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x1. Introduction

T he discovery of the top quark [li] has com pleted the ferm jon world in the three
generation schem e. In the fram ework ofthe standard m inin al) electroweak the-
ory, we now have only one yet-undiscovered ingredient left: the H iggs boson.
Combihing this wih the fact that the elctroweak theory W ith the radiative
corrections) has been quite successfiil in precision analyses through LEP, SLC,
Tevatron and lots of other experim ental nform ation, we nd oursslves in a posi-
tion to proceed to further m ore detailed studies of this theory.

At this Sym posium , I gave a talk about two topics under this circum stance
based upon som e of our recent works B, 3]: O ne is a test of structure of the EW
radiative corrections via W =Z m asses. T he other isa H iggsboson search through
the radiative corrections and precision LEP data. The latter has already been a
popular sub gct, and there are a lot of related papers (see B { 6] and references
cited therein). I do not m ean that we developed som e new technigue to analyze
the data. However, i is quite signi cant for future experim ents to draw any
Inform ation on the Higgsm ass, and I showed som e results which Consoliand T
obtained lately.

Before stepping Into actual discussions, ket m e brie vy descrioe what we have
been studying on these topics. First, EW corrections consist of several partsw ith
di erent properties, and Iexam ned via ,Gr and M y ;; what would happen if
each ofthem would not exist. Forexam ple, there are top-quark correctionsw hich
do not decouple, ie., becom e larger and largerasm ;. Increases. Studying them are
signi cant not only because it isa test ofthe EW theory asa renom alizable eld
theory but also because the existence of such e ects is a characteristic feature of
theories In which particle m asses are produced through spontaneous symm etry
breakdown plus large Yukawa couplings.

Next, on the Higgs search. Stinulated by the rst CDF report on the top-—

quark evidence, Najm a and I considered if there is not any problm n the EW
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theory. W e then found that the Higgsm assneedstobe 11-12 T&V in orxder for
My G171 cev to reproduce the central value of M ;*F, contrary to som e other
analyses using the LEP /SLC data which prefer a lighter Higgsboson: m < 300
GeV [4,'§]. At present, it is not that serious since such a lighter H iggs is also
allowed ifwe take nto acoount the size of m ¢ - and M *F, but thism otivated
us to analyze the LEP data ourown way.

The rst subect isdiscussed in section 2, and the ssocond one is in x3. Section

4 is for brief sum m ary and discussions.

x2. Structure of EW C orrections

W ithin the electroweak theory, the m uon-decay w idth up to the O ( ) corrections
is calculated as

= OC;My M) QA+ 2 1); 1)

where ©@ is the lowest-order width in temm s of the ne-structure constant
and the weakboson masses M i ;7 , and r is the corrections to the am plitude.
Asmentioned In x1, r consists of several parts with di erent properties: the
ladinglog tem s, the non-decoupling top—quark tem s rn ] and the other
term s including the bosonic e ects. On the other hand, its experin ental data,
P is usually expressed by the Fem i coupling constant Gy . T herefore, by

soving = “PonMy ,weget
My =My (;GpiMy; 1): 22)

This fomula, the M y M ; relation, is them ain toolofmy analyses In this sec—

tion /&

110 ver the past severalyears, som e correctionsbeyond the one-loop approxin ation have been
com puted. They are two—Joop top-quark corrections ij] and QCD corrections up to O ( SCD )
for the top-quark loops E{] (see t_é] as review s). As a result, we have now a formula Including
O0( &epmi)andO ( ’m¢{) e ects. In the llow ing, M  is always com puted by incorporating
all of these higher-order termm s as well, although I w ill express the whole correctionsw ith these

term s also as r for sin plicity.
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Letmeshow rstby usingthisfom ulahow the theory w ith the fiill corrections
is sucoessfii], though it is already a wellknown fact. W e thergby have

M, = 80:9404 0:0027GeV and My = 8036 009 GeV 23)

orM &P = 911887 0:0022 Gev (4], whereM ) My ( jGp;Mgz; r= 0)
Z = W

andMy, isformi® =180 12GeV [Il,m = 300GeV and ocp M ;)=0.118.
Conceming the uncertainty of M i , 009 G&V, I have a little overestin ated for
safety. From these results, we can nd that the theory w ith the corrections is in
good agreem ent w ith the experin entalvalieM ;¥ = 8026 0:16GeV [1], whik
the tree prediction fails to describe it at about 4.3 (99998 % C L.).

W e are now ready. First, ket us see if taking only ( hm M ;)) Into
acoount is still a good approxin ation (\ Q ED -)in proved-B om approxin ation"),
which was shown to be quite successful in 12]. TheW m ass is calculated w ithin
thisapproxin ation by putting r= Oandreplachg wih M ;)E =1 )

nEq.QJ),where M ;)= 1=(128:92 0:12)J/3 The resuk is

My Bom]= 79:964 0:017GeV; @4)
which leads to
MJ® My Bom] = 030 0:16GeV: 25)

Thismeansthat M 3y Bom] is in disagreem ent w ith the data now at 1:9 , which
corresoonds to about 943 $ C L.. A though the precision is not yet su ciently

high, it Indicates som e non-B om tem s are needed w hich give a positive contribu—
tion to the W m ass. It is noteworthy since the electroweak theory predicts such
positive non-B om type corrections unless the H iggs is extrem ely heavy (peyond

TeV scak). Sin ilar analyses were m ade also in {I5].

12 R ecently three papers appeared in which M ;) is reevaliated from the data ofthe total
cross section ofe" e ! ! hadrons [_lé] (their updated results are given in @é]) . Here I
sim ply took the average ofthe 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. Exospt for the

coe cients, their contribution to r is
rine] @M+ Mg ): (2.6)

A cocording to my strategy, I computed the W m ass by using the ollowing r°
instead of rinEq.Z2):

r? r rin I: @.7)

The resultant W mass is denoted as M ) . The inportant point is to subtract
notonly m f_ term butalso hm =M ;) tem , though the Jatter produces only very
an alle ects as Iong asm  isnot extrem ely lJarge. r°stillincludesm . dependent
tem s, but no longer diverges form . ! +1 thanks to this subtraction. I found

thatM ! takesthem axinum value forthe largest m . and the smallestm . That

is, we get an lnequality
M o Mo T m™ " 2.8)

exp

Wecan usemy® = 180 12 Gev [l and m™® > 651 Gev [[6] in the
right-hand side of the above hnequality, ie, m®** = 180+ 12 GeV and m™ ™ =
651 GeV,but I rsttakem®®* ! +1 andm™™ = 0 in order to m ake the
result as data—-independent as possbl. The accom panying uncertainty orM

is estim ated at m ost to be about 0.03 G &V .W e have then
M, < 79950( 0:030)Gev and M ;® MJ > 031 016Gev; (.9)

which show thatM 0 is in disagreement with M - at about 1:9 . Thismeans
that 1) the electroweak theory is not ablk to be consistent with M ;¥ whatever
valiesm andm take if rin .]would not exist, and 2) the theory wih rim ]
works well, as shown before, for experimn entally-allowed m ¢ and m . Combining
them , we can summ arize that the latest experim ental data of M y ; dem and,

independent of m , the existence of the non-decoupling top-quark corrections.
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The con dence kvelofthis result becom eshigher ifweusem { #* = 180+ 12G eV
andm™* = 651 GeV:

M2 < 79863( 0030)Gev and M M2 > 040 0:46Gev; (210)

that is, 25 Jlevel.

F inally, et us Jook into the bosonic contribution. Tt waspointed out in {I[1]by
using various high-energy data that such bosonic electrow eak corrections are now
required. I studied whether we could observe a sim iar evidence n theM y M 4
relation. For this purposs, we have to compute M y taking acocount of only the
pure—ferm ionic corrections r[f]. Since r[f]depends on m  strongly, it is not
easy to develop a quantitative analysis of it w ithout know ing m .. Therefore, T
took into accountm ¢ F from the begining in this case. I express thus-com puted

W massasMy [£]. The result becam e
My [E]l= 8048 0:09Ge&V: (211)
T his value is of course independent of the H iggsm ass, and lads to
My [f] MJ®=022 048GevV; 212)

which tells us that som e non—ferm ionic contribution is necessary at 12 level
Tt is of course too early to say from Eq.@.2) that the bosonic e ects were
con med ntheM 3 M ; relation. N evertheless, this is an interesting result sihoe
we could observe nothing before: A ctually, the best inform ation on m  before the
st CDF report (1994) wastheboundm ¢¥ > 131 GeV by DO {18], but we can
thereby get only M [f] > 8019 ( 0.03) GeV whike M ;¥ P4] was 8023 0.18
GeV (ie,My ] M,;F> 004 0:18GeV).W ewillbe allowed therefore to
oconclude that \the bosonic e ects are starting to appear in theM M , relation

thanks to the discovery of the top—quark".
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x3. Indirect H iggs Search

Here Iwish to discuss what Inform ation on the H iggs we can get from precision
LEP data. Asam atterof fact, it isnot that easy to draw is indirect lnfom ation
from existing experin ental data since the Higgsmassm enters EW  radiative
corrections only logarithm ically at onedoop level L9]. T herefore, at present, one
can only hope to ssparate out the heavy H iggsm ass range (say m 500-1000
GeV) from the Iow mass reginem 100 G&V as predicted, for nstance, from
supersym m etric theordes. Such analyses are, however, still very in portant and
ndispensable for ture experin ents at, eg., LHC /NLC .

Forouranalysis, weused in [3]the disaggregated data, just aspresented by the
experin ental C ollaborations, w ithout taking any average of the various resuls.
T his type of analysis is interesting by itself to point out the indications of the
various sets of data since even a single m easuram ent, if su ciently preciss, can
provide precious nform ation. At the sam e tin e, sihce the LEP data are becom ing
SO precise, before attem pting any averaging procedure one should rst analyze
the variousm easurem ents w ith their errors and check that the distribution ofthe
results ful 1ls the requirem ents of G aussian statistics. W ithout this prelin nary
analysis, onem ay Include uncontrolled system atic e ectswhich can sizably a ect
the global averages.

W e rst restricted to a xed value of the topquark massm . = 180 GeV .As
Input data, we used the available, ndividual results 3, naqr R, Are (V) and
A., from the four Collaborations as quoted in 0], where R hag=  and
A. 29,9,=f(@, )+ (@)°g ("= e; ; ,and g, arethe vectorand axiakvector
couplings of “to Z ) #3T he theoretical com putations have been perform ed w ith the
com puter code TOPAZ0 R1], and the m ain results are given in Tabl 1. There

we do not see any soeci ¢ indication on m , but a heavy Higgs seem s to be a

13 e did not consider the LR asymm etry by SLD R0] since it is already known that i
dem ands a very heavy top (@round 240 GeV) when the lower bound on m is taken into
account, or conversely m  must be m uch lower than this bound when m {*F is used w ithin the
standard EW theory (see, eg.,Ellisetal in t_ll]) .
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little bit favored by the total 2.

W e, however, found som e problem s In the forward-backward asymm etry as

shown below . Let us consider the global averages

AT (€)= 00154 0:0030; 31)
AZF ()= 00160 0:0017; 32)
AT ()= 00209 0:0024; B3)

and transform the averages for A, and A
AZ® = 0:137 0:009; A®P= 0140 0008 34)

nto \e ective" F-B asymm etries by using

3, 3
Apgp (€)= 71 @A)y Aps ()= ZAeA 7 35)

which hold In the electroweak theory. W e nd
AStf @) = 00141 00019; ALY ( )= 00144 0:0018 (3.6)

in very good agreem ent w ith Egs.(3.1) and @2) butnotw ith Eq.3.3). T herefore,
there m ight be som e problem in the direct m easuram ent ofAry ( ) since allother
m easuram ents are in excellent agreem ent w ith each other.

Just to have an idea ofthe e ect, we computed the 2 without ALy ( ). The
resuls are illustrated In Tabl 2, which should be com pared with Tablke 1. W e nd
that the tendency toward a heavy H iggs becom es stronger and the best values of
the 2 are obtahed Pr a large value of m , jist as in the case of the W mass
m entioned In x1. It is stillnot easy to get a de nite conclusion from this, but the
\bulk" of the LEP data, nam ely those well consistent w ith each other, show no
preference for a light H iggsboson, to say the least of it.
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F inally, to see the m -dependence of 2, I show in Tables 3 and 4 the total

* form =170, 180 and 190 GeV including all data or excluding Agy ( ). By
Increasing (decreasing) the top-quark m ass, a larger (am aller) valuie ofm com es
to be favored. This is because the kading top and H iggs tem s In the radiative
corrections have opposite signs to each other. Fora heaviertopm. > 180 Ge&V,
however, Tables 3 and 4 give rather di erent Inform ation and it becom es crucial

to include the problem atic data forA.Y ( ) to accommodatem 100 G eV .

Tables 3 and 4
W e have no m ind to clain that Tabls 2 and 4 rpresent a more faithfiil
representation ofthe realphysical situation than Tabls 1 and 3. M ost lkely, our
results suggest only that further in provem ent in the data taking is necessary for
ade niive answer. W em ay, how ever, conclude thereby that it isnot a good idea

to focus on a light-m ass region In H iggs searches at future experin ents.

x4. Sum m ary and D iscussions

Let us brie y summ arize and discuss what I have taked. In section 2, I have
shown that we can now test notonly (1) thewhol EW ocorrectionsbut also their
various parts ssparately: (2) the light-ferm ion leading-log corrections which lead
to the in proved-B om approxin ation, (3) the non-decoupling m . corrections and
(4) the bosonic corrections. Studying corrections (1) is a test of the theory as a
renom alizable eld theory, whike ) (4) are m ore detailed tests.

The in proved-Bom approxin ation sucoeeded to a certaln extent, which is
related to the fact that theEW theory uni estheweak Interaction wWiho® ' M 7

scale) and the electrom agnetic interactions W ith q2 " 0 scak). W e, however,

{9



have seen that som e non-Bom corrections are now starting to appear. Next we
observed that the non-decoupling m + corrections are also required, which gives a
strong support to them echanian thatm . isproduced via spontaneous sym m etry
breakdown plus lJarge Yukawa ocouplings. Sin ilar way we also tested the bosonic
corrections and found som e sn all ndication for them .

Based on this excellent success, we are able to explore the rem aining unknow n
area, ie., the H iggs sector, w hich Idiscussed In section 3. C onceming such a H iggs
search, there are already a ot of papers. Unfortunately, the m -dependence of
one—loop quantities are only logarithm ic In the m inin al schem e and therefore it
isnot easy to get any strong restriction on m , but we have so far obtained som e
quantitative Infom ation. Such nfom ation is of course extrem ely in portant for
future experin ental pro gcts like LHC /N LC . Several papers pointed out that the
H iggs will be rather light, say less than about 300 GeV E]. W e have found,
how ever, there is also an indication for a rather heavy H iggs through our analysis
Oof LEP and W -m assdata.

D ue to the reason m entioned above, our results cannot be strong either, but
at least we can say it is risky to concentrate our attention on a light-m ass region
In H iggs searches at future experim ents, though Iam not a fan of a heavy H iggs
boson. M ore precise m easurem ents of the top-quark and W -boson m asses are
considerably signi cant for studying this problm (@nd also for ssarching any
new -physics e ects), and Iw ish to expect that the Tevatron and LEP ITw illgive

us a good answer for it in the very near future.
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ocp M z) 0113 0425 0127 0430
m Ge&v) 100 100 500 1000
ALEPH 112 152 139 147
DELPHTI 51 79 6:7 72
L3 11:6 60 80 92
OPAL 194 139 85 69
Total * 473 4390 3741 38

Table 1.Total ? forthe four Collborations.

ocp M z) 0113 0425 0127 0430
m Ge&v) 100 100 500 1000
ALEPH 102 143 1241 125
DELPHI 477 75 59 62
L3 84 28 39 48
OPAL 194 138 80 6:
Total 2 4217 384 299 296

Table 2.Total 2 forthe Pur Collaborations by excluding the data orA
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ALEPH+DELPH+L3+OPAL

ocp Mz) 0:113 0125 0127 0:130

m Ge&v) 100 100 500 1000
m¢Gev)= 170 463 384 383 412
= 180 473 4320 371 38:1

= 190 518 504 389 375

Table 3.Total ? forthe Hur Collaborations at various valies ofm ;.

ALEPH+DELPH+L3+OPAL

ocp M z) 0:113 0:125 0:127 0:130

m Ge&v) 100 100 500 1000
m.Gev)= 170 4037 328 2977 312
= 180 4257 384 299 296

= 190 50:1 46:6 329 303

Table 4.Total ? forthe PurC ollaborations at various values ofm by excluding

the data orA;Y ().
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