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A bstract

O ne ofthem ost powerfiilm ethods for obtaining a precision m easurem ent of
My at LEP2 is from direct reconstruction of the nvariant m ass distribution of
W bosonsproduced nete ! W *'W . We hvestigate the e ects on the W
Iine shape, and in particular on the average invariant m ass, of phase—space and

rst-order C oulom b corrections. T he latter are shown to have a non-negligble
e ect on the reconstructed m ass, inducing shifts of order 20 M &V at ocollision
energies above threshold, com pared to the Bom approxin ation cross section.
The sign and m agniude of the e ect can be understood In a sinpl m odel
calculation In which one ofthe W bosons is assum ed to be stable.
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1 Introduction

A precision m easurem ent ofthem ass ofthe W boson, M i , is one ofthem ain cb -
tives of the LEP 2 physics programm e. T here has already been considerable progress
in the precision detem nation ofM  from W ! 1 events at the Tevatron pp collider
fl], and the Jevel of precision is expected to increase further in the com ing years P].
&t is In portant, therefore, that the potentiality of the M y m easurem ents at LEP 2
should be exploited to the full

An obvious requiram ent for the success of these precise studies is a high level of
reliability ofthe theoretical predictions for the various experin ental cbservables relat—
ing to the di erent m ethods form easuring M y from the processete ! W 'W &
This In tum requires a detailed understanding of the physical phenom ena which de-
scribe the production and decay of W bosons at LEP 2, in particular of the e ects
which arise from the hrge W boson decay width (¢ 21 G&V) [3]. The mnsta—
bility of the W bosons can, in principle, strongly m odify the standard Stable W ’
results. For exam pl, an in portant rol can be played by the QED and QCD ra—
diative interferences (ooth virtual and real) which interconnect the production and
decay stages. Particular attention should be paid here to the virtual contributions
corresoonding to the tharged’ partick poles for which, In contrast to the photon and
gluon poks, there is no cancellation from realem issions [, 4] (see also B, 9]). The
level of suppression of the w idth-induced radiative e ects depends on the Yegree of
Inclusiveness’ of the process. T hus, In the case of the total inclusive cross section for
ee ! W*'W ! 4f, the nalstate interaction e ects are cancelled up to temm s of
relhtive order y =My or 2 w My . The only exception is the contribution arising
from the Coulomb interaction between the slowly moving W bosons 10, 11] (see also
fl2])). IftheW bosons were stabk particks, the e ect of the Coulomb interaction on
the total cross section has been known fora long tine [3]. The m odi cations to the
Coulomb corrections which arise from the instability ofthe W bosons are particularly
signi cant nearthe W *W  production threshold, = s 2My , but becom e negligi-
ble for collision energies which satisfy pé 2My w - Asexplained in detail ;n
Ref. [11], theW “bogon virtuality drastically changes the on-shellvalue ofthe Coulom b
ocorrection even at =~ s = 2My w »but after integration over the invariant m asses
ofthetwo W bosons the StableW ' result is restored far above the threshold region.

The electroweak radiative corrections to thee'e ! W *W  total cross section
for the production of stable W bosons are now known w ith high accuracy [14]. The
Instability e ects are well under control throughout the energy range acoessble at
LEP2 (p s < 200G eV).This includes the so-called tolour+econnection e ects’ (15,16,
17] | non-perturbative hadronization dynam ics which may a ect theWw *wW ! 4g
decay channel and w hich have recently attracted m uch attention.

'A summ ary of these m ethods can be found, for exam pk, in Refs. '[j,:ff].



Two di erent m ethods have been proposed for a precision m easurem ent of M  at
LEP2. The rstusesthemethod of direct kinem atic reconstruction ofM  from the
decay channels

Ww e coer 1)
Wrw ' ol : @)

T he second m ethod uses the strong dependence of the totalW *W _ cross section on
My near threshold to transhte a measurement of ¢ close to pE = 2My Into
a value of M y . Both m ethods have been, and are currently being, studied in great
detail, see orexam peRefs. 3,4,1§] and references therein . A though both have their
advantages and disadvantages, the direct reconstruction m ethod is currently believed
to provide the better precision on M . Since it naturally requires a higher collision
energy to m axin ise the event rate, it does not con ict w ith the requirem ents of new
particle/physics searches.

H ow ever, the direct reconstruction m ethod is not w ithout problem s. For exam ple,
to construct the two W ’s from the gggg nalstate n ) one must In princple at-
tribute all observed hadrons to the btorrect’ parent W , a procedure which is certainly
a ected by relatively unknown Q CD interconnection corrections [16]. Since a com —
plte description of these e ects is not possibl at present, one has to rely on m odel
predictions rather than on exact calulations; for details see Refs. [I§, 17]. Fortu-
nately, the contribution of the interconnection e ects to the systam atic erroron M y
is not expected to signi cantly exoeed the overall system atic errvor (not including in—
terconnection e ects), which is currently estimated at O 30 40) M €V . It is an open
question whether BoseE Instein e ectsm ight Induce a further uncertainty in them ass
detem ination {14, 19]. Such problm s do not of course arise for the sem Heptonic
channel Q) , but there the event rate is an aller and an unobserved neutrino is present.

T he direct reconstruction m ethod isbasad on m easuram ents of sam Hnclisive char-
acteristics of the nal state | W Dboson m om enta, Ft{ gt hvariant m asses, opening
angk between Ets, etc. A llsuch quantities could wellbem uch m ore sensitive to Insta—
bility e ects than the total cross section. For exam ple, as could be anticipated from
Ref. [11'] (see also below ), the m odi cation of the QED Coulomb interaction could
Induce a systam atic shift In the W mass of O ( w ), which is of the sam e order as
the target precision. C learly such e ects should be carefully calculated and taken into
acoount In the extraction oftheW m ass from m easured distrbutions. N ote that since
Coulomb foroes are responsible forthe Q ED interaction between the ssparate hadronic
or ¥ptonic nal states of each W , their e ects could be regarded as an exam pl of
DED Interconnection e ects’. Thes e ects are In fact quite universal and do not
depend on the particular W decay channels.

In the threshold region the C oulom b contribution dom inates the instability e ects,
and the Coulomb tem s can be uniquely ssparated from the ram aining electroweak



corrections. At higher energies, the w idth-induced m odi cations of the di erential
distrdoutions caused by other radiative m echanism s (for exam ple, interm ediate{ nal
and nal{ nal state radiative Interferences [, 9] ) may becom e just as jmportant.'_zi
M oreover, it is argued in Ref. {] that in the relativistic dom ain a cancellation m ay
take place between the di erent sources of nstability e ects and that, as a resul, the
stableW *W resultm ay be restored. In the extrem e relativistic Iin i, (1 ) 1,
where istheW velocity, such a cancellation appears quite naturali, However in
the Intem ediate region < 1, which is relevant for the LEP 2 energy range, the
situation is less clear In our opinion, and therefore needs further detailed study. Since
P s My My at LEP 2, the non—relativistic C oulom b form ulae are likely to provide
a reasonable qualitative guide to the size of the w idth—-induced e ects.

In this study we analyse the e ect of the W boson instability, as embodied in the

rstorder Coulomb formulae ofRefs. [0, 11], on the invariant m ass distribution ofthe

decay products. A s far aswe are aw are, the necessity to take C oulom b-induced distor-
tion e ects n the W m ass orm om entum distrlbbution into account was rst pointed
out in Ref. [§]. In order to expose the direct e ect of this YED interconnection’,
wem ake ssveral sin plifying assum ptions In our analysis: (i) the e ects of initial state
radiation are not included, although it would be straightforward to take them into
account using the standard techniques, (il) we assum e that theW *W nalstate can
be fully reconstructed, and (iii) we neglect possible Q CD Interconnection e ects. N ote
that our resuls also apply directly to the process ' W'W

T he paper is organized as ©llows. In Section 2 we present a sin ple m odel calcu—
Jation in which one ofthe W bosons is assum ed to be stablk. Above threshold this
is expected to provide a reasonabl qualitative understanding. U sing thism odel, we
study the e ect on the invariant m ass distrlbution of the decaying W of phase-soace
and rstorder Coulomb e ects. In Section B we study num erically the realistic case
when both W bosons are o -m ass<hell. P redictions for the shift in the average m ass
w ith and w ithout Coulomb corrections are presented. F inally, Section 4 contains our
conclisions.

2Recallthat in the relativistic region the Coulomb tem is neither uniquely de ned nor separately
gauge Invariant.

3Tt has its origins in the conservation of “harged’ currents. A nother exam ple ofthe vanishing ofo —
shelle ects at very high energies was discussed in Ref. 0] (see also 1)), w here the gluon radiation
pattem corresponding to top quark production and decay was discussed. For the m ost probable
kinem atic con guration (quasicollinear b and t), the w idth dependence disappears com pletely when
the e ects ofam ission at the production and decay stages are added coherently. T he sam e behaviour
isexpected OrQED radiation o fastmovingW bosons f_Z-Zj]



2 A m odelanalysis

To elucidate the physical origin of the distortion of the W decay m ass distribution
induced by the Coulomb interaction, it is Instructive to consider rst a smpli ed
model In which one of the W bosons is assum ed to be stable and the other has the
standard W ! ff decay modeswith decay width 4 i (see also ).
In the non-—relativistic region the di erential distribution of the nvariant m ass-
squared s; ofthe unstabke W can be written as
" #

d 2
) oiseiMyg) 1+ — 5 + c i 3)

ds; 2
where §(s;js;;s;) isthee’e ! W'W o —shellBom cross section R4] at centre-of-
massenergy s,and (s;) is the Breit-W igner ﬁcton'f‘.

) = 1 pgi w (s1) . @)
S (51 Mg )2+ s & ()"
wih y (s5) = pgi w My . The coe cient 4 is the hard’ rstorder radiative

correction, ( =2 ) . isthe rst-order Coulomb contrioution (see Refs. {0, 11]), and
is the velocity ofthe W bosons in the centreofm ass fram e. In the non-relativistic
approxin ation = 2p= s where

P s s My My ©)

In our m odel calculation it willbe su cient to work in the non-relativistic approxi-
m ation. It is then straightforward to show that In this case . is given by the same
form ulae as in the realistic case of two unstabke W bosons 13,11}, with , replced
by w =2.Thus

!
c = 2arctan 22 F J ¥ ; (6)
2pRe()
w ith q
Here E is the non-relativistic energy ofthe W bosons,
jo
E S 2MW . (8)

4In fact precisely this situation applies to the production ofa charged H iggsbosonwithM 5 My
nhefe ! 2 ! W H ,shceinmostmodels g w - T he cbservation of such a process would
be a signature of an exotic H iggs sector, see for exam ple Ref. 1_23].

SW e om it here a trivial overall branching ratio factor fr the particular £f nal state under
consideration.



Recall that as a direct consequence of the dom lnance of S-wave W *W  production
at 14
o ' const. +0 (7): ©)

It is worth m entioning that the higher-order tem s in the expansion () lad to a net
negative correction to the leading behaviour, see for exam plk Fig. 1 of Ref. [[I8],
which origihates in the high-energy SU 2) U (1) gauge Invariance cancellation.

ForE w and in thedom inant (beak’) region speci edby ;1 m2 < My y ,

one nds !
S1 Mﬁ

c ' 2 arctan 10)

w w
Eq. (10) reveals the strong dependence ofthe coe cient . on theW boson virtuality
s;. This follows from the general nature of the Coulomb forces between unstable
heavy particles f11]. Thus in the large nvariant mass tail (s, > M 7 ), ¢ is strongly
suppressed, while in the snall nvariant mass tail (5, < M2 ), ¢ 2 ,ie. twice
the rst-order on-m assshell value. A fter integration over s;, the arctan m odi cation
of . averages to zero and the stablke W result obtains. Note that whilke for the
totale"e ! W 'W cross section the stable W result for the Coulomb correction
is only strongly m odi ed by instability e ects in the narrow energy region E <
(ie. close to threshold), for the invariant m ass distrbution the arctan m odi cation
of ¢ isessentially independent of energy forE > . However, far above threshold
additional energy dependence w ill appear due to the screening roke of the other QED
nalstate interaction m echanisn s.

For purposes of illustration, it is convenient to rew rite the cross section omula 3)

for y E My in the dom lnant s; (peak) region In temm s of the din ensionless

variable x where )

S M
x= ——"  0oq): (11)
MW W
The di erential cross section in Eq. @) then becom es
" #
d 0o _1 1+ + rotan (12)
— — — - — a X
dx 1+ x2 . ’
w ih v
1 E 1x
=t 7. 13)
My

The invariant m ass distrbution d =dx deviates from the BreitW igner (1 + x?) !
form , corresponding to an ndividualW decay, because of (i) the strong dependence of

®T hroughout this paper we assum e that the {exchange contrioution, which dom inates the
ete ! W'W threshold cross section, is not suppressed by a particular choice ofe beam polar-
izations. The m ass distortion e ects discussed here are strictly only valid for unpolarized scattering.



the threshold Bom cross section ¢ on the W momentum , and (ii) the characteristic
behaviour of the Coulomb temm discussed above. In particular, when 1, which
corresoonds to x 2E =y , the Invariant m ass distrioution is strongly suppressed
by phase space e ects, Eq. @) . These kad to a decrease in the average value of the
nvariantmass,M = h 51, in the threshold region by,

2
MB=OE—W atE Wi
Mg = O(yw)atE] wi
My = O(FEJ)a E W 14)

W ith increasing the negative higherorder (in ?) tem s in the expansion @) becom e

m ore and m ore in portant and, asa resul, M p changes sign (see Section 3 below).

T he characteristic dependence on the W virtuality of the Coulomb correction for

E w always causes a decrease In the average m ass com pared to the Bom predic—
tion:

M ¢ =0 W)t 15)

Note that this mainly arises from the Coulomb-induced asymm etry in the tails of
the distribution, as discussed above. The shift n the actual position of the peak is
num erically rather sm all.

It is in portant to em phasize the di erence between the predictions of Egs. (§,10)
and the bn-m assshellCoulomb’ correction, =@ ). The latterwould induce a shift
in the s; distrbution tow ards larger values, throughout the threshold region.

N ote that there appears to be a range of collider energies around = s 190 G&v
w here the phase space and C oulom b induced distortions are of the sam e order In their
e ect on the average m ass (see F igs. 3 and 4 below ). However at this energy, which
is of practical in portance for LEP 2, other m echanisn s (eg. Intem ediate{ nal and

nal{ nal radiative interference involving the decay products of the two W bosons)
have to be taken into acoount.

F inally, higherorder © ( "); n 2) Coulomb e ects could be num erically m ore
In portant for the invariant m ass distribution than for the total cross section. In
principle, it is straightforward to take these Into account using the general form alisn
presented in Ref. 11] (see also P, 28)).

In summ ary, we have investigated the qualitative e ects on the invariant m ass
distribution of phase—space and Coulomb corrections using a sin ple m odel In which
only oneW boson iso -m assshell. In the follow ing section, we shall study num erically
them ore realistic case oflothW bosonsbeing o -shell. A swe shallsee, the conclusions
cbtained from ourm odel are unchanged by the m ore com plete analysis.

"The subscript B’ denotes a shift in the average m ass due to the Bom cross section behaviour.



3 Invariant m ass distributions in efe ! W *W
quantitative discussion

In the realistic case when both W bosons are o <hell, the W *W  cross section can
be w ritten
Z 5 Z P35 Pgy2 #

(s) = . ds; . ds, (s1) (s2) o(si51752) 1+2—c ; 16)

where . isagain given by Eq. (6) and = 2p=p s,but now wih [I71]

#
2s(s1 + s2) & s)
SZ

QN w

= My € +1iyg);

mZ
= 77w . a7)
aM

0

N ote that we have om itted the hard’ radiative corrections and used the Yelativistic’
form s forp? and E . Th what Pllowswe willuse Egs. (16/17) to study (i) the invariant
m ass distrbution d =ds; and (i) the average mvariant mass M which has certan
practical advantages as an estin ator ofM y [1§]) de ned by
1 Z 4 z (p§ p§)2 1 —_ p_ " #
— ds; ds; - (psl+ S2) (&) (&) olsisiise) 1+ — ¢
(s) o 0 2 2
(18)
Figure 1 show s the nom alized distrbution 1= d_=ds; (the W Ine shape’) asa
function of ~ 5;, at three di erent collider energies, ~ s = 165, 175 and 185 Ge&V &
A lso shown, for com parison, is the bure Breit-W igner’ form  (s;) which corresoonds,
form ally, tothe™ s! 1 lin it. A santicipated in the previous section, the phase space
e ects give a signi cant distortion to the distribution, especially close to the W "W
threshold. In particular, the distribbution is strongly suppressed for™ s; > P s My .
T he distrdbutions in Fig. 1 include the rstorder Coulomb correction . To see
the e ect of this, we show In Fig. 2 the ratio

M_=

£ ) 1 1
S;51) = —— —
! (s1)

‘ Q.

19)

0.

S1

atp§ = 175 G&V wih and without the Coulomb correction. Again we con m

the qualitative behaviour cbtained in the m odel analysis of the previous section: the

SWeuseMy = 8041 GevV /& lEI_:] and y = 2:092 G&V In our num erical calculations. A 11 other

param eters coincide w ith those used in Ref. E_;] (s=e Table 1 therein).



Coulomb contrlbbution enhances (suppresses) the san all (large) m ass tail. Note, how —
ever, that the e ect is num erically much less signi cant at this en than the dis-
tortion due to phase space e ects, which forces f tobevery anallfor™ s, > 95G&V.

The m easuram ent of the W m ass using the diect reconstruction m ethod at LEP 2
Involves tting a m easured invariant m ass distrdoution, like that ofFig. 1, by a theo—
reticaldistribbution (in practice in plem ented in a M onte C arlo program ) in which M y
is a free param eter. In this way, m easured quantities like the position of the peak or
the average invariant m ass, both of which are crude m easures ofM  , are corrected
to the true’ value. It should be clkar from the above discussion that tting the m ea—
sured distribution w ith a theoretical expression which does not include the nalstate
Interaction e ects w ill induce an error In the m assm easurem ent. To quantify this, we
focus our attention on the di erence between the average W massM (18) de ned by
the s; distrdbution and the mput massMy , M = M My .Asih the previous
section, M p denotesthem ass shift using the Bom (0 -m assshell) cross section and

M . denotes the additionalm ass shift from including the O i} ) Coulomb correction.

Figure 3 shows M y asa function of the collider energy = s. T he behaviour can
be understood from Fig.1, and is exactly as anticipated in Section 7. N ear and below
threshold, there is a strong phase gpace suppression formasses™ s; > My , and o

M 5 < 0.Above threshold, them ass di erence grow s w ith Increasing collider energy

asm ore and m ore phase space for large invariant m asses opens up.

A problem with this calculation of M is that the Integrals over s ; and S3 rsoejye
contribution from arbitrarily sm alland lJarge nvariantm asses (sub fct only to S;
P s). Th practice, events w ith very large or very am all £f invariant m asses would not
be classi ed asW decay events. In particular, lower cuts on the P s; are required to
elin lnate non{W *W backgroundsﬁ To m ake a m ore realistic calculation, therefore,
we In pose an additional cut,

%osi My 7 ; i= 1;2: (20)

N ote that this cutting procedure w ill to som e extent com plicate the calculation of the
QED and QCD nalstate radiative corrections, because ofthe reduction ofthe phase—

soace for nalstate emission. Themass shiffs M 5 or = 30 G&V and 10 G&V
are shown as the dashed and dash-dotted curves respectively in Fig. 3. W ith this
additionalm ass cut there is lessdependenceon ™ s,since M 5 ! Oas ! Oat xed

s. Note also that a ptoticvaluesof M 5 ! 046 (013) GeV are approached for
=30 (10)Gev,as s! 1 {4

Figure 4 shows the additionalmass shift M . due to the Coulomb correction.

Here we see that as long as the mass cut  is not particularly tight, the shift for

°T he actual cut value w ill in practice depend on the particular nalstate, collider energy, etc. W e
choose two illustrative values for our num erical calculations.
YT his is sin ply the average value of = 5] weighted by (s;) over the range of integration given in
Eq. 20).



p§> 170 GeV is rather constant at O ( 20) M &V . T his is consistent w ith the m odel

calculation of Section 2, which predicted a constant negative shift of order w for
E w . Ascan be derived from Egs. (1§/18), M . changes sign at lower energies
and attains a maxinum at threshold € = 0), where the average W m om entum is
lower, hpi My w . Theactualm axinum value d%ends on the cut param eter

N ote once again that them ass shift decreases at xed = s as the nvariant m ass cut is
tightened, ie. M ! Oas ! O.

4 Conclusions

The success of the precision m easurem ents of the W boson relies on an accurate
theoretical know ledge of the details of the production and decay m echanism s. The
favoured Yirect reconstruction’ m ethod ofm easuringM ; at LEP 2 using the hadronic
(0goa) channel has an in portant caveat | the ocolour reconnection e ects induoced
by the strong nalstate interaction m ay cbscure the ssparate dentities of the W
bosons and thus distort the m ass determ ination fL§]. At the moment, these e ects
are not com plktely curable theoretically because of the lack of desp understanding of
non-perturbative Q CD dynam ics.

H owever, there are other e ects { orighhating in purely QED radiative phenom ena
{ which, In principle, prevent the nal state being treated as two separate W decays.
In this paper we have studied one exam ple of this, the Coulomb interaction between
two unstable W bosons which induces non-factorizable corrections to the nalstate
m ass distributions. O f course there is no reason why all such e ects cannot, in prin—
ciple, be com puted to arbitrary accuracy In Q ED perturbation theory, and taken into
acoount in the m ass determ ination. In this paper we have dem onstrated explicithy
that their em ission could lad to a O 20 M &V ) shift in the m easured mass{t This
shift can only be reduced by im posing a rather tight Invariant m ass cut, which selects
only those events near the peak if the distrdbbution where the distortion ism inin ized.
In particular, we have investigated the e ect on the m ass distrdbution ofthe QED in—
terconnection e ects generated by the rst-order C oulom b corrections in the threshold
region at LEP 2. At the highest LEP 2 energies, it is likely that we are overestin ating
the m ass distortion e ect (see for exam ple Ref. ['9:]) . In this region, therefore, our
resuls should be regarded as only a starting point for futher, m ore detailed studies.
Particularly in portant in this respect are the QED interactions involving the decay
products ofthe two W bosons, which beocom e essential in the relativistic region.

F inalky, we note that sin ilar non-factorizable QED nalstate nteraction e ects
could also be in portant in precision M y m easurem ents at the Tevatron pp collider,

1Tt is also worth m entioning that a sin ilar e ect to that descrbbed in this study could also be
Induced by nalstate hew physics’ interactions, forexam ple the exchangebetween thetwo W bosons
ofa new light scalarw ith a su ciently large coupling.



forexam ple in theprocessgg ! W (! 1 )+ g. The distortion would then bem anifest,
for exam ple, In the transverse m om entum distribbution of the nalstate kpton.
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F igure C aptions

1] Thedistrbution 1= d =ds; ne'e ! W*'W ! 4f production atp§= 165,
175 and 185 G eV .A Iso shown (dotted line) is the asym ptotic form , (s;), given
nEq. @).

R] The ratio of the m ass distrbution of Fig. 1 to  (s1) atp§ = 175 GeV, wih
(solid curve) and w ithout (dashed curve) the rstorder Coulomb correction.

B] The di erence between the average m ass hp 5,1 and M , as a function of the
collider energy ~ s (solid curve). A lso shown are the m ass di erences when an
additionalcut 7 s; My J ( = 30; 10GeV) is inposd.

4] The additional m ass shift from incliding the rstorder Coulomb ocorrection,
as a function of the collider energy = s (solid curve). A lso shown are the m ass
di erenceswhen an additionalcut 7 sy My J ( = 30; 10G€&V) isinpos=d.
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