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A bstract

T he discovery potential and diagnostic abilities of proposed future cok
liders for new heavy neutral (Z % and charged W 9 gauge bosons are sum —
m arized. Typical bounds achievable on M zo54 o at the TEVATRON, D I-
TEVATRON,LHC,500Ge&V NLC,and 1 TeV NLC are 1Te&v, 2TeV,

4 TeV, 1{3 TeV, and 2{6 TeV, respectively. ForM o 1 TeV the LHC
w ill have the capability to determ ine the m agnitude of nom alized Z ° quark
and Jlpton couplingsto around 10 20% ,whike theNLC would allow forde-
term ination of the couplings (including their signs) w ith a factor of 2 larger
error-bars, provided heavy avor tagging and longiudinal polarization of
the electron beam is available.

1 Introduction

The existence of heavy neutral Z°% and/or charged W % vector bosons are a
feature of m any extensions of the standard m odel (SM ). They arise in extended
gauge theories including grand uni ed theories [Ij], superstring theories P], and
LeftR ight symm etric m odels 3] and in otherm odels such as the BESS m odel {4]
and m odels of com posite gauge bosons Eﬂ.

In this report we survey and com pare the discovery potential of the experi-
m ents that will be perform ed over the next decade (TEVATRON, HERA, and

lsumm ary ofthe W orking Subgroup on E xtra G auge Bosons ofthe DPF long-range planning
study to be published in E kctro-weak Symm etry B reaking and Beyond the Standard M odel, eds
T .Barklow, S.Dawson, H .Haber and J. Seigrist W orld Scienti ¢ 1995).
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LEP 200) and future facilities that are being planned and considered for the period
beyond (various TEVATRON upgrades, the LHC pp ocollider, the LSGNA 60 TeV
pPp collider, the NLC e'e oollider, and the LEP-LHC ep collider). In addition to
the discovery reach of each of the experim ental facilities we also address the aux—
iliary question; that of the m easurem ent of the properties of a new Iy discovered
gauge boson and therefore its identi cation In the context ofa speci cmodel. W e
therefore exam ine the diagnostic power of future colliders for heavy gauge boson
physics, in particular, a (m odel ndependent) determ ination of heavy gauge boson
couplings to quarks and Jptons.

In the next Section we give a brief description of the various m odels w ith new
gauge bosons that will be used in the study. G iven that m odels w ithout gauge
Invariance w ill m ost lkely reveal them selves in ways other than the discovery of
extra gauge bosons, we w ill restrict our analysis to heavy gauge bosons that arise
In m odels with extended gauge symm etries. In Section 3 we summ arize current
constraints on heavy gauge bosons. In Section 4 we describe the signatures of
extra gauge bosons at future hadron and € e  colliders and the resulting discovery
reaches. In Section 5 we address the diagnostic power (identi cation potential) for
heavy gauge boson physics at the LHC and the NLC, respectively. Conclisions
are given in Section 6.

There is a Jarge and grow ing literature on this sub £ct of which we address
only som e aspects. O ur prin ary goal is to explore the potential of experim ental
facilities for extra gauge bosons physics over the next decade and beyond. The
em phasis is on com paring the discovery lim its as well as the diagnostic power of
the di erent facilities. O ther usefill review s which address related topics, som e of
them in m ore detail, are: Hewett and R izzo ], Hewett [7], C vetic, delA guila and
Langacker f], and delA guila {].

2 M odels of Extra G auge B osons

In this section we brie y describe som e of the extended gauge theories which have
been studied In the literature. W hik not totally com prehensive, the properties are
representative ofm odels w ith extra gauge bosons.

21 E ective Rank-5 M odels

T he largest set of extended gauge theories are those which arebased on GUT S 1.
Popularexam ples are the groups SO (10) and E 4. G enerically, additionalZ fbosons
orighating from E ¢ grand uni ed theories are conveniently labeled In term s ofthe
chan
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where U (1) | . rem ais unbroken at Iow energies. Thus, the Z° charges are given
by linear combinationsofthe U (1) and U (1) charges resulting in the Z *ferm ion
couplings: |

9z o

gz o

gZO (Q cos E6+Q Sjrl Es) (2)

where . isa freeparam eterw hich lies in the range 90p_ g, 90, (Gzo=gyo)?
2sin® |, here we assum e the equality), Q@ = [;1;1F2 6,andQ = [ 1;3; 5F
2 10 Por [;d;uc;e); @ e ); N 9], the ft-handed form jons in the 10,5, and
1 0ofSU (5) contained in theusuall6 ofSO (10). Specialcases of Interest arem odel
(g, = 0 ) corresponding to the extra Z ° 0£SO (lO),modelq (g, = 90 ) corre—
sponding to the extra Z°ofE4, and model (g, = arctan 5=3) corresponding

to the extra 7 ® arising in som e superstring theories Z1.

2.2 LeftR ight Symm etric M odel (LRM )

SO (10) GUTS lead to Intermm ediate sym m etries, for exam plk;

SO @0)! SUE)x SUE:. U@y U
P SUQBke SUE:L SUE)R Uk 3)

The st chain leads to the additional Z boson, Z2 , m entioned above, while the
second chain yields the left-right sym m etricm odel (LRM ) which extends the stan—
dardm odelgaugegroup to SU (2);, SU @)z U (1) B] w ith a right-handed charged
boson as well as an additional neutral current. The Z *ferm ion coupling is given

by

1
gz o< Ky T+ (1 x4 )T Xy Q1 “)
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with 055 2 @G=a.)* 1 2 [Q], T3, g, the isospin assignm ents of the
ferm dons under SU @)1, gy, Q the ferm fon electric charge and x;y = sh y . We
assume = 1 iIn our analysis which corresponds to m anifest left—right sym m etric
gauge Interactions. N ote that the T3, assignm ents are the sam e as In the standard
m odelwhile the values of Tsg forug; dr; &; r = %; %; %; % and are zero for
Eft-handed doublets.

2.3 A Ifernative LeftR ight Symm etric M odel A LRM )

A nother extended m odelbased on the ssocond intermm ediate group is the altemative
Eftright m odel A LRM ) which orighhates from E ¢ GUT 'sand is also based on the
electroweak gauge group SU (2); SU )z U (1) [l1]. Here the assignm ents for
T3, ) dier from those oftheusualLlRM for g, e ,and dg wih T ) (1) =

2( 2), Taugy @) = 3( 3),and Ty, (@) = 0. The LRM and ALRM have



dentical u-quark, e , and d;, couplings. In this m odel the right handed W -boson
carries Jepton num ber and has odd R -parity avoiding the usual constraints on the
m ass of right handed W ’s.

24 \Sequential" Standard M odel (SSM )

T he \sequential" Standard M odel (SSM ) consists of a Z ° w ith the sam e couplings
as the SM Z° boson couplings. A though i is not a gauge invariant m odel it is
often used for purposes of com parison.

2.5 Un—uni ed Standard M odel (UN SM )

Theun-uni ed standard m odel UN SM ) [12] isbased on the gauge group SU (2),
SU 2)g U 1)y, ie., kfi-handed leptons (quarks) transform as doublets under
SU (2); (SU (2)4) and singlktsunder SU (2); (SU (2)1), and right-handed elds are
singlets under both groups. T he Z *fem ion coupling takes the form

Taq

Tz 0 Gy tan T3 ©®)

where T35 is the third com ponent of SU (2)4)—dsospin, ¢, = cos ,,and isa
m ixing param eter which lies In the range 022 sin 099.Wetakesn = 05
in our calculations. The Z ° is purely left handed in this m odel.

T here are num erous other m odels predicting Z ¥s in the literature {13]but the
subset described above has properties representative of the broad class ofm odels,
at least for the purposes of com paring discovery lim its at high energy colliders.

In allofthe abovemodelsthe Z  Z%m assm atrix takes the form

M?= 6)

where is detem ned w ithin each m odel once the H iggs sector is speci ed. The
physical eigenstates are then

z,= 7% + 7 cos

7,= 7%0s 7 s 7)

where 7 is currently being probed at LEP and tan2 = 2 MZ7=M ? M 7,).LEP
m easurem ents constrain j j< 001 4] which is sn aller than could be cbserved
at high energy collider experim ents. W ithout loss of generality we w ill therefore
ignore Z  Z°m ixing in the rem ainder of this review .

In this report we w ill also assum e that the branching ratios inclide decays into
only three ordinary fam ilies.



3 Present LIn its

Befre proceading to future colliders it isusefiil to list existing bounds as a bench—
m ark against which to m easure future experin ents. C onstraints can be placed on
the existence of Z ¥s either indirectly from ts to high precision electroweak data
l21{ 7] or from direct searches at operating collider facilities [L§].

There have been a number of ts to precision data (14, 15]. W e list results?
of Langacker 1] in Tabl 1 which includes the m ost recent (1993) LEP data and
is an update of the global analysis of ekectro-weak data descrbed In Ref. [14].
Two sets of resuls are presented; an unconstrained tw ith no assum ptions on the
H iggs sector, and a constrained t wih speci ¢ assum ptions on the H iggs sector
and therefore the 2% 7 %m ixing angle.

T he highest m ass lin its com e from direct searches by the CDF experin ent at
the Tevatron [I§]. The CDF lim its are cbtained by looking or high invariant m ass
Jepton pairs that would result from D relkY an production ofZ %s and W °s R0, 21]
and their subsequent decay to lpton pairs;pp ! Z°%! Y andpp! W °!

Y Br.Themostrecent CDF 95% con dence kevelresultsbassd on L e = 19:6pb !
are listed in Tabked. Thenext unwith  75pb ' willincrease the discovery reach
by roughly 100 G&V .

The direct TEVATRON bounds on M y L (for the m ain production channel
pp! W%! e.) are in the 600 G&V region, whilke indirect constrained funcon—
straned] bounds are in the 14 TeV 300 G &V ] region.

Tablk 1: Current constraintson M 5o (In G&V) for typ—
icalm odels from direct production at the TEVATRON
Lint = 196 pb 1 ), as well as Indirect lim its from a
global electro-weak analysis (95% C L.) {lal.

direct indirect indirect
(unconstrained) (constrained)
425 330 920
415 170 170
440 220 610
LR 445 390 1360
SSM 505 960

2The analysis for current lim its on extra gauge bosons In the un-uni ed standard m odel
(UNSM ) wasdone in Ref. {19].



4 D iscovery Lim its of Extra G auge B osons

In this section we present the discovery reach for som e of the m odels which exist
In the literature, and were described In Section 2. A though far from exhaustive,
these m odels form a representative set for the purposes of com parison.

Bounds on extra gauge bosons attainabl from low energy neutral current pre—
cision experin ents, m easurem ents at the TRISTAN , LEP and SLC e'e oolliders,
aswell as at the HERA ep collider have been surmpassed by direct lim its obtained
at the TEVATRON -pp ocollider or will be from planned TEVATRON upgrades
P2, 23]. W e w ill therefore restrict the analysis to LEP 200, proposed TEVATRON
upgrades, the LHC pp oollider, the LSGNA 60 TeV pp oollider, the NLC-high

lum inosity €' e collider, and the LEPL.HC ep collider R2, 23, 24].

41 H adron Colliders

The signal fora z ° at a hadron collider consists of D rellY an production of lpton

o e o 0
pairs {, 21, 22, 23,281 w ith high nvariant massviap P! Z°! I'1 . The cross
section for the production of on-shell Z % is given by P41:
d @Ep! ff) XnXp ° im Gz =9z 0)" £2 £2

X
& = YR ¢+ cf C+ ¥ G (xaixs Q%)
Z Z

@®)
where x h i
G &aixe Q%)= fga ®a)fge &)+ fon Ka)fop a) )
q
T he cross section for Z ° production at hadron colliders is inversely proportional
to the Z °w idth . Ifexotic decay m odes are kinam atically allowed, the Z ®w idth will
beocom e Jarger and m ore signi cantly the branching ratios to conventional ferm ions
snaller. This is not mmportant n €" e and ep collisions since those processes
proceed via virtual Z % in contrast to hadron colliders which rely on the D relkYan
production of realZ %. H aving said thiswe willonly consider the case that no new
decay m odes are allowed. T he partialw idths are given (at tree level) by

s f7= MgogioCg + CE) 24 (10)

The cross section or Ep ! 2% BR@ ! ') ischown h Fig.1 asa
fiinction of M ;o0 for an upgraded Tevatron (Ep) with = s = 4 TeV and the LHC
fop) with = s = 14 TeV. If we use 10 dilkpton events clustered at a particular
invariant m ass as the criteria for discovery ofa Z° one can read o the discovery
reach as the cross section tim es integrated um inosity which gives this number of
dilepton events.

W e obtain the discovery lin its for this processbased on 10 events in thee' e +

*  channelsusing the EHLQ structure functions PJ]set 1, taking = 1=12835,

6
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Figure 1: T he cross section ortheprocesspp ! z°! Y ' asa finction
of M o or @) ppwith ™ s= 4TeV and ) ppwith s= 14 TeVv.In
both cases the solid line is for Z , the dashed line for 2 , the dotted
line for Z1,r and the dot-dashed lne for Za 1,r -

sin® , = 023, and including a 1-oop K —factor in the Z° production R§l. W e
inclide a tquark ofm ass 174 G &V in the Z °decay w idth, and 2-loop Q CD radiative
correctionsand 1-loop Q ED radiative corrections in calculating the Z ®w idth . U sing
di erent quark distrbution filnctions results in a roughly 10% variation in the Z °
cross sections 271] with the subsequent change in discovery lin its. W e note that
Including realistic detector e ciencies would lower these 1im its.

Lowering the number of events in the ete + * channels to 6 raises the
discovery reach about 10% whik lowering the lum inosity by a factor often reduces
the reach by about a factor of3 R2].

In our calculations we assum ed that the Z ° only decays into the three conven—
tional form jon fam ilies. If other decay channels were possible, such as to exotic
ferm ions 1ling out larger ferm ion representations or supersym m etric partners, the
7 °w idth would be larger, lowering the discovery lin its. O n the other hand, if de—
cays to exotic ferm ions were kinem atically allowed, the discovery ofexotic fermm ions
would be an in portant discovery in itself; the study of the corresponding decay
m odes would provide additional inform ation on the nature of the extended gauge
structure.



T he discovery lim its for variousm odels at hadron colliders are listed in Tabk 2
and, for ease of com parison, are shown in Fjg.E3 along w ith those ofe' e colliders,
both given at the end of this section. These bounds are relatively insensitive to
soeci c models. In addition, since they are based on a distinct signalw ith little
badkground they are relatively robust lin its. For the case ofthe D ITEVATRON

s= 4 Te&V), the pp option has a 50% higher discovery reach than the pp option
fora given lum inosity indicating that valence quark contributions to the D rellY an
production process are still in portant at these energies.

D iscovery lim its or W ° bosons obtained using the processpp (p) ! W % !

‘' Jandarebassdon l0eventsinthe [ € .+e o)+ (7 + )] channels.
They are given in Tabk 2. TheW °discovery Iim its are Jarger than the com parable
79 lin its which is in part due to the fact that in most models with W ¥s eg.,
the leftright sym m etric m odel(s)] the W ° couplings are com parable in m agnitude
w ith those of the standard m odelW . T hese results are based 8] on conservative
assum ptionson the form oftheCKM m atrix, ie., the right-handed and left-handed
quark-m ixing m atrix elem ents have an equalm agnitude. If these assum ptions are
relaxed P§,129], the bounds could change drastically.

42 e"e Colliders

Ate" e oolliders discovery lin its are indirect, being inferred from deviations from
the standard m odel predictions for various cross sections and asym m etries due to
interference between the Z ° propagator and the and Z° propagators 3Q]. This
e ect is sin ilarto PEP /PETRA seeing the standard m odel Z ° as deviations from
the predictions of QED .The basicprocessise" e ! ff where f could be leptons
€ ; )orquarks (u;d; c; s;b).Forée colliderm easurem ents all resuls are
derived from the di erential cross section fora polarized e and an unpolarized e

R21:

N
: (ediLOS! ff): 452nj;LLj2(l+ s Y+ £rF@  cos )20 (1)
where
cect s |
Cy= Qf+sj1’12WCOSZW s M2+ 1 50M g0 42
N (gzo=gzo)2CieOC§O IS !
sjnzWOOSzw s MZ20+iZOMZ°

From these basic reactions the follow ng probes are used to search forthee ects
of 7 Ys:

The Jptonic cross section, @€e ! © ).



T he ratio of the hadronic to the QED point cross section, R?d = had= |

The Iptonic forward-backward asymm etry, A, , and ifc and bquark avor
tagging were su ciently e cient, one could measure A zz €'e ! ) and
Appg € e ! ). The forward-backward asym m etries are given by:

R R
1 0 d
(o 1 doos
— dcos
App = Ry Ry a 13)
[0 + 1 Kdcos dcos

The kptonic ongitudinal asym m etry, A . , the hadronic ongitudinal asym -
metry, A’ = A; € e ! hadrons), and nal state polarization of s,
A .- These polarization asym m etries are de ned by

Aup = —2) &) 14)

)+ &)

where the cross sections are obtained by integrating eq. 4.4 over cos
(For electron polarization less than 100% the asymm etry is given by A%, =
PAP>') Since the cross section to hadrons is much larger than to kptons
this resuls in higher statistics and therefore m ore precise m easuram ents.

T hepolarized forw ard-backw ard asym m etry for goeci c form on  avors, Ag s O
is obtained by considering the forw ard-backward asym m etry for speci ¢ ini-
tial electron polarizations.

In these expressions the ndices £ = Y, g, '= (€ ; ),9= (c; b), and had = sum
over all hadrons’ ndicate the nalstate ferm ions.

For indirect lim its, a 99% C L. corresponds to a 2 e ect of one cbservable.
Since2 deviationsarenot uncomm on onem ustbe cautiousabout how one cbtains
discovery lim its for Z ¥s. O ne possibility fr cbtaining believable lin its is to raise
the deviation required to indicate the existence ofa Z°. A second possibility is to
com bine several observables to cbtain a 2 gure ofmerit. W e ollow the second
approach here by including !, R"™4, Az, and A2 to cbtain the 99% con dence
lim its. Th Fig.4 we show these dbservables for representative m odels as a fiunction
ofM ;0. 1— statisticalerrorsare shown for com parison w ith the deviations resuting
from the existence of a Z°. The discovery lim its obtained this way are given in
Tabk 2 and shown in Fig.:3 at the end of this section )

One sees that the discovery lin its ocbtained at €' e oolliders are as high or
higher than those that can be obtained at hadron colliders. H owever, the bounds
obtained are m ore m odel dependent than the bounds cbtained at hadron colliders.

3A though i is far from clear whether LEP 200 w illachieve any signi cant longitudinalpolar—
ization, A"2? only contributes signi cantly to the imion Z at LEP 200 so that our resuls are
not in general sensitive to the inclusion of this cbservable in the 2 at LEP 200.
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For example, ormodel , C2 = C?Q so that eitherCJ orcC? = 0. For© s
su ciently far away from the Z % pole deviations are dom inated by z° Z° and

z° interference which is proportionalto C2CF + 2C,C,CoC + CZCE. Since
for the photon C, = 0 sowhen C? isalso equalto 0, deviations from the standard
m odelbecom e an all.

Because theboundsobtained at e' e colliders are indirect, based on deviations
from the standard m odel In precision m easurem ents, they are sensitive to the
experin ental errors, both statistical and system atic. For exam ple, reducing the
LEP 200 integrated lum inosity from 500 pb ' to 250 pb ' reduces the discovery
lim its by about 15% and reducing the NLC integrated lum inosity from 50 b ! to
10! R00H?! to50H ) forthe 500 GeV (1 TeV) case reduces the discovery
lin by about 33% . Including a 5% system atic error in cross section m easurem ents
and a 2% system atic errors In asym m etries w here system atic errvors partially cancel
B1] can Iower the discovery lim its signi cantly. The m ost extrem e change is for
the sequential standard m odel Z ° which decreases by a factor of 2 at LEP 200 and
a factor of 3 at the NLC . C learly, system atic errors w ill have to be kept under
control for high precision m easuram ents.

W e did not include radiative corrections in our results. In general, this is an
acosptable procedure since we are Jooking for am all deviations from the standard
m odel predictions and radiative corrections to Z ° contributions w illbe a an all cor-
rection to a smalle ect. However, QED bram sstrahling corrections, In particular
Initial state radiation, can give Jarge contributions to the observables, altering the
statistics we assum ed. Since these are dependent on details of the detector we have
Eft them out, but note that they can alter the num erical values.

43 ep Colliders

A nal type of collider that exists and is being considered for the future are ep
colliders; HERA at DESY and LEP-LHC and LEP2-LHC at CERN [32, 33]. As
in the e e case 2° discovery is based on deviations from the standard m odel
for high precision m easurem ents of various ocbservables. T he diagram s are sin ilar
to those of the hadron-collider and €' e cases exoept that the gauge bosons are
exchanged In the t-channel In contrast to s-channel production in the fom er cases.
T he di erential cross section for ep collisions is given by:

d (%‘ ) 2 2 x 2h 2i
= f, &; 1 15
sy sy, * 2607 P+ pafQ ) (15)

i
2

h
+x £,;0%) prF+ fa v

where the sum runs over quark avors. f; x;07) and f; &;Q %) are the quark and
antiquark distrdoution finctions, Q2 = xys = ¢, and x and y are the usual

11



scaling variabls, x = Q?=2p q,y=p oGP k.The functions &re given by

|
©2 a0
CEC? Q2 9z 0 Cfocj Q2

sh® 4 oo y Q%+ M 2 Qo sn® y o y Q2+ M 2

by= Qg+t ae)
where Q4 denotes the quark electric charge and Cp g and CE;R are the Jeft and
right-handed Z° and Z° charges. For the e p cross section take by, ! ki and
bir ! kg and to obtain the cross section for right-handed electrons and positrons
m ake the substitution L $ R.

G iven longitudinal polarization of incident e or € there are eight di erent
m easuram ents (of which four are lndependent); the electron and positron cross
sections (e ) and (€), and the six asymmetries e, €., € €, €.,

+ +

e e ,e e ,ande e wheretheasymm etry isde ned as

)—E)z @7)

A = (
()+ )

To obtain discovery lim its based on deviations from the standard m odel we
ollow the sam e approach used in cbtaining lim its at e’ e colliders. W e base our
lim tsusinga ? analysisofthe ourcbservables;A €, & ),A €, e ),A . € ),
and A (g e; ). Unlke the e e analysis the deviations vary signi cantly for the
di erent observables P2, 32] and the 2 tends to be dom inated by only one ortwo
of them .

W eused the EHLQ structure functions R3] (set 2), ntegrated over the x and y
variabls from 01 tol. The owerbound was so chosen because at an allx the cross
section is Jarger giving better statistics, but w ith an aller deviations, while at large
x the deviations are larger, but the statistics are poorer. T hus, we take x, 1, = 021
as a reasonable com prom ise w ith adequate statistics which is not overw helm ed by
the standard m odel contributions. M ore sophisticated event binning would lkely
In prove our bounds.

The results for the various ep options are given .n Tabl %. D espite the fact
that HrHERA we used the overly optin istic integrated lum inosity of 600 pb ! per
polarization the discovery lim its for HERA have already been surpassed by existing
Tevatron results. Sim ilarly, the discovery lin its at the LEP-LHC ep ocollider are
not at all com petitive with the LHC and are at the verge of being excluded by
the TEVATRON . The higher energy, but lower lum inosity LEP 2-LHC option are
esseentially irrelevant. Even if LEP2-LHC oould achieve Integrated lum inosities of
1 H ! the discovery lim its would only yield a sm all in provem ent over the bounds
achievabl at (the lower energy) LEP-LHC option.

12



Tabl 2: Boundson M zo and M y o (Ih GeV) for typicalm odels achievabl at proposed
hadron and e’ e colliders. Thediscovery Im itsforZ W % +w © Jat hadron colliders are

Prtypicalmodelswith 10 eventsine’ e + * [ cte o)+ (5 + )lwhile
those ore' e colliders are 99% C L.obtained from a “bassdon e ! T ),
RPd= (e ! hadrons)= o, AL; ,and Ahad,

C ollider Y3 feV] L B 1] LR W

TEVATRON (op) 18 1 775 775 795 825 920

TEVATRON? (op) 2 10 1040 1050 1070 1100 1180

DITEVATRON (op) 4 20 1930 1940 1990 2040 2225

LHC (op) 10 40 3040 2910 2980 3150

LHC (op) 14 100 4380 4190 4290 4530 5310

LEP200 €' e ) 02 05 695 269 431 493

NLC 'e ) 05 50 3340 978 1990 2560

NLCA (e ) 10 200 6670 1940 3980 5090

NLCB E'e ) 15 200 8220 2550 4970 6240

NLC< (e ) 20 200 9560 3150 5830 7210

HERA (ep) 0314 0.6 235 125 215 495

LEP LHC (ep) 1483 1.0 375 | 435 1060

LEP2 LHC (ep) 1.670 04 | | | 615
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Figure 3: D iscovery lim its for extra neutral gauge bosons (Z % for the m odels de—
scribed in the text. T he discovery lim is at hadron colliders are based on 10 events
intheete + * channelswhile those fore* e colliders are 99% C L .cobtained

h
from a “bassdon e ! * ),RP¥= (e | hadrons)= orA;r sand

A}ﬁaRd . The integrated Iim mosities are based on a 107 sec year of running.
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5 New G auge Boson D iagnostics at Future C ol-
liders (LHC & N LC)

An inm ediate need after the discovery ofa new gauge boson would be to determ ine
its origin by m easuring its properties 34]:

1. Z % couplings to quarks and Jptons.
2. The nature of the sym m etry breaking sector.

3. Z Y couplings to exotics.

A test of the symm etry breaking structures are the decays Zz°! W *wW  [35,
36], which are suppressed by 2  Z °m ixing but stillhave a sizablk rate due to the
enhanoam ent ofthe Iongitudinalcom ponentsoftheW bosons. However, they su er
from serious Q CD backgrounds [B7, 38]. In theories with charged gauge bosons,
eg., eftright (LR) symm etricm odels, the ratio M ;=M y o plays an analogous role
totheM ;=M y matio (rrlated to the parameter) In the standard m odel. This
ratio therefore yields indirect inform ation on the nature of the H iggs sector (39].

T he study of Z ° decays into exotic particles also yields usefill inform ation. In
particular, W °! W and Z°! NN and subsequent decays of heavy right-handed
neutrinos N tum out to be usefill probes for distinguishing the left+ight m odels
from those w ith only an additionalU (1) 34, 40].

In the follow ing we w ill concentrate on the diagnostic study ofnew gaugeboson
couplings to quarks and leptons. In Subsection 5.1 we address the new gauge boson
diagnostics at the LHC . In Subsection 52 we present an analogous analysis at the
N LC .The com parison ofthe diagnostic pow er ofthe two types ofm achines is given
In Subsection 53.

51 New G auge Boson D iagnostics at the LHC

In the m ain production channels, pp ! z°! Y ' (= e; ), one woul be ablk
to m easure iInm ediately themassM 50, the width  and the total cross section

. However, « = (p ! Z9B is not a usefil diagnostic probe for the Z°
gauge couplings to quarks and lptons. W hile (p ! 29, the total production
cross section, can be calculated to within a few percent fr given Z° couplings,
the branching ratio into leptons, B @°%! Y\ )= ., ismodeldependent; it
depends on the contrbution of exotic ferm ions and supersym m etric partners to
the Z % width, and thus it cannot be usefiil as a diagnostic test or the Z ° gauge
couplings. However, i would be a useful indirect probe for the existence of the
exotic ferm ions or superpartners. On the other hand, from m easuram ents of the
totalwidth 4, and « oneobtains @°! Y V) B i, Which probes the
absolute m agnitude of the gauge couplings.
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In the llow ing we will address signals which probe rehtive strengths of Z°
gauge couplings. The forward-backward asymm etry R0] in the m ain production
channelpp ! z°%! Y ' (‘= eor )iwasthe rstrecognized probe forthe gauge
couplings at fiture hadron colliders. Since then a num ber of new , com plem entary
probes were proposed 36, 421{ BQ1.

T he nature of such probes can be classi ed according to the type of channel in
which they can be m easured:

(Ia) The m ain production channels:

(A ) Forward-backward asymm etry 23],
(B) Ratio of crosssections in di erent rapidity bins [34],
(C) Corresponding asymm etries if proton polarization were available @4].

(Ib) Other two—ferm ion nalstate channels:

(D) M easurem ents of the polarization n thepp ! 2z°! ¥ channel
43l

(E) M easurem ents of the cross section in thepp ! Z°! det jet channel
B4, 511.

(IT) The fourferm jon nalstate channels:

(F) Raredecaysz°! W ‘. [53,42],
(G ) Associated productionspp ! Z% withV = (Z;W ) flland V =
g1
P robes under (Ia) constitute distributions, ie., \re nem ents", in them ain pro—
duction channels. T he forwardbackward asymm etry @) isthe cleanest one, prob—
Ing a particular com bination of quark and Jepton couplings. On the other hand,
the rapidity ratio B) [B4] was recognized as a usefiil com plem entary probe sepa—
rating the Z % couplings to the u and d quarks due to the harder valence u-quark
distrbution in the proton relative to the dquark. Probes (C) are useful ones if
proton polarization were available at fiture hadron ocolliders. In addition, better
know ledge of the polarized soin distrbution fiinctions for quarks is needed.
Forprobes In other than them ain production channels (Io) the background can
be large. For () recent studies indicate (9,50, 51] that the large Q CD background
m ay be overcom e w ith appropriate kinem atic cuts, excellent diet m ass resolution,
and detailed know ledge ofthe Q CD backgrounds. () provides another interesting

“See also Ref. J1].
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possibility to address the Z ° Jspton couplings, while E) isthe only probe available
for the left-handed quark coupling @7].

P robes In the fourfem ion nal state channels (II) have suppressed rates com —
pared to the two-ferm ion channels (Ia) and (Ib). In these cases one hopes to have
enough statistics, and no attem pt to study distrbutions ssem s to be possble.

Rare decays z° ! f,f,V, wih ordinary gauge bosons V. = (Z;W ) em itted
by B ram s{strahlung from one of the ferm fonic (£;;) legs tum out to have sizable
statistics 2], which is due to a double logarithm ic enhancem ent K2], closely re-
lated to collinear and infrared singularities of gauge theories. They were studied
in detail in Refs. A2, 45,486]. A background study {2, 41] of such decays revealed
that the only usefilm odefl w ithout large standard m odel and Q CD backgrounds
is @):z°! W '.and W ! hadrons, with the inposed cut m ., > 90 G&V
on the transverse m ass of the ' .. (This assum es that there is a su ciently high
e ciency for the reconstruction ofW ! hadrons in events tagged by an energetic
JIpton. Further study ofthe Q CD background and the £t reconstruction for such
processes isneeded.) The ssmemodewih W ! ' .may also be detectable @3] if
appropriate cuts are applied & T hese m odes probe a left-handed kptonic coupling.

A ssociated productions (F) tum out to be relatively clean signals @7] with
slightly am aller statistics than rare decays. T hey probe a particular com bination
of the gauge couplings to quarks and are thus com plem entary to rare decays.

At the LHC the above signals are feasible diagnostic probes forM 01 2 TeV.
For diagnostic study of Z ° couplings large um inosity is in portant. For higher 7 °
m asses the num ber of events drops rapidly. ForM o’ 2 TEV, the statistical errors
on forwardbackward asymm etry @), the rapidity ratio ®), and rare decays )
Increase by a factor of 4, whilk those on associated productions (G ) ncrease by a
factor of 3. A reasonable discrin ination between m odels and determ ination ofthe
couplings m ay still be possible, prin ardly from the forward-backward asymm etry
and the rapidiy ratio. However, forM ;o0 /' 3 TeV the statistical errors on the

rst three quantities are Jarger by a factor of 13 than for 1 TeV, and there are
not enough events expected for the associated production to allow a m eaningful
measuram ent. ForM 5o 3 TevV, there is therefore little ability to discrin nate
between m odels.

511 D etem ination of G auge C ouplings at the LHC

W e next exam ine how well the various Z ° couplings could be extracted from the
above probes. W e w illm ainly concentrate on probes @A), B), ) and G ), which
seam to be the m ost feasble. For de niteness, we consider the statistical uncer-

°z%1 7z ¥ doesnot signi cantly discrin inate between m odels.
6 A possbility of gaining usefal inform ation from z°! z . .« 42, 47, 6] was also addressed
in Ref. B3]
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tainties forM ;o =1 TeV at the LHC . Eventually, the uncertainties associated w ith
the detector acoceptances and system atic errors w ill have to be taken into acoount.

In the ©llowing we assume fam ily universality, neglect 2  Z° m ixing and
assume R %T;]1= 0, whith hodsforSU, U; U!and LR models. Here, Q°isthe
z % charge and T; are the SU,;, generators.)

T he relevant quantities [47,34] to distinguish di erent theories are the charges,
%, = % Oar GRor QRar Gz = G2 .,, and &, and the gauge coupling
strength g, . T he signs of the charges w illbe hard to determ ine at hadron colliders.
T hus the Pllow Ing four \nom alized" cbservables can be probed E7]:

Y2 d 2 u \2 2
3 ‘ iqu) —i T ‘ ?Lz) —i U %72)2; D (%2)2: (18)
(ng) + (ng) (ng) + (ng) (ng) (ng)
The valiesof ;, ;,U,andD forthe above m odels are listed In Tablk 3.
Tabl 3: Values of the \nom alized" couplings (1) for the typical
m odels and the statistical errorbars as determ ined from probes
at the LHC (p§= 14 TeV, L= 100 o 1).MZ0= 1 Tev.
LR
I: 09 0016 05 002 02 0012 036 0:007
. 01 05 0.8 0.04
U 1 0:16 1 0:14 1 0:08 37 6%
D 9 057 1 022 025 016 65 11
The forward-backward asymm etry (A ) isde ned as:
hRYmax RO i
0 vea F ) B WKy
Apg = Ry — 7 (19)
" Fo(y)+ B (y)Mdy
while the rapidity ratio B) isde ned as [34]:
E )+ B )My
r, = -R Ylg (20)

Y1 (I\ Vi1

Ymax

+ ")F @)+ B @)Ky

R, R

HereF y) B )= [, . ldcos (@ =dydcos ),wherey isthe z° rapidity and
isthe ' angk in the Z ° rest fram e. The rapidity range is from £ Vi ax Vi axJ-

yp s chosen In a range 0 < y; < Yy ax S0 that the num ber of events in the two bins

7 For conventions in the neutral current interactions see R ef. [_51_1']
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are com parabl. At the LHC (Ynax /© 28) orM 0’ 1 TeV,and y; = 1 tumsout
to be an appropriate choice. For rare decays () one de nes §2]:

BE% W\

B (Z 0 | AT )

; @1)

inwhich onesumsover ‘= e; andoverW *,W .Forthe associated productions
G ) one de nes f7] the ratios:
p! zZzW%)B @°! YV

R = ; 22
zNv (pp! ZO)B (ZO! \+\) ( )

wih V = (Z;W ) decaying into lptons and quarks, and V =  wih an imposed
Pr 50 Ge&V cut. ‘ includes both e and

Statistical errors and explicit dependence of the above probes on the couplings
18) ©rM ;o= 1 TeV aregiven in Tabk 4. The EHLQ distrbution functions R3],
set 1, are used. O ne also assum es that the Z ° only decays into the ordinary three
fam ilies of quarks and lkptons. Realistic ts, which include updated structure
functions, kinem atic cuts, and detector acosptances are expected to give larger
uncertainties for the couplings

T he error bars tum out to be su ciently an all to distinguish between m odels.
The six quantities A, Iy, , & y , and Rzoy with (Vv = Z;W; ) yield signi cant
inform ation on three (., U and D') out of four nom alized gauge couplings of
ordinary ferm ions to the 7 °. The fourth nom alized coupling ; could be deter-
m ined 7] by a m easurem ent of the branching ratio B @ ° ! og). I tums out
B0], however, that forM ;o 1 TeV and the typicalm odels (exoept the SSM ), the
z ° gauge couplings are too snall to allow for determ fnation of [ with su cient
precision at the LHC .

To study the precision to which these couplings could be determ ined, a com —
bihed 2 analysis of these cbservables has been perform ed, updating the earlier
analysis of Ref. 34]. Only the statistical uncertainties have been inclided and
correlations between the ocbservables have been ignored. The resuls are given In
Tabl3. In particular, | can be detemm ined very well between 2% and 8% for
the , ,and models), prn arly due to the am all statistical ervor for the rare
decay mode Z%! W “ .. On the other hand the quark couplings have larger un—
certainties, typically 205 . In Fig.%4, 90 con dence kvel (2 = 6:3) contours)
are given in a three-din ensionalplot for U versus D" versus L forthe , and
models. The LR modelhasU and D' in a di erent region of the param eter space
(see Tabk ). From Fig.4 i is clear that one can distinguish wellbetween di erent
m odels.

8Tab]e:_3 updates the results of Ref. [_3-4] w here the uncertainties are given ﬁ)rp s= 16 Tev.
In addition, in Tab]e:fl m ore optin istic assum ptions on the branching ratios are used.

° The 90% con dence level contours r profctions on the m ore fam iliar two-dim ensional
param eter subspaces correspond to 2 = 46.
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Tabl 4: a) digplays the dependence of the probes on the couplings [de ned In (5.1)] at
theatthe LHC (py§= 14 TeV, Line = 100 o 1y orM z0= 1TeV .The num erical values
(w ith statistical errors) of the corresponding probes for typicalm odels are given in b).

a)
A 3872 1 1) @ 753 U 247D)
FB 1+ :684U + 316D
r 1+ :6520 + :348D°
In 1'7961+ 7360 + 264D
. 1 7317 269D
AFBm '7261 7690 231D
B o IR+ U+ D)
W 0:067 %
R 10 3 (7:55+ :924U + 0:098d)
2% 1+ 684U + 316D
24553 10 3
Rz 1+ 684U + 316D
R 5:38 10 3 (1+ 896U + :104D")
zf 1+ 684U + 316D
b)
LR
Arp 1346 0063 0 00087 0244 {0080 1025 0059
y, 2091 020 1796 023 1:732 020 1891 017
Arg,, 85 08 85 58 74 09
Iy 059 0013 033 0014 013 0008 023 0008
Ryop 208 21 424 4 488 4 1:03 13
Ryoy 541 33 1207 68 13:99 ©7 538 097
Ryo 328 26 523 45 602 44 49 29
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Figure 4: 90% con dence kevel ( 2= 6:3) contours orthe , and models
areplotted for U, versus D', versus I:.The Input data are forM ;o= 1 TEV at the
LHC (p§= 14 TeV and Ly, = 100 B ') and include statistical errors only.
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The LHC can also address W ° diagnostics HrM 4 o<1 2 TeV . In particular,
indirect inform ation on the H iggs sector is possble from W °! W Z decays. The
ratioM y =M ;0 (@n analog ofthe param eter in the standard m odel) would also
yield inform ation on the nature of the H iggs sector. W ° decays into right-handed
neutrinos (and other exotics) would yield additionalusefiill inform ation on the W 0,

W % gauge couplings to ordinary quarks and leptons is possble by studying
the forward-backward asym m etry and the rapidity ratios in the m ain production

channelpp ! W°! Y. (= e; ) aswell as associated productions (€g., pp !

W %) and rare decays (€g.,W °! Z Y ' ) in the corresponding Hur-fem ion nal
state channelsf% W hile the forward-backward asymm etry in the m ain production
channelspp ! W°%! Y. (‘= e ) probes som e combination of gauge couplings,

it does not distinguish ¢;, from &, couplings. On the other hand, rare decays
W ! WY and associated productionspp ! W ° W  are strongly suppressed
B2,36,47]1ifW “hasonly ¢, couplings, as in the LR symm etricm odels. Tn m odels
where W ®has &, couplings, e.g., the so-called ununi ed standard m odel (UN SM )

[12], the corresponding rates are, however, not suppressed; prin arily due to the
larger gauge couplings oftheW °, the corresponding rates allow rdetem ination of
61, couplings forM y o up to around 3 TeV . N ote, how ever, that for these processes
it is di cult to disentangle the contributions from the direct coupling of the W °
to ordinary ferm ions and the non-Abelian coupling of the W ° to ordinary gauge
bosons.

ForM 5o’ 2 TeV a reasonable discrin nation between m odels and determ ina-—
tion of the couplings m ay still be possble, prim arily from the forward-backw ard
asym m etry and the rapidity ratio. However, forM 5o’ 3 TeV there is little ability
to discrim nate between m odels.

52 New G auge Boson D iagnostics at the N LC

Ifa Z °were produced on shell at the NLC it would be relatively straightforward
to detem Ine its properties. O n the other hand, if it is far o —shell @ m ore lkely
possibility) its properties could be deduced 56, 57] through interference e ects of
the Z ° propagator w ith the  and Z propagator. In this case the various cbserv—
ables described in the previous section to deduce the existence ofa Z ° can also be
used to extract (58, 59] its couplings to quarks and kptons, yielding inform ation
com plem entary to the LHC . Such couplings can in tum allow one to detem ine the
nature of the underlying extended gauge structure (g, 60].

Since the photon couplings are only vector{lke and the ‘ couplings to Z have
the property ¢, / &, i tums out that the probes in the two{ferm ion nal
state channels single out the Z ° Jeptonic couplings prim arily in the com binations
4, &,- To trace the combinations of the nom alized charges to which the
probes are sensitive, it is advantageous to choose either of the two com binations to

See for exam ple Ref. [55].
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nom alize the charges. W e choose the §,, ¢., combiation, which tums out to
be a convenient choice for the typicalm odels used in the analysis. W e then de ne
the ollow ng four independent \nom alized" charges:

\ \ u;d
_gL2+gR2, q_ @Ez . u;d _ JR2 ,
= ;P = ;P = -~ -
gLZ gRZ gLZ gRZ gLZ
Their values are given for the typicalm odels in Tablk §. In addition, the probes
In the two—femm ion nal state channels are sensitive to the follow ng ratio of an

overall gauge coupling strength divided by the \reduced" Z ° propagator:

2 9% S

4 Mzzo S

P, 3)

24)

A= ((31:2 gl%Z)
Here isthe ne structure constant. Note again that the four nom alized charges
£3) and . @4) can be replaced with an equivalent set by choosing ¢, , + &, to
nom alize the couplings.

Table 5: Values of the couplings €3) and 4) for the typicalm odels and statistical
errorbars as determ ined from probes at the NLC 5= 500 GeV, Ly = 20 by,
Mgzo= 1TeV.100% heavy avor tagging e ciency and 100% longitudinal polarization
of the electron beam is assum ed for the st set of error bars, whik the error bars in
parentheses are for the probes w ithout polarization.

LR
P, 20 008 (026) 0:0 0:04 (@15) 30 05 @) 015 0:018 (0:072)
Pf 05  0:04 (0:10) 05 0:10 (02) 20 03 @11) 014 0:037 (0:07)
Py 10 0:150:19) 10 0:11@2) 10 0:15 (024) 60 14 @33)
Pl.f 3:0 024 (0:51) 10 021 @=8) 055 009 (0:48) 80 19@1)
a | 0071 0:005(0:018) 0:121 02017 (0:02) 0012 0:003 (0:009) 0255 0016 (0:018)

O ne should contrast the above choice of the nom alized couplings w ith those
chosen for the LHC . Recall that couplings {1§) probed by the LHC , do not deter-
m ine couplings €3) and @4) unambiguously. In particular, detemm iation of |,
U and D' at the LHC would yild an eight-fold ambiguity for the corresoonding
three couplings In 23) and €4).

T he probes at the NLC oconstitute the cross sections and corresponding asym —
m etries n thetwo—fem ion nalstate channels, e e | ff. D ueto the hterference
ofthe Z ° propagator w ith the photon and the Z propagators such probes are sensi-
tive to the fournom alized charges in @3) aswellasto theparam eter 5 24). The
tree-level expressions for such probes can be w ritten explicitly in temm s of ssven
generalized charges, which are given in Ref. [54] .

T he analysis is based on the follow ing probes:
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had
. h .
; RPEA= ALg: (25)

In the case that longitudinal polarization of the electron beam is available there
are additional probes:

All;gad; AI‘,R;FB : 20)
Here ,Arp,Apr andAprypp refer to the comresponding cross sections, forward—
badkw ard asym m etries, leftright (polarization) asym m etries and left{ right{forw ard{
badkw ard asym m etries, respectively. T he superscripts ' and had refer to all three
JIptonic channels (considering only s—channel exchange for electrons) and to all
hadronic nalstates, respectively. T he above quantities help to distinguish am ong
di erentm odels B6]; how ever, they do not yield inform ation on allthe Z ° couplings.
In particular " and A, probe , and them agnitude ofP, , but not itssign. On
the other hand, R"*® provides additional inform ation on one linear com bination
of the nom alized quark couplings. If polarization is available, A;; and App o
are excellent probes for P, (including its sign), whik A yields inform ation on
another linear com bination of the quark couplings.

LEP analyses [p1] show that currente’ e oollidersallow foran e cient tagging
of cham (c) and bottom (o) nalstates. The large m om entum and the nature of
the (c;b) lifetin es allow for avor tagging by ‘ ight’ denti cation. At LEP there
are three di erent m ethods for b identi cation, based on lepton tagging, event
shape and lifetin e tagging. O n the other hand N L.C detectors would be (at least)
as good as the corregponding LEP ones. In addition, a larger energy of gts at
the N LC would inply a cleaner signature. W e therefore assum e that at the N L.C
an e cient tagging of the heavy avors (c;l;t) would be availlbl. This in tum
provides an additional set of cbservables:

£
Rf= —; AgB ; £= bt 27)

and w ith polarization available:

Al. i Alizp i £= obit; ©8)

w here the superscript refers to the corresoonding heavy avors.

52.1 D etermm ination ofG auge C ouplings at the N L.C

W e now study how well one can detemm ine the couplings de ned In Section 52
at the N LC . The e ects of a heavy Z ° far o —shell are expected to be an all and
com parable to the electro-weak radiative corrections [pg] . The latter ones are
dom inated by initial state radiation, which can be greatly reduced by applying a
cut on the maximum photon energy to exclude Z production. W ih such a cut
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the treeJdevel expressions are a reasonably good approxin ation to the di erent
cbservables. Since our present goalis to explore the sensitivity ofthe Z ° couplings,
it is su cient to neglect the rem aining radiative corrections. O f course, if a new
70 is actually discovered a realistic t should include fiill radiative corrections as
well as experim ental cuts and detector acceptances.

Only statistical errors for the observables are incluided and error correlations
for the input param eters are neglected in the analysis. In addition, experin ental
cuts and detector acosptances are not included either. The resuls should thus
be interpreted as a lim it on how precisely the couplings can be detem ned for
each m odel for the given cm . energy and the integrated lum mnosity of the NLC.
Realistic ts are expected to give lJarger uncertainties for the couplings.

ForM ;o0 = 1 TeV the ocouplings for the typicalm odels and the corresponding
statisticaluncertaintiesare given in Tablk§. InFig.5, 90% con dencelevel ( 2 =
63) regions are given in a three-din ensionalplot ofP versusP§ versusP, forthe

, and models (the LR m odelis In a di erent region ofparam eter space) . 100%
e ciency for heavy avor tagging (probes) and 100% longiudinal polarization of
the hiialelectron beam hasbeen assum ed. R elative errorbarsare about a factorof
2 largerthan the corresponding cnesat the LHC . T he Z ° charges can be determ ined
to around 10 20% .

In the case of am aller, say, 25% , heavy avor tagging e ciency and in the case
that the electron beam polarization is reduced to, say, 50% , the determ ination of
the couplings is poorer, though still usefil (see Ref. B§1.).

T he diagnostic power of the N LC for the Z° couplings decreases drastically
forM ;o1 T&V.E g, orM ;0 = 2 TEV, the uncertainties for the couplings in
the typicalm odels are 100% , and thus a m odekindependent determ ination of such
couplings is di cul at the NLC.ForM o 2 TeV, the uncertainties for the
couplings In the typicalm odels are too large to discrin nate between m odels.

G iven theW ° lim its achievable at the upgraded Tevatron, it is unlkely that W °
diagnostics w ill be possible at the 500 GeV NLC .
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5.3 Com parison of the D iagnostic Power of the NLC and
the LHC

The couplings (18) that are probed directly at the LHC are not sensitive to the
relative signs ofthe z ° charges. This in tum in plies that couplings 23), which are
observed directly at the N LC , are probed w ith a few —-fold ambiguiy at the LH C .
In Tabk § we collect the errors expected at the LH C for the three couplings Py,
P! and P¢. W e again choose the typicalm odels and M ;0 = 1 TeV . There is an
eight{ 1 am biguity in detemm nation ofthese couplings; only the rst value ofP,,,
Py and P corresponds to the actualvalues of the typicalm odels. N ote, how ever,
that the errorbars are typically a factor of 2 am aller than those at the NLC (
com pare TabksH and §) .

Tabl 6: Values of three (out of four) couplings which are probed (indi-
rectly) at the LHC . T he errorbars indicate how wellthese couplings can be
m easured at the LHC (p?e, = 14 TeV and Lye = 100 b !) for the typical
modelswih M 50 = 1 TeV. There is a two-old ambiguity for each of the
couplings. Only the rst number corresponds to the actual value of the
coupling of the particular m odel.

LR
P, 2 0413 0 003 3 015 0:148 0007
05 0203 1 1 0:333 0017 7 036
oy 1 008 1 007 1 0:04 604 027
pg 3 009 1 011 05 016 8:04 0:68
In Fig. 6 we plot 905 con dence kevel (2 = 63) regions orthe ; and

m odelsasPy versusP ¢ versusP,, attheLH C . W hil the erorbarsare am all, the

gure displays a few —old am biguity for the value of the couplings @3) (additional
am biguities are o the scale of the plot). At the NLC the errorbars are on the
average larger, but the ambiguiy in the value of the couplings is now rem oved.
Thus, the LHC and the NLC are com plem entary and together have the potential
to uniquely determm ne the couplings w th an all errorbars.

Finally, we would also like to point out that the determ ination of Z ° couplings
to quarks and Jlptons would in tum allow the detemm ination of the nature of the
underlying extended gauge structure [6(]. As a prine exampl one can choose
the E ¢ group. In this case two discrete constraints on experin entally determ ined
couplings have to be satis ed. If so, the couplings would then uniquely determ ine
the two param eters, ;. and , which fully specify the nature of the Z° within
E¢. Ifthe 7Z° is part of the E4 gauge structure, then ©rM ;o = 1 TeV g, and

27



could be detem Ined to around 10% at the future colliders. In particular, one
would be able to ssparate the LR symm etry breaking chains from the SM U (1)°
chains. The NLC provides a unigque determm ination ofthe two constraintsaswellas
of g, and , though with slightly Jarger error bars than at the LHC . O n the other
hand, since the LHC prim arily determ ines three out of four nom alized couplings,
it provides weaker constraints for the underlying gauge structure. Form ore details
se Ref. §60].
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Figure 6: 90% con dence kevel ( 2 = 63) regions or the , , and modelswih

Mgzo= 1TeV areplotted or Py veJ:sung versust‘ attheLHC .The gurere ectsa
few -ld am biguity in the detem ination of these couplings at the LH C .
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6 Conclusions and R ecom m endations

Am ong the facilities operating in the up-com ng decade TEVATRON o ers the
highest discovery reach for new heavy gauge bosons w ith m asses up to 700{900
G &V range.

In the longer tem , future hadron ocolliders, ie., di erent upgraded versions of
the TEVATRON and the LHC, as well as a high um lnosity €' e collider, ie.,
the NLC, would signi cantly improve lim its on the heavy gauge boson m asses.
For the typicalm odels such lin its are in the 1{2 TeV region forthe TEVATRON
upgrades, in the 4{5 TeV region forthe LHC, and roughly 2-10 ~ s orthe NLC
wih 50 ' .

The LHC and a high lum inosity 500 GeV €' e oollider have discovery lim its
for 2° which are .n m any cases com parable. Both facilities have strengths and
weakness. The lin its obtained from the LHC are robust, in the sense that they
are cbtained from a direct m easurem ent w ith little background, but the sensitiviy
is dependent on the totalw idth of the 7 %, which depends on assum ptions of the
particle content of the m odel. Lim its obtained for the NLC are indirect, based on
statistical deviations from the Standard M odel, and are therefore m ore sensitive to
having the system atic errors under control. H owever, they do not depend on the
unknow n particle content ofthem odel. W ih these caveatswe would still consider,
for the purposes of discovering extra gauge bosons, the LHC to be the m achine of
choice.

W e have also explored the diagnostic power of the LHC and the NLC for a
m odel independent determ ination of Z ° couplings to quarks and Jeptons, once a Z °
is discovered. Th addition, the determ ination of such Z° couplings would in tum
allow one to detemm ine the nature of the underlying extended gauge structure. At
theNLC,e cient heavy avortagging and longiudinalpolarization ofthe electron
beam provide probes in the two—ferm ion nal state channels, which are sensitive
to the m agnitude as well as the relative signs of allthe Z ° charges to quarks and
¥ptons. ForM ;0 1 TeV, such couplings would be determ Ined to about 10{20 %
for a class of typicalm odels. If polarization were not available, the determm nation
of the Z° couplings would be m arginal, since the errorbars increase by a factor
of 2{10. W ihout heavy avor tagging very little can be lkamed about the quark
couplings.

The LHC is complem entary in nature; whilke it prim arily allow s for the de-
term ination of the m agnitude of only three out of four nom alized couplings, the
corresponding errors are typically a factor of 2 am aller than those for the NLC
for typicalmodelswih M ;0= 1 TeV . In addition, the LHC would measure M o
directly and would allow fra detem ination ofan overall strength ofthe Z ° gauge
coupling to farm jons. This is in contrast to the NLC which, forthe xed cm . en—
ergy, prin arily detem ines only the ratio of an overall Z ° gauge coupling strength
and M jo.

29



T he two m achines possess com plem entary diagnostic pow er for the m odel inde—
pendent determ ination of the Z ° couplings to quarks and Jeptons. In conjinction,
they allow for detemm ination of the M 50, an overall Z ° gauge coupling strength
aswell as a unigue determ nation of all the quark and lepton charges w ith error
bars in the 10{20% range, provided M ;< 1{2 TeV . In addition, at the LHC W °
diagnostics ispossble forM y o 1{2 TEV.

A nalobservation isthat ifthe D ITEVATRON were running prior to tuming
on of the LHC, the non discovery of an extra gauge boson at the D I-TEVATRON
would in ply that the Z ° is too heavy to allow for diagnostic study of its properties
at the LHC and/orthe NLC.
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