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A bstract

T his note presents constraints on Standard M odel param eters using published and prelin inary
precision electrow eak resultsm easured at the electron-positron colliders LEP and SLC . T he results
are com pared w ith precise electrow eak m easuram ents from other experim ents, notably CDF and
D atthe Tevatron. Constraints on the Input param eters of the Standard M odel are derived from
the com bined set of results obtained in high-Q ¢ interactions, and used to predict results n low - ?
experin ents, such as atom ic parity violation, M ller scattering, and neutrinonucleon scattering.
Them ain changesw ith respect to the experin entalresults presented in 2008 are new com binations
of results on the W -boson m ass and the m ass of the top quark.
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1 Introduction

T he experin ental results used here consist of the naland published Z-pole results [1]m easured by
the ALEPH ,DELPHI,L3,0PAL and SLC experin ents, taking data at the electron-positron colliders
LEP and SLC . In addition, published and prelin nary results on them ass and w idth of theW boson,
m easured at LEP -IT and the Tevatron, and them ass of the top quark, m easured at the Tevatron only,
are included. T his report updates our previous analysis [2].

Them easurem ents allow to check the valdity of the Standard M odel (SM ) and, w ithin its fram e-
work, to Infer valuable informm ation about its fiindam ental param eters. T he accuracy of the W —and
Z-oson m easurem ents m akes them sensitive to them ass of the top quark m +, and to them ass of the
H iggs boson m y through loop corrections. W hile the leading m + dependence is quadratic, the leading
my dependence is logarithm ic. T herefore, the Inferred constraints on m « arem uch stronger than those
onmgyg .

2 M easurem ents

The m easurem ent results considered here are reported in Table[l. A lso shown are their predictions
based on the results of the SM  t to these com bined high-Q ¢ m easuram ents, as reported in the last
colum n of Tablk[2.

T he m easuram ents obtained at the Z pol by the LEP and SLC experinents ALEPH ,DELPHI,
L3,0PAL and SLD , and their com binations, reported in partsa), b) and c) of Tablk[ll, are naland
published [1].

The results on the W boson massby CDF [3]land D [4]in Run-I, and the W boson width by
CDF [Bland D [6]in Run-I, are com bined by the Tevatron E lectroweak W orking G roup based on
a detailed treatm ent of comm on system atic uncertainties [7]. Including also results based on Run-IT
dataonmy byCDF [8,9]land D [l10],andon by CDF [11]Jand D [12], the com bined Tevatron
resultsare [13,14]: my = 80420 0:031G&/, iy = 2050 0:058G&/ E Com bining these resultsw ith
the prelim inary LEP-II com bination [16],my = 80376 0033G& and = 2:196 0:083Gé&/,
the resulting averages used here are:

my 80399 0023 Ge/ (1)
w = 2098 0:048Gé€&/ : (2)

For the m ass of the top quark, m +, the published Run-I results from CDF [17]and D [18], and
prelin inary and published results based on Run-ITdata from CDF [19]and D [20], are com bined
by the Tevatron E lectroweak W orking G roup with the result: m = 173:1 13 G&/ [21]where the
uncertainty now inclides an estin ate for colour reconnection e ects. T he exact de nition of them ass
of the top quark and the related theoretical uncertainty in the interpretation of the m easured \pol"
m ass urgently require further study [22].

In addition, the follow ng nalresults obtained in low -  interactions and reported in Tabk[3 are
considered: (i) the m easuram ents of atom ic parity violation in caesium [23,24], w ith the num erical

TheD collaboration has recently published a new m easurem ent of the width of the W boson [15]: w = 2:028
0:072 G&/ . A new Tevatron com bination including this result and its correlations is in preparation.



result [25]based on a revised analysis of Q ED radiative corrections applied to the raw m easuram ent;
(i1) the result of the E-158 collaboration on the electrow eak m ixing angl@ measured in M ller scatter-
ing [27]; and (iil) the nalresult of the NuTe&V collaboration on neutrinonucleon neutral to charged
current cross section ratios [28].

U sing neutrino-nuclon data with an average Q2 ' 20 G &/7?, the NuTeV collboration has ex—
tracted the Jeft-and right-handed couplings com binations g%, = 497 (g7, + 9°y) = [1=2 sh? . +
(5=9)sin® o 1 ug and g% 4 = 497 (GF, + Gig) = (5=9)sin® o wdr with the  param eters for
exam plede ned in [29]. The NuTe&V results for the e ective couplings are: gzLud = 0:30005 000137
and gZRud = 0:03076 000110, with a correlation of 0:017. W hile the result on g grug agrees w ith
the SM expectation, the result on g 1,44, relatively m easured nearly eight tin es m ore precisely than

g rud s Show s a de cit w ith respect to the expectation at the level of 2.9 standard deviations [28]@

An additional input param eter, not shown in the table, is the Fermm iconstant G r ,determ ined from
the lifetine,Gp = 1:16637(1) 10° cay 2 [31]. New m easuram ents of G yield values which are
n good agreem ent [32,33]. The relative error of Gy is com parable to that of m 5 ; both errors have
negligible e ects on the tresults.

3 Theoretical and P aram etric U ncertainties

D etailed studies of the theoretical uncertainties In the SM predictions due to m issing higher-order
electrow eak corrections and their Interplay w ith Q CD corrections had been carried out by the working
group on P recision calculations for the Z resonance’ [29],and later in R eferences 34 and 35. T heoretical
uncertainties are evaluated by com paring di erent but, within our present know ledge, egquivalent
treatm ents ofaspects such as resum m ation techniques, m om entum transfer scales for vertex corrections
and factorisation schem es. The e ects of these theoretical uncertainties are reduced by the inclision
of higher-order corrections [36,37] in the electroweak lbraries TOPAZO0 [38]and ZFITTER [39].

The use of the higherorder QCD corrections [37] Increases the value of sm %) by 0.001, as
expected. The e ect of m issing higherorder Q CD corrections on g (m % ) dom inates m issing higher—
order electrow eak corrections and uncertainties In the interplay of electroweak and Q CD corrections.
A discussion of theoretical uncertainties in the determm ination of ¢ can be found in R eferences 29
and 40, w ith a m ore recent analysis in R eference 41 where the theoretical uncertainty is estim ated to
be about 0.001 for the analyses presented in the follow ing.

The com plete (ferm ionic and bosonic) two-loop corrections for the calculation of my  [42], and
the com plete ferm ionic two-loop corrections for the calculation of sin? éept [431have been calculatsd.
Including threedoop top-quark contributions to the param eter in the lin it of large m [44], e —
cient routines for evaluating these corrections have been m plem ented since version 6.40 in the sem i-
analytical program ZFITTER .T he ram aining theoretical uncertainties are estim ated to be 4 M &/ on
my and 0.000049 on sin® iept. T he latter uncertainty dom nates the theoretical uncertainty In SM

ts and the extraction of constraints on them ass of the H iggs boson presented below . For a com plete
picture, the com plete two—-loop calculation for the partial Z decay w idths should be calculated.

T he theoretical errors discussed above are not ncluded in the results presented in Tables[2 and 3.
At present the in pact of theoretical uncertainties on the determm ination of SM param eters from the

2 E-158 quotes In the M Sbar schem e, evolved to Q% = m % . Weadd 0.00029 to the quoted value in order to obtain
the e ective electrow eak m xing angle [26].
’A new study nds that EM C -like isovector e ects are able to explain thisdi erence [30].



precise electrow eak m easurem ents is an all com pared to the error due to the uncertainty in the value
of (m3),which is ncluded in the results.

The uncertainty I (m 2) arises from the contribution of light quarks to the photon vacuum

Z
. . (5)
polarisation, hag @ % ):

0
7)= o) ; (3)

5
1 mZ) m?) pm?)

(m

where (0)= 1=137:036. The top contribution, 0:00007(1), depends on the m ass of the top quark,
and is therefore determ ined inside the electroweak libraries TOPAZ0 and ZFITTER . T he leptonic
contribution is calculated to third order [45] to be 0:03150, w ith negligible uncertainty.

For the hadronic contrbution ) (m %), we use the result 0:02758  0:00035 [46] which takes
Into account published results on electron-positron annihilations into hadrons at low centre-ofm ass
energies by the BES collaboration [47], as well as the revised published results from CM D 2 [48] and
results from KLOE [49]. T he reduced uncertainty still causes an error of 0.00013 on the SM prediction
of sin? iept, and errors of 02 G&/ and 0.1 on the tted valies ofm + and logm 5 ), ncluded in the
results presented below . Thee ect on the SM prediction for ./ isnegligble. The g(m % ) values from
the SM ts presented here are stable against a variation of (m % ) In the interval quoted.

T here are also several evaluations of }(lz)d (m % ) [50{60]which arem ore theory-driven. O ne of the
m ore recent of these (R eference 60) also ilncludes the new results from BES,yieding 002749 0:00012.
To show the e ects of the uncertainty of (m % ), we also use this evaluation of the hadronic vacuum

polarisation.

4 Selected R esults

Figure[dl show s a com parison of the leptonic partialw idth from LEP-I, .. = 83985 0:086M &7 [1],
and the e ective electrow eak m ixing angle from asym m etriesm easured at LEP-Tand SLD , sin? iept =
023153 0:00016 [1], with the SM shown as a function ofm ¢ and my . Good agreem ent w ith the
SM prediction using the m ost recent m easurem ents of m + and m is observed. T he point w ith the
arrow indicates the prediction if am ong the electrow eak radiative corrections only the photon vacuum
polarisation is included, which show s that the precision electroweak Z-pole data are sensitive to non-—

trivial electrow eak corrections. Note that the error due to the uncertainty on (m % ) (shown as the
length of the arrow ) is not much sm aller than the experin ental error on sin? ** fiom LEP-T and
SLD . T his underlines the continued in portance of a precise m easurament of (¢"e ! hadrons) at
low centre-ofm ass energies.

O f the m easurem ents given in Table[], R Y is one of the m ost sensitive to QCD corrections. For
my = 91:1875 G&/,and mposingm ¢ = 1731 13 G&/ as a constraint, g = 0:1223 00038 is
obtained. A fematively, . [ =R?= 2:0003 00027 nb [l]whih hashigher sensitivity to QCD
corrections and lessdependenceon my yieds: g = 01179 0:0030. Typical errors arising from the
variation of myg between 100 G&/ and 200 G &/ are of the order of 0:001, som ew hat an aller for fep .
These results on g, as well as those reported in the next section, are In very good agreem ent w ith
world averages ( s(m %) = (0:118 02002 [61],or g@m %) = 0:1178 0:0033 based solkly on NNLO

QCD results excuding the LEP I lineshape results and accounting for correlated errors [62]).



M easurem ent w ith | System atic | Standard | Pull
Total E rror E rror M odel t
B m2) @e 0:02758  0:00035 000034 | 002768 | 03
a) LEP-T
lineshape and
lepton asym m etries:
my, Ge&v] 91:1875 0:0021 @)0.,0017 91.1874 0:0
; Geav] 24952  0:0023 @0 0012 2.4959 03
2 4 bl 41540 0037 ®0.028 41478 147
RY 20:767  0:025 ®0 007 20.742 10
A 00171 00010 | ®0.0003 00165 | 07
+ correlation m atrix [1]
polarisation:
A (P ) 0:1465 0:0033 0.0016 0.1481 05
qqg charge asymm etry:
sin? FPEQhad) 02324 00012 0.0010 023138 | 038
b) SLD
A. (SLD) 0:1513 0:0021 0.0010 0.1481 15
c) LEP-I/SLD Heavy Flavour
RY 021629 0:00066 0.00050 021579 | 08
RO 01721  0:0030 0.0019 0.1723 0:
AJY 0:0992 0:0016 0.0007 01038 29
Ade 00707 0:0035 0.0017 0.0742 10
Ay 0923  0:020 0.013 0935 06
A 0670 0027 0.015 0.668 0:
+ correlation m atrix [1]
d) LEP-ITI and Tevatron
my [G& ](LEP-I, Tevatron) 80399 0:023 80379 09
w G& ] (LEP-I, Tevatron) 2:098 0:048 2.092 0:1
m: [G& ] (Tevatron [21]) 1731 13 11 1732 0:

Table 1: Summ ary of high-Q ? m easurem ents included in the combined analysis of SM param eters.
Section a) summ arises LEP T averages, Section b) SLD results (A . ncludes Ar and the polarised
lepton asym m etries), Section ¢) the LEP-Tand SLD heavy avour results, and Section d) electrow eak
m easuram ents from LEP-I and the Tevatron. T he total errors in colum n 2 include the system atic
errors listed In colum n 3. A lthough the system atic errors include both correlated and uncorrelated
sources, the determ ination of the system atic part of each error is approxin ate. The SM results in
colimn 4 and the pulls (di erence between m easurem ent and t In units of the total m easurem ent

error) in colim n 5 are derfved from the SM  t nclidig allhigh-Q ? data (Tabk[d, colmn 4).

@) The system atic errors on m; and ; contain the errors arising from the uncertainties in the LEP I beam

energy only.

®)0 nly comm on system atic errors are indicated.
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Figure 1: LEP-T+ SLD m easuram ents [1] of sin and .. and the SM prediction. T he point w ith
the arrow labelled show s the prediction if am ong the electroweak radiative corrections only the
photon vacuum polarisation is ncluded. The associated arrow show s variation of this prediction if

(m % ) is changed by one standard deviation. T his variation gives an additional uncertainty to the
SM prediction shown In the gure.
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5 Standard M odelA nalyses

In the follow g, several di erent SM analyses as reported in Tabl [ are discussed. The 2 m in—

In isation is perform ed with the program M INUIT [63], and the predictions are calculated w ith

ZFITTER 643 as a function of the wve SM input param eters }(lzg(mé), S(m%), myg, m¢ and

Iogp(m g =G &/ ) which are varied sinultaneously in the ts; see [1] for details on the t procedure.
The som ewhat large ?/dof. orallof these ts is caused by the large dispersion in the values of the
leptonic e ective electrow eak m ixing angle m easured through the various asymm etries at LEP I and
SLD [1]. Follow ing [1] for the analyses presented here, this dispersion is interpreted as a uctuation
In one or m ore of the lnput m easurem ents, and thus we neither m odify nor exclude any of them .
A further signi cant ncrease n  ?/dof. is observed when the NuTeV results are included in the
analysis.

To test the agreem ent between the Zpolk data [1] (LEP-I and SLD ) and the SM ,a t to these
data is perform ed. The result is shown in Tabk[d, coim n 1. T he indirect constraintson m iy and m ¢
are shown in Figure[d, com pared w ith the direct m easuram ents. A 1so shown are the SM predictions
for H iggs m asses between 114 and 1000 G&/ . As can be seen In the gure, the indirect and direct
m easuram ents of m iy and m + are In good agreem ent, and both sets prefer a low value of the H iggs
m ass.

For the t shown in colimn 2 of Tabl [J, the direct m « m easurem ent is included to obtain the
best indirect determ ination of my . The result is also shown In Figure[3. Also in this case, the
indirect determ ination of the W boson m ass, 80:364 0:020 G &/, is In good agream ent w ith the direct
m easuram ents from LEP-ITand the Tevatron,my = 80:399 0:023G &/ . Forthe tshown in column 3
of Table[d and Figure[d, the direct my; and y m easuram ents from LEP-II and the Tevatron are
inclided instead of the direct m ¢ m easurem ent in oxrder to obtain the constraintm = 179" é2 Ge&v/,In

good agreem ent w ith the direct m easureament ofm+ = 173:1 13 Gé&/.

F inally, the best constraints on m g are obtained when all high-Q > m easurem ents are used in the

t. The results of this tare shown in comn 4 of Tabl [J. T he predictions of this t for observables
m easured in high-Q 2 and low-Q ¢ reactions are listed in Tables[l and [3, respectively. In Figure[d the
observed valie of 2 2 f”.n as a function ofmy is plotted for this t including all high-Q 2
results. The solid curve is the result using ZF IT TER , and corresponds to the Jast colum n of Tablk[Z.
T he shaded band represents the uncertainty due to uncalculated higher-order corrections, as estin ated

by ZFITTER .

The 95% onesided con dence levelupper lin it on m y (taking the band Into account) is 157 G &/ .
The95% CL.lower Imitonmy of114.4 G &/ obtained from direct searches at LEP-II [64] and the
region between 160 G &/ and 170 G &/ excluded by the Tevatron experim ents [65] are not used in the
determ ination of this 1im it. Ihcluding the LEP -IT directsearch lin it increases the 1m it from 157 G &/

t0 186 G &7 . A lso shown is the result (dashed curve) obtained when using }(lzg (m % ) of R eference 60.

G ven the constraints on the other four SM input param eters, each observable is equivalent to a
constraint on the m ass of the SM H iggs boson. T he constraints on the m ass of the SM H iggs boson
resulting from each cbservable are com pared in Figureldl. For very low H iggsi asses, these constraints
are qualitative only asthe e ects of realH ggsstrahlung, neither Included in the experim entalanalyses
nor in the SM calculations of expectations, m ay then becom e sizeable [66]. Besides the m easurem ent
of the W m ass, the m ost sensitive m easurem ents are the asymm etries, ie., sin? iept. A reduced
uncertainty for the value of (m % ) would therefore result in an Im proved constraint on logm y and

thusm g , as already shown in F igures[d and 3.



-1- -2~ -3- -4 -
allZpole allZpoledata | allZ-pole data allZpol data
data plusm ¢ plusmy , plusmemy 7 w
m ¢ Ger ] 17312 173413 179" 32 1732713
m g Geav] 1117 220 115" 355 147257 87" 32
g, M 5 =G &) 205" 947 206" 918 247" 942 1947972
sm?) 0:1190 00027 | 0:1190 0:0027 | 01190 0:0028 | 0:1185 00026
2/dof. (P) || 16:0=10 (9:9% ) | 16:0=11 (14% ) | 169=12 (15% ) | 17:3=13 (18%)
sin? * 023149 023149 023143 0223138
0:00016 0:00016 0:00014 0:00013
sin? 022331 022329 022286 022301
0:00062 0:00040 0:00036 000028
my Gev 1| 80363 0:032 | 80:364 0020 | 80:387 0:020 | 80379 0015

Tabl 2: Resultsof the tsto: (1) allZpole data (LEP-Tand SLD ), (2) all Zpole data plus direct
m + detem ination, (3) allZ-pole data plusdirectmy and  detem nations, (4) allZ-polk data plus
directm +;my ; w detem nations (ie., allhigh-Q 2 results). A s the sensitivity tom ¢ is logarithm ic,

bothmy aswellas log;,(m y =G &/ ) are quoted. T he bottom part of the table lists derived results for
. 2 lept

sin® 7, sin® y and my . See text for a discussion of theoretical errors not ncluded in the errors
above.
M easurem ent w ith Standard M odel | Pull
Total E rror HighQ? Fit

APV [25]

QOu (Cs) 72514 046 72910 0:030 04

M ller [27]

sin® Tsmz) 02330 0:0015 023109 000013 | 13

N [28]
gZLud 0:30005 0:00137 || 0:30399 0:00016 29
gZRud 0:03076 0:00110 || 0:03012 0:00003 | 0%

Table 3: Summ ary of m easurem ents perform ed in low -Q ? reactions, nam ely atom ic parity violation,
e e M Iller scattering and neutrinonucleon scattering. The SM results and the pulls (di erence
between m easurem ent and t In units of the total m easurem ent error) are derived from the SM t
including allhigh-Q ? data (Tabk[d, colum n 4) w ith the H iggs m ass treated as a free param eter.
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Figure 2: The com parison of the indirect constraints on my and m ¢« based on LEP-I/SLD data
(dashed contour) and the direct m easurem ents from the LEP -II/Tevatron experim ents (solid contour).
In both cases the 68% CL contours are plotted. A Iso shown is the SM relationship for the m asses as
a function of the H ggs m ass in the region favoured by theory (< 1000 G &/ ) and allowed by direct
searches (114 G&7 to 170 G&/ and > 180 G&/ ). The arrow labelled show s the variation of this

relation if (m % ) is changed by plus/m inus one standard deviation. T his variation gives an additional
uncertainty to the SM band shown in the gure.
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Figure 3: The 68% con dence kevelcontour n my and my for the t to alldata except the direct
m easuram ent ofm ; , Indicated by the shaded horizontalband of 1 sigm a width. T he vertical bands
show s the 95% CL exclusion lin itonm y from the direct searchesat LEP I (up to 114 G &/ ) and the
Tevatron (160 G&/ to 170 G &/ ).
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Figure 4: The 68% con dence level contour in m + and mz for the t to all data except the direct
m easuram ent of m +, ndicated by the shaded horizontalband of 1 sigm a width. T he vertical band
show s the 95% CL exclusion lin itonm y from the direct searchesat LEP I (up to 114 G &/ ) and the
Tevatron (160 G&/ to 170 G&/ ).
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Figure 5: 2= 2 I%jn vs. m y curve. The line is the result of the tusihg allhigh-Q 2 data (last

colum n of Tabl [d); the band represents an estin ate of the theoretical error due to m issing higher
order corrections. T he verticalband show s the 95% CL exclusion Im itonm y from the direct searches

at LEP-IT (up to 114 G &/ ) and the Tevatron (160 G&/ to 170 G &/ ). The dashed curve is the result

obtained using the evaluation of ff;)d (m % ) from R eference 60. T he dotted curve corresponds to a

t Including also the low 9 2 data.
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Figure 6: Constraints on the m ass of the H iggs boson from each pseudo-observable. The H iggs-

boson m ass and its 68% CL uncertainty is obtained from a vefparameter SM t to the observable,
constraining |, (mZ)= 002758 000035, s(mZ)= 0118 0003,my = 91:1875 0:0021 Ge&
andm¢= 1731 1:3G&/ . Because of these four com m on constraints the resulting H iggsdoson m ass
values are highly correlated . T he shaded band denotes the overall constraint on them ass of the H iggs
boson derived from all pseudo-observables including the above four SM param eters as reported in the
last colum n of Tabk[d. The vertical Iine denotes the 95% CL lower lim it from the direct search for

the H iggs boson . R esults are only shown for H iggsm ass sensitive observables.
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6 Conclusions

T he prelin inary and published results from the LEP, SLD and Tevatron experin ents, and their
com binations, test the Standard M odel (SM ) at the highest interaction energies. T he com bination of
the m any precise electrow eak results yields stringent constraints on the SM and its free param eters.
M ostm easurem ents agree wellw ith the predictions. T he spread in values of the variousdetermm nations
of the e ective electrow eak m ixing angle in asym m etry m easurem ents at the Z pole is som ew hat larger
than expected [1].

P rospects for the Future

T hem easurem ents from data taken at ornear the 72 resonance, both at LEP aswellasat SLC ,are nal
and published [1]. Som e In provem ents in accuracy are expected In the high energy data (LEP-II),
where each experin ent has accum ulated about 700 pb ' ofdata, when com binations of the published

nal results are m ade. The m easurem ents from the Tevatron experim ents w ill continue to in prove
w ith the increasing data sam ple collected during Run—II. T hem easuram entsof m 3 are likely to reach
a precision com parable to the uncertainty on the prediction obtained via the radiative corrections
of the Z-pol data, providing an im portant test of the Standard M odel. T he large data sam ples to
be collected at the LHC set the stage for further in provem ents. W ork is needed in reconciling the
de nition of the top-quark m ass in the theory and its extraction from the collider data.
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