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In this contribution I brie
y sum m arize several topics related to the m easurem ent of the

W -boson m ass,M W ,athadron colliders.

1 Introduction

A precise m easurem entofM W ,along with otherm easurem entslike the m assofthetop quark,

willindirectly constrain the m assoftheelusive Higgsb,the m issing piece ofthe very successful

Standard M odel. This is im portant,an indirect m easurem ent tells us where to look for the

Higgs in direct m easurem ent and later when (if) the Higgs is discovered a com parison ofthe

directand indirectm easurem entswillprovide an im portanttestofthe Standard M odel. Both

the Tevatron and LEP have already m ade very precise m easurem ents ofM W ,as reported in

these proceedings2. In Table 1,Isum m arize the (CDF) expectations for the uncertainties on

M W for Run II at the Tevatron 3. As can be seen in this table, the W production m odel

Table 1:Run IIexpectationsfortheuncertaintieson M W ,in M eV,from Ref.
3
,foran integrated lum inosity of2

fb
� 1

SourcesofUncertainties W ! e� W ! ��

Statistical 14 20

W Production M odel 30 30

O therSystem atic Uncertainties 25 22

TotalUncertainty 42 40

uncertainty dom inates. This is the uncertainty associated with the transverse m om entum of

the W ,the parton distribution functions (PDF’s),and the Q CD and electroweak corrections.

The factthatthisuncertainty dom inatesrepresentsboth a challenge and an opportunity.Itis

a challenge because it is not acceptable and we should �nd ways to decrease this uncertainty

below the experim entaluncertainty. It is an opportunity because ifwe successfully decrease

it then the Run II m easurem ent ofM W at the Tevatron willbe even better than currently

anticipate. Note also thatthe W production m odeluncertainty isfully correlated between the

electron and m uon channels,such thatnotm uch im provem entisgained by com bining thetwo.

Ifwe succeed in controlling the W production m odeluncertainty we could get four (two per

a
Talk presented atthe XXXIIIrd Rencontresde M oriond on "Q CD and High Energy Hadronic Interactions".

b
Currently the m easurem entofthe weak m ixing angle givesa betterconstraint,see Ref.

1
.
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detectors)m easurem entswith uncertainty sm allerthan 40 M eV,and an overalluncertainty of

the orderof20 M eV m ightbepossible.

In the rem ainderofthiscontribution,Ireview thecurrentstatusoftheelectroweak correc-

tions to Z and W production at hadron colliders,a ratio m ethod to m easure M W (and �W ),

recentdevelopm entson PDF uncertainties,and theopportunity to very precisely m easureM W

attheLHC.Igive m y conclusionsin thelastsection.

2 Electrow eak C orrections to Z and W P roduction

Thissection isa sum m ary ofthework donein collaboration with U.Baurand W .Sakum oto in

Ref.4 (correctionsto Z production)and with U.Baurand D.W ackeroth in Ref.5 (correctionsto

W production).Thereisa shiftin M Z and M W extracted from thedata dueto theelectroweak

corrections ofthe order of100 M eV.W e need to understand the uncertainty associated with

thatshift.Theuncertainty wasassum ed to beoftheorderof20 M eV forRunIa analysisatthe

Tevatron.

Theelectroweak correctionsto Z production arealso needed becausethem easured M Z and

�z are used to calibrate thedetectorwhen com pared to the valuesm easured atLEP.

In the calculation used so far to extract M W (Berends and K leiss6,1985),only the �nal

state photonic corrections are included using a very good approxim ation. The accuracy of

thisapproxim ation can only beestim ated by doing thefullcalculation.O urcalculationsinclude

initialand �nalstatecorrectionsand theirinterference.W eused thephasespaceslicingm ethod,

asin Q CD 7;theadvantageofthatm ethod isthattheexperim entalcutscan beim posed without

any di�culties,withouthaving to redo analyticalintegrations.In thecalculations,we keptthe

m assofthe �nalstate charged lepton(s),itprotectsthe �nalstate collinearsingularities. The

�nalstatephotoniccorrectionsdom inatetheelectroweak correctionsbecausethey areenhanced

by � log(M 2

Z orW =m 2

lepton)when thecharged lepton and photon m om entum arenotrecom bined.

These large contributions are not present in the integrated cross section as required by the

K LN theorem 8. The universalinitialstate collinearsingularitieshave to be absorbed into the

PDF’sby factorization,in com pleteanalogy with Q CD.In principle,fortheoverallconsistency

ofthe calculations,the Q ED corrections should be added to the evolution ofthe PDF’s and

incorporated into theglobal�tting ofPDF’s.Becausethishasnotyetbeen done,weonly have

partialinform ation aboutthe im pactoftheinitialstate corrections.

In theZ case,theQ ED correctionsaregaugeinvariantby them selves,and sofarweneglected

the weak corrections,they are expected to be sm all. In the W case the Q ED corrections are

not gauge invariant by them selves, the weak corrections m ust be included. The non trivial

calculation ofthe m atrix elem ents for the W case was done in Ref.9 by D.W ackeroth and

W .Hollick.

O ur results are showing that,as expected,the �nalstate corrections dom inate the shape

change ofthe distributions in the region ofinterest for the m easurem ent ofM W . The m ost

im portantdetector e�ect isthe recom bination: when the electron and the photon are close to

each other then their m om enta is recom bined to an e�ective electron m om enta. This e�ect

reducesthe size ofthecorrections,although notto a levelwherethey can beneglected.

The m ostim portantresultisthatthe Z and W m assesobtained by �tting with ourO (�)

calculations are about 10 M eV sm aller than that obtained by �tting with the approxim ate

calculationsused sofar.Thisisagood becausethis10M eV shiftissm allerthan theuncertainty

so far assum ed in the analysis. It is im portant to understand that this 10 M eV is NO T the

uncertainty on the O (�)calculation,itissim ply the di�erence between two calculationsofthe

O (�)corrections.Theuncertainty on theO (�)calculation can only beestim ated from thesize

ofthe O (�2) corrections. Now that we have shown that the approxim ation �a la Berends and

K leissisvery good forthe O (�)corrections,the sam e type ofapproxim ation could be used to



obtain an estim ate ofthe O (�2)corrections.

3 R atio M ethod to M easure M W (and �W )

Thissection isa sum m ary ofthe work done in collaboration with W .G iele in Ref.10. Instead

of using the W distribution to m easure M W and the W width,�W ,the ratio ofW over Z

distributionscan be used. The norm alization ofthe ratio should be included in the �tasitis

sensitiveto �W .Thisidea isnotreally new,afterallthem easurem entofM Z and �Z isalready

used for calibration ofthe detectors. However,with the upcom ing high lum inosity run at the

Tevatron,the idea can be broughtto fullm aturity. The m ain di�erence between the W and Z

production isdueto theirdi�erentm ass(M V ).M ass-scaled variablesm usttherefore beused:

x =
O

M V

R =

d�

dx

�
�
�
W

d�

dx

�
�
�
Z

; (1)

whereO istheobservableunderstudy.M W can be�tted forsuch thatthem easured ratio R is

equalto the calculated one.

The obviouslim itation ofthe m ethod isthatitdependson the Z statistics. Itisabout10

tim eslowerthan in theW case,such thatthestatisticaluncertainty isabout
p
10 tim eslargerc.

Therearem any advantagesto them ethod.First,theexperim entalsystem aticuncertainties

tend to cancelin the ratio. Potentialproblem s that willspoilthe cancellation are,e.g.,the

isolation criteria ofthe2nd lepton in theZ caseand som eofthebackgroundsthataredi�erent.

Second,M W and �W are directly m easured with respectto M Z and �Z which were accurately

m easured at LEP.Third,the Q CD corrections to the ratio are sm aller than for the W and Z

observablesthem selveswhich m eansthatthetheoreticaluncertainty on theratio isalso sm aller

(we have checked this statem ent for the transverse m ass,the transverse energy ofthe vector

boson and thetransverseenergy ofthelepton distributions,seeRef.10).Finally,theexpectation

isthatthePDF uncertaintieswillalso besm aller.

In this ratio m ethod,there is a clear trade-o� between statisticaland system atic uncer-

tainties: the statisticaluncertainty is increased while the system atic uncertainty is decreased.

W e therefore expectthism ethod to be very com petitive athigh lum inosity (Run II,TeV3311)

becausetherethestandard m ethod uncertainty isdom inated by thesystem aticuncertainty,see

Table 1.

D0 has already applied the ratio m ethod to the transverse m ass distribution with very

encouraging results, see Ref.12. The ratio m ethod applied to the transverse energy of the

charged lepton m ightyield the sm allestuncertainty on M W athigh lum inosity.

4 Parton D istribution Function U ncertainties

This section is a sum m ary ofthe work done in collaboration with W .G iele in Ref.13. Stan-

dard setsofPDF’sdo notcom e with uncertainties. The spread between di�erentsetsisoften

associated with PDF uncertainties.ThisisthecasefortheM W analysisattheTevatron.Asis

c
p

10 is replaced by
p

5 for observables thatdepend on one charged lepton,such that both leptons in the Z

case can be entered in the distribution.



wellknown,itisnotclearatallwhatthisspread represents.Itistim e fora setofPDF’swith

uncertainties. In Ref.13 we developed a m ethod,within the fram ework ofstatisticalinference,

to takecareofthePDF uncertainties.HereIsim ply explain two im portantstepsofthem ethod.

The �rst step is the propagation ofthe uncertainty to new observables. The PDF’s are

assum ed to be param etrized at a scale Q 0,with N param eters, f�g � �1;�2;:::;�N . The

probability density distribution ofthese param eters,Pinit(�),isalso assum ed to beknown.

Forany observable,0(�),theprediction issim ply given by theaveragevalueoverthem ulti-

dim ensionalparam eterspace:

< O > =

Z

V

O (�)Pinit(�)d�: (2)

To calculate the integralwe use a M onte-Carlo approach with im portance sam pling. W e

generate 100 random setsofparam etersdistributed according to the initialprobability density

distribution,Pinit(�).Thiscorrespondsto100 setsofPDF’sthatrepresenttheuncertainty.The

observable can be calculated foreach set,O j,and the prediction isthen given by the average

value overthe 100 PDF sets:

< O > �
1

100

100
X

j= 1

O
j
; (3)

whereasthePDF uncertainty isgiven by thestandard deviation,�O ,ofthe 100 PDF sets:

�
2

O �
1

100

100
X

j= 1

�

O
j� < O >

2

�
2

(4)

This gives a sim ple way to propagate the uncertainties to new observables,in particular

there isno need forthe derivative ofthe observablewith respectto theparam eters.

The second step Iwantto describe isthe inclusion ofthe e�ectofnew data on the PDF’s.

Ifthe new data agrees with the prediction then the e�ectofthe new data can be included by

updating theprobability density distribution with Bayestheorem .Initially,each ofthe100 sets

ofPDF’s(P D Fi)hasa constantweightbecause ofthe use ofim portance sam pling. Now each

ofthe setsacquiresa di�erentweightgiven by the conditionalprobability density distribution

ofthe setconsidering the new data:

Pnew(P D Fi)= P (P D Fi=new data) (5)

Thelatterisdirectly given by Bayestheorem :

P (P D Fi=new data)/ P (new data=P D Fi)Pinit(P D Fi) (6)

Ifthe uncertaintieson thedata are G aussian distributed,then theweightsare given by:



P (new data=P D Fi)/ e
�

�
2

i

2 (7)

where �2i isthe chi-squared ofthe new data with the theory calculated with the speci�c setof

PDF’s. Prediction for yet other observables that includes the e�ect ofthe new data can now

be calculated by using weighted sum .No inform ation aboutthe data used to derive Pinit(�)is

needed.O theradvantagesofthem ethod areasfollows.Theprobability density distribution of

theparam etersdoesnothaveto beG aussian.A data setcan beeasily excluded from the�tand

experim enterscan includetheirown data into thePDF’sduring theanalysisphase.Finally,the

theory uncertainty can beeasily included.

Itisworth m entioning thatS.Alekhin abouta yearago extracted PDF’swith uncertainties

from deep inelastic scattering (DIS)data14. Both the statisticaland system atic uncertainties

with correlations were included. However the theoreticaluncertainty was not considered. In

Ref.13 weusedhisresultsforourinitialprobabilitydensitydistribution topredicttwoobservables

at the Tevatron: the single inclusive jet cross section and the lepton charge asym m etry in

W decays. Note that the initialprobability density distribution could also be entirely based

on theoreticalconsideration, in the spirit of Bayes theorem . O ne rem aining problem is the

uncertainty associated with thechoiceofparam etrization oftheinputPDF’s.Thisisa di�cult

problem thatdoesnothave a clearanswerand willrequire a com prom ise between the num ber

ofparam etersand the sm oothnessofthe PDF.

5 M easurem ent ofM W at the LH C

Thissection isa sum m ary ofthe work donein collaboration with J.W om ersley in Ref.15.The

LHC willbea copioussourceofW .Thecrosssection forW production (with appropriatecuts)

atthe LHC isaboutfourtim eslargerthan attheTevatron.Thestatisticaluncertainty should

therefore besm all.

A priori,thesystem aticuncertainty isexpected to belargeattheLHC.Howeveritislikely

thatthe LHC willrun at\low" lum inosity (� 1033cm � 2s� 1)foratleasta year,corresponding

to an integrated lum inosity ofL = 10fb� 1. At that lum inosity the detector capabilities are

very good: triggering on leptons with transverse energy as low as � 20 G eV is possible,the

num berofinteractionspercrossing isoftheorderof2,providing a quietenvironm ent,and the

m issing transverse m om entum willbe wellm easured because the hadronic calorim eters have

large coverage (up to pseudorapidity of5). Furtherm ore,both the ATLAS and CM S detectors

o�eradvancesovertheircounterpartsattheTevatron forlepton identi�cation and m easurem ent.

The Q CD corrections to the shape ofthe transverse m ass distribution are ofthe order of

10% in the region ofinterest. The correctionsare largerthan atthe Tevatron (� 2% )butstill

reasonable. The NNLO calculation willbe usefulin this case. Ifnecessary the ratio m ethod,

explained in section 3,could beused to reducethetheoreticaluncertainty.

Scaling from thecurrentm easurem entattheTevatron,about15106 W ! e� reconstructed

eventsareexpected for10 fb� 1 attheLHC.Theuncertainty obtained by usingtheparam etriza-

tion developed for the Tev2000 16 study is very sm all,ofthe order of8 M eV.It is di�cultto

believe that such a sm alluncertainty willbe reached. However,we take this as an indication

thatthereisan opportunity to m aketheworld’sbestm easurem entofM W ,i.e.to m easureM W

to a precision betterthan 15 M eV,the goalofTeV33.

Note also that the Bjorken-x probed is di�erent atthe LHC and the Tevatron. Therefore

the PDF uncertainty willbe di�erent and from that pointofview the two m easurem ents will

becom plem entary.



6 C onclusions: T hings to do!

A precise m easurem ent ofM W willbe im portant to further constrain the m ass ofthe Higgs.

Current extrapolations to higher lum inosity at the Tevatron indicate that the uncertainty on

the extraction ofM W willbe dom inated by theoreticaluncertainties. W e therefore have work

to do to ensure that this does not rem ain the case. For exam ple, the two loop corrections

(O (�2s),O (�s�),and O (�
2))areneeded to evaluatethetheoreticaluncertainty on theoneloop

calculations. A m ore de�nite statem ent about the im pact ofthe initialstate contribution of

the electroweak corrections is needed. W e only have indications thatthey have a sm alle�ect.

DIS and Tevatron data should be used to extract PDF’s with uncertainties with the m ethod

described in Ref.13.A lotofwork rem ainsto bedonebutthetheoreticaluncertainty should be

signi�cantly decreased by the tim e theTevatron takesdata again.

R eferences

1. see for exam ple: G .Altarelli,R.Barbieri,and F.Caravaglios,CERN-TH/97-290,hep-

ph/9712368.

2. see E.Flattum and D.G lezinskiin these proceedings.

3. The CDFIIDetector TechnicalDesign Report,The CDF IICollaboration,FERM ILAB-

PUB-96/390-E,Novem ber1996.

4. U.Baur,S.K eller,and W .Sakum oto,Phys.Rev.D 57,199 (1998).

5. U.Baur,S.K eller,and D.W ackeroth,in preparation.

6. F.Berendsand R.K .K leiss,Z.Phys.C 27,365 (1985).

7. H.Baer,J.O hnem us,and J.F.O wens,Phys.Rev.D 40,2844 (1989)and Phys.Rev.D

42,61(1990);L.Bergm ann,Ph.D.dissertation,FloridaStateUniversity,reportNo.FSU-

HEP-890215,1989 (unpublished);W .G iele and E.W .N.G lover,Phys. Rev.D 46,1980

(1992).

8. T.K inoshita,J.M ath.Phys.3,650 (1962);T.D.Leeand M .Nauenberg,Phys.Rev.133,

B1549 (1964).

9. D.W ackeroth and W .Hollik,Phys.Rev.D 55,6788 (1997).

10. W .T.G iele and S.K eller, FERM ILAB-Pub-96/332-T, hep-ph/9704419, to appear in

Phys.Rev.D.

11. The TEV33 Com m ittee Report, Executive Sum m ary,

http://www-theory.fnal.gov/tev33.ps.

12. \M easurem entofM W using the transverse m assratio ofW and Z",S.Rajagopalan and

M .Rijssenbeek,for the D0 Collaboration,Proceedings ofthe 1996 DPF/DPB Sum m er

Study on New DirectionsforHigh-Energy Physics(Snowm ass’96),p.537,FERM ILAB-

CO NF-96-452-E.

13. W .T.G iele and S.K eller, FERM ILAB-Pub-98/082-T, hep-ph/9803393, subm itted to

Phys.Rev.D.

14. S.Alekhin,IFVE-96-79 (Sep 1996),hep-ph/9611213.

15. J.W om ersley and S.K eller,Ferm ilab-PUB-97/317-T,hep-ph/9711304.

16. ‘Future Electroweak Physics at the Ferm ilab Tevatron: Report of the tev 2000 Study

G roup,’D.Am ideiand R.Brock (eds.),FERM ILAB-Pub-96/082,April1996.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9712368
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9712368
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9704419
http://www-theory.fnal.gov/tev33.ps
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9803393
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9611213
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9711304

