arXiv:hep-ph/9510324v1 17 Oct 1995

hep-ph/ 9510324
OCIP/C 95-10
April 1995

MEASUREMENT OF THEW W andW W Z COUPLINGS

AT LEP200: THE BENEFITSOF HIGHER ENERGY?
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D epartm ent of P hysics, Carkton University, Ottawa CANADA ,K 1S 5B6

W e perform ed a detailed analysis of the process e’ e ! ' gdf to detem ine its
sensitivity to anom alous trilinear gauge boson couplings of the W W and W W Z
vertices and how the sensitivity varies w ith energy and integrated lum inosity. W e
included all tree level Feynm an diagram s that contribute to this nalstate and used
amaximum lkelhood analysis ofa ve din ensional di erential cross-section based
on the W and W decay product angular distrbutions. For constant lum inosity,
increasing pE from 175 G&V to 192 G&V (220 G&V) In proves the m easurem ent
sensitivity by a factor of 15 to 2 (2 to 3) depending on the param eter m easured.
H ow ever, the low er lum nosity expected at hjgherp s w ill reduce these in provem ents.
In any case, the sensitivities ﬁ)rp§= 175 GeV and L=500 pb ' of ¢ = 022,

., = 020, = 027, Lgo = 55,and Loz =339 are lkely to be at Jeast an

order of m agnitude too big to see the e ects of new physics.
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I. NTRODUCTION

e" e colliders have contributed greatly to our know ledge of electrow eak Interactions [I|]
and it is expected that this tradition w ill continue In the future w ith the comm issioning of
the CERN LEP 200 €" e collider. O ne of the prin ary physics goals of LEP 200 is to m ake
precision m easurem ents of W boson properties including precision m easurem ents of the W
m ass, w idth, and W -boson couplings w ith frm ions and the photon and Z°.

T he Jatter m easurem ents, that of the trilinear gauge boson vertices (I GV ’s) provides a
stringent test of the gauge structure of the standard m odel [2]. The current m easurem ent
of these couplings are rather weak. U sing a popular param etrization of the CP conserving
gauge boson couplings, Indirect m easurem ents of T G V 'svia radiative corrections to precision
electrow eak m easurem ents 3{§] give the Ppllowing linits §]: 4 = 0033 0031, =
0056 0056, = 00019 0:044, = 0036 0:034,and ; = 0:049 0:045. However,
there are am biguities In these calculations so that these lim its are not particularly rigorous
and it is necessary to use unam biguous direct m easuram ents form ore reliable bounds. T he
CDF and D0 oollaborations at the Tevatron pp collider at Fem ilab, using the processes
pe! W ; WW; W Z have obtalned the direct 95 % C L. lmitsof 16 < < 18,

06 < < 06, 86< ;< 90,and 1:7< 5 < 1:7 B]. These m easurem ents are
still quite weak but it is expected that they w ill in prove as the lum inosity of the Tevatron
ncreases.

At LEP 200 the gauge boson self-interactions will be m easured In W -pair production,
R[1{13]. Oneofthem ostussfulofthee’e ! W *W channelsise’e !  of.W ithonly
one unobserved neutrino this channel has the advantage that i can be fillly reconstructed
using the constraint ofthe initialbeam energiesw ithout problem sdiscrin inatingtheW * and
W and the QCD badkgrounds that plague the fully hadronic decay m odes and o ersm uch
higher statistics than the fiilly Jptonicm odes [i3]. A s a result of its in portance there have
been num erous studies of this process including electroweak radiative corrections to these

reactions and the in portant question of initial state radiation and the sensitivity of these



processes to anom alousW W and W W Z° gauge boson couplings (TG V'’s) R7{1214{20].

An inportant question for LEP 200 is the sensitivity of the TGV m easurem ents to the
centre of m ass energy and lum inosity 21]. Tn this Jetter we study the sensitivity of the four
formion nalstate efe ! ' g where \is eithere or and o can be either (ud)
or (cs) to TGV '’s for the centre of m ass energies appropriate to LEP 200, P s = 175,192,
205, and 220 G &V, for various integrated lum inosities. O ur goal is to detem ine how the
m easuram ents w illbe a ected by changing the center ofm ass energy and lum inosity.

T his issue has been addressed In a num ber of papers. The classic paper by H agiwara,
Peccei, Zeppenfeld, and H kasa, 1] exam ined the sensitivity of anom alous TGV 's to the
processe’e ! W W and how the sensitivity varied w ith centre ofm ass energies relevant
to LEP 200. A lthough this paper did point out the in portance of ssparating longitudinally
polarized W ’s from transversely polarized W ’sthe analysiswas restricted to speci c angular
distrbutions and speci ¢ W boson polarizations and varied only one param eter at a tin e.
In addition it did not include the contributions from the so-called badkground contributions;
other tree level diagram s that contribute to the sam e our ferm ion nal state.

T he Infom ation about the outgoing W polarizations can be taken into acoount by using
the angular distrbutions of the W boson decay products. Sekulin fl(] and A thara et al @]
Included this inform ation by using a binned m axin um log likellhood ttoa vedin ensional
di erential cross section w ith respect to the W scattering angle and the polar and azin uthal
decay angles of the W * and W bosons. Both of these analysis Jooked at di erent center
of m ass energies relkevant to LEP 200 but neither inclided the background contrbutions.
T he analysis of Sekulin assum ed the narrow width approxim ation for the W decays. The
analysisby A jhara et alwasm ore sophisticated and included initial state radiation, detector
an earing, and various kinem atic cuts Introduced to reduce backgrounds. A jhara et alalso
assum ed relations am ong the param eters which in the language of the non-lnearly realized
Chiral Lagrangian takes Lg;, = Loz . Their general conclusion that the sensitivity to the
TGV param eters Increased by a factor of 1.5 going from 176 G&V to 190 G &V is consistent

wih what we nd.



The recent studies by Berends and van Sighem [12] and by Papadopoulos [11] are the
closest In spirit to ours. Both of these studies included full tree level background processes
and niewidth e ects. Berends and van Sighem also included initial state radiation but did
not consider the varations w ith center ofm ass energy and did not quantify the sensitivities
to TGV's. Papadopoulos looked at a range of centre of m ass energies but restricted his
study to speci ¢ angular distributions and varied only one param eter at a tim e.

In this ktterwe tie all the various pieces of previous analysis together; we include all tree
levelbackground processesand nitew idth e ects, weperform abinned log lkelhood ttoa

ve din ensionaldi erential cross section, we varied the di erent param eters sin ultaneously
so that correlations between them m ight show up, and we varied both the center of m ass

energy and lum inosities relevant to LEP 200.

II.THE EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

W e used two comm on param etrizations of the TGV ’s. The rst approach describes
the W W V verticies using the m ost general param etrization possible that respects Lorentz
invariance, electrom agnetic gauge nvariance and CP invariance [1,22]. This approach has
becom e the standard param etrization used in phenom enology m aking the com parison ofthe
sensitivity of di 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 dipol m om ent which constrains the two CP viclating param eters to
33 J< 0 10 *) R3].W ith these constraintstheW W  and W W Z vertices have ve free

Independent param eters, gf, y 7 and ; and isgiven by [Z,EZ:Z]:
( )
Lywv = 1gp g @ W WYW W + (WYW V M—2W+W \Y @)
where the subscript V denotes either a photon ora Z%,V and W represents the photon
orz?and W elds respectively, W = Q@ W @W andV =@V @V andMy is

the W boson mass. (g; is constrained by electrom agnetic gauge Invariance to be equal to



1) The rsttwo tem s corresoond to din ension 4 operators and the third term corresponds
to a din ension 6 operator. The m ass in the denom inator of the dim ension 6 tetm would
corresoond to the scale of new physics, typically of order 1 TeV . However, it has becom e
the convention to use them ass ofthe W boson so that the W m agnetic dipol and electric
quadrupole can be w ritten In a form sin ilar to that ofthe m uon. N evertheless, one expects
the dim ension 6 operator to be suppressed w ith resgpect to the din ension 4 operators by a
factorofM 2 =( = 1TevV)?’ 10 . H igher din ension operators correspond to m om entum
dependence P4] in the form factors which are not in portant at LEP 200 energies and w ill
therefore not be considered. At tree kevel the standard m odel requires g7 = y = 1 and
v = 0. Typically, radiative corrections from heavy particles will change by about
0015 and v by about 0.0025 PJ]. Because anom alous values ofthe y are expected to be
suppressed relative to those of g and v it isextrem ely unlkely that interesting constraints
can be placed on them at LEP 200 so we w ill not consider them further.
The second comm only used param etrization is the Chiral Lagrangian approach R627].
A custodial SU 2) is assum ed which is supported to high accuracy by the neamess of the
param eter to 1. This approach assum es that the theory has no light H iggs particles and
the electrow eak gauge bosons interact strongly w ith each other above approxin ately 1 TeV .
T his can be described by a non-linear realization ofthe SU 2) U (1) symm etry in a chiral

Lagrangian form alisn leading to the e ective Lagrangian:

. Lo . oLior o Lo
L= Tr D D Y Tr D D + Tr[B W
ig 5 Trl ] i 5TrB I+ 995 Trl ]
@)
whereW andB arethe SU (2) and U (1) eld strength tensors given in tem s of W
Wby
W—l(@W @W+iw W
> 2g ;
1
B =_-@B @VB ) 3; 3)

2

= exp (iw ti=y), v = 246 GeV, w' are the would-be G oldstone bosons that give the W



and Z theirm asses via the H iggsm echanian , and the SU ), U (1)y covarant derivative
isgivenby D =@ + Zigw '’ Zig’B 3. The Feynm an nules are found by going
to the unitary gauge where = 1. Note that the coe cient 1=16 2 is often replaced w ith
v?= 2. L, contrbutes to the gauge boson self energies where i is tightly constrained to

11 Lo 15 (] so we will not consider it further. New physics contrbutions are
expected to result in values of Ly op oforder 1 P61.

T he param eters from the two Lagrangians can be m apped onto each other R6,271:

2 22
g =1+ 5oz Lot zo5Lw)
2
- 2
: =1+ 55522 L@ Les’)+ ZTp
1 2
=1+ S o + Lor  2L30)

32 2

IIT.CALCULATIONAL APPROACH

To study the process e'e ! ' o we ncluded all tree Jevel diagram s to the four
form fon  nal states using helicity am plitude techniques R8]. The 10 diagram s contribouting
to the e"e ! a® nal state are shown :n Fig. 1. The gauge boson coupling we
are sudying is present In diagram (la). This, along with diagram (1b) are the diagram s
responsble or real W production. For the e g’ nal state the 10 diagram s shown in
Fig. 2 must also be Included w ith those ofF ig. 1 for a total of 20 diagram s. D jagram (2a)
Includesa TGV . The diagram sw ith t-channel photon exchange m ake large contributions to
sinhgke W production due to the polk in the photon propagator which can be used to isolate
theW W vertex from theW W Z vertex.

To evaluate the cross—sections and di erent distributions, we used the CALK UL helicity
am plitude technique P§] to cbtain expressions for the m atrix elm ents and perform ed the
phase space integration using M onte C arlo techniques RY]. To obtain num erical results we
used the values = 1=128,sin® = 023,M,; = 91:187GeV, , = 249GeV,My, = 8022
GeV,and y = 2:08G€&V.Ih ourresultswe Inclided two generations of quarks and took the

quarks to be m asslkess. In order to take into acoount nite detector acosptance we require



that the kpton and quarks are at least 10 degrees away from the beam and have at least
10 G &V eneryy.

In principle we should lnclude QED radiative corrections from soft photon em ission and
the backgrounds due to a photon that is lost down thebeam pipe {[7,20]. T hese backgrounds
are well understood and detector dependent. W e assum e the approach taken at LEP, that
these e ects can best be taken into acocount by the experin ental collaborations. In any
case, although initial state radiation must be taken Into account their nclusion does not
substantially e ect the bounds we cbtain and therefore our conclusions.

O ur prm ary Interest here is to exam ne the sensitivity of TGV m easurem ents to pE
R27110,11] and to Integrated lum inosity. Any disruption of the delicate gauge theory can—
cellations leads to large changes to the standard m odel results. The corrections for W
production am plitudes can be enhanced by a factorof (s=M 2 ) [1]. Because it is the Jongitu—
dinalW production which ism ost sensitive to anom alous couplings it is crucialto disentangle
theW  from theW ; background. T he m ost convenient m eans of doing so m akes use ofthe
angular distrlbutions ofthe W decay products. W e de ne the 5 anglkes: ,theW scatter-
ing angle w ith respect to the initiale" direction, o, the polar decay anglk of the g in the
W rest frame using the W  direction as the quantization axis, 4, the azinuthal decay
angk ofthegin theW restframe,and . and . are the analogous angles forthe lepton
in theW * rest fram e. These angles are shown In Fig. 3. W e de ne the azin uthalanglk as
the anglk between the nom alto the reaction plane, n; = p.  py and the plane de ned by
the W decay products, n, = p; pgq. The angular distribbution in  peaks about cos = 0
for Iongitudinally polarized W bosons and at forward or backward angles for transversely
polarized bosons. In addition the parity violation ofthe W couplings distinguishes the two
polarization states adding to the e ectiveness of the decay as a polarin eter. Thus, the
angular distrbutions can be used to extract Inform ation about the W boson polarizations.

To use the nform ation contained in these angulardistributionswe perform ed am axin um
likelhood analysis based on the 5 angles described above {,10,15]. For the g case there is

an am biguity sihoe we cannot tell which hadronic £t corresponds to the quark and which



to the antiquark. W e therefore nclude both possbilities In our analysis. To inplment
them aximum lkelhood analysis we divided each of , o, o ,and . into ourbins
so that the entire phase space was divided into 4° = 1024 bins. G iven the cross-section
of 1 pb permode wih thism any bins som e w ill not be very populated w ith events so
that it is m ore appropriate to use Poisson statistics rather than G aussian statistics. This
leads naturally to them axinum lkelthhood m ethod. T he change in the log of the L kelhood
function from the standard m odel expectation is given by
X

hi= [nmn+onh@+ 1+ n&h(y)] @)

where the sum extends over all the bins and r; and ; are the predicted number of non—

standard m odel and standard m odel events In bin i respectively, given by

Z Z Z Z Z
d5

=L docos doos + d v doos gd o
w @ . doos daos ggd ggdoos + d -

©)

where L, is the expected Integrated lum inosity. The 68% and 95% con dence level bounds
are given by the values of anom alous couplings which give a change in nL of 05 and 2.0
resoectively.

The results presented here are based solkly on the statistical errors based on the in—
tegrated lum nosity we assum e for the various cases. To Include the e ects of system atic
errors using the m axinum lkelhood approach requires an unweighted M onte C arlo sinula-
tion through a realistic detector. Since we did not have the facilities to do this we attem pted
a sin pli ed estin ate of system atic errorsusing a 2 analysis to m ake our estin ates. A ssum —
Ing a system atic 5% m easurem ent error combined In quadrature with the statistical ervor
we found that the system atic errors are neglibl com pared to the statistical errors for the
Integrated lum inosities anticipated at LEP 200. That this is so is a consequence of the large
num ber of bins resulting in a sn all num ber of events per bin lading to a large statistical
error. Thus, it appears as if the system atic errorsw illbe dom inated by statistical errorsbut

clearly, a fiilldetector M onte C arlo m ust be perfom ed to properly understand the situation.



IV.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A thorough analysis of gauge boson couplings would allow all param eters In the La-—
grangian to vary sin ultaneously to take into acoount cancellations (and correlations) am ong
the various contributions. This approach is i practical, however, due to the large am ount
of com puter tin e that would be required to search the param eter space. Instead we show
2-din ensionalC L . contours for a sslection of param eter pairs to give a sense of the correla—
tions. W e believe that these contours are reasonably reliable as when the other param eters
at the edges of our 2-dim ensional contours were varied, there was little change In the sen-
sitivities. For the case of the Chiral Lagrangian w here the global SU (2) sym m etry in poses
relationsbetw een the param eters and w here w e restrict oursslves to din ension four operators
the param eter space reduces to 2 din ensions.

For the results we present here we did not include a cuton M « orM 4 as these cuts in
general have virtually no e ect on the sensitivities exospt for the electron m ode nvolving
the W W  vertex where the e ect is still quite small. W e calculated the sensitivities of
anom alous couplings brp s= 175; 192; 205, and 220 G &V assum ing the sam e integrated
lum inosity o£500 pb ! forallcases orthe purnposes of com parison. W e show the sensitivities
that can be obtained by combining thee” ,e , *,and modesto in prove the statistics.
The 95% oon dence lm i contours for the gf 7 7 7, and Lo Loz planes are
shown in Fig. 4. The sensitivities of the couplings, varying one param eter at a tin e, are
summ arized in Tabl I.

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

sensitivies going from P 17156ev toF

s= 192 GeV ranging from about 1.7 or , to

2 for Lo . The corresponding changes going from P = 205Gev toF 5= 220G eV are
12 for ; and 14 for Loz . This ooccurs even though the cross section only varies from
110pb 115pb) at 175 GV to tsmaximum value of 128 pb (131 pb) at 200 GeV for
the (e) mode. W e included the angular cuts but not the energy cuts on the nal state

ferm jons to obtain these num bers.



T he sensitivity can be understood by exam Ining the helicity am plitudes In detailwhich

are given by Hagiwara et al. in Ref. []]. At threshold the -exchange diagram dom inates
so that at low energy the and Z diagram s are down by a factor of = B 1 4MV§ =s
com pared to the -exchange diagram . Thus, at threshold the cancellation between the
variousdiagram sare lss in portant than at higherenergies. N earthreshold the contributions
from anom alous couplingsgo roughly lke w ith a further enhancem ent ofroughh/p 5=2M
for each longitudinal W boson in the nal state. The net resuls is that in the threshold
region the reaction e"e ! W "W  isnot very sensitive to the 3-vector boson coupling.

T he I provem ent in sensitivities going to higher energies is slightly m isleading aswe have
assum ed that the lum nosities would be the sam e in allcases. In reality one expects that the
um inositiesw illbe Jow er forthe higher energies P1]. T he coupling m easurem ents are lim ited
by statistics which are In tum related to the number of events so that the sensitivities are
inversely proportional to the square root of the integrated lum inosity; / L ™. Reduchg
the lum inosity from 500 pb ! to 300 pb ! decreases the sensitivity by a factor of 1.3 which
Iin its the ussfiilness of ncreasing the center ofm ass energy.

In any case, these Iim its are at the very least an order of m agnitude less sensitive than
would be required to see the e ects of new physics through radiative corrections and are
com parable to the sensitivities that could be achieved at a high um nosity T evatron upgrade.
It is therefore unlikely, that new physics will reveal itself at LEP 200 through precision

m easurem ents ofthe TGV ’s.

V.CONCLUSIONS

T he prin ary purpose of this note was to exam ne the sensitivity of anom alous gauge
boson coupling m easuram ents at LEP 200 to changes in the center of m ass energy. AsW
pairproduction is relatively insensitive to T GV ‘s near threshold a m odest increase In energy
from pE = 175 G&V to 192 GeV could yield sizable in provem ents in the m easuram ents.

Subsequent Increases In energy to 205 G eV and 220 G eV would not yield the sam e in prove—



m ent. However, this statem ent m ust be tem pered w ith the reality that increases in energy
would lkely result In Jower um inosities and statistics w ith the corresoonding m easurem ent

degradation.
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FIGURES
FIG .1. The Feynm an diagram s contrbuting to the processe’e ! + .

FIG .2. The Feynm an diagram s that contrbute to the processete ! & oo in addition to

those of g l.

FIG . 3. Angk de nitions used In our analysis. istheW scattering angle, o4 and . are
the decay angles in the W rest frameand g and + are the azinuthalanglks, again theW rest

fram es.

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

and 220 G&V . In all cases the contours are obtained from combining all 4 lepton charge states for
L=500 pb . The contours correspond to Increasing energy going from the outer contour to the
Innerw ih the outerm ost contour corresoonding to P s= 175G eV and the innem ost corresponding

top§= 220 G eV .



TABLES

TABLE I. Sensitivities to anom alous couplings for the various param eters varying one param —
eter at a tin e. T he values are cbtained by com bining the fur Jepton m odes € , ', ,and T)
and two generations of light quarks (ud, cs). The resuls are 95% con dence kevel lin is for the

given Integrated lum inosities.

P3 L g z Lo Lor
Gev) ©b 1)

175 500 022 +0de 0% 55 R
175 300 *028 025 rose 70 o
192 500 0415 0412 +ode = i
192 300 020 016 021 e t e
205 500 0:14 041 +od2 e i
205 300 0418 0413 +od7 e iEEt:
220 500 +040 0:09 +040 e i

+0:3 . +0:13 +36 +135
220 300 0:12 012 0:10 33 20
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