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A bstract

Precision electroweak data allow oneto testthestandard m odel,constrain itsparam -

eters,and search for the e�ects ofsom e kinds ofnew physics. The results ofthe m ost

recentdata from LEP,SLC,and elsewhere aredescribed,asare theirpredictionsform t,

M H ,and �s. The im plications for the two m ajor classes ofextensions ofthe standard

m odel,supersym m etry/uni�cation and com positeness,are described.

1 R ecent D ata

The four LEP experim ents ALEPH,DELPHI,L3,and OPAL have recently presented com -
bined resultsatthe BrusselsEurophysicsConference and atthe Lepton-Photon conference in
Beijing. These include prelim inary results from the 1994 run,and altogether include nearly
14 m illion events. The averagesinclude a propertreatm entofcom m on system atic uncertain-
ties[5].Sim ilarly,theSLD experim entattheSLC [6]haspresented new resultson theleft-right
asym m etry A LR ,including thedata from thevery successful1994-1995run,aswellasthe�rst
directdeterm ination of�nalstatecouplingsoftheband c.Them ajorZ-poleresultsareshown
in Table 1. The �rst row gives the value ofthe Z m ass,which is now known to rem arkable
precision.Also shown arethelineshapevariables�Z,R,and �had;theheavy quark production
rates;variousforward-backward asym m etries,A F B ;quantitiesderived from the� polarization
P� and itsangulardistribution;�nalstate b and c couplingsdeterm ined by SLD from m ixed
polarization forward-backward asym m etries;and thee�ectiveweak angle �s2‘ obtained from the
jetcharge asym m etry. N � isthe num berofe�ective active neutrino avorswith m asseslight
enough to be produced in Z decays. Itisobtained by subtracting the widthsfordecaysinto
hadronsand charged leptonsfrom thetotalwidth �Z from thelineshape.Theasym m etriesare
expressed in term softhequantity

A
o
f =

2�gV f �gA f
�g2V f + �g2A f

; (1)

1Invited talk presented at SUSY-95,Palaiseau,France,M ay 1995. The results presented here are from a

collaboration with JensErler.Form oredetails,see [1].
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Quantity Value Standard M odel
M Z (GeV) 91:1884� 0:0022 input
�Z (GeV) 2:4963� 0:0032 2:497� 0:001� 0:002� [0:002]
R = �(had)=�(‘�‘) 20:788� 0:032 20:77� 0:004� 0:002� [0:02]
�had =

12�

M 2

Z

�(e�e)�(had)

�2
Z

(nb) 41:488� 0:078 41:45� 0:002� 0:004� [0:02]

R b = �(b�b)=�(had) 0:2219� 0:0017 0:2156� 0� 0:0003
R c = �(c�c)=�(had) 0:1540� 0:0074 0:172� 0� 0
A 0‘
F B = 3

4
(A 0

‘)
2 0:0172� 0:0012 0:0155� 0:0004� 0:0004

A 0
� (P�) 0:1418� 0:0075 0:144� 0:002� 0:002

A 0
e(P�) 0:1390� 0:0089 0:144� 0:002� 0:002

A 0b
F B = 3

4
A 0
eA

0
b 0:0997� 0:0031 0:101� 0:001� 0:001

A 0c
F B = 3

4
A 0
eA

0
c 0:0729� 0:0058 0:072� 0:001� 0:001

�s2‘
�

A
Q

F B

�

0:2325� 0:0013 0:2319� 0:0002� 0:0002

A 0
e(A

0
LR ) (SLD) 0:1551� 0:0040 0:144� 0:002� 0:002

A 0
b (SLD) 0:841� 0:053 0:934� 0� 0

A 0
c (SLD) 0:606� 0:090 0:667� 0:001� 0:001

N � 2:991� 0:016 3

Table1:Z-poleobservablesfrom LEP andSLD com paredtotheirstandard m odelexpectations.
The standard m odelprediction isbased on M Z and usesthe globalbest�tvaluesform t and
�s,with M H in therange60� 1000 GeV.

where �gV;A f arethevectorand axialvectorcouplingsto ferm ion f.
From theZ m assonecan predicttheotherobservables,includingelectroweak loop e�ects.

The predictionsalso depend on thetop quark and Higgsm ass,and �s isneeded fortheQCD
correctionsto thehadronicwidths.Thepredictionsareshown in thethird colum n ofTable1,
using thevaluem t = 180� 7 GeV obtained forMH = 300 GeV in a globalbest�tto alldata
(including the direct determ ination m t = 180� 12 GeV by CDF [7]and DO [8]). The �rst
uncertainty is from M Z and �r (related to the running 2 of� up to M Z),while the second
is from m t and M H ,allowing the Higgs m ass to vary in the range 60� 1000 GeV.The last
uncertainty isthe QCD uncertainty from the value of�s. Here the value and uncertainty are
given by �s = 0:123� 0:004,obtained from theglobal�tto thelineshape.

The data isgenerally in excellentagreem entwith thestandard m odelpredictions.How-
ever,

R b =
�(b�b)

�(had)
= 0:2219� 0:0017 (2)

is3:7� higherthan the standard m odelexpectation,while Rc = �(c�c)=�(had)is2.4� below.
Thesearecorrelated:ifR c is�xed atthestandard m odelvalueof0.172,then [5]R b = 0:2205�
0:0016,which is still3.0� too high. W ithin the standard m odelfram ework,these m ust be
considered statisticaluctuations or system atic errors. However, because ofspecialvertex
corrections,theb�bwidth actually decreaseswith m t,asopposed to theotherwidthswhich all
increase. This can be seen in Figure 1. Thus,R b favors low values for m t. By itselfR b is
insensitive to the Higgsm assM H ,butwhen com bined with otherobservables,forwhich the
tquark and Higgs m ass M H are strongly correlated,R b favors low values for M H . Another
possibility,ifthee�ectism orethan a statisticaluctuation,isthatitm ay bedueto som esort
ofnew physics. M any typesofnew physics willcouple preferentially to the third generation,

2There have been severalrecent reevaluations [9]-[12]ofthe hadronic contribution to the running of�.

Following a correction to [12]thesearein reasonableagreem ent.W e use�(M Z )
� 1 = 128:09� 0:09 from [9].



Figure 1: Standard m odelprediction forR b � �(b�b)=�(had)asa function ofm t,com pared
with the LEP experim entalvalue. Also shown isthe range 180� 12 GeV determ ined by the
directCDF and D0 observations.

so thisisa seriouspossibility.Aswillbeseen below,thepossibility ofnew physicsin theZb�b
vertex isstrongly correlated with thevalueof�s extracted from theZ lineshape.

Anotherdiscrepancy isthevalueoftheleft-rightasym m etry

A
0
LR = A

0
e = 0:1551� 0:0040 (3)

obtained by theSLD collaboration using alldata from 1992-1995.Thisvaluehasm oved closer
to thestandard m odelexpectation of0:144� 0:003 than thepreviousvalueof0:1637� 0:0075
from 1992-1993. However,because ofthe sm aller error it is stillsom e 2:3� higher than the
standard m odelprediction. This result (com bined with M Z ) favors a large value ofthe top
quark m ass,around 220 GeV,which is not in good agreem ent with other observables. One
possibility isthatitispointing to new physics. Possibilitieshere would include S < 0,where
S isa param eterdescribing certain typesofheavy new physics(see Section 3.6).In addition,
there are possible tree-levelphysics such as heavy Z 0 bosons or m ixing with heavy exotic
doublet leptons,E 0

R ,which could signi�cantly a�ect the asym m etry. However,new physics
probably cannot explain allofthe discrepancy with the other observables,because som e of
the LEP observables m easure precisely the sam e com bination ofcouplings as does A LR

3. In
particular,from theLEP m easurem entsofA 0‘

F B ,A
0
e(P�),and A

0
�(P�)onecan obtain an average

A 0
‘LEP = 0:147� 0:004,consistentwith the standard m odelprediction but1.5� below A0LR .If

one doesnotassum e lepton fam ily universality,the LEP observables A 0e
F B and A 0

e(P�)im ply
A 0
eLEP = 0:141� 0:007,1.7� below A0LR.

Finally,theforward-backward asym m etry into �’s,A0�F B = 0:0206� 0:0023 is2.2� above
the standard m odelprediction,and 1.6� above the average 0:0162� 0:0014 ofA0�F B and A 0e

F B .
Thisissm allenough to bea uctuation,so wewillassum elepton avoruniversality.

Therearem anyotherprecision observables.Som erecentonesareshown inTable2.These
include the W m assfrom CDF,D0,and UA2 [14],thee�ective weak chargeQ W m easured in
atom icparity violation in cesium [15],recentresultson thee�ectivevectorand axialcouplings
m easured in neutrino electron scattering from CHARM II[16],and m easurem ents ofs2W �

1� M 2
W =M

2
Z from the CCFR collaboration at Ferm ilab [17]. This on-shellde�nition ofthe

weak angle isdeterm ined from deep inelastic neutrino scattering with sm allsensitivity to the
3The relation m akesuse only ofthe assum ption thatthe LEP and SLD observablesare dom inated by the

Z-pole.Theoneloopholeisthepossibility ofan im portantcontribution from othersources,such asnew 4-ferm i

operators. These are m ainly signi�cant slightly away from the pole (at the pole they are out ofphase with

the Z am plitude and do notinterfere).However,a com bined analysisofallconstraintsrendersthispossibility

unlikely [13].



Quantity Value Standard M odel
M W (GeV) 80:26� 0:16 80:34� 0:01� 0:04
Q W (CS) � 71:04� 1:58� [0:88] � 72:88� 0:05� 0:03

g�eA (CHARM II) � 0:503� 0:017 � 0:507� 0� 0:0004
g�eV (CHARM II) � 0:035� 0:017 � 0:037� 0:0005� 0:0003

s2W � 1� M 2

W

M 2

Z

0:2218� 0:0059[CCFR]
0:2260� 0:0048[All]

0:2237� 0:0002� 0:0008

M H (GeV) � 60 LEP <

(

0(600);theory
0(800);indirect

m t 180� 12 CDF/D0 179� 8+ 17
� 20 [indirect]

Table 2: Recent observables from the W m ass and other non-Z-pole observations com pared
with thestandard m odelexpectations.Directlim itsand valueson M H and m t arealso shown.

Figure2:Valuesofsin2 �̂W (M Z)asa function ofm t from variousobservables.

top quark m ass.Theresultcom bined with earlierexperim ents[18]isalso shown.Allofthese
quantitiesarein excellentagreem entwith thestandard m odelpredictions.

In the global�ts to be described, allofthe earlier low energy observables not listed
in the table are fully incorporated. The electroweak corrections are now quite im portant.
The resultspresented include full1-loop corrections,aswellasdom inant2-loop e�ects,QCD
corrections,and m ixed QCD-electroweak corrections. Forthe renorm alized weak angle,Iuse
them odi�ed m inim alsubtraction (M S)de�nition [19]sin2 �̂W (M Z)� ŝ2Z.Thisbasically m eans
thatonerem ovesthe 1

n� 4
polesand som eassociated constantsfrom thegaugecouplings.Other

de�nitionsarereviewed in[1,3].Thevaluesofŝ2Z obtained from variousobservablesasafunction
ofm t areshown in �gure2.

2 R esults: m t,M H ,�s,sin
2�W

Therearenow su�ciently m any observablesthatonecan determ ine ŝ 2
Z,m t,and �s(M Z)from

theZ-poleand otherindirectprecision datasim ultaneously.Forexam ple,ŝ2Z can bedeterm ined
from theasym m etries,m t from theW and Z m asses,and �s(M Z)from thehadronicZ-widths.
In practice allofthese quantities are determ ined from a sim ultaneous �t. The resultsof�ts
to varioussets ofdata are shown in Table 3. The �rst row ofthe table shows the global�t
to alldata,including thedirectproduction constraintm t = 180� 12 GeV from CDF and D0.
The second row usesthe indirectdata only. The predicted value ofm t = 179� 8+ 17

� 20 GeV is
in rem arkable agreem ent with the CDF/D0 value. The other�tsshow the sensitivity to the
variousdata sets.



Set ŝ2Z �s(M Z) m t (GeV) �� 2
H

Indirect+ CDF + D0 0:2315(2)(3) 0:123(4)(2) 180� 7+ 12
� 13 7.9

Indirect 0:2315(2)(2) 0:123(4)(2) 179� 8+ 17
� 20 8.5

LEP 0:2318(3)(2) 0:124(4)(2) 171� 10+ 18
� 20 5.7

Z-pole(LEP + SLD) 0:2314(3)(1) 0:123(4)(2) 181+ 8 + 18
� 9 � 20 8.3

SLD + M Z 0:2302(5)(0) | 220+ 14 + 19
� 15 � 24

Table3:Resultsfortheelectroweakparam etersin thestandard m odelfrom varioussetsofdata.
Thecentralvaluesassum eM H = 300GeV,whilethesecond errorsareforM H ! 1000(+)and
60(� ).The lastcolum n isthe increase in the overall�2 ofthe �tasM H increasesfrom 60 to
1000.

The LEP data allowsa determ ination ofthe strong coupling constant�s atthe Z-pole
with a sm allexperim entalerror,

�s(M Z)= 0:123� 0:004� 0:002 (lineshape); (4)

wherethesecond uncertainty isfrom M H .�s isalm ostuncorrelated with theotherparam eters.
Itisdeterm ined m ainly from theratio R � �(had)=�(‘�‘),which isinsensitiveto m t (exceptin
theb�bvertex),and also from �Z.Thisdeterm ination isvery clean theoretically,atleastwithin
the standard m odel. Itisthe Z-pole version ofthe long held view thatthe ratio ofhadronic
to leptonic ratesin e+ e� would bea \gold plated" extraction of�s and testofQCD.Using a
recentestim ate [20]ofthe (�s=�)4 correctionsto CF ,i.e. � 90(�s=�)4,one can estim ate that
higher-orderterm slead to an additionaluncertainty � � 0:001 in the �s(M Z)value in (4). It
should be cautioned,however,that the lineshape value is rather sensitive to the presence of
som etypesofnew physicswhich a�ecttheZ-hadron width,asisdiscussed below.

Thelineshapevalueof�s isin excellentagreem entwith theindependentvalue�s(M Z)=
0:123� 0:006 extracted from jeteventshapesatLEP using resum m ed QCD [24].Itisalso in
agreem entwith theprediction

�s(M Z)� 0:130� 0:010; SUSY � GUT (5)

ofsupersym m etric grand uni�cation4 [21,22].Ascan beseen in Table 4,however,itissom e-
what larger than som e ofthe low energy determ inations of�s (which are then extrapolated
theoretically to the Z-pole),in particularthose from deep inelastic scattering and the lattice
calculations ofthe charm onium and bottom onium spectra. This slight discrepancy has led
som eauthorsto suggestthattherem ightbea lightgluino which would m odify therunning of
�s,orthatthereisa problem in thehigh energy determ inations[23].Ithink,however,thatit
isprem ature to draw such strong conclusions,especially since m ostofthe determ inationsare
dom inated by theoreticaluncertainties.

There is,however,one signi�cantuncertainty in the lineshape value:ifthe high experi-
m entalvalue ofR b isdue to a new physicscontribution to the Z ! b�bvertex,and notjusta
uctuation,then the form ulae forR and �Z are a�ected,and the value of�s(M Z)extracted
from the lineshape is reduced [3]. Allowing for that possibility, one �nds the lower value
�s(M Z)= 0:101� 0:008,in betteragreem entwith som eofthelow energy determ inations.

One could also consider the possibility thatthe low value ofR c is due to new physics.
However,allowing forthatpossibility,oneobtains�s(M Z)= 0:19� 0:03 or0:16� 0:04,where
theform er(latter)valuedoesnot(does)allow fornew physicsin R b aswell.The�rstvaluein

4In thiscase one should actually use the value �s(M Z )= 0:121(4)(1)appropriate to the lowerHiggsrange

expected in the supersym m etricextension ofthe standard m odel.



Source �s(M Z)
R � 0:122� 0:005
Deep inelastic 0:112� 0:005
�,J=	 0:113� 0:006
c�cspectrum (lattice) 0:110� 0:006
b�bspectrum (lattice) 0:115� 0:002
LEP,lineshape 0:123� 0:004
LEP,eventtopologies 0:123� 0:006

Table4:Valuesof�s attheZ-poleextracted from variousm ethods.

Figure 3: Allowed regions in m t vs. M H at various con�dence levels. The direct constraint
M H > 60 GeV isalso indicated.

particularisin cleardisagreem entwith otherdeterm inations,so Iwilltaketheview thatR c is
a statisticaluctuation.

2.1 T he H iggs M ass

The new data signi�cantly constrain the Higgsboson m ass. Thisentersthe relation between
M Z and theotherobservableslogarithm ically and isstrongly correlated with thequadraticm t

dependence in everything butthe Z ! b�bvertex correction. The data strongly favora Higgs
m assnearthedirectlowerlim itof� 60 GeV.Thiscan beseen in thelastcolum n ofTable3,
which lists the increase in �2 forthe overall�ts as M H increases from 60 to 1000 GeV.For
exam ple,in the �t to alldata (including the direct constraints) the best �t is forM H = 60
GeV,with the lim itM H < 320(430)GeV at90(95)% CL.The allowed regionsin m t vs. M H

atvariouscon�dence levelsareshown in Figure3.
Theselow valuesforM H areconsistentwith them inim alsupersym m etricextension ofthe

standard m odel,which generally predicts a relatively light standard m odel-like Higgs scalar.
However,a strong caveatisin order:thepreference forsm allM H isdriven alm ostentirely by
R b and A 0

LR,both ofwhich di�ersigni�cantly from thestandard m odelpredictions.Iftheseare
due to large statisticaluctuationsorto som e new physicsthen the constrainton M H would
essentially disappear.

The weak M H dependence does not im ply that the data is insensitive to the sponta-
neoussym m etry breaking m echanism s.Alternativeschem esgenerally yield largee�ectson the
precision observables,aswillbedescribed below.



3 N ew Physics

3.1 Supersym m etry and Precision Experim ents

Let us now consider how the predictions for the precision observables are m odi�ed in the
presence ofsupersym m etry. There are basically three im plications for the precision results.
The�rst,and m ostim portant,isin theHiggssector.In thestandard m odeltheHiggsm assis
arbitrary.Itiscontrolled by an arbitrary quarticHiggscoupling,so thatM H could beassm all
as60 GeV (the experim entallim it)orasheavy asa TeV.The upperbound isnotrigorous:
largervaluesofM H would correspond to such largequarticcouplingsthatperturbation theory
would break down. Thiscannotbe excluded,butwould lead to a theory thatisqualitatively
di�erent from the (perturbative) standard m odel. In particular,there are fairly convincing
triviality argum ents,related to the running ofthe quartic coupling,which exclude a Higgs
which actslikea distinctelem entary particleforM H aboveO (600 GeV)[25].

However,in supersym m etric extensionsofthestandard m odelthequarticcoupling isno
longera free param eter.Itisgiven by the squaresofgaugecouplings,with theresultthatall
supersym m etric m odelshave atleastone Higgsscalarthatisrelatively light,typically with a
m asssim ilarto theZ m ass.In them inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM )onehas
M H < 150 GeV 5,which generally acts just like the standard m odelHiggs6 except that it is
necessarily light.

In thestandard m odelthereisa largem t� MH correlation,and theglobal�tyields

m t � 180� 7+ 13ln
�

M H

300GeV

�

: (6)

W ehaveseen thatfor60< M H < 1000 GeV thiscorrespondsto

m t = 180� 7+ 12
� 13 (SM ): (7)

However,in theM SSM onehasthesm allerrange60< M H < 150 GeV,leading to

m t= 169� 7+ 4
� 3 (M SSM ); (8)

which is on the lower side ofthe CDF/D0 range,(180� 12 GeV).Because ofthe lower mt,
oneobtains ŝ2Z = 0:2313(2)(1)and �s(M Z)= 0:121� 0:004+ 0:001

� 0 ,which di�erslightly from the
valuesin Table3.

There can be additionale�ects on the radiative corrections due to sparticles and the
second Higgs doublet that m ust be present in the M SSM .However,for m ost ofthe allowed
param eterspaceonehasM new � M Z,and thee�ectsarenegligibleby thedecoupling theorem .
Forexam ple,a large ~t� ~b splitting would contribute to the �0 (SU2-breaking)param eter(to
bediscussed below),leading to a sm allerprediction form t,butthese e�ectsarenegligible for
m ~q � M Z.Sim ilarly,there would be new contributionsto the Z ! b�bvertex form �� ,m ~t,or
M

�

H � MZ.The M SSM yieldsa better�tto theprecision data than thestandard m odel[26],
butthatism ainly dueto theanom alousexperim entalvalueofR b.

There are only sm allwindows ofallowed param eter space for which the new particles
contribute signi�cantly to the radiative corrections. Except for these,the only im plications
ofsupersym m etry from the precision observablesare:(a)there isa lightstandard m odel-like
Higgs,which in turn favors a sm aller value ofm t. Ofcourse,ifa light Higgs were observed
itwould be consistent with supersym m etry butwould notby itselfestablish it. Thatwould

5Attree-level,M H < M Z .
6Thisistrue ifthe second Higgsdoubletism uch heavierthan M Z .



requirethedirectdiscovery ofthesuperpartners,probably attheLHC.(b)Anotherim portant
im plication ofsupersym m etry,atleastin them inim alm odel,istheabsenceofotherdeviations
from thestandard m odelpredictions.(c)In supersym m etricgrand uni�cation oneexpectsthe
gauge coupling constantsto unify when extrapolated from theirlow energy values[21]. This
isconsistentwith thedata in theM SSM butnotin theordinary standard m odel(unlessother
new particles or thresholds are added). This is not actually a m odi�cation ofthe precision
experim ents,but a prediction for the observed gauge couplings. Ofcourse,one could have
supersym m etry withoutgrand uni�cation.

3.2 U ni�cation ofG auge C ouplings

It is now wellknown that the (properly norm alized) observed gauge couplings do not unify
when extrapolated to a large scale using the standard m odelpredictionsforthe running,but
they do within experim entaluncertaintiesifthey run according to the M SSM [21]. Since the
electroweak couplings�(M Z)and ŝ2Z areknown precisely,itisusefulto usethem asinputsto
predictthem oreuncertain �s [22].Using presentdata,onepredicts�s(M Z)= 0:130� 0:001�
0:010,where the �rst uncertainty is from the input couplings and the second is an estim ate
ofthe theoreticaluncertaintiesfrom the low energy (supersym m etry) and superheavy (grand
uni�cation) thresholds, and from possible nonrenorm alizble operators (NRO).As discussed
in Section 2,this is in good agreem ent with the experim entalvalues determ ined from the Z
lineshape and from the LEP jet event analysis,but is high com pared with som e low energy
detrm inations of�s(M Z). In contrast,the non-supersym m etric standard m odelprediction is
0:073� 0:001� 0:001,wellbelow theexperim entalvalues.

Thus,theobserved couplingsareconsistentto�rstapproxim ation with sim plesupersym -
m etric grand uni�cation and the associated concept ofa grand desert between the TeV and
GUT scales.However:

� Threshold corrections associated with the supersym m etric particles are > � 0:003 and
are usually positive assum ing universalsoft supersym m etry breaking term s [27], and
supersym m etric contributions to the electroweak radiative correctionsgenerally lead to
larger�s(M Z)[27].Thus,low-scalethreshold e�ectsarenotlikely bythem selves7 tolower
the predicted �s(M Z)m uch below � 0:125. The experim entalvalue of�s(M Z)isnota
settled issue,butifthelowervalues(e.g.,0.110-0.115)suggested by som edeterm inations
arecorrect,onewould havetoinvokelargebutnotunreasonableGUT orstringthreshold
e�ects,NRO,orinterm ediatescalem atterto m aintain consistency.

� TheM SSM couplingsunify ata scaleMX � 3� 1016 GeV.Thisisfarenough below the
Planck scale � 1019 GeV thatitm ay be consistentto considergrand uni�cation ofthe
strong and electroweak couplingswithoutgravity. Nevertheless,itistem pting to bring
gravity intothegam e.Forexam ple,oneexpectsthatin superstringcom pacti�cationsthe
couplingswillunifyaroundthestringscaleM string � g� 5� 1017 GeV,which isoneorderof
m agnitudeaboveM X .Itispossiblethatthestringcom pacti�cation �rstproducesagrand
uni�ed theoryin fourdim ensions,which then breaksatthelowerscaleM X .However,itis
di�cultto �nd m odelsin which thisoccursand forwhich thenecessary Higgsm ultiplets
to break theGUT sym m etry arepresent.Alternatively,thestring com pacti�cation m ay
lead directly tothestandard m odelgroup,in which caseonem ustinvokestringthreshold
e�ects,interm ediatescalem atter,orhigherKa�c-M oody levelsto explain thediscrepancy
ofscales.

7Non-universalgaugino m asses can lead to larger e�ects [28],but these would explicity break the grand

uni�cation gaugesym m etry.



� M uch attention hasbeen focussed on the deviation ofMX from M string and on the pre-
dicted �s(M Z). However, the actualuni�cation predictions are for ln(M X =M Z) and
1=�s(M Z). The form er is consistent with the string scale to within 10% and the lat-
terisaccuratetowithin 15% aswell.Given theenorm ousnum berofperturbationson the
predictionsthatcan occurin string and GUT m odelsoneshould view thepredictionsas
a m ajorsuccessforthegeneralidea ofGUT orstring uni�cation.

� M osttypesofnew physicsattheTeV scalewould havevery large(order1)e�ectson the
gaugeuni�cation prediction.Unlessthesuccessisjustan accident,and barring cancella-
tionsbetween largee�ects,thisseverely restrictsthepossibilitiesfornew physicsbeyond
theM SSM attheTeV scale.Essentially theonly possibilitiesareextended gaugegroups
which com m utewith thestandard m odelgroup,such asadditionalU1 factorsassociated
with heavy Z 0bosons,com pleteordinaryorm irroradditionalfam ilies,new exoticfam ilies
which correspond to com pleteGUT m ultiplets,and standard m odelsinglets.

3.3 Extended Technicolor/C om positeness

In contrast,the otherm ajorclassofextensions,which includescom positenessand dynam ical
sym m etry breaking,leadsto m any im plicationsatlow energies.Them ostim portantarelarge
avor changing neutralcurrents (FCNC).Even ifthese are som ehow evaded one generally
expects anom alous contributions to the Z ! b�b vertex, typically �(b�b) < �SM (b�b) in the
sim plest extended technicolor (ETC) m odels [29]. Sim ilarly,one expects �0 6= 1,and S 6=
0;T 6= 0,where �0,S,and T param eterize certain typesofnew physics,aswillbe described
below.Finally,in theorieswith com positeferm ionsonegenerally expectsnew 4-ferm ioperators
generated by constituentinterchange,leading to e�ectiveinteractionsoftheform

L = �
4�

�2
�f1�f2 �f3�̂f4: (9)

Generally,theZ-poleobservablesarenotsensitive to such operators,since they only m easure
the propertiesofthe Z and itscouplings8.However,low energy experim entsare sensitive. In
particular,FCNC constraintstypically setlim itsoforder� � O (100TeV)on thescale ofthe
operatorsunlesstheavor-changinge�ectsare�ne-tuned away.Even then therearesigni�cant
lim its from other avor conserving observables. For exam ple,atom ic parity violation [30]is
sensitive to operatorssuch as[31]

L = �
4�

�2
�eL�eL �qL

�
qL: (10)

The existing data already setslim its� > O (10 TeV).Future experim entsshould be sensitive
to � 40 TeV.

3.4 T he Zb�b Vertex

TheZb�bvertex isespecially interesting,both in thestandard m odeland in thepresenceofnew
physics. In the standard m odelthere are specialvertex contributionswhich depend quadrat-
ically on the top quark m ass. �(b�b)actually decreases with m t [32,33],asopposed to other
widthswhich allincrease.Them tand M H dependencesin theradiativecorrectionsarestrongly

8At the Z-pole the e�ects ofnew operators are out ofphase with the Z am plitude and do not interfere.

Interferencee�ectscan surviveaway from the pole,buttherethe Z am plitude issm aller.



correlated,butthespecialvertex correctionsto �(b�b)areindependentofM H ,allowing a sepa-
ration ofm t and M H e�ects.

The vertex isalso sensitive to a num beroftypesofnew physics. One can param eterize
such e�ectsby [34]

�(b�b)! �SM (b�b)(1+ �
new
bb ): (11)

Ifthenew physicsgivessim ilarcontributionstovectorand axialvectorverticesthen thee�ects
on A b

FB aresm all.In supersym m etry onecan haveboth positiveand negativecontributions[35].
In particular,light~t� �� can give�SU SYbb > 0,asissuggested by thedata,while lightcharged
Higgs particles can yield �

H iggs

bb < 0. In practice,both e�ects are too sm allto be im portant
in m ostallowed regionsofparam eterspace. In extended technicolor(ETC)m odelsthere are
typically new vertex contributionsgenerated by the sam e ETC interactionswhich are needed
to generate the large top quark m ass. Ithas been argued that these are typically large and
negative[29],

�
ETC
bb � � 0:056�2

�
m t

150GeV

�

; (12)

where � isa m odeldependentparam eteroforderunity.They m ay be sm allerin m odelswith
walkingtechnicolor,butneverthelessareexpected tobenegativeand signi�cant[36].Thisisin
contrastto thedata,which suggestsa positivecontribution ifany,im plying a seriousproblem
form any ETC m odels.Possiblewaysoutarem odelsin which theETC and electroweak groups
do notcom m ute,forwhich eithersign ispossible [37],m odelsin which diagonalinteractions
related to extended technicolor dom inate [38],and topcolor or topcolor assisted technicolor
m odels,forwhich theETC contribution to m t issm all[39].

Anotherpossibility ism ixingbetween theband exoticheavy ferm ionswith non-canonical
weak interaction quantum num bers. M any extensions ofthe standard m odelpredict,forex-
am ple,theexistenceofa heavy D L,D R ,which areboth SU2 singletquarkswith charge� 1=3.
These can m ix with the d,s,orbquarks,butone typically expectssuch m ixing to be largest
forthethird generation.However,thism echanism givesa negativecontribution

�
D L

bb � � 2:3s2L (13)

to �newbb ,wheresL isthesineofthebl� DL m ixing angle.
One can extract�newbb from the data,in a global�tto thestandard m odelparam etersas

wellas�newbb .Thisyields
�
new
bb = 0:032� 0:010; (14)

which is � 3:2� above zero. This value is hardly changed when one allows additionalnew
physics,such as described by the S,T,and U param eters. �newbb is correlated with �s(M Z):
one obtains �s(M Z) = 0:101 � 0:008,considerably sm aller than the standard m odelvalue
0:123(4)(2).Allowing �newbb 6= 0 hasnegligiblee�ecton ŝ2Z orm t.

In a m ore detailed analysis [3]one can allow separate corrections in the leftand right-
handed bcouplings,

gLb =
1

2
(gV b+ gA b)! �

1

2
+
1

3
sin2�W + �

b
L; (15)

and

gR b =
1

2
(gV b� gA b)!

1

3
sin2�W + �

b
R : (16)

Then R b,A 0b
F B and the otherobservablescan be used to sim ultaneously constrain �bL,�

b
R ,and

theotherparam eters.From theglobal�t

�
b
L = � 0:0033� 0:0035 �

b
R = 0:018� 0:013; (17)



Figure4:Allowed regionsin �bL vs�bR forM H = 300 GeV.

with a correlation of0.80. These should be com pared with the unperturbed standard m odel
valuesgLb = � 0:421 and gR b = 0:077,respectively. One also obtainsthe low value �s(M Z)=
0:101� 0:008,justasin thesingleparam etercase.Attheircentralvalues�bL and �

b
R contribute

aboutequally to R b,while theire�ects partially cancelin A 0b
F B ,which isconsistent with the

standard m odel.The allowed region in �bL � �bR isshown in Figure4.Oneseesthatthereisa
tendency from theanom aly to bein �bR ,butitcannotbeexcluded thatthee�ectisin �

b
L ora

m ixture.

3.5 �0: N onstandard H iggs or N on-degenerate H eavy M ultiplets

Oneparam eterization ofcertain new typesofphysicsistheparam eter�0,which isintroduced to
describenew sourcesofSU2 breakingotherthan theordinaryHiggsdoubletsorthetop/bottom
splitting.Onede�nes�0 � M 2

W =(M
2
Z ĉ

2
Z �̂),where ĉ

2
Z � 1� ŝ2Z;�̂ � 1+ 3GF m 2

t=8
p
2�2 absorbs

the relevantstandard m odelradiative correctionsso that�0 � 1 in the standard m odel. New
physicscan a�ect�0 ateitherthetreeorloop-level

�0 = �
tree
0 + �

loop

0 : (18)

Thetree-levelcontribution isgiven by Higgsrepresentationslargerthan doublets,nam ely,

�
tree
0 =

P

i(t
2
i � t23i+ ti)jh�iij2
P

i2t
2
3ijh�iij

2
; (19)

whereti(t3i)istheweak isospin (third com ponent)oftheneutralHiggs�eld �i.ForHiggssin-
gletsand doublets(ti= 0;1

2
)only,�tree0 = 1.However,in thepresenceoflargerrepresentations

with non-zero vacuum expectation values

�
tree
0 ’ 1+ 2

X

i

�

t
2
i � 3t23i+ ti

� jh�iij
2

jh�1

2

ij2
: (20)

One can also have loop-induced contributionssim ilarto thatofthe top/bottom ,due to
non-degeneratem ultipletsofferm ionsorbosons.Fornew doublets

�
loop

0 =
3G f

8
p
2�2

X

i

Ci

3
F(m 1i;m 2i); (21)

whereCi= 3(1)forcolortriplets(singlets)and

F(m 1;m 2) = m
2
1 + m

2
2 �

4m 2
1 m

2
2

m 2
1 � m22

ln
m 2

m 2

� (m1 � m2)
2
: (22)



Figure5:Allowed regionsin �0 vs ŝ2Z forM H = 60,300,and 1000 GeV.

Loop contributionsto�0 aregenerallypositive,9 and ifpresentwould lead tolowervaluesforthe
predicted m t.�tree0 � 1can beeitherpositiveornegativedepending on thequantum num bersof
theHiggs�eld.The �0 param eterisextrem ely im portantbecause oneexpects�0 � 1 in m ost
superstring theories,which generally do not have higher-dim ensionalHiggs representations,
whiletypically �0 6= 1 from m any sourcesin m odelsinvolving com positeness.

In thepresence of�0 thestandard m odelform ulasfortheobservablesarem odi�ed.One
has

M Z !
1

p
�0
M

SM
Z ; �Z ! �0�

SM
Z ; LN C ! �0L

SM
N C : (23)

Ithaslong been known that�0 isclose to 1. However,untilrecently ithasbeen di�cultto
separate �0 from m t,because in m ostobservablesone hasonly the com bination �0�̂.The one
exception hasbeen the Z ! b�b vertex. However,the directobservation ofthe tby CDF and
D0,with theiraveragem t = 180� 12 GeV,allowsoneto calculate �̂ and thereforeseparate�0.
In practice one �tsto m t,�0 and the otherparam eters,using the CDF/D0 value ofm t asan
additionalconstraint.Onecan determ ine ŝ2Z,�0,m t,and �s sim ultaneously,yielding

�0 = 1:0012� 0:0013� 0:0018

ŝ
2
Z = 0:2314(2)(2)

�s = 0:121(4)(1)

m t = 171� 12 GeV; (24)

where the second uncertanty isfrom M H . Even in the presence ofthe classesofnew physics
param eterized by�0 onestillhasrobustpredictionsfortheweakangleandagooddeterm ination
of�s. M ostrem arkably,given the CDF/D0 constraint,�0 is constrained to be very close to
unity,causing seriousproblem sforcom positenessm odels. The allowed region in �0 vs ŝ2Z are
shown in Figure5.Thisplaceslim itsjh�iij=jh�1=2ij< few% on non-doubletvacuum expectation
values,and placesconstraints C

3
F(m 1;m 2)� (100GeV)2 on thesplittingsofadditionalferm ion

orboson m ultiplets.

3.6 H eavy Physics by G auge SelfEnergies

A largerclass ofextensions ofthe standard m odelcan be param eterized by the S,T and U

param eters[42],which describe thatsubsetofnew physicswhich a�ectonly the gauge boson
9O ne can have �loop < 0 for M ajorana ferm ions [40]or boson m ultiplets with vacuum expectation values

[41].



self-energiesbutdo notdirectly a�ectnew vertices,etc.Oneintroducesthreeparam eters10

S = Snew + Sm t
+ SM H

T = Tnew + Tm t
+ TM H

(25)

U = Unew + Um t
:

S describesthebreakingoftheSU2A axialgeneratorsand isgenerated,forexam ple,bydegener-
ateheavy chiralfam iliesofferm ions.T and U describethebreaking ofSU2V vectorgenerators:
T isequivalentto the�0 param eterand isinduced by m asssplitting in m ultipletsofferm ions
orbosons. U iszero in m ostextensionsofthe standard m odel. S,T and U were introduced
to describe the contributions ofnew physics. However,they can also param etrize the e�ects
ofvery heavy m t and M H (com pared to M Z). Untilrecently itwas di�cult to separate the
m t and new physicscontributions. Now,however,with the CDF/D0 m easurem entofm t itis
possible to directly extract the new physics contributions. In the following,Iwilluse S,T,
and U to representthee�ectsofnew physicsonly,with them t and M H e�ectson observables
included separately.

A new m ultipletofdegeneratechiralferm ionswillcontributeto S by

Sjdegenerate = Cijt3L(i)� t3R (i)j
2
=3� � 0; (26)

where Ci is the num ber ofcolors and t3LR are the t3 quantum num bers. A fourth fam ily of
degenerateferm ionswould yield 2

3�
� 0:21,whileQCD-liketechnicolorm odels,which typically

havem any particles,can givelargercontributions.Forexam ple,S � 0:45from an isodoubletof
ferm ionswithfourtechnicolors,andanentiretechnigeneration would yield 1:62[44].Non-QCD-
liketheoriessuch asthoseinvolving walking could yield sm alleroreven negativecontributions
[45].Loopsinvolving scalars,nondegenerateferm ions,orM ajorana particlescan contributeto
S with eithersign [46]. (Note thatS,T,and U are induced by loop correctionsand have a
factorof� extracted,so they areexpected to beO (1)ifthereisnew physics.)

TheT param eterisanalogousto �loop0 .Fora non-degeneratefam ily

T �
�
loop

0

�
� 0:42

�m 2

(100GeV )2
; (27)

where

�m 2 =
X

i

Ci

3
F (m 1i;m 2i): (28)

Usually T > 0,although there m ay be exceptions for theories with M ajorana ferm ions or
additionalHiggs doublets. In practice,higher-dim ensionalHiggs m ultiplets could m im ic T
with eithersign (seeequation (19)),and cannotbeseparated from loop e�ectsunlessthey are
seen directly orhaveothere�ects.Iwillthereforedeviateslightly from thehistoricalde�nition
and rede�neT to includethetreelevele�ectsofsuch m ultiplets,so that

�0 =
1

1� �T
’ 1+ �T: (29)

Usually U issm all.
Thereisenough data to sim ultaneously determ inethenew physicscontributionsto S,T,

and U,thestandard m odelparam eters,and also�newbb = �(b�b)

�SM (b�b)
� 1.Forexam ple,S,T,U,�newbb ,

10Threeadditionalparam etersareneeded ifthe new physicsscaleiscom parableto M Z [43].



ŝ2Z,�s(M Z)and m t are constrained by M Z,�,M W ,R b,asym m etries,R,and m t (CDF/D0),
respectively.Oneobtains

S = � 0:28� 0:19� 0:08+ 0:17

T = � 0:20� 0:26+ 0:17
� 0:12

U = � 0:31� 0:54

�
new
bb = 0:032� 0:010

ŝ
2
Z = 0:2311(3)

�s(M Z) = 0:103(8)

m t = 181� 12GeV; (30)

where the second errorisfrom M H . The T value correspondsto �0 = 0:9985� 0:0019+ 0:0012
� 0:0009,

which di�ersfrom thevaluein (24)becauseofthepresenceofS,U,and �newbb .Thedata iscon-
sistentwith thestandard m odel:S and T areconsistentwith thestandard m odelexpectation
of0 atornearthe 1� level,although there isa sm alltendency fornegative values. The con-
straintson S areaproblem forthoseclassesofnew physicssuch asQCD-liketechnicolorwhich
tend to give S large and positive,and S allows,atm ost,one additionalfam ily ofordinary or
m irrorferm ionsat95% CL.(OfcoursetheinvisibleZ width precludesany new fam iliesunless
theadditionalneutrinosareheavierthan M Z=2.) The allowed regionsin S vsT areshown in
Figure6.Theseven param eter�tstillfavorsa non-zero Z ! b�bvertex correction �newbb .Asin
the m odelwith S = T = U = 0,the extracted �s(M Z)isstrongly correlated with �newbb . For
�newbb = 0 onewould obtain �s(M Z)= 0:122(5).

Figure6:Constraintson S and T from variousobservablesand from theglobal�tto alldata.
S and T represent the e�ectsofnew physics only;uncertainties from m t are included in the
errors.

4 C onclusions

� The precision data have con�rm ed the standard electroweak m odel. However,there are
possiblehintsofdiscrepanciesatthe2 { 3 � levelin �(b�b)=�(had)and A 0

LR .

� The data notonly probesthe tree-levelstructure,butthe electroweak loopshave been
observed atthe2� level.These consistofm uch largerferm ionicpiecesinvolving thetop
quark and QED,which only partially cancelthebosonicloops.Thebosonicloops,which
probenon-abelian verticesand gauge-Higgsvertices,arede�nitely needed todescribethe
data.



� The global�tto the data (including the constraintmt = 180� 12 GeV from CDF and
D0)within thestandard m odelyields

M S :ŝ2Z = 0:2315(2)(3)

on� shell:s2W � 1�
M 2

W

M 2
Z

= 0:2236(8)

m t = 180� 7+ 12
� 13

�s(M Z) = 0:123(4)(2); (31)

where the second uncertainty is from M H . A �t to the indirect data only yields the
prediction m t = 179 � 8+ 17

� 20 GeV,in rem arkable agreem ent with the direct CDF/D0
value.Thedata also allow a clean and precise extraction of�s from thelineshape.This
isin excellentagreem entwith thevalue�s(M Z)= 0:123� 0:006from eventshapes.Both
arelargerthan m any ofthelow energy determ inationswhen extrapolated to theZ-pole.
Thelineshapedeterm ination,however,issensitivetothepresenceofcertain typesofnew
physics.

� The agreem ent between the indirect prediction for mt with the direct CDF/D0 obser-
vation,and of�s with the variousotherdeterm inationsisan im pressive successforthe
entireprogram ofprecision observables.

� Com bining the directCDF/D0 value ofmt with the indirectconstraintsdoesnotm ake
a large di�erence within the context ofthe standard m odel. However,when one goes
beyond the standard m odel,the directm t allows a clean extraction ofthe new physics
contributionsto �0,which isnow shown to be very close to unity,�0 = 1:0012(13)(18).
Thisstrongly lim itsHiggstripletvacuum expectation valuesand non-degenerate heavy
m ultiplets.Sim ilarly,itallowsan extraction ofthenew physicscontributionsto S,T,U,
which areconsistentwith zero.Finally,onecan determ inethenew physicscontributions
to theb�bvertex:�newbb isapproxim ately 3:2� away from zero,reecting thelargevalueof
theb�bwidth.

� The data exhibit a preference for a light Higgs. One �nds MH � 320(420) GeV at
90(95% )CL.However,thepreferencedependscrucially on theobserved valuesofR b and
A 0
LR ,both ofwhich di�ersigni�cantly from thestandard m odelexpectations.Iftheseare

dueto new physics,theM H constraintisrelaxed ordisappears.

� Them ajorprediction ofsupersym m etry isthatonedoesnotexpectlargedeviationsin the
precision observables.Thenew particlestend tobeheavy and decouple.Oneim plication
thatisrelevant,however,isthatsupersym m etrictheorieshavealightstandard m odel-like
Higgs.They thereforefavorthelighterHiggsm assand thelowerend ofthepredicted m t

range.

� Theobserved gaugecouplingsareconsistentwithin 15% with thecouplingconstantuni�-
cation expected in supersym m etricgrand uni�cation,butnotwith thesim plestversion of
non-supersym m etric uni�cation.Thelogarithm oftheuni�cation scaleisalso consistent
within 10% with the expectationsofsuperstring com pacti�cationswhich break directly
tothestandard m odelgroup.Perhapsweshould takethisasahintthatthegrand desert
hypothesisiscorrect,and focuson GUTsand stringcom pacti�cationsforwhich threshold
and new particlee�ectsaresm all(oforder10% ).



� In com positeness and dynam icalsym m etry breaking theories one typically expects not
only largeavorchanging neutralcurrentsbutsigni�cantdeviationsof�0 from unity and
ofS and T from zero.Onefurtherexpectsthat�newbb < 0,atleastin thesim plestm odels.
Therefore,theprecision experim entsarea m ajordi�culty forthisclassofm odels.

A cknow ledgem ent

ItisapleasuretothankJensErlerforcollaborationon theseanalyses.Iwould alsoliketothank
the conference organizers for travelsupport. This work was supported by U.S.Departm ent
ofEnergy Grant No. DOE-EY-76-02-3071 and the NationalScience Foundation Grant No.
PHY94-07194.

R eferences

[1]See the articles Standard M odelofElectroweak Interactions and Constraints on New

Physicsfrom ElectroweakAnalyses,by P.Langackerand J.Erler,in [2].Earlierversions
ofthisanalysisappearin [3].

[2]Reviews ofParticle Properties,L.M ontanet etal.,Phys.Rev.D 50,1173 (1994)and
1995 o�-year partialupdate for the 1996 edition available on the PDG W W W pages
(URL:http://pdg.lbl.gov/).

[3]J.Erler and P.Langacker,Phys.Rev.D 52,441 (1995);P.Langacker,Nucl.Phys.B
(Proc.Supp)38,152 (1995);P.Langacker,p 883 of[4].

[4]Precision TestsoftheStandard ElectroweakM odel,ed.P.Langacker(W orld,Singapore,
1995).

[5]A.Olshevsky,invited talk atthe1995 EPS m eeting.

[6]SLD:K.Abeetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.73,25 (1994);and contributions0654,0222,0248-
0251 to the1995 EPS m eeting.

[7]CDF:F.Abeetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.74,2626 (1995).

[8]D0:S.Abachietal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.74,2632 (1995).

[9]�(M Z)� 1 = 128:896 � 0:090,S.Eidelm an and F.Jegerlehner,Zeit.Phys.C 67,585
(1995).

[10]�(M Z)� 1 = 128:99 � 0:06,A.D.M artin and D.Zeppenfeld,Phys.Lett.B 345,558
(1995).

[11]�(M Z)� 1 = 128:89� 0:09,H.Burkhardtand B.Pietrzyk,Phys.Lett.B 356,398(1995).

[12]�(M Z)� 1 = 128:96 � 0:06 (corrected from an original129:08 � 0:10),M .L.Swartz,
SLAC-PUB-95-7001.

[13]J.Erler,Phys.Rev.D 52,28 (1995).

[14]CDF:F.Abeetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.75,11(1995);D0:C.K.Jung,presented atICHEP,
Glasgow,1984;UA2:S.Alittietal.,Phys.Lett.B 276,354 (1992).

http://pdg.lbl.gov/


[15]Cesium (Boulder):M .C.Noeckeretal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.61,310 (1988).

[16]CHARM II:P.Vilain etal.,Phys.Lett.B 335,246 (1994).

[17]CCFR:C.G.Arroyo etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.72,3452 (1994).

[18]U.Am aldietal.,Phys.Rev.D 36,1385 (1987);P.Langackerand M .Luo,Phys.Rev.
D 44,817 (1991);G.Costa etal.,Nucl.Phys.B 297,244 (1988).Seealso [4].

[19]Forrecentreviews,seethearticlesby W .Hollik,pp.37,117,and W .M arciano,p.170,
in [4];early referencesare given in P.Langacker,M .Luo,and A.K.M ann,Rev.M od.
Phys.64,87 (1992).

[20]A.L.Kataev and V.V.Starshenko,CERN-TH-7198/94.

[21]P. Langacker and M . Luo, Phys. Rev. D 44, 817 (1991); J. Ellis, S. Kelley and
D. V. Nanopoulos, Phys. Lett. B 249, 441 (1990); U. Am aldi, W . de Boer and
H. F�urstenau, ibid. 290, 447 (1991); F. Anselm o, L. Cifarelli, A. Peterm an and
A.Zichichi,Nouvo Cim ento 104A ,1817 (1991).

[22]P.Langackerand N.Polonsky,Phys.Rev.D 47,4028 (1993),D 52,3081 (1995).

[23]M .Shifm an,M od.Phys.Lett.A 10,605 (1995).

[24]Forreviews,see S.Bethke,proceedings ofthe 22nd INS InternationalSym posium on

Physicswith High Energy Colliders,Tokyo,M arch 1994,and thearticleby I.Hinchli�e
on Quantum Chrom odynam ics,in [2].

[25]Forreviews,seeJ.Gunion etal.,TheHiggsHunter’sGuide,(Addison-W esley,Redwood
City,1990);M .Sher,Phys.Reports179,273 (1989).

[26]G.L.Kane,R.G.Stuart,and J.D.W ells,hepph-9505207;P.H.Chankowskiand S.
Pokorski,hepph-9505304;X.W ang,H.L.Lopez,and D.V.Nanopoulos,hepph-9506217.

[27]P.Chankowski,Z.Pluciennik,andS.Pokorski,Nucl.Phys.B 439,23(1995);R.Barbieri,
P.Ciafaloni,andA Strum ia,PisaIFUP-TH-47-94;J.Bagger,K.M atchev,andD.Pierce,
Phys.Lett.B 348,443 (1995);P.Langackerand N.Polonsky [22].

[28]L.Roszkowskiand M .Shifm an,hepph-9503358.

[29]R.S.Chivukula,B.Selipsky,and E.H.Sim m ons,Phys.Rev.Lett.69,575 (1992).

[30]M .C.Noeckeretal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.61,310 (1988).

[31]P.Langacker,Phys.Lett.B 256,277 (1991) and p 883 of[4];M .Leurer,Phys.Rev.
D 49,333 (1994).

[32]W .Beenakkerand W .Hollik,Z.Phys.C 40,141 (1988);A.A.Akhundov etal.,Nucl.
Phys.B 276,1 (1986);B.W .Lynn and R.G.Stuart,Phys.Lett.B 352,676 (1990).

[33]J.Bernabeu,A.Pich,and A.Sautam aria,Nucl.Phys.B 363,326 (1991).

[34]G.Altarelli,R.Barbieri,and F.Caravaglios,Nucl.Phys.B 405,3 (1993).



[35]A.Djouadietal.,Nucl.Phys.B 349,48(1991);M .Boulwareand D.Finnell,Phys.Rev.
D 44,2054 (1991);G.Altarellietal.,Phys.Lett.B 314,357 (1993);G.Kane etal.,
Phys.Rev.D 49,6173 (1994).

[36]R.S.Chivukula etal.,Phys.Lett.B 311,157 (1993).

[37]R.S.Chivukula,E.H.Sim m ons,and J.Terning,Phys.Lett.B 331,383 (1994) and
hepph-9506427.

[38]N.Kitazawa, Phys.Lett.B 313,395 (1993); H.Hagiwara and N.Kitazawa,hepph-
9504332.

[39]C.T.Hill,Phys.Lett.B 345,483 (1995);K.Lane and E.Eichten,Phys.Lett.B 352,
382 (1995);and referencestheirin.

[40]S.Bertoliniand A.Sirlin,Phys.Lett.B 257,179 (1991).

[41]A.Denneretal.,Phys.Lett.B 240,438 (1990).

[42]M .Peskin and T.Takeuchi,Phys.Rev.Lett.65,964(1990);M .Golden and L.Randall,
Nucl.Phys.B 361,3 (1991);W .M arciano and J.Rosner,Phys.Rev.Lett.65,2963
(1990);D.Kennedy and P.Langacker,Phys.Rev.Lett.65,2967 (1990),Phys.Rev.
D 44,1591(1991);G.AltarelliandR.Barbieri,Phys.Lett.B 253,161(1990);B.Holdom
and J.Terning,Phys.Lett.B 247,88 (1990);foran alternative param eterization,see
G.Altarelli,R.Barbieri,and S.Jadach,Nucl.Phys.B 369,3 (1992),B 376,444(E)
(1992).

[43]C.P.Burgessetal.,Phys.Lett.B 326,276 (1994);Phys.Rev.D 50,529 (1994).

[44]M .Peskin and T.Takeuchi,Phys.Rev.D 46,381 (1992).

[45]R.Sundrum and S.D.H.Hsu, Nucl. Phys.B 391, 127 (1993); R.Sundrum , Nucl.
Phys.B 395,60 (1993);M .Luty and R.Sundrum ,Phys.Rev.Lett.70,529 (1993);
T.Applequistand J.Terning,Phys.Lett.B 315,139 (1993).

[46]H.Georgi,Nucl.Phys.B 363,301 (1991);M .J.Dugan and L.Randall,Phys.Lett.
B 264,154 (1991);E.Gatesand J.Terning,Phys.Rev.Lett.67,1840 (1991).


