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A bstract

W e perform a �t to precise electroweak data to determ ine the Higgs and top

m asses.Penalty functionstaking into accounttheirproduction lim itsareincluded.

W e �nd m H = 65
+ 245
� 4 G eV and m t= 122

+ 25
� 20 G eV . However whereas the top �

2

distribution behavesproperlynearthem inim um ,theHiggs�2 distribution doesnot,

indicating a statistical
uctuation ornew physics.In factno signi�cative bound on

theHiggsm asscan begiven atpresent.However,ifthe LEP accuracy isim proved

and thetop isdiscovered in thepreferred rangeoftop m asses,a m eaningfulbound

on theHiggsm asscould beobtained within thestandard m odelfram ework.
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Introduction

Thestandard m odelofelectroweak interactions[1]describesim pressively wellallexperi-

m entaldata[2].Thisdescription dependson two unknown param eters,thetop m ass,m t,

and theHiggsm ass,m H .Thepresentexperim entalaccuracy oftheelectroweak m easure-

m entsjusti�esto look forindirectboundson these m asses.In thispaperwe presentthe

�2 distributionsresulting from them ostpreciseand recentelectroweak data asfunctions

ofm t and m H .Sim ilaranalysescan befound in theliterature[3,4,5].W epay particular

attention to the Higgspenalty function describing the Higgsproduction lim it. Itplays

an im portantrole due to the low sensitivity ofthe data on m H and to the factthatthe

m inim um ofthe �2,ifonly indirectdata are used,is(atpresent) wellbelow the direct

production lim it.Actually,thepresentsensitivity ofthedata on m H willproveto betoo

low to obtain stringent,statistically signi�cant,lim its. Howeverthe sensitivity could be

greatly im proved in thenearfuture,provided thatLEP errorsgetreduced and thetop is

discovered.

D ata

Theexperim entalvaluesused in the�tsaregathered in Table1.The detailed way LEP

excludes Higgsproduction can be found in Ref. [6]. Forourdiscussion itisenough to

realizethatthe�nalresultofthesearch isthatno eventwith a given signatureisfound,

whereassom eeventsshould bepresentiftheHiggsboson would havebeen produced.Of

course,thenum berofexpected eventsdecreaseswith increasingm H .Therefore,assum ing

aPoisson distribution forthenum berofexpected events,valuesbelow m H canbeexcluded

(forinstance) atthe 95% c‘ ifthe num ber ofexpected events form H islargerthan or

equalto 3.The num berofexpected eventsatLEP,N ,asa function ofm H isshown in

Fig.1a (thisplotisobtained from the com pilation in Ref. [7]). The con�dence level,c‘,

corresponding to seeing no eventswhen N eventsare expected isequalto 1� e� N ;and

thiscon�dencelevelistransform ed intothecorrespondingnum berofstandard deviations,

x,fora singlesided N (0;1)distribution using therelation

c‘+ 1

2
=

1
p
2�

Z
x

� 1

e
� t2
dt:

In thisway x can bewritten asa function ofm H .Thisfunction isplotted in Fig.1b,and

thebestlinear�t,

x = 15:81� 0:24 m H ;

issuperim posed on it.Thus,thecorresponding contribution to�2 isgiven by thepenalty

function

�� 2
H =

8

><

>:

 

65:0� m H (GeV )

4:1

! 2

ifm H � 65 GeV;

0 ifm H > 65 GeV:

In the case ofthe top quark the detailed way TEVATRON excludes top production

can befound in Ref.[8].In thiscase,however,them inim um ofthe�2,iswellabovethe

directproduction lim it,and then thecorresponding penalty function playsno im portant
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role in the �t. The strategy for the top search is also di�erent. W hat is studied in

the top case is the presence ofan excess ofevents in som e distributions (basically in

the transverse m ass distribution) due to top production. These distributions are �tted

with a linear superposition ofthe standard m odelpredictions with no top quark plus

the top production. The result ofthis �t for each top m ass is a probability density

distribution L(�) for the variable � de�ned as the ratio ofthe num ber of�tted to the

num berofexpected (�t(m t))top events forsuch a m ass. No top events correspondsto

� = 0. To exclude a top m ass (for instance) with a 95% c‘ we associate to each m ass

m t the value of�0(m t) which de�nes for the probability density corresponding to this

m assan area,
R�0(m t)

0 L(�)d�,equaltothe95% ofthetotalareaorprobability,
R
1

0 L(�)d�.

Then �0(m t) = 1 gives the m t lim it below which the top m ass is excluded. To m ake

this com putation for di�erent con�dence levels we have assum ed that �0(m t)�t(m t) is

independent ofm t in the region ofinterest. (Note that this is equivalent to assum e

that the shape ofthe top distribution is independent ofthe top m ass in this region.)

To translate the c‘ to which a given top m ass is excluded into a num ber ofstandard

deviationswe proceed asin the case ofthe Higgsm ass. The corresponding �tgivesthe

approxim atepenalty function

�� 2
t =

8

><

>:

 

108� m t(GeV )

9

! 2

ifm t � 108 GeV;

0 ifm t > 108 GeV:

The �2 also includes neutralcurrent data: neutrino-quark data,�q [9],the latest

neutrino-electron results,��e[10],and theparity violation in atom sdata,eH [11,12];the

W m asslim its:M W [13]and M W

M Z

[14];theLEP resultspresented attheJointInternational

Lepton{Photon Sym posium and EurophysicsConferenceon High{Energy Physicsin Au-

gust1991 [15](with the correlation m atrix given in Ref. [16]);and the strong coupling

constant,�s [17]. W e take for�s the latest(m ostprecise) ALEPH m easurem ent using

hadronicZ decays.Thede�nite�s valueisim portantto�x the�
2 valueatthem inim um

butm odi�eslittletherelative�2 distribution and doesnota�ecttheconclusions.

T heory

W eusetheon-shellschem eofRef.[18]with theelectrom agneticcouplingconstant,�,and

theFerm iconstant,G �,[9]asinputparam eters.Forthecalculation oftheobservablesin

theZ physicssectortwo independentelectroweak librarieshavebeen used:theonefrom

G.Burgersand W .Hollik [19]and theonefrom theDubna-Zeuthen group [20].In spite

ofthe factthatthey use a com pletely di�erentcalculationalschem e,theirresultsare in

very good agreem ent[21].W ehaveupgraded the�rstoneto incorporate:

� Them issing relevantpiecesoftwo-loop corrections[22];

� Thedom inantQCD correctionsto mt dependentterm s[23,24];

� Theupdated calculation oftheQCD correctionsto thedecay Z ! b�b[24];and,
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� O (�3s)correctionsto thedecay widths[25].

Sim ilarupgradeshavebeen im plem ented in theDubna-Zeuthen library by theirauthors.

A com parison ofthe presentversionsofboth program sshowsan even betteragreem ent

than the one previously quoted. W hile the num bersand plotsshown in thisstudy have

been obtained with the �rst library, we have explicitly checked that the changes are

negligible ifthe Dubna-Zeuthen library is used instead. In our �ts we use the explicit

expressionsforalltheobservables,in particularfortheneutralcurrentones[26].W ehave

checked thatreducing the fullexperim entalinform ation forthe latterto the equivalent

electroweak m ixing anglevalue,our�tsand conclusionschangelittle.

Interpretation

Ourresultsaresum m arized in Figs.2-8.Fig.2ashowsthecontribution to the�2 distribu-

tion ofneutralcurrentand p�p colliderdata;Fig.3a thatofLEP data and �s;Fig.4a their

sum ;and Fig.5a that ofallthe data including the penalty functions. Thus Figs.2a-4a

give partialcontributions to Fig.5a. At each pointin the m t� m H plane we m inim ize

with respectto M Z and �s (G � and � being �xed).Thus,thetotalnum berofdegreesof

freedom is20� 2 = 18.(Thetwo degreesoffreedom corresponding to thepenalty func-

tionsaretaken careby thetwo param eters,m t and m H ,with respectto which wedo not

m inim ize.) Figs.2b-5b show the sam e �tsbutreplacing the centralexperim entalvalues

ofthedi�erentobservablesby theirpredicted (standard m odel)valuesnearthem inim um

ofthe �2 distribution. In particularwe have taken m H = 70 GeV ,m t = 130 GeV .The

corresponding standard m odelpredictionsfortheobservablesused in the�tsaregiven in

Table2.Com paring Figs.2a-4a and Fig.5a weseethattheHiggspenalty function m oves

them inim um from m H = 10to 70GeV .However,them ain observation to beelaborated

below when com paring Fig.3aand Fig.3b istheapparentchangein theLEP distribution,

and then in theglobalone.Thistellsusthatsom eexperim entalcentralvaluesm anifest

a statistical
uctuation orindicate new physics. Thiscom parison also provesthe actual

lack ofsensitivity ofthe data on m H . To understand this change it is illum inating to

rewrite(in obviousnotation)

�2(m H ;m t;:::) =
X

i

(X
exp

i � X th
i (m H ;m t;:::))

2

�2i
=

X

i

(X
exp

i � X 0
i + �i)

2

�2i

=
X

i

(X
exp

i � X 0
i)

2 � 2(X
exp

i � X 0
i)�i+ �2i

�2i
;

whereX 0
i arethestandard m odelpredictionsatthe�

2 m inim um and �iarethedi�erences

between the predicted values at a given point and the values at the m inim um . The

last expression shows that a statistical
uctuation or a relatively large change in the

centralvalueofany observablecontributesto the�2 with arelatively largeconstantterm

(X
exp

i � X 0
i)

2

�2i
and with a linearterm ofpronounced slope

�2(X
exp

i � X 0
i)�i

�2i
. However,

whatgivesthesensitivity oftheobservable is
�2i

�2i
.Com paring Figs.2a-5a and Figs.2b-5b
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we see thatindirect LEP data are very insensitive to m H but som e observables have a

large discrepancy between their m easured centralvalues and the predicted ones. The

global�tto alldata (Fig.5a)gives

m H = 65+ 245
� 4 GeV;

m t= 122+ 25
� 20 GeV:

Although the�tsin Figs.2a-5agivetheactualexperim entalinform ation,thosein Figs.2b-

5b give the actualsensitivity ofthe data on m H and m t. Hence present indirect elec-

troweak data are not sensitive to m H . Actually,the present LEP discrepancy can be

traced back to the value ofthe ratio R ‘ and the bottom forward{backward asym m etry

A bb
F B .Thisisto say thatthedata show a highersensitivity than expected on m H dueto

the pronounced slope term s(introduced above)resulting from R ‘ and A bb
F B . Ifthisdis-

crepancy isa statistical
uctuation and itdisappearswhen m ore data are available,the

subsequent�twillapproach Figs.2b-5b.However,itcan alsohappen thatthecentralval-

uesofotherobservables
uctuate,in which caseourdiscussion would apply to them .At

any ratethiswillbealwaysthecase(ifnew physicsisdiscarded)when thepreferred m H

valuefrom indirectLEP dataliesbelow theproduction lim it.In Figs.6a,b weshow the�2

distribution asa function ofm H (m inim ization with respectto m t isunderstood)forthe

global�tsin Figs.5a,b.Plotting thesam edistribution forthedi�erentobservablesitcan

beexplicitly proven thatonly R ‘ and A
bb
F B show thepronounced slopebehaviourforthe

realdata,ascan beseen in Fig.6a,whereastheotherobservablesshow a sm allvariation,

which we do notplot.Fig.6b con�rm sthatthesensitivity ofR ‘ and A
bb
F B on m H isvery

low,asitisthesensitivity oftheotherobservablesand ofthefullset.In factweplot�� 2

in Fig.6a,subtracting from each �2 contribution itsvalueattheglobalm inim um :10:79,

0:88,2:73 fortheglobal,R ‘,A
bb
F B contributions,respectively. Using highervaluesfor�s

would arrangetheR ‘ deviation from thestandard m odelprediction.Thiswould translate

into a m odi�cation ofthe m t value atthe m inim um in orderto conserve the agreem ent

between the m easured and the predicted �Z values. HoweverA bb
F B would stillconstrain

the�tand keep unchanged thevalueofm H atthem inim um and theconclusions.Lower

values of�s m ake worse the disagreem ent between the m easured and the predicted R ‘

values.Itisworth to notethatalthough thetop m asslim itissigni�cative,itisstrongly

correlated to theHiggsm assascan beseen in Fig.5.ForinstanceiftheHiggsm asswere

known to be300� 30 GeV ,thepresentdata would im ply m t= 139+ 21
� 25 GeV (seeFig.5a).

C onclusions

Asstressed above,today’sdatashow a�ctitiousm H sensitivity duetoastatistical
uctu-

ation ortonew physicsm anifested bytheexperim entalvaluesofR ‘ and A
bb
F B (Figs.2a-6a).

As a m atter offact,the actualsensitivity ofthe considered observables on m H is very

low (Figs.2b-6b). The Higgspenalty function playsan im portantrole in the �ts,push-

ing up the Higgsm assvalue atthe m inim um . W hatism ore interesting isthe expected

im provem entofthe m H sensitivity in the nearfuture [27].Figs.2-5 show thecorrelation

between m H and m twhich should translate,oncethetop quark isdiscovered and itsm ass
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determ ined,into a de�nitebound on m H .In fact,ifpresentLEP accuracy isim proved as

assum ed in Table2,and thetop m assisin thepreferred rangegiven above,a m eaningful

bound on theHiggsm ass(within thestandard m odelfram ework)could beobtained.This

factisillustrated in Figs.7 and 8.In Fig.7 weplotthe�2-distribution using thestandard

m odelpredictionsascentralvaluesand the setofLEP im proved errorsquoted in Table

2. W e m inim ize ateach pointwith respectto M Z and �s. Fig.7 showsthat�xing m t a

relatively strong upperbound on m H can be deduced. Thisisexplicitly shown in Fig.8,

wherewe�x thetop m ass,m t = 130� 1 GeV .In thiscasem H < 315 GeV at95% c‘.
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Table captions

Table 1 Experim entalvaluesoftheobservablesused in the�ts.

Table 2 Standard m odelpredictionsforthe observablesused in the �tsand form H =

70 GeV and m t = 130 GeV . The im proved error colum n gives a guess offuture

LEP errors.

Figure captions

Fig.1a[b] Num berofexpected events[standard deviations]atLEP asa function ofm H .

Fig.2a[b] Levelcontours for the contribution to the �2-distribution ofneutralcurrent

and p�p collider data in Table 1 [standard m odelpredictions in Table 2 with the

presentexperim entalerrorsin Table1].M inim ization with respectto M Z and �s is

understood.

Fig.3a[b] Thesam easin Fig.2a[b]butforLEP observablesincluding �s.

Fig.4a[b] Thesam easin Fig.2a[b]butforallobservablesin Table1.

Fig.5a[b] The sam e asin Fig.2a[b]butforallobservablesin Table 1 plusthe top and

Higgspenalty functionsgiven in thetext.

Fig.6a[b] �2-distributionsasfunctionsofm H fortheglobal�tin Fig.5a[b](solid curve).

The R ‘ (dashed curve) and the A b�b
F B (dotted curve) contributionsare also shown.

M inim ization with respectto M Z,�s and m t isunderstood.

Fig.7 Levelcontoursforthe total�2-distribution assum ing the standard m odelpredic-

tionsascentralvaluesand thesetofim proved errorsgiven in Table2.M inim ization

with respectto M Z and �s isunderstood.

Fig.8 �2-distribution asafunction ofm H fortheglobal�tin Fig.7andm t = 130� 1GeV .

M inim ization with respectto M Z,�s and m t isunderstood.
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Quantity Experim entalValue Correlation M atrix

g2L 0:2977� 0:0042 1.

�q g2R 0:0317� 0:0034 1.

�L 2:50� 0:03 1.

�R 4:59+ 0:44
� 0:27 1.

��e geA �0:503� 0:018 1. �0:05

geV �0:025� 0:020 1.

C1u + C1d 0:144� 0:007 1.

eH C1u � C1d �0:60� 0:09 1.

C2u � C2d �0:05� 0:11 1.

p�p M W 79:91� 0:39 GeV

M W =M Z 0:8813� 0:0041

M Z 91:175� 0:021 GeV 1. 0.09 0.01 0.00

�Z 2487� 10 M eV 1. {0.25 {0.07

�0h 41:36� 0:23 nb 1. 0.18

R ‘ 20:92� 0:11 1.

LEP From A F B :
 

g‘V

g‘A
(M Z)

! 2

0:0048� 0:0012 1.

From A pol(�):

g‘V

g‘A
(M Z) 0:072� 0:017 1.

From b�b-asym m etry:

A b�b
F B (M Z) 0:132� 0:022 1.

From q�q-asym m etry:

sin2�W (M Z) 0:2303� 0:0035 1.

�s 0:125� 0:005

Table1
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Quantity Standard m odelprediction Im proved errors

g2L 0.3012 0.0042

�q g2R 0.0302 0.0034

�L 2.46 0.03

�R 5.18 0.44

��e geA �0:505 0.018

geV �0:048 0.020

C1u + C1d 0.146 0.007

eH C1u � C1d �0:54 0.09

C2u � C2d �0:09 0.11

p�p M W 80.14 GeV 0.06 GeV

M W =M Z 0.8790 0.0041

M Z 91.175 GeV 0.005 GeV

�Z 2489 M eV 4 M eV

�0h 41.41 nb 0.08 nb

R ‘ 20.81 0.02

LEP From A F B :
 

g‘V

g‘A
(M Z)

! 2

0.0048 0.0006

From A pol(�):

g‘V

g‘A
(M Z) 0.069 0.009

From b�b-asym m etry:

A b�b
F B (M Z) 0.097 0.010

From q�q-asym m etry:

sin2�W (M Z) 0.2320 0.0035

�s 0.125 0.005

Table2
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