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Measurement of the W mass with the ATLAS detector
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W e investigate the posibility ofim proving the W m ass m easurem entatATLA S.G iven the high statistics ofboth W

and Z bosonsexpected atthe LH C,we estim ate thata precision of7 M eV perchannelcan be reached with 10 fb� 1.

1. Motivation

The Standard M odel(SM )isa very predictive fram ework.G iven precise m easurem entsof�Q E D ,G �,and m Z ,the

W boson m assplaysa centralrole,asitallowsforboth a SM crosscheck,confronting predictionsoftheW and top

quark m asses[1]with m easurem ents[2,3],and lim itson the SM Higgsboson m ass[4]. Finally,constraintson the

contributionsofotherheavy particles,likesupersym m etricparticles[5]can beobtained.TheW m assprecision has

continually im proved with statistics,yielding the currentworld average ofm W = 80:398� 0:025G eV [6]. Further

im provem entwilltranslateinto m orepreciseindirectpredictionsofthe SM Higgsm ass.

2. Event selection

Thesim ulated W and Z boson signaland associated background sam plesused in thisstudy arecom puted using the

PYTHIA generalpurpose eventgenerator[7],with photon radiation in W and Z decaystreated via an interface to

PHOTOS [8].The sizeoftheexpected sam plesarecom puted assum ing the NLO W and Z cross-sections,asobtained

from RESBOS [9],and sim ulated with com pletesim ulation ofthe ATLAS detectorusing GEANT4 [10].

Athadron colliders,W and Z eventscan be detected and reconstructed in the e�e,���,ee,and �� � nalstates.In

the following,the term lepton (‘)willreferto eitheran electron orm uon. Electronsare m easured using the inner

detector (ID) and electrom agnetic calorim eter(EM C).They are reconstructed and identi� ed with an e� ciency of

about65% ,whilerejecting background from jetsup to onepartin 105.Thetransition region from barrelto endcap

in the EM C (1:3 < j�j< 1:6) is not used. For m uons,the ID is used together with the m uon spectrom eter with

a reconstruction e� ciency ofabout 95% . Backgroundsare less than for electrons,and dim inished using isolation.

The transverse m om entum ofthe neutrino is inferred from the transverse energy im balance as determ ined by the

calorim eters. The relative energy resolution is typically 1.5% forelectrons and 2.0% for m uons,while the m issing

transversem om entum (M ET)hasa resolution of15-25% [11].

The W signalis extracted by selecting events with one isolated lepton (p‘T > 20 G eV and j�‘j< 2:5) along with

signi� cantM ET due to the undetected neutrino (ET6 > 20 G eV). These selections have a totale� ciency (trigger

and selection)ofabout20% (40% )forthe electron (m uon)channel,providing a sam ple ofabout4� 107 (8� 107)

events.The backgroundsare atthe 3% (6% )percentlevel. Likewise,the Z signalisrequired to have two opposite

sign leptons(p‘T > 20 G eV and j�‘j< 2:5).Thee� ciency ofthisselection isabout10% (30% )in theelectron (m uon)

channel,yielding sam plesofabout2� 106 (7� 106)events.

Channel W ! e� W ! �� Z ! ee Z ! ��

Reconstructed lepton(s) pT > 20G eV ,j�j< 2:5

Crack region rem oved 1:30 < j�j< 1:60 { 1:30 < j�j< 1:60 {

M issing energy E T6 > 20G eV { {

Eventsin 10 fb
� 1

[10
6
] 47 84 2.1 6.7

Table I:Selection criteria forW and Z eventsin electron and m uon channel,and resulting statisticsfor10 fb
� 1

ofdata.
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W hile the invariantm asscan be determ ined in Z boson events,the observablesm ostsensitiveto m W are:

� Thereconstructed lepton transversem om entum ,p‘T .

� Thereconstructed W transversem ass,mWT �

q

2p‘
T
p�
T
(1� cos(�‘ � ��)).

Based on the p‘T and m W
T distributions,m W can be extracted by com paring the data to a setofm odels(tem plate

distributions)obtained by varying the valueofthe W boson m assparam eterin the eventgeneration.W ith 10 fb� 1

ofdata the statisticalprecision is about 2 M eV for each channel,roughly m atching that ofthe sm aller but m ore

preciseZ sam ples.

Forthe aboveprocedureto work in practice,one m ustpredictthe p‘T and m W
T distributionsasa function ofthe W

m ass.Thesedistributionsarehowevera� ected by m any e� ects,which need to beincluded correctly in orderto avoid

biases in the m ass � t. The im pact ofm echanism s a� ecting the W m ass determ ination is estim ated by producing

tem plate distributionsofp‘T and m W
T unaware ofthe e�ect underconsideration,and � tting them to distributions

including thise�ect.The resulting biasyieldsthe corresponding system aticuncertainty.

3. Calibration and experimental uncertainties

The precise knowledge ofthe Z m assand width [1]allowsforan accurate determ ination ofthe lepton energy scale

and resolution.G iven a sam ple of30700 reconstructed Z ! ee events(L � 100 pb
� 1
)with 85 < m ee < 97 G eV,an

average m assscale (de� ned as� = mreco

Z m truth

Z )of� = 0:9958� 0:0003 wasobtained on a fully sim ulated exam ple

sam ple(see Figure1 left).

In orderto correctly propagatethe Z calibration m easurem entto the W sam ple,the scaleneedsto be m easured as

a function ofenergy. The high statisticsexpected atLHC allowsforthe re� nem entofdoing the above calibration

di� erentially in pT and � (here in 8 � 2 bins),exploiting the energy distribution ofthe decay leptons,and hence

m easuring the linearity ofthe detectorresponse.

Each eventisassigned to a category (i;j),according to pT � � bins(16 in total)ofthetwo leptons(choosing i� j).

Foreach category (i;j),the reconstructed sam ple iscom pared to the known Z lineshape,and a Z m assresolution

function R ij isobtained from requiring thatitsconvolution with thetheoreticallineshapem atchesthereconstructed

distribution. The Z m ass resolutions R ij result from com bining two lepton m om entum resolutions R i and R j as

R ij = R i
 R j. G iven N lepton bins and thus lepton resolution functions to determ ine,there are N � (N + 1)=2

Z m ass resolution functions,and thus the overconstrained system can be solved by a global�2 � t,allowing for a

determ ination ofthe detectorresponseforallcom binationsofpT and � (seeFigure1 right).

O ncethelepton scaleisestablished,theZ transversem om entum willalsoserveto scalethem easured hadronicrecoil

to the Z,which together with the m easured lepton transverse m om entum de� nes the m issing transverse energy.

Finally,\tag and probe" m ethods[12]willallow to determ inethe lepton reconstruction e� ciency.

Backgroundsaresm alland m ostly from wellknown sim ilarheavy boson decaysyielding trueleptons(estim ated from

sim ulation),orfrom dijetevents(estim ated using two independentdiscrim inators)faking leptons.

4. Theoretical uncertainties

M ostQ CD m echanism sa� ectingW distributionscarrysigni� cantuncertainty,buta� ectW and Z eventsin asim ilar

way.Thisisthecasefornon-perturbativecontributions,butalso forparton density (PDF)e� ects.AttheLHC,the

W and the Z are essentially sensitive to high-Q 2 sea partons,and a variation ofthese param eterswilla� ectthe W

and Z distributions(in particularyW and yZ )in a highly correlated way. Since the usage ofthe Z forcalibration

e� ectively m akesthe analysisa m easurem entofthe W to Z m assratio,the im pactofcorrelated e� ectsisstrongly

constrained.Evaluation wasbased on variation ofparam eters.

The W width uncertainty was assum ed to dim inish at the LHC.The im pact ofQ ED radiation was evaluated by

varying the orderofthe Q ED calculation by PHO TO S and considering generalLEP precision.Fordetails,see[14].
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Figure 1: Left: Average calibration using 3:5� 10
5
Z ! ee events. R ight: D i� erential(linearity)calibration asa function

ofpT (8 bins)and � (2 bins)with sam e data.The two calibrationsagree with each otherand the generated value.

5. Results and Conclusion

Thesystem aticuncertaintiesaresum m arizedin TableIIfor10 fb
� 1

ofdata.Assum ingexpected detectorperform ance

and required theoreticaltools to be available,the result is a precision on m W of7 M eV per channel. Additional

calibration processesand com bining independentm easurem entsm ay bring furtherim provem ent.

Experim entale� ect �(mW )(p
‘

T ) �(m W )(m
W

T ) Theoreticale� ect �(mW )(p
‘

T ) �(m W )(m
W

T )

Lepton scale,lin.& res. 4 4 W width 0.5 1.3

Lepton e� ciency 4.5 (e),< 1 (�) 4.5 (e),< 1 (�) yW distribution 1 1

Recoilscale,lin.& res. { 5 p
W

T distribution 3 1

Bkg.(heavy bosons) 2 1.5 Q ED radiation < 1 < 1

Bkg.(dijets) 0.5 0.4

Total � 7 (e);6 (�) � 8 (e);7 (�)

Table II:Breakdown ofsystem atic uncertaintiesforp‘
T
and m

W

T
� tsin e and � channelto mW .Allnum berare in M eV .
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