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Abstract

Results from a search for new particles decaying to dijets in /s = 1.8 TeV
pp collisions using the D@ 1992-93 and 1994-95 data samples (104 pb~—1) are
presented. We exclude at the 95% confidence level the production of excited
quarks with masses below 725 GeV/c?, an additional standard model W boson
with masses between 340 and 680 GeV/c? and an additional standard model
Z boson with masses between 365 and 615 GeV/c?.
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The production of hadronic jets is the dominant contribution to high transverse momen-
tum (pr) processes in proton-anti-proton (Pp) collisions. There are many extensions of the
Standard Model that predict the existence of new massive objects (e.g. excited quarks, W/,
Z'.etc. [1,2]) which couple to quarks and gluons and form resonant structures in the dijet
mass spectrum. This paper will report on the search for these resonances in the dijet mass
spectrum using the D@ detector. The observation of W and Z bosons decaying to two—jets
by the UA2 experiment [3] displays the feasibility of dijet mass spectroscopy at pp colliders.
Subsequently the UA2 [4] and CDF [5] experiments have searched for resonances in the dijet
mass spectrum and produced limits on several different theoretical models.

The data sample used in this analysis was collected during 1992-93 and 1994-95 and
corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 104 pb~!.

Jet detection in the D@ detector [6] primarily utilizes the uranium-liquid argon calorime-
ters which cover pseudorapidity |7 |< 4 (7 = —In(tan(8/2))) where 6 is the polar angle of
the object relative to the proton beam). Jets were reconstructed using an iterative jet cone
algorithm with a cone radius of R=0.7 in n-¢ space [7]. Background jets from isolated noisy
calorimeter cells and accelerator losses were eliminated with quality cuts [8]. The transverse
energy of each jet is then corrected [9] for offsets due to underlying events and noise; the
fraction of particle energy showering, outside the jet cone; and calorimeter hadronic energy
response.

For each event that passes the quality cuts the inclusive dijet mass can be calculated,
assuming that the jets are massless, using the relationship; M7; = 2- E} - E% - (cosh(An) —
cos(A¢)), where E} and EZ are the transverse energies of the two jets with the highest
Er. Each event is weighted by the efficiency of the quality cuts applied to the data. Cuts
were then made on the pseudorapidity of the two leading Er jets such that |7;2|< 1.0 and

An =|n —n2|< 1.6.

During the 1994-95 data taking period the data were collected using four triggers with
E7 thresholds of 30, 50, 85 and 115 GeV with integrated luminosities of 0.36, 4.6, 52 and
91 pb~!. These luminosities have an additional correction factor determined by matching
the inclusive jet cross section in the region where two neighboring triggers overlap. These
corrections are 0.040.0, 2.841.3%, 5.7+1.5%, and 6.3+1.6% for the four 1994-95 data sets
respectively. Only one trigger was used from the 1992-93 data taking period with an Er
threshold of 115 GeV and an integrated luminosity of 13.7 pb~!. After the jet energy cor-
rections these trigger samples were used to measure the dijet mass spectrum above mass
thresholds of 200, 270, 370 and 500 GeV where each of the triggers is 100% efficient. The
resulting dijet mass spectrum is plotted in Fig 1.

Three different models were considered for a possible signal in the dijet mass spectrum.
These models were chosen to correspond to three different types of resonance decays. The
first model considered was a mass degenerate excited quark [1] which decays to a quark
and a gluon (¢* — gg); we have assumed that the coupling parameters of the excited quark
theory are set equal to one (f = f' = f, = 1.0) and that the compositeness scale is set equal
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FIG. 1. The inclusive dijet mass spectrum. The events from each trigger have been corrected
by the trigger’s luminosity and event efficiencies.

to the mass of the excited quark (A* = Mq")' The second and third models are additional

W and Z bosons [2] with the same properties as their standard model counterparts where
all possible quark decays are allowed (W' — qg’, Z' — ¢g). The decay line shapes of the W’
and Z' will be significantly affected by their decays to top (W' — 5,2’ — tf). The leading
order W' and Z' cross sections were corrected by second order K factors [10] to account for
higher order effects.

The data were fitted using Bayesian techniques (see Ref. [11)). The predicted number of
events per bin (4;) in the mass spectrum is given by u; = (AO’QCD'. + LNx,0x ) X € where
oqcp, is the predicted QCD cross section for the mass bin, A is a normalization factor for the
QCD cross section, £ is the integrated luminosity, N, is the fraction of the signal in the bin
(X Nx, = 1), ox is the signal cross section and € is the efficiency of applied jet quality cuts.
The probability that N; events are observed in a given mass bin is then given by (assuming
that N; follows Poisson statistics): P (N; | oqep,,0x, Nx;, A, L, e,-,I) = e Hiu;Ni | N;! where
I is all other prior information. The probability of observing the set of N; that makes up
the mass spectrum is then given by the product of these probabilities. To calculate the
probability distribution for ox Bayes’ theorem is applied with the following assumptions

6




about the prior probability distributions: ox and A have flat priors; ogcp,, € and £ all
have Gaussian priors; Ny, has a Poisson prior.

The inclusive dijet mass spectrum, ogcp,, was simulated using the Next-to-leading or-
der (NLO) program JETRAD [12] using the CTEQ4M [13] parton distribution function (pdf),
a renormalization scale (u) of 0.5 X Er where the Eyr is the highest Er parton and a parton
clustering algorithm where partons within 1.3R of one another were clustered if they were
also within R = 0.7 of their ET weighted 7,¢ centroid. The Er of the jets are then smeared
using the measured jet resolutions. The resulting distribution is plotted in Fig 2.

10 5 3
; — JETRAD Simulation.
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L2 3
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FIG. 2. The JETRAD simulation of the QCD inclusive dijet mass spectrum with the simulated
excited quark line shapes for Mq: = 300, 500 and 700 GeV/c2.

For each of the models considered a Monte Carlo mass spectrum was generated at 25
GeV/c? intervals from a mass of 200 GeV/c? to 1 TeV/c? using the PYTHIA [14] event
generator. Jets were reconstructed at the particle level using the same iterative jet cone
algorithm that was applied to the data. The resulting jets were then smeared with the mea-
sured jet resolutions. Each of the mass spectra contains fifty thousand events. Examples of
the particles generated at 500 GeV/c? are shown in Fig 3.
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FIG. 3. The line shapes of a 500 GeV/c? ¢*, Z', W'. The line shapes have been smoothed and
normalized to unit area. The large tails of the W’ and Z’ line shapes are due to their top decays
(W' — tb,Z' — 1)
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The uncertainty in £ is 8%, and the uncertainty in € is 1% . The uncertainties in the
JETRAD QCD spectrum are as given by the program and the signal line shape uncertainties
are determined by the size of the sample.

The uncertainty in the energy scale was incorporated into the method by using eleven
different mass spectra, each one corresponding to a different energy scale correction. The
eleven energy scale corrections were the nominal correction and +0.20, +0.40, £0.60, +0.8¢
and +1.00. The eleven different energy corrections are applied on an event by event basis
to generate the corresponding mass spectra. The probability distributions were calculated
separately for each of these mass spectra and combined to form the final probability distri-
bution.

The data were fitted to QCD NLO prediction by using the above method with ox set
equal to zero. A comparison of u; and the data is given in Fig 4. The x? of the comparison
is 11.03 for 15 degrees of freedom. This fit shows no evidence for the existence of any new
particle.

The 95% Confidence Limits (CL) on the production cross section for the three theoret-
ical models were extracted. This is done by determining the value of ox that 95% of the

probability distribution lies below. The resulting limits for all models considered are plotted
in Fig 5.
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FIG. 4. The difference between the data and the smeared JETRAD NLO QCD prediction nor-
malized to the theoretical prediction ((Data — Theory)/Theory) using the cTEQ4M pdf and a
renormalization scale p = 0.5 X Er.

We compare our measured 95% CL with the cross section times branching ratio (BR)
times acceptance (a) for particle decaying to dijets to the theoretical predictions. The pre-
dictions are calculated at leading order using the CTEQ3L parton distribution functions.
Branching fractions to all quark and gluon states are included and the acceptance of the
analysis cuts are applied to the resulting cross sections.

The ¢* cross section limits is compared to the predicted cross section in Fig 6. We ex-
clude excited quarks with Mq* < 725 GeV/c?. This is compared to the measurements made
by UA2 and CDF in Fig. 7. The W’ cross section limits are compared with the predicted
cross section in Fig 8. The W is ruled out for 340 < My < 680 GeV/c? and the Z’ (Fig 9)
is ruled out for 365 < Mz < 615 GeV/c?.

In conclusion we see no evidence for new particle production and set preliminary 95%
confidence limits on several models of new particle production.
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excluded at the 95% CL.
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FIG. 9. The 95% CL on the production cross section (ox X BR X a) for the Z’ (solid triangles)
compared with the predicted cross section (dashed line). Values of 365 < M5/ < 615 GeV/c? are
excluded at the 95% CL.
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