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" In any event, it is always a good idea to try to see how m uch or how
little of our theoretical know ledge actually goes into the analysis ofthose
situations w hich have been experim entally checked."

R P.Feynm an [EI]

T he soirit of this talk isbest charcterized by the above quotation.

T ree—level P redictions

In this spirit, Jt us ook at the im plications of electroweak precision data from LEP and
the W mass. The quality of these data is best appreciated by starting from the treelevel
predictions. From the input of
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one m ay predict the partialw idth ofthe 2z ° for decay into lptons, ;, the weak m ixing angle,
svzq ,and themassratio, My =M ; . A com parison of these data w ith the treeJdevel predictions
show s that the simpl (0) treelevel prediction fails by several standard deviations. The (0)
tree-level prediction yields,
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which is to be com pared w ith the experin entaldata [[d,[3]
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Loop-E ects

Conceming loop e ects, I ollow the 1988 stategy of G ounaris and m yself, "to isolate and
to test directly the "new physics" of boson loops and other new phenom ena by com paring
w ih and looking for deviations from the predictions of the dom nant-ferm ion—-loop results" [
M1, ie., Xt us discrin inate between farm fon—loop vacuum -polarization contributions to photon
propagation aswellas 2% and W  propagation on the one hand and boson-loop e ects on the
otherhand. T he reason for such a distinction is in fact obvious: the ferm ion—-loop e ects can be
precisely predicted from the known couplings of the leptons and (light) quarks, whilke the other
loop e ects, eg. vacuum -polarization nvolring boson pairs and vertex corrections, depend on
am pirically unknow n couplings am ong the vector bosons (including the H iggs scalar boson in
the case of bosonic vacuum polarization diagram s). In fact, it is the di erence between the



ferm jon-loop resuls and the fiill one-loop results which sets the scale for the precision needed
for tests of the theory of electroweak interactions beyond (trivial) ferm ion—loop e ects. One
should rem Ind oneself that the experin entally unknow n bosonic nteraction properties are right
at the heart of renom alizability of the electroweak theory. The necessary precision for such
tests of the theory beyond the kading ferm ionic contrlbutions has only been reached by the
data presented this year M oriond 94 [[] and G lasgow conference [[3])

In our analysis [E], we restrict ourselves to the kptonic cbservables. The extension to
hadronic decays is form ulated in [[4].

In gs. 1to 3 from [[f], we show the abovem entioned experin ental data com pared w ith
various theoretical predictions:

) The ™M Z2 ) treedevel prediction, which is obtained by taking into acoount the change in
the electrom agnetic coupling due to kptons and quarks between the low energy scale of
(0) and the scake M ? by the replacem ent [[]]

O ! ™2)'=12887 012
In the treelevel form ulae. Ik is represented by the isolated point In gs. 1 to 3.

i) The ferm ion—Joop prediction, w hich takes into account the quark—and Jepton—loop contri-
butionsnot only to the photon propagatorbut also to the Z2 ° and theW  propagator (the
latter one entering the theoretical predictions via G and the top—quark loop). In gs. 1
to 3 the resul is indicated by the lines w ith square insertions, m arking the assum ed m ass
of the top quark.

i) The fiillone-doop standard m odelresult, which incluidesalle ectsdue to vacuum polariza—
tion, vertex—and box contributionsand consequently dependson trilinear and quadrilinear
couplings of the bosons am ong each other and them ass, m ; , of the H iggs boson.

W e conclude that

contributions beyond the (MZZ) tree-level prediction, ie. electroweak corrections (in
addition to the purely electrom agnetic ones entering the running of () to ™ Z2 )) are
surely needed (@ point also stressed by O kun and collaborators []),

contributions beyond the full ferm ion—loop resuls are necessary,

there is agreem ent w ith the fulloneJdoop result ofthe SU 2) U (1) theory which provides
bosonic Joop corrections in addition to the ferm ion loops.

The question Inm ediately arises what can be said about the nature of the bosonic loops
which lead to the nalagreem ent between theory and experiment n gs. 1 to 3.

E ective Lagrangian, x; y; P aram eters

T his question can best be ansvered by an analysis In tem s of the param eters x; y and
which within the fram ework ofan e ective Lagrangian [[§] specify various possble sources of
SU () violation. The param eter x is related to SU (2) violation in the triplet of charged and
neutral (unm ixed) vector boson via

M7 = 1+ xM 20 xMJo;



whil y speci es SU (2) violation am ong the W and W Y couplings to ferm ions,
P_
F 0 MZ 426 = 0+ y)gi.M2) yFo:

Finally, the param eter refers to a m ixing strength, when form ulating the theory in tem s of
current m ixing a la Hung Sakurai [[9],
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D escribing electroweak interactions of leptons at the Z° in tem s of the m entioned e ective
Lagrangian incorporating the three possble sources of SU (2) violation, one predicts for the
observables &% ;M and
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Forx=y=1 (e, x= y= 0)and = 0 one recovers the M Zz)uee—]evelresults

m entioned previously. For later usage, we introduce the m ixing angle s(zJ via

2
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By inverting the above relations, x; y and may now be deduced from the experim ental
data on svzq ; 1and My . On theotherhand, x; y and may be theoretically determ ined
In the standard electrow eak theory at the oneJloop level, alw ays strictly discrin inating between
pure fam ion—loop predictions and the rest which contains the unknown bosonic couplings. The
striking results of such an analysis are shown in gs. 4, 5, 6.

Acoording to g. 4, the data in the ( ; x) plane are well descrbbed if x and are
approxin ated by their ferm ion-loop values,
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T he logarithm ic dependence on the H Iggsm ass, m i , and the an all contrloutions of x pos and
bos I ply the welkknown result that the data are very Insensitive to the m ass of the H iggs
scalar. Valuesbetween 60 GeV and m ore than 1 TeV can easily be accom odated [@].
In contrast, a strkking e ect appearsin gs. 5 and 6. T he theoretical predictions are clearly
nconsistent w ith the data, unless the ferm ion-loop contrbutionsto y (denoted by linesw ith



an all squares In  gs. 4 to 6) are supplam ented by an additional tem , which in the standard
electroweak theory contains bosonic e ects,

V=V em ( M72);stim)+ Vies( M 2);sH):

Rem embering that y by de nition relates the W coupling m easured In decay to the
(unm ixed) Z° coupling,
% 0= @0+ y)ggoM;);

it isnot surprising that vy s cOntains vertex and box corrections originating from decay as
well as vertex corrections at the Z °ff vertex. W hile y s obviously depends on the trilinear
couplings am ong the vector bosons, it is independent ofthe Higgsm ass, m 5z . NWotethat v gm
and vy pes are ssparately unique and gauge-invariant quantities in the SU 2) U (1) theory.)
In conclusion, the experim ental data have becom e accurate enough to be sensitive to loop
e ects which are independent ofm y but depend on the self-interactions of the vector bosons, in
particular on the trilinear couplings entering the W ff%and z °ff vertex corrections.

E lectrow eak Interactions in H iggs-less M assive Vector B oson T heory.

A sthe experim ental results for x and are well represented by neglecting alle ects w ith
the exception of ferm ion Joops, and as the bosonic contribution to y which is seen in the data
is Independent of m 4 , the question as to the rok of the H iggs m ass and the conospt of the
Higgsm echanisn with respect to precision tests inm ediately arises.

M ore speci cally, onem ay ask the question whether the experim ental resuls, ie. x; y; ,
can be predicted even w ithout the very conospt of the H iggsm echanian .

In [[L]]]we start from theweltknown fact that the standard electrow eak theory w ithout H iggs
particle can credibly be reconstructed w ithin the fram ework of a m assive vectorboson theory
w ith them ost generalm assm xing term w hich preserves electrom agnetic gauge invariance. T his
theory is then cast nto a om which is mvariant under localSU (2) U (1) transfom ations by
Introducing three auxiliary scalar elds a la Stueckeberg. A s a consequence, loop calculations
m ay be carried out in an arbitrary R gauge.

E xplicit Joop calculations show that indeed the H iggsess observable vy, evaluated in the
m assive vectorboson theory M VB), coincidesw ith y evaluated in the standard electroweak
theory, ie. In particular for the bosonic part, we have]

M VB StM :,
Y% bos Y bos

Asfor X pes and pes, One nds that the m assivevectorboson theory and the standard m odel
dier by the replacement nmy , In , where denotes an ultraviolt cut-o . For 1
TeV , accordingly,

MVB _ MVB _ sStM =,
X = Xem = Xfm s
MVB  _ MVB _ StM:,

- fem ferm

In conclusion, the m assive~vectorboson theory can indeed be evaluated at one-loop levelat
the expense of ntroducing a logarithm ic cuto , . Thiscuto only a ects x and , whose
bosonic contribbutions cannot be resolved experin entally.

1A ctually, In the standard theory there is an additionalterm which depends on the H iggs m ass like 1=m fl
and is irrelevant num erically form g 130 Gev.



The quantity vy, whose bosonic contributions are essential for agreem ent w ith experin ent,
is independent of the H iggs m echanisn . Tt depends on the trilinear couplings of the vector
bosons am ong each other, which enter the vertex corrections at the W  and Z° vertices.
Even though the data cannot discrin inate between the m assive vectorboson theory and the
standard m odel w ith H iggs scalar, the H iggs m echanisn yields nevertheless the only known
sin ple physical realization of the cuto by m y ) which guarantees renom alizability.

C onclusions

The analysis of the Z° data and the W mass in tem s of an e ective Lagrangian w ith
SU Q) beaking via x; y and yields for these param eters values which are of the
order of m agniude of radiative corrections. This in itself consitutes a m a pr trium ph of
the SU ), U (1)y symm etry principl which is at the root of present-day electrow eak
theory.

T he data have reached such a high precision that contrioutions to the param eter y are
needed beyond the ones induced by (vacuum polarization) ferm ion loops to the photon,
z%andW propagators. T hese contributions are connected w ith vertex corrections at the
W ff%and 7z °ff vertices which contain truely non-Abelian (trilinear) couplings am ong
the vector bosons.

The param eters x and , consistently reproduce the data (form. ’ 175 G&V), if ap—
proxin ated by ferm ion loops, X = X gm and rm -

The data by them selves do not discrin nate a m assive-vectorboson theory from the
standard theory based on the H iggsm echanisn . T he issue ofm ass generation w ill rem ain
open until the H iggs scalar w ill be found —or som ething else?
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Figs. 1,2,3: The experim ental data on
My Myz;s>; 1) compared with the-

ory.
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Figs. 4,5,6: The experim ental data on
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com pared w ith theory.



