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A bstract

An im portant issue in the direct reconstruction m ethod ofdeterm ining the

W m ass from q�qQ �Q events at LEP2 concerns the im pact ofthe relatively

unknown QCD interconnection e�ects. Ithasbeen suggested thata study of

‘shortstring’states,in which coloursingletstatesareform ed from q�Q and Q �q

pairs with sm allphase{space separation,could shed im portant light on this

issue.W eshow thatsuch con�gurationscan alsobegenerated by conventional

background e+ e� ! 4 parton processes,in particular QCD q�qgg and q�qQ �Q

and non{resonant electroweak q�qQ �Q production. W e study the colour and

kinem aticstructureofthesebackground contributions,and estim atetheevent

rate to be expected at LEP2. W e �nd that the QCD processes are heavily

suppressed,but that non{resonant q�qQ �Q production m ay be com parable in

rateto theexpected ‘shortstring’signalfrom W + W � production.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605449v1


1 Introduction

The detailed study ofW � boson physicsisoneofthem ostim portantgoalsofthe LEP2

e+ e� collider.Am ong them ain objectivesisa precision m easurem entofthem assM W of

theW boson,with thetargetaccuracy � 50 M eV,seeforexam pleRef.[1].

An obvious requirem ent forthe success ofthese precise studies is a high levelofre-

liability oftheoreticalpredictionsforthe signaland background contributionsto various

experim entalobservablesrelated to thedi�erentm ethodsofm easuring M W from thepro-

cesse+ e� ! W + W � .This,in particular,requiresadetailed understandingofthephysical

phenom ena which describetheproduction and decay ofW � bosonsatLEP2,forinstance,

ofthee�ectswhich arisefrom therelatively largeW � boson decay width �W (’ 2:1 GeV

[2]). The instability ofthe W � bosons can,in principle,strongly m odify the standard

‘stable W � ’results. For exam ple,an im portant role can be played by QCD radiative

interferences(both virtualand real)which interconnecttheproduction and decay stages,

seeforexam pleRefs.[3,4].

Itiscurrently believed thatthehighestprecision on theM W determ ination isobtained

from them ethod ofdirectkinem aticreconstruction ofM W using thedecay channels1

W
+
W

�
! q1�q2Q 3

�Q 4; (1)

W
+
W

�
! q�q‘�‘: (2)

However,the directreconstruction m ethod isnotwithoutproblem s. Forexam ple,to

construct the two W � ’s from the q1�q2Q 3
�Q 4 �nalstate in (1)one m ust,in principle,at-

tribute allobserved hadrons to the ‘correct’parent W � ,a procedure which is certainly

a�ected by relatively unknown QCD interconnection corrections[4].Sincea com pletede-

scription ofthese e�ectsisnotpossible atpresent,one hasto rely on m odelpredictions

rather than on exact calculations,for details see Refs.[1,4,5,6,7]. Detailed experi-

m entalstudiesoffour{jeteventsin e+ e� annihilation corresponding to thekinem aticsof

process(1)could provideim portantinform ation aboutthesizeofinterconnection{related

system atic uncertaintiesin theW m assm easurem ents.

There is another challenging reason to study carefully the phenom enon ofQCD in-

terconnection (colourrearrangem ent)in hadronic W + W � events. As�rstem phasised in

1W e use the notation q and Q to distinguish quarksfrom di�erentW decay.
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Ref.[8],it could provide a new laboratory for probing non{perturbative QCD dynam -

ics. The factthatdi�erentm odelsforthe non{perturbative fragm entation give di�erent

predictions[1]m eansthatitm ightbe possible to learn aboutthe structure ofthe QCD

vacuum . For exam ple,one m ay hope to distinguish various scenarios by exploiting the

di�erencein thesensitivity ofthereconnection to theeventtopology [4,5].

Unfortunately to m ake any progressatall,we have so farhad to rely on m odelsand

approxim ations that are far from perfect. There is a true lim it to our current physics

understanding. One unresolved problem concernsan evidentbreakdown ofthe exclusive

probabilisticinterpretation ofthecoloursuppressed interference e�ects,seeRefs.[2,4].

Recallthat there is an im portant di�erence between the perturbative QCD ‘radio-

physics’picture [9]and the non{perturbative fragm entation scenarios like,for exam ple,

theLund string m odel[10].Thelatterrequiresa com pletely exclusive description:in the

end the q1�q2Q 3
�Q 4 system m ust be subdivided into and fragm ent astwo separate colour

singlets,either q1�q2 and Q 3
�Q 4 or q1 �Q 4 and Q 3�q2. The string m odeltherefore predicts

e�ects that could be observed on an event{by{event basis. On the other hand,within

the perturbative QCD approach,analogously to othercoloursuppressed interference ef-

fects[9,11,12],thecolourrearrangem entphenom ena can beviewed only on a com pletely

inclusive basis,when allthe antennae/dipoles are sim ultaneously active in the particle

production. The fact that the reconnection pieces are not positive{de�nite [4]reects

theirwave interference nature. Therefore,the recoupling e�ectsshould appearon top of

a background generated by standard no{reconnection antennae/colourdipoles.Norm ally

(for exam ple, for e+ e� ! q�qg) the two pictures give quite sim ilar overalldescription;

di�erences only becom e dram atic when dealing with sm allcoloursuppressed e�ects,see

Refs.[9,11,12].Anotheropen question concernsthe interplay between the perturbative

and non{perturbativephasesin thereconnection [4].

The issue ofthe experim entalobservability ofcolourreconnection needsa specialde-

tailed consideration.Forexam ple,in Ref.[4]theanalysiswasconcerned m ainly with the

standard globaleventm easureswherethee�ectsappearto bevery sm all.Thechangein

theaveragecharged m ultiplicity ispredicted atalevelofapercentorless,and sim ilarcon-

clusionshold forrapidity distributions,thrustdistributions,and so on.Thisisvery likely

below theexperim entalprecision onem ay expectatLEP2,and so thee�ectsm ay wellbe

unobservable.There are,however,som e otherpotentially prom ising approaches,e.g.the

com parison ofthe eventpropertiesin fully hadronic and m ixed leptonic{hadronic decays
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orthe com parison with m easurem ents from the p�p collider,see forexam ple Refs.[2,4].

In particular,an interesting vista on the reconnection issue isprovided by Bose{Einstein

e�ects[13].

A high{statisticsrun abovetheZ 0Z 0 threshold would ofcourseallow an unam biguous

determ ination ofany system atic m ass shift,since the Z 0 m ass is already very precisely

known from LEP1. Ifthe various potentialsources ofsystem atic error could be disen-

tangled,itcould also providea directobservation ofreconnection e�ects.M oregenerally,

Z 0 events from LEP1 could be used to predict a num ber ofproperties forZ 0Z 0 events,

such asthe charged m ultiplicity distribution. Any sign ofdeviationswould then provide

im portantinform ation on thereconnection issue.

An interesting proposalwhich attem ptsto disentangle the recoupling phenom enon is

discussed in Ref.[5],where itisargued thatdynam icale�ectscould enhance the recon-

nection probability for con�gurations which correspond to so{called ‘short strings’,i.e.

stringsconnecting q1 with �Q 4 (and �q2 with Q 3)when thequark{antiquark pairsareclose

togetherin phase space,equivalently,when the eventhasa high thrust. Such con�gura-

tionswould beexpected to producefewerhadronsthan average.Itisestim ated thatwith

10% probabilityforrecouplingthesereconnected eventscould beexperim entally identi�ed.

However,in orderto clearly pin down such a m anifestation ofcolourrearrangem entin

process(1)inarealisticLEP2scenariofurthere�ortisrequired.Oneofthem ostim portant

questionsconcernsthesizeofthenon{W + W � background.Forexam ple,the‘shortstring’

statesdiscussed above can also be generated by conventionale+ e� ! 4 parton eventsin

speci�c colourcon�gurationswhich give rise to ‘rapidity gaps’,see Refs.[14,15,16,17].

Such eventsprovidea naturallowerlim itfora recoupling{type signal2.

In thisstudywecalculateallthefour-partonbackground contributionswhich could give

eventswith largerapidity gaps.W eusetheexactlowest{ordertree-levelm atrix elem ents

to com pute the overallfour{jetcross sections,and then study the colourand kinem atic

structure ofthe variousprocesses. In thisway we are able to estim ate the probability of

�nding background con�gurationscorresponding to two pairsofpartonsin coloursinglet

statesand relatively closetogetherin phasespace,con�gurationswhich could giveriseto

rapidity gaps.

The paperisorganised asfollows. In the following section we listthe varioussignal

2W e assum e here that these rapidity gap events would be statistically distinguishable from random

uctuationsin conventionale+ e� ! 2 jetproduction
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and background four{parton processes and discuss their colourproperties. In Section 3

we present num ericalstudies ofthe corresponding crosssections atLEP2 energies. Our

conclusionsarepresented in Section 4.

2 R ecoupled four{jet events

As discussed in the Introduction,a naturallower lim it for the colour recoupling signal

in W + W � hadronic events is provided by e+ e� ! 4 partons background events with

su�ciently largerapidity gaps[14,15,16,17].One can expectthatwhen thetwo colour

singletquasi{collinearjetpairsare m oving apartin the centre{of{m assfram e with large

velocities,the production ofhadronsis suppressed in the rapidity region separating the

two coloursingletsystem s. Therefore these rapidity gap events can,in principle,m im ic

the ‘short string’signalofthe W + W � hadronic events advocated in Ref.[5](see also

[8]) as a laboratory for studying colour recoupling e�ects.3 Note that contrary to the

W + W � case,where the ‘short string’signalis suppressed by a sm all(but theoretically

uncertain) recoupling factor,four partons in a rapidity gap con�guration are produced

alm ostsim ultaneously in asm allspace{tim einterval,and soalltheQCD antennae/dipoles

are equally active. In addition,the softand collinearsingularities inherent in the QCD

m atrixelem entsim plythatselectingfour{jeteventswith ahigh thrust,which enhancesthe

recoupling signal[5],autom atically enhancestheroleofrapidity gap background events.

W e would expect [14,15]that the globalfeatures ofrapidity gap events could be

evaluated within the fram ework ofperturbative QCD.W e therefore base ouranalysison

thetree{levelm atrix elem entsforthefollowing four{jetprocesses,

e
+
e
�
! W

+
W

�
! q1�q2Q 3

�Q 4; (3)

e
+
e
�
! q1�q2g3g4; (4)

e
+
e
�
! q1�q2Q 3

�Q 4 (via g propagators); (5)

e
+
e
�
! q1�q2Q 3

�Q 4 (via ;Z0 propagators); (6)

described by the Feynm an diagram s4 shown in Figs.1{3. The m atrix elem ent for(3)is

calculated usingthetechniquesdescribed in [18]whilefor(4){(6)weusethesam eFORTRAN

3Notealsothatthehigh thrustselection autom atically selectsa classofeventsin which Q CD radiation

from the �nal{statequarksissuppressed.

4W � {propagatorcontributionsareom itted from the diagram sofFig.3a forprocess(6).
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codesofRefs.[19,20,21],to which thereadercan referfordetails.The resultsobtained

forprocess(3)havebeen cross-checked with acalculation using theform alism ofRef.[22].

Con�gurationscorrespondingtotwodistinctively separated coloursingletparton pairs,

which should lead to rapidity gap events,are illustrated schem atically in Fig.4 for the

processes(3){(6)listed above:Fig.4a forprocess(4)(seealso Fig.2),Fig.4b forprocess

(5)(seealso Fig.3a when thejagged linerepresentsa g),and Figs.4c,d forprocesses(3)

(4d only)and (6)(seealso Fig.1,Fig.3a when thejagged linerepresentsa  ora Z0,and

Fig.3b).

There isa sim ple heuristic way to derive the colourfactorsfortheproduction ofa q�q

pairin a coloursinglet(S)oroctet(O )state.In term sofcolourm atrices,theproduction

ofa singletstatem ustbeproportionalto theidentity and therefore:

S = A S

Hereand in thefollowingwewillonlydraw thecolourpartofthefullFeynm an am plitudes.

The production ofa quark{antiquark pairin an octetstate,on the otherhand,m ustbe

proportionalto theproduction ofa gluon state:

O = A O

Theseequalitiesareexact,with A S = 1=
p
3 and A O =

p
2,forallquark and gluon indices

if,in the RGB colourbasis,we use the usualGell{M ann m atricesand the following set

ofgluon states: g1 = (RG + GR)=
p
2,g2 = i(RG � GR)=

p
2,g3 = (RR � GG)=

p
2,

g4 = (B R + RB )=
p
2,g5 = i(B R � RB )=

p
2,g6 = (GB + B G)=

p
2,g7 = i(GB � B G)=

p
2,

g8 = (RR + GG � 2B B )=
p
6,with thesingletstategiven by g0 = (RR + GG + B B )=

p
3.

W hen com puting colourtracesonly A 2

S and A 2

O are needed. These can also be obtained

from the processese+ e� ! q�q,which can only resultin a singletstate,and q1�q1 ! q2�q2,

5



with q1 6= q2,in which the initialand �nalquark pairsare necessarily in the octetstate.

Oneagain �ndsA 2

S = 1=3 and A 2

O = 2.

An alternativeway to obtain thesam eresultsisto recalltheidentity,seeforexam ple

Ref.[9],

T
a
ijT

a
kl=

1

2

�

�il�jk �
1

3
�ij�kl

�

(7)

which graphically reads:

=
1
2

-
1
6

Bym ultiplyingby twoand isolatingthe�rstterm on theright{hand side,which represents

agenericq�qstate,itisstraightforward toshow thatthatthecoe�cientsofthesingletand

octetterm sareexactly A 2

S and A
2

O respectively.

Using these sim plecalculationaltoolsonecan com putethecolourfactorsforthepro-

duction ofq�qpairsin thesingletstateforalltheabovefour{jetprocessesin e+ e� collisions.

Itissu�cientto join the quark and antiquark colour linesin the am plitude and then to

com pute the colour factor for the am plitude squared with the usualrules,dividing the

�nalresultby three.Each oftheprocessesunderconsideration isdiscussed in turn below.

� e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q ,q6= Q.Thecolourfactoris9.Ifq�Q(Q �q)arein a singlet

statethecolourfactoris1,ifthey arein an octetstateitis8.Thereforethecolour

rearrangem entprobability is1/9,asiswellknown.Sim ilarly,the colourfactorsfor

e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q via electroweak interactions (EW ),q 6= Q,with q�Q in a singlet or

octetstateare1 and 8 respectively.

� e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q via EW ,q = Q. The fullam plitude includes two setsofdiagram s.

Thecorresponding spinorpartsareA 1 and A 2 which arerelated by theexchangeof

them om enta,forexam ple,ofthetwo antiquarks:
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A = A 1

1

2
3

4

� A 2

1

2
3

4

Ifwerequirethe(12){pairtoform acoloursinglet,thecolourfactorsforthem odulus

squared ofA 1 and A 2 are9 and 1 respectively,and thecolourfactorfortheinterfer-

ence between A 1 and A 2 is3.The rolesofA 1 and A 2 areobviously interchanged if

instead werequirethe(13){pairto form a coloursinglet.

� e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q via QCD,q 6= Q. Forthe O (�2�2s)tree{leveldiagram sthe q�q and

Q �Q pairs are always in the octet state. The colour factor is 2. W hen q�Q form a

singletthe colourfactoris16/9,and when they form an octetthe colourfactoris

2/9.In thiscasetheprobability of�nding theq�Q pairin a singletstateis8/9.

� e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q via QCD,q = Q.The corresponding am plitude includestwo setsof

fourdiagram s(only one isshown forsim plicity)which are related by the exchange

ofthem om enta,forexam ple,ofthetwo antiquarks:

A = A 1

1
2

3

4

� A 2

1
2

4

3

Ifwe require the (14) pair to form a colour singlet then only A 2 contributes and

thecorresponding colourfactoris16/9.TherolesofA 1 and A 2 areobviously inter-

changed ifwerequirethe(13)pairto form a coloursingletinstead.

� e+ e� ! q�qgg. Itisconvenient to considerseparately the orthogonalcontributions

which aresym m etric (i.e.proportionalto fTa;Tbg=2)and antisym m etric (i.e.pro-
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portionalto [Ta;Tb]=2)in thegluon colourindices.Thetwo quarksin theantisym -

m etricterm can only bein theoctetstate.Thecolourfactoristhen 12.Thecolour

factor for the sym m etric part is 28/3: when the quark pair is in the singlet state

the colourfactoris8/3,and when the pairisin the octetstate the colourfactoris

20/3. Therefore in kinem atic con�gurationsforwhich the sym m etric and antisym -

m etric am plitudes are approxim ately equal,the colour singlet pair con�gurations

aresuppressed by a factor 1

N 2
c
� 1

= 1

8
.In particular,con�gurationswhich correspond

to coloursingletpairsin opposite hem ispheres,which form the background to the

W + W � ‘shortstring’signal,arecoloursuppressed.

This last result highlights an im portant di�erence in principle between the treat-

m ent ofrapidity gap events in the four{quark processes (5){(6) and the double gluon

brem sstrahlung process(4).In the form ercase two singletpairsare produced atleading

orderin 1

N 2
c

.In thelattercaseoneisdealing with a coloursuppressed phenom enon where

there is an im portant di�erence between the probabilistic exclusive (e.g. Lund string)

pictureand theinterferenceinclusive(perturbativeQCD)treatm entofthe�nalstatepar-

ticledistributions[2,4,9].W ithin theinclusive perturbativeQCD scenario,in which the

interference between radiative am plitudesisfully taken into account,the presence ofthe

di�erentoctetand singletcolourstatesforthegg system m ostlikely leadstosm all(i.e.of

order 1

N 2
c

)anisotropiesintheparticledistributionsratherthan totheappearanceofdistinc-

tiverapiditygap eventswith sm allO ( 1

N 2
c

)probability.In otherwords,thecoloursingletgg

con�guration would correspond to an ‘accidentalsinglet’[4]with no obviousprobabilistic

interpretation: additionalgluon radiation would ‘sm ear out’the colour structure on an

event{by{eventbasis.On theotherhand,onem ightexpectthatthesecoloursingletpair

eventswould m anifestthem selves on an event{by{event basiswhen the invariantm asses

ofthe dijetsystem sare su�ciently sm all,in which case non{perturbative dynam ics(like

stringform ation in theLund m odel)would bethedom inante�ect.Thiswould correspond

totwo ultra{relativisticsm allcolourdipolesreceding from each otherwith high velocities,

too farapartto interact.In thepresentstudy,analogously to Refs.[15,17],wewilladopt

thelatter(probabilisticexclusive)scenarioforthe�nalstatestructureoftheq�qggevents.5

5Fora recentcom prehensivediscussion oftheabovecolourconnection phenom ena in processessuch as

e+ e� ! q�qg:::g seeRef.[23].
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3 R esults

In thissection wequantify therelativeim portanceofthesignaland background contribu-

tionsin theproduction ofrapidity gap eventsatLEP2.Forthenum ericalcalculationswe

take�em = 1=128 and sin2�W = 0:23,whilefortheZ 0 and W � boson m assesand widths

weusethevaluesM Z 0 = 91:1 GeV,M W = 80:0 GeV,and �Z 0 = 2:5 GeV,�W = 2:2 GeV.

The�nal-statequarksaretaken to bem assless.Thestrong coupling constant�s iscom -

puted atthetwo{loop level,with �veactivequark avours,ata scaleequaltothecollider

energy
p
s and with �Q C D = 190 M eV.6 The analysis is perform ed at the parton level,

neglecting thee�ectsofhadronization.

In ordertobeconsistentwith theexperim entalprocedureofselecting4{jet�nalstates,

we need to adopt a jet{�nding algorithm . W e choose the ‘Durham ’schem e [24],which

usestheclustering variable

y
D
ij =

2m in(E 2

i;E
2

j)(1� cos�ij)

s
; (8)

whereE i and E j aretheenergiesofthei{th and j{th particle(with four{m om enta piand

pj),respectively,and �ij theirrelative angle. A 4{jetevent isthen de�ned by requiring

that allyij’s (obtained from allpossible perm utations ofiand j) satisfy the condition

yij � yDcut = 0:0015. None ofthe m ain featuresofourresultsdepend signi�cantly on the

jet{clustering procedureand/oron theexactvalueofycut.

Ourresults are presented in Table Iand in Figs.5{8. In Table I(uppersection)we

presentthe totalcrosssectionsforthefourprocessese+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q,e+ e� !

q�qgg,e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (via g{propagators),and e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (via ;Z0{propagators),for

yDcut= 0:0015and
p
s= 180GeV.Thesecorrespond tothe‘fully coloured’m atrix elem ents

in thatboth coloursingletand octetcontributionsareincluded.7 In com putingthesecross

sections we have sum m ed (averaged) over the �nal(initial)state helicities and sum m ed

overallpossiblecom binationsofquark avoursin the�nalstates.Fortheprocessesunder

consideration,quark m assescan safely beneglected.

6In principle,the naturalscale for the strong coupling constant �s is the characteristic m om entum

transfer,in which casethe e�ective value of�s should be som ewhatlargerthan �s(
p
s)due to the lower

valuesofthe m om enta.However,in whatfollowsweshalltreat�s asa constant(� 0:105).
7Alltheresultsforprocess(3)presented hereneglectgluon radiation and cascading e�ectsand,there-

fore,areintended only forillustrativepurposes{ seethe discussion atthe end ofthissection.
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Since 2M W <
p
s < 2M Z 0 the cross section for the four-quark process m ediated by

the double W � resonance (i.e. e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q)ism uch largerthan the EW

e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q which includes diagram s with a double Z 0 resonance.8 Even though

the two{gluon QCD process e+ e� ! q�qgg is produced via �;Z 0 s{channelexchange,

giving a 1=s suppression,the corresponding 4{jetcrosssection iscom parable to thatfor

e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q .Finally,theQCD e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q crosssection iscom parableto

thatfore+ e� ! q�qQ �Q via EW interactions,9 and roughly an orderofm agnitude sm aller

than thecrosssection forprocesses(3)and (4),seealso Ref.[16].

Figure 5 shows the corresponding di�erentialdistribution d�=dE j ofthe energy ofa

single jet in the four processes,for the above values of
p
s and yDcut. The sym m etry of

the m atrix elem ents under interchange ofthe (anti)quark labels m eans that the energy

distributions are identicalfor all(m assless) partons in the e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q

and (QCD and EW )e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q processes.In contrast,the distributionsaredi�erent

for the quarks and gluons in e+ e� ! q�qgg production. The infrared singularities in

gluon brem sstrahlung o� quarks in q�qgg production lead to a softer energy distribution

for the gluons. Another notable feature in Fig.5 is the peak around E j = 1=4
p
s for

e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q events,due to the factthatfor
p
s � 2MW the energy ofthe

quarksfrom W � decaysisapproxim ately M W =2� 1=4
p
s.Thespread ofthedistribution

in Fig.5 aboutthisvalue isdue m ainly to the kinetic energy ofthe W � bosonsatthis

above{threshold collision energy. A sim ilar e�ectisobserved in the EW e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q

distribution,dueto thedoubleZ 0{resonance contribution.Here,however,theadditional

presence (see Fig.3a) of� ! q�q propagators with soft singularities tends to shift the

energy to sm allvalues. Finally,the energy distribution ofQCD e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q events

peaksattheedgesoftherange,sincein theseeventswehavequarksboth from Z 0� decays

with virtuality
p
s(and thusE j �

p
s=2)and from softvirtualgluons(i.e.with E j ! 0).

In orderto study colourrearrangem entin 4{jetproduction atLEP2 weareinterested

in largethrusteventsin which alljetshave approxim ately thesam e energy [5].In Fig.6

we therefore show the di�erentialthrustdistribution d�=dT foryDcut = 0:0015,and with

8Increasing ordecreasing the value of
p
s will,ofcourse,lead to a di�erentrelativeweighting ofthese

processes. O urchoice here of
p
s = 180 G eV correspondsto m axim ising the num ber ofW + W � events

while rem aining below the nom inalZ 0Z 0 threshold.
9This is true for the particular value ofycut chosen here. The absolute rates are quite sensitive to

the ycut value,but m uch ofthis sensitivity disappearswhen further kinem aticalcuts and colour-singlet

selectionsareapplied,seebelow.
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an ‘equalenergy’cut,viz. jE j �
p
s=4j< 10 GeV for all�nal{state jets. Allcolour

com binations are again included. The distributions are quite at for processes (3),(5)

and (6)for0:7 <

� T <

� 0:9� 0:95,decreasing asT ! 1 due to the �nite yDcut cut. Forthe

processeswhich arem ediated by twovirtualm assivebosons(W + W � orZ 0Z 0)thejetsare

roughlyisotropicin phasespacesincethecollision energyisnotfarfrom threshold.Forthe

contribution to (6)in which theq�qQ �Q areproduced via interm ediate photons,weexpect

largethrusteventswhen � ! q�qpropagatorshavesm allinvariantm asses(i.e.collinearq

and �q).Thishappensin �� back{to{back eventsfrom thediagram sin Fig.3b,in 3+ 1

back{to{back con�gurations (i.e. with three collinear jets in one hem isphere) in �Z 0�

eventsfrom Fig.3b,and in the QCD{like diagram sofFig.3a. Since these lattergraphs

apply also to g� ! q�q,the sam e com m ents hold forprocess(5). In contrast,the thrust

distribution fortheQCD process(4)increasessigni�cantly atlargeT,duetothecollinear

singularitiesofthem atrix elem ent.Forexam ple,a singlegluon brem sstrahlung from each

ofthetwo quarksgivesa back{to{back 2+ 2 con�guration,whilea gluon splitting into a

gg{pairvia a triplegluon vertex givesa 3+ 1 con�guration.

Sinceouraim istopredicttherelativecontributionsofprocesses(3){(6)to4{jetevents

with largerapidity gapsand to study colourrearrangem ente�ects,and since theselatter

occurbetween parton pairsin coloursingletstates(i.e.q�q,q�Q,Q �Q ,Q �qorgg)su�ciently

close in phase space,we show in Fig.7 the distribution in the angularseparation cos�S

between allpossible parton pairs which can give such colour singlet con�gurations. In

process(3)singletstatescan occurboth in [q�q][Q �Q ](both quark and antiquark from the

sam e W ) and in [q�Q ][Q �q](quark and antiquark from di�erent W ’s) com binations. For

the form er,the distribution is peaked in the back{to{back direction (the W ’s are only

slowly m oving at this collision energy) whereas the latter distribution is m uch atter.

Nearcos�S = 1 thedistribution issuppressed by theyDcut cut.FortheQCD q�qgg process

(4)only q�q and gg pairscan give coloursingletstates. The peak in the distributionsat

cos�S ! � 1 forboth ofthese com binationsreects the dom inance ofthe back{to{back

con�guration oftheq�qpairin thecentre{of-m assfram e,with gluonspreferentially em itted

along the quark and antiquark directions. Forcos�S ! 1 we see a sm allincrease forthe

ggdistribution duetothecollinearsingularity in theg� propagatorsplitting intogg{pairs.

The distribution in cos�S fortheQCD q�qQ �Q process(5)10 isalso strongly peaked in the

back{to{back direction. Finally,the q�q distribution ofthe EW q�qQ �Q process (6) has

10Note thatonly the [q�Q ][Q �q]com bination can givea coloursinglethere.
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alm ostthe sam e featuresasthatofprocess(3),apartfrom the strongerpeaking peak at

cos�S ! � 1 which reects the factthatthe Z0Z 0 pairsare produced alm ostatrestat

thiscollision energy. Asfore+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q ,the distribution forq�Q isagain

quiteat.

ThetotalcrosssectionscorrespondingtoFigs.6{7arelisted in TableI(centralsection),

forthe sam e choice ofcutsand colourfactors. Because ofthe jetenergy dependence of

processes(4){(5)(see Fig.5),theiroverallratesarem uch sm allercom pared to the other

two which are‘energy resonant’in theregion E j �
p
s=4.

The �nalplot,Fig.8,shows the thrust dependence ofthose events which can give

rapidity gap con�gurations. Here only the colour singlet part ofthe m atrix elem ents

has been com puted and particles form ing singlet states have been required to be close

in phase space (i.e. cos�S > 0). Note that for processes (3) and (6) both [q�q][Q �Q ]

and [q�Q][Q �q]colour singlet con�gurations are included. It is interesting to note that

requiring only positive cosines of�S and singlet colour factors in the m atrix elem ents

alm ostcom pletely elim inatesthecollinearsingularcon�gurationsoftheQCD 4{jetevents

which were apparent in Fig.6. The e�ect is clearly visible as a decrease in the thrust

dependence ofthesetwo processesatlargeT.

In Table I(lowersection)we listthe singlettotalcrosssectionsofthe fourprocesses,

for yDcut = 0:0015,jE j �
p
s=4j < 10 GeV and cos�S > 0,i.e. the integrated distri-

butions ofFig.8. There is an obvious hierarchy ofcross sections: q�qQ �Q (W + W � ) �

q�qQ �Q(E W ) � q�qQ �Q ;q�qgg(QCD ),the di�erence in each case being approxim ately

one order ofm agnitude. Ifone assum es an integrated lum inosity L = 500 pb� 1,only

e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q production willgive a sizeable num berofcolourreconnection

eventsatLEP2.

W eend thissection with aword ofcaution.Theestim ateofthenum berofrapidity gap

eventsforprocess(3)based ontheabovefour{partonresultsalm ostcertainlyoverestim ates

thesizeofthecolourrearrangem ente�ects.Itcorrespondstotheso{called ‘instantaneous

reconnection scenario’(analogousto Ref.[8]),in which the coloursinglet(q�Q)and (Q �q)

states are instantaneously form ed and allowed to radiate perturbative gluons. It was

�rstshown in Ref.[4]thatthe �nite W width leadsto a space{tim e separation between

the W ’s,and a consequent additionalsuppression (by at least an order ofm agnitude)

ofthe recoupling e�ects. Therefore the rate of‘shortstring’orrapidity gap production

corresponding to processes(3)and (6)m ay wellbe ofthe sam e order. Howeverthe low

12



overalleventratewillsurely m akethesedi�cultto identify experim entally.

4 C onclusions

Oneofthem ostim portantuncertaintiesin thedirectreconstruction m ethod ofdeterm in-

ing the W m ass from q�qQ �Q events at LEP2 is related to the relatively unknown QCD

interconnection e�ects [4,5,6,7]. To obtain inform ation aboutthe size ofthese e�ects

it was proposed in Ref.[5]to study the ‘short string’states signalin W + W � hadronic

eventsin which coloursingletstatesareform ed from q�Q and Q �q pairswith sm allphase{

spaceseparation.However,such con�gurationscan also begenerated by theconventional

background e+ e� ! 4parton eventsin kinem aticcon�gurationscorrespondingtorapidity

gap events[14,15,16,17].In thispaperwe have presented quantitative estim atesofthe

expected ratefrom these background processes,including notonly theQCD four{parton

processes but also the non{resonant electroweak q�qQ �Q processes. In each case we have

com puted thecrosssectionscorrespondingtotwopairsofcoloursingletpartonswith m od-

estangularseparation and approxim ately equalparton (jet)energies.W ehaveshown that

in thiscon�guration theQCD processesareheavilysuppressed,butthatelectroweak q�qQ �Q

production m ay becom parablein rateto theexpected signalfrom W + W � production.

Finally,we note thataside from theirim portance to the M W m easurem entatLEP2,

rapidity gap events in e+ e� annihilation are interesting in their own right as a new

laboratory for studying the dynam ics of hadron production, see for exam ple Refs.[5,

15,23]. One ofthe im portantissues here isthe correspondence between the colourand

particle ow dynam ics,see for exam ple Ref.[9]. It would be straightforward to extend

ourcalculationstoothercolliderenergiesand kinem aticalcon�gurationsin orderto study

such e�ects.
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Table C aption

[1]Totalcrosssectionsforthefourprocesses:(i)e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q,(ii)e+ e� !

q�qgg,(iii) e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (QCD),(iv) e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (EW ),at
p
s = 180 GeV,

for yDcut = 0:0015: with com plete m atrix elem ents and no additionalkinem atical

cuts (upper section);with com plete m atrix elem ents and with the additionalcut

jE j �
p
s=4j< 10 GeV (centralsection);and with only the ‘singlet’com ponentof

them atrix elem entsand with thecutsjE j�
p
s=4j< 10 GeV and cos�S > 0 (lower

section). Note that for processes (3) and (6) both [q�q][Q �Q ]and [q�Q][Q �q]colour

singletcon�gurationsareincluded.



Figure C aptions

[1]Feynm an diagram s contributing in lowest order to e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q. A

wavy linerepresentsa ,a Z0 ora W � ,asappropriate.Externallinesareidenti�ed

by theirindicesasgiven in thetext.

[2]Feynm an diagram scontributing in lowestorderto e+ e� ! q�qgg. A wavy line rep-

resentsa  ora Z0 whilethehelicallinerepresentsa g.Externallinesareidenti�ed

by theirindicesasgiven in thetext.

[3]Feynm an diagram scontributing in lowestorderto e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q via QCD (a)and

via EW (a and b). Ifthe two quark pairshave di�erentavouronly the �rstfour

diagram sin Fig.3a and the �rsttwo in Fig.3b contribute. A wavy line represents

a  ora Z0 whilea jagged linerepresentsa g,a  ora Z0,asappropriate.External

linesareidenti�ed by theirindicesasgiven in thetext.

[4]Four{partonm echanism sforgeneratingrapiditygap eventsin processes(3){(6).The

dashed lines indicate thatthe produced partonsare in coloursinglet states: (a)a

quark{antiquark jetpairand a two{gluon jetpair;(b)two �nalquark{antiquark jet

pairsproduced viaQCD interactions;(c)and (d)two�nalquark{antiquark jetpairs

produced via EW interactions.

[5]Di�erentialdistribution d�=dE j in theenergy ofthejet(s)forthefourprocesses:(i)

e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q (continuous line),(ii) e+ e� ! q�qgg (dashed line),(iii)

e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (QCD)(dotted line),and (iv) e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (EW )(chain{dashed

line),at
p
s= 180 GeV,foryDcut= 0:0015.Thecom pletem atrix elem entsareused.

[6]Di�erential distribution d�=dT in thrust for the four processes: (i) e+ e� !

W + W � ! q�qQ �Q (continuous line),(ii) e+ e� ! q�qgg (dashed line),(iii) e+ e� !

q�qQ �Q (QCD)(dotted line),and (iv) e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (EW ) (chain{dashed line),at
p
s= 180 GeV,foryDcut = 0:0015 and jE j �

p
s=4j< 10 GeV.The com plete m atrix

elem entsareused.



[7]Di�erentialdistribution d�=dcos�S in the cosine ofthe ‘singletangle’forthe four

processes:(i)e+ e� ! W + W � ! q�qQ �Q (continuousline),(ii)e+ e� ! q�qgg(dashed

line),(iii)e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (QCD)(dotted line),and (iv)e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (EW )(chain{

dashed line),at
p
s = 180 GeV,foryDcut = 0:0015 and jE j �

p
s=4j< 10 GeV.The

com pletem atrix elem entsareused.

[8]Di�erential distribution d�=dT in thrust for the four processes: (i) e+ e� !

W + W � ! q�qQ �Q (continuous line),(ii) e+ e� ! q�qgg (dashed line),(iii) e+ e� !

q�qQ �Q (QCD)(dotted line),and (iv) e+ e� ! q�qQ �Q (EW ) (chain{dashed line),at
p
s = 180 GeV,for yDcut = 0:0015,jE j �

p
s=4j< 10 GeV and cos�S > 0. Only

singlet com ponents ofthe m atrix elem ents were used. Note thatforprocesses (3)

and (6)both [q�q][Q �Q ]and [q�Q][Q �q]coloursingletcon�gurationsareincluded.



� (pb)

W + W � ! q�qQ �Q q�qgg q�qQ �Q (QCD) q�qQ �Q (EW )

6:34 4:33 0:240 0:186

no kinem aticalcuts singlet+octet

1:32 6:84� 10� 2 1:06� 10� 3 4:75� 10� 2

jE j �
p
s=4j< 10 GeV singlet+octet

2:54� 10� 2 5:16� 10� 5 9:44� 10� 5 3:01� 10� 3

jE j �
p
s=4j< 10 GeV cos�S > 0 singletonly

TableI
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