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Measurement of the W mass with the ATLAS detector

T. C. Petersen (for the ATLAS collaboration)
CERN, Geneve, Switzerland

W e investigate the posibility of in proving the W m assm easurem ent at AT LA S. G iven the high statistics of both W
and Z bosons expected at the LHC ,we estin ate that a precision of 7 M &/ per channel can be reached w ith 10 fo L.

1. Motivation

The Standard M odel (SM ) is a very predictive fram ework. G iven precisem easuramentsof ggp ,G ,and my , the
W boson m ass plays a central role, as it allow s for both a SM cross check, confronting predictions of the W and top
quark m asses B] w ith m easurem ents E,B}, and Im its on the SM H iggs boson m ass Q}. Finally, constraints on the
contributions of other heavy particles, like supersym m etric particles B] can be obtained. The W m ass precision has
continually Im proved w ith statistics, yielding the current world average ofmy = 80:398 0:025G &/ E}. Further
In provem ent w ill translate Into m ore precise indirect predictions of the SM H iggsm ass.

2. Event selection

The simulated W and Z boson signaland associated background sam ples used in this study are com puted using the

PYTHIA general purpose event generator B], w ith photon radiation In W and Z decays treated via an interface to

PHOTOS [8]. T he size of the expected sam ples are com puted assum ing the NLO W and Z cross-sections, as obtained

from RESBOS B], and sim ulated w ith com plete sin ulation of the AT LA S detector using GEANT4 @ 1.

At hadron collders, W and Z events can be detected and reconstructed in thee o, , ee,and nal states. In
the follow ing, the term lepton (‘) w ill refer to either an electron or m uon. E lectrons are m easured using the inner

detector (ID ) and electrom agnetic calorin eter (EM C ). They are reconstructed and denti ed with an e ciency of
about 65% ,while refecting background from Jts up to one part in 10°. T he transition region from barrelto endcap

Inthe EMC (13 < j j< 1%6) isnotused. Formuons, the ID is used together w ith the m uon spectrom eter w ith

a reconstruction e ciency of about 95% . Backgrounds are less than for electrons, and dim inished using isolation.

T he transverse m om entum of the neutrino is inferred from the transverse energy in balance as determ ined by the

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

transversem om entum (M ET ) has a resolution of 15-25% 1.

The W signal is extracted by selecting events w ith one isolated lepton (p; > 20Ge&/ and j-j< 25) along with

signi cantM ET due to the undetected neutrino (Br > 20 G&/). These selections have a totale ciency (trigger

and selection) of about 20% (40% ) r the electron (muon) channel, providing a sam ple of about 4 107 (8 107)

events. T he backgrounds are at the 3% (6% ) percent level. Likew ise, the Z signal is required to have two opposite

sign leptons (p% > 20G &/ and j«j< 25). Thee clency of this selection isabout 10% (30% ) In the electron (m uon)

channel, yieding sam ples ofabout 2 10° (7 10°) events.

Channel w ! e w ! Z ! ee zZ !
R econstructed lepton (s) pr > 20G&/,3j j< 25

Crack region removed 1:30 < j j< 1:60 { 130 < J j< 160 {
M issing energy For > 20G &7 { {
Events i 10 fb ! [10°] 47 84 21 6.7

Table I: Selection criteria for W and Z events in electron and m uon channel, and resulting statistics for 10 fo ! of data.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.3583v1

34" Intermational C onference on H igh Energy Physics, Philadelphia, 2008

W hile the invariant m ass can be determ ined in Z boson events, the observablesm ost sensitive tom y  are:

T he reconstructed lepton transverse m om entum , H .

q
T he reconstructed W transverse m ass,m"T” 2p% pr (L cos( « )).

Based on the p; and mVTV distributions, my can be extracted by com paring the data to a set of m odels (tem plate
distrbutions) cbtained by varying the valie of the W boson m ass param eter in the event generation. W ith 10 b *
of data the statistical precision is about 2M &/ for each channel, roughly m atching that of the sm aller but m ore
precise Z sam ples.

For the above procedure to work in practice, one m ust predict the p; and m vTv distributions as a function of the W

m ass. T hese distribbutions are howevera ected by m any e ects, which need to be included correctly in order to avoid
biases n themass t. The Inpact of m echanisn sa ecting the W m ass determ ination is estim ated by producing
tem plate distrbutions of p; and mVTV unaware of the e ect under consideration, and tting them to distributions
including this e ect. T he resulting bias yields the corresponding system atic uncertainty.

3. Calibration and experimental uncertainties

T he precise know ledge of the Z m ass and w idth [I]allow s for an accurate determ nation of the lepton energy scale
and resolution. G wven a sam ple of 30700 reconstructed Z ! ee events (L 100 pb . Ywith 85< mee < 97 G &/, an
averagem ass scale (de ned as = my“m ;") of = 0:9958 0:0003 was obtained on a fully sin ulated exam ple
sam ple (see Figure[d left).

In order to correctly propagate the Z callbration m easurem ent to the W sam ple, the scale needs to be m easured as
a function of energy. The high statistics expected at LHC allow s for the re nem ent of doing the above calbration
di erentially in @ and (here In 8 2 bins), exploiting the energy distribution of the decay leptons, and hence
m easuring the linearity of the detector response.

Each event is assigned to a category (i;3), according to pr bins (16 in total) of the two leptons (choosing i j).
For each category (i;]), the reconstructed sam ple is com pared to the known Z lineshape, and a Z m ass resolition
function R j5 is obtained from requiring that its convolition w ith the theoretical Iineshape m atches the reconstructed
distrdbbution. The Z m ass resolutions R ;; result from com bining two lepton m om entum resolutionsR; and R 5 as
Ris = R; Ry. Given N Ilepton bins and thus lepton resolution functions to determ ine, there are N N + 1)=2
7 m ass resolition flinctions, and thus the overconstrained system can be solved by a global ?
determ ination of the detector response for all com binations of pr and  (see Figurelll right).

O nce the lepton scale is established, the Z transversem om entum w illalso serve to scale them easured hadronic recoil
to the Z , which together w ith the m easured lepton transverse m om entum de nes the m issing transverse energy.
Finally, \tag and probe" m ethods [12]w ill allow to determ ine the lepton reconstruction e ciency.

Backgrounds are sm alland m ostly from wellknow n sim ilar heavy boson decays yielding true leptons (estin ated from
sim ulation), or from dift events (estin ated using two independent discrin inators) faking leptons.

t, allow Ing for a

4. Theoretical uncertainties

M ostQCD mechanian sa ectingW distribbutions carry signi cantuncertainty,buta ectW and Z events in a sin ilar
way. T his is the case for non-perturbative contrbutions, but also for parton density (PDF) e ects. Atthe LHC, the
W and the Z are essentially sensitive to high-Q ? sea partons, and a variation of these param etersw illa ect the W
and Z distrbutions (in particular yiy and y; ) In a highly correlated way. Since the usage of the Z for calbbration
e ectively m akes the analysis a m easurem ent of the W to Z m ass ratio, the in pact of correlated e ects is strongly
constrained. Evalnation was based on variation of param eters.

TheW width uncertainty was assum ed to din Inish at the LHC . The in pact of Q ED radiation was evaluated by
varying the order of the Q ED calculation by PHO TO S and considering general LEP precision. For details, see [14].
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Figure 1: Left: A verage calbration using 3:5
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5. Results and Conclusion

T he system atic uncertainties are sum m arized in Table[Ilfor10 fbo !
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ee events. R ight: Di erential (linearity) calbbration as a function
(2 bins) w ith sam e data. The two calbrations agree w ith each other and the generated value.

ofdata. A ssum ing expected detector perform ance

and required theoretical tools to be availlble, the result is a precision on my of 7 M &/ per channel. Additional
calbration processes and com bining independent m easurem entsm ay bring further in provem ent.

ma ) (o1 )

Mmw ) @m7y )

Experin entale ect Theoreticale ect my ) (or ) my ) m7y )
Lepton scale, lin. & res. 4 4 W width 05 13
Lepton e ciency 45 ),<1 () 45 (@ ),<1 () yw distrdbution 1
Recoil scale, lin. & res. 5 P! distribution 3 1
Bkg. (heavy bosons) 2 1.5 QED radiation <1 <1
Bkg. (difts) 0.5 04

Total 7(e);6 () 8 (e);7 ()

Table IT: B reakdow n of system atic uncertainties for p, and m %
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