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" In any event,it is alw ays a good idea to try to see how m uch or how

little ofour theoreticalknow ledge actually goesinto the analysisofthose

situations w hich have been experim entally checked."

R .P.Feynm an [1]

Thespiritofthistalk isbestcharcterized by theabovequotation.

Tree-levelPredictions

In thisspirit,letuslook atthe im plicationsofelectroweak precision data from LEP and

the W � m ass. The quality ofthese data is best appreciated by starting from the tree-level

predictions.From theinputof

�(0)� 1 = 137:0359895(61)

G � = 1:16639(2)� 10� 5GeV � 2

M Z = 91:1899� 0:0044GeV

onem ay predictthepartialwidth oftheZ 0 fordecay into leptons,�l,theweak m ixing angle,

�s2
W
,and them assratio,M W � =M Z.A com parison ofthesedata with thetree-levelpredictions

showsthatthesim ple�(0)tree-levelprediction failsby severalstandard deviations.The�(0)

tree-levelprediction yields,

�s2
W
(th)= 0:2121;

�l(th)= 84:85 M eV;

M W � (th)

M Z

= 0:8876;

which isto becom pared with theexperim entaldata [2,3]

�s2
W
(allasym m :LEP)= 0:23223� 0:00050

�s2
W
(allasym m :LEP + SLD)= 0:23158� 0:00045

�l = 83:98� 0:18 M eV

M W �

M Z 0

= 0:8814� 0:0021

Loop-E�ects

Concerning loop e�ects,Ifollow the 1988 stategy ofGounarisand m yself,"to isolate and

to test directly the "new physics" ofboson loops and other new phenom ena by com paring

with and looking for deviations from the predictions ofthe dom inant-ferm ion-loop results"[

4],i.e.,letusdiscrim inate between ferm ion-loop vacuum -polarization contributionsto photon

propagation aswellasZ 0 and W � propagation on theonehand and boson-loop e�ectson the

otherhand.Thereason forsuch adistinction isin factobvious:theferm ion-loop e�ectscan be

precisely predicted from theknown couplingsoftheleptonsand (light)quarks,whiletheother

loop e�ects,e.g.vacuum -polarization involving boson pairsand vertex corrections,depend on

em pirically unknown couplingsam ong the vectorbosons(including the Higgsscalarboson in

the case ofbosonic vacuum -polarization diagram s). In fact,it is the di�erence between the



ferm ion-loop resultsand thefullone-loop resultswhich setsthescale fortheprecision needed

for tests ofthe theory ofelectroweak interactions beyond (trivial) ferm ion-loop e�ects. One

should rem ind oneselfthattheexperim entally unknown bosonicinteraction propertiesareright

atthe heartofrenorm alizability ofthe electroweak theory. The necessary precision forsuch

tests ofthe theory beyond the leading ferm ionic contributions hasonly been reached by the

data presented thisyear(M oriond ’94 [2]and Glasgow conference[3])

In our analysis [5],we restrict ourselves to the leptonic observables. The extension to

hadronicdecaysisform ulated in [6].

In �gs. 1 to 3 from [5],we show the above-m entioned experim entaldata com pared with

varioustheoreticalpredictions:

i) The�(M 2

Z
)tree-levelprediction,which isobtained by taking into accountthechangein

the electrom agnetic coupling due to leptonsand quarksbetween the low energy scale of

�(0)and thescaleM 2

Z
by thereplacem ent[7]

�(0)� 1 ! �(M 2

Z
)� 1 = 128:87� 0:12

in thetree-levelform ulae.Itisrepresented by theisolated pointin �gs.1 to 3.

ii) Theferm ion-loop prediction,which takesinto accountthequark-and lepton-loop contri-

butionsnotonlytothephoton propagatorbutalsototheZ 0 and theW � propagator(the

latteroneentering thetheoreticalpredictionsvia G � and thetop-quark loop).In �gs.1

to3 theresultisindicated by thelineswith squareinsertions,m arking theassum ed m ass

ofthetop quark.

iii) Thefullone-loopstandard m odelresult,which includesalle�ectsduetovacuum polariza-

tion,vertex-andboxcontributionsandconsequentlydependsontrilinearandquadrilinear

couplingsofthebosonsam ong each otherand them ass,m H ,oftheHiggsboson.

W econcludethat

� contributions beyond the �(M 2

Z
) tree-levelprediction,i.e.,electroweak corrections (in

addition to the purely electrom agnetic onesentering the running of�(0)to �(M 2

Z
))are

surely needed (a pointalso stressed by Okun and collaborators[8]),

� contributionsbeyond the fullferm ion-loop resultsarenecessary,

� thereisagreem entwith thefullone-loop resultoftheSU(2)� U(1)theory which provides

bosonicloop correctionsin addition to theferm ion loops.

The question im m ediately arises what can be said aboutthe nature ofthe bosonic loops

which lead to the�nalagreem entbetween theory and experim entin �gs.1 to 3.

E�ective Lagrangian,�x;�y;� Param eters

Thisquestion can bestbeanswered by an analysisin term softheparam eters�x;�y and

� which within thefram ework ofan e�ectiveLagrangian [5]specify variouspossiblesourcesof

SU(2)violation. The param eterx isrelated to SU(2)violation in the tripletofcharged and

neutral(unm ixed)vectorboson via

M
2

W � = (1+ �x)M 2

W 0 � xM
2

W 0;



while�y speci�esSU(2)violation am ong theW � and W 0 couplingsto ferm ions,

g
2

W � (0)� M
2

W � 4
p
2G � = (1+ �y)g 2

W 0(M
2

Z
)� yg

2

W 0:

Finally,the param eter� refersto a m ixing strength,when form ulating the theory in term sof

currentm ixing �a la Hung Sakurai[9],

Lm ix �
e(M 2

Z
)

gW 0(M 2

Z
)
(1� �)A��W

��

0
:

Describing electroweak interactions ofleptons at the Z 0 in term s ofthe m entioned e�ective

Lagrangian incorporating the three possible sources ofSU(2) violation,one predicts for the

observables�s2
W
;M W � and �l,

�s2
W
(1� �s2

W
)=

��(M 2)
p
2G �M

2

Z

y

x
(1� �)

1
�

1+
�s
2

W

1� �s
2

W

�

� ;

M 2

W �

M 2

Z

= (1� �s2
W
)x

 

1+
�s2
W

1� �s2
W

�

!

;

�l =
G �M

3

Z

24�
p
2

�

1+ (1� 4�s2
W
)2
� x

y

�

1�
3�

4�

�

:

For x = y = 1 (i.e.,�x = �y = 0) and � = 0 one recovers the �(M 2

Z
) tree-levelresults

m entioned previously.Forlaterusage,weintroducethem ixing angles2
0
via

s
2

0
(1� s

2

0
)�

��(M 2

Z
)

p
2G �M

2

Z

:

By inverting theaboverelations,�x;�y and � m ay now bededuced from theexperim ental

data on �s2
W
;�l and M W � .On the otherhand,�x;�y and � m ay be theoretically determ ined

in thestandard electroweak theory attheone-loop level,alwaysstrictly discrim inating between

pureferm ion-loop predictionsand therestwhich containstheunknown bosoniccouplings.The

striking resultsofsuch an analysisareshown in �gs.4,5,6.

According to �g. 4, the data in the (�;�x) plane are welldescribed if �x and � are

approxim ated by theirferm ion-loop values,

�x = �x ferm (�(M
2

Z
);s2

0
;m

2

t
)+ �x bos(�(M

2

Z
);s2

0
;lnm 2

H
)

�= �x ferm (�(M
2

Z
);s2

0
;m

2

t
);

� = �ferm (�(M
2

Z
);s2

0
;m

2

t
)+ �bos(�(M

2

Z
);s2

0
;lnm 2

H
)

�= �ferm (�(M
2

Z
);s2

0
;m

2

t
):

Thelogarithm icdependenceon theHiggsm ass,m H ,and thesm allcontributionsof�x bos and

�bos im ply the well-known result that the data are very insensitive to the m ass ofthe Higgs

scalar.Valuesbetween 60 GeV and m orethan 1 TeV can easily beaccom odated [10].

In contrast,astriking e�ectappearsin �gs.5 and 6.Thetheoreticalpredictionsareclearly

inconsistentwith thedata,unlesstheferm ion-loop contributionsto �y (denoted by lineswith



sm allsquaresin �gs. 4 to 6)are supplem ented by an additionalterm ,which in the standard

electroweak theory containsbosonice�ects,

�y = �y ferm (�(M
2

Z
);s2

0
;lnm t)+ �y bos(�(M

2

Z
);s2

0
):

Rem em bering that �y by de�nition relates the W � coupling m easured in �� decay to the

(unm ixed)Z 0 coupling,

g
2

W � (0)= (1+ �y)g 2

W 0(M
2

Z
);

itisnotsurprising that�y bos containsvertex and box correctionsoriginatingfrom �� decay as

wellasvertex correctionsattheZ 0f �f vertex.W hile�y bos obviously dependson the trilinear

couplingsam ongthevectorbosons,itisindependentoftheHiggsm ass,m H .(Notethat�y ferm

and �y bos areseparately uniqueand gauge-invariantquantitiesin theSU(2)� U(1)theory.)

In conclusion,the experim entaldata have becom e accurate enough to be sensitive to loop

e�ectswhich areindependentofm H butdepend on theself-interactionsofthevectorbosons,in

particularon the trilinearcouplingsentering the W � f �f0and Z 0f �f vertex corrections.

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

Astheexperim entalresultsfor�x and � arewellrepresented by neglecting alle�ectswith

theexception offerm ion loops,and asthebosoniccontribution to �y which isseen in thedata

is independent ofm H ,the question as to the role ofthe Higgs m ass and the concept ofthe

Higgsm echanism with respectto precision testsim m ediately arises.

M orespeci�cally,onem ay ask thequestion whethertheexperim entalresults,i.e.�x;�y;�,

can bepredicted even withoutthevery conceptoftheHiggsm echanism .

In[11]westartfrom thewell-known factthatthestandardelectroweaktheorywithoutHiggs

particle can credibly be reconstructed within the fram ework ofa m assive vector-boson theory

with them ostgeneralm assm ixingterm which preserveselectrom agneticgaugeinvariance.This

theory isthen castinto a form which isinvariantunderlocalSU(2)� U(1)transform ationsby

introducing threeauxiliary scalar�elds�a la Stueckelberg.Asa consequence,loop calculations

m ay becarried outin an arbitrary R � gauge.

Explicitloop calculationsshow thatindeed the Higgs-lessobservable �y,evaluated in the

m assive vector-boson theory (M VB),coincideswith �y evaluated in thestandard electroweak

theory,i.e.in particularforthebosonicpart,wehave1

�y M V B

bos
� �y St:M :

bos
:

Asfor�x bos and �bos,one�ndsthatthem assive-vector-boson theory and thestandard m odel

di�er by the replacem ent lnm H , ln� ,where � denotes an ultraviolet cut-o�. For� � 1

TeV,accordingly,

�x M V B �= �x M V B

ferm
= �x St:M :

ferm
;

�
M V B �= �M V B

ferm
= �St:M :

ferm
:

In conclusion,them assive-vector-boson theory can indeed beevaluated atone-loop levelat

the expense ofintroducing a logarithm ic cut-o�,�.Thiscut-o� only a�ects�x and �,whose

bosoniccontributionscannotberesolved experim entally.

1Actually,in the standard theory there isan additionalterm which dependson the Higgsm asslike 1=m 2

H

and isirrelevantnum erically form H � 130 G eV.



Thequantity �y,whosebosoniccontributionsareessentialforagreem entwith experim ent,

is independent ofthe Higgs m echanism . It depends on the trilinear couplings ofthe vector

bosons am ong each other, which enter the vertex corrections at the W � and Z 0 vertices.

Even though the data cannotdiscrim inate between the m assive vector-boson theory and the

standard m odelwith Higgs scalar,the Higgs m echanism yields nevertheless the only known

sim plephysicalrealization ofthecut-o� � (by m H )which guaranteesrenorm alizability.

C onclusions

� The analysisofthe Z0 data and the W � m assin term sofan e�ective Lagrangian with

SU(2) beaking via �x;�y and � yields for these param eters values which are ofthe

orderofm agnitude ofradiative corrections.Thisin itselfconsitutesa m ajortrium ph of

theSU(2)L � U(1)Y sym m etry principle which isattherootofpresent-day electroweak

theory.

� Thedata havereached such a high precision thatcontributionsto theparam eter�y are

needed beyond the onesinduced by (vacuum polarization)ferm ion loopsto the photon,

Z 0 and W � propagators.Thesecontributionsareconnected with vertexcorrectionsatthe

W � f �f0and Z 0f �f verticeswhich contain truely non-Abelian (trilinear)couplingsam ong

thevectorbosons.

� The param eters �x and �,consistently reproduce the data (form t ’ 175 GeV),ifap-

proxim ated by ferm ion loops,�x �= �x ferm and � � �ferm .

� The data by them selves do not discrim inate a m assive-vector-boson theory from the

standard theory based on theHiggsm echanism .Theissueofm assgeneration willrem ain

open untiltheHiggsscalarwillbefound -orsom ething else?
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Figs.1,2,3:The experim entaldata on

(M W =M Z;�s
2

W
;�l)com pared with the-

ory.

Figs.4,5,6:The experim entaldata on
�x;�y;� com pared with theory.


