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A SEARCH FOR EXCITED FERMIONS AT HERA
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Abstract

A search for excited fermions* of the first generation ir*p scattering at the col-
lider HERA is presented using H1 data with an integrated luminosity of 37 .plAll
electroweak decays of excited fermiotis,— f~, fW, £ Z are considered and all possible
final states resulting from th& or W hadronic decays or decays into leptons of the first
two generations are taken into account. No evidencef fgproduction is found. Mass
dependent exclusion limits on cross-sections and on the ratio of coupling constants to the
compositeness scale are derived.
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1 Introduction

Models of composite leptons and quarks [1] were introduced in an attempt to provide an ex-
planation for the family structure of the known fermions and for their pattern of masses. A
natural consequence of these models is the existence of excited states of leptons and quarks. It
Is often assumed that the compositeness scale might be ifetheegion, which would give

excited fermion masses in the same energy domain. However, the dynamics at the constituent
level being unknown, the lowest excitation states could possibly have masses of the order of
a few hundredzeV. Electrori-proton interactions at very high energies provide an excellent
environment to look for excited fermions of the first generation.

In this paper a search for excited fermions is presented usSin¢lERA collider data of the
H1 experiment. The data collected from 1994 to 1997 at positron and proton beam energies of
27.5GeV and 820GeV respectively correspond to an integrated luminosity of 37 plbhe ex-
cited fermions are searched for through all their electroweak decays into a fermion and a gauge
boson. The subsequéit andZ gauge boson decays considered are those involving electrons,
muons, neutrinos or jets. This analysis profits from an increase in statistics by more than a
factor of 10 compared to previous H1 searches [2, 3], and more than a factor of 4 compared to
published results by the ZEUS collaboration [4].

The paper is organized as follows. The phenomenological model used to interpret the results
of the search for excited fermions is discussed in section 2. The H1 detector and the data pres-
election criteria are described in section 3. The generators used for the Monte Carlo simulation
of the Standard Model events and excited fermion signals are briefly presented in section 4. The
analyses for the various possible final state topologies are described in section 5. The search
results are interpreted in section 6 and a summary is presented in section 7.

2 Phenomenology

Excited electronse() could be singly produced iap collisions throught—channely and

Z boson exchange (fig.al. Single production of excited neutrinog*j could result from
t—channelW boson exchange (fighb). In the same way excited quarkg) could be produced
throught—channel gauge boson exchange between the incoming positron and a quark of the
proton (fig. 1.

Excited fermions can carry different spin and isospin assignments [5]. In some models
quarks and leptons are composites of a scalar and %sm’nstituent and the lowest lying exci-
tations have spip. Alternatively excited fermions could consist of three sponstituents and
in this case the lowest lying excitation levels could appear as%piates [5, 6]. Given that the
lowest spin states are often considered as the most probable, we use a model [7, 8, 9] in which
excited fermions are assumed to have %psimd isospiré. This model describes the interaction
between the excited fermionic particl&s the gauge bosons and the ordinary fermionic matter
f by an effective Lagrangian. Both left-handed and right-handed components of the excited

IThe term ’electron’ stands generically for electron or positron.
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Figure 1. Leading diagrams for the production and decay of excited fermiapscwilisions.

fermions form weak isodoublets; and F};. In order to protect the light leptons from radia-

tively acquiring a large anomalous magnetic moment [10, 11], couplings of excited fermions
to ordinary fermions of both chiralities should be avoided. We choose to consider couplings
to left-handed fermions only, in which case only the right-handed component of the excited
fermions takes part in this magnetic-moment type Lagrangian. The form of the Lagrangian is:

1 A
QAFRO'MV[gf _'_gf B/u/"_gsfs Ga ]FL+hC (1)

whereWy , B, andGy, are the field-strength tensors of tﬁéf( ), U(1) andSU(3)- gauge

fields, 7%, Y and \* are the Pauli matrices, the weak hypercharge operator and the Gell-Mann
matrices, respectively. Theg ¢’ andg, are the standard electroweak and strong gauge couplings.
A is the compositeness scale and fh¢’ and f, can be viewed as form factors (reduced here to
parameters) allowing for the composite fermion to have arbitrary coupling strengths associated
to the three gauge groups.

In this model the coupling constants of tirewith the boson and the fermiahare related
to the parameterg and f’ as:

1 Y
s = S+ 15)

‘Cint

1 Y
Crevs = a(flgcotgw—f/gtanﬁw) (2)
ey =
e 2v/2sin Oy

wherels is the third component of the isospin of the fermion &@pdis the Weinberg angle. The
partial widths for the various electroweak decay channels of an excited fefrhiora fermion
f and a real bosol are given as [8, 9]:

. M 3* My 2 M

wherel ;- is the mass of the excited fermiah;; the mass of the electroweak boson anithe

fine structure constant. For the excited quark, the partial width to decay to a quark and a gluon
is obtained replacinga( by (4/3 o) and ¢y¢+¢) by (1/2 f,), wherea, is the strong coupling
constant. ForM/;- values between 50 to 250eV and A = M;-, the intrinsic widths of the
excited electrons are typically of the order of some hundied for f andf’ values~ 1 while

in theq* case forf, ~ 1 it varies between GeV to~ 10 GeV.
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3 The H1 Detector

A full description of the H1 detector can be found in reference [12]. Here we describe briefly
the components relevant to this analysis. The interaction region is surrounded by a system of
drift and proportional chambers covering the angular ratige 6 < 176°. The tracking system

is placed inside a finely segmented liquid argon (LAr) calorimeter covering the polar angular
range4’ < 6 < 154°. The electromagnetic part is made of lead/argon and the hadronic part
of stainless steel/argon [13]. Energy resolutions pf E ~ 12% /v E @ 1% for electrons and

or/E ~ 50%/vE & 2% for hadrons have been obtained in test beam measurements [14, 15].
A lead-scintillating fiber calorimetér{16] is located in the backwatdegion (54° < 6§ <

178°) of the H1 detector. The tracking system and calorimeters are surrounded by a super-
conducting solenoid, producing a uniform magnetic field of 1.15 T intthieection, and an iron

yoke instrumented with streamer tubes. Leakage of hadronic showers outside the calorimeter is
measured by analogue charge sampling of the streamer tubes with a resolutions48Fof
100%/+/E. Muon tracks are identified from their hit pattern in the streamer tubes.

4 Event Generators

Final states of events selected in this analysis contain either a high energy electron (or photon)
or jets with high transverse energy (or missing transverse momentum). The main backgrounds
from Standard Model processes which could mimic such signatures are neutral current deep
inelastic scattering (NC DIS), charged current deep inelastic scattering (CC DIS), photoproduc-
tion processes, QED Compton scattering @néndZ production.

For the determination of the NC DIS contributions we used two Monte Carlo samples with
different modelling of the QCD radiation:

e The first one was produced with the event generator DJANGO [19] which includes QED
first order radiative corrections based on HERACLES [20]. QCD radiation is imple-
mented using ARIADNE [21] based on the Colour Dipole Model (CDM) [22]. This
sample, with an integrated luminosity of more than 10 times the experimental luminosity,
is chosen for the estimation of the NC DIS contribution unless explicitly stated otherwise.

e The second sample was generated with the program RAPGAP [23], where QED first
order radiative corrections are implemented as described above. RAPGAP includes the
leading order QCD matrix element and higher order radiative corrections are modelled
by leading-log parton showers. This sample of events corresponds to an integrated lumi-
nosity of about 2 times the experimental one.

For both samples the parton densities in the proton are taken from the MRST [24] parametriza-
tion which includes constraints from DIS measurements at HERA up to squared momentum

2This detector has replaced in 1995 a conventional lead-scintillator sandwich calorimeter [17].
3The forward directionz >0, from which the polar angléis measured is the proton beam direction.
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transferQ? = 5000GeV? [25, 26] and the hadronisation is performed in the Lund string frag-
mentation scheme by JETSET [27].

The modelling of the CC DIS process is performed by DJANGO using MRST structure
functions. QED radiation from quark lines is not fully included in the NC DIS and CC DIS
simulations. Whilst inelastic wide angle bremsstrahlung (WAB) is treated in the generator
DJANGO, elastic and quasi-elastic WAB (QED Compton scattering) is simulated with the event
generator EPCOMPT [28, 29]. Direct and resolved photoproduction procegsesnclud-
ing prompt photon production are simulated with the PYTHIA [30] event generator. Other
processes, corresponding to much lower cross-sections, such as lepton pair produidtion or
production have also been simulated. The lepton pair productighi§ simulated using the
LPAIR generator [31]. It should be noted that this generator contains only the Bethe-Heitler
~~ process. However the number of events with two highelectromagnetic clusters given
by LPAIR and by a generator taking into account all (electroweak) tree level graphs and addi-
tional first order radiative corrections [32] agrees withiia.5The W simulation is made with
the EPVEC program [33]. The luminosities generated for these Monte Carlo simulations vary
between 3 times to 100 times the experimental luminosity.

Monte Carlo simulations of excited fermion production and decay are necessary to evaluate
acceptance losses due to selection requirements. The excited fermion analyses are based on the
phenomenology described in section 2. The excited legtdrsifnulation is performed by the
COMPOS [34] generator which makes use of the cross-section formulae given in reference [7].
The excited quark generation is done following the cross-section given in reference [6]. In both
cases initial state radiation of a photon from the incoming electron is generated. The photon
is taken to be collinear with the electron, with an energy spectrum given by the abkézrs”
Williams formula. The hadronisation is performed here also by the Lund string model and
the MRST parametrization of the parton densities is used. The narrow-width approximation is
assumed and the production and decay of the excited fermions are assumed to factorize.

All Monte Carlo generators are interfaced to a full simulation of the H1 detector response.

5 Event Selection and Comparison with Standard Model Ex-
pectation

In this section the description of the selection criteria for the analyses of the various decay
channels is organized according to the experimental signatures of the final states. Other details
of the analyses can be found in reference [35].

In common for all analyses, background not relateeitocollisions is rejected by requiring
that there is a primary vertex withitt35 cm of the nominal vertex value, and that the event
time, measured with the central tracking chamber, coincides with that of the bunch crossing. In
addition topological filters against cosmic and halo muons are used. A small number of cosmic
and halo muons are finally removed by a visual scan.

The identification of electrons or photons, performed in the LAr calorimeter, first relies
on calorimetric information by exploiting the shape of the energy density expected from the

7



development of an electromagnetic shower to define electromagnetic clusters. An electron is
identified as an electromagnetic cluster with a track linked to it. A photon in contrast should
have no track pointing to it within a distance of 40 cm. In some analyses electrons and pho-
tons are not distinguished and, in this case, only electromagnetic (em) clusters are required.
Hadronic jets (denoted jets in the following) are searched for in the laboratory reference frame,
using a cone algorithm adapted from the LUCELL scheme from the JETSET package [27], with
a radiusk = /on? + d¢? = 1, wheren is the pseudorapidity angd the azimuthal angle. A

muon is identified as a well measured central track linked geometrically to a track in the muon
system or an energy deposit in the instrumented iron. A muon candidate should also satisfy an
isolation criterium imposed in the pseudorapidity-azimth- ¢) plane by requiring that the
distances of the muon track to the nearest hadronic jet and to the closest track be greater than 1
and 0.5 inm and¢ respectively.

The event selection makes use of the global variatiies P.), P° and PgeL described
in the following.

e (F—P,)=Y,(FE;—P,,)whereE; andP,, = E; cos 0, are the energy and the longitudinal
momentum measured in a calorimeter ¢efFor an event where the only particles which
remain undetected are close to the proton direction, momentum conservation implies that
(E — P,) nearly equals twice the energy of the incoming positrong¥).

o Pgilo = | Pealo | where Péle js a missing transverse momentum vector with components
calculated by summing over all energy deposits recorded in cells of the LAr and back-
ward calorimeters. For the study of the channels including a muon in the final state, this
sum is extended to the energy deposits in the instrumented iron PFHisvariable mea-
sures the transverse energy of undetected particles (neutrinos) and is sensitive to escaping
particles such as high energy muons which leave only a minimum amount of energy in
the calorimeter.

o Pgiol defined for events with at least one jet as the projection of the veéttét per-
pendicularly to the jet axis. For events containing more than one jet the largest among
all such projections is taken. In channels with missing neutrino signatures, a substantial
PgaleL indicates that the missing momentum is not just due to fluctuations of the hadronic
energy measurement.

The selection criteria adapted to the different event topologies are described in subsec-
tions 5.1 for excited fermions and 5.2 for excited quarks. For each of the possible decay chan-
nels the number of selected events are compared to the Standard Model expectations. The
errors given correspond to the statistical and the systematic uncertainties added in quadrature.
A description of the systematic uncertainties can be found in section 6.

5.1 Excited Leptons

For e* andv* decays without muons or neutrinos in the final state, all particles are detected
besides fragments of the proton. For these channels a cut(35— P,) < 65GeV is applied

8



to reject photoproduction events where one jet is misidentified as an electron or a photon. The
selection criteria for final states with muons are described in subsection 5.1.6. For channels
involving a neutrinaPée > 20 GeV and(E — P.) < 50 GeV are required, with the additional

cut Pélol > 10 GeV when containing jets. For the channels wittZaor W boson in the

final state which decays vidk — ¢q¢’, Z — qq or Z — ee, a reconstructed invariant mass
compatible with the boson mass with20 GeV is imposed. This simple fixed size interval
corresponds to about three times (seven times) the experimental mass resolution in the case of
hadronic decays (leptonic decays). A similar mass cut is also imposed in the case of the decay
chainv* — eW ; W — ev by profiting from kinematic constraints (subsection 5.1.2).

5.1.1 Thee* — e~ channel

Thee* — ey decay mode is the key channel to searchefdbecause of its very clear signature

and large branching ratio. The analysis starts from a sample of events with two electromagnetic
clustersin the LAr calorimeter. The main sources of background are the QED Compton process,
NC DIS with photon radiation or a high energ in a jet and the two-photony{) production

of electron pairs. Since about half of the cross-section is expected [7] in the elastic channel
ep — €*p, the analysis is split into two parts. The first (henceforward called "elastic”) is
dedicated to the search fet produced elastically or quasi-elastically, the second ("inelastic”)
concerns the inelastic part of thecross-sectioap — e*X.

e Elastic channel
In this case the signature consists of only two electromagnetic clusters and no other sig-
nals in the calorimeters. The clusters are required to have enéigie$ GeV and angles
0; < 150° (= = 1, 2), with a total energy sun’; + F, above 20GeV. Because only high
invariant masses of excited leptons are of interest, a/fyt> 10GeV on the invariant
massh, calculated from the two electromagnetic clusters is applied. The empty detec-
tor condition consists in a cuf,,;, — £ — Ey < 4 GeV, whereE,,; is the total energy
deposited in the calorimeters. This cut strongly suppresses the NC DIS background. The
remaining source of background is the elastic QED Compton scattering.
After applying the above cuts 428 events remain. The expectation from Standard Model
processes i$24 4+ 10 (418.9 QED Compton and 5:ky).

¢ Inelastic channel
Complementing the elastic analysis, we select here eventdijth- £, — Es > 4 GeV
and require two hight; electromagnetic cluster€’¢, > 20 and £, > 10 GeV and
9; < 150°). To reduce the NC DIS contribution with a high energyin a jet, a cut
is applied on the multiplicity of tracksi,...s < 2) in the direction close to that of the
cluster with the second highest energy.
With these criterid 50 candidates are selected, the expected Standard Model background
is 158 4+ 13 events (154.7 NC DIS events and 3:3).

The combined efficiencies of the two selections are better§b#rfor ane* mass above 75
GeV. They are listed in table 1, as well as those of all ofhetecay channels described later.
The distributions of the measured ~ ~” invariant mass);, are shown together with their
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Table 1: Selection efficiencies 4 for dif-

ferent decay modes of the excited leptons
[* for massesV/;- ranging from 50 to 250

GeV. The values given for the* — evy

correspond to the combined efficiencies ¢

the elastic and inelastic analyses.
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Figure 2: Invariant mass spectrum faj (he elastic andhk) the inelastie* — ey analyses. The

invariant mass is calculated for an event by combining the four-momenta reconstructed from the
two electromagnetic clusters. Square symbols correspond to the data and the histograms to the

expectations from the different Standard Model processes.
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corresponding expected background in fig.add fig. 2 for the elastic and inelastic analyses
respectively. The expected mass resolutioiofa Gaussian fit) for the reconstruction of @n

mass ofM,.- = 150GeV is 4.2GeV. The number of events with/,, above 50GeV is 53 in

the elastic analysis and 68 in the inelastic analysis, in good agreement with the predictions from
the Standard Model df2.5 £+ 1.5 and77.4 + 8.2 respectively.

5.1.2 Thee* — eZ andv* — eW,vZ channelswithZ — eeand W — ev

The selection for these channels starts from a sample of events with twd-higlectromag-
netic clusters £, > 20 andErp, > 10 GeV and6; < 150°).

e Events with three electromagnetic clusters
In the case of the* — eZ_... channel, a third electromagnetic cluster with, > 5 GeV
and#d; < 150° is required. Furthermore at least one pair of the three electromagnetic
clusters should have an invariant mass compatible with the Z mass. To reduce NC DIS
background, events having a jet with,, above 15:eV are rejected. After this selection
1 event is left while).9 + 0.4 background events are expected (0.1 from NC DIS and 0.8
from v+ processes).

e Events with two electromagnetic clusters and missind?r
In these cases, the four-momentum of the escaping neutrino is deduced by imposing
transverse momentum conservation and {he— Pz) constraint. In the case of the
v* — eWW_,., andv* — vZ_,.. decay channels, events are selected with the invariant
mass from thes and electromagnetic cluster (fo¥ tagging) and from the two electro-
magnetic clusters (fo¥ tagging) to be compatible with the corresponding boson mass.
No candidate is found. The expectation from Standard Model processes it @23
events (0.05, 0.1 NC DIS, 0.1W — ev) for thev* — eW channel, and 0.02€@ 0.005
W — ev events for the/* — vZ channel.

5.1.3 Thee* — eZ,vW andv* — vZ,eW channelswithZ, W — qq’

The analysis for these channels uses a subsample of events with at least two jets each having a
transverse energy greater than@€V and a polar angle greater thaor. The jet-jet invariant

mass must be compatible with the relevant boson mass. When more than two jets are found
in an event, the pair of jets which has an invariant mass closest to the relevant boson mass is
selected. This subsample is dominated by photoproduction and NC DIS events.

e Events with two high E+ jets and one electron
The channels* — eZ_,; andv* — ell_,; are characterized by two highy jets and an
electron. Background events are expected from NC DIS. Candidates are selected if they
have an electron witi;,, > 15 GeV and with10° < 6. < 90°. This cut on the transverse
momentum of the electron induces an efficiency loss towardsclomasses, already
sizeable close to th& mass (see table 1). The cut on the polar angle of the electron
discriminates the signal, where the lepton is mainly emitted in the forward direction due
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the highl* mass, from NC DIS background where the electron is mainly scattered in the
backward region. 18 events are found in the search for the chahnel el with an
estimated background of 17424.8 events (16.6 NC DIS, O~ and 0.16V — ¢¢'). 14
events survive the selection criteria for the de€ay- 7, in comparison to a background

of 12.3+ 3.4 events (12 NC DIS, 0.1% and 0.16/ — ¢¢’). Fig. 3 shows the invariant
masses/.;; of the two jets and the electron. Fofanass of 15@eV, the expected mass
resolutions are 8.6 and 13@&V for thee* — e¢Z andv* — eV channels, respectively.
Thev* mass resolution is worse than tiieone, because the recoil jet is in some cases
wrongly taken as one of the jets associated tothdecay. No excess of events is found
compared to the Standard Model expectation.

4\102_ L L 4\102_ L L
S . S .
8 ra) Searchforv - eW ] 8 - b) Searchfore - ez ]
X X
Ln 1 Ln 1
% H1 data % H1 data
%10 L g NCDIS %10 . g NCDIS
Z Z
© ©
1 - < 1 - <
50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200
e-jet-jet invariant mass (GeV) e-jet-jet invariant mass (GeV)

Figure 3: Invariant mass spectrum for tlag ¢* — eWW_,; and p) e* — eZ_,; searches. The
invariant mass is calculated for an event by combining the four-momenta reconstructed from
the electromagnetic cluster and the two jets. Square symbols correspond to the data and the
histogram to the expectation from the NC DIS process.

e Events with two high Er jets and missing Pr
In the searches* — vIW_,,; andv* — vZ_, 4, the main background which is due to
CC DIS interactions is suppressed by g, (E — P.) and P+ cuts. The NC DIS
background is reduced by rejecting events possessing an electromagnetic cluster with an
energy above %:eV. Three events survive. The background expectation ist3(B6
events (3 CC DIS, 0.3p) for the ¢ — vIW_,,; channel and 2.% 0.8 events (2 CC and
0.1+p) for the v — vZ_, ,; channel.
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5.1.4 Thev* — v~ channel

For this analysis events containing one photon vith > 20 GeV and10° < 6, < 90° and
satisfying thePsee and (E — P.,) cuts are selected. As in subsection 5.1.3, the aim of the
6 cut @, < 90°) is to further reduce the NC DIS background for which the electromagnetic
cluster is predominantly reconstructed in the backward region. The final state for the signal
contains also in most of the cases a recoil jet, due ta/theroduction through @—channel

W boson exchange. Hence the final selection criteria are one jetAyjth > 5 GeV and no
electron found with an energy abové&sV. No candidate is left. The expected Standard Model
contribution is 1.0+ 0.7 events and is dominated by CC DIS events.

5.1.5 Thee* — eZ_,,; channel

This channel is characterized by one hifh electron and missing’ in the detector. For

this channel the noap background (cosmic rays and halo muons) is severe and hence the
minimum P¢ee requirement is increased from 20 to @5V. A requirement of large transverse
momentum for the electron is also necessary to reduce the background, so events with a high
Pr electron Pr, > 20 GeV with 10° < 6, < 150°) are selected. Events with either another
electromagnetic cluster of energy greater thaney' or with a jet with £ above 15GeV are
rejected. This selection finds 1 event for an expected background &f @.7 events (1.3 NC

DIS, 0.7W — ev, 0.6 CC DIS and 0.%~).

51.6 Thev* — eW_,,, ande* — eZ_,,, channels

The search in these channels starts from a subsample of events including at least one muon
candidate found at a polar angle greater th&hwith a transverse momentum aboveGéV.

e Events with one muon and an electron
For thev* — elV_,,,, analysis we requir@s > 25GeV and a highPr electron 7, >
20 GeV). No events are left after this selection and the total expected background which
survives these two cuts is 0.310.05 events dominated by the muon pair production in
~~ interactions (0.28 events) with a small contribution (0.03 events) from siiigle pv
production. It has been checked that applying the more stringent cuts of [36] reduces the
~~ background by a factor ef10.

e Events with two muons and an electron
The signature of the* — eZ_,,,,, channel consists of two muons plus an electron. Here,
contrary to the preceding one muon case, no neutrino is expected. However as the energy
deposited in the calorimeter by the two muons is small, ¥t > 15GeV is applied.
With the requirement of two identified muons no events are left. The background due to
the~y~y — up process, is 0.35 0.05 events.
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5.2 Excited Quarks

In ag* production process at HERA one would expect that the scattered positron be often unseen
in the detector since the process is dominated lexchange at small values 6f. Hence no
restriction is imposed on the value @@ — P,). The selection criteria for channels with one or

two muons are described in subsection 5.2.5. For channels with a neutrino, tii%uts 20

GeV and PgieL > 10 GeV are applied. A compatibility within 2QieV of the Z or W boson

mass is imposed here also in the cas&of- ¢q7, 7 — qq or Z — ee decays.

5.2.1 Theq* — g~ channel

The final state for this channel is characterized by one photon and one jet. The photon require-
ments are those described in subsection 5.1.4: one photonMithX 20 GeV, 10° < 0, <

90°). In addition we require one jet witlvy,, > 15 GeV andf;,; > 10° and no electron

with an energy above &eV in the LAr calorimeter. The main background sources are pho-
toproduction processes with prompproduction or events with high energy, and NC DIS

events if the track of the scattered electron has not been reconstructed. 35 events are selected
compared to a background estimation of836 events (2.5 NC DIS and 33)%). Fig. 4 shows

the distributions of the invariani-jet masses for the data and the expected background. The
expected invariant mass resolution fay*amass of 15@:eV is 6.6 GeV. The two events with

an invariant masstjet) above 15@:eV are very likely NC DIS events, both just surviving the
criteria on the quality of the nearest track or on its distance to the electromagnetic cluster. The
efficiency of this selection is listed in table 2, as well as those af‘alkecay channels described

later.
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the jet. Square symbols : :
correspond to the data and
the histograms to the expec- 10 "+
tations from different Stan- g
dard Model processes.

d

10 P I [T U I P Ao b DO
50 100 150 200 250

V-j et invariant mass (GeV)

14



M, (GeV) [ 50] 75 100 150 200 250
¢ —qy | 22]33] 36| 42 41| 40

Table 2: Selection efficiencies a for dif-
ferent decay modes of the excited quarks )y . (Gev) | 110 120| 150 200 250
chef\?r masses\/,- ranging from 50 to 250 ¢ —aZ .. | 16 | 35 | 40 | 47 | a1

¢ —qZu, | 7 | 16| 25| 32 | 32
¢ —qZg | <1| 3 | 31| 47 | 44
¢ —=qW_. | 31| 38| 42 | 44 | 38
¢ —-qW_,, | 6 | 24| 41| 41 | 37
¢ —gW_, | 5 | 16 | 42 | 51 | 47

5.2.2 Theq* — qZ_,.. channel

Starting from the subsample of events with at least two electromagnetic clusters described in
subsection 5.1.2, itis required in addition that there be a jet&ijth > 15GeV andd.; > 10°

and that the invariant mass calculated from the two electromagnetic clusters be compatible
with the Z mass. No events survive these criteria, a fact consistent with the Standard Model
expectation 0f).65 + 0.53 NC DIS events.

5.2.3 Theq* — qW_,., channel

For this channel events retained by thg', (E — P.) and P¢*°+ cuts and with only one high

Pr electron (r, > 15GeV and10° < 6, < 150°) and a jet {7, > 15GeV andf;.; > 10°)

are selected. The main sources of background in this channel are NC and CC DIS processes
andW production. One event survives this selection and the number of events expected from
the Standard Model is 1.18 0.35 events, equally shared between the NC DIS&ne- ev
processes.

5.2.4 Theq* — qW_,4 and g* — qZ_,43 channels

The final state in these channels contains three lkighjets and the main backgrounds are
photoproduction and NC DIS processes. We require three jets with a polar anglelabove
and transverse energies greater than 30, 25 ariek15 respectively. Furthermore, in thege
decays, the jet with lowest transverse energy often originates from the boson (W/Z) decay, when
theq® mass is above 15QeV. Events are kept only when the jet-jet invariant mass calculation
which is the nearest to the W/Z mass includes this jet. For the chahnel ¢Z_, ;, the loss

of efficiency due to this requirement varies betwee?t36r a ¢* mass of 15@zeV to less than

one percent when th¢' mass is equal to 25GeV. In theq¢* — ¢W_,,; case the losses are
smaller. We require that this invariant jet-jet mass be compatible with the boson mass. These
cuts select 39 and 32 events for ¢te— ¢W_,,; and theg® — ¢Z_,,; channels, respectively.
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These numbers are to be compared to the Standard Model expectations &f #b6.3 events
(30.4~p, 13.2 NC DIS and 1.7 W) for the* — ¢ analysis, and of 25.3 9.1 events (17.6

~vp, 6.4 NC DIS and 1.3 W) fog* — ¢Z. The NC DIS expectation has been calculated using
the generator RAPGAP, in which leading log parton showers are used to model QCD radiations.
The DJANGO generator which uses the CDM to simulate QCD effects is not able to describe
the data in this particular phase space domain. A similar observation in the measurement of
2-jet rates in DIS has been reported previously [37]. Detailed investigations of discrepancies
between different QCD cascade models are underway [38]. The shapes of the invariant three-jet
mass distributions are in good agreement with the Standard Model expectations, as can be seen
in fig. 5. For a¢g* mass of 150GeV, the expected resolution on the 3-jet invariant mass is 9
GeV.

‘_.A103_- LA B AL B R R B ‘_.A103_- L B AL B | T T
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O] [ : W il O] [ H1d W
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%10 H1 data 2 NC DISE %10 3 & NC DIS:
2 : 2 :
%10 - %10
3 1 + E 3 r + 3
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3jets invariant mass GeV 3jets invariant mass GeV

Figure 5: Invariant mass spectrum fa@) the¢* — ¢W_,,; and p) theq* — ¢Z_ ,; analyses.

The invariant mass is calculated for an event by combining the four-momenta of the three jets.
Square symbols correspond to the data and the histograms to the expectations from different
Standard Model processes.

525 Theq* — qW_.,,, andq* — qZ_,,, channels

These analyses use the muon subsample described in subsection 5.1.6, together with the cuts
Pgeloe > 25 GeV and Pgele > 15 GeV for the one muon and two muon searches, respectively.

e Events with one muon and a jet
In theq* — ¢W_,, search, events including a hidh jet (E7,,, > 25 GeV andf;., >
10°) are selected. To reduce the — uu background, events with more than one isolated
muon are rejected and an acoplanarity &gt ;. — jet) < 175° in the transverse plane is
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6.1

applied. Three events are found. They correspond to the events labelled muon-2, muon-4
and muon-5 observed already in a previous search for events withHpitgptons and a

large missing transverse momentum [36]. The background (8.8103 events) is here

due to W production (0.31 events) afigl muon pair production (0.1 events).

Events with two muons and a jet

The signature of thg" — ¢~Z_,,,,, channel consists of two muons plus a jet. When request-
ing two muons and applying Bs° > 15 GeV cut no events remain. The background is
equal to 0.35+ 0.05 events from they — uu process.

Limits on Excited Fermion Production

Upper Limits on Cross-sections

A summary of the number of events surviving the selection cuts in the various channels is
given in table 3 for the excited lepton decay channels and in table 4 for the excited quark decay
channels. The uncertainties taken into account on the background determination are listed in
the following.

The statistical error of the Monte Carlo generations.

An uncertainty on the absolute electromagnetic energy scale rangingtéorix in the
central part of the LAr calorimeter t©3% in the forward part.

An uncertainty oft4% on the energy of the jets due to the uncertainty on the calibration
of the calorimeters for hadronic showers.

A 7% uncertainty on the predicted DIS cross-sections coming mainly from the lack of
knowledge on the proton structure (see detailed discussion in [40]).

An uncertainty of+10% on the expectation for the 2-jet cross-section estimated by com-
paring leading order and next-to-leading order Monte Carlo simulations. In the same way
an uncertainty oft15% on the three-jet cross-section was determined by a comparison
to data of either a Monte Carlo with(a,;) QCD matrix elements which approximates

the higher order emission of partons using the concept of parton showers, or perturbative
QCD calculations to orde®(a?) which produces an exact leading order calculation of
the three parton final state [41].

An uncertainty on the estimation of the radiative CC DIS background forthe> v~y
channel, coming from the fact that photon radiation from the quark lines is not fully taken
into account in our CC DIS simulation. Calculations [42] show that the negative interfer-
ence term between photon radiation from the electron and quark lines could decrease the
radiative CC DIS cross-section by an amount@f.

An overall systematic error df.5% on the luminosity.
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The observed number of events are compared to the expected Standard Model background
in tables 3 and 4. Good agreement is found for all channels, except for a slight excess, already
quoted in reference [36], observed in the— ¢I/_,,, channel where 3 events are observed
for a Standard Model expectation of 0.410.03 events. However, combining the contributions
from the threelV decay channels, no significant deviation to the Standard Model prediction

remains within the present analysis.

Channel selection criteria | events| background
e* — ey (el. an.) 2 em clusters only 53 525+ 1.5
e* — ey (inel. an.)| 2 high £y em cluster§ 68 77.44+ 8.2
e* — e e 3 em clusters 1 0.9+0.4
e — el 2 muons + 1 electronp 0 0.35+ 0.05
e —eZ ., 1 electron +Pjiss 1 27+ 0.4
e — el 2 jets + 1 electron 14 12.3+ 3.4
e — vW_ 2 jets + Pyiss 3 3.3+ 0.6
vt — vy 1 photon +Pjss 0 1.0£0.7
V7 e 2 em clusters s 0 0.020+ 0.005
V= V2 g 2 jets +pyriss 3 2.1+0.8
v — eW_,, 2 em clusters +iss 0 0.25+ 0.11
vt —eW_,, 1 muon + 1 electron 0 0.31+ 0.05
vt — eW_gq 2 jets + 1 electron 18 17.2+ 4.8

Table 3: Number of events observed in the varieusind v* decay channels and the corre-
sponding Standard Model expectation and total uncertainty on the mean expectation. It should
be noted that these numbers correspond to different invariant mass intervals, as the effective
mass threshold depends on the channel.

No evidence was seen for either excited leptons or quarks in any of the channels. Therefore,
upper limits on the product of th& production cross-section and the decay branching fraction
have been derived. These limits are determined at a Confidence Level (€1% afs a function
of the excited fermion mass. A mass window is shifted over the whole mass range in steps of
5 GeV. The width of each window is chosen according to the resolution for the corresponding
mass. When combining several decay channels, for each decay chaamnelin each mass
interval, the number of observed evenis the number of expected background eveéntand
ex, the product of the efficiency times branching ratio of the channel, are calculated and used to
determine the value A of the upper limit for the signal such that:

A 00 1
CL= / p(a)da// pla)da ; p(a) = [T — (exa + by)™ exp(xr+t) (4)
0 0 o Te!
whereaq is the Poisson parameter of the signal. For a single decay channel this is identical to
the Bayesian prescription given by the Particle Data Group [39]. For the background estimation
and the selection efficiency, statistical and systematic errors are taken into account by folding
Gaussian distributions into the integration of the Poisson law used to determine the limit.

Because the branching ratios of the hadronic decay ofither Z bosons are dominant,
the limit for the £* decaying into a fermion and @ or a Z mainly depends on final states
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| Channel | selection criteria | events| background|

T — qy 1 photon + 1 jet 35 36+5
G — Q7 e 2 em clusters + 1 jet 0 0.65+ 0.53
= g2 2 muons + 1 jet 0 0.35+ 0.05
¢ — qZ g 3 jets 32 25.3+9.1
¢ — qW_., | 1electron + 1 jet +2mss 1 1.10+ 0.35
¢ — W, 1 muon + 1 jet 3 0.41+0.03
¢ — qW_yq 3jets 39 |453+£17.3

Table 4: Number of events observed in the variguslecay channels and the corresponding
Standard Model expectation and total uncertainty on the mean expectation. It should be noted
that these numbers correspond to different invariant mass intervals, as the effective mass thresh-
old depends on the channel.

with at least two jets. So the error is dominated by the uncertainty on the absolute calibration
of the calorimeters for hadronic clusters and the uncertainty on the expected 2-jet and 3-jet
cross-sections.

The limits on the product of the* production cross-section and the decay branching frac-
tion are shown in fig. 6, 7 and 8. In all three cases the lowest limits are obtained using the
electromagnetic decay channels. For the derivation of these limits it is assumed that the natu-
ral width of thef* is much smaller than the experimental mass resolution. For masses above
120GeV, the values of these limits are below @2 for thee*, 0.5pb for thev* and 0.4ph for
theq* productions. These results improve by an order of magnitude earlier H1 results [3].
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Figure 7: Upper limits ab5% Con-
fidence Level on the product of the?
production cross-sectianand the de- °
cay branching fraction BR for excited
neutrinov* in the various electroweak
decay channelsy~ (full line), vz
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line) as function of the excited neu-

trino mass. The different decay chan- -1-_

nels of thell” andZ gauge bosons are
combined. Areas above the curves are
excluded.
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6.2 Upper Limits on Coupling Parameters

Assuming fixed numerical relations betwegmnd f’, the cross-section depends only pm\
and);«, and thus constraints ofy A can be derived. Conventional assumptionsjare f’ or
f = —f'. From the coupling constant relations (see equation 2) it can be seen that the coupling
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of thee* to theey mode is proportional tof{(+ f’), and that of the* to thery decay channel
is proportional to (f— f7).

In fig. 9, limits on the ratiof /A are given for the=* for the hypothesis = f’. We do
not consider the casg = —f’, because the coupling constant-. would be equal to 0 and
the production cross-section of theis then very small. Upper limits fof /A ranging from
7x 107 GeV~1to 1072 GeV ! are obtained at 9% CL for ane* mass ranging from 50ieV
to 250GeV.

In fig. 10, limits on the ratiof /A are given forv*, assumingf = —f" andf = f’. These
two assumptions correspond to very differehtbranching ratios, as shown in table 5 for the
example of twa/* masses. In particular wheh= f’ thev* — ey has a branching ratio equal
to 0. Somewhat better limits are obtained wifes — f’. The values of the limits fof /A vary
between3 x 1073 to 10~! GeV~! for anv~* mass ranging from 50 to 20GeV. These upper
limits are conservative for masses abavel 70 GeV where the narrow-width approximation
underestimates the total production cross-section.

Assumingf/A = 1/M;-, masses below 223 and 1G4V are excluded at 9% CL for the
e* (f = f) andv* (f = —f') production, respectively.

M, (GeV) | 100| 200
f=1r

v — vy 0 0

v —vz | 13| 37

vt —eW | 87 | 63

Table 5: Branching ratios i of thev* de- f=-f
cay modes for different relations between ,+ _, vy 72 | 34
fandf. v —vZ | 1| 10

v —eW 27 | 56

Limits for the ¢* assumingf = f’ and only electroweak couplings (i.¢, = 0) are shown
in fig. 11. The exclusion limits fog* masses between 50 to 26V corresponds to values
of f/A betweerd x 10~* and2 x 1072 GeV~*. Assumingf/A = 1/M,., masses below 188
GeV are excluded at 9% CL. The f, = 0 assumption allows to make a study which is comple-
mentary to the analysis done by the CDF experiment [43, 44] at the TevatronppAtalider
excited quarks are produced in a quark-gluon fusion mechanism which regjuite®. As-
sumingA = M,-, CDF excludes excited quarks in the mass range 80c300for f = f' = f;
values greater than 0.2 and up to &&V if f = f' = f, = 1.
The complementarity of the H1 results to those of CDF is illustrated on fig. 12, where a compar-
ison of the exclusion domains ¢gf= f’ values, obtained by CDF and H1, is shown for different
hypotheses on thg value. As soon ag, is smaller thanv 0.1 and forM,- < 130GeV, our
analysis probes a domain not excluded by Tevatron experiments.

LEP experiments have also reported searches for excited lepterigatcenter of mass
energies up tq/s = 189 GeV [45, 46, 47]. The results for excited leptons produced in pairs,
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Figure 9: Exclusion limits on cou-
pling constants at95% Confidence >
Level as a function of the mass of &
the excited electron. The assumption =
f = [’ is made for the different de- -1
cay channels (full, dashed and dotted-
dashed lines) and for all decay chan-
nels combined (dotted line). Values
of the couplings above the curves are
excluded. The light grey area corre-
sponds to the exclusion domain ob-
tained by H1 in this analysis. The dark
grey area is excluded by the L3 exper-

iment [45]. al
10 PRI I I T T N [ TR TR TR T N T T SR S
50 100 150 200 250
e Mass (GeV)
> a)f=- H1: 3% b)f=f H1
9/ —_— V., > V Q,
<1lF 3*—’ v E <1 . vVovz E
= T B v:_> eW /A
L v - all channeld
. -1
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Figure 10: Exclusion limits on coupling constant®al Confidence Level as a function of the
mass of the excited neutrino. The assumptiprs — f" andf = f’ are made for figuresj and

(b) respectively. The results for the different decay channels are shown separately (full, dashed
and dotted-dashed lines) and for all decay channels combined (dotted line). Values of the cou-
plings above the curves are excluded. The light grey area corresponds to the exclusion domain
obtained by H1 in this analysis. The dark grey area is excluded by the L3 [45] experiment.

when the limits are independent ¢fand f’, as well as results for singk& andv* production
assumingf = f’ or f = —f’ are included in fig. 9 and 10. In [47] results independent from
a hypothesis on the relation betwegrmand f are also given. Fig. 11 shows the result of‘a
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Figure 11: Exclusion limits on cou- 1 ¢+

pling constants at5% Confidence >
Level as a function of the mass of©
the excited quark, assuming = f' =
and f, = 0. The results for the
different electroweak decay channels
are shown separately (full, dashed
line and dotted-dashed lines) and for 10
all decay channels combined (dotted
line). Values of the couplings above

the curves are excluded. The light 3
grey area corresponds to the exclu- A

sion domain obtained by the H1 ex-
periment in this analysis. The dark

AN

I10 ¢

grey area is excluded by the DEL- 10_50- —

PHI experiment [46] assuming that
the branching ratio of the* — ¢ is
equal to 1.

150200

250

Figure 12: Exclusion limits orf val-
ues at95% Confidence Level as a
function of the mass of the excited
quark, assumind. = M(q*), f = f’
and for differentf, values. Exclusion
limits from CDF (the 2 right curves)
for 2 f, values have been derived from

table 1 of reference [44]. Values of g AR

the couplings above the curves are ex-
cluded.

100
q* Mass (GeV)
CDF
PR PR | PR PR 1 PR PR | PR PR
50 100 150 200 250
q Mass (GeV)

search [46] at LEP, assuming a branching ratio of Iyfor> ¢~.
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7/ Summary

Usinge™p data taken from 1994 to 1997 corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 37ab
search for production of excited fermions has been carried out. No evidence has been found for
excited electrons, excited neutrinos or excited quarks for decays into any of the gauge bosons
v, Z, W and Standard Model fermions.

New limits for the production of excited fermions have been obtained, which improve previ-
ous H1 results by a factor 10 and previous published ZEUS results [4] based on 4 times smaller
integrated luminosity. For masses above 8, i.e. in a domain extending beyond the kine-
matic reach of LEP, compositeness scaleg/of in the range of .5 x 1073 t02 x 1072 GeV !
are excluded from the search for excited electrons,fafick 1072 to 0.32GeV ! for excited
neutrinos. Assuming /A = 1/M;-, excited fermions with masses below 223, 114, and 188
GeV, for e*, v* andqg* productions, respectively, are excluded. The results obtained -
duction via electroweak couplings are complementary to the results obtained at the Tgpatron
collider whereg* production via strong coupling is investigated.
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