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Abstract

W e suggest that Bose statistics for photons can be tested by looking for

decays ofspin-1 bosonsinto two photons. The experim entalupperlim it on

the decay Z ! 

 is used to establish for the �rst tim e the quantitative

m easureofthevalidity ofBose sym m etry forphotons.
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TheStandard M odelofparticleinteractionshasso farbeen rem arkably consistentwith

alltheexperim entaldata.Thataddsim portancetovariouswaysoflookingforpossiblenew

physicsnotdescribed by theStandard M odel.M any such possibilitieshavebeen considered

before;m ost ofthem concentrate on som e kind ofextension ofthe Standard M odel(by

adding new particles,sym m etriesorinteractions)and then obtain from experim entvarious

boundson thoseextensions.Here,wewould liketo discusshow recentresultsin Z m easure-

m entscan givelim itson a m oreradicaldeparturefrom standard physics:thepossiblesm all

violation ofBosestatistics.

The problem ofsm alldeviationsfrom Ferm iorBose statistics,initially an exotic issue

raised in the early 70’s,hasgrown overthe lastdecade into an elaborate area ofresearch

leading to new ingenious experim ents as wellas striking connections with m odern m ath-

em aticalphysics [1-34]. Yetm oste� ort,especially in the experim ental� eld,was actually

concentrated on discussing sm allviolation ofthe Pauliexclusion principle ratherthan vio-

lation ofBose statistics. M any dedicated experim entshave been perform ed to give strong

boundson the violation ofthe Pauliprinciple.By contrast,nothing sim ilarhasbeen done

orsuggested with respectto possibledeviationsfrom Bosestatistics.

Forexam ple,theredo notexistany directexperim entalboundson Bosesym m etry vio-

lation in elem entary processes(ratherthan statisticalensem bles)involving photons,gluons

orgaugebosons.Two discussionsofexperim entalboundson Bosestatisticsviolation which

areknown to usare1)thestudy ofthedecay K L ! 2�0 in Ref.[7]from thepointofview

ofBosesym m etry (ratherthan CP)violation and 2)theanalysisoftheupperlim iton laser

intensitiesim plied by thesm alldeviationsfrom Bosestatistics[32](thelatterwork however

has been criticised in Ref.[34]). In this paper we would like to start � lling the gap by

deriving thelim itson Bosesym m etry violationsin thesystem oftwo photons.

Before going to ourm ain subject,a few wordsaboutthe spin-statisticstheorem are in

order.W ewould liketorem ind thereaderthatthespin-statisticstheorem proved rigorously

in theaxiom atic� eld theory doesnotforbid sm allviolationsofnorm alstatistics.W hatthis

theorem does forbid is,so to speak,\large" (orbettersay \100 % ")violationsofnorm al
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statistics.M oreprecisely,thetheorem saysthatspin 0 � eldscannotbequantized according

to Ferm i(i.e.,with anticom m utators)while spin 1/2 � eldscannotbe quantized according

to Bose(i.e.,with com m utators).Thusthetheorem leavesopen thequestion whethersm all

violationsofstatisticsexistornot.

Thereisa clearreason why thesystem oftwo photonsisespecially interesting in testing

thedegreewith which Bosesym m etry isexact.Ithasbeen known sincetheearly 50’s,due

to theworksofLandau [35]and Yang [36]thata pairofphotonscannotbein a statewith

totalangularm om entum equalto unity.Therefore,thedecay ofany spin-1 boson into two

photonsisabsolutely forbidden. Later,Nishijim a [37]suggested a m ore directway to see

thetheorem .Itishism ethod thatwewilluseto analysetheconsequencesofpossibleBose

sym m etry violation forthetwo-photon system .

Ofall(neutral) spin 1 bosons it is naturalto concentrate on the heaviest one-the Z-

boson-becauseonecan expectthatany violationsofBosesym m etry,ifany,would bebetter

m anifested athigherenergy scales.The m ethod isto write down them ostgeneralform of

thedecay am plitudeofthespin-1particleintotwophotonsand then apply theconditionsof

gaugeinvarianceand Bosesym m etry to thatam plitude.Ifboth conditionsareapplied,the

resulting am plitudeisexactly zero.W earegoing to show thatifweim posethecondition of

gaugeinvariancebutdo notrequiretheBosesym m etry,theresulting am plitudeisnotzero.

Thisleft-overam plitude dependson only oneparam eterwhich isnaturalto call\theBose

sym m etry violating param eter".W ethen obtain thetwo-gam m a decay rateofZ-boson and

com pare it to the experim entally known upper bound on the branching ratio ofZ ! 



[38].In thisway we areableforthe� rsttim eto obtain a directbound on Bosesym m etry

violation forphotons.

Now,a few rem arks aboutthe relation ofourm ethod to the existing m odels ofsm all

Bose sym m etry violation. The m ostsuccessfulm odelis\the quon m odel" [27-34]. Quons

areparticlesdescribed by thecom m utation relationsoftheform :

aka
y

l
� qa

y

l
ak = �kl; (1)
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whereboth quon creation operator,a
y

l
,and quon annihilation operator,ak,areinvolved.(A

particularchoiceq= 0 correspondstothecaseoftheso-called in� nitestatistics).Notethat

there are no com m utation relationsinvolving only creation operatorsoronly annihilation

operators. M oreover,such com m utation relationsare notneeded forcalculation ofm atrix

elem ents. That m eans, that the above com m utation relations, together with the usual

vacuum de� nition,aj0i= 0,form a perfectbasisforquon quantum m echanics.Ifonegoes

then to quon quantum � eld theory,then itwasshown thatsuch theory hasto benon-local,

butthefulldetailsofsuch theory aretobedeveloped yet[27-34].Becauseofthis,wedonot

try atthisstage to relate ourphenom enologicalm odelofBose sym m etry violation to the

quon m odel.Neitherdo weattem ptto connectourparam eterofBosesym m etry violation,

seebelow,to theq param eter.These problem swillbeconsidered elsewhere.

Let us turn now to our m ain purpose: the construction ofZ ! 

 decay am plitude.

W e require that this am plitude satis� es allthe standard conditions, such as relativistic

invariance and gauge invariance,but we do not require this am plitude to be sym m etric

undertheexchange ofphoton ends.

Them ostgeneralLorentzinvariantform oftheam plitudeS ofthedecay Z ! 

 is:

S(k1;k2;�1;�2)= c���(k1;k2)�
�

0
�
�

1
�
�

2
; (2)

wherek1 and k2 arephoton m om enta,�1 and �2 arephoton polarization vectors,�0 isZ-boson

polarization vector.

Next, the condition ofLorentz invariance applied to c��� leaves us with 16 possible

structuresm ade outofthe m om enta k1 and k2 and tensorsg�� and ����� . Butrecallthat

thepolarization vectorsm ustsatisfy theconditions

�
�

1
k1� = 0;��

2
k2� = 0;��

0
(k1� + k2�)= 0: (3)

Hence term sin c��� proportionalto k1�,k2� and k1� + k2� do notcontribute to S and can

thereforebeignored.

Thusweareleftwith thenextm ostgeneralform ofc���:

4



c��� = a1����� k1� + a2����� k2� + b1g��k1�

+b2g��k2� + gg��(k1� � k2�)+ h(k1� � k2�)k1�k2�: (4)

Now,thecondition oftheelectrom agneticgaugeinvariancereads

c���k
�

1
�
�

0
�
�

2
= 0; (5)

c���k
�

2
�
�

0
�
�

1
= 0; (6)

c���k
�

1
k
�

2
�
�

0
= 0: (7)

Going to the rest fram e ofZ-boson,it can be shown that the necessary and su� cient

condition forEq.(5)and Eq.(6)to hold,are,correspondingly,a1 = 0,b2 = 0 and a2 = 0,

b1 = 0.

Afterputting a1 = a2 = b1 = b2 = 0 weim posethecondition Eq.(7)and obtain

h = �
2g

M 2

Z

: (8)

Thereforethem ostgeneralform oftheam plitudec��� reducesto

c��� = g(k1 � k2)�(g�� �
2k1�k2�

M 2

Z

): (9)

In principle,g could depend on som escalarproductsofthem om enta,butin ourcase,since

alltheparticlesareon m assshell,we have k1k2 = M 2

Z
=2 (and,ofcourse,k2

1
= k2

2
= 0 ),so

thatgisapurenum ber.Notethattheaboveam plitudeautom atically satis� esthecondition

(k1 + k2)�c��� = 0.

W eseethatthisam plitude,asexpected,violatesBosesym m etry because

c���(k1;k2)= �c���(k2;k1); (10)

whereasBosesym m etry requires

c���(k1;k2)= +c���(k2;k1): (11)
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Thustheparam eterg can beinterpreted astheparam etersofBosestatisticsviolation.

Now,calculating thewidth ofthedecay Z ! 

 with thehelp oftheam plitudeEq.(9)

weobtain

� =
1

16�M Z

jSj
2 =

M Z

16�
g
2
: (12)

Experim entally,ithasrecently been m easured atLEP [38]that

B R(Z ! 

)< 1:4� 10�4 : (13)

Therefore

� (Z ! 

)

�tot(Z)
=

g2M Z

16��tot(Z)
< 1:4� 10�4 ;(�tot(Z)’ 2:5GeV ): (14)

Thus,� nally,wecan obtain ourupperbound on theBoseviolating param eter

g < 10�2 : (15)

The sam e analysiscan be m ade forotherspin-1 bosons,too,butsince they are lighter

than Z,onecan expectthatthee� ectofBosesym m etry violation,ifitexistsatall,would

bem orestrongly suppressed than forthecaseofZ;thatiswhy wedo notgo into detailsof

that.

Itispossibleto carry outa sim ilaranalysisforthecaseoftwo gluons,too,butitwould

bem uch harderto getany experim entalconstraintsin thiscase.

To conclude,based on the experim entalupper lim it on the decay Z ! 

 we have

obtained the upper bound on the possible sm allviolation ofthe Bose sym m etry for the

system oftwo photons.

TheauthorsaregratefultoT.Kieu,J.-P.M a,B.M cKellar,R.Volkasand S.Tovey forstim -

ulating discussions.Thiswork wassupported in partby theAustralian Research Council.
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