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Abstract

A small deviation observed around 95GeV in the diphoton invariant mass distribution
in the LHC Run 2 data has been subject to considerable attention in the past couple
of years. The interpretation of this excess as the manifestation of an additional scalar
particle at this mass is often claimed to be supported by a previously observed, even
smaller, excess in the bb̄ invariant mass distribution in LEP data. This short note
aims at confronting this claim to factual experimental observations, through a careful
scrutiny of the detailed LEP public notes written at the time on the topic.
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1 Introduction

The CMS and ATLAS collaborations recently released the result of their search for diphoton
resonances with masses below 110GeV with the full Run 2 data sample [1, 2]. One of the
motivations for this search was a 2.9σ excess observed in the CMS diphoton mass distribution
at 95.3GeV in 2016 with approximately a quarter of the Run 2 data [3]. Interestingly enough,
no excess was observed at this mass in the Run 1 data. Furthermore, the significance of the
excess did not increase with the four times larger CMS data sample recorded from 2016 to
2018, nor did it increase with an eight-fold increase of the statistics achieved in an unofficial
combination of the CMS and the ATLAS Run 2 data [4]. Should the 2016 CMS excess
originate from an actual new physics signal, a more impressive 2.9σ×

√
8 = 8.2σ significance

would have naively been expected by now at Run 2.

This ill-behaved ∼ 3σ (local) significance has, however, triggered a large number of
phenomenological preprints and publications [5–36] in the past two years, in an attempt of
exhibiting more or less credible new physics explanations for this 95GeV excess.1 To reinforce
the limited strength of the observed “signal” and psychologically increase the substance of
their claims, all these papers refer to a 2.3σ deviation seen around 98GeV in the SM Higgs
boson search at LEP at the end of the previous millennium [44]. This small excess seen in
the bb̄ invariant mass distribution is consistently used in support of the 3σ deviation in the
LHC diphoton mass distribution at 95GeV.

The argumentation used in these papers to justify this support is based on the claims
from Refs. [5, 6], the language of which has been systematically propagated from one paper
to the next without questioning the robustness of the reasoning. In a first leap of faith, it
is stated that the small excess of bb̄ events at LEP hints at the production of a new scalar
particle ϕ with mass of approximately 98GeV through the process e+e− → Zϕ → Zbb̄, with
a signal strength (i.e., the ratio to the corresponding SM Higgs cross section) of 0.117±0.057,
as inferred from Ref. [45]. In a second step, it is argued that the dijet mass resolution at
LEP would be so much worse than the diphoton mass resolution at LHC that the 98GeV
LEP excess could actually correspond to the putative 95GeV particle responsible for the
diphoton excess at LHC.2

It is the purpose of this short note to expose the flaws of this reasoning. This note is
organised as follows. In Section 2, the dijet mass determination in the LEP Higgs boson
search is recalled, and it is shown that its resolution is not that different from the diphoton
mass resolution at LHC. A brief description of the LEP data collected between 1998 and
2000, relevant for the search of a 95GeV Higgs boson, is given in Section 3. The LEP
conference notes and publications are scrutinised in Sections 4 and 5. This scrutiny leads to
the conclusion that the LEP data cannot be used in support of the production of a scalar
particle with mass 95GeV, as these data (i) do not show any consistent evidence for such
a particle, and (ii) actually strongly disfavour this hypothesis. A summary of these findings
is given in Section 6.

2 Dijet mass resolution in the LEP Higgs boson search

The simplest way to measure a dijet mass (called “raw” dijet mass in the following) is to
use the measured energies and momenta of the particles reconstructed and identified in the
LEP detectors, and belonging to one of the two jets. For example, with the sophisticated
particle-flow reconstruction in the ALEPH detector [46], the resolution on the raw dijet mass
M (averaged over all quark flavours) is parameterised as follows:

σ(M) = (0.59± 0.03)
√

M/GeV + (0.6± 0.3)GeV, (1)

1Earlier similar papers [37–43] alluded to a 96GeV scalar instead, following the movements of the CMS excess.
2About half of the papers [4–36] do not mention the 98GeV value and directly allude to a LEP bb̄ excess at

95GeV, or remain vague, referring to the “95–100GeV region”.
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corresponding to a relative resolution of about 7% for a dijet mass of 95GeV: this is indeed
significantly worse than the 1 to 2.5% resolution of the diphoton mass in the CMS detec-
tor [1]. The raw bb̄ mass measurement is affected in addition by undetected neutrinos from
frequent semi-leptonic decays, which further degrade the resolution to about 10%. It would
a priori require at least 100 events to reach a 3σ separation between a 98GeV and a 95GeV
particle. It is assumed here that the claim of Ref. [5, 6] regarding the “coarse/limited bb̄
mass resolution at LEP” is based on this reasoning.

The search for the Higgs boson at LEP, however, proceeds by the analysis of the e+e− →
ZH → Zbb̄ process, the kinematics of which is highly constrained for the four total energy
and momentum conservation equations and, for the non-leptonic Z decays, by the knowledge
of the Z mass. These constraints decisively improves the bb̄ mass resolution with respect to
the raw mass, in a way that depends on the Z decay channel [47], as described below.

1. When the Z decays into a pair of charged leptons ℓ+ℓ− (ℓ = e, µ), the bb̄ mass is defined
as the mass recoiling against the very-well measured lepton pair in the context of total
energy/momentum conservation, without even bothering with the Higgs boson decay
products:

m2
bb̄ = s+m2

ℓℓ − 2
√
s(Eℓ+ + Eℓ−), (2)

where mℓℓ is the measured lepton pair invariant mass, Eℓ+ , Eℓ− are the two measured
lepton energies, and

√
s is the centre-of-mass energy. In the ALEPH detector, the Higgs

boson mass relative resolution achieved in this channel is of the order of 1%.

2. When the Z decays instead into a pair of quarks qq̄ or a pair of taus τ+τ−, leading to
a four-jet final state, the energies of the Z decay products are not measured well enough
and the recoil method is thus no longer very precise. The four jet energies, however,
can be recomputed from the very accurately measured jet directions (or velocities) β⃗i =
p⃗ raw
i /Eraw

i , where p⃗ raw
i , Eraw

i are the measured momentum and energy of jet i, by solving
for E1, E2, E3, E4 the four (linear) total energy-momentum conservation equations:

β⃗1E1 + β⃗2E2 + β⃗3E3 + β⃗4E4 = 0⃗, (3)

E1 + E2 + E3 + E4 =
√
s, (4)

allowing the dijet invariant masses m12 (for the Z) and m34 (for the Higgs boson) to
be more precisely determined from the recomputed jet energies E1, E2, E3 and E4,
obtained by a straightforward 4 × 4 matrix inversion. In this four-jet final state, the Z
mass constraint is applied as follows

mbb̄ = m12 +m34 −mZ, (5)

and yields an even more accurate reconstructed bb̄ mass determination with a typical
relative core resolution of the order of 2% in the ALEPH detector.

3. Finally, when the Z decays into a pair of neutrinos νν̄, the only remaining constraint is
that the missing mass should equal mZ. Applying this constraint yields a second-order
polynomial equation, which solves as:

mbb̄ =

√
sEraw −

√
sE2

raw −m2
raw (s−m2

Z)

mraw
, (6)

where Eraw and mraw are the raw total energy and mass of the visible final state particles
measured in the detector. In the ALEPH detector, the typical reconstructed mbb̄ relative
resolution achieved in that case is of the order of 3%.

In summary, the total energy, total momentum and Z mass constraints – when applied
to the ZH final state kinematics – improves the bb̄ mass relative core resolution from 10%
to 1–3% in the ALEPH detector.3 This kinematically constrained bb̄ mass core resolution

3When averaged over the four LEP detectors and all channels, the bb̄ mass relative core resolution is slightly
worse than that of the sole ALEPH detector. This remark does not affect the conclusions of this note. A core
resolution of σLEP

core = 3GeV is conservatively assumed throughout.
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is remarkably similar to the 1–2.5% diphoton raw mass resolution in the CMS detector
(for which no kinematic constraint exists). With this resolution, a handful of events in the
core of the signal mass distribution over a relatively small background would suffice to
unambiguously distinguish the bb̄ invariant mass distributions resulting from the decay of
either a 95GeV or a 98GeV particle, in contrast with the hypothesis made implicitly or
explicitly in Refs. [4–36].

To understand the next sections, it is important to note that, beside the core mass res-
olution, non-Gaussian tails may occur for several reasons, such as inaccuracies in the jet
clustering, incorrect jet assignment, or hard initial/final state radiation, making the recon-
structed final state less compatible with the ZH kinematics. Also, the Z mass constraint
imposes that the inferred bb̄ mass is always smaller than the ZH production threshold√
s−mZ. The bb̄ mass distribution predicted for a particle with mass close to (or larger than)

this threshold will therefore be skewed towards smaller values. As a consequence, and while
the narrow core of the mass distribution would allow the mass of a hypothetical new parti-
cle to be determined with a GeV precision from a handful of events, each event, when taken
individually, has a nonzero probability to have a true mass far from the kinematically con-
strained mbb̄ value. An excess at any reconstructed mass therefore affects the signal-to-noise
likelihood ratios and the confidence levels over broad ranges of particle mass hypotheses,
whether it comes from a true signal or from a background fluctuation. A true signal, however,
comes with expected characteristic likelihood ratio behaviour, invariant mass distribution,
and centre-of-mass energy dependence, which need to be confronted with the data to ascer-
tain the signal interpretation. This basic sanity check is definitely missing in Ref. [5, 6] and
in the following incarnations [4, 7–36], but is carefully addressed in the following sections.

3 The LEP data relevant to a 95GeV scalar production

In e+e− collisions, the production of a 95GeV scalar particle in association with a Z boson
becomes significant for centre-of-mass energies

√
s in excess of the kinematic threshold 95+

91 = 186GeV. As indicated in Table 1, LEP overtook this threshold in 1998, with a regular√
s increase until the end of 2000 all the way to 209.2GeV. Table 1 gives the total integrated

luminosities collected at LEP at each of the (averaged) centre-of-mass energies above this
threshold, together with the cross section of the e+e− → Zϕ → Zbb̄ process for mϕ =
95GeV for a signal strength of 0.117; the cross section of the dominant e+e− → ZZ → Zbb̄
background; and, for illustration, the SM ZH cross section with H → bb̄ for mH = 98GeV.
The corresponding numbers of signal and background events expected to be produced in
1998, 1999, and 2000 are given in the last three rows.

Table 1: Integrated luminosities collected by the four LEP experiments in the last three years of
operation, at centre-of-mass energies of 189GeV and above. The cross sections of the e+e− → Zϕ →
Zbb̄ process for mϕ = 95GeV for a signal strength of 0.117, calculated with the HZHA program [48];

the dominant e+e− → ZZ → Zbb̄ background [49]; and, for illustration, of the SM Higgs production
with H → bb̄ for mH = 98GeV; as well as the corresponding numbers of signal and background
events expected to be produced in 1998, 1999, and 2000 are given in the last six rows.

Year 1998 1999 2000
√
s (GeV) 189 192 196 200 202 205 ≥ 206

L (pb−1) 683 113 315 331 156 325 536

σ0.117
95 (pb) 0.017 0.025 0.031 0.034 0.036 0.037 0.038

σZbb̄ (pb) 0.182 0.215 0.252 0.274 0.282 0.291 0.296

σSM
98 (pb) 0.049 0.131 0.203 0.246 0.261 0.278 0.284

N0.117
95 12 29 32

NZbb̄ 124 238 253

NSM
98 34 201 242

Conference notes giving relevant details about the SM Higgs boson search at LEP were
submitted in 1999 [50] for the 1998 data at

√
s = 189GeV; in 2000 [51] for the 1999 data
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at 192 ≤
√
s ≤ 202GeV; and in 2001 [52], for the 2000 data at 200 ≤

√
s ≤ 210GeV,

respectively. The year 2000 started with collisions at
√
s = 200 and 202GeV for a week

or so, but the vast majority of the 2000 data were collected above 205GeV, culminating
at 209.2GeV in the very last days. These data are labelled “200–210GeV” in some of the
figures of this note. The final overall combination is presented in Ref. [44].

4 The LEP excess at
√
s = 189GeV

The raison-d’être of this note is almost entirely based on a small excess of events in the 1998
LEP data. The distribution of the reconstructed mass distribution in searches for the SM
Higgs boson at

√
s = 189GeV from the four LEP experiments is displayed in Fig. 1, taken

from Ref. [50]. A small overall excess of 13 events with respect to the SM background is indeed
observed (153 events observed for 139.8 expected). This excess is mostly concentrated at the
highest masses, with 66 events observed for 54 expected (mostly from the ZZ background) in
a 12GeV window above 90GeV, corresponding to an excess of 12 events. The probability for
this excess to arise from a background fluctuation (i.e, in the absence of signal) is estimated
to amount to about 1% in Ref. [50], for test masses from 94 to 98GeV, corresponding locally
to 2.3 standard deviations.

Fig. 1: From Ref. [50]: Distribution of the reconstructed Higgs boson mass in searches from the
SM Higgs boson. The figure displays the data (dots with error bars), the predicted SM background
(shaded histogram) and the prediction for a SM Higgs boson of 91GeV mass (dashed histogram).
The distributions combine the data of all four LEP experiments at 189GeV plus the OPAL data
at 183GeV. The number of data events entering this figure is 153 for 139.8 expected. A SM signal
at 91GeV would amount to 89 events.

The predictions for a 95GeV or a 98GeV Higgs boson are not shown in Fig. 1, but
the prediction for a 91GeV SM Higgs boson is displayed above the dominant e+e− → ZZ
background (confirming the excellent reconstructed mass resolution at LEP). A signal at
this mass would amount to 89 selected events out of 174 events expected to be produced
with H → bb̄. Of these 89 events, 74 would be expected to have a reconstructed mass
in a 12GeV interval (i.e., ±2σLEP

core ) around 91GeV, corresponding to a selection efficiency
of approximately 42% in this mass range. Assuming a mild dependence of the selection
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efficiency with the Higgs boson mass, and from the numbers of produced events displayed
in Table 1, about 5 events would thus be selected in a 12GeV window above 90GeV for a
95GeV signal with strength 0.117, while 14 events would be selected for a SM Higgs boson
of mass 98GeV in the same interval. These numbers are to be compared with the observed
excess of 12 events with a reconstructed mass above 90GeV.

On the sole basis of these rates (thus ignoring the details of reconstructed mass distri-
bution), the observed excess appears to be compatible with a 98GeV SM Higgs boson. This
statement is confirmed by the observed behaviour of the (negative) log-likelihood ratio as a
function of the test Higgs boson mass, displayed in Fig. 2 [52]. This test-statistics compares
the compatibility of the data with the background and the signal-plus-background hypothe-
ses, on the basis of the number of events and the reconstructed mass distribution, but also
the jet flavour tagging, to mention only the most discriminant variables. This log-likelihood
ratio exhibits a clear minimum for a test mass around 98GeV, in agreement with the value
expected from the signal-plus-background hypothesis at this true Higgs boson mass.

Fig. 2: (From Ref. [52]) The observed (negative) log-likelihood ratio at
√
s = 189GeV as a function

of the test Higgs boson mass (full curve). The dashed/dotted curves show the expected average
behaviour as a function of the true Higgs boson mass for background and signal+background.

On the other hand, a 95GeV scalar with 0.117 signal strength, in line with what is
requested from Refs. [4–36] to support the LHC findings at 95GeV, would be able to account
for almost half of the observed LEP excess,4 and cannot be excluded. The atypical observed
mass distribution of the excess, however, almost uniformly distributed from 87 to 99GeV, led
the LEP experiments and the LEP Higgs working group to comment as follows in Ref. [50]:
“The observation appears to deviate from the SM background expectation over a large range
of test masses, [in a way that] is not typical of a Higgs boson signal but indicates, rather, a
slight overall excess of the data with respect to the SM background prediction (also apparent
in Fig. 1) which could either be a statistical fluctuation or a systematic underestimate of the
[ZZ] background.”.

To firmly decide whether the LEP excess either arises from a small background fluctua-
tion or a 98GeV SM Higgs boson signal, or is a hint of a 95GeV signal with strength 0.117
requires significantly more data. It so happens, as shown in Table 1, that three times more
data were collected by the LEP experiments in 1999 and 2000 at higher centre-of-mass ener-
gies (from 192 to 210GeV), with the additional bonus of a larger ZH cross section (further
away from the ZH production threshold). Should the excess observed at

√
s = 189GeV be

due to a genuine 95 (98)GeV signal, about 5 (13) times more signal events would have been
produced in the 1999/2000 data, while the dominant ZZ background increases only by a fac-
tor of four. The observed 2.3 standard deviations at 189GeV should therefore naively become
an unambiguous discovery with 5.8σ (15σ) significance in the 1999/2000 data – which has
not happened. These data are examined in a more quantitative manner in the next section.

4A signal strength of 0.28 would be needed for a 95GeV scalar to account for the entirety of the excess observed.
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5 What do the LEP data at
√
s ≥ 192GeV say?

A first update of the SM Higgs boson search at LEP was prepared for the Winter 2000
conferences in Ref. [51], with the data taken in 1999 at centre-of-mass energies between 192
and 202GeV. The reconstructed mass distribution obtained with these data is displayed in
Fig. 3, together with the expectation from a 105GeV SM Higgs boson. The data agree with
the SM background over the whole reconstructed mass range.

Fig. 3: (From Ref. [51]) Distribution of the reconstructed mass in SM Higgs boson searches con-
ducted at

√
s between 192 and 202GeV. The figure displays the data (dots with error bars), the

predicted SM background (shaded histogram) and the prediction for a Higgs boson of 105GeV mass
(dashed histogram). The number of data events in this figure is 201 while 220 are expected from
SM background processes. A signal at 105GeV would contribute 41 additional events.

The following observations can be made.

1. As indicated in Ref. [51], a signal at 105GeV would contribute 41 events in this distri-
bution, out of 77 events expected to be produced with H → bb̄. Of these 41 events, 31
(24) are expected to be reconstructed with a mass within a ±6 (±3)GeV window around
105GeV, corresponding to a selection efficiency of 40 (31)% in this mass range. These
efficiencies are not expected to vary significantly with the true Higgs boson mass.

2. With such selection efficiency, an excess of 80 events would be expected from a 98GeV SM
Higgs boson in a 12GeV reconstructed mass interval around 98GeV. In this interval, 102
events are observed, in agreement with 99 events expected from the SM background. The
probability that 99 + 80 = 179 events expected fluctuates down to 102 observed events
or less is about 3 × 10−10. A 98GeV SM Higgs boson is therefore excluded beyond any
doubts (with 99.99999997% confidence) from these 1999 data alone. This interpretation
of the excess observed in the 1998 data is thus dismissed in the following.

3. Similarly, an excess of 12 (9) events would be expected from a 95GeV scalar with a signal
strength of 0.117 in a 12 (6)GeV reconstructed mass interval around 95GeV. In this
interval, 102 (50) events are observed in agreement with 102 (51) events expected from
the SM background. The existence of such a 95GeV signal is therefore not upheld by
the 1999 data. These data alone, however, do not suffice to reach a 95% confidence level
exclusion. The probability that 51+9 = 60 events expected fluctuates down to 50 events
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observed or less is still 9.3%. The 95GeV interpretation of the excess observed in the 1998
data is disfavoured with more than 90% C.L., but the 2000 data are needed to go further.

Shortly after the end of the LEP data taking in November 2000, the LEP Higgs working
group updated again their findings [52], with the data taken in the year 2000. The three
reconstructed mass distributions shown in this paper with three different expected signal
purities – called ”Loose”, ”Medium” and ”Tight” – are reproduced in Fig. 4, together with
the expectation from the SM backgrounds and from a 115GeV SM Higgs boson. A small
excess of events was observed at this mass in the last few months of the year 2000 when
LEP was producing collisions at the highest energies (above 206GeV). The LHC search for
the SM Higgs boson search showed in 2011 that this excess was also due to a fluctuation of
the SM background.

Fig. 4: Distributions of the reconstructed Higgs boson mass obtained from three non-biasing selec-
tions with increasing signal purities, from the LEP data collected in the year 2000. The histograms
show the Monte Carlo predictions, lightly shaded for the SM background, heavily shaded for an
assumed SM Higgs boson of mass 115GeV, together with the data (dots with error bars). The num-
bers of events observed and expected are given in the three plots.

The numbers of events observed in a 12GeV reconstructed mass interval around 95GeV
are listed in Table 2 for each of the selections, together with the number of events expected
from SM backgrounds. On the basis on the numbers of signal expected for a Higgs boson
mass of 115GeV, the selection efficiencies for a 95GeV signal5 in this mass interval are

5Unlike in the final publication of the LEP Working Group [44], non-biasing selection algorithms are used in
Ref. [52] for these three mass distributions.
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estimated to be of the order of 40%, 20% and 10%, respectively, yielding the number of
signal events expected for a signal strength of 0.117 as displayed in the last row of Table 2.

Table 2: For each of the three (Loose, Medium, Tight) selections applied to the LEP data collected
in 2000 in a 12GeV mass interval around 95GeV: number of events observed (first row); number
of events expected from the SM backgrounds (middle row); number of signal events expected for a
mass of 95GeV and a signal strength of 0.117 (last row).

Selection Loose Medium Tight

Number of events observed 75 23 9

Number of background events expected 71 24 10

Number of signal events expected 13 6.5 3.2

The data are well described by the Standard Model predictions in this mass interval. The
numbers of events observed in the three selections certainly do not suggest the presence of a
95GeV scalar and a signal strength of 0.117. Because the “Loose” selection of the 2000 data
has an efficiency similar to that of the selection used in Fig. 3 for the 1999 data, it is chosen
for a combination of all data at

√
s ≥ 192GeV. In the 1999/2000 combined data, an excess

of 25 (19) events would be expected from a 95GeV scalar with a signal strength of 0.117 in
a 12 (6)GeV reconstructed mass interval around 95GeV. In this interval, 177 (89) events
are observed in agreement with the 173 (86) events expected from the SM background. The
probability that 86+19 = 105 events expected in a 6GeV window around 95GeV fluctuates
down to 89 events observed or less is reduced to 6.2%. The interpretation of the LEP excess
at

√
s = 189GeV as originating from a 95GeV scalar particle with a signal strength of 0.117

is therefore excluded at the 94% C.L. by the subsequent data.

Now, as mentioned in Section 4, the LEP data at
√
s = 189GeV would actually require a

larger signal strength of ∼ 0.28 for a 95GeV scalar particle to account for the totality of the
excess observed with reconstructed masses above 90GeV. It is only when the 1998 data are
combined with the 1999/2000 data – where there is no evidence for such a particle – that the
(internally inconsistent) 95GeV signal strength artificially shrinks to 0.117. Such a signal
strength of 0.28 is excluded at the 99.99% C.L. by the 1999/2000 data. As a consequence, the
most likely and only remaining explanation of this excess, observed only at

√
s = 189GeV,

is either a small upward statistical fluctuation or an underestimate of the ZZ background at
this centre-of-mass energy.

A similar, though less quantitative, statement had already been made by the LEP exper-
iments and the LEP Higgs working group in Ref. [52]: “In the 189GeV data, an excess had
been observed [...] compatible with the dominant e+e− → ZZ background. [...] There is no
evidence for a systematic effect at threshold in the data collected above 189GeV.”.

6 Conclusion

In this note, it has been recalled that a 2.3σ excess (∼ 12 events) over the SM backgrounds
is observed in the Higgs boson search at LEP within the 683 pb−1 of data collected in 1998
at

√
s = 189GeV. While this excess is compatible in strength with the production of a

Standard Model Higgs boson of mass 98GeV, three popular interpretations (either a small
upward fluctuation of the SM backgrounds, or a 98GeV SM Higgs boson, or a 95GeV scalar
with reduced signal strength) were still open at the end of 1998. For the latter interpretation,
a signal strength of 0.28 is needed to account for the observed excess, reduced to 0.117 when
the data collected in 1999 and 2000, where no such deviation is observed, are included.

A careful scrutiny of the reconstructed mass distributions made with the data sample
of 1776 pb−1 collected at

√
s between 192GeV and 209GeV in 1999 and 2000 has indeed

not revealed any excess of events compatible with the last two interpretations of the small
excess seen in 1998. The 1999 data alone exclude the 98GeV scalar interpretation with a
level of confidence of 99.99999997%. The combination of the 1999 and 2000 data excludes
the 95GeV scalar interpretation with a signal strength of 0.117 (0.28) at the 94% (99.99%)
confidence level.
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In the defence of the authors of Refs. [4–36], it remains true that the confidence level of
the background-only hypothesis 1− CLb obtained with a combination of all data from 189
to 209GeV presents a minimum at 98GeV, still corresponding to a 2.3σ deviation (with
no increase whatsoever with respect to the sole 189GeV data). The distribution of this
confidence level as a function of the test mass is shown in Fig. 5, reproduced from the final
LEP Higgs working group publication in 2003 [44]. Two independent small excesses conspire
to produce this small deviation. First, an excess of events is observed above 102GeV (7
events observed vs 2.4 expected) in the Tight selection of Fig. 4 from the data collected in
the last few months of LEP, which leads to the famous secondary minimum at 115GeV in
Fig. 5. This excess biases the background confidence level to smallish values (at the level
of ∼ 1σ) all the way down to test masses of 90GeV because of non-Gaussian tails in the
reconstructed mass distributions expected for these true masses. Second, the excess observed
at

√
s = 189GeV sculpts a minimum around a test mass of 98GeV, increasing the overall

deviation at this test mass from ∼ 1σ to 2.3σ.6 Both excesses have now been demonstrated
to be due to statistical fluctuations of the background.

Fig. 5: (Taken from Ref. [44].) The LEP-combined background confidence level 1−CLb as a func-
tion of the test mass mH, with all data at centre-of-mass energies from 189 to 209GeV. Full curve:
observation; dashed curve: expected background confidence level; dash-dotted line: the position of
the minimum of the median expectation of 1−CLb for the signal plus background hypothesis, when
the signal mass indicated on the abscissa is tested. The horizontal solid lines indicate the levels for
2σ and 3σ deviations from the background hypothesis.

Sadly, two background fluctuations in very different mass ranges do not make a new
physics signal at yet a different mass. It is therefore high time to stop using these fluctuations
in support of any signal interpretation of the 3σ excess observed around 95GeV by CMS in
their diphoton mass distribution. Altogether, the LEP data strongly disfavour the production
of a new 95GeV Higgs boson with a signal strength of 0.117, as well as any other new physics
interpretation of the 2.3σ excess observed in the 1998 data.

6Back in June 2000, that is before the appearance of this excess at reconstructed masses above 102GeV, the
combined 1 − CLb was contained between 30% and 70% for any test mass above 102GeV, and amounted to 20%
at 100GeV [53]. The high-mass excess made it drop to 5% at 100GeV, as shown in Fig. 5, i.e., from less than 1σ
to about 2σ.
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Disclaimer

The numbers presented in this note have been obtained solely from the information publicly
available in Refs. [44, 49–53], and with the help of the HZHA generator [48] for the Higgs
production cross sections and branching fractions at mH = 91, 95, 98, 105 and 115GeV.
In particular, the numbers of events observed and expected in specific mass distribution
intervals have been directly read off the histograms of Figs. 1, 3 and 4. The expected numbers
were rounded to the nearest integer. Other event-by-event information, used by the LEP
Higgs working group 20 years ago, was not available to the author. Should this event-by-event
information still exist, exclusion confidence levels could be further optimized with a refined
analysis carried out by former members of the LEP Higgs working group. The conclusions
of the reported (sub-optimal) analysis, however, are probably already clear enough.
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