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Abstract

W e suggest that Bose statistics for photons can be tested by looking for
decays of spin-1 bosons Into two photons. T he experin ental upper lim it on
the decay Z ! is used to establish for the rst tine the quantitative

m easure of the validity ofBose sym m etry for photons.
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T he Standard M odel of particlke Interactions has so far been rem arkably consistent w ith
allthe experin entaldata. T hat adds In portance to variousways of looking forpossible new
physics not described by the Standard M odel. M any such possbilities have been considered
before; m ost of them concentrate on som e kind of extension of the Standard M odel (by
adding new particles, sym m etries or interactions) and then obtain from experin ent various
bounds on those extensions. Here, we would lke to discuss how recent results In Z m easure—
m ents can give lin its on a m ore radical departure from standard physics: the possble an all
violation of B ose statistics.

The problem of sn all deviations from Fem ior Bose statistics, initially an exotic issue
raised In the early 70’s, has grown over the last decade into an elbborate area of research
leading to new ingenious experin ents as well as striking connections w ith m odem m ath—
em atical physics [1-34]. Yet most e ort, epecially In the experin ental eld, was actually
concentrated on discussing an all violation of the Pauli exclusion principle rather than vio—
lation of Bose statistics. M any dedicated experin ents have been perform ed to give strong
bounds on the viclation of the Pauli principle. By contrast, nothing sin ilar has been done
or suggested w ith respect to possble deviations from Bose statistics.

For exam ple, there do not exist any direct experin ental bounds on Bose symm etry vio—
lation In elem entary processes (rather than statistical ensem bles) involving photons, glions
or gauge bosons. Two discussions of experin entalbounds on B ose statistics violation which
are known to us are 1) the study ofthedecay K, ! 2 ° in Ref. [}] from the point of view
ofBose symm etry (ratherthan CP) violation and 2) the analysis of the upper lim it on laser
intensities in plied by the sn alldeviations from B ose statistics 2] (the latter work how ever
has been criticised In Ref. 34]). In this paper we would lke to start lling the gap by
deriving the lin its on Bose symm etry violations in the system of two photons.

Before going to ourm ain sub ct, a v words about the spin-statistics theoram are in
order. W e would like to rem ind the reader that the soin-statistics theorem proved rigorously
In the axiom atic eld theory does not forbid an all violations ofnom alstatistics. W hat this

theoram does forbid is, 0 to gpeak, \large" (or better say \100 $ ") violations of nom al



statistics. M ore precisely, the theoram saysthat spin 0 elds cannot be quantized according
to Fermm i (ie., with anticom m utators) whilk soin 1/2 elds cannot be quantized according
to Bose (ie., with comm utators). T hus the theorem leaves open the question whether am all
violations of statistics exist or not.

T here is a clear reason why the systam oftwo photons is especially interesting in testing
the degree w ith which Bose symm etry is exact. It hasbeen known since the early 50’s, due
to the works of Landau [35] and Yang 3] that a pair of photons cannot be in a state w ith
totalangularm om entum equalto unity. T herefore, the decay of any soin-1 boson into two
photons is absolutely forbidden. Later, N ishijm a [31] suggested a m ore direct way to see
the theoram . It is hism ethod that we w ill use to analyse the consequences of possible Bose
symm etry violation for the two-photon system .

O fall meutral) spin 1 bosons it is natural to concentrate on the heaviest one-the Z-
boson—because one can expect that any violations of B ose sym m etry, ifany, would be better
m anifested at higher energy scales. The m ethod is to w rite down the m ost general form of
the decay am plitude ofthe spin-1 particle into tw o photons and then apply the conditions of
gauge nvariance and B ose sym m etry to that am plitude. Ifboth conditions are applied, the
resulting am plitude is exactly zero. W e are going to show that ifwe in pose the condition of
gauge invariance but do not require the B ose sym m etry, the resulting am plitude is not zero.
T his left-over am plitude depends on only one param eter which is natural to call \the Bose
symm etry violating param eter". W e then obtain the two-gamm a decay rate of Z-booson and
com pare it to the experim entally known upper bound on the branching ratio of Z2 !

B8]. In thisway we are abke for the rst tin e to obtain a direct bound on Bose symm etry
viclation for photons.

Now, a f&w ram arks about the relation of our m ethod to the existing m odels of am all
Bose symm etry violation. The m ost successfiil m odel is \the quon m odel" R7-34]. Quons

are particles described by the com m utation relations of the fom :
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w here both quon creation operator, ail’, and quon annihilation operator, ay, are ivolved. @
particular choice g= 0 corresponds to the case ofthe socalled In nite statistics). N ote that
there are no comm utation relations involring only creation operators or only annihilation
operators. M oreover, such com m utation relations are not needed for calculation ofm atrix
elem ents. That m eans, that the above comm utation relations, together with the usual
vacuum de nition, aPi= 0, form a perfect basis for quon quantum m echanics. If one goes
then to quon quantum  eld theory, then it was shown that such theory has to be non-local,
but the fulldetails of such theory are to be developed yet R7-34]. Because ofthis, we do not
try at this stage to relate our phenom enologicalm odel of Bose symm etry violation to the
quon m odel. N either do we attem pt to connect our param eter of B ose sym m etry violation,
see below , to the g param eter. T hese problam s w ill be considered elsew here.

Let us tum now to our m ain purpose: the construction of 72 ! decay am plitude.
W e require that this am plitude satis es all the standard conditions, such as relativistic
Invariance and gauge Invariance, but we do not require this am plitude to be symm etric
under the exchange of photon ends.

The m ost general Lorentz Invarant form ofthe am plitude S of the decay Z ! is:

S kijkyi 15 20=c¢c  (Kijko) g 1 57 @)

where k; and k, arephoton m om enta, ; and , arephoton polarization vectors, o isZ-boson
polarization vector.

Next, the condition of Lorentz Invariance applied to c Jkaves us with 16 possblk
structures m ade out of the m om enta k; and k, and tensors g and . But recall that

the polarization vectors m ust satisfy the conditions
ki =0; ,kp =0; ki + k)= 0: 3)

Hence tem s in ¢ proportionalto k; , k, and k; + k, do not contribute to S and can
therefore be ignored.

Thuswe are keft with the next m ost general form ofc



C = a kl + a, kz + bl.g kl

+hg ky + g9 ky )+ hk; ks )ki ky “)

N ow , the condition of the electrom agnetic gauge invariance reads

c X o ,=0; )
c k4 .=0; 6)
c kk, ,= O: (7)

G oing to the rest fram e of Z-boson, it can be shown that the necessary and su cient
condition for Eq. {-5) and Eq. {6) to hold, are, corespondingly, a; = 0,1, = Oand a, = O,
b = 0.

Afterputting a; = a, = b, = b, = 0 we in pose the condition Eq. () and obtain
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T herefore the m ost general form ofthe am plitude ¢ reduces to

2k; ks

Cc = g(]<l k2) (g M 2
Z

©)

In principle, g could depend on som e scalar products of the m om enta, but in our case, since
all the particles are on m ass shell, we have k;k, = M ?=2 (and, of course, k? = k2 = 0 ), =0
that g isa pure num ber. N ote that the above am plitude autom atically satis esthe condition
k;+ k) ¢ = 0.

W e see that this am plitude, as expected, violates B ose sym m etry because
c  kisk)= ¢ (keiki); 10)
whereas Bose symm etry requires

c kisky)=+c  (keiki): 11)



T hus the param eter g can be interpreted as the param eters of Bose statistics violation.

N ow , calculating the w idth of the decay Z ! w ith the help of the am plitude Eq. (9)
we obtain
1 M,
T Bi=19 12)

E xperin entally, it has recently been m easured at LEP [38] that

BR Z ! )< 14 104 13)
T herefore
@ ! ) gM, s
= <14 10%; 7))’ 25GeV): 14
ot (&) 16 @) (@) ev) 14)

Thus, nally, we can obtain our upper bound on the Bose violating param eter
g< 1072 : (15)

T he sam e analysis can be m ade for other soin-1 bosons, too, but since they are lighter
than Z , one can expect that the e ect ofBose symm etry violation, if it exists at all, would
bem ore strongly suppressed than for the case of Z ; that iswhy we do not go into details of
that.

Tt ispossble to carry out a sin ilar analysis for the case of two gluons, too, but it would
be much harder to get any experin ental constraints In this case.

To conclude, based on the experin ental upper lim it on the decay Z ! we have
obtained the upper bound on the possble an all violation of the Bose symm etry for the
system oftwo photons.
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