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A bstract

W e analyze the incidence on polarized e e scattering of the trilnear and quartic
anom alous gauge couplings which arise in the realn of a non-lnear realization of
electrow eak symm etry breaking.

1 Introduction

T he treeJevel gauge couplings in the standard m odelare dictated by the gauge princi-
pl. D eviations from this expectation can arise from several sources, Including quan—
tum ocorrections, new particles or com positeness. Since the standard m odel quantum
corrections are expected to be sn all {Il], such deviations would provide stringent ev—
dence for new physics. Unfortunately, the present experin ental bounds still lack
by far the accuracy necessary to detect any e ect. D ram atic im provem ents, though,
are expected from LHC [] or the next generation of linear colliders operated in the
e'e fBlle and Bloree [, §Imodes.

W e consider here a heavy H iggs soenario, w here the electroweak sym m etry break—
ing sector is strongly coupled [1]. Chiral perturbation theory enables us to w rite an
e ective lagrangian In which the sym m etry breaking pattem is xed by a custodial
SU Q). globalsymm etry. Theheavy (oreven non-existent) H iggs isthen seen through
an In nite tower of operators, of which only those of lowest order In a m om entum
expansion contribute to the low energy e ective theory. The coe cients of these op—
erators param etrize the unknow n physics, which by assum ption lies outside the reach
of direct investigations. In the uniary gauge, the standard m odel lagrangian is then
suppXem ented by the ©llow ing e ective lagrangians B, 3]:
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The lagrangian L; describbes anom alous trilinear interactions am ong the gauge
bosons, whereas Ly m odi es the quartic couplings. T he latter is also responsble for
anew typeofZ 2 Z Z Interaction, which is absent in the standard m odel.

Tt should be ram em bered that the coe cients L o1, , Loz , L7 and L, ofthe anom a—
lous operators are no fundam ental constants, but m erely energy-dependent form fac—
tors. M oreover, the operators responsbl for Ly typically orighhates form loops,
whereas Ly can be generated at tree-Jlevel B]. T herefore, the natural expectation is
that the coe cients L o1, and Loz are small com pared to L, and L, . Note also that
the operators from which L; isderived induce quartic tem saswell. T hese, how ever,
should be an all com pared to the \genue" quartic anom alies of L, , because of the
argum ent given above. W e therefore ignore them from now on.
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Figure 1: Typical Iowest order Feynm an diagram s participating to W  production in e e scat-
tering.

W e analyze here how the addition of the pieces (1,2) to the standard m odel la—
grangian m odi es the Jatter’s predictions n e e scattering. For this we exam ine
theW andW 2° production reactions, which respectively probe the trilinear and
quartic gauge couplings.



2 Trilinear C ouplings

In e e scattering the trilinear anom alous couplings Lo, and Loz appear to lowest
order in the reaction
ee ! e W : 3)

The Feynm an diagram s contrbuting to this process are depicted in Fig.d,. It is the
last diagram , whose trilinear vertex is em phasized, which provides the signals we
Intend to test. Ifboth electron beam s are right-polarized the process does not take
place, because at least one of the ferm ion lines is connected to a W boson. For the
LR combination of niial helicities, the third diagram in which a W is exchanged
between the two fem ion lines, does not contrbute. For the LL con guration, all
diagram s contribute.
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Figure 2: Energy dependence of the polarized W production cross sections considered in the
text.

To m ake sure these and only thesee W  events are seen, we In pose the ol



low ing cuts on the nal state:

<> 10°

E.> 10 Gev
, @)
pYe > 10 Gev

ecency= 2 (  only hadronic decays of the W

W hen combined w ith the m easurem ent of the $ts Invariant m ass, the restriction
to only hadronic decays ofthe W insures the absence of non-resonant badckgrounds.
Sin ilarly, the requirem ent of an inbalance In the transverse m om entum guarantees
that no photoproduction events w ith only one electron lost along the beam pipe are
included. T he expected standard m odel cross sections [] are digplayed as functions
ofthe center ofm ass energy in Fig.2. In allcaloulations we ignore the electron m ass,
as it is jasti ed at the energies considered w ith the cuts @).
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Figure 3: Contours of detectability at 95% con dence for the trilinear anom alous couplings in
thepolarized e e ! e W reactions, w ith the center of m ass energy ~ s = 500 GeV and the
um fnosity L = 20 b !. Thethin curvesare rthe LR com bination of nitialelectron polarizations,
w hereas the thick curves are for the LL com bination. T he outer to inner contours corresoond to
the three di erent analysis described in the text. The plot on the right is a zoom into the boxed
region of the kft plot.

T o determ ine the discovery potentialofthe reaction (3) we have used Jeast squares
estin ators as in Ref. {]. A ssum Ing there is no anom alous coupling, we explre this
way the region around Lo, = Log = 0 forthe nite values of these param eters which
can be excluded with 95% con dence ( 2  6).W e have perfom ed this analysisw ith
three procedures of Increasing resolving power:



1. Using only the Informm ation from the total cross sections. A swe shall see, this
is totally inadequate.

. Adding Infom ation from the di erential cross sections, by subdividing the
em erging electron’s polar anglk range into 20 bins for the LL case and 10 bins

forthe LR case. Thisway each bin is guaranteed to contain a su ciently large
num ber of nearly gaussian distributed events.

3. Computing the C ram erR ao lin it of this reaction []
z 2
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whered istheelam ent ofphase space. T he resulting bounds on the param eters
are the best onem ay hope to ever achieve w ith a given lum inosity L In a perfect
experin ent. They m ay therefore serve as a benchm ark of the reaction.

T he num ber of events is calculated assum ing a typical integrated design lum inos-
ity scaling ke I = 80s b '=TeV. Sioce the polar angk of an elctron should be
m easurabl to an accuracy better than 10 m rad, them ain system atic errors origihate
from the lum inosity m easurem ent and from detector ne ciencies. None of thes

should exoeed 1% , and we conservatively assum e an overall system atic uncertainty of
2% .
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Figure 4: Sameastg.:_é,wjrhp5= 2TeV andL = 320 B 1.

In the second analysis, Instead ofthe electron’s polar angle one could aswellhave
chosen another variable, such as the polar angles oftheW  orthe ., or the energy
or transverse m om entum of any combination of the particles. A s it tums out, the

polarangk oftheW isactually am ore sensitive variable, but it cannot bem easured
as precisely as the anglk of the electron.



In Figs 3 and 4 we have pltted the 95% observability contours of Lo, and Loy
which can be cbtained In 500 G&V and 2 TeV center of m ass ocollisions w ith each
of the three procedures. The informm ation from the total cross section is clearly not
su client, since it cannot resolve an am biguiy along a closed curve In these two pa—
ram eters. Taking into acocount the electron’s angular correlations, though, in proves
the resolution dram atically and totally lifts the ambiguiy’. There m ay, however,
bemudch m ore to be gained by using im proved observables and m ultivariate correla—
tionsoramaxmum lkellhood tting, since the theoreticalC ram erR ao lim it ofthis
reaction is still doing better by several factors of one.

Tt is worth noting that although the standard m odel cross sections for the LR
com bination ofbeam polarizations are much less than those of the LL com bination,
this experin ent can provide better bounds on the param eters. Indeed, the large cross
sections of the LL m ode are also due to the m any m ore background diagram s. T he
resolying power of a reaction is not necessarily related to the standard m odel rates.

3 Quartic C ouplings

A swem entioned In the introduction, the L; and L, quartic ancm alous couplings are
expected to be larger than the trilinear anom alies Lg;, and Loz . In @ rst approxi-
m ation, it is thus safe to ignore the latter when i com es to study the form er. They
can be tested to lowest order in the reactions

ee ! W W .. (©)
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Tt tums out that isthem ost sensitive processto L; and L, isthe second one @),wjth
both initialelectron beam s keft polarized [G]. W e therefore concentrate sokly on this
reaction from now on. The 15 topologies of the 88 Feynm an diagram s participating
to this reaction in the unitary gauge are shown in F ig.§. It is the Jast diagram , whose
quartic vertex is em phasized, which provides the signals we w ish to test.

T he expected standard m odel cross sections {[(] are displayed as functions of the
center of m ass energy i Fig. 2, with the same cuts @) as in the analysis of the
trilinear couplings, exospt that in order to satisfy the requirem ent that all events be
fully reconstructible, the e ciency drops to approxin ately 51% . Still, substantial
event rates are expected at high energy.

Here again, we estin ate the discovery potential of the reaction () with the help
ofa least squares estin ator. A s in the analysis of the trilinear couplings, we assum e a
2% systam atic error In this experin ent too. Because statistics are lower, though, we

1 N ote that a tw o-Hld am biquity always subsistswhen Lo, and Loz are probed w ith thee' e !
W*™W reaction.
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Figure 5: Topolgies of the Feynm an diagram s orthe reactione e ! W 720 .e .

refrain from binning the data and only use the totalcross section. Sihoem odi cations
to the quartic couplings destroy the very subtle and powerfil unitarity cancellations
which In the standard m odel render the cross section wellbehaved, this sin plem inded
observablem ay after allbe rathere cient. M ore work, though, should be perform ed
in this direction to con m this working hypothesis. E sgoecially at higher energies,
w here statistics becom e good, the study ofdi erential distribbutionsm ay signi cantly
In prove these resuls.

T he resultsofthe analysisare plotted in F ig. 4 asthe contours around the standard
m odel expectation beyond which the quartic anom alous couplings L; and L, can be
excluided w ith 95% con dence in the absence of a signal. E xpectations are shown for
500 and 2000 G &V center ofm ass energies.

4 Conclusions

W e have analyzed the Indirect e ects of a strongly interacting Higgs sectorin e e
scattering, and nd that W  production is sensitive to the dom inant anom alous
trilinear and quartic gauge couplings. T he resolving pow er of these reactions is com —
parable to the one expected from e'e ,e or experin entsw hen a sim ilaranalysis
is performed [, 4].

T he sensitivity to the anom alous couplings increases substantially w ith the collider
energy, but a carefiilchoice of sensitive ocbservables rem ainsessential in orderto cbtain
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F igure 6: Contours of detectability at 95% con dence for the quartic anom alous couplings in the
ege ! e W Z 9 reaction. T he left plot is obtained orthe center ofm assenergy = s= 500 G &V
and the lum inosity I = 20 b !, whereas the right plot is obtaned with = s= 2 TeV and L = 320
B L.

perform Ing bounds. Such optin izations, Including m ore elaborate treatm ents of the

nalstates, have been shown to dram atically in prove the resolving power ofthee* e
reactions 3]. They are still to be perform ed for the e e processes, but there is no
doubt that there is a lot of room for m provem ent here too.

T here were only four independent anom alous couplings nvolved In this study, be-
cause we restricted oursslves to a heavy H iggs scenario. If we relax this assum ption
and settle for no less than any kind of new physics at the TeV scale, a much larger
num ber of anom aliesm ust be considered, about twelve of lowest din ensions. H aving
this in m ind, it becom es clear that a single experin ent isnot su cient to disentangle
the com plicated Interdependences of all the param eters. T herefore, although none of
thedierentee ,e e ,e or linear collider operating m odes is clkearly perform —
ing better than the others in probing anom alous couplings, it w ill be in portant to
gather asmuch Infom ation aspossble from all these experin ents in order to cbtain
the best resolution.
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