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ABSTRACT

A verage charged m ultiplicities have been m easured separately In b, ¢ and light quark
(u;d;s) events from Z° decays measured in the SLD experiment. Impact param —
eters of charged tradks were used to select enriched samples of b and light quark
events, and reconstructed chamm ed m esons were used to select ¢ quark events. W e
m easured the charged muliplicities: nygs = 2021 0:10 (stat:) 022 (syst:), ne =
2128 0:46 (stat:) rie (syst:) and T, = 2314 0:10 (stat)* sy (syst:), from which
we derived the di erences between the total average charged m uliplicities of ¢ or
b quark events and light quark events: n. = 107 0:47 (stat)’ 5 (syst:) and
ny,= 293 014 (stat:)JrOOQSg0 (syst:). W e com pared these m easurem ents w ith those
at lower center-ofm ass energies and w ith perturbative Q CD predictions. These com —
bined resuls are In agreem ent w ith the Q CD expectations and disfavor the hypothesis
of avor-independent fragm entation.

1. Introduction

Heavy quark Q= cb) system s provide in portant laboratories for experim ental tests of
the theory of strong Interactions, quantum chrom odynam ics QCD ). Since the large
quark mass M o acts as a cuto for soft glion radiation, som e properties of these
system s can be calculated accurately In perturoative Q CD . In other cases, however,
where Q CD calculations assum e m asskss quarks, the products ofheavy hadron decays
can com plicate the com parison of data w ith the predictions for m asskss partons. It
is therefore desirable to m easure properties of both light—and heavy-quark system s as
accurately aspossible.

In thispaper we consider one of the m ost basic cbservable properties ofhigh energy
particle interactions, the m uliplicity of charged hadrons produced in the nal state.
W e considerhadronic Z ° decays, w hich are believed to proceed via creation ofa prin ary
quark-antiquark pair, Z° ! qg, which subsequently undergoes a fragm entation process
to produce the observed gts ofhadrons. Ifthe prin ary event avor g can be identi ed
experin entally, one can m easure the average charged m ultplicity iy in events of that

avor, forexam ple g= b;c;uds, where uds denotes the average over events of the types

z% ! uu, dd, and ss. These are not only in portant properties of Z ° decays, but, if



the average decay m ultiplicity of the lading hadrons that contain the prin ary heavy
quark or antiguark is subtracted from Ty to yield the average non-kading m ultiplicity,
can also be usad to test our understanding of the quark fragm entation process and its
dependence on the quark m ass. The hypothesis of avor-independent fragm entation
i, B] in plies that thisnon-eadingmultipliciy ne"e ! QQ (\heavy quark") events
at centerofm ass (cm .) energy W should be equalto the totalm ultiplicty ne'e !
uu;dd, and ss (\light quark") events at a Iower cm . energy given by the average
energy of the non—-eading system , E,;; = (1 Ixg, 1)W , where hxgy 1= 2hEg =W Iis
the m ean fraction of the beam energy carried by a heavy hadron of avorQ .

Perturbative QCD predictions have been made [J] of the multiplicity di erence
between heavy—and light-quark events, nm o = Ny TNyugs. In this case the suppression
of soft gluon radiation caused by the heavy quark m ass leads to a depletion ofthe non—
lading muliplictty, and resuls in the strking prediction that n o is independent
of W at the kevel of 0.1 tracks. Num erical predictions of n, = 55 13 and

n.= 17 1 were also given §]. M ore recently, in proved caloulations have been
perform ed @], con m ing that the energy-dependence is expected to be very sn alland
predicting n ;=353 023 and n =102 024atW =M 0.

In our previous paper [flwem easured 1, and 11}, using the sam ple ofabout 10,000
hadronic Z° decays recorded by the SLD experim ent in the 1992 run. By com paring
with sin ilar m easurem ents at ower cm . energies [, [@,[],[§] we found that 1y, was
consistent with an energy-independent valie, and In agreem ent w ith the prediction
of B]. This result was subsequently con med by the DELPHTI f] and OPAL [(]
C ollaborations. The dom Inant uncertainty in our m easuram ent resulted from lack of
know ledge of the charged multiplicity n 2% ! cc events, .. In this paper we present
sin ultaneousm easurem ents ofny, N and N, 45 based upon the sam ple of about 160,000
hadronic Z ° decays collected by SLD between 1992 and 1995, and using the SLD m icro-
vertex detector and tracking system for avor ssparation. By m easuring n. and Nygs
directly we have reduced the system atic uncertainty on 1n, substantially, and have
also derived 1 ., which allow sus to com pare w ith the Q CD predictions for the cham
system and w ith the only otherm easurem ent of this quantity fL4]at the Z ° resonance.

T his m easurem ent supersedes our previous m easurem ents of i, and 1, [{I.



2. Apparatus and H adronic Event Selection

The e e annhilation events produced at the Z ° resonance by the SLAC Linear Col
lider (SLC) were recorded using the SLC Large D etector (SLD ).A general description
ofthe SLD can be found elsewhere [L]]. T he trigger and selection criteria for isolating
hadronic Z ° boson decays are descrbed elsswhere [[7].

T he analysis presented here used the charged tracks m easured in the central drift
chamber €DC) [[3]and in the vertex detector VXD ) [[4]. A set of cuts was applied
to the data to sslect wellkm easured tracks, which were used for m ultiplicity counting,
and events wellcontained w ithin the detector acceptance. The wellm easured tracks
were required to have (i) a closest approach transverse to the beam axiswihin 5 an,
and within 10 an along the axis from the m easured interaction point; (i) a polar
angke wih respect to the beam axiswithin joos K 0:80; and (i) a m om entum
transverse to the beam axis p, > 015 Ge&V /c. Events were required to have (i) a
m ininum of seven such tracks; (ii) a thrust axis [[§] direction within joos ¢ X 0:71;
and (il a totalvisbl energy E i of at least 20 G &V, which was calculated from the
selected tradks assigned the charged pion m ass; 114,499 events passed these cuts. The
badkground in the selected event sam ple was estin ated to be 01  0:1% , dom nated
byz°®! *  events.

W hile them ultiplicity m easuram ent relied prim arily on lmfom ation from theCDC,
the additional inform ation from theV XD provided them ore accurate In pact param eter
m easuram ent, and D m eson vertex reconstruction, used for selecting sam ples enriched
in Iight (u,d,s) and b events, and c events, regpectively. ITn addition to the requirem ents
for wellkm easured tracks, \in pact param eter quality" tracks were required to have (i)
at Jleast one VXD hit; (i) a closest approach transverse to the beam axis wihin 0.3
an ,and within 1.5 an along the axis from them easured Interaction point; (iii) at least
40 CDC hits, wih the rsthitat a radius kessthan 39 an; (iv) an error on the In pact
param eter transverse to the beam axis less than 250 m; and (v) a t qualiy of the
combined CDC+VXD track Z2=do:f < 5. We also removed tracks from candidate
K 2 and decays and -conversions found by kinem atic reconstruction of two-track
vertices.

A 11 In pact param eters used In thisanalysiswere fortracks propcted into the x  v)
plane perpendicular to the beam axis, and were m easured w ith respect to an average



prin ary vertex. The average prin ary vertex was derived from tsto 30 sequential
hadronic events close In tin e to the event under study, with a m easured precision of
pv = (7 2) m [L§]. The inpact param eter was derived by applying a sign to the
distance of closest approach such that is positive when the vector from the prin ary
vertex to the point at which the track intersects the thrust axism akes an acute angle
w ith respect to the track direction. Including the uncertainty on the average prin ary
vertex the m easured In pact param eter uncertainty for the overall tracking system
approaches1l m forhigh m om entum tracks, and is76 m atp; P sh =1GevV/c [é1.

3. Selection of Flavor-Tagged Sam ples

W e divided each event into tw o hem ispheres ssparated by the plane perpendicular to the
thrust axis. W e then applied three avor tags to each hem igphere. In order to reduce
potential tagging bias we m easured the average charged m ultiplicity in hem igpheres
opposite those tagged . In pact param eters of charged tracksw ere used to select enriched
sam ples ofb or light quark hem isgpheres, and reconstructed cham ed m esons were used
to select ¢ quark hem ispheres.

In each hem isphere we counted the num ber of im pact param eter quality tracks ngiy
that had an im pact param eter signi cance of ,om = = >3.0. Fig. 1 shows the
distrdbution ofngi; upon which is superin posed aM onte C arlo sin ulated distribution In
which the avor com position isshown. ForourM onte C arlo study weused the JET SET
7 4 event generator [L]]w ith param eter values tuned to hadronice” e anniilation data
1], combined w ith a sin ulation ofB decaystuned to  (4S) data [{6], and a sin ulation
ofthe SLD .A m ore detaild discussion of avor tagging using in pact param eters can
be found n @]. TheM onte C arlo sin ulation reproduces the data welland show s that
m ost light quark hem ispheres have ng=0 and that the ng;, 3 region is dom nated
by b quark hem ispheres. Heam ispheres were tagged as light or b quark by requiring
Ngig = 0 Or ngygy 3, repectively. Tabl 1 show s the num ber of light and b quark
tagged hem ispheres and their avor com positions estin ated from the simulation.

From Fig. 1 it is clear that an in pact param eter tag does not provide a high—
purity sam pl of ¢ quark hem igpheres. For this purmposs we required at least one



uds-tag ctag btag

# hem ispheres 154,151 976 9,480
uds | 0.752 0.001 0.004 | 0074 0.002 0.014 | 0014 0.001 0.001
com position c 0158 0.001 0.006| 0.640 0.008 0.025| 0.048 0.001 0.005
b | 0089 0.001 0004 | 0286 0.005 0.022 | 0.938 0.001 0.006

Table 1. Num bers of hem ispheres and fractional com positions of uds, ¢ and b quarks in the tagged
hem ispheres. The 1rst quoted errors represent the errors due to the lim ited size of the M onte C arlo
sam ple and the second are due to the uncertainties from the m odelling of heavy hadron production

and decay.

promptD * orD " mesorf] reconstructed in a hem isphere. This tag is sim ilar to that
described in [[9]. TheD * mesonswere identi ed using thedecayD * !
K +

DY where
is a Jow-momentum pion and the D ° decays via D ° !
* 9 (\satellite"), or D ° !

m esons were indenti ed using the decay mode D * !

(\three-prong"),
(\ veprong") modes. The D *
K +

s
DY ! K K *°
*. D meson candidates
were form ed from all com binations ofwellkm easured tracksw ith at least one VXD hit.
D ° candidates were form ed by com bining two (frthe threeprong and satellite m odes)
or four (brthe veprongm ode) charged tracksw ith zero net charge, and by assigning
the K m assto one of the particles and * m ass to the others.

For D * candidates, we rst required a candidate D ° in the mass range 1.765
Gev/&d < MSP¥ <1965 GeV /< (threeprong), 1815 GeV/c® < M 5% <1915
GeV/ ( veprong),orl500GeV/c? < M S3% <1700 GeV /& (satellite). D * candi-
dates were then required to pass either a set of kinem atic cuts or a set of decay length
cuts to suppress com binatorial backgrounds and backgrounds from B ! D * decays.
The kinem atic cuts are: (1) joos xpoj< 09 (threeprong and satellite m odes) and
joos g poj< 08 ( veprongmode), where o isthe anglke between the D © direction
in the laboratory fram e and the K direction in the D ° rest frame, (i) p + >1Gev/c
and (iii) e > 0.5 for the

ve-prong m ode, where xg

> 04 for the threeprong and satellite m odes and Xg
, =2Ep +=W andEp + istheD * energy. Forthe decay

length analysiswe performed a t ofthe D © tracks to a comm on vertex and calculated
the decay length, L°, between the prin ary vertex and this D ° decay vertex, and is

1In this paper charge-con jigate cases are always in plied.



error, 1o.Thedecay length cutsare: (i) a 2 probability> 1% forthe vertex tto the
D Y tracks, (i) a decay length signi cance L°= ;0 > 2.5, (i) the two-din ensional in -
pact param eter of the D ° m om entum vector to the interaction point < 20 m, and (i)
> 04 forthe veprong

+ +

Xg , > 02 forthe threeprong and satellite m odes and Xg
m ode.

For allD * candidates we required the proper decay tine of the D ?, proper =
Lo%= pﬁ,where = po=FEpo and ppo and Ep o are the reconstructed m om entum
and energy, respectively, ofthe candidate D ° m eson, to be in the range 0< proper < 1PS.
Figs. 2(@), ) and (c) show thedistrbution of M ,where M M Sarid M Sao“d,after
the above cuts for the three D ° decay m odes, upon which is superin posed the M onte
Carlo sin ulated distrbution in which the avor com position is shownf]. A hem isphere
was tagged as c if it contained aD * candidatewith M <0.15GeV/c?.

DY ! K ' ' candidates were form ed by com bining two tracks of the sam e sign
w ith one track ofthe opposite sign, where allthree tracks w ere required to havem om en—
tum p>1GeV/c. Thetwo Ikesign tracks were assigned * m asses, the opposite-sign
track was assigned the K m ass, and all three tracks were tted to a comm on ver-
tex. A series of cuts was applied to refect random combiatoric, D *, and B-decay
badckgrounds. W e required: (i) g, > 04, ({) cos xp+ > 08, where ¢+ is
the angle between the directions of the D ¥ in the laboratory frame and the K in
the D* rest frame, (i) the massdierencesM K +* *) M K ') foreach of
the two pions to be greater than 016 GeV /&, (iv) the nom alized D * decay length
L*= .+ >30, and (v) the profction of the anglk between the D * m om entum vec-
tor and the vertex ight direction to be less than 5 m rad In the plane perpendicular
to the beam axis and lss than 20 m rad in the plane containing the beam axis. A
hem isphere was ctagged ifit contanedaD* ! K * ' candidate in them ass range
1800GeV/<M K * *)<1940GeV/F.Fig.2(d) showsthemassM K * *)
distribution of the data upon which is superin posed the M onte Carlo sim ulated dis-
trbution In which the avor com position is shown.

The union of the three samples of D © candidates and the sample of D © candi-

2In the M onte Carlb simulation the production cross section and branching fractions, and nor—
malization of the M distrbutions in the region M > 015 GeV/c 2, ortheD® ! K * and
D°! K * % modeswere adjisted to m atch the data in Fig. 2, as descrbed in Ref. [19]. The
adjustm ent was sn alland included in the system atic errors.
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dates was used to tag ¢ quark hem ispheres. The avor com position of these tagged
hem ispheres is shown in Tabl 1. Approxin ately 400 of the ctagged ham igpheres were
also tagged as either b or uds heam ispheres. M onte C arlo studies indicated that these
were m ostly true cheam ispheres. T he exclusion of these hem igpheres from the b-and
uds-tagged sam ples was ound to have negligble e ect on the nalresuls.

4. M easurem ent of C harged M ultiplicities

W ellm easured charged tracks de ned in Section 2 were counted in the hem isoheres op—
posite those tagged. T he m easured average hem isphere m ultjplicitiesm; (1= uds;c;b)
werem g = 8:94 001, m.= 915 0d2 andmy = 9:99 004 (statistical errors
only).

Them; are related to the true average m ultiplicities ny (j = uds;c;b) ofuds, cand
b quark events by:

2 Mi= PiuasCimashuas + Pic Coone’ + CIANY) + Pyp CompS + CHmpY) 1)

where: P4 is the fraction of hem ispheres of quark type j in the itagged hem isphere
sample; Ty = * + 7' (36 uds), and A" is the true average m ultiplicity originating
from the decay products of j-hadrons and ﬁrj?l is that orighhating from the non—-Jlading
particles; C i;,4s is the ratio of the average num ber of m easured charged tracks in light
quark hem ispheres opposite i-tagged hem ispheres, to the average num ber of charged
tracks In true light quark hem isgpheres; C f}j‘ (3% uds) is the ratio of the average num —
ber of m easured charged tracks originating from the decay products of j-hadrong] in
hem ispheres opposite i-tagged hem ispheres, to the average num ber of tracks originating
from the decay products of j-hadrons; C fljl (& uds) isthe ratio ofthe average num ber
ofm easured charged tracks originating from the non-leading particles in true jquark
hem ispheres opposite those tagged as i-quark hem ispheres, to the average number of
tracks origihating from non-lading particles in true jgquark hem igpheres. The con-
stantsP are shown in Tablk 1. The constants C were also calculated from ourM onte
Carlo sin ulation and are shown in Tabl 2; they acoount for the e ects of detector ac—
ceptance and ne ciencies, for tracks from beam —related badckgrounds and interactions

3W e include the products ofboth strongly and weakly decaying heavy hadrons.

11



J uds c b

i dk nl dk

nl

uds | 0875 0.001 0.001| 0.798 0.002"22% | 0.885 0.002" 2552 | 0820 0.002" 222" | 0887 0.003%,97

0:005 0:014 0:030
c | 0803 0019°°2% | 0831 0011 0004 | 0864 0009"°9% | 0854 0.013"°2%° | 0,849 0

015 0.026

b | 0875 0015 °9°% | 0816 0.013 0.003 | 0.887 0.010" 2% | 0.854 0.003"°9%° | 0893 0

004 0.025

Tabl 2. The constants C calculated from the M onte Carlo sinulation. The rst quoted errors are
statistical and arise from the nite size of the M onte Carlo sampl. The second are due to the
uncertainties from C and B hadron production and decay.

iIn the detector m aterial, and for biases ntroduced by the event and tagged-sam pl
selection criteria. W e Included in the generated m ultiplicity any prom pt charged track
with m ean lifetin e greater than 3 10 % s, or any charged decay product w ith m ean
lifstin e greaterthan 3 10 !° s of a particle w ith m ean lifetin e lessthan 3 10 s.

We xed 1%=520and nd*=11.10, usihg them easured values from R4, R1, R3] w ith
the addition of 020 and 022 tradks, resgpectively, estin ated from the M onte Carlo
sim ulation, to acoount for the e ects of higherm ass states of heavy hadrons produced
in Z2° decays.

W e then solved egns. (1) to obtain the average charged m ulijplicities per event,
Nygs = 2021 040,n.= 2128 046 andn,= 2314 0:10 (statistical errors only).
The multiplicity di erences between ¢ and light quark events, and b and light quark
events are, regpectively

n. 107 047 (stat:)
Ny = 293 014 (staty):

5. System atic E rrors

E xperim ental systam atic errors arise from uncertainties In m odelling the acceptance,
e ciency and resolution of the detector. System atic uncertainties also arise from er-
rors on the experim ental m easurem ents that finction as the Input param eters to the
m odelling of the underlying physics processes, such as errors on the m odelling ofb and
c fragm entation and decays of B and C hadrons.
Thee ect ofuncertainty in the tracking e ciency wasestim ated to cause a com m on
0.9% variation ofthe constantsC . The e ect ofuncertainty in the corrections for the
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Source of U ncertainty Nuds n¢ Np n . ny
Tracking e ciency 0.182 0.194 0205 0.012 0.023
conversion & fake tracks 0.101 0.108 0114 0.007 0.013
M onte C arlo statistics 0.046 0212 0.045 0217 0.064
Total 0213 0.307 0239 0217 0.069

Table 3. System atic errors due to detector m odelling.

residual conversions and fake tracks was estim ated to causea common 05% vari
ation of the constants C . Statistical e ects from the lin ted M onte C arlo sam pl size
were also considered. T hese errors, summ arized in Tablk 3, were added In quadrature
to obtain a total system atic error due to detector m odelling. N ote that the uncertain—
ties In totaltrack reconstruction e ciency are the dom inant source of system atic error

forn,gs and ny,, but are am all forthe di erences n . and n . In the case ofn,, 1 .
and 1y, the statistical error from the lin ited M onte C arlo sam pl size is dom inant.

W e perform ed several consistency checks on our results. W e checked that our
M onte Carlo sim ulation showed good agreem ent w ith the data for track p, and cos
distrbutions in the hem ispheres opposite those tagged. W e then varied the thrust
axis containm ent cut within 05 Jjoos 3 0.8. To chedk for possble bias from our
hem isphere tags the cut on the track signi cance ,om was varied from 2.0 to 4.0
for the light and b quark hem isphere tags, and D © and D ¥ m esons were considered
separately as a ¢ quark hem isphere tag. W e also ram oved hem jpheres tagged as both
c and uds orb. Finally, we perform ed our analysis ssparately in 2—and  3—gt event
sam ples selected using the Durham algorithm R3] with ye.e=0.003, to check for any
possible bias In m ulti-gt events. In each case all the reevaluated n; were found to be
consistent w ith our central values ofn; w ithin the statistical errors.

In order to estin ate the system atic errors due to uncertainties In m odelling heavy
hadron production and decay we used an event re-weighting schem e to vary the mul-
tiplicity distrbutions in the M onte C arlo sim ulation and to obtain m odi ed values of
the constants C and P . The e ect of uncertainty In heavy avor fragm entation was
estin ated by varying the param eter of the Peterson fragm entation function [24]used
as Input to generate the M onte C arlo sam pl, corespondingto < x >= 0.012 and

0.011 for c and b quarks respectively, corresponding to the average errors in m easure—
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Source of Uncertainty Variation Nuds n¢ ny n . np
b fragm entation hxg, i=0.700 0011 | 0001 *0002  *0=88 0004 0299
B meson lifetin e =155 01ps 0.001 +00;502287 +00;600170 +00:502267 +00;500172
B baryon Lifetin e b= 110 03 ps +00;008 +OO:(:)O3362 +00;600018 +OO 041 +OO 012
B b aryon pro d. rate £ L= 9% 39 +OO:(:)00014 +00:001 +00;E)02201 +OO:(:)00031 +OO:(:)01189
R, (b fraction) 0221 0.003 0.001 +00:500067 +00:604401 +OO:500087 +00:503490
B! D' + X fraction 017 006 +oO;oo7 +Oo:o54 +OO:O36 +Oo:053 +00;024
c fra gm en tation hXE i i=0494 0.012 +OO:(:)01008 +00;;_25356 +00;600024 +00;;_25414 +OO:(:)00185

R o (C fractio n) 0171 0.020 +OO:(:)02276 +OO:(:)09891 +00;E)00076 +00:i12067 0.033
! D* + X fraction 020 004 +00:500034 +00:503395 0.006 +00:504329 +00:500190

ndk 520 026 0003 *fooL0 x 000+ 0%005 0.003

ngk 1110 036 0003 oY 0016 0012 0013

D%t K *,0%! K * 0 production 20% 0013 +0.062 0003 +0.075 +0.010
Total +OO:(:)03248 +00:i2964 9 +00;528973 +OO::220839 +OO::228966

Tabl 4. System atic uncertainties due to heavy hadron m odelling.

m ents of these quantities BJ]. T he average B hadron lifetin e wasvaried by 0.l ps for
B mesonsand 03 psrB baryons RP§]. Thee ect ofvarying the B baryon production
rate In beventsby 3% E] was alo exam ined. Absolute variationsof 6% and 4%

were applied to the B ! D * branching ratio, respectively
[4]. The e ect of the present experin ental uncertainties in the branching fractions,
Re= @Z°!' o= @9 @°%! o= 2°! gg,of R= 0.020and

R,= 0.003 respectively Pg]were also included. T he decay m ultiplicities of C and B

hadronswere varied by 026 and 036 charged tracks, respectively B(, P1, P9]. For
theD " analysiswe also accounted for the adjustm ent of the production cross section
and branching fractions ortheD®! K * andD®! K ¥ °modesin theM onte
Carl by assigning the full shift of the M onte Carlo sin ulated distrdbution as a sys—

D * branching ratio and c !

) and Ry, =

tam atic error. T hese uncertainties, sum m arized In Tabl 4, were added In quadrature
to obtain total system atic uncertainties due to C and B hadron m odelling. For mn .
( np) the dom nant contrdbutions were from the uncertainties n ¢ () fragm entation
and R, Ryp)-
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6. Summ ary and C onclusions

Combihing system atic uncertainties in quadrature we cbtain:

Muge = 2021 0:0 (stat) 022 (systd)

m.= 2128 046 (stat) t D5E (eyst)

- . . 4+ 038 a.
n,= 2314 0:10 (stat:) 037 (syst:):

Subtracting n%= 520 and ng*= 1110 from ourm easured N, and Ny, respectively, we cb—
tained the average non—kading m ultiplicities it = 16.08 046 (stat.) 1 5¢ (syst.) and
nit= 1204 010 (stat) *o5 (syst.) . Thehypothesis of avor-independent fragm enta—
tion jmp]jesthatﬁgl(w ) = Mugs (I Ixg, W )iW ). Fig. 3 (@) showsourm easurem ent
of,gs plotted at W = M ;, and our m easurem ents of ' and np' plbtted at the ap-
propriately reduced non—eading energy [ Ixg, W )iW . P revious m easurem ents of
these quantities f,[4, [1,[,[9, Ld, 7,291 are also shown. The curve isa t to the energy
dependence of the nygs M easuram ents shown and thoseat 5< W < 92 G&V @]. Fi.
3 () shows the di erences between the non—Jkading data points in Fig. 3 (@) and the
curve. A Iinear t to these dierences Fig. 3)) yields a slope ofs= 114 032
tracks/In GeV ). This di ers from the expectation for identical energy dependence,
s= 0, by 3.6 standard deviations, lndicating that the hypothesis of avor-independent
fragm entation is disfavored at this level.

Combihing system atic uncertainties n quadrature we cbtain:
+ 036

1:07 047 (stat:) 030 (systs)

i, =293 014 (stat)’ 828 (systy):

n.

Fig. 4 shows ourmeasuran ents of 11 . and 1y, together w ith those from other ex—
periments [, @, [1, B, B, £Q, B71, at the respective cm . energies. The new resul for
M}, is consistent w ith our previous m easurem ent [§] and w ith the m easurem ents from
LEP [,[Ld] and M ark-IT P7], and that for n . is consistent w ith the OPA L m easure-
ment @]. Linear tstothe n . and n, data asa function of N W ) yield slopes
ofs= 133 1.04 and s= 143 082 tracks/In G&V ), repectively. These slopes are
consistent w ith the perturbative Q CD prediction of energy independence [B], s=0, at

the kevel of 1.3 and 1.7 standard deviations, resoectively.
Com paring our m easuram ents of 1 . and 1n, wih the predictions of Refs. [3,4]
F1ig. 4) we found that both were In good agreem ent w ith the predictions of Ref. H4],
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while the orm erwas in good agreem ent w ith the prediction ofRef. [B], and the latter
within 1.7 ofthisprediction.

Asaresult oftheaccuratemeasurementsof n.and n,atW = M o0, constraints
on the energy dependence of these quantities are now lin ited by the uncertainties in
the lower energy m easurem ents. In order to Im prove the constraints on the validity of
perturbative Q CD calculations at the scalesM , orM , it is necessary to in prove the
accuracy ofthem easurem ents of n, and 1 ., respectively, at low er energies, and/or
extend the n W ) Jeveram of such m easuram ents. It would thus be desirable to have
m easurem ents of n . from the continuum below the @4S),and forboth n™ .and ny

to bem easured at LEP-TT and €' e colliders at even higher energies.
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F igure captions

Figure 1. The distrbution of the number of tracks per hem isphere ng;, that m iss
the interaction point by m ore than 3 in the x-y plane. T he points represent the data
distrdoution and the solid histogram representstheM onte C arlb sin ulated distribution.
The avor com position of the M onte C arlo distribution is shown.

Figure 2. The distrbutionsof M fora)D °! K *,b)D°! K * % andc)
D°! K ** ;dM K " ")distrbution orD* ! K * * (seetext). The
points represent the data distributions and the solid histogram s represent the M onte
C arlo sim ulated distributions. The avor com position oftheM onte C arlo distributions

is shown.

Figure 3. a) Ourmeasuram ents of n,qs plotted at W = M ;o0 and the non—Jkading
m ultplicities 1 and 0! plotted at the appropriately reduced non-kading energy [
Ixg, @ )il . P revious m easurem ents of these quantities fll, @, [, [§, [, L4, 7, 3] are
also shown. The solid curve isa t @]toﬁudsmeasured Inthermange5< W < 92Gé&vV.
T he error on this curve (dotted lines) is dom inated by the uncertainty on the rem oval
of the heavy quark contribution to each m easured total charged m ultiplicity. b) The
di erences (points) between the non-leading data points in a) and the solid curve. A
linear tto these di erences is shown by the dashed line. For clarty the di erent data
points at the sam e energy are displayed w ith an all relative displacements n W .

Figure 4. M ultiplicities di erences a) n . and b) 1y, as functions of cm . energy.
The predictions of Ref. [3] are shown as the solid lnes and those of Ref. K] are
shown as the dashed lnes. For clarity the di erent data points at the sam e energy are
displayed w ith am all relative displacements in W .
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