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Abstract

Atpresent,two outstanding discrepanciesbetween experim entand thestan-

dard m odelarethem easurem entsofthehadronicbranching fractionsR b and

R c. W e note thatan independentm easurem entofthese branching fractions

m ay beobtained from thewidth ofhadronicZ decayswith a prom ptphoton,

�q�q,along with thetotalhadronicdecay rate,�had,and an additionaltheo-

reticalassum ption.Such an analysisrequiresno avortagging.W e consider

severalplausible theoreticalassum ptions and �nd that the current value of

�q�q favorslargerR b and sm allerR c relative to standard m odelpredictions,

in accord with thedirectm easurem ents.If�q�q and �had are com bined with

the directm easurem ents,generation-blind corrections to allup-type and all

down-typequark widthsarem ostfavored.An updated m easurem entof�q�q

with the currently available LEP data is likely to provide an even stronger

constraint on both the branching fraction discrepancies and their possible

non-standard m odelsources.
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The LEP and SLC e+ e� colliders have provided m any im pressive con�rm ationsofthe

standard m odel(SM )through high-precision studiesofthe Z boson. Atpresent,however,

thecom bined averageofdirectm easurem entsoftheZ branchingfractionsR b � �b�b=�had and

R c disagreewith SM predictionsatthelevelof3:7� and 2:3�,respectively [1,2].Thesedirect

m easurem entsrely heavily on avortagging.Itisthereforeessentialthattheavortagging

e�ciencies be calibrated accurately. Im pressive techniques have recently been developed,

including,m ostnotably,thedouble-tag m ethod forcalibrating b-tagging e�ciency,which is

lim ited basically by statisticsonly.However,given theirstatusastwoofthem ostsigni�cant

deviationsfrom theSM ,itisworth investigating alternativem ethodsform easuring R b and

R c thatareindependentofthesystem aticuncertaintiesinherentin thedirectm easurem ents.

A m easurem entofthedecay width ofprom ptphoton production in hadronicZ decays,

which wedenote�q�q � �(Z ! q�q),providessuch an alternative.Thetotalhadronicdecay

width is�had =
P

i= u;c;d;s;b�i.In thewidth �q�q,however,theup-typequark contribution is

enhanced,and so �q�q / 4
P

i= u;c�i+
P

i= d;s;b�i.Thesetwo m easurem ents,then,alongwith

an assum ption relating the light quark widths to those ofb and c,provide avor tagging

independentdeterm inationsofR b and R c.They m ay also provideadditionalconstraintson

possibledeviationsfrom SM values.

By de�nition,events contributing to �q�q are events in which the photon is radiated

from a prim ary quark,i.e.,one ofthe two quarks that couples directly to the Z. The

uncertainties in �q�q arise from backgrounds where an isolated photon com es from other

sources,e.g.,initialstateradiation and hadronization,and alsofrom di�cultiesin theM onte

Carlo m odeling [3]. A globalaverage ofresults from currently available analyses [4]gives

R q�q � �SMq�q=�q�q = 1:077� 0:042 (exp.)� 0:04 (th.)[5].(NotethatR q�q isde�ned,following

Ref.[5],asthetheoreticalvaluedivided by theexperim entalvalue.) Itisinteresting to note

thatthecurrentcentralvalueof�q�q isabout1:3� below theSM prediction.

Given thecurrently availableeventsam pleof� O (107)hadronicZ events,thestatistical

errorm ay bereduced to� 1% [6].Theoverallerrorwould then bedom inated by system atic

errors,which are prim arily uncertaintiesin parton showerm odeling and �s and have been

estim ated to be � 3:5% [6]. The totalfractionalerrorof�q�q m ay therefore be im proved

from 5.8% to � 3:7% afteralltheLEP data isanalyzed [7].Such an updated experim ental

analysiswillincreasethepowerofthisstudy considerably,aswillbeseen below.

To determ ine R b and R c from the two m easurem ents �had and �q�q,it is clear that

we m ust choose a theoretically m otivated fram ework for discussing deviations from SM

branching fractions.W ebegin by param etrizing possibleshiftsin thepartialwidthsby the

fractionaldeviations�q,de�ned by

�q = �SMq (1+ �q) ; (1)

where�q isthepartialwidth �(Z ! q�q),and � SM
q isitsSM value.W ith thisde�nition,the

shiftsin theobservableswewillanalyzeare
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�Ri=
�SMi �i� R SM

i

P

q�
SM
q �q

�SMhad +
P

q�
SM
q �q

; (2)

��had =
X

q

�SMq �q ; (3)

��q�q / 4
X

f= u;c

�SMf �f +
X

f= d;s;b

�SMf �f ; (4)

whereq= u;c;d;s;b,and i= b;c.

Theaboveparam etrization accom m odatesavariety ofnew physicssources,such asZ-Z 0

m ixing,new obliquecorrections,and Zq�qvertex corrections.Im plicitin Eq.(4),however,is

theassum ption thatthee�ectsofnew physicson theprom ptphoton width areproportional

to theprim ary quark charges,asistruewhen thephoton isradiated from a prim ary quark.

In general,this m ay be violated,for exam ple, by box diagram s in which the photon is

attached to an internalloop. W e assum e,however,that the e�ects ofsuch diagram s are

sm allerthan thoseofobliqueand vertex corrections,asistypically truein m any new physics

scenarios[8].

Atthisstage,we have param etrized deviationsfrom the SM in the �ve param eters�q.

To extractR b and R c from �had and �q�q,wem ustfurtherreducethenum berofparam eters

to two. W e considerthe following scenarios,where the listed �q param etersare allowed to

vary subjectto thegiven constraints,and allunlisted �q’sare assum ed to vanish:

(I)�c,�b (c=bcase)

(II)�u = �c,�d = �s = �b (generation-blind case)

(III)�u = �c,�b (uc=bcase)

(IV)�b (bcase) .

These scenariosare by no m eansexhaustive,buthave a num berofinteresting m otiva-

tions. The c=b case isan obvious�rstchoice,asitisthe m ostconservative scenario con-

sistentwith the anom alousdirectm easurem entsofR c and R b. One should note,however,

that�u 6’ �c and �d 6’ �s are each theoretically disfavored by the constraints from avor-

changing neutralcurrents(FCNC).Suppose the Zc�c and Zu�u couplingsdi�erby � ’ 5% ,

as required to achieve a 10% reduction in R c. Suppose also that the m ass eigenstates u

and c are rotated by an angle � relative to the interaction eigenstates. Let us consider

the states uL and cL. The rotation generates the FCNC vertex guZ��Z�(�uL
�cL)+ c.c.,

where guZ � e
�
1

2
�

2

3
sin2�W

�

=sin�W cos�W ,and �W is the weak m ixing angle. Z boson

exchange then generates a four-ferm ion operator 1

2
(guZ��=mZ)

2
�uL

�cL �uL�cL,which con-

tributes to D 0{�D 0 m ixing. From the experim entalbound �m D < 1:3� 10�13 GeV,one

obtainsa rough bound ��<� 3� 10�4 ,or� <� 6� 10�3 with � = 0:05,where we have taken

f2D B D ’ (300 M eV)2. A di�erence in �d and �s issim ilarly constrained by K 0{�K 0 m ixing.

Sim ultaneousdeviationsfrom both �u ’ �c and �d ’ �s are excluded. These argum entsdo

notcom pletely exclude the possibility ofeither �u 6’ �c or �d 6’ �s. However,we see that,

withoutsom eadditionalsym m etries,such possibilitiesrequire�ne-tuning,and aretherefore

unnaturaland theoretically disfavored.
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W earethereforeled toconsiderscenarioswith �u = �c and �d = �s.Thegeneration-blind

caselisted aboveisperhapsthem ostwell-m otivated.Forexam ple,am ixing between Z and

a Z 0 boson whose coupling isgeneration-blind leadsto thiscase,asdo avor-independent

vertex corrections.In addition,oblique correctionsdepend only on quantum num bers,and

so a scenario in which oblique corrections are the dom inant e�ect ofnew physics is an

exam ple ofthe generation-blind case. The uc=b scenario isthe m ostconservative scenario

thatisconsistentwith both theLEP directm easurem entsofR b and R c and thetheoretical

considerationsofthepreviousparagraph.

Finally,one can also considerthe m easured discrepancy in R c to be a large statistical

uctuationandallow only�btobenon-vanishing.Thisscenario,thebcase,isrealized ifthere

isagaugeboson thatcouplesonly tothethird generation and m ixeswith theZ boson [9],or

a largevertex correction to theZb�bvertex from superparticles[10]ortechnicolor[11].This

possibility could help resolvethelongstanding di�erencebetween �s(m
2
Z)= 0:123 extracted

from theZ lineshape [1](in theSM )and thelower�s(m
2
Z)’ 0:110 from m any low energy

observables[12].In fact,the change in �s fora given shiftin the electroweak contribution

to �(Z ! b�b)is��s ’ �0:7�b. Using R
expt

b = 0:2205� 0:0016 when R c is�xed to itsSM

value[1],ashift�b ’ 0:02m akesthem easured and SM predictionsofR b consistenttoabout

1� and sim ultaneously bringsthevalueof�s extracted from theZ lineshapedown to about

0:110.

Foreach ofthesescenarios,wenow usethem easured valuesof�had and �q�q todeterm ine

R b and R c,and we com pare the extracted valuesofthese branching fractionsto the direct

m easurem ents. Table I shows the m easured values and SM predictions for R b,R c,�had,

and R q�q [2]. In applying the m easured valuesofthese quantitiesto constrain the various

scenarios,weassum ethatthenew physicsdoesnotsigni�cantly alterthedetection e�ciency

oftheprom ptphoton signal.Ifitdoes,theparam eters�q and thee�ciency arecorrelated,

which com plicatestheanalysis.However,asnoted above,weassum ethatobliqueorvertex

corrections are the dom inant e�ects of new physics in this analysis. These corrections

preserve allkinem aticaldistributions ofthe jets and photon foreach quark chirality,and

thee�ciency isthereforeinsensitive to thenew physicse�ects.

Theerrorforeach oftheobservablesisdeterm ined by adding in quadraturetheexperi-

m entalm easurem enterrorand theuncertaintiesin thetop quark m assand strong coupling

constant,which wetake to bem t = 175� 15 GeV and �s(m
2
Z)= 0:118� 0:006.Notethat

we cannot use the value of�s extracted from the global�t,because we allow deviations

ofthe widths�q from the SM .The �s m easurem ents from low-energy data and jetshape

variablesdo notrely on electroweak physics,and so m ay beused in thisanalysis.

W e present ourresults in Fig.1 forthe extracted values ofR b and R c foreach ofthe

�rst three theoreticalassum ptions discussed above. (The b case willbe discussed below.)

Foreach scenario,them easured valuesof�had and �q�q determ inea preferred region ofthe

(R b;R c) plane. The 1� contours are plotted in Fig.1. Allregions are long and narrow.
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The width ofeach region is determ ined by �had,which is tightly constrained relative to

theotherm easurem ents,and theparam etrization oftheparticulartheoreticalscenario.For

exam ple,in thegeneration-blind case,no variation in the�q param eterschangesR b without

changing R c,so theassociated band isvery thin.Theslopesvary from caseto casebecause

�had constrains di�erent linearcom binations ofR b and R c in the di�erent scenarios. The

positionsoftheregionsaredeterm ined by theoverlap ofthe�q�q band with the�had band.

The lengths are di�erent for each case because the relative angle between the two bands

varies;ifthey arem oreparallel,theoverlap region islonger.

There are a num berofinteresting featuresofFig.1. Firstofall,itisnoteworthy that

theSM valuesforR b and R c areoutsidethe1� region forallscenarios.Thisisa reection

ofthefactthatthem easured valueof�q�q currently di�ersfrom theSM prediction by 1:3�.

Second,forthese theoreticalassum ptions,the 1� contours prefer higher Rb and lower R c

than theSM values,becausethem easured �q�q isbelow theSM prediction.Sincetheerror

in �q�q is m uch larger than that of�had,the lengths ofthe regions scale as the error in

�q�q,and itiseasy to seehow theregionswould shrink astheaccuracy in �q�q im proves.If

theerrorreducesto 3.7% asexpected given thecurrently availableLEP statisticsdiscussed

above,thelengthsoftheregionswilldecrease by a factorof0.64.Depending on wherethe

centralvalue falls,the m easurem ent of�q�q m ay be quite signi�cant. Forexam ple,ifthe

centralvaluewereto rem ain atitspresentvalue,the�q�q m easurem entwould disagreewith

theSM atthelevelof2.1�.

The b case m ustbe discussed separately since ithasonly one free param eter. W hatis

interesting in thiscaseisthatonecan extractR b from �had alone,orfrom �q�q alone.These

two extracted valuescan then becom pared to check theconsistency ofthescenario.From

�had we obtain R b = 0:2170� 0:0015 (0:2191� 0:0015) for �s(m Z) = 0:118 (0:110). On

the otherhand,�q�q givesR b = 0:0877+ 0:1016�0:0877 . The extracted valuesofR b di�erby about

1.3�,irrespective ofthevalueassum ed for�s.A futureim provem enton �q�q willcertainly

strengthen ourability to determ inethisscenario’sconsistency.

W e have also plotted in Fig.1 the 68% and 95% C.L.contours for the direct m ea-

surem ents. The com bined m easurem entofallfourobservablesprovidesan opportunity to

di�erentiate variousnew physicsscenarios. Forexam ple,itisevidentfrom Fig.1 thatthe

directm easurem entsofR b and R c are m ostconsistentwith those extracted from �had and

�q�q in thegeneration-blind case.To quantify such a discussion,wenow turn to theresults

ofglobal�ts to allfourobservables foreach ofthe cases. In the global�ts,we treatthe

errors in m t and �s as intrinsic uncertainties as before. Alternatively,we could allow m t

and �s to vary in the �ts,but we choose to regard them as uncertainties to sim plify the

discussion.Thecorrelation ofR b and R c in thedirectm easurem entsisalso included.

Forthethec=b,generation-blind,and uc=bcases,we�nd thatthem inim um �2=d.o.f.is

4.0/2,1.6/2,and 5.1/2,respectively.W e�nd thatthegeneration-blind casehasnodi�culty

describingthedata,whiletheothercasesaredisfavored atm orethan85% C.L.Indeed,itwas

5



shown thatam ixing ofZ with an extra E 6 U(1)gaugeboson could im provetheconsistency

between theory and data [13]. Unfortunately,thisparticularrealization ofthe generation-

blind casefailsin thelepton sector,and such an interpretation isexcluded.Nonetheless,our

analysisclearly showsthatasa description ofthehadronicwidthsand branching fractions,

thegeneration-blindcaseisthem ostfavored ofthenew physicsscenarioswehaveconsidered.

Forthe bcase,there aretwo possible attitudes.Ifwe �x R c atitsSM predicted valueand

take �s = 0:118,a �tto �had,�q�q and R
expt

b hasa m inim um �2=d.o.f.of4.0/2. Ifwe use

the correlated experim entalvaluesforboth R c and R b,the m inim um is8.3/3. Howeverif

we take �s = 0:110,as advocated by Ref.[12],the m inim um �2=d.o.f.values forthe two

m ethodsim prove to 2.3/2 and 6.5/3,respectively.

Finally,we note that,im posing only the naturalnesscondition from the FCNC consid-

erationsdiscussed above,them ostgeneralscenario allowsall�q param etersto vary subject

to theconstraints

(V)�u ’ �c,�d ’ �s,�b .

Thiscaseisrelevantifboth largegeneration independent�q shifts,e.g.,shiftsresulting from

large non-standard oblique corrections,and large Zb�b speci�c correctionsare present. An

analysisofsuch a case,however,isbeyond thescopeofthisletter.

In conclusion,we �nd thatthe m easurem entsof�had and �q�q,when com bined with a

theoreticalassum ption,providea signi�cantconstrainton quark partialwidthswithoutre-

lying on avortagging.In lightofFCNC constraints,fourplausibletheoreticalassum ptions

wereconsidered.Foreach case,weextracted R b and R c from �had and �q�q and determ ined

favored regions in the (R b;R c) plane. The current m easurem ent of�q�q prefers larger R b

and sm allerR c relative to SM predictions. These regions,when com pared with the direct

determ inationsofR b and R c,m ay beused tohelp selectam ongthem any possiblem odelsof

physicsbeyond the SM .Ofthe fourexam plespresented above,itappearsthatgeneration-

blind correctionsprovide a good �tto thedata.Scenariosin which only theband cquark

partialwidthsareallowed todeviatefrom theirstandard m odelvaluesaredisfavored in this

analysis. The analysisofallcurrently available LEP data isexpected to reduce the uncer-

tainty in �q�q and willsigni�cantly im prove ourability to detect and interpret deviations

from thestandard m odel.
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TABLES

TABLE I. M easured and SM values(form t= 175� 15 G eV)forfourkey observables.�had is

in G eV.\Pull" isthedi�erencein them easured and SM centralvaluesin unitsoftheexperim ental

error.

O bservable M easurem ent Standard M odel Pull

R b 0:2219� 0:0017 0:2154� 0:0005 + 3:7

R c 0:1540� 0:0074 0:1711� 0:0002 � 2:3

�had 1:7448� 0:0030 1:7405� 0:0039 + 1:4

R q�q 1:077� 0:058 1 + 1:3
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FIG .1. The1� allowed regionsin the(R b;R c)planeextracted from them easured valuesof�had

and �q�q in the three scenarios:(I)c=b case (dotted),(II)generation-blind case (solid),and (III)

uc=b case (dashed).The ellipsesare the 68% and 95% C.L.contoursforthe directm easurem ents

ofR b and R c,and the SM predictions,with m t = 175� 15 G eV,are given by the very shortline

segm entin theupper-leftcorner.Thecurrentvalueof�q�q hasan errorof5.8% .Thisisestim ated

to im prove to 3.7% given the currently available LEP event sam ples,which willshrink the 1�

allowed regionsby a factorof0.64.
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