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ABSTRACT

In these lectures we give a discussion of the structure of the electroweak Standard M odel
and its quantum oorrections for tests of the electroweak theory. The predictions for the
vector boson m asses, neutrino scattering cross sections and the Z resonance observables
are presented in som e detail. W e show com parisons w ith the recent experin entaldata and
their In plications for the present status of the Standard M odel. Finally we address the
question how virtualNew Physics can In uence the predictions for the precision observables
and discuss the m Inim al supersym m etric standard m odel as a soecial exam ple of particular
theoretical interest.

1 Introduction
T he present theory of the electrow eak interaction, known as the \Standard M odel" [14], is a gauge Invariant quantum
eld theory w ith the symm etry group SU (2) U (1) spontaneously broken by the H iggsm echanian . Tt contains three
free param eters to describe the gauge bosons ;W ;Z and their interactions w ith the ferm ions. For a com parison
betw een theory and experin ent three independent experin ental Input data are required. T he m ost natural choice is
given by the electrom agnetic ne structure constant , the muon decay constant Fem iconstant) G , and the m ass
of the Z boson which hasm eanwhile been m easured w ith high accuracy. O ther m easurable quantities are predicted
In tem s of the Input data. Each additional precision experin ent which allow s the detection of an all deviations from
the low est order predictions can be considered a test of the electrow eak theory at the quantum level. In the Feynm an
graph expansion ofthe scattering am plitude for a given process the higher order tem s show up as diagram s containing
closed loops. The lowest order am plitudes could also be derived from a corresponding classical eld theory whereas
the loop contributions can only be obtained from the quantized version. T he renom alizability of the Standard M odel
i_E;] ensures that it retains its predictive power also in higher orders. T he higher order tem s, com m only called radiative
corrections, are the quantum e ects of the electrow eak theory. T hey are com plicated in their concrete form , but they
are nally the consequence of the basic Lagrangian w ith a sinple structure. The quantum ocorrections contain the
self-coupling of the vector bosons as well as their interactions w ith the H ggs eld and the top quark, and provide the
theoreticalbasis for electrow eak precision tests. A ssum ing the validiy of the Standard m odel, the presence of the top
quark and the H iggs boson in the loop contributions to electrow eak cbservables allow s to obtain signi cant bounds on
their m asses from precision m easurem ents of these cbservables.
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T he present generation of high precision experin ents hence in poses stringent tests on the Standard M odel.
B esides the In pressive achievem ents in the determ ination ofthe Z boson param eters f_d] and theW m ass tj], them ost
In portant step hasbeen the discovery of the top quark at the Tevatron t_é] w ith them assdeterm nationm = 180 12
G eV, which coincides perfectly w ith the indirectly obtained m ass range via the radiative corrections.

T he high experin ental sensitivity In the electrow eak observables, at the levelofthe quantum e ects, requires the
highest standards on the theoretical side aswell. A sizeable am ount ofwork has contributed over the last few yearsto
a steadily rising in provem ent of the standard m odel predictions pinning down the theoretical uncertainties to a level
su clently am all for the current interpretation of the precision data, but still sizeable enough to provoke con ict w ith
a further increase in the experim ental accuracy.

The lack of direct signals from \New P hysics" m akes the high precision experim ents also a unigue tool in the
search for indirect e ects: through de nite deviations of the experin ental results from the theoretical predictions of
them Inin alStandard M odel. Since such deviations are expected to be an all, ofthe typical size of the Standard M odel
radiative corrections, it is nevitable to have the the standard loop e ects in the precision observables under control.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602380v1

In these lectureswe give a brief discussion ofthe structure ofthe Standard M odeland its quantum corrections for
testing the electrow eak theory at present and fiiture colliders. T he predictions for the vector boson m asses, neutrino
scattering cross sections, and the Z resonance observables like the width ofthe Z resonance, partialw idths, e ective
neutral current coupling constantsand m ixing anglesat the Z peak, are presented in som e detail. W e show com parisons
w ith the recent experin ental data and their in plications for the present status of the Standard M odel. Finally we
address the question how virtualNew Physics can in uence the predictions for the precision ocbservables and discuss
the m Inin al supersym m etric standard m odel as a special exam ple of particular theoretical interest.

2 The electroweak Standard M odel

2.1 The Standard M odel Lagrangian
T he phenom enologicalbasis for the form ulation of the Standard M odel is given by the follow Ing em pirical facts:

The SU 2) U (1) fam ily structure of the ferm ions:
T he ferm Jons appear as fam ilies w ith left-handed doublets and right-handed singlets:
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T hey can be characterized by the quantum num bers of the weak isospin I, I3, and the weak hypercharge Y .

The G ellM ann-N ishijim a relation:
Between the quantum num bers classifying the ferm ions w ith respect to the group SU 2) U (1) and their electric
charges Q the relation

Q = Iz + b @)
>0
is valid.

T he existence of vector bosons:
T here are 4 vector bosons as carriers of the electrow eak force

; W+; W ; Z
w here the photon ism asslessand theW ,Z havemassesMy 6 0,M 3z & 0.

T his em pirical structure can be embedded in a gauge invariant eld theory of the uni ed electrom agnetic and weak

Interactionsby interpreting SU (2) U (1) asthe group ofgauge transform ationsunderw hich the Lagrangian is invariant.

T his full sym m etry has to be broken by the H iggsm echanisnm down to the electrom agnetic gauge sym m etry; otherw ise

the W ;Z bosons would also be massless. The m inim al form ulation, the Standard M odel, requires a single scalar
eld Higgs eld) which is a doublt under SU (2).

A cocording to the general principles of constructing a gauge Invariant eld theory with spontaneous symm etry
breaking, the gauge, H iggs, and ferm ion parts of the electrow eak Lagrangian

Loa=1Lg + Ly + Lr @)
are speci ed in the ollow ng way:

G auge elds
SU (2) U (1) isa non-Abelian group which is generated by the isospin operators i ; I,; I3 and the hypercharge Y (the
elem ents of the corresponding Lie algebra) . E ach ofthese generalized charges is associated w ith a vector eld: a triplet
of vector eldsW 27 with T;,,3 and a sihglet eld B with Y . The isotriplet W 2, a = 1;2;3, and the isosingkt B
lead to the eld strength tensors

Wa=@Wa @Wa+g2abCWbWC;
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g, denotes the non-Abelian SU (2) gauge coupling constant and g; the Abelian U (1) coupling. From the eld tensors
(3) the pure gauge eld Lagrangian

L1
Lg= —-waw @ 7B B @)

is form ed according to the rules for the non-Abelian case.

Ferm ion elds and ferm ion-gauge interaction
The left-handed ferm ion  elds of each lepton and quark fam ily (colour index is suppressed)

w ih fam ily index j are grouped Into SU () doublets w th com ponent ndex = , and the right-handed elds into
sihglets

E ach left-and right-handed m ultiplet is an eigenstate of the weak hypercharge Y such that the relation (1) is fiil lled.
T he covariant derivative

. a . X
D =@ ig LW 2 + lglEB (5)
induces the ferm ion-gauge eld interaction via the m inim al substitution rule:
X X

Ly = Ij:‘j_D IJT‘+ Fj{j_D 1;-{ (6)

H iggs eld, H iggs —gauge eld and Yukaw a interaction
For spontaneousbreaking ofthe SU (2) U (1) sym m etry leaving the electrom agnetic gauge subgroup U (1), unbroken,
a single com plex scalardoublkt eld wih hyperchargeY = 1

.
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is coupled to the gauge elds
Ly =0 )"0 ) V() @®)
w ith the covariant derivative g
D =@ inawa+ile
The Higgs eld self-interaction
V= 2T o)’ )

is constructed in such a way that i has a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value v, related to the coe cients of the
potentialV by

2
v=p=: (10)
The eld (7) can be written in the ollow Ing way:

.
x) = x) o
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wherethecomponents * ,H, now havevacuum expectation values zero. E xploiting the invariance ofthe Lagrangian
one notices that the components *; can be gauged away which m eans that they are unphysical # iggs ghosts or

would-be G odstone bosons). In this particular gauge, the uniary gauge, the H iggs eld has the sim ple form

®) = 1 0
B 19—5 v+ H x)
T he realpart of 9, H &), descrbes physical neutral scalar particles w ith m ass

j o
My = 2: 12)



The Higgs eld com ponents have triple and quartic self couplings follow ing from V , and couplings to the gauge elds
via the kinetic term ofEqg. (8).

In addition, Yukawa couplings to ferm ions are introduced in order to m ake the charged ferm ionsm assive. T he
Yukawa term is conveniently expressed in the doublt eld com ponents (7). W e w rite it down for one fam ily of leptons
and quarks:

Lyskawa = d(z "R+ %k 1+% "R+%k °%L)
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denotes the adpint of * .

By v 6 0 femm don m ass temn s are Induced. The Yukawa coupling constants gy4;, are related to the m asses of the
charged ferm ionsby Eq. 23). In the unitary gauge the Yukawa Lagrangian is particularly sinple:
X X m.
Lyukawa = me ¢ s - ff H : (14)
£ £

A s a ram nant ofthism echanisn for generating ferm ion m asses in a gauge invariant way, Yukaw a Interactions betw een
the m assive ferm ions and the physical H iggs eld occur w ith coupling constants proportional to the ferm ion m asses.

P hysical elds and param eters
T he gauge Invariant H iggsgauge eld interaction in the kinetic part ofEq. (8) gives rise to m ass tem s for the vector
bosons in the non-diagonal form

1 g 2 2 2 v 3, 9% 9192 w3
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T he physical content becom es trangparent by perform ing a transform ation from the eldsW #,B (in temm s ofwhich
the sym m etry ism anifest) to the \physical" elds

_ 1 1 2
W —?—E(W w ) (16)
and
Z = +cosy W +shyB a7)
A = Sjl'lwW3+COSwB

In these eldsthemasstem (15) isdiagonaland has the form
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The m ixing angle in the rotation (17) is given by
M
coSs =pL= 7 (20)
Ftg Mz

p
Identifying A w ith the photon eld which couplesvia the electric chargee= 4 to the electron, e can be expressed
In tem s of the gauge couplings in the follow Ing way
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Finally, from the Yukawa coupling term s in Eq. (13) the ferm ion m asses are obtained:
\4 P-g
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T he relations above allow one to replace the original set of param eters
Qi gii ;i Cige @4)
by the equivalent set ofm ore physical param eters
&My jMz;Myg;me @5)

where each ofthem can (in principle) directly be m easured In a suitable experin ent.
An additional very precisely m easured param eter is the Fem i constant G which is the e ective 4-ferm ion
coupling constant In the the Fermm im odel, m easured by the m uon lifetim e:
G =1:16639Q) 10°Gev

C onsistency of the Standard M odel at o M V% w ith the Ferm im odel requires the identi cation (see section 5)

e2

2
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G
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which allow s us to relate the vector boson m asses to the param eters ;G , and sin® y as Dlows:

1
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and thus to establish also the M y M interdependence:
w2 1 Meo oo 28)
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22 Gauge xing and ghost elds

Since the S m atrix elem ent for any physical process is a gauge invariant quantity it is possible to work in the uniary
gauge w ih no unphysical particles in intemal lines. For a system atic treatm ent of the quantization of L., and for
higher order calculations, however, one better refers to a renom alizable gauge. T his can be done by adding to L. a
gauge xing Lagrangian, for exam ple

Lfix = }F2+F2+2FF 29
fix — 2 7 + ()

w ith linear gauge xings ofthe 't Hooft type:
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w ith arbitrary param eters " %7 | In this class of 't H ooft gauges, the vector boson propagators have the form

i e V)kk
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the propagators for the unphysicalH iggs elds are given by
: o (32)
r
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and H iggsvector boson transitions do not occur.

For com pletion of the renom alizable Lagrangian the Faddeev-P opov ghost term Ly, has to be added [_Eé] n oxder to
balance the undesired e ects in the unphysical com ponents introduced by L ¢ :

L= LC1+ ij_x + Lgh (34)

w here

Lgn = u &) F(x) u (%) (35)

wih ghost edsu ,u?,u , and £ being the change of the gauge xing operators (30) under in nitesin al gauge
transform ations characterized by (x) = f @ x); ¥ &)g.

In the "t HooftFeynm an gauge ( = 1) the vector boson propagators (31) becom e particularly sinple: the
transverse and longitudinal com ponents, aswell as the propagators for the unphysicalH iggs elds , and the ghost
eldsu ,u? have polswhich coincide w ith the m asses of the corresponding physicalparticlesW and Z .

2.3 Feynm an rules
E xpressed In tem s of the physical param eters we can w rite dow n the Lagrangian

L@ ;W ;Z ;H; ; ;u ;u”iu My iMgjei::)

In a way which allows us to read o the propagators and the vertices m ost directly. W e specify them in the R -1
gauge w here the vector boson propagators have the sin ple algebraic form g
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+ interaction temm s
VV;VH;HH

+ (unphysical degrees of freedom )

Lr + Lyukawa =
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T hese Feynm an rules provide the Ingredients to calculate the low est order am plitudes for ferm ionic processes. For the
com plete list of all interaction vertices we refer to the literature [_l(_i]

In oxder to describe scattering processes between light ferm ions in lowest order we can, in m ost cases, neglect
the exchange ofH iggs bosons because of their sm all Yukaw a couplings to the known ferm ions. T he standard processes
accessible by the experin ental facilities are basically 4-ferm ion processes. These are m ediated by the gauge bosons
and, su cient in lowest order, de ned by the vertices for the ferm ions interacting w ith the vector bosons. T hey are
given in the Lagrangian above for the electrom agnetic, neutral and charged current interactions. T he neutral current
coupling constants n (36) read

Ve = I:;f 2Qf Sjn2 W
ar = I.: 37)

Q¢ and I3f denote the charge and the third isospin com ponent of fy, .

T he quantities V5x in the charged current vertex are the elem ents of the unitary 3 3 m atrix

0 1
Vua Vus Vup

Ucw = @ Vea Voo Voo B (38)
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w hich describes fam ily m ixing in the quark sector [_3]. Tts origin is the diagonalization ofthe quark m assm atrices from
the Yukawa coupling w hich appears since quarks of the sam e charge have di erent m asses. Form assless neutrinos no
m ixing in the lptonic sector is present. D ue to the unitarity ofUx v them ixing is absent In the neutral current.

Fora proper treatm ent ofthe charged current vertex at the one-loop lvel, them atrix Ux y hasto be renom alized
aswell. As t was shown In LLl:], w here the renom alization procedure was extended to Uk v , the resulting e ects are
com pletely negligble for the known Iight ferm ions. W e therefore skip the renom alization ofUg v In our discussion of
radiative corrections.

3 R enom alization

3.1 G eneralrem arks

The tree kevel Lagrangian 2) ofthem inimalSU ) U (1) m odel nvolves a certain num ber of free param eters which
are not xed by the theory. The de nition of these param eters and their relation to m easurable quantities is the
content of a renom alization schem e. T he param eters (or appropriate com binations) can be detem ined from speci c
experin ents w ith help of the theoretical results for cross sections and lifetim es. A fter this procedure of de ning the
physical input, other observables can be predicted allow ing veri cation or falsi cation of the theory by com parison
w ith the corresponding experim ental resuls.



In higher order perturbation theory the relationsbetween the formm alparam eters and m easureable quantities are
di erent from the tree level relations In general. M oreover, the procedure is obscured by the appearence of divergences
from the loop Integrations. For a m athem atically consistent treatm ent one has to regularize the theory, eg. by
din ensional regularization (perform ing the calculations in D dim ensions). But then the relations between physical
quantities and the param eters becom e cuto dependent. Hence, the param eters of the basic Lagrangian, the \bare"
param eters, have no physicalm eaning. O n the other hand, relations between m easureable physical quantities, where
the param eters drop out, are nie and Independent of the cuto . It is therefore In principle possible to perform tests
of the theory In temm s of such relations by elin inating the bare param eters {_1-2_:, :_L-C_’;]
A tematively, one m ay replace the bare param eters by renom alized ones by m ultiplicative renom alization for
each bare param eter gy
J=2499=9+ g (39)
w ith renomm alization constants Z 4 di erent from 1 by a 1-loop tem . T he renom alized param eters g are nite and
xed by a set of renom alization conditions. T he decom position (39) is to a large extent arbitrary. O nly the divergent
parts are determ ined directly by the structure of the divergences of the one-loop am plitudes. The nite parts depend
on the choice of the explicit renom alization conditions.

T his procedure of param eter renomm alization is su cient to obtain nite S-m atrix elem ents when wave func-
tion renom alization for extemal on-shell particles is included. O -shell G reen functions, however, are not nite by
them selves. In order obtain nite propagators and vertices, also the bare elds in L have to be rede ned In tem s of
renom alized elds by m ultiplicative renom alization

0= 2 : (40)
E xpanding the renom alization constants according to
Zi=1+ Z;
the Lagrangian is split into a \renom alized" Lagrangian and a counter temm Lagrangian

L(0i9) =L@ " ;2,9)=L(;9+ L(;g 2; 9 (1)
which renders the resuls for all G reen functions in a given order nite.

The sin plest way to obtain a set of nite G reen functions is the \m inim al subtraction schem e" E_l-é'] where (In
din ensional reqularization) the singular part of each divergent diagram is subtracted and the param eters are de ned
at an arbitrary mass scale . This schem e, with slight m odi cations, has been applied In QCD where due to the
con nem ent of quarks and glions there is no distinguished m ass scale In the renom alization procedure.

The situation is di erent In QED and in the electroweak theory. There the classical Thom son scattering and
the particle m asses set natural scales w};bere;the param eters can be de ned. In QED the favoured renom alization
schem e is the on—shell schemewheree= 4 and the electron, muon, ...m asses are used as Input param eters. T he

nite parts of the counter termm s are xed by the renom alization conditions that the ferm ion propagators have poles
at their physicalm asses, and e becom es the ee  coupling constant in the Thom son lin i of C om pton scattering. T he
extraordinary m eaning of the Thom son lim it for the de nition of the renom alized coupling constant is elucidated by
the theorem that the exact C om pton cross section at low energiesbecom esequalto the classical T hom son cross section.
In particular this m eans that e resp.  is free of infrared corrections, and that is num erical value is independent of
the order of perturbation theory, only determ ined by the accuracy of the experin ent.

T his feature of e is preserved in the electroweak theory. In the electroweak Standard M odel a distinguished set
for param eter renom alization is given in tem sofe;M 3 ;M y ;M g ;m ¢ wih the m asses of the corresponding particles.
T his electrow eak on-shell schem e is the straight-forw ard extension ofthe fam iliar QED renom alization, rstproposed
by Ross and Taylor '_ﬂ-'s] and used In m any practical applications f_l-(_)', :_fé, :_1-]', :_1-§', :_1-§_;, :_2-d, :_2-1;, :_2-2, :_Z-j,:_Z-fi,:_Z-S]. For stable
particles, the m asses are wellde ned quantities and can bem easured w ith high accuracy. Them assesoftheW and Z
bosons are related to the resonance peaks in cross sections w here they are produced and hence can also be accurately
determm ined. T hem ass ofthe H iggsboson, as long as it is experin entally unknown, is treated as a free Input param eter.
T he light quark m asses can only be considered as e ective param eters. In the cases of practical interest they can be
replaced in temn s of directly m easured quantities like the cross section ore* e ! hadrons.

T he electrow eak m ixing angle is related to the vector boson m asses in generalby
Mg
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where (% 1 atthe tree levelin case ofa H iggs system m ore com plicated than w ith doublts only. W e w ant to restrict
our discussion of radiative corrections prin arily to them ininalmodelwih (= 1.For #$ 1 see section 92.

Instead ofthe sete; M y ;M ; asbasic free param etersonem ay altematively use asbasicparameters ,G ,M gy f_2-§'] or
,G ,sh? y wih them ixing angle deduced from neutrino-electron scattering t_Z-Z:] or perform the loop calculations
in the M S scheme P8, 29, 30, 33]. The so-called -schem e} 32, 33] is a di erent way of book-keeping in tem s of
e ective running couplings. Here we ollow the line of the on-shell schem e as speci ed in detail in [L0, P41, but skip

eld renom alization.

3.2 M ass renom alization
W e have now to discuss the 1-loop contributions to the on-shellparam eters and their renom alization. Since the boson
m asses are part of the propagators we have to investigate the e ectsofthe W and Z selfenergies.

W e restrict our discussion to the transverse parts g . In the electroweak theory, di erently from QED , the
Iongiudinalcom ponents gqg ofthe vector boson propagators do not give zero results in physicalm atrix elem ents.
But or light extemal form jons the contributions are suppressed by M ¢=M 7 )?> and we are allowed to neglect them .
W riting the selfenergies as

W ;Z

=g "7+ 43)
w ith scalar finctions " # (?) we have for the 1-loop propagators V = W ;Z )
ig v ig ig ')

i = (44)
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(the factor 1iin the self energy insertion is a convention). Besides the ferm ion loop contrbutions in the electrow eak
theory there are also the non-A belian gauge boson loops and loops involving the H iggsboson. T he H iggsboson and the
top quark thus enter the 4-ferm ion am plitudes as experim entally unknow n ob Ects at the level of radiative corrections
and have to be treated as additional free param eters. In the graphical representation, the selfenergies for the vector
bosons denote the sum of all the diagram s w ith virtual ferm ions, vector bosons, H iggs and ghost loops.

Resum m ing all self energy-insertions yields a geom etrical series for the dressed propagators:

n 2 #
jg A\ v
— 1
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T he selfenergies have the follow ing properties:

Im "V M \f )6 0 orboth W and Z . Thisisbecause W and Z are unstable particels and can decay Into pairs of
light ferm jons. T he in aghhary parts correspond to the totaldecay w idths of W ; Z and rem ove the poles from the
real axis.

ReV M 5 )6 0 orboth W and Z and they are UV divergent.

T he second feature tellsus that the Jocations ofthe poles in the propagatorsare shifted by the loop contributions.
C onsequently, the principal step in m ass renom alization consists in a re-interpretation of the param eters: the m asses
n the Lagrangian cannot be the physicalm assesof W and Z but are the \barem asses" related to the physicalm asses
My ;Mg by

Mg? = M/ M7 (46)
M2 = MZ+ M7
w ith countertem s of 1-loop order. T he \correct" propagators according to this prescription are given by
i) e) @7
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nstead of Eg. (45). The renom alization conditions which ensure that M y ;; are the physicalm asses x the mass
countertermm s to be

M7 = Re " M2) 48)

M2 Re “M}]):

In this way, two of our input param eters and their countertermm s have been de ned.

3.3 Charge renom alization

O ur third Input param eter is the electrom agnetic charge e. T he electrow eak charge renom alization is very sin ilar to
that n pure QED .As1h QED, we want to m aintain the de nition of e as the classical charge in the Thom son cross
section

ot

Ty m2’

A coordingly, the Lagrangian carries the bare charge g = e+ e wih the charge counter tetm e of 1-loop order.
The charge counter tetrm e has to absorb the electrow eak loop contributions to the ee vertex in the Thom son Iim it.
T his charge renom alization condition is sim pli ed by the validity of a generalization of the QED W ard identity f_3l_i]
w hich in plies that those corrections related to the extemalparticles canceleach other. Thus for e only two universal

contributions are left:
e 1 Sy z (O)
— = = 0) — ¢
e 2 Gy M 7

49)

The rstone, quite in analogy to Q ED , isgiven by the vacuum polarization ofthe photon. Butnow , besides the ferm ion
loops, it contains also bosonic loop diagram s from W *W  virtual states and the corresponding ghosts. T he second
term contains them ixing between photon and Z , n generaldescribed as a m ixing propagator w ith Z nom alized as

. ig 2 &)
g ¢ M7

The form ion Joop contrbutionsto 2 vanish at ¢ = 0; only the non-Abelian bosonic loops yield 2 (0) 6 0.

To be m ore precise, the charge renom alization as discussed above, is a condition only for the vector coupling
constant of the photon. T he axial coupling vanishes for on-shell photons as a consequence of the W ard identity.

From the diagonalphoton selfenergy

=4
nom ass term arises for the photon since, besides the ferm ion loops, also the bosonic loops behave lke
bos @) L 1o O 10

Hdrf ! 0 kaving the pok at ¢ = 0 I the propagator. The absence of m ass tem s for the photon i all orders is a
consequence of the unbroken electrom agnetic gauge invariance.

C oncluding this discussion we sum m arize the principal structure of electrow eak calculations:

The classical Lagrangian L €;My ;M 7 ;:::) is su cent for lowest order calculations and the param eters can be
identi ed w ith the physical param eters.

For higher order calculations, L has to be considered as the \bare" Lagrangian of the theory L (M V? ;M ZO ;i)
w ith \bare" param eters w hich are related to the physical ones by
co=et+ e MI?=MZ+ MZ; M2?=MZ+ MZ:
The counter term s are xed In tem s of a certain subset of 1-doop diagram s by specifying the de nition of the
physical param eters.

For any 4-ferm ion process we can w rite down the 1-loop m atrix elem ent w ith the bare param eters and the loop
diagram s for this process. Together w ith the counter term s the m atrix elem ent is nie when expressed in tem s
of the physicalparam eters, ie.allUV sihgularities are rem oved.



4 O ne-loop calculations
In this section we provide technicaldetails for the calculation of radiative corrections for electrow eak precision observ—-
ables. The m ethods used are essentially based on the work of {_1_é] and ﬁ_3§].

4.1 D im ensional regularization
T he diagram sw ith closed loops occuring In higher order perturbation theory involve integrals over the loop m om entum .
T hese integrals are In general divergent for large integration m om enta UV divergence). For this reason we need a
regularization, which is a procedure to rede ne the Integrals in such a way that they becom e nite and m athem atically
wellde ned ob cts. The widely used regularization procedure ©or gauge theories is that of din ensional regularization
Eé], which is Lorentz and gauge invariant: replace the din ension 4 by a lower din ension D w here the Integrals are
convergent: 7 7
d'k 4 & k
@)r @ P
An (arbitrary) m ass param eter has been introduced in order to keep the dim ensions of the coupling constants in
front of the integrals independent ofD . A fter renom alization the resuls for physical quantities are nite in the lim it
D ! 4.

Them etric tensor in D dim ensions has the property

(50)

g=g9g g =Tr)=0D : (51)

The D irac algebra In D dim ensions

f ; g=2g 1 (52)
has the consequences

= D1

= (@ D)

= 49 1 (4 D)

= 2 + 4 D) (63)

A consistent treatment of 5 in D dim ensions ism ore subtle t_B-]'] In theordes which are anom aly free like the Standard
M odelwe can use 5 as anticom m uting w ith

f 7 s59=0: (54)

42 One-and two-point integrals
In the calculation of self energy diagram s the follow .ng types of one-loop integrals appear:

1-point ntegral:

Z D .

4 D d’ k 1 . i
er ke m e ™ ©3)

2-point integrals:

2 &k 1 i

4 D 1
=: /B imoa; 56
e P K mik+q® mni] 16 7 Boldimiim2) 6

2 Pk k ;k k i

4 D 7 1
=: B ; imoa; : 57
P K millk+q? mj) 628 @mum) ©7

T he vector and tensor IntegralsB ;B can be expanded into Lorentz covariants and scalar coe cients:

g Bi(imimy)
g Bolfimimz) + By (@Fimomy): (58)

B
B



T he coe cient functions can be obtained algebraically from the scalar 1-and 2-point integralsA and B (. C ontracting
G8)withqg ;g andg g yilds:

Z
kg i
= — B
k> mil[k+ @? m3] 162 '
Z
K = = DB, + B
k> millk+ @? mi] 16 2 » 2
Z
kag)® i 4
= Bo,y+ B : 59
kK millk+q? mi] gz IBnt dBa 69)
Solving these equations and m aking use of the decom positions
Z 5 Z Z
k 1 2 1
= ——+m
k> m?llk+ @ mi] k? m? YOk m?lk+ @2 mi)
Z Z Z
kg 1 1 1 1
k? m?l[k+ 9)? m3] 2 k¥ mf % k?  m}
+m§ m? 4 1
2 k> m?llk+ @? m3]
z 5 z z
ka) _ 1 kq 1 ka
k2 millk+ q? m3] 2 k¥ mf 2 k+q9? m}
+m§ mf cf kg
2 k? millk+ @? m3]
and of the de nition (56,57) we obtain:
1 2 2
By (fimim,) = EA(ml) Afmy)+ M7 mj d)Bo (im1;m 7)
1 2
By @imismy) = e Afmy)+ 2m1B0(qz;m1;m2)
2 2 2 2 T
+(<:12+m1 mz)Bl(q‘z;ml;mzﬂ-m1+m2 ?
1 2
By (fimimy) = g A my) mlBo(qz;ml;mz)
m?+m?
2@+ m? miB;fimiim,) %+% (60)
Finally we have to calculate the scalar ntegrals A and By. W ith help of the Feynm an param etrization
Z
1 ' 1
- = dX—
0 Bx+ bl x)?}
and after a shift in the k-variable, By can be w ritten in the form
LR ) S d k 61)
;moi;mp) = :
16 2 ° TR T e K RP+x@+m? m3) mif

The advantage of this param etrization is a sin pler k-integration where the integrand is only a finction of k? =
®°)? 2. In order to transom i into a Euclidean integralwe perfom the substitution E:

KO=1ik); k=1 ; &L k= id kg

1T he i -prescription in the m asses ensures that this is com patible w ith the pole structure of the integrand.




w here the new Integration m om entum kr hasa de niem etric:
k% = 1%; k§=(k§)2+ E+](]<)2:

This leads us to a Euclidean integralover kg :

Ly 'Zldx ot o ke 62)
=1
627 T, 2P K+Q)
w here
Q0=x*¢ xd+m? mi)+mi i (63)

is a constant w ith respect to the kg —integration.
A lso the 1-point integralA in (55) can be transform ed into a Euclidean integral:

i 10 Py
A = i : 64
16 2 ) 2 P ké + m? €9
Both kg —integrals are of the general type 7
& kg
&z + L))"

of rotational Invariant integrals In a D -din ensional Euclidean space. They can be evaluated in D -dim ensional polar
coordinates kZ = R)

z 5 Z Z 4
&P kg 1 P 1
———— =< dp dRR7 ' ————;
&2 + L)" 2 0 R+ L)®
yielding 7
= Fhe 2 @ P ey, (65)
@FP &+L @ P () '

T he sihgularities of our initially 4-din ensional integrals are now recovered as poles of the -function forD = 4 and
valiesn 2.

A though the 1hs. ofEqg. (65) asa D din ensional Integral is sensible only for integer values ofD , the rh s. has
an analytic continuation in the variable D : i iswellde ned for all com plex valuesD with n % € 0; 1; 2;::31n
particular for

D=4 wih > 0:

Forphysical reasonswe are interested in the vicinity ofD = 4. Hence we consider the 1im iting case ! 0 and perform
an expansion around D = 4 in powers of . For this task we need the follow ing properties of the -finction atx ! 0:

x)= — + 0 x);
X
( 1+ x)= l+ 1+ 0 ) (66)
X
w ih
= ‘Qy= 0577 :::

known as Euler’s constant.

n= 1:
Combining (64) and (65) we obtain the scalar 1-point integralforD = 4

( 1+3) 21 =2
A =
) @) = o "
, 2 m 2
= m — + log4 ]og—2+1 + O ()

m2
m bg—+1 + 0() 67)



Here we have introduced the abbreviation for the singular part
2
= - + log4 : (68)
n=2:

For the scalar 2-point integralB ( we evaluate the Integrand of the x-Integration In Eq. (62) w ith help ofEqg. (65) as
follow s:

(3) - 1 2 Q
¢ = - + log4 Jo + 0
(4 )2 =2 (2) Q 16 2 g g_z ( )
p— l .
Sincethe O ( ) tetm svanish in thelimit ! 0 we skip them in the ollow ing form ulae. Insertion Into Eqg. (62) wih Q

from Eqg. (63) yilds:

Z

By (@m;my) = dx
0

(70)

2 2 2 2 .
xq2 X+ m ms5) + m i"
g Ci: 12 2 1

T he explicit analytic form ula can be found in I_l- 1.

For the calculation of oneJdoop am plitudes also 3— and 4-point functions have to be ncluided. In low energy
processes, lkem uon decay or neutrino scattering, w here the externalm om enta can be neglected In view ofthe intemal
gauge boson m asses, the 3-point and 4-point integrals can In m ediately be reduced to 2-point integrals. T he analytic
results for the ;Z £f vertices can be found in the literature 1_55‘4] M assive box diagram s are negligble around the Z
resonance.

4.3 Vector boson self energies

T he diagram s contrbuting to the self energies of the photon, W ; Z and the photon-Z transition contain fermn ion,
vector boson, H iggs and ghost loops. Here we consider the ferm ion loops In m ore detail, since they yield the biggest
contrbutions.

Photon self energy:

W e give the expression for a single ferm ion w ith charge Q f and m assm . T he total contrlbution is obtained by
sum m ing over all ferm ions. Evaluating the ferm ion loop diagram we obtain in the notation of section 42:

2

2y _ A2 k 2. . 2. .
(k) - fo A(m)+2B0(krmrm)+2B22(krmrm)g
2 2 m? 2 2 2 i
= —3 Qf k ]og—2 + k“°+ 2m“)By (k“;m ;m) —3 : (71)

B denotes the nite fuinction

Z
2 . x°k? xK + m? .
Bok“;m;m) = dx log > i" (72)
0 m
In the decom position
2
m
Bo k*;m ;m) = Iog —5 + Bo&?m;m): (73)
T he din ensionless quantity
&%)
2y
k*) = Tz (74)

is usually denoted as the photon \vacuum polarization". W e list two sin ple expressions arising from Eq. (71) for
special situations of practical interest:



light form fons (3k§ m?):

m2 5 jk2 5
&)= 5-0% bg—+3 byt i K) (75)
heavy form jons (k3§ m?):
5 5 2 k2
= — o — 76
&) 3 Q% 92t 52 (76)
Photon —Z m ixing:
E ach charged ferm ion yields a contribution
v, m2 2
Lety) = — 22 e bg— + &+ 2m?)BokPmim) —
3 2sy Gy 3

A's in the photon case, the form ion Ioop contribution vanishes fork? = 0.

Z and W self energies:

W e give the form ulae for a single doublt, leptons or quarks,withm ;Q ;v ;a denotingm ass, charge, vector and
axialvector coupling ofthe up (+ ) and the down (-) m ember. At the end, we have to perform the sum over the various
doublets, including color sum m ation.

. X Vi + af 5 k2 5
&%) = — f —5—F 2Bk imeme)t —Bok ime;me) A fug)
4st & 2
f=+;
2
me 2 2 2
mBO(k;mf;mf)g
1 Am,)+Am )
"k = — —5 f 2Bp&im.m ) -
dsy 2
k2 m? m?
++Bo(k2;m+;m ) g (78)

A gain, the follow Ing two cases are of particular practical interest:
Light ferm jons:

In the light form don lim it k> m? theZ and W selfenergies sin plify considerably:

Vv +a’ + v+ a® k2
L2 = 3 u 4*24_] k2 bg— + i
Su
. 5 k2 k2 .
(k)=3—4svzq ]og—2+1 : (79)

Heavy fem ions:

O f special interest is the case of a heavy top quark which yields a Jarge correction mﬁ . In order to extract this part
we keep for sin plicity only those term s which are either sihgular or quadratic in thetopmassmy my ©N¢ = 3):

Z 02y _ vital+vi+at 3m ¢ m ¢
®K*) = Ne — > k —— og—=& +
3 4% & 8% & 2
k? m 2 3m ? m? 1
w 2 t t t
= N¢ — g —* gDty = 4
o €3 ag 92 8s 92T 3

(80)



The quantity {38
Z w
) )
= — 81)
M Z M W
is nite as far as the lrading ferm ion contribution is considered which yields for the top quark:

m

s
®
N

=N¢g ———

TR

N[\)‘

5 The vector boson m asses

5.1 One-loop corrections to the m uon lifetim e
T he Interdependence betw een the gauge boson m asses is established through the accurately m easured m uon lifetin e or
the Ferm i coupling constant G , respectively. O riginally, the -lifetine  hasbeen calculated w jt_hjn the fram ew ork
ofthe e ective 4-point Ferm iinteraction. IFQED corrections are ncluded one obtains the resul [39]

1 G’m> 8m 2 25

— = 1 1+ — (= %) 83
192 3 m 2 2 3 ) ©)

T he leading 2nd order correction is obtained by replacing

2 m
! 1+ — log
3 me

This form ula isused asthe de ning equation orG in termm softhe experin ental -lifetin e. In lowest o ,the Ferm i

constant is given by the Standard M odel expression (26) for the decay am plitude. In 1-loop order, G = 2 coincides
w ith the expression

G el w

- = ——— 1+

0)
+ ertex ;1o; : 84
> 8<07M 02 M 2 (v X) ©4)

T his equation contains the bare param eters w ith the bare m ixing angle

M 2

M

=o

=1 (85)

5 ¢

No

The tem (vertex;box) schem atically summ arizes the vertex corrections and box diagram s in the decay am plitude.
A set of nfravred divergent \QED correction" graphs has been rem oved from this class of diagram s. T hese leftout
diagram s, togetherw ih the realbrem sstrahling contrbutions, reproduce the Q ED correction factorofthe Ferm im odel
result In Eq. (83) and therefore have no in uence on the relation between G and the Standard M odel param eters.

Next we evaluate Eq. (84) to 1-doop order by expanding the bare param eters

e
& = e+ ef = f@1+2—);
e
2
Mg? = Mg 0L+ —2);
W
M2+ M2 M2 M2
02 \u W 2 Z W
9 = 1 = & +C§I (86)
M2+ M7Z M7 M7
and keeping only term s of 1-loop order n Eq. (26):
G e?
3 852 M 2
e M2 M2 "0 M2
1+ 2— CVZJT ZZ ;” + ()2 W_ 4+ (vertex; box)
e SW MZ MW MW
eZ
_— + r 87
82 M 2 L 1 87)

which is the 1-loop corrected version ofEq. (26).



Thequantity rEe;M y ;M 7z ;Mg ;m¢) isthe nite combination of loop diagram s and counterterm s in Eq. (87). Since
we have already determ ined the counterterm s in the previous subsection in term s of the boson selfenergies, it is now
only a technical problem to evaliate the 1-loop diagram s for the nalexplicit expression of r. Here we quote the

result:
M

z 7 4%
ertex; box) = —— g 2 + 6+ b : 88
( ) z g —% e 25 g (88)
The sihqular part of Eq. (88), up to a factor, coincides w ith the non-Abelian bosonic contribution to the charge
counterterm n Eqg. (49):

loM2 2 2 0)
s i aose MZ T

M2 M2 " MZ
e o0 &M M0, O N
SW MZ MW MW
2 0 7 4
w2 O 6+7ﬁ ogd ©9)
s My 45 25y

The rst line is ofparticular interest: via " (0) and them ass counter term s Mﬁ ;7 also the experin entally unknown

param etersM gy ;m enter r, whereas the residual tem s depend only on the vectorboson m asses. W e proceed w ith

a m ore explicit discussion of the gauge invariant subset of ferm ion loop corrections which involves, am ong others, the

top quark. This subset is also of prin ordial practical interest since it constitutes the num erically dom inating part of
r.

52 Femm ion contributionsto r
In the ferm ionic vacuum polarization ofEq. (89) we split o the subtracted part evaluated at M ZZ :

(©)) Re MZ)+ (0)+Re M72)

= Re” M2)+Re M™M2): (90)

T he subtracted nie quantiy A (Mzz)canbe split into a Jeptonic and a hadronic part:
~ 2y _ A 2 ~ 2.
Re MZ)_Re leptMZ)+Re hadMZ)'

Heavy top quarks decouple from the subtracted vacuum polarization:

N M 7
op M ) = —Q§—5ng : (1)
W hereas the Jgptonic content can easily be obtained from
n 2 X 5 M 2
Re M) = . 3 3 bgm—% 7 (92)

no light quark m asses are available as reasonable Input param eters for the hadronic content. Instead, the 5 avor
contrbution to Ahad can be derived from experim entaldata w ith the help of a dispersion relation

Z

N R (&9
2 2 0
)= —M ds"——— 93)
haa M 2 37 L MZ2im (
w ith
R ! hadrons)
R &)= e ! [ )

as an experin ental quantity up to a scale s; and applying perturbative Q CD for the tail region above s; . U sing '

yield
Re”, _,(s)= 00280 0:0007 (94)



forsy = M ZZ ,and thus con m the the previous value _._2_;] w ith an In proved accuracy. T he error is aln ost com pletely

due to the experin entaldata. O ther detem inations El:_;, :fl-l_i'] agree w ithin one standard deviation.
Combining this result w ith the leptonic part one obtains

Re” M 7)= 00593 0:0007:

Besides ™ ZZ ) weneed theW and Z selfenergies. For sim plicity we restrict the further discussion to a single fam ily,
¥ptons or quarks, withm ;Q ;v ;a denoting mass, charge, vector and axial vector coupling of the up (+) and
down () member. At the end, we perform the sum over the various fam ilies. W e discuss the light and heavy ferm ions
separately:

Light ferm ions:

In the Iight ferm ijon lim i, ie.neglecting allterms  m =M y ;7 , the various ingredients of r ollow from (79) to be
(In case of quark doublets w ith an additional factor N = 3):

W(O) m2
7 =0 > 0
MW MW
MZZZ_ V2 + a2 +v2 + a? ]Ogﬁ+§ ,
M7 3 4 & 2 3
M2 1 MZ 5
= — g —% + = o ;
M2z 3 4% IS e 9
together w ith
Re M2)= — @2+07) pg iz 4 5
© 2} = 37 B 92T 3
Inserting everything into Eq. (89) yields
r = Re M2
+ 1oMZ2+5
3 92T 3
0% + 07 CMZTT vf+a§2+v2+a2 12 14
sy s G 4s; 4sy
-
3 4s? 96
= Re” ™ 7) _ S % ogd, 95)

3 s

The term in brackets [:::] is zero w ith the coupling constants in Eq. (37). Thus, them ain e ect from the light ferm ions
com es from the subtracted photon vacuum polarization asthe rem nant from the renom alization of the electric charge
at ¢ = 0. For this reason, after sum m ing over all light ferm ions, we can w rite

Re” M 7) = 0:0593 0:0007: 96)

H eavy ferm ions:

O fspecial interest is the case ofa heavy top quark which contributes a Jarge correction mﬁ to r.In orderto extract
this piece we keep for sim plicity only those term s which are either singular or quadratic in the top massm ¢ my
N¢e = 3):
2 2 2 m
Re M ;)= Ng¢ Qy+Q7) og— +

3
vZ + a2 + v + a2 3m ?
M7 3 s 8sy o M7




Mﬁ B 1 mf_ 3m€ E 1
w2 Ne3 g P9 2w 9=tz
W 2 2

©) 3m ¢ m 1

2 - Ner o7 g — +
M 2 3 82 M 2

Inserting into Eq. (89) we verify that the singular parts canceland a nite tem mi rem ains:

%

E +

() pr= Re_ M})

wih  from Eq. (82), shce them 2-tem is ¢?~independent.

A s a result of our discussion, we have got a sinple form for r In the leading tem s which is valid also after
Including the ull non—-ferm ionic contributions:

%

r= - + (I rem ainder : (98)
S
contains the large logarithm ic corrections from the light ferm ions and the leading quadratic correction from a
large top m ass. A llother tem s are collected in the ( ¥) vem ainder - It should be noted that the rem ainder also contains
a tem logarithm ic in the top m ass (for which our approxin ation above was too crude) which is not negligble

top _ CVZV_ 1 bg_mt +

(1) rem ainder 4 #} svzv 3 M,

A Iso the H iggsboson contribution ispart ofthe rem ainder. For largeM y , it ncreasesonly logarithm ically (\screening"
ofa heavy H iggs [45)):

; 11 M2 5
H iggs ’ H .
() rem ainder 16 % ? bgMﬁ g ° (100)

The typicalsize of ( ¥) rem ainder 1S 0Ofthe order 0:01.

5.3 H igher order contributions
Since r containstwo large entries, and , a careful Investigation ofhigher order e ects is necessary.

(i) Summ ation of large tem s:

The replacem ent ofthe  part

1+ ! —
1
ofthe 1-doop result in Eg. (87) correctly takes into account all orders in the lading logarithm ic corrections () ™, as
can be shown by renom alization group argum ents t_4-§] T he evolution of the electrom agnetic coupling w ith the scale
is described by the renom alization group equation
d 0 2

— 101
d 2 aod)

w ith the coe cient ofthe 1-loop —function in QED

Q2 (102)

T he solution of the RGE contains the lading logarithm s In the resumm ed form . It corresponds to a resum m ation of
the iterated 1-loop vacuum polarization to all orders. T he non—leading Q ED -temm s of next order are num erically not
signi cant. Thus, In a siuation where lJarge corrections are only due to the evolution of the electrom agnetic charge
between two very di erent scales setbym ¢ and M 3 , the resum m ed form
1 1
G = p= =

=
mig 1 r Tmigs I x

(103)

wih r in Eqg. (98) represents a good approxin ation to the full result.

©7)



(i) Summ ation of lJarge term s:

For the heavy top quark also is Jarge and the powers ( ) " are not correctly resummed In Eq. (103). A resul
correct in the Jeading tem s up to O ( 2) is instead given by the independent resum m ation Iflzl]
! ! 1 L + (1) (104)
! ¥) rem ainder
1 r 1 14 :; -
where
_ 2 My G m?
= 3x[l+ x¢ ( ) Xe= —P= (105)
m ¢ 8 2 2

hocorporates the result from 2-loop l-particle irreduchble diagram s. For light H iggsbosonsM g m¢, whereM g can
be neglected, the coe cient
@=19 22 (106)

was rst calulated by Hoogeveen and van der B ij @'gi]. The general finction @, valid for allH iggs m asses, has been
derived In tgg]. For argeHiggsmassesM gy > 2m ¢, a good approxin ation is given by the asym ptotic expression w ith
r= (1'1'1 tZN.[ H )2 Elg]

49 27 3
@ _ 2 2
= —+ + —logr+ - g  r
4 2 d 2 d
r 2 2
+ 3 2 127+ 12logr 27bd r
r2 5
* 8 1613 240 1500 bgr 720104r : 107)
W ih the ressmmed -param eter
1
- 108
7 — 108)

Eqg. (104) is com patble w ith the follow ing form ofthe M i M, interdependence

™ 2)
G = E 2 ZM 2 L+ ( Den aj.nder]
Mg 1 5
w ith
™M)= ——: (109)

1

Tt is interesting to com pare this result w ith the corresponding lowest order M i Mg, correlation in a m ore general
modelwih a tree level -parameter ( 6 1: the treelevel ( enters in the same way as the from a heavy top In
the m nimn alm odel. The sam e applies for the quadratic m ass tem s from other particles lke scalars or additional
heavy fermm ions in isodoublets w ith large m ass splittings. Henoce, up to the an all quantity ( ¥) vem ainder, they are
indistinguishable from an experim entalpoint ofview ( isuniversal). In them inin alm odel, however, iscalculable

In term sofm ;M gy whereas ( is an additional free param eter.

(iil) Q CD corrections:

V irtual glions contribute to the quark loops in the vector boson selfenergies at the 2-loop lvel. For the light
quarksthisQ CD correction isalready contained in the result for the hadronic vacuum polarization from the dispersion
Integral, Eq. (93). Fem ion loops involring the top quark get additionalO ( ) correctionswhich havebeen calculated
perturbatively t_éz_i] T he dom inating term represents the Q CD correction to the leading m E term ofthe -param eter
and can be built in by w riting instead ofEq. (105):

T=3x. L+x P+ 4o 110)
TheQCD tem 5(_)‘,:_5-]_.:] reads:

Oy =0 o) a11)

QCD =



w ith
2

2
g=—- —+1 = 28599 (112)
3 3
and the recently calculated 3-loop coe cent [5:2[_1
o = 1459 for = my and 6 avors (113)

w ith the on-shelltop m assm +. It reduces the scale dependence of signi cantly and hence is an im portant entry to
decrease the theoretical uncertainty of the standard m odel predictions for precision cbservables. A s part of the higher
order irreduchble contrbutionsto ,the QCD correction is resum m ed together w ith the electrow eak 2-loop irreducible
term as indicated n Eq. (104).

BeyondtheG m ﬁ s approxin ation through the -param eter,thecom pleteO ( ) correctionsto the selfenergies
are available from perturbative calculations [52_3] and by m eans of digpersion relations @é] A 11 the higher order tem s
contrbute w ith the sam e positive sign to r, thusm aking the top m ass dependence of r signi cantly atter. This
is of high In portance for the indirect determ ination ofm + from M y m easurem ents, which is a ected by the order of
10 G &V . Quite recently, also non—leading term s to r ofthe type

_ s 2 Mg My
r oy = 3Xt — alF + azF
t t

have been com puted [_gé_i] Form = 180 G eV they contribute an extra tetm of+ 00001 to r and thus are w ithin the
uncertainty from

(Ir) Non-leading higher order tem s:

Them odi cation ofEq. (104) by placing ( ¥) rem ainder Into the denom inator

1 1
| 114)

1o a ) 0+ ) (D) remainder

S

o

=

correctly incorporates the non—leading higher order tem s containing m ass singularities of the type 2logM 5 =m ¢)
5

T he treatm ent ofthe higher order reducble temm sin Eq. (114) can be furtherre ned by perform ngin ( ¥) rem ainder
the follow ing substitution

jo i
2 2
- ! —G My @ ) 115)
S
In the expansion param eter of the com bination
M; o Mg
Mg Mg

after cancellation ofthe UV sihgularity in the com bination (89) orin theM S schemewith = M3 . Thisisdiscussed
in [_5§] and is equivalent to them ethod described in |_2£1] aswellas to the recipe given at the end ofref. {flﬁ] N um erically
thism odi cation is not of signi cance for a top quark not heavier than 200 G&V .

The re ned treatm ent of the non-Jleading reduchble higher order termm s can be considered as an in provem ent
only in case that the 2-loop irreducible non-leading tem s are essentially am aller in size. Irreducihble contrbutions of
the type G?m ZM 7 are unknown, and one has to rely on the assum ption that the suppression by 1=N ¢ relative to the
2-loop reduchble term is not com pensated by a large coe cient. For bosonic 2-loop tem s reducible and irreduchble
contrbutions are a priori of the sam e size and one does not gain from resumm ing 1-loop tem s. In order to be on the
safe side, the di erences caused by the sum m ation of non—-leading reducible term s should be considered as a theoretical
uncertainty at the level of 1-loop calculations in proved by higher order leading term s. (see section 7.5).



me | My =65 100 300 1000
150 80265 80242 80.168 80.073
160 80324 80300 80226 80.129
170 80.385 80361 80285 80.188
180 80449 80424 80347 80249
190 80.515 80491 80412 80312
200 80.585 80.559 80479 80376

Tablk 1: TheW massMy aspredicted by the Standard M odel forM ;, = 91:1884 G &V and various top and H iggs
masses, based on Eq. (113). = 0:d123.Allmassesare n GeV.

54 P redictions and experim ental data

T he correlation of the electrow eak param eters, com plete at the one-loop level and w ith the proper incorporation of
the lading higher order e ects, is given by the follow Ing equation:

MZ 1 My = p !
W 2 - = 2
M Z 2G (l ) (l "SCWT _) ( r) rem ainder
1
2 1 r

Theterm r In Eqg. (116) is an e ective quantiy beyond the 1-loop order, introduced to obtain the form al analogy
to the naively resummed rst order result In Eq. (103). — includes the 2-loop irreducible electroweak and Q CD
corrections to the -param eter according to Eqg. (110). The correlation (113) allow s us to predict a value for the W
m ass after the other param eters have been speci ed. These predicted values forM y are put together n table 1 for
various H iggs and top m asses. T he present experim entalvalie orthe W m ass from the combined UA2,CDF and DO
resuls ij] is

M P = 8026 0:16GeV : a17)

W

W e can de ne the quantiy r also asa physical observabl by
1

r=1 P (118)

=~

ZE N VI

N

E xperim entally, it is determ ned by M ; and the ratio M y =M ; . Theoretically, it can be com puted from M 5 ;G ;
after specifying the masses M g ;m+ by solving Eqg. (113). Both elctroweak and QCD higher order e ects yield a
positive shift to r and thus din inish the slope ofthe st order dependence on m + for large top m asses. The e ect
on rcoming from themodied @ i Eqg. (107) is an additional weakening of the sensitivity to m ¢ or large H iggs
m asses.

T he theoretical prediction for r for various H iggs and top m asses is digplayed In Figure 1.

For com parison w ith data, the experimnentall Iim its from the direct m easurem ents ofM ; = 91:1884 at LEP
t_é] andMy Inpp,Eqg. @Z:L?:), are indicated. T he constraints on the top m ass obtained from these results com pletely
coincide w ith the direct m + m easurem ent at the Tevatron ofm = 180 12 Gev -'_[53] T he present experim ental
error does not allow a sensitivity to the H iggs m ass. P recision m easurem ents of M y at LEP 200 willpin down the
error to = 00024 T he expected precision In the determ ination of r m atches the size of ( ¥) rem ainger and thus
w ill provide som e sensitivity also to the H iggsm ass. For virtual H iggs e ects, however, the observables from the Z
resonance are m ore suiable.

5.5 Input from neutrino scattering

T he quantity svzq resp.theratioM y =M ; can indirectly be m easured in the class of Iow enery experin ents com prising
neutrino-quark, neutrino-electron, and electron-quark scattering. The two m ost precise Inform ations com e from the
NC /CC neutrino-nucleon cross section ratios 5]‘] For an isoscalar target these ratios do not depend on the nuclon
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Figurel: rforM g = 65G&V (dotted) andM y = 1 TeV (solid), wih experinental 1 ranges.
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X - mc _ Mu 1 28 + La+ st
cc My 20§ )2
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M 1 28 +La+
R = -N¢ - u F 5 erw (119)
cc My 20 §)
withr= ..=.." 04.

The second factorn R hasa very weak dependence on svzq . Hence, m easurem entsofR  can directly be converted
Into values forM y =M ; . This principal feature rem ains valid also after the incorporation of radiative corrections in
Eqg. (119). Besides the Q ED ocorrections, vertex corrections and box diagram s which do not depend onm +, M y , the

dom Inant e ect mﬁ can sin ply be embedded In Eq. (119) by replacing

s !osi t G
w ith from Eqg. (82). This is obvious from the expansion (86) together wih Eqg. (82). Sihce an Increase nm + is
equivalent to a slight shift in % , the relation between R and My =M 7 )? isa ected only m arginally. This explains
qualitatively the stability ofM y =M ; against variations ofm : when extracted from R

T he present world average on svzq from the expermmentsCCFR,CDHS and CHARM [_5]‘]

ss =1 MZ=MZ=02253 00047 (120)



is fully consistent w ith the direct vector boson m ass m easurem ents and w ith the standard theory.

The m ixing angle which ismeasured In (@nti)neutrino — electron scattering has a m eaning di erent from the
quantity sfq in Eqg. (120). Ik ismuch closer to the e ective m ixing angl determ Ined at the Z peak and w illbe deal
w ith In the context ofthe Z boson observables in section 8.3.

6 Renomm alization schem es

Before one can m ake predictions from the theory, a set of Independent param eters has to be determ ined from exper-
In ent. This can either be done for the bare quantities or for renom alized param eters which have a sin ple physical
Interpretation. In a m ore restrictive sense, a renom alization schem e characterizes a speci ¢ choice of experim ental
data points to be used as input de ning the basic param eters of the Lagrangian in tem s of which the perturbative
calculation of physical am plitudes is perform ed.

P redictions for the relationsbetw een physical quantities do not depend on the choice ofa speci ¢ renom alization
schem e if we perform the calculation to all orders in the perturbative expansion. P ractical calculations, how ever, are
obtained from truncated perturbation series, m aking the predictions depend on the chosen set ofbasic param eters and
thus leading to a schem e dependence.

D i erences between various schem es are form ally of higher order than the one under consideration. T he study
of the schem e dependence of the perturbative resuls, affer In provem ent by resum m ing the lading tem s, allow s us
to estim ate the m issing higher order contributions.

P aram etrizations or Yenomm alization schem es’ frequently used in electrow eak calculations are:

1. the on—shell (O S) schem e w ith
iMy jMgime; My

2. the G schem e wih the basic param eters

iG ;Mgzime; My

3. the low energy schem e w ith the m ixing angle as a basic param eter de ned in neutrino-electron scattering:
iG jsi® GmeiMgp

4. the schem e where the bare param eters g; G ; s% are elin inated and replaced in tem s of dressed running
(k?-dependent) param eters
€k);G K SK)ime; My

5. theM S-scheme.

In the ollow Ing we give som e details on the M S scheme.

The m odi ed m inin al subtraction scheme M S-schem e) I:_28_:, é?_;, :_3-
nie 1-loop expressions by perform ing the substiution

, :_3-]_4'] is one of the sin plest ways to obtain
E 2 2
tlgd + bg” ! log -

In the divergent parts ofthe loop Integrals, Eq. (68). Fom ally, theM S selfenergiesand vertex correctionsare obtained
by solitting the bare m asses and couplings into M S param eters and counter term s

MZ=M2+ M?; g=e+ & 121)
w here the counter tem s together with eld renomm alization constants
1+ 73
are de ned in such a way that they absorb the singular parts proportional to

2
= - + log4



A s a consequence, self energies and vertex corrections in the M S-schem e depend on the arbitrary scale

P erturbative calculations start from the Lagrangian w ith the form alM S param eters
L (é;MAW ;MAZ DR

TheM S param eters ful 1l the sam e relations as the corresponding bare param eters. In particular, the m ixing angle
in the M S-schem e, denoted by &%, can be expressed in term s of the M S masses of W and Z in the ollow ng way':

M 2
w_. (122)

& =1 —
M

N

The relation ofthe M S param eters to the conventional O S-param eters is obtained by calculating the dressed vector
boson propagators and the dressed electron-photon vertex in the Thom son 1m it In the M S-schem e and identifying
the poles w ith the O S m asses and the electrom agnetic coupling w ith the classical charge.

TheM S charge:

TheM S analogon ofthe O S charge renom alization condiion Eq. (49) reads:

Z
1 § w5
61 I _@+SEE - e (123)
2 Ms 6 M2
Z

T he 1h s. is the coupling constant of the dressed electrom agnetic vertex in the Thom son Iim i which hasto be identi ed
w ith the classical charge.

TheM S selfenergies n Eq. (123) read explicitithy:

5@ = TR 0
4 X 2 ;2
2 W
A 0) = 5 Qf ]Og—2+ 3:|Og 2 g;
£ £
Z
s w5 @ € M
- = — log : (124)
PN 2 2
¢ M z2 8
A natural scale for electroweak physics is given by = M ; . Hence, the correlation between e and é involves large

logarithm s from the light ferm ionswhich can be resum m ed according to the RGE (101). The bosonic tem s are sm all.
Resumm ation leads to the relation

& .
& = —h —— (125)
1+ == A (0)+ 4 bg—=%
Inverting this equation yieldsthe M S charge expressed in termm s of the O S charge
2
e .
& = —h A (126)
1 ez A O+ 4bg—
Choosing = M ; we can evaluate the expression In (126) to obtain the M S ne structure constant at the Z m ass
scale
N — 127
7 = 27)
w ith the value
~= 00682 0:0007 8 o Me 7]0 & Lo (128)
| | o m, 2 277 3

The rsttem is due to the light ferm ions. It can be obtained from the quantity in Eq. (96) by adding the constant

term
5 55 s
- -+ — @1+ —)
3 27



T he uncertainty in Eqg. (128) is the hadronic uncertainty of n Eqg. (96).

~ has to be distinguished from the e ective charge at the Z scale introduced In Eq. (109) which contains only
the light ferm on contrbutions. A heavy top quark decouples in according to Eq. (91), but does not decouple In

~ . Num erically one nds
(™) = 12808 0:02 009 129)

formy= 180 12GeV.

TheM S m ixing angle:

TheM S m ass param eters MAﬁ ;MAZ2 enter the corresponding transverse propagators together w ith the self energies as

Pllows V = W ;72 ):
1
Dy = (130)
2 P~ 2 v 2
kKoMy &)

The O S-m asses ful 1l the pole conditions

Mi MJ+Re T-MJ)=0 (131)

yielding MA\f expressed In tem s of the O S-m asses:

A2 2 2
M7 =MJ+Re [ —M): 132)
Them ass param eters MA\f are -dependent. W e can choose = M ; asthe naturalscale for electrow eak calaculations,

as done also for ~.

The selfenergies — arecbtained from the expressionsgiven in section 4.3 by dropping everyw here the singular
term  and substituting

el & sy ! 8 o ! €

in the couplings, with ¢ = 1 & . Tt is convenient to rem ove the overall nom alization factors and to write for the
realparts:

&
Re y5 = ghw K
Re 2 = £ a k*): (133)
M S Py :

Them ixing angle & in theM S-scheme, de ned in Eq. (122), can be related to the O Sm ixingangkes? = 1 M2 =M 2
by substituting M 2 , from Eq. (132), yielding

W ;Z
=5+ X5 €=¢ 1 Xy (134)
w ih
& Ay MZ) A M2 €an,mz2) !
WSt @ T uz &M 2 '@ eu: 439
M aking use of the property 2 , . ,
AW M ) AZM )
Xais= @y O X593 a2
W

the relation (132) can simpli ed:
(136)

T he Jading 2-Joop irreduchble contributions are incorporated by adding in (136) the extra tem @ with @
from Eqg. (110).



Eg. (136) detem ines & i term softhe O S param eters. &’ hasto be taken from Eg. (126) or (127), respectively,
for = My .Numercally it is very close to the e ective kptonic m ixing angle at the Z peak.

One can obtain & also . am ore direct way from the experin entaldata points ;G ;M 5, w thout passing rst
through the O S-calculation, by deriving the e ective Fermm iconstant In the M S-schem e

G & 1 137
P2 " seermz 1 ¢
where
Ehy 0 By MZ2) 4
t = ? Mﬁ "+ e
N ~ 7 5§ + £33 =¢ 10)
s = T 6+ 22 ogd ; (138)
together w ith
MZ = &MZ;
n 1 ) (139)
B 1 XM_S )

For given param eters ;G ;M 5 ;m ;M y the solution ofthis set of equations yields the quantities & ; * together w ith
My . ?isa snall correction and has only a m ild dependence on the top and H iggsm asses.

Thetem 'y In ¢ isthe vertex and box correction to the m uon decay am plitude in the M S-schem e E%_E)_]I The
given expression refers to a m ixed M S -on-shell calulation of the loop diagram s where ﬁ—coup]jngs are used but
on-shellm asses In the propagators. Num erically the di erences to the corresponding expression exclisively w ith MS
param eters is Insigni cant < 3 10*). The m ain di erence to the on-shell quantity vy I Eq. (137) (pesides the
param etrization) is the extra addiive term

A 2

n M
— ogd — bg—%  for

Mz
arising from the UV singularity in the sum ofthe diagram s.

TheM S quantities *; 8 are form alparam eterswhich have no sim ple relation to physicalquantities. T he interest
In these param eters is based on two iIn portant features:

They are universal, ie. process lndependent, and take into account the universal large e ects from ferm ion loops.
Expressing the NC coupling constants (see section 7.1) for the Z £f vertices in tem s of *; & yields a good
approxin ation to the com plete results (148):

P 5 &
2G My ¢ = m(l"' ®);
2 = &+ &: (140)

The avor dependent residual corrections “% and % are an all and practically independent ofm+ andM g . An
exoeption is the Z Ib vertex, w here also non-universal lJarge top tem s are present [_5‘25]

T he know ledge of the values for ~ and 8 at the Z scale allow s the extrapolation ofthe SU (2) and U (1) couplings

— A(Z). A 2y
ey T e —

AP

to Jarge m ass scales and, together w ith the strong coupling constant ( 2) i the M S-schem e, to test soenarios
0fG rand Uni cation. In particularthem inim alSU (5) m odelofG rand Un cation predictswih and s asinput
qE

égu (5) ™ zz) = 02102 8?3821
which is in disagreem ent w ith the experin ental result (table 7). Supersymm etric m odels of G rand Uni cation,
however, are n favor t_6-(_j, :_6-]_}]



7 Z physics in electron-positron annihilation

Them easurem ent ofthe Z m ass from the Z line shape at LEP providesusw ith an addiionalprecise lnput param eter

besides and G . O ther ocbservable quantities from the Z peak, lke total and partial decay w idths, asym m etries,
-“polarization, allow us to perform precision tests of the theory by com parison w ith the theoretical predictions.

In lowest order, the Z observables are compltely xed n tetmmsof ;G ;M ; applying the rules and relations
of section 2 to com pute the Bom and Z exchange diagram s. Since 1-loop tem s are ofthe order = and typically
enhanced by factors  logMZ=mZ or mZ=M ?,thesize = = 00023 ;n view of experin ental precisions of a few
10 3 inm ediately signals the need fr dresshg the Bom am plitudes by next order contrbutions.

7.1 Amplitudes and e ective couplings

A gauge invardant subset ofthe 1-loop diagram stoe" e ! ff aretheQED corrections: T he sum ofthe virtualphoton
loop graphsisUV niebut IR = infrared) divergent because ofthe m assless photon. T he IR -divergence is cancelled
by adding the cross section w ith realphoton brem sstrahling (after Integrating over the phase space for experin entally
nvisible photons) which always accom panies a realistic scattering process. Since the phase space for invisble photons
is a detector dependent quantity the Q ED corrections cannot in generalbe separated from the experin ental device.

O ur discussion w ill concentrate on the residual set of 1-loop diagram s, the nonQ ED or weak corrections. T his
class is free of IR -singularitiesbut sensitive to the detailsbeyond the low est order am plitudes. T he UV -singular tem s
associated w ith the loop diagram s are cancelled by our counterterm s of section 3 as a consequence of renomm alizability.
The 1-Joop am plitude ore* e ! f£f containsthe sum ofthe individual contributions to the selfenergies and vertex
corrections (including the extemal ferm ion selfenergies via wave function renom alization). T he essential steps for
getting the total amplilide nite are: expressing the tree diagram s in tem s of the bare param eters e;; M J?; 552
expanding the bare quantities according to Eq. (46,86), and inserting the countertem s given by Eq. 48) and (49).
A fter som e lengthy calculations the total am plitude around the Z pole can be cast into a form close to the Iowest
order am plitude

AEe'e ! £f£! ff)=A + Ay + (oox)

as the sum of a dressed photon and a dressed Z exchange am plitude plus the contrbution from the box diagram s
which are num erically not signi cant around the peak (relative contribution < 10 *). Fortheoreticalconsistency (gauge
Invariance) they have to be retained; for practical purposes they can be neglected In Z physics. Resum m ation of the
fterated selfenergy insertions in the photon and Z propagatorsbrings the nite Z decay w idth into the denom inator,
and treats the higher order lrading termm s in the proper way. Sihce the lading tem s arise from fermm ion loops only,
we do not have problem s w ith gauge Invariance; the bosonic loop tem s have to be understood as expanded to strict
1-Jloop order. Num erically their resum m ation does not yield signi cant di erences but allow s a sin ple and com pact
notation.

D ressed photon am plitude:
T he dressed photon exchange am plitude, with (o + pe )2,

& QeQ e e h .
A = sf [+ F° F, s A+ F 5 F,

(142)

A A

1+ (s)

contains ©  asthe selfenergy subtracted at s= 0. W riting it in the denom inator takes into acoount the resum m ation
ofthe leading log’s from the light ferm ions, around the Z given by
X

~ 40 s . 24 £
ferm (S): 0:0593 FbgM—Z 0:0007 + lg QfNC H (143)

Z f6t

The form factors Fy;a (s) ardse from the vertex correction diagram s together w ith the extermal ferm ion selfenergies.
T hey vanish for realphotons: Fv;i;f (0) = 0. The typical size of the various corrections is (realparts):

TM2) = 0:06
F,°M7) ' F,°M7) "’ 10 °:

For the region around the Z peak, the photon vertex form factors are negligbly an all.



D ressed Z am plitude and e ective neutral current couplings:

M ore In portant is the weak dressing ofthe Z exchange am plitude. W ithout the box diagram s the corrections factorize
and we obtain a resul quite close to the Bom am plitude:

j o
Ay = 26 Mj ()7 (144)
[ @ 205 o) F 51 [ @G 2k ) L sl

2 s S
s M; + irz M
Z

T he weak corrections appear in temm s of ferm ion-dependent form factors and in the coupling constants and in the
w idth in the denom nator.

The sdependence of the in agihary part is due to the sdependence of In ? ; the linearization is com pletely
su cient in the resonance region. W e postpone the discussion of the Z width for the m om ent and continue w ith the
form factors.

The orm factors and in Eqg. (144) have universal parts (ie. independent of the ferm ion species) and non-
universal parts which explicitly depend on the type of the extemal ferm ions. The universal parts arise from the
countertermm s and the boson selfenergies, the non-universal parts from the vertex corrections and the fermm ion self-
energies in the extemal lines:

1+ ( )univ+ ( )non un iv (145)

= 1+ ( Junwwv* ( )non univ:

e;f

e;f

In their leading tem s the universal contributions are given by

( Juniv = + (146)
( Juniw = CV%T +
S

w ith from Eqg. (82). For incorporating the next order leading term s one has to perform the substiutions .

1
;e = 1+ + -'—.1 — +
Sy Sy

wih ~from Eqg. (110).

T he leading structure of the universalparts can easily be understood from the bare am plitude w ith the counter
term expansion

2 2 2 2
€0 _ € 14 25 % 5 Mg Mg
a5y q” as; < e sy M7 Mg
| 2 MZ
= 26 M; 1+ —£ x4
M
Z
and ) 5
My My _ +
M 2 M 2
Z W

In the quadraticm —tem . Thereby, G was Introduced by m eans ofEq. (87) together w ith the expression (98) for r.
In a sin ilarway one nds from Eqg. (86):

recovering () yniv -



T he factorized Z am plitude allow sus to de ne NC vertices at the Z resonance w ith e ective coupling constants g5 A
synonym ously to theuse of ¢; ¢:

- h i
NC  _ P 2 1=2 £ 2 *
J = 2G My ¢ (I3  2Q¢sy  ¢) ﬁ 5
p_ 1=2
- 26 M2 o8 d st (147

T he com plete expressions for the e ective couplings read as follow s:

" A g 2 # !1=2
1 r
q\f = Vf+25WCWQf¢+F\?f A H
1+ 7 M2 1+ "2 2)
1

h . - 1=2
£ _ Zfl 1 r
g, = ar + F, _ : (148)

+7re )

T he building blocks are the follow ing nite com binations of 2-point fiinctions, besides r In Eq. (89), evalnated at
s=M;}:

~ Re % (s) M2 M2 M2 S Z )
o) = 7 O+ i1 2 3 > > 2— 2
s My M/ Mg Gy M/
N Z Z O MZ MZ Z O
s Sy M/ Mg M

and the nite vector and axial vector form factors Fy,a at s = M ZZ from the vertex corrections together w ith the
extemal ferm ion wave function renom alizations

Z
. e zf Z £ £ Gt )
_— Fol(s F i)+ I 1 - ;
l2st & v ) sEL () 5 5) s M z2
after splitting o the sihgular part Z (0). D ue to the in aghary parts of the self energies and vertices, the form

factors and the e ective couplings, respectively, are com plex quantities. T he approxin ation, where the couplings are
taken as real, is called the \in proved B om approxin ation".
T he Z b couplings:

T he separation ofa universalpart in the e ective couplings is sensible for two reasons: for the light ferm ions (£ 6 b;t)
the non-universal contributions are sn all, and (practically) independent of the unknown param etersm ;M 5 which
enter only the universalpart. This is, however, not true for the bquark where also the non-universal parts have a
strong dependence on m ¢ t_i-g'] resulting from the virtualtop quark in the vertex corrections. T he di erence between
the d and b couplings can be param etrized in the follow ing way

p= a@+ F; s=si0+ ) (150)

w ith the quantiy

calculated perturbatively, at the present level com prising: the com plete 1-loop order term 55_5] w ith x¢ from Eq. (105):

G M2 m
o _ z t
= 2x —P=C; + 1) o + ; (151)
62 2 qu ng
the Jleading electrow eak 2-loop contrbution ofO G 2 m [fl-gi :_-Z_i
(2) — 2>€ (2); (152)

where @ J'saﬁmctjon ofMy=m.with ® =9 2=3fprMy m ¢; the QCD corrections to the leading term of

0 ( sG m2) [63]
2

(s) — 2% _s ?; (153)



and the O ( ) correction to the Jogm <M ;; tem in (151), w ith a num erically very sm allcoe cient [{4]. i
ForMy > 2m. a good approxin ation for the 2-loop coe cient @ is given by the asym ptotic expression [49]
with r= =M 4 )2

2) 1 2 2
= 124 311+ 24 “+ 282logr+ 90Iog” r
4r 40+ 6 2+ 15ogr+ 181og” r)
3¢ ,
+ g @4209 6000 45420 ogr 18000 bgr) (154)

E ective m ixing angks:
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Figure 2: sin? e forMy = 65GeV (lowerline) andM yz = 1 TeV (upper line). A Iso shown are the experin entaldata
( 1 ranges) form¢ and sﬁ (LEP /SLC average). The dotted curve includes only the ferm jonic loop e ects via
and

D ue to the in agihary parts of the self energies and vertices, the form factors and the e ective couplings, respectively,
are com plex quantities. W e can de ne e ective m ixing angles according to
!
1 Reqg '
sf=sn’ =5 Re g= — 1 gz : (155)
43Q¢ 7 Reg,




me | My =65 100 300 1000
150 02319 02321 02327 02334
160 02316 02318 02324 02331
170 02313 02315 02321 02328
180 02310 02312 02318 02325
190 02306 02308 02314 02322
200 02303 02305 02311 02318

Tabl 2: Thee ective on-resonancem ixing angle sé forelectrons aspredicted by the Standard M odelforM ;, = 91:1884
G eV and varioustop and Higgsmasses (ih GeV). = 0:123.

from the e ective coupling constants n (148). T hey are of particular interest since they determm ine the on-resonance
asym m etries, w hich w illbe discussed later in section 7.4. C om pared to svzq , the on-resonance couplings are less sensitive
tom than the W m ass.

In table 2 we put together the Standard M odel predictions for the leptonic (electron) m ixing angle sg for various
valiesofm and M g . For the light quarks, the corresoonding sfl are very close to the leptonic values (0.0001 oru,
-0.0002 ford quarks). Sign cantly di erent is only sé :+00014 orm= 180GeV. Fjgure:j displays the com patbilty
of 52 with the data.

72 The Z line shape

T he integrated crosssection (s) fore" e !| ff around the Z resonance w ith unpolarized beam s is obtained from the
form ulae of the previous section in a straight orward way, expressed In term s of the e ective vector and axial vector
coupling constants. It is, however, convenient to rewrite (s) in tem s of the Z w idth and the partialwidths o; ¢
n order to have a m ore m odel independent param etrization. T he follow iIng form {_55, :_6-§'] ncludes nal state photon
radiation and Q CD corrections in case of quark nalstates: E:

12 . ¢ s s Mj z
(S) = . > . —2+Rf72+ If—+
Js MZ+:|MZ Z(S):? MZ MZ My
4 (5)2 2. £
+TQfNC Kgecp T+ gED) (156)
w ih
s) s, s M7, as7)
s) = = 2 "z
Z Z M§ MZ2

and ch = 1 for leptons and = 3 for quarks. The QCD correction n case £ = gisgiven in Eq. (172). The tem s
R¢; Ir; are small quantities calculable In tem s of the basic param eters. R and Ir describe the -Z interference
(In proved B om approxin ation)

20.0¢58 G 4 (s
Re = z T P= p
[95)%+ )21, )* + (g, )2] 2G M7
20.0: o 4 R
L - fgvfgv . (s)2 izm ; 158)
[93)2+ )21, )* + (G )2] 2G M z

and the last tem is the Q ED background from pure photon exchange w ith

&)= ————F———
1+ Re (.., )

2Since initial state photon radiation is treated separately the QED correction factor in Eq. (170) has to be rem oved in o .



and from Eq. (143). The sn all correction

ferm

2 £
X . , mE ¢ @ )°
- fr £

: Moz @)+ @)’

isdue to nite form ion masse ects n the nalstates. I¢ and have negligble In uence on the line shape.

T he s-dependent w idth gives rise to a dislocation ofthe peak m axinum by ' 34Gev :_[5_7,:_-6_53] The rsttem in
the expansion (156) is the pure Z resonance. It di ers from a BreitW igner shape by the s-dependence of the width:

©) S 2 12 e x 159)
res 8) = 0 2 2 2; 0= 2 2
(s M2+ ;a4 M :
By m eans of the substitution t_6-€_§]
S MZ+ids =M, = (A+1)6 M7+, ;) (160)
w ih
My =M, 0+ 2) 72 "= pa+ %) =2 (161)
Mz
a Breit-W igner resonance shape is recovered:
©) alF 162)
= 0 A A A
e s MZ2)2+M2"2
Num erically one nds: MAZ My / 34MeV,AZ z ! 1Mev. jsnotchanged.MAZ corresponds to the real

part of the S-m atrix pole of the Z resonance l_6-§_;]

QED corrections:

T he observed cross section is the result of convoluting Eq. (156) w ith the initial state QED corrections consisting of
virtualphoton and realphoton brem sstrahling contributions:

A
obs (8) = dkH k) (@ k)): (163)
0

kn ax denotes a cut to the radiated energy. K nematically it is linited by 1 4mZ=s or 1  4m®=s Pr hadrons,
regpectively. For the required accuracy, m ultiphoton radiation has to be included. T he radiator function H (k) w ith
soft-photon resum m ation and the exact O ( 2) result :_79‘] for nitial state Q ED corrections is given by {_65]

The QED ocorrections have two m a pr in pacts on the line shape:

a reduction of the peak height of the resonance cross section by

L AR RN L =y 64)
Z

a shift In the peak position com pared to the non-radiative cross section by:_-[jl]

= — z (165)

resulting in the relation between the peak position and the nom nalZ m ass:

2

p— , z
Mg+ —

Sm ax Z 8 Z 4MZ

! 89M eV : (166)




Tt is In portant to note that, to high accuracy, these e ects are practically universal, depending only on M 5 and 3
as param eters. T his allow s a m odel independent determ ination of these param eters from the m easured line shape.

A nal rem ark concems the QED corrections resulting from the interference between initial and nal state
radiation. T hey are not included in the treatm ent above, but they can be added in O ( ) since they are sm allanyway.
For not too tight cuts, as i is the case for practical applications, these interference corrections to the line shape are
negligble and we do not list them here.

From line shape m easurem ents one obtains the parameters M 5 ; 7 ; o or the partial widths, resoectively.
W hereas M ; is used as a precise Input param eter, together with and G , the width and partial w idths allow
com parisons w ith the predictions of the Standard M odel to be discussed next.

7.3 Z widths and partialw idths

The totalZ width ; can be calculated as the sum over the partial decay w idths
X
7z = £+ g= @ ! ££f); 167)
£

w here the ellipses indicate other decay channels which, however, are not signi cant. The ferm ionic partial w idths,
when expressed In temm s of the e ective coupling constants de ned in section 7.1, read:

s_____m ! D #
4m 2 2m 2 4m 2
£ . f £ . f £
£ = o 1 ]gvjz 1+ +3q, § 1 (I+gED)
M 2 M 2 " M 2
* geo (168)
" ' #
6m 2
, . f . £ £ £
o doy F+ 39 F 1 Ve Q+oe0) * e
Z
w ih _
£ 2G M)
0= Ng —1 : 169)
T he photonic QED correction
3
0ED =Q§4— 170)
isvery anall, maxmum 0.17% for charged lptons.
The QCD oorrection for hadronic nalstates is given by
h i
scp = o Jdo F+ 3o T Beo a71)
w ith t_7-_l]
2 3 Q2
Kocp = —+ 141 —=2 128 —= Tf 25 172)

for the light quarkswithm 4’ 0.
For b quarks the Q CD ocorrections are di erent due to nite bm ass tem s and to top quark dependent 2-loop
diagram s for the axial part [_71_%]:

gCD = 0 j9§f+jg§f Beo

12m 2 2
+odw F—5 —+ — (607 2V
MZ
s 3
+ —= (238 2429+ 0083%)
. 6mk23 S mn s 2 \ R
+ o joh ¥ L S 1+ =2 1796+ 1414 0083%)
Z

2
== 1M Z=4m?) 173)



me | My e u d b had tot Rhaa

150 60 | 1669 | 8384 | 2994 | 3824 | 3768 | 17402 | 24922 | 20.76
300 | 1668 | 83.74 | 298.7 | 381.7 | 3761 | 1736.8 | 24882 | 20.74
1000 | 1666 | 83.60 | 298.0 | 380.9 | 3753 | 1732.9 | 24833 | 20.73
175 60 | 1673 | 8406 | 3006 | 3835 | 3761 | 17441 | 24979 | 20.75
300 | 1672 | 83.95 | 299.9 | 382.7 | 3754 | 17406 | 2493.7 | 20.73
1000 | 1669 | 83.81 | 2991 | 381.9 | 3746 | 1736.6 | 2488.6 | 20.72
200 60 | 167.7 | 8432 | 3019 | 3848 | 3754 | 17486 | 25045 | 20.74
300 | 167.6 | 8420 | 301.1 | 384.0 | 374.7 | 17449 | 24999 | 20.72
1000 | 1673 | 84.05 | 3003 | 3831 | 373.8 | 1740.7 | 24946 | 20.71

Tabl 3: Partialand totalZ widthsin M €V forvarioustop and Higgsm asses (In GeV). = 0:125. Not listed are the

values for = 09977 o and . whith arevery closeto .
w ith )
\ M Z
= :|QgF
b
and

I®)’ 9250+ 1:037x+ 06324 + 6 bg(2p§):

The nite bmasstem s contrbute + 2 M €V to the partialZ width Into b quarks. M oreover, the top m ass dependent
correction at the 2-loop level yields an additional, but negative, contridbution. For large m + this top-dependent tem
cancels part of the positive and constant correction resulting from mp € 0 in O ( ).

R adiation of secondary ferm ions through photons from the prin ary nalstate ferm ionscan yield another sizeable
contrbution to the partialZ w idthswhich, how ever, is com pensated by the corresponding virtual contribution through
the dressed photon propagator in the nalstate vertex correction. Forthis com pensation it isessentialthat the analysis
is inclusive enough, ie. the cut to the Invariant m ass of the secondary ferm ions is su ciently large [Z_-4_i

In table 3 the Standard M odel predictions for the various partialw idths and the totalw idth ofthe Z boson are
collected. They nclude allthe electroweak, QED and Q CD corrections discussed above. O fparticular interest are the
follow ing ratios of partialw idths

Rhad = ——; Rp= ——; Re= ——: 174)
e had had

74 A symm etries
7.4.1 Left—right asym m etry
T he leftright asym m etry is de ned as the ratio

App = — 175)
Lt R

where 1 R, denotes the integrated cross section for left (right) handed electrons. A1z , in case of Jepton universality,
isequalto the nalstate polarization in -pair production:

Apol= ALR H (176)

T he on—resonance asymm etry (s= M ZZ ) In the in proved B om approxin ation is given by

ALRMZZ)ZAe+ AI{R"— A%R a7n



Q
f A AlL AL

0.1511 | 0.0002 | -0.0009

0.1511| 0.0002| -0.0009

c | 0.1511 | 0.0005 | -0.0003

b | 01511 | 0.0004 | -0.0001

Tabl 4: Contrbutions to the on—resonance left—right asym m etry for various nal state ferm ions. sn? .= 02314.

w here the com bination 2
295 21 4si
A= ng % > = ( - o) 178)
@5 )2+ @) 1+ @ 4sif )2
depends only on the e ective m ixing angle Eq. (155) for the electron. T he an all contrbutions from the interference
w ith the photon exchange

2009 4 M) .
A, = ——fR% o " L a79)
@+ ) g, +g,) 26 Mg z
and from the pure photon exchange part
|
-2
Lo A.0201% 4 M2 2 ™
LR 2 2 £2 £2 LS 2 M ( )
@+ g3?) G, "+ g ) 2G M, z

are listed in table 4 forthe various nalstate fermm ions. E xcept from legpton nalstates, they are negligbly am all. M ass
e ects from nal ferm ions practically cancel. The sam e holds for QCD corrections In the case of quark nal states,

nalstate QED corrections, and Q ED corrections from the interference of nitial- nal state photon radiation. nitial
state QED corrections can be treated In com plete analogy to Eq. (163) applied to & (s). Their net e ect In the
asymm etry is also very am all and practically independent of cuts [_75, '|_7-§] Ay thus represents a unigue laboratory
for testing the nonQ ED part of the electrow eak theory. M easurem ents of A g are essentially m easurem ents of sin? e
or of the ratio g =g; .

7.4.2 Forward-backward asym m etries
T he Porw ard-backw ard asym m etry is de ned by

Apg = ——— (181)

w ith Z Z
_ a L. g 2. 182)
F d r B S d .

For the on-resonance asymm etry (s= M ZZ ) we get In the in proved Bom approxin ation:
|

3 @ )?
AFB(MZZ)=Z AA: 1 4f+6f% + A§B+ AE?B: (183)
G, )+ @)
A¢ isde ned as
20" of 21 43Qf js?)
A; = Fh £ (184)

@ )2+ @ )2 1+ @ 4730 jsf)?



f | 2AA: | masscomection | A [, Azl

0.0171 <10 °© 00018 | -0.0001
0.0171 13 16 00018 | -0.0001
c| 0.0758 25 10 0.0011 | -0.0002
b | 01061 15 10 0.0004 5 16

Tablk 5: O n—resonance orw ard-backw ard asym m etries for sz = 02314.

w ith the short-hand notation for the e ective m ixing angle in Eq. (155):
S% SJI’% £

T he an all contributions A ;’g result from the the Interference w ith the photon exchange

3 20.0r S g 4 M2 .
Bis = ot P s o W 18s)
4 @22+ %) @, + g9, ) 26 M7 My
and from the pure photon exchange part:
i
2
o _ 3 RArQ20% 4 M) 2
Ap, = - — = P= > — (186)
4 @22+ g5 @, + g ) 2G M, M,

T he on-resonance asymm etries are essentially detem ined by the values of the e ective m ixing angles or e and £
entering the product A.A¢. Through si;f also the dependence of the asymm etries on the basic Standard M odel
param etersm ;M 5 is xed. The am all corrections from niem asse ects, interference and photon exchange can be
considered practically independent of the details of the m odel. For dem onstrational purpose we list In tabl 5 the
various term s in the on-resonance asym m etries according to Eq. (183) fora comm on valie ofthe e ective m ixing angle
s2 = st = 02314.

e

Final state QED corrections:

A coording to the representation of Arp as the ratio of the antisym m etric to the sym m etric part of the cross section,
the e ects can be sum mm arized as ollow s:

Ifno cuts are applied, only the sym m etric part

= r T B
gets a correction:
3 2
| 1+ 4_Qf 187)
w hereas [jj,,’j@‘]
(g g)= 0: (188)
This results in a correction to the asymm etry
3

Apg ! Arp 1 Q% (189)

4

which is a very am allnegative contrbution (<K 017 $ relative to Ay ).



QCD oorrections:

Quite in analogy, for the Q CD single glion em ission ﬂ_7-€j, }_3-_‘] the follow ing correction to the asym m etry for quark nal
stateswithm 4 ! 0 arises:

Arg ! Arg 1 — : (190)

Form assive quarks, the QCD nalstate corrections can be inclided by m ultiplying the purely electrow eak asym m etry
by a factor

S

1 =2 (L91)

The coe cient 4 is, to a very good approxin ation (1% ) for the known quarks given by ﬁ_gl_.:

16 mg4
q=1 ——+ 192)
3 My
which yields 8
% 1 foru;d-quarks
_ 1 002 Prsquarks 193)
¢ 3 1 007 frcquarks
1 021 forbguarks

withmg=500MeV, m .= 15GeV,mp,= 45 GeV.The exact form ulae are given in the report \H eavy Q uarks" @Z_;]

Initial state QED corrections:

Aswe know from the integrated cross section, the iniial state corrections give rise to a signi cant reduction of the
peak height which is due to the rapid varation of (s) wih the energy. Since the asymm etry App (s) is a steeply
increasihg fiinction around the Z the energy loss from initiakstate radiation s ! s’ < s leads to a reduction i the
asymm etry aswell:

Arp () < App () :

Q uantitatively, the O ( ) correction to Arp POrmuons close to the peak App '’ 0:02 is of the order of the on—
resonance asymm etry itself. Therefore it is ocbvious that also the higher order QED contributions have to be taken
Into account carefully.

W e can express the initial state Q ED correctionsto Arp In a com pact form , quite in analogy to the convolition
Integral for the integrated cross section (s) In Eqg. (163):

1 % K a 40 k) 4m 2
Arp (8) = — Ak ———"H K) rs (9 knax 1 —:
(s) o @ k¥

(194)

T he basic ingredients are the expression for the non-radiative antisym m etric cross section are

re 8)= F (8) B (8)

and the radiator function H* k). T he quantity
=1 k)s= @+ p;)°

is the invariant m ass of the outgoing ferm ion pair. The e ect of the change in the scattering angle by the boost from
the ff an sto the laboratory fram e is taken into acoount by the kinem atical factor in front ofH” in the convolution
Integral.

H is di erent from the radiator function H for the sym m etric cross section In Eq. (163) in the hard photon
term s. A ccording to the present status of the calculation, H contains the exact O ( ) contrbution [77, :78 .84], the
O ( 2) contrbutions in the kading-og approxin ation {85], and the resumm ation of soft photons to all orders BZ]

The behaviour of Ar g under initial state Q ED corrections is qualitatively sin ilar to that ofthe Integrated cross
section where the higher order Q ED contributions bring the prediction closer to the lowest order result com pared to
the O ( ) corrections.



The QED corrections from the interference of initial- nal state radiation are very small (j Arpy ¥ 0:001) if
no tight cuts to the photon phase space are applied. M ore restrictive cuts m ake the interference contributions to
Arp Inportant exceeding the levelof 001 (for muons) when the photon is restricted to energies below 1 G &V [_82‘]
The complete set of QED corrections is available In (sem i) analytic form , exact In O ( ) and wih lading higher
order tem s, also for situations w ith cuts, covering: energy or invariant m ass cuts, accollinearity cuts, acoeptance cuts
B4, 186, 87,1881 show ing agreem ent w ithin 02% .

7.5 Uncertainties of the Standard M odel predictions
In order to establish in a signi cant m anner possbly an alle ects from unknown physics we have to know the uncer-
tainties of our theoretical predictions w hich have to be confronted w ith the experim ents.

T he sources of uncertainties in theoretical predictions are the follow ing:

the experin ental errors of the param eters used as an nput. W ih the choice ,G,and M ; from LEP we can
keep these errors as an all as possble. The errors from this source are then determ ined by My sihce the errors
of and G areneglighly small. For any of the m ixing angles w ith 5 ;&*;s2

S 2 M 195)
£ & & M,

one nds

g2 10:

the uncertainties from quark loop contributions to the radiative corrections . Here, we have to distinguish two
cases: the uncertainties from the light quark contributions to and the uncertainties from the heavy quark
contrbutionsto . In both casesthe uncertainties are due to strong Interaction e ects, which arenot su ciently
under control theoretically. T he problem s are due to:

() the QCD param eters. The scale of 5 and the de nition and scale ofquark m asses to be used in the calculation
of a particular quantiy are quite am biguous in m any cases.

(i) the bad convergence and/or breakdown of perturbative Q CD . In particular at low ¢ and in the resonance
regions theoretically poorly known nonperturbative e ects are non-negligble.

T he theoretical problem sw ith the hadronic contrbutions ofthe 5 known light quarks to can be circum vented
by using the experin entale” e -annihilation cross-section i€ e ! ! hadrons). T he error [_49]

( )= 00007

is dom inated by the large experim ental errors in  oc €' e ! ! hadrons) and can be In proved only by
m ore precise m easurem ents of hadron production in €' e -annihilation at energies wellbelow M ; . The present
uncertainty leads to an error in the W -m ass prediction

Moy 5 (1)
My & $ 20 1
of My = 13MeV and sif = 0.00023 in the prediction of the various weak m ixing param eters s ;&;s2.

Thism atchesw ith the present (and even m ore the fiture) experin entalprecision in the electrow eak m ixing angle.

T he uncertainties from the QCD contributions, besides the 3 M €V in the hadronic Z width from ¢ = 0006,
can essentially be traced back to those in the top quark loops for the -param eter. They can be com bined into
the follow ing errors &_355], w hich have In proved due to the recently available 3-loop result:

()’ 15 10 £’ 00001
form.= 174 G&V, and slightly larger for heavier top.

the uncertainties from om ission of higher order e ects. The size of unknown higher order contributions can be
estin ated by di erent treatm ents of non—leading termm s of higher order in the im plem entation of radiative correc—
tions In electrow eak cbservables (bptions’) and by Investigations of the schem e dependence. E xplicit com parisons
between the results of 5 di erent com puter codes based on on-shell and l\ﬁ calcu]atjops for the Z resonance
observables are docum ented in the \E lectroweak W orking G roup Report" [_9@] in ref. t_91:] (s=e also {_9;5]) . The



typical size of the genuine electrow eak uncertainties is of the order 0.1% . T he follow Ing table 6 show s the uncer—
tainty in a selected set of precision observables. In particular for the very precise si the theoretical uncertainty
is still rem arkable. In provem ents of the accuracy displayed in table 6 require system atic electroweak and Q CD —
electroweak 2-loop calculations. A s an exam pl for the In portance of electrow eak non—lading 2-loop e ects, an
explicit calculation ofthese term shasbeen perform ed for  (the overallnom alization) in neutrino scattering :L@_i]:
they are sizeable and com parable to the O (G?m ;) temn . Hence, one should take the registered uncertainties also
for the Z region very seriously.

Observable O 0 40
My Gev) 45 103 |16 1072
e Mev) 13 102 |31 10°

z Mev) 02 14
s 55 10°| 14 101
s 50 10° |15 10°
Rhaa 40 103| 90 10°3
Rp 6:5 10° |17 1014
R. 20 10°| 45 10°
bad mp) 70 10°|85 10°3
AL, 93 10° |22 10°
Ab, 30 10*|74 10°
AS, 23 10*|57 10°
Arr 42 10% |87 101

Table 6: Largest halfdi erences am ong central values ( ) and am ong m axim al and m inin al predictions ( ) for
me= 175GeV, 60GeV < My < 1TeV and M 2)= 0:125 (fom ref. [0d)



| observable | exp. (1995) | Standard M odel prediction
M, Ge&V) 91:1884 0:0022 input
;. Gev) 2:4963  0:0032 2:4976 0:0077 0:0033
had mb) 41:4882 0:078 41:457 0011 0:074
had= e 20:788 0:032 20:771 0019 0:03§
v MeV) 49999 25 5016 11
b= had = Rp | 02219 00017 02155 0:0004
= naa= Rc | 0:1540 0:0074 0:1723  0:0002
Ay 0841 0:053 0:9346  0:0006
. 1:0044 0:0016 1:0050 0:0023
s> (LEP) 023186 0:00034 02317 0:0012
2 BLgr) 023049 0:00050 02317 0:0012
LEP + SLC 023143  0:00028
My Gev) 8026 0:16 8036 0:18

Table 7: P recision observables: experim ental results and standard m odel predictions.

8 Standard m odel and precision data

8.1 Standard m odelpredictions versus data
In table 7 the Standard M odel predictions for Z pole observables and the W m ass are put together. The rst error
corresponds to the variation ofm ¢ in the observed range (1) and 60 < My < 1000 GeV . The second error is the
hadronic uncertainty from = 0:123 0:006, asmeasured by QCD ocbservables at the Z :_[9_‘4] T he recent com bined
LEP resuls i_d] on the Z resonance param eters, under the assum ption of kepton universality, are also shown I table
1, together w ith s> from the Jeft-right asym m etry at the SLC [95]. The quantities ., s? are the kptonic NC coupling
nom alization and m ixing angle, assum ed to be universal.

T he value for the leptonic m ixing angle from the left—right asymm etry A g has com e closer to the LEP resul,
but due to its an aller error the deviation from the cum ulative LEP average is still about 3

Signi cant deviations from the Standard M odel predictions are observed In the ratios Ry, = p= pag and R =

¢= nhad- The theoretical predictions are practically Independent of My and ¢ and only sensitive to m¢. The

experim ental values, together w ith the top m ass from the Tevatron, are com patible with the Standard M odel at a

con dence kvel of less than 1% (see Figure :_3), enough to clain a deviation from the Standard M odel. The other

precision observables are in perfect agreem ent w ith the Standard M odel. Note that the experin ental value for -

exhibits the presence of genuine electrow eak corrections by nearly 3 standard deviations. T he in portance of bosonic
corrections is visble for s?, F igure 2.

8.2 Standard m odel ts
A ssum Ing the validity of the Standard M odel a global t to all electroweak results from LEP, SLD, pp and N
constrains the param etersm ¢; s as ollow s: E]

m.=178 §3/Gev; o=0:123 0004 0:002 (196)

with My = 300 Ge&V forthe centralvalue. T he second error is from the variation ofM § between 60 GeV and 1 TeV .
The t results Inclide the uncertainties of the Standard M odel calculations.

TheW massprediction in table 7 is obtained by Eq. (116) from M 3 ;G ;
nation ofthe W m ass from LEP /SLD data,

and M g ;m . The Indirect determ i

My = 80359 0055 9.3GeV ;

is In best agreem ent w ith the direct m easurem ent (see table 7). M oreover, the value obtained for s atM ; coincides

w ith the one m easured from others than electrow eak observables at the Z peak i_9-§'].
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Figure 3: Contours In the Ry R ¢ plane derived from LEP data, corresponding to 68% , 95% and 99.7% con dence level
assum Ing G aussian system atic errors. T he short line w ith the arrow isthe Standard M odelprediction form = 180 12
G eV .The arrow points in the direction of increasing values ofm + (from ref. {_é]) .

8.3 N eutrino —electron scattering
The cross section for -neutrino electron scattering and the electroweak m ixing angle m easured by the CHARM IT
C ollaboration [_96] agree w ith the standard m odel values:

(e)=E = 1651 093) 162am?Gev !
SM  : 1723 10%?)
sin® . = 02324 0:0083: 197)

The m ixing angle is determ ined from the ratio

p . (e _1ta dsif )+ (1 4sif o)?
© (e 1 @ d4sih o+ Q@ 4sif )2

It coincides w ith the resul on s? from the Z , table 7, as expected by the theory. Them apr Joop contributions in 1:he
di erence, the di erent scales and the neutrino charge radius, lJargely canceleach other by num erical coincidence 1}_97_-].

84 The H iggs boson
Them Inim alm odelw ith a single scalar doublet is the sin plest way to in plem ent the electrow eak sym m etry breaking.
T he experin ental result that the -param eter is very close to unity is a natural feature ofm odels w ith doublets and



sihglets. In the standard m odel, themassM y of the H iggs boson appears as the only additional param eter beyond
the vector boson and ferm ion m asses. M y cannot be predJcted but has to taken from experin ent. T he present lower
lin it (95% C L. from the search at LEP is 652 G &V [98

Indirect determ inations of the H iggsm ass can be obtained from the precsion data. Them ain H iggs dependence
of the electrow eak predictions is only logarithm ic in the H iggsm ass. Hence, the sensitivity ofthe data toM y isnot
very pronounced. U sing the Tevatron value form « as an additional experin ental constraint, the electroweak tto all
data yleldsM g < 650 GeV wih approxin ately 95% C L. f_é], as shown in Fjgure:ﬁ! (see also [_5?] for sim ilar results).
T hese Indirect m ass bounds depend sensitively on sn all changes In the input data, and their reliability su ers at
present from averaging data points which uctuate by several standard deviations. A s a general feature, it appears
that the data prefer light H iggs bosons.
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Figure 4: 2= 2 2., vsmy curves. Continuous line: kased on allLEP, SLD, pp and N data; dashed line:

as before, but excluding the LEP + SLD m easurem ents of Ry and R; dotted line: LEP data incliding m easurem ents of
Rp and R.. In all cases, the direct m easurem ent of m + at the TEVATRON is included. (From ﬁfﬁ])

There are also theoretical constraints on the H iggs m ass from vacuum stability and from absence of a Landau
polke [_lOO as illustrated in FJgured and from lattice ca]cu]atJons QOl] .

A recent calculation ofthe decay width orH ! W W ;ZZ in the lhargeM y lin & in 2-loop order QQZ_;] has
shown that the 2-doop contrbution exceeds the 1-loop term in size (sam e sign) orM gy > 930 G&V . The requirem ent
of applicability of perturbation theory therefore puts a stringent upper lin it on the H iggsm ass.

H iggsboson searches at LEP 2 require precise predictions for the H iggs production and decay signatures together
w ith detailed background studies. For a recent report see [LQZS].

9 Beyond them inim alm odel

W e want to conclude with an outlook on renom alizable generalizations of the m Inim al m odel and their e ect on
electrow eak observables. E xtended m odels can be classi ed in term s of the follow ing categories:

(i) extensionsw ithin them inin algauge group SU 2) U (1) wih tree =1

(i) extensionswithin SU 2) U (1) Wih tree ® 1
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Figure 5: Strong Interaction and stability bounds on the SM H iggsboson m ass.  denotes the energy scale where the
particles becom e strongly interacting (from [103]).

(i) extensionsw ith larger gauge groups SU (2) U (1) G and respective extra gauge bosons.

E xtensions ofthe class (i) are, orexam ple, m odelsw ih additional (sequential) ferm ion doublets, m ore H iggs doublets,
and the m inin al supersym m etric version of the Standard M odel.

9.1 G eneralization of self energy corrections

If \new physics" would be present in form ofnew particles which couple to the gauge bosons but not directly to the
extemal ferm ions in a 4-ferm ion process, only the self energies are a ected. In order to have a description which is as
far aspossble independent of the special type of extra heavy particles, it is convenient to Introduce a param etrization
of the radiative corrections from the vector boson selfenergies in tem s of the static -param eter

Z7 O W W O ZO
0 - O L < B— 198)
M ; M2 o M
and the com binations
1 3 2 33 2
= — > M™;) ™)
1 Su 7 7
2 = FwmiH "M
= 0) ™7 199)

T he quantities in Eq. (199) are the isospin com ponents of the selfenergies

z _ 1 3 g

727

M- (200)

In the expansions
Re Bx%)= Y0+ k% Y«?: (201)

The -notation above hasbeen Introduced in _Zl_]' Several other conventions are used in the literature, for exam ple:



The S;T;U param eters of, [L05] are related to (199) by

4s? 1 452
5= 5 T== ;U= % @02)
the -param etersof_ :ﬂ:@ 1b
1= i 2= 2i 3= 17 (203)
the h-param eters oﬂ_-[}-g'7] by
1 4 4
hy = — (0); haz = P> 17 haw = haz + P="—7 2/ (204)
2G M2 26 M2
and theparameterso-ﬂzq 1b
1 1 1
0= o= i 3= P=——7F 1; =d 3 —P= o2 (205)
4 2G 4 26 & 4 2G

Further literature can be found in @iQ] The com binations (196) of self energies contrbute In a universal way to
the electrow eak param eters (the residual corrections not from selfenergies are dropped since they are identical to the
Standard M odelones):

1.theMy M, correlation in term sof r:

- S S8 L, 206)
S S
2. the nom alization ofthe NC couplings at M ZZ
£= 0+ 3 207)
w here the extra quantity
,d 7 2
z =My a2 ™)

In (207) is from the residue ofthe Z propagator at the peak. H eavy particles decouple from 5 .

3. the e ective m ixing angles

s |
2

si= @1+ 9¢; f=2I 1 1 éﬁ ; (208)

2 2G M2

w ith quq
0 1
= T 0O+ 55— (209)
ST 1 ST |

The nite combinations of self energies (198) and (199) are of practical interest since they can be extracted from
precision data In a fairly m odel Independent way. An experim ental observable particular sensitive to ; is the weak
charge Qy which determ ines the atom ic parity violation In C esium [_lQé]

Qw = 7320 043 082 () 102, (210)
being alm ost Independent of  (0).
T he theoretical interest in the ’'s isbased on their selective sensitivity to di erent kinds of new physics.

gets contrbutions only from light charged particles w hereas heavy ob ects decouple.



(0) is a m easure of the violation ofthe custodial SU (2) symm etry. It is sensitive to particles w ith large m ass
splittings in m thJpJets Asan exampl, we have already encountered feml JOl'l doub]ets w ith di erentm asses. An—

and m ixing angles ; frthe charged H and the neutralh® ,H ,A H Jggs bosons, yielding

G .
0 = = sin’( JE 015 M 5 M)
+ cod ( JF M7, MM E) @11)

with X X Xz b4
Y Y o o .

F x;y;z)=x+ g = g — g —
z Z Xy y X z z
For eittherM y + M pLeutral O Vice versa one nds a positive contribution
G M2, G M?2
)’ g— or “ﬁuml >0: (212)
8 2 2 8

A Iso a negative contribution
(O)<O f)rMh;H<MH+<MA and MA<MH*<Mh;H
ispossible In the unconstrained 2-doublet m odel.

1 is sensitive to chiral sym m etry breaking by m asses. In particular, a doublt ofm ass degenerate heavy ferm ions
yields a contribution
_nt8 Migyz ; (13)
T2t
w hereas the contribution of degenerate heavy ferm ions to (0) iszero. Hence, ; can directly count the num ber
N geg 0fm ass degenerate ferm ion doublets:

f=45 10" N

1 also gets sizeable contributions from m odels w ith a large num ber of additional ferm ions like In technicolor

models. Forexampl, 1’ 0017 ©orN;. = 4 and one fam ily of techniferm ions 105, 1111].

A further quantity , has been introduced @ié] In order to param etrize speci ¢ non-universal left handed contri-
butions to the Z b vertex via

4
F =g 0+ p); F=h =01 =i+ ) A+ p) ' ©14)
3

Phenom enologically, the ; are param eters which can be determ ined experin entally from the electrow eak precision
data. An updated analysis [113] on the basis of the recent electrow eak results yields for , the value

b= 99 45 (SM : 6:0)

T he Jarge di erence to the standard m odel valuie is an another way of visualizing the deviation between the m easured
and predicted num ber for the ratio Ry, (tabl 7).

92 Modelswith e 1
O ne ofthe basic relations of them Inin al Standard M odel is the tree level correlation betw een the vector boson m asses
and the electrow eak m ixing angle
T
e T M 2o y S
M any extensions ofthe m inin alm odel, like those discussed in the previous section, preserve this feature.

T he form ulation ofthe electrow eak theory in termm s ofa localgauge theory requires at least a single scalardoublet
forbreaking the electroweak symmetry SU 2) U (1) ! U (1), . In contrast to the fem ion and vectorboson part, very
little is known em pirically about the scalar sector. W ithout the assum ption ofm inin ality, quite a lot of options are



at our disposal, including m ore com plicated m ultiplets of H iggs elds. In generalm odels the tree level -param eter
tree = o Is detem ined by p
VL@t 1) E]
20 VT
where vi;I3; are the vacuum expectation values and third isospin com ponent of the neutral com ponent of the i-th
Higgsmuliplet n the representation with isogoin I;. The presence of at least a triplet of Higgs elds gives rise to
0 & 1.A sa consequence, the tree level relations betw een the electrow eak param eters have to be generalized according
to

0=

M 2
sn® 5y ! =1 £ (215)
OM 7
and
s ._¢ ___ ¢ 216)
P27 8M2 892 M2
Writhg o= (1 0) 1, weobtain forthem ixing angle:
M2 M2
2 W W 2
=1 + - s+ & o; @17)
M7 M
for the overallnom alization factor in the NC vertex:
© - Pz, " 218)
2s c z 0 ’
and forthe M y M, interdependence:
M 2 &2
M2 1 " = 19)
" oM 2 4 26
In com plete analogy to what we have found from the top quark loops.
At the kevel of radiative corrections, a anall ¢ m ay be included by
r! r CVZJT 0 (220)
S
fortheM y M ; correlation, and
! et 0 st g€+ d o @21)

for the nom alization and the e ective m ixing angles of the Z £ £ couplings.

A oom plete discussion of radiative corrections requires not only the calculation of the extra loop diagram s from
the non-standard H iggs sector but also an extension of the renom alization procedure [_l-;m', ii8:] SinceM y ;M ; and
sin? w (©Or o,egivalently) arenow independent param eters, one extra renom alization condition is required. A natural
condition would be to de ne the m ixing angle for electrons si In temm s of the ratio of the dressed coupling constants
at the Z peak

=:1 4g

which ism easureable in tem s of the left-right or the forw ard-backw ard asym m etries. This xes the counter tem for
2
ss by

S|

Re Z 2 Z 0
2% & M, O, (222)
Se Se M 7 Se M 7z
w ith the nite part o of the electron-Z vertex correction. T he counter tem s for the other param eters ;M ; are
treated asusual. W ih this nput, we obtain a renom alized -param eter and the corresponding counter tem for the

bare -parameter 5=+ as olow s:

2
= MW H
2 r
MZe
M2 M2
_ = o 2Z+_52é; (223)
Mg M ; 4

O ther derived quantities are:



T he relation between M; and G

MZ =p ! 224)
" TG 2 1 r
w ith W 2 Z
0 M 0
= # + ) —2% 2% 2( ) vB : (225)
Mg sz Se M
T he nom alization ofthe Z £f couplings at 1-Joop:
& fod Z©
> 1+ ) e—%—f ZC% % 2( ) £ (226)
4secg Cé Se GSe M Z
P "0 M2 se 20
= 2G M Z2 1 # + _% 2_e 2( ) ve t f
Mg < & My

w here ¢ denotes the nite part ofthe Z £ vertex correction.
The e ective m ixIng angles of the Z £f couplings:

s%= s 1 e+ £):

T hese relations predict the Z boson couplings, M y and In tem s of the data points ;G ;M 4 ;si . By this pro—
cedure, them ﬁ—dependenoe of the self energy corrections to theoretical predictions is absorbed into the renom alized

-“param eter, leaving a logm:=M ; temm asan observable e ect. For the Z dowertex, an addiionalm ﬁ dependence is
found in the non-universal vertex corrections » and b- Thism akes observables containing this vertex the m ost
sensitive top indicators in the classofmodelswih iyee 6 1.

In the m inin al Standard M odel, the quantity equivalent to (223) can be calculated in temm s of the data points
;G ;M ; and the parametersm ;M 5 . W ih the experim ental constraints from M y and the Z boson observables

one obtains
sy = 10103 0:0015: 227)

In the extended model we can get a value for from directly using the data on Mﬁ and sﬁ = 023186 0:00034
yielding

= 10085 0:0040: (228)
The di erence smM can be Interpreted as a m easure for a deviating tree level structure. The data n ply that it is
com patible w ith zero.
In a speci cm odelone can calculate the value or from

B pEG M2g22 1 ¢ @29)

Z Yee

In term s of the input data ;G ;M 4 ;sﬁ together w ith m + and the param eters of the H iggs sector. Such a com plete
calculation has been perform ed for a m odel w th an extra H iggs triplet, nvoling one extra neutral and a pair of
charged H iggs bosons [:Li&:i] F jgure:_é show s that the m odel predictions coincide in the aerea of the experim entaldata
pomntsonm and from Eqg. (228).

9.3 Extra Z bosons

T he existence of additional vector bosons is predicted by GUT m odels based on groupsbigger than SU (5), ke E ¢ and
SO (10), by m odelsw ith sym m etry breaking in tem s ofa strongly interacting sector, and com posite scenarios. T ypical
exam ples of extended gauge symm etries are the SU 2) U (1) U (1); ; models ollow ing from E uni cation, or
LR -symm etric m odels. In the follow ing we consider only m odels w ith an extra U (1).

Them ixing between them athem aticalstatesZ g ofthem inim algauge group and Z 8 ofan extra hypercharge form
the physicalm ass eigenstates Z ; 2 °, where the lighter Z is identi ed w ith the resonance at LEP . T he m ass eigenstates
are obtained by a rotation

Z = CIC)SMZO+SjnMZg

z% = sy Zo+ cos y Zg (230)
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Figure 6: The parameter, Eq. (223), In the Standard M odel (SM ) and In a m odelw ith an extra H iggs triplet (TM ).
T he m asses of the non-standard H iggs bosons of TM areput to 300 GeV. (ITM ) is calculated from Eq. (229) wih
the LEP inputon s2.

wih am ixing angle y related to the m ass eigenvalues by
Mz

. 2 _ 2 . 2 2 .
T MZ =cos y MZ+ sn® y MZo: @31)
0

0

M ZZO denotes the nom nalm ass of Zy. In constrained m odels w ith the H iggs elds in doublets and singlts only, the
usual Standard M odel relation holds

M 2
2 W
sm y = 1
Mz
between the m asses and the m ixing angle in the Lagrangian
_ Q2 0 0
LNC_EJZoZO + nggZO 232)
w ih
Jy, =0y sty T
Tt is convenient to Introduce the quantity
2 Mg
Z

w ith the physicalm ass of the lower eigenstate. For an allm ixing angles  we have the ©llow ing relation:

sin® y = s +d g0 (234)
w ith )
M
so= s’ u 2201 (@35)
M
Z



TheW m ass isobtained from

My = p=
"U2% s g @ 1)
after the substitution (237): |
M 2 t '
2 _ z
Mgy =—7 1+ 1 p= (236)
2 26 M2 50 (1 r)
wih zo= (1 z0) 1. Fomally, ;o appears as a non-standard tree Jevel -param eter. In all present practical

applications the radiative correction r was approxin ated by the standard m odel correction.

Them assm xing has two in plications for the NC couplings ofthe Z boson:
7 0 contributes to the overallnom alization by a factor

1=2

1
Z°,l+_ 70
2

and to the m ixing anglk by a shift
qu ! qu + qu 70 ¢
Both e ects are universal, param etrized by M ;0o and the m ixing angle y I a m odel independent way,

A non-universal contribution is present as the second termm in the vertex

@ff) = cosy @off)+ sin y @JEF)
" @off)+ w @JEff):

Tt depends on the classi cation ofthe ferm ions under the extra hypercharge and is strongly m odel dependent.

C om plete 1-loop calculations are not available as yet. T he present standard approach consists In the in plem entation
of the standard m odel corrections to the Z parts of the coupling constants in temm s of the form factors ¢ for the
nom alization and ¢ for the e ective m ixing angles

In this approach the e ective Z £f vector and axial vector couplings read:
i _ 11:2}1f i
Vi = 26 MZ s+ g0 I 20:(esh G z0)
+ Sjn. M Vig,
£ = 2 = £ . £
a, = 2G M ¢ I, + snw a,o: 237)
0

T he quantities ago Vgo denote the extra U (1) couplings between the ferm ion £ and the Zg.
0 0

From an analysis of the electrow eak precision data the m ixing angle is constrained typically to j v ¥ 0:01, not
very m uch dependent on the speci cation of them odel 120, 1211].
Q uite recently, m odels w ith an extra 7 ° have received new attention in order to explain the observed deviations

from the standard m odelin Ry, and R by a hadrophilic’ coupling to quarks only ELéZ_]

94 New physics in Ry?
TIfthe observed di erence betw een them easured and calculated values ofR , isexplained by a non-standard contribution
b to the partialwidth (Z ! Dbb), then also other hadronic quantities ke g ;jRpaq;:::are ncreased unless the
valie of ¢ is reduced sin ultaneously. Including the new physics p as an extra free param eter in the t yields the
values ifi]:
s = 0:102 0:008; b= 117 38 14AM €&V :

The top m ass is a ected only m arginally, shifting the centralvalue by + 3 G&V, but the iInpact on 5 is rem arkable.



95 Them inim al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ):
The M SSM deserves a special discussion as the m ost predictive fram ew ork beyond the m inin alm odel. Tts structure
allow s a sin ilarly com plete calculation of the electrow eak precision observables as in the standard m odel In term s of
one Higgsmass (usually taken asM 5 ) and tan = w=vy, together with the set of SUSY soft breakmg param eters
xing the chargino/neutralino and scalar ferm ion sectors. It has been known since quite some tine fl23] that light
non-standard H iggs bosons as we]las ]Jght stop and charginos predict larger values for the ratio R, and thus din inish
the cbserved di erence Q24 '_L26 \1_27' 128- Com plkte 1-loop calculations arem eanw hik available for r [1'25] and for
the Z boson observables [_126,.127-, .128]

F Jgure-j displaysthe range of predictions forM y in them inin alm odeland in theM SSM . T hereby it is assum ed
that no direct discovery hasbeen at LEP 2. A s one can see, precise determm inations ofM y and m + can becom e decisive
for the separation between the m odels.

T he range of predictions for r and the Z boson observables n the M SSM is visualized In F igure Ei_: (between the
solid lines) togetherw ith the standard m odelpredictions (pbetween the dashed lines) and w ith the present experin ental
data (dark area). tan isthereby varied between 1 and 70, the other param eters are restricted according to the m ass
bounds from the direct search for non-standard particlesat LEP Iand the Tevatron. From a super cial inspection, one
m ight get the In pression that the M SSM , due to its extended set of param eters, ism ore exible to accom odate also
the critical observable R, . A m ore detailed analysis show s, how ever, that those param eter values yielding a \good"
Ry are incom patible w ith other data points. An exam ple is given in Fjgure-'g: a light A boson together w ith a large
tan can cure Ry, but violates the other hadronic quantities and the efefctive leptonic m ixing angle. W hereas the
hadronic quantities can be repaired (at least partially) by lowering the valie of g, them ixing angle and AF p rEmain
o foranallHiggsmasses. Thus, even in the M SSM it is not possble to sin ulaneously nd agreem ent w ith all the
Individual precision data. The results ofa global t are discussed below .
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Them ain results in view ofthe recent precision data are:

R can hardly be m oved tow ards the m easured range.

R can com e closer to the m easured value, in particular for light tx and light charginos.

s tums out to be sn aller than In the m Inim al m odel because of the reasons explained in the beghning of this
section.

T here are strong constraints from the other precision cbservables w hich forbid param eter con gurations shifting R,
Into the cbserved 1  range.

For obtaining the optim ized SUSY param eter set, therefore, a global t to all the electroweak precision data

(ncluding the top m ass m easurem ents) has to be perform ed, as done In refs. [:Léi, Elé?:)] Figure :_f@ displays the
experim ental data nom alized to the best t results in the SM and M SSM , w ith the data from this conference [?_Léé]
Forthe SM, ; identi ed with the experin ental num ber, therefore the corresponding result in Figure 6 is centered at
1. The m ost relevant conclisions are:

(1) The di erence between the experin ental and theoretical value ofRy, is dim nished by a factor ’ 1=2,

(i) the central value for the strong coupling is s = 0:110 and thus is very close to the value cbtained from deep
Inelastic scattering,

(iii) the other observables are practically unchanged,

() the 2 ofthe tis slightly better than in them inin alm odel.
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Figure 10: E xperin entaldata nom alized to the best t results in the SM and M SSM .

10 Conclusions

T he experin entaldata for testing the electrow eak theory have achieved an im pressive accuracy. For the interpretation
of the precision experin ents radiative corrections, or quantum e ects, play a crucialrole. T he calculation of radiative
corrections is theoretically well established, and m any contributions have becom e available over the past few years
to in prove and stabilize the Standard M odel predictions. A fter taking the m easured Z m ass, besides and G , for
com pletion of the input, each other precision cbservable provides a test of the electroweak theory. The theoretical
predictions of the Standard M odel depend on the m ass of the recently discovered top quark and of the as yet ex—



perin entally unknown H iggs boson through the virtual presence of these particles in the loops. A s a consequence,
precision data can be used to pin down the allowed range of the m ass param eters, yielding m + in beautifiil agreem ent
w ith the directly m easured value.

T heoretical uncertainties in the Standard M odel predictions have their origin essentially in the uncertainties of
the hadronic vacuum polarization ofthe photon and from the unknown higher order contributions. In order to reach a
theoretical accuracy at the level 0.1% orbelow , new experin entaldata on and m ore com plete electrow eak 2-loop
calculations are required. The observed deviations of several 's In Rp;R;ALr reduce the quality of the Standard
M odel ts signi cantly, but the indirect determ ination ofm  is rem arkably stable. Still n pressive is the perfect
agreem ent betw een theory and experim ent for the whole set of the other precision observables. Supersym m etry can
In prove the situtation due to an enhancem ent of Ry, by new particles In the range 0o£ 100 G &V or even below , but it
isnot possble to accom odate R.. W ithin the M SSM analysis, the value for ¢ is close to the one from deep-inelastic
scattering.
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