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A bstract

W e calculate the typicalsize ofloop correctionsto electroweak observables

arisingfrom non-standard Zttand W tbvertices.W eusean e�ectiveLagrangian

form alism based on theelectroweak gauge group SU (2)L � U (1)Y ! U (1)E M .

Lim its on the non-standard m odeltop quark couplings from electroweak ob-

servablesare presented and com pared with previously obtained lim its.
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1 Introduction

The large m ass ofthe recently discovered top quark suggests that the top quark

is fundam entally di� erent from the � ve lighter quarks. A num ber ofm odels have

been proposed in which the interactions ofthe top quark are responsible for the

SU(2)L � U(1)Y electroweak sym m etrybreaking[1,2].In thisnote,wem akeam odel-

independent study ofthe lim its on the couplings ofthe third generation quarks to

gaugebosonswhich can beinferred from theLEP and SLC data.

Precision electroweak m easurem entsatLEP and SLC o� era window into theZtt

and W tb couplingssince these couplingsappearin loop correctionsto the Z decay

widths. Rare B and K decayssuch asb! s can also probe the W tbcoupling [3],

while in the future,the W tb coupling can perhaps be m easured to an accuracy of

around 30% attheTevatron through singletop production [4].

As has been em phasized recently [5], the determ ination of�s(M Z) at LEP is

som ewhat higher than that obtained from low energy m easurem ents such as deep

inelasticscattering.Theexistence ofnew non-standard m odelphysicswilla� ectthe

extraction of�s attheZ poleand in m any caseswilllowerittobein agreem entwith

thelow energy data [6,7].

W e consider a picture in which the new physics responsible forthe electroweak

sym m etry breaking isatsom ehigh scale,� > 4�v � 3TeV .In thiscase,thephysics

atlow energy can bewritten in term sofan e� ectiveLagrangian describing theinter-

actionsoftheSU(2)L � U(1)Y gauge� eldswith theGoldstonebosonswhich becom e

the longitudinalcom ponentsofthe W and Z gaugebosons.Itisstraightforward to

incorporate ferm ions into thispicture [4,8,9]. W e willnotconcern ourselves with

the source ofthe new physics{itcould be supersym m etry,technicolor,top color,or

som ething else entirely. The only im portantpointisthatthe new physicsoccursat

a high scale,so thatan expansion in powersofM 2
Z=�

2 isappropriate.

2 E�ective Lagrangian

In thisnote,weassum ethatwhateverisresponsibleforgenerating thenon-standard

m odeltop quark couplingsoccursatahigh scale(perhaps� � 3TeV )and sotheuse

ofa non-lineare� ective Lagrangian isappropriate. ThisLagrangian can be used to

describetheelectroweak sectorofthetheory atlow energy.W ewillassum ethatonly

thetop quarkcouplingsarenon-standard;thecaseofnon-standard b-quarkcouplings

to the Z hasbeen exam ined by m any authors[11]. Ifwe considerthe gauge group

SU(2)L � U(1)Y broken to U(1)E M ,then there are 3 Goldstone bosons,!i,which

eventually becom ethelongitudinalcom ponentsoftheW � and Z gaugebosons.The

m inim alLagrangian which describes the interactionsofthe SU(2)L � U(1)Y gauge

bosonswith the Goldstone bosonshas been given in [12]. This non-renorm alizable

Lagrangian isinterpreted asan e� ective � eld theory,valid below som e scale � and

yieldsthegaugeboson selfinteractionsthatweusein thiscalculation [9].

In a sim ilarway onecan writean e� ectiveLagrangian thatdescribestheinterac-
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tionsofferm ionsto theelectroweak gaugebosons.Theterm sthatareneeded forour

calculation havebeen described in theliterature[8]and in unitary gaugethey are:

Le� = �
g

2cos�W

�

(Lt+ �Lt)tL
�
tL + (R t+ �Rt)tR

�
tR

�

Z�

�

�
g
p
2

�

(1+ ��L)tL
�
bL + (��R )tR 

�
bR

�

W
+

� + h:c:

�

(1)

whereweusethestandard notation tL;R = (1� 5)=2t,Lt = 1� 4=3s2Z ,R t = �4=3s2Z.

W ehaveassum ed thatthenew interactionsareCP conserving and sothereare4new

realparam etersto be exam ined: �Lt,�Rt,��L,and ��R . W e willuse Eq.1 atone-

loop,butwewillnotconsiderotheranom alouscouplingsthatm ayactascounterterm s

tothisone-loopcalculation.Therefore,ourresultswillnotconstitutestrictboundson

theparam etersofEq.1,butinstead they willdepend on thenaturalnessassum ption

thatcontributions from di� erent couplings do notcanceleach other. Forexam ple,

wedo notdiscusspossible avorchanging neutralcurrentcouplings.

3 Lim its from Electrow eak data

Possiblee� ectsofnew physicsatLEP and SLC from non-standard t-quark couplings

can be param eterized in term s ofthe 4 param eters S,T,U,and �
bb
[14]. The pa-

ram etersS,T,and U describethee� ectsofthenew physicson thegaugeboson two

pointfunctions,while �
bb
containsthe non-oblique correctionsto the Z ! bb decay

rate.Thenon-standard top quark couplingsdo notgeneratenon-obliquecorrections

to decay ratesotherthan Z ! bb.2

W e perform a one-loop calculation ofthese e� ects and retain term s linear and

quadraticin thesm allparam eters(��L;��R;�Lt,and �Rt).Ofcourse,ourform alism

isbasedontheassum ption thatthenew couplingsaresm allcorrectionstothem inim al

standard m odelcouplings and thus the linear term s dom inate the quadratic term s

wheneverourform alism isvalid.W ekeep thequadratic term sonly because thereis

onecoupling thatdoesnotcontributelinearly to theprocessesin question.Sincethe

boundsweobtain arebased on naturalnessassum ptions,am ong them thatthereare

no cancellationsbetween di� erentcontributionstothephysicalobservables,they can

beapplied to thisquadraticterm aswell.

Ouroneloop calculation includingthenew couplingsisdivergent.In thelanguage

ofe� ective � eld theories these divergences would be absorbed by higher dim ension

counterterm s. W e willm ake use of the divergent term s to place bounds on the

couplings by exam ining the leading non-analytic contribution to the am plitudes as

discussed in Ref.[9]. To this e� ect we � rst regularize the integrals in n = 4� 2�

space-tim edim ensions.Thecoe� cientof1=� isalso thecoe� cientoftheterm log�2

and thusgivestheleading non-analyticterm .Theuseoftheseterm sasestim atesfor

thesizeofcounterterm shasbeen em phasized in Ref.[10].

2There areofcoursenon-oblique corectionsto decay ratessuch asZ ! dd com ing from the Ztt

vertex,butthese aresuppressed by sm allK M m ixing angles,jVtd j
2,and so weneglectthem .
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The caveats discussed in Ref.[9]apply here aswell: ourbounds are valid only

asorderofm agnitudeestim ates.They arealso based on theassum ption thatterm s

induced by di� erentcouplingsdo notcancelagainsteach other.In otherwords,the

LEP observables do not directly m easure the coe� cients in Eq. 1 and it is only

from naturalness argum ents that we can place lim its on the anom alous top quark

couplings. Forthisreason ourboundsare nota substitute fordirectm easurem ents

in futurehigh energy m achines.

In order to obtain lim its we use the � t of Ref.[7]to possible \new physics"

contributionsto S,T,U,and �
bb
.This� tassum esMt= 175� 16 GeV and gives:

S
exp

N EW
= �:21� :24� :08

+ :17

T
exp

N EW = �:09� :32+ :16� :11

U
exp

N EW = �:53� :61

�
exp

bb;N EW
= :022� :011 :

(2)

Thestandard m odeltop quark and Higgsboson contributionsarenotincluded in the

\new physics" contributions.Thecentralvaluesin Eq.2areforM H = 300GeV ,the

uppersecond errorsare the di� erences when MH = 1 TeV ,while the lowersecond

errorstakeM H = 60 GeV .

Refs.[4,8,13]com puted thecontributionsofO (M 2
t=M

2
W )to T and �

bb
.Herewe

extend thatcalculation to includealltheleading non-analyticterm s,even thosenot

enhanced by M 2
t=M

2
W .W e� nd

SN EW =
1

3�

�

2�Rt� �Lt�
3

2
(�L2t + �R

2

t)

�

log(
�2

M 2
Z

)

TN EW =
3

4�s2Z

�
M t

M W

�2�

��L +
��2L + ��2R

2
+ �Rt� �Lt

�
(�Lt� �Rt)

2

2

�

log(
�2

M 2
Z

)

UN EW =
1

�

�

�2��L � (��2L + ��
2

R )+ �Lt+
�L2t + �R2t

2

�

log(
�2

M 2
Z

)

�
bb;N EW

=
�

9�

1

L2
B + R 2

B

�
3(4s4Z � 18s2Z + 9)

4s2Z cos2�W

M 2
t

M 2
W

�

�
(�Rt� �Lt)

2

2
+
��2L

2
+ ��L

�

+
3

4s2Z cos2�W

M 2
t

M 2
W

�

�Lt(4s
4

Z + 2s2Z � 3)�
��2R

2
(28s4Z + 2s2Z � 9)

+
�Rt

2
(4s4Z � 28s2Z + 15)

�

+
4s2Z � 3

3cos2�W

�

2�Rt� �Lt�
3

2
(�L2t + �R

2

t)

�

+
(16s2Z � 17)

4c2Zs
2
Z

��
��2L

2
+ ��L

�

(2s2Z � 3)+ ��
2

R

��

log(
�2

M 2
Z

); (3)

where LB = �1+ 2=3s2Z and R B = 2=3s2Z.W e have notincluded contributionsthat

areindependentof��L,��R ,�Lt,or�Rt.ThesewerethesubjectofRef.[9].
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As discussed in Ref.[9],we choose asinputparam eters forourrenorm alization

schem e G F ,M Z and �(M Z) = 1=128:8. In this schem e M W and s2Z are derived

quantities.Num erically:

�
bb

=
�

�

�
M 2

t

M 2
W

�

�2:29

�

(�Rt� �Lt)
2
� ��

2

L � 2��L

�

+3:19��2R � 2:11�Lt+ 3:96�Rt

�

+ :29(�R2t + �L
2

t)+ :19(�Lt� 2�Rt)

�:65��2R + 3:57(��2L + 2��L)

�

log(
�2

M 2
Z

) : (4)

Theanom alouscouplingsareassum ed tobesm all,sowewillretain only thelinear

couplingswith the exception of��R asm entioned before. W e follow the philosophy

ofRef.[10]in ouruseoftheleadingnon-analyticterm s.Accordingly,wem ustchoose

a renorm alization scalebelow thescaleofnew physics� � 3 TeV in such a way that

the logarithm s are oforder one. W ith the prejudice that these new couplings are

som ehow related to thetop-quark m ass,wechooseforourestim ates� = 2M t.Using

M t = 175� 16 GeV we� nd the90% con� dencelevellim its:

� From U
exp

N EW : �2< �2��L + �Lt < :6

� From S
exp

N EW : �2< 2�Rt� �Lt< 1

� From T
exp

N EW
: �:06< ��L + �Rt� �Lt < :05

� From �
exp

bb;N EW
: :02< ��L � :3�Lt+ :6�Rt< :2

In Fig. 1,we take �Lt = �Rt and show the lim its on ��L as a function of�Lt.

Including the lim it from U
exp

N EW
excludes a considerably larger region ofparam eter

space than would be excluded from T
exp

N EW and �
exp

bb;N EW
alone. Ifthe new couplings

m odify only the axialcoupling to theZ,L � t�5tZ�,then �Lt = ��Rt.W e show

the lim itsin thiscase in Fig.2 and see thatonly a sm allregion ofparam eterspace

isallowed.Thisagreeswith previousobservationsthattheelectroweak data tend to

prefer�Lt = �Rt [4]. In Fig. 3,we set��L = 0 and show the 90% con� dence level

bounds on �Lt and �Rt. In this � gure,we again see the trend thatin the allowed

region,�Lt � �Rt.In allthree� gures,itisinteresting to notetheroleofthelim iton

U
exp

N EW ,which ism oresigni� cantthan thelim itfrom S
exp

N EW .

Thee� ectsofa possibleright-handed coupling oftheW to theband t� rstarises

atO (��2R )in Z decays.Thebestlim itcom esfrom T
exp

N EW and is

j�R j< :3 : (5)

Thisisconsiderably weakerthan thelim itfrom theCLEO m easurem entofb! s[3].

� :05<
��R

jVtb j
< :01 : (6)
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Figure 1: 90% con� dence levelbounds from electroweak data with � = 2Mt. The

region enclosed by thedotted and dashed linesarethelim itsfrom T
exp

N EW and �
exp

bb;N EW

respectively.For�Lt = �Rt,thelim itfrom S
exp

N EW is�2< �Lt< 1.Theregion above

thesolid lineisallowed by U
exp

N EW .Theregion allowed by allm easurem entsisshaded.
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Figure 2: 90% con� dence levelbounds from electroweak data with � = 2Mt. The

regionsenclosed by thedotted and dashed linesarethelim itsfrom T
exp

N EW and �
exp

bb;N EW

respectively. The region to the right ofthe dot-dashed line is allowed from S
exp

N EW ,

whiletheregion abovethesolid lineisallowed by U
exp

N EW
.
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Figure 3: 90% con� dence levelbounds from electroweak data with � = 2Mt. The

regionsenclosed by thedotted and dashed linesarethelim itsfrom T
exp

N EW and �
exp

bb;N EW

respectively.Theregion totheleftofthedot-dashed lineisallowed from U
exp

N EW ,while

the region below the solid line isthatallowed by S
exp

N EW . The region allowed by all

m easurem entsisshaded.
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4 C onclusions

Theincreasingprecision ofelectroweak m easurem ents,alongwith therecentm easure-

m entofthe top quark m ass,allows lim itsto be placed on the non-standard m odel

couplings ofthe top quark to gauge bosons. W e have updated previous lim its by

including term snotenhanced by the top quark m ass. These additionalterm sallow

a largerregion ofparam eterspaceto beexcluded than in previousstudies.

Itisinteresting to speculateasto thesizeofthesecoe� cientsin variousm odels.

Ifthenon-standard couplingsarisefrom loop e� ectsthen they m ightbeexpected to

have a size � �

�
� :002,severalordersofm agnitude sm allerthan the currentlim its.

In m odelswhere the non-standard couplingsarise from four-ferm ion operatorsata

high scale,thecoe� cientshavea typicalsize[13],

�Lt �
3gA

8�2

M 2
t

�2
log

�
�2

M 2
t

�

: (7)

In thetop colorm odelofRef.[13],gA � 4�(:11)and soascale� � 2TeV would yield

a coe� cient,�Lt � 10� 3.Unfortunately,unlike thecasewith theb-quark couplings,

thelim itson top quark couplingsdo notyetseriously constrain m odelbuilding.
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