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ABSTRACT

Two topics on the standard electroweak theory are discussed based on its

rem arkablesuccessin precision analyses.Oneisatestofstructureoftheradiative

correctionsto the weak-boson m assesasa furtherprecision analysis. The other

isan indirectHiggs-boson search through theradiativecorrectionsto thevarious

quantitiesm easured atLEP.
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x1. Introduction

Thediscovery ofthetop quark [1]hascom pleted theferm ion world in thethree

generation schem e.In thefram ework ofthestandard (m inim al)electroweak the-

ory,we now have only one yet-undiscovered ingredient left: the Higgs boson.

Com bining this with the fact that the electroweak theory (with the radiative

corrections) has been quite successfulin precision analyses through LEP,SLC,

Tevatron and lotsofotherexperim entalinform ation,we�nd ourselvesin a posi-

tion to proceed to furtherm oredetailed studiesofthistheory.

AtthisSym posium ,Igave a talk abouttwo topicsunderthiscircum stance

based upon som eofourrecentworks[2,3]:Oneisa testofstructureoftheEW

radiativecorrectionsviaW =Z m asses.TheotherisaHiggs-boson search through

theradiativecorrectionsand precision LEP data.Thelatterhasalready been a

popularsubject,and there area lotofrelated papers(see [4 { 6]and references

cited therein).Ido notm ean thatwedeveloped som enew technique to analyze

the data. However, it is quite signi�cant for future experim ents to draw any

inform ation on the Higgsm ass,and Ishowed som e resultswhich Consoliand I

obtained lately.

Before stepping into actualdiscussions,letm ebrie
y describe whatwe have

been studying on thesetopics.First,EW correctionsconsistofseveralpartswith

di�erentproperties,and Iexam ined via �,G F and M W ;Z whatwould happen if

each ofthem would notexist.Forexam ple,therearetop-quark correctionswhich

donotdecouple,i.e.,becom elargerand largerasm tincreases.Studyingthem are

signi�cantnotonly becauseitisatestoftheEW theory asarenorm alizable�eld

theory butalso becausetheexistenceofsuch e�ectsisa characteristicfeatureof

theories in which particle m asses are produced through spontaneous sym m etry

breakdown pluslargeYukawa couplings.

Next,on the Higgssearch. Stim ulated by the �rstCDF reporton the top-

quark evidence,Najim a and Iconsidered ifthere isnotany problem in the EW
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theory.W ethen found thattheHiggsm assneedsto be1.1-1.2 TeV in orderfor

M W jm t= 174 G eV to reproduce the centralvalue ofM
exp

W ,contrary to som e other

analysesusing theLEP/SLC data which prefera lighterHiggsboson:m �
<
� 300

GeV [4,6]. At present,it is notthat serious since such a lighter Higgs is also

allowed ifwetakeinto accountthesizeof�m
exp

t and �M
exp

W ,butthism otivated

usto analyzetheLEP data ourown way.

The�rstsubjectisdiscussed in section 2,and thesecond oneisin x3.Section

4 isforbriefsum m ary and discussions.

x2. Structure ofEW C orrections

W ithin theelectroweak theory,them uon-decay width up totheO (�)corrections

iscalculated as

� = �
(0)(�;M W ;M Z)� (1+ 2�r); (2.1)

where � (0) is the lowest-order width in term s ofthe �ne-structure constant �

and the weak-boson m asses M W ;Z,and �r is the corrections to the am plitude.

As m entioned in x1,�r consists ofseveralparts with di�erent properties: the

leading-log term s��,thenon-decoupling top-quark term s�r[m t]and theother

term s including the bosonic e�ects. On the other hand,itsexperim entaldata,

� exp,is usually expressed by the Ferm icoupling constant G F . Therefore,by

solving � = � exp on M W ,weget

M W = M W (�;G F;M Z;�r): (2.2)

Thisform ula,the M W -M Z relation,isthe m ain toolofm y analysesin thissec-

tion.]1

]1O verthepastseveralyears,som ecorrectionsbeyond theone-loop approxim ation havebeen

com puted. They are two-loop top-quark corrections[7]and Q CD correctionsup to O (�2
Q C D

)

forthe top-quark loops[8](see [9]asreviews). Asa result,we have now a form ula including

O (�� 2
Q C D

m
2
t)and O (�

2
m

4
t)e�ects.In thefollowing,M W isalwayscom puted by incorporating

allofthesehigher-orderterm saswell,although Iwillexpressthewholecorrectionswith these

term salso as�r forsim plicity.
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Letm eshow �rstbyusingthisform ulahow thetheorywith thefullcorrections

issuccessful,though itisalready a well-known fact.W ethereby have

M
(0)

W = 80:9404� 0:0027 GeV and M W = 80:36� 0:09 GeV (2.3)

forM
exp

Z = 91:1887� 0:0022 GeV [10],where M
(0)

W � M W (�;G F ;M Z;�r = 0)

and M W isform
exp

t = 180� 12 GeV [1],m � = 300 GeV and �Q CD (M Z)=0.118.

Concerning the uncertainty ofM W ,0.09 GeV,Ihave a little overestim ated for

safety.From theseresults,wecan �nd thatthetheory with thecorrectionsisin

good agreem entwith theexperim entalvalueM
exp

W = 80:26� 0:16GeV [11],while

thetreeprediction failsto describeitatabout4.3� (99.998 % C.L.).

W e are now ready. First,letussee iftaking only ��(� � ln(m f=M Z))into

accountisstilla good approxim ation (\(QED-)im proved-Born approxim ation"),

which wasshown to bequitesuccessfulin [12].TheW m assiscalculated within

thisapproxim ationbyputting�r= 0andreplacing� with�(M Z)(= �=(1� ��))

in Eq.(2.2),where�(M Z)= 1=(128:92� 0:12).]2 Theresultis

M W [Born]= 79:964� 0:017 GeV; (2.4)

which leadsto

M
exp

W � M W [Born] = 0:30� 0:16 GeV: (2.5)

Thism eansthatM W [Born]isin disagreem entwith thedata now at1:9�,which

correspondsto about94.3 % C.L..Although the precision isnotyetsu�ciently

high,itindicatessom enon-Born term sareneeded which giveapositivecontribu-

tion to theW m ass.Itisnoteworthy since theelectroweak theory predictssuch

positive non-Born type correctionsunlessthe Higgsisextrem ely heavy (beyond

TeV scale).Sim ilaranalyseswerem adealso in [15].

]2 Recently threepapersappeared in which �(M Z )isre-evaluated from thedata ofthetotal

crosssection ofe+ e� ! 

� ! hadrons [13](their updated results are given in [14]). Here I

sim ply took the averageofthe m axim um and m inim um am ong them .
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The next test is on the non-decoupling top-quark e�ects. Except for the

coe�cients,theircontribution to �r is

�r[m t]� �(m t=M Z)
2 + � ln(m t=M Z): (2.6)

According to m y strategy,Icom puted the W m ass by using the following �r0

instead of�r in Eq.(2.2):

�r
0
� �r� �r[m t]: (2.7)

The resultant W m ass is denoted as M 0

W . The im portant point is to subtract

notonly m 2
t term butalsoln(m t=M Z)term ,though thelatterproducesonly very

sm alle�ectsaslongasm t isnotextrem ely large.�r
0stillincludesm t dependent

term s,butno longerdivergesform t ! +1 thanksto thissubtraction.Ifound

thatM 0

W takesthem axim um valueforthelargestm t and thesm allestm �.That

is,wegetan inequality

M
0

W � M
0

W [m
m ax
t ;m

m in
� ]: (2.8)

W e can use m
exp

t = 180 � 12 GeV [1]and m
exp

� > 65:1 GeV [16]in the

right-hand side ofthe above inequality,i.e.,m m ax
t = 180+ 12 GeV and m m in

� =

65:1 GeV,but I �rst take m m ax
t ! +1 and m m in

� = 0 in order to m ake the

resultasdata-independentaspossible. The accom panying uncertainty forM 0

W

isestim ated atm ostto beabout0.03 GeV.W ehavethen

M
0

W < 79:950(�0:030)GeV and M
exp

W � M
0

W > 0:31� 0:16 GeV; (2.9)

which show thatM 0

W isin disagreem ent with M
exp

W atabout1:9�. Thism eans

that1)the electroweak theory isnotable to be consistent with M
exp

W whatever

valuesm t and m � takeif�r[m t]would notexist,and 2)thetheory with �r[m t]

workswell,asshown before,forexperim entally-allowed m t and m �.Com bining

them ,we can sum m arize that the latest experim entaldata ofM W ;Z dem and,

independentofm �,the existence ofthe non-decoupling top-quark corrections.
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Thecon�dencelevelofthisresultbecom eshigherifweusem m ax
t = 180+ 12GeV

and m m in
� = 65:1 GeV:

M
0

W < 79:863(�0:030)GeV and M
exp

W � M
0

W > 0:40� 0:16 GeV; (2.10)

thatis,2:5� level.

Finally,letuslookintothebosoniccontribution.Itwaspointed outin [17]by

using varioushigh-energy datathatsuch bosonicelectroweak correctionsarenow

required. Istudied whetherwe could observe a sim ilarevidence in the M W -M Z

relation. Forthispurpose,we have to com pute M W taking accountofonly the

pure-ferm ionic corrections�r[f]. Since �r[f]dependson m t strongly,itisnot

easy to develop a quantitative analysis ofitwithout knowing m t. Therefore,I

took into accountm
exp

t from thebeginning in thiscase.Iexpressthus-com puted

W m assasM W [f].Theresultbecam e

M W [f]= 80:48� 0:09 GeV: (2.11)

ThisvalueisofcourseindependentoftheHiggsm ass,and leadsto

M W [f]� M
exp

W = 0:22� 0:18 GeV; (2.12)

which tellsusthatsom enon-ferm ioniccontribution isnecessary at1:2� level.

It isofcourse too early to say from Eq.(2.12) thatthe bosonic e�ects were

con�rm ed in theM W -M Z relation.Nevertheless,thisisan interestingresultsince

wecould observenothing before:Actually,thebestinform ation on m t beforethe

�rstCDF report(1994)wasthebound m
exp

t > 131 GeV by D0 [18],butwe can

thereby get only M W [f]> 80.19 (�0.03) GeV while M
exp

W [94]was 80.23�0.18

GeV (i.e.,M W [f]� M
exp

W > �0:04� 0:18 GeV).W e willbe allowed therefore to

concludethat\thebosonice�ectsarestarting to appearin theM W -M Z relation

thanksto thediscovery ofthetop-quark".
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x3. Indirect H iggs Search

Here Iwish to discusswhatinform ation on the Higgswe can getfrom precision

LEP data.Asam atteroffact,itisnotthateasy todraw itsindirectinform ation

from existing experim entaldata since the Higgs m ass m � enters EW radiative

correctionsonly logarithm ically atone-loop level[19].Therefore,atpresent,one

can only hope to separate outthe heavy Higgs-m assrange (say m � � 500-1000

GeV)from the low m assregim e m � �100 GeV aspredicted,forinstance,from

supersym m etric theories. Such analyses are,however,stillvery im portant and

indispensable forfutureexperim entsat,e.g.,LHC/NLC.

Forouranalysis,weused in[3]thedisaggregateddata,justaspresented bythe

experim entalCollaborations,withouttaking any average ofthe variousresults.

This type ofanalysis is interesting by itselfto point out the indications ofthe

varioussetsofdata since even a single m easurem ent,ifsu�ciently precise,can

providepreciousinform ation.Atthesam etim e,sincetheLEP dataarebecom ing

so precise,before attem pting any averaging procedure one should �rst analyze

thevariousm easurem entswith theirerrorsand check thatthedistribution ofthe

resultsful�llsthe requirem entsofGaussian statistics. W ithoutthisprelim inary

analysis,onem ay includeuncontrolled system atice�ectswhich can sizably a�ect

theglobalaverages.

W e �rstrestricted to a �xed value ofthe top-quark m assm t = 180 GeV.As

input data,we used the available,individualresults �Z,�had,R ‘,A FB(‘) and

A e;� from the four Collaborations as quoted in [10],where R ‘ � �had=�‘ and

A ‘ � 2g‘V g
‘
A=f(g

‘
V )

2+ (g‘A)
2g (‘= e;�;�,and g‘V;A arethevectorand axial-vector

couplingsof‘toZ).]3Thetheoreticalcom putationshavebeen perform ed with the

com putercode TOPAZ0 [21],and the m ain resultsare given in Table 1. There

we do not see any speci�c indication on m �,but a heavy Higgs seem s to be a

]3W e did not consider the LR asym m etry by SLD [20]since it is already known that it

dem ands a very heavy top (around 240 G eV) when the lower bound on m � is taken into

account,orconversely m � m ustbe m uch lowerthan thisbound when m
exp

t isused within the

standard EW theory (see,e.g.,Ellisetal.in [4]).
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littlebitfavored by thetotal�2.

| | | | | | | | | |

Table 1

| | | | | | | | | |

W e,however,found som eproblem sin the� forward-backward asym m etry as

shown below.Letusconsidertheglobalaverages

A
exp

FB (e)= 0:0154� 0:0030; (3.1)

A
exp

FB (�)= 0:0160� 0:0017; (3.2)

A
exp

FB (�)= 0:0209� 0:0024; (3.3)

and transform theaveragesforA e and A �

A
exp
e = 0:137� 0:009; A

exp
� = 0:140� 0:008 (3.4)

into \e�ective" F-B asym m etriesby using

A FB(e)=
3

4
(A e)

2
; A FB(�)=

3

4
A eA �; (3.5)

which hold in theelectroweak theory.W e�nd

A
eff

FB
(e)= 0:0141� 0:0019; A

eff

FB
(�)= 0:0144� 0:0018 (3.6)

in verygoodagreem entwith Eqs.(3.1)and (3.2)butnotwith Eq.(3.3).Therefore,

therem ightbesom eproblem in thedirectm easurem entofA FB(�)sinceallother

m easurem entsarein excellentagreem entwith each other.

Justto havean idea ofthee�ect,wecom puted the�2 withoutA
exp

FB
(�).The

resultsareillustrated in Table2,which should becom pared with Table1.W e�nd

thatthetendency toward a heavy Higgsbecom esstrongerand thebestvaluesof

the �2 are obtained fora large value ofm �,justasin the case ofthe W m ass

m entioned in x1.Itisstillnoteasy to geta de�niteconclusion from this,butthe

\bulk" ofthe LEP data,nam ely those wellconsistentwith each other,show no

preferencefora lightHiggsboson,to say theleastofit.
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| | | | | | | | | |

Table 2

| | | | | | | | | |

Finally,to see the m t-dependence of�
2,Ishow in Tables3 and 4 the total

�2 for m t=170,180 and 190 GeV including alldata or excluding A
exp

FB
(�). By

increasing (decreasing)thetop-quark m ass,a larger(sm aller)valueofm � com es

to be favored. Thisisbecause the leading top and Higgsterm sin the radiative

correctionshave opposite signsto each other.Fora heaviertop m t
>
� 180 GeV,

however,Tables3 and 4 giveratherdi�erentinform ation and itbecom escrucial

to includetheproblem aticdata forA
exp

FB (�)to accom m odatem� � 100 GeV.

| | | | | | | | | |

Tables 3 and 4

| | | | | | | | | |

W e have no m ind to claim that Tables 2 and 4 represent a m ore faithful

representation oftherealphysicalsituation than Tables1and 3.M ostlikely,our

resultssuggestonly thatfurtherim provem entin thedata taking isnecessary for

ade�nitiveanswer.W em ay,however,concludethereby thatitisnotagood idea

to focuson a light-m assregion in Higgssearchesatfutureexperim ents.

x4. Sum m ary and D iscussions

Let us brie
y sum m arize and discuss what Ihave talked. In section 2,Ihave

shown thatwecan now testnotonly (1)thewholeEW correctionsbutalso their

variouspartsseparately:(2)thelight-ferm ion leading-log correctionswhich lead

to theim proved-Born approxim ation,(3)thenon-decoupling m t correctionsand

(4)the bosonic corrections.Studying corrections(1)isa testofthe theory asa

renorm alizable�eld theory,while(2)�(4)arem oredetailed tests.

The im proved-Born approxim ation succeeded to a certain extent,which is

related tothefactthattheEW theoryuni�estheweakinteraction (withq2 ’ M 2
W

scale) and the electrom agnetic interactions (with q2 ’ 0 scale). W e,however,
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have seen thatsom e non-Born correctionsare now starting to appear. Nextwe

observed thatthenon-decoupling m t correctionsarealso required,which givesa

strong supporttothem echanism thatm t isproduced via spontaneoussym m etry

breakdown pluslargeYukawa couplings.Sim ilarway we also tested thebosonic

correctionsand found som esm allindication forthem .

Based on thisexcellentsuccess,weareabletoexploretherem ainingunknown

area,i.e.,theHiggssector,which Idiscussed insection 3.Concerningsuch aHiggs

search,there are already a lotofpapers. Unfortunately,the m �-dependence of

one-loop quantitiesare only logarithm ic in the m inim alschem e and therefore it

isnoteasy to getany strong restriction on m �,butwehaveso farobtained som e

quantitative inform ation.Such inform ation isofcourse extrem ely im portantfor

futureexperim entalprojectslikeLHC/NLC.Severalpaperspointed outthatthe

Higgs willbe rather light,say less than about 300 GeV [4]. W e have found,

however,thereisalsoan indication foraratherheavy Higgsthrough ouranalysis

ofLEP and W -m assdata.

Due to thereason m entioned above,ourresultscannotbestrong either,but

atleastwecan say itisrisky to concentrateourattention on a light-m assregion

in Higgssearchesatfutureexperim ents,though Iam nota fan ofa heavy Higgs

boson. M ore precise m easurem ents ofthe top-quark and W -boson m asses are

considerably signi�cant for studying this problem (and also for searching any

new-physicse�ects),and Iwish toexpectthattheTevatron and LEP IIwillgive

usa good answerforitin thevery nearfuture.
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�Q CD (M Z) 0:113 0:125 0:127 0:130

m �(GeV) 100 100 500 1000

ALEPH 11:2 15:2 13:9 14:7

DELPHI 5:1 7:9 6:7 7:2

L3 11:6 6:0 8:0 9:2

OPAL 19:4 13:9 8:5 6:9

Total�2 47:3 43:0 37:1 38:1

Table 1.Total�2 forthefourCollaborations.

�Q CD (M Z) 0:113 0:125 0:127 0:130

m �(GeV) 100 100 500 1000

ALEPH 10:2 14:3 12:1 12:5

DELPHI 4:7 7:5 5:9 6:2

L3 8:4 2:8 3:9 4:8

OPAL 19:4 13:8 8:0 6:1

Total�2 42:7 38:4 29:9 29:6

Table 2.Total�2 forthefourCollaborationsby excluding thedata forA exp

FB
(�).
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ALEPH+DELPHI+L3+OPAL

�Q CD (M Z) 0:113 0:125 0:127 0:130

m �(GeV) 100 100 500 1000

m t(GeV)= 170 46:3 38:4 38:3 41:2

= 180 47:3 43:0 37:1 38:1

= 190 51:8 50:4 38:9 37:5

Table 3.Total�2 forthefourCollaborationsatvariousvaluesofm t.

ALEPH+DELPHI+L3+OPAL

�Q CD (M Z) 0:113 0:125 0:127 0:130

m �(GeV) 100 100 500 1000

m t(GeV)= 170 40:7 32:8 29:7 31:2

= 180 42:7 38:4 29:9 29:6

= 190 50:1 46:6 32:9 30:3

Table 4.Total�2 forthefourCollaborationsatvariousvaluesofm tbyexcluding

thedata forA
exp

FB (�).
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