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A bstract

Thisnotepresentsconstraintson Standard M odelparam etersusing published and prelim inary

precision electroweak resultsm easured attheelectron-positron collidersLEP and SLC.Theresults

are com pared with precise electroweak m easurem ents from other experim ents,notably CDF and

D� attheTevatron.Constraintson theinputparam etersoftheStandard M odelarederived from

thecom bined setofresultsobtained in high-Q 2 interactions,and used to predictresultsin low-Q 2

experim ents,such as atom ic parity violation,M � ller scattering,and neutrino-nucleon scattering.

Them ain changeswith respectto theexperim entalresultspresented in 2008arenew com binations

ofresultson the W -boson m assand the m assofthe top quark.
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1 Introduction

The experim entalresultsused here consistofthe �naland published Z-pole results[1]m easured by

theALEPH,DELPHI,L3,O PAL and SLC experim ents,taking data attheelectron-positron colliders

LEP and SLC.In addition,published and prelim inary resultson them assand width oftheW boson,

m easured atLEP-IIand theTevatron,and them assofthetop quark,m easured attheTevatron only,

are included.Thisreportupdatesourpreviousanalysis[2].

Them easurem entsallow to check thevalidity oftheStandard M odel(SM )and,within itsfram e-

work,to infervaluable inform ation aboutitsfundam entalparam eters. The accuracy ofthe W -and

Z-boson m easurem entsm akesthem sensitive to them assofthetop quark m t,and to them assofthe

Higgsboson m H through loop corrections.W hiletheleading m t dependenceisquadratic,theleading

m H dependenceislogarithm ic.Therefore,theinferred constraintson m tarem uch strongerthan those

on m H .

2 M easurem ents

The m easurem entresults considered here are reported in Table 1. Also shown are their predictions

based on the resultsofthe SM �tto these com bined high-Q 2 m easurem ents,asreported in the last

colum n ofTable 2.

The m easurem entsobtained atthe Z pole by the LEP and SLC experim entsALEPH,DELPHI,

L3,O PAL and SLD,and theircom binations,reported in partsa),b)and c)ofTable 1,are �naland

published [1].

The results on the W -boson m ass by CDF [3]and D� [4]in Run-I,and the W -boson width by

CDF [5]and D� [6]in Run-I,are com bined by the Tevatron Electroweak W orking G roup based on

a detailed treatm entofcom m on system atic uncertainties[7]. Including also resultsbased on Run-II

data on m W by CDF [8,9]and D� [10],and on � W by CDF [11]and D� [12],thecom bined Tevatron

resultsare[13,14]:m W = 80:420� 0:031 G eV,�W = 2:050� 0:058 G eV.1 Com biningtheseresultswith

the prelim inary LEP-IIcom bination [16],m W = 80:376 � 0:033 G eV and �W = 2:196� 0:083 G eV,

the resulting averagesused hereare:

m W = 80:399� 0:023 G eV (1)

�W = 2:098� 0:048 G eV : (2)

Forthe m assofthe top quark,m t,the published Run-Iresultsfrom CDF [17]and D� [18],and

prelim inary and published results based on Run-IIdata from CDF [19]and D� [20],are com bined

by the Tevatron Electroweak W orking G roup with the result: m t = 173:1� 1:3 G eV [21]where the

uncertainty now includesan estim ateforcolourreconnection e�ects.Theexactde�nition ofthem ass

ofthe top quark and the related theoreticaluncertainty in the interpretation ofthe m easured \pole"

m assurgently requirefurtherstudy [22].

In addition,thefollowing �nalresultsobtained in low-Q 2 interactionsand reported in Table3 are

considered: (i) the m easurem ents ofatom ic parity violation in caesium [23,24],with the num erical

1
The D � collaboration hasrecently published a new m easurem entofthe width ofthe W boson [15]: �W = 2:028�

0:072 G eV .A new Tevatron com bination including thisresultand itscorrelationsisin preparation.
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result[25]based on a revised analysisofQ ED radiative correctionsapplied to the raw m easurem ent;

(ii)theresultoftheE-158 collaboration on theelectroweak m ixing angle2 m easured in M �llerscatter-

ing [27];and (iii)the �nalresultofthe NuTeV collaboration on neutrino-nucleon neutralto charged

currentcrosssection ratios[28].

Using neutrino-nucleon data with an average Q 2 ’ 20 G eV 2,the NuTeV collaboration has ex-

tracted theleft-and right-handed couplingscom binationsg2
�Lud

= 4g2L�(g
2
Lu + g2

Ld
)= [1=2� sin2�e� +

(5=9)sin4�e�]���ud and g2
�R ud

= 4g2
L�
(g2
R u

+ g2
R d
) = (5=9)sin4�e����ud,with the � param eters for

exam plede�ned in [29].TheNuTeV resultsforthee�ective couplingsare:g2
�Lud

= 0:30005� 0:00137

and g2
�R ud

= 0:03076� 0:00110,with a correlation of� 0:017. W hile the resulton g�R ud agreeswith

the SM expectation,the resulton g�Lud,relatively m easured nearly eighttim es m ore precisely than

g�R ud,showsa de�citwith respectto the expectation atthelevelof2.9 standard deviations[28].3

An additionalinputparam eter,notshown in thetable,istheFerm iconstantG F ,determ ined from

the � lifetim e,G F = 1:16637(1)� 10� 5 G eV � 2 [31]. New m easurem entsofG F yield valueswhich are

in good agreem ent [32,33]. The relative errorofG F is com parable to that ofm Z;both errors have

negligible e�ectson the�tresults.

3 T heoreticaland Param etric U ncertainties

Detailed studies ofthe theoreticaluncertainties in the SM predictions due to m issing higher-order

electroweak correctionsand theirinterplay with Q CD correctionshad been carried outby theworking

group on ‘Precision calculationsfortheZ resonance’[29],and laterin References34and 35.Theoretical

uncertainties are evaluated by com paring di�erent but, within our present knowledge, equivalent

treatm entsofaspectssuch asresum m ation techniques,m om entum transferscalesforvertexcorrections

and factorisation schem es. The e�ectsofthese theoreticaluncertaintiesare reduced by the inclusion

ofhigher-ordercorrections[36,37]in the electroweak librariesTO PAZ0 [38]and ZFITTER [39].

The use of the higher-order Q CD corrections [37] increases the value of �S(m
2
Z) by 0.001, as

expected. The e�ectofm issing higher-orderQ CD correctionson �S(m
2
Z
)dom inatesm issing higher-

orderelectroweak correctionsand uncertaintiesin the interplay ofelectroweak and Q CD corrections.

A discussion oftheoreticaluncertainties in the determ ination of�S can be found in References 29

and 40,with a m orerecentanalysisin Reference41 wherethetheoreticaluncertainty isestim ated to

beabout0.001 fortheanalysespresented in thefollowing.

The com plete (ferm ionic and bosonic) two-loop corrections for the calculation ofm W [42],and

the com plete ferm ionic two-loop correctionsforthecalculation ofsin2�
lept

e�
[43]have been calculated.

Including three-loop top-quark contributions to the � param eter in the lim it oflarge m t [44],e�-

cientroutinesforevaluating these correctionshave been im plem ented since version 6.40 in the sem i-

analyticalprogram ZFITTER.Therem aining theoreticaluncertaintiesareestim ated to be4 M eV on

m W and 0.000049 on sin2�
lept

e�
. The latter uncertainty dom inates the theoreticaluncertainty in SM

�tsand theextraction ofconstraintson them assoftheHiggsboson presented below.Fora com plete

picture,the com plete two-loop calculation forthe partialZ decay widthsshould becalculated.

Thetheoreticalerrorsdiscussed abovearenotincluded in theresultspresented in Tables2 and 3.

At presentthe im pact oftheoreticaluncertainties on the determ ination ofSM param eters from the

2
E-158 quotesin the M Sbar schem e,evolved to Q

2
= m

2

Z. W e add 0.00029 to the quoted value in order to obtain

the e� ective electroweak m ixing angle [26].
3
A new study � ndsthatEM C-like isovectore� ectsare able to explain thisdi� erence [30].
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precise electroweak m easurem entsissm allcom pared to the errordueto the uncertainty in the value

of�(m 2
Z
),which isincluded in the results.

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

polarisation,��
(5)

had
(m 2

Z
):

�(m 2
Z)=

�(0)

1� �� ‘(m
2
Z
)� ��

(5)

had
(m 2

Z
)� �� top(m

2
Z
)
; (3)

where �(0)= 1=137:036. The top contribution,� 0:00007(1),dependson the m assofthe top quark,

and is therefore determ ined inside the electroweak libraries TO PAZ0 and ZFITTER.The leptonic

contribution iscalculated to third order[45]to be0:03150,with negligible uncertainty.

For the hadronic contribution ��
(5)

had
(m 2

Z),we use the result 0:02758 � 0:00035 [46]which takes

into account published results on electron-positron annihilations into hadronsat low centre-of-m ass

energiesby the BES collaboration [47],aswellasthe revised published resultsfrom CM D-2 [48]and

resultsfrom K LO E [49].Thereduced uncertainty stillcausesan errorof0.00013 on theSM prediction

ofsin2�
lept

e�
,and errors of0.2 G eV and 0.1 on the �tted values ofm t and log(m H ),included in the

resultspresented below.Thee�ecton theSM prediction for�‘‘ isnegligible.The�S(m
2
Z)valuesfrom

the SM �tspresented here arestable againsta variation of�(m 2
Z
)in theintervalquoted.

Therearealso severalevaluationsof��
(5)

had
(m 2

Z)[50{60]which arem oretheory-driven.O neofthe

m orerecentofthese(Reference60)alsoincludesthenew resultsfrom BES,yielding0:02749� 0:00012.

To show the e�ectsofthe uncertainty of�(m 2
Z
),we also use thisevaluation ofthe hadronic vacuum

polarisation.

4 Selected R esults

Figure 1 showsa com parison oftheleptonic partialwidth from LEP-I,�‘‘ = 83:985� 0:086 M eV [1],

and thee�ectiveelectroweak m ixinganglefrom asym m etriesm easured atLEP-Iand SLD,sin2�
lept

e�
=

0:23153 � 0:00016 [1],with the SM shown as a function ofm t and m H . G ood agreem ent with the

SM prediction using the m ostrecent m easurem ents ofm t and m W isobserved. The pointwith the

arrow indicatestheprediction ifam ong theelectroweak radiativecorrectionsonly thephoton vacuum

polarisation isincluded,which showsthatthe precision electroweak Z-pole data are sensitive to non-

trivialelectroweak corrections. Note that the error due to the uncertainty on �(m 2
Z) (shown as the

length ofthe arrow) is not m uch sm aller than the experim entalerror on sin2�
lept

e�
from LEP-I and

SLD.This underlines the continued im portance ofa precise m easurem ent of�(e+ e� ! hadrons) at

low centre-of-m assenergies.

O fthe m easurem ents given in Table 1,R 0
‘
isone ofthe m ostsensitive to Q CD corrections. For

m Z = 91:1875 G eV,and im posing m t = 173:1 � 1:3 G eV as a constraint,�S = 0:1223 � 0:0038 is

obtained.Alternatively,�0
lep

� �0
had

=R 0
‘
= 2:0003� 0:0027 nb [1]which hashighersensitivity to Q CD

correctionsand lessdependenceon m H yields:�S = 0:1179� 0:0030.Typicalerrorsarising from the

variation ofm H between 100 G eV and 200 G eV are ofthe orderof0:001,som ewhatsm allerfor�0
lep
.

These resultson �S,as wellas those reported in the nextsection,are in very good agreem ent with

world averages (�S(m
2
Z) = 0:118 � 0:002 [61],or �S(m

2
Z) = 0:1178 � 0:0033 based solely on NNLO

Q CD resultsexcluding the LEP-Ilineshaperesultsand accounting forcorrelated errors[62]).
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M easurem entwith System atic Standard Pull

TotalError Error M odel�t

��
(5)

had
(m 2

Z
)[46] 0:02758� 0:00035 0.00034 0.02768 � 0:3

a) LEP-I

line-shapeand

lepton asym m etries:

m Z [G eV] 91:1875� 0:0021 (a)0.0017 91.1874 0:0

�Z [G eV] 2:4952� 0:0023 (a)0.0012 2.4959 � 0:3

�0
had

[nb] 41:540� 0:037 (b)0.028 41.478 1:7

R 0
‘

20:767� 0:025 (b)0.007 20.742 1:0

A
0;‘

FB
0:0171� 0:0010 (b)0.0003 0.0165 0:7

+ correlation m atrix [1]

� polarisation:

A ‘ (P�) 0:1465� 0:0033 0.0016 0.1481 � 0:5

qq charge asym m etry:

sin2�
lept

e�
(Q had

FB ) 0:2324� 0:0012 0.0010 0.23138 0:8

b) SLD

A ‘ (SLD) 0:1513� 0:0021 0.0010 0.1481 1:5

c) LEP-I/SLD Heavy Flavour

R 0
b

0:21629� 0:00066 0.00050 0.21579 0:8

R 0
c 0:1721� 0:0030 0.0019 0.1723 � 0:1

A
0;b

FB
0:0992� 0:0016 0.0007 0.1038 � 2:9

A
0;c

FB
0:0707� 0:0035 0.0017 0.0742 � 1:0

A b 0:923� 0:020 0.013 0.935 � 0:6

A c 0:670� 0:027 0.015 0.668 0:1

+ correlation m atrix [1]

d) LEP-IIand Tevatron

m W [G eV ](LEP-II,Tevatron) 80:399� 0:023 80.379 0:9

�W [G eV ](LEP-II,Tevatron) 2:098� 0:048 2.092 0:1

m t [G eV ](Tevatron [21]) 173:1� 1:3 1.1 173.2 � 0:1

Table 1: Sum m ary ofhigh-Q 2 m easurem ents included in the com bined analysis ofSM param eters.

Section a) sum m arises LEP-Iaverages,Section b) SLD results (A ‘ includes A LR and the polarised

lepton asym m etries),Section c)theLEP-Iand SLD heavy 
avourresults,and Section d)electroweak

m easurem ents from LEP-IIand the Tevatron. The totalerrors in colum n 2 include the system atic

errors listed in colum n 3. Although the system atic errors include both correlated and uncorrelated

sources,the determ ination ofthe system atic part ofeach error is approxim ate. The SM results in

colum n 4 and the pulls (di�erence between m easurem ent and �t in units ofthe totalm easurem ent

error)in colum n 5 are derived from theSM �tincluding allhigh-Q 2 data (Table 2,colum n 4).
(a)The system atic errors on m Z and �Z contain the errors arising from the uncertainties in the LEP-Ibeam

energy only.
(b)O nly com m on system aticerrorsareindicated.
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Figure 1: LEP-I+ SLD m easurem ents[1]ofsin2�
lept

e�
and �‘‘ and theSM prediction.Thepointwith

the arrow labelled �� shows the prediction ifam ong the electroweak radiative corrections only the

photon vacuum polarisation is included. The associated arrow shows variation ofthis prediction if

�(m 2
Z
) is changed by one standard deviation. This variation gives an additionaluncertainty to the

SM prediction shown in the �gure.
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5 Standard M odelA nalyses

In the following,severaldi�erent SM analyses as reported in Table 2 are discussed. The �2 m in-

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

ZFITTER 6.43 as a function of the �ve SM input param eters ��
(5)

had
(m 2

Z), �S(m
2
Z), m Z, m t and

log10(m H =G eV) which are varied sim ultaneously in the �ts;see [1]for details on the �t procedure.

Thesom ewhatlarge�2/d.o.f.forallofthese�tsiscaused by thelargedispersion in thevaluesofthe

leptonic e�ective electroweak m ixing angle m easured through the variousasym m etriesatLEP-Iand

SLD [1]. Following [1]forthe analysespresented here,thisdispersion isinterpreted asa 
uctuation

in one or m ore ofthe input m easurem ents,and thus we neither m odify nor exclude any ofthem .

A further signi�cant increase in �2/d.o.f. is observed when the NuTeV results are included in the

analysis.

To test the agreem ent between the Z-pole data [1](LEP-Iand SLD)and the SM ,a �tto these

data isperform ed.Theresultisshown in Table2,colum n 1.Theindirectconstraintson m W and m t

are shown in Figure 2,com pared with the directm easurem ents. Also shown are the SM predictions

for Higgs m asses between 114 and 1000 G eV. As can be seen in the �gure,the indirect and direct

m easurem ents ofm W and m t are in good agreem ent,and both sets prefer a low value ofthe Higgs

m ass.

For the �t shown in colum n 2 ofTable 2,the direct m t m easurem ent is included to obtain the

best indirect determ ination ofm W . The result is also shown in Figure 3. Also in this case, the

indirectdeterm ination oftheW boson m ass,80:364� 0:020 G eV ,isin good agreem entwith thedirect

m easurem entsfrom LEP-IIand theTevatron,m W = 80:399� 0:023 G eV.Forthe�tshown in colum n 3

ofTable 2 and Figure 4,the direct m W and �W m easurem ents from LEP-IIand the Tevatron are

included instead ofthedirectm t m easurem entin orderto obtain theconstraintm t = 179+ 12� 9 G eV,in

good agreem entwith thedirectm easurem entofm t= 173:1� 1:3 G eV.

Finally,the bestconstraintson m H are obtained when allhigh-Q 2 m easurem entsare used in the

�t.Theresultsofthis�tareshown in colum n 4 ofTable 2.Thepredictionsofthis�tforobservables

m easured in high-Q 2 and low-Q 2 reactionsare listed in Tables1 and 3,respectively. In Figure 5 the

observed value of�� 2 � �2 � �2m in as a function ofm H is plotted for this �tincluding allhigh-Q 2

results.Thesolid curveistheresultusing ZFITTER,and correspondsto thelastcolum n ofTable2.

Theshaded band representstheuncertainty duetouncalculated higher-ordercorrections,asestim ated

by ZFITTER.

The95% one-sided con�dencelevelupperlim iton m H (taking theband into account)is157 G eV.

The 95% C.L.lowerlim iton m H of114.4 G eV obtained from directsearchesatLEP-II[64]and the

region between 160 G eV and 170 G eV excluded by the Tevatron experim ents[65]are notused in the

determ ination ofthislim it.Including theLEP-IIdirect-search lim itincreasesthelim itfrom 157 G eV

to 186 G eV.Also shown istheresult(dashed curve)obtained when using ��
(5)

had
(m 2

Z
)ofReference60.

G iven the constraints on the otherfourSM inputparam eters,each observable isequivalentto a

constrainton the m assofthe SM Higgsboson. The constraintson the m assofthe SM Higgsboson

resulting from each observablearecom pared in Figure6.Forvery low Higgs-m asses,theseconstraints

arequalitativeonly asthee�ectsofrealHiggs-strahlung,neitherincluded in theexperim entalanalyses

norin the SM calculationsofexpectations,m ay then becom e sizeable [66].Besidesthe m easurem ent

of the W m ass, the m ost sensitive m easurem ents are the asym m etries, i.e.,sin2�
lept

e�
. A reduced

uncertainty for the value of�(m 2
Z) would therefore result in an im proved constraint on logm H and

thusm H ,asalready shown in Figures1 and 5.
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-1 - -2 - -3 - -4 -

allZ-pole allZ-poledata allZ-pole data allZ-pole data

data plusm t plusm W ,�W plusm t;m W ;�W

m t [G eV ] 173+ 13� 10 173:1+ 1:3� 1:3 179+ 12� 9 173:2+ 1:3� 1:3

m H [G eV ] 111+ 190� 60 115+ 58� 40 147+ 243� 82 87+ 35� 26

log10(m H =G eV ) 2:05+ 0:43� 0:34 2:06+ 0:18� 0:19 2:17+ 0:42� 0:35 1:94+ 0:15� 0:16

�S(m
2
Z
) 0:1190� 0:0027 0:1190� 0:0027 0:1190� 0:0028 0:1185� 0:0026

�2/d.o.f.(P ) 16:0=10 (9:9% ) 16:0=11 (14% ) 16:9=12 (15% ) 17:3=13 (18% )

sin2�
lept

e�
0:23149 0:23149 0:23143 0:23138

� 0:00016 � 0:00016 � 0:00014 � 0:00013

sin2�W 0:22331 0:22329 0:22286 0:22301

� 0:00062 � 0:00040 � 0:00036 � 0:00028

m W [G eV ] 80:363� 0:032 80:364� 0:020 80:387� 0:020 80:379� 0:015

Table 2: Resultsofthe �tsto: (1)allZ-pole data (LEP-Iand SLD),(2)allZ-pole data plusdirect

m t determ ination,(3)allZ-poledata plusdirectm W and �W determ inations,(4)allZ-poledata plus

directm t;m W ;�W determ inations(i.e.,allhigh-Q 2 results).Asthe sensitivity to m H islogarithm ic,

both m H aswellaslog10(m H =G eV)are quoted.Thebottom partofthetable listsderived resultsfor

sin2�
lept

e�
,sin2�W and m W . See text for a discussion oftheoreticalerrors not included in the errors

above.

M easurem entwith Standard M odel Pull

TotalError High-Q 2 Fit

APV [25]

Q W (Cs) � 72:74� 0:46 � 72:910� 0:030 0:4

M �ller[27]

sin2�
M S
(m Z) 0:2330� 0:0015 0:23109� 0:00013 1:3

�N [28]

g2
�Lud

0:30005� 0:00137 0:30399� 0:00016 2:9

g2
�R ud

0:03076� 0:00110 0:03012� 0:00003 0:6

Table 3: Sum m ary ofm easurem entsperform ed in low-Q 2 reactions,nam ely atom ic parity violation,

e� e� M �ller scattering and neutrino-nucleon scattering. The SM results and the pulls (di�erence

between m easurem ent and �t in units ofthe totalm easurem ent error) are derived from the SM �t

including allhigh-Q 2 data (Table 2,colum n 4)with the Higgsm asstreated asa free param eter.
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Figure 2: The com parison ofthe indirect constraints on m W and m t based on LEP-I/SLD data

(dashed contour)and thedirectm easurem entsfrom theLEP-II/Tevatron experim ents(solid contour).

In both casesthe 68% CL contoursare plotted.Also shown isthe SM relationship forthe m assesas

a function ofthe Higgs m ass in the region favoured by theory (< 1000 G eV ) and allowed by direct

searches (114 G eV to 170 G eV and > 180 G eV). The arrow labelled �� showsthe variation ofthis

relation if�(m 2
Z
)ischanged by plus/m inusonestandard deviation.Thisvariation givesan additional

uncertainty to the SM band shown in the�gure.
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Figure 3: The 68% con�dence levelcontourin m W and m H forthe �tto alldata exceptthe direct

m easurem entofm W ,indicated by theshaded horizontalband of� 1 sigm a width.Theverticalbands

showsthe95% CL exclusion lim iton m H from thedirectsearchesatLEP-II(up to 114 G eV)and the

Tevatron (160 G eV to 170 G eV).
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6 C onclusions

The prelim inary and published results from the LEP, SLD and Tevatron experim ents, and their

com binations,testtheStandard M odel(SM )atthe highestinteraction energies.Thecom bination of

the m any precise electroweak resultsyieldsstringentconstraintson the SM and itsfree param eters.

M ostm easurem entsagreewellwith thepredictions.Thespread in valuesofthevariousdeterm inations

ofthee�ectiveelectroweak m ixinganglein asym m etry m easurem entsattheZ poleissom ewhatlarger

than expected [1].

Prospects for the Future

Them easurem entsfrom datataken atorneartheZ resonance,both atLEP aswellasatSLC,are�nal

and published [1]. Som e im provem ents in accuracy are expected in the high energy data (LEP-II),

whereeach experim enthasaccum ulated about700 pb� 1 ofdata,when com binationsofthepublished

�nalresults are m ade. The m easurem ents from the Tevatron experim ents willcontinue to im prove

with theincreasing data sam plecollected during Run-II.Them easurem entsofm W arelikely to reach

a precision com parable to the uncertainty on the prediction obtained via the radiative corrections

ofthe Z-pole data,providing an im portant test ofthe Standard M odel. The large data sam ples to

be collected at the LHC set the stage for further im provem ents. W ork is needed in reconciling the

de�nition ofthe top-quark m assin the theory and itsextraction from the colliderdata.
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