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A bstract

W e analyze the incidence on polarized e
�
e
� scattering ofthe trilinear and quartic

anom alous gauge couplings which arise in the realm of a non-linear realization of

electroweak sym m etry breaking.

1 Introduction

Thetree-levelgaugecouplingsin thestandard m odelaredictated bythegaugeprinci-

ple.Deviationsfrom thisexpectation can arisefrom severalsources,including quan-

tum corrections,new particlesorcom positeness.Sincethestandard m odelquantum

correctionsareexpected to besm all[1],such deviationswould providestringentev-

idence for new physics. Unfortunately,the present experim entalbounds stilllack

by fartheaccuracy necessary to detectany e�ect.Dram aticim provem ents,though,

areexpected from LHC [2]orthenextgeneration oflinearcollidersoperated in the

e+ e� [3],e� 
 and 

 [4]ore� e� [5,6]m odes.

W econsiderhereaheavy Higgsscenario,wheretheelectroweak sym m etry break-

ing sectorisstrongly coupled [7].Chiralperturbation theory enablesusto write an

e�ective lagrangian in which the sym m etry breaking pattern is�xed by a custodial

SU(2)c globalsym m etry.Theheavy(oreven non-existent)Higgsisthen seen through

an in�nite tower ofoperators,ofwhich only those oflowest orderin a m om entum

expansion contributeto thelow energy e�ectivetheory.Thecoe�cientsoftheseop-

eratorsparam etrizetheunknown physics,which by assum ption liesoutsidethereach

ofdirectinvestigations.In theunitary gauge,thestandard m odellagrangian isthen

supplem ented by thefollowing e�ective lagrangians[2,3]:
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LT = � i
e3

32�2s2
w

"

L9R

�

W
y

�
W �A

��
�
sw

cw
W

y

�
W �Z

��

�

(1)

+L9L

�

W
y

�
W �A

�� +
cw

sw
W

y

�
W �Z

�� +
1

swcw

�

W
y

��
W

�
� W ��W

y�
�

Z
�

�#

LQ =
e4

32�2s4
w

"

L1

 

2(W y
� W )2 +

2

c2
w

(W y
� W )Z � Z +

1

2c2
w

(Z � Z)2
!

(2)

+L2

 

(W y
� W )2 + jW � W j

2 +
2

c2
w

(W y
� W )Z � Z +

1

2c2
w

(Z � Z)2
! #

;

whereW �� = @�W � � @�W � and V�� = @�V� � @�V� (V = 
;Z).

The lagrangian LT describes anom alous trilinear interactions am ong the gauge

bosons,whereasLQ m odi�esthequarticcouplings.Thelatterisalso responsiblefor

a new typeofZZZZ interaction,which isabsentin thestandard m odel.

Itshould berem em bered thatthecoe�cientsL 9L,L9R ,L1 and L2 oftheanom a-

lousoperatorsareno fundam entalconstants,butm erely energy-dependentform fac-

tors. M oreover, the operators responsible for LT typically originates form loops,

whereasLQ can be generated attree-level[8].Therefore,the naturalexpectation is

thatthe coe�cientsL 9L and L9R are sm allcom pared to L1 and L2. Note also that

theoperatorsfrom which LT isderived inducequarticterm saswell.These,however,

should besm allcom pared to the \genuine" quartic anom aliesofLQ ,because ofthe

argum entgiven above.W ethereforeignorethem from now on.

e
�

e
�

�e

e
�

Z
0

W
�

e
�

e
�

�e

e
�


;Z
0

W
�

e
�

e
�

�e

e
�

W
�

W
�

e
�

e
�

�e

e
�

W
�


;Z
0

W
�

Figure1:TypicallowestorderFeynm an diagram sparticipating to W � production in e� e� scat-

tering.

W e analyze here how the addition ofthe pieces(1,2)to the standard m odella-

grangian m odi�es the latter’s predictions in e� e� scattering. For this we exam ine

theW � and W � Z 0 production reactions,which respectively probethetrilinearand

quarticgaugecouplings.



2 Trilinear C ouplings

In e� e� scattering the trilinearanom alouscouplingsL9L and L9R appearto lowest

orderin thereaction

e
�
e
�
! e

�
�eW

�
: (3)

The Feynm an diagram scontributing to thisprocessaredepicted in Fig.1.Itisthe

last diagram ,whose trilinear vertex is em phasized,which provides the signals we

intend to test. Ifboth electron beam sare right-polarized the processdoesnottake

place,because atleastone ofthe ferm ion linesisconnected to a W boson. Forthe

LR com bination ofinitialhelicities,the third diagram in which a W is exchanged

between the two ferm ion lines,does not contribute. For the LL con�guration,all

diagram scontribute.
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Figure 2: Energy dependence ofthe polarized W
� production cross sections considered in the

text.

To m ake sure these and only these e� �eW
� events are seen,we im pose the fol-



lowing cutson the�nalstate:

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�e > 10o

E e > 10 GeV

pvis? > 10 GeV

e�ciency = 2

3
( only hadronicdecaysoftheW :

(4)

W hen com bined with them easurem entofthejetsinvariantm ass,therestriction

to only hadronic decaysofthe W insuresthe absence ofnon-resonantbackgrounds.

Sim ilarly,the requirem entofan im balance in the transverse m om entum guarantees

thatno photoproduction eventswith only oneelectron lostalong thebeam pipeare

included.The expected standard m odelcrosssections[5]aredisplayed asfunctions

ofthecenterofm assenergy in Fig.2.In allcalculationsweignoretheelectron m ass,

asitisjusti�ed attheenergiesconsidered with thecuts(4).
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Figure 3: Contours ofdetectability at 95% con�dence for the trilinear anom alous couplings in

the polarized e
�
e
� ! e

�
�eW

� reactions,with the centerofm assenergy
p
s = 500 G eV and the

lum inosity L = 20fb� 1.Thethin curvesarefortheLR com bination ofinitialelectron polarizations,

whereasthe thick curvesare for the LL com bination. The outer to inner contourscorrespond to

the three di�erentanalysisdescribed in the text. The ploton the rightisa zoom into the boxed

region ofthe leftplot.

Todeterm inethediscovery potentialofthereaction (3)wehaveused leastsquares

estim atorsasin Ref.[5].Assum ing there isno anom alouscoupling,we explore this

way theregion around L9L = L9R = 0 forthe�nitevaluesoftheseparam eterswhich

can beexcluded with 95% con�dence(�2 � 6).W ehaveperform ed thisanalysiswith

threeproceduresofincreasing resolving power:



1.Using only the inform ation from the totalcrosssections. Aswe shallsee,this

istotally inadequate.

2.Adding inform ation from the di�erential cross sections, by subdividing the

em erging electron’spolaranglerangeinto 20 binsfortheLL caseand 10 bins

fortheLR case.Thisway each bin isguaranteed to contain a su�ciently large

num berofnearly gaussian distributed events.

3.Com puting theCram er-Rao lim itofthisreaction [9]

�
2

1 = L

Z

d

(�d�=d
)

2

d�=d

; (5)

whered
istheelem entofphasespace.Theresultingboundson theparam eters

arethebestonem ayhopetoeverachievewith agiven lum inosity L in aperfect

experim ent.They m ay thereforeserveasa benchm ark ofthereaction.

Thenum berofeventsiscalculated assum ing a typicalintegrated design lum inos-

ity scaling like L = 80s fb� 1=TeV. Since the polar angle ofan electron should be

m easurabletoan accuracy betterthan 10m rad,them ain system aticerrorsoriginate

from the lum inosity m easurem ent and from detector ine�ciencies. None ofthese

should exceed 1% ,and weconservatively assum ean overallsystem aticuncertainty of

2% .
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Figure4:Sam e asFig.3,with
p
s= 2 TeV and L = 320 fb� 1.

In thesecond analysis,instead oftheelectron’spolarangleonecould aswellhave

chosen anothervariable,such asthepolaranglesoftheW � orthe�e,ortheenergy

ortransverse m om entum ofany com bination ofthe particles. As it turns out,the

polarangleoftheW � isactuallyam oresensitivevariable,butitcannotbem easured

asprecisely astheangleoftheelectron.



In Figs3 and 4 we have plotted the 95% observability contoursofL9L and L9R

which can be obtained in 500 GeV and 2 TeV center ofm ass collisions with each

ofthe three procedures. The inform ation from the totalcrosssection isclearly not

su�cient,sinceitcannotresolve an am biguity along a closed curve in these two pa-

ram eters. Taking into accountthe electron’sangularcorrelations,though,im proves

the resolution dram atically and totally lifts the am biguity1. There m ay,however,

bem uch m oreto begained by using im proved observablesand m ultivariatecorrela-

tionsora m axim um likelihood �tting,sincethetheoreticalCram er-Rao lim itofthis

reaction isstilldoing betterby severalfactorsofone.

It is worth noting that although the standard m odelcross sections for the LR

com bination ofbeam polarizationsarem uch lessthan thoseoftheLL com bination,

thisexperim entcan providebetterboundson theparam eters.Indeed,thelargecross

sectionsofthe LL m ode arealso due to the m any m orebackground diagram s.The

resolving powerofa reaction isnotnecessarily related to thestandard m odelrates.

3 Q uartic C ouplings

Aswem entioned in theintroduction,theL1 and L2 quarticanom alouscouplingsare

expected to be largerthan the trilinearanom aliesL9L and L9R . In a �rstapproxi-

m ation,itisthussafeto ignorethelatterwhen itcom esto study theform er.They

can betested to lowestorderin thereactions
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e
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Itturnsoutthatisthem ostsensitiveprocesstoL1 and L2 isthesecond one(7),with

both initialelectron beam sleftpolarized [6].W ethereforeconcentratesolely on this

reaction from now on.The 15 topologiesofthe 88 Feynm an diagram sparticipating

tothisreaction in theunitary gaugeareshown in Fig.5.Itisthelastdiagram ,whose

quarticvertex isem phasized,which providesthesignalswewish to test.

Theexpected standard m odelcrosssections[10]aredisplayed asfunctionsofthe

center ofm ass energy in Fig.2,with the sam e cuts (4) as in the analysis ofthe

trilinearcouplings,exceptthatin orderto satisfy therequirem entthatalleventsbe

fully reconstructible,the e�ciency drops to approxim ately 51% . Still,substantial

eventratesareexpected athigh energy.

Hereagain,we estim atethediscovery potentialofthereaction (7)with thehelp

ofaleastsquaresestim ator.Asin theanalysisofthetrilinearcouplings,weassum ea

2% system aticerrorin thisexperim enttoo.Becausestatisticsarelower,though,we

1 Notethatatwo-fold am biguity alwayssubsistswhen L9L and L9R areprobed with thee+ e� !

W
+
W

� reaction.



Figure5:TopologiesoftheFeynm an diagram sforthe reaction e� e� ! W
�
Z
0
�ee

� .

refrain from binningthedataand onlyusethetotalcrosssection.Sincem odi�cations

to thequarticcouplingsdestroy thevery subtleand powerfulunitarity cancellations

which in thestandard m odelrenderthecrosssection wellbehaved,thissim plem inded

observablem ay afterallberathere�cient.M orework,though,should beperform ed

in this direction to con�rm this working hypothesis. Especially athigher energies,

wherestatisticsbecom egood,thestudy ofdi�erentialdistributionsm ay signi�cantly

im provetheseresults.

TheresultsoftheanalysisareplottedinFig.6asthecontoursaroundthestandard

m odelexpectation beyond which thequarticanom alouscouplingsL1 and L2 can be

excluded with 95% con�dencein theabsenceofa signal.Expectationsareshown for

500 and 2000 GeV centerofm assenergies.

4 C onclusions

W e have analyzed the indirecte�ectsofa strongly interacting Higgssectorin e� e�

scattering, and �nd that W � production is sensitive to the dom inant anom alous

trilinearand quarticgaugecouplings.Theresolving powerofthesereactionsiscom -

parabletotheoneexpected from e+ e� ,e� 
 or

 experim entswhen asim ilaranalysis

isperform ed [5,6].

Thesensitivitytotheanom alouscouplingsincreasessubstantiallywiththecollider

energy,butacarefulchoiceofsensitiveobservablesrem ainsessentialinordertoobtain
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p
s= 500G eV
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perform ing bounds.Such optim izations,including m ore elaboratetreatm entsofthe

�nalstates,havebeen shown todram aticallyim provetheresolvingpowerofthee+ e�

reactions[3]. They are stillto be perform ed forthe e� e� processes,butthere isno

doubtthatthereisa lotofroom forim provem entheretoo.

Therewereonly fourindependentanom alouscouplingsinvolved in thisstudy,be-

cause we restricted ourselvesto a heavy Higgsscenario.Ifwe relax thisassum ption

and settle forno lessthan any kind ofnew physicsatthe TeV scale,a m uch larger

num berofanom aliesm ustbeconsidered,abouttwelveoflowestdim ensions.Having

thisin m ind,itbecom esclearthata singleexperim entisnotsu�cientto disentangle

thecom plicated interdependencesofalltheparam eters.Therefore,although noneof

thedi�erente+ e� ,e� e� ,e� 
 or

 linearcollideroperatingm odesisclearly perform -

ing betterthan the othersin probing anom alouscouplings,itwillbe im portantto

gatherasm uch inform ation aspossiblefrom alltheseexperim entsin orderto obtain

thebestresolution.
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