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In this contrbution I brie y summ arize several topics related to the m easurem ent of the
W boson m ass, M y , at hadron colliders.

1 Introduction

A precise m easuram ent ofM i , along w ith other m easuram ents lke the m ass of the top quark,
w ill indirectly constrain the m ass of the elusive H jggsli, the m issing piece of the very successfiil
Standard M odel. This is In portant, an indirect m easurem ent tells us where to ook for the
H iggs In direct m easuram ent and later when (if) the H iggs is discovered a com parison of the
direct and indirect m easurem ents w ill provide an In portant test of the Standard M odel. Both
the Tevatron and LEP have already m ade very precise m easurem ents of M y , as reported in
these prooeedjngs2 . In Tablke :1:, I summ arize the (CDF) expectations for the uncertainties on
My for Run IT at the Tevatron E As can be ssen In this tabl, the W production m odel

Table 1: Run IT expectations for the uncertaintieson My , In M €V, from Ref.3, for an integrated lum inosity of 2

fo !
Sources of Uncertainties W ! e W !
Statistical 14 20
W P roduction M odel 30 30
O ther System atic U ncertainties 25 22
TotalU ncertainty 42 40

uncertainty dom inates. This is the uncertainty associated w ih the transverse m om entum of
the W , the parton distrbution functions PDF’s), and the QCD and electroweak corrections.
T he fact that this uncertainty dom inates represents both a challenge and an opportunity. It is
a challenge because it is not acceptabl and we should nd ways to decrease this uncertainty
below the experim ental uncertainty. It is an opportunity because if we sucoessfully decrease
it then the Run II measurement of M iy at the Tevatron will be even better than currently
anticipate. N ote also that the W production m odel uncertainty is fully correlated between the
electron and muon channels, such that not m uch im provem ent is gained by com bining the two.
If we succeed In controlling the W production m odel uncertainty we could get four (two per

*Tak presented at the X X X IITrd R encontres de M ordiond on "Q CD and H igh Energy H adronic Interactions".
PCurrently the m easurem ent of the weak m xing angl gives a better constraint, see Ref.X.
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detectors) m easuram ents w ith uncertainty an aller than 40 M €V, and an overall uncertainty of
the order of 20 M €V m ight be possble.

In the ram ainder of this contribution, I review the current status of the electrow eak correc—
tions to Z and W production at hadron ocolliders, a ratio method tomeasure M y (@nd vy ),
recent developm ents on PD F uncertainties, and the opportunity to very precisely m easure M y
at the LHC .Igive my conclusions In the last section.

2 E lectrow eak C orrections to Z and W P roduction

ThJs section is a summ ary ofthe work done in collaboration w ith U .Baur and W . Sakum oto n
Ref"j (corrections to Z production) and w ith U .Baurand D .W ackeroth in Ref.-'E‘ (corrections to
W production). Thereisa shit in M 5 and M  extracted from the data due to the electrow eak
corrections of the order of 100 M €V . W e need to understand the uncertainty associated w ith
that shift. The uncertainty was assum ed to be of the order of 20 M €V for Runla analysis at the
Tevatron.

T he electrow eak corrections to Z production are also needed because them easured M ; and

, are used to calbrate the detector when com pared to the valuesm easured at LEP.

In the calculation used so far to extract M 3y B erends and K]estE, 1985), only the nal
state photonic corrections are inclided using a very good approxinm ation. The accuracy of
this approxin ation can only be estin ated by doing the fullcalculation. O ur calculations include
nitialand  nalstate corrections and their nterference. W e used the phase space slicing m ethod,
asinQCD :1; the advantage ofthat m ethod is that the experim ental cuts can be iIn posed w ithout
any di culties, w thout having to redo analytical Integrations. In the calculations, we kept the
m ass of the nal state charged Jepton (s), it protects the nal state collinear singularities. T he

nal state photonic corrections dom inate the electrow eak corrections because they are enhanced
by logM 7, =m fepton) when the charged lpton and photon m om entum are not recom bined.
These Jarge contributions are not present in the integrated cross section as required by the
KLN theorem b T he universal initial state collinear singularities have to be absorbed into the
PDF 's by factorization, in com plete analogy w ith Q CD . In principle, for the overall consistency
of the calculations, the QED oorrections should be added to the evolution of the PDF'’s and
nocorporated into the global tting of PD F'’s. Because this has not yet been done, we only have
partial inform ation about the in pact of the initial state corrections.

In the Z case, theQED corrections are gauge Invariant by them selves, and so farw e neglected
the weak corrections, they are expected to be samnall. In the W case the QED corrections are
not gauge invariant by them sslves, the weak corrections must be Jnc]uded The non trivial
calculation of the m atrix elem ents for the W case was done In Ref. '9 by D . W ackeroth and
W .Hollick.

Our resuls are show ing that, as expected, the nal state corrections dom inate the shape
change of the distribbutions in the region of interest for the m easurement of My . The m ost
In portant detector e ect is the recom bination: when the electron and the photon are close to
each other then their m om enta is recombined to an e ective electron m om enta. This e ect
reduces the size of the corrections, although not to a levelw here they can be neglected.

The m ost In portant resul is that the Z and W m asses cbtalned by tting with our O ( )
calculations are about 10 M €V an aller than that obtained by tting wih the approxin ate
calculationsused so far. This isa good because this 10 M €V shift is am aller than the uncertainty
so far assum ed in the analysis. It is In portant to understand that this 10 M &V isNOT the
uncertainty on the O ( ) calculation, it is sin ply the di erence between two calculations of the
O ( ) corrections. The uncertainty on the O ( ) calculation can only be estim ated from the size
of the O ( ?) corrections. Now that we have shown that the approxin ation a la Berends and
K Jeiss is very good for the O ( ) corrections, the sam e type of approxin ation could be used to



ocbtain an estin ate ofthe O ( 2) corrections.

3 RatioM ethod to M easure My (@and y )

This section is a summ ary of the work done in collaboration wih W .G el in Ref.d?. Instead
of using the W distrdbution to measure My and the W width, y , the ratio of W over Z
distrdbutions can be used. T he nom alization of the ratio should be included in the tas it is
sensitive to . This idea isnot really new , after all the m easurem ent ofM 3y and ; isalready
used for calbration of the detectors. However, w ith the upcom ing high lum nosiy run at the
Tevatron, the idea can be brought to fullm aturity. Them ain di erence between the W and Z
production is due to theirdi erent mass M vy ). M assscaled variables m ust therefore be used:

O
X:_
My

[

&>

where O isthe ocbservabl under study. M iy can be tted for such that them easured ratio R is
equal to the calculated one.

T he obvious lim itation of the m ethod is that it depends on the Z stath%cs_ It is about l_O
tin es owerthan In the W case, such that the statistical uncertainty isabout 10 tin es largerh.

T here arem any advantages to them ethod. F irst, the experin ental system atic uncertainties
tend to cancel In the ratio. Potential problem s that will spoil the cancellation are, eg., the
isolation criteria ofthe 2nd lepton in the Z case and som e of the backgrounds that are di erent.
Second, M 3 and y are directly m easured with respect to M 3 and 5 which were accurately
m easured at LEP. Third, the QCD corrections to the ratio are sn aller than for the W and Z
observables them selves w hich m eans that the theoretical uncertainty on the ratio is also an aller
(we have checked this statem ent for the transverse m ass, the transverse energy of the vector
boson and the transverse energy ofthe lepton distrdbutions, see R efld) . F Inally, the expectation
is that the PDF uncertainties w ill also be am aller.

In this ratio m ethod, there is a clear tradeo between statistical and system atic uncer—
tainties: the statistical uncertainty is increased while the system atic uncertainty is decreased.
W e therefore expect thism ethod to be very com petitive at high lum inosity ® un II, Tev 33%%)
because there the standard m ethod uncertainty is dom inated by the system atic uncertainty, see
Tablke1d.

D 0 has already applied the ratio m ethod to the transverse m ass distrbution with very
encouraging resuls, see Ref.?2. The ratio m ethod applied to the transverse energy of the
charged Jepton m ight yield the an allest uncertainty on M y at high um nosiy.

4 Parton D istribution Function U ncertainties

This section is a summ ary of the work done In collaboration wih W .G il in Ref.22. Stan-
dard sets of PD F'’s do not com e w ith uncertainties. T he soread between di erent sets is often
associated w ith PD F' uncertainties. T his is the case fortheM y analysis at the Tevatron. A s is

b — P -
¢ 10 is replaced by = 5 for observables that depend on one charged lpton, such that both leptons in the 2
case can be entered in the distrdbution.



wellknown, it is not clear at allwhat this spread represents. It istime fora set of PDF s w ith
uncertainties. In Ref.t3 we developed a m ethod, w ithin the fram ew ork of statistical inference,
to take care ofthe PD F uncertainties. Here I sin ply explain two in portant steps ofthem ethod.

The st step is the propagation of the uncertainty to new cbservables. The PDF's are
assum ed to be param etrized at a scale Q o, with N parameters, £ g 17 2755 n - The
probability density distribution of these param eters, P, ( ), is also assum ed to be known.

For any cbservable, 0( ), the prediction is sin ply given by the average value over the m uli-
din ensional param eter space:

<0 >= O ( )Pwmie()d = @)
A\

To calculate the integral we use a M onte€ arlo approach w ith im portance sam pling. W e
generate 100 random sets of param eters distrbuted according to the initial probability density
distrdbbution, P i ( ). Thiscorrespondsto 100 sets of PD F' /s that represent the uncertainty. T he
observable can be calculated for each set, O, and the prediction is then given by the average
value over the 100 PDF sets:

whereas the PDF uncertainty is given by the standard deviation, o, ofthe 100 PDF sets:
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This gives a sin ple way to propagate the uncertainties to new observables, In particular
there is no need for the derivative of the cbservable w ith respect to the param eters.

T he second step I want to describbe is the inclusion of the e ect ofnew data on the PDF'’s.
If the new data agrees w ith the prediction then the e ect of the new data can be Included by
updating the probability density distribution w ith B ayes theorem . Initially, each ofthe 100 sets
of PDF’s (PD F;) has a constant weight because of the use of In portance sam pling. Now each
of the sets acquires a di erent weight given by the conditional probability density distriboution
of the set considering the new data:

Poew PDF;)= P PDF;i=new data) G)

T he latter is directly given by B ayes theorem :

P PDFi=new data) / P new data=PD F;) P;,i+ PD F;) 6)

If the uncertainties on the data are G aussian distributed, then the weights are given by:



o

P new data=PDF;)/ e (7)

w here f is the chisquared of the new data w ith the theory calculated w ith the speci c set of
PDF'’s. Prediction for yet other cbservables that includes the e ect of the new data can now
be calculated by using weighted sum . No inform ation about the data used to derive Py, 3 ( ) is
needed. O ther advantages of the m ethod are as follow s. T he probability densiy distrdbution of
the param eters does not have to be G aussian. A data set can be easily excluded from the tand
experin enters can include their ow n data into the PD F'’s during the analysis phase. F inally, the
theory uncertainty can be easily included.

It isworth m entioning that S.A kkhin_about a year ago extracted PD F ’s w ith uncertainties
from deep inelastic scattering @ IS) datai?. Both the statistical and system atic uncertainties
w ith correlations were included. However the theoretical uncertainty was not considered. In
Refl? weused hisresuls forour initialprobability density distrioution to predict tw o observables
at the Tevatron: the sihgle inclisive gt cross section and the lpton charge asymm etry n
W decays. Note that the initial probability density distribbution could also be entirely based
on theoretical consideration, In the spirit of Bayes theorem . One ram aning problem is the
uncertainty associated w ith the choice of param etrization ofthe mput PDF'’s. Thisisa di cult
problem that does not have a clar answer and w ill require a com prom ise between the number
of param eters and the am oothness ofthe PDF' .

5 M easurem ent ofMy at the LHC

T his section is a summ ary of the work done In collaboration w ith J.W om ersky In Refl?, The
LHC willbe a copious source ofW . T he cross section forW production W ith appropriate cuts)
at the LHC is about four tin es Jarger than at the Tevatron. T he statistical uncertainty should
therefore be an all.

A priori, the system atic uncertainty is expected to be large at the LHC . However it is lkely
that the LHC willun at \low" lum inosity ( 10>3am 2s ') for at Jeast a year, corresponding
to an Integrated lim fnosity of L = 10fb '. At that lum inosity the detector capabilities are
very good: triggering on lptons w ith transverse energy as low as 20 G&V is possble, the
num ber of Interactions per crossing is of the order of 2, providing a quiet environm ent, and the
m issing transverse m cm entum w ill be well m easured because the hadronic calorin eters have
large coverage (up to pseudorapidity of 5). Furthem ore, both the ATLA S and CM S detectors
o er advances over their counterparts at the Tevatron for lepton identi cation and m easurem ent.

The QCD corrections to the shape of the transverse m ass distrbution are of the order of
10% In the region of interest. T he corrections are larger than at the Tevatron ( 2% ) but still
reasonabl. The NNLO calculation willbe usefiill in this case. If necessary the ratio m ethod,
explained In section :3, could be used to reduce the theoretical uncertainty.

Scaling from the current m easurem ent at the Tevatron, about 1510° W ! e reconstructed
events are expected for10 fb ! at the LHC .T he uncertainty obtained by using the param etriza—
tion developed for the Tev2000 14 study is very sm all, of the order of 8 M &V . It is di cuk to
believe that such a an all uncertainty w illbe reached. However, we take this as an indication
that there is an opportuniy to m ake the world’sbest m easurem ent ofM y , ie. tom easureM i
to a precision better than 15 M &V, the goalof TeV 33.

N ote also that the B prken—x probed is di erent at the LHC and the Tevatron. T herefore
the PDF uncertainty w ill be di erent and from that point of view the two m easurem ents w ill
be com plem entary.



6 Conclusions: Things to do!

A precise measurem ent of M y will be In portant to further constrain the m ass of the H iggs.
Current extrapolations to higher um Inosiy at the Tevatron indicate that the uncertainty on
the extraction of M y will be dom inated by theoretical uncertainties. W e therefore have work
to do to ensure that this does not ram ain the case. For example, the two loop corrections
© ( g), O(s ),and O ( 2)) are needed to evaluate the theoretical uncertainty on the one loop
calculations. A m ore de nite statem ent about the in pact of the initial state contrbution of
the electroweak corrections is needed. W e only have indications that they have a smalle ect.
D IS and Tevatron data should be used to extract PDF's w ith uncertainties w ith the m ethod
descrbed in Ref.l3. A ot of work rem ains to be done but the theoretical uncertainty should be
signi cantly decreased by the tim e the Tevatron takes data again.
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