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The electro-weak gaugebosonsin thestandard m odelofelectroweak in-

teractions interact with each other in a way that is fully described by the

m odel. Deviations from the prescribed form cause the m odelto be non-

renorm alizableor,equivalently,to violateunitarity in high energy scattering

[1].In thisreview talk,Ishallpresentapersonalperspectiveon thedeterm i-

nation of,and expectationsfor,these couplings. Ishalldiscussthe form of

thedeviationsfrom thestandard m odeland how they areparam eterized and

then discusstheexpectationsforthedeviationsin extensionstothestandard

m odel. Iwillreview the currentexperim entalinform ation and the possible

im pactoffutureexperim ents.

Deviationsfrom thestandard m odelm ustbeparam eterized in som eway

thatwillstillallow predictionsforexperim entalquantitiesto bem ade.Itis

convenientto begin with thegeneralform oftheW W V coupling whereV is

eithera Z boson ora photon [2].
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W a
� (W a

��)represents the W boson �eld (�eld strength)and V� (orV��)is

thatofthe photon ()orZ boson. The SU(2)index a willbe dropped in

what follows. Electrom agnetic gauge invariance im plies thatg


5 = g


4 = 0.

In the standard m odel,�Z = � = g


5 = gZ5 = gA4 = gZ4 = f�V = f�V = 0,

�Z = � = gZ1 = g


1 = 1,gZ = ecot�W and g = e. Radiative corrections

can induce sm allchanges in these values at higher order in perturbation

theory. The term s e�;e� and g4 violate CP and are also zero atone loop in

the standard m odel. Experim entalconstraintsare often quoted in term sof

�and ��= �� 1 which param eterize deviationsfrom thestandard m odel.

The otherpossible selfcouplingsareZZZ,ZZ and Z.In thestandard

m odelthesearezero.Theyareseverelyconstrained byelectrom agneticgauge
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invarianceand Bosesym m etry and m ustvanish ifalloftheparticlesareon

m assshell[2,3]. Iwillphrase m ostofthe following discussion in term sof

� and � assum ing thatalltheothercouplingshave theform given by the

standard m odel.Theargum entsprovided below can beextended totheother

casesstraightforwardly.

The standard,SU(2)� U(1)m odel,ofelectro-weak correctionshasnow

been tested atthe quantum (1-loop)levelin experim entsatLEP,SLC and

elsewhere[4,5]. In these radiative corrections,the gauge boson selfinterac-

tionscan appearin loop correctionsto theW ,Z and photon propagators.If

allloopsinvolving gauge boson selfinteractionsare ignored,the agreem ent

between theory and experim ent islessgood [6,7]. Directdeterm ination of

theseselfinteractionscom esfrom directobservation ofgaugeboson pairsat

theTevatron or,eventually,atLEPII.

Extensionsto the standard m odelcan produce valuesofthe param eters

in Equation 1thatdeviatefrom thestandard m odelform .Iwillassum ethat

whateverextensionsexist,they m ustsatisfy SU(2)� U(1)gaugeinvariance.

A m odelthatdoesnotdothiswillbedi�culttoreconcilewith currentdata z.

Itisconvenienttodistinguish twotypesofextensionstothestandard m odel.

First,therearem odelsthat,likethestandard m odel,arerenorm alizable.In

thiscasea �nitenum berofnew param etersissu�cientto fully describethe

theory. Supersym m etric extensions ofthe standard m odelusually fallinto

thisclass.In m odelsofthistypetheparam etersin Equation 1 arem odi�ed

by radiative(loop)correctionsfrom thestandard m odelvalues.

Second there arenon-renorm alizable theories. Such m odelshave a m ass

scale � that appears in the coe�cient ofthe higher dim ension operators.

For experim ents that probe energy scales (E ) less than �, the e�ects of

these operatorsare suppressed by powersof(E =�).Although,such m odels

contain,in principle,an in�nite num berofparam eters,only a few ofthese

willberelevantforexperim entsincethesuppression willrenderthee�ectsof

zForm orediscussion ofthissee the talk by W illenbrock atthism eeting [8]
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m ostofthem unobservable.Thetheory can then beregarded asan e�ective

theory valid for E < �. At energies above �,the theory is replaced by a

m orefundam entaloneand theterm sin thee�ectivetheory arecom putable

in term softhe param etersofthe m ore fundam entaltheory. Thisnotion of

an e�ective theory isa very usefulone since itm ay be possible to severely

constrain its form without knowing the fulldynam ics ofthe fundam ental

theory [9]. The best exam ple ofthis type is the theory thatdescribes the

interaction ofpionswith each otheratlow energy.Introducing U = exp(i��

�=f�),where the vector � represents the �
� ;�0,the interactions are given

by

tr(@�U
y
@�U)+ O (

1

4�f�
)2 (2)

ThisLagrangian welldescribesQCD,i.e.thedynam icsof�� � scattering,

on energy scales less than a few hundred M eV.At higher energies the full

dynam ics of(non-perturbative) QCD,including the details or resonances

is needed to fully describe the scattering. The low energy Lagrangian is

determ ined by the sym m etries oflow energy QCD,i.e.the fact that the

pionsaretheGoldstonebosonsofspontaneously broken chiralsym m etry.

Ifthereisnew dynam icsonam assscaleofafew TeV,such asisthecasein

technicolor[10]m odelsorm odelswheretherearestronginteractionsbetween

longitudinally polarized W and Z bosonsathigh energy[11],the e�ects of

thisdynam icscan beparam eterized by adding term sto thestandard m odel

Lagrangian[12]. These form ofthese term s is dictated by the requirem ent

that they m ust not produce any e�ects that would invalidate the various

standard m odeltestsand they m ustbeinvariantunderSU(2)� U(1).The

form ofthe operatorsdepends upon the particle content ofthe low energy

e�ective theory. The theory m ust contain the quarks,leptons and gauge

bosons;itm ay orm ay notcontain Higgs scalars. Ifwe assum e thatthere

are no lightHiggsscalars then one can write 12 CP invariantoperatorsof

dim ension 4 [13]orless. Thislagrangian can be written asa gauged chiral

m odel.In addition tothequark and lepton �eldsand thegaugeboson �elds,
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there isa �eld � = exp(i� a�a=v)with v = 246 GeV.The �eld �a provides

the longitudinaldegreesoffreedom forthe m assive W and Z bosons. The

kineticenergy forthegaugebosonsisgiven by

v2

4
tr(D ��

y
D

��)�
1

2
W ��W

��
�
1

2
B ��B

�� (3)

Here �eld B �� (W ��) is the �eld strength ofthe U(1) (SU(2)) part ofthe

standard m odel. These term s also give the m ass forthe W and Z bosons

and thephoton.Iwillconsiderthee�ectsoftwo oftheadditionaloperators

L1 = �
v2

�2
2ig�1tr(W ��D

��y
D

��)

L2 =
v2

�2
g
2tan�W �2(�B ���

y
W

��) (4)

Thesegivea contribution to �

��  =
v2

�2
g
2(�1 � �2)

� = 0 (5)

Howevertheterm L2 also contributesto thetwo pointfunction ofthegauge

bosonsand isthereforeconstrained by m easurem entsatLEP and elsewhere

asIwillnow discuss.

Recallhow testsofthestandard m odelarecarried out.Them odelisfully

described in term sofasetofparam eterswhich can betaken,tobetheFerm i

constantG F ,the �ne structure constant�em ,the m assofthe Z,the Higgs

m assand them assesofthequarksand leptons.Takingthesevaluesasinput,

onecom putestheexpected valueofsom eexperim entally observablequantity

such asthecrosssection of�� escattering.Thisexpected quantity hassom e

error�theory,thatarisesfrom theuncertaintiesin theparam etersand residual

uncertainty arising from thethecalculation having been carried outto som e

orderin perturbation theory. This isthen com pared with an experim ental

m easurem entwhich hasan error�expt. Ifthe theory and experim entagree,

the m odelis the tested with an accuracy that is the larger of�theory and
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�expt.A failureofthem odelisrevealed when thereareexperim entalresults

thatdisagree with theory by m ore than the largerof�theory and �expt. In a

variant ofthe standard m odel,extra param eters appear and the values of

theseparam eterscan beadjusted to accom m odateexperim entalvaluesthat

thestandard m odelfailsto predictcorrectly.

The param eters appearing in equation 1 need to be related to physical

quantities so that their values can be extracted from data. The general

form ofthe W W V vertex forbosonsofm om enta p1,p2 and p3 and polar-

ization tensors�
�

1,�
�
2 and ��3 depends upon the invariantm assofthe three

bosons viz. ����(p21;p
2
2;p

2
3). In the case ofthe W W  vertex, there is a

physicalpointwhere allofthe particlesare on m assshell(static lim it)i.e.

����(M 2
W ;M

2
W ;0). Atthispointthe quantitiesappearing in equation 1 are

related to physicalproperties ofthe W boson; � and � to the electric

quadrapolem om ent(Q)and m agneticdipolem om ent(�)oftheW .

� =
e

2M W

(1+ � + �) (6)

Q = �
e

M 2
W

(� � �) (7)

(8)

Howeverthesestaticquantitiesarenotsu�cienttodescribethegeneralprop-

ertiesof����(p21;p
2
2;p

2
3).

Consider the process qq ! W ;Iwillassum e forsim plicity thatallof

the param eters in the W W  vertex have the standard form except for �

and �.Thereisa contribution fortheFeynm an diagram shown in �gure3

which dependson ����(s;M 2
W ;0)where

p
s isthe centerofm assenergy of

the quark antiquark system . If� and � are taken to be constants,then

thiswillresultin a scattering am plitudeoftheform

A � a+ b
p
s(� � 1+ �)+ cs� (9)

where a,b and c are independent ofthe center ofm assenergy (
p
s). This

am plitudegrowswith sunless� and � havethestandard m odelvaluesof1
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Figure1:Feynm an diagram sshowing theprocessqq! W 

and 0 respectively.Thisgrowth isa generalfeatureofanom alouscouplings.

Itisim m ediately clearthatthesensitivity ofan experim enttotheanom alous

couplingsincreaseswith theenergy oftheexperim entand thatahigh energy

experim entism oresensitiveto� than to�� 1.Hencean e+ e� ! W + W �

m easurem ent at
p
s � 500 GeV can constrain � and � � 1 m uch m ore

precisely than am easurem entwith com parablestatisticalpowerat
p
s� 190

GeV.Sim ilarly in a hadron collider,the greatestsensitivity arisesfrom the

(few)eventsoflargestenergy.

Thisproblem ofunitarity violationscan be avoided phenom enologically

by the introduction ofform factors[14]to dam p the growth atlarge s i.e.

� ! �=(1+ s=�
2)n1 and (�� 1)! (�� 1)=(1+ s=�

2)n2 with n1;n2 � 1.It

isconventionalto usea dipoleform factor,i.e.n2 = n1 = 2.An experim ent

m easuring the W  production crosssection can seta lim iton ��  and �

given a valueofn1,n2,and �.Notethatfora given choiceofn 1,n2,and �,

unitarity alonebounds� and � � 1.Forn1 = n2 = 2,thisbound is[15]

j� � 1j < 7:4 TeV 2
=�2

j�j < 4:0 TeV 2
=�2 (10)

An experim entthatisnotsensitive to valuesbelow theseisnotrelevant.

Generally ����(p21;p
2
2;p

2
3)isnotgauge invariantwhen com puted beyond

leading orderin perturbation theory.Thisisdirectly related to thefactthat
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Figure2:An exam ple ofcontribution to qq! W  which m ustbe included

along with the1 loop correctionsto theW W  vertex appearing in Figure3

itisnota physicalquantity. Asdiscussed in reference [16],itispossible to

de�ne a gauge invariantform by including som e piecesofothercorrections

thatwould contributeatthesam eorderin perturbation theory toa physical

process. In the exam ple ofqq ! W ,a contribution ofthistype isshown

in �gure2.Itisconvenientto quotethevaluesofthephysicalquantities�

and ��  atthe static lim itasa m easure ofthe expected size ofthe higher

ordercorrections.

W hatvaluesofanom alouscouplingsare to be expected in the standard

m odeland itspossible extensions? In the standard m odelthe naturalsize

of� � 1 and � is �em =� [17]. For a top quark m ass of150 GeV and a

Higgsm assof100 GeV,� = 0:006 and � + � � 1 = �0:0003[18]. In the

supersym m etric m odelthe size ofthe correctionsdependsupon the m asses

ofthe supersym m etric particles. Note that the m asses assum ed m ust be

consistentwith otherexperim entalconstraints.Form ostofthevaluesofthe

param eters,� isabout60% ofitsvaluein thestandard m odeland �+ �� 1

isabout5 tim eslargerthan itsstandard m odelvalue.

In extensionsto thestandard m odelwhereoperatorsofthetypein equa-
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tion 4 are present,we need to estim ate the size of�1;�2,and �. Using the

scale ofnew physics � to be 1 TeV we m ight expect��  to be aslarge as

0.05 if�1 � �2 � 1 as would be expected ifthe new physics atscale � is

strongly coupled.Otherestim atesyield valuessm allerthan these [12].The

term L2 in equation 4 contributes to the gauge boson two point functions

and in particularto the Peskin-Takeuchi[19]S param eter. Using the data

from LEP,theconstraintj�2j�<0:5[20]isobtained (again Ihavetaken �= 1

TeV).Hencethecontribution ofL2,to��  isrestricted tobelessthan 0.013.

The term L1 isnotdirectly constrained by LEP data. Howeversince both

�1 and �2 arise from the sam e (unknown)physics,itisto be expected that

they willbeofthesam eorderofm agnitude.

There have been observations ofW , Z, W W and W Z �nalstates

atthe Tevatron collider by both CDF[21]and D0[22]thatare reviewed at

thism eeting[23,24]Theform erconstrainstheW W vertex whilethelatter

constrainstheZZandZverticesandthelastconstrainW W Z andW W 

vertices.Thelim itson � and � arising from observation ofW �nalstates

are shown in Figure 3. These lim itsuse dipole form factors(n1 = n2 = 2)

with � = 1:5 TeV.The lim itsare essentially unchanged if� = 1 TeV.The

unitarity lim itsfor�= 1:5 TeV arelargerthan theexperim entalconstraints

(see�gure3).

The lim itson �Z and �Z arising from the observation ofW W and W Z

�nalstates is sim ilar to those on � and � [21]. In the case ofthe ZZ

and Z vertices,the lim itsare m ore sensitive to the assum ed form factor

behaviourofthevertices[3].Thisisdueto theform ofthevertex function,

����(p21;p
2
2;p

2
3),which m ustvanish when the particlesare allon m assshell

and thereforehaspowersofenergy in thenum erator.Theform factorsthen

introduced to prevent a unitarity violation m ust have n � 3. Constraints

havealso been placed on theZZ couplingsby searching foreventsatLEP

oftheform Z ! Z �(! ��)[27].Theselim itsarecom parabletothosefrom

CDF.

Note thatthe lim itsdepend upon the ability to predictthe event rates
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Figure3:Thelim itson ��  and � from theD0experim ent(theareainside

the ovalregion is allowed region) [22]. The lim its from CDF are sim ilar

[21]. Also shown isthe allowed region from the observation ofb! s (the

hatched area) from CLEO[28]. The lim its are shown at 95% con�dence.

The area outside the dashed circle isexcluded by unitarity forthe process

qq! W + W � with n1 = n2 = 2and �= 1:5TeV.Theregionsatthetop and

bottom ofthe�gurebounded by thedashed horizontallinesareexcluded by

unitarity in qq! W 

9



Figure4:A contribution to theprocessB ! K 

given the gaugeboson selfcouplingsrequiresan understanding ofthe QCD

production process. This process is com puted at next to leading order in

�strong and the resulting uncertainty should quite sm all[25]. The angular

distribution ofthe processqq ! W  hasa zero ata particularvalue ofthe

scattering angle [26]. This zero is notpreserved by the higher order QCD

corrections.

The decay ofa B m eson to a photon and a strange m eson,proceedsvia

loop e�ects.Onerelevantgraph isgiven in Figure4,wheretheW W vertex

ispresent. The experim entalobservation ofthisprocess[28]enablesone to

constrain � and � [29].Theconstraintisshown on Figure3.Notethatthe

constraintislessdirectthan thatofCDF and D0.Theinterferencebetween

the graph shown in �gure 4 and other graphs such as the one where the

photon isradiated o� thetop quark,resultsin theodd shapefortheallowed

region.Iftherewereotherdiagram sthatcould contributetob! s,such as
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would occurin a supersym m etric m odel,the constraintbecom esa coupled

lim itinvolving thecouplingsofotherparticles[30].

I willend with a discussion ofthe prospects for future m easurem ents.

LEP IIwillbeableto m easure the Z and W W and possibly the ZZ �nal

state.Consequently itwillprobetheW W ,ZZ,Zand W W Z vertices.

In thecase ofW W ,the sensitivity oforder0.3 (0.5)to both �and ��at
p
s= 192(176)GeV [32].Thisisapproxim ately threetim esbetterthan the

current lim its from the Tevatron. However these lim its are based on � 15

pb� 1 ofdata.They willim proveby theend ofthecurrentwhen � 100 pb� 1

willbe available. Ifitisthen possible to com bine the CDF and D0 lim its,

they should fallby a factorofthree orso. Itseem sreasonable to conclude

therefore thatany im provem entthatLEP IIcan provide overthe Tevatron

willbesm all.

There has been m uch discussion in the literature [20,31]and at this

m eeting ofthe extent to which the precision m easurem ents ofLEP im ply

thatLEPIIcannotseeanye�ectsofanom alouscouplings.Inordertoaddress

thisquestion,possible m odelsthatdi�erfrom the standard m odelm ustbe

constructed so thatthey are consistent with LEP data and predictions for

anom alouscouplingsorm easurem entsatLEPIIm ade.Asdiscussed above,

theLEP dataconstrain �2 ofEquation 4 su�ciently thatthecontribution of

L2 to anom alouscouplingsistoo sm allto be seen atLEPII.The \natural"

valuesof�2 and �1 should be roughly equal. In thiscase itisunlikely that

LEPII(ortheTevatron)willseea positivee�ect.However,itm ighthappen

that �1 >> �2. In QED,one can estim ate the naturalsize ofa process

by assum ing thatthe coe�cientofthe appropriatepowerof� em =� isorder

one. Large coe�cients such as� 2 thatappearsin the radiative corrections

to Coulom b scattering [33]aswellasonesthatarelessthan one,such asthe

order�� correction to g� 2 oftheelectron do occur.

The sensitivities ofexperim ents discussed above are very far from the
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deviations from the standard m odelthat can reasonably be expected. x

Experim entsatLHC [34,35]havegreatersensitivity becauseoftheirgreater

energy.ATLAS expectsa sensitivity oforder��  � 0:04 � � 0:0025which

isapproaching valuesthataretheoretically interesting[35].An e+ e� collider

with m ore energy than LEP willbe m ore sensitive;at
p
s = 500 GeV (1.5

TeV)thesensitivitiesare� and ��  are� 0:01 (� 0:002)[36].

I am gratefulto the m em bers of the organizing com m ittee, U.Baur,

S.Errede and T.M �uller for their work in m aking this conference such a

success.Thework wassupported by theDirector,O�ceofEnergy Research,

O�ce ofHigh Energy Physics,Division ofHigh Energy Physicsofthe U.S.

Departm entofEnergy underContractDE{AC03{76SF00098. Accordingly,

the U.S.Governm ent retainsa nonexclusive,royalty-free license to publish

orreproduce the published form ofthiscontribution,orallow othersto do

so,forU.S.Governm entpurposes.
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