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ABSTRACT

W e discuss the Q CD corrections to the large-m t electroweak contributions to

�r and to the process Z ! b�b as two ofthe m ost representative exam ples.

This needs the construction ofan e�ective �eld theory below the top quark.

W e discussthe issue ofwhat� scale isthe appropriate one atevery stage and

arguethat,whilem atchingcorrectionsdoverifythesim pleprescription oftaking

� ’ m t in �s(�),logarithm ic(i.e.� logm t)correctionsdo not,and requirethe

useoftherunning �s(�)in thecorresponding renorm alization group equations.

In particularweobtain the�s correctiontothenon-universallogm tcontribution

to the Zb�bvertex.

1. Introduction

Electroweak (EW )radiativecorrectionsarepresently achievingan extrem ely high

degreeofsophistication andcom plexity.Afterthehigh-precision experim entsrecently

perform ed atLEP and the SLC 1 there isa clearneed forincreasingly higher-order

calculations,even ifonlyforassessingthesizeofthetheoreticalerrorwhen com paring

to the experim ent. Currently two-loop EW corrections (pure orm ixed with QCD)

arebeinganalyzed rathersystem atically 2 and,som etim es,even up tothreeloopsare

being accom plished 3. Needlessto say these calculationsare extrem ely com plicated

and usually heavily rely on the use ofthe com puter. In thispaperwe would like to

pointoutthatin som esituationsthinking in term sofe�ective �eld theories(EFTs)
4;5 can help in thisdevelopm ent.

Builtasa system atic approxim ation schem e forproblem swith widely separated

scales 6,EFTsorganize the calculation in a transparentway dealing with one scale

ata tim eand clearly separating thephysicsoftheultravioletfrom thephysicsofthe

infrared.They arebased on theobservation that,instead ofobtainingthefullanswer

and then taking the appropriate interesting lim its,a m ore e�cientstrategy consists

in takingthelim it�rst,whereby considerably reducing theam ountofcom plexity one

hastodealwith,rightfrom thestart.Forthiskind ofproblem sEFTsareneverm ore

com plicated than the actualloop-wise perturbative calculation and in som e speci�c

casesthey m ay even be m ore advantageous,being even able to renderan extrem ely

zO n leave from G rup de Fisica Teorica and IFAE,UniversitatAutonom a de Barcelona,Barcelona,

Spain.



com plicated calculation som ething very sim ple.

By EFT we speci�cally m ean the system atic construction ofthe e�ective La-

grangian that results when a heavy particle is integrated out. The procedure goes

asfollows 4;5.Letusim aginewe areinterested in studying thephysicsatan energy

scaleE 0.Starting ata scale� >> E 0 oneusesthepowerfulm achinery oftherenor-

m alization group equations(RGEs)to scale the initialLagrangian from the scale �

down to the energy E 0 one isinterested in. Ifin doing so one encountersa certain

particlewith m assm ,onem ustintegratethisparticleoutand �nd thecorresponding

m atching conditions so thatthe physics below and above the scale � = m (thatis

to say thephysicsdescribed by theLagrangian with and withoutthe heavy particle

in question) is the sam e. This is technically achieved by equating the one-particle

irreducible Green functions (with respect to the other light �elds) in both theories

to a certain orderin inverse powersofthe heavy m assm .aThisusually requiresthe

introduction oflocalcounterterm s 7 in the e�ective Lagrangian for � < m . Once

this is done,one keeps using the RGEs untilthe energy E 0 is reached. Ifanother

particle’s threshold is crossed,the above m atching has to be perform ed again. All

thisprocedureism oste�ciently carried outby using theM S renorm alization schem e

,wheretheRGEsarem ass-independentand can begotten directly from the1=�poles

ofdim ensionalregularization.Schem atically,thestandard strategy in thecaseofthe

top quark isthefollowing:

1.M atching thee�ective theory to thefulltheory atm t.

2.Running thee�ectiveLagrangian from m t down to M Z.

3.Calculating m atrix elem entswith thee�ective Lagrangian atthescaleM Z .

2. �r

According to refs.8;9;10;11,thetop contribution to �r can beexpressed as b

�r(top)� �
c2

s2

3m 2

tG F

p
2

(4�)2

 

1�
�s(�)

�

6+ 2�2

9

!

+

+
g2

(4�)2

1

2

 

c2

s2
�
1

3

!

log

 

M 2

W

m 2

t

!  

1+
�s(�)

�

!

; (2.1)

wherewehaveonly kepttheleading and next-to-leading m t dependence.

aO necould also m atch S-m atrix elem ents.
bThere isa typographicalerrorin the logM 2

W =m 2

t term of�r(top) in ref. 11,which appearswith

an overallm inussign with respectto ourexpression.W e thank F.Jegerlehnerforcon�rm ing this.



Alongwith theseresults,therehasappeared thediscussion ofthe�scaleatwhich

oneissupposed to evaluate�s(�)in theseexpressions,
cand theparam etersin term s

ofwhich oneoughtto expresstheresult,i.e.whetherM S ,oron-shell,etc.Forthis,

a prescription has been designed that says9 thatcorrections com ing from the (t;b)

doubletshould becom puted with �s(m t).Thisprescription would then saythatin all

oftheabove expressions�s(�)should betaken as�s(m t).W ewould like to explain

whatan e�ective �eld theory (EFT)pointofview showsaboutthisissue. W e shall

seethatwhilethisprescription worksforthepower-liketerm s(thosethatgolikem 2

t),

therenorm alization group (RG)suppliesuswith adi�erentresultforthelogarithm ic

term s(thosethatgo likelogm t).
d

Here we shallbe concerned with the QCD corrections to the large-m t one-loop

electroweak corrections.Therefore,forallpracticalpurposes,onem ay think asifthe

top quark were theheaviestparticlein theSM ,m uch heavierthan theHiggsboson,

which istaken to be nearly degenerate with the W and Z.This autom atically kills

thelogM H =M W contributionsand leavesthem 2

t and thelogm t=M W ones,which are

thoseweareinterested in.

The generalphilosophy willparallelthat so successfully used in the context of

grand uni�ed theories6.There isofcourse a very im portantdi�erence,nam ely that,

upon integration ofthetop quark,theresulting e�ectivetheory willnolongerexhibit

an explicit linear SU 2�U 1 invariance
5. This would m ake a fullaccount ofthe cor-

responding RGEsvery cum bersom e. Luckily we m ay keep only those contributions

thatarestrictly relevant.

t t

tb

W
+

W
+

W
3

W
3

t t

tt

B B W
3

B

Figure1:Diagram scontributing to them atching conditions,eqs.(2.4-2.5).

Letusstartwith thefullSM at� > m t.At� = m t,oneintegratesthe top out,

cIn principle threescalesappearin these loops:m t;M Z ;m b.
dFrom an e�ective �eld theory pointofview these two types ofcontributionsare totally di�erent.

W hile the form er(i.e.power-like)com esfrom \m atching",the latter(i.e.logarithm ic)com esfrom

\running".Seebelow.



obtaininge

L = W
+
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�
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4

�

v
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2

3
(�)

�

� �Z3Y (�)@
2

��

g3(�)W 3� � g
0(�)B �

�

+ � iD/(g+ (�)W
+
;g3(�)W 3;g

0(�)B ) ; (2.2)

from thediagram sof�g.1 aftera trivial�eld rede�nition.Here standsforallthe

ferm ionsbutthetop.Noticethatwehavedealtwith W 3 � B m ixing by including a

@2 operatorin theform ofa \m assterm " in eq.(2.2).Thiswillm akethesubsequent

diagonalization verysim plesincetheneutralm asseigenstateisstilloftheform gW 3�

g0B ,like at tree level. Certainly,there willalso be a tower ofhigher dim ensional

operatorssuppressed by thecorresponding inversepowersofthetop quark m ass,but

weshallneglectthem .Possiblefour-ferm ion operatorsareirrelevanttothediscussion

thatfollowsand arealso disregarded.W ealso postponethestudy oftheZb�bvertex

to thenextsections.

To theorderweareworking,i.e.oneloop:

g
2

+
(�)� g

2

�

1� g
2
�Z+ (�)

�

g
2

3
(�)� g

2

�

1� g
2
�Z3(�)� g

2
�Z3Y (�)

�

g
02(�)� g

02
�

1� g
02
�ZY (�)� g

02
�Z3Y (�)

�

: (2.3)

Noticethatbelow thetop quark m asstheinitially uniquecoupling constantg has

splitinto g+ and g3
12. Sim ilarly v2

+
(�)� v2 + �v2

+
(�)and v2

3
(�)� v2 + �v2

3
(�)are

alsodi�erent.Them atching conditionsarevery easily obtained sinethey arenothing

elsethan thediagram sof�g.1 evaluated at�= m t.Thism eansthat

�v
2

+
(m t)=

N c

(4�)2
m

2

t ; �v3
2(m t)= 0 : (2.4)

Analogously,

�Z3Y (m t)= 0 ; g+ (m t)= g3(m t)= g and g
0(m t)= g

0
: (2.5)

eBecauseoflack ofspacethereaderinterested in thedetailsregarding thissection isreferred to ref.
20.



Equation (2.5)saysthatthecoupling constantsarecontinuousacrossthethreshold.

This istrue aslong asone keeps only the leading logarithm s. In generalthere are

non-logarithm ic pieces that m odify (2.5)such as,forinstance,the non-log term in

the �rstofeqs. (2.4). The pointisthatthisterm in (2.4)ism ultiplied by m 2

t (i.e.

a largenon-decoupling e�ect)and thereforecontributes(in factdom inates)forlarge

m t,whereas the sam e does not happen in (2.5). Therefore,non-log corrections to

(2.5)do nota�ectthelarge-m t discussion thatfollows.

In orderto obtain thee�ective Lagrangian attherelevantlowerscales� ’ M �

M W ;M Z
fone hasto scale thisLagrangian down using the RGE foreach \coupling"

g+ (�);g3(�);g
0(�);�v2

+
(�);�v2

3
(�)and �Z3Y (�).Therunning of�v

2

+ ;3(�)iszero since

itm ustbeproportionalto a lightferm ion m ass,which weneglect.gTherefore,

�v
2

+ ;3(m t)= �v
2

+ ;3(M ) : (2.6)

Afterincluding �s corrections,oneim m ediately obtains(t� log�2)20;16,

dg2
+

dt
=

g4
+

(4�)2

"

2

 

1+
�s(t)

�

!

+ 1

#

+ :::

dg2
3

dt
=

g4
3

(4�)2

"

7

3

 

1+
�s(t)

�

!

+ 1

#

+ :::

dg02

dt
=

g04

(4�)2

"

23

9

 

1+
�s(t)

�

!

+ 3

#

+ :::

d

dt
�Z3Y =

1

6(4�)2

 

1+
�s(t)

�

!

+ ::: (2.7)

from thediagram sof�g.1,butwith gluon corrections.Ellipsesin eq.(2.7)stand for

the contribution ofthe gaugebosonsand the Higgs.hO (�s)correctionsdo nota�ect

eqs.(2.5),(2.6).Equations(2.7)areto besupplem ented with therunning of�s(t),

d�s

dt
= �

�0

(4�)
�
2

s ; �0 = 11�
2

3
nf ;nf = 5 
avors : (2.8)

Theboundary conditions(2.4)read8

v2
+
(M )� v2

3
(M )

v2+ (M )
=
v2
+
(m t)� v2

3
(m t)

v2+ (m t)
=

=
3

(4�)2

m 2

t(m t)

v2+ (m t)

"

1�
2

9

�s(m t)

�
(�2 � 9)+ O (�2s)

#

; (2.9)

fHencewe neglectpossibleterm s� logM W =M Z .
gW e also neglectthe contribution ofthe gauge bosonsand the Higgssince they do nothave Q CD

corrections.Thissim pli�esthe analysisenorm ously.
hW e noteagain thatthiscontribution willnothaveQ CD correctionsto the orderweareworking.



where,asnicely explained in refs.14;13 ,thescalein �s(�)and m t(�)clearly hastobe

� m t (and notM Z orm b)becauseitisnothing buta m atching condition at�= m t.

Thisisthe � param eter.W e shallsee below thatv2
+
(m t)= (

p
2G F )

�1 ,where G F is

the �-decay constant. Recently Sirlin15 has noted certains virtues in an expression

likeeq.(2.9).W ithin theEFT approach itcom esoutvery naturally.

Given that g2
+
;g2

3
and g02 are allrather sm aller than g2s � 4��s,a reasonable

approxim ation isto take into accountthe running of�s in eqs. (2.7)while keeping

theg+ ;g3 and g
0frozen atagiven value.Thisistantam ounttoresum m ingtheleading

log’saccom panying powersof�s butnotthoseaccom panied by powersofg+ ;g3 and

g0.

W ith allthis,one can now go aboutcom puting a typicalphysicalquantity like

forinstance �r W ,which isthe sam e asthe m ore fam iliarparam eter�r de�ned by

M arciano and Sirlin17 butwithoutthe running ofe(�).In the EFT languagethisis

obtained in thefollowingway.According totheLagrangian (2.2)thephysicalW and

Z m assesaregiven by theequations

M
2

W =
g2
+
(M )

4
v
2

+
(M )

M
2

Z =
g2
3
(M )

4c2(M )

�

v
2

3
(M )+ 4M 2

Z�Z3Y (M )
�

; (2.10)

wherec2(M )� cos2�W (M )and tan�W (M )� g0(M )=g3(M ).

FollowingtheEFT technique,atthescaleoftheW m assoneshould integrateout

theW boson.Thisgivesriseto theappearanceof4-ferm ion operatorsthatm ediate

� decay,with strength G F (M )=
p
2.Them atching condition thereforebecom es

G F (M )
p
2

=
g2
+
(M )

8M 2

W

=
1

2v2+ (M )
; (2.11)

butsinceG F (�)doesnotrun
19 onecan seethatactually v2

+
(M )=

p
2G F ,whereG F

istheFerm iconstantasm easured in � decay.Therefore

G F
p
2
=
g2
+
(M )

8M 2

W

=
e2(M )

8M 2

W

"

g2
+
(M )

g2
3
(M )

1

s2(M )

#

; (2.12)

where e2(�)istherunning electrom agnetic coupling constant.The quantity �r W is

de�ned as

G F
p
2
=

e2(M )

8M 2

W s
2
(1+ �r W ) : (2.13)

Consequently,

1+ �r W =
s2

s2(M )

g2
+
(M )

g2
3
(M )

; (2.14)



wheres2 � 1� M 2

W =M
2

Z isSirlin’scom bination18.

Since we are only interested in resum m ing �s corrections we can approxim ate

�r W in eq.(2.14)by

�r W �
c2 � s2

s2

g2
3
(M )� g2

+
(M )

g2
�
c2

s2

v2
+
(m t)� v2

3
(m t)

v2
+
4M 2

Z

v2

c2

s2
�Z3Y (M ): (2.15)

Integration ofeqs.(2.7)and (2.8),with theboundary conditions(2.5),yields

g2
+
(M )

g2
3
(M )

� 1+
g2

(4�)2

2

4�
1

3
log

 

M 2

m 2

t

!

+ log

 

�s(M )

�s(m t)

! �
4

�0

3

5

�Z3Y (M )�
1

6(4�)2

2

4log

 

M 2

m 2

t

!

+ log

 

�s(M )

�s(m t)

! �
4

�0

3

5 (2.16)

so that�r W is,�nally,

�r W � �
c2

s2

3

(4�)2
m

2

t(m t)G F

p
2

"

1�
2

9

�s(m t)

�
(�2 � 9)

#

+

+
g2

(4�)2

1

2

 
2

s2
�
1

3

! 2

4log

 

M 2

m 2

t

!

+ log

 

�s(M )

�s(m t)

! �
4

�0

3

5 (2.17)

with �0 = 23=3. In the second term ofeq. (2.17) one has actually resum m ed all

ordersin �ns log
n
.ItisherethatthepowerfulnessoftheRG and EFT hasproved to

bevery useful.Thereforewelearn thatwhiletheterm proportionaltom 2

t(m t)com es

from m atching,and hasthereforea well-de�ned scale� ’ m t;theterm proportional

to g2 com es from running,which in turn m eans that it has to depend on the two

scalesbetween which itisrunning,�’ M and � ’ m t.From thepointofview ofan

EFT a�cionado,eq.(2.17)issom ewhatunconventionalin thatitconsidersm atching

conditions(the �s(m t)term )togetherwith running (the �s(M )=�s(m t)term )both

atone loop. From the QCD pointofview the form erisa next-to-leading-log term

whereasthelatterisa leading-log one.Thereason fortaking both into accountisof

coursethatthe�s(m t)term ism ultiplied by them 2

tG F com bination,which islarge.

Ifone takesthe �s(M )=�s(m t)logarithm icterm ,expandsitin powersof�s and

uses

m t� m t(m t)

 

1+
4�s(m t)

3�

!

(2.18)

to rewrite eq. (2.17)in term softhe pole m ass,one ofcourse reobtainseq. (2.1)to

thegiven order.

3. Z ! b�b

Thedecay width Z ! b�bcan bewritten as21;22



�(Z ! b�b)= N c

M 3

Z

p
2G F

48�
� R Q C D R Q E D [A 2 + V

2] ; (3.1)

with

A = 1+
1

2
�� vertex ; V = 1+

1

2
�� vertex

�
4

3
�s

2

0
; (3.2)

� � 1�
c2

c2 � s2
�� +

g2

(4�)2

1

6 (c2 � s2)
log

M 2

W

m 2

t

 

1+
�s(�)

�

!

; (3.3)

� = 1+ �� ; �� �
3

(4�)2
m

2

t(m t)G F

p
2

 

1�
�s(�)

�

2

9
(�2 � 9)

!

; (3.4)

and

s
2

0
=
1

2

0

@ 1�

v
u
u
t 1�

4��(M Z)
p
2G F M

2

Z

1

A ; (3.5)

where

R Q C D � 1+
�s(�)

�
; R Q E D � 1+

�(�)

12�
; (3.6)

�� vertex
� �

4m 2

t(m t)G F

p
2

(4�)2

 

1�
�s(�)

�

�2 � 8

3

!

+

+
g2

(4�)2
log

 

M 2

W

m 2

t

! �
8

3
+

1

6c2

�  

1+ C
�s(�)

�

!

: (3.7)

W eem ployed therunning M S m t(�= m t).

Hereweshalldescribean e�ective�eld theory calculation ofthephysicalprocess

Z ! b�b.Asa resultwe shallobtain the value ofthe coe�cientC in eq. (3.7).This

coe�cienthasalso been recently obtained in ref. 24 and ourresultagreeswith theirs.

M oreover,ourconstruction oftheEFT willalso yield thevalueforthenaturalscale

� thatappearsin thedi�erentterm sofeqs.(3.3),(3.7).Again becauseoflim itations

ofspacewereferthereaderto ref.23 forany detailregarding thissection.

Integratingthetop quark outa�ectsthecouplingtotheW and Z gaugebosonsof

every lighterferm ion through vacuum polarization aswesaw in theprevioussection.

M oreoveritalso a�ectsspeci�cally thecoupling ofthebottom quark to theZ boson.

Theintegration ofthetop quark isdonein severalsteps.Firstly,attreelevel,there

isthe contribution given by the diagram of�g.2.Thiscontribution givesrise to an

e�ective operator that is suppressed by two inverse powers ofthe top m ass. Since

ultim ately this fact is due to dim ensionalanalysis,it cannot change once QCD is

switched on and one-loop �s correctionsto the diagram of�g.2 are also considered

in the m atching conditions. W e shallconsistently neglectthistype ofcontributions

sincethey can nevergiveriseto theterm sweareinterested in,i.e.eq.(3.7).Thisis

theonly contribution in theunitary gauge,which istheoneweshallem ploy.iIn any

iIn the previoussection we did notneed to �x the gauge since the ferm ion vacuum polarization is

gaugeinvariant.



W W

bL bL

t

Figure2:Diagram contributingtothem atchingin theunitarygauge.Itissuppressed

by 1=m 2

t.

othergauge othere�ective operatorsarise because the would-be Nam bu{Goldstone

bosonscouple proportionally to the top m assand m ay com pensate the m 2

t factorin

thedenom inator.

Thee�ective Lagrangian below thetop quark m assreads:

L = L4 + L6 ;

L4 = �biD/ b�
1

2
c
b
L(�)

�bZ/ PL b+
1

3
c
b
V (�)

�bZ/ b+

+ �e iD/ e�
1

2
cL(�)�e Z/ PL e+ cV (�)�eZ/ e+

c+ (�)
p
2

�

�e W/ PL � + h:c:
�

;

L6 =
1

�2

F

X

i

ci(�)O i ; (3.8)

wherePL isthelefthanded projectorand D/ standsfortheQED and QCD covariant

derivatives.Thec(�)’softheelectron areactuallycom m on toalltheferm ionsbutthe

bottom quark. Forinstance,the Z��� would be +cL(�)=2 since the neutrino hasno

vectorcoupling cV (�).Noticethatwehavedecom posed theZf �f vertex in term sofa

lefthandedandvectorcouplingsinstead ofthem oreconventionalleftandrighthanded,

orvectorand axialcounterparts.In eq.(3.8)�F = 4�v,v = (
p
2G F )

�1=2 = 246GeV

and the O i’sare a setofdim ension-six operatorsinvolving the (lefthanded)bottom

quark and three(covariant)derivatives;orthebottom quark,theZ and two deriva-

tives. They arise from the longitudinalpart ofthe W propagators. This is why

thescale�F appears:itisthecom bination oftheordinary 1=m 2

t suppression ofany

six-dim ensionaloperatorin an e�ective �eld theory and the factthatthe would-be

Nam bu{Goldstonebosonscoupleproportionally to thetop m ass.

Forconveniencewehavechanged herethenotation forthee�ectivecouplingswith

respectto theprevioussection.Theconnection isgiven by

cL(�)=
g3(�)

c(�)
; cV (�)=

g3(�)s
2(�)

c(�)
; c+ (�)= g+ (�) ; (3.9)



wheres2(�)= sin2�W (�)and tan�W (�)= g0(�)=g3(�).

W

bL bL

t

g

(a)

⇒
bL bL

g

W

bL bLt

Z

g

W

bL bL

t

Zg

W

bL bL

t

Z g

bL bL

Z

g

(b)

⇓

Figure3:One-loop m atching dueto QCD.

W e can select the non-universalpartofthe Zb�b vertex by com paring the cbL(�)

coupling on shellwith the analogous coupling for the electron cL(�) at the scale

�� M Z � M W � M .Onede�nesj

1+
1

2
�� vertex =

cbL(M )

cL(M )
: (3.10)

In orderto m ake contactwith the physics atthe scale � = M ,one hasto scale

theLagrangian (3.8)down to thisparticular�.In thisprocessofscaling,cbL(�)and

jThisratio iscalled 1+ �b in ref.
25



cL(�)run di�erently. The calculation can be done by setting the externalparticles

on shell.

Clearly the e�ect ofintegrating the top quark out a�ects only the lefthanded

projection ofthebottom -quark �eld,i.e.cbL(�),butleavesuntouched thecoe�cient

cbV (�).Asa m atteroffactc
b
V (�)= cV (�).

Thediagram sof�g.3 giveriseto thedim ension-six operatorsthatappearin eq.

(3.8). In principle one should now calculate how allthese operatorsm ix back into

theZb�boperatorsofeq.(3.8)and m akethecoe�cientsc b
L;V (�)evolvewith � asone

runsfrom m t down to M Z.However,a cleveruseoftheequationsofm otion
26 helps

us getrid ofalm ostallthe operatorstructures thatare generated in the m atching

and leavesuswith only oneoperatorthatisinteresting.Thisoneisk

O 1 = bL

��

A

2
bL gs D

�
G
A
�� : (3.11)

Ofcoursethisoperatoronly a�ectstherunning ofcbL(�)and notofc
b
V (�).

An explicit straightforward evaluation ofthe diagram s of�g.3a yields for the

coe�cientc 1(�)accom panying theoperatorO 1 thevalue

c1(m t)= �
7

18
: (3.12)

In order to m ake contact with the physics at the scale � ’ M one has to �nd

how cbL(�)scaleswith �.W eusetheFeynm an gaugepropagatorforthegluon.One

obtains23

dcbL(t)

dt
= (som ething)+

g

c

g2

(4�)2

1 c1(t)

�s(t)

�
; (3.13)

where the second term com es from �g. 4b and \som ething" stands for a certain

contribution com m on to therunning ofcL(�)thatwillcancelin the�nalratio (3.16)

(seebelow).W eobtain thefollowing valueforthecoe�cient
 1:


1 = �
1

9c2

�

1�
2

3
s
2

�

: (3.14)

SinceO 1 only involvesthelefthanded bottom quark itisclearwhy thecoe�cient
 1

turns out to be proportionalto the lefthanded bottom coupling to the Z,i.e. the

com bination 1� 2

3
s2.

Now we would like to integrate eq. (3.13).In �rstapproxim ation,one m ay take

�s(t)and c1(t)asconstantsindependentoft,i.e.�s(�)’ �s(m t)’ �s(M )� �s and

c1(�)’ c1(m t)’ c1(M )� c1 = �7=18. The integration overtbetween logm 2

t and

logM 2 gives

kO necould stillusetheequationsofm otion forthegluon �eld butwefound m oreconvenientnotto

do so.
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c
b
L(M )’ c

b
L(m t)+ (som ething) log

M 2

m 2

t

+
g

c

g2

(4�)2

1 c1

�s

�
log

M 2

m 2

t

: (3.15)

It is in principle possible to im prove on this approxim ation by considering the �-

dependence of�s(�)and c1(�)in eq.(3.13).The �-dependence of� s(�)isgiven by

theusualone-loop� function.Howeverthe�-dependenceofc1(�)ism orecom plicated

to obtain because itrequiresperform ing a com plete operatorm ixing analysisofthe

penguin operatoralong thelinesof,forinstance,thework carried outin thestudies

ofb! s
 orK 0 � �K 0 m ixing 27 whence m ostofthe resultscould be taken overto

ourcase.However,thefactthat
1c1(m t)=
7

162c2
(1� 2

3
s2)� 0:05 turnsoutto beso

sm allrendersthisim provem entm ootand we shallcontentourselveswith eq.(3.15)

asitis.Asweshallseelateron,thereareothersourcesofQCD correctionsthatare

num erically m oreim portant.

Oneobtains(seeref.23 fordetails):

cbL(M )

cL(M )
�
cbL(m t)

cL(m t)

"

1+
g2

(4�)2

�
4

3
+

1

12c2

�

log
M 2

m 2

t

+
g2

(4�)2

1 c1

�s

�
log

M 2

m 2

t

#

:(3.16)

This�xesthecoe�cientC in eq.(3.7)to be(rem em bereq.(3.10))



C = 2 
1 c1

�
8

3
+

1

6c2

��1

� 0:03 : (3.17)

Theboundary condition atm t can beborrowed from theliterature 28.Translated

into ourcontextitam ountsto

cbL(m t)

cL(m t)
= 1� 2

m 2

t(m t)

(4�v)2

"

1�
�s(m t)

�

 

�2 � 8

3

! #

: (3.18)

Again,whattheEFT tellsusisthatthe� scale of�s(�)in thisequation hasto

be m t since itoriginatesatthe m atching condition when the top isintegrated out.l

Thereforewegetto eq.(3.7)with �s(� = m t)in them
2

t-dependentterm .

However this isnotyet all. Up to now allthe physics hasbeen described with

RGEs(i.e.running)and theirinitialconditions(i.e.m atching)which isonly ultravi-

oletphysics,and no referencetoinfrared physicshasbeen m ade.Forinstance,where

aretheinfrared divergencesthatappearwhen a gluon isradiated o� a bottom -quark

leg? Asweshallnow see,thisphysicsisin them atrix elem entforZ ! b�b.Afterall,

wehaveonly obtained thee�ectiveLagrangian (3.8)atthescale�= M ;westillhave

to com pute the physicalm atrix elem ent with it,and here is where allthe infrared

physicstakesplace.

Indeed,when com puting the m atrix elem ent for Z ! b�b with the e�ective La-

grangian (3.8)expressed in term sofcbL;V (�)at� = M ,one hasthe contribution of

thediagram sof�gs.5a,5b,wherethe
 standsforthee�ectiveverticesproportional

to cbL;V (M ).Thesediagram sgiveriseto infrared divergences.Thesedivergencesdis-

appear in the standard way once brem sstrahlung diagram s like those of�g.5c are

(incoherently)added 29;30.

Asiswellknown 22,thenetresultofallthis(asim ilarcalculationcanbeperform ed

forthe QED corrections) is the appearance ofthe factors R Q C D and R Q E D ofeqs.

(3.1)and (3.6),whereb-quark m asse�ectscan also beincluded 31;30 ifneeded.

The EFT technology adds to this the choice ofscale for �,nam ely � = M ,in

thesefactors:m

R Q C D ’ 1+
�s(M )

�
; R Q E D ’ 1+

�(M )

12�
; (3.19)

and naturally leadsto thefactorized expression (3.1){(3.7)with thevalueofC given

by eq. (3.17). Aspreviously stated,ourresultagreeswith thatofref.24. Since the

\intrinsic" �s contribution of�� vertex is,due to the sm allness ofthe coe�cient C,

m uch less im portant than that ofR Q C D one sees that the QCD corrections to the

lAnotheradvantageisthatm atching conditionsarefreefrom infrared divergences4,which isa nice

sim pli�cation.Forsom em orediscussion on infrared divergences,see below.
m Thishasbeen previously suggested by D.Bardin (private com m unication).
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non-universallogm tpieceoftheZb�bvertex are,toavery good approxim ation,ofthe

form one-loop QCD (m t<< M Z)tim esone-loop electroweak (m t>> M Z)
32.

4. C onclusions

W e hope we have been able to show thatthe e�ective �eld theory construction

can be very usefulfor m ultiloop calculations in the Standard M odelwhen only a

few term s in a large m ass expansion are needed. Because the powerfulness ofthe

RGEs is naturally im plem ented in the EFT,we achieve full\logarithm ic" control

overtherelevantscales�oftheproblem athand.Forinstancethe\large"logarithm s

are obtained through the beta functions ofcertain e�ective couplings. This only

requires the calculation ofsim ple poles in 1=� which is a m ajor sim pli�cation. W e

havealso shown thattheEFT fram ework answersquitenaturally thequestion ofthe

renorm alization pointsto beused forthecoupling constantsin thedi�erentterm s.

In addition itis im portantto rem ark thatin the EFT language allthe physics

above M isabsorbed (in particular,allm t e�ects)in the coe�cientsofthe e�ective

operatorssothatinfrared physicsisrelegated tothecalculationofthephysicalprocess

one isinterested in. W ith oure�ective Lagrangian one could in principle com pute

any physicalquantity,and not only the Z width,like for exam ple jet production

(i.e. where cuts are needed) ,forward{backward asym m etries,etc. This is to be

com pared with m ore standard m ethods in which,in order to avoid problem s with

infrared divergences,onecom putestheim aginary partoftheZ self-energy to obtain

the Z width. In thiscase itisnotatallclearhow one can tailorto one’sneedsthe

entirephasespace.

The EFT calculation clearly separatesultravioletfrom infrared physicsand asa

consequence itism ore 
exible. And itisalso sim plersince,afterall,we neverhad

to com puteanything m orecom plicated than a one-loop diagram .

Ofcourse,ourresultsbecom e m oreaccurate asthe top m assbecom eslarger.In

practice it is unlikely that the top quark be m uch heavier than,say,200 GeV so

due caution isrecom m ended in the phenom enologicaluse ofeq. (3.1),forinstance.

In the lack ofa (very hard !) fullO (g2�s) calculation, this is the best one can

o�er. Furtherm ore,we think it is interesting that at least there exists a lim it (i.e.

m t >> M Z)wherethevariouscontributionsareunderfulltheoreticalcontrol.
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