arXiv:hep-ph/9603225v1 6 Mar 1996

KA IST-CHEP-96/03
February 1996

RyR. Crisis and the H iggs Boson M ass from LEP P recision
D ata

Jae Sik Lee i and Jae Kwan K in

D epartm ent of P hysics,
K orea Advanced Institute of Science and Technology,
Taepn 305701, K orea

ABSTRACT

W e study the e ects on the H iggsboson m ass from LEP precision data ofthe new
physics explaining RyR crisis. W e mplement a t to LEP observables w ith the new
physics. W e abtain M § “F™¥° = 85747 Gev . Comparing with the value of the SM

t,M M = 38")° Gev, the errors are larger and the central value is higher. T he new

physicsm ay allow M y to have a value out of the range ofO M ;).
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Tt is ram arkable that the topquark massM  measured at CDF and D 0 agreeswell
w ith the value predicted by the LEP precision data [L]. The success of the the M
prediction shifts the focus of Interest to the prediction of the H iggs boson mass M y
R]. It is shown that there is a weak preference fora light H iggsboson massM y < 300
G eV .But it is not trivial that the electroweak data have consistently favored a H iggs
mass in a range ofO M ;) BI.

Recently it was reported by LEP collaborations that the m easured ratios of Ry,

Z ! bb)= (Z ! hadrons) and R . Z ! o= @ ! hadrons) are di erent from
those predicted by the standard m odel (SM ). Ry is higher than the SM prediction at
3.7 leveland R, is snaller than that at 2.7 Jlevel [L]. These discrepancies m ay
be the rst signals for new physics beyond the SM if these are con med by future
m easuram ents.

A num ber ofpossible soenarios of new physics are being suggested to explain these
Ry and R. discrepancies sin ultaneously [4,5]. The nonuniversal interactions acting
on only the b-quark and cquark are attractive candidates for new physics explaining
these discrepancies since the SM predictions for other avors should not be disrupted
by the new physics [6]. But it is not possbl to explain Ry, R, with oonsistent ¢
from low energy detemm inations Invoking only non-standard Zldo and Z cc  oouplings.
W ith only nonuniversal interactions acting on the b-quark and cquark resultsin ¢ =
0:18 B]. This value is signi cantly con ict wih the low energy detem nation 4 =
0112 0:005 [7]. Ifwe don’t discount the m easured value ofR., therefore, new physics
corrections to the Z ss  couplings are also needed.

In this paper, we study the e ects of the new physics which are introduced to
explin Ry, and R, discrepancies on the H iggs boson m ass prediction from the LEP
precision data. By 2 ttingto the LEP observableswe calculate the new physics scale
of the nonuniversal Interactions and ocbtain M y . T here are theoretical bounds on the
SM H iggsboson m asswhich are obtained from the stability of the electrow eak vacuum
B] and by requiring the SM oouplings to rem ain perturbative up to som e scalke Pl.
W e brie y comm ent whether our resuls of tting are com patible w ith those from the
vacuum stability and perturbativity.

In this paper we do not construct a speci cm odelbut use the e ective Lagrangian



technique. W etakethe Z ! ff vertex to be given phenom enologically by the expres—
sion
h . - i
L Z £ @ 7"+ g " 5)f; @)
where ¢ ** and g ** are the e ective vector and axial vector coupling constants given

by

g " = 20 T )
%"= 260" ¢ @)

W e Introduce the nonuniversal interactions for £ = s;c;b. For £ = c;b, we param etrize
thenonuniversalinteraction e ectsintheZ ! £ f vertex by introducing the param eters
E;R . These param eters shift the SM tree Jevel couplings of the neutral currents gE R

to the e ective couplings g;, ;F’;f :

95,-15 = gf;R L+ i,.R); ?3)

where

g =1 Osny;g= 0osny: @)
I3f and Qf are the weak isospin and electric charge respectively. Since non-standard
couplings to the strange quark enter the neutral current observables only via their
contributions to the total hadronic width of the Z° boson, nhaq, We param etrize the
e ects by introducing the param eter . It is expected that the ¢ is positive and
has the valie which nearly cancels the de cit of . [7]. Since (g )? G )?, we x
$° = 0 in our analysis. So we introduced three param eters of new physics : 2, ¢

and .
W e use the Ollow Ing s=t of 15 varables In our tting procedure (see Tablk 1) :
zr totr Re had= er R had= R naa= A2 ©,AJ (),A2, (), A,
Ae, Ry, Re, Al ), A2, (@) and sin® . From Tabk 1, we can see there are three
observables which show deviations from the predictions of the SM :AQ2, ( ), R, and
R.. The mnability of the e ective Lagrangian approach to fiillly explain the deviations
In the asym m etry observables isdiscussed in Ref. B]. And it isout ofthe range ofthis
paper to oonsjderAgB ( ) deviation asthe e ect ofthe new physics. So we regard that

this deviation results from not well understood system atic e ects in the experim ents.



We x 4= 0423 sihce the strong coupling constant is no longer strongly con-—
strained by ts wih the new physics B]. W e take another value of ¢ = 0112 from
low energy detem inations to investigate the e ects ofthe procedure of xIng ¢ in our

t. W e cdbserve that the e ects of varying 4 are negligble.

Weused ZEITTER [10] wih the function m lnin izing program M INUIT [11] to
perform the 2 t forthe LEP observables. Firstly, we in plem ent the SM  t where no
new physics param eters are added. And we x My = 300 G&V to see the reliability
for subsequent ts. In this case, the tting param etersareM . and 4. W e obtain

M, = 1715 84 GeV;

s = 0423 0004:

T hese values are well agree w ith those reported by the LEP electrow eak working group
[L]. N ote the agreem ent ofthe tted value ofM . w ith the valuem easured at CDF and
DO :180 12Gev (CDF + DO0) [12].
Next, we mplem ent the SM  twhere no new physics param eters are added. In this
caewe X = 0123.Fixing  isfor com parisons w ith the results from subsequent
ts Including new physics param eters. In this case, the tting param eters are M  and
My . W e obtain

h i
My = 383 Gev log,,Mz)= 15305 ;

M, = 1453"1°7:

T he Jowerand uppererrorsare obtained by progctingthe 2= lellipsein M ;1log;, M 5 ))
plane on the vertical and horizontalaxes. M ; is ower than that ofprevious casem ainly
becausewedont xM y at 300 G &V . These values are consistent w ith recent ones cb—
tained by the authors of Ref. B]. The results of this t are shown in Tabl 1 as the
SM results.

To investigate the e ectsofthe new physicswe perform the tw ith the new physics
parameters 2, ¢ and , xing = 0:{123.Thisisournew physics t.W e obtan

h i
My = 862 Gev Ig,,My)= 1947559 ;

280
M. = 160:9"7,5;



> 0013  0:004;

L 0:059 0:026;

s 188 126 M€&V:

As expected  has nearly same value as the de cit of . and is positive. [ has
negative valueat 2  level. f has the sam e centralvalue of our previous work [6]at 3

level. M . ism ore consistent w ith the valuem easured at CDF and D O than the SM  t
is. The errors ofM y are larger than those ofthe SM  t and the center value is higher.
Theupperlinitat2 Ilevelisabout?2 TeV .Thism eans that perturbative calculations
are not reliable always. And the upper Imit at 1 Ilevel ( 500 G&V) din inishes
the hope for nding the Higgs at the LEP2 or the LHC . In the SM fram ework, the
electroweak data consistently favor a Higgsmass in a range of O M ;). But, even
though it is not signi cant because of the large error, there is a possibility that M y
has a value out of the range ofO M ;). The results ofthis t are shown In Tabk 1 as
the new physics.

To see the e ects of future, m ore precise measurements of Ry and R, on My , we

reduce errors 0ofR, and R by half. W e do not change the central values ofRy, and R..
Fixing = 0:123,we cbtain

My = 85%° Gev hJoglo(M H)= 1:93+8§§§’l;
M. = 1609"1}%;

© = 0013 0002;

¢ = 0063 0:014;

s = 209 67 Me&v:

W e odbserve the errors of 2, rrand g decrease. The errors ofM y decrease slightly
and the center value does not change.

To study thee ectsof xing g, wealoexecutea t xing = 0:112.W e cbtain

h i
My = 868" Gev log,,M )= 1945 ;
M. = 1609'73%;

© = 0015 0:004;



L 0057 0026;

. 223 126 MevV:

Com paring w ith the new physics t, we can see the e ectsof xing 4 are negligble.

Because we take a m odekHindependent approach, we do not explicitly describe the
parameters ©, ¢ and by speci c physical quantities here. W e know , however,
that these param eters are related to the new physics scale . Forexam ple, we consider
the tquark condensation m odels where the third generation Q; and tz states at a
m ininum participate in a new strong Interaction or ? [3]. Then the relkevant tem

of the e ective Lagrangian is given by
1
Le —b kG g b ©)

where gy and g, are param eters. Here one would expect that the tquark loop will
generate an e ective controution to 2 ! bbvertex ?.Thuswe have

|

b _ gA Nth2 2 .
L_gﬁ8 2—2 —3 4

where N_.= 3. Our tresul f= 0013 yields 1TeV wih 15 J 4 (0:41) [p4].

The results from the analyses of stability B] and perturbative P] bounds on the SM

©)

H iggs boson m ass gives
50GevV < My < 700 Gev for = 1TeV:

T he perturbative bound 700 G €V getsm uch corrections from two-loop functionsand
one-loop m atching condition on the H iggs boson m ass. So this value is considered to
be In a range from 500 G&V to 1 TeV .For analler the boundsbecom e weaker. W e
can see that our new physics t forM y iswell com patble with these bounds.

We mplkment a t to LEP ocbservables with new physics explaining Ry, and R
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discrepancies. W e obtain M G &V . Com paring w ith the value ofthe

SM t,M M = 38"° Gev, the errors are Jarger and the central value is higher. The

new physicsmay allow M y to have a value out of the range ofO M ;).
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Table C aptions

Tabke 1 : Our glbbal t to LEP observables In the standard m odel fram ework and

w ith nonuniversal interactions explaining Ry, and R . discrepancies.



Observables E xperin ent SM resuls 2 |New Physics 2
s GeV) 24963 0:0032 24936 0:710 24963 0:000
tor (D) 41488 0078 41:429 0580 41441 0368
Re 20797 0058 20:799 0001 20:784 0052
R 20796 0043 205799 0:004 20:784 0:079
R 20813 0061 20846 0290 20831 0:087
AgB ) 00157 00028 00157 0:000 0:0158 0:001
AgB () 00163 00016 00157 0:134 00158 0103
AgB () 00206 00023 00157 4513 00158 4381
A 01418 00075 01447 0455 01451 0191
A, 0139 00089 01447 0417 01451 0466
Ry 02219 00017 02168 8:868 02219 0:000
Re 0154 0:0074 04719 5863 01557 0053
AgB (o)) 00997 00031 01016 0361 01020 0535
AEB (© 00729 00058 00725 0006 00688 0494
sin? queP 02320 00016 02318 0014 02318 0021

total 219 638

Tabk 1:
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