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Abstract

At present, two outstanding discrepancies between experin ent and the stan—
dard m odel are the m easurem ents of the hadronic branching fractions R, and
R.. W e note that an Independent m easurem ent of these branching fractions
m ay be obtained from the width ofhadronic Z decaysw ith a prom pt photon,

qq r @long w ith the totalhadronic decay rate, nhaq, and an additional theo—
retical assum ption. Such an analysis requires no avor tagging. W e consider
several plausble theoretical assum ptions and nd that the current value of
qq favors larger Ry, and am aller R . relative to standard m odel predictions,

In accord w ith the direct m easurem ents. If 44 and paq are combined w ith
the direct m easurem ents, generation-blind corrections to all up-type and all
dow n-type quark w idths are m ost favored. An updated m easurem ent of g
w ith the currently avaibble LEP data is lkely to provide an even stronger
constraint on both the branching fraction discrepancies and their possible
non-standard m odel sources.
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The LEP and SLC e"e oolliders have provided m any in pressive con mm ations of the
standard m odel (SM ) through high-precision studies of the Z boson. At present, however,
the com bined average ofdirect m easurem ents ofthe Z branching fractionsRy, = had and
R disagreew ith SM predictionsat the levelof3:7 and 23 , regpectively 1;2]. These direct
m easuram ents rely heavily on avor tagging. It is therefore essential that the avor tagging
e ciencies be calbrated accurately. Im pressive technigques have recently been developed,
Including, m ost notably, the doubletag m ethod for calbrating b-tagging e ciency, which is
lin ited basically by statistics only. H owever, given their statusastwo ofthem ost signi cant
deviations from the SM , it is worth investigating altemative m ethods form easuring R, and
R . that are Independent ofthe systam atic uncertainties Inherent in the direct m easurem ents.

A m easuram ent of the decay w idth of prom pt photon production in hadronic Z decays,
which wedenote Z ' gq ),provides such an altemative. T he totalhadronic decay
width is .9 = F ucdsp _i- I thewidth o , however, the up-type quark contribution is
enhanced,and 0 o / 4 i g
an assum ption relating the light quark widths to those ofb and ¢, provide avor tagging
Independent determm nations of Ry and R.. They m ay also provide additional constraints on
possbl deviations from SM values.

By de nition, events contributing to o, are events in which the photon is radiated
from a prim ary quark, ie., one of the two quarks that couples directly to the Z . The
uncertainties n g arise from backgrounds where an isolated photon com es from other
sources, e g., nitial state radiation and hadronization, and also from di culties n theM onte
Carlb modeling B]. A glbal average of results from currently avaibbl analyses {] gives

R (Slg = g = 1077 0042 (exp.) 004 (th.) B]. NotethatRy isde ned, ollow ing
Ref. {], as the theoretical value divided by the experin entalvalie.) It is Interesting to note
that the current centralvalue of o4 isabout 13 below the SM prediction.

G ven the currently availabl event ssmplkof O (L07) hadronic Z events, the statistical
errorm ay be reduced to 1% [4]. T he overallerror woul then be dom inated by system atic
errors, which are prim arily uncertainties in parton shower m odeling and ¢ and have been
estinated to be  35% []. The total fractional error of o, may therefore be in proved
from 5.8% to 3:77% afterallthe LEP data is analyzed {]]. Such an updated experim ental
analysis w ill ncrease the power of this study considerably, as w illbe seen below .

To determ ine Ry, and R. from the two measurements g and o , i is clear that
we must choose a theoretically m otivated fram ework for discussing deviations from SM
branching fractions. W e begin by param etrizing possible shifts In the partialw idths by the
fractional deviations o, de ned by

it igsp i- Thesetwomeasuram ents, then, along w ith

= M a+ o ; @)

SM is s SM valie. W ith thisde nition, the

where isthepartilwidth (Z ! oo, and J

shifts in the cbservables we w ill analyze are
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where g= u;c;d;s;b, and i= b;c.

T he above param etrization accom m odates a variety of new physics sources, such asZ -2 °
m ixing, new oblique corrections, and Z gq vertex corrections. In plicit in Eq. ), however, is
the assum ption that the e ects ofnew physics on the prom pt photon w idth are proportional
to the prin ary quark charges, as is true when the photon is radiated from a prin ary quark.
In general, this may be viclated, for exam ple, by box diagram s In which the photon is
attached to an intemal loop. W e assum e, however, that the e ects of such diagram s are
an aller than those of cblique and vertex corrections, as is typically true in m any new physics
scenarios [B].

At this stage, we have param etrized deviations from the SM in the ve parameters 4.
Toextract R, and R from .4 and o , wemust further reduce the num ber of param eters
to two. W e consider the follow ing scenarios, where the listed 4 param eters are allowed to
vary sub ct to the given constraints, and allunlisted ,’s are assum ed to vanish:

D < b (cbcase)

M w= o a= s= p (@enerationblind case)
M) uw= o » (Ucbcase)

V) p bcase)

T hese scenarios are by no m eans exhaustive, but have a num ber of interesting m otiva—
tions. The cb case is an obvious st choice, as it is the m ost conservative soenario con—
sistent w ith the anom alous direct m easurem ents of R and Ry,. O ne should note, how ever,
that , 6 .and 4 6 ¢ are each theoretically disfavored by the constraints from avor—
changing neutral currents FCNC). Suppose the Z cc and Zuu couplingsdierby ' 5%,
as required to achieve a 10% reduction n R.. Suppose also that the m ass eigenstates u
and c are rotated by an angle rwlative to the interaction eigenstates. Let us consider
the states u;, and g, . The rotation generates the FCNC vertex g, Z U, &)+ cc.
where g; e% %sjnzw =sih y s iy , and y isthe weak m ixing angke. Z boson
exchange then generates a four-ferm ion operator % @ =y )2 u;, U G, which con—
trbutes to D °{D ° m ixing. From the experinentalbound m , < 13 10! GeV, one
cbtainsa roughbound < 3 10%,or < 6 103 with = 0:05, where we have taken
f2Bp ' (B00MeV)?. A dierence n 4 and  is sin flarly constrained by K °{K ° m ixing.
Sin ultaneous deviations from both ,’ .and 4’ ¢ are excluded. These argum ents do
not com pltely exclude the possbility ofeither , 6 . or 46 . However, we see that,
w ithout som e additional sym m etries, such possbilities require ne-tuning, and are therefore
unnatural and theoretically disfavored.



W e are therefore led to consider scenarioswih , = cand 4= 5. Thegeneration-blind
case listed above is perhaps them ost welkm otivated. For exam ple, a m ixing between Z and
a Z Y boson whose coupling is generation-blind leads to this case, as do avor-ndependent
vertex corrections. In addition, oblique corrections depend only on quantum num bers, and
SO a senario in which oblique corrections are the dom nant e ect of new physics is an
exam ple of the generationblind case. The uc=b scenario is the m ost conservative scenario
that is consistent w ith both the LEP direct m easurem ents of Ry, and R . and the theoretical
considerations of the previous paragraph.

F inally, one can also consider the m easured discrepancy In R, to be a lJarge statistical

uctuation and allow only 1, tobenon-vanishing. T hisscenario, thebcase, is realized ifthere
isa gauge boson that couples only to the third generation and m ixesw ith the Z boson ], or
a large vertex correction to the Z o vertex from superparticles [[(] or technicolor fI1]. This
possbility could help resolve the Iongstanding di erence between %) = 0:123 extracted
from the Z lineshape [l] (in the SM ) and the lower  mZ)’ 0:110 from many low energy
observables [12]. In fact, the change in r a given shift in the electroweak contribution
to (Z ! bbis s’ 0. Ushg Rﬁxpt = 02205 020016 when R, is xed to is SM
value ], a shift ,,’ 002 m akesthem easured and SM predictions ofR}, consistent to about
1 and sim ultaneously brings the value of  extracted from the Z lineshape down to about
0:d110.

Foreach ofthese scenarios, wenow usethem easured valuesof 1,4 and o todetem ine
Ry and R, and we com pare the extracted values of these branching fractions to the direct
m easurem ents. Tablk :_I show s the m easured values and SM predictions for Ry, R,  hadr
and R P1. Th applying the m easured values of these quantities to constrain the various
scenarios, we assum e that the new physics doesnot signi cantly alter the detection e ciency
of the prom pt photon signal. If it does, the param eters 4 and the e ciency are correlated,
which com plicates the analysis. H owever, as noted above, we assum e that oblique or vertex
corrections are the dom inant e ects of new physics In this analysis. These corrections
preserve all kinem atical distrbutions of the Fts and photon for each quark chirality, and
the e ciency is therefore nsensitive to the new physics e ects.

T he error for each of the cbservables is determ ined by adding in quadrature the experi-
m entalm easurem ent error and the uncertainties in the top quark m ass and strong coupling
constant, which we taketobem = 175 15Ge&V and  m % )= 0118 0:006. Note that
we cannot use the value of  extracted from the global t, because we allow deviations
ofthe widths 4 from the SM .The  measurements from low-energy data and ¥t shape
variables do not rely on electroweak physics, and so m ay be used in this analysis.

W e present our results in Fig. I for the extracted values of Ry, and R for each of the

rst three theoretical assum ptions discussed above. (The b case will be discussed below .)
For each scenario, the m easured values of 1,4 and o detemm ine a preferred region of the
Rp;R.) plane. The 1 contours are plotted in Fig.'l. A1l regions are long and narrow .



The width of each region is detem ined by 1.4, which is tightly constrained relative to
the otherm easurem ents, and the param etrization of the particular theoretical scenario. For
exam ple, In the generation-blind case, no variation In the 4 param eters changes Ry, w ithout
changing R ., so the associated band is very thin. T he slopes vary from case to case because

had CONstrains di erent linear combinations of R, and R, in the di erent scenarios. The
positions of the regions are determ ined by the overlap ofthe o band with the 1,4 band.
The lengths are di erent for each case because the rwlative anglke between the two bands
varies; if they are m ore paralkl], the overlap region is longer.

There are a num ber of interesting features of Fig. ;. First of all, it is noteworthy that
the SM values orRy, and R, are outside the 1 region for all scenarios. This isa re ection
ofthe fact that them easured value of o currently di ers from the SM prediction by 1:3
Second, for these theoretical assum ptions, the 1  contours prefer higher Ry, and lower R
than the SM values, because themeasured o3 isbelow the SM prediction. Since the error
In 4 ismuch larger than that of .4, the lengths of the regions scale as the error in

q rand it iseasy to see how the regionswould shrink asthe accuracy n o in proves. If
the error reduces to 3.7% as expected given the currently available LEP statistics discussed
above, the lengths of the regions w ill decrease by a factor o£0.64. D epending on where the
central value falls, the measurement of o, may be quite signi cant. For exam ple, if the
centralvalue were to ram ain at its present value, the oy m easuram ent would disagree w ith
the SM at the kevelof2.1

The b case m ust be discussed ssparately since it has only one free param eter. W hat is
Interesting in this case is that one can extract Ry, from .4 alone, or from oy alone. These
two extracted values can then be com pared to check the consistency of the socenario. From

hag We obtain Ry, = 02170 00015 (02191 0:0015) or  fm;) = 0118 (0:110). On
the other hand, o givesRy, = 0:0877 Joss . The extracted values of Ry, di er by about
13 , irespective of the value assumed for . A future mprovement on o willcertainly
strengthen our ability to determ ine this soenario’s consistency.

W e have also plotted in Fig. T, the 68% and 95% C L. contours for the direct m ea—
surem ents. The com bined m easuram ent of all our cbservables provides an opportunity to
di erentiate various new physics scenarios. For exam ple, it is evident from F ig. i, that the
direct m easurem ents of R, and R . are m ost consistent w ith those extracted from 1,4 and

o In the generation-blind case. To quantify such a discussion, we now tum to the resuls
of global ts to all four cbservables for each of the cases. In the global ts, we treat the
errors In m and ¢ as Intrinsic uncertainties as before. A tematively, we could allow m
and ¢ to vary in the ts, but we choose to regard them as uncertainties to sim plify the
discussion. The correlation of R, and R ¢ In the direct m easurem ents is also inchided.

For the the c=b, generation-blind, and uc=b cases, we nd that them ninum ?=do.f. is
40/2,1.6/2,and 51/2, respectively. W e nd that the generation-lind case hasno di culy
descrbing the data, whike the other cases are disfavored atm ore than 85% C L .Indeed, itwas



shown thatam ixing ofZ wih an extra E ¢ U (1) gauge boson could in prove the consistency
between theory and data [13]. Unfortunately, this particular realization of the generation-
blind case fails in the Jepton sector, and such an interpretation isexcluded. N onetheless, our
analysis clearly show s that as a description of the hadronic w idths and branching fractions,
the generation-blind case isthem ost favored ofthe new physics scenarioswe have considered.
For the b case, there are two possble attitudes. Ifwe x R at its SM predicted value and
take o= 04118,a ttO p.a, o and RE® hasaminimum 2=dof.of4.0/2. Ifwe use
the correlated experim ental values for both R, and Ry, them ninum is 8 3/3. However if
we take = 0:110, as advocated by Ref. {12], the m ininum  *=d o.f. values for the two
m ethods in prove to 2.3/2 and 6.5/3, respectively.

F inally, we note that, In posing only the naturalhess condition from the FCNC consid—
erations discussed above, the m ost general scenario allow s all 4 param eters to vary sub fct
to the constraints

V) v’ e a” srob
This case is relevant ifboth large generation independent  shifts, e.g., shifts resulting from
large non-standard oblique corrections, and large Z Ido speci ¢ corrections are present. An
analysis of such a case, however, isbeyond the scope of this ktter.

In conclusion, we nd that the measuraments of 4 and o , when combined wih a
theoretical assum ption, provide a signi cant constraint on quark partialw idths w thout re—
Iyingon avortagging. In light of FCNC constraints, four plausible theoretical assum ptions
were considered. For each case, we extracted Ry, and R from 54 and o and determm ned
favored regions in the Ry;R.) plane. The current m easurem ent of ; prefers Jarger Ry,
and an aller R, rehtive to SM predictions. These regions, when ocom pared w ith the direct
determm nations of Ry and R ., m ay be usad to help select am ong them any possible m odels of
physics beyond the SM . O f the four exam ples presented above, it appears that generation—
blind corrections provide a good t to the data. Scenarios In which only the b and ¢ quark
partialw idths are allowed to deviate from their standard m odel values are disfavored in this
analysis. The analysis of all currently available LEP data is expected to reduce the uncer-
tainty In o and will signi cantly inm prove our ability to detect and interpret deviations
from the standard m odel.
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TABLES

TABLE I. M easured and SM values (orm¢= 175 15G&V) for Purkey cbservables. 1.4 is
In GeV .\Pull" isthedi erence In them easured and SM centralvalues in units of the experin ental

error.
O bservable M easurem ent Standard M odel Pull
Ryp 02219 0:0017 02154 0:0005 + 357
R¢ 04540 0:0074 04711 0:0002 23
had 1:7448 0:0030 1:7405 0:0039 +14
Ry 1077 0:058 1 +13
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FIG.1. Thel allowed regionsin the Rp;R ) plane extracted from them easured valuesof .4
and g4 in the three scenarios: (I) c=b case (dotted), (II) generation-blind case (solid), and (IT1)
uc=b case (dashed). The ellpses are the 68% and 95% C L. ocontours for the direct m easurem ents
ofRy, and R, and the SM predictions, with m+= 175 15 G€&V, are given by the very short line
segm ent in the upper-Jeft comer. T he current value of 4y hasan error of5.8% . T his is estim ated
to Inprove to 3.7% given the currently available LEP event sam pls, which will shrink the 1
allowed regions by a factor of 0.64.



