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A bstract

Recentm easurem entsofthesingleinclusivejetcrosssection attheTevatron by

the CDF Collaboration m aybe suggesta m odi�ed picture ofQ CD in the large E T

range.O nepossibleexplanation ofthem easured jetexcessistheintroduction ofa

neutralheavy vectorboson Z 0.A param eter�tofthisnew m odelto theCDF data,

in leading order perturbation theory,is perform ed,and the question ofhow the

corresponding single inclusive jetcrosssectionsand the dijetangulardistributions

at the LHC are a�ected by this additionalZ 0 is discussed. W e conclude that the

Z
0willplay a pivotalrole fortypicalLHC centre{of{m assenergies,thusproviding

a directtestofthistheory.
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1 Introduction

Recentdata from the CDF Collaboration [1]on the single inclusive jetcrosssection at

theTevatron indicate a possible disagreem entwith QCD athigh transverse jetenergies.

Thereported excessrateexceedsNLO QCD calculationsby 10{50% for200 GeV< E T <

400 GeV.One has to be cautious in drawing rash conclusions for the evidence ofnew

physics,asthe D0 Collaboration have reported agreem entwith QCD in the sam e m ea-

sured jetenergy range[2].Stillthesystem aticerrorsin both experim entsaretoolargeto

enable de�nite conclusionsto be drawn. Butalso the SLC and especially the LEP Col-

laborations[3]ALEPH,DELPHI,L3 and OPAL reported deviations m easured in high

precision experim entson theratiosR b;c = �(Z ! b�b;c�c)=�(Z ! hadrons).Com pared to

thepredictionsoftheStandard M odel,they �nd atoolargevalueforR b ataboutthe3:5�

leveland a too sm allvalue forR c ataboutthe 2:5� level. AsRb and R c are correlated

one m ighte.g. arbitrarily setR c to the LEP1 experim entalvalue,butthe excessofR b,

now on a 3:0� level,rem ains.

Discussionscontinueon how to understand theCDF and (or)LEP1/SLC data from a

phenom enologicalpointofview ifthedisagreem entwith theStandardM odelpredictionsis

taken literally.FortheCDF datatherearee�ortstoexplain theobserved e�ectsin term s

ofm odi�ed parton distributions[4],quark substructures,quark resonancesorsom em ore

exoticm odels[5].Independently them easured R b;c valuesweretreated in thefram ework

ofvariousextensionsto the Standard M odel[6].However,in two recentpublicationsby

Altarellietal.[7]and Chiapetta etal.[8]both CDF and LEP1/SLC data aretreated on

the sam e leveland are described by a universale�ect:the introduction ofan additional

very m assive neutralvector boson coupled to the neutralquark sector ofthe Standard

M odel. This Z 0 boson has the feature that it couples very strongly to u{ and d{type

quarks and contributes to the standard boson Z decay via a weak Z 0{Z m ixing angle

�.Analysing theexperim entaldata oftheCDF and LEP1/SLC Collaborationsallowsa

globalparam eter�tofthe Z 0 m odel,and itwasshown in Ref.[7]thata best{�tsetof

param eterscan befound,to explain sim ultaneously theCDF jetdata and them easured

R b;c values.

W e shallexploit this idea and undertake a globalanalysis ofthe Z 0 m odelin the

context ofthe CDF data only,to show the di�erences with the results ofRefs.[7,8]if

one only takes the CDF data into account. But the m ain intention ofthis paper is to

presentpredictionsofthe Z 0 m odelforfurtherm easurem entsatthe Tevatron,like dijet

angular distributions,and ofcourse at the LHC pp{collider. As the Z 0 m odelseem s a

quantitatively plausible description ofthe observed deviationsso far,itisim portantto

givepredictionsforfutureexperim entsto eithersupportordiscard thisexplanation.

Togiveabriefoutlineofthispaper,wediscusstheZ 0m odelin Section 2and introduce

itsparam etrisation.Section 3focuseson thepresentand futuredataattheTevatron.W e

�ttheZ 0m odelparam eterstotheCDF jetdataand,asa�rstapplication,givepredictions
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for the dijet angular distributions in LO QCD with the Z 0 contribution included. In

Section4weapplyourbest{�tZ 0m odeltotheLHC.Againwecalculatethesingleinclusive

jetcrosssectionsand the dijetangulardistributions. Finally,Section 5 sum m arisesour

results,underlinesthem ostim portantfeaturesand discussesopen problem s.

2 T he Z
0 m odel

TheZ 0m odelintroduced by Altarellietal.in Ref.[7]and independently by Chiapetta et

al.in Ref.[8]toexplain recentexperim entaldeviationsfrom theStandard M odel,hasthe

rem arkablefeature(astheexperim entaldatadem and)thattheaxialand vectorcouplings

oftheZ 0,especially to u{type quarks,arequite large.Itwillturn outthatthee�ective

Z 0u�u coupling isofthe orderofthe strong (QCD)coupling constant�S. Especially for

largeenergies(transverse jetenergiesE T)thecontributionsdueto theadditionalZ
0are

becom ing dom inantand fora �tted setofcoupling param eterswillforexam plecurethe

m easured jetexcess.W eshallbevery cursory in thepresentation oftheZ 0m odelasitis

treated in alm ostcom plete analogy to theZ boson oftheStandard M odeland hasbeen

already broadly discussed in [7,8,9].

To introduce the Z 0,the neutralsector ofthe Standard M odelwith the underlying

SU(3)C � SU(2)L � U(1)Y gaugegroup isextended by an additionalterm in theneutral{

currentLagrangian

L0
N C

=
g

cos(� W )
J
0
�

0
Z
0�

=
g

2cos(� W )

X

f

	 f
�

�

v
0
f + a

0
f


5
�

	 fZ
0�
: (1)

The neutralcurrent J0�
0
includes the axiala0f and vector v0f coupling strengths ofthe

Z 0. In the Standard M odelthere are three free coupling param eters for the Z boson:

the left{handed coupling to the (u;d)L doubletsand the two right{handed couplingsuR
and dR. To preserve these degrees offreedom ,we follow the quark fam ily{independent

param etrisation foru{ and d{typequarksin [7]fora0f and v
0
f

v
0
u = x+ yu; a

0
u = � x + yu;

v
0
d = x+ yd; a

0
d = � x + yd: (2)

Allcouplingsto leptonsare setto zero (leptophobic Z 0): v0l = v0� = 0 and a0l = a0� = 0.

In [7]thisconstraintwasdueto thefactthatonly deviationsfrom R b and R c have been

reported by the LEP1/SLC m easurem ents. Apartfrom x;yu and yd there are two m ore

param etersincluded in theZ 0m odel:them ixing angle� between Z and Z0aswellasthe

m assM Z 0 ofthe Z 0. W ith these param eterswe can also fully determ ine the totaldecay
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width oftheZ 0

�Z 0 =
G F M

2
Z

2
p
2�

N cM Z 0

�

v
0
f

2
+ a

0
f

2
�

; (3)

whereN c isthenum berofquark coloursand G F denotestheFerm iconstant.

From �tting variouselectroweak observables to the LEP1/SLC data and taking the

CDF results into account,the authors ofRef.[7]�nd as best set ofparam eters: x =

� 1:0;yu = 2:2;yd = 0:0 and � = 3:8� 10� 3 with the Z 0 m ass�xed in thisanalysisto be

M Z 0 = 1 TeV.Thisparam eterspace givesthe bestnum ericalcom prom ise to sim ultane-

ously obtain acceptable coincidence with the valuesforR b;c and the m easured CDF jet

rate. Such a heavy vectorboson isin accordance with the lowerm asslim itof412 GeV

(ata 95% con�dence level)reported from p�p{colliderexperim entsin a search fora new

neutralvectorboson (with standard couplings)[10].Thedependenceon theyd param eter

wasfound to beweak [7],such thatthesom ewhatarbitrarily choiceofyd = 0:0 wasused

as an input. W e shallexploit these results and concentrate on �nding the best set of

param etersforx and yu describingtheCDF datawithin theZ 0m odel,with �;yd and M Z 0

�xed to thevaluesgiven above2.

3 Fit to the C D F single inclusive jet data

In this section we shallperform a global�2 �t ofthe Z 0 m odelparam eters x and yu

discussed in Section 2tothe1992{93m easurem entsofthesingleinclusivejetcrosssection

by theCDF Collaboration [1].

In leading order(LO)QCD theprocessAB ! jet+ X can beparam etrised by [11]

d2�

dE Td�
(AB ! jet+ X )= 4��2S(Q

2)
E T

s2
(4)

�
X

abcd

1Z

xm in
a

dxa

2xa � xTe
�

fa=A (xa;Q
2)

xa

fb=B (xb;Q
2)

xb
jM ab! cdj

2
;

in term s of the transverse energy E T of the observed jet and the directly m easured

pseudorapidity �. The expressions for the squared and averaged m atrix elem ents of

the subprocessescontributing to jM ab! cdj
2 in LO due to the partonsa;b;c and d being

quarks,antiquarksorgluons,can be found in e.g. [12]orany standard QCD textbook.

W e integrate over the kinem aticalvariable xa only,with xb = xaxTe
� �=(2xa � xTe

�)

and xm ina = xTe
�=(2� xTe

� �). The variable xT is the scaled counterpart ofE T being

xT = 2E T=
p
s. Eq.(4) fully describes the single inclusive jet cross section. For the

2Aswe restrictourselvesto �tting the CDF data only,the m ixing angle � doesnotappearasa free

param eter.However,becausewelaterwanttocalculateR b;c forthesakeofcom parison with theStandard

M odelpredictionsand the LEP1 data,we shall�x � to the valuegiven by Altarellietal.[7].
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parton distributionsf(a;b)=(A ;B )(x(a;b);Q
2)weusetheM RS(A 0)setofpartonsdescribed in

Ref.[13].

The inclusion ofthe Z 0 into the form alism is straightforward. One has to calculate

those m atrix elem ents in which the incom ing and outgoing partons are quark and an-

tiquark pairs. The only constraints at the Z 0q�q vertices are colour{charge and 
avour

neutrality. Allpossible Z 0 exchangesin the s{ and t{channelshave to be taken into ac-

count(cf.Fig.1).Theanalyticexpressionsfortheseam plitudesareforexam plecited in

[7,9]and willnotberepeated here.

Throughoutthiswork weshallrestrictourselvesto theLO calculation ofthejetcross

sections. Forsm allvalues ofj�jithasbeen shown in e.g. [14]thatforsingle inclusive

jetproduction athigh transverse energiesthe next{to{leading order(NLO)and the LO

calculationsonly di�erby a constantfactor,independentofE T,ifonechooses� = ET=2

astheunderlying renorm alisation scale.Thisrenorm alisation scaleisim bedded into our

calculations in the form ofthe four{m om entum transfer Q 2 = �2 as the de�ning scale

forthe running coupling constant �S(Q
2) and the parton distributions. The di�erence

between LO and NLO isthen reported to be lessthan 10% and independent ofE T for

E T >100{200GeV [14].Thelowerboundon E T dependsonthesetofpartondistributions

used andthevalueof�Q CD im plem ented.FortheM RS(A
0)settheQCD scaleparam eteris

foundtobe�
(N f= 4)

M S
= 231M eV,which correspondsto�S(M

2
Z)= 0:113[13].TheM RS(A 0)

NLO calculation wasshown to be in good agreem ent [1]with the CDF single inclusive

jetdata up to E T ’ 200 GeV.W e therefore norm alise ourLO calculationsofthe single

inclusivejetcrosssectiontotheCDF m easurem entsintherange150GeV< E T < 200GeV

asshown in Fig.2. The dashed curve represents the LO QCD calculation according to

Eq.(4),the solid curve showsthe corrected LO calculation norm alised to the CDF data

which are also presented. For 130 GeV< E T < 200 GeV the di�erence between the

centralvaluesofthe CDF data and the norm alised LO calculation islessthan 5% .The

norm alisation factorisfound tobeN = 0:091� 0:003accordingtothereported statistical

errorsoftheCDF data.Com paring ourresultswith thosepresented in [14]weconclude

thatforE T > 130 GeV and � = ET=2 ourLO calculation isadequate to NLO assum ing

the constantfactorN . Forour�2 analysisofthe CDF data we shalltherefore use the

norm alised LO calculation presented in Fig.2.

TheCDF Collaboration reported a signi�cantjetexcessforE T > 200 GeV [1].In the

insetofFig.2 we presentthe conspicuousdeviationsofthe CDF data in the m easured

energy range to our LO calculation in per cent. The solid line shows the anticipated

best{�tcalculation in LO with theZ 0incorporated and thesm allestachievable�2 value.

Letustherefore now brie
y discussour�tofthe Z 0 m odelparam etersx and yu to the

CDF data.
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3.1 �
2 analysis ofthe Z

0 m odel

The qualitative di�erence ofour Z 0 m odel�t to that ofAltarellietal. [7]is that we

only concentrate on the CDF data and disregard the valuesforthe quark ratiosR b and

R c m easured at the LEP1/SLC colliders for the m om ent. Furtherm ore we are using a

di�erentrenorm alisation scale (� = E T=2 ratherthan � = ET)and therefore approach

NLO results in a naturalway [14]. W e also perform an im plicit integration over the

pseudorapidity � in the range 0:1 � j�j� 0:7,m ore in line with the experim entalcuts

used by theCDF Collaboration.

Nevertheless we expectourbest{�tparam etersto be very close to those found in [7]

such thatweconstrain threeofthe�veparam eters(cf.Section 2)in exactanalogy tothis

work,nam ely � = 3:8� 10� 3 (m ixing angle),M Z 0 = 1 TeV (Z 0 m ass)and yd = 0:0. W e

are leftwith two param etersx and yu to de�ne the �
2 distribution ofourproblem . W e

show �2(x;yu)in Fig.3a. Note thatthe pure QCD calculation yields �2(0;0)= 45:14.

Fig.3b showsthe95.4% con�denceellipse(2� forthenorm aldistribution).Thestatistical

analysis was perform ed using the program m ing package ofRef.[15]. W hile x isbound

according tothisanalysistoavery narrow band,theparam eteryu coversam uch broader

range. The narrowness ofthe x range isdue to the factthatitin
uences both u{ and

d{typequarkssim ultaneously,and thereforeitsvariation ism uch m oreconstrained.

Finally in Fig.3cwepresentthe68.3% con�denceellipse(1� forthenorm aldistribu-

tion)and deducethebest{�tparam etersofouranalysisto be

x = � 1:0; yu = 2:8;

with yd = 0:0; M Z 0 = 1TeV; � = 3:8� 10� 3: (5)

Altarelliet al. [7]report a slightly sm aller value ofyu = 2:2. This is m ainly due to

the included R b;c �taswellasto the di�erences in the analysis procedure asdiscussed

above.Theim proved resultforthesingleinclusive jetcrosssection,dueto incorporated

Z 0 exchange with the param etersof(5),wasalready shown in the insetofFig.2. Note

thatwith thissetofparam etersthecoincidencewith theexperim entalLEP1 valuesofR b

and R c [3]isstillbetterthan thepredictionsby theStandard M odel,asshown in Table1.

W ith (5)and M Z = 91:18 GeV we �nd a totalZ 0 decay width according to Eq.(3)

of�Z 0 = 644:2 GeV.Thisshould be com pared to the value forthe standard Z boson of

�Z = 2:493� 0:004GeV [10].Ourvaluefor�Z 0 exceedstheoneassum ed by Chiapetta et

al.[8]by a factorofthree.From Eq.(2)we�nd thevectorand axialcouplingsoftheZ 0

to u{type quarksbeing v0u = 1:8 and a0u = 3:8. These valuesshould again be com pared

with theStandard M odelpredictions[10]ofvu = 0:19 and au = 0:50 fortheZ boson.As

alreadym entioned in Section 2,thee�ectiveZ 0u�u couplingisoforder(v0u
2
+ a0u

2
)�W � �S.

So the m ain contribution ofthe Z 0 follows from its coupling to u{type quarks with an

absolute strength thatiscom parable to QCD itself. The e�ectsofthiscoupling can be

observed in the inset ofFig.2 where for E T � 400 GeV,the Z0 contribution already

5



our�t LEP1 Standard M odel

R b 0.2194 0:2219� 0:0017 0:2156� 0:0005

R c 0.1642 0:1543� 0:0074 0:1724� 0:0003

Table 1:Com parison ofthe valuesR b;c from ourcalculation including theZ 0 m odeland

thebest{�tparam etersof(5)with theLEP1 m easurem ents[3]and thepredictionsofthe

Standard M odel.

equalsthepureQCD contribution.

Beforeweshallanswerthequestion ofhow thisZ 0m odelwith thenew param eter�t

willa�ectjetphysicsatthe LHC we shall�rstdiscussthe com parison ofourresultsto

thealready availableand futuredata ofthedijetangulardistributionsattheTevatron.

3.2 C om parison w ith the m easurem ents ofthe dijet cross sec-

tions at the Tevatron

The leading order di�erentialdijet cross section in a hadron{hadron collision can be

expressed in term softhecentre{of{m assscattering anglecos(� ?)and theinvariantm ass

ofthetwo jetsM jj [11]

d�

dcos(� ?)dM jj

(AB ! jet1 + jet2 + X )= 4��2S(Q
2)

1

8M 2
jj

(6)

�
X

abcd

1Z

xm in
a

dxafa=A (xa;Q
2)fb=B (xb;Q

2)jM ab! cdj
2
;

with xm ina = M 2
jj=s and xb = M 2

jj=xas. Again a;b;c and d denote the di�erenttypesof

partonsand A and B the scattering hadrons. The crosssection isagain factorised into

one part that includes the inform ation on the parton densities inside the hadrons and

the averaged m atrix elem ent squared partthatcarriesthe cos(� ?)inform ation. So the

jetangulardistribution issensitive to the form ofthe 2 ! 2 m atrix elem ents. Forsm all

angles,the partonic contributions to the totaldi�erentialcross section show a typical

Rutherford behaviour(� sin� 4(� ?=2)).To rem ovethissingularity itisconvenienttoplot
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theangulardistribution in term sofanothervariable� de�ned as3

� =
1+ jcos(� ?)j

1� jcos(�?)j
: (7)

It is clear that � 2 [1;1 ]. In the sm allangle region (� large) one expects therefore

d�=d� � const.asd�=dcos(�?)� sin� 4(� ?=2):

Thevindication ofrestrictingourselvestoaLO calculation hasalready been discussed

in thecaseofthesingleinclusive jetanalysis.W econcluded thatforE T > 130 GeV LO

isa very good approxim ation to NLO (cf.Fig 2)ifone chooses� = ET=2 asunderlying

renorm alisation scale,and takesa norm alisation factorN into account.The dijetm ass,

however,isconnected to thetransversejetenergy via therelation

M jj = 2E T cosh(j�
?j); (8)

where we introduce the centre{of{m asspseudorapidity �? = (�1 � �2)=2 (with �1 and �2
being thepseudorapiditiesin thelab{fram e).

W ith cos(� ?)= tanh(�?)and Eq.(7)we�nd that� = e2j�
?j.ThereforeEq.(8)yields

M jj = E T(
p
� + 1=

p
�). So one could expectthatforlarge M jj (M jj > 260 GeV)and

sm allvalues of� our argum entation concerning the validity ofthe LO approxim ation

m ightstillhold.However,ifthere isa large transverse boost�boost = (�1 + �2)=2 to the

dijetsystem then � can becom easlargeasj�?j= j�1� �boostjbutLO can stillbeadequate

toNLO ifj�1jissm all.On theotherhand j�boostjcould besm alland j�1jlarge:in thiscase

theLO description fails.Soonehastobecautiouswith theargum entation.HoweverEllis

etal.[16]alsodeterm ined thescale� forwhich thecalculation approxim ately reproduces

the lessscale dependentNLO resultin the case ofdijetproduction. Ifwe expresstheir

resultin term softhevariable�,one�nds

� � k(�)
E T

2
; (9)

with k(�) = (� + 1)=(�0:85 + �0:15). For � = 1 we �nd � � ET=2,the value for the

renorm alisation scale we were using throughout. W e conclude that also in the case of

dijetproduction thisscale yieldsa reliable approxim ation to NLO (atleastin the sm all

� range). For� = 5;10;20 one �nds k(�)= 1:15;1:29;1:39 such thatnearly the com -

plete range forsm allvaluesof� isin approxim ate accordance with NLO for� = ET=2.

However,to approach the NLO resultin a pure LO calculation asgood aspossible,we

shalluse the e�ective renorm alisation scale ofEq.(9)forthe study ofthe dijetangular

distributionsthroughoutthissection.W ith thischoiceof� wedonothavetoworryabout

thenorm alisation factorN introduced forthecaseofthesingleinclusive crosssection.

3Tom inim iseconfusion weshallalwaysdenotetheangularvariableby� whereasthestatisticalvariable

isdenoted by �2.
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W eshow inFig.4ourcalculationsinlowestorderQCD aswellasintheextended m odel

(QCD+Z 0)with the coupled Z 0.The Z 0 m odelparam etersare again �xed to the values

given in (5).W ecom pare ourresults�rstwith the data from theCDF Collaboration of

1992 [17].They m easured thejetangulardistribution with a jetdata sam pleof4:2 pb� 1

in three di�erent dijet m ass regions (Fig.4a{c). Only the statisticalerrors are shown.

Thesystem aticerrorsarereported to be5{10% [17].Thekinem aticalcuton thecentre{

of{m asspseudorapidity waschosen to be j�?j< 1:6 for240 GeV< M jj < 475 GeV and

M jj > 550 GeV;and j�?j< 1:5 for475 GeV< M jj < 550 GeV.Again with � = e2j�
?j

we get upper bounds for �,such as � < 24:5 for�? < 1:6 and � < 20:0 for�? < 1:5.

Allcrosssectionsin Fig.4 arenorm alised to unity in thecorresponding � intervals,and

integrated overthe given M jj range. Asthe crosssection fallsvery steeply in a given �

bin (/ 1=M 3
jj),weintroducea cut{o� forthedijetm assin Fig.4cofM jj = 700 GeV.An

analysisofthecut{o� dependence showed thatany higherupperbound on M jj changes

theresultby lessthan 2% .

From a�rstlook atFig.4wenoticethatallangularcrosssectionsarerisingforhigher

valuesof�. Thisisdue to the factthatwe incorporated ourrunning coupling constant

�S(Q
2) with Q 2 = k2(�)E 2

T=4. The Q 2 scale is a function ofM jj and �. This can be

deduced by exam ining Eq.(8).Itfollowsdirectly thatQ 2 = M 2
jj�=4(�

0:85 + �0:15)2 with

Q 2
m ax = M 2

jj=16. Forlargervaluesof� the valuesofQ 2 are therefore becom ing sm aller.

The partonsare probed atlowerenergies,butthe e�ective coupling �S(Q
2)isrising as

Q 2 isshrinking.

A second featurebecom estransparentfrom Fig.4:thein
uenceoftheZ 0islessstrik-

ing forsm alland m oderatedijetm assesasshown in Fig.4 butbecom esm oreim portant

for higher values ofM jj. W e have to recallthat a dijet m ass ofM jj = 500 GeV for

� = 2:5 correspondsto a transverse jetenergy E T = 226 GeV,whereasa dijetm assof

M jj = 1000 GeV correspondsto E T = 452 GeV forthe sam e value of�.The Z 0 m odel,

however,hasbeen constructed in such waythatitsin
uenceisonlyfeltforE T > 200GeV.

Thereforeonlycalculationswith arelatively high dijetm assat
p
s= 1:8TeV aresubstan-

tially a�ected by theZ 0boson.Butalready forhM jji= 500 GeV and hM jji= 600 GeV

the presence ofthe additionalZ 0 becom estransparent(cf. Fig.4b,c),especially forthe

large{angle{scattering (� sm all).Thisisduetothefactthatsuch am assivevectorboson

acts like an e�ective contact interaction [18](Fig.1) between the four quarks at sm all

energy transfersin the s{ and t{channels. As,forexam ple,jtj= M 2
jj=(� + 1)we obtain

jtj� M 2
Z 0,if� � 1and O (M 2

jj)’ O (M 2
Z 0).Becauseofthegeneralform oftheZ 0m atrix

elem entssquared,jM Z 0j2 / 1=((t� M 2
Z 0)2 + M 2

Z 0�2Z 0)[7,9],we �nd the Z 0 contribution

becom ing 
atforlarge�.Thereforetheobserved enhancem entofthedijetcrosssections

dueto thisadditionalvectorboson only takesplaceforsm allvaluesof�.

Thecom parison with theCDF datashould beregarded onlyasbeingillustrative,asfor

largervaluesof� theNLO and LO calculationsslightly di�er.Them ain purposeofFig.4

istoshow thein
uenceoftheZ 0on thepureQCD calculations.Asweexpected from the
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a prioriconstruction ofthe Z 0,itspresence isem phatically feltforhigherdijet m asses

(likein Fig.4c)m ainlyforlargescatteringangleswhere,with thechoiceof� = k(�)ET=2,

theauthorsofRef.[16]observethatLO and NLO arequitecom parable.Thisunderlines

theassum ption given by Altarellietal.[7]thattheratio Z 0=QCD should m erely rem ain

unchanged (up to a few percent)in a transition to NLO.

To em phasise the in
uence of the Z 0 even m ore, we increased in Fig.5 the dijet

m assesup to theregion ofM Z 0 itself.ForM jj = 1100 GeV (Fig.5b)wecalculateforthe

dijet cross section in LO QCD:dN =(N d�)jQ CD = 0:0363 for� = 1:5 (� ? = 78o). The

LO QCD+Z 0 calculation,however,yieldsa value ofdN =(N d�)jQ CD + Z 0 = 0:0610,which

m eansan increaseby a factorof1.7 dueto Z 0exchange.

Itwillbevery interesting to com pareourpredictionsto futureresultsfrom theTeva-

tron to decide whether the Z 0 m odelis a suitable description ifan excess in the dijet

angulardistributionsforhigherdijetm assescontinuesto be observed. Butsuch an ex-

cess has to be expected afterthe single inclusive jet cross section m easurem ents. Such

a double check would ofcourse underline the reliability ofthe experim entaldata aswell

astestthe theoreticalpredictionsby any otherm odels. W e would like to m ention som e

stillprelim inary data taken by theCDF Collaboration [19].Thedata arestilllim ited to

dijet m asses for which the Z 0 contribution is not signi�cantly standing out against the

statisticaland system atic errors,even though especially the statisticalerrors could be

quantitatively furtherreduced. An analysisofthese data4,which isnorpresented here,

showed again the excellentagreem entwith a calculation in LO in com bination with the

renorm alisation scaleofEq.(9).

The ratiosZ 0=QCD ofourcalculationsare also presented in Fig.5. Thisgiveseven

strongerevidence forthe factthatforhigherdijetm assesthe Z 0 contribution especially

governsthelargerscattering angleswhereasforsm allanglestheratiosbehavesm oothly.

This can be observed in Fig.5b where jZ 0=QCDjeven shrinks for larger � such that

one m ight conclude that for high dijet m asses but very sm allscattering angles the Z 0

contribution becom es irrelevant. Even though the LO calculations are not quite com -

patible to NLO in the high � range [16],the corrections due to NLO are supposed to

cancel,considering theratiosonly,such thatthisobservation should also hold in a NLO

calculation.

W e conclude thissection with a com parison to recentvery precise data from the D0

Collaboration [20]. In the m easured dijet m ass range 175 GeV< M jj < 350 GeV the

e�ectofthe Z 0 isofcourse negligible aswe have learned from the CDF data. However,

asthisdata arethem ostpreciseavailableatthisstage,wem ighttestourargum entation

aboutthe reliability ofthe LO calculations. Ithasbeen reported [20]thatthe data are

signi�cantly consistent with NLO QCD calculations. In Fig.6 we present the D0 data

and norm aliseourcrosssectionsasbeforein theshown � range.W erestrictourselvestoa

4Iam indebted toC.W eifrom theCDF Collaboration forprovidingm ewith theseprelim inary results.
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presentation oftheQCD+Z 0resultsonly,asthedi�erencestopureQCD arenotstrikingin

thism assregim e(cf.Fig.4a).Thenum ericalvaluesofthecalculation with � = k(�)ET=2

lie alm ostwithin the errorbars. Recallthatthischoice of� isin good agreem entwith

NLO according to [16]. A statisticalanalysis yields �2 = 12:39,so the LO calculation

satisfactorily describes the experim entaldata,exactly as has been claim ed throughout

thissection.A pictureofconsistency em ergesoutofthecom parison to theexperim ental

data.Thedashed lineshowstheresultforthecalculation with � = ET=2.Thesim ilarity

in �2 is an indicatorofhow reliably this scale isagain working in approxim ating NLO

resultsforlargescattering angles.

Forillustrativereasonswealso presenttheresultfora com pletely di�erentrenorm al-

isation scale. This shows thata less dynam icalscale like � = M jj cannotdescribe the

experim entalresults (the �2 value is also presented). The curve is nearly 
at over the

whole� range.

4 T he Z
0 at the LH C

Thequestion wewantto addressin thissection ishow theZ 0willin
uencethem easured

jetcross sections atthe LHC.From ourresults ofSection 3 we expect the in
uence to

be generally enhanced due to a highercentre{of{m assenergy of
p
s = 10{14 TeV.This

allowstheobservation ofhighertransverseenergiesE T and dijetm assesM jj.Ontheother

hand we expect the background contributions like Drell{Yan processes [21],production

ofm ini{jets[22],di�raction[23],etc. to becom e largersuch thatthe signal/background

ratio for the Z 0 willbe even m ore reduced. W e constructed the Z 0 such that it does

not couple to leptons,and Drell{Yan processes via Z 0 exchange have to be com pletely

excluded.Anotherfeaturesom ehow obstructsthedetectability oftheZ 0attheLHC:ata

pp{colliderand high centre{of{m assenergiesthem ain contributionstothetwo{parton jet

eventscom efrom subprocessesinvolving gluons,likegg ! gg(q�q)and gq! gq.Butthe

Z 0doesnotcoupleto gluons.And asantiquarksonly appearassea quarksin theproton

we expect the m ain contribution from the Z 0 at the LHC to com e from the t{channel

exchange(cf.Fig.1).

In thefollowing weshallperform allcalculationsin pureLO for� = ET=2 and expect

the argum ents ofSection 3 to be stillvalid,nam ely a di�erence between LO and NLO

forlarge jetenergies by a constantfactoronly and an even bettercoincidence between

LO and NLO in thecaseofdijetproduction.Thelatterhasbeen checked num erically by

em ploying again the renorm alisation scale ofEq.(9)and the previous results stated in

Ref.[16].Atleastforthe ratios(QCD + Z 0)=QCD we do notexpectevidentdi�erences

to NLO,asNLO correctionsareexpected to cancel.

In Fig.7a we presentthe resultsforthesingle inclusive crosssection atthe LHC for

�xed � = 0.TheinsetshowstheratiosZ0=QCD fortwo di�erentcentre{of{m assenergies
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asa function ofE T. W e observe thatforE T � 1000 GeV the contribution from the Z0

m atchesthe QCD one forboth curves. The curvesare then rising very steeply butthe

typical/ E 4
T behaviourweobserved in theinsetofFig.2fortheTevatron issuppressed for

E T

>
� 2500GeV.Tounderstand theunderlyingm echanism forthisobservation wepresent

in Figs.7b,ctheindividualsubprocessesab! cd fortheQCD and theZ 0calculation.For

highercentre{of{m assenergiesthegluonsplay thepivotalroleand dom inatethem atrix

elem entsofEq.(4).

AttypicalLHC energiesthe qg ! qg contribution dom inateswith about40% ofall

othersubprocessevents. Forstilllargervaluesof
p
s also the gluon{gluon fusion rate is

linearly growing whereas the num ber ofsubprocesses including quarks orantiquarks as

initialpartonsisdim inished asshown inFig.7b.W ealsoobservetheratio(q�q)=(qg)= 4=9

aspredicted by perturbativeQCD [24]in Fig.7b.

TheZ 0doesnotcoupletogluonsand thereforetheZ 0contribution isrisingm oreslowly

forhighercentre{of{m assenergiesasthegluonsactually givethedom inantcontributions.

Thecorresponding subprocessesgoverning theZ 0contribution areshown in Fig.7c.This

explainstwo featuresobservable in Fig.7a: �rst,the ratio Z 0/QCD isbecom ing 
atter

for higher values of
p
s and second,the m ain high transverse jet energy is carried by

thegluons.The latterisa wellknown factand wastheoretically dealtwith in Ref.[25].

Therelativecontributionsofquarksand antiquarksto largeE T processesissm all,which

yields the observed sm oothing in the ratios at larger E T. Note the absolute scales in

Figs.7b,c. For
p
s = 10 TeV the Z 0

(qq)
subprocess exceeds the corresponding QCD (qq)

rateby a factorof�ve.Fig.7c also dem onstratesthepredom inance oftheZ 0 t{channel

exchangecom pared to thes{channelexchangesketched in Fig.1.

W ealso givepredictionsforthedijetangulardistributionsaswedid fortheTevatron.

Fig.8a showsthe resultsfora calculation with M jj = 1000 GeV and M jj = 2000 GeV

again for the two di�erent centre{of{m ass energies. Unlike the presentations for the

Tevatron we now show the unnorm alised distributions for our best{�t param eters (5).

Qualitatively we �nd the sam e resultsasforthe Tevatron: the Z 0 boson m oststrongly

in
uences the sm all� region (again we interpret the Z 0 acting as an e�ective contact

interaction [18]in thisregim e(cf.Fig.1),contracting itspropagatorto an e�ectivefour{

ferm ion point{like interaction)and thise�ectisagain enhanced forhigherdijetm asses.

The corresponding ratiosshown in Fig.8b underline the conclusions already drawn for

theTevatron,butnow on a m uch largerscale.

Becausewehavesofarpresented ournum ericalresultsforourbest{�tvalues(5)only,

we�nally wanttoshow thevariationsoftheZ 0im pactdueto upperand lowerboundsin

accord with ouranalysis.Ifwe�x x = � 1:0,aswefound thecentralx valueto be,then

wegetupperand lowerboundson yu from our�2 analysisifwerestrictour�t{acceptance

to the68.3% con�denceellipseshown in Fig.3c.Forx = � 1:0 weread o� yu 2 [2:4;3:2].

Fig.9ashowsthesingleinclusivejetratiosforthethreedi�erentvaluesofyu = 2:4;2:8and

3:2 being thelowerbound,centralvalueand upperbound respectively.Thediscrepancy
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between thedi�erentchoicesofyu becom esvery striking forhigherE T values.Thetotal

decay width variesfrom �Z 0 = 508:0 GeV (yu = 2:4)up to �Z 0 = 801:4 GeV (yu = 3:2),

which increasesthephasespaceoftheZ 0especially athigh transverseenergies.So,large

E T m easurem entsattheLHC m ightbean excellentprobeto m oreprecisely �x thevalue

ofyu,asthecrosssectionsarevery strongly dependenton yu in thisenergy rangeand so

a clearyu correspondence isachievable. The di�erence to the best{�tofAltarellietal.

[7](yu = 2:2)isalso shown.Notethedi�erenceofonly 7% to ourlowerbound (yu = 2:4)

forE T = 3000 GeV.

Fig.9b �nally showsthe ratiosZ 0/QCD forthe dijetangulardistributionswith the

sam evaluesforyu asin Fig.9a.TheZ
0im pacton thesm all� region isagain signi�cant.

Theextrem evaluesofyu di�erby a factorofroughly two in thecom plete� rangeshown.

Again,futurem easurem entsofthe dijetangulardistributionsatthe LHC m ightfurther

determ ine yu m ore exactly according to the large dependence ofthe ratiosto the choice

ofthiscoupling param eter.

5 C onclusions

In thispaperweexploited theidea suggested in Refs.[7,8]to givepredictionsfora pos-

tulated new heavy vectorboson Z 0attheLHC.W ith thisadditionalvery m assiveboson

it was possible to quantitatively explain the reported R b;c anom alies from LEP1/SLC

experim entsaswellassim ultaneously the m easured CDF jetexcessrate. Itwasshown

by aboveauthorsthatthepostulated vectorboson m usthavethreespecialfeatures:itis

leptophobicand couplesvery strongly,butfam ily{independent,to u{and d{typequarks;

it shows a weak m ixing with the standard Z gauge boson in order to contribute to its

decay widths�(Z ! b�b;c�c)in particular;itisvery m assive with a typicalm assoforder

M Z 0 = 1 TeV.

In thiswork we �tted thecoupling param etersx and yu ofthe Z
0in a globalleading

order �2 analysis to the 1992{93 CDF data on the single inclusive jet cross sections.

Although we �nd a slightly largervalue foryu than Altarellietal. [7],we showed that

ourbest{�tparam etersare stillin betteraccordance with the LEP1 R b;c m easurem ents

than theStandard M odelpredictions.

W ith thissetofparam eterswethen gavepredictionsfortheZ 0e�ecton futurepreci-

sion m easurem entsattheLHC.W eshowed thecorresponding physicalparam eterranges

for which the in
uence ofthe Z 0 is expected to be m ost striking and besides qualita-

tive considerationswe also provided quantitative predictionsforsingle inclusive jetcross

sectionsand angulardijetdistributionsatthe LHC.W e presented num ericalresultsfor

di�erentcouplingparam etersyu thatwereallowed on the68.3% con�dencelevelfrom our

previousCDF data �t.Thiswillhelp to furtherdeterm ine thefreeparam etersoftheZ 0

m odelassoon as�rstLHC data areavailable.
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Asa�nalcriticalrem arkwewanttopointoutthatdespitetheverypreciseand reliable

experim entstherem ightstillbeno com pelling reason to look fornew physics.However,

futuredataarenecessary,and theLHC willplayapivotalroleasahigh{energylaboratory

and new theoreticalm odelsand predictions,rising from such fundam entalcontradictions

to theStandard M odel,willbecom eim portant.

W edid nottrytoanswerthequestion ofwheretheZ 0,ifitisindeed genuine,originates

from .Foran overview on severalm otivationsfortheexistenceofadditionalvectorbosons

and a listofthe m oststudied m odelswe referto [26]. In addition we should m ention a

m odelfortheneutralboson proposed in [27],whereitoriginatesfrom thebreaking ofan

extended colourgroup,such asSU(4)
C
orSU(5)

C
.In thism odelthevectorboson isvery

strongly coupled to q�q pairsand weakly coupled to leptons.Asreported in [28]itsm ass

should be largerthan 600 GeV.In view ofthe proposed featuresthism odelcould be a

prom ising Z 0candidate.
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Figure7:LO calculation ofthesingleinclusive jetcrosssectionsattheLHC forthetwo
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Figure 8: The dijet angular distributions at the LHC for two di�erent invariant dijet
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