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ABSTRACT

W e discuss the QCD ocorrections to the largem . electroweak contributions to
r and to the process Z ! bb as two of the m ost representative exam ples.
T his needs the construction of an e ective eld theory below the top quark.
W e discuss the issue ofwhat scale is the appropriate one at every stage and
argue that, whilem atching correctionsdo verify the sin ple prescription oftaking
"'myIn (), logarithm ic (ie. Jlogm i) correctionsdo not, and require the
use ofthe munning s ( ) In the corresponding renom alization group equations.
In particularwe obtain the ¢ correction to the non-universallogm . contribution
to the Z b vertex.

1. Introduction

E lectroweak EW ) radiative corrections are presently achieving an extrem ely high
degree of sophistication and com plexity. A frer the high-precision experin ents recently
perform ed at LEP and the SLC ¥ there is a clear need for Increasingly higherorder
calculations, even ifonly for assessing the size ofthe theoretical error when com paring
to the experim ent. Currently two-loop EW corrections (pure orm ixed wih QCD)
are being analyzed rather system atically 2 and, som etin es, even up to three loops are
being acoom plished 2. Needkss to say these calculations are extrem ely ocom plicated
and usually heavily rely on the use of the com puter. In this paper we would lke to
Iplgjnt out that in som e situations thinking in tem s of e ective eld theories EFT s)
82 can help in this developm ent.

Built as a system atic approxin ation schem e for problem s w ith w idely separated
scales I‘-j, EFT s organize the calculation in a transparent way dealing w ith one scale
at a tim e and clearly ssparating the physics of the ultraviolet from the physics of the
Infrared. T hey are based on the cbservation that, nstead of cbtaining the fullanswer
and then taking the appropriate Interesting lin its, a m ore e cient strategy consists
In taking the lim £ xst, whersby considerably reducing the am ount of com plexity one
hasto dealw ith, right from the start. Forthiskind ofproblem sEFT s are neverm ore
com plicated than the actual loop-w ise perturbative calculation and in som e speci ¢
cases they m ay even be m ore advantageous, being even able to render an extrem ely

0On leave from G rup de Fisica Teorica and IFAE, Universitat A utonom a de B arcelona, B arcelona,
Spain.



com plicated calculation som ething very sinple.

By EFT we soeci cally mean the system atic construction of the e ective La—
grangian tllll'allt results when a heavy particlke is integrated out. The procedure goes
as Pllow s ?2. Let us in agine we are interested in studying the physics at an energy
scake Eq. Starting at a scale > > E o one uses the powerfulm achinery of the renor—
m alization group equations RGESs) to scale the niial Lagrangian from the scalke
down to the energy E, one is Interested in. If in doing so one encounters a certain
particle w th m assm , one m ust iIntegrate this particke out and nd the corresponding
m atching conditions so that the physics below and above the scale = m (that is
to say the physics described by the Lagrangian w ith and w ithout the heavy particlke
iIn question) is the sam e. This is technically achieved by equating the oneparticle
irreducible G reen functions (W ih respect to the other light elds) In both theories
to a certain order in Inverse powers of the heavy massm T his usually requires the
introduction of Jocal counterterm s ¢ in the e ective Lagrangian or < m . Once
this is done, one kesps using the RGE s until the energy E, is reached. If ancther
partick’s threshold is crossed, the above m atching has to be perform ed again. A1l
this procedure ism ost e ciently carried out by usihg theM S renom alization schem e
,where the RG E s arem ass-independent and can be gotten directly from the 1= poles
ofdim ensional reqularization . Schem atically, the standard strategy In the case ofthe
top quark is the follow ing:

1. M atching the e ective theory to the full theory atm .
2. Running the e ective Lagrangian from m  down toM ; .

3. Caloulating m atrix elem ents w ith the e ective Lagrangian at the scalke M 5 .

2. r

=

A coording to refs. 250921 the top contribution to r can be expressed as P
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where we have only kept the leading and next-toJeading m . dependence.

20 ne could also m atch S-m atrix elem ents. .-
PThere is a typographical error in the logM 2 =m 2 tem of r(wop) in ref. 1%, which appears w ith
an overallm inus sign w ith respect to our expression. W e thank F . Jegerkhner for con m ing this.



A Iong w ih these results, there has appeared the discussion ofthe scale atwhich
one is supposad to evaluate ¢ ( ) in these expressions, “and the param eters In tem s
ofwhich one ought to express the result, i.@l. whether M S , or on—shel], etc. For this,
a prescription has been designed that say$ that corrections com ing from the (t;b)
doublt shouldbecomputed wih ). Thisprescrption would then say that in all
of the above expressions () should be taken as ). W e would lke to explain
what an e ective eld theory EFT) point of view show s about this issue. W e shall
see that whike this prescription works for the power-lke temm s (those that go lkem ),
the renom alization group RG ) suppliesusw ith a di erent result for the logarithm ic
tem s (those that go ke logm ). ¢

Here we shall be concemed w ith the QCD corrections to the largem . one-loop
electrow eak corrections. T herefore, for allpractical purposes, onem ay think as ifthe
top quark were the heaviest particke in the SM , much heavier than the H iggs boson,
which is taken to be nearly degenerate with the W and Z. This autom atically kills
the IogM y =M y ocontrbutions and leaves them E and the logm &M ; ones, which are
those we are interested 1n.

The general philosophy w ill parallel that so successfully used in the context of
grand uni ed theories? . T here is of course a very in portant di erence, nam ely that,
upon Integration ofthe top quark, thellresultjng e ective theory w illno longer exhiit
an explicit Jinear SU, U, fnvarance?. This would m ake a fi1ll account of the cor-
resoponding RGE s very cum bersom e. Luckily we m ay kesp only those contrbutions
that are strictly relevant.
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Let us start with the fullSM at > m .. At = m ., one integrates the top out,

°In principle three scales appear in these loops: m ;M 5 ;m .

9From an e ective eld theory point of view these two types of contributions are totally di erent.
W hile the form er (ie. power-lke) com es from \m atching", the latter (ie. logarithm ic) com es from
\running". See below .
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from the diagram s of g. I aftera trivial eld rede nition. Here stands for allthe
ferm jons but the top. Notice that we have dealt with W 3 B m ixing by Including a
@? operator in the form ofa \m asstem " in eg. @2). Thisw illm ake the subsequent
diagonalization very sin ple since the neutralm ass eigenstate is stillofthe form gW 3
gB, like at tree Jevel. Certainly, there will also be a tower of higher din ensional
operators suppressed by the corresponding inverse pow ers of the top quark m ass, but
we shallneglect tham . Possibl four-ferm ion operators are irrelevant to the discussion
that follow s and are also disregarded. W e also postpone the study of the Z o vertex
to the next sections.
To the order we are working, ie. one loop:

() g1 o Z:()
F() g° 1 g 23() g Zay ()
() g® 1 " zy () g% 23 () : 2 3)

N otice that below_ the top quark m ass the initially unique coupling constant g has
plt into g, and gz ¢2. Sinilbrly v2 () v+ VP ()andvi() vi+ V() are
also di erent. Them atching conditions are very easily obtained sine they are nothing
else than the diagram sof g. 1 evaluated at = m .. Thism eans that

V) = m? Bl =0 : 24)

A nalogously,

Zy m)=0; g Mm)=gm)=g and ¢’m)=g° : 2.5)

$Because of Jack of space the reader interested in the details regarding this section is referred to ref.
ed




Equation €.5) says that the coupling constants are continuous across the threshod.
This is true as long as one keeps only the lading logarithm s. In general there are
non-logarithm ic pieces that m odify @5) such as, for instance, the non-log tem in
the rst ofegs. @4). The poit is that thistem in @4) ismultplied by m  (ie.
a large non-decoupling e ect) and therefore contributes (in fact dom inates) for large
m ., whereas the sam e does not happen in €.5). Therefore, non-log corrections to
©.5) do not a ect the largem ; discussion that follow s.
In order to obtan the e ective Lagrangian at the relevant lower scales ' M

My ;M ; fone has to scale this Lagrangian down using the RGE for each \coupling"

g ()793();9% ); v (); V5()and Zsy (). The munning of v7 4 () is zero since
it must be proportional to a light ferm on m ass, which we neglect. 9T herefore,
‘7.2;.;3(Int)= ‘7.2;.;30-\/-[ ) : (2.6)
A fter including corrections, one inm ediately obtains (¢ log 2)2%2¢,
" ! #
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from the diagram s of g. T, but w ith gluon corrections. E llipses in eq. @.7) stand for
the contribution of the gauge bosons and the H iggsPO ( ) corrections do not a ect
egs. £.5),0.6). Equations @.7) are to be supplm ented w ith the running of  (©),

d s 0 2 2
= i o= 11 gnf;nf= 5 avors : (2.8)

The boundary conditions @.4) rea

VM) VM) vy Vi)

vZ M) V2 ()
" #
3 m (mt) 2 smy) 2 2
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fHence we neglect possble term s logM ¢ =M 5 .

9W e also neglect the contribution of the gauge bosons and the H iggs since they do not have QCD
corrections. T his sin pli es the analysis enom ously.

"I e note again that this contrdoution willnot have Q CD corrections to the order we are working.



where, asnicely explained in refs. 2?22, thescalein () andm . ( ) clearly hasto be

m. (@and notM ; ormy) because it is nothing but a m atching condition at = m .
This isthe parameter. W e shall see below that v2 ) = ( 2Gr) ', where Gy is
the -decay constant. Recently Sirlin®? has noted certains virtues i an expression
lke eq. £2.9).W ithin the EFT approach it com es out very naturally.

G iven that ¢’ ;&5 and g% are all rather snaller than g2 4 4, a reasonabk
approxin ation is to take into account the munning of . in egs. €.7) whilke kesping
the g, ;g5 and g° fiozen at a given value. T his is tantam ount to resum m ing the Jeading

log’s acoom panying powers of ¢ but not those acoom panied by powers of g, ;g3 and

J.

W ith all this, one can now go about com puting a typical physical quantity lke
for instance ry , which is the sam e as the m ore fam iliar param eter r de ned by
M arciano and Sirlnt? but w ithout the running ofe( ). In the EFT language this is
obtained in the ollow ing way. A ccording to the Lagrangian @J) the physicalW and
Z m asses are given by the equations

M£=gfiM)vf(M>
FHM™)
MZ2=4C32M) M)+ A2 Zy M) 2.10)

where M ) cof y M)andtan y M) "M )=gz M ).
Follow ing the EF'T technique, at the scale ofthe W m ass one should integrate out
the W boson. This gives rise to _the appearance of 4-ferm ion operators that m ediate
decay, wih strength G M )= 2.Them atching condition therefore becom es

Gg ™M) o M) 1
== — = ; @d1)
2 8M 7 v M)
na p—
but since Gy ( ) does not run?? one can seethat actually v ™M )= 2Gy,where Gy

is the Ferm i constant asm easured n  decay. T herefore

n

gr_oM) eM)oM) 1 212)
2 M2 Mz EM) M)

where € () is the running electrom agnetic coupling constant. The quantity ry is
de ned as

Gr ez(M)
— = 1+ : 213
Pz O ) (213)
C onsequently,
2
1+ ry S g. 1) ; (2.14)




wheres? 1 M2 =M ? isSirlin’s combination?d.
Since we are only Interested in resumm ing ¢ corrections we can approxin ate
ry ineq. £.14) by

5 2
CZSZS o )gzgf(M) gvg(mt)xﬂvg(th_ 4?722; Zor #1) 5 @15)

Ty

Integration ofegs. 2.1) and £.8), w ith the boundary conditions €.5), yields
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with o = 23=3. In the second tem of eq. 2.17) one has actually resumm ed all
ordersin [ log” . It is here that the powerfulness ofthe RG and EFT has proved to
be very useful. T herefore we leam that while the tem proportionaltom E (m ) com es
from m atching, and has therefore a welkde ned scale ' m ; the temm proportional
to g comes from running, which in tum m eans that it has to depend on the two
scalesbetween which  isrmunning, " M and ' m ..From thepoint ofview ofan
EFT a cionado, eg. @17 is som ewhat unconventional in that it considers m atching
conditions (the @) tem ) together wih running (the M )= ) tem ) both
at one loop. From the QCD point of view the fom er is a next-toJeading-log tem
w hereas the Jatter is a leading—log one. T he reason for taking both into acoount is of
course that the M) tem ismuliplied by them EGF com bination, which is lJarge.

Ifone takesthe (M )= ¢ (m ) logarthm ic tem , expands it n powers of ¢ and
uses |

4
me M) 1+——§12 (2.18)
to rewrite eq. @17 iIn tem s of the pole m ass, one of course recbtains eq. 2.1) to
the given order.

3.2 ! o

The decay width Z ! b can be w ritten as?2#2
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W e enpbyed the minningM Sm( = m ).

Here we shalldescribe an e ective eld theory calculation of the physical process
Z ! kb.Asa resulk we shall cbtain the value of the coe cient C in eg. (3.7]. This
coe cient has also been recently cbtained in ref. 24 and our result agrees w ith theirs.
M oreover, our construction ofthe EFT willalso yield the value for the natural scale

that appears in the di erent tem sofegs. (8.3),(8.7). Agaih because of lim itations

of space we refer the reader to ref. &2 for any detail regarding this section.

Integrating the top quark out a ectsthe coupling to theW and Z gaugebosonsof
every lighter ferm ion through vacuum polarization aswe saw in the previous section.
M oreover it also a ects soeci cally the coupling of the bottom quark to the Z boson.
T he Integration of the top quark is done In several steps. F irstly, at tree evel, there
is the contrbution given by the diagram of g.Z. This contribution gives rise to an
e ective operator that is suppressed by two Inverse powers of the top m ass. Since
ultin ately this fact is due to dim ensional analysis, it cannot change once QCD is
sw itched on and onedoop ¢ corrections to the diagram of g. 2 are also considered
in the m atching conditions. W e shall consistently neglect this type of contrdbutions
since they can never give rise to the term s we are interested i, ie. eq. 8.7). Thisis
the only contrbution in the unitary gauge, which is the one we shallem ploylIn any

i the previous section we did not need to  x the gauge since the ferm jon vacuum polarization is
gauge Invariant.
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Figure 2: D fagram contributing to them atching in the unitary gauge. It is suppressed
by 1=m 2.

other gauge other e ective operators arise because the would-be N am bu{G oldstone
bosons couple proportionally to the top m ass and m ay com pensate the m E factor in
the denom inator.

T he e ective Lagrangian below the top quark m ass reads:

L=1L,+Lg ;

L,=biMb %cﬁ()bz/PLm%cg()bz/m

1
+ei e ECL()eZ/PLe+cV()eZ/e+9p% eW/ P, + hc: ;
1 X
Le=—  al()0: 38)
Fooi

where P;, is the kefthanded profctor and IV stands forthe QED and QCD covariant
derivatives. The c( )’softhe electron are actually comm on to allthe ferm ionsbut the
bottom quark. For Instance, the Z would be + g, ( )=2 since the neutrino has no
vector coupling G; ( ). Notice that we have decom posed the Z £ £ vertex in term sofa
Jefthanded and vector couplings instead ofthem ore conventional left and righthanded,
orvector and axial counterparts. heq. 3.8) = 4 v,v= ( 2Gy) ' = 246GeV
and the O ;j's are a st of dim ension-six operators nvolving the (lefthanded) bottom
quark and three (covarant) derivatives; or the bottom quark, the Z and two deriva-
tives. They arise from the longitudinal part of the W propagators. This is why
the scale r appears: it is the com bination of the ordinary 1=m E suppression of any
six-din ensional operator In an e ective eld theory and the fact that the would-be
N am bu {G oldstone bosons couple proportionally to the top m ass.

For convenience we have changed here the notation forthe e ective couplingsw ih
respect to the previous section. T he connection is given by

() g ()s*()

i ()= —— ; g ()=9: () ; (3.9)
c()

G ()= ()
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Figure 3: One-doop m atching dueto QCD .

W e can sekct the non-universal part of the Z kb vertex by com paring the & ( )
coupling on shell with the analogous coupling for the electron ¢, ( ) at the scalk
M, My M .Onede nes

14 % verex _ 2 01) (3.10)

o M)

In order to m ake contact w ith the physics at the scale = M , one has to scake
the Lagrangian @.8) down to this particular . In this process of scaling, cf ( ) and

IThis ratio iscalled 1+ 4, i ref.?d



G () rmun di erently. The calculation can be done by setting the extemal particles
on shell.

C larly the e ect of integrating the top quark out a ects only the lefthanded
proection of the bottom quark eld, ie. cﬁ (), but leaves untouched the coe cient
& ().Asamatteroffactc ()= cy ().

The diagram s of g. 3 give rise to the din ension-six operators that appear in eg.
(3.8). In principle one should now calulate how all these operators m ix back into
the Z kb operators ofeq. (3.8) and m ake the coe cients cf;v () evolvewih asone
runs from m . down to M , . However, a clkever use of the equations of m otion?4 helps
us get rid of alm ost all the operator structures that are generated in the m atching
and leaves us w ith only one operator that is interesting. T his one is*

A

O:=b —h gD G* : 3411)

O f course this operator only a ects the running ofﬁ () and not ofcg ().
An explicit straightforward evaluation of the diagram s of g. 8a yilds for the
coe cient ¢4 ( ) acoom panying the operator O ; the value

7

C = — 312
1M e) 18 312)
In order to m ake contact w ith the physics at the scale ' M one hasto nd
how @ () scaleswih .W e use the Feynm an gauge propagator for the gluon. O ne

cbtain?

de ) . g g s (©)
?= (som ething) + E @) 1 ¢ ) ; (313)

where the second temn comes from  g. 4b and \som ething" stands for a certain

contribution comm on to the minning of g, ( ) that willcancelin the nalratio (3.16)
(see below ) . W e obtain the follow ing value for the coe cient ;:
1 2,

1= @ 1 gS : (3.14)

Since O ; only nvolves the kfthanded bottom quark it is clear why the coe cient |
tums out to be proportional to the lkfthanded bottom ooupling to the Z, ie. the

combhation 1 2&%.

3
Now we would ke to integrate eq. (3.13). In rst approxin ation, one m ay take

s ) and ¢ (t) as constants Independent oft, ie. ()" s@my)’ M) s and
g ()’ cgmy) " ™M) ¢ = 7=18. The ntegration over t between ]ogmﬁ and
logM ? gives

%0 ne coul stilluse the equations ofm otion for the gluon el but we und m ore convenient not to
do so.
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Figure 4: QCD munning: Insertion ofbb and blg operators.

, . M? g & s, M?
i M ) i (mt)+ (%meﬂ]mg) bgm—g-i- EW 1 — m—g M (3.15)

Tt is In principlk possble to mprove on this approxin ation by considering the -
dependence of () and ¢; () in eg. BI3). The -dependence of () isgiven by
theusualonedocp function. Howeverthe -dependenceofc; ( ) ism ore com plicated
to cbtain because it requires perform ing a com plete operator m ixing analysis of the
penguin operator along the lines of, for nstance, the work carried out in the studies
ofb! s orK? K°mixing? whenoe most of the results could be taken over to
our case. However, the fact that ;g Mmy) = 16202 @ % ) 005 tums out to be o
am all renders this in provem ent m oot and we shall content ourselves w ith eg. 3.13)
as it is. A swe shall see Jater on, there are other sources ofQ CD corrections that are
num erically m ore in portant.
O ne obtains (see ref. &3 or details):

" #
M) Smy) F 4 1 M 2 = cout
G M) o) b @ )2 37 122 bgmg_ * @) +@ Jogmé : (3.16)

This xesthe coe cient C in eq. 3.7) tobe (rem ember eg. (310}))

[



C=2 1a 8 + = l
3 6
T he boundary condition atm « can beborrowed from the literature 8 . Translated
Into our context it am ounts to

003 : (317)

" 4
@(mt)zl 2m§_(mt) 1 s M) 2 8

G, ) @ v)? 3

(318)

Again, what the EFT tellsus isthat the scak of () in thisequation hasto
be m ; sihce it originates at the m atching condition when the top is integrated out.t
Therefore we get to eq. B.7) with ,( = m ) In them ?-dependent tem .

However this is not yet all. Up to now all the physics has been described w ith
RGEs (ie. running) and their lniial conditions (ie. m atching) which isonly ultravi-
okt physics, and no reference to nfrared physics hasbeen m ade. For lnstance, where
are the nfrared divergences that appearwhen a glion is radiated o a bottom quark
kg? Aswe shallnow see, thisphysics is In them atrix element forZ ! Ib. A fler all,
we have only obtained the e ective Lagrangian @.8) atthescale = M ; we stillhave
to com pute the physical m atrix elem ent with i, and here is where all the infrared
physics takes place.

Indeed, when com puting the matrix element for Z ! b with the e ective La—
grangian (3.8) expressed in temsofd,, () at = M , one has the contribution of
the diagram sof gs.Ha, Bb, where the stands forthe e ective vertices proportional
to ﬁ;v ™ ). These diagram s give rise to infrared divergences. T hese divergences dis—
appear In the standard way once brem sstrahluing diagram s like those of g. Sc are
(ncoherently) added 292,

A siswellknown 9%, thenet result ofallthis (@ sin ilar calculation can be performm ed
for the QED corrections) is the appearance of the factors Rgcp _and Rggp of egs.
(3.1) and (3.6), where bquark m ass e ects can also be included 2%2? if needed.

The EFT technology adds to this the choice of scale for , namely = M , in

these factors: ™
sM™ ) ™)

Rocp " 1+ 7 Roep " 1+ B
and naturally Jeads to the factorized expression @.I){ @.1) with the value of C given
by eq. 17). Aspreviously stated, our result agrees w ith that of ref. 21, Since the
\Intrinsic" , contrbution of V™* is, due to the am allhess of the coe cient C,
much less in portant than that ofRgcp one sees that the QCD corrections to the

; (319)

II
1A nother advantage is that m atching conditions are free from infrared divergenced?, which is a nice
sin pli cation. For som e m ore discussion on infrared divergences, see below .
™ This has been previously suggested by D .Bardin (private com m unication).
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Figure 5: D Jagram s contrbuting to the matrix element of Z ! I In the e ective
theory.



non-universal logm  piece of the Z Ido vertex are, to a very good approxin ation, ofthe
form onedoop QCD M << M ;) tin es oneloop electroweak M >> M4 )94.

4. Conclusions

W e hope we have been able to show that the e ective eld theory construction
can be very useful for multiloop calculations In the Standard M odel when only a
few tem s in a Jarge m ass expansion are needed. Because the powerfilness of the
RGEs is naturally inplem ented In the EFT, we achieve full \logarithm ic" control
over the relevant scales ofthe problem at hand. For instance the \large" logarithm s
are obtained through the beta fnctions of certain e ective couplings. This only
requires the calculation of sinple poles n 1= which isa mapr smpli cation. W e
have also shown that the EFT fram ework answers quie naturally the question of the
renom alization points to be used for the coupling constants In the di erent temm s.

In addition it is In portant to rem ark that In the EFT language all the physics
above M is absorbed (In particular, allm . e ects) in the coe cients of the e ective
operators so that Infrared physics is relegated to the calculation ofthe physicalprocess
one is nterested in. W ih our e ective Lagrangian one could In principle com pute
any physical quantity, and not only the Z width, lke for exam plk ¥t production
(ie. where cuts are needed) , forward{backward asymm etries, etc. This is to be
com pared with m ore standard m ethods in which, in order to avoid prcblem s w ith
Infrared divergences, one com putes the In aginary part ofthe Z selfenergy to cbtain
the Z width. In this case it isnot at all clkear how one can tailor to one'’s needs the
entire phase soace.

The EFT calculation clearly ssparates ultraviolkt from infrared physics and as a
consequence it ismore exible. And it is also sinpler sincoe, after all, we never had
to com pute anything m ore com plicated than a one-loop diagram .

O f course, our resuls becom e m ore accurate as the top m ass becom es larger. In
practice it is unlkely that the top quark be much heavier than, say, 200 G&V so
due caution is recomm ended in the phenom enological use of eq. (3.1), ©or instance.
In the Jack of a (very hard !) f1110 (¢ ) calulation, this is the best one can
o er. Furthem ore, we think it is Interesting that at least there exists a lim it (ie.
m.>> M ;) where the various contributions are under fi1ll theoretical control.
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