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A bstract

W e consider the physics ofan extra U (1) gauge boson Z
0,which

can m ix with Z through interm ediateferm ion loops.Theloop contri-

bution dueto theheavy top quark signi�cantly a�ectsthelow-energy

observables,and for m Z 0 > m Z ,one can always adjust the shifts in

theseobservablestobein therightdirection suggested byexperim ents,

when we im posethe anom aly cancellation conditionsforZ 0.
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W ith the ever-increasing precision ofthe electroweak experim ents,som e

disturbingsignaturesaboutthevalidityoftheStandardM odel(SM )arecom -

ing into view. M ost notable am ong them are (i)R b = �(Z ! b�b)=�(Z !

hadrons),(ii)theleft-rightasym m etry A LR m easured atSLAC,and (iii)the

�-polarization asym m etry,P�. At the sam e tim e,observables such as the

totalZ-width,�Z,and thehadroniccrosssection attheZ-peak,�had,areso

wellm easured thatarbitrary extensionsoftheSM areseverely constrained.

Am ongthenon-supersym m etricextensions,technicolorisstrugglingtom ake

itselfcom patiblewith theobliqueelectroweak param eters,R b,and theFCNC

data,and isnotyetconvincingly successful;extraferm ion generationsdonot

seem to resolve the discrepancies in the m easured values ofthe abovem en-

tioned quantities,and are also restricted by the oblique param eters S and

T. It has been shown [1]that addition ofany num ber ofarbitrary scalar

representations,satisfying theconstraintson �and on asym ptoticunitarity,

invariably worsensthediscrepancy in R b,and istotally insensitive to A LR .

Theonly physically interesting choicethatrem ainsistheaddition ofone

orm ore extra gaugebosons. Holdom [2]and Caravagliosand Ross[3]have

already discussed thatpossibility in the literature.Both ofthese references

add an extra neutralgauge boson Z 0 to the SM particle spectra. W hile

Holdom has considered a tree-levelm ixing between Z and Z 0,Caravaglios

and Ross have focussed on the Born graph of e+ e� ! f �f m ediated by

Z 0.However,theZ 0f �f couplingsderived from theexperim entally m easured

param etersarenotfreefrom anom aly,and thusonehastoadd extraferm ions

to them odel.Theseferm ionsnotonly contributeto theobliqueparam eters,
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butm ay also introduce signi�cantloop correctionsto the observables,thus

m aking thewholepattern ofthenew couplingssom ewhatconfusing,and at

the worstcase,untraceable. The oblique param etersare also a�ected by a

tree-levelZ � Z0m ixing.

The im portantpointstressed by Caravagliosand Rossisthatoneneeds

an im aginary am plitude com ing from new physics e�ectsto give a nonzero

interferencewith theSM am plitude.In otherwords,therealpartofthenew

physicsam plitudedoesnotcontributeto physicalobservablesifjM newj
2 �

jM SM j
2.Tosatisfy thisproperty,theauthorsin ref.[3]haveconsidered aZ 0

nearly degenerate with Z so thatboth Z and Z 0propagatorsareim aginary

(apartfrom afactorof� ig��).However,theZ lineshapeand�Z,asm easured

atLEP,arein such conform ity with theSM thattheZ 0e+ e� coupling hasto

be unreasonably sm allcom pared to the Z 0b�b coupling,whose value is�xed

from them easurem entofR b.Unlessthereissom estrong logic(assuggested

in ref.[2])which forbidsZ 0to couplewith the�rsttwo ferm ion generations

(in the weak eigenbasis),such a m odel,according to ourview,seem sto be

quitearti�cial.

In thisletterweconsiderwhatwethink to bea m uch m orerealisticsce-

nario.W eassum ethatthereisonly oneneutralU(1)gaugeboson Z 0.There

existsa num berofm odelswhich predictsuch a Z 0,though theirproperties

vary with the m odelschosen. W e wantto m ake an analysis which issu�-

cientlym odel-independent,excepttheexistenceofaZ 0,which isthecom m on

factoram ong thesevariety ofm odels.Aswedo notcon�neourselveswithin

a particular m odel,our results are m ore qualitative than quantitative and
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to be taken as trends. However,in nearly allthe cases,the trends are in

conform ity with theexperim entaldata.

Even in perform ing a generalanalysis,onerequiressom esortofa guide-

line,and fortunately,the Z 0-physicsisso well-studied thatwe have quite a

few ofthem .Forexam ple,Langackerand Luo [4]haveshown thata Z � Z0

m ixing attree-level,ifexists,isbound tobevery sm all(lessthan 1% ).Thus

onedoesnotm akeany greaterrorin neglecting thetree-levelZ � Z0m ixing

altogether;m oreover,itkeepstheobliqueparam etersuna�ected by Z 0.An-

otherguidelineisthecondition thatZ 0-currentisto beanom aly-free,and if

onedoesnotwantto extend theferm ion spectrum ,itim posessom erestric-

tion on theZ 0f �f couplings.Thus,ourstudy willbeageneraloneexceptthe

im position ofthese two constraints. There also existsa m assbound on Z 0:

foraZ 0with SM couplingstotheferm ions,them asslim it(at95% CL)is412

GeV (from directsearch in p�p colliders)and 779 GeV (from electroweak �t

totheLEP data)[5].IftheZ 0f �f couplingsdo notm im ictheSM ones,these

lim itsm ay notbe valid (e.g.,Z 0 which couplesonly to the third generation

ferm ions). However,there isno reason forZ 0 to be nearly degenerate with

Z,and wewilldrop thisassum ption m adein ref.[3].

One notes that if m Z 0 6= m Z, the only way to have a non-vanishing

interferenceterm isto considera Z � Z0m ixing m ediated by ferm ion loops,

asshown in �g.1.Thisissim ilartothewell-studied � Z m ixing;whilethe

latter e�ects are subtracted from experim entalm easurem ents, the form er

e�ects are not,and so the concerned am plitude is a coherent sum oftwo

am plitudes: pure SM electroweak,and that arising from new physics. As
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theloop contribution isproportionalto m 2

f,only thetop loop isconsidered.

Notethatthetwo-loop Z � Z0� Z am plitudeisrealand hencedoesnota�ect

theinterference term .

First,letusconsidera toy m odelin which Z 0 couplesonly to the third

generation.Thiswillhelp usto understand thetrend.TheSM am plitudeof

e+ e� ! f �f is

M Z = ir1[�e(p1)
�(geV � g

e
A5)e(p2)][

�f(p3)�(g
f

V � g
f

A5)f(p4)] (1)

and thenew physicsam plitudeis

M new = ir2[�e(p1)
�(geV � g

e
A5)e(p2)][�q(p3)�(g

q

V

0
� g

q

A

0
5)q(p4)] (2)

wheretheconventionalZf �f vectorand axialvectorcouplingsaredenoted by

g
f

V and g
f

A respectively,and analogousquantitiesfortheZ 0q�qvertex (wewill

alwaysuse q to denote a third generation ferm ion)are denoted by g
q

V

0
and

g
q

A

0
(thus,theZ 0q�q vertex factorisgiven by (g=2cos�W )

�(g
q

V

0
� g

q

A

0
5).W e

neglecttheQED term sin theam plitudes.AttheZ-peak,onehas

r1 =

p
2Gm Z

�Z
; (3)

r2 =
2G 2m Z

(1� �2)�Z
f; (4)

where � = m Z 0=m Z (as we are noton the Z 0-peak,�Z 0 can be neglected),

and f isthe two-pointloop integralgiven in Appendix 1. W ith m t = 175

GeV [6]and taking theQCD correctionsinto account,weget

f = 2:90(0:018gtV
0

� g
t
A

0

)� 103: (5)
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W ith gtV
0
,gtA

0
and � ofthe orderofunity,jr2=r1jisoftheorderof0.1,so it

isjusti�able to neglect the jr2j
2 contributions. W e have also neglected the

QCD and theelectroweak correctionsto theinternaltop loop,aswellasthe

threshold e�ects ofO (�� 2

sm
2

t),and have only taken the corrections to the

externalferm ionsinto account. Thisintroducesan errorofatm osttwo to

threepercentand aswem ainly concentrateon thequalitativefeatures,the

approxim ation is a good one. Anyway,the quantitative results are hardly

a�ected.W enotethatitisthem assivetop quarkthatm akestheinterference

am plitudenon-negligible.

Thecross-section with initially polarized electron beam com esoutto be

�L(�)= Ar
2

1
(geL)

2[(1+ cos�)2T1 + (1� cos�)2T2]; (6)

�R (�)= Ar
2

1
(geR)

2[(1+ cos�)2T2 + (1� cos�)2T1]; (7)

whereA isa num ericalconstant(= m 2

Z=64�
2),and T1,T2 aregiven by

T1 = N c[r1(g
f

L)
2 + 2r2(g

f

Lg
q

L

0
)]; (8)

T2 = N c[r1(g
f

R )
2 + 2r2(g

f

R g
q

R

0
)]: (9)

In theaboveform ulae,N c istherelevantcolorfactor,which is1 forleptons

and 3(1+ �s(m
2

Z)�
� 1+ 1:409�2s(m

2

Z)�
� 2� 12:77�3s(m

2

Z)�
� 3)forquarks.The

right-and the left-handed ferm ion couplings are related to the vector and

axialvectorcouplingsin theconventionalway:

gV =
1

2
(gL + gR); gA =

1

2
(gL � gR): (10)

From eqs. (6)and (7),itisclearthatonly those observableswhich in-

volve third generation ferm ions in the �nalstate willbe m odi�ed. Thus,
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theforward-backward electron asym m etry A e
F B orthepartialwidth �(Z !

e+ e� )retain theirSM values,while observables like �Z,A
b
F B ,P�,R b (and

otherpartialwidths)willhavecontributionscom ingfrom theZ � Z0m ixing.

Low-energy observablesarenotsensitivetothism ixing astheZ-propagator,

apartfrom � ig��,isreal,and theinterferenceterm vanishes.Lepton univer-

sality isalso notrespected in thism odel. The expressionsforthe m odi�ed

observablesfollow im m ediately from eqs.(1)and (2);however,they do not

throw m uch lighton the nature ofthe m odi�cation,asone hasto take ac-

countofseven arbitrary Z 0q�q couplings(three in the lepton sectorand four

in the quark sector). Here we im pose the condition thatthe Z 0 currenthas

to be anom aly free. Thisassuresthatno new ferm ionsare required in the

m odeland eq. (5)rem ainsunchanged. A sim ple way to do thatisto take

the new couplings proportionalto the hypercharge Y ofthe corresponding

ferm ions(thisis,by no m eans,theonly choice).Denoting thisproportional-

ity constantby a,weobtain

(g��L
0
;g

�
L

0
;g

�
R

0
;g

t
L

0

;g
t
R

0

;g
b
L

0

;g
b
R

0

)= (� a;� a;� 2a;a=3;4a=3;a=3;� 2a=3): (11)

The totale+ e� annihilation cross-section ats= m 2

Z changesby an am ount

��,which isalso a m easure ofthe change in � Z. W ith the couplingsgiven

in eq.(11),thischangecom esoutto be

��

�
=
��Z

�Z
= � 8:76� 10� 3

a2

1� �2
(12)

where we have taken G = 1:16639� 10� 5 GeV � 2,m Z = 91:189 GeV and

�Z = �SMZ = 2:497 GeV.Note thateq. (12)is independent ofthe sign of
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a;thisisbecauseZ 0q�q couplingsalwayscom ein pair,onebeing theinternal

Z 0t�tcoupling.Itdependson thesign of�,and form Z 0 > m Z,thedeviation

ispositive.From theexperim entalbound

��Z

�Z
� 3� 10� 3; (13)

onegets

� 0:34�
a2

1� �2
; (14)

which,fora = 1,yieldsm Z 0 � 181 GeV.The change in the hadronic cross-

section is

��had

�had
= � 5:8� 10� 3

a2

1� �2
(15)

which iswellwithin theallowed lim it,and can beused to �nd thechangein

R b:

R b = R
SM
b + (1� R

SM
b )

��(Z ! b�b)

�(Z ! hadrons)

� 0:2172: (16)

The SM value ofR b,0:2156,is for m t = 175 GeV and takes the two-loop

corrections induced by the heavy top quark into account [7]. Branching

fraction forcharm ,R c,isreduced,butnotvery signi�cantly:

�R c

R c

� � 0:0020: (17)

Thechangein forward-backward basym m etry issm all,and negative:

�A b
F B

A b
F B

= 0:0130
a2

1� �2
(18)
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whereasforthe �-lepton,the fractionalchange in the left-rightasym m etry

�A �
LR =A

�
LR isnegative,and thus m ore than resolves the discrepancy ofthe

experim entalvaluewith theSM prediction:

�A �
LR

A �
LR

= � 0:3637: (19)

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 breaking ratio,�(Z ! �+ �� )=(Z ! e+ e� ),doesnotallow such

a high valueofa2=(1� �2):

�(Z ! �+ �� )

(Z ! e+ e� )
= 1� 0:0387

a2

1� �2
� 1:013: (20)

Also,the e�ective num beroflightneutrino speciesisenhanced,butwithin

theallowed lim it:

�N � = � 0:0493
a2

1� �2
� +0:016: (21)

Thus,theupperbound ofa2=(1� �2)isoneorderofm agnitudesm allerthan

thatallowed by �Z.AsHoldom haspointed out[2],iftheZ 0�+ �� coupling

is dom inantly vectorialin nature,the bounds obtained from the last two

equationscan beevaded.

From eqs. (6) and (7),it is evident that A LR does not change. This

m otivatesustom ovetooursecond m odel,whereZ 0couplestoalltheknown

ferm ions.Thecondition ofanom aly cancellation hintsto a coupling pattern

asshown in eq. (11),butthe a’sm ay be di�erentfordi�erentgenerations.

Thus,weareintroducing threenew param etersin thiscasecom pared to one
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in theearliercase.Evidently,itwillbeeasiertom atch theexperim entaldata

by adjusting these param eters;on the other hand,predictive power ofthe

m odelwillbesom ewhatlost.However,therearecertain m odel-independent

factswhich oneshould takeinto account.

First,the Born graph,e+ e� ! f �f m ediated by Z 0,willnotcontribute

to the interference,and therefore the new physics contribution to the tree-

levelam plitude willbe suppressed by a factor of1=�2. Second,ifallthe

ai’s (i= 1;2;3) are sam e,there willbe no lepton non-universality,and it

ispossible to tune the ai’sin such a way thatthe non-universality rem ains

within theallowed lim it,whilekeeping otherpredictionsm oreorlessintact.

Third,even for�> 1,theshiftin thetotalcross-section attheZ-peak,��tot,

can beeitherpositiveornegative.

Eqs.(6)and (7)arenow m odi�ed to

�L(�) = Ar1[(1+ cos�)2f(geL)
2
T1 + (geLg

e
L

0
)T2g

+(1� cos�)2f(geL)
2
T3 + (geLg

e
L

0
)T4g]; (22)

�R (�) = Ar1[(1� cos�)2f(geR)
2
T1 + (geRg

e
R

0
)T2g

+(1+ cos�)2f(geR)
2
T3 + (geRg

e
R

0
)T4g]; (23)

where

T1 = N cr1(g
f

L)
2 + 2r2(g

f

Lg
f

L

0

); (24)

T2 = 2N cr2(g
f

L)
2
; (25)

T3 = N cr1(g
f

R )
2 + 2r2(g

f

R g
f

R

0

); (26)

T4 = 2N cr2(g
f

R)
2
: (27)
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First let us assum e,for sim plicity,a1 = a2 = a3 = a. The lim iting value

ofa2=(1� �2),asobtained from ��Z=�Z,ism ore constrained com pared to

m odel1:

a2

1� �2
� � 0:069 (28)

leading to m Z 0 � 446 GeV for a = 1. Unfortunately, �ALR is negative

(= � 0:0065),and so thischoice failsto be the desired one.However,ifone

puts� a1 = a2 = a3 = a,the totalcross-section decreases(for� > 1),and

from theexperim entalbound,oneobtains

�A LR = 0:015 (29)

which explainsthetrend oftheSLAC resultperfectly.

Onem ustcom m entabouttheotherobservables,noneofwhich arem uch

a�ected,dueto thehighly constrained valueofa2=1� �2.Thechangein R b,

forthe latterchoice ofa’s,ispositive,and the result is in agreem ent with

theexperim entaldata.

Thus,both thesem odelsallow FCNC processes,forbidden in theSM .For

thesecond m odel,oneneedsdi�erentai’s(and thusthem axim um splitting

between theai’scan berestricted).Theprocessesnow allowed includeGIM -

violating Z-decays,and tree-levelB d � �B d (and B s � �B s)m ixing.However,

theinherentuncertaintieslim ittheusefulnessofsuch processesin detecting

a new gaugeboson indirectly.

In thisletter,weshow thatthetrend ofsom eofthepresentexperim ental

data,which m ay indicate a deviation from the SM ,can be explained by
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considering a heavy neutralgaugeboson Z 0.A crucialroleisplayed by the

heavytopquarkwhich ensuresasigni�cantcontributionfrom theinterference

term in thee+ e� ! f �f am plitude.Two m odelsareconsidered;onein which

Z 0 couples only to the third generation ferm ions and another in which it

couples to allthe three generations. The �rst m odelallows a lower value

ofm Z 0. Guided by the anom aly cancellation conditions ofthe new gauge

boson,we�nd thattheshiftsin them easured observablesarealwaysin the

rightdirection. W e expectthatthese resultsm ay m otivate a search,direct

orindirect,forZ 0in thefuturecolliders.
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A ppendix 1

Thetwo-pointfunction (�g.2),i� ��,can bewritten as

i� ��(m 1;m 2;�;�
0)=

i

4�2

Z
1

0

dx[�+ ln(� 2
=M

2)]

� [2(1+ ��
0)x(1� x)q�q� + (1+ ��

0)(� 2x(1� x)q2 + m
2

1
x + m

2

2
(1� x))g��

� (1� ��
0)m 1m 2g��]; (A:1)

where

�=
1

�
� + ln4�; (A:2)

and

M
2 = � q

2
x(1� x)+ m

2

1
x+ m

2

2
(1� x): (A:3)

Thevertex factorsare�(1� �5)and �(1� �05)respectively.

Neglectingq�q� term s(they vanish ifexternalferm ionsarem assless),and

putting m 1 = m 2 = m ,weget

f(m ;�;� 0)= �
1

2�2

"

(1+ �� 0)
n

(�+ ln� 2)(
1

6
q
2
�
1

2
m

2)+ q2(I1� I2)+
1

2
m

2
I3

o

+ (1� ��
0)
n

(�+ ln� 2)
m 2

2
�
1

2
m

2
I3

o
#

(A:4)

where

I1;I2;I3 =

Z
1

0

dx(x2;x;1)ln M
2
; (A:5)

and

� �� = ifg��: (A:6)

Form � q=2,theexpressionsfortheI’sare

I1 =
lnm 2

3
�
2

3

h13

12
�
m 2

q2
�

�5

4

m 2

q2
�
m 4

q4
�
1

4

�2

�
tan� 1

1

2�

i

; (A:7)
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I2 =
lnm 2

2
�
h

1� 2�tan� 1
1

2�

i

; (A:8)

I3 = lnm 2
� 2+ 4�tan� 1

1

2�
; (A:9)

where

�= (m 2
=q

2
� 1=4)1=2: (A:10)

In thetext,we use theM S schem e and take the subtraction point�= m Z

to obtain thenum ericalvalues.
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Figure C aptions

1.Z � Z0m ixing m ediated by tloop.

2.Thetwo-pointgaugeboson vacuum polarization diagram .
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