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W e perform ed a detailed analysisofthe processe+ e� ! ‘�q�q0 to determ ine its

sensitivity to anom alous trilinear gauge boson couplings ofthe W W 
 and W W Z

vertices and how the sensitivity varies with energy and integrated lum inosity. W e

included alltreelevelFeynm an diagram sthatcontributeto this�nalstateand used

a m axim um likelihood analysisofa �ve dim ensionaldi�erentialcross-section based

on the W and W decay product angular distributions. For constant lum inosity,

increasing
p
s from 175 G eV to 192 G eV (220 G eV) im proves the m easurem ent

sensitivity by a factor of1.5 to 2 (2 to 3) depending on the param eter m easured.

However,thelowerlum inosity expected athigher
p
swillreducetheseim provem ents.

In any case,the sensitivities for
p
s= 175 G eV and L= 500 pb� 1 of�gZ1 = � 0:22,

��Z = � 0:20,��
 = � 0:27,�L9L = � 55,and �L9R =
+ 330

� 230 arelikely to beatleastan

orderofm agnitude too big to see the e�ectsofnew physics.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

e+ e� collidershave contributed greatly to ourknowledge ofelectroweak interactions[1]

and itisexpected thatthistradition willcontinue in thefuturewith thecom m issioning of

theCERN LEP-200 e+ e� collider.Oneoftheprim ary physicsgoalsofLEP-200 isto m ake

precision m easurem entsofW boson propertiesincluding precision m easurem entsoftheW

m ass,width,and W -boson couplingswith ferm ionsand thephoton and Z 0.

The latterm easurem ents,thatofthetrilineargaugeboson vertices(TGV’s)providesa

stringenttestofthe gauge structure ofthe standard m odel[2]. The currentm easurem ent

ofthese couplingsare ratherweak. Using a popularparam etrization ofthe CP conserving

gaugeboson couplings,indirectm easurem entsofTGV’sviaradiativecorrectionstoprecision

electroweak m easurem ents[3{5]give the following lim its[3]:�gZ1 = �0:033� 0:031,��
 =

0:056� 0:056,��Z = �0:0019� 0:044,�
 = �0:036� 0:034,and �Z = 0:049� 0:045.However,

thereaream biguitiesin thesecalculationsso thattheselim itsarenotparticularly rigorous

and itisnecessary to useunam biguousdirectm easurem entsform orereliablebounds.The

CDF and D0 collaborations at the Tevatron p�p collider at Ferm ilab,using the processes

p�p ! W 
; W W ; W Z have obtained the direct 95 % C.L.lim its of�1:6 < ��
 < 1:8,

�0:6 < �
 < 0:6,�8:6 < ��Z < 9:0,and �1:7 < �Z < 1:7 [6]. These m easurem ents are

stillquite weak butitisexpected thatthey willim prove asthelum inosity oftheTevatron

increases.

At LEP200 the gauge boson self-interactions willbe m easured in W -pair production,

[2,7{13].Oneofthem ostusefulofthee+ e� ! W + W � channelsise+ e� ! ‘�q�q0.W ith only

one unobserved neutrino thischannelhasthe advantage thatitcan be fully reconstructed

usingtheconstraintoftheinitialbeam energieswithoutproblem sdiscrim inatingtheW + and

W � and theQCD backgroundsthatplaguethefully hadronicdecay m odesand o�ersm uch

higherstatisticsthan thefully leptonicm odes[13].Asa resultofitsim portancetherehave

been num erous studies ofthisprocessincluding electroweak radiative correctionsto these

reactionsand the im portantquestion ofinitialstate radiation and the sensitivity ofthese
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processesto anom alousW W 
 and W W Z0 gaugeboson couplings(TGV’s)[2,7{12,14{20].

An im portantquestion forLEP200 isthe sensitivity ofthe TGV m easurem ents to the

centreofm assenergy and lum inosity [21].In thisletterwestudy thesensitivity ofthefour

ferm ion �nalstate e+ e� ! ‘�‘q�q
0 where ‘ is either e� or �� and q�q0 can be either (ud)

or(cs)to TGV’s forthe centre ofm ass energies appropriate to LEP200,
p
s = 175,192,

205,and 220 GeV,for various integrated lum inosities. Our goalis to determ ine how the

m easurem entswillbea�ected by changing thecenterofm assenergy and lum inosity.

Thisissue hasbeen addressed in a num berofpapers. The classic paperby Hagiwara,

Peccei,Zeppenfeld,and Hikasa,[7]exam ined the sensitivity ofanom alous TGV’s to the

processe+ e� ! W + W � and how thesensitivity varied with centreofm assenergiesrelevant

to LEP200.Although thispaperdid pointouttheim portanceofseparating longitudinally

polarized W ’sfrom transversely polarized W ’stheanalysiswasrestricted tospeci�cangular

distributionsand speci�c W boson polarizationsand varied only one param eterata tim e.

In addition itdid notincludethecontributionsfrom theso-called background contributions;

othertreeleveldiagram sthatcontributeto thesam efourferm ion �nalstate.

Theinform ation abouttheoutgoingW polarizationscan betaken into accountby using

theangulardistributionsoftheW boson decay products.Sekulin [10]and Aihara etal[2]

included thisinform ation by usingabinned m axim um loglikelihood �ttoa�vedim ensional

di�erentialcrosssection with respecttotheW scattering angleand thepolarand azim uthal

decay anglesofthe W + and W � bosons. Both ofthese analysislooked atdi�erentcenter

ofm ass energies relevant to LEP200 but neither included the background contributions.

The analysisofSekulin assum ed the narrow width approxim ation forthe W decays. The

analysisby Aiharaetalwasm oresophisticated and included initialstateradiation,detector

sm earing,and variouskinem atic cutsintroduced to reduce backgrounds. Aihara etalalso

assum ed relationsam ong theparam eterswhich in thelanguageofthenon-linearly realized

ChiralLagrangian takes L9L = L9R . Their generalconclusion that the sensitivity to the

TGV param etersincreased by a factorof1.5 going from 176 GeV to 190 GeV isconsistent

with whatwe�nd.
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The recent studies by Berends and van Sighem [12]and by Papadopoulos[11]are the

closestin spiritto ours.Both ofthese studiesincluded fulltreelevelbackground processes

and �nitewidth e�ects.Berendsand van Sighem alsoincluded initialstateradiation butdid

notconsiderthevariationswith centerofm assenergy and did notquantify thesensitivities

to TGV’s. Papadopoulos looked at a range ofcentre ofm ass energies but restricted his

study to speci�cangulardistributionsand varied only oneparam eterata tim e.

In thisletterwetieallthevariouspiecesofpreviousanalysistogether;weincludealltree

levelbackground processesand �nitewidth e�ects,weperform abinned loglikelihood �ttoa

�vedim ensionaldi�erentialcrosssection,wevaried thedi�erentparam eterssim ultaneously

so thatcorrelationsbetween them m ightshow up,and we varied both the center ofm ass

energy and lum inositiesrelevantto LEP200.

II.T H E EFFEC T IV E LA G R A N G IA N

W e used two com m on param etrizations ofthe TGV’s. The �rst approach describes

the W W V verticiesusing the m ostgeneralparam etrization possible thatrespectsLorentz

invariance,electrom agnetic gauge invariance and CP invariance [7,22]. Thisapproach has

becom ethestandard param etrization used in phenom enology m akingthecom parison ofthe

sensitivity ofdi�erent m easurem ents to the TGV’s straightforward. W e do not consider

CP violating operators in this paper as they are tightly constrained by m easurem ent of

the neutron electron dipole m om entwhich constrainsthe two CP violating param etersto

j~�j;j~�j< O (10� 4)[23].W ith theseconstraintstheW W 
 and W W Z verticeshave�vefree

independentparam eters,gZ
1
,�
,�Z,�
 and �Z and isgiven by [7,22]:

LW W V = �igV

(

g
V
1
(W +

��W
� � � W

+ �
W ��)V

� + �V W
y
�W �V

�� �
�V

M 2
W

W
+

��W
� �
� V

��

)

(1)

where the subscriptV denoteseithera photon ora Z 0,V � and W � representsthe photon

orZ 0 and W � �eldsrespectively,W �� = @�W � � @�W � and V�� = @�V� � @�V� and M W is

the W boson m ass. (g



1 isconstrained by electrom agnetic gauge invariance to be equalto
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1.) The�rsttwo term scorrespond todim ension 4operatorsand thethird term corresponds

to a dim ension 6 operator. The m ass in the denom inatorofthe dim ension 6 term would

correspond to the scale ofnew physics,typically oforder1 TeV.However,ithasbecom e

theconvention to usethem assoftheW boson so thattheW m agneticdipoleand electric

quadrupolecan bewritten in a form sim ilarto thatofthem uon.Nevertheless,oneexpects

the dim ension 6 operatorto be suppressed with respectto the dim ension 4 operatorsby a

factorofM 2
W =(�= 1TeV)2 ’ 10� 2.Higherdim ension operatorscorrespond to m om entum

dependence [24]in the form factorswhich are notim portantatLEP200 energiesand will

therefore notbe considered. At tree levelthe standard m odelrequires gZ
1
= �V = 1 and

�V = 0. Typically, radiative corrections from heavy particles willchange �V by about

0.015 and �V by about0.0025 [25].Becauseanom alousvaluesofthe�V areexpected to be

suppressed relativetothoseofgZ
1
and �V itisextrem ely unlikely thatinterestingconstraints

can beplaced on them atLEP200 so wewillnotconsiderthem further.

The second com m only used param etrization isthe ChiralLagrangian approach [26,27].

A custodialSU(2)isassum ed which issupported to high accuracy by the nearnessofthe

� param eterto 1. Thisapproach assum esthatthe theory hasno lightHiggsparticlesand

theelectroweak gaugebosonsinteractstrongly with each otheraboveapproxim ately 1 TeV.

Thiscan bedescribed by a non-linearrealization oftheSU(2)� U(1)sym m etry in a chiral

Lagrangian form alism leading to thee�ective Lagrangian:

L = �ig
L9L

16�2
Tr[W ��

D ��D ��
y]� ig

0L9R

16�2
Tr[B ��

D ��
y
D ��]+ gg

0 L10

16�2
Tr[�B ���y

W ��]

(2)

where W �� and B �� arethe SU(2)and U(1)�eld strength tensorsgiven in term sofW � �

W i
��i by

W �� =
1

2
(@�W � � @�W � +

i

2
g[W �;W �])

B �� =
1

2
(@�B � � @�V B �)�3; (3)

� = exp(iw i�i=v),v = 246 GeV,w i are the would-be Goldstone bosonsthatgive the W
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and Z theirm assesvia theHiggsm echanism ,and theSU(2)L � U(1)Y covariantderivative

isgiven by D �� = @ ��+
1

2
igW i

��
i�� 1

2
ig0B ���

3. The Feynm an rulesare found by going

to the unitary gauge where � = 1. Note thatthe coe�cient1=16� 2 isoften replaced with

v2=�2. L10 contributes to the gauge boson selfenergies where itistightly constrained to

�1:1 � L10 � 1:5 [4]so we willnot consider it further. New physics contributions are

expected to resultin valuesofL9L;9R oforder1 [26].

Theparam etersfrom thetwo Lagrangianscan bem apped onto each other[26,27]:

gZ1 = 1+ e2

32�2s2c2
(L9L +

2s2

(c2� s2)
L10)

�z = 1+ e2

32�2s2c2
(L9Lc

2 � L9R s
2)+ 4s2c2

(c2� s2)
L10

�
 = 1+ 1

32�2
e2

s2
(L9L + L9R � 2L10)

III.C A LC U LAT IO N A L A P P R O A C H

To study the process e+ e� ! ‘� �q�q0 we included alltree leveldiagram s to the four

ferm ion �nalstatesusing helicity am plitudetechniques[28].The10 diagram scontributing

to the e+ e� ! �� ��q�q
0 �nalstate are shown in Fig. 1. The gauge boson coupling we

are studying is present in diagram (1a). This,along with diagram (1b)are the diagram s

responsible for realW production. For the e� �eq�q
0 �nalstate the 10 diagram s shown in

Fig.2 m ustalso beincluded with thoseofFig.1 fora totalof20 diagram s.Diagram (2a)

includesa TGV.Thediagram swith t-channelphoton exchangem akelargecontributionsto

singleW production dueto thepolein thephoton propagatorwhich can beused to isolate

theW W 
 vertex from theW W Z vertex.

To evaluatethecross-sectionsand di�erentdistributions,weused theCALKUL helicity

am plitude technique [28]to obtain expressionsforthe m atrix elem entsand perform ed the

phase space integration using M onteCarlo techniques[29].To obtain num ericalresultswe

used the values� = 1=128,sin2� = 0:23,M Z = 91:187 GeV,�Z = 2:49 GeV,M W = 80:22

GeV,and �W = 2:08GeV.In ourresultsweincluded twogenerationsofquarksand tookthe

quarksto be m assless. In orderto take into account�nite detectoracceptance we require
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thatthe lepton and quarksare atleast10 degreesaway from the beam and have atleast

10 GeV energy.

In principleweshould includeQED radiativecorrectionsfrom softphoton em ission and

thebackgroundsduetoaphoton thatislostdown thebeam pipe[17,20].Thesebackgrounds

are wellunderstood and detectordependent. W e assum e the approach taken atLEP,that

these e�ects can best be taken into account by the experim entalcollaborations. In any

case,although initialstate radiation m ust be taken into account their inclusion does not

substantially e�ecttheboundsweobtain and thereforeourconclusions.

Our prim ary interest here is to exam ine the sensitivity ofTGV m easurem ents to
p
s

[2,7,10,11]and to integrated lum inosity. Any disruption ofthe delicate gauge theory can-

cellations leads to large changes to the standard m odelresults. The corrections for W L

production am plitudescan beenhanced by afactorof(s=M 2
W )[7].Becauseitisthelongitu-

dinalW productionwhich ism ostsensitivetoanom alouscouplingsitiscrucialtodisentangle

theW L from theW T background.Them ostconvenientm eansofdoing so m akesuseofthe

angulardistributionsoftheW decay products.W ede�nethe5 angles:�,theW � scatter-

ing angle with respectto the initiale+ direction,�qq,the polardecay angle ofthe q in the

W � restfram e using the W � direction asthe quantization axis,�qq,the azim uthaldecay

angleoftheqin theW � restfram e,and �‘� and �‘� aretheanalogousanglesforthelepton

in theW + restfram e.These anglesareshown in Fig.3.W ede�ne theazim uthalangleas

theanglebetween thenorm alto thereaction plane,n1 = pe� pW and theplanede�ned by

the W decay products,n2 = pq � p�q. The angulardistribution in � peaksaboutcos� = 0

forlongitudinally polarized W bosonsand atforward orbackward anglesfortransversely

polarized bosons.In addition theparity violation oftheW couplingsdistinguishesthetwo

polarization states adding to the e�ectiveness ofthe decay as a polarim eter. Thus,the

angulardistributionscan beused to extractinform ation abouttheW boson polarizations.

Tousetheinform ationcontained in theseangulardistributionsweperform ed am axim um

likelihood analysisbased on the5 anglesdescribed above[9,10,15].Fortheq�q casethereis

an am biguity since we cannottellwhich hadronic jetcorrespondsto the quark and which
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to the antiquark. W e therefore include both possibilities in our analysis. To im plim ent

the m axim um likelihood analysiswe divided each of�,� qq,�qq,�‘�,and �‘� into fourbins

so that the entire phase space was divided into 45 = 1024 bins. Given the cross-section

of� 1 pb perm ode with this m any binssom e willnotbe very populated with events so

thatitism ore appropriate to use Poisson statistics ratherthan Gaussian statistics. This

leadsnaturally tothem axim um likelihood m ethod.Thechangein thelogoftheLikelihood

function from thestandard m odelexpectation isgiven by

� lnL =
X

[�ri+ riln(ri)+ �i� riln(�i)] (4)

where the sum extends over allthe bins and ri and �i are the predicted num ber ofnon-

standard m odeland standard m odeleventsin bin irespectively,given by

ri= L

Z

��

Z

�� qq

Z

�� qq

Z

� ‘�

Z

�� ‘�

d5�

dcos�dcos� qqd�qqdcos�‘�d�‘�
dcos�dcos� ‘� d�‘� dcos�qq d�qq

(5)

where L isthe expected integrated lum inosity. The 68% and 95% con�dence levelbounds

are given by the valuesofanom alouscouplingswhich give a change in lnL of0.5 and 2.0

respectively.

The results presented here are based solely on the statisticalerrors based on the in-

tegrated lum inosity we assum e forthe various cases. To include the e�ects ofsystem atic

errorsusing them axim um likelihood approach requiresan unweighted M onteCarlo sim ula-

tion through arealisticdetector.Sincewedid nothavethefacilitiestodothisweattem pted

asim pli�ed estim ateofsystem aticerrorsusing a�2 analysistom akeourestim ates.Assum -

ing a system atic 5% m easurem ent errorcom bined in quadrature with the statisticalerror

we found thatthe system atic errorsare neglible com pared to the statisticalerrorsforthe

integrated lum inositiesanticipated atLEP200.Thatthisisso isa consequenceofthelarge

num berofbinsresulting in a sm allnum berofevents perbin leading to a large statistical

error.Thus,itappearsasifthesystem aticerrorswillbedom inated by statisticalerrorsbut

clearly,afulldetectorM onteCarlom ustbeperform ed toproperly understand thesituation.
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IV .R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A thorough analysis ofgauge boson couplings would allow allparam eters in the La-

grangian tovary sim ultaneously totakeintoaccountcancellations(and correlations)am ong

the variouscontributions. Thisapproach isim practical,however,due to the large am ount

ofcom putertim e thatwould be required to search the param eterspace. Instead we show

2-dim ensionalC.L.contoursfora selection ofparam eterpairsto givea senseofthecorrela-

tions.W ebelieve thatthesecontoursarereasonably reliableaswhen theotherparam eters

atthe edgesofour2-dim ensionalcontourswere varied,there waslittle change in the sen-

sitivities.ForthecaseoftheChiralLagrangian where theglobalSU(2)sym m etry im poses

relationsbetween theparam etersandwherewerestrictourselvestodim ension fouroperators

theparam eterspacereducesto 2 dim ensions.

Fortheresultswepresentherewedid notinclude a cuton M ‘� orM q�q asthesecutsin

generalhave virtually no e�ecton the sensitivities exceptforthe electron m ode involving

the W W 
 vertex where the e�ect is stillquite sm all. W e calculated the sensitivities of

anom alouscouplingsfor
p
s = 175;192;205,and 220 GeV assum ing the sam e integrated

lum inosity of500pb� 1 forallcasesforthepurposesofcom parison.W eshow thesensitivities

thatcan beobtained by com bining thee+ ,e� ,�+ ,and �� m odesto im provethestatistics.

The 95% con�dence lim it contours for the gZ
1
� �Z,�
 � �Z,and L9L � L9R planes are

shown in Fig. 4. The sensitivities ofthe couplings,varying one param eterata tim e,are

sum m arized in TableI.

At threshold,anom alous couplings are quite sensitive to energy with im provem ents in

sensitivies going from
p
s = 175 GeV to

p
s = 192 GeV ranging from about1.7 for�Z to

� 2 forL9R . The corresponding changesgoing from
p
s = 205 GeV to

p
s = 220 GeV are

1.2 for�Z and � 1:4 forL9R . This occurseven though the crosssection only variesfrom

1.10 pb (1.15 pb)at175 GeV to itsm axim um value of1.28 pb (1.31 pb)at200 GeV for

the � (e)m ode. W e included the angularcuts butnotthe energy cutson the �nalstate

ferm ionsto obtain thesenum bers.
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The sensitivity can beunderstood by exam ining thehelicity am plitudesin detailwhich

are given by Hagiwara etal. in Ref.[7]. Atthreshold the �-exchange diagram dom inates

so that at low energy the 
 and Z diagram s are down by a factor of� =
q

1� 4M 2
W =s

com pared to the �-exchange diagram . Thus, at threshold the cancellation between the

variousdiagram sarelessim portantthanathigherenergies.Nearthresholdthecontributions

from anom alouscouplingsgoroughlylike� with afurtherenhancem entofroughly
p
s=2M W

foreach longitudinalW boson in the �nalstate. The net results is thatin the threshold

region thereaction e+ e� ! W + W � isnotvery sensitive to the3-vectorboson coupling.

Theim provem entin sensitivitiesgoingtohigherenergiesisslightlym isleadingaswehave

assum ed thatthelum inositieswould bethesam ein allcases.In reality oneexpectsthatthe

lum inositieswillbelowerforthehigherenergies[21].Thecouplingm easurem entsarelim ited

by statisticswhich are in turn related to the num berofeventsso thatthe sensitivitiesare

inversely proportionalto thesquarerootoftheintegrated lum inosity;� / L� 1=2.Reducing

thelum inosity from 500 pb� 1 to 300 pb� 1 decreasesthesensitivity by a factorof1.3 which

lim itstheusefulnessofincreasing thecenterofm assenergy.

In any case,these lim itsare atthe very leastan orderofm agnitude lesssensitive than

would be required to see the e�ects ofnew physics through radiative corrections and are

com parabletothesensitivitiesthatcould beachieved atahigh lum inosityTevatron upgrade.

It is therefore unlikely, that new physics willrevealitself at LEP200 through precision

m easurem entsoftheTGV’s.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

The prim ary purpose ofthis note was to exam ine the sensitivity ofanom alous gauge

boson coupling m easurem ents atLEP200 to changes in the center ofm ass energy. AsW

pairproduction isrelatively insensitivetoTGV’snearthreshold am odestincreasein energy

from
p
s = 175 GeV to 192 GeV could yield sizable im provem ents in the m easurem ents.

Subsequentincreasesin energy to205GeV and 220GeV would notyield thesam eim prove-
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m ent.However,thisstatem entm ustbe tem pered with the reality thatincreasesin energy

would likely resultin lowerlum inositiesand statisticswith thecorresponding m easurem ent

degradation.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. TheFeynm an diagram scontributing to the processe+ e� ! �+ ��q�q
0.

FIG .2. TheFeynm an diagram sthatcontribute to the processe+ e� ! e+ ��q�q
0in addition to

those of�g 1.

FIG .3. Angle de�nitions used in our analysis. � is the W scattering angle,� qq and �‘� are

the decay anglesin the W restfram eand �qq and �‘� are the azim uthalangles,again the W rest

fram es.

FIG .4. 95% C.L.contours for sensitivity to anom alous couplings for
p
s = 175; 192; 205;

and 220 G eV.In allcasesthe contoursare obtained from com bining all4 lepton charge statesfor

L= 500 pb� 1. The contours correspond to increasing energy going from the outer contour to the

innerwith theouterm ostcontourcorrespondingto
p
s= 175G eV and theinnerm ostcorresponding

to
p
s= 220 G eV.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Sensitivitiesto anom alouscouplingsforthevariousparam etersvarying oneparam -

eterata tim e.Thevaluesareobtained by com bining thefourlepton m odes(e� ,e+ ,�� ,and �+ )

and two generations oflight quarks(ud,cs). The results are 95% con�dence levellim its for the

given integrated lum inosities.

p
s L gZ1 �Z �
 L9L L9R

(G eV) (pb� 1)

175 500 � 0:22 + 0:19
� 0:20

+ 0:27
� 0:26 � 55 + 330

� 230

175 300
+ 0:28
� 0:29 � 0:25

+ 0:36
� 0:33 � 70

+ 440

� 300

192 500 � 0:15 � 0:12 + 0:16
� 0:14

+ 35

� 34
+ 170

� 120

192 300 � 0:20 � 0:16 + 0:21
� 0:18

+ 46

� 44
+ 240

� 150

205 500 � 0:14 � 0:11 + 0:12
� 0:11

+ 31

� 29
+ 120

� 100

205 300 � 0:18 � 0:13
+ 0:17
� 0:14

+ 40

� 38
+ 190

� 110

220 500
+ 0:10
� 0:08 � 0:09 + 0:10

� 0:08
+ 28

� 26
+ 100

� 60

220 300
+ 0:13
� 0:12 � 0:12 + 0:13

� 0:10
+ 36

� 33
+ 135

� 90
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