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A bstract

O neofthem ostpowerfulm ethodsforobtaining a precision m easurem entof

M W atLEP2 isfrom directreconstruction oftheinvariantm assdistribution of

W bosonsproduced in e
+
e
� ! W

+
W

� . W e investigate the e�ects on the W

line shape,and in particularon the average invariantm ass,ofphase-space and

�rst-orderCoulom b corrections. The latter are shown to have a non-negligible

e�ecton the reconstructed m ass,inducing shiftsoforder� 20 M eV atcollision

energies above threshold,com pared to the Born approxim ation cross section.

The sign and m agnitude of the e�ect can be understood in a sim ple m odel

calculation in which one oftheW bosonsisassum ed to bestable.
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1 Introduction

A precision m easurem entofthem assoftheW boson,M W ,isoneofthem ain objec-
tivesofthe LEP2 physicsprogram m e. There hasalready been considerable progress
in theprecision determ ination ofM W from W ! l� eventsattheTevatron p�p collider
[1],and the levelofprecision isexpected to increase furtherin the com ing years[2].
It is im portant,therefore,that the potentiality ofthe M W m easurem ents at LEP2
should beexploited to thefull.

An obviousrequirem ent forthe success ofthese precise studies isa high levelof
reliability ofthetheoreticalpredictionsforthevariousexperim entalobservablesrelat-
ing to the di�erent m ethods form easuring M W from the process e+ e� ! W + W � .1

Thisin turn requiresa detailed understanding ofthe physicalphenom ena which de-
scribe the production and decay ofW bosons at LEP2,in particular ofthe e�ects
which arise from the large W boson decay width �W (’ 2:1 GeV) [5]. The insta-
bility ofthe W bosons can,in principle, strongly m odify the standard ‘stable W ’
results. For exam ple,an im portant role can be played by the QED and QCD ra-
diative interferences (both virtualand real) which interconnect the production and
decay stages. Particular attention should be paid here to the virtualcontributions
corresponding to the‘charged’particlepolesforwhich,in contrastto thephoton and
gluon poles,there isno cancellation from realem issions [6,7](see also [8,9]). The
levelofsuppression ofthe width-induced radiative e�ects depends on the ‘degree of
inclusiveness’ofthe process.Thus,in the case ofthe totalinclusive crosssection for
e+ e� ! W + W � ! 4f,the�nal-stateinteraction e�ectsarecancelled up to term sof
relativeorder��W =M W or�2

s
�W =M W .Theonly exception isthecontribution arising

from theCoulom b interaction between theslowly m oving W bosons[10,11](seealso
[12]).Ifthe W bosonswere stable particles,the e�ectofthe Coulom b interaction on
thetotalcrosssection hasbeen known fora long tim e[13].The m odi�cationsto the
Coulom b correctionswhich arisefrom theinstability oftheW bosonsareparticularly
signi�cant nearthe W + W � production threshold,

p
s � 2MW ,but becom e negligi-

ble forcollision energies which satisfy
p
s� 2MW � �W . As explained in detailin

Ref.[11],theW -boson virtuality drastically changestheon-shellvalueoftheCoulom b
correction even at

p
s� 2MW � �W ,butafterintegration overthe invariantm asses

ofthetwo W bosonsthe‘stable-W ’resultisrestored farabovethethreshold region.
The electroweak radiative corrections to the e+ e� ! W + W � totalcross section

forthe production ofstable W bosonsare now known with high accuracy [14]. The
instability e�ects are wellunder controlthroughout the energy range accessible at
LEP2(

p
s <

� 200GeV).Thisincludestheso-called‘colour-reconnection e�ects’[15,16,
17]| non-perturbative hadronization dynam icswhich m ay a�ectthe W + W � ! 4q
decay channeland which haverecently attracted m uch attention.

1A sum m ary ofthese m ethodscan be found,forexam ple,in Refs.[3,4].

1



Two di�erentm ethodshavebeen proposed fora precision m easurem entofM W at
LEP2.The �rstusesthe m ethod ofdirectkinem atic reconstruction ofM W from the
decay channels

W
+
W

�
! q�qq�q; (1)

W
+
W

�
! q�ql�: (2)

The second m ethod usesthe strong dependence ofthe totalW + W � crosssection on
M W near threshold to translate a m easurem ent of�W W close to

p
s = 2M W into

a value ofM W . Both m ethodshave been,and are currently being,studied in great
detail,seeforexam pleRefs.[3,4,18]and referencestherein.Although both havetheir
advantagesand disadvantages,thedirectreconstruction m ethod iscurrently believed
to provide the betterprecision on M W . Since itnaturally requiresa highercollision
energy to m axim ise the eventrate,itdoesnotconictwith the requirem entsofnew
particle/physicssearches.

However,thedirectreconstruction m ethod isnotwithoutproblem s.Forexam ple,
to construct the two W ’s from the q�qq�q �nalstate in (1) one m ust in principle at-
tributeallobserved hadronsto the‘correct’parentW ,a procedurewhich iscertainly
a�ected by relatively unknown QCD interconnection corrections [16]. Since a com -
plete description ofthese e�ectsisnotpossible atpresent,one hasto rely on m odel
predictions rather than on exact calculations;for details see Refs.[16,17]. Fortu-
nately,the contribution ofthe interconnection e�ectsto the system atic erroron M W

isnotexpected to signi�cantly exceed the overallsystem atic error(notincluding in-
terconnection e�ects),which iscurrently estim ated atO (30� 40)M eV.Itisan open
question whetherBose-Einstein e�ectsm ightinducea furtheruncertainty in them ass
determ ination [16,19]. Such problem s do not ofcourse arise for the sem i-leptonic
channel(2),buttheretheeventrateissm allerand an unobserved neutrino ispresent.

Thedirectreconstruction m ethod isbased on m easurem entsofsem i-inclusivechar-
acteristicsofthe �nalstate | W boson m om enta,jet{jetinvariantm asses,opening
anglebetween jets,etc.Allsuch quantitiescould wellbem uch m oresensitivetoinsta-
bility e�ectsthan the totalcrosssection. Forexam ple,ascould be anticipated from
Ref.[11](see also below),the m odi�cation ofthe QED Coulom b interaction could
induce a system atic shiftin the W m assofO (���W ),which isofthe sam e orderas
thetargetprecision.Clearly such e�ectsshould becarefully calculated and taken into
accountin theextraction oftheW m assfrom m easured distributions.Notethatsince
Coulom b forcesareresponsiblefortheQED interaction between theseparatehadronic
or leptonic �nalstates ofeach W ,their e�ects could be regarded as an exam ple of
‘QED interconnection e�ects’. These e�ects are in fact quite universaland do not
depend on theparticularW decay channels.

In thethreshold region theCoulom b contribution dom inatestheinstability e�ects,
and the Coulom b term s can be uniquely separated from the rem aining electroweak
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corrections. At higher energies,the width-induced m odi�cations ofthe di�erential
distributions caused by otherradiative m echanism s (forexam ple,interm ediate{�nal
and �nal{�nalstate radiative interferences [6,9]) m ay becom e just as im portant.2

M oreover,itis argued in Ref.[9]thatin the relativistic dom ain a cancellation m ay
takeplacebetween thedi�erentsourcesofinstability e�ectsand that,asa result,the
stableW + W � resultm ay berestored.In the extrem e relativistic lim it,(1� �)� 1,
where � is the W velocity,such a cancellation appears quite natural.3 However in
the interm ediate region � < 1, which is relevant for the LEP2 energy range, the
situation islessclearin ouropinion,and thereforeneedsfurtherdetailed study.Since
p
s� MW � M W atLEP2,thenon-relativisticCoulom b form ulaearelikely toprovide

a reasonablequalitativeguideto thesizeofthewidth-induced e�ects.
In thisstudy weanalysethee�ectoftheW boson instability,asem bodied in the

�rst-orderCoulom b form ulaeofRefs.[10,11],on theinvariantm assdistribution ofthe
decay products.Asfarasweareaware,thenecessity totakeCoulom b-induced distor-
tion e�ectsin the W m assorm om entum distribution into accountwas�rstpointed
out in Ref.[16]. In order to expose the direct e�ect ofthis ‘QED interconnection’,
wem akeseveralsim plifying assum ptionsin ouranalysis:(i)thee�ectsofinitialstate
radiation are not included,although it would be straightforward to take them into
accountusing thestandard techniques,(ii)weassum ethattheW + W � �nalstatecan
befully reconstructed,and (iii)weneglectpossibleQCD interconnection e�ects.Note
thatourresultsalso apply directly to theprocess ! W + W � .

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Section 2 we presenta sim ple m odelcalcu-
lation in which one ofthe W bosonsis assum ed to be stable. Above threshold this
isexpected to provide a reasonable qualitative understanding. Using thism odel,we
study the e�ecton the invariantm assdistribution ofthe decaying W ofphase-space
and �rst-orderCoulom b e�ects. In Section 3 we study num erically the realistic case
when both W bosonsareo�-m ass-shell.Predictionsfortheshiftin theaveragem ass
with and withoutCoulom b correctionsarepresented.Finally,Section 4 containsour
conclusions.

2Recallthatin therelativisticregion theCoulom b term isneitheruniquely de�ned norseparately

gaugeinvariant.
3Ithasitsoriginsin theconservationof‘charged’currents.Anotherexam pleofthevanishingofo�-

shelle�ectsatvery high energieswasdiscussed in Ref.[20](seealso [21]),wherethegluon radiation

pattern corresponding to top quark production and decay was discussed. For the m ost probable

kinem aticcon�guration (quasi-collinearband t),thewidth dependence disappearscom pletely when

thee�ectsofem ission attheproduction and decay stagesareadded coherently.Thesam ebehaviour

isexpected forQ ED radiation o� fast-m oving W bosons[22].
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2 A m odelanalysis

To elucidate the physicalorigin ofthe distortion ofthe W decay m ass distribution
induced by the Coulom b interaction, it is instructive to consider �rst a sim pli�ed
m odelin which one ofthe W bosonsisassum ed to be stable and the otherhasthe
standard W ! f �f decay m odeswith decay width �W 4 (seealso [9]).

In the non-relativistic region the di�erentialdistribution ofthe invariant m ass-
squared s1 oftheunstableW can bewritten as

d�

ds1
� �(s1)�0(s;s1;M

2

W
)

"�

1+
�

�
�H

�

+
�

2�
�C

#

; (3)

where�0(s;s1;s2)isthee+ e� ! W + W � o�-shellBorn crosssection [24]atcentre-of-
m assenergy

p
s,and �(si)istheBreit-W ignerfactor5

�(si)=
1

�

p
si�W (si)

(si� M 2
W
)2 + si�2W (si)

; (4)

with �W (si) =
p
si �W =M W . The coe�cient � H is the ‘hard’�rst-order radiative

correction,(�=2�)�C isthe �rst-orderCoulom b contribution (see Refs.[10,11]),and
� isthevelocity oftheW bosonsin thecentre-of-m assfram e.In thenon-relativistic
approxim ation � = 2p=

p
s where

p
2
� (

p
s�

p
s1 � MW )M W : (5)

In ourm odelcalculation itwillbe su�cient to work in the non-relativistic approxi-
m ation. Itisthen straightforward to show thatin thiscase �C isgiven by the sam e
form ulaeasin therealisticcaseoftwo unstableW bosons[10,11],with �W replaced
by �W =2.Thus

�C = � � 2arctan

 
j�j2 � p2

2pRe(�)

!

; (6)

with
� =

q

� MW (E + 1

2
i�W ): (7)

HereE isthenon-relativisticenergy oftheW bosons,

E �
p
s� 2MW : (8)

4In factpreciselythissituation appliestotheproduction ofachargedHiggsboson with M H ’ M W

in e+ e� ! Z
� ! W

�
H

� ,sincein m ostm odels�H � �W .Theobservation ofsuch a processwould

be a signatureofan exoticHiggssector,seeforexam pleRef.[23].
5W e om it here a trivialoverallbranching ratio factor for the particular f �f �nalstate under

consideration.
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Recallthatasa directconsequence ofthe dom inance ofS-wave W + W � production
at� � 1,6

�0 ’ const.� � + O (�3): (9)

Itisworth m entioning thatthehigher-orderterm sin theexpansion (9)lead to a net
negative correction to theleading � � behaviour,see forexam ple Fig.1 ofRef.[18],
which originatesin thehigh-energy SU(2)� U(1)gaugeinvariancecancellation.

ForE � �W and in thedom inant(‘peak’)region speci�ed byjs1� m2
W
j<

� M W �W ,
one�nds

�C ’ � � 2arctan

 
s1 � M 2

W

M W �W

!

: (10)

Eq.(10)revealsthestrong dependenceofthecoe�cient� C on theW boson virtuality
s1. This follows from the generalnature ofthe Coulom b forces between unstable
heavy particles[11]. Thusin the large invariantm asstail(s1 > M 2

W
),�C isstrongly

suppressed,while in the sm allinvariant m ass tail(s1 < M 2
W
),�C � 2�,i.e. twice

the�rst-orderon-m ass-shellvalue.Afterintegration overs1,the arctan m odi�cation
of�C averages to zero and the stable W result obtains. Note that while for the
totale+ e� ! W + W � cross section the stable W result forthe Coulom b correction
isonly strongly m odi�ed by instability e�ects in the narrow energy region E <

� �W
(i.e. close to threshold),forthe invariant m ass distribution the arctan m odi�cation
of�C isessentially independentofenergy forE >

� �W .However,farabove threshold
additionalenergy dependence willappeardueto thescreening roleoftheotherQED
�nal-stateinteraction m echanism s.

Forpurposesofillustration,itisconvenienttorewritethecrosssection form ula(3)
for�W � E � M W in the dom inants1 (peak)region in term softhe dim ensionless
variablex where

x =
s1 � M 2

W

M W �W
� O (1): (11)

Thedi�erentialcrosssection in Eq.(3)then becom es

d�

dx
�
�0

�

1

1+ x2

"�

1+
�

�
�H

�

+
�

�

�
�

2
� arctanx

�#

; (12)

with

� =

v
u
u
t E � 1

2
x�W

M W

: (13)

The invariant m ass distribution d�=dx deviates from the Breit-W igner (1 + x2)� 1

form ,correspondingtoan individualW decay,becauseof(i)thestrongdependenceof
6Throughout this paper we assum e that the �{exchange contribution, which dom inates the

e
+
e
� ! W

+
W

� threshold crosssection,isnotsuppressed by a particularchoiceofe� beam polar-

izations.The m assdistortion e�ectsdiscussed herearestrictly only valid forunpolarized scattering.
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the threshold Born crosssection �0 on the W m om entum ,and (ii)the characteristic
behaviourofthe Coulom b term discussed above. In particular,when � � 1,which
corresponds to x � 2E =�W ,the invariant m ass distribution is strongly suppressed
by phase space e�ects,Eq.(9). These lead to a decrease in the average value ofthe
invariantm ass,M = h

p
s1i,in thethreshold region by7

�M B = O

 
�2
W

E

!

atE � �W ;

�M B = O (�W ) atjE j� �W ;

�M B = O (jE j) at � E � �W : (14)

W ith increasing� thenegativehigher-order(in �2)term sin theexpansion (9)becom e
m oreand m oreim portantand,asa result,�M B changessign (seeSection 3 below).

The characteristic dependence on the W virtuality ofthe Coulom b correction for
E � �W alwayscausesa decrease in theaveragem asscom pared to theBorn predic-
tion:

�M C = O (���W ): (15)

Note that this m ainly arises from the Coulom b-induced asym m etry in the tails of
the distribution,asdiscussed above. The shiftin the actualposition ofthe peak is
num erically rathersm all.

Itisim portantto em phasize the di�erence between the predictionsofEqs.(6,10)
and the‘on-m ass-shellCoulom b’correction,��=(2�).Thelatterwould inducea shift
in thes1 distribution towardslargervalues,throughoutthethreshold region.

Note thatthere appearsto be a range ofcolliderenergiesaround
p
s � 190 GeV

wherethephasespaceand Coulom b induced distortionsareofthesam eorderin their
e�ecton the average m ass(see Figs.3 and 4 below). Howeveratthisenergy,which
is ofpracticalim portance forLEP2,otherm echanism s (e.g. interm ediate{�naland
�nal{�nalradiative interference involving the decay productsofthe two W bosons)
haveto betaken into account.

Finally,higher-order(O (�n); n � 2)Coulom b e�ectscould be num erically m ore
im portant for the invariant m ass distribution than for the totalcross section. In
principle,itisstraightforward to takethese into accountusing thegeneralform alism
presented in Ref.[11](seealso [25,26]).

In sum m ary,we have investigated the qualitative e�ects on the invariant m ass
distribution ofphase-space and Coulom b corrections using a sim ple m odelin which
onlyoneW boson iso�-m ass-shell.In thefollowingsection,weshallstudynum erically
them orerealisticcaseofbothW bosonsbeingo�-shell.Asweshallsee,theconclusions
obtained from ourm odelareunchanged by them orecom pleteanalysis.

7The subscript‘B ’denotesa shiftin the averagem assdue to the Born crosssection behaviour.
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3 Invariant m ass distributions in e+e� ! W +W �:

quantitative discussion

In the realistic case when both W bosonsare o�-shell,the W + W � crosssection can
bewritten

�(s)=
Z

s

0

ds1

Z
(
p
s�

p
s1)

2

0

ds2 �(s1)�(s2)�0(s;s1;s2)

"

1+
�

2�
�C

#

; (16)

where�C isagain given by Eq.(6)and � = 2p=
p
s,butnow with [11]

p
2 =

s

4

"

1�
2s(s1 + s2)� (s1 � s2)2

s2

#

;

� =
q

� MW (E + i�W );

E =
s� 4M 2

W

4M W

: (17)

Notethatwe have om itted the ‘hard’radiative correctionsand used the ‘relativistic’
form sforp2 and E .In whatfollowswewilluseEqs.(16,17)to study (i)theinvariant
m ass distribution d�=ds1 and (ii) the average invariant m ass M (which has certain
practicaladvantagesasan estim atorofM W [16])de�ned by

M =
1

�(s)

Z
s

0

ds1

Z
(
p
s�

p
s1)

2

0

ds2
1

2
(
p
s1 +

p
s2) �(s1)�(s2)�0(s;s1;s2)

"

1+
�

2�
�C

#

:

(18)
Figure 1 showsthe norm alized distribution 1=� d�=ds1 (the W ‘line shape’)asa

function of
p
s1,at three di�erent collider energies,

p
s = 165,175 and 185 GeV.8

Also shown,forcom parison,isthe‘pureBreit-W igner’form �(s1)which corresponds,
form ally,tothe

p
s! 1 lim it.Asanticipated in theprevioussection,thephasespace

e�ectsgivea signi�cantdistortion to thedistribution,especially close to theW + W �

threshold.In particular,thedistribution isstrongly suppressed for
p
s1

>

�
p
s� MW .

The distributionsin Fig.1 include the �rst-orderCoulom b correction �C . To see
thee�ectofthis,weshow in Fig.2 theratio

f(s;s1)=
1

�(s1)

1

�

d�

ds1
(19)

at
p
s = 175 GeV with and without the Coulom b correction. Again we con�rm

the qualitative behaviourobtained in the m odelanalysisofthe previoussection:the
8W e use M W = 80:41 G eV/c2 [1]and �W = 2:092 G eV in ournum ericalcalculations. Allother

param eterscoincidewith thoseused in Ref.[18](seeTable1 therein).
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Coulom b contribution enhances(suppresses)the sm all(large)m asstail. Note,how-
ever,thatthe e�ectisnum erically m uch lesssigni�cantatthisenergy than the dis-
tortion dueto phasespacee�ects,which forcesf to bevery sm allfor

p
s1

>

� 95 GeV.
The m easurem entofthe W m assusing the diectreconstruction m ethod atLEP2

involves�tting a m easured invariantm assdistribution,likethatofFig.1,by a theo-
reticaldistribution (in practiceim plem ented in aM onteCarlo program )in which M W

isa free param eter.In thisway,m easured quantitieslike the position ofthe peak or
the average invariantm ass,both ofwhich are crude m easures ofM W ,are corrected
to the‘true’value.Itshould beclearfrom theabovediscussion that�tting them ea-
sured distribution with a theoreticalexpression which doesnotincludethe�nal-state
interaction e�ectswillinducean errorin them assm easurem ent.To quantify this,we
focusourattention on thedi�erencebetween theaverageW m assM (18)de�ned by
the s1 distribution and the input m ass M W ,�M = M � M W . As in the previous
section,�M B denotesthem assshiftusing theBorn (o�-m ass-shell)crosssection and
�M C denotestheadditionalm assshiftfrom including theO (�)Coulom b correction.

Figure 3 shows�M B asa function ofthe colliderenergy
p
s.The behaviourcan

beunderstood from Fig.1,and isexactly asanticipated in Section 2.Nearand below
threshold,there is a strong phase space suppression form asses

p
s1 > M W ,and so

�M B < 0.Abovethreshold,them assdi�erencegrowswith increasing colliderenergy
asm oreand m orephasespaceforlargeinvariantm assesopensup.

A problem with thiscalculation of�M isthattheintegralsovers 1 and s2 receive
contributionfrom arbitrarilysm allandlargeinvariantm asses(subjectonlyto

P p
si�p

s).In practice,eventswith very largeorvery sm allf �f invariantm asseswould not
be classi�ed asW decay events. In particular,lowercutson the

p
si are required to

elim inatenon{W + W � backgrounds.9 To m akea m orerealisticcalculation,therefore,
weim posean additionalcut,

j
p
si� MW j� �; i= 1;2: (20)

Notethatthiscutting procedurewillto som eextentcom plicatethecalculation ofthe
QED and QCD �nal-stateradiativecorrections,becauseofthereduction ofthephase-
space for �nal-state em ission. The m ass shifts �M B for � = 30 GeV and 10 GeV
are shown as the dashed and dash-dotted curves respectively in Fig.3. W ith this
additionalm asscutthereislessdependenceon

p
s,since�M B ! 0 as� ! 0 at�xed

p
s.Notealso thatasym ptoticvaluesof�M B ! 0:46 (0:13)GeV areapproached for

� = 30 (10)GeV,as
p
s! 1 .10

Figure 4 shows the additionalm ass shift �M C due to the Coulom b correction.
Here we see that as long as the m ass cut � is not particularly tight,the shift for

9Theactualcutvaluewillin practicedepend on theparticular�nalstate,colliderenergy,etc.W e

choosetwo illustrativevaluesforournum ericalcalculations.
10Thisissim ply the averagevalue of

p
s1 weighted by �(s1)overthe rangeofintegration given in

Eq.(20).
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p
s >

� 170 GeV isratherconstantatO (� 20)M eV.Thisisconsistentwith them odel
calculation ofSection 2,which predicted a constantnegative shiftoforder���W for
E � �W . Ascan be derived from Eqs.(16,18),�M C changessign atlowerenergies
and attains a m axim um at threshold (E = 0),where the average W m om entum is
lower,hpi�

p
M W �W .The actualm axim um value dependson the cutparam eter�.

Noteonceagain thatthem assshiftdecreasesat�xed
p
sastheinvariantm asscutis

tightened,i.e.�M C ! 0 as� ! 0.

4 C onclusions

The success of the precision m easurem ents of the W boson relies on an accurate
theoreticalknowledge ofthe details ofthe production and decay m echanism s. The
favoured ‘directreconstruction’m ethod ofm easuringM W atLEP2usingthehadronic
(qqqq) channelhas an im portant caveat | the colour reconnection e�ects induced
by the strong �nal-state interaction m ay obscure the separate identities ofthe W

bosons and thus distort the m ass determ ination [16]. At the m om ent,these e�ects
arenotcom pletely curabletheoretically becauseofthelack ofdeep understanding of
non-perturbativeQCD dynam ics.

However,thereareothere�ects{ originating in purely QED radiativephenom ena
{ which,in principle,preventthe�nalstatebeing treated astwo separateW decays.
In thispaperwe have studied one exam ple ofthis,the Coulom b interaction between
two unstable W bosonswhich induces non-factorizable corrections to the �nal-state
m assdistributions. Ofcourse there isno reason why allsuch e�ectscannot,in prin-
ciple,becom puted to arbitrary accuracy in QED perturbation theory,and taken into
account in the m ass determ ination. In this paper we have dem onstrated explicitly
that their em ission could lead to a O (20 M eV) shift in the m easured m ass.11 This
shiftcan only bereduced by im posing a rathertightinvariantm asscut,which selects
only thoseeventsnearthepeak ifthedistribution wherethedistortion ism inim ized.
In particular,wehaveinvestigated thee�ecton them assdistribution oftheQED in-
terconnection e�ectsgenerated by the�rst-orderCoulom b correctionsin thethreshold
region atLEP2.AtthehighestLEP2 energies,itislikely thatweareoverestim ating
the m ass distortion e�ect (see for exam ple Ref.[9]). In this region,therefore,our
resultsshould be regarded asonly a starting pointforfuther,m ore detailed studies.
Particularly im portantin thisrespect are the QED interactions involving the decay
productsofthetwo W bosons,which becom eessentialin therelativisticregion.

Finally,we note that sim ilar non-factorizable QED �nal-state interaction e�ects
could also be im portantin precision M W m easurem ents atthe Tevatron p�p collider,

11It is also worth m entioning that a sim ilar e�ect to that described in this study could also be

induced by �nal-state‘new physics’interactions,forexam pletheexchangebetween thetwoW bosons

ofa new lightscalarwith a su�ciently largecoupling.
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forexam plein theprocessqg ! W (! l�)+ q.Thedistortion would then bem anifest,
forexam ple,in thetransversem om entum distribution ofthe�nal-statelepton.
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Figure C aptions

[1]Thedistribution 1=� d�=ds1 in e+ e� ! W + W � ! 4f production at
p
s= 165,

175 and 185 GeV.Also shown (dotted line)istheasym ptoticform ,�(s1),given
in Eq.(4).

[2]The ratio ofthe m ass distribution ofFig.1 to �(s1) at
p
s = 175 GeV,with

(solid curve)and without(dashed curve)the�rst-orderCoulom b correction.

[3]The di�erence between the average m ass h
p
s1i and M W ,as a function ofthe

colliderenergy
p
s (solid curve). Also shown are the m assdi�erenceswhen an

additionalcutj
p
si� MW j� � (� = 30;10 GeV)isim posed.

[4]The additionalm ass shift from including the �rst-order Coulom b correction,
asa function ofthe colliderenergy

p
s (solid curve). Also shown are the m ass

di�erenceswhen an additionalcutj
p
si� MW j� � (� = 30;10GeV)isim posed.
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