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Chapter O

Introduction

. . .. Fables of the gods did not crush him, nor the

lightning fiash and the growling menace of the sky. Rather,

they quickened hti manhood, so that he, jirst of all men,

longed to smash the constraining locks of natww ’s doom.

On the Nature of the Universe

Titus Lucretius Carus

In 1983, when the discovery of the W [11, [~ and Z [31, [41bosons were

reported, the physics community felt that one crucial aspect of the Standard

Model was confirmed. Since then, the study of the production and decay of

the W and Z bosons has been a fertile camp in which to test the validity of the

Standard Model and theories beyond. In the late eighties, with the results of

UA1 [8] and UA2 [~, the spin-1 nature of the W boson and its agreement with

1



the V-A theory were well established. Measuring the angular distribution of

the charged lepton from W+ ~ e* + v showed that it follows, within

measurement errors, the predicted

(0.1)

where 8 is the angle between the emerging charge Iepton and the antiproton

direction. This prediction is for the case where the W production is described

in the lowest order [U(o?j)] by the Drell-Yan process qij ~ W when the

W produced has very low Pt. Under these conditions the W emerges fully

polarized in the axis of the of the ~ and thus, equation 0.1 is valid.

When the boson created horn a p~ collision emerges with appreciable

transverse momentum, the decay process is not fully

V-A coupling. Rather, application of perturbative

described solely by the

QCD provides a fuller

view of the interaction process. Using leading order [O(aj)] , the angular

distribution described above has the complex expression

~(~{g)}w+ m (1 + cos~’) + ~Ao(l – 3COS82) + Al sin26 COS@ +

.

~Azsin92cos2# + A3sin8cos~ + &cos9.
(0.2)

Analytical calculations of the parameters involved in the above expres-

sion were presented by several people as early as 1981 151,161.A complete

2



Chapter O. Introduction

calculation of the next - to - leading - order for both W and Z bosons was

published in 19921111. The expressions for the angular distributions of the

charged lepton from the W , or the 1– from the Z boson, leptonic decay are

presented here:

do

dP; dy d(cos ~)
a 1 + al cos ~ + CY2(COS~)2 (0.3)

and

do

dP; dy d$
a 1 + plcos+ + B2COS24 (0.4)

where ~ and # sre the angles formed by the charged lepton with the

direction of the antiproton and the x-axis in a preferential frame of reference.

This special frame of reference, where the boson is at rest, is the Collins-Soper

frame.

The predicted values for a2 , as function of the transverse momentum of

the W boson, are shown in Fig. 0.1 on page 6.

0.1 Goals

Scanning the extensive literature dealing with the properties of the W and

Z bosons it is clear that, besides the measurements confirming the weak-

3



0.1. Goals

interactions theory, no specific work related to the angular distributions of

the emerging particles from the leptonic decay of the boson has been done.

In a hadron-hadron collision bosons are generated with a wide transverse

moment urn spectrum. High P? can only be achieved if radiative parton

effects are taken into account. This source of the P: makes the study of

these processes an excellent independent way to look at the QCD theories.

The Tevatron at Ferrnilab, with 1.8 TeV at the ~- center of mass, is an ideal

source for these bosons with high transverse momentum.

Ideally, a precise measurement of al, az, ~1, & is what we would like

to achieve. Realistically, in this work, a measurement of a2 for the case of

the W boson is all that can be done. The reasons that the scope of the work

must be limited to CY2, other thau the obvious ones of time and resources,

are basically two:

o The lack of means to detect the charge of the lepton makes it

impossible to measure al.

o Very reduced statistics make the study of the W decay difficult

and the study of the Z decay not worthwhile. Keep in mind that the

number of 2s generated in the Tevatron is one order of magnitude less

than the Ws.

4



Chapter O. Introduction

With these ccmstrsints in mind, the sires of the present work are:

■ to obtain experimentally the values of a2 , as function of the transverse

momentum of the W, that appear in the expression 0.3 on page 3.

■ to compare the values obtained with the theoretical predictions.

The value of a2 can be extracted from the folded (where no distinction

A A .

is made between 8 aud m — 6 ) cos 0 distribution. This permits the

measurement to be independent of the charge of the W generated, as long as

the possible asymmetry of W+ W– is minor in relation to the effects under

study.

Even though this is a very limited measurement, it is not without merit.

The experimental value of Qz could raise an early flag regarding the vallidity

of the Q CD parton model if the experimental measurements are in disagree-

ment with the predieted values. This is most important, considering that

similar measurements for the case 7* ~ e+ + e- present an apparent

disagreement with QCD. Conversely, it could provide a better understanding

of the weak interactions and of the parton model, specifically at the low ‘x’

level. In any case, it will be the first time that the experimental determina-

tion of a2 , as function of the transverse momentum of the W boson and for

5



0.1. Goals

@w , is made.

0.8
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Chapier 0. Introduction

().2 How to and why not

The measurements will be made using the transverse mass of the W instead

of the cos ~ distribution in the rest frame of the W. The justification for this

choice will be presented in Chapter 6.

The reason the value of czl is not measured is simple: the DO detector

lacks magnetic field in its tracking system, making it impossible to distinguish

between W+ and W- or to separate e+ from e– . The value of a2 , on the

other hand, can be obtained from the folded distribution of dg

all?; dy d(cos 6) ;

thus, it is not necessary to know the sign of the particles involved. The set of

parameters (pi ) could, in principle, be measured also. The reason not to do

so here is a lack of statistics. The measurement of @l is of particular interest

because it could give some insights into the gluon distribution functions. The

value of @2 is constrained by the vector-gluon theory to be

(0.5)

even for kge values of PTW ad NLO calculations. It will be interesting to

see, with more statistics than are presently available, if there are discrepancies

between theory and experiment [71.

These measurements are of great importance for the understanding of the

7



0.3. Thesis organization

world of particle physics.

0.3 Thesis organization

This thesis consists of four major divisions, each dealing with closely related

themes: a) Physics Background, b) Description of the Hardware and General

Software Tools, c) Description of the Analysis and Specific Tools, and d)

Results and Conclusions. Each division is comprised of one or more chapters

and each chapter is divided into sections and subsections. A more detailed

description of the thesis’ organization follows.

■ Physics Background

● This division has only one chapter, although to some extent,

this introduction is part of it. The chapter opens with a brief

justification for the matter chosen. It continues with a short his-

tory of modern physics, with emphasis on gauge theories. The

last two sections are dedicated to the presentation of the produc-

tion and decay of the gauge bosons in the Tevatron environment.

Theoretical predictions of pertinent parameters are also shown.

8
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■ Hardware and General Software

● The second chapter presents a description of the DO detec-

tor. Its main sections correspond to the three partitions of the

detector per se plus a short description of the trigger system. The

bulk of the chapter is taken up by the CentrsJ Detector and the

Calorimeter. These two parts of the global apparatus are the ones

that play a major role in this analysis.

● Chapter three deals with general algorithms implemented in

the General

members of

pertinent to

Software and used, one way or another, by all the

the D@ collaboration. Again, only those which are

the work of this thesis are described in detail.

■ Analysis and Specific Tools

● This, the most extensive division, presents the analysis carried

out in detail. It starts in chapter four recalling the theoretical

predictions that this work addresses. The goal of this thesis is

reiterated as the measurement of CE2from the distribution folded

distribution of cos d“

W is at rest. Noting

in a particular frame of reference where the

that the numerical calculations done by the

9



0.3. Thesis organization

theorists are performed in a special frame of reference, the Collins-

Soper (CS) frame, a detailed study of such frame is made. As part

of the understanding of the CS frame, a cautionary flag is raised:

potential errors introduced in the analysis of some phenomena

when the analysis is performed in the CS frame. The rest of

the chapter is dedicated to understanding the importance of such

errors.

Chapter five is dedicated to the study of a different way of

extracting the parameter a2 ; a way that, fortunately, does not pay

a heavy toll in unwanted sources of errors as the classical solution.

The alternative method should avoid the need to boost the event

to the CS. The rest of the chapter shows how the transverse mass

distribution of the W meets the requirements and is sensitive to

the value of az . Errors and sensitivity studies of A@’ fill the end

of the chapter. This part of the chapter shows that it is imperative

to have good control over the backgrounds and their sources.

● Aware that the problem is quite delicate, a search for the

appropriate analytical tool was done. The sixth chapter describes

the tool of choice and the rules to follow in its usage. In the same

10
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chapter, a first set of constraints (cuts) to be imposed on the data

is defined.

The cuts defined in the previous chapter are now used to do an

exhaustive study of the types of backgrounds encountered. Chap-

ter 7 starts with the identification of the backgrounds, followed

by the calculation of their relative influence in the analysis. The

amount of distortion in the signsl that a particular background

creates depends on two thingx a) the percentage of background

corrupting the signal, and b) the shape of the background.

determinations are carried out in this part of the thesis.

Both

E Results and Conclusions

● Chapter eight shows the calculations performed to extract the

value of a2 and the results of these calculations.

FinaJly, the last chapter (chapter 9) is dedicated to the in-

terpret ation of the results obtained as well as to suggestions for

further work.

Over all, the unfolding of the information presented in this thesis is aimed

not only at providing a good understanding of the data and the way it is

analyzed, but also at justifying the process followed.

11





Chapter 1

The Physics

@ the other hand, the discove~

may have e#ects far beyond the borders

of a jinal theory

of science. The

minds of many people today are afiicted with various ir-

rational misconceptions~ ranging from relatively harmless

superstitions like astrology to ideolo~”es of the most w“cious

sort. The fact that the fundamental laws of nature remain

obscure makes it that much caster for people to hope that

some day their own favon”te irrationalities will jind a re-

spectable place within the structuw of science.

“Dreams of a final theory” S. Weinberg

No se contents el ingenio con sola la verdad, como

ei juicio, sino qwe aspira a la hermosum. Poco fuera en la

arquitectum asegurar jirmeza, si no atendiera d ornato.

“Agudeza y Arte de Ingen.io” Baltas= Gracian
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J. 1. Physics motivation

1.1 Physics motivation

To properly validate the Standard Model, precise measurements of the free

parameters introduced by the model are required. Furthermore, in order to

have a complete picture of the phenomena involved in interactions, a good

knowledge of the parton distribution within the composite particles is also

needed. The production and decay of gauge bosons in hadron collisions is an

excellent source of information. The determination of the masses of the W*

and Z, as well as their production rates, have provided confirmation of some

aspects of the theory, but more information is needed. Detailed study of the

decay of the gauge bosons through the lepton channels will give us insight into

Iepton-hadron correlations and, in particular, will provide information about

the parton structure functions including the gluons. The angular distribution

of the bosons in the cm. frame provides information about the polarization

state of the bosons. Study of the sngular distribution of the decay products

of the bosons gives more detailed information about the part on distribution

function than is otherwise possible through deep inelastic scattering experi-

ments or through the measurement of production rates alone. At the lowest

order (O(a~) in perturbative QCD) the W production is described by the

DreI1-Yan process g + ij ~ W . In this case the angukw distribution of the

charged lepton, resulting from the leptonic decay of the W, is given by the

well known expression:

dr

d COS 6
N valencequarks @ (1 + cos ~)2 + seaqua~ks @ (1 + cos 6)2 ,

(1.1)

14



Chapter 1. The Physics

where 8 is the angle between the resulting charged lepton (antilepton) and

the proton (antiproton) in the rest frame of the W. This distribution can be

parametrized as

du

dcos O
& K (1 + COS6)2. (1.2)

l+/-

Figure 1.1: Schematic cEagram to show the production of W and its

further decay through the Iepton channel.

The UA1 collaboration 1101measured this distribution and found it to be

in good agreement with the expression 1.2 and with a mean value of cos d

15



1.1. Physics motivation

consistent with the standard model predictions (< cos 6’> = 0.43 + 0.07

measured versus < cos 6 >= .5 predicted) [101,[81. But these measurements

were independent of the transverse momentum of the W and only for small

No effort, to the best of my knowledge, has been made to extend the mea-

surements to moderate values of PTW, or to correlate the cos 8 distributions

with the PTW. These measurements are crucial because, even for moderate

P~, the expression 1.2 will not hold, as shown by E. Mirkes 1111.

E. Mirkes calculates the angular distribution of the charge lepton for the

inclusive process

p+p+w4+x-+P+vl +x, (1.3)

as represented schematically in Figure 1.1, in a specific frame of reference

showing that

dc
= K8(I + oq COS6+ Cq Cosv)

dP; dy d COS8
(1.4)

and

where the coeflkients {al, CY2}and {@l, ~z, ~B, /3d,} cmry the necessary

information to calculate six out of nine helicit y cross-sections aa for the

W* boson, and y is the rapidity. Specifically, Mirkes predicts that a2 is a

monotonic decreasing function of PTW, ~d that pi # O even for moderate

16



Chapter 1. The Physics

transverse W-momentum. It is important to measure these parameters in

order to have a better understanding of the lepton-hadron correlation effects

in the Standard Model. The aim of the present work is to measure one of

these parameters, namely a2 from expression 1.4, as precisely as possible.

1.2 Gauge Theories and the Standard

Since Maxwell’s success in unifying the electrical and magnetic

Model

forces in a

single theory, it has been the dream of all physicists to find a way to unify

the forces of nature and to reduce the number of ‘elementary’ particles. As

early as 1921 Herman Weyl 11~ tried to do just that by looking for a com-

mon denominator between electromagnetism and gravitation. Although his

efiorts failed, his terminology ‘gauge symmetries’ survived. The idea that

interactions are governed by symmetry principles became one of the most

productive insights of modern physics. Noether’s theorem tells us that there

exists a conserved quantity associated with a continuous symmetry . The

evolution of the gauge theories is intimately related to the discovery of ‘new’

particles and interactions. In the late 1920’s and early 1930’s Dirac, Heisen-

berg and Pauli [131 , among others, were successful in incorporating the

concepts of special relativity and quantum mechanics with the framework of

Maxwell and, in so doing, provided the first theory of quantum electrody-

namics. This first attempt had, unfortunately, one major flaw: it converged

only when calculated to the lowest order term in perturbation theory. In the

late 1940’s Feynman, Schwinger and Tomonaga showed how to get around

this problem by introducing the concept of renormalization 11411151[161. QED

17



1.2. Gauge Thewiesandth

(Quantum Electrodynamics) became the most successful tl

to describe the physical world. The Lagrangian for a charge

m in QED can be written as

1,
~QED . . ,= i?j7wp?j – W&b+ eJ7p~@ –

\ / ~
,C(FREE) L(INTERACTION) L(PH03

This Lagrangian is obtained by simply applying the ‘~

that the equations describing the electromagnetic phenom

dent of local changes in phase. The propagator (photon) ml

expected for a field that has infinite range. The gauge trm

belong to the U(1) group.

The fantastic success achieved by the LQED suggested

invariance to formalize other symmetries. In 1954 Yang {

plied the same concept to the isospin conservation in strong

isospin is described by an internal symmetry

local gauge transformation is represented by

group SW(2).

T)(z) + [1 - igti(z).T]#(z)

and the new derivative is defined as

where &(ic

VP G Idp -/- igWP.T ,

C iso – space, T is the isospin operator

field. Without details the Yang-Mills Lagrangian

18
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Chapter 1. The Physics

LYANG.MZLLS = Z(FREE) – @7~*ypiJ/ – +@ .

L(INTERACTION) L-S(l.9)

The SU(2) was unsatisfactory for various reasons. In particular, this

model predicts that the propagators W+, W– and WO must be massless,

which implies that the interactions mediated by them should have infinite

range. This is in contradiction with the strong forces that are known to

be of very short range and, thus, should be mediated by heavy particles.

Even though the Yang-Mills model fails to explain the strong interactions,

it makes predictions with important physical consequences. The reqtired

introduction of the strength tensor 7P~ imparts the model with the ability to

produce three and four vertices of self-interacting propagators. At the same

Figure 1.2: Examples of vertices with 3 and 4 propagators.

time great advances in technology and experimental techniques resulted in an

explosion of ‘new’ particles and resonances. The spectrum of ‘fundmnent al’

pmticles and resonances became as crowded as the atomic line spectra and

as difficult to classify as the excited atomic levels prior to the introduction of

19



1.2. G2nqe Theories andthe Standard Model

quantum mechanics. The experiments also provide a picture of nature where

two forces other than the gravitational and the electromagnetic are at play.

These two forces act at the subatomic level. The strong force is responsible

for holding the nucleus (and all the new spectrum of particles) together. The

weak force governs the decay of some particles. The panoramic view seemed

helpless until, in the mid 1960’s, Gell-Mann [181 and Zweig 1191(wor”king

independently) advanced the idea that all the strongly interacting particles

(hadrons) were made of elementary particles with fractional charge.

The search for a formalism that explains the known conserved quantities

such as isospin, as well as the known or assumed elementary particles and

forces, continued with redoubled interest during the same period. In 1961

Goldstone [zo~ showed that the Lagrangian for two scalar fields #l and +Z

and a effective potential defined as

(1.10)

spent aneously breaks the symmetry of SO(2) under a global phase invariance

for p’ <0. This break in the symmetry gives life to two particles, one of

them with mass!. Later Higgs I211 showed that when local invariant gauge

theories are invoked, the unwanted massless Goldstone’s bosons disappear

zmd the gauge bosons, that act as propagators of the interactions, acquire

mass. The Eiggs mechanism finally provided a way to develop

in which interactions can be mediated by massive particles as

weak interactions.

gauge models

in the case of

In the late 1960’s Glashow, Weinberg and Salam 12~ took advantage of

the Higgs mechanism to provide a unified model for wesk and electromagnetic

20



Chapterl. The Physics

Type Symbol Charge Weak-isospin color Mass(MeV) Discovery

Leptons e -1 -1/2 — .511 1897

(spin 1/2) Ve o 1/2 — < 15.X 10-6 1953

P -1 -1/2 — 105.7 1936

up o 1/2 — <.17 1962

T -1 -1/2 — 1777 1975

1+ o 1/2 — <35 1978

Quarks d -1/3 -1/2 R,G,B 5 =15 1964

(spin 1/2) u 2/3 1/2 R,G,B 2 %8 1964

s -1/3 -1/2 R,G,B 100$=300 1964

c 2/3 1/2 R,G,B 1300%1700 1974

b -1/3 -1/2 ~G,B 4700%5300 1977

t 2/3 1/2 R,G,B = 175000 1995

Gauge 7 0 — — o 1905

Bosons w+ 1 — — 80.22 1983

(spin 1) w- -1 – – 80.22 1983

z 0 — . 91.173 1983

8 gluons o — R,G,B o 1977

Iigg’s (s=0) IP o — — ?? !?!?

Table 1.1: Fundamental particles in the Minimal Standard Model.
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1.2. Gauge Theories andihe Siandard Model

interactions. The model is based on the combination (product) oft wo group

transformations: the SU(2)~ , which has as generator the weak-isospin , and

the U( I)Y with the weak-hypercharge as generator. The Lagrangian for the

theory can be written as

LQED = ~LEpTONS f ~GAUGE ● ~SCALAR ● ~YUKAWA ~

(1.11]

where the particles involved are the elect ron doublet

()L. = ‘e
e

L

and the quark doublets

()Lq= u ,
de

L

(1.12)

(1.13)

with

d~ = dcos~c + SSill@c . (1.14)

However, the theory needed a final refinement. Although internally self-

consist ent and powerful (it predicts the existence of weak neutral-current

interactions), its problem was that neutral- current interactions will induce

a flavor change. The confirmation of the existence of the neutral-current

can be considered a plus for the theory, but the flavor-change is a minus,

particularly when experiment al limits have been

This problem was solved in an elegant manner

22
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Chapter 1. The Physics

Maiani [231in their article published in 1970. Their solution was to introduce

a fourth quark as a weak-isospin partner of the so, the charmed quark. It

can be easily generalized to the case of several quark families and their coun-

terpart lepton families. Today the accepted theory is to have three fermion

families, twelve gauge bosons, four forces and, at least one Higgs’ boson.

Type I Parameter I ExperimentalValue

Charge e 1

Masses[MeV)

Lepton
I

e, p, T I .511,105.9,1784

Quarks I d,u,s,c,b,t 10,5, 200,1500,5000,175000

Bosons I W*,Z,H I 80.22,91.173,???

I Matrixa ~1,0!2,CZ3,f2$

I E Scaleb I AQCD I

a The Cabbido-Kobayasl&Maskawamixingmatrix.

b Describesthe way in whichthe strongforce varieswith energyscale.

‘ Relatesto how well the strongforce respectsCP invariance.

Table 1.2: Parameters required by the Standard Model.

Once the weak and electromagnetic interactions are understood by the

proper application of gauge invariance, it is logical to try to explain the

strong interactions by an extension of the same process. As early as the

mid 1960’s Nambu suggested the development of a gauge theory based on

color symmetry [241; by the early 1970’s Gell-Mann 1251had developed an

almost complete picture of the strong interactions. In this theory the ‘quarks’

interacted by the mediation of ‘gluons’, gluons being the quad a of a gauge
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1.2. Gauge Theories andthe Standard Model

field: the ‘color’ field. The group is the SU(3), and the gauge is non-Abelian.

In the theory both quarks and gluons carry ‘color’ and gluons,which are

massless, can interact with each other. Gell-Mann gave the name of Quantum

ChromoDynamics (QCD) to this theory. The Lagrangian for QCD can be

written as

where the spinor for the color triplet is

7 (1.16)

cdor

the special covariant derivative is defined as

Vp = 8P + igBP , (1.17)

and @’” is the gluon field-strength tensor.

When it was first proposed QCD was received with skepticism because,

as understood, it failed to explain why free quarks were not seen. Within

one year t‘ Hooft and others gave a possible explanation by showing that

non - Abeliau gauges have the property of asymptotic freedom . QCD is

a good theory for the strong interactions and its predictions are in good

agreement with the experiments, but its prediction power is reduced by the

complexity of the calculations. Nevertheless, QCD and QED combined form

the best description of elementary particles and forces devised so far. This

combination is the ‘Standard Model’. It is important to mention that QCD
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Chapter 1. The Physics

and QED strengthen each other; QCD provides the means for cancellation

of the anomzdies of QED (fermion loop diagrams that will render QED non-

renormalizable).

The major strength of the Standard Model resides in its ability to provide

an internally consistent theory, a theory that is in agreement with the exper-

iments. In particular, all observations related to the behavior of the strong,

weak and electromagnetic forces comply with the predictions of the theory.

The description of these forces is done in terms of pazticle fields resulting

from the imposition of local gauge invariant. The theory requires only the

measurement of nineteen independent parameters, a list of which is shown

in Table 1.2 with some of the assigned values from experimental data.

e+

alloweddirectionofleptan8

Figure 1.3: Diagram for q + ~ (u+ ~) ~ W+ + e++ v. and allowed

direction of the leptons and helieities.
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1.3. Hadronic W ~ 1* + V1 production

1.3 Hadronic W a 1* + Vz production

The generation of Ws with very low transverse momentum is described by

the quark- antiquary mmihilation process

q+q+w. (1.18)

In this case the W* will emerge fully polarized viith its spin sligned with

the direction of the parent antiquark. This is a direct result of the V - A the-

ory of charged current generation as well as the fact that the parent particles

can only be left-handed fermions or right-handed antifermions. Furthermore,

in the process represented by equ. 1.18, the only sources for transverse mo-

mentum for the W are the transverse momenta of the parent quarks. These

transverse momenta can only be imparted by radiation effects. In this case,

the angular distribution of the charged lepton can be expressed as

(1.19)
d COS&

in the center of mass. This well known formula is presented in all text books.

As implied above, this expression is a direct result of helicity conservation in

collinear scattering. The UA1 collaboration at the CERN @ collider mea-

sured the cos~ distribution, obtaining a good agreement with expression 1.19

and providing strong evidence that the W boson has helicity -1 as predicted

by theory. In the cases where the emerging W has more than negligible trans-

verse momentum, things are quite a bit more complex. We need to include

in the calculations the effect of the radiated gluons and quarks which are

responsible for the transverse momentum of the W. Considering only leading

order processes, the following parton interactions
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IX diagramsfor generationof W

Figure 1.4: Diagrams of lest-hg order.

q+?+ W+g,

q+g + W+q, (1.20)

q+g + W+g,

will impart transverse momentum to the generated W. The diagrams for

these interactions are shown in figure 1.4.

There are many electroweak diagrams of NLO processes where the parton
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1.3. Hadronic W ~ 1+ + V1 production

interactions will result in a W plus jets. F@re 1.5 illustrates a small sample

of interactions of the type

q+q + w+g +9,

q+g + w+q +9,

q+g + W+ Q+9,

(1.21)

NLO iiiagramsfor generafimof W

Figure 1.5: Diagrams of near to leadlng order.
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1.4 Angular distribution of the lept ons from

bosons decay.

To calculate the distribution of the leptons resulting from the decay of a

gauge boson 23we need to calculate the complete production and decay dis-

tributions. The hadronic cross-section can be written as

where a, b ~ q ij g, F:(w) is the probability density of parton a to have a

momentum z~x P, d i+~ is the parton cross-section for each of the expressions

in 1.20, and s, t, u are the Mandelstam variables in the cm. for the

subprocess (a, h ~ 1*, v).

This expression can be rewritten in a form where the angular dependence,

d !2, appears explicitly. To achieve this we write the correlations between

hadrons and leptons as the tensorial product of the hadronic tensor 7-F’Vand

the leptonic tensor & . With the use of nine helicity cross-sections fiab

defined as

with

{

(ah G [+, -, ,01)

‘b=*(b’ “b’i’l- ‘b”0)
29
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l.~. Angular distm”bution of the leptons from bosons decay.

where &b, h C [+, ‘, , O] represent the polarization vectors for the boson

B in a given frame of reference. Thus the expression that gives the angular

distribution of the lepton in a frame where the gauge boson is at rest has the

form

The product of the coefficients g~(6*, @) and the helicity cross-sections

a~ carry all the information about the angular distributions of the emerging

leptons in a given frame of reference. The rest frame of the B to be used is

the Collins-Soper 1261frame. For a definition of the Collins-Soper frame, as

well as a calculation of the transformation parameters see $4.

The following table shows what type of information is related to the

different a~.

From equation 1.24 we obtain the angular distributions for # and COSO*.

By integrating respect

do-

d(P;)2d COS8“

# and the rapidity y we have

= Ko(l + %( P!) Cos6* + a@:) Cos(9*2)

(1.25)

and integrating over cos @ and y

du

d(P:)2d#
= K+(1 + pl(P#) Cos @ + p2(P:) Cos 2#

+ f73(F’#)sin& + ~4(P#) sin 24”), (1.26)

where the dependence of the coefficients CYi,@ from the transverse moment urn

of the gauge boson B is shown explicitly. These coefficients are related to
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Element Symbol Coefficient Parity Boson Polarization

n d 9A(@*,#*) function polarization matrix

1 #J+L 1+ CoS%* conserving Unpolarized (o 0)+(+ +)+(--)

2 & 1– 3COSZ9* conserving Polarized (00)

3 CT 2sirt%*Cos24* conserving Polarized (+-)+(- +)

4 d 2Jzsin 20’ Cosq$” conserving Polarized (+ 0)+( 0+)-(-0)-(0-)

5 W’ 2COSe“ violating Polarized (++)-(--)

6 u’ 4@in O*COS@ violating Polarized (+ 0)+(0 +)+(- 0)+(0-)

7 67 2sinZ9*sin24* violating Polarized -(+-)+(- +)

8 as 24sin 2e*sin~” violating Polarized (o +)-(+ 0)+(0-)-(-o)

9 U9 4@in O*Sinq5* conserving Polarized (0+)-(+ 0)-(0-)+(- 0)

Table 1.3: Information related to a~

(After E. Mirkes)

the standard angular coefficients [261~ ~ (O, ...7) defined as

.,=+g i e (O, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7)

k E (2, 2/% 4, 4fi, 2, 2, 2/Z, 4@

by the expressions

(1.27)

(1.28)

The above expressions provide the means to obt ain six of the eight aagular

coefficients by studying the angular distributions defined in 1.25 and 1.26.

Figures 1.6 on the following page and 1.7 on page 33 show how the pa-

rameters AO and q, pi vary with the PT of the boson. Although this
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Figure 1.6: Changes in A~ as function of P:

The figure on the left corresponds to the W-boson, the figure on

the right to the Z-boson.

work is concerned only with the W-boson, the parameters for the Z-boson

are also portrayed for completeness and comparison. Studying the graphs

corresponding to the case of the W, it seems plausible to detect the changes

in CY2but not very likely to detect changes in the /3i values with the present

statistics.

Both figures are presented here by permission of E. Mirkes.
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Chapter 2

The D(Z) Detector

Give me a fulcrum and I will move the Earth.

Archimedes

2.1 General

The D@ detector is one of the two collider detectors located at Fermilab.

It was designed as a general purpose collider detector to study proton-

antiproton collisions at V = 2 TeV in the Tevatron Collider. The concep-

tual design report [281was prepared in 1984. The design efforts culxninated

in the construction of a detector [271 capable of precision measurements of

the W aud Z bosom which provide good tests of the Standard Electroweak

Model, particularly on states with high PT [291,[3~,[311,[3~. The detector

was commissioned in 1991 and started taking data in 1992 . An isometric

cut-away view of the detector is shown in Figure 2.1 where the nested shell

structure of the system is clearly visible. The detector consists of several ma-
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2.1. General

jor subsystems; i.e. the central detector, the

associated electronics and support systems.

calorimeter, the muon detect or,

Figure 2.1: Isometric cutaway view of the D@ detector.

For the purpose of this report we will use the same conventions used

throughout the D@ collaboration [271,mainly:

H A right-handed coordinated system where the z -axis is along the move-
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Chapter 2. The DO Detector

ment of the proton and the y -axis is in the vertical direction going

upw=d.

The azimuthsl angle is represented by 0, the polar angle represented

by 0.

The T -coordinate gives the distance to the beam axis.

q s – ln(tan(@/2)) is the pseudo-rapidity and approximates the true

rapidity for finite angles in the limit (m/E) ~ O.

The Central Detector

The Central Detector (CD), shown in Fig.2.2, is comprised of four detectors.

They are: the Vertex Drift Chamber (VTX), the Transition Radiation Detec-

tor (TRD) , the Central Drift Chamber (CDC), and the two Forward Drift

Chambers (FDC). The first three are cylintical tubes confined inside the

boundaries of the central region of the calorimeter. The central axis of these

cylinders coincide with the axis of the beam. The FDCS, located at eaeh

end, are perpendicular to the beams and extend the coverage of the tracking

system to @ = 50. The absenee of magnetic field within the volume of the

CD influenced considerably the design of the tracking detectors to provide

good track resolution and good ionization energy measurements.

Although the total number of channels in the CD is relatively smidl (6080

channels with about 4200 wires), the effeetive detector resolution is excellent

(on the order of 300pm in the z y pl~e and 1 mm in the z coordinate).

These resolutions are very important for our study because identification of
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2.2. The Central Detector

charged particles relies on the identification of the energy deposited in the

calorimeter (electrons), or. the signals generated in the muon detector, and

the matching of the calorimeter clusters, or muon chamber tracks, and the

CD tracks. Furthermore, a good spatial resolution of the interaction vertex

is necessary for proper momentum calculations.

v
al
,:::::::::::::::,::::,:,:,:,::,:,:>
$.~,::,,,:,~

!!
........:,:.::+:::y::j:::::::;:i:::::.::.:.:..:.:..@

II

Figure 2.2: Cross section of the tracking system in D@.
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Figure 2.3: T’he VTX detector.

Crosssectionshowingthe position of the wires.

2.2.1 The Vertex Detector ( VTX )

The closest detector to the interaction point is the VTX 1331. It is a cylin-

drical tube with an inner radius of 3.7 cm and an outer radius of 16.2 crn

surrounding the berillium beam pipe. Constructed as three mechanically in-

dependent concentric layers, the VTX consists of 80cells, 16 cells in the inner

layer and 32 cells in each of the remaining layers. Fig. 2.3 shows a cut of

the VTX along a plane perpendicular to the z -axis. Looking at the picture,

several features of the VTX are apparent. Each cell has a set of aluminum

strips on the surfaces of the supporting carbon-fiber tubes and a set of cath-

ode wires to shape the electrical field. The cathode wires and the grounded
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2.2. The Central Detector

grid-wires shape the electrostatic field with great precision. The sense wires,

staggered + 100 pm, provide measurements of r - ~ coordinates and of the

z coordinate. The last value is obtained by charge division; we read at both

ends the charge deposited in the sense wires and use the expression

&–Al
z= L*(k +7)*

&+Al ‘
(2.1)

where Ai are the signals at each end of the wire, L is the length of the wire

and k is a charge division scsle factor defined as

2 * Amplifier impedance
k=l+

Wire impedance “
(2.2)

The chamber is operated at atmospheric pressure with a mixture of COZ

ad C2H4.

Table 2.1 gives some of the specification parameters of the VTX detector.

Dimensions Gas

Inner radius R. = 3.7cm Composition C02 95%,CZH45%

Outer radius l&t = 16.2cm H Gain 40,000 I
Length InnerlayerLil = 97cm II Characteristics

I
Centerlayer LIZ= 107cm Drift Field z lkV /cm

OuterlayerLZ3= 117cm Drift Velocity N 7.3pm/nsec

Sense Wires Max. Drift 1.6cm

Location 8 per ce~ 640total Resolution @ x 60pm

Voltage + 2.5kV z =1.5 cm

Table 2.1: Selected VTX parameters.
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Chapter 2. The DO Detector

2.2.2 The Transition Radiation Detector ( TRD )

The lack of magnetic field in the central region of the D@ detector creates a

“ problem insofar as it becomes difiicult to separate real electrons from a back-

ground of fake electrons. To alleviate this problem the DO experiment uses

a TRD to discriminate between electrons and background. The capability

of a TRD to distinguish between electrons (minimum ionizing particles) and

hadrons ( strongly interacting particles ) is based on the transition radiation

effect 1341.A highly relativistic ( y = & ~ 1000 ) charged particle will ra-

diate photons in the few KeV regions when it crosses the boundary of two

media of dissimilar dielectric constants. The radiated energy can be made

proportional to 7. In our analysis it is important to be able to discriminate

between electrons and background. The TRD [271is located between the

. VTX and the CDC. It consists of three modules as shown in Fig. 2.2, each

module having a radiator and a y detector chamber, as seen in Fig. 2.4 on

the next page. The radiator units are made of 393 foils of propylene 18 pna

thick separated by 150 pm gaps filled with nitrogen. This choice of radiator

generates transition radiation photons with an energy spectrum that peaks

at 8 KeV. The detector chamber is mounted just after the radiator and is

a two stage time expansion radial drift chamber. The gas mixture used in

the detector is Xe, ‘CHA and CzHfj . To avoid contamination of the detector

gas from the nitrogen used in the radiator a narrow channel (2 mm), defined

by two 23 pm thick foils of mylar, is located between radiator and detector

chambers. The outer mylar film has a metallization of aluminum that acts

as a high voltage cathode in the detector part of the module. Dried C02

flows through this channel. Fkdly, each module has a helical set of cathode
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Figure 2.4: Cut view of one chamber of the TRD.

The relative positionsof the elementsin one of the three chambersis shown.

strips with pit ch angles between 24° and 47° .

The TRD shows a ~ rejection factor of m 40 and retains 9070 of the

electrons.

2.2.3 The Central Drift Chamber ( CDC )

The CDC provides tracking for charged particles in the region of Iql ~ 1.

Mechanically the CDC is a cylindrical tube with an inner radii of 49.5 cm, an

outer radii of 74.5 cm, and a length of 184 cm. An end-view of a sector of the

CDC is represented in Fig. 2.5 on page 44 which shows the four concentric

layers of chambers that comprise the detector. Each layer has 32 identical

cells and each cell has seven sense wires and two delay lines. The sense wires
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Chapter 2. The DO Detector

are read at one end while the delay lines are read at both ends.

Dimensions II Gas 1

InnerradiusI &n = 49.5cm [ [ Composition IAr 93%, C02 3%,C2H44% [

Outer radius li&~ = 74.5cm !! Gain G. – 20K.Gmte, = 60Knaner —
i

Length All layers 180cm Characteristics

#of layers 4 Drift Field z .62kV/cm

#of sectors 32 Drift Velocity Z 34pm/nsec

Wires Max. Drift 7cm

Sensewires 7per cell; 896tot. Resolution T* x 180pm

Delaylines 2 per cell; 256tot. z =3 mm

Table 2.2 Selected CDC parameters.

Information regarding * is provided by the sense wires by measuring the

time of arrival of the signal to the readout system. This type of information

carries an ambiguity; ie., it is not possible to distinguish between signals

generated by particles passing to the ‘right’ or to the ‘left’ of the plane

defined by the sense wires within a cell. To remove this ambiguity at the cell

level, the sense wires are not located in the same @ plane, but are staggered

by +-200pm .

This arrangement, which breaks the geometrical symmetry, provides in-

formation regarding the side of the Q plane through which the particle passed.

The delay lines are embedded in the inner and outer walls of the cells and

read at both ends. When a signzil is created in the nearest sense line, an

induced pulse is generated in the delay line. This signal will propagate to

both ends of the delay line. Information relating to the position in z is re-

trieved by measuring the time differential between the arrival of the pulse
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2.2. The Central Detector

Figure 2.5: Mechanical structure of the C13C .

to one end of the delay line and the other 1351.Assuming a delay line with

an electrical length L, and a propagation velocity V, a pulse generated at

position ‘Z’ from the center of the delay line will have times of arrival to the

left and right of 2“ and TR. From

L

TL= ~

“*g
TR= ~

(2.3)

the position Z referenced to the center of the delay line, is obtained as

~=TL–TR

2V ‘
(2.4)

Tracks generated by charge particles that pass through the CDC can be

reconstructed with a resolution of 180pm in z, g and 3.5 mm in z.

The gas used in the CDC is a mixture of 93% Ar, 4% CHA, 3% COZ at

atmospheric pressure with traces (.0570) of water added. Some of the design

parameters for the CDC are shown in Table 2.2.
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2.2.4 The Forward Drift Chamber (FDC).

One advautage of the D@ detectors the great coverage at high q . The

Forward Drift Chambers were designedto have good [361,[371tracking of

charged particles that emerge from the interaction point with @ as low as

5°. Located at either end of the Central Tracking Detector (comprised of

the VTX, TRD and CDC), and just in front of the end calorimeters, each

FDC consists of three modules as shown in Fig. 2.6, essentially a Q chamber

sandwiched between two f) chambers.

Parameters ~ modules @ modules

Inner Radius 11cm 11cm

Outer Radius 61.3cm 62cm

Z-extent 113-127 cm 104.8-111.2 cm

128.8-135.2 cm

Sectors 36 4 quadrantsof 6 layers

SenseWires 8 per cell, 288tot. 8 per cell, 384tot.

Delay Lines 1 per cell, 48tot.

SenseWires Voltage 1.55kv 1.66kV ~

Gas Ar 93 ~o,C02 3~o,CZH44%

Gas Gain 36,000 Inner G = 24K

Outer G = 53K

Drift Field 1 kV/cm 1 kV/cm

Drift Velocity 37pm/ns 40pm/ns

Max. Drift Distance 5.0cm 5.0cm

Resolution(Drift) X 200pm N 300pm

Table 2.3: Selected FDC Parameters.
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2.2. The Central Detector

2.2.4.1 The @ Module.

The @ module is a single chamber divided into 36 sectors, each sector cov-

ering a span of 10° in ~. Each sector has 16 sense wires strung radially

and staggered along a plane of constant ~. The staggering of the wires by

+200pnz permits us to resolve ambiguities. The gross electrical field shaping

required by the operation of the chamber is provided by 25 pm aluminum

strips etched into the cell walls. The fine field shaping is provided by single

guard wires strumz between each miir of sense wires.

fiet$ “

Figure 2.6: Forward Drift Chamber at D@.

An explodedisometricview.

2.2.4.2 The G Modules.

There are four @ modules, each built with four interlocking quadrants as

shown in Fig. 2.6 . Each quadrant, in turn, consists of six rectangular cells,
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chapter 2. The DO Detector

each cent aining eight sense wires and a delay line. Both the sense wires as

well as the delay lines are strung perpendicular to a @ plane bisecting the

cell and staggered by +200p7n along a plane parallel to the z-axis of the

D@ detector. This construction permits us to measure the position of the

tracks along the @ plane bisecting the cell. The delay lines work on the same

principle of the delay lines of the CDC.

The gross shaping of the electrostatic field within the cell is generated

by Cu traces etched in both the top and bottom walls of the cell. The fine

shaping of the field is obtained by two guard wires positioned between each

pair of sense wires.

The FDC detector uses the same gas mixture as the CDC to which a

trace amount of H20 has been added. A partial list of the design parameters

of the FDC is presented in Table 2.3

2.3 The Calorimeter System

The field of experimental high-energy physics concerns itself with the identi-

fication and characterization of particles. Because the D@ detector does not

have a central magnetic field, and therefore, cannot make momentum mea-

surements, the burden of making precise energy measurements falls solely on

the calorimeter. This, coupled with the fact that particle identification (in-

cluding muons] depends on calorimetry, makes the calorimeter the essential

part of DO . It is obvious that an exceIlent calorimeter is needed in order

for D@ to be a superior detector.
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2.3. The Calorimeter System

2.3.1 High-energy Physics Calorimetry

Calorimetry, a term borrowed from experimental thermodynamics, is the

science of precise energy measurements. In high-energy physics these mea-

surements are accomplished by absorbing the particles in a massive medium

and measuring the radiated energy of the generated ‘shower’.

Ideally, the calorimeter is able to completely absorb the initial particle

and to perfectly cent ain the ensuing shower. Any deficiency in either task

will result in an underestimation of the energy of the incident particle. Other

tasks required of the calorimeter in DO are to localize in space the original

particle and its trajectory and to differentiate between types of particles.

These requirements, as well as size constraints amd practical issues, strongly

suggest the use of a sampling calorimeter versus a total absorption calori-

meter . This choice also offers the possibility of obtaining as fine as possible

segment ation into transverse and longitudinal cells.

In a sampling calorimeter the ceUs are typically constructed as sandwiches

of dense (short radiation length) inert material and light (long radiation

length) active material. As a particle passes through the dense material

(the absorber) most of its energy is lost creating a shower that will liberate

photons and other charged particles with only a fi-action of the lost energy

by the original particle in the absorber. The active part of the detector can

measure this fraction of the original energy normally known as a sampling

&action . The sampling fraction in the DO calorimeter is defined as
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where dE/dx is the mean energy lost by a minimum ionizing particle.

t~=feri=~ is the thickness of material that the particle passes through. The

active material used in DO is argon. Different types of absorbing materials

are used and G1O is used in the electronic boards.

Two types of showers are detected, and their energy measured, in a calor-

imet er: electromagnetic showers and hadronic showers. The literature nor-

mally refers to electromagnetic showers as showers generated by electrons

and phot ens. Electrons and photons with energies above a critical energy e

(dependent on the absorbing material), passing through matter, will create a

cascade (shower) of photons, electrons and positrons by bremsstrahlung and

pair production that will carry a large fraction of the initial energy of the

particle. This process continues until the energy of the particles fall below

the critical value c. The physics of the electromagnetic showers is welI un-

derstood and is deseribed fully by quantum electrodynamics (QED). As long

as the energy E of the particle is above e the energy loss is governed by the

expression [C. Fabjan Experi. tech in Hi e Ph]

(2.6)

where X. is the radiation length of the material and Ax is the length of the

trajectory of the particle through the same material. When the energy of the

particle falls below the critical energy c the loss of energy is proportional to

~. The longitudinal development of the shower is (see 2.6) then defined by

the radiation length of the absorber. The lateral development, on the other

hand, is due to multiple scattering. The combination of these two effects
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2.3. The Calorimeter System

results in showers that are relatively ‘narrow’.

Type of process

Hadronproduction

Nucleardeexcitation

Characteristics I ARects E resolution by:

Multiplicityz Aoolins T“
~

Elasticitys ~ BindingE 10SS

EvaporationE x 10% BindingE ]0SS

Binding E % 10% I Slow n not detected

Fastneutronss 40% I Poor sampling

Fastprotonss 40% I Poor sampling

Otherdecays(z’s, p, etc.) ..... Losses

Table 2.4: Phenomena in Hadronic Showers .

W.W.M. Allison and P.R.S.Wright [34]

Hadronic showers are generated by the interaction of hadrons with the

materials in the calorimeter. The processes by which a hadronic shower

is created and propagated are far more complex than the relatively simple

processes governing an electromagnetic shower. We do not have a good an-

alytical model for hadronic showers even though the elementary processes

involved have been studied in detail. Table 2.4 presents the most important

phenomena involved in a hadronic shower; the table is based on data pre-

sented by Fabjan and Amaldi. Because the hadrons are heavy particles the

energy lost by bremsstrahlung is minimal and the primary cause of energy

loss is due to inelastic collisions with the nuclei of the absorber. About hslf

of the energy is lost in this way. A good fraction of the energy is used in

breaking-up or exiting the nucleus of the constituents of the absorber and

only a fraction of this energy will be detected.

A very important role of the calorimeter is
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tween electrons, photons ad hadrons. Calorimeters rely on the fact that the

cross section for inelastic nuclear collisions is smaller than the cross section

for electromagnetic showers; as a result, hadronic showers will be larger (both

longitudinally and laterally) than electromagnetic showers. This difference

in shower size is used to identify the type of particle as it passes through the

calorimeter.

A problem common to calorimeters is the fact that hadronic particles,

and particularly jets [u], deposit a large fraction of their energy in electro-

magnetic showers and that this fraction has large fluctuations. Furthermore,

an electromagnetic and a hadronic particle of the same energy will generate

different signals in the calorimeter. This is mainly a result of the fact that a

Iarge fraction of the hadronic energy is expended in breaking up the atomic

nuclei: approximately 4070 of the available hadronic energy is unaccounted

for. The response of a calorimeter improves if the measured energies are

scaled so that the response

the same. The relationship

is given by

to an eleetron and a hadron of equal energy is

between electromagnetic and hadronic energies

e Telectrmnagnetic

i=
(2.7)

~ + p Tneutrmas

where Teiedrmagnetic and TneutrOn~ izre the responses of the calorimeter to

electrons and neutrons respectively, and a and ~ are constants to be deter-

mined.

Several other factors can affect the over all response of a calorimeter. In

general the energy resolution of a calorimeter is parameterized as
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(2.8)

C, S, and N are constants related to calibration errors, sampling fluc-

tuations, and noise respectively. The values of these constants in DO are

presented in Table 2.5.

TYPE 1~

==7==-4
Ends I 0.003+ 0.002

==-+
Ends I

for electrons 0.010* 0.004

for pions I 0.047+ 0.005

0.162+ 0.011 0.140

0.157* 0.005 0.29 + 0.03I

0.233+ 0.010 1.22

0.439+ 0.042 1.28

Table 2.5: Resolution Parameters for the D@ Calorimeter.

The DO collaboration chose liquid argon as the active medium for the

simplicity of calibration, because there is no radiation degradation, the flex-

ibilityy provided for segmentation (see Fig. 2.7 on the next page), and the

unity gain provided by the medium. The complications introduced by the

need for relatively massive cent ainment structures and cryogenic systems are

a low price to pay for the above mentioned advantages.
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Figure 2.7: Representation of 2 calorimeter cells.

Conceptualcutoff view of 2 cellsin the DO Calorimeter.

2.3.2 D@ Calorimeter Implementation.

The dimensional constraints and the need to have access to the central detec-

tors forced a segmentation of the calorimeter in three independent structures

as shown in Fig. 2.8. The central calorimeter (CC) covers the region up to

Iql ~ 1 while the pair of end calorimeters (ECN and ECS) extend the total

coverage to Iql = 4. The choice of a boundsry between the CC and the end

calorimeters roughly perpendicular to the z-axis gives minimum degradation

in the measurement of the transverse energy ( ~~). The need for mtium

shower cent ainment and good particle identification directed the design ef-

forts. As a result of all these constrains and requirements, all three sections

of the calorimeter was built using three types of modules:

s EM Electromagnetic modules using thin (3 mm in the CC and 4 mm

in the ECS) pure depleted uranium plates as absorber.
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●

●

FH Fine Hadronic modules using thick (6 mm) plates of an alloy of

98.3% uranium and 1.7% niobium.

CH Coarse Hadronic modules using thick ( 46.5 mm) plates. Copper

in the CC and stainless steel in the ECS.

A representation of a typical module is in Fig. 2.7 on the preceding page.

The signal boards consist of two G-10 sheets. Both sheets have a surface

coated with a carbon loaded epoxy creating an area with a resistivity of

% 401140/Cl. One sheet has a pattern milled into the copper of one surface.

The other sheet has one naked surface. The electrical field is obtained by

grounding the absorber plate and connecting the resistive surface of the signal

boards to a high voltage of +2.0 kV. Finally, the modules are arranged in

a pseudo-projective pattern defined here as a distribution of cells in space

such that the center of cells pertaining to the same tower are located along

rays projecting from the cent er of the detector, and where the cell walls are

parallel or perpendicular to the absorber plates 1381.

2.3.2.1 Central Calorimeter (CC).

The CC consists of three cylindrical shells with their central axis coinciding

with the axis of the beam. The inner shell has 32 Electromagnetic modules,

the middle contains 16 Fine Hadronic modules, and the outer shell has 16

Coarse Hadronic modules. The segmentation for the CC is Aq x A@ =

0.1 x 0.1 except for the third layer of the electromagnetic modules where the

segmentation is Aq x AZ = 0.05 x 0.05. The Table 2.6 provides more specific

information about the CC .
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Figure 2.8: Calorimeter and Tracldng systems.

An isometric cutawayview.

2.3.2.2 End Calorimeters (EC).

Two calorimeters, one at each end of the CC, are used to extend the coverage

from Iql x 1.1 to Iql x 4.5. This provides D@ calorimetry with one of the

best q coverages to date. The EC are made of four modules as shown in Fig.

2.8: the Electromagnetic module (EM), the inner hadronic module (IH), the

middle hadronic module (MH), and the outer hadronic module (OH). The

EM has the aspect of a paacake; it consists of four readout sections with an

inner radius of 5.7 cm and outer radii going horn 84 em to 104 cm. This
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Parameters Module

EM FH CH

Numberof modules 32 16 16

Absorber u 98% U 2% Nb Cu

AbsorberThickness(mm) 3 6 46.5

Total radiationlengths(Xo) 20.5 96.0 32.9

Total interactionlengths(A) 0.76 3.2 3.2

Sampling&action(%) 11.79 6.79 1.45

Numberof readoutlayers 4 3 1

Cellsper layer 2,2,7,10 21,16,13 9

Numberof channels 10,368 3456 768

Table 2.6: Central Calorimeter Parameters.

module has a total of 7,488 channels.

The IH modules are cylindrical with an inner radius of 3.92 cm and an

outer radius of 86.4 cm. All hadronic modules have four fine hadronic sections

and a single coarse hadronic section.

2.3.2.3 Massless gaps and the ICD

Between the CC and the EC’s there are gaps covering the region 0.8 ~ Iql ~

1.4. This region cent ains primary uninstrumented material whose profile,

along a particle path, changes greatly. The energy lost in this region, by

a particle going through it, is not detected. To obt tin a correction for the

losses in the region two types of detectors are instrumented: the intercryost at

detector (ICD) and the massless gap detector (MGD). One ICI) is mounted

on the front surface of each EC and the MGD are inst idled inside the CC
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Parameters Module

EM IFH ICH MFH MCH OH

Numberof moduks/cryostat 1 1 1 16 16 16

Absorber u tYNa se UN Ss Ss

AbsorberThickness(mm) 4 6 6 6 46.5 46.5

Total radiationlengths(Xo) 20.5 121.8 32.8 115.5 37.9 65.1

Total interactionlengths(A) 0.95 4.9 3.6 4.0 4.1 7.0

Samplingfraction (%) 11.79 5.7 1.5 6.7 1.6 1.6

Numberof readoutlayers 4 4 1 4 1 3

Cellsper layer 2,2,6,8 16 14 15 12 8

Numberof channels 7488 4288 928 1472 384+ 64 896+ 64

Table 2.7: End Calorimeter Parameters.

and EC’S.

Parameters I cc hJIGDI EC MGD IICD

Numberof modules/cryostatI 16 16 64

Numberof channels 320 384 384

Table 2.8: Parameters for the Massless Gap and Inter Cryostat De-

t ect ors.

The ICD is an array of-384 O.lAq x O.lA# scintillator tiles so located

as to match the pseudo projective structure of the calorimeter cells. The

generated light is measured by phototubes, The response, across the surface

of a tile, is uniform within 10!ZO.The response to a minimum ionizing particle

is on the order of 20 photo-electrons.

The MGD modules are single calorimeter cells consisting only of two
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Figure 2.9: Partial cut view of the D@ detector.

signal boards surrounded by liquid argon without absorber plates.

ment ation of the MGD is the same as the rest of the calorimeter.

The seg-

These features of the calorimeter cm be seen in Fig. 2.9. As mentioned,

the coverage of the DO calorimeter is excellent. The Central Tracking and

the FDC are also shown in the picture.

2.4 The muon system

Muons are ionizing particles with relative high mass (% 106.MeV) and with a

mean life of x 2.2ps that interact weakly with matter. Their mean life is large

enough that they appear as stable particles to the detector. In addition, their

high mass decreases the chances for them to lose any appreciable fraction of

energy by bremsstrahlung. As a result, the chances of detection by the

58



Chapter 2. The DO Deifector
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made by measuring their momentum.
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Figure 2.10: Cut view of the D@ detector showing the Muon System.

The muon detector system in DO has five independent solid-iron toroidal

magnets surrounded by proportional drift chambers and is partitioned in

a wide angle system (WAMUS) and a small angle system (SAMUS). See

Fig. 2.10 for a side view of the muon system and its relation to the rest of the

DO detector. The geometry of the magnets and their position in space forces

the bending of the trajectories of the muons in a ~ – z plane. The magnetic

field has a field strength of approximately 2 T, but because of the shape of
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2.4. The muon system

the toroids, it varies across their square cross-section; this requires a careful

mapping of the field to be able to make proper momentum measurements.

The trajectory of the muon is defined by information before and after the

muon passes through the magnetic field. Before entering the toroid, the

trajectory is defined by the interaction point (vertex), tracking and the first

layer of the muon chamber. After the toroid, two muon chambers, separated

by 1 to 3 meters, provide information of the trajectory after the muon has

been deflected by the magnetic field. The direction before and after the

bending ad the strength of the field, in absence of multiple scattering, are

all the parameters needed to calculate the momentum of the muon. The

multiple scattering suffered by the muon as it passes through the calorimeter

and the toroids limits the relative momentum resolution to 22070.

Figure 2.11 on the next page shows the quantit y of material, in interaction

length, that the muon encounters, whereas table 2.9 gives a synthesis of the

design parameters of the muon system.

Parameters

Magneticfield strength 2T

Precisionin bendplane .9mm

Precisionin non-bendplane =Icm

6p/pa 189’0

a)Mul~iple scattering limit assuming pepfed~o chu?nbf?T I’esduth.

Table 2.9: Design parameters of the D@ muon system.
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Figure 2.11: Material in the D@ detector.

Material encounterby a muonmeasuredin interactionlengths.

2.5 The trigger system

sees a ~ crossing approximately every 3.56Ps given a

281-KHz. At the typical luminosity during run 1A this

The DO detector

crossing rate of X

translates into an event rate of = 350KHz [391. Of these events only a rela-

tively small number correspond to events of interest to the DO collaboration.

The way to discharge events of no interest while keeping those that pass some

criteria is to use a series of filters or “triggers”.
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Figure 2.12: Hardware Triggers’ Chart.

The effect of the triggers is to drastically decrease the total number of

events that are “passed” to the next level in the data acquisition system with

very few losses of interesting events. The use of t riggers reduces t he event rate

to x 2 Hz. The trigger system consists of four filters or trigger levels. The

first three are hardware filters whose outputs are presented to an AND\OR

logical network: the “ Trigge~ Framework”. The final filter, named “Level

2“, is implemented in software. A schematic representation of the different
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Chapier 2. The DO Detector

triggers and their relationships is presented in Fig. 2.13 on the following page.

2.5.1 Level O

The fist trigger detects the presence of hard interactions. This is accom-

plished by two sets of scintillator tiles mounted on the surface of each EC

and located very near to the beam pipe. When “simultaneous” activity is

detected by the two sets Level O “triggers” generating a signal indicating that

a collision has taken place. Simultaneous activity here implies that signals

generated by the two sets of scintillator tiles occurred within a narrow time

window. The time separation between the arrival of the signals generated in

one set of scintillators versus the other allows for a fast estimation of the po-

sition in z of the interaction point. Within 800ns of the collision the position

of the interaction point is known with resolution of 15cm. A much better

resolution will be achieved during the reconstruction process of the event,

at which time the interaction point will be calculated with a resolution of

3.5m.

2.5.2 Level 1

The Level 1 trigger consists of two distinct hardware filters. The filter related

to the calorimeter provides a rough estimation of the energy deposited in the

calorimeter fragment ed into “trigger towersn formed by the cells in a region

of Aq x Aq$ = 0.2 x 0.2 and up to four levels of energy. This information is

available 800ns after an interaction occurs. The filter related to the muon

detector provides only information saying that a muon has been detected

and “coarse” indication of where the muon has been located.
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Figure 2.13: The Trigger

2.5.3 Trigger Framework

Framework.

The Trigger Framework is a network of AND OR logicaJ functions imple-

mented with fast logical devices. Its function is to present the software

trigger (Level 2) with compact information regarding the possible “physics”

cent ent of the event that passed the previous filters. The Trigger Framework

is itself a hardware filter. The digital information generated by the Level O

and Level 1 triggers is part of the input to the Trigger Framework. Input

to the Trigger Framework include: czilorimeter energy and muon candidates
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Chapter 2. The DO Deiector

from the Level 1 trigger, z position of the interaction point from Level O,

timing signals horn the Master Clock System, busy signals from the rest of

the electronic system, etc. This information is “compared” to a set of prede-

fine conditions to generate up to 32 possible specific “physics” triggers. The

Trigger Framework generates the Trigger Number that will be used by the

system to organize and time-stamp the data. If at least one of the predefine

conditions is met, the Trigger Framework will instruct the Data Acquisition

System to proceed with the digitization of data for that speeific event and

will make available the appropriate information to the Level 2 trigger. The

response of the Trigger Framework must be generated within 2.2ps to al-

low enough time for the electronic system to respond prior to the arrival of

signak generated by the next interaction (recall that interactions take place

every 3.56ps,

2.5.4 Level 2

Once the analog data, generated by the different elements of the D@ detec-

tor, is digitized it is transferred to a set of 48 hficrovax~ 4000/60 computers

known as the farm . The event encoded in the digitized data is partially

reconstructed through code driven by the requirements of the physics of in-

terest. The reconstruction is aimed at finding specific particles (electrons,

muons, photons, hadronic jets, et c) and providing better cakulation of the

point of interaction (vertex), the @T$ etc. This information is then processed

through some algorithms (filters) to determine if the data meet some prede-

fine requirements. If at least one of the filters is fulfilled the data describhg

the total event is sent to the D@ Host computer and written to tape for de-
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2.5. The tm”gger system

tailed processing later on. The maximum rate of information that the Level 2

can take is 200Hz and the maximum output rate is on the order of 2Hz.
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Chapter 3

Particle Identification and

Reconstruction

The chief importance of knowledge by description is

that it enables us to pass beyond the limits of OUTprivate

ezpem”ence. [...

..] . hvietv of the very narrow Tange of OZT immediate

ezpwience, this result is vital, and until it is understood,

much of our knowkdge must remain mysterious and ther-

efore doubtful.

“The Problems of Philosophy” Bertrand Russell

No todo 10 qwe reluce es OTO.

“Refranero Espaiiol”

The study of the angular distribution of the electron in the process

W+e+v (3.1)
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3.1. Reconstruction

requires the proper identification of electrons. Because the data used for

this study corresponds to the data accumulated during the first run of the

DO detector the algorithms used to identify and characterize the particles

in the events are those sanctioned by the DO collaboration. In the following

sections I present the identification procedures used for our analysis.

3.1 Reconstruction

The first task presented to any person whose goal is to analyze the data

obtained in DO, or in any other detector, is to convert or interpret the elec-

tronic data (raw data) representing energies and spatial information into

particle information (physics data). This interpret ation is called reconstruc-

tion and is carried out “by a software package called D@ RECO. DO RECO

will identify and tag, for further processing, elect rons, muons, photons, t aus

and jets. To each identified particle pertinent spatial and kinematic infor-

mation is attached. The first pass of DO RECO gave a loose set of particle

parameters. More precise identification and parameterization of the particles

involved in an event is part of the analysis and left to the individual physi-

cist. The parameters attached to a particle by DO RECO are : interaction

vertex, tot al energy EtOtaZ,transverse energy Et, missing transverse energy

~T, identification tag, and tracking information among others.

DO RECO is a complex program consisting of thousands of lines of code

crest ed by the efforts of hundreds of physicists. Its complexity and size pre-

clude the possibiJity of providing a good description here. In the following

sections I will treat those elements in the reconstruction and identification
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Chapter 3. Particle Identification and Reconstruction

of particles that are pertinent to the present study. Of special interest to

the work presented here are the electron reconstruction ad the $t measure-

ment. Reconstruction and identification will be presented together because,

although in principle different, they support each other. My goal is to provide

a concise and clear view of a complex system of analysis tools.

3.2 Interact ion Vertex

To accurately calculate the kinematics of an event it is of tit al import ante

to properly identify the point of interaction of the particles of such event.

As an example let us consider the case of the transverse energy (Et) and the

longitudinal energy (Ez) of a particle identified by a cluster of cells in the

calorimeter. If l?tOtalis the sum of the energy of all the cells in the cluster

then

J
(0.4!)

E. = EtOt.z X COS$

where # is the angle formed by the center of the cluster of cells in the

calorimeter cent aining the EtOt=zwith the z axis of the detector. A simple

calculation shows that the error made in the determination of the Et could be

import ant particularly when the object with energy E is in a plane near to the

interaction vertex. Let us assume that the real vertex is at a point P(Az, 0)

in a system of coordinates with origin in the assumed vertex, axis Oz along

the z axis of DO and axis Ot perpendicular to Oz and containing the center

of the cluster defining the object. The error made in the determination of Et

is
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3.2. Interaction Vertex

(3.3)

where E; is the calculated Et with the erroneous vertex. This can become

unreasonably large for small values of z, as in the case of particles with high

Pt and low longitudinal momentum.

The vertex position is obtained ikom information given by the VTX, CDC

and FDC drift chambers of the Central Detector. The procedure consists of

the following steps: “

❑

❑

•1

❑

❑

Convert the hits information (raw data from the chambers) to tracks

in the (~ ~ +) plane.

Create tracks in the (~ , z) plane using the information obtained in the

previous step.

Find the intersection of the tracks with the z – axis of DO.

Separate the intersection points into clusters. Each cluster will define

a vertex.

Find the vertex corresponding to a cluster of intersection points by a

Gaussian fit of the points in the cluster. The center of the Gaussian

gives the vertex (Z.t=) position and the deviation of the fit is a measure

of the uncertainty of the vertex position. Two vertexes are considered

well defined when their separation is 7cm or greater. The resolution of

the vertex position along the z axis is better than lcm and could be

as good as 0.65cm, depending on the number of tracks associated with

the vertex.
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Chapter 5’. Particle Identification and Reconstruction

El Obtain, if necessary, a new (zOt= , y.t.) position of the vertex by a

Gaussian fit of the distances in z and y of the tracks associated with

the obtained vertex by the preceding step. Otherwise, the (zVt. , y.~.)

is assumed to be the one obtained at the beginning of a store for dl

the events in the same store.

A more detailed study of the error contributions of the vertex uncertain-

ties to the Et calculations is given by M. Settles and J. Llnnemann 14~.

3.3 Jets.

Any particle passing through the calorimeter will deposit part of its energy

in the calorimeter leaving a pattern signature of energized cells. The identifi-

cation of a particle (see 2.2.1) is reached by mmparing the pattern left in the

calorimeter wit h the expected patt ems of different particles. The response

of the Central lletector and of the Muon Detector helps to make the proper

decision. There is, thus, nothing intrinsically difFerent in the response of the

calorimeter between an electron ad a photon or a jet. The study of the

shape of the cluster of energized cells within the calorimeter is what allows

us to identify the nature of the particle responsible for the observed pattern .

In dl cases the first step in identification consists of defining which energized

cells can be considered as pert tining to a particle o jet. This first step is

then common to single particles as well as jets. For the remainder of this

chapter the term jet will apply to hadronic jets as well as to any other types

of particles unless otherwise stated.

The DO collaboration uses two algorithms to create sets of related ener-
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3.3. Jets.

gized cells: the cone algorithm and the nearest neighbor algorithm. ‘

3.3.1 The cone algorithm.

Experience teIls us that the showers generated by particles interacting inside

the calorimeter are confined in a cone with its vertex in the interaction point

or in the intersection point of the trajectory of the particle and the calor-

imeter proper. This cone is defined in the (q , ~ ) space of the detector.

These cones are reconstructed foIlowing three procedures, each consisting of

several steps. The procedures are called : pre-clustering, clustering and jet

merging.

3.3.1.1 Pre-clustering

1)

2)

3)

Create an ordered list in Et of the towers in the calorimeter with Et

greater than a given threshold, normally greater tham 1 GeV. These

towers are typically 0.1 x 0.1 in q , # .

Start with the tower with the highest Et. Define it as the tower-seed

and its coordinates in (q , +) as (q=~~ , ~Xed ). Create a prechster

of cells cent aining all cells within a pyramid whose base, defined in the

(q, # ) space, is q = qs..d & .3and~ = $hXed + .3. The axis

of the pyramid is defined by the tower-seed . Any tower included in the

precluster is eliminated from the ordered list of towers. This reduces

the number of towers to be considered as possible seeds for a jet.

Repeat the # 2 until the ordered list of towers is exhausted.

of these steps, an ordered list of pre-clusters has emerged.

As a result
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3.3.1.2 Clustering

1 ) Start with the precluster with the highest Et and assign to it as pre-

liminary jet-axis the one (q=.~ , ~s~ed) of the tower used to generate

the precluster. Include all cells within a cone of radius

AB=~W<&e (3.4)

in a new cluster and find the new jet-axis as the weighted centroid of

the cone.

2)
Calculate the distance

in q , ~ space between the new and previous jet-axis. If this distance

is greater thsn 0.001 repeat the process using the new jet-axis as the

(~sc.d , dse~d). Tfis iteration process continues untfi ~~2 S 0.001

or the number of iterations reaches a predefine limit. Although Monte

Carlo studies show that three or four iterations are sufficient to reach

stability, there exists the possibilityy of finding an unstable situation

where two or more apparent jet-axis are found. The limitation imposed

in the number of iterations allowed t skes care of these situations.

3)

Repeat the previous steps until the ordered list of pre-clusters is ex-

hausted. If the total energy of a cluster generated by the previous

procedures is above a threshold of 8 GeV, this cluster is considered a

jet and becomes part of an ordered list of jets.
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3.3. Jets.

The list of jets generated by the previous procedures is exhaustive in the

sense that all cells of the calorimeter are associated with at least one jet.

3.3.1.3 Jet Merging

In principle, each cell in the calorimeter with an energy above the 1 GeV

threshold either belongs to a single jet, in which case its total energy con-

tributes to the energy of the jet, or is shared by more than one jet, in which

case its energy should be also shared by them. In the way the cells are as-

signed to jets, by the previous procedures, it is very possible for some jets

to share several cells. If nothing is done at this point a cell can be counted

more than once when the energy of one event (as the sum of the energies of

all jets in the event) is calculated. To avoid these problems the ordered list

of jets is processed through the Jet Merging algorithm.

Starting with the second jet in the ordered list the following procedures

are followed:

1)

If the distance D~$z, between the axis of the jet being tested and the

previous one in the list is less than 0.001, the new jet is dropped from

the list. This could happen due to roundoff errors.

If D;& > 0.001 and there are cells shared by the two jets, then a

merging fraction MS is c~culated. The merging fraction is defined as
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3)

4)

with E~-mOn as the transverse energy of cell shared by both jets, and

E~in the minimum of the transverse energies of the two jets.

If MS > 0.5, the two jets are merged and all cells born both original

jets are assigned to it.

If MS < 0.5, the cells shared by both jets are reassigned to only one

jet, the one whose axis is closer to the cell in the (q- , @ ) space.

A new jet-axis is recalculated for the new jets taking in to consideration

all the cells assigned to the jet by the previous procedure.

3.3.2 The Nearest Neighbor Algorithm.

For the identification and characterization of electrons DO normzilly uses a

very simple but powerful algorithm, namely the Nearest Neighbor algorithm.

This

1)

2)

algorithm consists of the following steps:”

Create an ordered list in Et of the EM towers in the calorimeter. All

EM towers with an energy above a predefine threshold, normally 1

GeV, are listed.

Start with the EM tower of higher energy. Create a cluster of towers

by attaching to the original tower any tower from the ordered list that

is touching it and delete those towers from the original list.

75



3.4. Missing Transverse Energy (~,).

3)

Include in the cluster any tower from the ordered list that is touching

any tower belonging to the cluster and delete those towers from the

original list.

4)

Repeat the previous step until no more towers adjacent to the cluster

are found or until the number of towers included in the cluster reaches

a predefine number.

Both algorithms described here will identify jets within the D@ detec-

tor. Further work is needed to properly identify the particle(s) creating the

jet. Discriminating algorithms exist to identify electrons and photons as the

source of the jet. Work is in progress to be able to separate jets produced by

quarks from these generated by gluons.

For the work presented here the proper identification of electrons is cru-

cial.

3.41 Missing Transverse Energy (@t).

When neutrinos are generated in an interaction process the kinematics of

the event become difficult to analyze. Neutrinos interact very weakly with

matter and, as a result, almost 1007oof the time they will escape the detector

without depositing any energy. A case in point is the process that is the

subject of our study

q+~+W4e+ve.
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The neutrino that appears in the final state will have an energy that is

not directly measurable. On the other hand, if we knew the kinematics of the

initial stat e (g + ij) then, by conservation laws, we could infer the energy and

momentum of v~. Although the longitudinid momenta of the initial partons

is not known, the transverse momentum of the initial state is almost zero.

This permits us to write

(3.8)
altpartides

~Epz. o (3.9)
allparticles

and, recalling the expression 3.2

& E:A’ x cos~, + y= = o (3.10)
2=1

‘&+xsin#i + @v= o (3.11)
i=l

$,CAL= ~~ , (3.12)

where Et,i is the transverse energy deposit in cell i of the calorimeter as

defined in 3.2.

The ~tcAL just defined is called the Calorimeter Missing Transverse En-

ergy. The true zt of the event is obtained after the energy of jets has been

corrected and the expected energy deposit in the calorimeter by any muon

is taken into account.

Studies done by M. Paterno 14~ 1431show that the resolution of the cd-

orimet er missing & can be paxameterized as

(7(JJ,CAL)= a+ 6XS, + CXS2 t (3.13)
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where

a = 1.89 & 0.05 GeV (3.14)

b = (6.7 + 0.7) X 10-3 (3.15)

c = (9.9 + 2.1)x 10-6 GeV-’ . (3.16)

Figure 3.1 on the next page shows a reconstructed event on the XY plane

using RECO. The outer ring corresponds to the calorimeter and it displays

the hadronic and electromagnetic energies measured by the detector as well

as the calculated ./&. The other rings correspond to the TllD (4), the CDC

(3) and the VTX. The reconstructed tracks are shown as solid lines and

points represent particle detection by the TRD and VTX. The rectangles

represent energy deposited with the height of the rectangle proportional to

the energy measured.

3.5 Electrons

In the case of electrons (taus), it is expected that the pattemz created by the

shower emanating from them will be relatively narrow and almost totally

cent ained within the EM of the calorimeter. The algorithms used to identify

jets generated by electrons in DO make use of these expectations.

3.5. I Electron candidates

A first look at the characteristics of a jet, based on the expected signature

for an electron, determines whether the jet can be an electron. The following

78



Chapt,er 3. Particle Identification and Reconstruction

CAL+TRAKSEND 24-JuN-199215:34 Run 45165Event 30019-JuN-199220:47

Figure 3.1: Typical Wevent.

Projection on the XY planeof a reconstructedevent.

are the conditions imposed over a jet to identify it as a possible electron

candidate:
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■ The Electro-Magnetic energy fraction (%EM) of the jet must be at least

90%. 3EM is defined as

(3.17)

where the indices i and j run through all the cells of the electromagnetic

and hadronic sections of the calorimeter cent ained in the cluster that

defines the jet. This requirement is an application of the assumption

that a shower generated by an electron will be almost totally cent ained

within the EM section of the calorimeter.

Studies done in the testing of the calorimeter in a controlled situation

show that this simple requirement is 9970efficient in detecting electrons

whose energies range from 10 to 150 GeV.

■ The energy deposited outside the central tower, the one used as the

seed for the cluster, should not exceed 6070 of the total energy of the

jet. This is a direct application of the assumption that the showers

generated by electrons are narrow .

■ There must be at least one track in the Central Detector matching

the cluster in the calorimeter. A matching track is defined as a track

contained in a pyramid whose axis corresponds to the axis of the jet

under consideration, whose apex is in the interaction vertex, and whose

base, defined in (~, q), is a square of 0.1 x 0.1 radians. This condition

reflects the fact that an electron is an ionizing particle and, therefore,

will generate a signature in the VTX, CDC or FDC. This feature is of

import ante in distinguishing between electrons and photons.

80



Chapter 3’. Particle Identification and Reconstruction

3.5.2 Electron selection

Not all the jets that meet the above conditions are electrons. Several con-

ditions can lead to the misidentification of other particles as electrons. For

example, a pion can give signatures very similar to the signature of an elec-

tron. As a result, other more restrictive conditions need to be imposed before

aa electron candidate is declared a true electron. The parameters used for

these more restrictive

significance and ~.

N Cluster shape

A closer study

conditions are: cluster shape, cluster isolation, tracking

of the expected shapes of the energy clusters devel-

oped in the calorimeter by different types of particles provides a good

method for their identification. We said earlier that a pion could leave

a signature very similar to the signature pertaining to an electron. Nev-

ertheless, the way that the shower is generated for each type of particle

is expected to be different. In the case of the pion the shower should

develop earlier and provide a little fatter profile of the energy clus-

ter. Also, an electron, even a very energetic one, should not deposit

any commensurable energy in the hadronic calorimeter beyond the first

layer. These facts are used in a technique to generate a likelihood pa-

rameter that defines how close the pattern of the energy cluster, created

by a particle passing through the calorimeter, is to the predicted sig-

nature of an electron. Using calorimeter test data 1441[451and Monte

Carlo studies, a 41x41 covariant matrix is defined as follows:

(3.18)
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where z? is the value of observable i for electron n and (~i) is the mean

value of observable i for the sample of N electrons used. Its inverse

H = M-l is the so-called fi – matrix used in the calculation of a

likelihood parameter defined as:

2_
x– m x: — (2%))W(Z$ - (Zj)). (3.19)

~,i

Optimum cuts for the identification of electrons were obtained using

test beam data. Figure 3.2 on page 84 shows how the distributions

of X2 for electrons (non hatched distribution) and pions (hatched dis-

tribution) are well separated. The dots in the figure correspond to

the distribution of eleetrons from the W boson decay and show here

as reference. The X2 cut will be, by its definition, dependent on the

fluctuations of the electromagnetic showers. The separation between

electrons and pions is better in the central region of the calorimeter

(where the fluctuations are small) than in the EC where a greater cut-

off value must be used to accommodate greater fluctuations.

H Cluster isolation

A restrictive application of the concept of narrow energy distribution

in clusters generated by electrons/photons versus a more diffused dis-

tribution of the energy in a cluster generated by a hadronic shower

provides a good tool to identify electron-like particles. If we consider

two cones of radii A~U~~d. and A~.~& in q – # space with their cen-

tral axis coinciding with the axis of the cluster (as previously defined)

and their vertex in the event vertex, then the parameter
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~~0 _ i@Otaz(A&~ide) – E~M(A&ntide)—
~EM(A&sicie )

?

(3.20)

gives a good measure of how concentrated the energy of the cluster is

around the axis of the cluster. This parameter 1S0 is also a measure

of how isolated an electron-like psrticle is from other particles, hence

its name IS Olation Fraction.

■ Tracking significance

Under ideal circumstances, and in the absence of multiple scattering, a

line drawn from the interaction point to the center of mass of a cluster

(ie. the cluster axis) should coincide with one, and only one, track

from the VTX and CDC or FDC detectors. In practice, ambiguities in

the tracking system, inaccuracies in the determination of the center of

mass of a cluster in the calorimeter, and multiple scattering make this

one-to-one correlation almost impossible. Instead of trying to identify

one single trajectory from the tracking system with a cluster in the cal-

orimeter, what is done is to define a cylindrical volume in space whose

axis coincides with the axis of the cluster under consideration and with

a small radii. Then, any track defined in the central tracking system

and cent ained in this cylinder is associated with the energy cluster in

the calorimeter. For a fixed radii of the cylinder it is expected that the

number of tracks associated with a cluster will be relatively smsll when

the cluster corresponds to an electron/photon. The number of tracks

inside the above defined cylinder TRK is called tracking significance.
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Figure 3.2: Electron
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selection parameters.

As mentioned above, the DO detector does not have a central magnetic

field. The absence of this field creates some ambiguities in the identifi-

cation of particles. In particular, the detector is unable to distinguish

between positive and negative particles or to separate pairs of charged

particle- mtiparticle.

between photons and

Also, it is difficult to make a clear distinction

electrons. The TRD is designed to distinguish
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Chapier 3. Particle Identification and Reconstruction

minimal ionizing particles (ie. electrons, muons) from others (ie. pho-

tons converting in pairs e+ e– ). Furthermore, the ionization per unit

length (dE/dx) in the CDC and FDC drifting chambers can de used

for the same purpose. Figure 3.2 shows the distribution of dE/dx (bro-

ken line) for tracks found in the CDC for particles identified by the

hardware trigger as possible electrons. The first peak, at the value

of dE/dx of one, is identified mainly with electrons whether the peak

around dE/dx equal to 2 is mostly due to 7 + e+ e-. The efficiency

of a cut (continous line) based on the dE/dx is not very good; only

about 8570 of true electrons pass this cut with a reduction in back-

ground of a factor of 2. The TRD information does not provide any

better signal/background efficiency.
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Chapter 4

Warning the Problem

If you would have a thing shrink,

Ym must first stretch it;

If you would have a thing weakened,

You must jirst strengthen it;

If you would have a thing laid aside,

You must first set it up;

If you would take from a thing,

You must j%st ~“ve to it.

“Tao Te Ching”

Lao Tzu

‘En el ejem[to - dec~a- nose dan conferencias sobm

el fusil; cada soldado debe desmontar y volver a montm su

arma, sh-vikndose de las mismas palabras que el instructor.

Depu6s de veinte ejercicios, el soldado sabe 10 que es tm

fusd y tiene un vocabulario Pam decir 10 que sabe. De la

87



J.1. A Blue Print

misma manera, no se apnende a pensar escuchando a un

hombm que piensa bien. Lo que es necesario es desmontm’

sus pTopios anyumentos y despuds volver a montarlos, hasta

que el tema y el vocabulario formen patie de uno mismo. n

“Destines ejemplares. (Akin)”

AmW Maurois

4.1 A Blue Print

The theoretical background for this study has been presented in chapter 1

and a description of the instrumentation and general software tools used have

been described in subsequent chapters. Now it seems pertinent to “frame”

the work at hind. This implies showing the link between the theory and the

experiment, and laying out the process by which the available data will be

analyzed. In this vein the present chapter will present the theoretical predic-

tions on which this work is based, followed by a feasibility study regarding

the possibility of detecting and measuring the parameters of the theory and

finally, a selection of the method that will be used to analyze the data at

hand. A brief justification of the selected method will complete this chapter.

Subsequent chapters will desl with the selection and analysis of data. The

last chapter will present the results as well as propose suggestions for further

analysis.
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P#’ I AO I A4/2

2.01 9.4947597E–041

4.1198605E– 03
1 m

6.0 I 9.6914293E – 03 I

8.0 1.7797949E– 02

10.0 2.8418804E– 02 0.7589031

20.0 0.1113208 0.7125124

40.0 0.3333014 0.6055024

60.0 0.5152015 0.5080132

PT?’ AO A.J2

80.0 0.6386524 0.4373227

! 0.3866610
.

120.0 0.7849026 0.3504058

140,0 0.8220285 0.3213906

160.0 0.8571729 0.2997898

180.0 0.8750306 0.2792248

200.0 0.9018641 0.2638432

Table 4.1: Values of ~and4 as function of~~ .

Courtesyof E. Mirkes (private communication).

4.2 Theoretical Predictions

As presented in the first chapter, Mirkes has shown that the proper descrip-

tion of the angular distribution of the charged lepton(s), when represented

in a particular frame of reference, resulting from the leptonic decay of the

W(Z) boson, follows the expression:

dn
= Ko(l + al COS6 + az COS20)

dP~ dy d COS6
(4.1)

and

du
– Kd(l + /?Icosq$ + ~zcos24 + f?sh~ + 9Asin2#) ,

dP$ dy d~ –
(4.2)

where the meaning of the coefficients {al, CV2}and {I%, ~2, ~3, @41} was

defined in the first chapter of this work. E. Mirkes also calculated the angular
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4.2. Theoretical Predictions

coefficients Ai Vi c (1, ... 7). Of these, ~ and A are reproduced in table 4.1

on the preceding page. From ~ and ~ the coefficients in 4.1 and 4.2 on the

same page are easy to obt tin using the expressions

.EJ?A

16 @l
(4.3)

=—
3X

smd solving for al and a2. Their values are presented in table 4.2. Note

that the corresponding values for the case of P~w = O are included. It is

import ant to recall that when the PTW = O, no QCD efEects are present and,

as a result, for these speckd cases, the phenomenology corresponds to weak

interactions only. Although both al and ~2 have been calculated, only a2 is

0.0 I 2.0 I 1.0 I

+-a-+%3
6.0 I = 1.8 I 0.9807112 I

8.0 I % 1.6 I 0.9647180 I

PTW al az

60.0 0.807991 0.180666

80.0 0.662949 0.0318507

100.0 0.566576 –0.0693895

120.0I 0.503293I –0.1273680I

140.0I 0.455546I –0.1651600I

Table 4.2: Calculated values for al and Q2.

of interest for this analysis (the reason for this statement will be presented

later). Fig. 4.1 on the facing page shows the values of az superimposed with

w. The agreement between the calculated values and thea polynomial on PT
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Chapter J. Framing the ProtJem

polynomial(s) is excellent. Thus, a good functional description for a2 is

az F 1 + P2q2 + P3q3 + .. . (4.4)

w. A major goal of the analysis presented here is to deter-where q = PT

;1

:
, 0.6

0.6
$/ndO.2784E-02/ 9
PI 1.020

0.4
P2 -0.5759E-02
P3 -0.4430[-03

0.2 P4 0.7S22E-25
P5 -0.5432E-07

o P6 0.1723E-09
P7 -0.2060E- 12

-0.2 ~
I T.,

o 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
PTof W

I
~0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

-0.2

~/ndQ.6028E-02/ 9
PI 1.000

. P2 0.000 CK+OO
P3 -0.61402-03
P4 0.9395E-05
P6 -0.56B2E-07
P6 0.1451E-09
P7 -0.1148E-12

I 1 1 1 I I
0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200

PT.sw

Figure 4.1: Fitting of q. to a polynomial in P~w

a) Without extra constraints,

b) Forcingthe polynomial to passthrough

axisfor @w = 0.

(l, O)andbe tangent to

.

the horizontal

mine if the data at hand is consistent either with 4.1 on page 89 or with

dv
dP; dy dCOS(?

= lql + az Cos 8)2.
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X(lab)
Pt(Boson) 1 Pt(Boson)

X(roq

? Z(Boson)

Y(lab) Y(rot)

I Laboratoryframe j [ Rotatedhrne

Boost
along 1.

X(rot.j-axis xx(~~)
x**(rot.)

Y(rot) W(rot.)

EmiiiKl

Figure 4.2: The Collins-Soper frame in relation to the Laboratory

frame.

4.3 The Frame of Reference

E. Mirkes’s work (see [Ill) uses the Collins- Soper frame 1261as the frame of

reference to calculate the effects of the QCD interactions with the W decay.
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The choice of this frame of reference is, by no means, arbitrary. The

process,

W-+l+v (4.5)

as produced in ~- collisions, cannot be cinematically constrained because

of inherent errors in the measurement of the longitudinal component of the

neutrinos momentum. There is, however, a frame of reference in which these

calculations can be performed using only measured values of the transverse

momentum of the charged lepton and neutrino. This frsme of reference is the

Collins-Soper frame ((JS frame), and has been used to calculate the angular

distribution of the charged Ieptons in the process 1.3 at next-to-leading-order

(NLO) .

It is important to have a good understanding of what the CS frame really

is. Although used often in theoretical studies, seldom is it used in experi-

ment al work, and then only in a very peremptory manner. As part of this

study it was necessary to become familiar with this frame of reference. The

following paragraphs are intended to provide a good description of it.

The CS ‘friune is a ‘rest frame’ for the boson. It is chosen so that the

z-axis bisects the angle formed by the momentum of the proton and the

minus-momentum of the antiproton. In general the proton and antiproton

beams are not exactly collinear; in the case of D@ this angle was of the

order of 200 p—radians in run 1-A (run 1992-1993). The x-sxis is in a plane

perpendicular to the z-axis and parallel to the transverse momentum of the

W as shown in Fig. 4.2 on the facing page. With this choice of axis we make

a Lorentz transformation to the rest frame of the W boson.
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~.5’. The Frame of Reference

4.3.1 From Laboratory frame to CS frame.

Let us assume that the momenta of the charged lepton and neutrino in the

laboratory frame of reference are

V[ab = [ l~z , lUg , ~V. , Jve].

The momentum of the W in this frame is then

Wlab = [lWZ, lW,, kvz, Zu]

(4.6)

(4.7)

(4.8)

or

To go from the laboratory frame to the CS frame we take the following

steps:

A) Rotatian

Go to an intermediate frame in which the transverse momentum of the

W has only the x component. This is accomplished by a rotation around the

z-axis by an angle a

a = COS–l‘J-”
94
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The moment a in the rotated frame are

wr*~=te~ = [W=, o,wz, we]

lrotated ‘[L,~y,Zz,Ze]

Vrotated ‘[~xj-zgf,~.,~e]o

In matrix form the rotation is written as

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

ii= =

B) Lorentz boost

001

000

0

0

0

i

x Sl (4.14)

iir = [1‘R xii] (4.15)

We want a frame of reference where the W is at rest and the z-axis bisects

the angle formed by the momentum of the proton and the minus-momentum

of the antiproton. To reach this frame we do. a boost in the z direction first

followed by a boost in the x direction. The momenta of the W and the

charged lepton after the first boost are
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4.3. The Frame of Reference

wz–~~ted =[W=, O,O, JF=21 (4.16)

lzwe – lewz
~z-bti.d = [ lx , ~y ,

m’
and after the boost in the x direction we flmdly have the W at rest. The

momenta of the W zmd the charged lepton in this frame of reference are

Wcs= [O, o,o, w:s] (4.18)

= [O, o,o, {w:-w: -w;]

Lx = [& , &! , & , %s1

(4.19)

(4.20)

[
lzw: – lewew= – lZW: + lZWZU.YZ=

MmJw~ “y’%==’lewe – lzw= – lzwz ,

M..

where we have the momenta expressed as a function of the momenta in

rotated frame and the mass of the W. The W’s mass is represented by

(4.21;

the

M. =
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In matrix form it is written

Scs =
[1
~ Xiir (4.23)

‘Cs = [4x[4‘d’ (4.24)

4.3.2 Show independence from longitudinal momen-

tum.

The expressions given in the previous section do not make clear the indepen-

dence of the charged lepton momentum in the CS frame from the longitudinal

momentum of the neutrino in the rotated or laboratory frame. To show this

independence in a clear form it is necessary to rewrite the momentum of the

charged lepton in a way that only the transversal momenta of the charged

lepton and neutrino appear in explieit form.

Let us take the x component of the momentum of the charged Iepton as

given in 4.21

1~~ =
lzw: – lewewz – l=W: + lZW=WZ

(4.25)
M. ~= “

Written in this form it shows a direct dependence between 1=, and of v=

through w= and w.. The denominator can be written as

The algebra involved in rewriting the numerator is slightly more complex.

We have
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lzw: – lewewz – lZW: + lZWZWZ = l=(W: – w: – w:)+ lZW: – l.wew. + lZWZWZ

(4.27)

and using 4.22 and 4.9

= M&+ WZ(lZW= + lvWV+ lZWZ– l,W.) .

Again, substituting d = 1 + 7, we write

(4.28)

= M~J. + (J. + v.)(1.(1. + v.) + IV(JV+ Vv)+ 1.(1. + v.) – 1.(1. + ~e)) ,

(4.29)

carrying out the multiplication and collecting terms in an appropriate manner

Making proper substitutions,

M2 M2
= M~lZ + (1. + V=)Mj – (1= + v.)+ = M;l= – (1Z+ vz):

(4.31)
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and using 4.25 and 4.26 we obtain the expression for the z component of the

“ momentum of the charged lepton in the CS frame in a way where the only

dependence of the longitudinal momentum of the neutrino appears through

the mass of the boson M..

(4.32)

In a similar way we could arrive at the expression for z component of the

charged lepton. Instead of trying to convert the expression found in 4.21 for

t~~ directly, we can use the fact that in any frame of reference where the W

is at rest, the expression

M-w
lew.~ .e.qt = ‘h at rest = ~

holds. It follows that

M:
(a’ + (%s)2+ (h)’ = ~ .

From this last expression we have

l;s = +(.5MW)2 – (l&)2 – (l&J’ ,

99

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)



~.3. The Frame of Reference

which can be written as function of the mass of the gauge boson (kfW ) and

the transversal components of the momenta of the charged lepton and the

neutrino:

(4.36)

Finally, we can write the expressions for the angular

charged lepton as:

distributions of the

21,4M; + (P:)2
@ = Tan-’{

Mw(lz – v=) )

1$~
COS9* = —

1~~

or, for the last expression,

(4.37)

(4.38)

J (%s)2 + (C4S)2co$e* = k I —
(.5M..)2

or

(4.39)

(4.40)

A look at 4.32, 4.36, 4.37 and 4.40 shows that these expressions are not

“o%-ectly” dependent on the longitudinal momentum of the charged lepton or
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the neutrino. What really happens is that this dependence appears in “zm-

plzczt” form through the assignment of a particular value to the mass of the

W boson. Nevertheless, the expressions obtained are in a more manageable

form. In particular the expression for cosil” has a single ambiguity for the

sign.

4.3.3 Orientation of the CS frame respect to the lab-

oratory frame

The laboratory frame is a rigid spatial-temporal frame common to all events

as defined in Chapter 2. The CS frame is a special frame of reference where

the W is at rest and whose temporal axis has a unique orientation that

is event dependent. lt is important to have a good understanding of the

orient ation of the CS frame in order to understand the physical parameters

defined in it. Let us consider unitary vectors representing the momenta of

proton and antiproton respectively; in the laboratory frame of reference we

have

Plab = +[o, o,l, i],

and

(4.41)

P[ab = ;[O,O, –l ,2].

And after the transformation, these become
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[–~w, o, –M. , i~MJ + (Py)2 ] .

These expressions clearly show that the z axis in the Collins-Soper frame

bisects the angle formed by the vectors along the movement of the proton

and opposite to the movement of the antiproton. The angle formed by the

direction of the proton and the z axis in the CS frame is

~ = “ccOs(@+%+ (4.43)

In general the proton and antiproton beams are not exactly collinear. It is

of interest to see how this non-collinearity will aifect the expressions shown

above. The non-linearity of the two beams can be taken into account by

introducing a small component px in the expressions 4.41 and 4.42 as follows

1
(4.44)

Y O,–l, i] (4.45)

After boosting to the CS frame we have
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[ –P: + pz(kf: + (P:)2), 0, Mw , i~ (1

showing that the orient ation of the CS has not changed.

+Pv)l >

(l+ P~E”)] ,

4.3.4 Errors introduced by not knowing

by event

the Mw event

Expressions 4.37 on page 100 and 4.40 on page 100 provide a means to obtain

the angular distribution of the charged lepton in the process W ~ 1 + v

based on measured quantities (1=, lV, v= and Vv) ad on the value of the mass

of the W for the event under study. It is obvious that the direct dependency

of ~ and COS(19*) on the longitudinal momentum of the neutrino has been

removed, but an indirect dependency is introduced by the use of lfW. To be

able to calculate the ‘exact’ value of # and COS(O*) it is necessary to know

the associated A4W in the event. It seems that we are not better off than

before given that to know M. requires the ability to measure the longitudinal

momentum of the charged lepton and the neutrino, precisely what we said

we could not do.

We can carry out the calculations by using a fixed value of 114Wfor all

events instead of the correct value for each event. The question is: What

errors do we make using M~d ?
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Using the following terms:

■ ~T,a~and COS6:~=~ are the # and COS9*that we could calculate if

we were able to measure and use the correct ikfWfor each event.

9 dca[c and cosg;a~care the O and COS6*calculated using a fixed

value J!f&’~ for all events.

then the errors are given by:

■ absolute errors in # and cosd”

ae~ = Adc – Aeal

.

aem~(e. ) = Cose:lc — COS6:eal

■ the relative errors

The i@zed will be the calculated value at DO.

There is another type of error introduced in the determination of COS(O*).

If the real MW is known, then MW > (_Ff&~)2 and expr~ssion 4.40 on

page 100 is always real. on the other hand, kfpd can lx much smaller

than the real value of AIw for some events and kf~ed > (~~~~j~)2 does not

necessarily hold. Cases wherein that situation arises will give an imaginary
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0 t 1 I 1 r 1 1 I 1 L
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=0s(0>’ .

Figure 4.3: Histogram showing the theoretical dMxibution#&

Theoreticalcasewhenno QCD effectsare takenintoaccount.

value for cos(e”) ; i.e., a non-physicaJ solution to equation 4.40 on page 100.

The number of events that will give such an erroneous result is not trivial.

It is not easy to provide an analytical solution to the errors defined so

far. Instead, a Monte Carlo study will be done.

4.4 Monte Carlo Generation

In order to carry out an unbiased and real study of the effects of the errors

described in the previous section it is necessary to simulate the physics of

the process W ~ 1 + v and its observable under different conditions. The

best way to achieve this is to generate a Monte GAo (MC) which includes

parameters that control the effects under study. The MC used in this work

consists of three major software packages:
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■ Event Generator:

This part is based on code generated at CERN for the UA2 exper-

iment. Several people, in particular D. Wood and H. Rajagopakm,

modified it to work with D@ software. At this level the proper pa-

rameters defining the (ikfw) and the (17w) are introduced as well

W distributions. The result of this part of the MCas parton ~d PT

is a set of events that fully reproduces the W generation and decay

through the lepton channel in a frame of reference where the W is at

rest with the sole exception that no weighting for ~ or COS(O*) has

been introduced. The following variables:

.2s - Alw of the event

are made available to the next level

■ Lorentz Boost:

At this moment a decision is made to “select” the rest frame of the

W. If the W is considered to decay in the CS frame then the events

are weighted by:

J’vg = Tvg(+) x Wg(cos(o”))

= (1 + /&cos# + ,&cos2q$ + @3sin# + ~.sinz~)x

= (1 + Sa, Cos6 + a,cos2 e)
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or simply by

Wg = J’vg(cos(d*))

= (1 + UQCOS6)’

where s provides the proper sign. After the events are correctly

weighted they are “boosted” to the laboratory fkune of reference,

agsin using the proper transformations. In the case of the CS frame,

the transformation is given by

“a’ = [4-’X[4-’X6C’ (4.46)

‘here [4 ‘d[4 correspond to the rotation and the boost de-

scribed in the ~$ “From laboratory fkame to CS frame”. They are the

same as in equation 4.24 on page 97.

■ Response of the D@ Detector:

The four-vectors obtained from the previous step contain all the kine-

matic information of the event in the laboratory frame of reference.

They represent what an ima~nary spectator, tha does not interact

with the event, will see. What a real spectator sees is quite different.

The interaction of the event with the detector, the particles gener-

ated (or present ) in the same interaction and the electronic baseline

shifts due to previous interactions all contribute to the distortion of

the pure kinematic information. It is necessary to model, the best

way possible, all these processes in order to understand the data. In

fact, because the neutrino passes through the detector without inter-

acting with it, and the Central Tracking Detector laks a magnetic
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Parameter Description I Nominal Value

EM energyresolutionsampling

constant

noise

HAD energyresolutionsampling

constant

noise

HAD energyscale

Numberof minimumbias events

UnderlyingEventEnergy

se = 0.13

c. = 0.015

N, = 0.4GeV

SH = 0.8

cJ.1= 0.04

NH = 1.5GeV

/3= .083

-1
J.

EVE = 205 MeV

Calorimeterpositionresolution

angularresolution

CDC positionresolution

a(z) % 0.7CTn

d= 0.005Tad

~(Z)Cd= a~ox 0.7 ~

W-width

Z-width

Branchingratio (for r)

I’w = 2.1GeV

I’z = 2.5 GeV

BR(~ + e*vv) = 0.Ii’9

Table 4.3: Fast MC parameters.

These parameters are for the Central Calorimeter (CC) only.

field, of the nine quantities describing the electron and the neutrino

(e), Z and sign of the charge of e only five are measured directly :

ex> eVYez and the transverse momentum of the recoil of the event

against the generated W T=, TV . The later, in reality, has two com-

ponents, the true recoil due to the W plus all other momenta of the

spectator quarks, other possible interactions in the same event, etc.

By balancing the total transverse energy of the event it is possible to
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obtain the l?~w

p~w=&+p!+p; (4.47)

P; =p~ + P;. (4.48)

Thus, it is necessary to model correctly not only the response of the

detector to one electron, but also the response to non electromagnetic

jets as well as the effects due to l?; . The modeling of the detector

response includes the following aspects 1471:

■ Electron

•l Electron energy resolution, parametrized as

This expression is the same as the one presented in chapter 2

$2.2.1 with the difference that the sampling term is function

of the transverse energy instead of the total energy.

•l The angular resolution of the electron calculated from the

resolution of the position of the electromagnetic cluster in

the calorimeter and the position of the center of gratity of

the track associated with the electron in the CllC. This mod-

eling, as well as all the others mentioned here, are described

in detail in the DO Note 2929 mentioned above.

•l Recalibration of the energy scale of the electron is also done.

This recalibration is necessary because the mass of the boson

Z, as measured by D@, is about 4% less than the LEP/SLC
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st aadard. This recalibration was done using three sets of

data: Z ~ e+e- , J/# decays and To decays. The energy

scale is parametrized as follows:

E true = ~(Em..,U,.. - 6) . (4.50)
c1

•l Differences in response from module to module in the central

calorimeter are also taken into account.

■ Jets

•l The energy scale used for the PTW is different than the one

used by the electrons. This is so because the momentum of

the measured recoil is made by the sum of the momenta of

hadronic jets. A correlation between electromagnetic energy

scale and hadronic energy scale can be obtained. This is

achieved by a careful comparison of the measurements of

the P: as the sum of the transverse momenta of the two

electrons from Z ~ e+e- , and as direct measurement of

the transverse momentum of the recoil. The relationship is

a simple linear one

Ehad,m;c = PE[ectmrn.gnetic . (4.51)

with ~ E .83. The P#’ is treated as a single jet.

•l Jets are smeared the same way as electrons, using formula 4.49

on the preceding page but with different values for the pa-

rameters. All the parameters used by the MC, and their

nomimd values, are listed in table 4.3 on page 108 and are
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the same as the ones used in the calculation of the W-mass

[471.

El The underlying event is embedded in the data and its contri-

bution to the measured value of the momentum of the recoil,

as well as to its resolution, cannot be separated. Further-

more, the underlying event is instant luminosity dependent

and the recoil (P~w ) is not. The way to treat the problem is

to include in the Monte Csrlo the effects of the underlying

event. This is done by adding to the W generated a mini-

mum bias event chosen from a library (the library cent tins

% 40,000 events of real data with minimum bbs) binned in

luminosity. Such binning is done in a way that the events are

distributed in luminosity corresponding to the luminosity of

the W properly scaled.

The work to smear the momenta of a W-generating event in the Monte

CarIo is crucial to be able to compaze real data with MC data. The

steps taken following the above descriptions, are summarized below.

m

m

■

A W event is generated by the CCeuentgenerator” providing

al four momenta components for the electron, neutrino and W.

The event is then boosted from the CS frame to the labo-

ratory hrne.

the

The moment a of the electron and

appropriate resolution formulae.
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4.4. Monte Carlo Generation

■ Both momenta are scaled using the corresponding scale fac-

tors.

w The P~

identified wit h

smeared, generated by the Monte Carlo, became

the measured recoil momentum:

‘TWMC smeared * ‘Twdata (4.52)

‘TWMC smeared = –
pT&cail (4.53)

= – @’0i~5 ‘“ne’ – P~rni7 0“’”

(4.54)

‘Twdata
= ‘pT&-(’ ‘ter – U(L, outer)

(4.55)

where the inner and outer refers to the energy of the recoil de-

posited inside or outside of a cone of predefine parameters and

with its axis coincident with the direction of the electron. The

term U(L, outer) is the outer part of the underlying event.

■ To the smeared momentum of the electron is added the

corresponding inner part of the underlying event. Because the

measured momentum of the electron includes the inner part of

the recoil it is necessary to correct for it. It is obtained:

‘;, MC smeared + U(L, inner) = P;, ~ata – P~ ‘-= + Uzs

(4.56)

where ~zs is a zero suppression corrective term. From the above

the measured electron is identified with a corrected MC generated
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Chapter 4. Framing the Problem

electron as

‘$, data = ‘;, MC emeared + U(L, irmr) + Ppl’ ‘we= – UZS

(4.57)

■ Finally, the momentum of the neutrino can be expressed in

function of measured and smeared quantities.

‘;,data = pTwdata – ‘~, data

= –P~’ ““r – U(L, outer) – P;, MC ,~e=~ +

– U(L, inner) – Pp’ ‘me= + Uzs
(4.58)

= – ‘~, MC smeared – U(L) + U.zs

A careful study of the effects of the underlying event in the corrections

of the energy

4.5 Monte

of the electron in a W event can be found in [481.

Carlo Analysis of Errors

Using the Monte Carlo generator described in the previous section it is pos-

sible to study the effects of the different errors mentioned in $ 1.3.4 as well

as the effects of the detector itself. 300,000 MC! events were generated. Only

studies related to

da
= X(3(1 + al COS4 + cx~COS26)

d(qqz dy dcos e
(4.59)

will be done.

The histogram of Fig. 4.3 on page 105 shows the theoretical distribution

for cos 6* in the CS frame of reference when all four components of the
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4.5. Monte Carlo Analysis of Errors

electron and the neutrino are known. The distributions do not reach ~ 1

because the MC has a cut in the minimum values for P~w and Y~/ of

20 GeV .

To see the effect of using a fixed value for the mass of the W the events

were histogrammed using the proper lfw for each event and using the value

of 80.345 GeV as the mass for all the events. The resulting histograms are

shown in Figs. 4.3 on page 105 and 4.4 on the facing page. Looking carefidly

at Figs. (b) and (c) from 4.4 on the next page, it is obvious that many events

that have a non-zero value when the proper ikfw is used appear inside the

lept~ < 5M~ and~
bin for cos 0“ = O . They are events for which the Pt(C~) = .

as a result, give an imaginary solution to equation 4.40 on page 100. This

implies that there are many real W events that are lost for the purpose of

the anslysis.

To be precise, many events are also “lost”

the detector. This constitutes a second source

due to the smearing effects of

of errors and one that cannot

be avoided. The histograms for the signal before ad after smearing are

presented in Fig. 4.4 on the next page.

The percent age error for the sigmd before and after smearing, as function

of cos 4* , was also calculated.

on page 117. The subfigures

relative error

The resulting histograms are shown in Fig. 4.5

labeled (a) and (c) are representations of the

COS (@*]&al MW smeared — CDs (@)ReaZ Mu NO smeared
~eco5 (o”] =

~S (6’* )fiai MW NO smeared

(4.60)
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The following cases are shown:

a) the Mw for each event is known

=08<0).

MC generation of -.

and no smearing applied

b) a fix value Mw = 80.345 is used, no smearing applied

c) same as (a) with the smesxing effect of the detector applied

d) same as (b) with smearing.

and the subfigures (b) and (d) correspond to the case

~s (~*)F~z MW smeared — COS (9* )~al Mw NO smeared
~eco5{8*] =

COS (8*)Rea/ &fw NO smeared

(4.61)

Subfigures (a) and (b) are two-dimensional histograms, while subfigures

(c) and (d) are three-dimensional representations where the z-axis carries

the information of the number of events. It is important to note that in

all the figures the case for events with a cos (0”) value below .01 has been
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~. 5. Monte CUTIOAnalysis of EWOTS

suppressed. This is for two reasons. First, the relative error at cos (0”) = O

is 00. Second, all the imaginary values from expression 4.40 on page 100,

as well as valid events with cos (O*) equal to O. are “dumped” on the same

place, namely

COS(O*) = O , recO~6 = —100 .

Trying to picture these cases on the histograms will result in a loss of impor-

tant detail.

Comparing the three-dimensional graphs of fig. 4.5 on the facing page

(c) and (d) it is clear that a heavy toll is paid by trying to boost from the

laboratory frame of reference to the Collins-Soper frame. Even though the

smearing of data introduced by the detector is an important source of error,

the major relative errors are introduced by the lack of knowledge about the

z component of the ~~and, as a result, the need to choose a fixed value

for the mass of the W boson. Furthermore, the interaction between data

and detector cm be modeled with relative accuracy, while the effect of the

fixed W mass is not correlated to the available data, thus, it is impossible to

model. With this in mind, it seems advantageous to look for another variable

of the data which will allow us to carry out the analysis without the need of

imposing any arbitrarily fixed parameter.
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Figure 4.5: Histograms showing relative errors.

These errors me introduced by the smearing effect of the detector along ((a)

and (c)) and by the usage of a ilxed value for Mw and the smearing combined

((b) and (d)).
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!Ikansverse Mass as 3(COS 8“)

‘So we find thut not only such arts as sea-faring

. ..[] . . .. all were taught gradually by usage, and the active

mind’s experience as men groped their way forward step by

step. So each particular development is brought gradually

to the fore by the advance of time, and mason liji%it into

the light of day. Men saw one notion ajter another take

shupe within their minds until by their arts they scaled the

topmost peak. n

On the Nature of the Universe

Titus Lucretius Carus

5.1 Reviewing the Problem

As the previous chapter shows, it is possible to find the correct value of az

for the distribution
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5.1. Rem”ewing the Problem

t!b

aP; (3y 8 Cos e
= K@(l + al CoSo* + cr~cos2 f3*) (5.1)

going from the laboratory frame of reference to the CoIlins-Soper frame. Nev-

ertheless, this approach involves the insertion of an ‘(arhiirary” parameter;

i.e., the mass of the W. ln so doing the analysis is complicated by the intro-

duction of two unwsated factors: a) the loss of valid events from the data,

and b) the inherent errors resulting from the usage of a W mass different

from it’s correct value event by event. Both types of problems could be elim-

inated, at least in theory, if the present analysis could be done directly in the

laboratory frame of reference. To be able to do so it is necessary to use an

indirect measurement of ctz . Several measurable variables of the process

P+ F-+W+X (5.2)

-+e~+v. +X (5.3)

could, in principle, be used. Of all the variables investigated the transverse

mass of the boson (lftw ) is the one selected.

Before the analysis can go any further it is imperative that a measurable

dependence of ikftw on cos 8* can be shown. The following sections are

aimed to find if exists such dependency. The relations

ik?tw = 7(COS 6*) (5.4)

and, more specifically,

& ag
)

= ‘( a(P~)2 a COS 8*a(p..)2 amw
(5.5)
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Chapter 5. Transverse Mass as 3(COS e*)

and, as a consequence,

au

~(P~)2 ~Mtw
= s((Pp)2, al, cq)

will be shown to exist using MC and analytical methods.

(5.6)

5.2 Analytical Expression of Mt w as Func-

tion of cos6*

To show that the Transverse Mass distribution of the W-boson is PTW de-

pendent and a function of cos ~ it will suffice to be able to write

au

r9(Py)’ qlftw)

explicitly and to make the appropriate changes of variables.

Let us rewrite this expression in the following manner

3(7 (3(7 a(cos $
8(P~)2 d(Mtw) = O(P#’)z ~(cos j) x 8(Mtw) -

(5.7)

Recalling the expressions for the electron and neutrino in the Collins-

Soper frame

. Mw
ecs =(e~s , e~s , e~s , z

Y)
(5.8)

.Mw
vcs =(—e& , —e& , —e&s , z

Y)
(5.9)

and rewriting them as functions of 4 tid ~ , the following is obtained

Mw
ecs = — x (cos~sin~ , sinq$sin~ , cos~ , i) (5.10)

M2W A
Vcs = —

2
x (–cosq$sind ?— sin+sin~, —cos9, i)

(5.11)
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5.2. Analytical Expression of Mt w as Function of cos 9’

Toobtainthe Mtw inthelaboratory frame ofreferencein function of the

above expressions for ZCS and tics it is sufficient to boost both Ieptons along

the P~w to the rotated laboratory frame. This is so because the transverse

mass of the W is invaiant through both, a boost along W= and a rotation

around the same axis. The two dimensional vectors defined this way are:

v.i = l!&x(E.z+ /1+ (~)2cosf#sinf9, sin~sin~) (5.12)

v; = ‘w- J==’s+sin’-sin@sin’)(513)*X(*

Now the transverse mass of W can be written as

I

Mtw = @ix ~~(v; ● V;)(U; ● v;) – (v; ● v;) (5.14)

using the substitutions

;* ●V-*
v = sin ez +

- G%’m50-”
Py

(~)2(1 + cosd’ sin ~’) ,

PT- ~
(~) (1 – cos #’ sin 42)
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and

1
V;* = vi—

fi
(5.18)

2

Carrying out the substitutions and, after a little bit of algebra, the trans-

verse mass of the W is written

where a., al and a2 are:

sin ~4 (5.20)

2 sin ~2(sin q$2– Cos$$2Cosl?} (5.21)

(1 - cos q$2Cos42)2 (5.22)

This rendition of the transverse mass shows clearly that 5.4 on page 120

is a valid assumption. To show more specifically that 5.5 on page 120 is also

vahd it is necessary only to perform the partiai differentiations. Unfortu-

nately the expression obtained in 5.22 is too complicated to do it by brute

force. Instead of differentiating 5.22 directly to obtsin the explicit form of 5.4

on page 120 as function of cos d , an valid approximation can be achieved

under simple assumptions.

To simplify the expression giving Mt w a series expansion in powers of

w = O} is generated and the first two terms are~ about the point {P~
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5.2. Analytical l?xpression of Mt w as Function of cm @

kept. The Taylor series soeonstructedis

(5.23)

with

Ao=? x2sin~ (5.24)

Mw

{

1
A2 = ~xcos#2 sin~ – ~

}
(5.25)

sin #

Furthermore, it is acceptable to assume that distribution 5.4 on page 120

is flat on qt . Integrating respect to #

Mtw(Py, Cos 8) = &~2”Mtw(PF,4,cos8)dq$ (5.26)

Mw 1

2 smO))
—x(2*sin~ + ~(sin~ – -

(5.27)

Mtw(Py, Cos 8) =

+

A(TW

2
Mw

2

x2sin J

1

{

x– sin~ —
2 }

+ (g)’ (5.28)

and from the last expression, differentiating respect to cos ~

a

a(cos ($
x Mtw(P~w, COs6) =

Mw x cos~(4 + 2(%)2 – cos~2(4 + (%)2))

‘2 2(1 – Cosi’):
(5.29)

Inverting this, and multiplying by ~(PFl~’(cO,el the final expression ap-

pears

au
= K*X (1 + C21cosi + qcod’) x

0( P~)2~(Mtw)

2 sin 63

COS4(4 + 2(%)’ – cosi2(4 + (=)2)) (5”30)
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Chapter 5. Transverse Mass as F(cos 9*)

which presents the distribution of the transverse mass of the W as an explicit

function of the parameters of interest.

It is fair to say that the dependence of & respect to ~ could be

obtained directly from 5.7 on page 121 simply by substituting au
a(P~)2 a(coso)

given in the first chapter. The exercise, besides providing an expression for

the M’t w distribution as function of only cos ~ and p~w , shows that the ~i

dependence is not destroyed when multiplied by = .

5.3 Monte Carlo Analysis of Errors

In the previous chapter a study of the errors introduced in the ~p, ~~~CO~o
T

was carried out and, as a consequence, the suggestion to use the transverse

mass of the W to obtain the value of a2 was made. The theoretical depen-

dency of ~(~W1 respect to ct2 was proved in the previous section. It rests

to show that there is an advantage in using this distribution instead of the

original one.

At the same time that the cos 6* distributions were generated to study

the effects of a fixed value of the mass of the W and the smearing due to the

detector, the distributions for the transverse mass were also generated. In

this case the tot al study is carried out in the laboratory frame of reference;

thus, the analysis is free of the problems encountered before. Specifically,

there are no “lost events” due to non-physical solutions to an expression (see

for example 4.40 on page 100) required to boost the event horn the laboratory

frame to the CS fkme. The errors, or distortions, introduced in

au

t3Mtw
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Figure 5.1: Errors due to smearing.
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are caused solely by the interaction of the detector with the particles gen-

erated in the event. In order to see the errors introduced by the detector

itself it is sufficient to compare the same MC distribution before and after

the smearing process. This is equivalent to looking at the undistorted event

(before smearing), and to the event as it appears to the experimentalist (af-

ter simulation of the DO detector by smearing). The figures in 5.1 on the

preceding page show these errors. The case of the cos 0“ distribution is at

the left and those for * are at the right. The two upper figures are

contour graphs where each contour line corresponds to points with an equal

number of Monte Carlo events. For these plots the vertical scsle, spacing

between iso-count lines, is in a logarithmic scale to better show the different

behavior between the cos 9* and the A4tw distributions. The plots on the

bottom have lined scsles. It is easy to see that the errors introduced by the

smearing effect of the detector are much smaller when the transverse mass

of the boson is used.

5.4 Sensitivityy Studies

Reviewing table 4.2 on page 90 of the previous chapter it seems that the

value of a2 should change from 1 to s 0.03 for a PTW % 80 GeV and

to ~ –0.069 for PTW approaching 100 GeV. It will appear, then, that it

should not be difficult to detect such a &astic change. Reality is sobering.

The number of events with high ~~ are not overabundant, as can be seen

by looking at the P~ distribution of both Monte (.larlo events and real data.

Assuming that the statistics for high PT are great, it is necessary to see to
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5.4. Sensitivity Studies

what extent the * is sensitive to changes in the value of a2 . Even if it

is shown analytically that a given distribution is sensitive to variations of a

parameter, “CY2“, it is necessary to show that it is not masked or destroyed by

other factors imprinting on the data. Three well known factors are capable

of distorting the data to such an extent that the sensitivity to a parameter

can be lost:

a) the mentioned lack of statistics, particularly for those events with

high PTW for which the value of a2 is far away from 1.

b) the smearing effects of the detector

c) the presence of background.

To minimize the effects mentioned in the second item of the list it is

required to be able to model the detector’s response very precisely. For the

first element on the list only a wise choice of analysis-tools and obtaining

more data, can help. For the third, a good understanding of the different

backgrounds, as well as of their sources, coupled with discerning tools, will

make a big difference.

The theme of the choice of tools, and the study of the backgrounds, will

be developed later.

5.4.1 Sensitivity and Detector Smearing

The smearing effects of the detector need to be considered as the first step.

Obviously, no matter how well the backgrounds are known amd corrected

for, or how much data is at hand, if the act of ‘detecting’ the data makes it
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insensitive to the very effect (the

work will be for nought. So, the

.
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Figure 5.2: Sensitivity st udles. For all ~~.

A) Transverse mass of W with rY2= 1. B) Transverse mass of W with

2*(B - A)/(B + A)a2=p(P~). C) B-A D)

with

and>

Using the fast

the standard

Monte Carlo 3,000,000 weighted events were generated

weight

simultaneously,

we,ec,ro_wea.=(1 * Cos&

as many with weights CX2dependent

we[+Qc~ = (1 * & x COS4)2
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where the value of a2 is given by the polynomial

CK2 = 1 – 6.14E-4q2 + 9.395E-6q3 – 5.682 E-8q4 + 1.451E-10 – 1.148E-13 ,

(5.31)

with q = PTW, encountered in 4.1 on page 91 in the previous chapter. Note

that the v&e of al is set to &2x@. After smearing, the two distributions

are normalized to one and the following distribution is obtained:

s(q) =
%+QCD – Velectro-weak

.5(~.l+Q~ + ~el.ct,O_W,~)
(5.32)

where ZI is an abbreviation for &r/illiWtw and J is a function measuring the

sensitivity of the measurement to ~ . The histograms of these distributions

are reproduced in figures 5.2 on the preceding page. They show that there is a

change in the shape, albeit not as great as would be desired. Recalling 4.1 on

page 91, the value of q does not change very much for low (= below 8. GeV)

PTW. A better measure of the sensitivity of* is found when comparing

the distributions for a range of the P~w where an appreciable change is

expected. Repeating the process for the case when PTW ~ 25.OGeV the

distributions shown on Fig. 5.3 on the facing page are obtained. Two things

are noticeable:

c1 the differences between the two distributions are more obvious

that in the previous case, and

El there is a strong change in the shapes of Fig. (A),(B) 5.2 on the

page before and Fig. (2A),(213) 5.3 on the facing page.

The second is the result of the strong dependency of &/~Aftw on the

transverse momentum of the W, as it appears explicitly in the expression 5.30

on page 124 .
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Figure 5.3: Sensitivity studies. For20. ~@’~ 200 GeV.

2A) Transverse mass of W with CY2= 1. 2B) ‘hnsverse mass of W

with CY2= P(P~) . 2C) B-A 2D) 2*(B - A)/(B + A)

Barring catastrophic effects, due to the modification of the shapes of the

distributions by the backgrounds, Fig. (c) 5.3 suggests that it is possible to

see the changes in Lb/dMtw induced by the QCD effects.

5.4.2 Sensitivity and Backgrounds

An important cause of diminished sensitivity is the presence of background

mixed with signal. The data obtained through the experiment is always a
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mixture of signal and background, that is

Data = a x Signal + b x Background (5.33)

or

Signal =
Data – b x Background

a

To extract the signal it is necessary to have a very good knowledge of

the background unless 6 is so smsll that the background contribution is

negligible. At this junction it is not possible to say. It is important, then,

to have a rough idea of what kind of contamination of the signal will render

it unsuitable to detect its dependence on CY2. In three ways the background

could interfere so much with the determination of az as to make the task

impossible:

o

0

0

the

the

The percentage of background present in the data is very high. If

background is well understood and it is not strongly dependent on

parameter under consideration, the value of the parameter could

be extracted. In this case, however, the errors in the parameter value

could be so great that no conclusion can be reached.

The background itself is strongly dependent on the parameter un-

der study so that, even if the signals were independent of it, there is a

false determination of the parameter under study.

The background, although independent or weakly dependent on the

parameter, has a shape that masks the behavior of the sigmd. If the

shape of the background mimics the chuge in shape of the signal, and

its percent age is relatively high, it will cast doubt on the det errnination

of the parameter dependency of the signal.
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P~ II a Percentage

interval value H BCK *

min GeV max GeVl I

o. 200 0.937338 z 6.3

0. 4.9 0.971006 z 2.9

4.9 7.3 0.949798 z 5.0

7.3 17.5 0.905872 = 9.4

17.5 200.0 0.802432 % 19.8
k

Table 5.1: Hypothetical Backgrounds

(*) ~um permntageof H. Background

If it is assumed that ‘all ‘ the differences between the ‘data’ and the

predicted ‘s@naZ’ by the electro-weak theory (no QCD influence) are due to

the background, then it is possible to show that the shape of the background

will be obtained by solving

BackgTuund

[Backgmnm~

(where [ZXC]is the area of th,

1 Data Signal
@-=—

[Data] - a [SignaZl)
(5.34)

distribution wz ) for a with the condition that

Background ~ O. for all values of Mtw . The percentage of this assumed

background is simply 100x(1 – a) .

The histograms reproduced in Fig. 5.4 on the following page show the

shape of a hypotheticrd background that, assuming no CZ2dependence on the

signal, will produce data that will, apparently, agree with Mirkes’ theoretical

calculations. Note that the percentage of conttiation of the signal is
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..00

..00

..-

..*

0

k — . .

.

Figure 5.4: Hypothetical Backgrounds

3A) Hypothetical background to Mtw for allp..w .

3B) Hypothetical background to Mtw for 20. s P~ <200 GeV.

within reasonable limits. The required percentages of these hypothetical

backgrounds is presented in Table 5.1 on the page before.

It is important to emphasize that this is an exercise to show how rel-

ative ‘innocuous’ cent arnination can result in totally incorrect conclusions.

The shapes and percentages obtained in this exercise have no relation to

the real shapes and amounts of the background. A detailed analysis of the

background is done in the next chapter.
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Chapter 6

Analysis’ Tools and Event

Selection

Desist, i%erefo~, j%om thrusting out reasoningf%om

youT mind because of its disconcetiing novelty. Weigh it,

rather, with discemzingjudgement. Then, if it seems to you

true, give in. If it is false, gird youmelf to oppose it. For

the mind wants to discover by reasoning what exists in the

infinity of space that lies out there, . . . .

On the Nature of the Universe

Titus Lucmtius Carus

Within the previous pages both the justification for the present work as

well as the generic tools used have been presented. The present chapter deals

with the specifics of what data to use, how to select it, and what specific tools

to use for the analysis of the data.

To begin, the choice of anaiytica3 tools will be presented.
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6.1. Tools Selection

6.1 Tools Selection

The interpretation of the results of any analysis cannot be done in a vac-

uum, rather it strongly depends on the tools used to reach it. The choice

of tools should be justified by their suitability to the task, and by their log-

ical treatment of the data. The experiment zdist must choose carefully and

furthermore, must have confidence in the choice he makes. The following

subsections will address all these concerns, starting with the confidence is-

sue.

6.1.1 Choice: Logical Probability

There are several things that have always made my intuition revolt against

cert tin practices. For one, I never was able to accept the idea that an infi-

nite magnitude will possibly have any meaning in the physical world other

than an abstraction of the mathematical mind to deal with a situation where

the limit of a process cannot be obtained by direct means. I felt, in some

ways, like u inhabitant of a different planet until I came across the follow-

ing statement by Gauss: “1 protest against the use of in.nite magnitude as

something accomplished, which is never permissible in mathematics. Infinity

is merely a figure of speech, the true meaning being a limit.77. I have a similar

problem when trying to follow the reasoning behind “orthodox” probabil-

ity theory with all the paradoxes that it appears to engender. Interestingly

enough, the prevailing idea that probabilityy is a theory of chance denuded

of logic is a late comer. The pillars of probabilityy theory (Gauss, Laplace,

etc.) look at it more as scientific inference that complies with the roles of
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logic rather than the result of fiipping coins. It is around the turn of the

century when, under the influence of non-physicists, probabilityy theory takes

a turn moving away from the inference and logic principles and developing a

series of “recipes” to deal with speeific problems. One of the more, if not the

most, influential members of the new “orthodox” approach is R. A. Fisher

and his book Statistical Methods for Research Workers . It seems to me that

many of the recipes, as appropriate as they might be to specific problems,

obtain success not so much because of a sound approach, but because they

drastically reduce the amount of computation required to obtain an answer.

Perhaps the single thing that goes against my thinking is the difficulty, in-

herent in the orthodox view, of including all the knowledge available about

a given problem in the interpretation of a given set of “data”. For instance,

why can I not include the knowledge that the value of ct2 is one (or very

close to one) when the ~ of the W is zero (or very close to zero)? Better

yet, why should one consider values for ~2 greater than one? Both premises

came from accepting that the process W ~ ev follows the predictions of

the accepted V-A theory of electroweak interactions.

d]

I would like to rephrase the maxim “Let the data speak for dseZf” as “Let

the pertinent data speak for itself’.

Bayes’ theorem, when correctly interpreted and applied, eliminates the

need for ad hoc recipes and anchors the concept of probability in the mea-

surement of the degree of knowledge available regarding a given problem. It

seems to be suitable for the task, but it needs to be expanded in scope. Its

application should allow for inclusion of all knowledge of the problem, as well

as elimination of unnecessary calculations of parameters not needed in the
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interpret ation of the data. Unfortunately, my knowledge of logic, statistics,

inference, etc. is not as good as is required to be able to find the correct

formula to include all the pertinent data in the analysis. Fortunately, better

brains than mine have solved the problem. The way to a logical approach to

probabilityy theory, in particular as it applies to theory testing and parame-

ter evaluation, is clearly explained by E. T. Jaynes in his work: Probability

Theory: The Logic of Science. It is this approach to data interpretation that

will be used in this thesis.

6.1.2 Logic Rules and Conventions

In this thesis a series of conventions and definitions is used regarding propo-

sitions and their relationships. Furthermore, ‘proluzbiiity’ is defined in the

Bayesian mode. For convenience these are briefly presented below.

❑

•1

•1

❑

A capital letter ‘X’ stands for a ‘proposition’.

A barred capital letter ‘~’ stands for the negation (or opposite) of the

proposition ‘X’.

Given two propositions ‘A’,’B’ then ‘AB’ stands for a new proposition

‘C’ defined as proposition ‘A’ AND proposition ‘B’; i.e., ‘C’ is true only

if ‘A7 and ‘B’ are both true.

Given two propositions ‘A’,’B’ then ‘A + B’ stands for a new proposi-

tion ‘C’ defined as proposition ‘A’ 011 proposition ‘B’; i.e., ‘C’ is true

if either ‘A’ or ‘B’ is true.
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n

n

c!

In general, the truthfulness or falsehood of a proposition ‘A’ is depen-

dent upon some assumptions or conditions deseribed by some other

proposition ‘B’. This conditional is represented by ‘A/B’ and reads ‘A’

given’B’.

A real number, represented by ‘g(A]B)’, is associated with the mea-

surement of the plausibility of ‘A’ being true given ‘B’.

If ’1’ is associated with the certainty of the truth of ‘Alll’, and ‘O’ is

associated to the certainty of the falsehood of ‘All?’, then ‘g(Allil)’ is

the ‘probability’ of ‘A’ being true given ‘B’. This definition of probability

corresponds to the ideas developed by Laplace in his Th&on”e Analytigue

des Probabilities.

Using these conventions and definitions, a rigorous mathematical theory

of probabilityy and a mathematical language for inference is developed [501.

It is this approach to probabfity that is used in this work.

Rules of inference are presented here without demonstration of their va-

lidity.

To the well known rules of Boolean Algebra

A~=O

A+A=l

{

AA =A
Identity d

A+A=A
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{

AB = 13A
Commutativity 4 (6.4)

A+B =B+A

[
A+(B+C)

Assoaativity ~
=( A+ B)+ C= A+B+C

= (AB)C = ABC~A(BC)

Distributivity ~
A(B+C) =AB+AC

P + (m = (A + B)(A + C)

{

If C = AB,
Duality ~

then ~=~+B

If C= A+B, then C = ~B

the two following rules are added:

Product rule

P(ABIC) = P(A[BC)P(B\C) = P(BIAC)P(AIC)

Sum rule

P(AIB) + P(~lB) = 1

(6.5)

(6.6)

(6.7)

(6.8)

(6.9)

The Boolean Algebra is applied to the propositions at each side of the ‘ 1’

symbol. Thus, if

!B(A, B) = C (6.10)

%(x, Y) = z , (6.11)
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where !B is any Boolean expression, then

g(Z3(A, B) / %(X, Y)) = g(CIZ) . (6.12)

From these the general sum rule

P(A + BIC) = P(AIC) + P(BIC) - P(AB\C) (6.13)

is obtained.

Following Jaynes, the conventions used in this work are

● g(~l B) * plausildity of A given B

● P(AI B) ~ probability of A given B, with A and B being propositions

● p( al b) ~ probabilityy with numerical values as arguments

● P( a]~), P(A] B) accepted loose notation for probabilities with mixed

arguments.

From the product rule, assuming that

mutmdly contradictory, Bayes’ theorem

propositions A,B and C! are not

(6.14)

is obt tied directly.

All other rules or relations between probabilities can be obtained by ap-

plication of the preceding rules. Two very useful ones are presented below.
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6.2. Data collection

● Given a set { Ai} of mutually exclusive propositions, then

P(> Ail~) = 5P(A”IB)jnl
(6.15)

and if the set is also exhaustive

‘&4p) = 1 (6.16)
i=l

● All parameters (prepositions) afFecting the interpretation of the data

need to be accounted for and included in the calculations. Nuisance

parameters, that is, parameters tiecting a hypotheses but whose values

are of no interest, should be included in the calculations in such a way

that their values do not need to be obtained. This is achieved by

summing (integrating) their effects

or

(6.17)

(6.18)

6.2 Data collection

On April, 1992, the first run of DO began. After approximately three months

the Tevatron shut down for tuning and, shortly after that, DO continued

acquiring data for a period of 14 months. During this period (Run 1a) the

total integrated luminosity was 31.1 pb–lof which 16.7 &2.O pb-lwas stored
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on tape. The difference between the integrated luminosity delivered by the

Tevatron and that stored by the DO experiment is due to inefficiencies in

the detector (= 20%) and dead time due to the main ring veto (ZS 25%)

resulting in a total efficiency of about 6070. The main ring veto stops the

detector from acquiring data at two times: at main ring injection time and

when the beam in the main ring passes through the detector. The first veto

takes place every 2.6 s (the main ring cycle time) for a period of 400 ms. The

second veto lasts approximately 1.5 ps every collision or every 20 ps.

6.3 Data selection

The selection of events of interest starts with the choice of a set of triggers

that allows us to store those events that will correspond more likely to the

type of process under study. In our case we want events in which a W vector

boson is created and which subsequently, decays in an electron e (following

our convention an electron refers indistinctively to an e+ or an e-) and an

electron-neutrino v. The final state is thus characterized by the presence of

an electron candidate amd missing energy.

6.3.1 On line trigger selection

Of all the triggers available one in particular serves our purpose very well,

namely the ELE-HIGH trigger. This trigger allows any event where there is

at least an electron candidate with a minimum transverse energy of 20 GeV.

to pass; i.e., to be written to tape. Note that ELE.HIGH, by definition,

will pass events with and without transverse missing energy. The reason for
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6.3. Data selection

selecting this trigger is that it contains all detected Ws as well as all possible

type background events, thus allowing us to deal with data and backgrounds

using the same set of events. During run 1A, 111,361 events from this trigger

were written on tape.
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I?Igure 6.1: Efficiency curves.

● The CentralCalorimeter(CC).

A The End Capsof the Calorimeter(EC).

In order to select the most likely W candidates and reject background
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events, a series of restrictions on all events selected by the ELE-HIGH, is

implement ed. These constitute the “Off Line Event Selection”.

6.3.2 Off Line Event Selection

The ELE.HIGH trigger allows not only W events to pass, but also any event

characterized by including an electron-like particle with, at least, 20. GeV.

Events such as Z ~ e+ + e- or X ~ eI& + anything are present in

the ELE-HIGH set. A judicial selection of constraints imposed upon the set

should allow the majority of the events corresponding to true W to pass at

the same time that it blocks the passage of other types of events. In other

words, it is necessary to define a series of cuts highly efficient for W md with

a high rejection ratio for other processes.

Members of the DO collaboration have paid particular attention to the

problem of defining an optimal set of cuts for Ws. Furthermore, every person

involved in data analysis has, by necessity, investigated different ways of

dealing with the problem. As part of this work, a study of the effects of

different cuts was done.

9 llMF electromagnetic fraction of the e-like particle

■ X2 reflecting the shower shape

■ ~~.Oisolation factor

■ ct,~ number of tracks mat thing the e-like trajectory in the tracking

detector

145



6.3. Data selection

■ ~ energy lost per unit length

CDC and an~or TRC

The definition of these variables

identification.

The following table presents the

efficiencies:

by the particle in its path through the

is in the chapter dealing with particle

mentioned cuts and the corresponding

. . . . . . . cc EC

CUT Value E Value E

X2 < 100 0.949+ 0.008 < 200 0.953+ 0.024

h.o < 0.1 0.976+ 0.006 ~ 0.1 0.985+ 0.013

c:~~ < 10 0.980+ 0.006 ~ 10 0.915+ 0.023

All cuts 0.913* 0.011 0.861+ 0.03

dE
iiz 0.861* 0.014 0.580+ 0.033

All cuts 0.847+ 0.015 0.572+ 0.032

EM~ ~ 0.90 0.995+ 0.005 > 0.9C 0.995* 0.005

All cuts 0.842+ 0.016 0.569+ 0.033

Table 6.1: Cuts cutoff values and their efficiencies.

where the efficiency for a particular cut is given by

~P — %fb
Ecut =

~–fb “
(6.19)

In this expression fb is the background fraction and 6Pand e. are the frac-

tion of electrons passing the cut in the “parent “ and “controZ” samples 1461.

The errors are obtained by adding in quadrature statistical and systematic

errors.
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The efficiencies for the first four variables on the preceding list are pre-

sented in figure 6.1 on page 144. The vertical arrows show the values used

as ‘Electron Quality Cuts ‘. Note that the efficiency curves for the Central

Calorimeter have a faster rise, as well as a flatter plateau, than the ones

for the EC. This behavior is particularly accentuated for the track matching

function. This fact, coupled with the greater difficulty of modeling correctly

the EC response, will steer the present analysis to be limited to events whose

electron is fully contained in the CC.

To obtain the efficiencies an estimation of the total background is re-

quired. In the next chapter a study of the different backgrounds is presented

in detail.

6.4 Selection Cuts

■ Fiducial cuts

■ Kinematic cuts

•l P~ s 20. GeV

❑ & ~ 20. GeV when appropriate

❑ P~w s 200. GeV

•l MT ~ 100. GeV
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and

■ Electron Quality cuts

•l X2 ~ 100 or X2 > 150

El fiso < 0.4

•l emfr.. 2 .9

These cuts are not the final cuts used in the CY2 deterrnination. These

are the general cuts used to do the study on backgrounds.
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Backgrounds

It is clear, then, that the person who speculates be-

gins with a great many things that are all mixed up, from

which he continually sifts nine owt often, and then eight of

nine, and then [...

. ..1. Should he hold on to what he ha accomplished, there

is hope that he may come back to it and complete the pr-

ocess. Ifj however, he does not retain it, then he would be

compelled to qeat the entire process of reasoning from the

be~”nning.

The Book of Beliefs and Opinions

Saadia Gaon

7.1 Identification of Backgrounds

Cent amination of the W - e + v sample occurs by any process that results

in a single electron and missing transverse energy as seen by the detector.

149



T.1. Identification of Backgrounds

These events create a background that distorts the real data and, therefore,

should be taken into account in any analysis. Depending on the source, the

background is divided into two types:

1. background due to physical processes which mimic a true W - e +

v + X , or created by well understood interactions resulting in a real

electron and missing transverse energy that are misinterpreted by the

detector as W ~ e + v decays. Because these types of background

are well understood, I will refer to them as “Known Backgrounds”.

2. blind areas and erroneous responses in the detector can create situations

where a W-like signature is generated where no W is present. This type

of background is addressed as QCD Background.

7.1.1 Known Backgrounds

Of all the possible physical backgrounds, the most important and the best

understood is generated when a W decays to a T + v and the tau sub-

sequently decays to an electron and two neutrinos. This cascade process

produces the same signature as the leptonic decay of the W to electron plus

neutrino; i.e., an electron and missing transverse energy. Because the branch-

ing ratio of the W to tau decay is the same as that of the W to electron, the

percentage of the tau background could be as high as 17.93 branching ratio

of r ~ e + v + v. One way to decrease the effect of this background

is to impose a higher Pt requirement on the electron. This kinematic cut

is effective because the electron produced from a secondary decay will be

smaller than the Pt of an electron generated from a direct decay of the same
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Figure 7.1: T background study.

- The histograms of (A) are:

1. Continuous line ~ W +. eu

2. Filled triangles ~ W + rv ~ evvv

- The histograms of (B) are:

1. Continuous line ~ signal plus r background

2. Filled histogram 7 background

YV. To truly assess the impact of the tau background in the measurement

of the angular distribution of the electron from FV ~ e + u , a series of

Monte Carlo simulations was made.

Studies of the Monte Carlo distributions show that these events modify

the lower end of the transverse mass spectrum and the upper end of the

COS(6*) distribution. These Monte Carlo studies are presented in figure 7.1.1.

Part (A) of the figure gives the transverse mass of the W for the case

W~r+v~e+v+v+v ,

part (B) is the transverse mass of the W from the Ieptonic decay through thee
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channel to which the proper amount of contamination from the tau channel

has been added. The hashed part of (B) is the amount of T background

properly scaled. Two things are to be emphasized here:

this type of background strongly modifies the shape of the distributions

under study and,

the modeling of this background is as well understood as the modeling

of the signal.

Initial State Intermediate Final State

Gen. Cross Branching Branching

Section Ratio Ratio

I e+3v I I
ZI IT71 3.4 Ie +nv+m.jetsl 15. 1

Table 7.1: Processes giving a W signature.

Other events that could produce an erroneous signature corresponding to

a W are far less important. Table 7.1.1 is a non-exhaustive list of known

backgrounds.

Besides the abovementioned t au background, the other important source

comes from Z decays when an electron passes through the detector unde-

tected (eg. goes through the calorimeter cracks). These events will mimic a

W. The background due to Z decays is expected to be quite low. Although

Monte Carlo studies show that the total percent age of background from 2s

is 0.7 + 0.570,its shape is shown in 7.2 on the facing page for completeness.
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F&re 7.2: Z ~ e e background study.

This type of background affects the middle of the transverse mass spectrum

of the W.

7.1.2 QCD Background

Any process whose final state does not include = electron, nor missing trans-

verse energy, but that is interpreted as such by the detector, constitutes a

source of background. We cam visualize an event whose final state consists

of several objects, none of which is an electron. If one or more objects is lost

through cracks in the detector, or its energy is underestimated, the detector

gives a missing transverse energy. If one of the remaining objects is misin-

terpreted as an electron, the result is an event with the same signature as

W j e + v . In a typical situation a hadronic jet formed by one or more

153



7.1. Identification oj Backgrounds

r“s overlapping a soft charged particle will produce a track (by the charged

particle) which points to an electromagnetic shower in the calorimeter (from

the ToS). Thus, an electron signature appears. This fake electron, combined

with the apparent missing Pt, produces a signature almost impossible to

distinguish from a real W leptonic decay to e + v.

The dominant source of fake electrons with apparent missing Pt is QCD

multijets production, thus the name QCD Background.

Although the probability of misreading a hadronic jet as an electron,

combined with the probabilityy of losing a considerable amount of energy

from the event is low, it is far from negligible. When this probabilityy is

multiplied by the total cross-section of ail possible events that can give such

fakes Ws, the expected amount of QCD Background is anything but small.

For instance, the inclusive jet cross section of events with at least one jet

with ~t > 25 GeV is more than three orders of magnitude greater than the

W ~ e + v cross section. This and the fact that there is not a good

model for the behavior of the detector that creates fake Ws, make the study

of the QCD Background a particularly diflicult task.

Once the backgrounds and their sources are identified it is necessary to

know two things:

■ the amount (percentage) of background expected in the signal, and

■ the particular “shape” of the background.
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7.2 Expectancy of Known Backgrounds

Both the percentage of the “Known Backgrounds” (KB) and their shapes are

obtained directly from the Monte Carlo simulations. Because the MC simula-

tions for the interesting data and the KB use the same analytical techniques,

it is possible, and desirable, to include the effects of these backgrounds in the

MC. Because the only important contribution in this category is the back-

ground due to the W - 7 + v, the approach is straightforward. At the

event generation level in the Monte Carlo, as many Ws decaying to tau as

Ws decaying to electron are generated. Afterwards, the T is forced to decay

to one electron plus two neutrinos. The events generated this way are then

given the appropriate weight so their totzd contribution is only 17.93% of

the original. The resulting events have a final state form of one electron and

missing energy. These events are treated, from now on, in exactly the same

manner as the events originated from W ~ e + v. The resulting distribu-

tions cent ain the data events mixed with the appropriate percentage oft au

events. Thus, the distributions are already modified in the proper manner

by the important Known Background.

It is straight forwtid to calculate the percentage of r background from

the distributions shown in Fig. 7.1.1 on page 151. The total number of events

horn the W - e + v present in the histogram (B) of the afore-mentioned

figure is 27,201,388, of which 25,462,018 are from the direct decay of the W

to electrons and the rest are from Ws that decayed to r . The percentage of
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r induced background is then

% TBCK = 100 x
27201388 – 25462018

27201388 (7.1)
=6.39 ;

a considerable amount. The vslue oft his percentage is strongly dependent on

the cuts made in the transverse mass distribution as can be directly inferred

from the distributions shown.

7.3 Expectancy of QCD Background

The study of the QCD Background is far more complicated. Indeed, there

still does not exist a good way to model all the idiosyncrasies of the DO de-

tector that will contribute to the mislabeling of jets as electrons. Nor is there

a detailed geometrical description of the detector that takes into account all

the possible blind spots. Even if such a perfect geometrical description of the

detector were available, the amount of computer power required to run QCD

background studies with sufficient statistics is totally prohibitive. The study

of this type of cent amination of the data is done using preferential analysis

techniques of the data itself. Because of the importance of the background

for the analysis presented here, it is necessary to have a good knowledge of

the way its parameterization is obtained.

7.3.1 Expected Amount of QCD Background

Several techniques used to obtain an estimation of the expected percentage of

QCD Background have been developed by people in the D@ collaboration. Of
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those, two are presented here. The fist is accepted across the collaboration,

but it fails in some instances as the study of the procedure will show. The

second was developed by the author in the scope of the work presented here

and will be described after the study of the shape of the QCD background is

done.

Let us consider two facts: the known behavior of the DO detector, specif-

ically of the calorimeter, and the typical process involved in the generation

of a W and its consequent leptonic decay. The expected signature of the W

is the presence of a fair amount of missing transverse energy. On the other

hand, the behavior of the calorimeter assures that the amount of missing

transverse energy created by an imperfect balance of the energies present in

one event is small. These two facts justify making the following assumption:

Events with very low #Tliave a high probability of being QCD events.

Using this assumption, the calculation of the percentage of QCD Back-

ground expected to contaminate the TV sample process is as follows:

Select an inclusivesample of events that have a TV. A suitable sample is

one obtained using the ELEHIGH trigger. This trigger selects events

which have at least one electron with a ~~ ~ 20 CleV. Thus, all

possible Ws, plus any event whose final state has at least one electron

with the prescribed PT are included in the sample.

Impose a set of general fiducid cuts to define the regions of the detector

of interest. In this case two sets are used:

. Iq ] S 1.1 a conservative cut imposed on the primary electron of

the event to assure that it is “central”; i.e., it is fully contained.in
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the central part of the czdorimeter (CC).

● 1.5 < /q < s.1 to select events whose primary electron is fully

cent ained within the end-caps of the calorimeter (ECS and ECN).

Good electron sample.

Select the most likely W events by imposing a set of tight constraints

on the quality of the electrons. These tight cuts are:

o

a

●

●

Bad

X2 ~ 100 ; the electromagnetic object tagged as an electron has

a X2 corresponding to a high probability for a real electron.

EM Fraction >0.90 ; the higher the EMF of jet the more likely

that it is a real electron.

1S0 < .15 ; attempt to eliminate r“s from the sample.

1 > TRACKS ~ 5 ; in theory an isolated electron will

single track in the central (or forward) tracking detectors.

electron sample.

have a

Impose a series of cuts so that the likelihood of an object passing the

cuts and being a true electron is very low. These anti-electron cuts are:

* X2 > 150

● EM Fraction < 0.90

● TRACKS > 5

Note that no ISOlation or ~ is imposed.
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7* distributionsfor (a) “GOOD”

ELE_HIGH L1 trigger

MissingT-= E-. GcV

of “Good” and “Bad” distributions.

events and (c)

■ Select from the PT distributions of good

“BAD” events selected from the

and bad electrons those events

with 1. ~ ~T s 11. GeV, and normalize the bad distribution so the

total counts in the prescribed set of ~T is equal to the number of good

events in the same PT range. Figure 7.3 shows the ?T spectra of “good”

and “bad” elect rons after normakzation. It is clear that the spectrum

of good electrons clearly preserves the Jacobian peak due to the TVs as

expected. On the other hand, in the spectrum generated by the fake

electrons the corresponding peak is almost non-existent.

■ Once the normalization factor is obtained the next step is to impose
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T.$i’. Expectancy of QCD Background

on both spectra of interest, in our case the ~Tw, the same kinematic

cuts that are used to define the W sample:

● Electron ......................... PT ~ 25 GeV

● Missing transverse energy ~T > 25 GeV

The percentage PQCDof expected QCD Background is then obtained

using the expression

~; BAD(w] X N. d(v)
pQc~ = 100

J;;(G~OD(~) + ~A~(v) x N“) d(v).
(7.2)

where NF is the normalizing factor above described, GOOD(v) and

BAD(v) are the corresponding spectra for the parameter v and VI, vz

are the lower and upper boundaries defining the interval of the param-

eter used.

Normally, after these calculations, the process ends. However, for this

ardysis it is necessary to go one step further.

9 Because this study of the MT spectra is done for diflerent ranges of

the P~w, the same applies to the QCD Background. The percentage of

QCD interference P~C~ is obtained by

Where qr represents the PTWrange.

The method used to obtain the percentage of expected QCD background has

been developed further to accommodatethe needs of the present work. The

results of this analysis are presented in Table 7.2 .
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Chapter7. Backgrounds

I Central Region

P*Wrange Good Bad Norm. % QCD

Events %ents Factor BCK

7.9to 17.5 j 5 I 164 I 0.0304878]1.8jI .4

17.5to 30.0[ 9524 j 134197]0.070970317.2+ .62

Table 7.2: Estimated QCD Background

Note that the percentage of QCD background cannot be calculated for

the cases where the upper value of the ~tw, used in the definition of the ~tw

range, is below 7.9 GeV. This problem arises because, with the cuts used to

define ‘good’ and ‘bad’, there are no events with a ~t below 10 GeV . This

is clearly shown in figure 7.4 on the following page. A way to get around the

problem is to change the cuts used to define the ‘Good’ and ‘Bad’ samples as

is done to obtain table 7.3 on page 163. But this approach does not assure

that the numbers obtained are a good representation of the real situation. A

far better approach is to make the assumption that the percentage of QCD

background is a monotonic function of the ~tw . ‘

The scatter plots presented in figure 7.4 on the following page show that

for ~~w ~ 10.0 GeV there is one or more ‘good’ and ‘bad’ events whose ~t

is below 10 GeV . Selecting

expected percentage of QCD

a suitable Ptw rauge it is possible to find the

background for this range as long as its lower

161



7.5’. Ezpeciancyof QC’D Background
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Figure 7.4: Bad and Good Events.

The plots on the right sideare zoomingin the lowerleft cornerof the plots on the left,

limit of the Ptw is ~ 10.0 GeV. The following ranges are used:

[!Xi, ...]= [{5.0, 16.0], {6, 17}, ... {1.9.0, 30.0}’J . (7.4)

For each range the expected QCD background, its error and the weighted

Ptw average is calculated. The 15 points [ Ptw, % BOX] are fitted to a func-

tion of the type exp (q + al x z) and this function is used to extrapolate

the expected values of the QCD background for low values of Ptw. The errors
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I Central Region I End Caps Region

PTWrange

ALL

0.0to 4.3

4.3 to 7.9

7.9 to 17.5

17.5 to 200.0

IIGood Bad Norm. % QCD

Events Events Factor BCK

30361126896210.112882I 4.7+.1

27 ] 76 I0.355263 I 6.5 + 1.8

Good

Events

13623

14

81

4944

8584

Bad
I

Norm.

59 10.237288

*

478 0.169456

31513 0.156888

70908 0.121058

% QCD

BCK

9.07+.9

4.3* 1.3

Table 7.3: Estimated QCD Background with loose cuts.
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Figure 7.5: Percentage

The +lu linesare obtainedby

of QCD Background as

fittingthe %QCD BCK + lU

)
i%(w)

function of Ptw .

respectively.
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7’.3. Expectancy o~QGD Background

~w, % BCK – eTT]are obtained in similar fashion by fitting the points [ P

and [ Ptw, 70 BC’K + em]. The results of this procedure, in the case where

the transverse mass of the W is constrained to between 50.0 GeV and 90.0

GeV , are presented in figure 7.5 on the page before this one. The exponential

functions for the central values of the calculated % BC.K , as well as those

for the % BC’-K + la , are shown. This exercise is repeated for different

10

8

6

4

2

~tw limits{m#o}Gcv

..._MtWlimits@S#} GeV

.........MtWIimits{60#0}GcV

..-. -MtWlimits {6$90}GW

Cdc %BCK tbr MtW{50@}GcV
~ GIc%BCKfor MtW{65X}GcV

r

Pi(w)

Figure 7.6: QCD Background as function of Ptw .

The four linescorrespondto the centralvaluesfor four limits of the Mt(W).

The full andopen circlesshowthe expectedpercentageof QCD background.

limits imposed on the transverse mass of the W . By fixing the upper limit of

illTw at 90.0 GeV , four different lower limits are used to create the following
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I@Y ranges:

{ 50.0, 90.0}, { 55.0, 90.0}, { 60.0, 90.0], { 65.0, 90.0} .

With these’ results at hand, a new partition of the data in four Ftw ranges,

wit h au approximately equal number of events in each, is generated, the cor-

responding weighted Ptw averageiscalculatedand the expected percentage

of QCD background is obtained using the functions previously obtained. A

comparison of the results for the four @w ranges is presented in figure 7.6

on the facing page . Numerical results for the two extreme cases are shown

in table 7.4.

Transverse Mass InterVale Transverse Mass InterVale

50.o ~ MTW ~ 90.0 GeV 65.0 < M#’ < 90.0 GeV

P*W Number Percent. P~ Number Percent.

Min. Max. Aver. events QCD BCK Min. Max. Aver. events QCD BCK

0.00 4.30 2.72 740 1.97 * 1.4 0.00 4.40 2.78 530 1.67 + 1.3

4.30 7.50 5.84 746 2.53 + 1.6 4.40 7.60 5.98 527 2.13 + 1.5

7.50 13.35 10.10 741 3.54 k 1.9 7.60 14.05 10.49 529 3.02 + 1.7

13.35 30.00 20.17 722 7.89 + 2.8 14.05 30.00 20.70 522 6.66 ~ 2.6

Table 7.4: Calculated QCD Backgrounds.

Only the studyfor the CC is presentedhere.

The small differences in the P~w ranges and averages for the two cases

presented are due to the small changes in the PTW spectrum imposed by the

constraints in the transverse mass of the FV.

In general, the study of the effects of the QCD Background ends once

the percentage of cent smination is obtained. In our case it is not enough to
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7.3. Expectancy of QCD Background

have au understanding of the amount of background mixed with the signal.

A knowledge, as good as possible, of the shape of these backgrounds is zilso

needed. Hence, one more study is required.

7.3.2 Shape of QCD Background

There are no well-established techniques to determine the shape of the QCD

Background. This is particularly true when these shapes are needed for small

ranges of data as in this case. The task at hand is, thus, two fold:

❑ to develop a sound method of generating distributions that

mimic the QCD Background

•1 and to apply said method to the problem at had.

Several methods have been tried. Two of them are used, one way or

another, in this work and their descriptions follow. The first method was

developed by other members of the DO collaboration.

7.3.2.1 Direct Method

This is an extension of the method used to obtain the percentage of QCD

Background expected as described in the previous section. The same people

responsible for the procedure to quantify the QCD cent arnination deserve

credit here. In the last step of the procedure, to obtain the percentages of

the QCD Background, histograms corresponding to the BAD electrons for the

difierent transverse momenta of the ?V were obtained. These histograms, by

definition, correspond to the QCD Background distributions to be expected

in each PTW range used. Unfortunately, the statistics as shown in Fig 7.7

on the facing page are so poor that little information about the shapes of
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Figure 7.7: QCD background study.

these distributions can be inferred. This method can be applied, with some

degree of confidence, only to the case where all the data is used in a single

histow=; i.e., no separation. into different PTW ranges is made. ~ this

case the statistics are sufficient to show some general trends. In particular, a

comparison between the upper and lower histograms of figure 7.8 on the next

page indicates that the QCD background is an exponential decaying function

of the transverse mass (upper part of the figure) modified by the turn-on

functions of the cuts applied (lower part of the figure). These functions were

presented in the previous chapter in figures 6.1 on page 144. Comparing the
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7.3. Expectancy of QCD Background

histograms obtained for the Central Calorimeter and the End Caps, again

using figure 7.8, it is clear that the situation is worse for the case of the End

Caps. Not only are the statistics lower, but the percentage of background is

greater and there is more incertitude in the case of the End Caps. This is

one more reason to try to carry the studies using the information from events

whose electron is whole cent ained in the CC.

$00
w

500 r Central Cal.

400 Nokinemotic cuts

300

200

100

0L
5060708090100

40

30

20

10

0
50 60 70 so 90 100

Mt(w) for ALL Pt(W)

Mt(w) for

Figure 7.8: CC

Although this method

ALL Pt(W)

Mt(w) for ALL Pt(W)

L I

Mt(w) for ALL Pt(W)

and EC QCD background shapes.

is not suitable for the purpose of this study, the

overall QCD Background distribution obtained can be used as a way to com-

pare results from other approaches.
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It must be mentioned that the shortcomings of this technique rest in the

lack of statistics. With sufficient statistics, it should provide a good way to

obt tin background shapes.

7.3.2.2 Simulating Bad events from QCD events

As part of the studies done by the D@ collaboration, a fair amount of QCD

events were obtained with a special trigger. The trigger selects events with

at least one jet with PT ~ 7 GeV and no leptons. Some events have missing

transverse momentum.

Because these are typical QCD events, and the QCD Background is pri-

marily due to these types of events, a logical approach is to use them to

mimic the QCD Background. The way to do this is to duplicate, as faith-

fully as possible, the process by which a QCD event is misinterpreted by the

detector as a W event. As stated before, the source of fake electrons is a case

of mislabeling a hadronic jet as an electron. Following this line of thought,

it is possible to generate fake electrons simply by taking one of the jets of

the QCD event and treating it as an electron. This fake electron, combined

with the ~T of the event, will result in an event with the signature of a

w --+ e + v event. Unfortunately the statistics so obtained are still rather

poor because there are no sufficient events with PT z 25 GeV as required

for the QCD Background.

The procedure developed to generate QCD Background using QCD events

is as follows:

■ Select the jet in the event with maximum Electro Magnetic Fraction

and tag it as an electron.
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Chapter7. Backgrounds

Calculate theenergy of theselectedjet as anelectron. Thenrecalculate

the ~~ofthe event.

Rescale W the momenta of the event so the energy of the modified

event is the same as the original event.

Treat the resulting event as a ‘fake’ IV event. C!slculate its transverse

mass as well as the PT of the fake W.

Collect the events according to their P~w and fit. the resulting distribu-

tions to a function F(TM.W).

As an internal consistency check, compare the distribution for all P~

so obtained with the one obtained by the “Direct Method”.

Following these steps, the 22,693 QCD events that passed the ‘global’

and ‘kinematic’ cuts imposed on the data were studied. Applying the same

partitions as the ones used in the calculation of the percentage of QCD

background shown on the left of table 7.4 on page 165, the four transverse

mass distributions presented in 7.10 on the following page are obtained. Each

of them is fitted to a function of the transverse mass. The function used is

BcIfQ@(MtT’v) = (Pl –
P, +ltw)”’a “ ‘7”5)

The function has two terms. The first term reflects the turn-on functions,

while the second term describes an exponential decay. These are in agreement

with what is expected from theoretical considerations. A look at the four

distributions shown in figure 7.10 on the next page shows a good agreement

between the actual data and the fitting functions. The same type of function
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Figure 7.10: QCD Background using QCD Events.

All QCD eventswith ~Ttreated asif they wereW events.A Fitted functionis overlaid.

is applied to the case where no Ptw partitions are considered. This case is

shown in figure 7.9 on page 170.
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Chapter 8

Analysis

Of all that is written

written m“th his blood.

1 love only what a man has

“Also Sprach Zamthwstmm F. Nietzsche

8.1 Introduction

With all the tools at hand it is now possible to analyse the data (all the

data) to see if it agrees with the theory. It is a good idea to enumerate some

of the things we know before trying to make sense of the data. These are

part of the ‘prior’ knowledge that is applied in the interpretation of the data.

It is important to remember that there is no such thing as a probability

(or plausibility) in a vacuum. Any statement that starts with ‘ x has a

probability p(x)’ must continue with ‘ given y ‘. The correct expression for

the probabilityy of x is p(zly) where y consists of zdl the prior knowledge

involved in obtaining the probabilityy of x . In this sense, all probabilities
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8.2. Determination of Pm”ors

must be interpreted as conditional probabilities.

8.2 Determination of Priors

To assign priors to the different sets (types) of knowledge is not an arbitrary

process. The determination of the prior probabilities representing the prior

information* is done by logic analysis of that information. The inferences

used should be (are) objective to the extent that different people holding the

same prior information will assign the same relative prior probabilities to it.

Below is a non-exhaustive list of priors pertaining to the analysis at hand

and their represent ations.

9

■

■

All knowledge implied in the acceptance of the Standard Model will

be represented by ‘I’ and will always be assumed present even if the ‘I’

is not written in the expressions. Its prior is 1.

The V-A theory of weak interactions and its expansion in the SM will

be represented by ‘V’. Its p~or is one.

The value of CY2for very low @w is 1.0 with a prior equal to one.

P(a@p) E 1.11,v, F!! = o.) = 1. (8.1)

For all practical purposes, unless otherwise noted, PTW < 4.3 is

considered x O .

*Prior informationdoesnot necessarilyimply ‘before’ the data is obtained. To read an

excellent explanation of the real meaning of ‘prior information’ and ‘prior probability y’ we

refer the reader to the work “Probabtity Theory: The Logic of Science”by E.T. Jaynes
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Chapter 8. Analysis

■ The conditional probability of az(~~w) for all l?~ greater than 4.3

GeV is considered to be unknown, both in value and in form. The only

knowledge available is that az(~~w) is bounded. The upper bound is

well described in the previous prior as 1.0. If < CY2> is the predicted

value of CY2for a given P..w , then

a=4*<ct2 >-3,

where < CX2> is assigned to the lower bound of a2 . The prior,

reflecting this minimal knowledge, will be a bounded flat distribution.

The prior becomes

[

o foraz>l,

l’(a2(~~)l~) = l/n for 1. 2 az z a, (8.2)

o for cY~ < a.

■ The QCD background shape is assumed to be independent of the P~w .

It will be represented by a function ~(P~) . The prior for the coeffi-

cients of the function is defined by [4gl.

where z is an n-dimensional vector representing the coefficients and ji

is the vector cent aining the expected values of these coefficients; i.e.,

the values obtained by fitting the QCD background to the ~(P~W) . z

and ~ are the lower and upper bounds of the coefficients used in the

integration. [C] is the covariance matrix of the Z’S . The assumption
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made here is that the probability function ~(v ]l..) is Gaussian. The

lower and upper limits of integration are defined as

[

~= p – a ~ u. lower limit,
limit + (8.4)

@=p+aeuU upper limit.

In this expression aV is the error assigned by the fitting process to the

coefficient v , and a is a number used to assure that the integration

does not lose meaning. For this it is sufl?icientthat the volume of the

multivariated Gaussian falling outside the limits of integration be or-

ders of magnitude smaller than the volume inside. Monte Carlo studies

show that for cases where the number of variables is 5 or more a value

of a = 3 is sufficient

■ The prior for the percentage of QCD background (~(p~c~ II) ) will be

assumed to follow a Gaussian distribution with p~D equal to the val-

ues found in the previous chapter and shown on table 7.2 on page 161.

The value of aP will be the error shown on the same table. The percent-

age value is considered to be a variable independent of the parameters

describing the background. This prior is thus defined as

(8.5)

with the limits of integration defined in a way similar to the preceding

case.

■ The 7 background is assumed to be well defined and known. It is

incorporateed into the Monte Carlo generated distributions.
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Figure 8.1: Reconstruction of a W event in the RZ plane.

8.3 Constraints imposed on the data

From the studies done about backgrounds, their sources ad their effects

on the transverse mass distribution of the W boson, it is now possible to

redefine the constraints imposed on the data to be used in the final
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8.3. Constraints imposed on the data

Following are the final cuts used to define the ‘data’.

■ Fiducial cuts Considering that the knowledge of the response of

the DO detector is better for its centrsl region, and that the estimated

QCD background is worse in the End Caps, the data used is limited by

geometrical boundaries. Only events whose electron is fully cent ained

within the boundaries of the Central Calorimeter are used. The cut to

select such events is

❑ 1%1 < 1.1 “

■ Kinematic cuts To the two constraints imposed over the leptons

❑ F!! ~ 25. GeV

❑ ~, z 25. GeV

assure that the efficiencies for them are % 1 .

The cut

❑ P~ s 30.GeV

is needed because of the limitations of the Monte Carlo used to simulate

the process w ~ 1+ 1.

A further constraint on the data is made to diminish the effect of the

backgrounds. Recalling that both backgrounds, from the TS snd from

QCD , strongly tiect the lower end of the distribution of the transverse

mass of the W, the following cuts are made

c! 55.GeV22 Mtw z
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The upper cut on the transverse mass is justified by the fact that the

lkftw distribution falls rapidly after its peak. The distribution for

the QCD background, on the other hand, has a very slowly fdl.ing

exponential form.

LEGO CAL CAEP 24-JuN-199215:36 Run 45165Event 30019-JuN-199220:47
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Figure 8.2: Reconstruction of the Energies in a W event.
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8.5’. Constraints imposed on the data

■ Electron Quality cuts Only events whose electron pass these

cuts

•1 X2 < 100

❑ fi,. < 0.1

•1 a~r~ < 5

•1 emfT~C ~ .9

❑ at least there is a track pointing to the vertex

are used in the analysis.

The cuts listed above are to ensure a well-balanced compromise between the

amount of signal and the amount of background present in the data used

for the analysis. The idea is to maximize the =

undermining the statistics.

Note that these cuts are more conservative than

chapter seven. This is necessary because previously

ratio without unduly

the ones presented in

the cuts were used to

assurethat only possibleW events were considered. Once an understanding

of the effects of the backgrounds present was achieved, some decisions could

be made about how to minimize their contamination of the data.

Figure 8.1 on page 177 and figure 8.2 on the preceding page are reconstruc-

tions of a typical W event. They are presented hereto show how important it

is to have a good set of cuts to select events. These two figures and figure 3.1

on page 79 give amidea of the difficulty encountered in trying to reconstruct

an event in the presenceofhadronic ‘chatarra’t.

tI usethe Spanishexpression‘ chatarra‘ to indicatea set of non interestingobjects

that could maskthe presenceof somethingvaluable; ie. data. Neither ‘ noise ‘ nor ‘
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8.4 Partitioning the Data

The work at hand can be described as :

‘~nd which value of CYz(P~) for each P#’ has the

highest posterior probability “.

Presented this way, both the values of ctz and P~ &e continuous vari-

ables. To make the analysis more manageable, the analysis is redefined as:

‘~nd the value of az(P~) , within a discrete set

of values, that has the highest posterior probability for

w lies within well-established bound-events whose PT

am”es ~~.

The first task to tackle is to define the boundaries between the different

sets of PTW . Three main considerations drive the decision:

1. The amount of data belonging to each set should be roughly the same.

2. The first set should cover events where the PTW is so low that it could

be assumed that CY2= 1..

3. There should be enough events with P~ above a value (10.GeV2 )

so that the difference between the predicted value of a2 and 1. is

detectable.

A good compromise is achieved by dividing the sample into four sets which

garbage ‘ seems to carry the information that the Spanish term does
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are defined as follows:

[ 0.0, 3.69) first set,

[ 3.69, 6.277.5) second set,

[ 6.2775, 10.455) third set,
#

([10.455, 30.) fourth set
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Figure 8.3: Data. Transverse mass distributions.

(8.6)

Figure 8.3 shows the transverse mass distributions of the data for the four
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intervals of the PT of the W.

Once the sets are established, the next step is to calculate the expected

value ii2 for each interval. This is straight forward. Using the expression 4.4

on page 91, arrived at in chapter 5, and the Monte Carlo used to generate

the W boson, a weighted average of 62 for each interval can be obtained.

These results, as well as other parameters of interest, are tabulated in 8.1.

-=4.=

+=

0.0000 3.6900

3.6900 6.2775

6.2775 10.4550

10.4550 30.0000

Weighted

aver. P~

2.331

4.935

8.055

16.660

0.997

0.986

0.965

0.869

IPrior Number of

3=
function events

n/a 1197

flat 1196

fiat 1196

flat 1040

Table 8.1: P~ intervals for cz2 calculations

8.5 Analytical Expression for ~(a21Data)

With dl the preliminary work done, the calculation of the posterior proba-

bilities for the values of az can now proceed.

The only parameter of interest is P(cx2 ID, 1), while all other parameters

are treated as nuisance parameters. By directly applying the rules of logicil

inference presented in chapter 7, it is easy to avoid the calculation of the

latter. The process for each set of data as defined in the previous section is
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8.5. Analytical Expression for p(cxz /Data)

the same. The expression

p(azlll,l) = /.. ./p(az,p~C~, aO,al, ....an.l14C]D,.I)dp~ ,

(8.7)

directly provides the answer. The nuisance parameters are :

* PQCD is the percentage of QCD background

* (aO, al, .... an) are the coefficients of the function

~(ao, .. .. an, MtW)

describing the QCD background

* ikfC isthe Monte Carlo generated distribution of the transverse mass

of the W where the ‘Known Background’

D is the data, I represents ‘all’ prior knowledge, and p=T is a vector

representing all the nuisance parameters. To make the logical transforma-

tions that follows easier, we will represent all the nuisance parameters with

‘Q’ and, at the end of the logical manipulations, we will restore Q to its

meaning. With this, equation 8.7 is written

p(~,p,q = /... ~p(a2, QlD,l)dQ . (8.8)

The integrand can be transformed using Bayes theorem as

p(az, QID, I) =
p(az, Qll)p(Dlaz, Q,I)

p(DII)
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and, applying the product rule

p(az, QI1) = p(cwIQ,l)p(QII) . (8.10)

The first term of the right hand side of this equation is the probability for CYz

given ‘Q’ and ‘I’. But az is independent of ‘Q’; stated differently, ‘Q’ does

not provide any information about a . Thus, equation 8.10 can be written

p(cq, Q[l) = p(ql~)p(tjl~) . (8.11)

Making the proper substitutions, and noticing that p(a2 11) is independent

of ‘Q’, equation 8.8 becomes

But the fraction under the integral sign is no more than the ‘likelihood fimc-

tion’ for the data given CY2,Q and I. Expression 8.12 takes the form

p(a21D, I) = p(cx2\I) /. . . /p(QII) * L(D; CE2,Q,I) x dQ

(8.13)

and after normalization, in a more spedic way,

the condition

is met. Rigorously speaking, the sum should

values of czz . However, if the choice for tht

1.0 (8.15)

be extended over all possible

lower limit of czz is correct,
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8.6. The Likelihood Function

the error introduced is negligible. The iinal analytical expression for the

posterior probabfit y of a2 , given the data D and the prior I, is

~(C1211)~* ~“-- .f~(~QCD,d, d, ...,an,~cl~)...
p(cx~lD,q~ =

~~=1 p(~21~)k* !” ““~p(pQCD> ao,al>“W a% ~Cl~)”””

....C(D. CW,pQ~D,ao, al, .... an, p~, MC,I)k x dpQcD, ao, al, .... an, MC

...Z(D. ~z,PQcD,ao, al, .... an,h!tC,I)k * dPQcD, ao, al, ....an. MC “
(8.16)

8.6 The Likelihood Function

The previous section concluded with the analytical expression for the pos-

terior, or conditional, probability that one particular value of a2 will be

correct given the data and all pertinent prior knowledge of the problem. The

specific mike being tested is an element of the finite set described in the

section dealing with the priors. The effectiveness of the method seems clear.

What remains to be done is to define properly the likelihood function to be

used. The likelihood function is defined as @ll

L(al, az, ....%) = fiP, (8.17)
iel

where Pi isa normalized probabtity function in the orthodox meaning,

Pi = P(Xi; al, az, .... an) (8.18)

evaluated at the observed vtilue Zi .

Note that no specific type of ‘statistics’ is used in the definition. Any

type of functional description of the ‘probability’ of observing Zi will suffice

as long as it is well behaved and normilizable. Of course, the choice must be

driven by logic and the conditions of the problem. After all, the likelihood
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function only has meaning ‘within the context of the assumed mode$5~ ‘. The

transverse mass distributions for the data, shown in figure 8.3 on page 182,

clearly indicate that the number of events observed within a narrow interval of

Mtw are, in instances, very low. This precludes the application of Gaussian

distributions to their contents, a better description is obtained using Poisson .

distributions. This choice made, the likelihood function to use is

~(D\~2,PQcD,a0,al,...,U, 1) = ~xe-~ (8.19)
i.

where the variables z and p are defined in function of the data, the Monte

Carlo theoretical distributions and the nuisance parameters. These are:

* xi is the number of events observed in the intervtil Mt~l, ltft~ .

Obviously this is an integer.

* p is the ‘expected’ number of events for the same interval, its value

given by

P; = ~Ci + pQCD * ~(Mt~) (8.20)

where i defines the interval, ~(~t,~) is the function describing the

QCD background, MC is the Monte Carlo that includes the signal

and the Known Background and ~ta~ is the center value of the W’s

transverse mass in the interval i.

Fitting the general form of the QCD background found in the previous

chapter, a polynomial of 8-order is required to obt ah a good fit. Figure 8.4

on the next page shows the QDC background and its polynomial fit. The 9x9

covarknt matrix, not shown, is obtained in the process of fitting the QCD

data to the polynomial on Py .
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Figure 8.4: Polynornhd fitting of QCD BCK.

Conversely, the expression 7.5 on page 171 could be used as such or in a

simplified form as

BCK~C~(MtW)
Az )xeMtW ~of

4

fset= PI(1 – P3 + MtW + offset

(8.21)

where A2 = P2/P1 , and ‘ Ofj%et ‘ isa new nuisance parameter introduced

to allow the peak of ~(Mt,Y) to move along the MtW axis.
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8.7 Results

The way the problem has been treated gives, to our thinking, a higher level

- of accuracy to the solutions that otherwise might be obtained ignoring the

prior knowledge. This is very important considering the present knowledge

of the QCD background.

We proceed as follows.

■ The analysis proper starts with a reevaluation of the sensitivity of

the measurements to a2 . Taking the most favorable case, two MtW

distributions were generated: the first for events with 10.455< P~w <

30.0 GeV and a2 value of 1., the second distribution for the same

events with a2 value of .8 . These Monte Carlo generated distribu-

tions include the proper background from 7 aud Z contributions. To

them the QCD background is added using the expression 8.21 and the

percentage value of 3.35 is reached applying

%BCKQC~ = e (.69328 + .068372x P~) ; (8.22)

formula obtained in the chapter dealing with backgrounds. The re-

sult is shown in figure 8.5 on the next page. The two top histograms

are the ones described in the text above. The lower-left is the differ-

ence between them after normalizing both to 1. The lower-right is the

percent age of change between the first and second distributions. The

maximum change that one expects to find is less than +370 . This is

far less than the values given by the theoretical sensitivity calculations

made in chapter 5.
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Figure 8.5: Expected sensitivity .

■ Generate a set of 10 MC for each P~w range defined in the previous

table. In each PTW range the MC are for values of

a2 ~ 1.00, 0.96, 0.92, 0.88, 0.84, 0.80, .76, 0.72, 0.68, 0.64 .

The fact that no values above 1.0 are used reflects the prior knowledge

that for the case of cz2 = 1.0 the W is fully polarize~ therefore, no

value above 1.0 is possible. The minimum value used (0.64) is such
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that it is reasonably far horn the lower expected value of 0.86.

■ Calculate the ‘posterior’ probability of each az in each ~~ range

using expression 8.16 on page 186 and the priors defined in ~$8.2. For

the two most interesting cases very low P~w and relatively high P~w ,

the starting values for the percentage of QCD background and the

Offset are

❑ Low range;

0.0 ~ P~w < 3.69 GeV

< % BCKQCD > = 1.2

u%Bc?K = 2.

< % Uffset > = O.OGeV

Go f f 9et = 0.5GeV

•1 High range;

10.455 ~ P~w ~ 30.0 GeV

< % BCKQCD > = 3.35

U%B CK = 3.

< % Offset > = O.OGeV

uofj~et = l.OGeV

■ The function used to describe the QCD background (an exponen-

tial decay with a turn-on) is the same for both cases. The values of the

parameters are the ones obtained earlier.

The program used to do the calculations gives, after 60,000 iterations,

the results presented in table 8.2 on the next page.
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I I Posterior ProbabUit y foraz

az values 1.00 0.96 0.92 0.88 0.84 0.80 0.76 0.72 0.68 0.64

Range

0.0 3.69 0.1’70 0.160 0.134 0.110 0.110 ().099 0.073 0.066 0.045 0.030

10.455 30.0 0.110 0.122 0.137 0.138 0.120 0.111 0.098 0.087 0.080 0.070

Table 8.2: Posterior for cw and two ~~w ranges.

Note that the sum of all posteriors, in each range, do not equal 1.0; this is due to round-off

errors.

Table 8.2 makes it obvious that it is

conclusions. To see this more clearly, the

not possible to

values obtained

sum of two Gaussia distributions and the results plotted.

arrive at strong

are fitted to the

These plots are

shown in figures 8.6 on the next page and 8.7 on page 195.

To make the F(a2 [ 1) a good representation of the Posterior Probabilityy,

it is necessary only to normalize it so that its integral within the allowed limits

is one. Therefore,

~[cq I DATA,I) = ~ F(ce, I 1) (8.23)

with

~ = ~;~(~21~) . (8.24)

Once the normalization is done, the confident intervals are easy to obt ain

by finding the upper limit of integration so that

; /:m F(CY2 \1) = .050 (8.25)

;fm~(~z I u = .317 (8W
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Figure 8.6: Posterior Functions for az. I?hst two ~*w ranges.

The l?(az \1) valuesare not normalizedyet.

for the 95% and 68.28% confidence of the lower limit of a2 . Note that in

this case, the upper limit of a2 is always 1.0. The value of a2 , with the

highest posterior probabilityy, is also easy to obtain from equation 8.23. The
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values obtained after some calculations are presented in table 8.3.

I 0.0 I 3.69 I 0.804 I 0.991 I 1.0 I .997 I

Table 8.3: a2 values of interest.

It is important to remember how the different values of czx are obtained

to properly interpret the confidence levels quoted. RecalJing expression 8.16

on page 186 it is obvious that ~(a2 ] DATA, 1) will be more or less sharp de-

pending of several factors. A list of these factors and the way they contribute

to the sharpness of ~(CY2I DATA, 1) is presented below.

•l The number of dat a events available enters directly through the ‘ like-

lihood function ‘. As more events are available the likelihood function

becomes sharper. The flatness introduced by

number of events reflects a ‘statistical error’

edge of the value of CX2.

the availability of a small

introduced in the knowl-

❑ How well the percentageof QCD background is known, represented by

a%~CK , affects ~(az I DATA, 1) through the prior p(%l?CKll) and

the likelihood function. As the knowledge about it increases, the value

given to a%~c~ decreases, producing a sharper ~(a2 I DATA, 1) . If

%BCK is perfectly, well known its prior will be a 6 function. Thus
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it will no longer be a nuisance parameter. Our lack of knowledge is a

function of the procedure followed to obtain it as well as a function of

the number of events used in the procedure. It follows that the flatness

of ~(CY2 \ DATA, 1) due to the lack of knowledge of this parameter
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represents a statistical error as well as a systematic error. To illustrate

the situation let us consider two extreme cases. If the procedure to

obtain the value of the percentage of background were well defined and

unique, but the number of points to obtain a fit were few everybody

would agree that the errors introduced by the fitting would be ‘ statis-

tical errors’. Conversely, if the amount of dat a available were unlimited

but the procedure one among several to chose from, then the same er-

rors will be interpreted as csystematic errors’. When both situations are

present the errors are a mixture of ‘statistical’ and ‘systematic’ errors.

•l The knowledge of the shape of the QCD background is reflected by

covariance matrix [C] snd errors assigned to each parameter obtained

in the process of fitting the transverse mass distribution of QCD events.

As in the previous case, a mixture of statistical error

error is present in the flatness of ~(cz2 I DATA, 1)

imperfect knowledge of these parameters.

and systematic

created by the

•l The ‘offset’ parameter was introduced because, even though the shape

of the QCD background is assumed independent of PTW , the position

of the peak is known to change with P~w . The contribution of the

offset parameter to the flatness of ~(cz2 I DATA, 1) can be considered

as a systematic error contribution.

From the description of the contributions of the different parameters, or

more rigorously the contribution of our knowledge about them, a proper

interpret ation oft able 8.3 results. Mainly,
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“given our knowledge of the problem we can say:

■ the most probable value of az for events with P~w between

0.0 GeV and 3.69 GeV is .991 and with a confidence level of

68.28 ‘%o (95 70 ) this value is between 1.0 and 0.804 (1.0 and

0.612)

***********************

***********************

***********************

W the most probable value of az for events with P~ between

10.455 GeV and 30.0 GeV is .90 and with a confidence level

of 68.28 70 (95 70 ) thk value is between 1.0 and 0.707 (1.0

and 0.62) . “
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Chapter 9

Conclusion

“Tell us!”
“All right, ” said Deep
Question... ~
~Yes...!~

Thought. ‘The Answer to the G*at

“Of Life, the Universe and Everything... ” said Deep Thought.
“Yes...!n
“Is... “ said Deep Thought, and paused.
‘Yes...?fl
“Is... “
“Yes...!...?”
“Forty-two”,said Deep Thought, with injinite majesty and
calm.

The Hitchhiker’s Guide to the Galaxy
D. “Adams

9.1 Conclusions

The goal of this work is to study the behavior of the angular distribution of

the electron from the decay of the W boson in a specific rest-frame of the

W, the Colllins-Soper frame. More specifically, the parameter CYzfrom the
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expression

d~

d(PT~)2 d Cos e*
= k(l + al Cos6“ + cq(cos 6*)2) ,

corresponding to the distribution of cos d“ in the Collins-Soper frame, was

measured. The experimental value of CY2was compared with the predictions

made by E. Mirkes [111who included the radiative QCD perturbations in the

weak-interaction Bk$m ~ lept on + lepton . This experimentalvaluewas

extractedforthe firsttime using knowledge about how the radiativeQCD

perturbations will modify the predictions given by the Electro-Weak process

only.

The work was done in a no~el manner in several aspects.

* The analysis was performed in the laboratory frame in an indirect

way by observing how the distribution of the transverse mass of the W

boson behaved. The most direct way to analyse the data is to boost the

event to a frame of reference where the boson is at rest. The decision to

do the analysis in the laboratory @wne of reference is justified because

*

++

-k-k

working in the Collins-Soper frame introducesunwarranted errors

due to the lackof knowledge about the z component ofthe mo-

ment urn ofthe neutrino.

For the same reason, events are lost.

Our knowledge of how QCD background afEects the transverse

mass distribution is far better than how it affects the cos O* dis-

tribution.

A detailed study of the impact of these factors in the analysis was pre-

sented in chapter 5. This is followed by Monte Carlo studies showing
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that the transverse mass of the W is sufficiently sensitive to changes in

the value of CZ2to idlow the extraction of the value of a2 .

-* Probability theory, as an inference engine, has been used through-

out the analysis. This makes the adysis more robust than if solely or-

thodox statistical methodologies were used. Furthermore, it snows the

logical inclusion of ‘prior’ knowledge in the analysis. To our knowledge

this is the first time for such application of logicaJ statistical inference

in a thesis in the realm of high energy physics.

* New ways to deal with the so called QCD background need to be

explored. A method, anchored in the understanding of the behavior

of the calorimeter and of the composition of jets, was developed and

applied.

* A new method to obtain the expected percentage of QCD back-

ground for low values of the P~w was developed and applied.

The results presented here constitute the first measurement of a2 as afunc-

tion of the transverse momentum of the W. As such, they show for the first

time the effects of radiative QCD in the kinematics of the W decay, a weak

interaction process. Based on very limited statistics, the conclusions are far

from strong. Figure 9.1 shows the experimental values of az compared to

their theoretical predictions.

The solid curve is a polynomial fitting of the theoretical values.

The best estimate values for CY2are shown as stars.

The error bars correspond to a confidence level of 68.28 % .
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Looking only at the central values, a good agreement appears to exist be-

tween experiment and theory. Unfortunately,when the confidenceintervsls

are taken into account,very littlemore than a weak statement such as

■ ■ The data shows behavior predicted by the theory,

namely that the value oj a2 decrease as the PTW increases. N ■

can be made.

A better summation of the results would be that the experimental values

of CY2agree, within errors, with QCD and the V-A weak interactions theory.

The methodology applied is sound, and with better statistics a good

determination of the value of a2 can be made.

9.2 Suggestions

This analysis uses the data obtained in the first run (Run 1A) of D@ where

the total luminosity was 14.9 + 1.8 pb-l . The luminosity achieved during

the second run (Run lB) was much higher: 80&8 pb-l . The combined runs

should have enough W events to warrant the repetition of the measurement

of clz . Also, the number of 2s, although one order of magnitude less, are

appropriate to measure CX2from the angular distribution of e in the process

Z*ee.

A stronger suggestion is to repeat the analysis once the upgrade to the D@

detector is acquiring data. The ability to define the charge of the particles

detected will make possible the measurement of CYl as well. A greatly

improved tracking system will allow for far more precise measurements and,

thus, we could measuere ~1,~z as well.
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■ ■ There are good times ahead!
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