Carlo events an efficiency error of 3% was estimated. Systematic errors due
to the cuts for Λ selection were already discussed in [21]. An uncertainty of ±3.3%
was taken from that paper as fully correlated error for the Λ event sample. Differences
∆ǫi between the detection efficiencies for particles and antiparticles would lead to a
spurious asymmetry, if both the kinks i and the correlated particles k are affected.
The effect is proportional to ∆ǫΣ− · ∆ǫk. The efficiency differences were extracted
from the observed particle and antiparticle rates and the upper limits for the spurious
asymmetries in table 5 were obtained. Furthermore, there are uncertainties due to the
model dependence of the correlations which had to be subtracted. One half of the Monte
Carlo baryon antibaryon pairs are accompanied by a popcorn meson. The η(a)-factors
for the popcorn specific correlations Σ−Σ+, Σ−Ξ0 and Ξ−Σ+ were varied between 0 and
2 and the fit repeated. The K−Λ correlation was varied by 50% and an uncertainty of
20% was assigned to the Ξ−Ξ− correlation, fixing the small residual contribution from
Ξ− self correlations. As already mentioned, the definition of FH introduces a small
amount of double counting, both in the data and in the Monte Carlo simulation. This
problem was studied with a toy Monte Carlo program and the only effects found were
negligible corrections to the statistical errors of the fit.

The correlated kink-track and kink-V0 pairs should be concentrated in the Σ− enriched
bins a and d in the (mΣ− , cos θ∗) plane shown in figure 2. As a cross check, a simpler analysis
was performed, where the analysis was restricted to region a. All background asymmetries
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and also the Ξ−Λ correlation were subtracted as predicted by the Monte Carlo program. The
final result including reevaluated systematic errors, FH = 0.472 ± 0.155, is fully consistent
with the main result and demonstrates the absence of anomalies in the (mΣ− , cos θ∗) plane.

4 Comparison with fragmentation models

Before comparing the result for FH to the predictions of models, we adjusted the models,
incorporated into the PYTHIA Monte Carlo event generator, to describe a set of observables in
Z0 decays. The optimization began with the PYTHIA steering parameters given in [24]. These
were slightly modified to reproduce the newest experimental information on the baryonic
sector, including data on ΛΛ correlations. The tuned Monte Carlo was then used to predict
FH . We also used the models to study pπp correlations more extensively than previously, as
described below.

4.1 Observables

The input observables for the tuning fall into four categories:

1. Eight baryon multiplicities in multihadronic Z0 decay: p, ∆++, Λ, Σ+ + Σ−, Σ0, Ξ−,
Σ∗+ + Σ∗−, and Ω−. The production rates were taken from the compilation of the
particle data group [14].

2. Proton and Λ momentum spectra. Baryon spectra have approximately Gaussian shapes
if parameterized in terms of the variable ξ = ln(1/xp) [1]. We use the mean values and
variances of the proton and Λ spectra as the observables. Deviations from the normal
distribution are known, the true maxima being somewhat higher than the result of the
fit [27, 31]. However, the Gaussian fit is an easy way to compare different experiments.

The tabulated data [27]–[31] were fitted to Gaussian functions in the interval 1.2 <
ξ < 4.2. The situation for the protons is not satisfactory, the fitted maxima of the ξ
distributions varying from 2.79 [28] to 3.08 [31]. The values ξpeak = 2.80 ± 0.07 and
σ = 1.11 ± 0.06 were obtained with a combined fit using all LEP and SLD data. The
errors were not taken from the fit but conservatively estimated from the systematic
differences between the ξ spectra of the experiments. It should be noted that both ξpeak

and σ depend on the fit range due to deviations of the ξ-distribution from the Gaussian
shape. The agreement between experiments is better for Λ production, leading to values
ξpeak = 2.62 ± 0.04 and σ = 1.21 ± 0.04.

3. ΛΛ correlations. The correlation was parameterized by two observables, the first one
being the rate excess of Λ Λ pairs over Λ Λ + Λ Λ pairs per event, N corr

ΛΛ
. The other

observable is the mean rapidity difference ∆yΛΛ between the Λ and Λ after subtraction
of like-sign pairs. The number of correlated Λ Λ pairs per event was taken from [12]. The
mean ΛΛ rapidity difference ∆y was computed from the data of [12], as the truncated
mean for ∆y < 3.0. This cut was introduced to suppress the contribution of Λ’s from
the opposite event hemisphere.
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4. Nine meson production rates per multihadronic Z0 decay: π+ + π−, π0, K+ + K−, K0
S ,

ρ+ + ρ−, ρ0, ϕ, K∗+(892) + K∗−(892) and K∗0(892). These rates, taken from [14], were
included in the tuning to protect the meson generation against parameter modifications
steering the baryonic sector.

4.2 Model Parameters

The popcorn mechanism is incorporated in PYTHIA in two ways [9]. The first simple ver-

sion was originally introduced in JETSET. Baryon production is controlled by the following
parameters:

1. the suppression of diquark-antidiquark production relative to quark-antiquark produc-
tion, P(qq)/P(q) = PARJ(1);

2. the suppression of ss production relative to uu production, P(s)/P(u) = PARJ(2); a
tuning of this parameter was necessary, because the strange meson rates had to be
readjusted;

3. a double ratio involving diquarks containing s quarks, (P(us)/P(ud))/(P(s)/P(u)) =
PARJ(3);

4. the suppression factor for spin 1 diquarks, (1/3)P(ud1)/P(ud0) = PARJ(4);

5. the popcorn parameter, which determines the relative occurrences of the baryon-meson-
antibaryon and baryon-antibaryon configurations, PARJ(5);

6. an extra suppression for having an s s pair in a baryon-meson-antibaryon configuration,
PARJ(6);

7. an extra suppression for having a strange meson in a baryon-meson-antibaryon config-
uration, PARJ(7);

8. a parameter which enters the exponent of the Lund symmetric fragmentation function
for diquarks, PARJ(45); this parameter has an impact on the rapidity difference in
baryon-antibaryon correlations.

In the advanced popcorn scheme, a universal equation for tunneling from the vac-
uum is applied to the generation of new partons and an arbitrary number of mesons can be
created between a baryon and an antibaryon. The tunneling probability is proportional to
exp(−βq · M⊥), where βq is a flavor dependent model parameter and M⊥ the transverse mass
of the created object. Only the first two and the last parameter of the above list are used in
this scheme. There are three new parameters, two of them related to the tunneling formula:

9. the tunneling coefficient for u-quarks, βu = PARJ(8);

10. δβ = βs − βu = PARJ(9)

11. an extra suppression factor for spin 3/2 baryons = PARJ(18).
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popcorn parameter
PARJ(5)

0. 0.5 1. 5.

MC5
observable data MC1 MC2 MC3 MC4 advanced

popcorn

χ2 - 56 59 59 63 99

N corr
ΛΛ

0.0612 ± 0.0034 0.066 0.060 0.066 0.058 0.081

∆yΛΛ 0.71 ± 0.04 0.66 0.69 0.67 0.75 0.57

F
Σ−,Σ−

(this work) 0.17 ± 0.11 0.39 0.34 0.30 0.19 0.20

F
Σ−,Ξ−

(this work) 0.057 ± 0.056 0.18 0.16 0.15 0.09 0.08

FΣ−,Λ (this work) 0.25 ± 0.08 0.30 0.28 0.28 0.27 0.28

FH (this work) 0.48 ± 0.10 0.87 0.79 0.73 0.55 0.56

Table 6: Comparison with fragmentation models. Fit quality χ2, ΛΛ correlations and the Σ−

antihyperon correlations as defined in the text. The errors of the simulation are smaller than
the last digit shown.

4.3 Simulation Results

For a given PYTHIA parameter set, the measured observables from section 4.1 were compared
with the simulation results and a χ2 was computed. It cannot be expected from a fragmen-
tation model that all its predictions are correct to better than a few percent. To reduce the
contributions of very accurately measured observables, the errors to compute χ2 were thus
taken to be at least 2.5%. Low χ2 values were searched for with the method described in
the appendix, for fixed values of the popcorn parameter. Many tunes of the generator have
almost the same quality. Some PYTHIA parameter sets and the predicted baryon production
rates are given in the appendix. Table 6 shows the χ2’s, the ΛΛ correlations and the Σ−-
antihyperon correlations, as a function of the popcorn parameter, where the simple popcorn
model is denoted MC1 to MC4.

The variable χ2 is an indicator for the quality of the baryon modeling. For the simple
popcorn model, the lowest χ2 value found was 56 for the 23 observables. This means that
the Monte Carlo generator describes, on average, the observables roughly within 2 times the
experimental errors or 5%, whichever is larger.

The most important result of the simulation is that the overall quality of the description
of the observables does not depend strongly on the popcorn parameter in the simple popcorn
model. The ΛΛ correlation parameters are always reproduced within two standard deviations,
whether the popcorn effect is switched on or off. The Monte Carlo parameter space examined
here is larger than that in earlier studies. In view of the overall uncertainty it is not possible
to reach a definite conclusion about the the popcorn effect by using ΛΛ correlations.

As shown in the bottom line of table 6, the measured fraction FH is consistent both with
the predictions of the original popcorn model with a large popcorn parameter (MC4) and the
optimized advanced popcorn model (MC5), but is smaller than the Monte Carlo prediction
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for zero popcorn effect. To investigate the stability of this last simulation result, the relevant
parameters of the PYTHIA generator, especially the diquark fragmentation function, were
randomly varied as described in the appendix. In these studies, FH values less than 0.86
were not obtained. The experimental result deviates from this lower limit by 3.8 standard
deviations.

The advanced popcorn model has fewer parameters available for tuning and provides a
significantly worse description of data as seen from the larger χ2 value. The larger χ2 for this
model arises to a large extent from two well known facts. The absolute number of Λ Λ pairs
is too large and the distribution of the Λ Λ rapidity differences is too narrow in comparison
to the observation [12]. On the other hand, the average ΛΛ rapidity difference in the simple
popcorn model with a very large popcorn parameter is too large, so that a combination of
the two models might possibly describe the ΛΛ correlation well.

To complete the comparison of correlations with results from Monte Carlo generators, the
DELPHI pπp [13] correlation was also investigated. This was done for rapidity ordered pπp
and πpp or ppπ particle configurations inside event hemispheres. The selection cuts and the
definition of the minimum rapidity gap ∆ymin between a selected pion and the next proton
were taken from [13]. The discriminating variable of [13] is the ratio of intensities

R(∆ymin) =
N(pπp)

N(pπp) + N(πpp + ppπ)
(14)

at the rapidity difference ∆ymin. A strong dependence on the popcorn effect had been seen
by [13] at large values of ∆ymin. For three bins in the range 0.625 ≤ ∆ymin ≤ 1, the observed
distribution agreed with a subsample of Monte Carlo events without the popcorn mechanism
and disagreed with a disjunct subsample, containing popcorn mesons, by more than five
standard deviations, averaged over the three bins.

These results could be reproduced with the simulations described here: The R distribu-
tions obtained with the parameter set MC1, but without detector corrections, agreed with
DELPHI’s observation within 1.9 standard deviations, while there was disagreement between
the data and Monte Carlo study MC2 by 5.2 standard deviations, averaged over the same
three ∆ymin bins. Variations of the fragmentation model had not been studied in [13]. An
increase of the fragmentation parameter PARJ(45) to unity, fixing the other parameters of
the simulation MC2, reduces the difference between the data and the model prediction to 2.4
standard deviations. Furthermore, it was found that the advanced popcorn model with the
parameter set MC5 results in almost the same function R(∆ymin) as the model MC1 without
the popcorn effect.

The modification of the parameter PAR(45) in the simulation MC2 increased the χ2 value
in table 6 from 59 to 70 due to a shift of ∆yΛΛ to a value below the observation, without
degrading the description of the other observables of section 4.1. In summary, these results
indicate a high sensitivity of the rapidity correlations to the fragmentation dynamics.
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popcorn parameter
PARJ(5)

0. 0.5 1. 5.

MC5
observable data MC1 MC2 MC3 MC4 advanced

popcorn

protons 1.046 ± 0.026 1.03 1.03 1.02 1.09 1.01
∆++ 0.087 ± 0.033 0.098 0.118 0.122 0.122 0.127

Λ 0.388 ± 0.009 0.369 0.362 0.366 0.388 0.388
Σ+ + Σ− 0.181 ± 0.018 0.129 0.131 0.129 0.133 0.141

Σ0 0.076 ± 0.010 0.069 0.070 0.069 0.070 0.073
Ξ− 0.0258 ± 0.0009 0.029 0.029 0.028 0.029 0.024

Σ∗(1385)+,− 0.046 ± 0.004 0.043 0.048 0.052 0.051 0.054
Ω− 0.0016 ± 0.0003 0.0005 0.0004 0.0004 0.0004 0.0004

Table 7: Baryon rates per multihadronic event. The errors of the simulation are smaller than
the last digit shown.

5 Conclusions

Our investigations indicate that the fragmentation models have not yet reached a state where
they can quantitatively describe the ΛΛ correlations, the ppπ correlations and the Σ− antihy-
peron correlation FH simultaneously. Neither the ΛΛ nor the ppπ correlations can provide a
clear conclusion about the popcorn effect because they can both be described to an acceptable
level by models either with and without the popcorn mechanism. The PYTHIA generator
without the popcorn effect can reproduce both rapidity correlations simultaneously within
two standard deviations. Both correlations are also in acceptable agreement with model
predictions including the popcorn effect. However, we were unable to find a variant of the
popcorn model that could simultaneously describe both types of correlations.

In this work, the mechanism of baryon formation was studied by counting Σ− hyperons
and correlated antihyperons from hadronic Z0decays. The result FH = 0.48 ± 0.10, based on
data taken by the OPAL experiment at LEP, favors a large popcorn parameter in the simple
popcorn model and is also consistent with the advanced popcorn model. The fragmentation
dynamics play no role here because the rapidity is not used in the analysis. Correlated particle
momenta play an indirect role only, because they influence the detection efficiencies, but the
final result contains a correction and a systematic error for mismodeling.

Trivial correlations between hyperons and antihyperons based on baryon number and
strangeness conservation, as predicted by the thermodynamic model, always exist. Due to
the limited data statistics and the insensitivity to the dynamics, our result gives only a weak
indication for non-trivial quark correlations between baryon-antibaryon pairs. Statistical
models, only constrained by conservation laws, differ at most by 2.6 standard deviations.

The result for FH deviates from the lower limit of simulations without the popcorn ef-
fect by 3.8 standard deviations and thus demonstrates the existence of the popcorn effect.
Any fragmentation model with very strong valence quark correlations between baryons and
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standard MC5
model

OPAL MC1 MC2 MC3 MC4 advanced
parameter

tune popcorn

PARJ(5) 0.5 0. 0.5 1. 5. -

PARJ(1) 0.085 0.092 0.100 0.101 0.117 0.226
PARJ(2) 0.31 0.33 0.33 0.34 0.34 0.31
PARJ(3) 0.45 0.32 0.41 0.40 0.48 -
PARJ(4) 0.025 0.055 0.029 0.021 0.007 -
PARJ(6) 0.5 - 0.33 0.56 0.35 -
PARJ(7) 0.5 - 0.21 0.20 0.28 -
PARJ(8) - - - - - 1.00
PARJ(9) - - - - - 2.07
PARJ(18) - - - - - 0.18
PARJ(45) 0.5 0.16 0.22 0.52 0.33 0.27

Table 8: Parameter sets used for the simulations in tables 6 and 7.

MC parameter PARJ(1) PARJ(2) PARJ(3) PARJ(4) PARJ(45)

mean value 0.091 0.31 0.35 0.045 0.50
interval ± 0.008 ± 0.04 ± 0.08 ± 0.012 ± 0.50

Table 9: Parameter ranges used for random generation of Monte Carlo parameter sets without
the popcorn effect.

antibaryons is disfavored.

Appendix: Tuning of the Monte Carlo generator

The tuning started with the PYTHIA parameters of [24], listed as “standard OPAL tune” in
table 8. In a first step, the parameters, except the popcorn parameter, were varied individually
and minimum values of χ2 were searched for. This process was iterated. Search ranges for all
parameters were defined either by requiring a maximum increase in χ2 of 20 or, in the case of
smaller changes, by allowing a parameter shift of ±100%. Finally, all parameters were varied
randomly within these ranges to search for χ2 values lower than that of the solution already
found. Between 200 and 300 random parameter sets were generated at fixed PARJ(5) for the
final search and 105 events were generated per parameter set. The results for the selected
parameters sets MC1 to MC5 are based on 106 events. The contributions of the four classes
of observables to χ2 at the minimum value 56 are about 40 from the baryon rates, 10 from
the meson rates and 6 from the remaining six observables.

The measured and simulated baryon rates per Z0 decay are given in table 7, while the
corresponding PYTHIA parameters are listed in table 8. The Ω− baryon was included in
the optimization to avoid its almost complete suppression. The results for the parameter sets
MC3 and MC5 are similar to those in our previous publication [12], where the case without the
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popcorn effect was not investigated. The reproduction of the meson sector does not change
much during the tuning and is therefore omitted from table 7.

Finally, table 9 gives the parameter space for the study of the parameter dependence of
FH . All cases with χ2 < 110 were kept, allowing average discrepancies between the data and
the model as large as those obtained with the modified popcorn model.
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[9] T. Sjöstrand et al., Comp. Phys. Comm. 135 (2001) 238.

[10] ALEPH Collaboration, D. Busculic et al., Z. Phys. C64 (1994) 361.

[11] DELPHI Collaboration, P. Abreu et al., Phys. Lett. B416 (1998) 247;
DELPHI Collaboration, P. Abreu et al., Phys. Lett. B318 (1993) 249.

[12] OPAL Collaboration, G. Abbiendi et al., Eur. Phys. J. C13 (2000) 185;
OPAL Collaboration, P. Acton et al., Phys. Lett. B305 (1993) 415.

[13] DELPHI Collaboration, P. Abreu et al., Phys. Lett. B490 (2000) 61.

[14] Review of Particle Properties, C.Amsler et al.(Particle Data Group), Phys. Lett. B669

(2008) 1.

[15] F. Becattini and G. Passaleva, Eur. Phys. J. 23 (2002) 551;
F. Becattini, private communication.

[16] OPAL Collaboration, K.Ahmet et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. A305 (1991) 275.

[17] P. Allport et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. A324 (1993) 34;
P. Allport et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. A346 (1994) 476.

[18] O.Biebel et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. 323 (1992) 169.

[19] OPAL Collaboration, G. Alexander et al., Z. Phys. C52 (1991) 175.

[20] OPAL collaboration, G.Alexander et al., Z. Phys. C73 (1997) 587.

[21] OPAL collaboration, G.Alexander et al., Z. Phys. C73 (1997) 569;
OPAL Collaboration, P. D.Acton et al., Phys. Lett. B291 (1992) 503.

[22] J.Allison et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. A317 (1992) 47.

[23] OPAL Collaboration, P. D.Acton et al., Z. Phys. C58 (1993) 387.

[24] OPAL Collaboration, G. Alexander et al., Z. Phys. C69 (1996) 543.

[25] P. Bock, JHEP 08 (2006) 56.

[26] M. Hauschild et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. A314 (1992) 74.

[27] DELPHI Collaboration, P. Abreu et al., Eur. Phys. J. C5 (1998) 585.

[28] ALEPH Collaboration, R.Barate et al., Eur. Phys. J. C5 (1998) 205;
ALEPH Collaboration, Phys. Rep. 204 (1998) 1.

[29] OPAL Collaboration, R.Akers etal, Z. Phys. C63 (1994) 181.

30



[30] ALEPH Collaboration, R.Barate et al., Eur. Phys. J. C16 (2000) 613;
L3 Collaboration, M. Acciari et al., Phys. Lett. B407 (1997) 389;
DELPHI Collaboration, P. Abreu et al., Phys. Lett. 318 (1993) 249.

[31] SLD Collaboration, K.Abe et al., Phys. Rev. D69 (2004) 072003.

31


	Introduction
	Event selection
	Event topologies
	Experiment and data sets
	- Selection
	Selection of pions from weak decays
	 Selection

	Correlation analysis
	Unfolding of kink sources
	Correlated particle sources
	Evaluation of the correlation matrix
	Experimental results and systematic errors

	Comparison with fragmentation models
	Observables
	Model Parameters
	Simulation Results

	Conclusions

