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A bstract

The discovery potentialand diagnostic abilities ofproposed future col-
lidersfornew heavy neutral(Z 0)and charged (W 0)gauge bosonsare sum -
m arized. Typicalbounds achievable on M Z 0;W 0 at the TEVATRO N,DI-
TEVATRO N,LHC,500 G eV NLC,and 1 TeV NLC are � 1 TeV,� 2 TeV,
� 4 TeV,1{3 TeV,and 2{6 TeV,respectively. For M Z 0 � 1 TeV the LHC
willhavethecapability to determ inethem agnitudeofnorm alized Z 0quark
and lepton couplingsto around 10� 20% ,whiletheNLC would allow forde-
term ination ofthecouplings(including theirsigns)with a factorof2 larger
error-bars,provided heavy avor tagging and longitudinalpolarization of
the electron beam isavailable.

1 Introduction

The existence of heavy neutral(Z 0) and/or charged (W 0) vector bosons are a

feature ofm any extensions ofthe standard m odel(SM ).They arise in extended

gauge theories including grand uni�ed theories [1],superstring theories [2],and

Left-Rightsym m etric m odels[3]and in otherm odelssuch astheBESS m odel[4]

and m odelsofcom positegaugebosons[5].

In this report we survey and com pare the discovery potentialofthe experi-

m ents that willbe perform ed over the next decade (TEVATRON,HERA,and

1Sum m ary oftheW orking Subgroup on Extra G augeBosonsoftheDPF long-rangeplanning
study to be published in Electro-weak Sym m etry Breaking and Beyond the Standard M odel,eds
T.Barklow,S.Dawson,H.Haberand J.Seigrist(W orld Scienti�c 1995).
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LEP200)and futurefacilitiesthatarebeing planned and considered fortheperiod

beyond (variousTEVATRON upgrades,theLHC pp collider,theLSGNA 60 TeV

pp collider,theNLC e+ e� collider,and theLEP-LHC ep collider).In addition to

thediscovery reach ofeach oftheexperim entalfacilitieswe also addressthe aux-

iliary question;thatofthe m easurem ent ofthe properties ofa newly discovered

gaugeboson and thereforeitsidenti�cation in thecontextofa speci�cm odel.W e

therefore exam ine the diagnostic poweroffuture collidersforheavy gauge boson

physics,in particular,a (m odelindependent)determ ination ofheavy gaugeboson

couplingsto quarksand leptons.

In thenextSection wegive a briefdescription ofthevariousm odelswith new

gauge bosons that willbe used in the study. Given that m odels without gauge

invariance willm ostlikely revealthem selves in ways otherthan the discovery of

extra gaugebosons,we willrestrictouranalysisto heavy gaugebosonsthatarise

in m odels with extended gauge sym m etries. In Section 3 we sum m arize current

constraints on heavy gauge bosons. In Section 4 we describe the signatures of

extragaugebosonsatfuturehadron and e+ e� collidersand theresulting discovery

reaches.In Section 5 weaddressthediagnosticpower(identi�cation potential)for

heavy gauge boson physics at the LHC and the NLC,respectively. Conclusions

aregiven in Section 6.

There is a large and growing literature on this subject ofwhich we address

only som e aspects. Ourprim ary goalisto explore the potentialofexperim ental

facilities for extra gauge bosons physics over the next decade and beyond. The

em phasisison com paring the discovery lim itsaswellasthe diagnostic powerof

thedi�erentfacilities.Otherusefulreviewswhich addressrelated topics,som e of

them in m oredetail,are:Hewettand Rizzo [6],Hewett[7],Cveti�c,delAguila and

Langacker[8],and delAguila [9].

2 M odels ofExtra G auge B osons

In thissection webriey describesom eoftheextended gaugetheorieswhich have

been studied in theliterature.W hilenottotally com prehensive,thepropertiesare

representative ofm odelswith extra gaugebosons.

2.1 E�ective R ank-5 M odels

Thelargestsetofextended gaugetheoriesarethosewhich arebased on GUTS [6].

Popularexam plesarethegroupsSO (10)and E 6.Generically,additionalZ-bosons

originating from E 6 grand uni�ed theoriesareconveniently labeled in term softhe

chain

E 6 ! SO (10)� U(1) ! SU(5)� U(1)� � U(1) ! SM � U(1)�E 6

(1)
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where U(1)�E 6

rem ainsunbroken atlow energies. Thus,the Z 0 chargesare given

by linearcom binationsoftheU(1)� and U(1) chargesresulting in theZ
0-ferm ion

couplings:

gZ 0

 
gZ 0

gZ 0

!

(Q � cos�E 6
+ Q  sin�E 6

) (2)

where�E 6
isafreeparam eterwhichliesintherange�90� � �E 6

� 90�,(gZ 0=gZ 0)2 �
5

3
sin2�w (hereweassum etheequality),Q  = [1;1;1]=2

p
6,and Q � = [�1;3;�5]=

2
p
10 for[(u;d;uc;ec);(dc;�e� );(N c)],theleft-handed ferm ionsin the10,5,and

1 ofSU(5)contained in theusual16 ofSO (10).Specialcasesofinterestarem odel

� (�E 6
= 0�)corresponding to theextra Z 0ofSO (10),m odel (�E 6

= 90�)corre-

sponding to theextra Z 0ofE 6,and m odel� (�E 6
= arctan�

q

5=3)corresponding

to theextra Z 0arising in som esuperstring theories[2].

2.2 Left-R ight Sym m etric M odel(LR M )

SO (10)GUTS lead to interm ediatesym m etries,forexam ple;

SO (10)! SU(3)C � SU(2)L � U(1)Y � U(1)�

! SU(3)C � SU(2)L � SU(2)R � U(1)B �L (3)

The �rst chain leads to the additionalZ-boson,Z �,m entioned above,while the

second chain yieldstheleft-rightsym m etricm odel(LRM )which extendsthestan-

dardm odelgaugegrouptoSU(2)L� SU(2)R � U(1)[3]with aright-handed charged

boson aswellasan additionalneutralcurrent. The Z 0-ferm ion coupling isgiven

by

gZ 0

1
q

� � (1+ �)xW

[xW T3L + �(1� xW )T3R � xW Q] (4)

with 0:55 � �2 � (gR=gL)
2 � 1 � 2 [10],T3L(R ) the isospin assignm ents ofthe

ferm ions under SU(2)L(R ),Q the ferm ion electric charge and xW = sin�W . W e

assum e � = 1 in ouranalysiswhich correspondsto m anifestleft-rightsym m etric

gaugeinteractions.NotethattheT3L assignm entsarethesam easin thestandard

m odelwhilethevaluesofT3R foruR;dR;eR;�R = 1

2
;� 1

2
;� 1

2
; 1

2
and arezero for

left-handed doublets.

2.3 A lternative Left-R ight Sym m etric M odel(A LR M )

Anotherextended m odelbased on thesecond interm ediategroup isthealternative

left-rightm odel(ALRM )which originatesfrom E 6 GUT’sand isalso based on the

electroweak gaugegroup SU(2)L � SU(2)R � U(1)[11].Heretheassignm entsfor

T3L(R ) di�erfrom those ofthe usualLRM for�L;R,eL,and dR with T3L(R )(�L)=
1

2
(� 1

2
),T3L(R )(eL) = � 1

2
(� 1

2
),and T3L(R )(dR) = 0. The LRM and ALRM have

3



identicalu-quark,eR ,and dL couplings.In thism odeltherighthanded W -boson

carrieslepton num berand hasodd R-parity avoiding theusualconstraintson the

m assofrighthanded W ’s.

2.4 \Sequential" Standard M odel(SSM )

The\sequential" Standard M odel(SSM )consistsofa Z 0with thesam ecouplings

asthe SM Z 0 boson couplings. Although itis nota gauge invariantm odelitis

often used forpurposesofcom parison.

2.5 U n-uni�ed Standard M odel(U N SM )

Theun-uni�ed standard m odel(UNSM )[12]isbased on thegaugegroup SU(2)l�

SU(2)q � U(1)Y ,i.e.,left-handed leptons (quarks) transform as doublets under

SU(2)l (SU(2)q)and singletsunderSU(2)q (SU(2)l),and right-handed �eldsare

singletsunderboth groups.TheZ 0-ferm ion coupling takestheform

gZ 0cw

 
T3q

tan�
� tan�T3l

!

(5)

where T3q(l) is the third com ponent ofSU(2)q(l)-isospin,cw = cos�w,and � is a

m ixing param eterwhich liesin therange0:22� sin� � 0:99.W etakesin� = 0:5

in ourcalculations.TheZ 0ispurely lefthanded in thism odel.

Therearenum erousotherm odelspredicting Z 0’sin theliterature[13]butthe

subsetdescribed abovehaspropertiesrepresentative ofthebroad classofm odels,

atleastforthepurposesofcom paring discovery lim itsathigh energy colliders.

In alloftheabovem odelstheZ � Z 0m assm atrix takestheform

M
2 =

 

M 2
Z M 2

Z

M 2
Z M 2

Z 0

!

(6)

where  isdeterm ined within each m odelonce the Higgssectorisspeci�ed. The

physicaleigenstatesarethen

Z1 = Z
0sin� + Z cos�

Z2 = Z
0cos� � Z sin� (7)

whereZ1 iscurrently being probed atLEP and tan2� = 2M 2
Z=(M

2
Z � M 2

Z 0).LEP

m easurem ents constrain j�j< 0:01 [14]which is sm aller than could be observed

athigh energy colliderexperim ents. W ithoutlossofgenerality we willtherefore

ignoreZ � Z 0m ixing in therem ainderofthisreview.

In thisreportwewillalso assum ethatthebranching ratiosincludedecaysinto

only three ordinary fam ilies.
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3 Present Lim its

Beforeproceeding to futurecollidersitisusefulto listexisting boundsasa bench-

m ark againstwhich to m easurefutureexperim ents.Constraintscan beplaced on

the existence ofZ 0’seitherindirectly from �tsto high precision electroweak data

[14]{[17]orfrom directsearchesatoperating colliderfacilities[18].

There have been a num ber of�ts to precision data [14,15]. W e list results2

ofLangacker[16]in Table1 which includesthem ostrecent(1993)LEP data and

is an update ofthe globalanalysis ofelectro-weak data described in Ref. [14].

Two setsofresultsarepresented;an unconstrained �twith no assum ptionson the

Higgssector,and a constrained �twith speci�c assum ptionson the Higgssector

and thereforetheZ 0 � Z 0m ixing angle.

The highestm asslim itscom e from directsearchesby theCDF experim entat

theTevatron [18].TheCDF lim itsareobtained by lookingforhigh invariantm ass

lepton pairsthatwould resultfrom Drell-Yan production ofZ 0sand W 0s[20,21]

and theirsubsequentdecay to lepton pairs;p�p! Z 0! ‘+ ‘� and p�p! W 0!

‘� 6pT.Them ostrecentCDF 95% con�dencelevelresultsbased onL int= 19:6pb
�1

arelisted in Table1.Thenextrun with � 75pb�1 willincreasethediscovery reach

by roughly 100 GeV.

The direct TEVATRON bounds on M W 0

L R
(for the m ain production channel

pp ! W 0 ! e�e) are in the 600 GeV region,while indirect constrained [uncon-

strained]boundsarein the1.4 TeV [300 GeV]region.

Table1: Currentconstraintson M Z 0 (in G eV)fortyp-
icalm odelsfrom directproduction atthe TEVATRO N
(Lint = 19:6 pb�1 ), as wellas indirect lim its from a
globalelectro-weak analysis(95% C.L.)[16].

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 )wasdonein Ref.[19].
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4 D iscovery Lim its ofExtra G auge B osons

In thissection we presentthe discovery reach forsom e ofthe m odelswhich exist

in the literature,and were described in Section 2. Although farfrom exhaustive,

thesem odelsform a representative setforthepurposesofcom parison.

Boundson extra gaugebosonsattainablefrom low energy neutralcurrentpre-

cision experim ents,m easurem entsattheTRISTAN,LEP and SLC e+ e� colliders,

aswellasatthe HERA ep colliderhave been surpassed by directlim itsobtained

at the TEVATRON -p�p collider or willbe from planned TEVATRON upgrades

[22,23].W ewillthereforerestricttheanalysisto LEP200,proposed TEVATRON

upgrades, the LHC-pp collider, the LSGNA 60 TeV pp collider, the NLC-high

lum inosity e+ e� collider,and theLEP-LHC ep collider[22,23,24].

4.1 H adron C olliders

Thesignalfora Z 0ata hadron colliderconsistsofDrell-Yan production oflepton

pairs[1,21,22,23,25]with high invariantm assvia p
(�)

p ! Z 0! l+ l� .Thecross

section fortheproduction ofon-shellZ 0sisgiven by [22]:

d�(pp! f�f)

dy
=
xA xB �

2�2em (gZ 0=gZ 0)4

9M Z 0�Z 0

�

C
f

L

2

+ C
f

R

2
�
X

q

�

C
q

L

2
+ C

q

R

2
�

G
+

q (xA;xB ;Q
2)

(8)

where

G
+

q (xA;xB ;Q
2)=

X

q

h

fq=A(xA)f�q=B (xB )+ f�q=A (xA)fq=B (xB )
i

(9)

Thecrosssection forZ 0production athadron collidersisinversely proportional

totheZ 0width.Ifexoticdecay m odesarekinem atically allowed,theZ 0width will

becom elargerand m oresigni�cantly thebranchingratiostoconventionalferm ions

sm aller. This is not im portant in e+ e� and ep collisions since those processes

proceed via virtualZ 0sin contrastto hadron colliderswhich rely on theDrell-Yan

production ofrealZ 0s.Having said thiswewillonly considerthecasethatnonew

decay m odesareallowed.Thepartialwidthsaregiven (attreelevel)by

�
Z 0! ff

= M Z 0g
2

Z 0(C
02

fL
+ C

02

fR
)
.

24� (10)

The cross section for �(pp ! Z0)� BR(Z0 ! ‘+ ‘� ) is shown in Fig.1 as a

function ofM Z 0 foran upgraded Tevatron (p�p) with
p
s = 4 TeV and the LHC

(pp) with
p
s = 14 TeV.Ifwe use 10 dilepton events clustered at a particular

invariantm assasthe criteria fordiscovery ofa Z 0 one can read o� the discovery

reach asthe crosssection tim esintegrated lum inosity which givesthisnum berof

dilepton events.

W eobtain thediscovery lim itsforthisprocessbased on 10eventsin thee+ e� +

�+ �� channelsusing theEHLQ structurefunctions[25]set1,taking � = 1=128:5,
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Figure1:Thecrosssection fortheprocesspp! Z 0! ‘+ ‘� asafunction
ofM Z 0 for(a) p�p with

p
s = 4 TeV and (b)pp with

p
s = 14 TeV.In

both cases the solid line is for Z�,the dashed line for Z ,the dotted
lineforZLR and the dot-dashed line forZA LR .

sin2�w = 0:23,and including a 1-loop K -factor in the Z 0 production [26]. W e

includeat-quarkofm ass174GeV in theZ 0decaywidth,and 2-loopQCD radiative

correctionsand1-loopQED radiativecorrectionsincalculatingtheZ 0width.Using

di�erentquark distribution functionsresultsin a roughly 10% variation in theZ 0

crosssections[27]with the subsequent change in discovery lim its. W e note that

including realisticdetectore�ciencieswould lowertheselim its.

Lowering the num ber ofevents in the e+ e� + �+ �� channels to 6 raises the

discovery reach about10% whilelowering thelum inosity by afactoroften reduces

thereach by abouta factorof3 [22].

In ourcalculationsweassum ed thattheZ 0only decaysinto thethreeconven-

tionalferm ion fam ilies. Ifother decay channels were possible,such as to exotic

ferm ions�lling outlargerferm ion representationsorsupersym m etricpartners,the

Z 0width would belarger,lowering thediscovery lim its.On theotherhand,ifde-

caystoexoticferm ionswerekinem atically allowed,thediscovery ofexoticferm ions

would be an im portant discovery in itself;the study ofthe corresponding decay

m odeswould provide additionalinform ation on thenature ofthe extended gauge

structure.
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Thediscovery lim itsforvariousm odelsathadron collidersarelisted in Table2

and,foreaseofcom parison,areshown in Fig.3along with thoseofe+ e� colliders,

both given atthe end ofthissection. These bounds are relatively insensitive to

speci�c m odels. In addition,since they are based on a distinct signalwith little

background they arerelatively robustlim its.Forthecase ofthe DI-TEVATRON

(
p
s= 4 TeV),thep�p option hasa 50% higherdiscovery reach than thepp option

foragiven lum inosity indicating thatvalencequark contributionstotheDrell-Yan

production processarestillim portantattheseenergies.

Discovery lim itsforW 0 bosonsobtained using the processpp (p�p)! W 0� !

‘� �‘ and arebased on 10 eventsin the[(e
+ �e+ e� ��e) + (�+ �� + �� ���)]channels.

They aregiven in Table2.TheW 0discovery lim itsarelargerthan thecom parable

Z 0 lim its which is in part due to the fact that in m ost m odels with W 0’s [e.g.,

theleft-rightsym m etric m odel(s)]theW 0couplingsarecom parablein m agnitude

with thoseofthestandard m odelW .Theseresultsarebased [28]on conservative

assum ptionson theform oftheCKM m atrix,i.e.,theright-handed and left-handed

quark-m ixing m atrix elem entshavean equalm agnitude.Iftheseassum ptionsare

relaxed [28,29],theboundscould changedrastically.

4.2 e
+
e
� C olliders

Ate+ e� collidersdiscovery lim itsareindirect,being inferred from deviationsfrom

thestandard m odelpredictionsforvariouscrosssectionsand asym m etriesdue to

interference between the Z 0 propagatorand the  and Z0 propagators[30]. This

e�ectissim ilarto PEP/PETRA seeing thestandard m odelZ 0 asdeviationsfrom

thepredictionsofQED.Thebasicprocessise+ e� ! f �f wheref could beleptons

(e;�;�)orquarks(u;d;c;s;b).Fore+ e� colliderm easurem entsallresultsare

derived from thedi�erentialcrosssection forapolarized e� and an unpolarized e+

[22]:

d�(e+ e�L ! f �f)

dcos�
=
��2

4s

n

jCLLj
2(1+ cos�)2 + jCLRj

2(1� cos�)2
o

(11)

where

Cij = �Q f +
C e
iC

f

j

sin2�W cos2�W

 
s

s� M 2

Z 0 + i�Z 0M Z 0

!

(12)

+
(gZ 0=gZ 0)2C e

i
0
C
f

j

0

sin2�W cos2�W

 
s

s� M 2
Z 0 + i�Z 0M Z 0

!

From thesebasicreactionsthefollowingprobesareused tosearch forthee�ects

ofZ 0’s:

� Theleptoniccrosssection,�(e+ e� ! �+ �� ).
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� Theratio ofthehadronicto theQED pointcrosssection,Rhad = �had=�0.

� Theleptonicforward-backward asym m etry,A‘F B ,and ifcand bquark avor

tagging were su�ciently e�cient,one could m easure A F B (e
+ e� ! c�c)and

A F B (e
+ e� ! b�b).Theforward-backward asym m etriesaregiven by:

A F B =
[
R
1

0
�
R
0

�1
]dcos� d�

dcos�

[
R
1

0
+
R
0

�1
]dcos� d�

dcos�

(13)

� The leptoniclongitudinalasym m etry,A‘LR ,thehadroniclongitudinalasym -

m etry,A had
LR = A LR (e

+ e� ! hadrons),and �nalstate polarization of�’s,

A �
pol.Thesepolarization asym m etriesarede�ned by

A LR =
�(e�L )� �(e�R )

�(e�L )+ �(e�R )
(14)

where the cross sections are obtained by integrating eq. 4.4 over cos�.

(Forelectron polarization lessthan 100% theasym m etry isgiven by A P
LR =

PA P = 1
LR .) Since the crosssection to hadronsism uch largerthan to leptons

thisresultsin higherstatisticsand thereforem oreprecise m easurem ents.

� Thepolarizedforward-backwardasym m etryforspeci�cferm ionavors,A
f

F B (pol)

isobtained by considering theforward-backward asym m etry forspeci�c ini-

tialelectron polarizations.

In these expressionsthe indicesf = ‘;q,‘= (e;�;�),q= (c;b),and had =‘sum

overallhadrons’indicatethe�nalstateferm ions.

For indirect lim its,a 99% C.L.corresponds to a 2� e�ect ofone observable.

Since2� deviationsarenotuncom m on onem ustbecautiousabouthow oneobtains

discovery lim itsforZ 0’s.One possibility forobtaining believable lim itsisto raise

thedeviation required to indicatetheexistence ofa Z 0.A second possibility isto

com bine severalobservablesto obtain a �2 �gure ofm erit. W e follow the second

approach hereby including �l,R had,A LR ,and A
had
LR to obtain the99% con�dence

lim its.In Fig.2 weshow theseobservablesforrepresentativem odelsasa function

ofM Z 0.1-� statisticalerrorsareshown forcom parisonwith thedeviationsresulting

from the existence ofa Z 0. The discovery lim its obtained this way are given in

Table2 and shown in Fig.3 attheend ofthissection.3

One sees that the discovery lim its obtained at e+ e� colliders are as high or

higherthan those thatcan beobtained athadron colliders.However,the bounds

obtained arem orem odeldependentthan theboundsobtained athadron colliders.

3Although itisfarfrom clearwhetherLEP200 willachieveany signi�cantlongitudinalpolar-
ization,A had

L R
only contributessigni�cantly to the lim iton Z � atLEP200 so thatourresultsare

notin generalsensitiveto the inclusion ofthisobservablein the �2 atLEP200.
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Figure2:�(e+ e� ! �+ �� ),R had,A LR ,and A had
LR for

p
s= 500 G eV as

a function ofM Z 0.Theerrorbarsarestatisticalerrorsbased on 50 fb�1

integrated lum inosity. In allcases the solid line isthe standard m odel
prediction,the dot-dash line is form odel-�,the dot-dot-dash m odelis
form odel-LR,the dashed line isform odel-ALR and the dotted line is
form odel-SSM .
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For exam ple,for m odel ,C 0

L = �C 0

R so that either C 0

V or C 0

A = 0. For
p
s

su�ciently faraway from the Z 0 pole deviations are dom inated by Z 0 � Z 0 and

 � Z0interferencewhich isproportionalto C 2
V C

02
V + 2CV CAC

0

V C
0

A + C 2
AC

02
A .Since

forthephoton CA = 0 so when C 0

V isalso equalto 0,deviationsfrom thestandard

m odelbecom esm all.

Becausetheboundsobtained ate+ e� collidersareindirect,based on deviations

from the standard m odelin precision m easurem ents, they are sensitive to the

experim entalerrors,both statisticaland system atic. For exam ple,reducing the

LEP200 integrated lum inosity from 500 pb�1 to 250 pb�1 reduces the discovery

lim itsby about15% and reducing theNLC integrated lum inosity from 50 fb�1 to

10 fb�1 (200 fb�1 to 50 fb�1 )forthe500 GeV (1 TeV)casereducesthediscovery

lim itbyabout33% .Includinga5% system aticerrorin crosssection m easurem ents

and a2% system aticerrorsin asym m etrieswheresystem aticerrorspartiallycancel

[31]can lower the discovery lim its signi�cantly. The m ostextrem e change isfor

thesequentialstandard m odelZ 0which decreasesby a factorof2 atLEP200 and

a factor of3 at the NLC.Clearly,system atic errors willhave to be kept under

controlforhigh precision m easurem ents.

W e did notinclude radiative correctionsin ourresults. In general,thisisan

acceptable procedure since we are looking forsm alldeviationsfrom the standard

m odelpredictionsand radiativecorrectionstoZ 0contributionswillbeasm allcor-

rection to a sm alle�ect.However,QED brem sstrahlung corrections,in particular

initialstateradiation,can givelargecontributionsto theobservables,altering the

statisticsweassum ed.Sincethesearedependenton detailsofthedetectorwehave

leftthem out,butnotethatthey can alterthenum ericalvalues.

4.3 ep C olliders

A �naltype ofcollider that exists and is being considered for the future are ep

colliders;HERA atDESY and LEP-LHC and LEP2-LHC atCERN [32,33]. As

in the e+ e� case Z 0 discovery is based on deviations from the standard m odel

forhigh precision m easurem entsofvariousobservables.Thediagram saresim ilar

to those ofthe hadron-colliderand e+ e� casesexcept thatthe gauge bosonsare

exchanged in thet-channelin contrasttos-channelproduction in theform ercases.

Thedi�erentialcrosssection forep collisionsisgiven by:

d�(e�L p)

dx dy
=

2��2

sx2y2

X

q

�

x fq(x;Q
2)
h

jbLLj
2 + jbLR j

2(1� y)2
i

(15)

+x f�q(x;Q
2)
h

jbLR j
2 + jbLLj

2(1� y)2
i�

wherethesum runsoverquark avors.fq(x;Q
2)and f�q(x;Q

2)arethequark and

antiquark distribution functions,Q 2 = xys = �q2,and x and y are the usual
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scaling variables,x = Q 2=2p� q,y = p� q=p� k.Thefunctionsbij aregiven by

bij = �Q q +
C e
iC

q

j

sin2�W cos2�W

Q 2

Q 2 + M 2

Z 0

+

 
gZ 0

gZ 0

! 2
C e
i

0
C
0q

j

0

sin2�W cos2�W

Q 2

Q 2 + M 2
Z 0

(16)

where Q q denotes the quark electric charge and CL;R and C 0

L;R are the left and

right-handed Z 0 and Z 0 charges. Forthe e+L p cross section take bLL ! bR L and

bLR ! bR R and toobtain thecrosssection forright-handed electronsand positrons

m akethesubstitution L $ R.

Given longitudinalpolarization ofincident e� or e+ there are eight di�erent

m easurem ents (ofwhich four are independent); the electron and positron cross

sections �(e� ) and �(e+ ),and the six asym m etries e�L � e
�

R ,e
�

L � e
+

R ,e
�

R � e
+

L ,

e
+

L � e
+

R ,e
�

R � e
+

R ,and e
�

L � e
+

L wheretheasym m etry � � � isde�ned as

A �� =
�(�)� �(�)

�(�)+ �(�)
: (17)

To obtain discovery lim its based on deviations from the standard m odelwe

follow the sam e approach used in obtaining lim itsate+ e� colliders.W ebase our

lim itsusinga�2 analysisofthefourobservables;A(e�L � e
�

R ),A(e
�

L � e
+

R ),A(e
�

R � e
+

L ),

and A(e+L � e
+

R ).Unlikethee
+ e� analysisthedeviationsvary signi�cantly forthe

di�erentobservables[22,32]and the�2 tendsto bedom inated by only oneortwo

ofthem .

W eused theEHLQ structurefunctions[25](set2),integrated overthex and y

variablesfrom 0.1to1.Thelowerbound wassochosen becauseatsm allx thecross

section islargergiving betterstatistics,butwith sm allerdeviations,whileatlarge

x thedeviationsarelarger,butthestatisticsarepoorer.Thus,wetakexm in = 0:1

asa reasonablecom prom isewith adequatestatisticswhich isnotoverwhelm ed by

the standard m odelcontributions. M ore sophisticated eventbinning would likely

im proveourbounds.

The results for the variousep options are given in Table 2. Despite the fact

thatforHERA weused theoverly optim isticintegrated lum inosity of600pb�1 per

polarization thediscovery lim itsforHERA havealreadybeen surpassed byexisting

Tevatron results. Sim ilarly,the discovery lim its atthe LEP-LHC ep colliderare

not at allcom petitive with the LHC and are at the verge ofbeing excluded by

the TEVATRON.The higherenergy,butlowerlum inosity LEP2-LHC option are

essentially irrelevant. Even ifLEP2-LHC could achieve integrated lum inositiesof

1 fb�1 thediscovery lim itswould only yield a sm allim provem entoverthebounds

achievableat(thelowerenergy)LEP-LHC option.
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Table2:Boundson M Z 0 and M W 0

L R
(in G eV)fortypicalm odelsachievable atproposed

hadronand e+ e� colliders.Thediscoverylim itsforZ 0[W 0+ + W 0� ]athadroncollidersare
fortypicalm odelswith 10eventsin e+ e� + �+ �� [(e+ �e+ e� ��e )+ (�+ ��+ �� ���)]while
those for e+ e� colliders are 99% C.L.obtained from a �2 based on �(e+ e� ! �+ �� ),

R had = �(e+ e� ! hadrons)=�0,A
�+ ��

LR
,and A had

LR .

Collider
p
s [TeV] Lint [fb

�1 ] �  � LR W 0

LR

TEVATRO N (p�p) 1.8 1 775 775 795 825 920

TEVATRO N 0(p�p) 2 10 1040 1050 1070 1100 1180

DI-TEVATRO N (p�p) 4 20 1930 1940 1990 2040 2225

LHC (pp) 10 40 3040 2910 2980 3150

LHC (pp) 14 100 4380 4190 4290 4530 5310

LEP200 (e+ e� ) 0.2 0.5 695 269 431 493

NLC (e+ e� ) 0.5 50 3340 978 1990 2560

NLC-A (e+ e� ) 1.0 200 6670 1940 3980 5090

NLC-B (e+ e� ) 1.5 200 8220 2550 4970 6240

NLC-C (e+ e� ) 2.0 200 9560 3150 5830 7210

HERA (ep) 0.314 0.6 235 125 215 495

LEP� LHC (ep) 1.183 1.0 375 | 435 1060

LEP2� LHC (ep) 1.670 0.1 | | | 615
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Discovery Reach for Z'     (GeV)
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Zχ

Zψ
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ZLR

 Tevatron (pp)

√s=2 TeV, L=1fb-1
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 Tevatron (pp)
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Figure 3: Discovery lim its for extra neutralgauge bosons (Z 0) for the m odels de-
scribed in the text.Thediscovery lim itsathadron collidersare based on 10 events
in thee+ e� + �+ �� channelswhilethosefore+ e� collidersare99% C.L.obtained

from a �2 based on �(e+ e� ! �+ �� ),R had = �(e+ e� ! hadrons)=�0,A
�+ ��

LR
,and

A had
LR .Theintegrated lum inositiesare based on a 107 sec yearofrunning.
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5 N ew G auge B oson D iagnostics at Future C ol-

liders (LH C & N LC )

An im m ediateneed afterthediscovery ofanew gaugeboson would betodeterm ine

itsorigin by m easuring itsproperties[34]:

1.Z 0couplingsto quarksand leptons.

2.Thenatureofthesym m etry breaking sector.

3.Z 0couplingsto exotics.

A testofthe sym m etry breaking structuresare the decaysZ 0! W + W � [35,

36],which aresuppressed by Z � Z 0m ixing butstillhavea sizableratedueto the

enhancem entofthelongitudinalcom ponentsoftheW bosons.However,theysu�er

from serious QCD backgrounds [37,38]. In theories with charged gauge bosons,

e.g.,left-right(LR)sym m etricm odels,theratioM Z 0=M W 0 playsan analogousrole

to the M Z=M W ratio (related to the � param eter) in the standard m odel. This

ratio thereforeyieldsindirectinform ation on thenatureoftheHiggssector[39].

The study ofZ 0 decaysinto exotic particlesalso yieldsusefulinform ation. In

particular,W 0! ‘N and Z 0! N N and subsequentdecaysofheavy right-handed

neutrinosN turn outto be usefulprobesfordistinguishing the left-rightm odels

from thosewith only an additionalU(1)[36,40].

In thefollowingwewillconcentrateon thediagnosticstudy ofnew gaugeboson

couplingstoquarksand leptons.In Subsection 5.1weaddressthenew gaugeboson

diagnosticsattheLHC.In Subsection 5.2 wepresentan analogousanalysisatthe

NLC.Thecom parison ofthediagnosticpowerofthetwotypesofm achinesisgiven

in Subsection 5.3.

5.1 N ew G auge B oson D iagnostics at the LH C

In the m ain production channels,pp ! Z 0! ‘+ ‘� (‘= e;�),one would be able

to m easure im m ediately the m assM Z 0,the width �tot and the totalcrosssection

�‘‘. However, �‘‘ = �(pp ! Z0)B is not a usefuldiagnostic probe for the Z 0

gauge couplingsto quarks and leptons. W hile �(pp ! Z0),the totalproduction

cross section,can be calculated to within a few percent for given Z 0 couplings,

the branching ratio into leptons,B � �(Z 0! ‘+ ‘� )=�tot,ism odeldependent;it

depends on the contribution ofexotic ferm ions and supersym m etric partners to

the Z 0 width,and thus itcannot be usefulasa diagnostic test forthe Z 0 gauge

couplings. However,it would be a usefulindirect probe forthe existence ofthe

exotic ferm ionsorsuperpartners. On the otherhand,from m easurem ents ofthe

totalwidth �tot,and �‘‘ one obtains��(Z
0! ‘+ ‘� )� �B �tot,which probesthe

absolutem agnitudeofthegaugecouplings.
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In the following we willaddress signals which probe relative strengths ofZ 0

gauge couplings. The forward-backward asym m etry [20]in the m ain production

channelpp! Z 0! ‘+ ‘� (‘= eor�).4 wasthe�rstrecognized probeforthegauge

couplingsatfuturehadron colliders.Sincethen a num berofnew,com plem entary

probeswereproposed [36,42]{[50].

Thenatureofsuch probescan beclassi�ed according to thetypeofchannelin

which they can bem easured:

(Ia) The m ain production channels:

(A ) Forward-backward asym m etry [20],

(B ) Ratio ofcross-sectionsin di�erentrapidity bins[34],

(C ) Corresponding asym m etriesifproton polarization wereavailable[44].

(Ib) Othertwo-ferm ion �nalstate channels:

(D ) M easurem ents ofthe � polarization in the pp ! Z0 ! �+ �� channel

[43],

(E) M easurem ents ofthe cross section in the pp ! Z 0 ! jetjetchannel

[50,51].

(II) The four-ferm ion �nalstate channels:

(F) RaredecaysZ 0! W ‘�‘ [52,42],

(G ) Associated productions pp ! Z 0V with V = (Z;W )[47]and V = 

[48].

Probesunder(Ia)constitutedistributions,i.e.,\re�nem ents",in them ain pro-

duction channels.Theforward-backward asym m etry (A)isthecleanestone,prob-

ing a particularcom bination ofquark and lepton couplings. On the otherhand,

the rapidity ratio (B)[34]wasrecognized asa usefulcom plem entary probe sepa-

rating the Z 0 couplingsto the u and d quarksdue to the hardervalence u-quark

distribution in the proton relative to the d-quark. Probes (C) are usefulones if

proton polarization were available atfuture hadron colliders. In addition,better

knowledgeofthepolarized spin distribution functionsforquarksisneeded.

Forprobesin otherthan them ain production channels(Ib)thebackground can

belarge.For(E)recentstudiesindicate[49,50,51]thatthelargeQCD background

m ay beovercom ewith appropriatekinem aticcuts,excellentdijetm assresolution,

and detailed knowledgeoftheQCD backgrounds.(D)providesanotherinteresting

4See also Ref.[41].
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possibility to addresstheZ 0lepton couplings,while(E)istheonly probeavailable

fortheleft-handed quark coupling [47].

Probesin thefour-ferm ion �nalstatechannels(II)havesuppressed ratescom -

pared to thetwo-ferm ion channels(Ia)and (Ib).In thesecasesonehopesto have

enough statistics,and no attem ptto study distributionsseem sto bepossible.

Rare decays Z 0 ! f1
�f2V ,with ordinary gauge bosons V = (Z;W ) em itted

by Brem s{strahlung from one ofthe ferm ionic (f1;2)legsturn outto have sizable

statistics[42],which isdue to a double logarithm ic enhancem ent[42],closely re-

lated to collinearand infrared singularitiesofgauge theories. They were studied

in detailin Refs.[42,45,46].A background study [42,47]ofsuch decaysrevealed

thatthe only usefulm ode5 withoutlarge standard m odeland QCD backgrounds

is (F):Z 0 ! W ‘�‘ and W ! hadrons,with the im posed cut m T‘�‘
> 90 GeV

on the transverse m assofthe ‘�‘. (Thisassum esthatthere isa su�ciently high

e�ciency forthereconstruction ofW ! hadronsin eventstagged by an energetic

lepton.Furtherstudy oftheQCD background and thejetreconstruction forsuch

processesisneeded.) Thesam em odewith W ! ‘�‘ m ay also bedetectable[45]if

appropriatecutsareapplied.6 Thesem odesprobea left-handed leptoniccoupling.

Associated productions (F) turn out to be relatively clean signals [47]with

slightly sm allerstatisticsthan rare decays. They probe a particularcom bination

ofthegaugecouplingsto quarksand arethuscom plem entary to raredecays.

AttheLHC theabovesignalsarefeasiblediagnosticprobesforM Z 0
<
�1� 2TeV.

Fordiagnostic study ofZ 0 couplingslargelum inosity isim portant.ForhigherZ 0

m assesthenum berofeventsdropsrapidly.ForM Z 0 ’ 2TeV,thestatisticalerrors

on forward-backward asym m etry (A),the rapidity ratio (B),and rare decays(F)

increase by a factorof4,while those on associated productions(G)increase by a

factorof3.A reasonablediscrim ination between m odelsand determ ination ofthe

couplingsm ay stillbe possible,prim arily from the forward-backward asym m etry

and the rapidity ratio. However,for M Z 0 ’ 3 TeV the statisticalerrors on the

�rst three quantities are larger by a factor of13 than for 1 TeV,and there are

notenough events expected forthe associated production to allow a m eaningful

m easurem ent. For M Z 0 � 3 TeV,there is therefore little ability to discrim inate

between m odels.

5.1.1 D eterm ination ofG auge C ouplings at the LH C

W e nextexam ine how wellthe variousZ 0 couplingscould be extracted from the

aboveprobes.W ewillm ainly concentrateon probes(A),(B),(F)and (G),which

seem to be the m ostfeasible. Forde�niteness,we considerthe statisticaluncer-

5Z 0! Z‘+ ‘� doesnotsigni�cantly discrim inatebetween m odels.
6 A possibility ofgaining usefulinform ation from Z 0! Z�‘��‘ [42,47,46]wasalso addressed

in Ref.[53].
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taintiesforM Z 0 =1 TeV attheLHC.Eventually,theuncertaintiesassociated with

thedetectoracceptancesand system aticerrorswillhaveto betaken into account.

In the following we assum e fam ily universality, neglect Z � Z 0 m ixing and

assum e[Q 0;Ti]= 0,which holdsforSU2� U1� U 0

1 and LR m odels.Here,Q 0isthe

Z 0chargeand Ti aretheSU2L generators.7

Therelevantquantities[47,34]todistinguish di�erenttheoriesarethecharges,

ĝuL2 = ĝdL2 � ĝ
q

L2, ĝ
u
R 2, ĝ

d
R 2, ĝ

�
L2 = ĝeL2 � ĝ‘L2,and ĝ‘R 2,and the gauge coupling

strength g2.Thesignsofthechargeswillbehard todeterm ineathadron colliders.

Thusthefollowing four\norm alized" observablescan beprobed [47]:


‘
L �

(̂g‘L2)
2

(̂g‘L2)
2 + (̂g‘R 2)

2
; 

q

L �
(̂g

q

L2)
2

(̂g‘L2)
2 + (̂g‘R 2)

2
; ~U �

(̂guR 2)
2

(̂g
q

L2)
2
; ~D �

(̂gdR 2)
2

(̂g
q

L2)
2
: (18)

Thevaluesof‘L,
q

L,
~U,and ~D fortheabovem odelsarelisted in Table3.

Table3: Valuesofthe\norm alized" couplings(1)forthetypical
m odels and the statisticalerror-bars as determ ined from probes
attheLHC (

p
s= 14 TeV,Lint= 100 fb�1 ).M Z 0 = 1 TeV.

�  � LR

‘L 0:9� 0:016 0:5� 0:02 0:2� 0:012 0:36� 0:007


q

L
0.1 0.5 0.8 0.04

~U 1� 0:16 1� 0:14 1� 0:08 37� 6:6
~D 9� 0:57 1� 0:22 0:25� 0:16 65� 11

Theforward-backward asym m etry (A)isde�ned as:

A F B =

hRym ax

0
�
R
0

�y m ax

i

[F(y)� B (y)]dy
Rym ax

�y m ax
[F(y)+ B (y)]dy

; (19)

whiletherapidity ratio (B)isde�ned as[34]:

ry1 =

Ry1
�y 1

[F(y)+ B (y)]dy

(
R
�y 1

�y m ax
+
Rym ax

y1
)[F(y)+ B (y)]dy

: (20)

HereF(y)� B (y)= [
R
1

0
�
R
0

�1
]dcos�(d2�=dydcos�),whereyistheZ0rapidityand

� isthe ‘� angle in the Z 0 restfram e. The rapidity range isfrom f�ym ax;ym axg.

y1 ischosen in a range0< y1 < ym ax so thatthenum berofeventsin thetwo bins

7 Forconventionsin the neutralcurrentinteractionsseeRef.[54].
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arecom parable.AttheLHC (ym ax ’ 2:8)forM Z 0 ’ 1 TeV,and y1 = 1 turnsout

to bean appropriatechoice.Forraredecays(F)onede�nes[42]:

r‘�W �
B (Z 0! W ‘�‘)

B (Z 0! ‘+ ‘� )
; (21)

in which onesum sover‘= e;� and overW + ,W � .Fortheassociated productions

(G)onede�nes[47]theratios:

R Z 0V =
�(pp! Z0V )B (Z 0! ‘+ ‘� )

�(pp! Z0)B (Z 0! ‘+ ‘� )
; (22)

with V = (Z;W )decaying into leptonsand quarks,and V =  with an im posed

pT � 50 GeV cut.‘includesboth e and �.

Statisticalerrorsand explicitdependenceoftheaboveprobeson thecouplings

(18)forM Z 0 = 1 TeV aregiven in Table4.TheEHLQ distribution functions[25],

set1,areused.Onealso assum esthattheZ 0only decaysinto theordinary three

fam ilies ofquarks and leptons. Realistic �ts, which include updated structure

functions,kinem atic cuts,and detector acceptances are expected to give larger

uncertaintiesforthecouplings.8

Theerrorbarsturn outto besu�ciently sm allto distinguish between m odels.

The six quantitiesA F B ,ry1,r‘�W ,and R Z 0V with (V = Z;W ;)yield signi�cant

inform ation on three (‘L,
~U and ~D ) out offour norm alized gauge couplings of

ordinary ferm ions to the Z 0. The fourth norm alized coupling 
q

L could be deter-

m ined [47]by a m easurem ent ofthe branching ratio B (Z 0 ! q�q). It turns out

[50],however,thatforM Z 0 � 1 TeV and thetypicalm odels(excepttheSSM ),the

Z 0 gauge couplingsare too sm allto allow fordeterm ination of
q

L with su�cient

precision attheLHC.

To study the precision to which these couplingscould be determ ined,a com -

bined �2 analysis ofthese observables has been perform ed,updating the earlier

analysis ofRef. [34]. Only the statisticaluncertainties have been included and

correlationsbetween the observableshave been ignored. The resultsare given in

Table 3. In particular,‘L can be determ ined very well(between 2% and 8% for

the �, ,and � m odels),prim arily due to the sm allstatisticalerrorforthe rare

decay m ode Z 0! W ‘�‘. On the otherhand the quark couplingshave largerun-

certainties,typically 20% .In Fig.4,90% con�dence level(�� 2 = 6:3)contours9

aregiven in a three-dim ensionalplotfor ~U versus ~D versus‘L forthe�, and �

m odels.TheLR m odelhas ~U and ~D in a di�erentregion oftheparam eterspace

(seeTable3).From Fig.4itisclearthatonecan distinguish wellbetween di�erent

m odels.

8Table 3 updatesthe resultsofRef.[34]where the uncertaintiesare given for
p
s = 16 TeV.

In addition,in Table4 m oreoptim istic assum ptionson the branching ratiosareused.
9 The 90% con�dence levelcontours for projections on the m ore fam iliar two-dim ensional

param etersubspacescorrespond to �� 2 = 4:6.
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Table 4:a)displaysthe dependence ofthe probeson the couplings[de�ned in (5.1)]at
theattheLHC (

p
s= 14 TeV,Lint= 100 fb�1 )forM Z 0 = 1 TeV.Thenum ericalvalues

(with statisticalerrors)ofthecorresponding probesfortypicalm odelsare given in b).

a)

A F B

:387(2l
L
�1)�(1�:753 ~U �:247 ~D )

1+ :684~U + :316 ~D

ry1 1:7961+ :652
~U + :348 ~D

1+ :736~U + :264 ~D

A F B y1
:7261�:731

~U �:269 ~D

1�:769 ~U �:231 ~D

B qq lL(2+
~U + ~D )

rl�W 0:067lL

R Z 0Z
10� 3(7:55+ :924~U + 0:098~d)

1+ :684~U + :316 ~D

R Z 0W
24:53�10 � 3

1+ :684~U + :316 ~D

R Z 0
5:38�10 � 3(1+ :896~U + :104~D )

1+ :684~U + :316 ~D

b)

�  � LR

A F B �:1346� :0063 0� 0:0087 �:0244� :0080 :1025� :0059

ry1 2:091� :020 1:796� :023 1:732� :020 1:891� :017

A F B y1
:85� :08 :85� :58 :74� :09

rl�W :059� :0013 :033� :0014 :013� :0008 :023� :0008

R Z 0Z 2:08� :21 4:24� :4 4:88� :4 1:03� :13

R Z 0W 5:41� :33 12:07� :68 13:99� :67 :538� :097

R Z 0 3:28� :26 5:23� :45 6:02� :44 4:9� :29
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Figure 4: 90% con�dence level(�� 2 = 6:3)contoursforthe �, and � m odels

areplotted for ~U,versus ~D ,versus‘L.Theinputdata areforM Z 0 = 1 TeV atthe

LHC (
p
s= 14 TeV and Lint= 100 fb

�1
)and includestatisticalerrorsonly.
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The LHC can also addressW 0 diagnosticsforM W 0
<
�1� 2 TeV.In particular,

indirectinform ation on the Higgssectorispossible from W 0! W Z decays. The

ratio M W 0=M Z 0 (an analog ofthe � param eterin the standard m odel)would also

yield inform ation on the nature ofthe Higgssector. W 0decaysinto right-handed

neutrinos(and otherexotics)would yield additionalusefulinform ation on theW 0.

W 0 gauge couplings to ordinary quarks and leptons is possible by studying

the forward-backward asym m etry and the rapidity ratiosin the m ain production

channelpp ! W 0 ! ‘�‘ (‘= e;�)aswellasassociated productions(e.g.,pp !

W 0Z)and raredecays(e.g.,W 0! Z‘+ ‘� )in thecorresponding four-ferm ion �nal

statechannels.10 W hiletheforward-backward asym m etry in them ain production

channelspp ! W 0! ‘�‘ (‘= e;�)probessom e com bination ofgauge couplings,

it does not distinguish ĝL2 from ĝR 2 couplings. On the other hand,rare decays

W 0� ! W ‘+ ‘� and associated productionspp! W 0� W � arestrongly suppressed

[42,36,47]ifW 0hasonly ĝR 2 couplings,asin theLR sym m etricm odels.In m odels

whereW 0has ĝL2 couplings,e.g.,theso-called ununi�ed standard m odel(UNSM )

[12],the corresponding rates are,however,not suppressed;prim arily due to the

largergaugecouplingsoftheW 0,thecorrespondingratesallow fordeterm ination of

ĝL2 couplingsforM W 0 up toaround 3TeV.Note,however,thatfortheseprocesses

itisdi�cult to disentangle the contributionsfrom the directcoupling ofthe W 0

to ordinary ferm ions and the non-Abelian coupling ofthe W 0 to ordinary gauge

bosons.

ForM Z 0 ’ 2 TeV a reasonable discrim ination between m odelsand determ ina-

tion ofthe couplingsm ay stillbe possible,prim arily from the forward-backward

asym m etry and therapidity ratio.However,forM Z 0 ’ 3 TeV thereislittleability

to discrim inatebetween m odels.

5.2 N ew G auge B oson D iagnostics at the N LC

Ifa Z 0 were produced on shellatthe NLC itwould be relatively straightforward

to determ ine itsproperties. On the otherhand,ifitisfaro�-shell(a m ore likely

possibility)itspropertiescould bededuced [56,57]through interference e�ectsof

the Z 0 propagatorwith the  and Z propagator. In thiscase the variousobserv-

ablesdescribed in theprevioussection to deducetheexistence ofa Z 0can also be

used to extract[58,59]itscouplingsto quarksand leptons,yielding inform ation

com plem entary totheLHC.Such couplingscan in turn allow onetodeterm inethe

natureoftheunderlying extended gaugestructure[56,60].

Since thephoton couplingsareonly vector{like and the‘couplingsto Z have

the property ĝ‘L1 ’ � ĝ‘R 1 it turns out that the probes in the two{ferm ion �nal

state channelssingle outthe Z 0 leptonic couplingsprim arily in the com binations

ĝ‘L2 � ĝ‘R 2. To trace the com binations ofthe norm alized charges to which the

probesaresensitive,itisadvantageoustochooseeitherofthetwo com binationsto

10See forexam pleRef.[55].
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norm alize the charges. W e choose the ĝ‘L2 � ĝ‘R 2 com bination,which turnsoutto

bea convenientchoiceforthetypicalm odelsused in theanalysis.W ethen de�ne

thefollowing fourindependent\norm alized" charges:

P
‘
V =

ĝ‘L2 + ĝ‘R 2

ĝ‘L2 � ĝ‘R 2
;P

q

L =
ĝ
q

L2

ĝ‘L2 � ĝ‘R 2
;P

u;d

R =
ĝ
u;d

R 2

ĝ
q

L2

: (23)

Theirvaluesare given forthe typicalm odelsin Table 5. In addition,the probes

in the two-ferm ion �nalstate channels are sensitive to the following ratio ofan

overallgaugecoupling strength divided by the\reduced" Z 0propagator:

�A = (̂g‘L2 � ĝ
‘
R 2)

2
g2
2

4��

s

M 2
Z 0 � s

: (24)

Here� isthe�nestructureconstant.Noteagain thatthefournorm alized charges

(23)and �A (24)can be replaced with an equivalentsetby choosing ĝ‘L2 + ĝ‘R 2 to

norm alizethecouplings.

Table 5: Values ofthe couplings (23) and (24) for the typicalm odels and statistical
error-bars as determ ined from probes at the NLC (

p
s = 500 G eV,Lint = 20 fb�1 ).

M Z 0 = 1 TeV.100% heavy avortagging e�ciency and 100% longitudinalpolarization
ofthe electron beam is assum ed for the �rst set oferror bars,while the error bars in
parenthesesare forthe probeswithoutpolarization.

�  � LR

P ‘
V

2:0� 0:08(0:26) 0:0� 0:04(1:5) � 3:0� 0:5(1:1) � 0:15� 0:018(0:072)

P
q

L
� 0:5� 0:04(0:10) 0:5� 0:10(0:2) 2:0� 0:3(1:1) � 0:14� 0:037(0:07)

P u
R

� 1:0� 0:15(0:19) � 1:0� 0:11(1:2) � 1:0� 0:15(0:24) � 6:0� 1:4(3:3)

P d
R

3:0� 0:24(0:51) � 1:0� 0:21(2:8) 0:5� 0:09(0:48) 8:0� 1:9(4:1)

�A 0:071� 0:005(0:018) 0:121� 0:017(0:02) 0:012� 0:003(0:009) 0:255� 0:016(0:018)

One should contrastthe above choice ofthe norm alized couplingswith those

chosen fortheLHC.Recallthatcouplings(18)probed by theLHC,do notdeter-

m ine couplings(23)and (24)unam biguously. In particular,determ ination of‘L,
~U and ~D atthe LHC would yield an eight-fold am biguity forthe corresponding

threecouplingsin (23)and (24).

TheprobesattheNLC constitute thecrosssectionsand corresponding asym -

m etriesin thetwo-ferm ion �nalstatechannels,e+ e� ! f �f.Duetotheinterference

oftheZ 0propagatorwith thephoton and theZ propagatorssuch probesaresensi-

tivetothefournorm alized chargesin (23)aswellastotheparam eter�A (24).The

tree-levelexpressions forsuch probes can be written explicitly in term s ofseven

generalized charges,which aregiven in Ref.[56].

Theanalysisisbased on thefollowing probes:
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�
‘
; R

had =
�had

�‘
; A

‘
F B : (25)

In the case thatlongitudinalpolarization ofthe electron beam isavailable there

areadditionalprobes:

A
‘;had

LR ; A
‘
LR ;F B : (26)

Here�,AF B ,A LR and A LR ;F B referto thecorresponding crosssections,forward-

backwardasym m etries,left-right(polarization)asym m etriesandleft{right{forward{

backward asym m etries,respectively.Thesuperscripts‘and had referto allthree

leptonic channels (considering only s-channelexchange for electrons) and to all

hadronic�nalstates,respectively.Theabovequantitieshelp to distinguish am ong

di�erentm odels[56];however,theydonotyield inform ationonalltheZ 0couplings.

In particular�‘ and A ‘
F B probe�A and them agnitudeofP ‘

V ,butnotitssign.On

the other hand,R had provides additionalinform ation on one linear com bination

ofthe norm alized quark couplings. Ifpolarization is available,A ‘
LR and A ‘

LR ;F B

are excellent probesforP ‘
V (including itssign),while A had

LR yieldsinform ation on

anotherlinearcom bination ofthequark couplings.

LEP analyses[61]show thatcurrente+ e� collidersallow foran e�cienttagging

ofcharm (c)and bottom (b)�nalstates.The largem om entum and thenatureof

the(c;b)lifetim esallow foravortagging by ‘ight’identi�cation.AtLE P there

are three di�erent m ethods for b identi�cation, based on lepton tagging,event

shapeand lifetim etagging.On theotherhand N LC detectorswould be(atleast)

as good as the corresponding LE P ones. In addition,a larger energy ofjets at

theN LC would im ply a cleanersignature.W ethereforeassum ethatattheN LC

an e�cient tagging ofthe heavy avors(c;b;t)would be available. This in turn

providesan additionalsetofobservables:

R
f =

�f

�‘
; A

f

F B ;f = c;b;t; (27)

and with polarization available:

A
f

LR ; A
f

LR ;F B ;f = c;b;t; (28)

wherethesuperscriptrefersto thecorresponding heavy avors.

5.2.1 D eterm ination ofG auge C ouplings at the N LC

W e now study how wellone can determ ine the couplings de�ned in Section 5.2

atthe N LC. The e�ectsofa heavy Z 0 faro�-shellare expected to be sm alland

com parable to the electro-weak radiative corrections [56]. The latter ones are

dom inated by initialstate radiation,which can be greatly reduced by applying a

cut on the m axim um photon energy to exclude Z production. W ith such a cut
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the tree-levelexpressions are a reasonably good approxim ation to the di�erent

observables.Sinceourpresentgoalistoexplorethesensitivity oftheZ 0couplings,

itissu�cientto neglectthe rem aining radiative corrections. Ofcourse,ifa new

Z 0 isactually discovered a realistic �tshould include fullradiative correctionsas

wellasexperim entalcutsand detectoracceptances.

Only statisticalerrors forthe observables are included and error correlations

forthe inputparam etersare neglected in the analysis. In addition,experim ental

cuts and detector acceptances are not included either. The results should thus

be interpreted as a lim it on how precisely the couplings can be determ ined for

each m odelforthe given c.m . energy and the integrated lum inosity ofthe NLC.

Realistic�tsareexpected to givelargeruncertaintiesforthecouplings.

ForM Z 0 = 1 TeV the couplingsforthe typicalm odelsand the corresponding

statisticaluncertaintiesaregiven inTable5.InFig.5,90% con�dencelevel(�� 2 =

6:3)regionsaregiven in athree-dim ensionalplotofP u
R versusP d

R versusP ‘
V forthe

�, and � m odels(theLR m odelisin adi�erentregion ofparam eterspace).100%

e�ciency forheavy avortagging (probes)and 100% longitudinalpolarization of

theinitialelectron beam hasbeenassum ed.Relativeerrorbarsareaboutafactorof

2largerthan thecorrespondingonesattheLHC.TheZ 0chargescan bedeterm ined

to around 10� 20% .

In thecaseofsm aller,say,25% ,heavy avortagging e�ciency and in thecase

thatthe electron beam polarization isreduced to,say,50% ,the determ ination of

thecouplingsispoorer,though stilluseful(seeRef.[58].).

The diagnostic power ofthe N LC for the Z 0 couplings decreases drastically

for M Z 0
>
� 1 TeV.E.g.,for M Z 0 = 2 TeV,the uncertainties for the couplings in

thetypicalm odelsare100% ,and thusa m odel-independentdeterm ination ofsuch

couplings is di�cult at the NLC.For M Z 0 � 2 TeV,the uncertainties for the

couplingsin thetypicalm odelsaretoo largeto discrim inate between m odels.

Given theW 0lim itsachievableattheupgraded Tevatron,itisunlikely thatW 0

diagnosticswillbepossibleatthe500 GeV NLC.
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Figure 5: 90% con�dence level(�� 2 = 6:3)regionsforthe �; and �

m odels with M Z 0 = 1 TeV are plotted on P u
R versus P d

R versus P ‘
V at

theN LC .
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5.3 C om parison ofthe D iagnostic Power ofthe N LC and

the LH C

The couplings (18)thatare probed directly atthe LHC are notsensitive to the

relativesignsoftheZ 0charges.Thisin turn im pliesthatcouplings(23),which are

observed directly attheN LC,areprobed with a few-fold am biguity attheLH C.

In Table6 we collecttheerrorsexpected atthe LH C forthethree couplingsP ‘
V ,

P u
R and P d

R. W e again choose the typicalm odelsand M Z 0 = 1 TeV.There isan

eight{fold am biguity in determ ination ofthesecouplings;only the�rstvalueofP ‘
V ,

P u
R and P d

R correspondsto theactualvaluesofthetypicalm odels.Note,however,

thatthe error-barsare typically a factorof� 2 sm allerthan those atthe NLC (

com pareTables5 and 6).

Table 6: Values ofthree (out offour) couplings which are probed (indi-
rectly)attheLHC.Theerror-barsindicatehow wellthesecouplingscan be
m easured atthe LHC (

p
s = 14 TeV and Lint = 100 fb �1 )forthe typical

m odels with M Z 0 = 1 TeV.There is a two-fold am biguity for each ofthe
couplings. O nly the �rst num ber corresponds to the actualvalue ofthe
coupling ofthe particularm odel.

�  � LR

P ‘
V 2� 0:13 0� 0:03 �3� 0:15 �0:148� 0:007

0:5� 0:03 1 � 1 �0:333� 0:017 �7� 0:36

P u
R �1� 0:08 �1� 0:07 �1� 0:04 �6:04� 0:27

P d
R �3� 0:09 �1� 0:11 �0:5� 0:16 �8:04� 0:68

In Fig.6 we plot90% con�dence level(�� 2 = 6:3)regionsforthe �; and �

m odelsasP u
R versusP d

R versusP ‘
V attheLH C.W hiletheerror-barsaresm all,the

�guredisplaysa few-fold am biguity forthevalueofthecouplings(23)(additional

am biguities are o� the scale ofthe plot). At the NLC the error-barsare on the

average larger,but the am biguity in the value ofthe couplings is now rem oved.

Thus,the LHC and theNLC arecom plem entary and togetherhave the potential

to uniquely determ ine thecouplingswith sm allerror-bars.

Finally,wewould also liketo pointoutthatthedeterm ination ofZ 0couplings

to quarksand leptonswould in turn allow the determ ination ofthe nature ofthe

underlying extended gauge structure [60]. As a prim e exam ple one can choose

the E 6 group.In thiscase two discrete constraintson experim entally determ ined

couplingshaveto besatis�ed.Ifso,thecouplingswould then uniquely determ ine

the two param eters,�E 6
and �,which fully specify the nature ofthe Z0 within

E 6. Ifthe Z 0 is part ofthe E 6 gauge structure,then for M Z 0 = 1 TeV �E 6
and
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� could be determ ined to around 10% atthe future colliders. In particular,one

would beableto separatetheLR sym m etry breaking chainsfrom theSM � U(1)0

chains.TheNLC providesauniquedeterm ination ofthetwoconstraintsaswellas

of�E 6
and �,though with slightly largererrorbarsthan attheLHC.On theother

hand,sincetheLHC prim arily determ inesthreeoutoffournorm alized couplings,

itprovidesweakerconstraintsfortheunderlying gaugestructure.Form oredetails

seeRef.[60].

Figure 6: 90% con�dence level(�� 2 = 6:3) regions for the �, ,and � m odels with
M Z 0 = 1 TeV areplotted forP u

R versusP d
R versusP ‘

V attheLH C .The�gurereectsa
few-fold am biguity in thedeterm ination ofthese couplingsatthe LH C .
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6 C onclusions and R ecom m endations

Am ong the facilities operating in the up-com ing decade TEVATRON o�ers the

highest discovery reach for new heavy gauge bosons with m asses up to 700{900

GeV range.

In thelongerterm ,futurehadron colliders,i.e.,di�erentupgraded versionsof

the TEVATRON and the LHC,as wellas a high lum inosity e+ e� collider,i.e.,

the NLC,would signi�cantly im prove lim its on the heavy gauge boson m asses.

Forthetypicalm odelssuch lim itsarein the1{2 TeV region fortheTEVATRON

upgrades,in the4{5 TeV region fortheLHC,and roughly 2-10�
p
s fortheNLC

with 50 fb�1 .

The LHC and a high lum inosity 500 GeV e+ e� colliderhave discovery lim its

for Z 0 which are in m any cases com parable. Both facilities have strengths and

weakness. The lim its obtained from the LHC are robust,in the sense thatthey

areobtained from adirectm easurem entwith littlebackground,butthesensitivity

isdependent on the totalwidth ofthe Z 0,which dependson assum ptions ofthe

particlecontentofthem odel.Lim itsobtained fortheNLC areindirect,based on

statisticaldeviationsfrom theStandard M odel,and arethereforem oresensitiveto

having the system atic errorsundercontrol. However,they do notdepend on the

unknown particlecontentofthem odel.W ith thesecaveatswewould stillconsider,

forthepurposesofdiscovering extra gaugebosons,theLHC to bethem achineof

choice.

W e have also explored the diagnostic power ofthe LHC and the NLC for a

m odelindependentdeterm ination ofZ 0couplingsto quarksand leptons,onceaZ 0

isdiscovered. In addition,the determ ination ofsuch Z 0 couplingswould in turn

allow oneto determ inethenatureoftheunderlying extended gaugestructure.At

theNLC,e�cientheavyavortaggingand longitudinalpolarization oftheelectron

beam provide probesin the two-ferm ion �nalstate channels,which are sensitive

to the m agnitude aswellasthe relative signsofallthe Z 0 chargesto quarksand

leptons.ForM Z 0
<
� 1 TeV,such couplingswould bedeterm ined to about10{20 %

fora classoftypicalm odels.Ifpolarization werenotavailable,thedeterm ination

ofthe Z 0 couplings would be m arginal,since the error-bars increase by a factor

of2{10.W ithoutheavy avortagging very little can be learned aboutthe quark

couplings.

The LHC is com plem entary in nature; while it prim arily allows for the de-

term ination ofthe m agnitude ofonly three outoffournorm alized couplings,the

corresponding errorsare typically a factorof�2 sm allerthan those forthe NLC

fortypicalm odelswith M Z 0 = 1 TeV.In addition,the LHC would m easure M Z 0

directly and would allow fora determ ination ofan overallstrength oftheZ 0gauge

coupling to ferm ions.Thisisin contrastto theNLC which,forthe�xed c.m .en-

ergy,prim arily determ inesonly theratio ofan overallZ 0gaugecoupling strength

and M Z 0.
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Thetwom achinespossesscom plem entary diagnosticpowerforthem odelinde-

pendentdeterm ination oftheZ 0couplingsto quarksand leptons.In conjunction,

they allow for determ ination ofthe M Z 0,an overallZ 0 gauge coupling strength

aswellasa unique determ ination ofallthe quark and lepton chargeswith error

barsin the 10{20% range,provided M Z 0
<
� 1{2 TeV.In addition,atthe LHC W 0

diagnosticsispossibleforM W 0 � 1{2 TeV.

A �nalobservation isthatiftheDI-TEVATRON wererunning priortoturning

on oftheLHC,thenon discovery ofan extra gaugeboson attheDI-TEVATRON

would im ply thattheZ 0istoo heavy to allow fordiagnosticstudy ofitsproperties

attheLHC and/ortheNLC.
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