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A bstract

W e survey the in plications for new physics of the discrepancy between the LEP m easure—
m ent ofR , and its Standard M odelprediction. T wo broad classes ofm odels are considered:
(1) those n which new Zb couplings arise at tree level, through Z orbquark m ixing w ith
new particlkes, and (i) those in which new scalars and ferm ions alter the Z kb vertex at
one loop. W e keep our analysis as general as possible in order to system atically determ ine
what kinds of features can produce corrections to Ry of the right sign and m agnitude.
W e are able to identify several successfiilm echanian s, which include m ost of those which
have been recently been proposed in the literature, as well as som e earlier proposals (9.
supersym m etricm odels) . By seeing how such m odels appear as soecial cases of our general
treatm ent we are able to shed light on the reason for, and the robustmess of, their ability
to explain Ry.
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1. Introduction

T he Standard M odel (SM ) of electrow eak interactions hasbeen tested and con m ed
w ith unprecedented precision over the past few years using m easurem ents of €' e  scat—
tering at the Z resonance at LEP [l] and SLC R]. A particularly striking exam ple of
the in pressive SM synthesis of the data cam e w ith the discovery, at CDF and D 0 [3], of
the top quark with a m ass which is in excellent agreem ent w ith the value in plied by the

m easuram ents at LEP.

T he biggest | and only statistically In portant | y to be found so far in the prover-
bial SM ointm ent is the experim ental surplus of bottom quarks produced in Z decays,
relative to the SM prediction. W ith the analysis of the 1994 data as described at last
summ er’'s conferences [L]R], this discrepancy has becom e alnost a 4 deviation between

experin ent and SM theory. T he num bers are:
Ry b= hag = 02219 0:0017; while R, (SM ) = 02156: @)

The SM prediction assum esa top m assofm + = 180 G &V and the strong coupling constant
sM , )= 0:123, as is obtained by optin izing the t to the data.

T here are other m easurem ents which di er from their SM predictions at the 2
level: R, 25 ),A%, () @0 ), and the inconsistency (2:4 ) between A0 asm easured at
LEP with that obtained from A? asdetem ined at SLC R]. In fact, since the R and Ry,
m easuram ents are correlated, and because they were announced together, som e authors
refer to this as the \Rp,R . crisis." O ne of the points we w ish to m ake In this paper is that
there isno R crisis. Ifthe Ry, discrepancy can be resolved by the addition ofnew physics,
one then obtains an acceptable t to the data. In otherwords, R, aswellasA? ( ) and
AP , can reasonably be viewed sin ply as statistical uctuations.

On the other hand, it is di cul to treat the m easured value of R , as a statistical

uctuation. Indeed, largely because of R, the data at face value now exclude the SM at

the 98.8% con dence level. If we suppose that this disagreem ent is not an experim ental
artifact, then the buming question is: W hat D oes & M ean?

Ourmain intention in this paper is to survey a broad class of m odels to detem ine
w hat kinds ofnew physics can bring theory back into agreem ent w ith experin ent. Since Ry,
isthem ain culprit we focus on explaining both its sign and m agnitude. T his is nontrivial,
but not im possble to do, given that the discrepancy is roughly the sam e size as, though
in the opposite direction to, the lJarge m -dependent SM radiative correction. T he result
is therefore just w ithin the reach of one-loop perturbation theory.
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O urpurpose is to survey the theoretical possibilities w ithin a reasonably broad fram e-
work, and we therefore keep our analysis quite general, rather than focusing on individual
m odels. This approach has the virtue of exhbiting features that are generic to sundry
explanations of the Z ! b w idth, and m any of the proposals of the literature em erge as

soecial cases of the altematives w hich we consider.

In the end we nd a number of possible explanations of the e ect, each of which
would have its own potential signature In future experim ents. T hese divide roughly into
tw o categories: those which introduce new physics into Ry, at tree level, and those which
do so starting at the one-loop level.

T he possbilities are explored in detail In the rem ainder of the article, which has
the follow ing organization. The next section discusses why Ry, is the only statistically
signi cant discrepancy between theory and experin ent, and sum m arizes the kinds of in—
teractions to which the data points. This is followed by several sections, each of which
exam inesa di erent class ofm odels. Section 3 studies the treeJlevel possibilities, consisting
ofm odels In which the Z boson or the b quark m ixesw ith a hitherto undiscovered particle.
W e nd severalviable m odels, som e of which In ply com paratively large m odi cations to
the right-handed bquark neutralcurrent couplings. Sections 4 and 5 then consider loop
contributions to Ry,. Section 4 concems m odi cations to the t-quark sector of the SM .
A Ithough we nd that we can reduce the discrepancy in Ry, to 2 , we do not regard
this as su cient to clain success for m odels of this type. Section 5 then considers the
general form for loop—Jevelm odi cations of the Z Ib vertex which arise from m odels w ith
new scalars and fem ions. T he general resuls are then applied to a num ber of illustrative
exam ples. W e are able to see why sin ple m odels, like m ultiH iggs doublet and Zeetype
m odels fail to reproduce the data, as well as to exam ine the robustness of the di culties
of a supersym m etric explanation of Ry . F inally, our general expressions guide us to som e
exam ples which do m ake experin entally successfiil predictions. Section 6 discusses som e
future experin ental tests of various explanations of the Ry, problem . O ur conclusions are
sum m arized in section 7.

2.The D ata Speaks

Taken at face value, the current LEP /SLC data excludes the SM at the 98.8% con -
dence level. Tt is naturalto ask what new physics would be required to reconcile theory
and experin ent in the event that this disagreem ent survives fiirther experim ental scrutiny.
Before digging through one’s theoretical repertoire for candidate m odels, it behooves the
theorist st to ask which features are preferred in a successfill explanation of the data.
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An e cient way to do so is to specialize to the case where all new particles are
heavy enough to in uence Z pole observables prin arily through their lowest-din ension
Interactions in an e ective lagrangian. T hen the various e ective couplingsm ay be tto
the data, allow ing a quantitative statistical com parison of which ones give the best t.
A Though not all of the scenarios which we shall describbe involve only heavy particles,
m any of them do and the conclusions we draw using an e ective lagrangian often have
a much wider applicability than one m ight at st assum e. A pplications of this type of
analysis to earlierdata [4]b] have been recently updated to include last sum m er’'s data [6],
and the purpose of this section is to sum m arize the results that were found.

There are two m ain types ofe ective interactionswhich play an in portant role in the
analysis of Z resonance physics, and we pause rst to enum erate brie y what these are.
Form ore detailsseeRef. B].) The rstkind of interaction consists ofthe low est-dim ension
deviations to the electrow eak boson selfenergies, and can be param eterized using the well-
known Peskin-Takeuchiparam eters S and T [711 The second class of interactions consists
of nonstandard din ension—four e ective neutralcurrent ferm ion couplings, which m ay be
de ned as Pllow s

e _
Li*=—2 f g+ L+ ogt . £ @)
<" sa F+ d c+ g

In this expression gLf and gf denote the SM oouplings, which are nom alized so that
gf = I;f Qfsvzq and ng = Qfsfq , Where I;f and QF are the third com ponent of weak
isospin and the electric charge of the corresponding ferm ion, £. s, = sin , denotes the

sine of the weak m ixing angle, and | ), = (1 5)=2.

F itting these e ective couplings to the data leads to the follow ing conclusions.

(1) W hat M ust Be Explined: A though the m easured values for several ocbservables
depart from SM predictions at the 2 leveland m ore, at the present level of experim ental
accuracy it isonly the Ry m easurem ent w hich really m ust be theoretically explained. A fter
all, some 2  uctuations are not surprising in any sam pl of twenty or m ore independent
m easurem ents. (Indeed, it would be disturbing, statistically speaking, ifallm easurem ents
agreed w ith theory to within 1 .) This observation is re ected quantitatively in the ts
of Ref. [6], or which the m Inin alm odi cation which is required to acom m odate the Ry,
m easurem ent, nam ely the addition of only new e ective Z 59 couplings, already raises the

1 The thid param eter, U , also appears but doesn’t play a role in the z pole ocbservables.
2 H ere we introduce a slight notation change relative to Ref. [4] in that our couplings gﬁ .x correspond

to QE;R of Ref. [4].



con dence kvelofthe ttoacoeptablelevels ( 2, =d.o.f.= 155=11 ascom pared to 27.2/13
fora SM t).W e therefore regard the evidence for other discrepancies w ith the SM , such
as the value of R, as being inconclusive at present and focus instead on m odels which

predict large enough values forRy.

(2) The Signi cance of R: Since the 1995 summ er conferences have highlighted the
nonstandard m easured values for the Z branching ratio into both ¢ and b quarks, it is
worth m aking the above point m ore quantitatively for the particular case of the discrep—
ancy in R.. Thiswas addressed In Ref. [6] by Introducing e ective couplings of the Z to
both b and ¢ quarks, and testing how much better the resulting predictions t the obser-
vations. A lthough the goodness of t to Z pole cbservables does in prove som ew hat W ith

f L,=dof.= 9:8=9), it does =0 at the expense ofdriving the preferred value for the strong
coupling constantup to M , ) = 0:180 0:035, in disagreem ent at the levelof2 wih
low -energy detem inations, which lie in the range 0:112 0:003 B]. This change In the

t value for M , ) is driven by the experim ental constraint that the total Z w idth not
change w ith the addition ofthe new Zcc couplings.® O nce the low -energy determ hnations
of M ,) are also included, 2, =d.o.f. not only drops back to the levels taken in the

t only to e ective Z 159 couplings, but the best— t prediction for R . again m oves into a
roughly 2 discrepancy w ith experim ent.

It is nevertheless theoretically possible to Introduce new physics to account for R in
a way which does not drive up the value of the strong coupling constant. A s argued on
m odelindependent grounds in Ref. [6], and m ore recently w ithin the context of speci c
m odels P][10], an alteration of the cquark neutralcurrent couplings can be com pensated
for in the totalZ w idth by also altering the neutralcurrent couplings of light quarks, such
as the s. W e put these types of m odels aside in the present paper, considering them to be
Insu ciently m otivated by the experin ental data.

(3) LH vs.RH Couplings: The data do not yet pem it a detem ination of whether it is
preferable to m odify the left-handed (LH) or right-handed RH) Z o coupling. Them Ini-
mum valies or 2 found in Ref. p] fora t nvolring ettherLH,RH orboth couplings are,
respectively, 2 =do.fiLH)= 170=12, 2 =dof.RH)= 16i1=120r ? =do.f.foth)=
155=11.

3 Introducing e ective b-quark couplings have precisely the opposite e ect | since the SM prediction

for , is low and that for . is high relative to observations | low ering the strong coupling constant to

sM™ 7 )=0:103 0:007.
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(4) The Size Required to Explhin R: The analysis of Ref. [6] also indicates the size of
the change in the neutralcurrent b-quark couplings that is required ifthese are to properly
describe the data. The best t values which are required are displayed in Figure 1, and
are listed in Tabl 1. Tabl 1 also inclides for com parison the corresponding treelevel
SM oouplings, as well as the lJargest SM one-Joop vertex corrections (those which depend
quadratically or logarithm ically on the t-quark mass® m), evaluated at SVZJ = 023. For

m aking com parisonswe takem = 180 G&V .

A swenow describbe, the In plications of the num bers appearing in Tabl 1 depend on
the handedness (LH vs.RH) ofe ective new -physics Z 59 couplings.

(4a) LH Couplings: Tabl 1 show sthat the required change in the LH Z 1o couplingsm ust

4 M ore precisely [11], we use f= & )r+2:88Inr],wherer=m 2=M / .




Coupling g(SM tree) g(SM top loop) g (IndividualF it) g (F it to Both)

gP 0:4230 0:0065 0:0067 0:0021 0:0029  0:0037
QP 0:0770 0 0:034 0010 0:022 0018

Table 1

R equired N eutral-C urrent b-Q uark Couplings: T he last two colum ns display the size of the e ective cor-
rection to the left- and right-handed SM Zbb couplings which best t the data. The \individual t" is
obtained using only onee ective chiralcoupling in addition to the SM param etersm. and ™ ;). The\ t
to both" includes both couplings. A 1so shown for com parison are the SM predictions for these couplings,
both the tree-level contrbution (\SM tree"), and the dom inant m .-dependent one-loop vertex correction,

evaluated at s? =0:223 (\SM top loop").

be negative and com parable In m agnitude to them -dependent loop correctionsw ithin the
SM . T he sign m ust be negative since the prediction forthe Z ! o w idth m ust be ncreased
relative to the SM result in order to agree w ith experim ent. T his requires c_f to have the
sam e sign as the treelevel value for gf’, which is negative. A s we shall see, this sign
Iim its the kinds ofm odels w hich can produce the desired e ect. C om parison w ith the SM
loop contridbution show s that the m agnitude required for i’ is reasonable for a one-loop
calculation. Since the size ofthem -dependent part ofthe SM Iloop isenhanced by a factor
ofm f_=M Wz , the required new -physics e ect m ust be larger than a generic electrow eak loop
correction.

(4b) RH Couplings: Since the SM treeJdevel RH coupling is opposite in sign to its LH
counterpart and is som e ve tim es an aller, the new -physics contribution required by the
data, cf , ispositive and com parable in size to the treedevel coupling. T hism akes it likely
that any new -physics explanation of the data which relies on changing gf must arise at
tree level, rather than through loops.

(5) Absence of Oblique Corrections: A nal proviso is that any contribution to § or
gf should not be accom panied by large contributions to other physical quantities. For
exam ple, Ref. 6] nds that the best- t values for the oblique param eters S and T are

0n
Il

025 0:19
3)
T= 012 021



(wih a relative correlation of 0:86) even when cf,,R are free to oat In the t. Sihce T
often gets contributions sin ilar in size to (f , these bounds can be quite restrictive.

N otice that we need not worry about the possibility of having large cancellations
between the new -physics contributions to the oblique param eters and gf in Ry. It is
true that such a partial cancellation actually happens for 1 in the SM , where the loop
contributions proportionaltom? in T and ¢ exactly cancelin the lim it that s2 = %, and
so end up being suppressed by a factor sfv %. W e nevertheless need not consider such
a cancellation in Ry, since the oblique param eters (especially T ) aln ost com pletely cancel
between 1 and pag. Quantitatively, we have [4]:

b= ¥ 1 457 §+ 0828 ¢ 0:00452S + 0:0110T

haa = M. 1 101 §+ 0483 @  0:00518S + 0:0114T @)

0 Rp=R{" 1 356 §+ 0645 ¢ + 0:00066S 0:0004T :

W e now tum to a discussion of the circum stances under w hich the above conditions

m ay be achieved in a broad class ofm odels.
3.Tree-LevelE ects: M ixing

At tree levelthe Z b couplings can bem odi ed ifthere ism ixing am ongst the charge %
quarks, or the neutral, colourless vectorbosons. B eing a treelevele ect it is relatively easy
and straightforward to analyze and com pare di erent scenarios. A 1so, sihce m ixing e ects
can be large, m ixing can provide com paratively lJarge corrections to the Z k_b—coupljng, such
as is needed to m odify Ry through changes to gf . Not surprisingly, a num ber of recent
m odels P][10], l2}F14]usem ixing to try to resolve the Ry (and R ) discrepancy. O ur ain

here is to survey the possibilities In a reasonably generalway. W e therefore postpone for

the m om ent a m ore detailed phenom enological analysis of the various options.

In general we In agine that all particles having the sam e spoin, colour and electric
charge can be related to one ancther through m assm atrices (som e of whose entriesm ight
be constrained to be zero in particular m odels due to gauge sym m etries or restrictions
on the H iggs— eld representations). W e denote the colourtriplet, charge Q = %, quarks
in the avour basis by B , and label the corresponding m ass eigenstates’ by b'. The

> Wen agine having already diagonalized the SM m ass m atrices so that in the absence of this non—

standard m ixing one ofthe B reduces to the usualb quark, w ith a diagonalm assm atrix w ith the d and

s quarks.



m ass-eigenstate quarks, b', are obtained from the B by perform ing independent unitary
i
rotations, U/, , am ongst the left—and right-handed elds. The b quark that hasbeen

cbserved in experin ents is the lightest of the m ass eigenstates, b= b', and all others are
necessarily m uch heavier than this state.

Sim ilar considerations also apply for colourlkss, electrically-neutral spin-one particles.
In this case we In agine the weak eigenstates, 2" , to be related to them asseigenstates, 2™ ,
by an orthogonalm atrix,M "™ . W e take the physicalZ , whose properties arem easured in
such exquisite detailat LEP and SLC, to be the lightest ofthe m ass eigenstates: Z A

A ssum ing that allofthe b and Z™ (except or the lightest ones, the fam iliarb and Z
particles) are too heavy to be directly produced at Z -resonance energies, we nd that the

avour-diagonale ective neutralcurrent couplings relevant forR y, are

11 1 1 1
grk,)'R (g1=l)L;R (gw )L;R UL iR UL iR MY

X 2 ©)

I
o
¥
c
[
b
=
=
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~

where the neutralcurrent couplings are taken to be diagonal in the avourB basis®

T hisexpression becom es reasonably sin ple in the com m on situation forwhich only two

B .
particles are nvolved in them ixing. In thiscasewem ay writeB = 0 1= bo and
B b

Z
z" = 7,0 ,and take U, , U, and M to be twoby-two rotation m atrices param eterized
by them ixing angles ., : and , . In thiscase eq. (5) reduces to

h . i h . i
gi);R = (gf )L;RC:LZ;R + (gf )L;R SS;R G + (g?O)L;RCE-R + (9§O)L;R SS;R Sz 7 (6)

r

where s, denotes sin ,, etc. Increasing Ry requires increasing the com bination (g]LD)2 +

@ )*. To see how thisworks we now specialize to m ore speci c altematives.

6 Eqg. (5) describes the m ost relevant e ects for the R, problem , nam ely the m ixing of Z and b w ith

new states. However, in general other indirect e ects are also present, such as, or exam ple, a shift in M,
due to them ixing w ith the z °. For a detailed analysis of the sim ultaneouse ects ofm ixing w ith a z° and

new ferm ions, see Ref. [15].



31) Z M ixing

F irst consider the case where two gauge bosonsm ix. Then eg. (6) reduces to

T = @ hrot Co)n S )

where (g; ),z isthe SM coupling in the absence of Z m ixing, and (), » is the bgquark
coupling to thenew eld 2 ° which m ight itselfbe generated through b-quark m ixing). It
is clear that so long as the Z %t coupling is nonzero, then it is always possible to choose
the angle , to ensure that the totale ective coupling is greater than the SM one, (@] ). -
T his isbecause them agnitude ofany function ofthe form £ ( , ) A ¢+ B s, ismaxin ized

by theangletan , = B=A, forwhich ¥} .= RA=¢J BRI

The m odelbuilding challenge is to ensure that the sam e type of m 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 , shift due to the m ixing. T his can be ensured using appropriate choices
for the transform ation properties of the elds under the new gauge symm etry, and su —
clently sm allZ % °m ixing angles. M odels along these Ines have been recently discussed in
Refs. 9], [L6].

32) bQuark M ixing

T he second natural choice to consider is pure bquark m ixing, w th no new neutral
gauge bosons. W e consider only the sin ple case of 2 2 m ixings, since with only one
new B quark m ixing with the SM bottom quark, eq. (6) sinpli es considerably. Aswe
w i1l discuss below , we believe this to be su cient to elicidate m ost of the features of the
possible bm ixing solutions to the Ry, problem .

Let us 1rst establish som e notation. W e denote the weak SU (2) representations of

the SM B,, and ofthe B, asR,, and R?,, respectively, where R = (I;I3). The
SM B -quark assignm ents are R, = %; % and R, = (0;0). By de nition, a B ? quark
m ust have electric charge Q = 1=3, but m ay In principle have arbitrary weak isospin

0 _ (70 .70
RL;R - (IL;R ’I3L;R ).

In tem s of the eigenvalues IgL and IgR of the weak-isogpin generator I3 acting on BS
and B f , the com bination of couplings w hich controls  becom es

2

2 2
b/ @)+ @)= %+%+§@ + %+§Q : @®)
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In oxder to increase , using this expression, , and ; must be such astomakegf m ore

negative, gf m ore positive, or both. Two ways to ensure this are to choose
0 1 0
I3 < > or I;, > 0: ©)

T here are also two other altematives, nvolving large m ixing angles or large B © representa—
tions: I, > O,with s? (1, + 2)> 1 2§=3’ 085,and IJ, < 0,with s fIJ, 3> 2s2=3"
0:15. Note that, in the presence of LH m ixing, the CKM elements Vy, (@ = u;c;t) get
rescaled as Vg, ! G Vg, thus leading to a decrease in rates for processes in which the b
quark couplesto a W . T herefore charged-current data can in principle put constraints on
large LH m ixing. For exam ple, future m easurem ents of the various t-quark decays at the
Tevatron w illallow the extraction ofVy, In a m odekindependent w ay, thusproviding a lower
Im it on ¢, . At present, however, when the assum ption of three-generation unitarity is re—
laxed (as is In plicit in our cases) the current m easurement ofBR (¢! W b)=BR ! W Q)
In plies only the very weak lim it Vg, j> 0:022 (@t 95% cl.) [L7]. Hence, to date there are
still no strong constraints on large LH m ixing solutions. Regarding the RH m ixings, as
discussed below there is no corresponding way to derive constraints on ¢, , and so large s;
solutions are always possible.

W e proceed now to classify the m odels in which the SM bottom quark m ixes w ith
other new Q = 1=3 fem ions. A lthough there are endless possibilities for the kind of
exotic quark one could consider, the num ber of possibilities can be drastically reduced,
and a com plete classi cation becom es possible, after the follow Ing two assum ptions are

m ade:
(1) : There are no new H iggsboson representations beyond doublets and singlets.

(i) : The usual B -quark m ixes w ith a single B, producing the m ass eigenstates b and
©’. This constrains them assm atrix to be 2 2:

M1 M2 B

B B?
( L Mo Mo B

R

W e will exam ine all of the altematives consistent w ith these assum ptions, both of
w hich we believe to be welkm otivated, and indeed not very restrictive. T he resultingm od-
els include the \standard" exotic ferm ion scenardios [18] (vector singlets, vector doublets,

m irror fermm ions), as well as a num ber of others.
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Let us rst discuss assum ption (i). From Table 1 and eg. (8) one sees that the m ixing
anglesm ustbe at keast as large as 10% to explain Ry, In plying that the o -diagonalentries
In the m assm atrix eg. (10) which give rise to the m ixing are of order s, z M ,, > O (10)
G eV . If these entries are generated by H iggs elds in higher than doublet representations,
such large VEV s would badly undemm ine the agreem ent between theory and experin ent
fortheM , =M , m ass ratio.’

i
and (0;0). It is then possble to specify which representationsR?, allow the B to m ix
w ith the B quark ofthe SM :

A coording to assum ption (i), the pem itted H iggs representations are R, = %

(1): Sice the B should be relatively heavy, we require that M ,, 6 0. Then the
restriction (i) on the possible H iggs representations in plies that

and

1
I, 3= 0> (12)

(2): To have b{bm ixing, at least one of the o -diagonalentries, M 1, orM ,;, must be
nonzero. T hese tem s arise respectively from the gauge-invariant products R R, RS
and Ry Ry RS so that RS ) must transform as the conjigate of the tensor product
Ry Rig):

)

0 1
R’ = R, R. = (0;0); 5; ; (13)
or

. 11
R =R, R = (0;0); > 2 ;@ 1) @;0): (14)

T hus the only possble representations for the B © are those w ith If = 0;%;1 and ILO =
0;2;1;2, subfct to the restrictions (11)-(14).

7 The contrbution of these relatively large non-standard VEV s cannot be e ectively com pensated by

new loop-e ects. On the otherhand, beyond H iggs doublets, the next case ofa H iggsm ultiplet preserving
the tree-levelratio isthat of I3y =3, Yy = 2. W e do not consider such possibilities, which would also require
them ixed B ° to belong to sim ilarly high-din ensional representations. W e also neglect altemative scenarios
invoking, for exam ple, m ore H iggs triplets and cancellations between di erent VEV s, since these su er

from severe ne-tuning problem s.
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A's or assum ption (ii), it is of course possble that several species of B © quarks m ix
w ith the B, giving rise to an N N massm atrix, but it seem s reasonable to study the
allow ed types ofm ixing one at a tim e. A fter doing so it is easy to extend the analysis to
the combined e ects of sin ultaneous m ixing w ith multiple B ° quarks. Thus (i) appears
to be a ratherm ild assum ption.

T here is one sense in which (ii) m ight appear to restrict the class of phenom ena we
ook at In a qualitative way: it is possible to obtain m ixing between the B and a B’
n one of the higher representations we have excluded by \bootstrapping", that is, by
intermm ediate m ixing with a B 8 in one of the allowed representations. The idea is that, if
the SM B m ixeswith such a BY, but in tum the latterm ixes w ith a B J of larger isospin,
thiswould e ectively nduce a B {B S m ixing, which is not considered here. H owever, since
m ass entries directly coupling B to B J are forbidden by assum ption (i), the resulting B {B J
m ixing w ill In generalbe proportionalto the B {B f m ixing, in plying that these additional
e ects are sublading, ie. of higher order in the m ixing angles. This m eans that if the
dom inant B {Bf m ixing e ects are insu cient to account for the m easured value ofR 4,
adding m ore B ° quarks w ith larger isospin w ill not qualitatively change this situation.

T here is, how ever, a loophole to thisargum ent. Ifthem assm atrix has som e sym m etry
which gives rise to a special \texture," then it is possible to have large m ixing angles
and thus evade the suppression due to products of an allm ixing angles allided to above.
Indeed, we have constructed several exam ples of 3 3 quasidegenerate m atrices w ith
three and four texture zeros, forwhich the B {B g m ixing is not suppressed and, due to the
degeneracy, can bem axin ally Jarge. Forexam ple, et us choose B f in a vectordoublet w ith
I3, » = t1=2 and BS n a vector triplet w ith I3, = + 1. Because of our assum ption ofno
H iggs triplets, direct B m ixing w ith such aBg is forbidden, and M 13 = M 37 = M 15, = 0.
Tt is easy to check that for a generic values of the nonvanishing m assm atrix elem ents, the
induced s;’, m ixings are indeed subleading w ith respect to s, . However, if we instead
suppose that all the nonzero elem ents are equalto som e largem ass , then there are two
nonzero eigenvalies m o and mye 2 while the B B m ixing angles s’ 1=3
and s;’ 3=8 are unsuppressed relative to s;’, 8 A Ythough it may be unnatural to
have nearequality of the m ass entries generated by singlet and doublt Higgs VEV s, as
isneeded in this case and in m ost of the other exam ples we found, it is still possible that
som e Interesting solutions could be constructed along these lines.

Apart from som e special cases analogous to the one outlined above, we can therefore
conclude that neither does assum ption (ii) seriously lim it the generality of our resuls.

8 A all perturbation ofthe order ofa few G eV can be added to som e of the nonzero m ass entries to

lift the degeneracy and give a nonzero value form y.
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0 0 0 0 1 Vector Singlet L
1= 1= 20 ) M irmrorFam ily L;R
+1=2 3¢ @L);R
1=2 1= 0 0 4 4" Fam ily {
1=2 1=2 5. ) VectorDoublt (I) R
1 1 6t ) R
0 40 {
+1=2 0 0 7 L
1= +1=2 g ) Vector D oublet (IT) L);R
1 0 70 L
+1 9 ) @L);R
1 1 1 1 1d Vector Triplet (I) L; R)
1=2 1=2 114 ) L; R)
0 1 0 10 Vector Triplet (IT) L
1= 1= 20 L; R)
3=2 3= 1 1 12 ) L; R)
1= 1 1 8 R)
0 49 {
+1=2 1 0 79 L
Table 2

M odels and C harge A ssignm ents
A1l the possible m odels or B {B° 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 is considered. The
presence of LH orRH m ixingswhich can a ect the b neutral current couplings is indicated under M ixing’.
Subleadingm ixings, quadratically suppressed, are given in parenthesis. E quivalentm odels, for the purposes
of Ry, are indicated by a prine ) in the M odel colum n, while m odels satisfying eq. (9) and which can
account for the deviations in R, w ith sm allm ixing angles, are lJabeled by an asterisk ¢ ' . Large RH m ixing
solutions are labeled by a double asterisk ¢ ’, whilem odels 7, 7%and 7 ® a1iow for a solution w ith large

LH m ixing.
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W e can now enum erate all the possibilities allowed by assum ptions (i) and (ii).

W ith the perm itted values of I° and I° listed above, and the requirem ent that at least
one of the two conditions (13){ (14) is satis ed, there are 19 possibilities, listed In Table
2. A Ihough not all of them are anom aly-free, the anom alies can always be canceled by
adding other exotic ferm ions which have no e ect on Ry,. Since only the values of I and
IgR are In portant for the b neutral current couplings, for our purpose m odels w ith the
sam e IS, x assignm ents are equivalent, regardless of ILO;R ordi erences in them assm atrix
or m ixing pattem. A together there are 12 inequivalent possibilities. Equivalent m odels
are indicated by a prine () .n the M odel coimn in Table 2.

D ue to gauge invariance and to the restriction (i) on the H iggs sector, In several cases
one of the o diagonal entries M 1, or M ,; In eq. (10) vanishes, kading to a hierarchy
between the LH and the RH m ixing angles. If the I’ ismuch heavier than theb, M 1, = 0
yields s, M,1=M ,,, while the LH m ixing is suppressed by M 222. If on the other hand
M 51 = 0, then the suppression for s; is quadratic, leaving s, as the dom inant m ixing
angle. For these cases, the subdom Inant m ixings are shown in parentheses in the M ixing’
colum n in Table 2. Notice that whilem odels 2 and 6 allow for a Jarge right-handed m ixing
angle solution of the Ry, anom aly, the \equivalent" m odels 2° and 6° do not, precisely

because of such a suppression.

Six choices satisfy one of the two conditions in eq. (9), and hence can solve the Ry,
problem using sm allm ixing angles. They are labeled by an asterisk ¢ 'in Table 2. Three
ofthesem odels (10,11,12) satisfy the st condition for solutionsusing an allLH m ixings.
Since for allthese cases I:?R < 0,a large RH m ixing could altematively yield a solution but
because s; is always suppressed w ith respect to s, , this latter possibility is theoretically
disfavored. T he other three choices m odels 3,8,9) satisfy the second condition for solutions
using an allRH m ixing. It is notew orthy that in all six m odels the relevant m ixing needed
to explain Ry, is autom atically the dom Inant one, w hile the other, which would exacerbate
the problem , is quadratically suppressed and hence negligible in the Jargem o lim it. T here
are two choices (m odels 5,6) forw hich IgR < Oand thereisonly RH m ixing, and one (m odel
2) for which I:?R < 0 and s; isunsuppressed with regpect to s, . T hese three cases allow
or solutions w ith Jarge RH m ixings, and are labeled by a double asterisk ( .Finally, a
solution w ith large LH m ixing ispossble m odels 7, 7°and 7%) in which I, = + 1=2, and
I = 0 inpliesno RH m ixing e ects.

In the light of Table 2 we now discuss in m ore detail them ost popularm odels, aswell

as som e other m ore exotic possibilities.
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L Fig-
ure 2: The experim entally allowed m ixing angles for a m irror fam ily. T he thick line covers the entire
area of values or S, and S; which are needed to agree w ith the experim entalvalue r Ry, to the 2  level
or better. The thin line represents the one-param eter fam ily of m ixing angles which reproduce the SM
prediction. N otice that the sm allm ixing solution, which passes through 5, = S, = 0, is ruled out since

ILO = 0 im plies that any LH m ixing w ill reduce gia and thus increases the discrepancy w ith experim ent.

Vector singkt: Vector ferm ions by de nition have identical left—and right-handed gauge
quantum numbers. A vector singlet (m odell) is one for which ILO = IRO = 0. Inspection of
eg. (8) show s that m ixing w ith such a vector-singlet quark always acts to reduce Ry, .

°a Q = + 2=3 vector singlet can however be used to reduce R. [0][12][14], provided that steps are

taken, as suggested in Section 2 above, to avoid the resulting preference for an unacceptably large value
br s (M Z )) .
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M irror fam ily: A m irvor fam ily m odel 2) is a fourth fam ily but w ith the chiralities
of the representations interchanged. Because IgL vanishes, LH m ixing acts to reduce the
m agnitude ofgf, and so tends to m ake the prediction for Ry worse than in the SM . For
su ciently large RH m ixing angles, however, this tendency m ay be reversed. A s was
discussed inm ediately below eg. (9), since IgR is negative a com paratively large m ixing
angle ofsf > 1=3 is needed to su ciently Increase R . Such a large RH m ixing angle
is phenom enologically pem itted by all o —resonance detem inations of gf [19]. In fact,
the bquark production cross section and asymm etry, asm easured in the {Z interference
region R1]1R2], cannot distinguish between the two values sf = 0 and 4s, =3, which yield
exactly the sam e rates!® Hence this kind of m odel can solve the Ry, problem , though
perhaps not in the m ost aesthetically pleasing way. A s is shown in Fig. 2, the allowed
range of m ixing angles is lin ited to a narrow strip in the sf § plane.

Fourth fam ily: A fourth fam ily (m odel4) cannot resolve R, via treelevele ectsbecause
the new B ? quark has the sam e isospin assignm ents as the SM b quark, and so they do not
m ix In the neutral current!’ Two other possibilities m odels 4 0and 49 yield the sam e
I:?L  assignm ents as the fourth fam ily m odel, and are sin ilarly unsuccessiil in explaining
R since they do not m odify the b quark neutral current couplings.

Vector doubkts: T here are two possibilities which perm it a Q = % quark to transform
as a weak isodoublet, and In both cases m ixing w ith the SM b is allowed. They can be
labeled by the di erent hypercharge value using the usualconvention Q = Is+ Y .

W ith the straightforward choice I) = I = 1=2 model5),wehaveY’= Y= 1=6.
T his type of m odel is discussed in Ref. [13], where the isopartner of the B ° is a top-like
quark T *having charge + % . Since these are the sam e charge assignm ents as or the standard
LH bquark, this leads to no m ixing in the neutral current am ongst the LH elds, and
therefore only the right-handed m ixing angle s; is relevant for Ry, . Since I:?R isnegative a
com paratively lJargem ixing angle ofs§ > 1=3 isneeded to su ciently increaseR , In much
the sam e way as we found for the m irror-fam ily scenario discussed above. T he required
m ixing angle that gives the experim entalvalue, R, = 02219 0:0017, is

s© = 03677993 (15)

The otherway to taQ = 1=3 quark into a vector doublt corresponds to ]§L =
I = +1=2 model8) and 0 Y °=  5=6 [10]. T he partner of the B® in the doublet is then

10
11

T he current 90% c.l upper bound sé <0:010 R0]holds in the sm allm ixing angle region s§ 1=3.
T hese m odels have the furtherdi culty that, except in certain comers of param eter space 23], they

produce too large a contribution to the oblique param eters, s and T, to be consistent w ith the data.
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an exotic quark, R, having Q = 4=3. Here ﬁL has the w rong sign for satisfying eq. (9)
and so m ixing decreases the m agnitude of gf . On the other hand, IgR has the right sign
to Increase gf . W hether this type of m odel can work therefore depends on which of the
two com peting e ects in R, wins. It iseasy to see that in thism odelthe M ;; entry in the
B {B %m assm atrix eg. (10) vanishes, which as discussed above results in a suppression of
s, quadratic in the large m ass, but only a linear suppression for s, . Hence, s, beocom es
negligble in the large m e lim it, leaving s; as the dom inant m ixing angle in Ry. The
m ixing angle which reproduces the experim entalvalue forRy, then is

s* = 0059 %3 (16)

However, In order to account for such a large value of the m ixing angl in a naturalway,
the B’ cannot be m uch heavier than 100 Gev.

Sin ilarly totheY = 5=6 vector doublet case, m odels 3 and 9 also provide a solution
through RH m ixings. In m odel 3, the subdom inant com peting e ect of s, is further
suppressed by a sna]]erISL , while In m odel 9 the e ect of s; is enhanced by ISR = +1,
and hence a m ixing angle a factor of 4 am aller that In (16) is su clent to explain R .

Vector tripkts: T here are three possibilities for placing a vector B quark in an isotriplet
representation: I = I3 = 1;0;+ 1. The last does not allow for bm ixing, if only H iggs
doublets and singlets are present, and for our purposes, IgL = IgR = 0 model1Y is
equivalent to the vector singlet case already discussed. Only the assignment I3 = IJ =

1 m odell0) allow s fora resolution ofthe R, problem , and it wasproposed in Ref. [12]. If
B ? is the low est—isospin m em ber of the triplet there is an exotic quark of charge Q = + 5=3
in them odel. Again in the lm it of Jarge I’ m ass one com bination ofm ixing angles (in this
case sy ) is negligble, due to the vanishing ofM ;, In eg. (10). As a resul, s, plys the
m ain role in Ry,. A greem ent w ith experin ent requires

s’ = 00127 0:0034: a7)

Since the resulting change to g° is so am all, such a slight m ixing angle w ould have escaped

L

detection in all other experin ents to date.

Sim ilarly to this case, m odels 11 and 12 also provide a solution through LH m ixings.
In model 11 the unwanted e ects of s; are further suppressed, while form odel 12 a LH

m ixing som ew hat am aller than In (17) is su cient to explain the data.

O ur analysis of tree level e ects show s that both Z -m ixing and bm ixing can resolve
the R, discrepancy. bquark m ixing solutions satisfying the two assum ptions that (i) there
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are no new H iggs representations beyond singlets and doublets, and (ii) only m ixing w ith
a sihgle B Y is relevant, have been com pletely classi ed. The list of the exotic new B °
quarks w ith the right electroweak quantum num bers is given in Table 2. Solutions w ith
smalls, and s, m ixing angles are possble when the B? is the m ember w ith highest I2,

in an isodoublet or isotriplet, or when B isthe member w ith lowest IJ in an isotriplet
or isoquartet. In all these cases, new quarks w ith exotic electric charges are also present.
Som e other possible solutions correspond to IgR < 0 and are due to m ixing am ongst the
RH bquarks involving rather large m ixing angles, whilke for I:?L = +1=2 we nd another
solution requiring even larger LH m ixing. It is intriguing that such large m ixing angles
are consistent w ith all other bquark phenom enology. W e have not attem pted to classify
m odels in which m ixing w ith new statesw ith very large values of I, | can arise asa result
ofbootstrapping through som e interm ediate B °m ixing. U nder special circum stances, they
could allow for additional solutions.

For som e of the m odels considered, the contributions to the oblique param eters could
be problem atic, yielding additional constraints. H owever, for the particular class of vec—
torlike m odels which includes two of the an all m ixing angle solutions) loop e ects are
su clently sm allto rem ain acceptable.*? This is because, unlike the top quark which be-
longsto a chiralm ultiplet, vectorlike heavy b’ quarkstend to decouple in the lin it that their
m asses get lJarge. Introducing m ixing w ith other ferm ions does produce nonzero oblique
corrections, but these rem ain an all enough to have evaded detection. E xceptions to this
statem ent are m odels nvolving a lJarge num ber of new elds, lke entire new generations,
since these tend to accum ulate lJarge contrbutionsto S and T .

4.0neLoop E ects: tQuark M ixing

W e now tum to the m odi cations to the ZIb couplings which can arise at one loop.
Recall that this option can only explain Ry, if the LH bquark coupling, gf’, receives a
negative correction com parable in size to the SM m (-dependent contributions. As was
argued in section 2, it is the LH ocoupling we are interested in because a loop—Jevel change
in gf istoo amallto x the discrepancy between the SM and experin ent.

T he fact that the R, problem ocould be explained if the m -dependent one-loop contri-
butions ofthe SM were absent naturally leads to the idea that perhaps the tquark couples
di erently to the bquark than is supposed in the SM . If the t quark m ixes signi cantly
with a new t° quark one m ight be 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 odels have the additional advantage of being autom atically anom aly free.
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discrepancy to 2 inm odelsofthis type, and so they cannot clain to com pletely explain
the Ry, data.

O ur survey of tquark m ixing is organized as follow s. W e rst describe the fram ew ork
ofm odels w ithin which we system atically search, and we identify all of the possible exotic
tquark quantum num bers which can potentially work. T his study is carried out much in
the spirit ofthe analysis ofbm ixing presented in section 3. W e then describe the possible t°
loop contrbutions to the neutralcurrent b couplings. Since this calculation is very sin ilar
to com puting them —dependent e ectsw ithin the SM ,webrie vy review the latter. Besides
providing a usefil check on our nalexpressions, we nd that the SM calculation also has

several lessons for the m ore general tquark m ixing m odels.
4 1) Enum erating the M odels

In this section we identify a broad class ofm odels in which the SM top quark m ixes
w ith other exotic top-like ferm ions. A s In the previous section conceming bquark m ixing,
we denote the electroweak eigenstatesby capitals, T , and the m ass eigenstates by lower-
case ltters, t'. To avoid confiision, quantities which speci cally refer to the b sector w ill
be labeled w ith the superscript ® . By de nition, a T quark must have elctric charge
Q = 2=3,butmay in principle have arbitrary weak isospin RS;R = (ILO;R ;I3 & )+ Follow iIng
closely the discussion in the previous section, we m ake three assum ptions which allow for
a drastic sim pli cation in the analysis, w ithout m uch loss of generality:

({): First, the usual T -quark is only allowed to m ix with a single T quark at a tine,
producing the m ass eigenstates t and t°.

(i1) : Second, for the H iggsboson representations, we assum e only one doublet and
singlets. A dditional doublets would com plicate the analysis of the radiative corrections in
a m odeldependent way due to the extra diagram s involving charged H iggs bosons.

(iii) : Finally, certain P-quark representations also contain new B ° quarks. W e denocte
theB S and B f as exotic’ w henever they have non-standard weak isogoin assignm ents, that
is, I} € ZorIf € 0.Aswe have already discussed, for exotic B © quarks b{t’ m ixing
w illm odify the b neutralcurrent couplings at tree level, overw heln ing the loop-suppressed
t{t"m ixing e ects n Ry, . W e therefore carry out our analysis under the requirem ent that
any b{’ m ixing a ecting the b neutralcurrent couplings be absent.

O urpurypose isnow to exam ine allof the altematives which can arise sub fct to these
three assum ptions. A coording to (i), the T {T O m ass m atrices we consider are 2 2, and
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can be written in the general form

M1 Mg T

T TO
( L Mo Mo TO

R

D ue to our restriction (ii) on the H iggs sector, certain elem ents of this m ass m atrix are
nonzero only for particular valies of the T ° weak isospin. M oreover, w henever TRO belongs
to a multiplet which also containsa Q =  1=3 B? quark, the M ¥, and M ;, entries of
the B {B °and T {T °m ass m atrices are the sam e. Tn those cases in which the B ° quark is
exotic, assum ption (iii) then forces usto set M 1, = 0. In contrast, the M 5,1 entries are
unrelated { for exam ple, the choice M ;; = 0 is always possble even ifM ,; 6 0 forthe T
and T ° quarks.

In order to select those representations, RS;R , which can m ix with the SM T quark,
we require the follow ing conditions to be satis ed:

(1): In order to ensure a largem ass for thet we require M ,, 6 0. Analogously to (11)
and (12), this In plies

I Pi=0;=; (19)

N

and

1
T3, 5= 055 (20)

(2) : To ensure a nonvanishing t{tm ixing we require at least one ofthe two o -diagonal
entries, M 1, orM ,;, to be non-vanishing. T his translates Into the fllow ing conditions on
R? and R?:

R/ =R, R = 0;0); }; = ; 1)
2 2
or
R, =R, R = (0;0); %;+:—2L i (1;0); (L;+1): (22)
(3): W henever ¥ containsa Q = 1=3 quark, and either B? or B? have non-standard

isogpin assignm ents, we require M 1, = 0. Thisensures that at tree level the neutral current
b couplings are identical to those of the SM . C learly, in the cases in which the particular
RS representation im plies a vanishing M ,; elem ent, in posing the condition M ;, = 0
com pletely rem oves allt{t’ m ixing.
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W enow m ay enum erate allthe possibilities. From egs. (19){ (22), it isapparent that as
jntheBOcasetheon]ya]Jowedrepresenta‘tjonsmusthaveIRO = 0;%;1andIL0 = 0;%;1;%.
Consider rst ILO =1 or%. In this case, from eg. 21), M ;7 = 0. Thus, we need
M 1, 6 0 if there is to be any t{t’ m ixing. The fur possbilities or R’ are shown in

eq. 22). O fthess, RS = (0;0) is not allowed since eg. (19) is not satis ed. In addition,

Rg = (%;%) and (1;0) both contain exotic B 0quaJ:ks (Ig; = %or 1) and so M, is forced
to vanish, lading to no t{t®m ixing. This leavesR? = (1;1) as a possibility, sihce the B
is not exotic (I = 0). Ifwe choose R? such that I = %, then both B? and B! are

SM -like, and b{k’ m ixing is not prohibited since it does not a ect the b neutral current
couplings. T hus, the com bination R? = (%;%), R? = (1;1) isallowed.

N ext consider ILO =0 or%. Here, regardless of the value of IgL ;M 51 can be nonzero.
T hus any RS representation which satis esegs. (19) and (20) is pem itted. It is straight—

forward to show that there are 11 possibilities.

The list of the allowed values of I, and I, which under our assum ptions lead to
t{t m &xing is shown in Table 3. T here are twelve possible com binations, including fourth—
generation ferm ions, vector singlets, vector doublets, and m irror fermm ions. N ot allofthese
possibilities are anom aly—-free, but as already noted one could always cancel anom alies by
adding other exotic ferm ions w hich give no additionale ects in R y,.

It is useful to group the twelve possibilities into three di erent classes, according to
the particular constraints on the om ofthe T {T°m assm atrix in eq. (18).

The rsttwo entriesin Table 3, which we have assigned to group A , correspond to the
0

special case n which the B, ; and B, have the sam e third com ponent of weak isospin,
hence lkaving the b neutral current una ected by m ixing. Because both B LO and Bf appear
In the sam e multiplets w ith TLO and TRO, two elem ents of the B quark and T quark m ass

m atrices are equal:
Miz=Mi ;i Map=Mj: 23)

A swe will see, this condition is in portant since it im plies a relation between the m ixings
and them ¢, m o m ass eigenvalues. A though outside the sub fct of this paper, it is note—
worthy that for these m odels the sin ultaneous presence of both b{k’ and t{t° RH m ixing
generates new e ects In the charged currents: right-handed W tb charged currents get in—
duced, proportionalto the product ofthe T and B quark m ixings s, s . Com pared to the
m odi cations in the neutral currents and in the LH charged currents, these e ects are of
higher order in them ixing angles [18][L9] and, m ost In portantly, they can only change the
RH b coupling. But as noted above, ¢° is far too am all to account for the m easured Ry,

R

value using loop e ects ofthis kind. T herefore the m ixing-induced RH currents allowed in
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10 ey 10 I M odel G roup

3=2 + 1=2 1 +1 A,
1= + 1=2 1 +1 A,
0 B
1=2 + 1=2 Vector D oublet (I) B,
0 0 4% Fam ily Cq
1= 1= 1 0 Bs
1 By
1= 1=2 Vector D oublet (ITT) Bs
0 0 C,
0 0 1= + 1=2 M irror Femm ions B
1= B7
0 0 Vector Singlet Cs

Table 3

M odels and C harge A ssignm ents
Values of the weak isospin of T and T which, under the only restrictions of singlet and doublet H iggs
representations, lead to nonzero t{t’ neutralcurrent m ixing. The M odel colum n, labels the m ore fam iliar
possibilities for the T ° quarks: Vector Singlets, M irror Fem ions, Fourth Fam ily and Vector D oublets. T he

other m odels are m ore exotic.

modelsA, and A, are Ine ective for xing the R ,, discrepancy, and w ill not be considered
in the ram ainder of this paper.

For the m odels in group B , the condition

Mi,=20 (24)

holds. In the four cases corresponding toR? = (1;0) fmodelsB;;B3) andR? = (1=2;1=2)
modelsB,;Bg), an exotic B quark is present in the same T multiplet. Hence M 1, has
to be set to zero in order to forbid the unwanted treeJdevelbm ixing e ects. In the other
three cases belonging to group B, TRO corresoonds to the lowest com ponent of non-trivial
multiplets: R = (I; 1) tmodelBy) and R = (1=2; 1=2) models Bs, B). For these
values of I:?R , M 1, = 0 is autom atically ensured, due to our restriction to H iggs singlets
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or doublets. Furthem ore, these representations do not contain a B? quark, and no B?
quark appears In the corregoonding Rf . T here is therefore no b{k’ m ixing.

W e should also rem ark that in m odelB 3 no B " quark appearsin R? . However, aB? is
needed as the helicity partner of the Bf present In Rg = (1;0). Because of our restriction
on the allowed H iggs representations, B? must belong toR? = (1;0) orR? = (1=2;1=2),
which in tum contain a new T®6 T'. W hile the rst choice corresponds to a type of T °
m ixing w hich we have already exclided from our analysis, the second choice is allow ed and
corresponds to m odel B ; . Follow ing assum ption (i), even in this case we neglect possible

T®m ixings of type B1 , when analysing B 3.

F inally, the rem aining three m odels constitute group C , corresponding to Rg = (0;0).
In this group, TRO is an isosihglet, as is the SM T, , in plying that only LH t{t’ m ixing is
relevant. For C, and Cs, RS does not contain a BLO, while for C; the BL0 is not exotic.

Hence In all the three cases the b neutralcurrent couplings are unchanged relative to the
SM , and we need not worry about treelevel b-m ixing e ects.

42) tQuark Loops W ithin the Standard M odel

Before exam ining the e ect of t{t’ m ixing on the radiative correction to Z o, we rst
review the SM ocom putation. W e follow the notation and calculation ofBemabeu, P ich and
Santam ar a [I1]BP S).The corrections are due to the 10 diagram s of F ig. 3. A lldiagram s
are calculated In 't H ooftFeynm an gauge, and we neglect the b-quark m ass aswellas the

di erence Vo F 1.

D ue to the neglect of the bquark m ass, and due to the LH character of the charged-
current couplings, the tquark contribution to the Z Kb vertex correction preserves helicity.
Follow ing BP S we w rite the helicity-preserving part of the Z ! 5% scattering am plitude

as
e
T = —— bEi;i 1) bEi 2) @ )i @5)
Sw Gu
w ith
= ot ; =2 LI(sir) : 26)
w here represents the loop-induced correction to the Z o vertex. I (s;r) isa din ension—

less and Lorentz-invariant form factor which depends, a priori, on the three independent
ratios:r m?M ?,s M?aM ? and =M ? . For applications at the Z resonance only
two of these are independent due to the m assshell condition o = M ?. M oreover, for an

24



on-shell Z , non—resonant box-diagram contrbutionsto €' e ! b are unin portant, and

I(s;r) can be treated as an e ectively gauge-invariant quantity.

2c /ﬁ\\, ¢ ¢ ;T
t "\ \t 2d
N ~ Figure 3: The

Feynm an diagram s through w hich the top quark contributesto the Z Idovertex w ithin the Standard M odel.

T he contributions due to the tquark m ay be isolated from other radiative corrections
by kesping only the r-dependent part of I (s;r). BP S therefore de ne the di erence

F (s;x) I(s;1) I(s;0) ¢ 27)
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G ven this function, the m -dependence of the width Z ! I is cbtained using

9

o = M =0 1+— —————— F" (5;0r)+ V P.(s; : 28

p (@) p (r ) FV+ @) (sir) (s;r) @8)
In this last equation V P.(s;r) denotes the m -dependent contributions which enter
through the loop corrections to the gaugedboson vacuum polarizations.

The function F *" (s;r) is straightforw ard to com pute. A *hough the resulting expres-
sions are som ew hat obscure, the specialcase s = 0 reveals som e interesting features which
are also present in our new -physics calculations, and so we show the s= 0 lin it explicitly
here. For s= 0, an evaluation of the graphs of F ig. 3 gives the follow ing expressions:

1 C re 2 r r r
ple _ g e 2, . r g —C  mr 29)
22 2 ( 17 r 1 r 1¥f r 1
3 r? r
pio_ 3% e (30)
452 (1} r 1
FlO+1@ _ i 1 3 r Inr - 1)
12 282 r 1¥ r 1
ple+ie _ r nr 1 (32)
2 @ 1Ff r 1
r i rir 2 2r 1 r r
p2@ _ % ( )]nr+ + g nr (33)
452 2 x 1F r 1 r 17 r 1
1 1 r? 1
F2® = 1 — r + nr (34)
8 2s2 r 1F r 1
1 3 r? 1
F2@+t2@ - — 4 - r 4+ ——— Inr i (35)
24 2s r 1% r 1
w ith
¢ +mMi-a 2 3, 36)
n 4 ! 2"
where n is the gpacetin e dim ension arising in din ensional regularization, and
1 2, 2,
th = > gsw ; g: = ESW : (37)

T he picture becom es m uch sim pler after sum m ing the diagram s to obtain the total SM
contribution :

S r  rBr+2)



T here are two points of interest in this sum . First, it is ultraviolet nite since all of the
divergences / 1= 4) have cancelled. This is required on general grounds since there
can be no r-dependent divergences in I*" (s;r), and so these must cancel In F°" (s;r).
A sin ilar cancellation also occurs when new physics is included, provided that it respects
the SU, (2) U, (1) gauge symm etry and that the com plete set of new contrdbutions is
carefully included.

The second interesting feature of eq. (38) lies In its dependence on the weak m ix—
ing angle, s, . Each of the contrlbutions listed in egs. 29) through (35) has the formm
F'= &'+ y's?)=s; however all of the term s involving y* have cancelled in the sum,
eq. (38). This very general result also applies to all of the new -physics m odels we consider
iIn subsequent sections. A s willbe proved in Section 5, the cancellation is guaranteed by
electrom agnetic gauge invariance, because the tem s subleading in sf, are proportional to
the electrom agnetic bquark vertex at ¢ = 0, which must vanish. This gives a powerfiil
check on all of our calculations.

R ather than using com plete expressions for F (s;r), we nd it more instructive to
quote our results iIn the Iim it r 1, where powers of 1=r and s=r m ay be neglected. W e
do the sam e for the ratio of m asses of other new particlestoM ? when these arise in later
sections. Besides pem itting com pact form ulae, this approxin ation also gives num erically
accurate expressions for m ost of the m odels’ param eter range, as is already true for the
SM , even though r in thiscase isonly 4. In the larger 1im it F*" (s;r) becom es

F*" (r) ! ihr+ 3 2 22 Jnrl+ ;
8s2 6

w here the ellipsis denotes term swhich are niteasr ! 1 . Severalpoints are notew orthy

in this expression.

1: The sdependent tem appearing In eq. (39) is num erically very am all, changing the
coe cient of Inr from 3 to 2.88. This type of s-dependence is of even less interest when
we consider new physics, since our goal is then to exam ine w hether the new physics can
explain the discrepancy between theory and experin ent in Ry. That is, we want to see
if the radiative corrections can have the right sign and m agnitude to change 1, by the
correct am ount. For these purposes, so long as the inclusion of of -dependent tem s only
changes the num erical analysis by factors < 25% (as opposad to changing its overall sign)
they m ay be neglected.

2: The abovem entioned cancellation of the tem s proportional to (%, when s = 0 no
longer occurs once the s-dependence is included. T his is as expected since the electrom ag—
netic W ard identity only enforoes the cancellation at ¢ = 0, corresponding to s = 0 in
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the present case. Notice that the leading temm , proportional to r, is s-independent, and
because of the cancellation it is com pletely attributable to graph (2a) ofFig. 3. A llofthe
other graphs cancel in the leading tem . D ue to its Intrinsic relation w ith the cancellation
of the SVZJ -dependent temn s, the fact that only one graph is responsble for the leading
contribution to i’ still holds once new physics is nclided. This will prove useful for
dentifying which features ofa given m odel control the overall sign ofthe new contribution

to .

3: Since the larger 1im it corresponds to particle m asses (in this casem) that are lJarge
com pared toM , andM , , thisisthe 1im it where the e ective-lagrangian analysis described
in Section 2 directly applies. T hen the finction F can be interpreted as the e ective Z b
coupling generated w hen the heavy particle is integrated out. Q uantitatively, gf isrelated
to F by

g = 5= F: (40)

4: Thevacuum polarization contributionsto , ofeq. (28) have a sin ilar interpretation in
the heavy-particle lim it. In this case the rem ovalofthe heavy particles can generate oblique
param eters, which also contribute to . In the heavy-particle lm it eq. (28) therefore
reduces to the rst ofegs. 4).

43) @ in the t-Quark M ixing M odels

W e may now compute how m ixing in the top-quark sector can a ect the loop con—
tributions to the process Z ! b. As in the SM analysis, we set my = 0. In addition,
follow ing the discussion in the previous subsection, we neglect the s-dependence in allour
expressions. W e also ignore all vacuum -polarization e ects, know ing that they essentially
cancel in Ry. Finally, n the CKM m atrix, we set Vigj= Visj= 0 where i= t;t°. Thus,
the charged-current couplings of interest to us are descrbed by a 2 2 m ixing m atrix,
jist as in the neutralcurrent sector. In the absence of t{t’ m ixing this condition in plies
Vwi= 1.

For t{t m ixing, ndependent of the weak isospin ofthe T, we w rite

T t G Sy G ]
=U,, ; U, = ; U, = : (41)
0 L /R 0 4 L 7 R
T - t - g G Sk G
where ¢, cos ;,, etc.. The matrices U, , are analogous to the b{E’ m ixing m atrices

de ned in eg. () In our treelevel analysis of bm ixing.
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In the presence of t{t’ m ixing, the diagonal neutralcurrent couplings are m odi ed:

X
- .2 , -
I = g, UL got + g g 42)

a=T;T"¢

tism

where i = t;t% and g;" are the SM couplings de ned in eq. (37). The new tem s g’
explicitly read

R

1
o= L. 5 s o = 13, ¢ ; (43)
o 0 1 £° 0
qL = I3L 5 Cf ’ qR = I3RC§ (44)

In addition, whenever the T, hasnonstandard isospin assignm ents, I, 6 1=2orI) 6 O,
avour-changing neutraltcurrent FCNC) couplings are also induced :

T = gL Um0 gk 45)
a=T;T"¢
where ;9= ;% and i6 j. Here,
0 1 0
"= - L saq; gt =1 sq : (46)

Eqg. (41) detem ines the e ective t and t° neutralcurrent couplings (egs. 42){ (46)).
H ow ever, the charged-current couplings depend on them atrix V. = U, YU . Hence we need
to consider also b m ixing, since, as discussed in Sec. 4.1, in those cases in which the B 0
quark is not exotic (Igi = 1=2, ﬁ‘; = 0), we have no reason to require U7 = I (ie.no
b’ m ixing). W e then de nethe2 2 charged current m ixing m atrix

V=0"70"; Ve, ¢c& +58.8 ; Vo, s ¢S ; 47)

which trivially satis es the orthogonality conditionsVVY = VYV = I. In the absence of
b{k’ m ixing, clearly Vi, ! <, Vi ! s, . W e also note that, by assum ption, whenever
V & U, we necessarily have IgL = 4+ 1=2 (so that Igi = 1=2) in order to guarantee that
the B? is not exotic. From egs. (43), (44) and (46), this in plies that ¢ = qfo = thtO = 0,
that is, them ixing e ects on the LH t and t° neutralcurrent couplings vanish.
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T he Feynm an rules of relevance for com puting the Z o vertex loop corrections in the
presence of a m ixing in the top-quark sector can now be easily w ritten down:

W tb :fi%é\ftib .

ig
tj_b :p_—Vtibm i 1L

'ZMW (48)
Ztity 1 — A S ST

Gy .

ig h , I
ze? = gt L+ L

Gy

where are the unphysical charged scalars, and t; = t; t°. The vertioces listed in eq. (48)
reduce to the SM Feynm an rules in the lin it of no m ixing.

A spointed out at the end of subsection 4.1, in som e groups ofm odels equalities can be
und between som e elem ents ofthe T {T®and B {B m assm atrices. T hese have in portant
consequences. In particular, once expressed In tem s of the physicalm asses and m ixing
angles, the equalities of eq. (23) which hold In the m odels of group A ) can be w ritten

UM aiagUY _, = U Mg Us? o= U _mwd ; @= 1;2) ; 49)

where M 43y = diag In¢;m ], and we have used M giag = pmp (recall that we take

my = 0).M uliplying now on the eft by UY and sum m Ing over a we obtain

la

VM qiagUY |, = Mt Vip s, + Mo Vep G = 0 (50)
For the m odels in group B, the vanishing of M ;, implies no b m ixing. Then V = U, ,
and eq. 49) stillhods In the Imit Vi, ! <, Viop, ! s . For the models in group C
no particular relation between m asses and m ixing angles can be derived. For exam ple, it
is clear that in the 4™ fam ity model C,, eg. (50) does not hold. However, for all these
m odels IgR = 0. Hence, noting that all the g; couplings in egs. (43), (44) and (46) are
proportional to IgR ,and de ning r°=m €0=M WZ , squaring eg. (50) yields a relation which
holds for allm odels In Tabl 3:

0 P —
Vie r= Vi g = W Vep,gt  rr: 1)

T his relation is used extensively in the calculation which follow s.
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Figure 4: The additional Feyn-
m an diagram s w hich are required for m odels in which the t quark m ixes w ith an exotic, heavy 0 quark.

How do we generalize the SM radiative correction to include t{t’ m ixing? F irst note
that for each of the diagram s in F ig. 3, there is also a diagram in which all the tquarks
are replaced by t-quarks. Second, there are 2 new diagram s (Fig. 4) due to the FCNC
coupling of the Z to the t and t°. So to generalize the SM resul to the case ofm ixing,
three things have to be done:

(1) : multiply egs. (29)-(35) by ¥, or the t contrbution and V3, ort® withr! °),

(ii) : replace Q;R by them odi ed couplings in eg. (42), adding egs. (43) and (44) respec—
tively rt and t°,

(iii) : include diagram s 3 (@) and 3 () Fig. 4) corresponding to the FCNC oouplings
(egs. (45)-(46)).

A glance at the Feynm an rules In eq. (48) show sthat In the st step (i), a correction
proportionalto gy , and independent ofthe g, . couplings, is generated. T his correction
iscomm on to allm odelsin Table 3 { it appearseven in the case in which the t N C couplings
are not a ected 4% fam ily). In contrast, steps (i1) and (iii) generate corrections which
di er for di erent m odels. It is usefiil to recast them into two types, one proportional to
the LH neutral current couplings (/ Vi, V46, ), and the other proportional to the RH

neutral current couplings (/ Vi, V46 ). The LH and RH corrections vanish respectively
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for I) = +1=2 and I3, = 0, when the corresponding neutralecurrent couplings are not
a ected by the m ixing.

In the presence of m ixing, the correction due to the diagram s of Fig. 3 involving
Intemal tquarks becom es

G h i
Fi=vV3 F" @)+ F o . ir) (52)
i=1(@)

where F°" (r) is given by egq. (38) and

F e ) Lo, 4 g L2 5+12 2rt 4 53)
LT = —— r r r r
S 8s? 5 r 1 r 1 © 17
The third step (iii) gives rise to a new contribution
F3@ 4 p30® = thVtobE*(gft; ;) : (54)
Evaluating diagram s 3 @) and 3 () Fig.4) we nd
( " #
02
1 1 .0 1 r
F3@ = _—vgv —gt —— nr’ Inr
2 t Ve 2@;L P rr® 1 r 1
p— 1 r? r
¢ nr hr (55)
¥ rr 1 r 1
1 o rr° r°
3 ) tt 0
F = Vi V 2 Inr Inr
4s2 t Ve % rr® 1 r 1
" #!)
P — 1 %
§ rro + 1+ Inr nr . (56)
P rr® 1 r 1
P utting all the contrilbbutions together, for the generalcase we nd
x®  x h . i O
F = Fil= Vt2jb Fe" Ty + F oz + thVtobF’(gft;R ;r;ro) : 57)
i=1@) =152

where t; = t; t® and ry = 1; r’. W e note that due to eq. (51) all the divergent tem s
proportional to g, cancel in the sum . Now, the correction gf = 57X corr to the SM
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result can be explicitly extracted from eg. (57) by m eans of the relation Vtzb =1 Vtzob.
M oreover, as anticipated it is possible to divide the various contributions to X .. Into
three di erent pieces: a universal correction, a correction due to LH m ixing only, and a
correction due to the RH m ixing. Hence we w rite

X corr F ESM =X gorlé:jcy + X (I;grr + X goHrr ’ (58)
where
Xeoer = Vi, 7" @) F*" @] (59)
0 0
XL = VEF @0+ Vi, F (g i)+ Ve Ve F @ 51) ; (60)
RE  _ 172 t, 2 t?..0 £t . .. 0y .
Xcorr_ thF(gR ir) + VtObF(gR i)+ thVtObF(gR iLir) : (61)

U sing the explicit expressions for g ,, , qfO;R and qfti as given in egs. (43), (44) and
(46) above, together w ith relation (51) for the RH piece, these read

X oby = Vi, £5°7F () (62)
Xii,= @ 28)VeVips, g £5°7 () 63)
X, = QI5) Vi s £5°7F (5 r°) (64)
w ih
1 2 6 PR+ 2) rer 6) r@Br+ 2)
fcorr r_rO — + :|I'1r0 nr .
T ) 8s2 0 1 ®® 1y r 1 1% !
(65)
V. 10
£5°7F (1% = — Gl g ny® 4+ >0 r+ nr
8s2 s, Vi, r0 c, Viop r 1 \
2r% ¢ 1) s 2@ 1)
r nr ;
@ 1)@ 1 1)@ 1
( . 4 (66)
poort gyt _ L 12r 5 2 2r+4 1 2% 5 20+ 4
r;r)=—r - r Z r
3 ’ 8s2 2 r 1 (@ 17 2 0 1 @@ 1y
" ! #)
1 r° 0 r02 0
4 Inr nr + 1+ Inr Inr
v rr® 1 r  r ° 1 r 1
(67)

33



N ote that a value of Vi, di erent from unity can be easily acoounted for by using the
unitary condition ¥ + ¥l = ¥wI 1 T+ VT 1 egs. 62){67).

A swe have already pointed out, because of our requirem ent ofno B {B °m ixing when
the B ? is exotic, only when IJ = +1=2 can we have ¢, 6 Vi, S, § V. However, In this
case X ;[ vanishes. Hence, w ithout loss of generality, we can set the LH neutral current

m ixing equalto the charged current m ixing in X 2}, cbtaining

Xiohe= (U 28) VR VE, £5°7 (Gr°); (68)
1 2rr° r°

£5°7F () = —— @+ )+ n— (69)
8s2 Y r r

From egs. (62), (64) and (68) we see that there are only two independent m ixing param eters
relevant for the com plete analysis of our problem : the LH m atrix elem ent Vg, and the RH

m ixing s; . Furthem ore, note that as I r, all the corrections in egs. (65), (67) and
(69) vanish, independent of the m ixing angles. T his com es about because of a G IM -lke
m echanisn for allthe pieces which do not depend on IgR . The IgR -dependent contribution
from the RH ferm ions coupling to the Z vanishes in the Im it r° ! r as a consequence of
eg. (50).

In the lim it r;r° 1, or the fanctions £5°F (r;r%) we obtain

1 0
fcorr (r;rO) ! rO r+ 31—0 £ ; (70)
1 85\% r
1 2 rr? r°
fzcorr (r;rO) ! 8_2 (r+ IO) + 0 n — ; (71)
s2 r r r
1 0 0 3 0 3
foorr (r;rO) ! r+= 1+ — rr n £ r n £ + - 1+ E :(72)
3 2 0 0 0 0
8ss r’ r r r r r 2 r

Let us now oconsider the num erical values of these corrections in m ore detail. U sing

me= 180Gev,M, = 80 GeV,andstq = 023, eq. (38) givesa SM radiative correction of

F°" =401 : (73)

T he question is whether it is possble to cancel this correction, thus elin inating the Ry,
problem , by choosing particular values ofm o and them ixing angles. For various values of
m o, the value of X o (€. (58)) is shown in Table 4.
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m o X corr

75 G ev 3381V%, 121 @ 2§)Vi V3 + 139 @I, )Vis?
100 Gev 2:70V5, 0971 (@ 2%) tobv + 059 I, ) VAP
125 Gev 197V, 034@ 2%) tobv + 022 I3, ) VA s
150 G eV 1414V5, 010 @  2%)Vv tob + 005 (1, ) V2 s
175 G ev 020V%, 0003 @ 2% )V3. V3 + 0001 I, )V2s?
200 Gev 0 84\/tob 0041 2%) tobv + 0:02 I, ) VAP
225 Gev 1:97VvE,  023@  2%)V tob + 007 I3, ) V5 s
250 Gev 320v3, 0551 2%)V tob + 045 1, ) V2 s
275 Gev 452V, 101 (@ 2%)V tob + 024 I, ) VAP
300 Gev 5:93v3, 161 @ 2§)V3 V3 + 034 @I )V2is?
Table 4

D ependence of the t{t’ M ixing Results on m ,o: T his table indicates the dependence on the m ass of the t°

quark of the corrections to g due to t{t’ m ixing, with the t mass xed at 180 GeV .

W e see that even orm w > my, it is possble to choose I3 , I, , and the LH and
RH m ixing angles such that the correction is negative. So the discrepancy in R, between
theory and experin ent can indeed be reduced via t{t’ m ixing.

R eferring to the m odels listed in Table 4, the optin al choice for the weak isogoin of
theT®is 1) = 1=2and £, = 1, regardless of the valie ofmw . Furthem ore, m axin al
RH m ixing, s’
In possible to com pletely ram ove the Ry, problem . From the above table, the best we can
do isto takemw = 75 GeV and V3, = s = 0:6, ;n which case the total correction is
Xeorr= 3#68.Thislavesa 15 discrepancy in R,, which would put it In the category of
the other m arginal disagreem ents betw een experim ent and the SM . H owever, such a light
t% quark has other phenom enological problem s. In particular, CDF has put a lower lin it
0f 91 G &V on charge 2=3 quarks which decay prin arily to W b R4]. Unless one adds other
new physics to evade this constraint, the lightest t° allowed is about m o 100 Gev.In
this case, m axim alLH m ixing (Vtzob = sf 1) gives the largest e ect: Xorr = 2. The
predicted value of Ry, isthen stillsome 2 below the m easured num ber.

1, is also preferred. However, even w ith these choices, it is evidently

Another possbility is that the charge 2=3 quark observed by CDF is in fact the t°,
while the real tquark is much lighter, say m ¢ 100 G &V . A ssum .ng am all t{f m ixing,
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and that the t° is the lightest m em ber of the new m ultiplet, the t° will then decay to W b,
as observed by CDF, but the SM radiative correction w ill be reduced. This situation is
essentially identicalto that discussed above, in which the LH t{t’ m ixing ism axin al, and
m o 100 G &V :the SM value ofR, will stilldi er from the experim entalm easurem ent by
about 2 .Theonly way for such a scenario to work isifmy < M, . However, new physics
is then once again required to evade the constraint from Ref. R4].

For all the possibilities of this section our conclusion is therefore the sam e: it is not
possble to com pletely explain Ry through t{t’ m ixing. The best we can do is reduce
the discrepancy between theory and experin ent to about 2 , which m ight tum out to be

su cient, depending on fiture m easurem ents.

5.0neLoop E ects: OtherM odels

A nother way to change gf’ at the one-loop level is to introduce exotic new particles
that couple to both the Z and the b quark. Onedoop graphs involving such particles
can then m odify the 7o vertex as measured at LEP and SLC . Recall once m ore the
conclusion from Section 2: agreem ent w ith experim ent requires the LH bquark coupling,
gf , to get a negative correction com parable in size to the SM m -dependent contributions

since loop-level changes to gf are too an all to be detectable.

In this section we rst exhibit the general one-loop correction due to exotic new scalar
and spin-half particles, w ith the goalof identifying the features responsible for the overall
sign and m agnitude of the result. W e then use this general result to investigate a num ber

ofm ore speci c cases.

T he answer is qualitatively di erent depending on w hether or not the new scalars and
ferm ions can m ix, and thus have o -diagonalcouplings to the Z boson. W e therefore treat
these two altematives separately. The sim plest case iswhen allZ oouplings are diagonal,
so that the one-loop results depend only upon two m asses, those of the ferm jon and the
scalar in the loop. T hen the correction to the Z o vertex is given by a very sin ple analytic
form ula, which enables us to easily explain why a num ber ofm odels In this category give
the Wrong’ sign, reducing 1, rather than increasing it.

M ore generally how ever, the new particles in the loops have couplings to the Z which
are diagonalonly in the avour basisbut not the m ass eigenstate basis, so the expressions
becom e signi cantly m ore com plicated. This occurs In supersym m etric extensions of the
standard m odel, for exam ple. A fter proposing several sam ple m odels which can resolve
the Ry, problem , we use our resuls to identify which features of supersym m etric m odels
are instrum ental in so doing.
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5.1) D iagonalCouplings to the Z : General Resuls

W e now present om ulae for the correction to the Z b vertex due to a loop mvoling
generic scalar and spin-half particles. In this section we m ake the sim plifying assum ption
that all of the Z boson couplings are avour diagonal. This condition is relaxed in later
sections where the com pletely general expression is derived. T he resulting form ulae m ake
it possible to see at a glance whether a given m odel gives the right sign for alleviating the
discrepancy between experim ent and the SM prediction orRy.

T he one-loop diagram s contributing to thedecay Z ! I can be grouped according to
w hether the loop attaches to the b quark (ie.the vertex correction and selfenergy graphs
of Fig. 5) or whether the loop appears as part of the gauge boson vacuum polarization
Fig. 6). For the types of m odels we consider these two classes of graphs are separately
gauge invariant and nite, and so they can be understood separately. T his is particularly
clear in the lim it that the particles w ithin the loop are heavy com pared to M , , since then
the vacuum polarization graphs represent the contribution of the oblique param eters, S
and T, while the selfenergy and vertex-correction graphs describe loop-induced shifts to
the bquark neutral current couplings, ¢, .

Furthem ore, although we must ensure that the oblique param eters do not becom e
larger than the bound ofeq. (3), eq. (4) show s that they largely cancel in the ratio Ry.
W e therefore restrict our attention in this section to the diagram s of F ig. 5 by them selves.
The sum ofthe contrdbutions ofFig.5 isalso nite asa result of the W ard identity which
was alluded to in Section 3. ThisW ard identity relates the vertex-part graphs of F ig. 5ab
to the selfenergy graphs of F ig. 5¢,d. Since this cancellation is an in portant check of our
resuls, let us explain how it com es about.

W e rst consider an unbroken U (1) gauge boson w ith a tree-level coupling of gy, to the
the bquark. T his gives rise to the fam iliar W ard identity from quantum electrodynam ics:
or extemal ferm jons w ith fourm om enta p and p°,

e B =g 6 '© s 'eM; (74)

w here is the oneparticle-irreducible vertex part and S, (p) is the ferm ion propagator.
If we denote the vertex-part contributions F ig. 5a) to the e ective vertex at zero m o-
mentum transferby g, and the selfenergy-induced wave function renom alization of the
b quark by Zy, then at one loop the W ard identity (74) reduces to g, (1 + Zy) ¢ Iz?) =
@+ )@ B)or

% @Zp= 0: (75)
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This last equation is the m ore general context for the cancellation which we found in
Section 3; it states that the selfenergy graphs ' ig. 5c,d) m ust precisely cancel the vertex
part (Fig.5ab) in the lim it of zero m om entum transfer. A nother way of understanding
eq. (75) is to In agine com puting the e ective bphoton vertex due to Integrating out a
heavy particle. Eq. (75) is the condition that the two e ective operators b@b and b have
the right relative nom alization to be grouped into the gauge-covariant derivative: .

But for the extemal Z boson, the W ard identity only applies to those parts of the
diagram s w hich are Insensitive to the fact that the U (1) symm etry is now broken. T hese
include the 1= 4) poles from dim ensional regularization, and also the contributions
to the b neutralcurrent coupling proportional to SVZJ , since the latter arise only through
m ixing from the couplings of the photon.

W e now retum to the diagram s ofFig.5. The st step is to establish the Feynm an
rules forthe various verticesw hich appear. Since we care only about the LH neutralcurrent

couplings, it su ces to consider couplings of the new particlesto b, :
Lscamr=Y, £ .b+ hx: (76)

and we w rite the Z ocoupling to £ and as

e h i
Lye= z £ @ .+g )E+ g B (77)

T he couplings, g = fgf ;ng ;9; 9, are nom alized so that g = I3 Q % forall elds, £2,

and ™

In the exam pleswhich ollow , the eld £ can represent either an ordinary spinor (9.,
t) or a conjugate spinor (9., ). Thisdi erence m ust be kept in m ind when inferring the
corresponding charge assignm ents for the neutral-current couplings of the £ . For exam ple,

the left-handed top quark has Iz, = +%,sog;f =% %sfq and I3; = O,sog;f = %sfq If

the intemal ferm ion were a top antiquark, however, we would Instead have gf = %+ % sv%
and gf = +§ sfv . The Jatter couplings follow from the form er using the transform ation of
the neutral current under charge con jugation: - R -

W e quote the results for evaluating the graphs of Fig. 5 in the Iim it where M , (and
of course m,) are negligble compared tom ¢ and M , since they are quite sinple and
um inating in this approxim ation. It w illbe show n that the additional corrections due to
the nonzero m ass of the Z boson are typically less than 10% of this leading contribution.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 5 Figure 6
Figure 5: T he one-loop vertex correction and selfenergy contributions to the Z Ido vertex due to ferm ion-—

scalar loops.
Figure 6: T he one-loop contributions to the Z Ido vertex due to the gaugeboson vacuum polarizations.

W e nd that
1 X b i
§=-57 n¥ Ff2e HFro+ dradra) B@ ;08

£

where F (r) and ¥ (r) are functions ofthem ass ratio r = m§=M 2,

h i

r
F (r) W r 1 ]nr,. (79)
® (r) _x " L rhes (80)
r (r 1)2 r r r.:

ﬁ+ + M %=4 2)+%,andncjsaoolour

denotes the divergent com bination
and f. For exam pl,

factor that depends on the SU. (3) quantum num bers of the elds
n.= 1 if lorf 1 (wlbursihgkts);pn= 2iff 3and  3or6;p= 2Liff 3

and 8.
T he cancellation of divergences we expected on general grounds is now evident in

the present exam ple, because electrow eak gauge invariance of the scalar interaction (76)
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In plies that the neutralcurrent couplings are related by

% +9d J=o0: 61)

T his forces the term proportionalto ¥ to vanish in eq. (78). A s advertised the rem aining

term is both ultraviolet nite and independent of s? , which cancels in the combination

£ £
S qg -

W e are keft with the com pact expression

lX
f=— n¥ G HF mim?: 82)

Interestingly, it depends only on the axial+vector coupling of the intemal ferm ion to the
gauge boson W 3 and not on the vector coupling. The function of the masses F (r) is
positive and m onotonically increasing, with F (r) rasr! OandF (1 )= 1, ascan be

seen In Fig. 7.

I 5 10 15 20 Figure 7: From top to
bottom , the fiinctions F' %=M 2 ), Fr (t) = F; (r) and F', (r) which appear in the loop contribution
to the left-handed Z o vertex, sections 5.1 and 5.3.

It is straightforw ard to generalize eq. (82) to include the e ect ofthe nonzero Z boson
2, one obtains an additional correction to the e ective

Z

m ass. Expanding to rst order in M
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vertex,

|
Xy, Ine MZZ.ZI (x3(L d)+2@ xPg 1 xPqg )
ng_f 9 2 m? de xM 2?2 D+1 &M ZmZ 1)+ 17
83)
To see that this is typically an unin portant correction, consider the lim it in which the

scalar and ferm ion m asses are equal, r= 1. Then the total correction (82)+ (83) is

!
X J. Fn M 2
P+ . P= T Fr

FP+g+g (84)
. 327 12mz & = =

A lthough the M 22 correction can be signi cant jfg;f = gf , the total correction would then
be too amn all to explain the Ry, discrepancy, and would thus be irrelevant.

52) W hy M any M odelsD on"t W ork

W hat is im portant for applications is the relative sign between the tree and one-loop
contributions of eq. (82). In order to increase Ry so as to agree w ith the experin ental
observation, one needs for them both to have the sam e sign, and so gE’ / (gLf qff) <0
In eg. (82). Thus an Intemal ferm ion with the quantum numbers of the bquark has
gf gff = % and would increase Ry, . C onversely, a ferm ion like the tquark hasgf gff = +%
and so causes a decrease. M oreover, because the com bination (g, g ) is invariant under
charge conjugation, the sam e statem ents hold true for the antiparticles: a b running in the

loop would increase R, whereas a t would decrease it.

It thus becom es quite easy to understand which m odels w ith diagonal couplings to
the Z boson can in prove the prediction for Ry . M uliH iggsdoublet m odels have a hard
tin e explaining an R, excessbecause typically it isthe top quark that m akes the dom inant
contribution to the loop diagram , since it has the largest Yukawa coupling, y, 1, and
the largest m ass, to which the function F is very sensitive. H owever for very large tan
(the ratio of the two H iggs VEV ’s), the Yukawa coupling of the t quark to the charged
H iggs can bem ade sn all and that ofthe b quark can bem ade large, asin Ref. R5]. Fig.7
show s that, iIn fact, onem ust go to extram e values of these param eters, because in addition
to needing to invert the natural hierarchy between y: and vy, one m ust overcom e the big

suppression for an all ferm ion m asses com Ing from the function F .

P recisely the sam e argum ent applies to a broad class of Zeetype m odels, w here the
SM is supplem ented by scalar m ultiplets whose weak isospin and hypercharge pem it a
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Y ukaw a coupling to the b quark and one of the other SM fem ions. So long as the scalars
do not m ix and there are no new femm ions to circulate in the loop, all such m odels have
the sam e di culty in explaining the R , discrepancy. Below we w ill give som e exam ples of
m odels which, In contrast, are able to explain Ry,.

53) G eneralization to N ondiagonalZ Couplings

W enow tum to them ore com plicated case where m ixing introduces o -diagonal cou—
plings am ong the new particles. Because ofm ixing the couplings of the ferm ions to the Z
w illbe m atrices in the m ass basis. Sin ilar to egs. (42) and (45) we w rite

0 X h 0 0 i
@) = U2 UL I, ot (85)

where U/ i are them ixing m atrices. A n analogous expression gives the o -diagonalscalar-
7 coupling in tem s of the scalar m ixing m atrix, U . O f course if all of the m ixing
particles share the sam e value for I3, then unitarity ofthem ixing m atrices guarantees that
the couplings retain this orm in any basis.

This m odi cation of the neutral-current couplings has two im portant e ects on the
calculation of (f . Oneisthat the o -diagonalZ couplings introduce the additionalgraphs
ofthe type shown In F ig. 5ao, where the ferm ions or scalars on either side ofthe Z vertex
have di erentm asses. T he other isthat them ixingm atrices spoilthe relationship, eq. (81),
w hereby the term proportional to BB canceled in eq. (78). But this is only because of the
m assdependence of FF and . Therefore the cancellation still occurs ifall of the particles
that m ix w ith each other are degenerate, as one would expect. M oreover the ultraviolet

divergences still cancel since they are m ass=independent.
Evaluation of the graphs gives the ©llow ing result at o = M 2 = 0:

1 h i
Cf=—32 5 Gaiag T Geeo+ G 0 (86)

where G gi2g=32 2 represents the contribution involving only the diagonalZ couplings, and
S0 is identical to the previously derived eq. (78). It is convenient to w rite it as

X n h i o
Gamg= nNe¥. § 2@ @FF@+ @) F+P+ @) B : 67

Here and in the ©llow ing expressions we use the notation r= m2=M % and r°= m 2,=M 2.

A sbefre denotes the UV -divergent quantity £+ +hM?*=4 H)+1.
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The rem aining tem s In eq. (86) com e from the new graphs of Fig. 5ao, where the

scalars or ferm ions on either side of the Z vertex have di erent m asses, due to m ixing:

X h , . i
Gego= ney, v, 2@)FF, Gr) @) F. (Gr)) (88)
;£6 £0 ,
X h i
0 0
G o= Ny, v, ,@) Fs jx7) ; 89)
£; 6 O

where F, (;r%, F. (;r’) and F, (x;x°) are given by:

Pt T gy Yo, (90)
R r P r 1 v 1 !
F. r) = - r r r” nr’ ; (91)
r £ r 1 0
F, (x,xo)— ! 1+ hx + x 1+ Jni + i ;
(x 1) ¢ 1) (x° 1) ¢ X) %0 (x 1) )
(92)

and x, x" are themass ratios x = M “=m 2 and x° = M %=m 2. These expressions have
several salient features which we now discuss. First, egs. (87), (88) and (89) are cbviously
much more com plicated than eg. (82). In particular, it is no longer straightforward to
sin ply read o the sign of the resul.

Second, the sum ofthe UV divergences in egs. (87), (88) and (89),

X h ffo 0 ffO 0 0 ffOi
G / Y, Yoo (@) + g + @) ; (93)
ffO 0

iskasis independent since a unitary transform ation ofthe eldscancelsbetween the Yukawa
and neutral-current couplings. T hus it can be evaluated in the electrow eak basis w here the
neutral-current couplings are diagonal and proportional to gf + gf + g , which vanishes
due to conservation ofweak isogoin and hypercharge at the scalar-ferm ion vertex. W e are
therefore free to choose the renom alization scale 2 n M %= ?) to take any convenient
value. TheM -dependence of makesG o look unsym m etric under the interchange of

and 9, but this is only an artifact of the way it is expressed. For exam ple when there
are only two scalars, G o is indeed symm etric under the interchange of their m asses.

T hird, all the contributions except those 0of G o are suppressed by powers ofm =M
in the lim it that the scalars are much heavier than the fermm ions. Thus to get a large
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enough ocorrection to gf requires that: (i) not all of the scalars be m uch heavier than the
ferm ionswhich circulate in the loop, or (ii) the scalarsm ix signi cantly and have the right
charges so that G o is nonnegligble and negative. W e use option (ii) in what follow s to

construct another m echanisn for Increasing Ry,.

F inally, even if the two fermm ions are degenerate, one does not generally recover the
previous expression (78) that applied in the absence ofm ixing. This isbecause D iracm ass
m atrices are diagonalized by a sin ilarity transfom ation, M ! UM U,, not a unitary
transformm ation. T he left— and right-handed m ixing angles can di er even when the diag-
onalized mgss m atrix is proportional to the identity. Thus, In contrast to eg. (93), the
expression o oV, V., (@ @)

elds, because y, is rotated by U, (recallthat y, is the Yukawa coupling only for the
RH f's) whereas g, is rotated by U, .

is not invariant under transform ations of the

W e can get som e Insight into egs. (88){ (92) by looking at special values of the pa—
ram eters. Let us assum e there is a dom inant Yukawa coupling y between the left-handed

b quark and a single species of scalar and fem ion, £ and 1 In the weak basis,
Lscamr=y 151 .b+ hwx (94)
In the m ass basis the couplings w ill therefore be
y, =yUu; ©F) : (95)

Now gauge invariance only relates the (1;1) elem ents of the neutralcurrent coupling m a—
trices In the weak basis:
@)+ @)t =o: (96)

T here are three lim iting cases in which the results becom e easier to interpret:

1: If all the scalars are degenerate w ith each other, and lkew ise for the fermm ions, then
the nonm ixing result ofeq. (82) holds, exospt one m ust m ake the replacem ent

g Jd! U.SaUYq U, Su UY g ©97)

where S, is the diagonalm atrix of the signs of the ferm ion m asses.

2: If there are only two scalars and if they are m uch heavier than all of the ferm ions,
only thetemrm G o issigni cant. Let 1 and , denote the weak-eigenstate scalars, and
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and °the m ass elgenstates; then

y’ne
§=1c: @ THLLF 01 tM A 48)
Py Tt e 1, (99)
s ESe ot

where ¢ and s, are the cosine and sine of the scalarm ixing angle. T he function F; (r) is
positive except at r = 1 where it is zero, and so the sign of gf is com pletely controlled by
the factor (I," L?).W e see that to increase Ry, it isnecessary that I;' < I;°.

3: W hen there are only two femm ions, w ith weak eigenstates £, £, and m ass eigenstates
f, £° both m uch heavier than any of the scalars, then

ancn 11 22 2 1
§=162 = CfR-l—gL St x d
o (100)

+ @ gHESLF, m2=mi) 2@ dhHasas F.@mi=mZ) ;

where s, ; and ¢ ; arethe sine and cosine ofthedi erence or sum ofthe LH and RH m ixing

angles, % = r depending on the relative sign s, ofthe two ferm ion m ass eigenvalues,

and
r+ 1 p1_:
F. @)= F;, t) = — Inr 1; and FL ()= ——nhr 1: (101)
2@ 1) r 1
The function F,; has som e of the sam e properties asF; = F, , including invariance under

r ! 1=r, being positive sam ide nite and vanishing at r = 1. P lots of these functions are
shown In Figure 7. N ote that the rst line ofeq. (100) is the sam e as (97).

To get som e idea ofthe error we have m ade by neglecting them ass ofthe Z boson one
can com pute the low est order correction as in section 5.3. The answer ism ore com plicated
than for the case of diagonalZ oouplings, except when the ferm ions are degenerate w ith
each other and likew ise for the bosons. In that case the answer is given again by egq. (84)

exoeptthatq, ! () andg. ! @x Sn U g U, Sp UY @), precisely as in eq. (97).
Thus we would still expect it to be a an all correction even when there is m ixing of the

particles in the loop.

These sin plifying assum ptions can be used to gain a sam ianalytic understanding
of why certain regions of param eter space are favoured in com plicated m odels, which is
often m issing in analyses that treat the resuls for the loop integrals as a black box. The
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observations we m ake here m ay be usefiil when searching for m odi cations to a m odel
that would help to explain Ry. The next two sections exem plify this by creating som e
new m odels that take advantage of our insights, and by elucidating previous ndings In an
already existing m odel, supersym m etry.

54) Exam ples ofM odels That W ork

Besides ruling out certain classes of m odels, our general considerations also suggest
what is required in order to explain Ry, . O bviously new fem ions and scalars are required,
whose Yukawa couplings allow them to circulate inside the loop. W e give two exam ples,
one w ith diagonaland one w ith nondiagonal couplings ofthe new particlesto the Z boson.

Forour rstexam plewe introduce severalexotic quarksF ,P and N , and a new H iggs
doublet , whose quantum numbers are listed In Table 5. T he unorthodox electric charge
assignm ents do not ensure cancellation of electrow eak anom alies, but this can be xed by
adding additional ferm jons, lke m irrors of those given, w hich do not contrbute to Ry,.

Field Spin SU:@3) SU, @) U, (1)
1
L % 3 2 q+ %
P, o 3 1 g+ 1
1
R 2 3 1 g9
Table 5

F ield C ontent and C harge A ssignm ents: E lectrow eak quantum num bers for thenew eldswhich are added

to the SM to produce the observed value forr, .

T he hypercharges in Tablk 5 allow the follow ing Yukawa interactions:
L,=yN,O! 7 5+ gP,F/H? 5+ gu N, F'HI ;;+ hcy (102)

where 5 isthe2 2 antisymm etric tensor, H is the usualSM H iggs doublt and Q, =

}:LL isthe SM doublet of third generation LH quarks. W hen H gets tsVEV,HH i= v,
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we nd two ferm ion m ass eigenstates, p and n,whosemassesarem , = gogvandm, = g,V
and w hose electric chargesareQ, = g+ 1 and Q, = gq. There are also two new scalarm ass
2

eigenstates, ’ , whose electric chargesare Q ; = q+%andQ =q 3.

In the m ass eigenstate basis, the Yukaw a interactions w ith the new scalars are
Ly=ymLh's yat’ +hcy (103)

from which we see that the n couples to the bquark as in eg. (76).

Theweak isospin assignm entsofthen are I5, = %andIQR = 0,sothatg ¢ = %
T herefore, from eg. (82), one obtains cf < 0. The centralvalue of Ry can be reproduced
if (f = 0:20067, which is easily obtained by taking y land r 1,sothatF ()’ 1.

T he Yukaw a coupling could be m ade an aller by putting the new scalars in a higher colour
representation like the ad pint.

W e have not explored the detailed phenom enology of thism odel, but it is clearly not
ruled out since we are free to m ake the new fem ions and scalars as heavy as we wish.
And sincewe can alwaystakem , = m ,, there is no contribution to the oblique param eter
T . The contrdbution to Ry, does not vanish even as them asses becom e in nite, but this is
consistent w ith decoupling in the sam e way as a heavy t quark, since the new ferm ions get
their m asses through electroweak symm etry breaking. T he price we have to pay for such
large m asses is correspondingly large coupling constants.

N ext webuild a m odelthat uses our resuls fornondiagonalcouplingsto the Z . It isa
sim plem odi cation ofthe SM that goes In the right direction for xing theR ,, discrepancy
but not quite far enough In m agnitude. Variations on the sam e them e can com pletely
explain R, at the cost ofm aking the m odel som ew hat m ore baroque.

O ur starting point is a tw o-H iggs doublet extension ofthe SM .W e take the two H iggs

g HY

eds,H 4 = d andH, = 9
H B

symm etry. It was explained earlier why thism odel does not by itself produce the desired

e ect, but eq. (98) suggestshow to x thisproblem by introducing a third scalar doublet,

++

= + ,which m ixes w ith the other H iggs elds. T he charge assignm ents of these

, to transform in the usualway under the SM gauge

elds, listed In Tablk 6, ensure that the two eldsH | and * can m ix even though they

have di erent eigenvalues for Is.

In this m odel the new scalar eld cannot have any Yukawa ocouplings to ordinary
quarks since these are forbidden by hypercharge conservation. T he only Yukawa couplings
Involving the LH bquark are those which also generate the m ass of the tquark:

| O
Lyuk = & 2t . bH] + hxcy (104)
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Field Spin SU:-(3) SU, ) U, @)
Hgy 0 1 o
H, 0 1 +%
3
0 1 2 + 2
Table 6

F ield C ontent and Charge A ssignm ents: E lectrow eak quantum num bers for all of the scalars | including

the SM H iggs doublet | of the threedoublet m odel.

where y¢ = m +=v, is the conventionally-nom alized Yukawa coupling. W e in agine v, to
be of the sam e order as the singleH iggs SM value, and so we expect y: to be com parable
to its SM size.

T he scalar potential for such a m odel very naturally incorporates H | " m ixing.
G auge invariance pem its quartic scalar interactions of the form HY )H YHg4) + hc,

which generate the desired o diagonaltemms: ( *H} v,va+ *H, VvV )+ hxc:

Since the weak isospin assignm ents are I, = p% and I, * = +2, the colour factor
isn. = 1 and the relevant Yukawa coupling isy = v 2, we see that eq. (98) predicts the
follow Ing contribution due to sihgly-charged H iggs loops:

Yg 2
§= e F ) (105)

with r being the ratio of the scalar m ass eigenstates, r = M 2=M 2,. Taking optin istic
values for the paJ:alrneters13 (s = 7¢ 2c§s§ = %, Ve = land M =M o = 10), we nd
g = 0:0043, which istwo thirds of what is required: ( §)exp = 0:0067  0:0021.

In addition to the contribution ofthe singly-charged scalar loops, one should consider
those of the other nonstandard scalar elds we introduced. Since all of the scalars that
m ix have the sam e eigenvalue for I3, their contribution is given by eq. (82), which isan all
ifthe scalars are m uch heavier than the light ferm ions. T hen only the tquark contribution
is In portant. In this 1im it there are appreciable contributions only from the three charged

13 Note that the charged-scalarm ixing in thism odel is suppressed if one of the scalar m asses gets very

large com pared to the weak scale.
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scalar elds, one of which is eaten by the physical W boson and so is Incorporated into
the SM tquark calculation, and the other two ofwhich we have just com puted.

So, foran adm ittedly special region ofparam eter space, this sin plem odelconsiderably
am eliorates the R, discrepancy, reducing it toa 1 e ect. It is easy to adapt it so as to
further increase (f and also enlarge the allowed region of the m odel’s param eter soace.
The sin plest way is by increasing the size of the colour factor n. or the isogoin di erence
I3O L . For instance the new scalar, , could be put into a 4 ofSU ; (2) rather than a
doublet, and be given weak hypercharge Y = +2 . Then the singlycharged state * has
I3+ = %,makjng I30 L = 2, which is twice as big as for the doublt. M ore new
scalars m ust be added to generate m ixing am ongst the singly-charged scalar states.

A second variation would be let the two new H iggs doublets be colour octets since
16
?-
Tt is still possible to write down quartic scalar interactions which generate the desired

scalar m ixings. E ither of these m odels has m uch m ore room to relax the previously tight

this gives m ore than a ve#ld enhancement of ¢ due to the colour factor n. =

requirem ents for optin al scalarm asses and m ixings.
5.5) The Supersym m etric C ase

Let usnow apply the above results to gain som e insight into what would be necessary
to explain Ry, In supersym m etric extensions of the standard m odel. There are two kinds
of contrlbutions involving the top—quark Yukawa coupling, w hich one expects to give the
dom inant e ect. These are the couplings of the left-handed b quark to the second H iggs
doublet and the top quark, or to the corresponding H iggsinos and top squarks,

yib Hz;R % + vib & h2 : (106)

O f these, the second one gives a loop contribution lke that of the two-H iggs doublet
m odels discussed above: it has the wrong sign for explaining Ry,. Since the m ass of the
charged H iggs is a firee param eter In supersym m etric m odels, we can in agine m aking it
large enough com pared to m + so that, according to eq. (82), it has only a sn alle ect on
Rp. W e therefore concentrate on the H iggsino-squark part. The charged H iggsino m ixes
w ith the W ino, and the right-handed top squark m ixes w ith its chiral counterpart, so in
the notation of (94), wehave f; = K, , £, = i , 1=% and , = % . The corresponding
charge m atrices for the couplings to the W 3 are

wlN
N

1
g = : s 0 (107)
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Because there are two possible colour com binations for the intemal lines of the loops
diagram , the colour factor in egs. (87)—(89) isn. = 2.

Before exploring the full expression for cf we can discover what param eter ranges
are the m ost prom ising by loocking at the lm iting cases described by egs. (97){ (100).
The m ost In portant lessons from these approxin ations follow from the charge m atrices
(107). W e do not want the squarks to be m uch heavier than the charginos because then
eq. (98) would apply and give the wrong sign for the correction due to the sign of the
isogoin di erence between the squarks. T he other two cases, where the squarks are not
much heavier than the charginos, m anifest a strong suppression of the result unless the
chargino m ixing angles are such that sin ( ,, $ &) Is lJarge, where 5, is the sign of the
detem inant ofthe charginom assm atrix. Ifon theotherhand sin(, s )= 0,thereis
exact cancellation between g, and g, In these equations because of the fact that g, = g
for the charginos. In sum m ary, our analytic form ulas indicate that the favoured regions of

param eter space for increasing Ry, are w here

tan . tan , = & = sign{mem¢o); (108)

and at least one of the squarks is not m uch heavier than the charginos.

In supersym m etric m odels the Y ukaw a coupling that controls the Jargest contribution
to Ry is that of the top quark, and it depends on the ratio of the two Higgs VEV ’s,
tan = w=vi, by

m ¢

y, = (109)

v sin
wherev= (7 + v3)!™ = 174 GeV . Therefore it is inportant to nd tan in tem s of the
chargino m asses and m ixing angles. T he chargino m assm atrix is given by

V2 _ gy Mf 0 U. = GGMe+ S SMeo S;GMe @S Mo

gvi My 3 0 meo : G S, M ¢ f§GMmsgo S SMet+ GGMfo
(110)

where isthe coe cient ofH ;H, In the superpotentialand M , isthe soft-SU SY -breaking
m ass tem for the W ino. Ik follow s that

metan ; meotan
metan meotan

tan

(111)

T he above considerations allow us to understand why valies of tan near uniy are
necessary for a supersymm etric solution to the Ry problem . From eg. (111) and the
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m axin ization condition (108) we see that tan  is restricted to lie between i s=m fojand
n ro=m ¢ J. Eq. (108) together w ith (110) also i plies

., . P . ,. . P
st o= 2M, sin ;  Finsodt sSSmej= 2M, cos ; (112)

T hism eans that average value of the two chargino m asses can be no greater than M ,, , so
that the ratio T ¢=m fojcannot di erm uch from unity unless one of the charginos ism uch
lighter than theW boson. Using the LEP 1.5 1in it 0f 65 G &V for the lightest chargino 6]
thiswould then require that tan < 15.

tan (theta_R)

Fig—
ure 8: T he dependence ofgio on the various supersym m etric param eters. Since gf depends only on m ass
ratios in our approxim ation, the units of m ass are arbitrary, with the m asses of all the charginos and
squarks w hich are not being varied set to unity.

In the case that none of our sim plifying lim its apply, we have searched the param eter
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space of the three Independent ratios between the two scalar m asses and the two fermm ion
m asses, and the three m ixing angles , ., s to nd which regions are favourable for
Increasing Ry, . Figures 8a-d show the shift in gf’ as a function ofpairs of these param eters,
using the Yukawa coupling (109) corresponding to a top quark mass of 174 GeV and
the theoretical preference fortan > 1 We Inplem ent the latter by setting gf = 0 for
param eters that would give tan < 1). As shown in Tabl 1, one needs é’ = 0:0067
In order to explain the observed value of Ry,. The values of the m asses are taken to be
M =M o=mf = m¢s = 1 (In arbitrary unis), exocept for those that are explicitly
varied in each gure. In Fig. 8a we look at the situation n which tan , = tan = 1, in
contradiction to condition (108), and vary the scalarm ixing angle and them ass ofm ostly—
% scalarin the lim it of zero squark m ixing. T he sign ofgf hasthew rong value, aspredicted
by eqg. (98). Fig. 8b show s the sam e situation except that now tan , = tan ; = 1, in
accordance w ith eq. (108). T hen the sign ofgf isnegative, asdesired, and has the right size
for substantial ranges of ; and M . In Fig. 8c we keep all the m asses nearly degenerate
and st ; = 0 to show the dependence on tan , and tan ; . Itjseasytoseethatgf’
has the correct sign and lJargest m agnitude (W hich is also alm ost as large as needed) when
condition (108) is satis ed. Finally in Fig. 8d we show the dependence on the m asses of
the m ostly-W Ino ffrm ion and on ; when ¢ = 0 and tan |, = 1, show Ing again the
preference for m ixing angles obeying (108), as well as som e enhancam ent when there is a

hierarchy between the two chargino m asses.

O ne m ight therefore get the in pression that it is easy to explain Ry using super—
sym m etric contributions to the Z o vertex. The problem is that to get a lJarge enough
contrlbution one is driven to a rather special region of param eter space, which com es
close to satisfying condition (108). A s m entioned above, the consequent condition (112)
prevents one from m aking the chargino m asses arbitrarily heavy. This, coupled w ith the
suppression in R, when the squarks are heavier than the charginos, m eans that all the
relevant supersym m etric particles m ust be relatively light, except the charged H iggswhich
has to be heavy to suppress the w rong-sign contribution from H * -+t Ioops. Thus in the

exam ple of Fig. 8c, the preferred values of g = 1, s, = 1,3 = ¢ = 0 imply that
me=vsin andmgso= vcoos ,whilke = M, = 0,which are precisely the circum stances
ofthe supersym m etric m odels considered in Refs. R7]and R8]. F ig. 8d, on the otherhand,
has ftsmaximum valie of Ry atg = s = ¢ = s = 1, mplyingtan = 1 and thus

from (112) that Mo+ dnsj= 2M, . Because the lightest chargino m ass is constrained
by experin ental lower lin is, there is little param eter space or getting a large hierarchy
between the two chargino m asses, as one would want in the present exam ple In order to
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get the full shift of 0:0067 in § !* Our analysis allow s one to pinpoint jist where the
favorable regions are for solving the R, problem .

W e thus see that it ispossible to understand m any of the conclusions in the literature
R71{ B1] on supersymm etry and Ry using som e rather sin ple analytic formulas. These
Include the preference for an allvaluesoftan aswell as light higgsinos and squarks.

6.Future Tests

If we exclude the possibility that the experin ental value of Ry is simply a 3.7 sta-—
tistical uctuation, we can expect that, once the LEP ocollaborations have com pleted their
analyses of all the data collected during the ve years of munning at the Z pole, the Ry
crisis’ w illbecom e an even m ore serious problem for the standard m odel. (O fcourse, it is
w ise to keep in m ind that therem ay be a sim ple explanation, nam ely that som e system atic
uncertainties in the analysis of the experin entaldata are stillnot well understood or have
been underestin ated.) In sections 3-5 we have discussed a variety ofm odels ofnew physics
w hich could acoount for the experin entalm easurem ent 0fRy,. T he next cbvious step isto

consider w hich otherm easurem entsm ay be used to revealthe presence ofthisnew physics.

The m ost direct m ethod of nding the new physics is clearly the discovery of new
particles w ith the correct couplings to the Z and the b quark. H ow ever, failing that, there
are som e indirect tests. For exam ple, m any of the new -physics m echanian s which have
been analysed In thispaperw illa ect the rate for som e rare B decays in a predictable way.
The rates orthe raredecays B ! X ¥ ' andB ! Xg are essentially controlled by
the Zbs e ective vertex s ¢ SIhce additional contributions (such asbox diagram sand Z {
interference) are largely subleadingl® In the SM , in the approxin ation m ade throughout
this paper of neglecting the b-quark m ass and m om entum , a sim ple relation holds betw een
the dom inant m  vertex e ects in R, and in the e ective 7 bs vertex .
_ Vg Ves

Ve §

S M
bs

s 113)

% An additional constraint is that the lightest H iggs boson m ass m , 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
tom, o to be large enough. This is why ref. 29] nds less than the desired shift in R, in the m inin al

supersym m etric standard m odel. W e thank J. Lopez for clarifying this point.

15 pye to the absence ofz { interference and of large renom alization-group-induced Q CD corrections,

the processB ! X g represents theoretically the cleanest proof of the e ective Z bs vertex [B2].
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where " isde ned asin eg. (26) with the SM form factorasgiven in egs. (27) and (38).
Them eaning ofeq. (113) isthat, w ithin the SM , the 7.bs e ective vertex m easurable in Z —
m ediated B decays represents a directm easurem ent ofthem -dependent vertex corrections
contributing to Ry, m odulo a ratio of the relevant CKM m atrix elem ents. In particular,
both corrections vanish in them ! 0 lm i. The question is now : how is this relation
a ected by the new physics invoked In Secs. 3-5 to explain R ,?

Consider rstthe treedevelb{b’m ixing e ectsanalysed in Sec. 3. It is straightforw ard
to relate the corrections ofthe LH and RH Z kb couplings to new tree-levelm ixing-induced
FCNC couplings gst . In this case eq. (5) reads

X
3% = G haU pU MY, (114)

w

Hence gst Involve the sam e gauge couplings and m ixing m atrices that detemm ine the
deviation from the SM ofthe avourdiagonalb couplings.

It is also true that, for m any m odels of new physics, the loop corrections to the Z o
vertex would change the e ective Z bs vertex in much the sam e way, therefore inducing
com putable m odi cations to the SM electroweak penguin diagram s. In these m odels, for
each loop diagram involring the new states f; £° and their coupling to the bquark geeop,
there w ill be a sim ilar diagram contributing to | that can be obtained by the sinple
replacem ent grrop, ! geros. FoOr exam ple, the general analysis of tquark m ixing e ects
presented in Sec. 4 can be straightforwardly applied to Z -m ediated B decays. D eviations
from the SM predictions ortheB ! X ¥ ' andB ! Xg decay rates can be easily
evaluated by m eans ofa fw sin ple replacem ents lke ¥/ F ! Vo Vis and Ve F ! Vi Vios
in all our equations!® To a large extent, this is also true for SUSY m odels. Indeed, the
analysis ofthe SU SY contributionsto the Z bs orm factor [34] can teach m uch about SU SY
e ects in Ry, . And once a particular region of param eter space suitable to explain the Ry
problem is chosen, a de nite num erical prediction ortheB ! X ¥ ' and B ! Xg

decay rates can bem ade.

T his brief discussion show s that, for a large class of new -physics m odels, the new
contrbutions to Ry, and to the e ective ,_ vertex are com putable in tem s of the sam e
set of new -physics param eters. T herefore, for all these m odels, the assum ption that som e
new physics is regponsble for the deviations of Ry, from the SM prediction will In ply a
quantitative prediction of the corresponding deviations for Z -m ediated B decays.

1% For exam ple, the particular case of m ixing of the top—quark w ith a new isosinglet T °, and the corre—

sponding e ects induced on the z bs vertex, was studied in Ref. [33] through an analysis very sim ilar to
that of Sec. 4.
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H owever, this statem ent cannot be applied to all new -physics possibilities. For ex-—
am ple, ifa new Z°boson is responsible for the m easured value of Ry, then no signal can
be expected in B decays, since In this case the new physics respects the GIM m echanian .
Thiswould also be true ifm ,-dependent e ects are responsible for the cbserved deviations
In Ry as could happen, for exam ple, in the very large tan region ofm uliH iggsdoublet
or SUSY m odels. M ore generally, the Joop contrbutions of the new states f; £° can be
di erent, since grros is not necessarily related to grro,, and in particular, whenever the
new physics involved in R, couples principally to the third generation, it is quite possible
that no sizeable e ect will show up in B decays. Stil], the study of B ! X ¥ ' and
B! Xg could help to distinguish between m odels that do or do not signi cantly a ect

these decays.

Unfortunately, at present only upper lin its have been set on the branching ratios for
B! X %' B5{B7]and B ! X4 B2]. Since these 1m its are a few tin es Jarger than
the SM predicitons, they cannot help to pin down the correct solution to the Ry, problem .
H ow ever, future m easurem ents of these rare decays at B factories could wellcon m that
new physics is a ecting the rate of bquark production in Z decays, as well as give som e
hints as to its identity. Ifno signi cant deviations from the SM expectations are detected,
thiswould also help to restrict the rem aining possibilities.

7.Conclusions

Until recently, the SM has enpyed enom ous success in explaining all electrow eak
phenom ena. H owever, a num ber of chinks have started to appear in itsam our. T here are
currently several disagreem ents betw een theory and experin ent at the 2 level or greater.
They are: Ry, b= naa 3:7 ), Re = haa @5 ), the nconsistency between A? as
m easured at LEP w ith that determ ined at SLC (24 ),andASB () @0 ). Taken together,
the data now exclide the SM at the 98.8% con dence level.

O f the above discrepancies, it is essentially only Ry which causes problem s. If Ry, by
itself is assum ed to be accounted for by new physics, then the t to the data despite the
other discrepancies is reasonable ( j ,=dof.= 15:5=11) { the other m easurem ents could
thus be regarded sin ply as statistical uctuations.

In this paper we have perform ed a system atic survey of new -physics m odels in order
to detem ine which features give corrections to Ry of the right sign and m agnitude. T he
m odels considered can be separated into two broad classes: those In which new Z b cou—
plings appear at tree level, by Z orbquark m ixing w ith new particles, and those which give
loop corrections to the Z b vertex. The latter type includes tquark m ixing and m odels

55



w ith new scalars and fem ions. W e did not consider technicolour m odels or new gauge

bosons appearing in loops since these cases are m uch m ore m odel-dependent.

The new physics can m odify either the left-handed or right-handed Z ko couplings,
g® or @ . To increase Ry, to its experim ental value, ¢ must be negative and have a
m agnitude typicalofa loop correction w ith large Y ukawa couplings. T hus (f could either
be a an all treelevel e ect, or a lJarge one-loop e ect. On the other hand, the SM value of
gf is opposite in sign to its LH counterpart and is about wve tim es an aller. T herefore one
would need a large tree-levelm odi cation to gf to explain orRy,.

Here are our resuls:

(1) Tree—level E ects: It is straightforward to explain R, ifthe Z orbm ix w ith new
particles. W ith Z {Z °m ixing there are constraints from neutralcurrent m easurem ents, but
these do not exclude allm odels. U sing b{k’ m ixing is easier since the experin ental value
ofR can be accom m odated by b, {bg ork {bg m ixing. Ifthem ixing is in the LH b sector,
then solutions are possble so Iong as I, < 1=2. An additional possbility with . > 0
and very large LH m ixing, though perhaps unappealing, is still viable. For RH bm ixing,
if I > 0 then smallm ixing is pem itted, while if I, < 0, large m ixing is necessary.
Interestingly, the required large bm ixing angles are stillnot ruled out phenom enologically.
A num ber of papers in the literature have appealed to b¥’ m ixing to explain Ry. Our
\m aster form ula" (8) and Table 2 include all of these m odels, as well asm any others.

(2) Loops: t{tM ixing: In the presence of t{t’ m ixing, the SM radiative correction can
be reduced, depending on the weak isospin quantum numbers of the t° as well as on the
LH and RH m ixing angles. H ow ever, we found that it isnot possble to com pletely explain
Ry via thism ethod. The best we can do is to decrease the discrepancy between theory
and experin ent to about 2 . Such a scenario predicts the existence ofa light ( 100 G&V)
charge 2=3 quark, decaying prim arily to W b.

(3) Loops: D iagonalC ouplings to the Z : W e considered m odels w ith exotic ferm ions and
scalars coupling to both the Z and bquark. W e assum ed that the couplings to the Z are
diagonal, ie.there are no avour<changing neutralcurrents (FCNC’s). T he correction gf’
can then be w ritten in a sin ple fom , eq. (82). T he key point is that (f is proportionalto
I; ﬁR , where I; = s the third com ponent of weak isospin ofthe fermion eld £, ; In
the loop. Thisexplains at a glance why m any m odels, such asm ultiH iggsdoublet m odels
and Zeetype m odels, have di culy explaining R . Since the dom inant contrlbutions in
these m odels typically have top-type quarks (IgL = %, IgR = 0) circulating in the loop,
they give corrections of the wrong sign to Ry. H owever, these considerations did pem it
us to construct viable m odels of this type which do explain R,. Two such exam ples are
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given Sec. 5.4, and m any others can be invented.

(4) Loops: Nondiagonal Couplings to the Z : W e also exam Ined m odels w ith exotic
ferm ions and scalars which were allowed to have nondiagonal couplings to the Z . Such
FCNC's can occur when particles of di erent weak isospin m ix. The correction f is
much m ore com plicated (eg. (86)) than in the previous case; even its sign is not cbvious.
H ow ever there are several interesting lim iting cases where it again becom es transparent.
T he contrbutions to Ry, of supersymm etry &1l into this category, which we discussed in
som e detail.

A cknow ledgem ents

T his research was nancially supported by NSERC ofCanada and FCAR du Q uebec.
EN wishes to acknow ledge the pleasant hospitality of the Physics D epartm ent at M oG i1l
University, during the nal stage of this work. DL would like to thank Ken Ragan for
helpfi1l conversations.

N ote A dded: A fter com pleting this work we becam e aware of ref. [38], which dis—
cusses a di erent region of param eter space in SUSY m odels than the one we focused on.
B ecause of our criterion of explaining the entire Ry, discrepancy rather than only reducing
its statistical signi cance, we exclude the region in question.

8. R eferences

[l] LEP electroweak working group and the LEP collaborations, \A C cm bination of P re—-
lim nary LEP E lectroweak Results and C onstraints on the Standard M odel", prepared
from summ er 1995 conference taks.

R] SLC Collaboration, as presented at CERN by C .Baltay (June 1995).

B] CDF Collaboration, F .Abeetal, Phys.Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 2626; D 0 C ollaboration,
S.Abachiet.al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 2632.

4] C P.Bumgess, S. Godfrey, H . Konig, D . London and I.M aksymyk, Phys. Rev. D 49
(1994) 6115.

B] P.Bamert, C P.Burgess and I.M aksym yk, Phys. Lett. 356B (1995) 282.

57



[71M E .Peskin and T . Takeuchi, Phys.Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 964;Phys.Rev.D 46 (1992)
381; W J.M arciano and JL.Rosner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 2963;D C .K ennedy
and P . Langacker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 2967;B .Holdom and J.Teming, P hys.
Lett. 247B (1990) 88.

B] M . Shifman, M od. Phys. Lett. A 10, (1995) 605; University of M innesota preprint
TP M INN -95/32-T , hep-ph7/95114¢

F.Feruglio, R. Gatto and M L. M angano, CERN preprint CERN-TH /9620, hep+

[11] J Bemabeu, A . Pich and A . Santam ar a, Phys. Lett. 200B (1988) 569. For other
discussions of the radiative corrections to Zf:b, e A A .Akhundov, D.Yu. Bardin
and T .Riemann, Nucl Phys. B276 (1986) 1; W . Beenakker and W . Hollk, Zeit.
Phys. C 40 (1988) 141;B W .Lynn and R G . Stuart, Phys. Lett. 252B (1990) 676; J
Bemabeu, A .Pich and A . Santam ar a, Nucl Phys. B 363 (1991) 326.

[I5] E.Nardi, E.Roulkt and D . Tomm asini, Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992) 3040.
[l6] B.Holdom , Phys. Lett. 351B (1995) 279.

[[7] T J.LeCompte CDF Collaboration), Ferm ilab preprint FERM ILAB-CONF-96/021-
E.

[18] See, for exam ple, P . Langacker and D . London, Phys. Rev. D 38 (1988) 886.

58


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512445
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511469
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601306
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601324
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601324
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601326
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9510289
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512251
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512239

[9] E.Nardi, E.Roulkt and D . Tomm asini, Nucl Phys. B 386 (1992) 239.
RO] E.Nardi, E.Roult and D . Tomm asini, Phys. Lett. 344B (1995) 225.
1] JADE Collaboration, E .Elsen et al,, Zeit. Phys. C 46 (1990) 349.

2] CELLO Collaboration, H J.Behrend et al., Zeit. Phys. C 47 (1990) 333.

R4] F.Abeetal. CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 45 (1992) 3921.
RS5]E.MaandD .Ng,Phys.Rev.D 53 (1996) 255.

26] L.Rolandi, H .D ikstra, D . Strickland and G .W ilson, representing the ALEPH ,DEL~-
PHI, L3 and OPA L collaborations, Joint Sem inar on the First Resuls from LEP 1.5,
CERN,Dec.12th, 1995.

R7] JL. Feng, N . Polbnsky and S. Thomas, SLAC preprint SLAC-PUB-95-7050, hep+

B3] E .Naxrdij, Phys. Lett. 365B (1996) 327.

B4] See, for exam ple, S. Bertolini, F . Borzum ati, A .M asiero and G .Ridol , Nucl Phys.
B 353 (1991) 591.

B5] C.Abapretal, UA 1l Collaboration, Phys. Lett. 262B (1991) 63.

B6] R.Balstetal,, CLEO Collaboration, Comell preprint CLEO -CONF-944.

59


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9407203
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511324
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511324
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602267
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512288
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512288
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9510372
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512227
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9510378

B7] C.AnwayW jeseetal, CDF Collaboration, Fermn ilab preprint Ferm ilab-C onf£95/201-
E.

60


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9603310

