arXiv:hep-ph/9601324v3 29 Mar 1996

CERN-TH /9620
UGVA{DPT 1996/01{912

Ry, R. and Jet D istributions

at the Tevatron in a M odel

w ith an Extra Vector Boson

Guido ALTARELLI®*®, Nicola DIBARTOLOMEO ¢,
Ferniccio FERUGLIO ¢, RaculGATTO © and
M ichelangelo L.M ANGANO %4

2 CERN, Theory D ivision,
1211 Geneva 23, Switzerbnd
P D ipartim ento diF isica, Universita’ di Rom a III, Taly
¢ D epartem ent de P hysique T heorique, Universite de
Geneve, CH-1211 Geneva 4, Switzerlhnd
4 D jpartin ento di F isica, Universita’ di P adova, and
INFN, Sezione diPadova, Italy

A bstract

W e show that the reported anom alies n Ry, and R can be Interpreted as the e ect ofa
heavy vector boson V universally coupled to u—and d-type quarks separately and nearly de—
coupled from Ileptons. T hisextra vector boson could then also naturally explain the apparent
excess of the £t rate at Jarge transverse m om entum observed at CDF'.

CERN-TH /9620
January 1996

W ork partially supported by the Sw iss N ational Foundation.
20 n leave of absence from INFN, P isa, ftaly


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601324v3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601324

1 TIntroduction

On the whole the electroweak (EW ) precision tests perform ed at LEP, SLC and at the Tevatron
have in pressively con m ed the form idabl accuracy of the Standard M odel (SM ) predictions.
There are only a faw hints of possible deviations and our hopes of nding new physics signals are
con ned to them . At LEP the observed values of Ry, and R deviate from the SM predictions by
about35 and25 ,respectively [l]. AtCDF an excessof ftsat JargeE; w ith respect to theQ CD

prediction hasbeen reported P]. None of these cbservations provides a very com pelling evidence
for new physics as yet, because of the lim ited statistics and of possibl residual experin ental
system atics. The R, value is relatively m ore established, In the sense that it was rst announced
In 1993 and is insofar supported by the analyses of all four LEP collaborations with several
Independent, In principl ckan, taggihg m ethods. From a speculative point of view it is not
In plausble to have a deviation in the third generation sector. A Iso, a m oderate ncrease of Ry,
w ith respect to the SM (of roughly half of the present excess) would bring the value of M 3 )

m easured from the Z widths In even better agreem ent w ith lower energy detem inations. The R,
evidence ismuch lessbelievabl both from the experim ental and the theoretical points of view . Tn
absolute tem s it is a large de cit, that would overcom pensate the Ry, excess. T hus these resuls,
iftaken at face value, would dem and a deviation from the SM in the lightquark widthsaswell, in
order to reestablish the cbserved value of ,, which ism easured w ith great experim ental accuracy
and agreesw ith the SM .A fterall, In this context cham isalke any other rst or second generation
quark, whik beauty could be special, being connected to the heavy top. If one literally believes
the data, then one must accspt an accurate cancellation am ong the new physics contrdbutions
to light and heavy quarks. But the perfect agreem ent of the kptonic w idths with the SM , up
to a fraction of M €V, clearly poses the problem ofhow to naturally shift the light quark w idths
w ithout a ecting the lptonic ones as well. Finally, the signi cance of the CDF result on Fts
entirely depends on the calculation of the QCD predictions at large E¢, which could to some
extent be questioned. For exam pk, it was recently pointed out ] that it is possble to slightly
Ihcrease the hrgex gluon densities w ithout deteriorating the standard overall ts to low energy
data, and thus partly explain a large fraction of the high-E ; ¢t discrepancy.

A 1l these words of caution being said, n this note we consider the challenging task of quan—
titatively explaining In an adm ittedly ad hoc but ehtively sin ple m odel all the three cbserved
deviations discussed above. W e ntroduce a heavy vector neutral resonance V , singkt w ith respect
to the standard gauge group SU 3) SU ), U (1)y and with amass In the TeV range. W e
allow thisnew resonanceV to have a an allm ixing w ith the ordinary 2 gaugeboson, and therefore
to contribute to the Z decays. W e observe that whik in thedata ®p+ R.) is Jarge and negative,

BRy, + 2R.) isonly about 1 away from zero. This suggests to take universal couplings of the
V to the three generations of ferm ions ssparately for up, down and charged leptons. Since the
¥otonic width is in perfect agreem ent w ith the SM , the leptonic couplings of V. must be much
an aller than those needed for the quarks to explain the deviations cbserved via Ry, and via R,
and we shall take them as approxin ately vanishing (@t a less phenom enological level, onem ust be
prepared to add new , presum ably very heavy, ferm ions to com pensate the anom alies). Then the
products of the am ount ofm ixing Wwhich is severely constrained by the data) tin es the couplings
ofthe V to up—and down-type quarks are xed by in posing that the cbserved values of R, and
of (BRp+ 2R.) be approxim ately reproduced. W e have at ourdisposal ve param eters to do that:
the am ount of m ixing, M y (that for a given m ixing xes | = ), the left-handed coupling to
the (u;d); doublkts, and the two right-handed couplings to the ug and dr singlts. So the gam e



would be trivial, were it not for the fact that couplings to quarks as large as those required by Ry
and R, would tend to produce too large e ects in the distrdbutions of largeE ; ftsm easured at
the Tevatron. W e can then adjist M y 1 TeV and the ¥kft and right couplings in such a way as
to obtain a reasonable ttoboth LEP and CDF anom alies, w thout violating, to our know ledge,
any known experin ental constraint. T he details are given in what follow s.

2 E ectson LEP and SLC observables

T he tree level neutral current interaction can be w ritten in term s of the unm ixed Interaction states
Z and V,, coupled respectively to the ordinary standard m odelneutralcurrent (Js;, s y Jen )
and to an additional current Jy . T he vector and axial couplings of the gauge bosons Z, and Vj
are de ned by:

L — Z 1 l+ al 1 1
NC 2COS B . 0 ( S ls 5 )
1
+ Vo gy T tay T s ) 2.d)
The Z, couplings are the standard ones
ve=Ts 2sh® yQ'; al= T 22)

where T4 is the third com ponent ofthe weak isogpin of the ferm ion i, and Q * its electric charge.

W e assum e that the new gauge boson Vy couplesonly to the quarks and has zero (or negligible)
couplings to the Ieptons. W e also assum e fam ily-independent couplings. The new interactions can
be then be expressed in tem s of three param eters x, y, and vy:

W =X+tV i ay = X+tw

d X+ Vaj 223)

. d
Vi X+ V4 7 Ay

w here the superscripts u and d refer to up-type and dow n-type quarks.
In presence of a m ixing, the m ass eigenstates 2 and V are given by a rotation of the unm ixed
states Z o and Vj :

Z = s Zgt+ sn
sih Zg+ cos Vj 24)

D ue to them ixing, the param eter, de ned by

My

- 25
M 2 o y @-)

receives a tree level contribution v r which In tetm of the V m ass and the m ixIng anglke is
g]Verl by: " #

L= v 1 sn oV 2 .6)

At LEP I the observables get corrections from the presence of V. through the m ixing w ith the
ordinary Z and through the shift in the param eter. Contrbutions from direct V exchange are



negligbl at the Z pole, but willbe taken into account later on In our study of the Tevatron gt
cbservables.

T he deviation ofa LEP I cbservable, linearized In v and , can therefore be expressed as:
0
0o =Ao u tBo @.7)

The coe cientsA o are universaland depend only on the SM param eters and couplings, whilke
B, also depend on theV, couplingsvi and a; []. Th Tabk Iwe give the num erical values of A,
and the expressions for B, forthe cbservables of Interest, as fiinctions of the param eters x, y, and
V¢ Introduced in eq. £.3). In Tabl I we also present the experin ental data used In the present
analysis ], togetherw ith the Standard M odelpredictions H] form ., = 175G eV, my = 300 G eV
and M ;)= 0:125. They Include the oneJdoop electroweak radiative corrections. The Z m ass
was xed at the experinentalvalueM , = 91:1887 G&V.

Q uantity A B Exp. values F_Z_l:] SM values | Pullofthe t
z 136 092x 049y, + 037yq 24963 32 24974 1.72

Ri= p=1 034 131x  0:{70y, + 052y4 20788 0:032 20.782 0:35
h 0:030 | 0:52x+ 028y, 021yg 41488 0078 41 451 032

Rpy= p=n 0:094 3d6x+ 070y, + 029y 02219 00017 021569 141
Rc= =1 0.12 620x 143y, 0594 0:1543 00074 0.17238 1.62
My Mg 0.71 0 0:8802 00018 0.8808 0.94
A, 18.50 0 015066 000276 0:14334 0.98

Ay 023 031x 1:72y4 0:841 0053 0:9342 1:79

A, 1.70 237x+ 536y, 0:606 0090 06662 100
A?B 18.15 031x 1:72y4 0:0999 00031 0.10042 120
Afg 19.63 237x + 536y, 0:0725 00058 007161 0.76

Table I :Coe cients A and B, de ned i eq. (2.7}, for various electroweak cbservables,
together w ith their experin ental values and SM theoretical predictions form, = 175 GeV,
my = 300GeV and M ;)= 0:25. The corresponding 2 isequalto 26.73. In the Jast colum n
we report the pull values (( texp)/ ) orthe nalv twihx= 1,y, = 22,vy4 = 0 and

= 38 10°. The ? i this case equals 14.72.

The deviations in Tablk I are com puted from the tree kevel form ulas for the partial w idths

GrM by, £ ot
(z ! ff)= 6—p? N¢ (Veff) + (aeff) ’ 2.8)
and for the asym m etries
f f
A= 28 ¢ Vers 2.9)
£f = . .
("'gff)2 + (agff)z
T he forw ard-backw ard asym m etries are given by:
£ 3
Apg = ZAeAf (210)



In eq. 2.8) N, = 3 for quarks and N, = 1 for kptons, and in eq. 2.8) and £.9) the e ective
vector and axialvector coupling v;fff and aiff are superpositions of the corresponding Z 4 and Vg
couplings:

£ £ . £
Vg = COS % + s
a,,=cos &+ sh g a1
In com puting the deviations due to the new vector resonance V , it is su cient to consider the
tree level expressions for the observables, because the corrections are proportionalto y or ,
that are both constrained to be quite am all (of the order 10 3) by the current electroweak data.
W ekesp =xed the input param eters , Gy ,M 5, and take Into acoount them odi cation ofthe
e ective W elnberg angle given in eq. 2.5 because of the shift in the parameter. One nds K1:
sin® ; o 4
0 2 i

it )= " ©12)

The loop e ects due to the heavy gauge boson V are quite an all and we w ill neglect them .

3 Fit to the LEP and SLC data

In this Section we constrain the free param eters of our extended gauge m odelby perform inga t
of the eleven independent cbservables of Tablk I. T he param eter space of the m odel ncludes the
couplings X, vy, Yq and the two param eters and My . v Is related to the previous param eters
by eq. 236).

W e havem inin ized the 2 fiinction keepingM y xed at di erent values: i tums out that the
best tcentralvalie or | staysalmost xed, by varying M v, at the value

v 7 00011 (313)

This in plies, from egs. ©.6), that them ixing angle decreases w ith My, :

P M,
r T 00011—= (3.14)

A\

T he param eters x, y,, and yy are multiplied by them xing angle in the expression {27) for
the deviations: that m eans, from eq. 3.14), that theirbest tvalieswillscalewith M asl= ,
ie.

A Mv
X7 Yur Ya M, (315)

The t, fora choiceM y = 1000 G&V, kaving the our param eters , x, v, and yy as free,

gives:

= 30?%) 10° ; x= 141}
Vo= 5337 ;5 va= 29".% (316)

W e have quoted the standard errors, corespondingto 2= 2, + 1.The tisweakly sensitive
to the param eter vy, as the lJarge error Indicates. W e take advantage of this by constraining the
twih yg4 = 0. The other param eters of the twih y4= 0 tum out to be:

= 28%) 10°;x= 22"9%;y, =453 347)
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Figure1: 70% con dence kevel ellipsis in the plane y, versus x, ©or My = 1000 Gev,
va= 0and =28 10 3 (ft gum) or = 38 10 ° (right qure).

where we have xed, as before, My = 1000 GeV.Here 2 = 11:4l. For other values of M v,
the scaling formulas eq. 3.14) and @.I5) are an excellent approxin ation. The central valies
corresoond to quite large couplings that would be incom patible w ith the CDF data, as shown In
the next Section.

T he param eters .n eq. 317 are strongly correlated. T he correlation between the param eters x
and y, iseasily understood once noticed, from Table I, that the ratio ofthe coe cientsm ultiplying
x and y, In the form ulas for the deviations isthe sam e, 1 .87, in the cbservables ;,R;and ,.The
relative high precision data are in excellent agreem ent w ith the SM predictions, and this lnduces
a strong anticorrelation between the two param eters.

In g.1a we plt the 70% con dence Jevel ellipsis in the plane y, versus x, keeping xed at
the best— t value 2:8  10°. From the gure, one can see that at this con dence level the points
closest to the origin are at the position x ¥ 13, vy, " 28.

In g.ilb we present the analogous ellipsis for the highervaluie = 38 10°. Increasing , the
elliptical region m oves toward the origin, because the higher m ixing angle forces the param eters
X, Vo to an aller values. Forthe value of = 38 10 the closest points to the origin are located
at x '/ 10, yvu ' 22. Moving away from the best- t value of , the ? valie increases: for

=38 10, x= 190,andy, = 22,onecbtains %= 2. + 33, stillin the 70% con dence
kevel region of the three param eters t ofeq. B.I7).

In the last colum n of Table Iwe quote the pullvalues, given by ( t—exp)/ ,or = 38 10,
x= 1,yy, = 22 and y4 = 0: the discrepancies in Ry, and R, are reduced. W e stress again that
these are not the best t values for the param eters, but they lead to an e ect on gt cbservabls
which is quite com patible wih the CDF cbservations, aswe shallnow discuss.



4 Com parison w ith the Tevatron et distributions

A vector resonance V w ith such large couplings as obtained from the ts of the previous Section
is liable to produce visbl e ects in hadronic collisions. T here it can be directly produced via the
D rell-Y an m echanisn if the m ass is not too large, or can lad to e ective Interactions between
quarks via virtual exchange. The net resul is a grow th of the Inclusive E ¢ distrdoution of gts at
large E 1, relative to the standard Q CD expectations. U sing the V couplings de ned i eq. 2.3),
it is easy to evaluate the follow ing quark—quark scattering am plitudes (am plitudes for crossed
channels can be easily obtained from these ones):

! A@! af = ! ;Fja @! i+
a7 @ ! @ a7 ocp @@! oo
1
— , %¥Rf + 24 v+
9 @ MO+ My o] ol M2+, 08 ¥
16 O2r12(x4+ I ! + ! +
S
W MEIRAMZ 7 @ MZP+MZ 2
2 1 1
3R € M2)+ iM @ M2) i It
v v Vv v vV Vv
2x*yA | Y > T ¢ 2 ]O (4.18)
e MIP+M{ oy @ MZIP+MZ
l *— 0 0 l *— 0 0:
! = —— ! +
a v P! o ap Poco o) §
1602 2 4+ 2.2 + 2.2 2+ 2 4.19
2[8 (X YquO) u X (Yq qu)] ( )

€ M2)2+M2
where Agcp isthe standard QCD amplitude, R denotes the realpart, °= g?°=(16 g y )
0010 and v istheV totaldecay width given by:
v=2N, My @+ v+ vi) (4 20)

Taking theMy ! 1 In it one recoversl the standard results obtained in presence ofan e ective
4-quark coupling 6] .

Fig.2 show s the deviations induced by the couplings to the V. on the gt nclusive E; distri-
bution at the Tevatron. T he quantity:

rd (QCD+V):dET
L
d 9CP =dE ,

1., 1 421)

isplotted as a function of Lt E; ordi erent values ofx and y,, chosen in the range favoured by
the EW ts. This is com pared to the CDF data R, represented in the gure as:

d “PF=gE,

The calculation of the V. contrdbution incorporates the fiull sest of QCD processes, including re—
actions Initiated by gg and gg. Only LO diagram s are considered, as no NLO calculation for

3Up to som e m isprint contained in the standard literature.
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Figure 2: The e ect of V exchange on the inclusive E ¢ distribution of Jts at the
Tevatron. The di erent curves correspond to increasing valies ofy,,, from 2 to 4. The four
displays correspond to x = 035, {1, {1.5 and {2. The quantity €CDF QCD)=QCD [R]u.

is shown by the points. W e used dashed or continuous lines to indicate whether the V

width is sm aller or larger than 500 G&V .
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the V -exchange contribution is available. T he calculation was perform ed using the M RSA set of
parton densities, and a renom alization scal = Er. W e veri ed that the quantity displayed
in g.d is very stable under changes of these param eters. W e also expect that NLO corrections
should not a ect signi cantly our resuls.

As the gure shows, the extrame choice x = 1, yy, = 25 allowed by the EW  ts is fully
consistent with the CDF data. A sin ilar conclusion can be reached by exam ining the di-gtm ass
distrbution, shown In  g.3. Notice that the peak structure disappears for too large couplings, as
the convolution of the lJarge w idth and the 2lling parton lum inosities an ears away the resonance.

5 Conclisions

D eviations from theSM in Ry, R.,and in CDF ftshave been reported. T hey do not yet constitute
com pelling evidences fornew physics. N evertheless onem ay want to take them at their face values
and look for som e new e ect to explain them . W e Introduce, as a sin plest ob £ct, a new heavy

singlet vector boson, w ith som e m ixing to the Z and direct couplings to quarks, the sam e for all
up and the sam e foralldown quarks, we perform the overall tto LEP data, and see whetherwe

can also explain CDF Fts. This ispossbl , within the errors, w ith a vector boson ofm ass larger
or of the order of 1 TeV , weakly m ixed to the Z , but rather strongly coupled to the quarks. W e
do not attem pt at this stage any desper theoretical construction.

A fter com pleting this work we received a paper where sin ilar ideas are discussed [B].

6 ADDENDUM :Low energy neutral-current data

The data analyzed In the main body of this work do not include low-energy neutral current
experin ents. The present Addendum is devoted to size the inpact of desp inelastic neutrino
scattering on the allowed region in the param eter space.

T he relevant Inform ation is contained in table II, where, w ith the sam e notations used above,
we list experimn ental data, SM expectations and deviations for the four param eters gf,.R and 1 g
characterizing -hadron scattering 1.

Quantity | A B Exp.valies [d] | SM values | Pullofthe t
7 271 -0.45 x 0:3017 0:0033 0303 0.76
& 0.60 | 933y, + 467yg | 00326 00033 0.030 163
L 0.07 1:04x 250 0035 246 -0.79
R 00 | 050y, + 1:00y4 458" 08 518 1.64

Table IT : Coe cients A and B, de ned as In eg. (2.7), for low-energy neutral current
observables, together w ith their experim ental values and SM theoretical predictions form o, =
175GeV,my = 300G &V . In the lJast colum n we report the pullvalues (( texp)/ ) orx= 24,
Vo= 43,y4= 0Oand =23 1.

Including also the four low energy cbservables in the t, xing as before M y = 1000 G&V
and yqg = 0 (the t doesnot improve signi cantly releasing this param eter) and laving the three



param eters , x and y, free to vary, one cbtains:
= 23715 10°;x= 2430 ; vy, =43 29 623)

The 2 ofthe tis202,while the SM, forthe values listed in table IT, gives 2 = 30:7.W e recall
that, by om itting the low -energy data, we cbtained:

= @870)) 10°;x= 24"9%;y, =453 624)

Com paring (623) with (6.24), one notices that the low -energy data do not a ect the resuls of the
t In any signi cant way: central values and errors are essentially detem ined by the LEP data
alone.

A swe have discussed In them ain body of the work, the centralvalues n 6 23) or 6 24) give a
too strong enhanocam ent in the inclisive gt cross section at large E ¢, incom patible with the CDF
data. In the Iow 2 region, thevalues ' 38 10, x’ 10andy,’ 22 previously retained
rem aln a good com prom ise also when ncluding in the t the s=t of Iow energy data, which aswe
have shown do not practically iIn uence our analysis.

W e have also included, in a ©llow Ing step, the weak charge Qy of Cesiim [10] m easured in
atom ic parity violation experim ents: the result isa anall ( 10% ) decrease of the central values
of the param eters x and y, in @17).

In conclusion the situation rem ainspractically unchanged after inclusion In the toflow energy
data and we hope that future high energy data w ill clarify the problam .
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