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A bstract

W esurvey theim plicationsfornew physicsofthediscrepancy between theLEP m easure-

m entofR b and itsStandard M odelprediction.Twobroad classesofm odelsareconsidered:

(i)thosein which new Zbbcouplingsariseattreelevel,through Z orb-quark m ixing with

new particles,and (ii) those in which new scalars and ferm ions alter the Zbb vertex at

oneloop.W ekeep ouranalysisasgeneralaspossiblein orderto system atically determ ine

what kinds offeatures can produce corrections to R b ofthe right sign and m agnitude.

W e are able to identify severalsuccessfulm echanism s,which include m ostofthose which

have been recently been proposed in the literature,aswellassom e earlierproposals(e.g.

supersym m etricm odels).By seeing how such m odelsappearasspecialcasesofourgeneral

treatm entwe are able to shed lighton the reason for,and the robustnessof,theirability

to explain R b.
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1.Introduction

TheStandard M odel(SM )ofelectroweak interactionshasbeen tested and con�rm ed

with unprecedented precision over the past few years using m easurem ents ofe+ e� scat-

tering at the Z resonance at LEP [1]and SLC [2]. A particularly striking exam ple of

the im pressive SM synthesisofthe data cam e with the discovery,atCDF and D0 [3],of

the top quark with a m asswhich isin excellentagreem entwith the value im plied by the

m easurem entsatLEP.

Thebiggest| and only statistically im portant| 
y to befound so farin theprover-

bialSM ointm ent is the experim entalsurplus ofbottom quarks produced in Z decays,

relative to the SM prediction. W ith the analysis ofthe 1994 data as described at last

sum m er’s conferences [1][2],thisdiscrepancy hasbecom e alm osta 4� deviation between

experim entand SM theory.The num bersare:

R b � �b=�had = 0:2219� 0:0017; while Rb(SM )= 0:2156: (1)

TheSM prediction assum esa top m assofm t = 180 G eV and thestrong coupling constant

�s(M Z )= 0:123,asisobtained by optim izing the �tto the data.

There are other m easurem ents which di�er from their SM predictions at the � 2�

level:R c (2:5�),A0
F B
(�)(2:0�),and the inconsistency (2:4�)between A0e asm easured at

LEP with thatobtained from A 0
L R

asdeterm ined atSLC [2].In fact,sincetheR c and R b

m easurem ents are correlated,and because they were announced together,som e authors

referto thisasthe\R b-R c crisis." Oneofthepointswewish to m akein thispaperisthat

thereisno R c crisis.IftheR b discrepancy can beresolved by theaddition ofnew physics,

onethen obtainsan acceptable �tto the data.In otherwords,R c,aswellasA 0
F B
(�)and

A 0
L R
,can reasonably be viewed sim ply asstatistical
uctuations.

On the other hand,it is di�cult to treat the m easured value ofR b as a statistical


uctuation. Indeed,largely because ofR b,the data atface value now exclude the SM at

the 98.8% con�dence level. Ifwe suppose thatthisdisagreem ent isnotan experim ental

artifact,then the burning question is:W hatDoesItM ean?

Our m ain intention in this paper is to survey a broad class ofm odels to determ ine

whatkindsofnew physicscan bringtheory back intoagreem entwith experim ent.SinceR b

isthem ain culpritwefocuson explaining both itssign and m agnitude.Thisisnontrivial,

butnotim possible to do,given thatthe discrepancy isroughly the sam e size as,though

in the opposite direction to,the large m t-dependent SM radiative correction. The result

istherefore justwithin thereach ofone-loop perturbation theory.
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Ourpurposeisto survey thetheoreticalpossibilitieswithin areasonably broad fram e-

work,and wethereforekeep ouranalysisquitegeneral,ratherthan focusing on individual

m odels. This approach has the virtue ofexhibiting features that are generic to sundry

explanationsofthe Z ! bb width,and m any ofthe proposalsofthe literature em erge as

specialcasesofthe alternativeswhich we consider.

In the end we �nd a num ber ofpossible explanations ofthe e�ect,each ofwhich

would have itsown potentialsignature in future experim ents. These divide roughly into

two categories:those which introduce new physicsinto R b attree level,and those which

do so starting atthe one-loop level.

The possibilities are explored in detailin the rem ainder of the article, which has

the following organization. The next section discusses why R b is the only statistically

signi�cantdiscrepancy between theory and experim ent,and sum m arizes the kindsofin-

teractions to which the data points. This is followed by severalsections,each ofwhich

exam inesadi�erentclassofm odels.Section 3studiesthetree-levelpossibilities,consisting

ofm odelsin which theZ boson orthebquark m ixeswith a hithertoundiscovered particle.

W e �nd severalviable m odels,som e ofwhich im ply com paratively large m odi�cationsto

the right-handed b-quark neutral-current couplings. Sections 4 and 5 then consider loop

contributions to R b. Section 4 concerns m odi�cations to the t-quark sector ofthe SM .

Although we �nd that we can reduce the discrepancy in R b to � 2�,we do not regard

this as su�cient to claim success for m odels ofthis type. Section 5 then considers the

generalform forloop-levelm odi�cationsofthe Zbb vertex which arise from m odelswith

new scalarsand ferm ions.Thegeneralresultsarethen applied to a num berofillustrative

exam ples. W e are able to see why sim ple m odels,like m ulti-Higgsdoubletand Zee-type

m odelsfailto reproduce the data,aswellasto exam ine the robustnessofthe di�culties

ofa supersym m etric explanation ofR b.Finally,ourgeneralexpressionsguide usto som e

exam pleswhich do m ake experim entally successfulpredictions. Section 6 discusses som e

future experim entaltestsofvariousexplanationsofthe R b problem .Ourconclusionsare

sum m arized in section 7.

2.T he D ata Speaks

Taken atface value,the currentLEP/SLC data excludesthe SM atthe 98.8% con�-

dence level. Itisnaturalto ask whatnew physics would be required to reconcile theory

and experim entin theeventthatthisdisagreem entsurvivesfurtherexperim entalscrutiny.

Before digging through one’stheoreticalrepertoire forcandidate m odels,itbehoovesthe

theorist�rstto ask which featuresarepreferred in a successfulexplanation ofthedata.
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An e�cient way to do so is to specialize to the case where allnew particles are

heavy enough to in
uence Z-pole observables prim arily through their lowest-dim ension

interactionsin an e�ective lagrangian.Then the variouse�ective couplingsm ay be �tto

the data,allowing a quantitative statisticalcom parison ofwhich ones give the best �t.

Although not allofthe scenarios which we shalldescribe involve only heavy particles,

m any ofthem do and the conclusions we draw using an e�ective lagrangian often have

a m uch wider applicability than one m ight at �rst assum e. Applications ofthis type of

analysisto earlierdata [4][5]havebeen recently updated to includelastsum m er’sdata [6],

and thepurpose ofthissection isto sum m arize the resultsthatwere found.

Therearetwo m ain typesofe�ectiveinteractionswhich play an im portantrolein the

analysisofZ-resonance physics,and we pause �rst to enum erate brie
y whatthese are.

(Form oredetailsseeRef.[4].) The�rstkind ofinteraction consistsofthelowest-dim ension

deviationstotheelectroweak boson self-energies,and can beparam eterized using thewell-

known Peskin-Takeuchiparam etersS and T [7].1 Thesecond classofinteractionsconsists

ofnonstandard dim ension-foure�ective neutral-currentferm ion couplings,which m ay be

de�ned asfollows:2

Lnc
e� =

e

sw cw
Z�f


�
��
g
f
L
+ �g

f
L

�

L +

�
g
f
R
+ �g

f
R

�

R
�
f: (2)

In this expression g
f
L and g

f
R denote the SM couplings, which are norm alized so that

g
f
L = I

f

3 � Qfs2w and g
f
R = � Qfs2w ,where I

f

3 and Q f are the third com ponent ofweak

isospin and the electric charge ofthe corresponding ferm ion,f. sw = sin�w denotes the

sine ofthe weak m ixing angle,and 
L (R ) = (1� 
5)=2.

Fitting these e�ectivecouplingsto thedata leadsto thefollowing conclusions.

� (1) W hat M ust Be Explained: Although the m easured values for severalobservables

departfrom SM predictionsatthe2� leveland m ore,atthepresentlevelofexperim ental

accuracy itisonly theR b m easurem entwhich really m ustbetheoretically explained.After

all,som e 2� 
uctuationsare notsurprising in any sam ple oftwenty orm ore independent

m easurem ents.(Indeed,itwould bedisturbing,statistically speaking,ifallm easurem ents

agreed with theory to within 1�.) Thisobservation is re
ected quantitatively in the �ts

ofRef.[6],for which the m inim alm odi�cation which is required to acom m odate the R b

m easurem ent,nam ely the addition ofonly new e�ective Zbbcouplings,already raisesthe

1 The third param eter,U ,also appearsbutdoesn’tplay a role in the Z -pole observables.
2 H ere weintroducea slightnotation change relativeto Ref.[4]in thatourcouplings�gf

L ;R
correspond

to �ĝ
f

L ;R
ofRef.[4].
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con�dencelevelofthe�ttoacceptablelevels(�2
m in

=d.o.f.= 15:5=11ascom pared to27.2/13

fora SM �t).W e therefore regard the evidence forotherdiscrepancieswith theSM ,such

as the value ofR c,as being inconclusive at present and focus instead on m odels which

predictlargeenough valuesforR b.

� (2) The Signi�cance ofRc: Since the 1995 sum m er conferences have highlighted the

nonstandard m easured values for the Z branching ratio into both c and b quarks,it is

worth m aking the above pointm ore quantitatively forthe particularcase ofthe discrep-

ancy in R c. Thiswasaddressed in Ref.[6]by introducing e�ective couplingsofthe Z to

both b and c quarks,and testing how m uch betterthe resulting predictions�tthe obser-

vations.Although thegoodnessof�tto Z-poleobservablesdoesim provesom ewhat(with

�2
m in

=d.o.f.= 9:8=9),itdoesso attheexpenseofdriving thepreferred valueforthestrong

coupling constantup to �s(M Z )= 0:180� 0:035,in disagreem entatthe levelof2� with

low-energy determ inations,which lie in the range 0:112� 0:003 [8]. This change in the

�tvalue for�s(M Z )isdriven by the experim entalconstraintthatthe totalZ width not

change with the addition ofthe new Zcccouplings.3 Once thelow-energy determ inations

of�s(M Z ) are also included,�2
m in

=d.o.f.not only drops back to the levels taken in the

�t only to e�ective Zbb couplings,but the best-�t prediction for R c again m oves into a

roughly 2� discrepancy with experim ent.

Itisneverthelesstheoretically possible to introduce new physicsto accountforR c in

a way which does not drive up the value ofthe strong coupling constant. As argued on

m odel-independent grounds in Ref.[6],and m ore recently within the context ofspeci�c

m odels[9][10],an alteration ofthec-quark neutral-currentcouplingscan be com pensated

forin thetotalZ width by also altering theneutral-currentcouplingsoflightquarks,such

asthes.W eputthesetypesofm odelsasidein thepresentpaper,considering them to be

insu�ciently m otivated by theexperim entaldata.

� (3)LH vs.RH Couplings:The data do notyetperm ita determ ination ofwhetheritis

preferable to m odify the left-handed (LH)orright-handed (RH)Zbbcoupling.The m ini-

m um valuesfor�2 found in Ref.[6]fora �tinvolvingeitherLH,RH orboth couplingsare,

respectively,�2
m in

=d.o.f.(LH)= 17:0=12,�2
m in

=d.o.f.(RH)= 16:1=12or�2
m in

=d.o.f.(both)=

15:5=11.

3 Introducing e� ective b-quark couplingshave precisely the opposite e� ect| since the SM prediction

for �b is low and that for �c is high relative to observations | lowering the strong coupling constant to

� s(M Z )= 0:103� 0:007.
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Figure 1:A � t

of the Zbb couplings �gb
L ;R

to Z -pole data from the 1995 Sum m er Conferences. The four solid lines

respectively denote the 1�,2�,3�,and 4� errorellipsoids.The SM prediction liesatthe origin,(0;0).
This� tyields�s(M Z )= 0:101� 0:007.

� (4) The Size Required to Explain Rb: The analysisofRef.[6]also indicatesthe size of

thechangein theneutral-currentb-quark couplingsthatisrequired ifthesearetoproperly

describe the data. The best �tvalues which are required are displayed in Figure 1,and

are listed in Table 1. Table 1 also includes for com parison the corresponding tree-level

SM couplings,aswellasthe largestSM one-loop vertex corrections(those which depend

quadratically or logarithm ically on the t-quark m ass4 m t),evaluated at s2w = 0:23. For

m aking com parisonswe takem t = 180 G eV.

Aswenow describe,theim plicationsofthenum bersappearing in Table1 depend on

the handedness(LH vs.RH)ofe�ective new-physicsZbbcouplings.

� (4a)LH Couplings:Table1showsthattherequired changein theLH Zbbcouplingsm ust

4 M ore precisely [11],we use �g
b
L = (� w

16�)[r+ 2:88ln r],where r= m
2

t=M
2

W .
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Coupling g(SM tree) �g(SM top loop) �g(IndividualFit) �g(Fitto Both)

gb
L

� 0:4230 0:0065 � 0:0067� 0:0021 � 0:0029� 0:0037

gb
R

0:0770 0 0:034� 0:010 0:022� 0:018

Table 1

Required N eutral-Current b-Q uark Couplings: The last two colum ns display the size ofthe e� ective cor-

rection to the left-and right-handed SM Z bb couplings which best � t the data. The \individual� t" is

obtained using only onee� ectivechiralcoupling in addition to theSM param etersmt and � s(M Z ).The\� t

to both" includesboth couplings. A lso shown forcom parison are the SM predictionsforthese couplings,

both the tree-levelcontribution (\SM tree"),and the dom inantm t-dependentone-loop vertex correction,

evaluated at s2w = 0:23 (\SM top loop").

benegativeand com parablein m agnitudeto them t-dependentloop correctionswithin the

SM .Thesign m ustbenegativesincetheprediction fortheZ ! bbwidth m ustbeincreased

relativeto theSM resultin orderto agreewith experim ent.Thisrequires�gb
L
to havethe

sam e sign as the tree-levelvalue for gb
L
, which is negative. As we shallsee, this sign

lim itsthekindsofm odelswhich can producethedesired e�ect.Com parison with theSM

loop contribution showsthatthe m agnitude required for�gb
L
isreasonable fora one-loop

calculation.Sincethesizeofthem t-dependentpartoftheSM loop isenhanced by afactor

ofm 2
t=M

2
W
,therequired new-physicse�ectm ustbelargerthan a genericelectroweak loop

correction.

� (4b) RH Couplings: Since the SM tree-levelRH coupling is opposite in sign to itsLH

counterpartand issom e �ve tim essm aller,the new-physicscontribution required by the

data,�gb
R
,ispositiveand com parablein sizetothetree-levelcoupling.Thism akesitlikely

that any new-physics explanation ofthe data which relies on changing gb
R
m ust arise at

tree level,ratherthan through loops.

� (5) Absence ofOblique Corrections: A �nalproviso is that any contribution to gb
L
or

gb
R
should not be accom panied by large contributions to other physicalquantities. For

exam ple,Ref.[6]�ndsthatthebest-�tvaluesforthe obliqueparam etersS and T are

S = � 0:25� 0:19

T = � 0:12� 0:21
(3)
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(with a relative correlation of0:86)even when �gb
L ;R

are free to 
oatin the �t. Since T

often getscontributionssim ilarin sizeto �gb
L
,these boundscan be quiterestrictive.

Notice that we need not worry about the possibility of having large cancellations

between the new-physics contributions to the oblique param eters and �gb
L
in R b. It is

true that such a partialcancellation actually happens for �b in the SM ,where the loop

contributionsproportionalto m 2
t in T and �gb

L
exactly cancelin thelim itthats2w = 1

4
,and

so end up being suppressed by a factor s2w � 1

4
. W e nevertheless need not consider such

a cancellation in R b since the oblique param eters(especially T)alm ostcom pletely cancel

between �b and �had.Quantitatively,we have [4]:

�b = �S M

b

�

1� 4:57�gb
L
+ 0:828�gb

R
� 0:00452S + 0:0110T

�

�had = �S M

had

�

1� 1:01�gb
L
+ 0:183�gb

R
� 0:00518S + 0:0114T

�

so R b = R
S M

b

�

1� 3:56�gb
L
+ 0:645�gb

R
+ 0:00066S � 0:0004T

�

:

(4)

W e now turn to a discussion ofthe circum stancesunderwhich the above conditions

m ay beachieved in a broad classofm odels.

3.Tree-LevelE�ects: M ixing

AttreeleveltheZbbcouplingscan bem odi�ed ifthereism ixingam ongstthecharge� 1

3

quarks,ortheneutral,colourlessvectorbosons.Beingatree-levele�ectitisrelativelyeasy

and straightforward to analyzeand com paredi�erentscenarios.Also,sincem ixing e�ects

can belarge,m ixingcan providecom paratively largecorrectionsto theZbb-coupling,such

as is needed to m odify R b through changes to gb
R
. Not surprisingly,a num ber ofrecent

m odels[9][10],[12]-[14]usem ixing to try to resolvetheR b (and R c)discrepancy.Ouraim

here isto survey the possibilitiesin a reasonably generalway. W e therefore postpone for

the m om enta m ore detailed phenom enologicalanalysisofthevariousoptions.

In generalwe im agine that allparticles having the sam e spin, colour and electric

chargecan berelated to oneanotherthrough m assm atrices(som eofwhoseentriesm ight

be constrained to be zero in particular m odels due to gauge sym m etries or restrictions

on the Higgs-�eld representations). W e denote the colour-triplet,charge Q = � 1

3
,quarks

in the 
avour basis by B �,and labelthe corresponding m ass eigenstates5 by bi. The

5 W e im agine having already diagonalized the SM m ass m atrices so that in the absence ofthis non-

standard m ixing one ofthe B
� reducesto the usualb quark,with a diagonalm assm atrix with the d and

s quarks.
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m ass-eigenstate quarks,bi,are obtained from the B � by perform ing independentunitary

rotations,
�

U
y
L ;R

��i
,am ongsttheleft-and right-handed �elds.Thebquark thathasbeen

observed in experim entsisthe lightestofthe m asseigenstates,b= b1,and allothersare

necessarily m uch heavierthan thisstate.

Sim ilarconsiderationsalso apply forcolourless,electrically-neutralspin-oneparticles.

In thiscaseweim aginetheweakeigenstates,Z w
� ,toberelated tothem asseigenstates,Z

m
� ,

by an orthogonalm atrix,M w m .W etakethephysicalZ,whosepropertiesarem easured in

such exquisitedetailatLEP and SLC,tobethelightestofthem asseigenstates:Z� � Z1�.

Assum ing thatallofthebi and Z m (exceptforthelightestones,thefam iliarband Z

particles)aretoo heavy to bedirectly produced atZ-resonance energies,we�nd thatthe


avour-diagonale�ective neutral-currentcouplingsrelevantforR b are

g
b
L ;R � (gm = 1)

11
L ;R =

X

��w

(gw )
��
L ;R U

�1�
L ;R U�1

L ;R M
w 1

=
X

�w

(g�w )L ;R
�
�
�U

�1
L ;R

�
�
�
2

M w 1
;

(5)

where the neutral-currentcouplingsare taken to bediagonalin the 
avourB � basis.6

Thisexpression becom esreasonablysim plein thecom m on situation forwhich onlytwo

particlesareinvolved in them ixing.In thiscasewem aywriteB � =

�
B

B 0

�

,bi =

�
b

b0

�

and

Z w =

�
Z

Z 0

�

,and take UL ,UR and M to be two-by-two rotation m atricesparam eterized

by the m ixing angles�L ,�R and �Z .In thiscase eq.(5)reducesto

g
b
L ;R =

h

(gB
Z
)L ;R c

2
L ;R + (gB

0

Z
)L ;R s

2
L ;R

i

cZ +
h

(gB
Z 0)L ;R c

2
L ;R + (gB

0

Z 0)L ;R s
2
L ;R

i

sZ ; (6)

where sL denotes sin�L ,etc.Increasing R b requires increasing the com bination (gb
L
)2 +

(gb
R
)2.To see how thisworkswenow specializeto m ore speci�c alternatives.

6 Eq.(5) describes the m ost relevant e� ects for the Rb problem ,nam ely the m ixing ofZ and b with

new states.H owever,in generalotherindirecte� ectsare also present,such as,forexam ple,a shiftin M Z

due to the m ixing with the Z 0.Fora detailed analysisofthe sim ultaneouse� ectsofm ixing with a Z
0 and

new ferm ions,see Ref.[15].
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3.1)Z M ixing

Firstconsiderthe case where two gaugebosonsm ix.Then eq.(6)reducesto

g
b
L ;R = (gB

Z
)L ;R cZ + (gB

Z 0)L ;R sZ ; (7)

where (gB
Z
)L ;R isthe SM coupling in the absence ofZ m ixing,and (gB

Z 0)L ;R isthe b-quark

coupling to thenew �eld Z 0
� (which m ightitselfbegenerated through b-quark m ixing).It

isclearthatso long asthe Z 0bb coupling isnonzero,then itisalwayspossible to choose

theangle�Z to ensurethatthetotale�ectivecoupling isgreaterthan theSM one,(gB

Z
)L ;R .

Thisisbecausethem agnitudeofanyfunction oftheform f(�Z )� A cZ + B sZ ism axim ized

by the angletan�Z = B =A,forwhich jfj
m ax

= jA=cZ j� jAj.

The m odel-building challenge is to ensure that the sam e type ofm odi�cations do

not appear in an unacceptable way in the e�ective Z couplings to other ferm ions,or in

too large an M Z shiftdue to the m ixing. Thiscan be ensured using appropriate choices

forthe transform ation propertiesofthe �eldsunder the new gauge sym m etry,and su�-

ciently sm allZ-Z 0m ixing angles.M odelsalong theselineshavebeen recently discussed in

Refs.[9],[16].

3.2)b-Quark M ixing

The second naturalchoice to consider is pure b-quark m ixing,with no new neutral

gauge bosons. W e consider only the sim ple case of2 � 2 m ixings,since with only one

new B 0 quark m ixing with the SM bottom quark,eq.(6)sim pli�es considerably. As we

willdiscussbelow,we believe thisto be su�cientto elucidate m ostofthe featuresofthe

possible b-m ixing solutionsto the R b problem .

Let us �rst establish som e notation. W e denote the weak SU (2) representations of

the SM B L ;R and ofthe B 0
L ;R as R L ;R and R 0

L ;R ,respectively,where R = (I;I3). The

SM B -quark assignm ents are R L =
�
1

2
;� 1

2

�
and R R = (0;0). By de�nition,a B 0 quark

m ust have electric charge Q = � 1=3,but m ay in principle have arbitrary weak isospin

R 0
L ;R = (I0

L ;R ;I
0
3L ;R ).

In term softheeigenvaluesI03L and I03R oftheweak-isospin generatorI3 acting on B 0
L

and B 0
R
,thecom bination ofcouplingswhich controls�b becom es

�b / (gb
L
)2 + (gb

R
)2 =

�

�
c2
L

2
+
s2w

3
+ s

2
L
I
0
3L

� 2

+

�
s2w

3
+ s

2
R
I
0
3R

� 2

: (8)

10



In orderto increase �b using thisexpression,�L and �R m ustbesuch asto m akegb
L
m ore

negative,gb
R
m orepositive,orboth.Two waysto ensure thisareto choose

I
0
3L < �

1

2
or I

0
3R > 0: (9)

Therearealso two otheralternatives,involvinglargem ixing anglesorlargeB 0representa-

tions:I03L > 0,with s2
L
(I03L +

1

2
)> 1� 2s2w =3 ’ 0:85,and I03R < 0,with s2

R
jI03R j> 2s2w =3 ’

0:15. Note that,in the presence ofLH m ixing,the CKM elem ents Vqb (q = u;c;t) get

rescaled as Vqb ! cL Vqb,thus leading to a decrease in rates forprocesses in which the b

quark couplesto a W .Therefore charged-currentdata can in principleputconstraintson

large LH m ixing.Forexam ple,future m easurem entsofthe varioust-quark decaysatthe

Tevatron willallow theextraction ofVtb in am odel-independentway,thusprovidingalower

lim iton cL .Atpresent,however,when theassum ption ofthree-generation unitarity isre-

laxed (asisim plicitin ourcases)thecurrentm easurem entofB R(t! W b)=B R(t! W q)

im pliesonly the very weak lim itjVtbj> 0:022 (at95% c.l.) [17].Hence,to date there are

stillno strong constraints on large LH m ixing solutions. Regarding the RH m ixings,as

discussed below thereisno corresponding way to deriveconstraintson cR ,and so largesR
solutionsare alwayspossible.

W e proceed now to classify the m odels in which the SM bottom quark m ixes with

other new Q = � 1=3 ferm ions. Although there are endless possibilities for the kind of

exotic quark one could consider,the num ber ofpossibilities can be drastically reduced,

and a com plete classi�cation becom es possible,after the following two assum ptions are

m ade:

� (i):There areno new Higgs-boson representationsbeyond doubletsand singlets.

� (ii): The usualB -quark m ixeswith a single B0,producing the m asseigenstates b and

b0.Thisconstrainsthe m assm atrix to be 2� 2:

( �B �B 0)
L

�
M 11 M 12

M 21 M 22

� �
B

B 0

�

R

: (10)

W e willexam ine allofthe alternatives consistent with these assum ptions,both of

which webelievetobewell-m otivated,and indeed notvery restrictive.Theresulting m od-

elsinclude the \standard" exotic ferm ion scenarios[18](vectorsinglets,vectordoublets,

m irrorferm ions),aswellasa num berofothers.
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Letus�rstdiscussassum ption (i).From Table1 and eq.(8)oneseesthatthem ixing

anglesm ustbeatleastaslargeas10% toexplain R b,im plyingthattheo�-diagonalentries

in the m assm atrix eq. (10)which give rise to the m ixing are ofordersL ;R M 22 >� O (10)

G eV.Iftheseentriesaregenerated by Higgs�eldsin higherthan doubletrepresentations,

such large VEVswould badly underm ine the agreem ent between theory and experim ent

forthe M W =M Z m assratio.7

According to assum ption (i),the perm itted Higgsrepresentations are R H =
�
1

2
;� 1

2

�

and (0;0). Itisthen possible to specify which representations R 0
L ;R allow the B 0 to m ix

with the B quark ofthe SM :

� (1): Since the B0 should be relatively heavy, we require that M 22 6= 0. Then the

restriction (i)on thepossible Higgsrepresentationsim pliesthat

jI0
L
� I

0
R
j= 0;

1

2
; (11)

and

jI03L � I
0
3R j= 0;

1

2
: (12)

� (2): To have b{b0 m ixing,atleastone ofthe o�-diagonalentries,M 12 orM 21,m ustbe

nonzero.Theseterm sariserespectively from thegauge-invariantproductsR H 
 RL 
 �R 0
R

and R H 
 RR 
 �R 0
L
so that �R 0

L (R )
m usttransform asthe conjugate ofthe tensorproduct

R H 
 RR (L ):

R
0
L
= R H 
 RR = (0;0);

�
1

2
;�

1

2

�

; (13)

or

R
0
R
= R H 
 RL = (0;0);

�
1

2
;�

1

2

�

;(1;� 1);(1;0): (14)

Thus the only possible representations for the B 0 are those with I0
R
= 0;1

2
;1 and I0

L
=

0;1
2
;1;3

2
,subjectto therestrictions(11)-(14).

7 The contribution ofthese relatively large non-standard V EV s cannotbe e� ectively com pensated by

new loop-e� ects.O n the otherhand,beyond H iggsdoublets,the nextcase ofa H iggsm ultipletpreserving

thetree-levelratio isthatofI3H = 3,YH = 2.W edo notconsidersuch possibilities,which would also require

them ixed B
0 to belong to sim ilarly high-dim ensionalrepresentations.W ealso neglectalternativescenarios

invoking,for exam ple,m ore H iggs triplets and cancellations between di� erent V EV s,since these su� er

from severe � ne-tuning problem s.
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Asforassum ption (ii),itisofcourse possible thatseveralspeciesofB 0 quarksm ix

with the B ,giving rise to an N � N m ass m atrix,but itseem s reasonable to study the

allowed typesofm ixing one ata tim e.Afterdoing so itiseasy to extend the analysisto

the com bined e�ects ofsim ultaneousm ixing with m ultiple B 0 quarks. Thus(ii)appears

to bea ratherm ild assum ption.

There isone sense in which (ii)m ightappearto restrictthe classofphenom ena we

look at in a qualitative way: it is possible to obtain m ixing between the B and a B 0

in one ofthe higher representations we have excluded by \bootstrapping",that is,by

interm ediate m ixing with a B 0
1 in one ofthe allowed representations. The idea isthat,if

the SM B m ixeswith such a B 0
1,butin turn the latterm ixeswith a B

0
2 oflargerisospin,

thiswould e�ectively inducea B {B 0
2 m ixing,which isnotconsidered here.However,since

m assentriesdirectly couplingB toB 0
2 areforbidden by assum ption (i),theresultingB {B

0
2

m ixing willin generalbeproportionalto theB {B 0
1 m ixing,im plying thattheseadditional

e�ects are subleading,i.e.ofhigher order in the m ixing angles. This m eans that ifthe

dom inant B {B 0
1 m ixing e�ects are insu�cient to account for the m easured value ofR b,

adding m oreB 0 quarkswith largerisospin willnotqualitatively change thissituation.

Thereis,however,aloopholetothisargum ent.Ifthem assm atrixhassom esym m etry

which gives rise to a special\texture," then it is possible to have large m ixing angles

and thusevade the suppression due to productsofsm allm ixing anglesalluded to above.

Indeed, we have constructed severalexam ples of3 � 3 quasi-degenerate m atrices with

threeand fourtexturezeros,forwhich theB {B 0
2 m ixing isnotsuppressed and,dueto the

degeneracy,can bem axim allylarge.Forexam ple,letuschooseB 0
1 in avectordoubletwith

I3L ;R = +1=2 and B 0
2 in a vectortripletwith I3L ;R = +1.Becauseofourassum ption ofno

Higgstriplets,directB m ixing with such a B 0
2 isforbidden,and M 13 = M 31 = M 12 = 0.

Itiseasy to check thatfora genericvaluesofthenonvanishing m assm atrix elem ents,the

induced s13
L ;R m ixingsare indeed subleading with respect to s12

L ;R . However,ifwe instead

suppose thatallthe nonzero elem entsare equalto som e large m ass�,then there are two

nonzero eigenvaluesm b0 � � and mb00 � 2� while the B � B02 m ixing angless
13

L
�
p
1=3

and s13
R
�

p
3=8 are unsuppressed relative to s12

L ;R .
8 Although it m ay be unnaturalto

have near-equality ofthe m ass entries generated by singlet and doublet HiggsVEVs,as

isneeded in thiscase and in m ostofthe otherexam pleswe found,itisstillpossible that

som e interesting solutionscould be constructed along these lines.

Apartfrom som e specialcasesanalogousto theone outlined above,we can therefore

conclude thatneitherdoesassum ption (ii)seriously lim itthe generality ofourresults.

8 A sm allperturbation ofthe orderofa few G eV can be added to som e ofthe nonzero m assentriesto

liftthe degeneracy and give a nonzero value form b.
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I0
L

I03L I0
R

I03R M odel M ixing

0 0 0 0 1 VectorSinglet L

1=2 � 1=2 2(� � ) M irrorFam ily L;R

+1=2 3(� ) (L);R

1=2 � 1=2 0 0 4 4th Fam ily {

1=2 � 1=2 5(� � ) VectorDoublet(I) R

1 � 1 6(� � ) R

0 40 {

+1=2 0 0 7 L

1=2 +1=2 8(� ) VectorDoublet(II) (L);R

1 0 70 L

+1 9(� ) (L);R

1 � 1 1 � 1 10(� ) VectorTriplet(I) L;(R)

1=2 � 1=2 11(� ) L;(R)

0 1 0 10 VectorTriplet(II) L

1=2 � 1=2 20 L;(R)

3=2 � 3=2 1 � 1 12(� ) L;(R)

� 1=2 1 � 1 60 (R)
0 400 {

+1=2 1 0 700 L

Table 2

M odelsand ChargeAssignm ents

A ll the possible m odels for B {B 0 m ixing allowed by the assum ptions that (i) here are no new H iggs

representations beyond singlets and doublets,and (ii)only m ixing with a single B
0 is considered. The

presenceofLH orRH m ixingswhich can a� ectthe b neutralcurrentcouplingsisindicated under‘M ixing’.

Subleadingm ixings,quadratically suppressed,aregiven in parenthesis.Equivalentm odels,forthepurposes

ofR b,are indicated by a prim e (
0
) in the ‘M odel’colum n,while m odels satisfying eq.(9) and which can

accountforthe deviationsin R b with sm allm ixing angles,are labeled by an asterisk (�).Large RH m ixing

solutionsare labeled by a double asterisk (��),while m odels7,70and 700allow fora solution with large

LH m ixing.
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W e can now enum erate allthe possibilitiesallowed by assum ptions(i)and (ii).

W ith theperm itted valuesofI0
R
and I0

L
listed above,and therequirem entthatatleast

one ofthe two conditions (13){(14)is satis�ed,there are 19 possibilities,listed in Table

2. Although not allofthem are anom aly-free,the anom alies can always be canceled by

adding otherexoticferm ionswhich haveno e�ecton R b.Since only thevaluesofI03L and

I03R are im portant for the b neutralcurrent couplings,for our purpose m odels with the

sam eI03L ;R assignm entsareequivalent,regardlessofI0
L ;R ordi�erencesin them assm atrix

orm ixing pattern. Altogetherthere are 12 inequivalent possibilities. Equivalentm odels

areindicated by a prim e (0)in the‘M odel’colum n in Table2.

Dueto gaugeinvarianceand to therestriction (i)on theHiggssector,in severalcases

one ofthe o�-diagonalentries M 12 or M 21 in eq.(10) vanishes,leading to a hierarchy

between the LH and the RH m ixing angles.Ifthe b0 ism uch heavierthan the b,M 12 = 0

yieldssR � M 21=M 22,while the LH m ixing issuppressed by M
� 2
22 . Ifon the otherhand

M 21 = 0,then the suppression for sR is quadratic,leaving sL as the dom inant m ixing

angle.Forthesecases,thesubdom inantm ixingsareshown in parenthesesin the‘M ixing’

colum n in Table2.Noticethatwhilem odels2 and 6 allow fora largeright-handed m ixing

angle solution ofthe R b anom aly,the \equivalent" m odels 20 and 60 do not,precisely

because ofsuch a suppression.

Six choices satisfy one ofthe two conditions in eq.(9),and hence can solve the R b

problem using sm allm ixing angles.They are labeled by an asterisk (� )in Table 2.Three

ofthesem odels(10,11,12)satisfy the�rstcondition forsolutionsusing sm allLH m ixings.

SinceforallthesecasesI03R < 0,a largeRH m ixing could alternatively yield a solution but

because sR isalwayssuppressed with respectto sL ,thislatterpossibility istheoretically

disfavored.Theotherthreechoices(m odels3,8,9)satisfythesecond condition forsolutions

using sm allRH m ixing.Itisnoteworthy thatin allsix m odelstherelevantm ixing needed

to explain R b isautom atically thedom inantone,whiletheother,which would exacerbate

theproblem ,isquadratically suppressed and hencenegligiblein thelargem b0 lim it.There

aretwochoices(m odels5,6)forwhich I03R < 0and thereisonlyRH m ixing,and one(m odel

2)forwhich I03R < 0 and sR isunsuppressed with respectto sL . These three casesallow

forsolutionswith large RH m ixings,and are labeled by a double asterisk (� � ). Finally,a

solution with largeLH m ixing ispossible(m odels7,70and 700)in which I03L = +1=2,and

I03R = 0 im pliesno RH m ixing e�ects.

In thelightofTable2 wenow discussin m oredetailthem ostpopularm odels,aswell

assom e otherm ore exoticpossibilities.
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Fig-
ure 2: The experim entally allowed m ixing angles for a m irror fam ily. The thick line covers the entire

area ofvaluesforsL and sR which are needed to agree with the experim entalvalue forR b to the2� level

or better. The thin line represents the one-param eter fam ily ofm ixing angles which reproduce the SM

prediction.N otice thatthe sm all-m ixing solution,which passes through sL = sR = 0,isruled outsince

I0
L
= 0 im pliesthatany LH m ixing willreducegb

L
and thusincreasesthe discrepancy with experim ent.

� Vectorsinglet:Vectorferm ionsby de�nition haveidenticalleft-and right-handed gauge

quantum num bers.A vectorsinglet(m odel1)isoneforwhich I0
L
= I0

R
= 0.Inspection of

eq.(8)showsthatm ixing with such a vector-singletquark alwaysactsto reduce R b.9

9 A Q = + 2=3 vector singlet can however be used to reduce R c [10][12][14], provided that steps are

taken,as suggested in Section 2 above,to avoid the resulting preference for an unacceptably large value

for � s(M Z )).
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� M irror fam ily: A m irror fam ily (m odel2) is a fourth fam ily but with the chiralities

ofthe representationsinterchanged. Because I03L vanishes,LH m ixing actsto reduce the

m agnitude ofgb
L
,and so tends to m ake the prediction forR b worse than in the SM .For

su�ciently large RH m ixing angles, however, this tendency m ay be reversed. As was

discussed im m ediately below eq.(9),since I03R is negative a com paratively large m ixing

angle ofs2
R
>
� 1=3 is needed to su�ciently increase R b. Such a large RH m ixing angle

is phenom enologically perm itted by allo�-resonance determ inations ofgb
R
[19]. In fact,

theb-quark production crosssection and asym m etry,asm easured in the
{Z interference

region [21][22],cannotdistinguish between the two valuess2
R
= 0 and 4sw =3,which yield

exactly the sam e rates.10 Hence this kind ofm odelcan solve the R b problem ,though

perhaps not in the m ost aesthetically pleasing way. As is shown in Fig.2,the allowed

rangeofm ixing anglesislim ited to a narrow strip in the s2
L
� s2

R
plane.

� Fourth fam ily:A fourth fam ily (m odel4)cannotresolveRb via tree-levele�ectsbecause

thenew B 0quark hasthesam eisospin assignm entsastheSM bquark,and so they do not

m ix in the neutralcurrent.11 Two otherpossibilities(m odels40 and 400)yield the sam e

I03L ;R assignm entsasthefourth fam ily m odel,and aresim ilarly unsuccessfulin explaining

R b since they do notm odify the bquark neutralcurrentcouplings.

� Vector doublets:There are two possibilitieswhich perm ita Q = �1
3
quark to transform

as a weak isodoublet,and in both cases m ixing with the SM b is allowed. They can be

labeled by thedi�erenthypercharge value using the usualconvention Q = I3 + Y .

W ith thestraightforward choiceI03L = I03R = � 1=2(m odel5),wehaveY0
L
= Y 0

R
= 1=6.

This type ofm odelisdiscussed in Ref.[13],where the isopartner ofthe B 0 is a top-like

quarkT0havingcharge+ 2

3
.Sincethesearethesam echargeassignm entsasforthestandard

LH b-quark,this leads to no m ixing in the neutralcurrent am ongst the LH �elds,and

thereforeonly theright-handed m ixing anglesR isrelevantforR b.SinceI03R isnegativea

com paratively largem ixingangleofs2
R
>
� 1=3isneeded tosu�ciently increaseR b,in m uch

the sam e way as we found for the m irror-fam ily scenario discussed above. The required

m ixing anglethatgivesthe experim entalvalue,R b = 0:2219� 0:0017,is

s
2
R
= 0:367+ 0:013� 0:014: (15)

The otherway to �ta Q = � 1=3 quark into a vectordoublet corresponds to I03L =

I03R = +1=2 (m odel8)and so Y 0= � 5=6 [10].ThepartneroftheB0in thedoubletisthen

10 The current90% c.l.upperbound s
2

R < 0:010 [20]holdsin the sm allm ixing angle region s
2

R � 1=3.
11 These m odelshave the furtherdi� culty that,exceptin certain cornersofparam eterspace [23],they

produce too large a contribution to the oblique param eters,S and T ,to be consistentwith the data.
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an exotic quark,R,having Q = � 4=3. Here I03L hasthe wrong sign forsatisfying eq.(9)

and so m ixing decreasesthe m agnitude ofgb
L
. On the otherhand,I03R hasthe rightsign

to increase gb
R
. W hether thistype ofm odelcan work therefore depends on which ofthe

two com peting e�ectsin R b wins.Itiseasy to seethatin thism odeltheM 21 entry in the

B {B 0 m assm atrix eq.(10)vanishes,which asdiscussed above resultsin a suppression of

sL quadratic in the large m ass,but only a linearsuppression forsR . Hence,sL becom es

negligible in the large m b0 lim it,leaving sR as the dom inant m ixing angle in R b. The

m ixing anglewhich reproducestheexperim entalvalue forR b then is

s
2
R
= 0:059+ 0:013� 0:015: (16)

However,in orderto accountforsuch a large value ofthe m ixing angle in a naturalway,

the b0 cannotbe m uch heavierthan � 100 G eV.

Sim ilarly totheY 0= � 5=6vectordoubletcase,m odels3 and 9alsoprovideasolution

through RH m ixings. In m odel3, the subdom inant com peting e�ect of sL is further

suppressed by a sm allerI03L ,while in m odel9 the e�ect ofsR isenhanced by I03R = +1,

and hence a m ixing anglea factorof4 sm allerthatin (16)issu�cientto explain R b.

� Vectortriplets:Therearethreepossibilitiesforplacing a vectorB0quark in an isotriplet

representation:I03L = I03R = � 1;0;+1.The lastdoesnotallow forbm ixing,ifonly Higgs

doublets and singlets are present, and for our purposes, I03L = I03R = 0 (m odel10) is

equivalentto the vectorsingletcase already discussed. Only the assignm entI03L = I03R =

� 1(m odel10)allowsforaresolution oftheRb problem ,and itwasproposed in Ref.[12].If

B 0isthelowest-isospin m em berofthetripletthereisan exoticquark ofchargeQ = +5=3

in them odel.Again in thelim itoflargeb0m assonecom bination ofm ixing angles(in this

case sR ) isnegligible,due to the vanishing ofM 12 in eq.(10). Asa result,sL plays the

m ain rolein R b.Agreem entwith experim entrequires

s
2
L
= 0:0127� 0:0034: (17)

Sincetheresulting changeto gb
L
isso sm all,such a slightm ixing anglewould haveescaped

detection in allotherexperim entsto date.

Sim ilarly to thiscase,m odels11 and 12 also providea solution through LH m ixings.

In m odel11 the unwanted e�ects ofsR are further suppressed,while form odel12 a LH

m ixing som ewhatsm allerthan in (17)issu�cientto explain the data.

Ouranalysisoftree levele�ectsshowsthatboth Z-m ixing and b-m ixing can resolve

theR b discrepancy.b-quark m ixing solutionssatisfying thetwo assum ptionsthat(i)there
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areno new Higgsrepresentationsbeyond singletsand doublets,and (ii)only m ixing with

a single B 0 is relevant,have been com pletely classi�ed. The list ofthe exotic new B 0

quarkswith the right electroweak quantum num bers is given in Table 2. Solutions with

sm allsR and sL m ixing anglesare possible when the B 0
R
isthe m em berwith highestI03R

in an isodoubletorisotriplet,orwhen B 0
L
isthe m em berwith lowestI03L in an isotriplet

orisoquartet.In allthese cases,new quarkswith exotic electric chargesare also present.

Som e otherpossible solutionscorrespond to I03R < 0 and are due to m ixing am ongstthe

RH b-quarksinvolving ratherlarge m ixing angles,while forI03L = +1=2 we �nd another

solution requiring even larger LH m ixing. It is intriguing that such large m ixing angles

are consistent with allotherb-quark phenom enology. W e have notattem pted to classify

m odelsin which m ixing with new stateswith very largevaluesofI03L R
can ariseasa result

ofbootstrappingthrough som einterm ediateB 0m ixing.Underspecialcircum stances,they

could allow foradditionalsolutions.

Forsom eofthem odelsconsidered,thecontributionsto theobliqueparam eterscould

be problem atic,yielding additionalconstraints. However,forthe particularclassofvec-

torlike m odels (which includes two ofthe sm allm ixing angle solutions) loop e�ects are

su�ciently sm allto rem ain acceptable.12 Thisisbecause,unlike the top quark which be-

longstoachiralm ultiplet,vectorlikeheavyb0quarkstend todecouplein thelim itthattheir

m asses get large. Introducing m ixing with other ferm ions does produce nonzero oblique

corrections,butthese rem ain sm allenough to have evaded detection. Exceptionsto this

statem entare m odelsinvolving a large num berofnew �elds,like entire new generations,

since these tend to accum ulate largecontributionsto S and T.

4.O ne-Loop E�ects: t-Q uark M ixing

W e now turn to the m odi�cationsto the Zbb couplingswhich can arise atone loop.

Recallthat this option can only explain R b ifthe LH b-quark coupling,gb
L
,receives a

negative correction com parable in size to the SM m t-dependent contributions. As was

argued in section 2,itistheLH coupling weareinterested in because a loop-levelchange

in gb
R
istoo sm allto �x the discrepancy between the SM and experim ent.

ThefactthattheR b problem could beexplained ifthem t-dependentone-loop contri-

butionsoftheSM wereabsentnaturally leadstotheidea thatperhapsthet-quark couples

di�erently to the b-quark than is supposed in the SM .Ifthe tquark m ixes signi�cantly

with a new t0 quark one m ightbe able to signi�cantly reduce the relevant contributions

below their SM values. In this section we show that it is at best possible to reduce the

12 Vectorlike m odelshave the additionaladvantage ofbeing autom atically anom aly free.
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discrepancy to� 2� in m odelsofthistype,and so they cannotclaim tocom pletely explain

the R b data.

Oursurvey oft-quark m ixing isorganized asfollows.W e�rstdescribethefram ework

ofm odelswithin which wesystem atically search,and weidentify allofthepossibleexotic

t-quark quantum num berswhich can potentially work.Thisstudy iscarried outm uch in

thespiritoftheanalysisofbm ixingpresented in section 3.W ethen describethepossiblet0

loop contributionsto theneutral-currentbcouplings.Sincethiscalculation isvery sim ilar

tocom putingthem t-dependente�ectswithin theSM ,webrie
y review thelatter.Besides

providing a usefulcheck on our�nalexpressions,we�nd thattheSM calculation also has

severallessonsforthe m oregeneralt-quark m ixing m odels.

4.1)Enum erating theM odels

In thissection we identify a broad classofm odelsin which the SM top quark m ixes

with otherexotictop-likeferm ions.Asin theprevioussection concerning b-quark m ixing,

wedenotetheelectroweak eigenstatesby capitals,T�,and them asseigenstatesby lower-

case letters,ti. To avoid confusion,quantitieswhich speci�cally referto the b sectorwill

be labeled with the superscript B . By de�nition,a T 0 quark m ust have electric charge

Q = 2=3,butm ay in principle havearbitrary weak isospin R 0
L ;R = (I0

L ;R ;I
0
3L ;R ).Following

closely the discussion in the previoussection,we m ake three assum ptionswhich allow for

a drasticsim pli�cation in theanalysis,withoutm uch lossofgenerality:

� (i): First,the usualT-quark is only allowed to m ix with a single T0 quark at a tim e,

producing the m asseigenstatestand t0.

� (ii): Second, for the Higgs-boson representations, we assum e only one doublet and

singlets.Additionaldoubletswould com plicatetheanalysisoftheradiativecorrectionsin

a m odel-dependentway due to theextra diagram sinvolving charged Higgsbosons.

� (iii): Finally,certain T0-quark representationsalso contain new B 0 quarks. W e denote

theB 0
L
and B 0

R
as‘exotic’wheneverthey havenon-standard weak isospin assignm ents,that

is,I0B3L 6= � 1

2
orI0B3R 6= 0. Aswe have already discussed,forexotic B 0 quarksb{b0 m ixing

willm odify thebneutral-currentcouplingsattreelevel,overwhelm ingtheloop-suppressed

t{t0 m ixing e�ectsin R b.W e therefore carry outouranalysisunderthe requirem entthat

any b{b0 m ixing a�ecting the bneutral-currentcouplingsbeabsent.

Ourpurposeisnow to exam ineallofthealternativeswhich can arisesubjectto these

three assum ptions. According to (i),the T{T0 m assm atriceswe considerare 2� 2,and
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can bewritten in the generalform

(�T �T0)
L

�
M 11 M 12

M 21 M 22

� �
T

T0

�

R

: (18)

Due to our restriction (ii) on the Higgssector,certain elem ents ofthis m ass m atrix are

nonzero only forparticularvaluesoftheT0 weak isospin.M oreover,wheneverT0
R
belongs

to a m ultiplet which also contains a Q = � 1=3 B0
R
quark,the M B

12 and M 12 entries of

the B {B 0 and T{T0 m assm atricesare the sam e. In those casesin which the B 0 quark is

exotic,assum ption (iii) then forces us to set M 12 = 0. In contrast,the M 21 entries are

unrelated { forexam ple,the choice M B

21 = 0 isalwayspossible even ifM 21 6= 0 forthe T

and T0 quarks.

In orderto selectthose representations,R 0
L ;R ,which can m ix with the SM T quark,

we requirethe following conditionsto besatis�ed:

� (1):In orderto ensure a largem assforthet0,werequireM 22 6= 0.Analogously to (11)

and (12),thisim plies

jI0
L
� I

0
R
j= 0;

1

2
; (19)

and

jI03L � I
0
3R j= 0;

1

2
: (20)

� (2):To ensurea non-vanishing t{t0m ixingwerequireatleastoneofthetwo o�-diagonal

entries,M 12 orM 21,to benon-vanishing.Thistranslatesinto thefollowing conditionson

R 0
L
and R 0

R
:

R
0
L
= R H 
 RR = (0;0);

�
1

2
;�

1

2

�

; (21)

or

R
0
R
= R H 
 RL = (0;0);

�
1

2
;+

1

2

�

;(1;0);(1;+1): (22)

� (3):W heneverR0
R
containsa Q = � 1=3 quark,and eitherB0

L
orB 0

R
havenon-standard

isospin assignm ents,werequireM 12 = 0.Thisensuresthatattreeleveltheneutralcurrent

b couplingsare identicalto those ofthe SM .Clearly,in the casesin which the particular

R 0
L
representation im plies a vanishing M 21 elem ent, im posing the condition M 12 = 0

com pletely rem ovesallt{t0 m ixing.
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W enow m ayenum erateallthepossibilities.From eqs.(19){(22),itisapparentthatas

in theB 0casetheonly allowed representationsm usthaveI0
R
= 0;1

2
;1and I0

L
= 0;1

2
;1;3

2
.

Consider �rst I0
L
= 1 or 3

2
. In this case,from eq.(21),M 21 = 0. Thus,we need

M 12 6= 0 ifthere is to be any t{t0 m ixing. The four possibilities for R 0
R
are shown in

eq.(22). Ofthese,R 0
R
= (0;0)isnotallowed since eq.(19)isnotsatis�ed. In addition,

R 0
R
= (1

2
;1
2
)and (1;0)both contain exoticB 0quarks(I0B3R = � 1

2
or� 1)and so M 12 isforced

to vanish,leading to no t{t0 m ixing.ThisleavesR 0
R
= (1;1)asa possibility,since the B 0

R

is notexotic (I0B3R = 0). Ifwe choose R 0
L
such thatI0B3L = � 1

2
,then both B 0

L
and B 0

R
are

SM -like,and b{b0 m ixing is not prohibited since it does not a�ect the b neutralcurrent

couplings.Thus,thecom bination R 0
L
= (3

2
;1
2
),R 0

R
= (1;1)isallowed.

NextconsiderI0
L
= 0 or 1

2
. Here,regardlessofthe value ofI03L ,M 21 can be nonzero.

Thusany R 0
R
representation which satis�eseqs.(19)and (20)isperm itted.Itisstraight-

forward to show thatthere are 11 possibilities.

The list ofthe allowed values ofI03L and I03R which under our assum ptions lead to

t{t0m ixing isshown in Table3.Therearetwelvepossiblecom binations,including fourth-

generation ferm ions,vectorsinglets,vectordoublets,and m irrorferm ions.Notallofthese

possibilitiesare anom aly-free,butasalready noted one could alwayscancelanom aliesby

adding otherexoticferm ionswhich giveno additionale�ectsin R b.

Itisusefulto group the twelve possibilitiesinto three di�erent classes,according to

the particularconstraintson theform ofthe T{T0 m assm atrix in eq.(18).

The�rsttwo entriesin Table3,which wehaveassigned to group A,correspond to the

specialcase in which the B L ;R and B 0
L ;R have the sam e third com ponentofweak isospin,

henceleaving thebneutralcurrentuna�ected by m ixing.Becauseboth B 0
L
and B 0

R
appear

in the sam e m ultiplets with T0
L
and T0

R
,two elem ents ofthe B -quark and T-quark m ass

m atricesare equal:

M 12 = M
B

12 ; M 22 = M
B

22 : (23)

Aswe willsee,thiscondition isim portantsince itim pliesa relation between the m ixings

and the m t,m t0 m asseigenvalues. Although outside the subjectofthispaper,itisnote-

worthy thatforthese m odelsthe sim ultaneouspresence ofboth b{b0 and t{t0 RH m ixing

generatesnew e�ectsin the charged currents: right-handed W �tb charged currentsgetin-

duced,proportionalto theproductoftheT and B quark m ixingssR sBR .Com pared to the

m odi�cationsin the neutralcurrentsand in the LH charged currents,these e�ectsare of

higherorderin them ixing angles[18][19]and,m ostim portantly,they can only changethe

RH b coupling. Butasnoted above,gb
R
isfar too sm allto account for the m easured R b

valueusing loop e�ectsofthiskind.Thereforethem ixing-induced RH currentsallowed in
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I0
L

I03L I0
R

I03R M odel G roup

3=2 +1=2 1 +1 A 1

1=2 +1=2 1 +1 A 2

0 B 1

1=2 +1=2 VectorDoublet(I) B 2

0 0 4th Fam ily C1

1=2 � 1=2 1 0 B3

� 1 B4

1=2 � 1=2 VectorDoublet(III) B5

0 0 C2

0 0 1=2 +1=2 M irrorFerm ions B 6

� 1=2 B7

0 0 VectorSinglet C3

Table 3

M odelsand ChargeAssignm ents

Values ofthe weak isospin ofT 0

L and T
0

R which,under the only restrictions ofsinglet and doublet H iggs

representations,lead to nonzero t{t0 neutralcurrentm ixing.The‘M odel’colum n,labelsthem orefam iliar

possibilitiesforthe T 0 quarks:VectorSinglets,M irrorFerm ions,Fourth Fam ily and VectorD oublets.The

otherm odelsare m ore exotic.

m odelsA 1 and A 2 areine�ectivefor�xing theR b discrepancy,and willnotbeconsidered

in the rem ainderofthispaper.

Forthe m odelsin group B ,the condition

M 12 = 0 (24)

holds.In thefourcasescorresponding toR 0
R
= (1;0)(m odelsB 1;B 3)and R 0

R
= (1=2;1=2)

(m odelsB 2;B 6),an exoticB 0
R
quark ispresentin thesam eT0

R
m ultiplet.Hence M 12 has

to be setto zero in orderto forbid the unwanted tree-levelb m ixing e�ects. In the other

three casesbelonging to group B ,T0
R
correspondsto the lowestcom ponentofnon-trivial

m ultiplets: R 0
R
= (1;� 1)(m odelB4)and R 0

R
= (1=2;� 1=2)(m odelsB5,B 7). Forthese

values ofI03R ,M 12 = 0 isautom atically ensured,due to our restriction to Higgssinglets
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or doublets. Furtherm ore,these representations do not contain a B 0
R
quark,and no B 0

L

quark appearsin thecorresponding R 0
L
.There istherefore no b{b0 m ixing.

W eshould alsorem ark thatin m odelB 3 noB 0
L
-quark appearsin R 0

L
.However,aB 0

L
is

needed asthehelicity partneroftheB 0
R
presentin R 0

R
= (1;0).Becauseofourrestriction

on the allowed Higgsrepresentations,B 0
L
m ustbelong to R 0

L
= (1;0)orR 0

L
= (1=2;1=2),

which in turn contain a new T00
L
6= T0

L
.W hile the �rstchoice correspondsto a type ofT 00

L

m ixingwhich wehavealready excluded from ouranalysis,thesecond choiceisallowed and

correspondsto m odelB 1.Following assum ption (i),even in thiscase we neglectpossible

T00
L
m ixingsoftypeB 1 ,when analysing B 3.

Finally,therem aining threem odelsconstitutegroup C ,corresponding to R 0
R
= (0;0).

In thisgroup,T0
R
isan isosinglet,asisthe SM TR ,im plying thatonly LH t{t0 m ixing is

relevant. For C2 and C3,R 0
L
does not contain a B 0

L
,while for C1 the B 0

L
is not exotic.

Hence in allthe three casesthe b neutral-currentcouplingsare unchanged relative to the

SM ,and we need notworry abouttree-levelb-m ixing e�ects.

4.2)t-Quark LoopsW ithin theStandard M odel

Before exam ining the e�ectoft{t0 m ixing on the radiativecorrection to Zbb,we �rst

review theSM com putation.W efollow thenotation and calculation ofBernab�eu,Pich and

Santam ar��a [11](BPS).Thecorrectionsaredueto the10 diagram sofFig.3.Alldiagram s

arecalculated in ’tHooft-Feynm an gauge,and weneglecttheb-quark m assaswellasthe

di�erence jVtbj2 � 1.

Due to the neglectofthe b-quark m ass,and due to the LH characterofthe charged-

currentcouplings,thet-quark contribution to theZbbvertex correction preserveshelicity.

Following BPS we write the helicity-preserving partofthe Z ! bb scattering am plitude

as

T = �

�
e

sw cw

�

�b(p1;�1)�
�
b(p2;�2)��(q;�); (25)

with

�� = ��0 + � �� ; � �� =
�

2�


�

L I(s;r): (26)

where� �� representstheloop-induced correction totheZbbvertex.I(s;r)isadim ension-

lessand Lorentz-invariantform factorwhich depends,a priori,on the three independent

ratios:r � m2t=M
2
W
,s � M 2

Z
=M 2

W
and q2=M 2

W
. Forapplicationsatthe Z resonance only

two ofthese are independentdue to the m ass-shellcondition q2 = M 2
Z
. M oreover,foran
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on-shellZ,non-resonant box-diagram contributionsto e+ e� ! bb are unim portant,and

I(s;r)can betreated asan e�ectively gauge-invariantquantity.

11a

1c
1d

1b

1e 1f

2a 2b

2c
2d

Z

b b

t

W

W

t

W W

t t

W

t

W

t

t

t

t t

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

Figure 3: The

Feynm an diagram sthrough which thetop quark contributesto theZbbvertex within theStandard M odel.

Thecontributionsdueto thet-quark m ay beisolated from otherradiativecorrections

by keeping only ther-dependentpartofI(s;r).BPS therefore de�ne the di�erence

F (s;r)� I(s;r)� I(s;0): (27)
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G iven thisfunction,them t-dependence ofthewidth Z ! bbisobtained using

�S M

b (r)= �S M

b (r= 0)

�

1+
�

�

�
gb
L

(gb
L
)2 + (gb

R
)2

�

F
S M (s;r)+ V.P.(s;r)

�

: (28)

In this last equation V.P.(s;r) denotes the m t-dependent contributions which enter �b
through theloop correctionsto the gauge-boson vacuum polarizations.

Thefunction F S M (s;r)isstraightforward to com pute.Although theresulting expres-

sionsaresom ewhatobscure,thespecialcases= 0 revealssom einteresting featureswhich

arealso presentin ournew-physicscalculations,and so weshow thes= 0 lim itexplicitly

here.Fors= 0,an evaluation ofthe graphsofFig.3 givesthefollowing expressions:

F
1(a) = �

1

2s2w

�
gt
L

2

�
r(r� 2)

(r� 1)2
lnr+

r

r� 1

�

+ g
t
R

�
r

(r� 1)2
lnr�

r

r� 1

��

(29)

F
1(b) =

3c2w
4s2w

�
r2

(r� 1)2
lnr�

r

r� 1

�

(30)

F
1(c)+ 1(d) =

1

12

�

1�
3

2s2w

� �
r2

(r� 1)2
lnr�

r

r� 1

�

(31)

F
1(e)+ 1(f) =

r

2

�
r

(r� 1)2
lnr�

1

r� 1

�

(32)

F
2(a) = �

r

4s2w

�
gt
R

2

�

�+
r(r� 2)

(r� 1)2
lnr+

2r� 1

r� 1

�

+ g
t
L

�
r

(r� 1)2
lnr�

r

r� 1

��

(33)

F
2(b) = �

1

8

�

1�
1

2s2w

�

r

�

�+
r2

(r� 1)2
lnr�

1

r� 1

�

(34)

F
2(c)+ 2(d) =

1

24

�

1�
3

2s2w

�

r

�

�+
r2

(r� 1)2
lnr�

1

r� 1

�

; (35)

with

� �
2

n � 4
+ 
 + ln(M 2

W
=4��2)�

3

2
; (36)

where n isthe spacetim e dim ension arising in dim ensionalregularization,and

g
t
L
=
1

2
�
2

3
s
2
w ; g

t
R
= �

2

3
s
2
w : (37)

The picture becom es m uch sim pler after sum m ing the diagram s to obtain the totalSM

contribution:

F
S M (s= 0;r)=

2(d)X

i= 1(a)

F
i =

1

8s2w

�
r2

r� 1
� 6

r

r� 1
+
r(3r+ 2)

(r� 1)2
lnr

�

: (38)
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There are two pointsofinterestin thissum . First,itisultraviolet�nite since allofthe

divergences / 1=(n � 4)have cancelled. This is required on generalgrounds since there

can be no r-dependent divergences in IS M (s;r),and so these m ust cancelin F S M (s;r).

A sim ilarcancellation also occurswhen new physicsisincluded,provided thatitrespects

the SUL (2)� UY (1) gauge sym m etry and that the com plete set ofnew contributions is

carefully included.

The second interesting feature ofeq.(38) lies in its dependence on the weak m ix-

ing angle,sw . Each ofthe contributions listed in eqs.(29) through (35) has the form

F i = (xi + yis2w )=s
2
w ;however allofthe term s involving yi have cancelled in the sum ,

eq.(38).Thisvery generalresultalso appliesto allofthenew-physicsm odelsweconsider

in subsequentsections. Aswillbe proved in Section 5,the cancellation isguaranteed by

electrom agnetic gaugeinvariance,because the term ssubleading in s2w are proportionalto

the electrom agnetic b-quark vertex at q2 = 0,which m ust vanish. This gives a powerful

check on allofourcalculations.

Rather than using com plete expressions for F (s;r),we �nd it m ore instructive to

quote ourresultsin the lim itr � 1,where powersof1=r and s=r m ay be neglected. W e

do thesam efortheratio ofm assesofothernew particlesto M 2
W
when thesearisein later

sections.Besidesperm itting com pactform ulae,thisapproxim ation also givesnum erically

accurate expressions for m ost ofthe m odels’param eter range,as is already true for the

SM ,even though r in thiscaseisonly � 4.In thelarge-r lim itFS M (s;r)becom es

F
S M (r)!

1

8s2w

h

r+
�

3�
s

6
(1� 2s2w )

�

lnr
i

+ � � � ; (39)

wheretheellipsisdenotesterm swhich are�niteasr! 1 .Severalpointsarenoteworthy

in thisexpression.

� 1: The s-dependentterm appearing in eq.(39)isnum erically very sm all,changing the

coe�cientoflnr from 3 to 2.88. Thistype ofs-dependence isofeven lessinterestwhen

we considernew physics,since ourgoalisthen to exam ine whetherthe new physics can

explain the discrepancy between theory and experim ent in R b. That is,we want to see

ifthe radiative corrections can have the right sign and m agnitude to change �b by the

correctam ount. Forthese purposes,so long asthe inclusion ofq2-dependent term sonly

changesthenum ericalanalysisby factors<� 25% (asopposed to changing itsoverallsign)

they m ay be neglected.

� 2: The above-m entioned cancellation ofthe term s proportionalto s2w when s = 0 no

longeroccursoncethes-dependenceisincluded.Thisisasexpected sincetheelectrom ag-

netic W ard identity only enforces the cancellation at q2 = 0,corresponding to s = 0 in
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the present case. Notice thatthe leading term ,proportionalto r,is s-independent,and

becauseofthecancellation itiscom pletely attributableto graph (2a)ofFig.3.Allofthe

othergraphscancelin theleading term .Dueto itsintrinsicrelation with thecancellation

ofthe s2w -dependent term s,the fact that only one graph is responsible for the leading

contribution to �gb
L
stillholds once new physics is included. This willprove usefulfor

identifying which featuresofa given m odelcontroltheoverallsign ofthenew contribution

to �gb
L
.

� 3:Since thelarge-r lim itcorrespondsto particlem asses(in thiscasemt)thatarelarge

com pared toM W and M Z ,thisisthelim itwherethee�ective-lagrangian analysisdescribed

in Section 2 directly applies.Then the function F can be interpreted asthe e�ective Zbb

couplinggenerated when theheavy particleisintegrated out.Quantitatively,�gb
L
isrelated

to F by

�g
b
L
=
�
�

2�

�

F: (40)

� 4:Thevacuum polarizationcontributionsto�b ofeq.(28)haveasim ilarinterpretation in

theheavy-particlelim it.In thiscasetherem ovaloftheheavyparticlescan generateoblique

param eters,which also contribute to �b. In the heavy-particle lim it eq.(28) therefore

reducesto the�rstofeqs.(4).

4.3)�gb
L
in thet-Quark M ixing M odels

W e m ay now com pute how m ixing in the top-quark sector can a�ect the loop con-

tributions to the process Z ! bb. As in the SM analysis,we set m b = 0. In addition,

following thediscussion in theprevioussubsection,weneglectthes-dependence in allour

expressions.W e also ignore allvacuum -polarization e�ects,knowing thatthey essentially

cancelin R b. Finally,in the CKM m atrix,we setjVidj= jVisj= 0 where i= t;t0. Thus,

the charged-current couplings ofinterest to us are described by a 2� 2 m ixing m atrix,

justasin the neutral-currentsector. In the absence oft{t0 m ixing thiscondition im plies

jVtbj= 1.

Fort{t0 m ixing,independentofthe weak isospin oftheT0,we write

�
T

T0

�

L ;R

= UL ;R

�
t

t0

�

L ;R

; UL =

�
cL sL

� sL cL

�

; UR =

�
cR � sR

sR cR

�

: (41)

where cL � cos�L ,etc.. The m atrices UL ;R are analogous to the b{b0 m ixing m atrices

de�ned in eq.(5)in ourtree-levelanalysisofbm ixing.
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In thepresence oft{t0 m ixing,the diagonalneutral-currentcouplingsarem odi�ed:

g
i
L ;R =

X

a= T;T 0

g
a
L ;R

�
Uai

L ;R

�2
� g

t;S M

L ;R + ~gi
L ;R ; (42)

where i= t;t0,and g
t;S M

L ;R are the SM couplings de�ned in eq.(37). The new term s ~gi
L ;R

explicitly read

~gt
L
=

�

I
0
3L �

1

2

�

s
2
L
; ~gt

R
= I

0
3R s

2
R
; (43)

~gt
0

L
=

�

I
0
3L �

1

2

�

c
2
L
; ~gt

0

R
= I

0
3R c

2
R
: (44)

In addition,whenevertheT0
L ;R hasnonstandard isospin assignm ents,I03L 6= 1=2orI03R 6= 0,


avour-changing neutral-current(FCNC)couplingsarealso induced :

g
ij
L ;R =

X

a= T;T 0

g
a
L ;R U

ai
L ;R U

aj
L ;R � ~gij

L ;R ; (45)

where i;j= t;t0,and i6= j.Here,

~gtt
0

L
=

�
1

2
� I

0
3L

�

sL cL ; ~gtt
0

R
= I

0
3R sR cR : (46)

Eq.(41)determ ines the e�ective tand t0 neutral-current couplings (eqs.(42){(46)).

However,thecharged-currentcouplingsdepend on them atrix V = UL

y
U B

L
.Henceweneed

to consider also b m ixing,since,as discussed in Sec.4.1,in those cases in which the B 0

quark isnotexotic (I0B3L = � 1=2,I0B3R = 0),we have no reason to require U B

L
= I (i.e.no

b-b0 m ixing).W ethen de�ne the 2� 2 charged currentm ixing m atrix

V = UL

y
U B

L
; Vtb � cL c

B

L
+ sL s

B

L
; Vt0b � sL c

B

L
� cL s

B

L
; (47)

which trivially satis�esthe orthogonality conditionsV V y = VyV = I. In the absence of

b{b0 m ixing,clearly Vtb ! cL ,Vt0b ! sL . W e also note that,by assum ption,whenever

V 6= UL we necessarily have I03L = +1=2 (so thatI0B3L = � 1=2)in orderto guarantee that

the B 0
L
isnotexotic.From eqs.(43),(44)and (46),thisim pliesthat~gt

L
= ~gt

0

L
= ~gtt

0

L
= 0,

thatis,them ixing e�ectson the LH tand t0 neutral-currentcouplingsvanish.
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The Feynm an rulesofrelevanceforcom puting theZbbvertex loop correctionsin the

presence ofa m ixing in the top-quark sectorcan now be easily written down:

W �tib:
ig
p
2
Vtib
�
L

��tib:
ig

p
2M W

Vtibm i
L

Z�titi :
ig

cw

�

��
g
t;S M

L

L + g

t;S M

R

R
�
+
�
~gti
L

L + ~gti

R

R
��
;

Z�tt0:
ig

cw

�

h

~gtt
0

L

L + ~gtt

0

R

R

i

;

(48)

where � are the unphysicalcharged scalars,and ti = t;t0. The verticeslisted in eq.(48)

reduce to theSM Feynm an rulesin the lim itofno m ixing.

Aspointed outattheend ofsubsection 4.1,in som egroupsofm odelsequalitiescan be

found between som eelem entsoftheT{T0and B {B 0m assm atrices.Thesehaveim portant

consequences. In particular,once expressed in term s ofthe physicalm asses and m ixing

angles,the equalitiesofeq.(23)(which hold in the m odelsofgroup A)can bewritten

�
UL M diag U

y
R

�

a2
=
�
U B

L
M

B

diag U
B y
R

�

a2
=
�
U B

L

�

a2
m b0 c

B

R
; (a = 1;2); (49)

where M diag = diag [m t;m t0],and we have used M B

diag
= �i2 m b0 (recallthat we take

m b = 0).M ultiplying now on the leftby
�
U

B y
L

�

1a
and sum m ing overa we obtain

�
Vy

M diag U
y
R

�

12
= m tVtbsR + m t0 Vt0bcR = 0 : (50)

For the m odels in group B ,the vanishing ofM 12 im plies no b m ixing. Then V = UL ,

and eq.(49) stillholds in the lim it Vtb ! cL ,Vt0b ! sL . For the m odels in group C

no particularrelation between m assesand m ixing anglescan be derived. Forexam ple,it

is clear that in the 4th fam ily m odelC1,eq.(50) does not hold. However,for allthese

m odels I03R = 0. Hence,noting that allthe ~gR couplings in eqs.(43),(44) and (46) are

proportionalto I03R ,and de�ning r0 = m 2
t0=M

2
W
,squaring eq.(50)yieldsa relation which

holdsforallm odelsin Table3:

V2
tb ~g

t
R
r = V2

t0b ~g
t
0

R
r
0= � VtbVt0b ~g

tt
0

R

p
rr0 : (51)

Thisrelation isused extensively in thecalculation which follows.
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Figure 4: The additionalFeyn-

m an diagram swhich are required form odelsin which the tquark m ixeswith an exotic,heavy t0 quark.

How do we generalize the SM radiative correction to include t{t0 m ixing? Firstnote

thatforeach ofthe diagram sin Fig.3,there isalso a diagram in which allthe t-quarks

are replaced by t0-quarks. Second,there are 2 new diagram s (Fig.4) due to the FCNC

coupling ofthe Z to the tand t0. So to generalize the SM result to the case ofm ixing,

three thingshave to bedone:

� (i):m ultiply eqs.(29)-(35)by V2tb forthe tcontribution and V
2
t0b fort

0 (with r! r0 ),

� (ii):replacegt
L ;R by them odi�ed couplingsin eq.(42),adding eqs.(43)and (44)respec-

tively fortand t0,

� (iii): include diagram s 3(a) and 3(b) (Fig.4) corresponding to the FCNC couplings

(eqs.(45)-(46)).

A glanceattheFeynm an rulesin eq.(48)showsthatin the�rststep (i),a correction

proportionalto gt;S M

L ;R ,and independentofthe~gL ;R couplings,isgenerated.Thiscorrection

iscom m on toallm odelsin Table3{itappearseven in thecasein which thetNC couplings

are nota�ected (4th fam ily). In contrast,steps (ii)and (iii)generate correctionswhich

di�erfordi�erentm odels. Itisusefulto recastthem into two types,one proportionalto

the LH neutralcurrent couplings (/ VibVjb ~gL ),and the other proportionalto the RH

neutralcurrentcouplings(/ VibVjb ~gR ). The LH and RH correctionsvanish respectively
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for I03L = +1=2 and I03R = 0,when the corresponding neutral-current couplings are not

a�ected by the m ixing.

In the presence ofm ixing, the correction due to the diagram s ofFig.3 involving

internalt-quarksbecom es

2(d)X

i= 1(a)

F
i = V2

tb

h

F
S M (r)+ ~F (~gt

L ;R ;r)
i

; (52)

where F S M (r)isgiven by eq.(38)and

~F (~gt
L ;R ;r)=

1

8s2w

�

~gt
L
r

�

2�
4

r� 1
lnr

�

� ~gt
R
r

�

�+
2r� 5

r� 1
+
r2 � 2r+ 4

(r� 1)2
lnr

��

: (53)

The third step (iii)givesrise to a new contribution

F
3(a)+ F

3(b) = VtbVt0b ~F (~g
tt

0

L ;R ;r;r
0): (54)

Evaluating diagram s3(a)and 3(b)(Fig.4)we �nd

F
3(a) = �

1

s2w
VtbVt0b

(

1

2
~gtt

0

L

1

r0� r

"

r0
2

r0� 1
lnr0�

r2

r� 1
lnr

#

� ~gtt
0

R

p
rr0

1

r0� r

�
r0

r0� 1
lnr0�

r

r� 1
lnr

��

(55)

F
3(b) =

1

4s2w
VtbVt0b

�

2~gtt
0

L

rr0

r0� r

�
r0

r0� 1
lnr0�

r

r� 1
lnr

�

� ~gtt
0

R

p
rr0

 

�+ 1+
1

r0� r

"

r0
2

r0� 1
lnr0�

r2

r� 1
lnr

#! )

: (56)

Putting allthe contributionstogether,forthe generalcase we �nd

F =
3(b)X

i= 1(a)

F
i =

X

j= 1;2

V2
tjb

h

F
S M (rj)+ ~F (~g

tj
L ;R ;rj)

i

+ VtbVt0b ~F (~g
tt

0

L ;R ;r;r
0): (57)

where tj = t;t0 and rj = r;r0. W e note that due to eq.(51) allthe divergent term s

proportionalto ~gR � cancelin the sum . Now,the correction �gb
L
= �

2�
X corr to the SM
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result can be explicitly extracted from eq.(57) by m eans ofthe relation V2
tb = 1� V2t0b.

M oreover,as anticipated it is possible to divide the various contributions to X corr into

three di�erent pieces: a universalcorrection,a correction due to LH m ixing only,and a

correction due to the RH m ixing.Hence we write

X corr � F � F
S M = X

U niv
corr + X

L H

corr + X
R H

corr ; (58)

where

X
U niv
corr = V2

t0b [F
S M (r0)� F

S M (r)]; (59)

X
L H

corr = V2
tb
~F (~gt

L
;r)+ V2

t0b
~F (~gt

0

L
;r

0)+ VtbVt0b ~F(~g
tt

0

L
;r;r

0); (60)

X
R H

corr = V2
tb
~F (~gt

R
;r)+ V2

t0b
~F (~gt

0

R
;r

0)+ VtbVt0b ~F (~g
tt

0

R
;r;r

0): (61)

Using the explicitexpressions for ~gt
L ;R ,~g

t
0

L ;R and ~gtt
0

L ;R asgiven in eqs.(43),(44)and

(46)above,togetherwith relation (51)fortheRH piece,these read

X
U niv
corr = V2

t0bf
corr
1 (r;r0) (62)

X
L H

corr = (1� 2I03L )VtbVt0bsL cL f
corr
2 (r;r0) (63)

X
R H

corr = (2I03R )V
2
tbs

2
R
f
corr
3 (r;r0) (64)

with

f
corr
1 (r;r0)=

1

8s2w

�
r0(r0� 6)

r0� 1
+
r0(3r0+ 2)

(r0� 1)2
lnr0�

r(r� 6)

r� 1
�
r(3r+ 2)

(r� 1)2
lnr

�

;

(65)

f
corr
2 (r;r0)=

1

8s2w

�
cL Vt0b

sL Vtb

�

� r
0+

2r0

r0� 1
lnr0

�

+
sL Vtb

cL Vt0b

�

� r+
2r

r� 1
lnr

�

+
2r02 (r� 1)

(r0� 1)(r0� r)
lnr0�

2r2 (r0� 1)

(r� 1)(r0� r)
lnr

)

;

(66)

f
corr
3 (r;r0)=

1

8s2w
r

(

�
1

2

�
2r� 5

r� 1
+
r2 � 2r+ 4

(r� 1)2
lnr

�

�
1

2

"

2r0� 5

r0� 1
+
r0
2
� 2r0+ 4

(r0� 1)2
lnr0

#

� 4
1

r0� r

�
r0

r0� 1
lnr0�

r

r� 1
lnr

�

+

"

1+
1

r0� r

 
r0
2

r0� 1
lnr0�

r2

r� 1
lnr

! #)

:

(67)
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Note that a value ofVtb di�erent from unity can be easily accounted for by using the

unitary condition jVtbj
2 + jVt0bj

2 = jVtbj
2
� 1� jVtsj

2 + jVtdj
2 in eqs.(62){(67).

Aswehavealready pointed out,becauseofourrequirem entofno B {B 0m ixing when

the B 0 isexotic,only when I03L = +1=2 can we have cL 6= Vtb,sL 6= Vt0b.However,in this

case X L H

corr vanishes. Hence,withoutlossofgenerality,we can setthe LH neutralcurrent

m ixing equalto the charged currentm ixing in X L H

corr,obtaining

X
L H

corr = (1� 2I03L )V
2
tbV

2
t0bf

corr
2 (r;r0); (68)

f
corr
2 (r;r0)=

1

8s2w

�

� (r+ r
0)+

2rr0

r0� r
ln
r0

r

�

: (69)

From eqs.(62),(64)and (68)weseethatthereareonlytwoindependentm ixingparam eters

relevantforthecom pleteanalysisofourproblem :theLH m atrix elem entVtb and theRH

m ixing sR . Furtherm ore,note that as r0 ! r,allthe corrections in eqs.(65),(67) and

(69)vanish,independent ofthe m ixing angles. Thiscom es about because ofa G IM -like

m echanism forallthepieceswhich do notdepend on I03R .TheI
0
3R -dependentcontribution

from the RH ferm ionscoupling to the Z vanishesin the lim itr0! r asa consequence of

eq.(50).

In thelim itr;r0� 1,forthefunctionsfcorri (r;r0)we obtain

f
corr
1 (r;r0)!

1

8s2w

�

r
0� r+ 3ln

�
r0

r

��

; (70)

f
corr
2 (r;r0)!

1

8s2w

�

� (r+ r
0)+

2rr0

r0� r
ln

�
r0

r

��

; (71)

f
corr
3 (r;r0)!

1

8s2w

�

� r+
1

2

�

1+
r

r0

�
rr0

r0� r
ln

�
r0

r

�

�
3r

r0� r
ln

�
r0

r

�

+
3

2

�

1+
r

r0

��

:(72)

Let usnow consider the num ericalvaluesofthese corrections in m ore detail. Using

m t = 180 G eV,M W = 80 G eV,and s2w = 0:23,eq.(38)givesa SM radiativecorrection of

F
S M = 4:01 : (73)

The question is whether it is possible to cancelthis correction,thus elim inating the R b

problem ,by choosing particularvaluesofm t0 and them ixing angles.Forvariousvaluesof

m t0,the valueofX corr (eq.(58))isshown in Table4.
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m t0 X corr

75 G eV � 3:31V2t0b � 1:21(1� 2I03L )V
2
t0bV

2
tb + 1:39(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

100 G eV � 2:70V2
t0b

� 0:71(1� 2I03L )V
2
t0b
V2
tb
+ 0:59(2I03R )V

2
tb
s2
R

125 G eV � 1:97V2t0b � 0:34(1� 2I03L )V
2
t0bV

2
tb + 0:22(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

150 G eV � 1:14V2t0b � 0:10(1� 2I03L )V
2
t0bV

2
tb + 0:05(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

175 G eV � 0:20V2t0b � 0:003(1� 2I03L )V
2
t0bV

2
tb + 0:001(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

200 G eV 0:84V2
t0b � 0:04(1� 2I03L )V

2
t0bV

2
tb + 0:02(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

225 G eV 1:97V2
t0b � 0:23(1� 2I03L )V

2
t0bV

2
tb + 0:07(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

250 G eV 3:20V2
t0b � 0:55(1� 2I03L )V

2
t0bV

2
tb + 0:15(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

275 G eV 4:52V2
t0b

� 1:01(1� 2I03L )V
2
t0b
V2
tb
+ 0:24(2I03R )V

2
tb
s2
R

300 G eV 5:93V2
t0b � 1:61(1� 2I03L )V

2
t0bV

2
tb + 0:34(2I03R )V

2
tbs

2
R

Table 4

D ependence ofthe t{t0 M ixing Resultson m t0:Thistable indicatesthe dependence on the m assofthe t
0

quark ofthe correctionsto g
b
L due to t{t0 m ixing,with the t m ass� xed at180 G eV .

W e see that even for m t0 > m t,it is possible to choose I03L ,I
0
3R ,and the LH and

RH m ixing anglessuch thatthe correction isnegative.So the discrepancy in R b between

theory and experim entcan indeed bereduced via t{t0 m ixing.

Referring to the m odelslisted in Table 4,the optim alchoice forthe weak isospin of

theT0 isI03L = � 1=2 and I03R = � 1,regardlessofthevalueofmt0.Furtherm ore,m axim al

RH m ixing,s2
R
� 1,is also preferred. However,even with these choices,it is evidently

im possible to com pletely rem ove the R b problem . From the above table,the bestwe can

do is to take m t0 = 75 G eV and V2
t0b

= s2
L
= 0:6,in which case the totalcorrection is

X corr = � 3:68.Thisleavesa 1:5� discrepancy in Rb,which would putitin thecategory of

the otherm arginaldisagreem entsbetween experim entand the SM .However,such a light

t0 quark hasotherphenom enologicalproblem s. In particular,CDF hasputa lowerlim it

of91 G eV on charge2=3 quarkswhich decay prim arily to W b[24].Unlessoneaddsother

new physics to evade this constraint,the lightestt0 allowed isaboutm t0 � 100 G eV.In

thiscase,m axim alLH m ixing (V2
t0b = s2

L
� 1)givesthe largeste�ect:Xcorr = � 2:7.The

predicted valueofR b isthen stillsom e2� below the m easured num ber.

Another possibility is that the charge 2=3 quark observed by CDF is in fact the t0,

while the realt-quark is m uch lighter,say m t � 100 G eV.Assum ing sm allt{t0 m ixing,
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and thatthe t0 isthe lightestm em berofthe new m ultiplet,the t0 willthen decay to W b,

as observed by CDF,but the SM radiative correction willbe reduced. This situation is

essentially identicalto thatdiscussed above,in which theLH t{t0 m ixing ism axim al,and

m t0 � 100 G eV:theSM valueofRb willstilldi�erfrom theexperim entalm easurem entby

about2�.Theonly way forsuch a scenario to work isifm t < M W .However,new physics

isthen once again required to evade the constraintfrom Ref.[24].

Forallthe possibilitiesofthissection ourconclusion istherefore the sam e: itisnot

possible to com pletely explain R b through t{t0 m ixing. The best we can do is reduce

the discrepancy between theory and experim entto about2�,which m ightturn outto be

su�cient,depending on future m easurem ents.

5.O ne-Loop E�ects: O ther M odels

Another way to change gb
L
atthe one-loop levelis to introduce exotic new particles

that couple to both the Z and the b quark. One-loop graphs involving such particles

can then m odify the Zbb vertex as m easured at LEP and SLC.Recallonce m ore the

conclusion from Section 2:agreem entwith experim entrequiresthe LH b-quark coupling,

gb
L
,to geta negativecorrection com parablein sizeto theSM m t-dependentcontributions

since loop-levelchangesto gb
R
aretoo sm allto be detectable.

In thissection we�rstexhibitthegeneralone-loop correction duetoexoticnew scalar

and spin-halfparticles,with thegoalofidentifying thefeaturesresponsiblefortheoverall

sign and m agnitudeoftheresult.W ethen usethisgeneralresultto investigatea num ber

ofm ore speci�c cases.

Theanswerisqualitatively di�erentdepending on whetherornotthenew scalarsand

ferm ionscan m ix,and thushaveo�-diagonalcouplingsto theZ boson.W ethereforetreat

these two alternativesseparately.The sim plestcase iswhen allZ couplingsare diagonal,

so thatthe one-loop resultsdepend only upon two m asses,those ofthe ferm ion and the

scalarin theloop.Then thecorrection to theZb�bvertex isgiven by a very sim pleanalytic

form ula,which enablesusto easily explain why a num berofm odelsin thiscategory give

the ‘wrong’sign,reducing �b ratherthan increasing it.

M oregenerally however,thenew particlesin theloopshavecouplingsto theZ which

arediagonalonly in the
avourbasisbutnotthem asseigenstatebasis,so theexpressions

becom e signi�cantly m ore com plicated. Thisoccursin supersym m etric extensionsofthe

standard m odel,for exam ple. After proposing severalsam ple m odels which can resolve

the R b problem ,we use ourresults to identify which features ofsupersym m etric m odels

areinstrum entalin so doing.
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5.1)DiagonalCouplingsto theZ:G eneralResults

W enow presentform ulaeforthecorrection to theZbbvertex dueto a loop involving

generic scalarand spin-halfparticles.In thissection we m ake the sim plifying assum ption

thatallofthe Z-boson couplingsare 
avourdiagonal. Thiscondition isrelaxed in later

sectionswhere the com pletely generalexpression isderived.The resulting form ulae m ake

itpossibleto seeata glancewhethera given m odelgivestherightsign foralleviating the

discrepancy between experim entand theSM prediction forR b.

Theone-loop diagram scontributing to thedecay Z ! b�bcan begrouped according to

whethertheloop attachesto thebquark (i.e.thevertex correction and self-energy graphs

ofFig.5) or whether the loop appears as part ofthe gauge boson vacuum polarization

(Fig.6). For the types ofm odels we consider these two classes ofgraphs are separately

gauge invariantand �nite,and so they can be understood separately.Thisisparticularly

clearin thelim itthattheparticleswithin theloop areheavy com pared to M Z ,sincethen

the vacuum polarization graphs represent the contribution ofthe oblique param eters,S

and T,while the self-energy and vertex-correction graphsdescribe loop-induced shiftsto

the b-quark neutralcurrentcouplings,�gb
L ;R .

Furtherm ore,although we m ust ensure that the oblique param eters do not becom e

larger than the bound ofeq.(3),eq.(4) shows that they largely cancelin the ratio R b.

W ethereforerestrictourattention in thissection to thediagram sofFig.5 by them selves.

Thesum ofthecontributionsofFig.5 isalso �niteasa resultoftheW ard identity which

wasalluded to in Section 3.ThisW ard identity relatesthevertex-partgraphsofFig.5a,b

to theself-energy graphsofFig.5c,d.Sincethiscancellation isan im portantcheck ofour

results,letusexplain how itcom esabout.

W e�rstconsideran unbroken U (1)gaugeboson with a tree-levelcoupling ofgb to the

theb-quark.Thisgivesriseto thefam iliarW ard identity from quantum electrodynam ics:

forexternalferm ionswith four-m om enta p and p0,

(p� p
0)� �� = ge�(S

� 1
F
(p)� S

� 1
F
(p0)); (74)

where �� isthe one-particle-irreducible vertex partand SF (p)isthe ferm ion propagator.

Ifwe denote the vertex-partcontributions(Fig.5a,b)to the e�ective vertex atzero m o-

m entum transferby �gb,and theself-energy-induced wavefunction renorm alization ofthe

b quark by Zb,then at one loop the W ard identity (74) reduces to gb(1+ Zb)(/p� /p0) =

(gb + �gb)(/p� /p0),or

�gb � gbZb = 0: (75)
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This last equation is the m ore generalcontext for the cancellation which we found in

Section 3;itstatesthattheself-energy graphs(Fig.5c,d)m ustprecisely cancelthevertex

part(Fig.5a,b)in the lim itofzero m om entum transfer. Another way ofunderstanding

eq.(75) is to im agine com puting the e�ective b-photon vertex due to integrating out a

heavy particle.Eq.(75)isthecondition thatthetwo e�ectiveoperatorsb/@band b/Abhave

the rightrelativenorm alization to be grouped into thegauge-covariantderivative:b/Db.

But for the externalZ boson,the W ard identity only applies to those parts ofthe

diagram swhich are insensitive to the factthatthe U (1)sym m etry isnow broken. These

include the 1=(n � 4) poles from dim ensionalregularization,and also the contributions

to the b neutral-current coupling proportionalto s2w ,since the latter arise only through

m ixing from thecouplingsofthephoton.

W e now return to the diagram sofFig.5. The �rststep isto establish the Feynm an

rulesforthevariousverticeswhich appear.SincewecareonlyabouttheLH neutral-current

couplings,itsu�cesto considercouplingsofthe new particlesto b L :

Lscalar = y
f �
� �f
L b+ h:c: (76)

and wewritethe Z coupling to f and � as

Lnc =

�
e

sw cw

�

Z
�
h
�f
�(g

f
L

L + g

f
R

R )f + igS �

y$
@��

i

: (77)

The couplings,g = fg
f
L ;g

f
R ;gS g,are norm alized so thatg = I3 � Q s2w for all�elds,fa

L ;R

and �m .

In theexam pleswhich follow,the�eld f can representeitheran ordinary spinor(e.g.,

t)ora conjugatespinor(e.g.,tc).Thisdi�erencem ustbekeptin m ind when inferring the

corresponding chargeassignm entsfortheneutral-currentcouplingsofthef.Forexam ple,

the left-handed top quark hasI3L = + 1

2
,so gfL = 1

2
� 2

3
s2w and I3R = 0,so gfR = � 2

3
s2w . If

theinternalferm ion werea top antiquark,however,wewould instead havegfR = � 1

2
+ 2

3
s2w

and g
f
L = + 2

3
s2w . The lattercouplingsfollow from the form erusing the transform ation of

the neutralcurrentundercharge conjugation:
�
L $ � 
�
R .

W e quote the resultsforevaluating the graphsofFig.5 in the lim itwhere M Z (and

ofcourse m b) are negligible com pared to m f and M �,since they are quite sim ple and

illum inating in thisapproxim ation.Itwillbeshown thattheadditionalcorrectionsdueto

the nonzero m assoftheZ boson are typically lessthan 10% ofthisleading contribution.
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Figure 5 Figure 6

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 5:The one-loop vertex correction and self-energy contributionsto the Zb�bvertex due to ferm ion-
scalarloops.

Figure 6:The one-loop contributionsto the Zbbvertex due to the gauge-boson vacuum polarizations.

W e �nd that

�g
b
L
=

1

32�2

X

f�

ncjyf �j
2
h

2(gf
L
� g

f
R
)F (r)+ (� g

f
R
+ g

b
L
+ gS )

�

� � � eF (r)
�i

; (78)

where F (r)and eF (r)arefunctionsofthem assratio r= m 2
f=M

2
�,

F (r)�
r

(r� 1)2

h

r� 1� lnr
i

; (79)

eF (r)�
r

(r� 1)2

h

r� 1� rlnr
i

: (80)

� � denotesthedivergentcom bination � � �
2

n� 4
+ 
 + ln(M 2

�=4��
2)+ 1

2
,and nc isa colour

factorthatdependson the SUc(3)quantum num bersofthe �elds� and f.Forexam ple,

nc = 1 if� � 1 orf � 1 (coloursinglets);nc = 2 iff � 3 and � � 3 or6;nc =
16

3
iff � 3

and � � 8.

The cancellation ofdivergences we expected on generalgrounds is now evident in

the present exam ple,because electroweak gauge invariance ofthe scalarinteraction (76)
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im pliesthatthe neutral-currentcouplingsare related by

gS + g
b
L
� g

f
R
= 0: (81)

Thisforcestheterm proportionalto eF to vanish in eq.(78).Asadvertised therem aining

term is both ultraviolet �nite and independent ofs2w ,which cancels in the com bination

g
f
L � g

f
R .

W e areleftwith the com pactexpression

�g
b
L
=

1

16�2

X

f�

ncjyf �j
2 (gf

L
� g

f
R
)F (m 2

f=M
2
�): (82)

Interestingly,itdependsonly on the axial-vectorcoupling ofthe internalferm ion to the

gauge boson W 3 and not on the vector coupling. The function ofthe m asses F (r) is

positive and m onotonically increasing,with F (r)� r asr ! 0 and F (1 )= 1,ascan be

seen in Fig.7.

5 10 15 20

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Figure7:From top to

bottom ,the functionsF (m 2
f=M

2
�),FR (r)= FS (r)and FL (r)which appear in the loop contribution

to the left-handed Zb�bvertex,sections5.1 and 5.3.

Itisstraightforward to generalizeeq.(82)toincludethee�ectofthenonzero Z boson

m ass.Expanding to �rstorderin M 2
Z
,oneobtainsan additionalcorrection to thee�ective
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vertex,

�Z g
b
L
=
X

f�

jy
f �
j2nc

96�2

 

M 2
Z

m 2
f

! Z 1

0

dx

(

x3(gb
L
� g

f
R )+ 2(1� x)3gfR

x(M 2
�
=m 2

f
� 1)+ 1

+
(1� x)3gfL

(x(M 2
�
=m 2

f
� 1)+ 1)2

)

:

(83)

To see that this is typically an unim portant correction,consider the lim it in which the

scalarand ferm ion m assesareequal,r= 1.Then the totalcorrection (82)+(83)is

�g
b
L
+ �Z g

b
L
=
X

f�

jy
f �
j2nc

32�2

 

g
f
L
� g

f
R
+

M 2
Z

12m 2
f

�
g
b
L
+ g

f
L
+ g

f
R

�
!

: (84)

Although theM 2
Z
correction can besigni�cantifgfL = g

f
R ,the totalcorrection would then

be too sm allto explain the R b discrepancy,and would thusbe irrelevant.

5.2)W hy M any M odelsDon’tW ork

W hatisim portantforapplicationsistherelativesign between the treeand one-loop

contributions ofeq.(82). In order to increase R b so as to agree with the experim ental

observation,one needsforthem both to have the sam e sign,and so �gb
L
/ (gfL � g

f
R )< 0

in eq.(82). Thus an internalferm ion with the quantum num bers of the b-quark has

g
f
L � g

f
R = � 1

2
and would increaseR b.Conversely,aferm ion likethet-quarkhasg

f
L � g

f
R = + 1

2

and so causesa decrease.M oreover,becausethecom bination (gL � gR )isinvariantunder

chargeconjugation,thesam estatem entshold truefortheantiparticles:a�brunning in the

loop would increase R b whereasa �twould decrease it.

It thus becom es quite easy to understand which m odels with diagonalcouplings to

the Z boson can im prove the prediction forR b. M ulti-Higgs-doubletm odelshave a hard

tim eexplainingan R b excessbecausetypically itisthetop quark thatm akesthedom inant

contribution to the loop diagram ,since ithasthe largestYukawa coupling,y
f �

� 1,and

the largestm ass,to which the function F isvery sensitive. Howeverforvery large tan�

(the ratio ofthe two Higgs VEV’s),the Yukawa coupling ofthe tquark to the charged

Higgscan bem adesm alland thatofthebquark can bem adelarge,asin Ref.[25].Fig.7

showsthat,in fact,onem ustgotoextrem evaluesoftheseparam eters,becausein addition

to needing to invertthe naturalhierarchy between yt and yb,one m ustovercom e the big

suppression forsm allferm ion m assescom ing from the function F .

Precisely the sam e argum entappliesto a broad classofZee-type m odels,where the

SM is supplem ented by scalar m ultiplets whose weak isospin and hypercharge perm it a
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Yukawa coupling to thebquark and one ofthe otherSM ferm ions.So long asthe scalars

do notm ix and there are no new ferm ionsto circulate in the loop,allsuch m odelshave

thesam edi�culty in explaining theR b discrepancy.Below wewillgivesom eexam plesof

m odelswhich,in contrast,are able to explain R b.

5.3)G eneralization to NondiagonalZ Couplings

W enow turn to them orecom plicated casewherem ixing introduceso�-diagonalcou-

plingsam ong thenew particles.Becauseofm ixing thecouplingsoftheferm ionsto theZ

willbe m atricesin the m assbasis.Sim ilarto eqs.(42)and (45)wewrite

(gL ;R )
ff

0

=
X

a

h

(Uaf
L ;R )

� Uaf
0

L ;R I
a
3L ;R � �

ff
0

Q
a
s
2
w

i

; (85)

whereUaf
L ;R arethem ixingm atrices.An analogousexpression givestheo�-diagonalscalar-

Z coupling in term s ofthe scalar m ixing m atrix,Ua�
S . Of course ifallofthe m ixing

particlessharethesam evalueforI3,then unitarity ofthem ixingm atricesguaranteesthat

the couplingsretain thisform in any basis.

This m odi�cation ofthe neutral-current couplings has two im portant e�ects on the

calculation of�gb
L
.Oneisthattheo�-diagonalZ couplingsintroducetheadditionalgraphs

ofthetypeshown in Fig.5a,b,wheretheferm ionsorscalarson eithersideoftheZ vertex

havedi�erentm asses.Theotheristhatthem ixingm atricesspoiltherelationship,eq.(81),

whereby the term proportionalto eF canceled in eq.(78).Butthisisonly because ofthe

m ass-dependenceofF and � �.Thereforethecancellation stilloccursifalloftheparticles

thatm ix with each other are degenerate,as one would expect. M oreover the ultraviolet

divergencesstillcancelsince they arem ass-independent.

Evaluation ofthe graphsgivesthefollowing resultatq2 = M 2
Z
= 0:

�g
b
L
=

1

32�2

h

G diag + G ff0 + G ��0

i

; (86)

whereG diag=32�2 representsthecontribution involvingonly thediagonalZ couplings,and

so isidenticalto thepreviously derived eq.(78).Itisconvenientto writeitas

G diag =
X

f�

ncjyf �j
2
n

2(gL � gR )
ffF (r)+

h

� (gR )
ff + g

b
L
+ (gS )

��
i�

� � � eF (r)
�o

: (87)

Here and in the following expressionswe use the notation r= m 2
f=M

2
� and r0= m 2

f0=M
2
�.

Asbefore � � denotestheUV-divergentquantity � � �
2

n� 4
+ 
 + ln(M 2

�=4��
2)+ 1

2
.
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The rem aining term s in eq.(86)com e from the new graphs ofFig.5a,b,where the

scalarsorferm ionson eitherside oftheZ vertex havedi�erentm asses,due to m ixing:

G ff0 =
X

�;f6= f0

ncyf � y
�

f 0�

h

2(gL )
ff

0

F L (r;r
0)� (gR )

ff
0

�

� � � FR (r;r
0)
�i

; (88)

G ��0 =
X

f;�6= �0

ncyf � y
�

f � 0
(gS )

��
0

h

� � � FS (x;x
0)
i

; (89)

where F L (r;r0),F R (r;r0)and F S (x;x0)aregiven by:

F L (r;r
0)=

p
rr0

r� r0

�
r

r� 1
lnr�

r0

r0� 1
lnr0

�

; (90)

F R (r;r
0)=

1

r� r0

�
r2

r� 1
lnr�

r02

r0� 1
lnr0

�

; (91)

F S (x;x
0)=

1

(x � 1)(x0� 1)

�

1+ lnx
�

+
x02

(x0� 1)(x0� x)

�

1+ ln
x

x0

�

+
x2

(x � 1)(x � x0)
;

(92)

and x,x0 are the m ass ratios x = M 2
�=m

2
f and x0 = M 2

�0=m
2
f. These expressions have

severalsalientfeatureswhich wenow discuss.First,eqs.(87),(88)and (89)areobviously

m uch m ore com plicated than eq.(82). In particular,it is no longer straightforward to

sim ply read o� thesign ofthe result.

Second,thesum ofthe UV divergencesin eqs.(87),(88)and (89),

G � /
X

ff0��0

y
f �
y
�

f 0� 0

h

� (gR )
ff

0

�
��

0

+ g
b
L
�
ff

0

�
��

0

+ (gS )
��

0

�
ff

0

i

; (93)

isbasisindependentsinceaunitarytransform ation ofthe�eldscancelsbetween theYukawa

and neutral-currentcouplings.Thusitcan beevaluated in theelectroweak basiswherethe

neutral-currentcouplingsarediagonaland proportionalto � g
f
R + gb

L
+ gS ,which vanishes

dueto conservation ofweak isospin and hypercharge atthescalar-ferm ion vertex.W eare

therefore freeto choosetherenorm alization scale�2 in ln(M 2
�=�

2)to takeany convenient

value.TheM �-dependence of� � m akesG ��0 look unsym m etricundertheinterchangeof

� and �0,butthisisonly an artifactofthe way itisexpressed. Forexam ple when there

areonly two scalars,G ��0 isindeed sym m etricundertheinterchange oftheirm asses.

Third,allthecontributionsexceptthoseofG ��0 aresuppressed by powersofm f=M �

in the lim it that the scalars are m uch heavier than the ferm ions. Thus to get a large
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enough correction to gb
L
requiresthat:(i)notallofthe scalarsbe m uch heavierthan the

ferm ionswhich circulatein theloop,or(ii)thescalarsm ix signi�cantly and havetheright

chargesso thatG ��0 isnonnegligible and negative.W e use option (ii)in whatfollowsto

constructanotherm echanism forincreasing R b.

Finally,even ifthe two ferm ions are degenerate,one does not generally recover the

previousexpression (78)thatapplied in theabsenceofm ixing.ThisisbecauseDiracm ass

m atrices are diagonalized by a sim ilarity transform ation,M ! U
y
L M UR ,not a unitary

transform ation. The left-and right-handed m ixing anglescan di�ereven when the diag-

onalized m ass m atrix is proportionalto the identity. Thus,in contrast to eq.(93),the

expression
P

ff0��0 y
f �
y�
f 0� 0

[(gL )ff
0

� (gR )ff
0

]isnotinvariantundertransform ationsofthe

�elds,because y
f �

is rotated by UR (recallthat y
f �

is the Yukawa coupling only for the

RH f’s)whereasgL isrotated by UL .

W e can get som e insight into eqs.(88){(92) by looking at specialvalues ofthe pa-

ram eters.Letusassum e there isa dom inantYukawa coupling y between the left-handed

bquark and a single speciesofscalarand ferm ion,f1 and �1 in theweak basis,

Lscalar = y�1
�f1
L b+ h:c: (94)

In them assbasisthe couplingswilltherefore be

y
f �
= yU1�

S
(U1f

R
)�: (95)

Now gauge invariance only relatesthe (1;1)elem entsofthe neutral-currentcoupling m a-

tricesin theweak basis:

(gS )
11 + g

b
L
� (gf

R
)11 = 0: (96)

There arethree lim iting casesin which theresultsbecom e easierto interpret:

� 1: Ifallthe scalarsare degenerate with each other,and likewise forthe ferm ions,then

the nonm ixing resultofeq.(82)holds,exceptonem ustm akethe replacem ent

g
f
L
� g

f
R
! (UR Sm Uy

L
gL UL Sm Uy

R
� gR )

11
; (97)

where Sm isthe diagonalm atrix ofthesignsoftheferm ion m asses.

� 2: Ifthere are only two scalars and ifthey are m uch heavier than allofthe ferm ions,

only theterm G ��0 issigni�cant.Let�1 and �2 denotetheweak-eigenstatescalars,and �
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and �0 the m asseigenstates;then

�g
b
L
=
y2nc

16�2
(I�1

3 � I
�2

3 )c2
S
s
2
S
FS (M

2
�=M

2
�0); (98)

FS (r)=
r+ 1

2(r� 1)
lnr� 1; (99)

where cS and sS are the cosine and sine ofthe scalarm ixing angle.The function FS (r)is

positiveexceptatr= 1 whereitiszero,and so thesign of�gb
L
iscom pletely controlled by

the factor(I�1

3 � I
�2

3 ).W esee thatto increase R b itisnecessary thatI
�1

3 < I
�2

3 .

� 3:W hen thereareonly two ferm ions,with weak eigenstatesf1,f2 and m asseigenstates

f,f0 both m uch heavierthan any ofthe scalars,then

�g
b
L
=
y2nc

16�2

n

g
11
L
c
2
L R

+ g
22
L
s
2
L R

� g
11
R

+ (g22
R
� g

11
R
)c2

R
s
2
R
FR (m

2
f=m

2
f0)� 2(g22

L
� g

11
L
)cL sL cR sR FL (m

2
f=m

2
f0)
o

;
(100)

wheresL R and cL R arethesineand cosineofthedi�erenceorsum oftheLH and RH m ixing

angles,�L � sm �R ,depending on therelativesign sm ofthetwo ferm ion m asseigenvalues,

and

FR (r)= FS (r)=
r+ 1

2(r� 1)
lnr� 1; and FL (r)=

p
r

r� 1
lnr� 1: (101)

The function FL hassom e ofthe sam e propertiesasFS = FR ,including invariance under

r ! 1=r,being positive sem ide�nite and vanishing atr = 1. Plotsofthese functionsare

shown in Figure 7.Notethatthe �rstline ofeq.(100)isthe sam eas(97).

To getsom eidea oftheerrorwehavem adeby neglecting them assoftheZ boson one

can com putethelowestordercorrection asin section 5.3.Theanswerism orecom plicated

than forthe case ofdiagonalZ couplings,exceptwhen the ferm ionsare degenerate with

each otherand likewiseforthe bosons.In thatcase the answerisgiven again by eq.(84)

exceptthatgfR ! (gfR )11 and g
f
L ! (UR Sm U

y
L gL UL Sm U

y
R � gR )11,precisely asin eq.(97).

Thus we would stillexpect it to be a sm allcorrection even when there is m ixing ofthe

particlesin theloop.

These sim plifying assum ptions can be used to gain a sem i-analytic understanding

ofwhy certain regions ofparam eter space are favoured in com plicated m odels,which is

often m issing in analysesthattreatthe resultsforthe loop integralsasa black box.The
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observations we m ake here m ay be usefulwhen searching for m odi�cations to a m odel

that would help to explain R b. The next two sections exem plify this by creating som e

new m odelsthattakeadvantageofourinsights,and by elucidating previous�ndingsin an

already existing m odel,supersym m etry.

5.4)Exam plesofM odelsThatW ork

Besides ruling out certain classes ofm odels,our generalconsiderations also suggest

whatisrequired in orderto explain R b.Obviously new ferm ionsand scalarsarerequired,

whose Yukawa couplingsallow them to circulate inside the loop. W e give two exam ples,

onewith diagonaland onewith nondiagonalcouplingsofthenew particlesto theZ boson.

Forour�rstexam pleweintroduceseveralexoticquarksF ,P and N ,and anew Higgs

doublet�,whose quantum num bersarelisted in Table5.The unorthodox electriccharge

assignm entsdo notensure cancellation ofelectroweak anom alies,butthiscan be�xed by

adding additionalferm ions,likem irrorsofthose given,which do notcontribute to R b.

Field Spin SUc(3) SUL (2) UY (1)

� 0 1 2 q� 1

6

FL

1

2
3 2 q+ 1

2

PR

1

2
3 1 q+ 1

N R

1

2
3 1 q

Table 5

Field Contentand ChargeA ssignm ents:Electroweak quantum num bersforthenew � eldswhich areadded

to the SM to produce the observed value for R b.

The hyperchargesin Table5 allow thefollowing Yukawa interactions:

Ly = y �N R Q
i
L
�
j
�ij + gp �PR F

i
L
H

j
�ij + gn �N R F

i
L
~H j
�ij + h:c:; (102)

where �ij isthe 2� 2 antisym m etric tensor,H isthe usualSM Higgsdoubletand QL =
�
tL

bL

�

istheSM doubletofthird generation LH quarks.W hen H getsitsVEV,hH i= v,
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we�nd two ferm ion m asseigenstates,p and n,whosem assesarem p = gpv and m n = gnv

and whoseelectricchargesareQ p = q+ 1 and Q n = q.Therearealso two new scalarm ass

eigenstates,’� ,whose electricchargesare Q + = q+ 1

3
and Q � = q� 2

3
.

In them asseigenstatebasis,theYukawa interactionswith thenew scalarsare

Ly = ynR bL ’+ � ynR tL ’� + h:c:; (103)

from which wesee thatthe n couplesto theb-quark asin eq.(76).

Theweak isospin assignm entsofthen areIn3L = � 1

2
and In3R = 0,sothatgn

L
� gn

R
= � 1

2
.

Therefore,from eq.(82),oneobtains�gb
L
< 0.The centralvalueofR b can bereproduced

if�gb
L
= � 0:0067,which iseasily obtained by taking y � 1 and r � 1,so thatF (r)’ 1.

TheYukawa coupling could bem adesm allerby putting thenew scalarsin a highercolour

representation likethe adjoint.

W ehavenotexplored thedetailed phenom enology ofthism odel,butitisclearly not

ruled out since we are free to m ake the new ferm ions and scalars as heavy as we wish.

And sincewecan alwaystakem p = m n,thereisno contribution to theobliqueparam eter

T.Thecontribution to R b doesnotvanish even asthem assesbecom ein�nite,butthisis

consistentwith decoupling in thesam eway asa heavy tquark,sincethenew ferm ionsget

theirm assesthrough electroweak sym m etry breaking. The price we have to pay forsuch

largem assesiscorrespondingly largecoupling constants.

Nextwebuild am odelthatusesourresultsfornondiagonalcouplingstotheZ.Itisa

sim plem odi�cation oftheSM thatgoesin therightdirection for�xingtheR b discrepancy

but not quite far enough in m agnitude. Variations on the sam e them e can com pletely

explain R b atthecostofm aking the m odelsom ewhatm orebaroque.

Ourstarting pointisa two-Higgsdoubletextension oftheSM .W etakethetwo Higgs

�elds,H d =

�
H 0
d

H
�

d

�

and H u =

�
H +
u

H 0
u

�

,totransform in theusualway undertheSM gauge

sym m etry.Itwasexplained earlierwhy thism odeldoesnotby itselfproduce the desired

e�ect,buteq.(98)suggestshow to �x thisproblem by introducing a third scalardoublet,

� =

�
� + +

� +

�

,which m ixeswith the otherHiggs�elds. The charge assignm entsofthese

�elds,listed in Table6,ensure thatthe two �eldsH +
u and � + can m ix even though they

have di�erenteigenvaluesforI3.

In this m odelthe new scalar �eld cannot have any Yukawa couplings to ordinary

quarkssincetheseareforbidden by hyperchargeconservation.Theonly Yukawa couplings

involving the LH b-quark are thosewhich also generate the m assofthet-quark:

Lyuk = yt

p
2 �t
L bH

+
u + h:c:; (104)
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Field Spin SUc(3) SUL (2) UY (1)

H d 0 1 2 � 1

2

H u 0 1 2 + 1

2

� 0 1 2 + 3

2

Table 6

Field Contentand Charge A ssignm ents:Electroweak quantum num bersforallofthe scalars| including

the SM H iggsdoublet| ofthe three-doubletm odel.

where yt = m t=vu is the conventionally-norm alized Yukawa coupling. W e im agine vu to

be ofthe sam e orderasthe single-HiggsSM value,and so we expectyt to be com parable

to itsSM size.

The scalarpotentialforsuch a m odelvery naturally incorporatesH +
u � �+ m ixing.

G auge invariance perm its quartic scalar interactions ofthe form �(H y
u�)(H

y
uH d)+ h:c:,

which generate thedesired o�-diagonalterm s:�(� + H + �
u v�uvd + � + H

�

d
v2�u )+ h:c:

Since the weak isospin assignm ents are I�
+

3 = � 1

2
and I

H
+

u

3 = + 1

2
,the colourfactor

isnc = 1 and therelevantYukawa coupling isy = yt
p
2,we see thateq.(98)predictsthe

following contribution due to singly-charged Higgsloops:

�g
b
L
= �

y2t

16�2
2c2

S
s
2
S
FS (r); (105)

with r being the ratio ofthe scalar m ass eigenstates,r = M 2
�=M

2
�0. Taking optim istic

values for the param eters13 (�S = �

4
,2c2

S
s2
S
= 1

2
,yt = 1 and M �=M �0 = 10),we �nd

�gb
L
= � 0:0043,which istwo thirdsofwhatisrequired:(�gb

L
)exp = � 0:0067� 0:0021.

In addition to thecontribution ofthesingly-charged scalarloops,oneshould consider

those ofthe other nonstandard scalar �elds we introduced. Since allofthe scalars that

m ix havethesam eeigenvalueforI3,theircontribution isgiven by eq.(82),which issm all

ifthescalarsarem uch heavierthan thelightferm ions.Then only thet-quark contribution

isim portant.In thislim itthereareappreciablecontributionsonly from thethreecharged

13 N ote thatthe charged-scalarm ixing in thism odelissuppressed ifone ofthe scalarm assesgetsvery

large com pared to the weak scale.
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scalar �elds,one ofwhich is eaten by the physicalW boson and so is incorporated into

the SM t-quark calculation,and the othertwo ofwhich we havejustcom puted.

So,foran adm ittedlyspecialregion ofparam eterspace,thissim plem odelconsiderably

am elioratesthe R b discrepancy,reducing itto a 1� e�ect. Itiseasy to adaptitso asto

further increase �gb
L
and also enlarge the allowed region ofthe m odel’sparam eterspace.

The sim plestway isby increasing the sizeofthe colourfactornc orthe isospin di�erence

I
�
0

3 � I
�

3 . Forinstance the new scalar,�,could be putinto a 4 ofSU L (2)ratherthan a

doublet,and be given weak hypercharge Y = + 5

2
. Then the singly-charged state � + has

I�
+

3 = � 3

2
,m aking I�

0

3 � I
�

3 = � 2,which is twice as big as for the doublet. M ore new

scalarsm ustbe added to generate m ixing am ongstthe singly-charged scalarstates.

A second variation would be let the two new Higgs doublets be colour octets since

this gives m ore than a �ve-fold enhancem ent of�gb
L
due to the colour factor nc = 16

3
.

It is stillpossible to write down quartic scalar interactions which generate the desired

scalarm ixings.Eitherofthese m odelshasm uch m ore room to relax the previously tight

requirem entsforoptim alscalarm assesand m ixings.

5.5)The Supersym m etric Case

Letusnow apply theaboveresultsto gain som einsightinto whatwould benecessary

to explain R b in supersym m etric extensionsofthe standard m odel. There are two kinds

ofcontributionsinvolving the top-quark Yukawa coupling,which one expectsto give the

dom inante�ect. These are the couplingsofthe left-handed b quark to the second Higgs

doubletand the top quark,orto the corresponding Higgsinosand top squarks,

yt
�bL ~h

�

2;R
~tR + yt

�bL tR h
�

2: (106)

Ofthese,the second one givesa loop contribution like thatofthe two-Higgsdoublet

m odels discussed above: it has the wrong sign for explaining R b. Since the m ass ofthe

charged Higgs is a free param eter in supersym m etric m odels,we can im agine m aking it

large enough com pared to m t so that,according to eq.(82),ithasonly a sm alle�ecton

R b. W e therefore concentrate on the Higgsino-squark part. The charged Higgsino m ixes

with the W ino,and the right-handed top squark m ixeswith itschiralcounterpart,so in

the notation of(94),we have f1 = ~h
�

2 ,f2 = fW
�

, �1 = ~tR and �2 = ~tL .The corresponding

charge m atricesforthecouplingsto the W 3 are

gS =

�
2

3
s2w 0
0 1

2
+ 2

3
s2w

�

; gL = gR =

�
1

2
� s2w 0
0 1� s2w

�

: (107)
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Because there are two possible colour com binations for the internallines of the loops

diagram ,the colourfactorin eqs.(87)-(89)isnc = 2.

Before exploring the fullexpression for �gb
L
we can discover what param eter ranges

are the m ost prom ising by looking at the lim iting cases described by eqs.(97){(100).

The m ost im portant lessons from these approxim ations follow from the charge m atrices

(107). W e do notwantthe squarksto be m uch heavierthan the charginosbecause then

eq.(98) would apply and give the wrong sign for the correction due to the sign ofthe

isospin di�erence between the squarks. The other two cases,where the squarks are not

m uch heavier than the charginos,m anifest a strong suppression ofthe result unless the

chargino m ixing anglesare such thatsin(�L � sm �R )islarge,where sm isthe sign ofthe

determ inantofthechargino m assm atrix.Ifon theotherhand sin(�L � sm �R )= 0,thereis

exactcancellation between gL and gR in these equationsbecause ofthe factthatgL = gR

forthecharginos.In sum m ary,ouranalyticform ulasindicatethatthefavoured regionsof

param eterspace forincreasing R b arewhere

tan�R tan�L = � sm = � sign(mf m f0); (108)

and atleastone ofthesquarksisnotm uch heavierthan the charginos.

In supersym m etricm odelstheYukawa coupling thatcontrolsthelargestcontribution

to R b is that of the top quark, and it depends on the ratio ofthe two Higgs VEV’s,

tan� = v2=v1,by

y
f �
=

m t

vsin�
; (109)

where v = (v21 + v22)
1=2 = 174 G eV.Therefore itisim portantto �nd tan� in term softhe

chargino m assesand m ixing angles.The chargino m assm atrix isgiven by

�
� gv2

gv1 M 2

�

= Uy
L

�
m f 0
0 m f0

�

UR =

�
cL cR m f + sL sR m f0 sR cL m f � cR sL m f0

cR sL m f � sR cL m f0 sL sR m f + cL cR m f0

�

;

(110)

where� isthecoe�cientofH 1H 2 in thesuperpotentialand M 2 isthesoft-SUSY-breaking

m assterm forthe W ino.Itfollowsthat

tan� =
m f tan�R � mf0 tan�L
m f tan�L � mf0 tan�R

(111)

The above considerationsallow usto understand why valuesoftan� nearunity are

necessary for a supersym m etric solution to the R b problem . From eq.(111) and the
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m axim ization condition (108)we see thattan� isrestricted to lie between jm f=m f0jand

jm f0=m fj.Eq.(108)togetherwith (110)also im plies

c
2
L
jm fj+ s

2
L
jm f0j=

p
2M W sin�; c

2
L
jm f0j+ s

2
L
jm fj=

p
2M W cos�; (112)

Thism eansthataveragevalueofthetwo chargino m assescan beno greaterthan M W ,so

thattheratio jm f=m f0jcannotdi�erm uch from unity unlessoneofthecharginosism uch

lighterthan theW boson.Using theLEP 1.5 lim itof65 G eV forthelightestchargino [26]

thiswould then requirethattan� < 1:5.
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Fig-

ure 8:The dependence ofgb
L
on the varioussupersym m etric param eters.Sincegb

L
dependsonly on m ass

ratios in our approxim ation, the units of m ass are arbitrary, with the m asses of allthe charginos and

squarkswhich are notbeing varied setto unity.

In thecasethatnoneofoursim plifying lim itsapply,wehavesearched theparam eter
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space ofthe three independentratiosbetween the two scalarm assesand the two ferm ion

m asses,and the three m ixing angles �R ,�L ,�S to �nd which regions are favourable for

increasing R b.Figures8a-d show theshiftin gb
L
asa function ofpairsoftheseparam eters,

using the Yukawa coupling (109) corresponding to a top quark m ass of 174 G eV and

the theoreticalpreference for tan� > 1 (we im plem ent the latter by setting gb
L
= 0 for

param eters that would give tan� < 1). Asshown in Table 1,one needs �gb
L
= � 0:0067

in order to explain the observed value ofR b. The values ofthe m asses are taken to be

M �
�= M �0

�= m f
�= m f0 = 1 (in arbitrary units),except for those that are explicitly

varied in each �gure.In Fig.8a we look atthe situation in which tan�L = tan�R = 1,in

contradiction to condition (108),and vary thescalarm ixing angleand them assofm ostly-
~tR scalarin thelim itofzerosquarkm ixing.Thesign ofgbL hasthewrongvalue,aspredicted

by eq.(98). Fig.8b showsthe sam e situation exceptthatnow tan�L = � tan�R = 1,in

accordancewith eq.(108).Then thesign ofgb
L
isnegative,asdesired,and hastherightsize

forsubstantialrangesof�S and M �. In Fig.8c we keep allthe m assesnearly degenerate

and set �S = 0 to show the dependence on tan�L and tan�R . It is easy to see that gb
L

hasthecorrectsign and largestm agnitude(which isalso alm ostaslargeasneeded)when

condition (108)issatis�ed. Finally in Fig.8d we show the dependence on the m assesof

the m ostly-W ino ferm ion and on �R when �S = 0 and tan�L = � 1,showing again the

preference form ixing anglesobeying (108),aswellassom e enhancem entwhen there isa

hierarchy between thetwo chargino m asses.

One m ight therefore get the im pression that it is easy to explain R b using super-

sym m etric contributions to the Zb�b vertex. The problem is that to get a large enough

contribution one is driven to a rather specialregion of param eter space, which com es

close to satisfying condition (108). Asm entioned above,the consequent condition (112)

preventsone from m aking the chargino m assesarbitrarily heavy. This,coupled with the

suppression in R b when the squarks are heavier than the charginos,m eans that allthe

relevantsupersym m etricparticlesm ustberelatively light,exceptthecharged Higgswhich

has to be heavy to suppress the wrong-sign contribution from H + -tloops. Thus in the

exam ple ofFig.8c,the preferred values ofcR = 1,sL = � 1,sR = cL = 0 im ply that

m f = vsin� and m f0 = vcos�,while � �= M 2
�= 0,which are precisely the circum stances

ofthesupersym m etricm odelsconsidered in Refs.[27]and [28].Fig.8d,on theotherhand,

hasitsm axim um value ofR b atcR = sR = cL = � sL = 1,im plying tan� = 1 and thus

from (112)thatjm f0j+ jm fj= 2M W . Because the lightestchargino m assisconstrained

by experim entallowerlim its,there islittle param eterspace forgetting a large hierarchy

between the two chargino m asses,asone would wantin the present exam ple in orderto
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getthe fullshift of� 0:0067 in gb
L
.14 Ouranalysisallowsone to pinpointjust where the

favorableregionsareforsolving the R b problem .

W ethusseethatitispossibleto understand m any oftheconclusionsin theliterature

[27]{[31]on supersym m etry and R b using som e rather sim ple analytic form ulas. These

include the preference forsm allvaluesoftan� aswellaslighthiggsinosand squarks.

6.Future Tests

Ifwe exclude the possibility thatthe experim entalvalue ofR b issim ply a 3.7� sta-

tistical
uctuation,wecan expectthat,oncetheLEP collaborationshavecom pleted their

analysesofallthe data collected during the �ve yearsofrunning atthe Z pole,the ‘R b

crisis’willbecom e an even m oreseriousproblem forthestandard m odel.(Ofcourse,itis

wisetokeep in m ind thattherem ay beasim pleexplanation,nam ely thatsom esystem atic

uncertaintiesin theanalysisoftheexperim entaldata arestillnotwellunderstood orhave

been underestim ated.) In sections3-5wehavediscussed avariety ofm odelsofnew physics

which could accountfortheexperim entalm easurem entofR b.Thenextobviousstep isto

considerwhich otherm easurem entsm ay beused torevealthepresenceofthisnew physics.

The m ost direct m ethod of�nding the new physics is clearly the discovery ofnew

particleswith thecorrectcouplingsto theZ and thebquark.However,failing that,there

are som e indirect tests. For exam ple,m any ofthe new-physics m echanism s which have

been analysed in thispaperwilla�ecttherateforsom erareB decaysin apredictableway.

The ratesforthe rare decays B ! X s‘
+ ‘� and B ! X s��� are essentially controlled by

theZbse�ectivevertex ��

bs
,sinceadditionalcontributions(such asbox diagram sand Z{


interference)are largely subleading.15 In the SM ,in the approxim ation m ade throughout

thispaperofneglecting theb-quark m assand m om entum ,a sim plerelation holdsbetween

the dom inantm t vertex e�ectsin R b and in the e�ectiveZbs vertex �
�

bs
:

��;S M

bs
=
V �
tb
Vts

jVtbj
2
� ��;S M (113)

14 A n additional constraint is that the lightest H iggs boson m ass m
h 0

vanishes at tree level when

tan �= 1,and a very large splitting between the top squark m asses is needed for the one-loop corrections

to m
h 0

to be large enough. This is why ref.[29]� nds less than the desired shift in Rb in the m inim al

supersym m etric standard m odel.W e thank J.Lopez forclarifying thispoint.
15 D ueto theabsence ofZ {
 interferenceand oflarge renorm alization-group-induced Q CD corrections,

the process B ! X s� �� representstheoretically the cleanestproofofthe e� ective Z bs vertex [32].
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where� ��;S M isde�ned asin eq.(26)with theSM form factorasgiven in eqs.(27)and (38).

Them eaning ofeq.(113)isthat,within theSM ,theZbse�ectivevertex m easurablein Z-

m ediated B decaysrepresentsadirectm easurem entofthem t-dependentvertex corrections

contributing to R b,m odulo a ratio ofthe relevantCKM m atrix elem ents. In particular,

both corrections vanish in the m t ! 0 lim it. The question is now: how is this relation

a�ected by the new physicsinvoked in Secs.3-5 to explain R b?

Consider�rstthetree-levelb{b0m ixinge�ectsanalysed in Sec.3.Itisstraightforward

to relatethecorrectionsoftheLH and RH Zbbcouplingsto new tree-levelm ixing-induced

FCNC couplingsgbs
L ;R .In thiscase eq.(5)reads

g
bs
L ;R =

X

�w

(g�w )L ;R U
�b�
L ;R U

�s
L ;R M

w 1

: (114)

Hence gbs
L ;R involve the sam e gauge couplings and m ixing m atrices that determ ine the

deviation from the SM ofthe 
avour-diagonalbcouplings.

Itisalso true that,form any m odelsofnew physics,the loop correctionsto the Zbb

vertex would change the e�ective Zbs vertex in m uch the sam e way,therefore inducing

com putable m odi�cationsto the SM electroweak penguin diagram s. In these m odels,for

each loop diagram involving the new statesf;f0 and theircoupling to the b-quark gff0b,

there willbe a sim ilar diagram contributing to ��
bs

that can be obtained by the sim ple

replacem ent gff0b ! gff0s. For exam ple,the generalanalysis oft-quark m ixing e�ects

presented in Sec.4 can be straightforwardly applied to Z-m ediated B decays.Deviations

from the SM predictionsforthe B ! X s‘
+ ‘� and B ! X s��� decay ratescan be easily

evaluated by m eansofa few sim plereplacem entslikejVtbj2 ! V �
tbVts and jVt0bj

2 ! V �
t0bVt0s

in allourequations.16 To a large extent,thisisalso true forSUSY m odels. Indeed,the

analysisoftheSUSY contributionstotheZbsform factor[34]can teach m uch aboutSUSY

e�ectsin R b.And once a particularregion ofparam eterspace suitable to explain the R b

problem is chosen,a de�nite num ericalprediction for the B ! X s‘
+ ‘� and B ! X s���

decay ratescan bem ade.

This briefdiscussion shows that,for a large class ofnew-physics m odels,the new

contributions to R b and to the e�ective ��

bs
vertex are com putable in term softhe sam e

setofnew-physicsparam eters.Therefore,forallthese m odels,the assum ption thatsom e

new physics is responsible for the deviations ofR b from the SM prediction willim ply a

quantitativeprediction ofthe corresponding deviationsforZ-m ediated B decays.

16 Forexam ple,the particularcase ofm ixing ofthe top-quark with a new isosinglet T 0,and the corre-

sponding e� ects induced on the Z bs vertex,was studied in Ref.[33]through an analysis very sim ilar to

thatofSec.4.
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However,this statem ent cannot be applied to allnew-physics possibilities. For ex-

am ple,ifa new Z 0 boson isresponsible forthe m easured value ofR b,then no signalcan

beexpected in B decays,sincein thiscasethenew physicsrespectstheG IM m echanism .

Thiswould also betrueifm b-dependente�ectsareresponsiblefortheobserved deviations

in R b ascould happen,forexam ple,in the very large tan� region ofm ulti-Higgs-doublet

or SUSY m odels. M ore generally,the loop contributions ofthe new states f;f0 can be

di�erent,since gff0s is not necessarily related to gff0b,and in particular,whenever the

new physicsinvolved in R b couplesprincipally to the third generation,itisquitepossible

that no sizeable e�ect willshow up in B decays. Still,the study ofB ! X s‘
+ ‘� and

B ! X s��� could help to distinguish between m odelsthatdo ordo notsigni�cantly a�ect

these decays.

Unfortunately,atpresentonly upperlim itshavebeen seton thebranching ratiosfor

B ! X s‘
+ ‘� [35]{[37]and B ! X s��� [32].Since these lim itsare a few tim eslargerthan

theSM predicitons,they cannothelp to pin down thecorrectsolution to theR b problem .

However,future m easurem entsofthese raredecaysatB factoriescould wellcon�rm that

new physicsisa�ecting the rate ofb-quark production in Z decays,aswellasgive som e

hintsasto itsidentity.Ifno signi�cantdeviationsfrom theSM expectationsaredetected,

thiswould also help to restricttherem aining possibilities.

7.C onclusions

Untilrecently,the SM has enjoyed enorm ous success in explaining allelectroweak

phenom ena.However,a num berofchinkshavestarted to appearin itsarm our.Thereare

currently severaldisagreem entsbetween theory and experim entatthe2� levelorgreater.

They are: R b � �b=�had (3:7�),Rc � �c=�had (2:5�),the inconsistency between A0
e as

m easured atLEP with thatdeterm ined atSLC (2:4�),and A0
F B
(�)(2:0�).Taken together,

the data now exclude the SM atthe 98.8% con�dence level.

Ofthe above discrepancies,itisessentially only R b which causesproblem s.IfR b by

itselfisassum ed to be accounted forby new physics,then the �tto the data despite the

otherdiscrepanciesisreasonable (�2
m in

=d.o.f.= 15:5=11){ the otherm easurem entscould

thusbe regarded sim ply asstatistical
uctuations.

In thispaperwe have perform ed a system atic survey ofnew-physicsm odelsin order

to determ ine which featuresgive correctionsto R b ofthe rightsign and m agnitude. The

m odelsconsidered can be separated into two broad classes: those in which new Z�bb cou-

plingsappearattreelevel,by Z orb-quarkm ixingwith new particles,and thosewhich give

loop corrections to the Z�bb vertex. The latter type includes t-quark m ixing and m odels

55



with new scalars and ferm ions. W e did not consider technicolour m odels or new gauge

bosonsappearing in loopssince these casesarem uch m orem odel-dependent.

The new physics can m odify either the left-handed or right-handed Z�bb couplings,

gb
L
or gb

R
. To increase R b to its experim entalvalue,�gb

L
m ust be negative and have a

m agnitudetypicalofa loop correction with largeYukawa couplings.Thus�gb
L
could either

bea sm alltree-levele�ect,ora largeone-loop e�ect.On theotherhand,theSM valueof

gb
R
isoppositein sign to itsLH counterpartand isabout�vetim essm aller.Thereforeone

would need a largetree-levelm odi�cation to gb
R
to explain forR b.

Here areourresults:

� (1) Tree-levelE�ects: It is straightforward to explain Rb ifthe Z or b m ix with new

particles.W ith Z{Z 0m ixingthereareconstraintsfrom neutral-currentm easurem ents,but

these do notexclude allm odels. Using b{b0 m ixing iseasiersince the experim entalvalue

ofR b can beaccom m odated by bL {b0L orbR {b
0
R
m ixing.Ifthem ixing isin theLH bsector,

then solutionsare possible so long asI03L < � 1=2.An additionalpossibility with I03L > 0

and very large LH m ixing,though perhapsunappealing,isstillviable. ForRH b m ixing,

ifI03R > 0 then sm allm ixing is perm itted,while ifI03R < 0,large m ixing is necessary.

Interestingly,therequired largeb-m ixing anglesarestillnotruled outphenom enologically.

A num ber ofpapers in the literature have appealed to b-b0 m ixing to explain R b. Our

\m asterform ula" (8)and Table2 include allofthese m odels,aswellasm any others.

� (2) Loops: t{t0 M ixing: In the presence oft{t0 m ixing,the SM radiative correction can

be reduced,depending on the weak isospin quantum num bers ofthe t0 aswellason the

LH and RH m ixingangles.However,wefound thatitisnotpossibletocom pletely explain

R b via this m ethod. The best we can do is to decrease the discrepancy between theory

and experim entto about2�.Such a scenario predictstheexistenceofa light(� 100 G eV)

charge 2=3 quark,decaying prim arily to W b.

� (3)Loops:DiagonalCouplingsto theZ:W econsidered m odelswith exoticferm ionsand

scalarscoupling to both the Z and b-quark.W e assum ed thatthe couplingsto the Z are

diagonal,i.e.thereareno 
avour-changing neutralcurrents(FCNC’s).Thecorrection �gb
L

can then bewritten in a sim pleform ,eq.(82).Thekey pointisthat�gb
L
isproportionalto

I
f

3L � I
f

3R ,where I
f

3L ;R isthe third com ponentofweak isospin ofthe ferm ion �eld fL ;R in

theloop.Thisexplainsata glancewhy m any m odels,such asm ulti-Higgs-doubletm odels

and Zee-type m odels,have di�culty explaining R b. Since the dom inantcontributionsin

these m odels typically have top-type quarks (I03L = 1

2
,I03R = 0) circulating in the loop,

they give corrections ofthe wrong sign to R b. However,these considerations did perm it

us to construct viable m odelsofthis type which do explain R b. Two such exam ples are

56



given Sec.5.4,and m any otherscan be invented.

� (4) Loops: NondiagonalCouplings to the Z: W e also exam ined m odels with exotic

ferm ions and scalars which were allowed to have nondiagonalcouplings to the Z. Such

FCNC’s can occur when particles ofdi�erent weak isospin m ix. The correction �gb
L
is

m uch m ore com plicated (eq.(86))than in the previouscase;even itssign isnotobvious.

However there are severalinteresting lim iting cases where itagain becom es transparent.

The contributions to R b ofsupersym m etry fallinto thiscategory,which we discussed in

som e detail.
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