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W estudy thee�ectson theHiggsboson m assfrom LEP precision data ofthenew

physicsexplaining R b-R c crisis.W eim plem enta �tto LEP observableswith the new

physics. W e obtain M
N ewPhysics

H = 85+ 467� 56 GeV. Com paring with the value ofthe SM

�t,M SM
H = 38+ 96� 21 GeV,theerrorsarelargerand thecentralvalueishigher.Thenew

physicsm ay allow M H to havea valueoutoftherangeofO (M Z).
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Itisrem arkablethatthetop-quark m assM t m easured atCDF and D0 agreeswell

with the value predicted by the LEP precision data [1]. The success ofthe the M t

prediction shifts the focusofinterest to the prediction ofthe Higgsboson m ass M H

[2].Itisshown thatthereisa weak preferencefora lightHiggsboson m assM H < 300

GeV.Butitisnottrivialthattheelectroweak data have consistently favored a Higgs

m assin a rangeofO (M Z)[3].

Recently itwasreported by LEP collaborationsthatthe m easured ratiosofR b �

�(Z ! b�b)=�(Z ! hadrons)and R c � �(Z ! c�c)=�(Z ! hadrons)aredi�erentfrom

those predicted by the standard m odel(SM ).R b ishigherthan the SM prediction at

3.7 � leveland Rc is sm aller than that at 2.7 � level[1]. These discrepancies m ay

be the �rst signals for new physics beyond the SM ifthese are con�rm ed by future

m easurem ents.

A num berofpossiblescenariosofnew physicsarebeing suggested to explain these

R b and R c discrepancies sim ultaneously [4,5]. The nonuniversalinteractions acting

on only the b-quark and c-quark are attractive candidatesfornew physicsexplaining

these discrepanciessince the SM predictionsforotheravorsshould notbedisrupted

by the new physics [6]. But it is not possible to explain R b,R c with consistent �s

from low energy determ inationsinvoking only non-standard Zbb� and Zcc� couplings.

W ith only nonuniversalinteractionsacting on theb-quark and c-quark resultsin �s =

0:18 [5]. This value is signi�cantly conict with the low energy determ ination � s =

0:112� 0:005[7].Ifwedon’tdiscountthem easured valueofRc,therefore,new physics

correctionsto theZss� couplingsarealso needed.

In this paper,we study the e�ects ofthe new physics which are introduced to

explain R b and R c discrepancies on the Higgs boson m ass prediction from the LEP

precision data.By �2 �ttingtotheLEP observableswecalculatethenew physicsscale

ofthe nonuniversalinteractionsand obtain M H .There aretheoreticalboundson the

SM Higgsboson m asswhich areobtained from thestability oftheelectroweak vacuum

[8]and by requiring the SM couplings to rem ain perturbative up to som e scale [9].

W ebriey com m entwhetherourresultsof�tting arecom patiblewith thosefrom the

vacuum stability and perturbativity.

In thispaperwedo notconstructa speci�cm odelbutusethee�ectiveLagrangian
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technique.W etaketheZ ! f �f vertex to begiven phenom enologically by theexpres-

sion

L � Z
�
h

�f�(g
e�;f

V + g
e�;f

A 5)f
i

; (1)

whereg
e�;f

V and g
e�;f

A arethee�ectivevectorand axialvectorcoupling constantsgiven

by

g
e�;f

V = 2(g
e�;f

L + g
e�;f

R );

g
e�;f

A = 2(g
e�;f

L � g
e�;f

R ): (2)

W eintroducethenonuniversalinteractionsforf = s;c;b.Forf = c;b,weparam etrize

thenonuniversalinteractione�ectsintheZ ! f �f vertexbyintroducingtheparam eters

�
f

L;R . These param etersshiftthe SM tree levelcouplingsofthe neutralcurrentsg
f

L;R

to thee�ectivecouplingsg
e�;f

L;R :

g
e�;f

L;R = g
f

L;R(1+ �
f

L;R ); (3)

where

g
f

L = I
f

3 � Q
f sin2�W ; g

f

R = � Q
f sin2�W : (4)

I
f

3 and Q f are the weak isospin and electric charge respectively. Since non-standard

couplings to the strange quark enter the neutralcurrent observables only via their

contributions to the totalhadronic width ofthe Z 0 boson,�had,we param etrize the

e�ectsby introducing the param eter��s. Itisexpected thatthe ��s ispositive and

has the value which nearly cancels the de�cit of�c [7]. Since (g
f

L)
2 � (g

f

R)
2,we �x

�
c;b

R = 0 in ouranalysis. So we introduced three param etersofnew physics : �bL,�
c
L

and ��s.

W e use the following set of15 variables in our �tting procedure (see Table 1) :

�Z,�tot,R e � �had=�e,R � � �had=��,R � � �had=��,A
0
FB(e),A

0
FB(�),A

0
FB(�),A�,

A e,R b,R c,A
0
FB(b),A

0
FB(c) and sin2�

lep

W . From Table 1,we can see there are three

observables which show deviations from the predictions ofthe SM :A 0
FB(�),Rb and

R c.The inability ofthe e�ective Lagrangian approach to fully explain the deviations

in theasym m etry observablesisdiscussed in Ref.[5].And itisoutoftherangeofthis

paperto considerA 0
FB(�)deviation asthee�ectofthenew physics.So weregard that

thisdeviation resultsfrom notwellunderstood system atice�ectsin theexperim ents.
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W e �x �s = 0:123 since the strong coupling constant is no longer strongly con-

strained by �tswith the new physics [5]. W e take anothervalue of�s = 0:112 from

low energy determ inationstoinvestigatethee�ectsoftheprocedureof�xing � s in our

�t.W eobservethatthee�ectsofvarying � s arenegligible.

W e used ZFITTER [10]with the function m inim izing program M INUIT [11]to

perform the�2 �tfortheLEP observables.Firstly,weim plem enttheSM �twhereno

new physicsparam etersare added. And we �x M H = 300 GeV to see the reliability

forsubsequent�ts.In thiscase,the�tting param etersareM t and �s.W eobtain

M t = 171:5� 8:4 GeV;

�s = 0:123� 0:004:

Thesevaluesarewellagreewith thosereported by theLEP electroweak working group

[1].Notetheagreem entofthe�tted valueofM t with thevaluem easured atCDF and

D0 :180 � 12 GeV (CDF + D0)[12].

Next,weim plem enttheSM �twherenonew physicsparam etersareadded.In this

case we�x �s = 0:123.Fixing �s isforcom parisonswith theresultsfrom subsequent

�tsincluding new physicsparam eters.In thiscase,the�tting param etersareM t and

M H .W eobtain

M H = 38+ 96� 21 GeV
h

log10(M H )= 1:53+ 0:60� 0:30

i

;

M t = 145:3+ 16:7� 11:4:

Theloweranduppererrorsareobtainedbyprojectingthe�� 2 = 1ellipsein(M t;log10(M H ))

planeon theverticaland horizontalaxes.M tislowerthan thatofpreviouscasem ainly

becausewedon’t�x M H at300 GeV.Thesevaluesareconsistentwith recentonesob-

tained by the authorsofRef. [3]. The resultsofthis�tare shown in Table 1 asthe

SM results.

Toinvestigatethee�ectsofthenew physicsweperform the�twith thenew physics

param eters�bL,�
c
L and ��s �xing �s = 0:123.Thisisournew physics�t.W eobtain

M H = 86+ 467� 56 GeV
h

log10(M H )= 1:94+ 0:80� 0:47

i

;

M t = 160:9+ 28:0� 14:0;
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�
b
L = 0:013� 0:004;

�
c

L = � 0:059� 0:026;

��s = 18:8� 12:6 M eV:

As expected ��s has nearly sam e value as the de�cit of�c and is positive. �cL has

negativevalueat2 � level.�bL hasthesam ecentralvalueofourpreviouswork [6]at3

� level.M tism oreconsistentwith thevaluem easured atCDF and D0than theSM �t

is.TheerrorsofM H arelargerthan thoseoftheSM �tand thecentervalueishigher.

Theupperlim itat2� levelisabout2 TeV.Thism eansthatperturbativecalculations

are not reliable always. And the upper lim it at 1 � level(� 500 GeV) dim inishes

the hope for �nding the Higgs at the LEP2 or the LHC.In the SM fram ework,the

electroweak data consistently favor a Higgs m ass in a range ofO (M Z). But,even

though itisnotsigni�cant because ofthe large error,there isa possibility thatM H

hasa valueoutoftherangeofO (M Z).Theresultsofthis�tareshown in Table1 as

thenew physics.

To see the e�ectsoffuture,m ore precise m easurem ents ofR b and R c on M H ,we

reduceerrorsofR b and R c by half.W edo notchangethecentralvaluesofR b and R c.

Fixing �s = 0:123,weobtain

M H = 85+ 278� 59 GeV
h

log10(M H )= 1:93+ 0:63� 0:51

i

;

M t = 160:9+ 19:7� 11:8;

�
b

L = 0:013� 0:002;

�
c

L = � 0:063� 0:014;

��s = 20:9� 6:7 M eV:

W eobservetheerrorsof�bL,�
c
L,and ��s decrease.TheerrorsofM H decreaseslightly

and thecentervaluedoesnotchange.

To study thee�ectsof�xing � s,wealso executea �t�xing � s = 0:112.W eobtain

M H = 86+ 474� 55 GeV
h

log10(M H )= 1:94+ 0:81� 0:45

i

;

M t = 160:9+ 27:8� 13:9;

�
b

L = 0:015� 0:004;
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�
c

L = � 0:057� 0:026;

��s = 22:3� 12:6 M eV:

Com paring with thenew physics�t,wecan seethee�ectsof�xing � s arenegligible.

Because we take a m odel-independentapproach,we do notexplicitly describe the

param eters �bL,�
c
L and ��s by speci�c physicalquantities here. W e know,however,

thattheseparam etersarerelated tothenew physicsscale�.Forexam ple,weconsider

the t-quark condensation m odels where the third generation Q L and tR states at a

m inim um participate in a new strong interaction for�bL [13]. Then the relevantterm

ofthee�ective Lagrangian isgiven by

Le� � �
1

�2
�b�b�t

�(gV � gA5)t; (5)

where gV and gA are param eters. Here one would expect that the t-quark loop will

generatean e�ective contribution to Z ! b�bvertex �bL.Thuswehave

�
b

L =
gA

gbL

N c

8�2

M 2
t

�2
ln

 

�2

M 2
t

!

; (6)

where N c = 3. Our�tresult�bL = 0:013 yields� � 1 TeV with jgAj� 4�(0:11)[14].

The resultsfrom the analyses ofstability [8]and perturbative [9]boundson the SM

Higgsboson m assgives

� 50 GeV < MH < � 700 GeV for�= 1 TeV:

Theperturbativebound 700GeV getsm uch correctionsfrom two-loop � functionsand

one-loop m atching condition on the Higgsboson m ass. So thisvalue isconsidered to

be in a rangefrom 500 GeV to 1 TeV.Forsm aller� theboundsbecom e weaker.W e

can seethatournew physics�tforM H iswellcom patiblewith thesebounds.

W e im plem ent a �t to LEP observables with new physics explaining R b and R c

discrepancies.W eobtain M
N ewPhysics

H = 85+ 467� 56 GeV.Com paring with thevalueofthe

SM �t,M SM
H = 38+ 96� 21 GeV,theerrorsarelargerand thecentralvalueishigher.The

new physicsm ay allow M H to havea valueoutoftherangeofO (M Z).
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Table C aptions

Table 1 : Our global�t to LEP observables in the standard m odelfram ework and

with nonuniversalinteractionsexplaining R b and R c discrepancies.
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Observables Experim ent SM results �2 New Physics �2

�Z(GeV) 2:4963� 0:0032 2:4936 0:710 2:4963 0:000

�tot(nb) 41:488� 0:078 41:429 0:580 41:441 0:368

R e 20:797� 0:058 20:799 0:001 20:784 0:052

R � 20:796� 0:043 20:799 0:004 20:784 0:079

R � 20:813� 0:061 20:846 0:290 20:831 0:087

A 0
F B (e) 0:0157� 0:0028 0:0157 0:000 0:0158 0:001

A 0
F B (�) 0:0163� 0:0016 0:0157 0:134 0:0158 0:103

A 0
F B (�) 0:0206� 0:0023 0:0157 4:513 0:0158 4:381

A � 0:1418� 0:0075 0:1447 0:155 0:1451 0:191

A e 0:139� 0:0089 0:1447 0:417 0:1451 0:466

R b 0:2219� 0:0017 0:2168 8:868 0:2219 0:000

R c 0:154� 0:0074 0:1719 5:863 0:1557 0:053

A 0
F B (b) 0:0997� 0:0031 0:1016 0:361 0:1020 0:535

A 0
F B (c) 0:0729� 0:0058 0:0725 0:006 0:0688 0:494

sin2�
lep

W 0:2320� 0:0016 0:2318 0:014 0:2318 0:021

total 21:9 6:8

Table1:
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