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A bstract

W e perform a t to precise electroweak data to determ ine the H iggs and top
m asses. Penalty functions taking into acoount their production lim its are included.
We ndmy = 65+f}45 GeV and m = 122+§8 GeV . However whereas the top 2
distribution behaves properly nearthem ininum , the H iggs 2 distrbution doesnot,
Indicating a statistical uctuation or new physics. In fact no signi cative bound on
the H iggsm ass can be given at present. H owever, ifthe LEP accuracy is in proved
and the top is discovered in the preferred range of top m asses, a m eaningfiilbound
on the H iggs m ass could be obtained w ithin the standard m odel fram ew ork.
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Introduction

T he standard m odel of electrow eak interactions [I;] describes in pressively well all experi-
m entaldata R]. This description depends on two unknow n param eters, the top m ass, m ¢,
and the Higgsm ass, m y . T he present experin ental accuracy of the electrow eak m easure—
m ents justi es to ook for ndirect bounds on these m asses. In this paper we present the

2 distrdbutions resulting from the m ost precise and recent electroweak data as functions
ofm.andmy . Sin ilar analyses can be found in the literature 3,4, 5]. W e pay particular
attention to the H iggs penalty function describing the H iggs production lim it. It plays
an in portant role due to the low sensitivity of the data on my and to the fact that the
mihinum ofthe 2, if only indirect data are used, is (at present) well below the direct
production lim it. A ctually, the present sensitivity ofthe data on m y w ill prove to be too
low to obtain stringent, statistically signi cant, lin its. H owever the sensitivity could be
greatly In proved In the near future, provided that LEP errors get reduced and the top is
discovered.

D ata

T he experim ental values used In the tsare gathered in Tablk 1. The detailed way LEP
exclides H iggs production can be found in Ref. f]. For our discussion it is enough to
realize that the nalresul ofthe search is that no event w ith a given signature is found,
w hereas som e events should be present if the H iggs boson would have been produced. O £
ocourse, the num ber of expected events decreases w ith increasingm . T herefore, assum ing
a P oisson distribution forthe num ber ofexpected events, valuesbelow m y can be excluded
(for nstance) at the 95% c" if the number of expected events formy is larger than or
equalto 3. The number of expected events at LEP, N , as a function ofmy is shown In
Figla (thisplot is obtained from the com pilation In Ref. ﬂ]) . The con dence kvel, cY,
corresponding to seeing no events when N events are expected isequaltol e ¥;and
thisocon dence level is transform ed into the corresponding num ber of standard deviations,
x, fora single sided N (0;1) distrbution using the relation
z

1 x 2
= PZ—_ e ~dt:

1

c'+ 1
2

In thisway x can be wrtten as a function ofm y . This finction isplotted in Figlb, and
the best linear t,
x= 1581 024my;

is superin posed on it. Thus, the corresponding contribution to 2 is given by the penaly

function 8 |
2 650 my Gev) )
2 _ ifm g 65 Gev;
H - 44
) 0 ifmy > 65GeV:

In the case of the top quark the detailed way TEVATRON exchlides top production
can be found In Ref. §]. In this case, however, them ininum ofthe 2, iswellabove the
direct production I it, and then the corresponding penalty function plays no in portant



ol In the t. The strategy for the top search is also di erent. W hat is studied In
the top case is the presence of an excess of events in som e distrbbutions (pasically in
the transverse m ass distrlbbution) due to top production. These distrbutions are tted
w ih a linear superposition of the standard m odel predictions w ith no top quark plus
the top production. The result of this t for each top mass is a probability density
distrbution L ( ) for the variable de ned as the ratio of the number of tted to the
num ber of expected ( (m+)) top events for such a mass. No top events corresponds to

= 0. To exclude a top mass (for instance) wih a 95% c' we associate to each m ass
m . the value gf o ) whith de nes for the probability density corresponding to this
massan area, oo g, ( )d ,equalto the 95% ofthe totalarea or probability, 01 L()d .
Then (Mm.) = 1 gives the m lin it below which the top mass is excluded. To m ake
this com putation for di erent con dence levels we have assumed that (fMm¢) M) is
Independent of m: In the region of nterest. Note that this is equivalent to assum e
that the shape of the top distrlbution is independent of the top mass in this region.)
To translate the ¢ to which a given top m ass is excluded into a num ber of standard
deviations we proceed as In the case of the H iggsm ass. T he corresponding t gives the
approxin ate penaly function

8 !

> 108 m.Gev) °
2 ifm. 108 Ge&V;
£t s 9

) 0 ifm,.> 108 GeV:

The 2 also includes neutral current data: neutrino-quark data, g ], the latest
neutrino-ekectron resuls, e [(], and the parity violation in atom sdata, el [11,12]; the
W masslimits:My [3]and 1\:4—“; [[4]; the LEP resultspresented at the Joint Intemational
Lepton {P hoton Sym posiuim and Europhysics C onference on H igh {Energy P hysics In Au-
gust 1991 [15] @ ith the correlation m atrix given In Ref. [16]); and the strong coupling
constant, . [l4]. W e take for 4 the latest (m ost precise) ALEPH m easurem ent using
hadronic Z decays. Thede nite ; valie isimportantto xthe 2 valueatthem ininum
but m odi es little the relative 2 distribution and does not a ect the conclusions.

T heory

W euse the on—shell schem e of Ref. {[8]w ith the electrom agnetic coupling constant, , and
the Ferm iconstant, G , ] as Input param eters. For the calculation of the cbservables in
the Z physics sector two Independent electroweak lbraries have been used: the one from
G .Burgersand W .Hollk [[9]and the one from the D ubna-Zeuthen group R(]. In spite
of the fact that they use a com pletely di erent calculational schem e, their results are In

very good agream ent R1]. W e have upgraded the rst one to incorporate:
The m issing relevant pieces of tw o—loop correctionsP2];
The dom nant Q CD corrections to m. dependent tem s 3, 24];

T he updated calculation of the Q CD corrections to the decay Z ! b P4]; and,



O (2) corrections to the decay w idths R3].

Sin ilar upgrades have been In plem ented In the D ubna-Zeuthen lbrary by their authors.
A oom parison of the present versions of both program s show s an even better agreem ent
than the one previously quoted. W hik the num bers and plots shown in this study have
been obtained with the rst lbrary, we have explicitly checked that the changes are
negligble if the D ubna-Zeuthen lbrary is used instead. In our ts we use the explicit
expressions for allthe dbservables, in particular for the neutral current ones Rg]. W e have
checked that reducing the full experin ental nfom ation for the latter to the equivalent
electroweak m ixing anglk value, our tsand conclusions change little.

Interpretation

O ur results are sum m arized in F igs2-8. F ig 2a show s the contrioution to the 2 distribu-—
tion of neutral current and pp collider data; F ig.3a that of LEP data and ; Figda their
sum ; and Fig.ba that of all the data Including the penalty functions. Thus F igs2a-4a
give partial contrbutions to Figba. At each point In them: my plane we m Inin ize
wih regpecttoM ; and ¢ (G and beinhg =xed). Thus, the totalnum ber of degrees of
freedom is20 2= 18. (The two degrees of freedom corresponding to the penaly func—
tions are taken care by the two param eters, m  and m y , w ith respect to which we do not
m inin ize.) Figs2b-bb show the same tsbut replacing the central experin ental values
ofthe di erent observables by their predicted (standard m odel) values near the m inin um
ofthe 2 distrbution. In particularwe havetakenmy = 70 GeV,m.= 130 GeV . The
corresoonding standard m odel predictions for the observables used In the tsare given in
Tablk 2. Com paring F igs2a-4a and F ig.5a we see that the H iggs penalty function m oves
them nimum from my = 10 to 70 G&V . However, the m ain cbsarvation to be elaborated
below when com paring F ig3a and F ig 3b is the apparent change in the LEP distrlution,
and then In the globalone. This tells us that som e experin ental central values m anifest
a statistical uctuation or indicate new physics. T his com parison also proves the actual
lack of sensitivity of the data on m i . To understand this change it is ilum inating to
rew rite (in cbvious notation)
X X XPmamgm))? X X X2+ )?

2 . o eed —
(m g My ---) 2 - 2
i i i i

X WP XDP 2K X0+ 2
2 ’
i i

where X ? are the standard m odelpredictionsat the ?m fimum and ; arethedi erences
between the predicted values at a given point and the values at the m ninum . The
last expression show s that a statistical uctuation or a rwlhtively large change In the

central value of any cbservable contributes to the 2 with a relatively large constant term
®TFox9)? 2P X))
—————— and wih a linear tem of pronounced sbope e

i 5 i

w hat gives the sensitivity of the cbservable is —12 . Com paring F igs2a-b5a and F igs2b-5b

1

. However,



we see that Indirect LEP data are very lnsensitive to my but som e cbservables have a
large discrepancy between their m easured central values and the predicted ones. The
global ttoalldata Fig.b5a) gives

my = 655°Gev;

m,= 122"2 Gev:

A though the tsin Figs2a-5a give the actualexperin ental Infom ation, those In F igs2b—
5b give the actual sensitivity of the data on my and m . Hence present indirect elec—
troweak data are not sensitive to my . Actually, the present LEP discrepancy can be
traced back to the value of the ratio R+ and the bottom forward{backward asymm etry
A, . This is to say that the data show a higher sensitivity than expected onmy due to
the pronounced slope temm s (introduced above) resulting from R . and A, . If this dis-
crepancy is a statistical uctuation and it disappears when m ore data are available, the
subsequent tw illapproadch F igs2b-5b. H owever, it can also happen that the centralval-
ues of other observables uctuate, in which case our discussion would apply to them . At
any rate thisw illbe always the case (ifnew physics is discarded) when the preferred m 4

value from indirect LEP data liesbelow the production lin . In F igs.6ab we show the 2
distribution as a function ofmy (m Inin ization w ith respect to m  is understood) for the
global ts in Figs.5ab. P lotting the sam e distribution for the di erent observables it can

be explicitly proven that only R+ and A%, show the pronounced slope behaviour for the
realdata, as can be seen In F ig.6a, w hereas the other cbservables show a sm all variation,
which we do not plot. Fig.6b con m s that the sensitivity ofR « and A%, onmy isvery
low , as it isthe sensitivity ofthe other cbservables and ofthe fullset. In fact we plot 2
In Fig.6a, subtracting from each 2 contribution its value at the globalm ininum : 10:79,
088, 273 for the global, R, A, contrbutions, respectively. U sing higher values for |
would arrange the R \ deviation from the standard m odelprediction. Thiswould translate
nto a m odi cation of them  value at them nimum in order to conserve the agreem ent
between the m easured and the predicted ; values. However AY, would still constrain
the t and keep unchanged the value ofm 3y at them ninum and the conclusions. Lower
valies of ¢ m ake worse the disagreem ent between the m easured and the predicted R
values. Tt is worth to note that although the top m ass lim it is signi cative, it is strongly
correlated to the H iggsm ass as can be seen In Fig5. For nstance ifthe H iggsm asswere

known tobe 300 30 GeV, thepresent data would mply m = 139+§é GeV (=eFigba).

C onclusions

A s stressed above, today’s data show a ctitiousm y sensitivity due to a statistical uctu-
ation orto new physicsm anifested by the experin ental values ofR « and A?bB F igs2a-6a).
A s a m atter of fact, the actual sensitivity of the considered observables on my is very
Iow Figs2b—6b). The H iggs penalty flinction plays an im portant role in the ts, push-
Ing up the Higgsm ass value at them nmum . W hat is m ore interesting is the expected
inprovem ent of them y sensitivity in the near future P7]. Figs2-5 show the correlation

between m 3 and m . which should translate, once the top quark is discovered and itsm ass



determ ined, into a de nitebound onm 5 . In fact, ifpresent LEP accuracy is In proved as
assum ed In Tablk 2, and the top m ass is In the preferred range given above, a m eaningfiil
bound on the H iggsm ass (w ithin the standard m odel fram ew ork) could be obtained. This
fact is illustrated in Figs.7 and 8. In Fig.7 we plt the ?-distrbution using the standard
m odel predictions as central values and the sst of LEP Im proved errors quoted in Table
2. W eminin ize at each point with respect toM ; and . Fig.7 showsthat xingm . a
relatively strong upper bound on m iy can be deduced. This is explicitly shown :n Fig.8,
wherewe xthetopmass,my= 130 1Ge&V.Ihthiscasemy < 315G&V at 95% c'.
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Table captions

Table 1 Experim ental values of the cbservables used in the ts.

Table 2 Standard m odel predictions for the cbservables used In the tsand ormy =
70 GeV andmy = 130 GeV . The inprovad error colum n gives a guess of future
LEP errors.

F igure captions
Fig.la] Number of expected events [standard deviations] at LEP asa function ofm y .

Fig.2a] Level contours for the contribution to the 2 distrbution of neutral current
and pp collider data In Tabl 1 [standard m odel predictions in Tabl 2 wih the
present experin ental errors in Table 1]. M Inin ization w ith respect toM ;, and ¢ is
understood.

Fig3apb] The same asin Figlap]but for LEP cbservabls including .
Figdab] The same asinh Fig2ap]but forallobservables in Tablk 1.

Figb5ab] The same as in Fig2a] but for all cbservables in Tabl 1 plus the top and
H iggs penaly functions given in the text.

Fig.6al] 2-distrbutionsas filnctionsofmy forthe global tin FigSab] (solid curve).
The R+ (dashed curve) and the A?’B (dotted curve) contributions are also shown.
M Inim ization wih respecttoM ,, 5 and m . is understood.

F ig.7 Level contours for the total ?-distrbution assum ing the standard m odel predic—
tions as centralvalues and the set of in proved errorsgiven in Tabl 2. M Inin ization
with respect toM ; and ¢ is understood.

Fig.8 2-distrbution asa finction ofmy fortheglbbal tinFig.7andm = 130 1GeV.
M Inim ization wih respecttoM ,, 5 and m . is understood.



Q uantity E xperim ental Value C orrelation M atrix
F 02977 00042
a & 00317 00034 1.
L 250 003 1.
R 459" 907 1.
e o 0503 0018 0:05
o 0:025 0:020 1.
Ciy + Cig 0:144 0:007
eH Clu Cld 0:60 009 1.
Coi Cag 005 0:11 1.
PP My 7991 039Gev
My =M, 0:8813 00041
M, 91175 0021 Gev 009 001 0.0
2 2487 10M eV 1. {025 {0.07
N 4136 023 nb 1. 048
R 20:92 0:11 1.
LEP From AFQ :
\ 2
F oy, 0:0048 0:0012
9
From AP°L( ):
EAYY z) 0072 0017 1.
9
From oasymm etry:
AR M, ) 0:132 0:022 1.
From ogasymm etry:
sin® 5 M) 02303 0:0035 1.
s 0:125 0:005
Tablk 1




Q uantity Standard m odel prediction | Im proved errors
F 03012 0.0042
a & 0.0302 0.0034
L 246 0.03
R 518 0.44
e ey 0:505 0.018
9y 0:048 0.020
Ciu+ Cig 0146 0.007
eH Ciww Cug 054 0.09
Cou Coq 009 011
PP My 8014 G&V 006 G&v
My=M, 0.8790 0.0041
M, 91175 Ge&V 0.005 Gev
7 2489 M &V 4 M eV
N 4141 nb 0.08 nb
R 2081 0.02
LEP From AFQ :
\ 2
F oy 0.0048 0.0006
9
From AP°L( ):
i ™Mz) 0.069 0.009
9
From Ioasymm etry:
A M) 0.097 0.010
From ogasymm etry:
sin® 5 M4) 02320 0.0035
s 0125 0.005
Tablk 2
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