University of Nebraska - Lincoln

DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln

Kenneth Bloom Publications Research Papers in Physics and Astronomy

1-10-2000

Measurement of the Helicity of WBosons in Top Quark Decays

T. Affolder
Ernest Orlando Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California

Kenneth A. Bloom
University of Nebraska-Lincoln, kenbloom@unl.edu

Collider Detector at Fermilab Collaboration

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicsbloom

b Part of the Physics Commons

Affolder, T.; Bloom, Kenneth A.; and Fermilab Collaboration, Collider Detector at, "Measurement of the
Helicity of W Bosons in Top Quark Decays" (2000). Kenneth Bloom Publications. 114.
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicsbloom/114

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Research Papers in Physics and Astronomy at
DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln. It has been accepted for inclusion in Kenneth Bloom
Publications by an authorized administrator of DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln.


https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicsbloom
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicsresearch
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicsbloom?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fphysicsbloom%2F114&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/193?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fphysicsbloom%2F114&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicsbloom/114?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fphysicsbloom%2F114&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages

VOLUME 84, NUMBER 2 PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 10 ANuARY 2000

M easur ement of the Helicity of W Bosonsin Top Quark Decays

T. Affolder,?' H. Akimoto;** A. Akopian® M. G. Albrow,!” P. Amaral’ S. R. Amendolid! D. Amidei* J. Antos!
G. Apollinari® T. Arisawa}* T. Asakawa® W. Ashmanska$,M. Atac,'’ P. Azzi-Bacchettd) N. Bacchetta
M. W. Bailey® S. Bailey!* P. de Barbard} A. Barbaro-Galtier?! V. E. Barnes’? B. A. Barnett!” M. Barone!?
G. Bauer?’ F. Bedeschi! S. Belforte?® G. Bellettini?' J. Bellinger}® D. Benjamin? J. Bensinget,A. Beretvas'?
J.P. Berge? J. Berryhill] S. Bertoluccil> B. Bevenseé’ A. Bhatti,*> C. Bigongiari}' M. Binkley,!° D. Bisello?®
R.E. Blair2 C. Blocker* K. Bloom?2* B. Blumenfeld!” B. S. Blusk3* A. Bocci' A. Bodek3* W. Bokhari°
G. Bolla® Y. Bonushkin} D. Bortoletto?? J. Boudread? A. BrandI? S. van den Brink] C. Bromberg?’
N. Bruner?® E. Buckley-Geet? J. Budago\, H. S. Budd* K. Burkett,* G. Busetto?’ A. Byon-Wagner?
K.L. Byrum,> M. CampbelP* A. Caner}! W. Carithers}! J. Carlsor?* D. Carlsmith}® J. Cassad#, A. Castro?’
D. Cauz¥ A. Cerri! P.S. Chand,P.T. Chand, J. Chapman? C. Chen?® Y.C. Chen! M.-T. Cheng! M. Chertok?’
G. Chiarelli}! I. Chirikov-Zorin? G. Chlachidzé, F. Chlebanad? L. Christofek!® M. L. Chu,' S. Cihangir?
C.l. Ciobanl’” A.G. Clark,? M. Cobal}!' E. Cocca! A. Connolly?! J. Conway® J. Cooper? M. Cordelli,'?
D. Costanzad! J. Cranshaw® D. Cronin-Hennessy,R. Cropp?® R. Culbertsor, D. Dagenhart! F. DeJongH?
S. Dell’Agnello,!> M. Dell’'Orso' R. Deminal’ L. Demortier’®> M. Deninno? P. F. Derwent? T. Devlin*
J.R. Dittmann'? S. Donati?! J. Done}’ T. Dorigo,'* N. Eddy!¢ K. Einsweiler?! J. E. Elias!® E. Engels, Jr3?
W. Erdmann'’? D. Errede!® S. Erredd? Q. Fan’* R. G. Feild¥ C. Ferretti3! |. Fiori,> B. Flaugher? G. W. Foster?
M. Franklin!* J. Freemar® J. Friedmart? Y. Fukui?® S. Gadomsk#? S. Galeott?! M. Gallinaro3® T. Gao
M. Garcia-Sciveres! A.F. Garfinkel?* P. Gatti?’ C. Gay* S. Geer? D.W. Gerdes! P. Giannett?! P. Giromini,?
V. Glagolev? M. Gold?® J. Goldstein? A. Gordon!* A. T. Goshaw’, Y. Gotra}? K. Goulianos® H. Grassmanr)
C. Green’? L. Groer;¢ C. Grosso-Pilchet,M. Guenther?® G. Guillian?* J. Guimaraes da CostdR. S. Guo,
C. Haber! E. Hafen?? S.R. Hahn'? C. Hall,”* T. Handa!> R. Handler}* W. Hao® F. Happachel? K. Hara®
A.D. Hardman’® R. M. Harris!® F. Hartmann? K. Hatakeyama; J. Hause?, J. Heinrich3® A. Heiss!®
B. Hinrichser?® K. D. Hoffman}? C. Holck® R. Hollebeek? L. Holloway,'® R. Hughes, J. Hustor?’ J. Huth!4
H. Ikeda?® M. Incagli?' J. Incandeld? G. Introzzi3!' J. Ilwai*? Y. Iwata,> E. James? H. Jenserl? M. Jones?

U. Joshi!® H. Kambara? T. Kamon?’ T. Kaneko?® K. Karr,*! H. Kasha'* Y. Kato,?® T. A. Keaffaber?® K. Kelley,??
M. Kelly,?* R. D. Kennedy? R. Kephart!’ D. Khazins’ T. Kikuchi,** M. Kirk,* B.J. Kim,”” H.S. Kim?* S. H. Kim°
Y. K. Kim,?! L. Kirsch* S. Klimenko!!' D. Knoblauch!® P. Koehr?” A. Kongeter!® K. Kondo** J. Konigsberd!

K. Kordas?® A. Korytov,'! E. Kovacs’ J. Kroll,*® M. Kruse}* S. E. Kuhimanr?, K. Kurino,"> T. Kuwabar&!?
A.T. Laasaner? N. Lai,” S. Lami}® S. Lammel'® J.1. Lamoureux, M. Lancastef! G. Latino;!' T. LeCompté,
A.M. Lee IV,° S. Leoné! J.D. Lewis!® M. Lindgren; T. M. Liss ' J.B. Liu* Y. C. Liu,! N. Lockyer?® M. Loreti,?
D. Lucches?’ P. Lukens® S. Lusin® J. Lys?' R. Madrak!* K. Maeshima? P. Maksimovic}* L. Malferrari;

M. Mangano?! M. Mariotti,® G. Martignon?’ A. Martin,** J. A. J. Matthews® P. Mazzant?, K. S. McFarland*

P. Mcintyre}” E. McKigney;° M. Menguzzatd, A. Menzione?! E. Meschi}! C. Mesropian? C. Miao* T. Miao,!°
R. Miller,? J. S. Miller?* H. Minato® S. Miscetti!> M. Mishina?’ N. Moggi,*! E. Moore?® R. Moore?* Y. Morita,?
A. Mukherjee!® T. Muller,'® A. Munar}! P. Murat}! S. Murgia?> M. Musy,*® J. Nachtman,S. Nahn*

H. Nakad&? T. Nakaya/ I. Nakano!®> C. Nelson!” D. Neuberget? C. Newman-Holme&’ C.-Y.P. Ngar??

P. Nicolaidi?® H. Niu,* L. Nodulman? A. Nomerotskil! S.H. Oh? T. Ohmoto!’ T. Ohsugil’ R. Oishi#’

T. Okusawa? J. Olsert C. Pagliaroné! F. Palmonari! R. Paoletti’! V. Papadimitriou’® S. P. Pappa¥, A. Parri?
D. Partost J. Patrick!® G. Paulettdy M. Paulini?! A. Perazzo L. Pescard’ T.J. Phillips] G. Piacenting
K.T. Pitts? R. Plunkettl® A. Pompos?? L. Pondront® G. Pope’? F. Prokoshir?, J. Proudfoot, F. Ptohos?

G. Punzid! K. Ragar?® D. Reher?! A. Ribon?® F. Rimondi? L. Ristori3' W. J. Robertsofl,A. Robinson??

T. Rodrigo® S. Rolli*! L. Rosensor? R. Roser? R. Rossir?? W. K. Sakumoto’* D. Saltzberg, A. Sansoni?
L. Santi}® H. Sato!® P. Savard; P. Schlabact E. E. Schmidt? M. P. Schmidti* M. Schmitt!* L. Scodellarc?’
A. Scott? A. Scriband’! S. Segler? S. Seidef’ Y. Seiya?® A. SemenoV, F. Semerid, T. Shah?> M. D. Shapiro?!
P.F. Sheparé’ T. Shibayam&? M. Shimojima?® M. Shochef, J. Siegrisg' G. Signorelli}' A. Sill,3® P. Sinervd??

P. Singh!® A.J. Slaughtet? K. Sliwa,*' C. Smith!” F.D. Snider'® A. Solodsky? J. Spalding? T. Speer'?

P. Sphicag? F. Spinellad' M. Spiropulu!* L. Spiegel!® L. Stanco?’ J. Steele; A. Stefanini}' J. Strologag?
F. Strumial3 D. Stuart!® K. Sumorok?? T. Suzuki®® R. Takashimad? K. Takikawa?® M. Tanaka™ T. Takano?®
B. Tannenbaum,W. Taylor?®> M. Tecchio?* P.K. Teng! K. Terashi{’ S. Tether? D. Theriot!? R. Thurman-Keup,

216 0031-900700/84(2)/216(6)$15.00 © 2000 The American Physical Society



VOLUME 84, NUMBER 2 PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 10 JaNuARY 2000

P. Tipton,3* S. Tkaczyk,'? K. Tollefson,* A. Tollestrup,'® H. Toyoda,® W. Trischuk,? J.F. de Troconiz,'* S. Truitt,>*
J. Tseng,”? N. Turini,’! F. Ukegawa,*® J. Valls*® S. Vejcik 111,'° G. Velev,’! R. Vidal,'° R. Vilar,® I. Vologouev,?!
D. Vucinic,?? R.G. Wagner,? R. L. Wagner,'* J. Wahl,” N. B. Wallace,*® A.M. Walsh,*® C. Wang,” C.H. Wang,'
M.J. Wang,! T. Watanabe,*® T. Watts,*® R. Webb,*” H. Wenze,'® W.C. Wester 111,'° A.B. Wicklund,” E. Wicklund,!®
H. H. Williams,*® P. Wilson,'® B. L. Winer,?’” D. Winn,2* S. Wolbers,!° D. Wolinski,?* J. Wolinski,>> S. Worm,?®
X. Wu, 13 J. Wyss,31 A. Yagil,lo W.Ya0,2! G.P. Yeh,!19 P. Yeh,! J. Yoh,!° C. Yosef,® T. Yoshida,2® I. Yu,!? S. Yu,?°
A. Zanetti > F. Zetti,>! and S. Zucchelli?

(CDF Collaboration)

lnstitute of Physics, Academia Sinica, Taipei, Taiwan 11529, Republic of China
2Argonne National Laboratory, Argonne, Illinois 60439
3|stituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, University of Bologna, 1-40127 Bologna, Italy
“Brandeis University, Waltham, Massachusetts 02254
SUniversity of California at Los Angeles, Los Angeles, California 90024
®Instituto de Fisica de Cantabria, University of Cantabria, 39005 Santander, Spain
"Enrico Fermi Institute, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60637
8Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, RU-141980 Dubna, Russia
“Duke University, Durham, North Carolina 27708
OFermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, Illinois 60510
yniversity of Florida, Gainesville, Florida 32611
12|aboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, 1-00044 Frascati, Italy
BUniversity of Geneva, CH-1211 Geneva 4, Switzerland
“Harvard University, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138
SHiroshima University, Higashi-Hiroshima 724, Japan
16University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois 61801
"The Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Maryland 21218
8 ngtitut fiir Experimentelle Kernphysik, Universitat Karlsruhe, 76128 Karlsruhe, Germany
19Korean Hadron Collider Laboratory: Kyungpook National University, Taegu 702-701, Korea
and Seoul National University, Seoul 151-742, Korea
and SungKyunKwan University, Suwon 440-746, Korea
20High Energy Accelerator Research Organization (KEK), Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305, Japan
2Ernest Orlando Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720
22Massachusetts I nstitute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139
BIngtitute of Particle Physics: McGill University, Montreal, Canada H3A 2T8
and University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada M5S 1A7
24University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109
Z’Michigan Sate University, East Lansing, Michigan 48824
26University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87131
?’The Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio 43210
280saka City University, Osaka 588, Japan
PUniversita di Padova, Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Padova, 1-35131 Padova, Italy
SUniversity of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104
3ltituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, University and Scuola Normale Superiore of Pisa, 1-56100 Pisa, Italy
2University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15260
3Purdue University, West Lafayette, Indiana 47907
3*University of Rochester, Rochester, New York 14627
3 Rockefeller University, New York, New York 10021
35Rutgers University, Piscataway, New Jersey 08855
¥ Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas 77843
3 Texas Tech University, Lubbock, Texas 79409
Fstituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, University of Trieste, Uding, Italy
“OUniversity of Tsukuba, Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305, Japan
41 Tufts University, Medford, Massachusetts 02155
“\Waseda University, Tokyo 169, Japan
“University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin 53706
#Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06520
(Received 26 August 1999)

We use the transverse momentum spectrum of leptons in the decay chain 1 — bW with W — [v to
measure the helicity of the W bosons in the top quark rest frame. Our measurement uses a ¢ sample
isolated in 106 + 4 pb~! of data collected in pp collisions at /s = 1.8 TeV with the CDF detector at
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the Fermilab Tevatron. Assuming a standard V-A weak decay, we find that the fraction of W’s with
zero helicity in the top rest frame is Fy = 0.91 = 0.37(stat) = 0.13(syst), consistent with the standard
model prediction of J, = 0.70 for atop mass of 175 GeV/c>.

PACS numbers: 14.65.Ha, 12.15.Ji, 12.60.Cn, 13.88.+e

The weak decays of the top quark should be described
by the universal V-A charged-current interactions of the
standard model. The theory makes a specific prediction
for the polarization state of the W bosons, which can be
measured using the lepton momentum spectrum in the
decay chain t — bW with W — [v. Observation of
the predicted lepton momentum spectrum can verify that
the signal observed at the Tevatron is the standard model
top quark.

In top decays with a pure V-A coupling the amplitude
for positive helicity W* bosons is suppressed by the
chira factors of order mj/Mj,, and the W helicity is a
superposition of just the zero and negative helicity states
[1]. At tree level in the standard model, the relative
fraction Fo of the longitudinal (or zero helicity) W’s in
the top rest frame is predicted to be [2]

_ m}2Myy
1 + m?/2M%,

This expression is valid for m, > My and is evaluated
at the measured value of m, = 174.3 + 5.1 GeV/c? [3].
In the standard model, the dominance of the zero helicity
state can be interpreted in terms of the large top Y ukawa
coupling to the longitudinal mode of the W. However,
this result does not depend on the symmetry breaking
mechanism of the standard model and is valid as long as
the interaction is V = A, the particles have their assumed
spins, and Lorentz invariance holds.

Nonstandard spins in the Tevatron top signal could
arise from a supersymmetric scalar top component, as
suggested in Ref. [4]. Alternatively, effective Lagrangian
treatments can also be used to relate the value of Fy
to the strength of nonstandard decay couplings [2,5].
Indirect limits on such couplings have been derived from
precision b quark measurements [6,7]. The strictest of
these uses the measured rate of » — s+ to limit the size
of aV + A contribution to top decay to less than a few
percent [7,8]. We address the matter of a direct test for a
V + A contribution in top decay separately at the end of
this paper.

We will use F, to parametrize the agreement between
the predicted and measured lepton momentum spectrum
in top decay. Our measurement utilizes ¢7 decays where
one or both of the W bosons from top decay leptonically.
The V-A coupling at the lepton vertex induces a strong
correlation between the W helicity and lepton momentum
which survives into the lab frame. Charged leptons
from negative helicity W are softer than the charged
leptons from longitudinal W bosons. In Figure 1 we
show the expected lepton transverse momentum (Pr)
in the laboratory frame [9] for the three W helicities.
These spectra are generated from a custom version of the
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Fo = (70.1 * 1.6)%. (1)

HERWIG Monte Carlo program with adjustable W helicity
amplitudes [10], followed by a complete simulation of the
detector effects. The lepton Pr clearly provides good
discrimination between the different W helicity states.
The threshold at 20 GeV/c is a result of our event
selection and will be discussed below.

To measure F, we mode the lepton Pr in t — blv
according to the standard model as a superposition of
the W boson negative and zero helicity distributions in
Fig. 1 and then use a maximum likelihood method to
find the relative ratio which best fits the data. Our
measurement uses a 17 sample isolated in 106 + 4 pb™~!
of data collected in pp collisions at /s = 1.8 TeV with
the CDF detector at the Fermilab Tevatron. The detector
is described in [11].

Decays of ¢7 pairs with asingle lepton, called lepton +
jet events, are characterized by a single isolated high Py
€lectron or muon, missing transverse energy (£7) from the
neutrino in the W — [v decay, and four jets, two from
the hadronically decaying W boson and two from the b
quarks. Our lepton + jet sample is selected by requiring
asingle electron or muon with Py > 20 GeV /c which is
isolated from jet activity, £7 > 20 GeV, and at least three
jets with measured Er > 15 GeV.

Arbitrary Units
£

Lepton P (GeV/c)

FIG. 1. Lepton Py distributions for the three W helicities.
The solid circles are from negative helicity W* and positive
helicity W—, the open circles are from longitudind W™* and
W~, and the closed squares are from positive helicity W* and
negative helicity W~. All three distributions are normalized to
the same area.
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We divide the lepton + jet events into subsamples
based on three selections with different top purities. In
the silicon vertex tracker (SVX) tag sample, we require at
least one of the jets in the event to be identified asa b jet
candidate by reconstructing a secondary vertex from the
b quark decay using the silicon vertex tracker. The SVX
tagging algorithm is described in [12]. In the soft Iepton
tag (SLT) sample, we require that one or more jets be
identified as a b jet candidate by identifying an additional
lepton in the event, which is presumed to come from a
semileptonic b decay (see[12]). We aso require afourth
jet in the event which has Er > 8 GeV and |n| < 2.4.
Events that satisfy the requirements of both the SV X and
SLT samples are considered to be SVX events and are
removed from the SLT tag sample. In the no-tag sample,
we require a fourth jet in the event with Er > 15 GeV
and |n| < 2.0. The backgrounds in the SVX sample are
described in [13], while those in the no-tag and SLT tag
sample are given in [14].

Events where both W’s from top decay into leptons,
called dilepton events, are characterized by an electron
or muon plus ¥ from each of the two W — [v decays,
and two jets from the b quarks. The two leptons must
be oppositely charged. The selection requirements and
backgrounds we use for the dilepton sample are described
in [15]. We make the additional requirement that the two
leptons not be of the same flavor. This cut removes a
background from Drell-Y an eventswith large £ for which
we have no good lepton Py model. It removes two of
the nine events in the standard CDF dilepton analysis (see
Ref. [15]) but reduces the background from 2.4 = 0.5 to
0.76 = 0.21 events, for an overall gain in purity.

The largest source of background in the lepton + jet
sample consists of W bosons produced with associated jets,
caled W + jetsevents. We model these, as well as other
smaller contributions, using VECBOS [16], a Monte Carlo
program that has been shown to be a good representation
of these processes [17]. A smaller, but still significant
lepton + jet background, (23 + 5)% averaged across the
threelepton + jet subsamples, comes from non-W events,
i.e., fake leptons and heavy quark production. We use
lepton + jet data events, in which the lepton is embedded
in jet activity and fails our lepton isolation requirement for
the top sample, to model these backgrounds.

The background to the dilepton sample comes from
Z— rr,WW,WZ, and ZZ production, and fake lepton
events where a jet passes our lepton identification cuts.
We model these backgrounds using a combination of the
PYTHIA and ISAJET Monte Carlo generators [18,19] and
CDF data [15].

We summarize in Table | the number of events and
the predicted amount of background in each data sample.
Note that the dilepton sample contributes two entries for
each event.

We use an unbinned log-likelihood function to estimate
the fraction of top quarks that decay to longitudinal W
bosons. Let P5(Pr; Fo,m,) be the probability density

to obtain a lepton with transverse momentum Pz from
a top quark of mass m, and longitudina fraction F.
To obtain P$ we generate two samples of 7 events at
mass m,, using the HERWIG Monte Carlo generator in
concert with a full detector simulation. In one sample
top decays only to negative helicity W bosons and in the
other top decays only to longitudinal W bosons. We then
parametrize the lepton Py spectrum of each sample as
the product of an exponential and a polynomial. We add
the resulting functions together, using the factors 1 — 7
and F, as weights for the respective components. This
yields the probability density S as a smooth function of
Jo and a discrete function of m,. The probability density
PB(Pr) of finding a lepton with transverse momentum
Pr in the background to our top signa is obtained via
a similar parametrization of background model Iepton
P; distributions. Both PS and P are normalized to
a probability of 1 above the lepton P7 threshold of
20 GeV/c.
The negative log-likelihood is the sum of two terms:

—logL = _|09£shape - IOgﬁbackgra (2

where Lghape (m;, x5, Fo) represents the joint probability
density for a sample of N leptons with transverse mo-
menta Pr; to be drawn from a population of top candidate
events with mass m,, background fraction x;, and longi-
tudinal W fraction F:

N

[(1 = xp)PS(Pri; Fo,my) + xp PE(Pry)].
1 3

We compute the log-likelihood for each of our analysis
subsamples separately and then add them together and
minimize them simultaneously. The Ly.cker term in
Eq. (2) isincluded to alow usto constrain the background
fraction x, to the expected values as shown in Table |
(see [13—15]). The shape of this background constraint
varies from sample to sample and depends upon how the
background in the sample was calculated.

Note that in constructing P, we normalized the proba-
bility densities for Ieptons from both negative helicity and
longitudinal W bosons to unit area above the 20 GeV/c
lepton Py acceptance threshold. This choice of normal-
izations guarantees that Eq. (3) islinear in F,. However,
the stiffer leptons from longitudinal W decays are 30%
more likely to pass the lepton Py acceptance cut than lep-
tons from negative helicity W decays, so our fit tends to
overestimate Fy. We apply a post facto correction to Fy
to account for this bias. The correction is a simple alge-
braic function of the measured Fy; its magnitude varies
between —0.08, when Fg is near 0.5, and 0.0, when Fy is
near O or 1.

We minimize the log-likelihood with respect to F; at a
top mass of 175 GeV/c? and obtain Fy = 0.91 + 0.37,
after subtracting 0.02 from the result of the minimiza
tion to account for the acceptance bias. The statisti-
cal uncertainty corresponds to a half-unit change in the
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TABLE I.

Result of measurements for 7, and description of sample content.

The fifth

column lists the measurement after a correction for an acceptance bias is applied. Note that
our acceptance correction is undefined for unphysical values of Fy. Each dilepton event enters

twice in the last row.

Sample Events Background F Corrected F
SVX tagged 34 92 =12 0927041 0.9079:4
SLT tagged 14 6.0+ 12 —0.0779%} —0.0750%7

No tag 46 259 * 6.5 1.1559% 1.15°59%%

Dilepton 7 0.76 = 0.21 0.607937 0.56%931
Total leptons 108 426 * 6.7 093793 0.91°0%

negative log-likelihood with respect to the minimum.
In Fig. 2 we compare L, to the lepton + jet and
dilepton data distributions. We summarize the measure-
ment of F, in Tablel. Included in this table are the
results of measurements performed separately in each
subsample.

The systematic uncertainties associated with this mea-
surement of Fy are listed in Table Il. The largest pos-
sible error is due to the uncertainty on the top quark
mass, because the lepton Py spectrum depends upon the
mass of the top. The magnitude of the effect is esti-
mated by repeating the analysis on Monte Carlo samples
where we vary the top mass. For 6 M, = 5.1 GeV/c?,
86 Fo = 0.07 [3].

Another significant systematic uncertainty is due to
background normalization. The lepton Py spectrum for
non-W processes peaks at low Pz, mimicking the shape

35

F Lepton + Jet Channel
30
[} C
O ,E
o C
:| L
8 15 | +
c E
[ r \
o 0 F
5 F
0 E P ! ! -
14 [Dilepton Channel
12 B
L F .
> 10 F Combined Result
O r F,=0.91+0.37+0.13
o 8 [
o [
ﬂ |
c 6 -
() L
> L
w4 F
2
r b
o Lol Tunder I e A T TR
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200

Lepton P (GeV/c)

FIG. 2. Lepton Py distributions for the lepton + jet and
dilepton subsamples. The lepton + jet subsamples are added
together to simplify presentation. The data (points) are com-
pared with the result of the combined fit (solid line) and with
the background component of the fit (dashed line).
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from negative helicity W bosons. The effect on our mea-
surement is estimated by varying the amount of non-w
contribution in our background shapes within the en-
velope of normalization errors. We must also account
for a 20% uncertainty in the tagging efficiency of the
SVX agorithm; this causes a =0.05 uncertainty in the
measurement of Fy. Other sources of uncertainty in-
clude the limits on the generation of Monte Carlo sta-
tistics, the acceptance bias introduced by the selection cut
on the transverse momentum of the lepton, the shape of
the non-W background, the modeling of initial and fi-
nal state gluon radiation in our Monte Carlo samples,
and the parton distribution functions. Our final result is
Fo = 091 = 0.37(stat) = 0.13(sysh).

Finally, we return to the question of a V. + A com-
ponent in top decay. Although the indirect limit from
b — sv is dready severe, we can still use our technique
to search directly for a V + A component in the lepton
Pr spectrum. Asshown in Fig. 1, the momentum of lep-
tons from positive helicity W are harder than those with
negative or longitudinal helicity. We have accordingly
generalized our Lgn,pe to include the positive helicity
fraction F.. When we fit the lepton Py spectrum for
al three components simultaneously, we find no statisti-
cal sensitivity within our data set. As an dternative, we
hold F, constant at its standard model value and fit for
the superposition of positive and negative helicity W's,
yielding a positive helicity fraction F = 0.11 * 0.15.

In summary, we have compared the lepton Py spec-
trum in semileptonic decays r — bW — blv to the pre-
dictions of the standard electroweak model for top quark

TABLE Il. List of systematic uncertainties in the measure-
ment of the helicity of W bosons in top decays.

Source Uncertainty in Fy
Top mass uncertainty 0.07
Non-W background normalization 0.06
b-tag efficiency 0.05
Monte Carlo statistics 0.05
Acceptance uncertainties 0.02
Non-W background shape 0.04
Gluon rediation 0.03
Parton distribution functions 0.02
Total uncertainty 0.13
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decay. Assuming a pure V-A coupling, we measure the
fraction of longitudina W bosons in top quark decays to
be 0.91 = 0.37(stat) += 0.13(syst). This measurement is
consistent with the prediction of 0.70 for top quarks of
mass 174.3 GeV /2.
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