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A bstract

W e consider the physics of an extra U (1) gauge boson Z %, which
can m ix w ith Z through interm ediate ferm ion loops. T he loop contri-
bution due to the heavy top quark signi cantly a ects the low -energy
observables, and form o > m 5, one can always adjust the shifts in
these observables to be in the right direction suggested by experim ents,
when we in pose the anom aly cancellation conditions for Z °.
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W ih the ever-ncreasing precision of the electroweak experin ents, som e
disturbing signatures about the validiy ofthe Standard M odel (SM ) are com —
Ing nto view . M ost notable among them are () R, = (@ ! bb= @ !
hadrons), (i) the keftright asymm etry A measured at SLAC, and (iil) the

polarization asymmetry, P . At the same tine, cbservabls such as the
totalZ -width, 5, and the hadronic cross section at the Z peak, a4, are o
wellm easured that arbitrary extensions of the SM are ssverely constrained.
Am ong the non-supersym m etric extensions, technicolor is struggling tom ake
itself com patible w ith the oblique electrow eak param eters, Ry, and the FCNC
data, and isnot yet convincingly successful]; extra ferm ion generations do not
seem to resolve the discrepancies In the m easured values of the abovem en—
tioned quantities, and are also restricted by the oblique param eters S and
T . Tt has been shown [] that addition of any number of arbitrary scalar
representations, satisfying the constraintson  and on asym ptotic unitarity,
Invariably worsens the discrepancy In Ry, and is totally nsensitive to Ay -

T he only physically interesting choice that rem ains is the addition ofone
orm ore extra gauge bosons. Holdom (] and C aravaglios and Ross 3] have
already discussed that possibility In the literature. Both of these references
add an extra neutral gauge boson Z° to the SM particke spectra. W hile
Holdom has considered a treedevel m ixing between Z and Z° Caravaglios
and Ross have focussed on the Bom graph of e'e ! ff mediated by
7 9. However, the Z %f f couplings derived from the experin entally m easured
param eters are not free from anom aly, and thusone hasto add extra ferm ions

to them odel. T hese ferm ions not only contribute to the oblique param eters,



but m ay also Introduce signi cant loop corrections to the cbservables, thus
m aking the whole pattem ofthe new couplings som ew hat confusing, and at
the worst case, untraceable. T he cblique param eters are also a ected by a
treedevel 7 2%m ixing.

T he in portant point stressed by C aravaglios and R oss is that one needs
an in aghary am plitude com ing from new physics e ects to give a nonzero
Interference w ith the SM am plitude. In other words, the realpart of the new
physics am plitude does not contribute to physical cbservables if M pey F
M su F. To satisfy this property, the authors in ref. §] have considered a 2 °
nearly degenerate with Z so that both Z and Z ° propagators are in aginary
(@apart from a factorof ig ).However, theZ lineshapeand ;,asm easured
at LEP, are in such confom iy with the SM thatthe Z %" e coupling hasto
be unreasonably sm all com pared to the Z %b coupling, whose value is xed
from them easurem ent ofRy. Unless there is som e strong logic (@s suggested
in ref. B)) which forbids Z ° to coupk with the rst two ferm ion generations
(in the weak eigenbasis), such a m odel, acocording to our view, seem s to be
quite arti cial

In this ketter we consider what we think to be a much m ore realistic sce—
nario. W e assum e that there is only one neutralU (1) gauge boson Z °. There
exists a num ber of m odels which predict such a Z % though their properties
vary with the m odels chosen. W e want to m ake an analysis which is su -
ciently m odelindependent, exoept the existence ofa z %, which isthe comm on
factor am ong these variety ofm odels. A swe do not con ne oursslves w thin

a particular m odel, our resuls are m ore qualitative than quantitative and



to be taken as trends. However, in nearly all the cases, the trends are In
conform iy with the experin entaldata.

Even in perform ing a general analysis, one requires som e sort of a guide-
line, and Prtunately, the Z %physics is so wellstudied that we have quite a
few ofthem . For exam ple, Langacker and Luo EI] have shown thata 7 VA
m xing at tree-deve], ifexists, isbound to be very an all (lessthan 1% ). Thus
one does not m ake any great error In neglecting the treelevel Z Z°m ixing
altogether; m oreover, it keeps the oblique param eters una ected by Z °. An-
other guideline is the condition that Z “current is to be anom aly-free, and if
one does not want to extend the ferm ion spectrum , it in poses som e restric—
tion on the Z % f couplings. T hus, our study w illbe a general one except the
in position of these two constraints. There also exists a m ass bound on Z °:
raz®wih SM couplingsto the form ions, them ass lim it (at 95% CL) is412
GeV (from direct search in pp colliders) and 779 GeV (from electroweak t
to the LEP data) E]. Ifthe Z f f couplings do notm in ic the SM ones, these
lin itsm ay not be valid (e.g., Z ° which couples only to the third generation
ferm jons) . However, there is no reason for Z ° to be nearly degenerate w ith
Z ,and we w ill drop this assum ption m ade in ref. 1.

One notes that ifmz0o  m,, the only way to have a non-vanishing
interference temm isto considera z  Z°m ixing m ediated by ferm ion loops,
asshown In g. 1. Thisis sin ilarto the welkstudied Z m ixing; while the
latter e ects are subtracted from experin ental m easurem ents, the fom er
e ects are not, and so the concemed am plitude is a coherent sum of two

am plitudes: pure SM electroweak, and that arising from new physics. As



the Joop contribution is proportionaltom %, only the top loop is considered.
Notethatthetwoloop 2 2° Z amplitude is realand hence doesnot a ect
the Interference tem .

F irst, Jet us consider a toy m odel .n which Z ° couples only to the third
generation. Thisw illhelp us to understand the trend. The SM am plitude of

e | ff is

M, =inkE) € ¢ e@)IEw) G d 9)fe)] @
and the new physics am plitude is

Mo = inEl) & § se®)lbes) @2° ¢°s)gp)] @)

w here the conventional Z £ f vector and axialvector couplings are denoted by
g, and g, respectively, and analogous quantities for the Z %qg vertex we will
always use g to denote a third generation ferm ion) are denoted by g ®and
gzcjo (thus, the Z “qq vertex factor is given by (@=2cos y ) (gf,Io g?fo ).We

neglkct the QED tem s In the am plitudes. At the Z peak, one has

P_
2Gm 4
n= ——:; 3)
Z
2G%m . @
n=——/—"F1%F;
a oy,
where = mjyo=m, (@swe are not on theZO—peak, z0 can be neglected),

and f is the twopoint loop Integral given n Appendix 1. W th m, = 175

GeV [6] and taking the QCD corrections into account, we get

£=2000018¢:° ¢° 10: 5)



W ith o ° 9 ®and ofthe order of unity, j»=r; jis of the order of 01, o i
is jasti able to neglect the ¥, F contrbutions. W e have also neglected the
QCD and the ekctroweak corrections to the intemaltop loop, aswell as the
threshold e ects of O ( 2m?Z), and have only taken the corrections to the
external ferm jons into account. T his ntroduces an error of at m ost two to
three per cent and aswe m ainly concentrate on the qualitative features, the
approxin ation is a good one. Anyway, the quantitative results are hardly
a ected. W enote that it isthem assive top quark thatm akes the interference
am plitude non-negligble.

T he cross—section w ith Initially polarized electron beam ocom es out to be
L ()= ArP@)?[A+ cos )’Ti+ (I cos FT,J; 6)

R ()=Ar (@) [+ cos )*T,+ (I cos FT1J; @)

where A is a num erical constant (= m2=64 %), and T, T, are given by

Ti= N[ @) + 20 @ o)) @®)

T = Nl (GR)° + 25 (G g2 ): ©
In the above form ulae, N . is the relevant color factor, which is 1 for Jeptons
and3(l+ (mZ) '+ 1409 Z@miZ) * 1277 2mZ) ) Pbrquarks. The
right- and the left-handed ferm jon couplings are related to the vector and

axialvector couplings in the conventionalway:

1 1
g\/=§(gL+gR); gA=§(gL & ): 10)

From egs. (6) and (7), it is clear that only those observables which In-

volre third generation fermm ions In the nal state willbe modi ed. Thus,



the forward-backward electron asymm etry AL, orthe partialwidth (Z !

e' e ) retain their SM values, whilke cbservables lke ,,A2,,P ,R, (and
other partialw idths) w illhave contrbutions com ing from thez  Z°m ixing.
Low -energy ocbservables are not sensitive to thism ixing as the Z -propagator,
apart from  ig , isreal, and the interference tem vanishes. Lepton univer-
sality is also not respected in thism odel. The expressions for the m odi ed
cbservables follow Inm ediately from egs. (1) and 2); however, they do not
throw much light on the nature of the m odi cation, as one has to take ac—
count of seven arbitrary Z %g couplings (three in the Jepton sector and four
in the quark sector). Here we in pose the condition that the Z ° current has
to be anom aly free. This assures that no new fem ions are required In the
model and eq. (B) ram ains unchanged. A sinpl way to do that is to take
the new couplings proportional to the hypercharge Y of the corresponding
ferm ions (this is, by no m eans, the only choice) . D enoting this proportional-

ity constant by a, we obtain

0 0 0 0
@ %959 59 g G iR ) = (a; a; 2a;a=3;4a=3;a=3; 2a=3): (11)

The totale' e annhilation crosssection at s = m % changes by an am ount
, which is also a m easure of the change In 5 . W ih the couplings given

n eg. (11), this change com es out to be

12)

where we have taken G = 1:16639 10° Ge&V 2, m, = 91:189 GeV and

;= M = 2497 GeV.Note that eq. (12) is independent of the sign of



a; this is because 7 %qq couplings always com e in pair, one being the intemal
7 %t coupling. Tt depends on the sign of , and form ;0 > m , , the deviation

is positive. From the experin entalbound

3 103%; 13)

one gets

0:34

14)

o7
which, ora= 1, yieldsm 5o 181 G &V . The change in the hadronic cross-

section is

had a

= 58 10°
had 1

which iswellw ithin the allowed lin i, and can be used to nd the change in

15)

2

Rb:

02172: (1e)

The SM value of Ry, 02156, is form = 175 G&V and takes the two-Jloop
corrections induced by the heavy top quark into account [4]. Branching

fraction for cham , R, is reduced, but not very signi cantly:

C

0:0020: @7

C

The change in orward-backward b asym m etry is an all, and negative:

18)



whereas for the -lepton, the fractional change in the keftright asym m etry
A r=A.; Isnegative, and thus m ore than resolves the discrepancy of the

experin ental value w ith the SM prediction:

A
—IR = 0:3637: 19)

ALR
W e note that In all these cases, the changes are in the right direction,
and m ore often than not, are In the right ballpark. However, the lepton-
universality breakingratio, @ ! * )=@ ! e'e ), doesnot allow such

a high value ofa’=(@1  ?):

! * ) a’
__ __ ____ =1 0038 — 1:013: (20)
@ ! ee) 12

A Iso, the e ective num ber of light neutrino species is enhanced, but w ithin
the allowed lim it:
a2
N = 0:04931—2 +0016: 1)
T hus, the upperbound ofa?=(l  ?) is one order ofm agnitude an aller than
that allowed by ; . AsHoldom haspointed out P, iftheZ° *  coupling
is dom nantly vectorial n nature, the bounds obtained from the last two
equations can be evaded.
From egs. (6) and (7), it is evident that A;x does not change. This
m otivates us to m ove to our second m odel, w here Z °© couples to allthe known
ferm ions. The condition of anom aly cancellation hints to a coupling pattem
as shown In eg. (11), but the a’sm ay be di erent for di erent generations.

T hus, we are ntroducing three new param eters in this case com pared to one



In the earlier case. Evidently, i w illbe easier tom atch the experin entaldata
by adjisting these param eters; on the other hand, predictive power of the
m odelw illbe som ew hat lost. H owever, there are certain m odekindependent
facts which one should take Into acoount.

F irst, the Bom graph, e'e ! ff mediated by Z° will not contribute
to the Interference, and therefore the new physics contrbution to the tree—
level am plitude will be suppressed by a factor of 1= 2. Second, if all the
aiy’s 1= 1;2;3) are sam g, there w ill be no Jpton non-universality, and it
is possble to tune the a;’s n such a way that the non-universality rem ains
w ithin the allowed lim it, w hile kesping other predictions m ore or less intact.
Third, even for > 1, the shift In the totalcrosssection at the Z peak, o,
can be either positive or negative.

Egs. (6) and (7) arenow modi ed to

L () = An[d+ cos EQG)PT+ EFYT.g
+ (@1 cos FEQ)Ts+ @€ OTagl; @2)
() = An [l ocos FEEE)1 T+ @ IT.g
+ (1+ cos )2E(QE) T3+ @ o VT4gl; 23)
w here
0
T, = Nen @)+ 2r @ o ); (24)
T, = 2N.1(G )% 25)
0
Ty = N (@)’ + 2 Qg ); 26)
T, = 2N o (g; )2 H (27)



First Jet us assum e, or simplicity, a; = a, = az = a. The lm iting value
ofa’=(1 2), as obtained from ;= , ism ore constrained com pared to

modell:

a2

1 2

0069 (28)

leading to m 5o 446 Ge&V Pora = 1. UnPrtunately, A;rx is negative
= 0:0065), and so this choice fails to be the desired one. H owever, if one
puts g = a, = a3 = a, the total crosssection decreases (for > 1), and

from the experim entalbound, one obtains

which explains the trend ofthe SLAC resul perfectly.

O nemust com m ent about the other ocbservables, none of which aremudh
a ected, due to the highly constrained valuie ofa?=1 2. The change in Ry,
for the latter choice of a’s, is positive, and the result is in agreem ent w ith
the experin ental data.

T hus, both thesem odelsallow FCNC processes, forbidden in the SM .For
the second m odel, one needs di erent a;’s (and thus them axinum splitting
between the a;’s can be restricted) . T he processes now allowed Incluide G M —
violating Z decays, and treedevel By By @nd By B) m ixing. However,
the Inherent uncertainties lim it the usefiilness of such processes in detecting

a new gauge boson indirectly.

In this ktter, we show that the trend of som e of the present experin ental

data, which m ay indicate a deviation from the SM , can be explained by

10



considering a heavy neutral gauge boson Z°. A crucial role is played by the
heavy top quark which ensuresa signi cant contrbution from the interference
tetm Inthee"e ! ff amplitude. Two m odels are considered; one in which
7% couples only to the third generation fermm ions and another in which it
couples to all the three generations. The st model allows a Iower value
ofm zo. Guided by the anom aly cancellation conditions of the new gauge
boson, we nd that the shifts In the m easured cbservabls are always in the
right direction. W e expect that these results m ay m otivate a search, direct

or indirect, for Z ° ;n the fiiture colliders.
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A ppendix 1

The twopoint function ( g. 2), i , can be written as

. 2
i 1

io@mamg;; 9= dx[+ ()]

Ra+ Y9x@ x)gg+ @+ 9( 2x@ x)Fg+tmix+mid x)g

a “mim.g @ 1)
w here
1
= - + In4 ; @A 2)
and
M?Z= dx@1 x)+mix+mia x): @ 3)

The vertex factorsare (1 s)and (1 0 5) respectively.
Neglkcting g g tem s (they vanish ifextemal ferm jons arem assless), and

puttihgm; = m, = m ,we get

"

0 l 0n 2 1 l 2 l 2 ©
f;; 9= - A+ 9 (+h HCcd —mH)+ L@ D+ -m’l
2 6 2 2
#
n m2 1 o
+a % (+h *)— m?I @ 4)
2 2
w here
Z
LiLiL= dx x*;x;1) I M ?; @ 5)
and
:]fg (A:6)

Form =2, the expressions for the I's are

4

I =

hm? 2P13 m? 5 m
4 oy

3 312 ¢

NI

m”
F

12



hm? b L 11
I = 5 1 2 tan 5 i @A 8)
2 1 1
L= Ihm 2+ 4 tan 2—; @A 9)
w here
= = 1=4}72: @ :10)

In the text, we use the M S schem e and take the subtraction point = m 4

to cdbtain the num erical values.

13



R eferences

2] B.Holdom , Phys. Lett.B 339 (1994), 114

B] F.Caravagliosand G G .Ross, Phys. Lett.B 346 (1995), 159

4] P.Langacker and M .Luo, Phys.Rev.D 45 (1992), 278

B] Review ofPartick P roperties, Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994), 1173

] F.Abeetal CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 2626; S.

Abachiet al O 0 Collaboration), Phys.Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 2632

[7] J.Erler and P . Langadker, Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995) 441

14


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507305

Figure C aptions

1.2  Z°m ixing m ediated by t loop.

2. The twopoint gauge boson vacuum polarization diagram .
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Fig. 1
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