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Abstract

We report on the final electroweak measurements performed with data taken at the Z
resonance by the experiments operating at the electron-positron colliders SLC and LEP. The
data consist of 17 million Z decays accumulated by the ALEPH, DELPHI, L3 and OPAL
experiments at LEP, and 600 thousand Z decays by the SLD experiment using a polarised
beam at SLC. The measurements include cross-sections, forward-backward asymmetries and
polarised asymmetries. The mass and width of the Z boson, myz and 'z, and its couplings to
fermions, for example the p parameter and the effective electroweak mixing angle for leptons,
are precisely measured:

my = 91.187540.0021 GeV
T, = 24952+ 0.0023 GeV
pe = 1.0050 % 0.0010

sin? 0P = 0.23153 4 0.00016 .

The number of light neutrino species is determined to be 2.9840 + 0.0082, in agreement with
the three observed generations of fundamental fermions.

The results are compared to the predictions of the Standard Model. At the Z-pole, elec-
troweak radiative corrections beyond the running of the QED and QCD coupling constants are
observed with a significance of five standard deviations, and in agreement with the Standard
Model. Of the many Z-pole measurements, the forward-backward asymmetry in b-quark pro-
duction shows the largest difference with respect to its Standard Model expectation, at the
level of 2.8 standard deviations.

Through radiative corrections evaluated in the framework of the Standard Model, the Z-pole
data are also used to predict the mass of the top quark, m; = 1737]3 GeV, and the mass of the
W boson, myw = 80.363 + 0.032 GeV. These indirect constraints are compared to the direct
measurements, providing a stringent test of the Standard Model. Using in addition the direct
measurements of my and myy, the mass of the as yet unobserved Standard Model Higgs boson
is predicted with a relative uncertainty of about 50% and found to be less than 285 GeV at
95% confidence level.

Keywords: Electron-positron physics, electroweak interactions, decays of heavy intermediate
gauge bosons, fermion-antifermion production, precision measurements at the Z resonance,
tests of the Standard Model, radiative corrections, effective coupling constants, neutral weak
current, Z boson, W boson, top quark, Higgs boson.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

With the observation of neutral current interactions in neutrino-nucleon scattering in 1973 [1]
and the discovery of the W and Z bosons in pp collisions ten years later [2,3], these key features
of the Standard Model [4] (SM) of electroweak interactions were well established experimentally.
The LEP and SLC accelerators were then designed during the 1980s to produce copious numbers
of Z bosons via eTe™ annihilation, allowing detailed studies of the properties of the Z boson to
be performed in a very clean environment.

The data accumulated by LEP and SLC in the 1990s are used to determine the Z boson
parameters with high precision: its mass, its partial and total widths, and its couplings to
fermion pairs. These results are compared to the predictions of the SM and found to be in
agreement. From these measurements, the number of generations of fermions with a light
neutrino is determined. Moreover, for the first time, the experimental precision is sufficient to
probe the predictions of the SM at the loop level, demonstrating not only that it is a good
model at low energies but that as a quantum field theory it gives an adequate description
of experimental observations up to much higher scales. The significant constraints which the
data impose on the size of higher order electroweak radiative corrections allow the effects of
particles not produced at LEP and SLC, most notably the top quark and the Higgs boson, to
be investigated.

1.1 LEP and SLC Data

The process under study is ete™ — ff, which proceeds in lowest order via photon and Z boson
exchange, as shown in Figure [[Jl Here the fermion f is a quark, charged lepton or neutrino.
All known fermions except the top quark are light enough to be pair produced in Z decays. The
LEP [5] and SLC [6] eTe™ accelerators were designed to operate at centre-of-mass energies of
approximately 91 GeV, close to the mass of the Z boson.! Figure illustrates two prominent
features of the hadronic cross-section as a function of the centre-of-mass energy. The first is
the 1/s fall-off, due to virtual photon exchange, corresponding to the left-hand diagram in
Figure [L1l which leads to the peak at low energies. The second is the peak at 91 GeV, due to
Z exchange, which corresponds to the right-hand diagram of Figure [T, and allows LEP and
SLC to function as “Z factories”.

The LEP accelerator operated from 1989 to 2000, and until 1995, the running was dedicated
to the Z boson region. From 1996 to 2000, the centre-of-mass energy was increased to 161 GeV

Tn this report h = ¢ = 1.
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Figure 1.1: The lowest-order s-channel Feynman diagrams for efe~ — ff. For eTe™ final states,
the photon and the Z boson can also be exchanged via the t-channel. The contribution of Higgs
boson exchange diagrams is negligible.

Z

e'e _ hadrons

Cross-section (pb)
o
N

T T oo
7

|
EIIEKB TRISTAN SLC

LEP | LEP I

20 40 60 8 100 120 140 160 180 200 220
Centre-of-mass ener gy (GeV)

=
o

O LARL |

Figure 1.2: The hadronic cross-section as a function of centre-of-mass energy. The solid line is
the prediction of the SM, and the points are the experimental measurements. Also indicated
are the energy ranges of various ete™ accelerators. The cross-sections have been corrected for
the effects of photon radiation.
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and ultimately to 209 GeV allowing the production of pairs of W bosons, efe™ — WHTW~,
as indicated in Figure [LA Although some results from this later running will be used in
this report, the bulk of the data stems from the Z period. When needed, the Z period will
be denoted “LEP-1", and the period beginning in 1996 “LEP-II". During the seven years of
running at LEP-1, the four experiments ALEPH [7], DELPHI [8], L3 [9] and OPAL [10] collected
approximately 17 million Z decays in total, distributed over seven centre-of-mass energy points
within plus or minus 3 GeV of the Z pole.

The SLC accelerator started running in 1989 and the Mark-II collaboration published the
first observations of Z production in ete™ collisions [11]. However, it was not until 1992 that
longitudinal polarisation of the SLC electron beam was established. By then the SLD detec-
tor [12,13] had replaced Mark-II. From 1992 until 1998, when the accelerator was shut down,
SLD accumulated approximately 600 thousand Z decays. Although the data set is much smaller
than that of LEP, the presence of longitudinal polarisation allows complementary and compet-
itive measurements of the Z couplings. Other properties of the accelerator have been used to
improve further the statistical power of the data. For example, the extremely small luminous
volume of the interaction point improves the resolution in the measurement of the lifetimes of
heavy flavour hadrons, which are used to select b- and c-quark events.

1.1.1 LEP

LEP [5] was an electron-positron collider ring with a circumference of approximately 27 km,
making it the largest particle accelerator in the world. The collider layout included eight
straight sections, with collisions between electron and positron bunches allowed to take place
in four of them. The four interaction regions were each instrumented with a multipurpose
detector: L3, ALEPH, OPAL and DELPHI, as indicated in Figure

In the summer of 1989 the first Z bosons were produced at LEP and observed by the four
experiments. Over the following years the operation of the machine and its performance were
steadily improved. At the end of LEP data taking around the Z resonance in autumn 1995
the peak luminosity had reached 2 x 10*'cm~2s7!, above its design value of 1.6 x 103'cm=2s71.
At this luminosity, approximately 1000 Z bosons were recorded every hour by each of the four
experiments, making LEP a true Z factory. Table [[l summarises the data taking periods, the
approximate centre-of-mass energies and the delivered integrated luminosities.

The data collected in 1989 constitute only a very small subset of the total statistics and
are of lower quality, and therefore these have not been used in the final analyses. In the
years 1990 and 1991 “energy scans” were performed at seven different centre-of-mass energies
around the peak of the Z resonance, placed about one GeV apart. In 1992 and 1994 there
were high-statistics runs only at the peak energy. In 1993 and 1995 data taking took place
at three centre-of-mass energies, about 1.8 GeV below and above the peak and at the peak.
The accumulated event statistics amount to about 17 million Z decays recorded by the four
experiments. A detailed break-down is given in Table [C2

Originally four bunches of electrons and four bunches of positrons circulated in the ring,
leading to a collision rate of 45 kHz. The luminosity was increased in later years by using
eight equally spaced bunches, or alternatively four trains of bunches with a spacing of order
a hundred meters between bunches in a train. Electrons and positrons were accelerated to
about 20 GeV in the PS and SPS accelerators, then injected and accumulated in bunches in
the LEP ring. When the desired bunch currents were achieved, the beams were accelerated
and only then brought into collision at the interaction regions at the nominal centre-of-mass
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Figure 1.3: The LEP storage ring, showing the locations of the four experiments, and the PS
and SPS accelerators used to pre-accelerate the electron and positron bunches.

Year | Centre-of-mass | Integrated
energy range | luminosity
[GeV] [pb ]
1989 88.2 — 94.2 1.7
1990 88.2 —94.2 8.6
1991 88.5 — 93.7 18.9
1992 91.3 28.6
1993 || 89.4, 91.2, 93.0 40.0
1994 91.2 64.5
1995 || 89.4, 91.3, 93.0 39.8

Table 1.1: Approximate centre-of-mass energies and integrated luminosities delivered per LEP
experiment. In 1990 and 1991, a total of about 7 pb~! was taken at off-peak energies, and
20 pb~! per year in 1993 and in 1995. The total luminosity used by the experiments in the
analyses was smaller by 10-15% due to data taking inefficiencies and data quality cuts.
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Number of Events
7Z — qq 7 — (T
Year A D L O ‘ LEP A D L O ‘ LEP
1990/91 || 433 357 416 454 | 1660 || 53 36 39 58| 186
1992 | 633 697 678 733 | 2741 | 77 70 59 88| 294
1993 | 630 682 646 649 | 2607 | 78 75 64 79| 296
1994 || 1640 1310 1359 1601 | 5910 | 202 137 127 191 | 657
1995 || 735 659 526 659 | 2579 | 90 66 54 81| 291
Total || 4071 3705 3625 4096 | 15497 || 500 384 343 497 | 1724

Table 1.2: The qq and T/~ event statistics, in units of 10, used for Z analyses by the experi-
ments ALEPH (A), DELPHI (D), L3 (L) and OPAL (O).

energy for that “fill”. A fill would continue for up to about 10 hours before the remaining
beams were dumped and the machine refilled. The main bending field was provided by 3280
concrete-loaded dipole magnets, with hundreds of quadrupoles and sextupoles for focusing and
correcting the beams in the arcs and in the straight sections. For LEP-I running, the typical
energy loss per turn of 125 MeV was compensated by a radio-frequency accelerating system
comprised of copper cavities installed in just two of the straight sections, to either side of L3
and OPAL.

Much effort was dedicated to the determination of the energy of the colliding beams. A
precision of about 2 MeV in the centre-of-mass energy was achieved, corresponding to a relative
uncertainty of about 2 - 107> on the absolute energy scale. This level of accuracy was vital for
the precision of the measurements of the mass and width of the Z, as described in Chapter 2l In
particular the off-peak energies in the 1993 and 1995 scans were carefully calibrated employing
the technique of resonant depolarisation of the transversely polarised beams [14,15]. In order to
minimise the effects of any long-term instabilities during the energy scans, the centre-of-mass
energy was changed for every new fill of the machine. As a result, the data samples taken above
and below the resonance are well balanced within each year, and the data at each energy are
spread evenly in time. The data recorded within a year around one centre-of-mass energy were
combined to give one measurement at this “energy point”.

The build-up of transverse polarisation due to the emission of synchrotron radiation [16]
was achieved with specially smoothed beam trajectories. Measurements with resonant depolar-
isation were therefore only made outside normal data taking, and typically at the ends of fills.
Numerous potential causes of shifts in the centre-of-mass energy were investigated, and some
unexpected sources identified. These include the effects of earth tides generated by the moon
and sun, and local geological deformations following heavy rainfall or changes in the level of
Lake Geneva. While the beam orbit length was constrained by the RF accelerating system, the
focusing quadrupoles were fixed to the earth and moved with respect to the beam, changing
the effective total bending magnetic field and the beam energy by 10 MeV over several hours.
Leakage currents from electric trains operating in the vicinity provoked a gradual change in
the bending field of the main dipoles, directly affecting the beam energy. The collision en-
ergy at each interaction point also depended for example on the exact configuration of the RF
accelerating system. All these effects are large compared to the less than 2 MeV systematic
uncertainty on the centre-of-mass energy eventually achieved through careful monitoring of the
running conditions and modelling of the beam energy.
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1.1.2 SLC

The SLC [6] was the first ete™ linear collider. As such, its mode of operation was significantly
different from that of LEP. It used the SLAC linear accelerator to accelerate alternate bunches
of electrons and positrons, a set of two damping rings to reduce the size and energy spread
of the electron and positron bunches, and two separate arcs to guide the bunches to a single
interaction region, as shown in Figure [L4l The repetition rate was 120 Hz, compared to either
45 kHz or 90 kHz, depending on the mode, for LEP.

Spin Rotation et Extr. Line
B Solenoids Spectrometer
eD ina Ri / et e~ Spin —
amping Rin
ping =ing *\ (LTR Source Vertigal

Thermionic L.

Solenoid)
Source ~_ 4

Collider

Final

Polarized ~ \ Arcs
e~ Source b/ e+ w i T \
. Return Line Compton
Electron Spin Polarimeter
Direction
et e~ Extr. Line /
Damping Ring Spectrometer

1km

Figure 1.4: The SLC linear collider complex, showing the electron source, the damping rings,
the positron source, the 3 km long linac and arcs and the final focus. The helix and arrow
superimposed on the upper arc schematically indicate the electron spin precession which occurs
during transport.

The standard operating cycle began with the production of two closely spaced electron
bunches, the first of which was longitudinally polarised. These bunches were accelerated part
way down the linac before being stored in the electron damping rings at 1.2 GeV. In the linac-
to-ring (LTR) transfer line, the longitudinal polarisation was rotated first into a horizontal
transverse orientation, and then, using a spin rotator magnet, into a vertical orientation per-
pendicular to the plane of the damping ring. After damping, the two bunches were extracted
and accelerated in the linac. At 30 GeV, the second bunch was diverted to a target, where
positrons were created. The positrons were captured, accelerated to 200 MeV and sent back
to the beginning of the linac, where they were then stored in the positron damping ring. The
positron bunch was then extracted just before the next two electron bunches, and accelerated.
The remaining positron and electron bunches were accelerated to the final energy of ~ 46.5 GeV
and then transported in the arcs to the final focus and interaction point. Approximately 1 GeV
was lost in the arcs due to synchrotron radiation, so the centre-of-mass energy of the ete”
collisions was at the peak of the Z resonance. The electron spins were manipulated during
transport in the arcs, so that the electrons arrived at the interaction point with longitudinal
polarisation.

The era of high-precision measurements at SLC started in 1992 with the first longitudinally
polarised beams. The polarisation was achieved by shining circularly polarised laser light on a
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Figure 1.5: The amount of longitudinal electron polarisation as a function of the number of
recorded 7 decays at SLD.

gallium arsenide photo-cathode at the electron source. At that time, the electron polarisation
was only 22%. Shortly thereafter, “strained lattice” photocathodes were introduced, and the
electron polarisation increased significantly, as shown in Figure[LH About 60% of the data were
collected in the last two years of SLC running, from 1997 to 1998, with the second to last week
of running producing more than 20000 Z bosons. Much work was invested in the SLC machine
to maintain the electron polarisation at a very high value throughout the production, damping,
acceleration and transfer through the arcs. In addition, to avoid as much as possible any
correlations in the SLC machine or SLD detector, the electron helicity was randomly changed
on a pulse-to-pulse basis by changing the circular polarisation of the laser.

The polarised beam physics programme at the SLC required additional instrumentation
beyond the main SLD detector, most notably, precision polarimetry. At the onset of the
programme, it was hoped that the Compton-scattering polarimeter installed near the beam
interaction point (IP) would reach a relative precision of 1%. In fact, an ultimate precision of
0.5% was achieved, which ensured that polarimetry systematics were never the leading contrib-
utor to the uncertainty of even the highest precision SLD measurements. This device employed
a high-power circularly-polarised laser which was brought into nearly head-on collision with the
electron beam downstream from the IP. Compton scattered electrons were deflected by dipole
magnets and detected in a threshold Cherenkov counter, providing a beam polarisation mea-
surement with good statistical precision every few minutes. Over the course of SLC operation,
significant time was expended in a number of polarimetry cross-checks which served to ensure
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confidence in the final polarimeter results. These took the form of additional polarimeter de-
tectors used at the IP and elsewhere in the SLC (the more widely used but less precise Mgller
scattering polarimeters), and specialized short-term accelerator experiments designed to test
polarised beam transport and to reveal, and mitigate, unanticipated systematic effects.

Secondary in importance compared to the polarimeter, but essential to the precision elec-
troweak measurements, were two energy spectrometers installed in the extraction lines for the
electron and positron beams. These instruments employed precisely calibrated analyzing bend
magnets, and were needed to accurately determine the centre-of-mass collision energy. The
expected precision of this measurement was about 20 MeV. In 1998 SLD performed a scan of
the Z resonance, which allowed recalibration of the SLC energy scale to the precise value of my
determined at LEP. Further details of the SLC operation, in particular concerning polarisation,
are given in Chapter

1.2 LEP/SLC Detectors

The designs of the LEP and SLC detectors are quite similar, although the details vary sig-
nificantly among them. As an example, the OPAL detector is shown in Figure All five
detectors use the coordinate conventions indicated in this figure. The polar angle 6 is measured
with respect to the electron beam, which travels in the direction of the z-axis. The azimuthal
angle ¢ is measured in the x-y plane. Starting radially from the interaction point, there is first
a vertex detector, followed by a gas drift chamber to measure the parameters of charged particle
tracks. Typically all tracks with transverse momenta greater than ~ 200MeV resulting from
each Z decay could be reconstructed in three dimensions with high efficiency. The momentum
resolution provided by the tracking chamber was also sufficient to determine the sign of a single
charged particle carrying the full beam momentum.

Surrounding the tracking system is a calorimeter system, usually divided into two sections.
The first section is designed to measure the position and energy of electromagnetic showers
from photons, including those from 7% decay, and electrons. The electromagnetic calorimeter
is followed by a hadronic calorimeter to measure the energy of hadronic particles. Finally, an
outer tracking system designed to measure the parameters of penetrating particles (muons)
completes the system.

The central part of the detector (at least the tracking chamber) is immersed in a solenoidal
magnetic field to allow the measurement of the momentum of charged particles. In addition,
particle identification systems may be installed, including dE/dx ionisation loss measurements
in the central chamber, time-of-flight, and ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors. These measure-
ments can be used to determine the velocity of particles; coupled with the momentum, they
yield the particle masses.

Special detectors extending to polar angles of ~ 25mrad with respect to the beam axis detect
small-angle Bhabha scattering events. The rate of these events was used for the luminosity
determinations, as the small-angle Bhabha process is due almost entirely to QED, and the cross-
section can be calculated precisely. All the LEP experiments replaced their first-generation
luminosity detectors, which had systematic uncertainties around the percent level, by high-
precision devices capable of pushing systematic errors on the acceptance of small-angle Bhabha
scattering events below one per-mille.

Each LEP experiment also upgraded its original vertex detector with multi-layer silicon
devices, which significantly improved the ability to measure impact parameters and to identify
secondary vertices with a resolution of approximately 300 pm. As the typical B-hadron pro-
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Figure 1.6: A cut-away view of the OPAL detector, as an example LEP/SLC detector. The
z-axis points along the direction of the electron beam.

duced in Z decays will move about 3 mm from the primary vertex before decaying, the use of
these detectors allowed the selection of a heavy quark sample with high purity. The typical
beam spot size was 150 pym x 5 pum for LEP and 1.5 pym x 0.7 um for SLC, in the bending
and non-bending planes, respectively.

The smaller dimensions of the SLC beams and their low repetition rate allowed SLD to
place slow but very high-resolution CCD arrays at a smaller radius than the micro-strip devices
used at LEP. Both features resulted in SLD’s superior vertex reconstruction.

As a consequence of the improvements to the detectors and also in the understanding of the
beam energy at LEP-I, and the production of high beam polarisation at SLC, statistical and
systematic errors are much smaller for the later years of data taking, which hence dominate
the precision achieved on the Z parameters.

All five detectors had almost complete solid angle coverage; the only holes being at polar
angles below the coverage of the luminosity detectors. Thus, most events were fully contained
in the active elements of the detectors, allowing straight-forward identification. A few typical Z
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decays, as seen in the detectors, are shown in Figure [ As can be seen, the events at LEP and
SLC were extremely clean, with practically no detector activity unrelated to the products of
the annihilation event, allowing high-efficiency and high-purity selections to be made. Shown
in Figure is a side view of an SLD event interpreted as the decay of a Z into bb. The
displaced vertex from the decay of a B hadron is clearly visible.

1.3 Basic Measurements

As suggested by the event pictures, the decays of the Z to charged leptons and to quarks are
distinguished relatively easily, and in addition some specific quark flavours can be identified.
Total cross-sections for a given process are determined by counting selected events, Ny, sub-
tracting the expected background, Np,, and normalising by the selection efficiency (including
acceptance), €, and the luminosity, £:

o = Mot = Nog (1.1)

€se1£

The expected background and the selection efficiencies are determined using Monte Carlo event
generators (for example [17-23]). The generated events are typically passed through a program
that simulates the detector response, using packages such as GEANT [24], and then processed
by the same reconstruction program as used for the data.

The cross-sections as a function of centre-of-mass energy around the Z pole yield the Z
mass, my, and total width, I'z, together with a pole cross-section. The ratios of cross-sections
for different processes give the partial widths and information about the relative strengths of
the Z couplings to different final-state fermions.

The Z couples with a mixture of vector and axial-vector couplings. This results in measur-
able asymmetries in the angular distributions of the final-state fermions, the dependence of Z
production on the helicities of the colliding electrons and positrons, and the polarisation of the
produced particles.

One of the simplest such asymmetries to measure is the number of forward events, Np,
minus the number of backward events, Ng, divided by the total number of produced events:

Np — Np

A - -
FB NF+NB’

(1.2)
where “forward” means that the produced fermion (as opposed to anti-fermion) is in the hemi-
sphere defined by the direction of the electron beam (polar scattering angle # < 7/2). For
example, the tagged jet with four tracks all emerging from a common secondary vertex in Fig-
ure is in the forward part of the detector. If it is determined that this jet was generated by
the decay of a primary b-quark rather than b-quark (see Section B2, it would be classified as
a forward event.

The simple expression in terms of the numbers of forward and backward events given in
Equation is only valid for full 47 acceptance. The forward-backward asymmetries are
therefore usually derived from fits to the differential distribution of events as a function of the
polar angle of the outgoing fermion with respect to the incoming electron beam, see Section [LH.

This is the usual type of asymmetry measured at LEP. Further asymmetries, defined in
Section [CA3] can be measured if information is available about the helicities of the incom-
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Figure 1.7: Pictures of qq, e"e™, uTu~ and 777 final states, visualised with the event displays
of the OPAL, DELPHI, L3 and ALEPH collaborations, respectively. In all views, the electron-
positron beam axis is perpendicular to the plane of the page. The stability of the electron
and the long lifetime of the muon allow these fundamental Z decays to be directly observed,
while the low-multiplicity products of 7 decays are confined to well-isolated cones. Hadronic Z
decays result in higher-multiplicity jets of particles produced in the QCD cascades initiated by
the initial qq pair.
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Figure 1.8: Front view of an event classified as Z — bb. The displaced secondary vertex is
visible in the expanded side view (r-z view) of the beam interaction point.

ing or outgoing particles. In particular, the polarised electron beam at the SLC allowed the
measurement of the left-right asymmetry:
N, — Nr 1

Alr = (1.3)
where, irrespective of the final state, Ny, is the number of Z bosons produced for left-handed
electron bunches, Ny is the corresponding number for right-handed bunches and (P,) is the
magnitude of luminosity-weighted electron polarisation. This expression assumes that the lu-
minosity and the magnitude of the beam polarisation are helicity-symmetric (see Chapter Bl).
One attractive feature of the Apr measurement is the fact that it depends only on knowing the
beam polarisation, and not the acceptance of the detector.

When the Z decays to a pair of 7 leptons, their polarisation asymmetry is determined
through the distribution of their decay products, which are visible in the detectors.

The relationships between the cross-sections and asymmetries and the Z couplings to fermions
will be discussed further in Section [LH after examining the underlying theory and its implica-
tions for the process ete™ — ff.
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Family T T Q

v, 12 +1/2 0
T/, ~1/2 -1

VeR VuR VrR 0 0
eRr R TR 0 —1
00 Gl

. s ), . -1/2 -1/3
Uup Cr tr 0 0 +2/3
dr Sk br 0 0 ~1/3

Table 1.3: The weak-isospin structure of the fermions in the SM. “L” and “R” stand for left-
handed and right-handed fermions, 7" and T3 are the total weak-isospin and its third component,
and @ is the electric charge. Note that the results presented in this report are insensitive to,
and independent of, any small (< MeV) neutrino masses.

1.4 Standard Model Relations

In the SM at tree level, the relationship between the weak and electromagnetic couplings is
given by

TQ

GF = )
V2mi, sin? Giee

(1.4)

where Gy is the Fermi constant determined in muon decay, « is the electromagnetic fine-
structure constant, my is the W boson mass, and sin® 6 is the electroweak mixing angle. In
addition, the relationship between the neutral and charged weak couplings is fixed by the ratio
of the W and Z boson masses:
miy

po = m3 cos? firee” (1.5)
The po parameter [25] is determined by the Higgs structure of the theory; in the Minimal
Standard Model containing only Higgs doublets, py = 1.

The fermions are arranged in weak-isospin doublets for left-handed particles and weak-
isospin singlets for right-handed particles, as shown in Table The interaction of the Z
boson with fermions depends on charge, (), and the third component of weak-isospin, T3, and
is given by the left- and right-handed couplings:

g = /oo (TS — Qusin 03°) (16)
gf:{ree — _\/% Qf Sil’l2 e%ee ’

or, equivalently in terms of vector and axial-vector couplings:
gue = g™ + g = /po (T5 — 2Q;sin? O°) (1.8)

tree tree tree f
ga = 9. —9r = VpoIli.
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Figure 1.9: Higher-order corrections to the gauge boson propagators due to boson and fermion
loops.

These tree-level quantities are modified by radiative corrections to the propagators and vertices
such as those shown in Figures and [LT0. When these corrections are renormalized in the
“on-shell” scheme [26], which we adopt here, the form of Equation [[His maintained, and taken
to define the on-shell electroweak mixing angle, Oy, to all orders, in terms of the vector boson
pole masses:

miy

_ , 1.10
po m3 cos? Oy (1.10)

In the following, py = 1 is assumed.

The bulk of the electroweak corrections [25] to the couplings at the Z-pole is absorbed into
complex form factors, Ry for the overall scale and K for the on-shell electroweak mixing angle,
resulting in complex effective couplings:

gi = \/Rf (Tg — QQfICf sin2 Qw) (111)
Gar = JReT5. (1.12)
In terms of the real parts of the complex form factors,

pr = R(Ry) = 14 Apse + Apy (1.13)
KR = %(IC{‘) = 1+ Alise + Afif i (1.14)

the effective electroweak mixing angle and the real effective couplings are defined as:

sin?0f, = kpsin® Oy (1.15)
gvi = /i (Th — 2Q;sin” 0lg) (1.16)
gar = VoiTs, (1.17)
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gvi m(@) — 1 4] Q] sin? 0y . (1.18)
N; Gar

The quantities Aps, and Ak are universal corrections arising from the propagator self-
energies, while Apr and Ak are flavour-specific vertex corrections. For simplicity we ignore
the small imaginary components of these corrections in most of the following discussion. The
leading order terms in Apg, and Akg, for my > my are [27):

2 2 2o 2
Ape — 3Grmiy m2t _sin"Ow [ mzH 5 . (1.19)
8212 |[miy  cos? by miy 6
2 2 o526 1 2
8212 | méy sin® Oy 9 my 6
For mpg < myw, the Higgs terms are modified, for example:
2 2 9 2 2
Ape = SGETMw lm; 2 g, i Ty ] (1.21)

where only internal Higgs loops are considered. Note the change of sign in the slope of the
Higgs correction for low my seen in Equation [L21] compared to Equation [[T9, which is due to
contributions from the derivative of the Z self-energy with respect to momentum transfer [28].
Existence of the process ete™ — Z*H (Higgsstrahlung) would tend to reduce the my dependence
in Equation [L27] [29]. The radiative corrections have a quadratic dependence on the top quark
mass and a weaker logarithmic dependence on the Higgs boson mass. The flavour dependence
is very small for all fermions, except for the b-quark, where the effects of the diagrams shown in
Figure are significant, due to the large mass splitting between the bottom and top quarks
and the size of the diagonal CKM matrix element |V;;,| ~ 1, resulting in a significant additional
contribution for bb production [28] (The effects of the off-diagonal CKM matrix elements are
here negligible.):

Grm?
Ak = L 1.22
T W (1.22)
Apb = —QAFLb + - (123)

By interpreting the Z-pole measurements in terms of these corrections, the top quark mass
can be determined indirectly, and compared to the direct measurements. The Z-pole measure-
ments, even when taken alone, have sufficient power to separate the Higgs and top corrections
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to some extent, and thus provide independent indications of both my, and, less sensitively, my.
The constraint on myg becomes more precise when additional results, in particular the direct
measurement of my, are also considered (see Section BG.2).

The classic “p parameter” [25], which describes the ratio of the neutral to charged current
couplings in neutrino interactions at low momentum transfer, is also modified by radiative
corrections:

p = 1+Ap. (1.24)

Although p displays a similar m-dependence to that of pg, its my-dependence specifically lacks
the change in sign at low my which is evident in Equation [C211

The form of the fundamental SM relation derived from Equations [C4] and [LT0 is preserved
in the presence of radiative corrections for both low momentum transfer, and at the Z-pole [27]:

2 L2 ma(0) 1
= 1.2
cos” By sin” Oy Vam2Gr 1= Ar (1.25)
1
cos® 0. sin?0f; = ra(0) (1.26)

where Ar and Arf are given by:

Ar = Ao+ Ary (1.27)
Art = Aa+ Arl. (1.28)
The A« term arises from the running of the electromagnetic coupling due to fermion loops in

the photon propagator, and is usually divided into three categories: from leptonic loops, top
quark loops and light quark (u/d/s/c/b) loops:

Aa(s) = Adeur(s) + Acyep(s) + Aagd(s). (1.29)

The terms Acweyr(s) and Aayep(s) can be precisely calculated, whereas the term Aaﬁsa)d(s) is
best determined by analysing low-energy ete™ data using a dispersion relation (see Section B2).
These effects are absorbed into « as:

_a()
) = T AaG)

At LEP/SLC energies, « is increased from the zero ¢* limit of 1/137.036 to 1/128.945.
The weak part of the corrections contains Ap (see Equation [[24) plus a remainder [27]:

(1.30)

2
ATW — _COS _ewAp+ e (131)

SiH2 QW
Arf = —Ap+---. (1.32)

It should be noted that since Gg and my are better determined than my, Equations
and are often used to eliminate direct dependence on my [27]:

2
9 my, T 1
my = ——(1+,]1—4 . 1.33
2 ( \l V2Gym3 1 — Ar ) (1.33)

This substitution introduces further significant m; and myg dependencies through Ar. For
example, in Equation [CTH sin® 6. receives radiative corrections both from Ak, directly, and
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from Ar, implicitly through sin®fyw, as can be seen in Equation Here the implicit
correction is of opposite sign, and in fact dominates the direct correction, so that the m; and
mu dependences of sin? 6’,13? are opposite in sign from the dependences of Akg described in
Equation [C20

The discussion of radiative corrections given here is leading order only. The actual calcu-
lations used in fits (e.g., Chapters [ and [) are performed to higher order, using the programs
TOPAZO0 [30] and ZFITTER [31]. The interested reader is encouraged to consult the authori-
tative discussion in Reference 32.

1.5 The Process ete™ — ff

The differential cross-sections for fermion pair production (see Figure [L1) around the Z res-
onance can be cast into a Born-type structure using the complex-valued effective coupling
constants given in the previous section. Effects from photon vacuum polarisation are taken
into account by the running electromagnetic coupling constant (Equation [L30), which also ac-
quires a small imaginary piece. Neglecting initial and final state photon radiation, final state
gluon radiation and fermion masses, the electroweak kernel cross-section for unpolarised beams
can thus be written as the sum of three contributions, from s-channel v and Z exchange and
from their interference [32],

2 1 dou

7 Nfdcosf

la(s)Qs|” (1 + cos? 6)
o7

-8R {a*(s)Qfx(s) [gVegi(l + cos? 0) + 2Ga.Garcos 9}} (1.34)

~v—Z interference

+16]x(8)|* [(|Gvel* + [Gael®) (1Gve]* + |Gae]?) (1 4 cos® 6)
+8R {GveGae"} R{GvtGar"} cos ]

O’Z

(ete” — ff) =

with:

Grm3 s
812 s —m +isl'z/my’

x(s) = (1.35)
where 6 is the scattering angle of the out-going fermion with respect to the direction of the e™.
The colour factor N! is one for leptons (f=v., v, v,, €, i, 7) and three for quarks (f=d, u, s,
¢, b), and x(s) is the propagator term with a Breit-Wigner denominator with an s-dependent
width.

If the couplings are left free to depart from their SM values, the above expression allows
the resonance properties of the Z to be parametrised in a very model-independent manner.
Essentially the only assumptions imposed by Equation [L34 are that the Z possesses vector
and axial-vector couplings to fermions, has spin 1, and interferes with the photon. Certain SM
assumptions are nevertheless employed when extracting and interpreting the couplings; these
are discussed in Sections [L54] and
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The 1+ cos? # terms in the above formula contribute to the total cross-section, whereas the
terms multiplying cos @ contribute only to the forward-backward asymmetries for an experi-
mental acceptance symmetric in cosf. In the region of the Z peak, the total cross-section is
completely dominated by Z exchange. The y—Z interference determines the energy dependence
of the forward-backward asymmetries and dominates them at off-peak energies, but its leading
contribution, from the real parts of the couplings, vanishes at /s = mgy.

In Bhabha scattering, ete™ — eTe™, the t-channel diagrams also contribute to the cross-
sections, with a very dominant photon contrlbutlon at large cosf, i.e., in the forward direction.
This contribution, and its interference with the s-channel, add to the pure s-channel cross-
section for ete™ — ete™ (see Section for details).

The definition of the mass and width with an s-dependent width term in the Breit-Wigner
denominator is suggested [33] by phase-space and the structure of the electroweak radiative
corrections within the SM. It is different from another commonly used definition, the real part
of the complex pole [34], where the propagator term takes the form y(s) o< s/(s—mz*+imzl'7).

However, under the transformations my = mz/y/1+T%/m% and Ty = I'z/\/1 +T%/m%, and
adjusting the scales of Z exchange and v/Z interference, the two formulations lead to exactly
equivalent resonance shapes, o(s).

Photon radiation (Figure [LTI) from the initial and final states, and their interference, are
conveniently treated by convoluting the electroweak kernel cross-section, ey (s), with a QED

radiator, Hggp,

1
o(s) = / dz HSEo (2, 5)Ten(25). (1.36)
4m?/s

The difference between the forward and backward cross-sections entering into the determination
of the forward-backward asymmetries, op — og, is treated in the same way using a radiator
function Higp,. These QED corrections are calculated to third order, and their effects on the
cross-sections and asymmetries are shown in Figure [LT2 At the peak the QED deconvoluted
cross-section is 36% larger than the measured one, and the peak position is shifted downwards
by about 100 MeV. At and below the peak Afp and ALy are offset by an amount about equal
to their deconvoluted value of 0.017. The estimated precision of these important corrections is
discussed in Section EEZ4L Tt is important to realize that these QED corrections are essentially
independent of the electroweak corrections discussed in Section [[4], and therefore allow the
parameters of Equation [L34] to be extracted from the data in a model-independent manner.

1.5.1 Cross-Sections and Partial Widths

The partial Z decay widths are defined inclusively, i.e., they contain QED and QCD [35] final-
state corrections and contributions from the imaginary and non-factorisable parts [36] of the
effective couplings,

GFmZ
“6v2m

The primary reason to define the partial widths including final state corrections and the con-
tribution of the complex non-factorisable terms of the couplings is that the partial widths
defined in this way add up straightforwardly to yield the total width of the Z boson. The
radiator factors Ry; and Ra¢ take into account final state QED and QCD corrections as well
as non-zero fermion masses; Aqy/qecp accounts for small contributions from non-factorisable

Lg = N, (IGat*Ras + Gvi* Rvt) + Aewjqen- (1.37)
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Figure 1.11: Some of the lowest order QED corrections to fermion-pair production. Together
with photonic box diagrams, which give much smaller contributions, these form a gauge-
invariant sub-set included in the radiator functions Hqrp. Weak boxes are added explicitly
to the kernel cross-section [32].

electroweak /QCD corrections. The inclusion of the complex parts of the couplings in the defi-
nition of the leptonic width, Iy, leads to changes of 0.15 per-mille corresponding to only 15%
of the LEP-combined experimental error on I'yy. The QCD corrections only affect final states
containing quarks. To first order in ag for massless quarks, the QCD corrections are flavour
independent and the same for vector and axial-vector contributions:

as(my)
v

Raqcp = Rvqep = Bqep =1+ +ee (1.38)

The hadronic partial width therefore depends strongly on ag. The final state QED correction
is formally similar, but much smaller due to the smaller size of the electromagnetic coupling:

2a(m%)
o

3
Raqep = Rvqep = Rqep =1+ ZQ +--- (1.39)
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Figure 1.12: Average over measurements of the hadronic cross-sections (top) and of the muon
forward-backward asymmetry (bottom) by the four experiments, as a function of centre-of-mass
energy. The full line represents the results of model-independent fits to the measurements, as
outlined in Section [LO. Correcting for QED photonic effects yields the dashed curves, which
define the Z parameters described in the text.
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The total cross-section arising from the cos6@-symmetric Z production term can also be
written in terms of the partial decay widths of the initial and final states, I'ec and Iy,

2
VA peak SFZ
O = O ) 1.40
£t I (s —mZ)?+ s2T%/m3 (1.40)
where
1
peak 0
g .- = g .= 141
R (L4)
and
127 Tl iz
0 eel ff
) . 27 ) 1.42
it m% F% ( )

The term 1/Rqgp removes the final state QED correction included in the definition of Te.
The overall hadronic cross-section is parametrised in terms of the hadronic width given by
the sum over all quark final states,

lhaa = ZFO@. (1.43)
qFt

The invisible width from Z decays to neutrinos, I'y,, = N,I',z, where NN, is the number of light
neutrino species, is determined from the measurements of the decay widths to all visible final
states and the total width,

I'7 = Tee + Fuu + I'rr + Thaa + iy (144)

Because the measured cross-sections depend on products of the partial widths and also on
the total width, the widths constitute a highly correlated parameter set. In order to reduce
correlations among the fit parameters, an experimentally-motivated set of six parameters is
used to describe the total hadronic and leptonic cross-sections around the Z peak. These are

e the mass of the Z, my;
e the Z total width, I'y;

e the “hadronic pole cross-section”,

127 T, T
0 _ eel had
= — : 1.45
Ohad m% F% ) ( )
e the three ratios

R} = Thaa/Tee: R), =Thaa/Tyy and RY = Tpaa/T - (1.46)

If lepton universality is assumed, the last three ratios reduce to a single parameter:
Rg = Fhad/rgg, (147)

where I'y is the partial width of the Z into one massless charged lepton flavour. (Due to
the mass of the tau lepton, even with the assumption of lepton universality, ', differs
from T’y by about ¢, = —0.23%.)
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For those hadronic final states where the primary quarks can be identified, the following ratios
are defined:

R} = Tqq/Thaa, €.9.- Ry = Ty5/Thaa. (1.48)

Experimentally, these ratios have traditionally been treated independently of the above set, as
described in Chapter Bl and Appendix [E.

The leading contribution from ~—Z interference is proportional to the product of the vector
couplings of the initial and final states and vanishes at /s = my, but becomes noticeable at
off-peak energies and therefore affects the measurement of the Z mass. Because an experimental
determination of all quark couplings is not possible, the 7v—Z interference term in the hadronic
final state is fixed to its predicted SM value in the analysis. The implications of this are
discussed in Section Z53

The six parameters describing the leptonic and total hadronic cross-sections around the Z
peak are determined exclusively from the measurements of the four LEP collaborations, due to
the large event statistics available and the precise determination of the LEP collision energy. In
the measurement of RY and R?, however, the greater purity and significantly higher efficiency
which SLD achieved in identifying heavy quarks offset the statistical advantage of LEP, and
yield results with comparable, and in some cases better, precision.

1.5.2 Invisible Width and Number of Neutrinos

If the Z had no invisible width, all partial widths could be determined without knowledge of
the absolute scale of the cross-sections. Not surprisingly, therefore, the measurement of I'j,,
is particularly sensitive to the cross-section scale. Assuming lepton universality, and defining

R? = T /T, Equations [L44 and [CZH can be combined to yield

mv

RO

inv T

1
0\ 2
= <1027TR£2> —RY— (3+5.), (1.49)
Ohad "7
where the dependence on the absolute cross-section scale is explicit.
Assuming that the only invisible Z decays are to neutrinos coupling according to SM expec-
tations, the number of light neutrino generations, IV, can then be determined by comparing
the measured RY  with the SM prediction for T',;/Ty:

mv

R, = N, (E> . (1.50)
Lo/ gm

The strong dependence of the hadronic peak cross-section on N, is illustrated in Figure [CLT3.

The precision ultimately achieved in these measurements allows tight limits to be placed on the

possible contribution of any invisible Z decays originating from sources other than the three

known light neutrino species.

1.5.3 Asymmetry and Polarisation

Additional observables are introduced to describe the cosf dependent terms in Equation [[34
as well as effects related to the helicities of the fermions in either the initial or final state. These
observables quantify the parity violation of the neutral current, and therefore differentiate the
vector- and axial-vector couplings of the Z. Their measurement determines sin® 6.
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Figure 1.13: Measurements of the hadron production cross-section around the Z resonance.
The curves indicate the predicted cross-section for two, three and four neutrino species with
SM couplings and negligible mass.

Since the right- and left-handed couplings of the Z to fermions are unequal, Z bosons can
be expected to exhibit a net polarisation along the beam axis even when the colliding electrons
and positrons which produce them are unpolarised. Similarly, when such a polarised Z decays,
parity non-conservation implies not only that the resulting fermions will have net helicity, but
that their angular distribution will also be forward-backward asymmetric.

When measuring the properties of the Z boson, the energy-dependent interference between
the Z and the purely vector coupling of the photon must also be taken into account. This
interference leads to an additional asymmetry component which changes sign across the Z-
pole.

Considering the Z exchange diagrams and real couplings only,? to simplify the discussion,

2As in the previous section, the effects of radiative corrections, and mass effects, including the imaginary
parts of couplings, are taken into account in the analysis. They, as well as the small differences between helicity
and chirality, are neglected here to allow a clearer view of the helicity structure. It is likewise assumed that the
magnitude of the beam polarisation is equal in the two helicity states.
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the differential cross-sections specific to each initial- and final-state fermion helicity are:

dO’ 1

2 2 2
Toosd X gi.0i¢(1 4 cosf) (1.51)
Aoy X grogas(1+ cosd)? (1.52)
dcos® Re- /R

dULr

T o Rl cost)? (1.53)
dogy

Toosd x gﬁegﬁf(l—cosﬁ)z. (1.54)

Here the upper-case subscript of the cross-section defines the helicity of the initial-state electron,
while the lower-case defines the helicity of the final-state fermion. Note that the designations
"4+7 and 7—" are sometimes used in place of "r” and 7”17, particularly when discussing T
polarisation. Due to the point-like nature of the couplings and the negligible masses of the
fermions involved, the helicity of the anti-fermion is opposite that of the fermion at each vertex.

From these basic expressions the Born level differential cross-section for Z exchange only,
summed over final-state helicities, assuming an unpolarised positron beam but allowing polar-
isation of the electron beam, is:

de% o § tot _ 2 _
Toosd — g0f {(1 PoAe) (1 + cos”0) + 2( A Pe)AfCOS'ﬂ- (1.55)

The electron beam polarisation, P,, is taken as positive for right-handed beam helicity, negative
for left. The dependence on the fermion couplings has been incorporated into convenient
asymmetry parameters, As:

9t — YRt 29vigar gve/gas
Ay = T IR SGvigar . (1.56)
Gif T 9rs  9vi T Gas L+ (gve/9gar)

As the third form makes clear, the asymmetry parameters depend only on the ratio of the
couplings, and within the SM bear a one-to-one relation with sin® 6.

Although the asymmetry analyses typically utilise maximum likelihood fits to the expected
angular distributions, the simple form of Equation also allows the coefficients of the cos 6
and (1 + cos®f) terms to be determined in terms of the integral cross-sections over the forward
or backward hemispheres. Naturally, at SLC, the two helicity states of the polarised electron
beam also need to be distinguished.

Designating the integrals over the forward and backward hemispheres with subscripts F
and B and the cross-sections for right and left electron helicities with subscripts R and L, three
basic asymmetries can be measured:

Or — OB
A = = "2 1.
B Oof + 0B ( 57)
— 1
Ag = LR (1.58)

o1, + OR <‘7)e|>
)

(o —oB)L — (or —oB)r 1
A = . 1.59
LRFB (or + op)L + (oF + op)r (|P.]) (1.59)

Inspection of Equation shows that the forward-backward asymmetry, Apg, picks out the
coefficient A.A; in the cosf term, the left-right asymmetry, Apgr, picks out the coefficient A,
in the (1 + cos®#6) term, and the left-right forward-backward asymmetry [37], Aprrp, picks out
the coeflicient Ay in the cos @ term.
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The polarisation of a final-state fermion is the difference between the cross-sections for right-
and left-handed final-state helicities divided by their sum:

 d(oy—a1) /d(ov + 1)
Pr= dcosf / dcosf (1.60)

At Born level the numerator and denominator can be derived from the helicity-specific cross-
sections of Equations [CA1l to [ChZk

dlor—a) _ 3 9
dcos@® 8 ff [Af(1+COS 9)+2A80058] (1.61)
d(o, + o) 3 ot ,
Tdems 50 ? ' 1.62
dcosf g7t [( +cos™0) + AeAfCOSQ} (1.62)

Here we assume 7Z exchange only, and unpolarised beams. The average final-state fermion
polarisation, (P), as well as the forward-backward polarisation asymmetry, A>3, can be found
in terms of the helicity cross-sections integrated over the forward and backward hemispheres:
Oy — 0]
P = 1.63
(Pr) pep (1.63)
(Ur - Ul)F - (Ur - Ul)B

(o +0)p+ (0 +01)B

pol
AFB

(1.64)

Again, examination of Equations [CG1 and shows that (Pf) picks out the coefficient A; in
the (1 + cos?6) term and AR picks out the coefficient A, in the cos @ term.

The net polarisation of a final-state fermion as a function of cosf is simply the ratio of
Equations [[61] and [L62:

A1+ cos?0) + 24 cosf

Pr(cosl) = (14 cos?0) + 2A;A.cos 0

(1.65)

Since the polarisation of the final-state fermion can only be measured in the case of the 7-lepton,
which decays in a parity violating manner within the detectors, these quantities are measured
only for the final state 7777. As in the case of the other asymmetries, a maximum-likelihood
fit to Equation is used in the actual 7 polarisation analyses to extract both (P,) and Aii%l,
rather than using the simpler integral expressions of Equations and [C64

The measured asymmetries and polarisations are corrected for radiative effects, v exchange
and y—7Z interference to yield “pole” quantities designated with a superscript 0. In the case
where the final state is eTe™, important corrections for ¢-channel scattering must also be taken
into account. QED corrections [38] to ALy are as large as the value of the asymmetry itself,
and must be understood precisely (see Section ZZZA]). Off-peak, the contributions from -7
interference to the forward-backward asymmetries become even larger. The corrections to Ayg,
Apgrs, (P;) and AR are relatively small.

At LEP the forward-backward asymmetries, A%, At A% and A%Z are measured for
final states ete™, utpu~, 7777 and qq. Tagging methods for b- and c-quarks allow qq forward-
backward asymmetries for these flavours to be measured precisely. All four LEP experiments
measure P,.

SLD measures the asymmetries involving initial-state polarisation. The left-right asymme-
try, A{y, is independent of the final state, and the measurement is dominated by ete™ — qq.
Despite the smaller event sample available to SLD, the measurement of A, provided the sin-
gle most precise determination of the initial state coupling (Z to electron). SLD also measures
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*77 and qq, where q includes not only b- and

A9 e for each of the final states ete™, u*u~, 7
c-quarks, but also s-quarks.

In contrast to the partial widths, which are defined using the full complex couplings in order
to ensure that the sum over all partial widths equals the total width, the pole asymmetries are
defined purely in terms of the real parts of the effective Z couplings, and bear particularly direct

relationships to the relevant asymmetry parameters:

A = ZAeAf (1.66)
Ay = A (1.67)
AJ%RFB - %Af (1-68)
(P = — A, (1.69)
AP — —ZAG. (1.70)

The negative sign of the quantities involving the polarisation is simply a consequence of defining
the polarisation of a right-handed fermion as positive in a world in which left-handed couplings
dominate. It should be noted that although the pole asymmetries are defined in terms of only
the real parts of the couplings, the complex parts are taken into account when correcting the
measurements to yield pole quantities.

Using the measurements of A, the parameters A,, A, Ay and A. can also be inferred
from forward-backward asymmetry measurements at LEP via Equation [L66. Thus, the LEP
and SLC results form a complementary and practically complete set of A; measurements.

When the couplings conform to the SM structure, then

e 2t i sin2 e, (1.71)

At T3
and the expected variation of A; with sin? 6% is shown in Figure [LT4 Due to the proximity of
sin? 0; to 1/4, A, and the leptonic forward-backward asymmetries at /s = my are small, but
very sensitive to sin? f{;. Compared with the leptons, the coupling parameters of the quarks in
the SM are determined more by their charge and weak isospin assignments than by the value of
sin? 0fz. For down-type quarks, as can be seen from Figure [[T4] the relative sensitivity of Aqg
to changes in sin? 0 is a factor of almost 100 less than it is for A,. It is therefore of particular
interest to compare the relatively static SM prediction for A, with measurement. On the
other hand, if the SM prediction for 4, is assumed to be valid, the observed forward-backward
asymmetries for quarks provide a sensitive measurement of sin? Hﬁﬁt via Equation [C66

1.5.4 Relating Theory and Experiment

The parameters introduced in the preceding subsections, which describe the main features of all
measurements around the Z resonance, are not “realistic observables” like the underlying mea-
surements themselves, but are defined quantities with significant theoretical corrections. There-
fore they are commonly named pseudo-observables. Where necessary, the pseudo-observables
are denoted by a superscript 0; for example, oy,,4 is the measured hadronic cross-section, whereas

op.q is the pole cross-section derived from the measurements. Similarly, R}, is the measured
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b-quark cross-section divided by the hadronic cross-section, oy/0nhaqa, while RY is the derived
ratio of Z boson partial widths, I'yt/T'haq-

In the Z lineshape analysis the true realistic observables are the experimental cross-sections
and asymmetries measured in the acceptances particular to each detector. Before these can
be further analysed, each collaboration applies small corrections to extrapolate them to more
generic, idealized acceptances, as described in Section 2222

The programs TOPAZO and ZFITTER are able to calculate the cross-sections measured
within these idealized acceptances, including the effects of QED radiation, as a function of the
set of nine pseudo-parameters chosen to describe the observable features of the Z resonance in a
model-independent manner. It is important to realize that the bulk of the radiative corrections
necessary to interpret the real observables in terms of the pseudo-observables are QED effects
distinct from the deeper electroweak corrections which modify the relations between the pseudo-
parameters in the context of any particular model, such as the SM. Further details are discussed
in Section

After these QED effects which depend in a model-independent manner on the resonance
properties of the Z have been accounted for, the remaining differences between the pseudo-
observables and the QED deconvoluted observables at /s = myz are attributable to non-
factorisable complex components, termed “remnants”, of the couplings Gar and Gy and of
a(m3) in Equation [L34 These effects are found to be small in the SM. For example, the
calculated value of O’%, given in terms of the partial decay widths, agrees to better than 0.05%
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for both hadrons and leptons with the QED deconvoluted cross-sections without the photon
exchange contribution at /s = myz. This is only a fraction of the LEP combined experimental
error. The difference between A%’é and the QED deconvoluted forward-backward asymmetry
at the peak is dominated by a contribution of 0.0015 from the imaginary part of a(m%), which
accounts, via the optical theorem, for the decay of a massive photon to fermion pairs. The re-
maining electroweak contribution in the SM is —0.0005, again smaller than the LEP combined
€error on A(F)’é .

It is therefore important to treat these complex parts correctly, but the measurements have
no sensitivity to SM parameters entering through these components: the effects on the remnants
are much smaller than the experimental uncertainties.

Since one of the main goals of the Z-pole analysis is to test theory with experimental
results, considerable effort has been expended to make the extraction of the pseudo-observables
describing the Z resonance as model-independent as possible, so that the meanings of “theory”
and “experiment” remain distinct. Since the pseudo-observables do depend slightly on SM
assumptions, as explained above, a more precise definition of what we mean by “model-inde-
pendence” is that our analysis is valid in any scenario in which the predicted remnants remain
small. The very small uncertainties arising from ambiguities in the theoretical definition of the
pseudo-observables are discussed in Section 224l and quantified in Table EZ8.

In the same spirit, the contribution of the 4-fermion process ete™ — Z — Z*H — ffH
entering the fermion-pair samples used for analysis should be negligible. The limit of my >
114.4 GeV [39] established by the direct search for the Higgs boson at LEP-II ensures that this
is in fact the case. Only when hypothetical Higgs masses well below the experimental limit are
considered in the course of exploring the full parameter-space of the SM must allowances be
made for the treatment of such ZH contributions [29], both in the experimental analyses and
in the theoretical calculations.

1.6 Interpretation and Impact of the Results

This paper aims to be an authoritative compendium of the properties of the Z boson derived
from precise electroweak measurements performed at LEP-I and SLC. These properties, based
on x? combinations [40] of the results of five experiments described in detail in this paper, are
largely independent of any model, and represent a comprehensive distillation of our current
knowledge of the Z pole.

Since these observed properties are found to be in good agreement with expectations of the
SM, we leave theoretical speculations which go beyond the SM context to others. We first focus
on comparing the Z-pole data with the most fundamental SM expectations (lepton universality,
consistency between the various manifestations of sin® fyy, etc.).

We then assume the validity of the SM, and perform fits which respect all the inter-
relationships among the measurable quantities which it imposes. These fits find optimum
values of the SM parameters, and determine whether these parameters can adequately describe
the entire set of measurements simultaneously. At first we restrict the set of measurements
to the Z-pole results presented here, and later extend the analysis to a larger set of relevant
electroweak results, including the direct measurements of the top quark and W boson masses.
This expanded set of measurements yield the narrowest constraints on the mass of the only
particle of the SM not yet observed: the Higgs boson.

The LEP/SLC era represents a decade of extraordinary progress in our experimental know-
ledge of electroweak phenomena. It is the goal of the remainder of this paper to demonstrate
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in detail how the LEP/SLD measurements confront the theory of the SM much more precisely
than previous experiments. The mass of the Z is now one of the most precisely known elec-
troweak parameters, and will long serve as an important reference for future investigations. The
strong constraint on the number of light neutrinos, implying that there are only three “con-
ventional” generations of particles, is of particular significance for astrophysics and cosmology.
An illustration of the improved knowledge of the properties of the Z, in addition to the precise
measurements of its mass, width and pole production cross-section, is shown in Figure [LT3,
comparing the gy, and ga, measurements before and after the LEP and SLC programmes. The
small dot in the 1987 plot shows the true scale of the circle enclosing the 2002 inset.

The good agreement between the top quark mass measured directly at the Tevatron and the
predicted mass determined indirectly within the SM framework on the basis of measurements
at the Z-pole, shown in Figure [LT0, is a convincing illustration of the validity of SM radiative
corrections and stands as a triumph of the electroweak SM.
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Figure 1.15: The neutrino scattering and eTe™ annihilation data available in 1987 constrained
the values of gy, and ga, to lie within broad bands, whose intersections helped establish the
validity of the SM and were consistent with the hypothesis of lepton universality. The inset
shows the results of the LEP/SLD measurements at a scale expanded by a factor of 65 (see
Figure [[3). The flavour-specific measurements demonstrate the universal nature of the lepton
couplings unambiguously on a scale of approximately 0.001.
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Figure 1.16: Comparison of direct and indirect determinations of the mass of the top quark,
my, as a function of time. The shaded area denotes the indirect determination of m; at 68%
confidence level derived from the analysis of radiative corrections within the framework of the
SM using precision electroweak measurements. The dots with error bars at 68% confidence
level denote the direct measurements of m; performed by the Tevatron experiments CDF and
D®. Also shown is the 95% confidence level lower limit on m; from the direct searches before
the discovery of the top quark. Predictions and measurements agree well.
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Chapter 2

The Z Lineshape and the Leptonic
Forward-Backward Asymmetries

2.1 Introduction

The measurements described in this chapter are designed to determine the essential parameters
of the Z resonance, its mass, its width, its branching fractions, and the angular distribution
of its decay products. Specifically, the nine parameters my, Iz, o0, as well as R) and A
for each of the three charged lepton species, as defined in Section [LAl provide a complete
(hadron-inclusive) description of the Z resonance. The mass of the Z is a central parameter
of the Standard Model (SM). Because of the LEP programme, myz is now measured with a
relative precision of 2.3-107°, and thus represents one of the most precisely known parameters
of the SM. Together with the Fermi constant G, known to a precision of 0.9 - 107°, both Gy
and my currently act as two fixed points of the SM, around which all other quantities are forced
to find their place.

The role of the total width I'z is of similar importance. As can be seen from Equation [[37,
the width of the Z to each of its decay channels is proportional to the fundamental Z-fermion
couplings. The total width I'y is in fact the only Z-pole observable in the experimentally
motivated nine-parameter set from which the absolute scale of the couplings can be determined:
Since I'z is large compared to the energy spread of the colliding beams at LEP, it does not
manifest itself in terms of the apparent peak cross-section!, as is the case for a narrow resonance
like the J/W¥, but in terms of the measurable width of the lineshape as the beam energy is
scanned across the resonance. In order to determine I'y, off-peak data are thus needed in
addition to peak data, as is the case for the measurement of my. The beam energies of this off-
peak running were carefully tuned to optimise the precision of the measurement, and focused
on a small set of centre-of-mass energies within £3 GeV around /s = myz. Even after all four
experiments have been combined, the dominant error in I'y is statistical, rather than systematic.

Since the Z is expected to decay only to fermion pairs, the number of partial decay widths
to be determined is small. The decision to treat all Z decays to quarks as a single inclusive
hadronic decay channel in the lineshape analysis further limits the number of partial widths
to a very manageable number. Since some of the very properties of the hadronic decays which
make the identity of the primary quarks difficult to determine also make the experimental ac-
ceptance quark-flavour independent, the attraction of a precise inclusive hadronic analysis is

IThe peak cross-sections would in fact remain constant if the couplings to all final states increased or
decreased proportionally, see Equation [C42
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obvious. Separation of the primary quarks and the determination of their couplings is therefore
left to the specialised analyses described in Chapter B and Appendix [, employing dedicated
flavour and charge tagging techniques. The expected approximate branching fractions of the Z
are 70 %, 20% and 10 % to hadrons, neutrinos and charged leptons, respectively. The statis-
tical dominance of the hadronic decays makes them decisive in determining the fundamental
parameters my and I'y.

Due to the tight linkage between pole cross-sections, branching ratios and partial widths
implied by Equation and the constraint that the sum of all partial widths should equal the
total width, the parameters I'z, 0,4 and the three hadron/lepton species ratios, R = [yaq/T e,
were chosen as a less-correlated representation of the complete set of five partial widths. Al-
though Z decays to neutrinos escape direct detection, and are therefore referred to as “invisible
decays”, the corresponding Z decay width can be derived from the other parameters, according
to the relation described in Equation [[49 Therefore the observed peak cross-sections depend
strongly on the number of existing neutrino generations, as already shown in Figure [LT3 The
precision ultimately achieved in the determination of the number of neutrinos thus hinges on a
precise absolute cross-section measurement, requiring a precise determination of the integrated
luminosity and an accurate calculation of QED radiative corrections.

The spin-1 nature of the Z is well substantiated by the observed 1 + cos?# angular distri-
bution of its decay products. The cos@ terms of the angular decay distributions, varying as a
function of energy due to 7—7 interference, determine the three leptonic pole forward-backward
asymmetries, A%’é. The violation of parity conservation in Z production and decay, which is
most precisely quantified by the analyses of Chapters B toH, is evident from the non-zero values
of these three measured leptonic pole forward-backward asymmetries.

The full LEP-I data set relevant to this analysis consists of about 200 measurements from
each experiment of hadronic and leptonic cross-sections and of leptonic forward-backward asym-
metries at different centre-of-mass energies. Although this complete set of basic measurements
carries all available experimental information on the Z resonance parameters, the construction
of the overall error matrix describing all the inter-experiment correlations is too complex a
task in practice. Instead, each experiment has independently extracted the agreed-upon set
of nine pseudo-observables discussed above in single multi-parameter fits to all their measure-
ments of cross-sections and forward-backward asymmetries. The electroweak libraries used for
this extraction are TOPAZO0 [30] and ZFITTER [31], which include QED and QCD corrections
necessary to extract the pseudo-parameters in a model-independent manner as well as those
electroweak corrections according to the SM which can only be described by the imaginary
parts of the Z couplings, as discussed in Section [CH4l

The main task of the analysis undertaken here is to combine the resulting four sets of pseudo-
observables with an appropriate treatment of common errors and especially the recognition that
re-weighting of particular datasets will occur when the balance of statistical and systematic
errors changes under the act of combination. Much of this work involves novel techniques
which were specially developed for this analysis.

After a brief description of the key features of the experimental analyses (Section Z2) and
the presentation of the individual results (Section EZ3)), the main emphasis in the following
sections is given to the hitherto unpublished aspects of the combination procedure, namely the
errors common to all experiments (Section EZ4l) and the combination procedure (Section ZH).
Essential cross-checks of the general validity of the combination procedure are also discussed in
this section, which is followed by the presentation of the combined results. Re-parametrisations
in terms of partial widths and branching fractions will be given later (see Section [Z2).
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2.2 Measurements of Total Cross-Sections and Forward-
Backward Asymmetries

The main features of the event selection procedures for measurements of the total hadronic
and leptonic cross-sections and of the leptonic forward-backward asymmetries are briefly de-
scribed below. Detailed descriptions of the individual experimental analyses are given in the
References [41-44].

2.2.1 Event Selection

The event selection for qq, eTe™, u*p~ and 777~ final states in each of the experiments is aimed
at high selection efficiencies within the largest possible acceptance in order to keep corrections
small.

The design of the detectors and the cleanliness of the LEP beams allowed the experiments to
trigger on hadronic and leptonic Z decays with high redundancy and essentially 100% efficiency.
The selections are as open as possible to events with initial and final state radiation in order to
benefit from cancellations between real and virtual particle emission. Good discrimination of
qq from ¢*¢~ final states is mandatory for the analyses, and excellent separation of ete™, u*u~
and 7777 permits checks of the universality of the Z couplings to the different lepton species
to be carried out. Machine-induced backgrounds at LEP-I were small, and the only significant
source of background from ete™ processes comes from two-photon reactions. The accumulated
event statistics are given in Table [[2, and event pictures of each of the final states are shown
in Figure [ in Chapter [l

The principles used to separate leptonic and hadronic events and to distinguish two-photon
reactions are illustrated in FigureZIl A peak from eTe™ and p* 1~ events at high momenta and
low multiplicities is clearly separated from the background of two-photon reactions at relatively
low multiplicities and momenta. The intermediate momentum region at low multiplicities is
populated by 777~ events. The separation of electrons and muons is achieved using also the
information from the electromagnetic and hadron calorimeters and from the muon chambers.
Hadronic events populate the high multiplicity region at energies below the centre-of-mass
energy, since neutral particles in the jets are not measured in the central detector.

In somewhat more detail, hadronic events in the detectors are characterised by a large
number of particles arising from the hadronisation process of the originally produced quark pair.
This leads to high track multiplicities in the central detectors and high cluster multiplicities
in the electromagnetic and hadron calorimeters. For Z — qq events, the deposited energy is
balanced along the beam line, which is generally not the case for hadronic events produced
in two-photon reactions. In addition, two-photon collision events have an almost constant
production cross-section around the Z resonance. It is thus possible to estimate the fraction of
two-photon reactions directly from the data by studying the energy dependence of two event
samples, one with an enriched contribution of two-photon reactions and another with tight
selection cuts for genuine Z — (q events, which show a resonant behaviour. Background from
7t7~ events is subtracted using Monte Carlo simulation.

Lepton pairs are selected by requiring low track and cluster multiplicities. Electrons are
characterised by energy deposits in the electromagnetic calorimeters that match well the mea-
sured momenta in the tracking detectors. Muons exhibit only minimum ionising energy de-
posits in the electromagnetic and hadron calorimeters and produce signals in the outer muon
chambers. Tau leptons decay before reaching any detector component. Their visible decay
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Figure 2.1: Experimental separation of the final states using only two variables, the sum of

in the central detector of the ALEPH

and the track multiplicity, N,

h

the track momenta, E,

experiment.

or a collimated jet consisting of three

in addition energy is missing due to the

undetectable neutrinos. 777~ events are therefore selected by requiring the total energy and

momentum sums to be below the centre-of-mass energy to discriminate against Z — ete

Y

muon or hadron

products are either a single electron,

)

or five charged hadrons and a few neutral hadrons;

and

Z — ptp, and to be above a minimum energy to reject lepton pairs arising from two-photon
reactions. The direction of flight of the 7 is approximated by the momentum sum of the visible

Leptonic events with photons or fermion pairs radiated from the initial- or

final-state leptons are contained in the signal definition. Initial-state pairs typically remain
in the beam pipe and are therefore experimentally indistinguishable from initial state photon

decay products.

of four-fermion
events, into one of the three lepton categories is made by choosing the lepton pair with the

radiation. The classification of final states with radiated fermion pairs, i.e.
highest invariant mass.

very detailed detector simulations [24,45] to understand the selec-

Owing to the high redundancy of the detectors, cross-checks and corrections

The experiments use

tion efficiencies.
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using the actual data are possible by comparing event samples identified with different selec-
tion criteria. Various Monte Carlo generators are interfaced to the detector simulations and
are used to describe the kinematics of the physics reactions of interest: qq production with
gluon radiation including phenomenological modelling of the non-perturbative hadronisation
process [17-19], production of T~ and 777~ final states [20,21], eTe™ final states including
the ¢-channel contribution [22,46-48], and finally e*e™ scattering in the forward direction [23],
which is dominated by t-channel photon exchange and serves as the normalisation reaction in
determining the luminosity of the colliding eTe™ beams. The effects of fermion pair radiation
in the final-state are studied using four-fermion event generators [49,50].

The Monte Carlo generators are used to apply corrections at the edges of the experimental
acceptance, and for small extrapolations of the measured cross-sections and forward-backward
asymmetries from the true experimental cuts to sets of simple cuts that can be handled at
the fitting stage. In the case of qq final states, this ideal acceptance is defined by the single
requirement s > 0.01s, where /s’ is the effective centre-of-mass energy after initial-state
photon radiation. The idealised acceptances chosen for each lepton decay channel vary among
the experiments and are specified in Table EZIl The results quoted for the ete™ final state
either include contributions originating from ¢-channel diagrams, or the ¢ and s-t interference
effects are explicitly subtracted, allowing the same treatment of ete™ and p*pu~ or 777~ final
states in the fits for the Z parameters.

2.2.2 Cross-Section Measurements

The total cross-section, oy, is determined from the number of selected events in a final state,
Nser, the number of expected background events, Ny, the selection efficiency including accep-
tance, €, and the integrated luminosity, £, according to oot = (Nsel — Nbg)/(€sel L) -

Measurement of Luminosity

The luminosity of the beams is measured [51] from the process of small-angle Bhabha scattering.
Further information is available in the lineshape publications [41-44]. Events with forward-
going electrons are recorded concurrently with all other processes, thus ensuring that they
correctly reflect any data-taking inefficiencies arising from readout deadtimes and detector
downtimes. Furthermore, the statistical precision of this process is high, matching well even
the high statistics of hadronic events at the Z resonance. The luminosity measurement requires
the detection of back-to-back energy deposits by electrons and positrons close to the beam
direction. Their positions and energies are measured by calorimeters placed at small angles
with respect to the beam line, typically covering a range in polar angle from 25 mrad to
60 mrad. Depending on the experiment, the accepted cross-section in the luminosity devices is
at least twice as large as the hadronic on-peak cross-section, and therefore the statistical errors
arising from the luminosity determination are small. The typical experimental signature of
luminosity events is shown in Figure The main experimental systematic error arises from
the definition of the geometrical acceptance for this process. Since the angular distribution is
steeply falling with increasing scattering angle (o< #73), the precise definition of the inner radius
of the acceptance region is most critical. Background arises from random coincidences between
the calorimeters at the two sides and is largely beam-induced. The integrated luminosity is given
by the ratio of the number of observed small-angle e*e™ events and the calculated cross-section
for this process within the detector acceptance. The Bhabha cross-section at small scattering
angles is dominated by the well-known QED process of t—channel scattering, but nonetheless
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Figure 2.2: Fraction of the beam energy observed in the left and right luminosity calorimeters
of the OPAL experiment, after all cuts except the one on the deposited energies. The lines
indicate the acceptance region for the signal events. Initial state photon radiation leads to tails
towards lower deposited energies. Background events from accidental coincidences populate
the low-energy regions in both calorimeters.

calculational uncertainties give rise to an important theoretical error of about 0.5 per-mille
affecting all experiments coherently, as is discussed in Section ZZ3 Typical experimental
systematic errors on the luminosity are well below 1 per-mille.

Event Selection Efficiency and Background Levels

In the hadronic channel the selection efficiencies within the acceptance are high, typically above
99 %. Backgrounds are dominated by Z — 777~ and non-resonant qq production from two-
photon reactions. At the peak of the resonance these together contribute at a level of a few
per-mille. Backgrounds in the lepton selections are typically around 1% for ete™ and pu*pu~
and slightly larger for 777~ final states. The dominant background in e*e™ and p*p~ final
states arises from 777~ events, a contribution which cancels when the total leptonic cross-
section is measured. Backgrounds other than 77~ in the eTe™ and p*u~ channels are of order
0.1 %. Backgrounds in 777~ events are larger, 2-3 %, and arise from low-multiplicity hadronic
events, from two-photon reactions and from e*e™ and ™~ events with small measured lepton
momenta, which may result either from undetected radiated photons or from measurement
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erTors.
An overview of the selection efficiencies within the acceptance and of the background levels
is presented in Table X1l The acceptances quoted in the table are ideal ones suitable as
input to the electroweak program libraries used for fitting, while the actual set of experimental
cuts is more complicated. Monte Carlo event generators and detailed detector simulations in
combination with corrections derived from studies of the actual data are used to transform
the true experimental acceptances to the ideal ones. As is shown in the table, the selection
efficiencies are high, above 95% in ete™ and p*p~ and 70-90 % in 777~ final states.

| [ ALEPH | DELPHI [ 13 | OPAL |
qq final state
acceptance s'/s > 0.01 s'/s > 0.01 s'/s>0.01 | §'/s>0.01
efficiency [%] 99.1 94.8 99.3 99.5
background [%] 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.3
ete™ final state
acceptance —0.9 < cosf < 0.7 lcos O] < 0.72 lcosf| < 0.72 | |cos@| < 0.7
s > 4m? n < 10° n < 25° n < 10°
efficiency [%] 97.4 97.0 98.0 99.0
background [%] 1.0 1.1 1.1 0.3
e~ final state
acceptance |cos@| < 0.9 |cos 6] < 0.94 |cosf| < 0.8 | |cosf| < 0.95
s’ > 4m? n < 20° n < 90° mz/s > 0.01
efficiency [%] 98.2 95.0 92.8 97.9
background [%] 0.2 1.2 1.5 1.0
7T77 final state
acceptance |cosf| < 0.9 0.035 < |cos @] < 0.94 | |cosf| < 0.92 | |cosB| < 0.9
s’ > 4m? s’ > 4m? n < 10° mZ/s > 0.01
efficiency [%] 92.1 72.0 70.9 86.2
background [%] 1.7 3.1 2.3 2.7

Table 2.1: Ideal acceptances, selection efficiencies* and background contribution at the peak of
the resonance (1994 data).

*The lepton selection efficiencies given by the experiments were in some cases quoted with
respect to full acceptance in cos6; for the purpose of comparison, they were corrected to the
fiducial cuts in cos# actually used in the analyses, assuming a shape of the differential cross-
section according to (1 + cos?0).

The idealised acceptances are defined by the scattering angle, 6, of the negatively charged
lepton in the laboratory frame, and also require a cut-off for initial-state photon radiation. The
latter may either be given by a cut on the acollinearity of the two final-state leptons, 7, or by
an explicit cut on the invariant mass of the final-state leptons, m; alternatively, the effective
centre-of-mass energy after initial-state photon radiation, v/s’, may be used. The experimental
efficiencies for low values of m or s” are small. Despite the differing definitions, the efficiencies
given in the table can nevertheless be directly compared, because the acceptance difference
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T

between the wider definition, §'/s > 4m
n < 10° is only 2 %.

and a tight definition using an acollinearity cut at

Total Cross-Section

The total cross-section for the production of each final state is obtained from the efficiency and
background-corrected numbers of selected events normalised to the luminosity. Data taken at
the same energy point and within the same year are combined into a single cross-section mea-
surement at the average energy. As an example, the measurements of the hadronic cross-section
around the three principal energies are shown in Figure Z3. Because the hadron statistics are
almost ten times larger than the lepton statistics, these measurements dominate the determi-
nation of the mass and the width of the Z.

The energy dependence of the hadronic cross-section (the “lineshape”) is shown in the
upper plot of Figure in Section [LA The energy dependence of the muon and tau cross-
section is nearly identical in shape to the hadronic one. In eTe™ final states however, diagrams
involving photon exchange in the ¢-channel and their interference with the s-channel diagrams
also contribute. The different contributions are shown as a function of centre-of-mass energy
in the left-hand plot of Figure 241

2.2.3 Measurements of the Lepton Forward-Backward Asymmetries

The forward-backward asymmetry, Apg, is defined by the numbers of events, Nr and Ng, in
which the final state lepton goes forward (cos - > 0) or backward (cosf,- < 0) with respect
to the direction of the incoming electron, Apg = (Ngp — Ng)/(Ng + Ng). This definition of
App depends implicitly on the acceptance cuts applied on the production polar angle, cosf,
of the leptons. The measurements of App(¢T¢~) require the determination of cosf and the
separation of leptons and anti-leptons based on their electric charges, which are determined
from the curvature of the tracks in the magnetic fields of the central detectors. For u*p~ and
7t7~ final states, App is actually determined from un-binned maximum-likelihood fits to the
differential cross-section distributions of the form do/dcos@ o< 1+ cos? 0 +8/3 - Apg cosf. This
procedure makes better use of the available information and hence leads to slightly smaller
statistical errors. Determined this way the Apg measurements are insensitive to any distortions
of the detection efficiency as long as these are not at the same time asymmetric in charge and
asymmetric in cosf. Examples of the measured angular distributions for the ee™ and p*pu~
final states are shown in Figure 23

The shape of the differential cross-section in the electron final state is more complex due
to contributions from the ¢-channel and the s-t-interference, which lead to a large number of
events in which the electron is scattered in the forward direction. A maximum-likelihood fit to
obtain Agg(ete™) may be performed after subtracting the ¢ and s-t contributions, but usually
the asymmetry is determined from the efficiency-corrected numbers of events with forward and
backward-going electrons.

The energy dependence of the forward-backward asymmetry in the p*p~ final state is
shown in the lower plot of Figure above. The forward-backward asymmetry as a function
of centre-of-mass energy in the ete™ final state including the ¢ and the s-t contributions is
illustrated in the right-hand plot of Figure 2241
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Figure 2.3: Measurements by the four experiments of the hadronic cross-sections around the three principal energies. The vertical error
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Figure 2.4: The energy dependence and the contributions from the s and ¢-channel diagrams and
from the s-t interference for observables in the ete™ channel. Shown are the total cross-section
(left) and the difference between the forward and backward cross-sections after normalisation
to the total cross-section (right). The data points measured by the L3 collaboration refer to
an angular acceptance of |cosf| < 0.72, an acollinearity n < 25° and a minimum energy of
E.+>1 GeV. The lines represent the model-independent fit to all L3 data.

2.2.4 Experimental Systematic Errors

In general, the systematic errors arising from the selection procedures are small and so the
accumulated statistics can be fully exploited. Furthermore, the purely experimental errors
arising from the limited understanding of detector acceptances are uncorrelated among the
experiments. An overview of the experimental systematic errors is given in Table Statistical
errors per experiment on the cross-sections are only around 0.5 per-mille in the hadronic channel
and around 2.5 per-mille in each of the three lepton channels. Statistical errors from the number
of small-angle Bhabha events affect all channels in a correlate