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1 Introduction

Recent data from the CDF Collboration [I] on the single inclusive t cross section at
the Tevatron indicate a possible disagreem ent with Q CD at high transverse gt energies.
T he reported excess rate exceeds NLO QCD calculationsby 10{50% f©or200GeV< E <
400 GeV . One has to be cautious In draw ing rash conclusions for the evidence of new
physics, as the D 0 C ollaboration have reported agresment with QCD In the same m ea—
sured Et energy range R]. Stillthe system atic errors in both experim ents are too large to
enable de nite conclusions to be drawn. But also the SLC and especially the LEP Col-
laborations B]ALEPH, DELPHT, 1.3 and OPAL reported deviations m easured in high
precision experin ents on the ratiosRy,.= (Z ! bbjoc)= (Z ! hadrons). Compared to
the predictions ofthe Standard M odel, they nd a too large value orRy, at about the 35
level and a too an allvalue or R at about the 255 Jvel. AsR, and R . are correlated
one m ght eg. arbitrarily st R, to the LEP 1 experin ental value, but the excess of Ry,
now on a 30 Jlevel, ram ains.

D iscussions continue on how to understand the CDF and (or) LEP 1/SLC data from a
phenom enclogicalpoint ofview ifthe disagreem entw ith the Standard M odelpredictions is
taken literally. Forthe CDF data there are e ortsto explain the observed e ects In temm s
ofm odi ed parton distributions [@1:], quark substructures, quark resonances or som € m ore
exoticm odels B]. Independently the m easured Ry, values were treated in the fram ew ork
of various extensions to the Standard M odel [§]. H owever, in two recent publications by
Altarellietal. [}]and Chispetta etal. B]lboth CDF and LEP 1/SLC data are treated on
the sam e kvel and are described by a universal e ect: the introduction of an additional
very m assive neutral vector boson coupled to the neutral quark sector of the Standard
M odel. This Z° boson has the feature that i couples very strongly to u{ and d{type
quarks and contributes to the standard boson Z decay via a weak Z°%{Z m ixing angle

. Analysing the experim ental data ofthe CDF and LEP 1/SLC Collaborations allow s a
global param eter t ofthe Z °m odel, and it was shown in Ref. []] that a best{ t set of
param eters can be found, to explain sin ultaneously the CDF gt data and the m easured
Rp;c values.

W e shall exploit this idea and undertake a global analysis of the Z° m odel in the
context of the CDF data only, to show the di erences w ith the results of Refs. [7, 8] if
one only takes the CDF data into account. But the m ain intention of this paper is to
present predictions of the Z ° m odel for fiirther m easurem ents at the Tevatron, ke dift
angular distrbutions, and of course at the LHC pp{collider. As the Z°model seem s a
quantitatively plausble description of the observed deviations so far, it is in portant to
give predictions for future experin ents to either support or discard this explanation.

To give a briefoutline of this paper, we discuss the Z °m odelin Section 2 and introduce
its param etrisation. Section 3 ocuses on the present and fiiture data at the Tevatron. W e

ttheZ °m odelparam etersto the CDF ftdata and, asa rst application, give predictions



or the dift angular distrbutions in LO QCD with the Z° contrbution included. T
Section 4 we apply ourbest{ tZ°m odeltotheLHC .Agah we calculate the single inclusive
Ft cross sections and the dift angular distrbutions. Finally, Section § summ arises our
results, underlines the m ost in portant features and discusses open problem s.

2 The Z%m odel

The Z °m odel introduced by A tarelliet al. .n Ref. {}] and independently by C hiapetta et
al in Ref. B]to explain recent experin entaldeviations from the Standard M odel, hasthe
rem arkable feature (asthe experim entaldata dem and) that the axialand vector couplings
ofthe 7 °, especially to u{type quarks, are quite Jarge. It will tum out that the e ective
7 %u coupling is of the order of the strong (QCD ) coupling constant s . E specially for
large energies (transverse t energies E ;) the contributions due to the additional Z ° are
becom Ing dom inant and fora tted set of coupling param eters w ill for exam ple cure the
m easured Et excess. W e shallbe very cursory in the presentation ofthe Z °m odelas it is
treated In alm ost com plete analogy to the Z boson of the Standard M odel and has been
already broadly discussed i [7, 8, 91.

To introduce the Z % the neutral sector of the Standard M odel w ith the underlying
SU B)c SU 2} U (1) gauge group is extended by an additionalterm in the neutral{
current Lagrangian

g 005 0
Lyc = ——3°2
ne cos( )
g X — 0 05 0
= me ¢ wra® 2 )
w

f

T he neutral current J% includes the axial a) and vector v2 coupling strengths of the
79 I the Standard M odel there are three free coupling param eters or the Z boson:
the keft{handed coupling to the (u;d); doublets and the two right{handed couplings ug
and dg . To pressrve these degrees of freedom , we follow the quark fam ily { ndependent
param etrisation foru{ and d{type quarks in {i] oral and v?

v, = x+tye an= X+
vg = X+ Vg; a3= X+ W )

A 1l couplings to J¥ptons are set to zero (leptophobic 29 : vi= v = 0 and &= a° = 0.
In ﬁ] this constraint was due to the fact that only deviations from Ry, and R . have been
reported by the LEP 1/SLC m easuram ents. Apart from x;y, and yy there are two m ore
param eters ncluded in the Z °m odel: them ixing angle between Z and z°aswellasthe
massM 5o of the Z°. W ith these param eters we can also fiilly detemm ine the total decay



width ofthe z° ,
GpM
g0 = —21F9§—ZNCMZO v+ a2 3)

where N . is the num ber of quark colours and Gy denotes the Ferm i constant.
From tting various electroweak observables to the LEP1/SLC data and taking the
CDF results into acocount, the authors of Ref. [7,] nd as best st of param eters: x =
10;yv = 22;y4= 00and = 38 10 wih the Z°mass xed in this analysis to be
M ;o= 1 TeV . This param eter space gives the best num erical com prom ise to sin ultane-
ously obtain acceptable coincidence w ith the values for Ry, and the measured CDF ¥t
rate. Such a heavy vector boson is In accordance w ith the lowerm ass Iim it of 412 G &V
(at a 95% con dence kevel) reported from pp{collider experim ents n a search ©Or a new
neutralvectorboson (w ith standard couplings) [L0]. T he dependence on the y, param eter
was found to be weak {]], such that the som ewhat arbitrarily choice ofyy = 00 was used
as an Input. W e shall exploit these results and concentrate on nding the best st of
param eters forx and y, describing the CDF data w ithin the 2 model,with ;w andM o
xed to the values given above?.

3 Fit to the CDF single inclusive gt data

In this section we shall perform a global 2 t of the Z ° m odel param eters x and vy,
discussed In Section 2 to the 1992{93 m easurem ents ofthe single nclusive et cross section
by the CDF Collboration 1.

In keading order (LO) QCD theprocessAB ! jet+ X can be param etrised by 1]

T T T @)
dE+d ) S s2
zl 2 2
X an fa:A (Xa;Q ) fb=B (Xb;Q ) — j7_.
2 ab! cdJr
abOdein Xa xe Xa Xp

In tem s of the transverse energy E; of the cbserved gt and the directly m easured
pseudorapidity . The expressions for the squared and averaged m atrix elem ents of
the subprocesses contrbuting to M 4 wF 11 LO due to the partons a;b;c and d being
quarks, antiquarks or gluons, can be found i eg. [12] or any standard QCD textbook.
W e Integrate over the kinem atical variable x, only, wih X, = X xre =@x, %xe)
and X" " = xre=@2 xe ). The variabk x; is the scakd counterpart of E; being
xr = 2E¢= s. Eq. (§) fully descrbes the sihgle inclisive ¥t cross section. For the

°A s we restrict ourselves to tting the CDF data only, the m ixing angle  does not appear as a free
param eter. H ow ever, because we laterwant to calculate Ry, forthe sake of com parison w ith the Standard
M odel predictions and the LEP 1 data, we shall x to the value given by A farelliet al. -_[:7].



parton distrbutions fp)-@ 5) K@epiQ?) weuse theM RS A °) set of partons described in
Ref. [13].

The inclusion of the Z % into the form alim is straightforward. One has to calculate
those m atrix elem ents in which the inocom Ing and outgoing partons are quark and an-
tiquark pairs. The only constraints at the Z %qg vertices are colour{charge and avour
neutrality. A Ilpossble Z ? exchanges in the s{ and t{channels have to be taken into ac—
count (cf. Fig.id). The analytic expressions for these am plitudes are for exam ple cited in
{7,191 and w ill not be repeated here.

T hroughout this work we shall restrict ourselves to the LO calculation ofthe £t cross
sections. For anall values of j jit has been shown In eg. f[l4] that for single nclusive
£t production at high transverse energies the next{to{lading order WLO ) and the LO
calculations only di er by a constant factor, independent ofE ¢, ifone chooses = E;=2
as the underlying renom alisation scale. This renomm alisation scale is Inbedded into our
calculations in the form of the Hur{m om entum transfer Q2 = 2 as the de ning scale
for the munning coupling constant ¢ Q) and the parton distrdoutions. The di erence
between LO and NLO is then reported to be Jss than 10% and independent of E; for
E; >100{200G eV [I4]. The lowerbound on E ; dependson the set ofparton distrbutions

used and thevaluieof 4c¢p Inplem ented. FortheM RS A% settheQCD scaleparam eter is

foundtobe " = 231M eV, which comespondsto 5 M Z) = 0413 i3]. TheM RS &°)

NLO calulation was shown to be in good agreem ent [Ii] with the CDF single inclusive
Etdataup toE;: 7 200 G&V . W e therefore nom alise our LO calculations of the singlke
Inclusive gt cross section to the CD F m easurem ents in therange 150G V< E; < 200G &V
as shown in Fig.%. The dashed curve represents the LO QCD calculation according to
Eqg. {'fl), the s0lid curve show s the corrected LO calculation nomn alised to the CDF data
which are also presented. For 130 GeV< E; < 200 G&V the di erence between the
central valies of the CDF data and the nom alised LO calculation is less than 5% . The
nom alisation factoris found tobeN = 0091 0:003 according to the reported statistical
errors of the CDF data. C om paring our results w ith those presented in [14] we conclude
that orE: > 130 GeV and = E;=2 our LO calculation is adequate to NLO assum ing
the constant factor N . For our 2 analysis of the CDF data we shall therefore use the
nom alissd LO caloulation presented in Fig. 2.

The CDF Collaboration reported a signi cant et excess forE ¢ > 200 G eV [L]. In the
inset of Fig. 2 we present the conspicuous deviations of the CDF data in the m easured
energy range to our LO calculation in per cent. The solid line show s the anticipated
best{ tcalculation in LO with the Z° incorporated and the am allest achievable 2 value.
Let us therefore now brie y discuss our t of the Z °m odel param eters x and y, to the
CDF data.



3.1 2 analysis of the Z%m odel

The qualitative di erence of our Z ° model t to that of A tarelli et al. 7] is that we
only concentrate on the CDF data and disregard the values for the quark ratios Ry, and
R. measured at the LEP1/SLC oolliders for the m om ent. Furthem ore we are using a
di erent renom alisation scale ( = E ;=2 matherthan = E:) and therefore approach
NLO results in a naturalway [4]. W e also perform an inplicit integration over the
psaudorapidiy  in the range 0:1 33 0:7, more In line with the experim ental cuts
used by the CDF Collaboration.

N evertheless we expect our kest{ t param eters to be very close to those found in EZ]
such that we constrain three ofthe ve param eters (cf. Section :2) In exact analogy to this
work, namely = 38 10 (mixing anglke),M o= 1TeV (Z°mass) andyy = 00. We
are left with two param eters x and y, to de ne the 2 distrbution of our problem . W e
show ?(x;y,) I Fig.3a. Note that the pure QCD calculation yields #(0;0) = 45:4.
Fig.3b showsthe 95.4% con denceellipse 2 forthenom aldistribution). T he statistical
analysis was perform ed using the programm ing package of Ref. 1§]. W hik x is bound
acoording to this analysis to a very narrow band, the param eter y,, covers a m uch broader
range. The narrowness of the x range is due to the fact that i in uences both u{ and
d{type quarks sin ulaneously, and therefore its varation ism uch m ore constrained.

Finally n Fig.3cwe present the 68 3% ocon dence ellipse (I  for the nom aldistribu-
tion) and deduce the best{ t param eters of our analysis to be

X 10; w= 2%8;

with yq4 = 00; Mj,o=1Tev; =38 168: 5)

Alarelli et al. [}] report a slightly smaller value of y, = 22. This is mahnly due to
the ncluded Ry, t aswell as to the di erences In the analysis procedure as discussed
above. The In proved result for the single inclusive gt cross section, due to incorporated
7 % exchange w ith the param eters of ), was already shown in the inset of Fig. 4. Note
that w ith this set ofparam eters the coincidence w ith the experin ental LEP 1 values ofRy,
and R, [3]is stillbetter than the predictions by the Standard M odel, as shown in Tablkd,.
W ih @) and M, = 9118 GeV we nd a totalZ ° decay width according to Eq. (3)

of 0= 6442 Ge&V .This should be com pared to the value for the standard Z boson of
; = 2493 0004 GeV i0]. Ourvalie for ;o exceeds the one assum ed by Chispetta et
al. Blby a factor of three. From Eqg. @) we nd the vector and axial couplings of the 7 °
to u{type quarks being v = 18 and a? = 38. These values should again be com pared
w ith the Standard M odel predictions [10] ofv, = 019 and a, = 0:50 forthe Z boson. As
already m entioned in Section 2, thee ective 7 %uu coupling isoforder 2%+ a%%) s -
So the m ain contrioution of the z° Pllows from its coupling to u{type quarks with an
absolute strength that is com parable to QCD itself. The e ects of this coupling can be
ocbserved in the inset of Fig. 2 where for E ¢ 400 G eV, the z° contrbution already
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our t LEP1 Standard M odel

Ry 02194 02219 00017 02156 00005

R. 01642 0:1543 00074 0:1724 0:0003

Tabl 1: Com parison of the values Ry, from our calculation ncluding the Z °m odel and
thebest{ tparam eters of ) with the LEP 1 m easurem ents 3] and the predictions of the
Standard M odel.

equals the pure Q CD contrbution.

Before we shall answer the question ofhow this Z °m odelw ith the new parameter t
will a ect gt physics at the LHC we shall rst discuss the com parison of our resuls to
the already availbbl and future data of the digt angular distrbutions at the Tevatron.

3.2 Com parison w ith the m easurem ents of the dijgt cross sec—
tions at the Tevatron
The lading order di erential dift cross section n a hadron{hadron collision can be

expressed in temm s of the centre{of{m ass scattering angle cos( °) and the invariant m ass
ofthe two FtsM 35 {11]

d
dCOS( f’)dN.[ 33

1

(AB ! jet1+ jet2+X)= 4 g(Q2)8]_\/_[—2
JJ

©)

7l
dxafon %270%)fs ®piQ )M st s

abodxg in

X

with x{* = M 2=s and %, = M {;=x,s. Again a;bjc and d denote the di erent types of
partons and A and B the scattering hadrons. T he cross section is again factorised into
one part that includes the inform ation on the parton densities Inside the hadrons and
the averaged m atrix elem ent squared part that carries the cos( °) infomm ation. So the
£t angular distrbution is sensitive to the form ofthe 2 ! 2 m atrix elem ents. For an all
anglks, the partonic contributions to the total di erential cross section show a typical
Rutherford behaviour ( sh *( ?=2)). To rem ove this shgularity it is convenient to plot



the angular distrloution in tem s of another vardiable de ned aé

_ 1+ Joosl )3, )
1 Joos( 9)J
Tk isclkarthat 2 [1;1 ]. In the anall angle region ( Jlarge) one expects therefore
d =d oonst. asd =doos(?) sh ?( *=2):

T he vindication of restricting ourselves to a LO calculation has already been discussed
in the case of the single inclusive £t analysis. W e concluded that forE; > 130 G&V LO
is a very good approxin ation to NLO (cf. Fig 2) ifone chooses = E;=2 asunderlying
renom alisation scale, and takes a nomm alisation factor N into acoount. The digt m ass,
how ever, is connected to the transverse £t energy via the relation

M y3= 2Er cosh (G °); @®)

?

w here we Introduce the centre{of{m ass psesudorapidity ‘= (; 2)=2 Wih ; and ,
being the pssudorapidities In the lab{fram e).

W ith cos( ?) = tanh( °) and Eq. {}) we ndthat = e?}'J. TherefreEq. §) yields
Ms3=Eq (p_+ 1=p_). So one could expect that for large M 55 M 35 > 260 Ge€V) and
an all values of our argum entation conceming the validiy of the LO approxim ation
m ight still hold. However, if there is a Jarge transverse boost peost = (1 + 2)=2 to the
dift system then canbecomeaslargeasd®j= J1  poos JPULLO can stillbe adequate
toNLO ifj;jisan all. On the otherhand jyees joould be an alland j ; jlarge: in thiscase
the LO description fails. So one hasto be cautiousw ith the argum entation. H owever E 1lis
etal [1G]also determ ined the scale  rwhich the calculation approxin ately reproduces
the lss scale dependent NLO result in the case of dift production. If we express their
result n tem s ofthe variable , one nds

Ep
k( F=—; ©)
2
with k()= ( + 1=(% 4+ 095 For = 1we nd E; =2, the valie for the

renom alisation scale we were using throughout. W e conclude that also In the case of
dit production this scale yields a reliable approxim ation to NLO (at least in the anall
range). For = 5;10;20 one ndsk( ) = 1:15;129;1:39 such that nearly the com —
pkte range for an all values of is in approxin ate accordance with NLO for = E;=2.
However, to approach the NLO result in a pure LO calculation as good as possble, we
shall use the e ective renom alisation scale of Eq. @) for the study of the dift angular
distrdoutions throughout this section. W ith thischoice of we do not have to worry about
the nom alisation factor N introduced for the case of the singlke inclisive cross section.

3Tom inin ise confiision we shallalw aysdenote the angularvariableby whereasthe statisticalvariable
is denoted by 2.



W eshow nF ig.4 ourcaloulations in Iowest orderQ CD aswellasin the extended m odel
QCD+2% with the coupled Z°. The Z°m odel param eters are again xed to the values
given In (). W e com pare our results rst with the data from the CDF Collaboration of
1992 [17]. They m easured the t angular distrbution w ith a &t data ssmpl of 42 pb *
in three di erent dift mass regions Fi. 4a{c). Only the statistical errors are shown.
T he system atic errors are reported to be 5{10% [17]. T he kinem atical cut on the centre{
of{m ass pssudorapidity was chosen to be j 7j< 16 or240 GeV< M 45 < 475 GeV and
My > 550 GeV;and j°3< 15 or475GeV< M < 550 GeV.Agan with = &7
we get upper bounds or , such as < 245 or < 1l6and < 200 or ° < 15.
A1l cross sections in Fig.4 are nom alised to unity in the corresponding  intervals, and
Integrated over the given M ;5 range. A s the cross section falls very steeply in a given
bin (/ 1=M j3j),we Introduce a cut{o Porthediktmassin Fjg.gcofM ;5= 700GevV.An
analysis of the cut{o dependence showed that any higher upper bound on M 5y changes
the result by lss than 2% .

From a rstlook atFig.% we notice that allangular cross sections are rising for higher
valies of . This is due to the fact that we lncorporated our munning coupling constant

s Q?) wih Q% = k*( )EZ=4. The Q% scak is a function ofM j; and . This can be
deduced by exam ining Eq. {§). It Dliow s directly that Q% = M §, =4( %+ °%°)? with
Q7. =M Z=16. For larger values of ~the values of Q* are therefore becom ing sm aller.
T he partons are probed at lower energies, but the e ective coupling s Q?) is rising as
Q? is shrinking.

A second feature becom es transparent from Fig.4: the in uence ofthe Z ° is less strk-
ing for sn alland m oderate dift m asses as shown in F 1.4 but becom es m ore in portant
for higher values of M 45. W e have to recall that a digt mass of M j5 = 500 GeV for

= 25 ocorresponds to a transverse gt energy Er = 226 GV, whereas a digt m ass of
M 45 = 1000 GeV corresponds to E; = 452 GeV for the sam e value of . The Z%m odel,
how ever, hasbeen constructed in such way that itsIn uence isonly el forE: > 200G &V.
T herefore only calculationsw ith a relatively high diftmassat™ s= 18 TeV are substan-—
tially a ected by the Z boson. But already fortM j51= 500 GeV and WM j5i= 600 G &V
the presence of the additional Z ° becom es transparent (cf. Fig. 4b,c), epecially for the
large{angle{scattering ( am all). T his is due to the fact that such a m assive vector boson
acts lkke an e ective contact interaction [8] Fi. 1) between the fur quarks at snall
energy transfers n the s{ and t{channels. A s, Prexample, £j= M jzj:( + 1) we obtain
15 M 2o, if land O M jzj) ' O M /o). Because ofthe general o ofthe Z “m atrix
elm ents squared, M z0F / 1=(c M2Z)?+ M 2 2.) [I, 9], we nd the 7 ° contribution
becom ing at Por large . Therefore the cbserved enhancam ent of the difgt cross sections
due to this additional vector boson only takes place for an all values of

T he com parison w ith the CD F' data should be regarded only asbeing illustrative, as for
lbrgervaluesof theNLO and LO calculations slightly di er. Them ain purpose ofF ig. 4,
isto show the .n uence ofthe Z “on the pure Q CD calculations. A swe expected from the



a priori construction of the Z 9 its presence is em phatically flt fr higher dift m asses
(ke in F ig.4c) m ainly for large scattering anglesw here, w ith the choiceof = k( )E1=2,
the authors of Ref. [[§] observe that LO and NLO are quite com parablk. T his underlines
the assum ption given by A karelliet al. [}] that the ratio Z~QCD should m erely rem ain
unchanged (up to a few percent) In a transition to NLO .

To emphasise the in uence of the Z ° even more, we increased in Fig. § the digt
m asses up to the region ofM o itself. ForM 5 = 1100 Gev Fig.5b) we calculate for the
difet cross section n LO QCD :dN=Nd )jcp = 00363 or = 15 ( = 78°). The
LO QCD+ 2° calculation, however, yields a valuie of dN=N d )} cpsz0 = 0:0610, which
m eans an increase by a factor of 1.7 due to Z ° exchange.

Tt willbe very interesting to com pare our predictions to fiture results from the Teva—
tron to decide whether the Z°m odel is a suitable description if an excess in the dift
angular distribbutions for higher dift m asses continues to be cbserved. But such an ex-—
cess has to be expected after the single inclusive gt cross section m easurem ents. Such
a double check would of course underline the reliability of the experin ental data aswell
as test the theoretical predictions by any otherm odels. W e would like to m ention som e
still prelin inary data taken by the CDF Collaboration {l9]. The data are still lin ited to
dit m asses for which the Z ° contrbution is not signi cantly standing out against the
statistical and system atic errors, even though especially the statistical errors could be
quantitatively further reduced. An analysis of these data:f, which is nor presented here,
showed again the excellent agreem ent w ith a calculation in LO In combination w ith the
renom alisation scale of Eq. (9).

The ratios Z=Q CD of our calculations are also presented in Fig. §. This gives even
stronger evidence for the fact that for higher dift m asses the Z ° contribution especially
govems the larger scattering angles whereas for am all angles the ratios behave an oothly.
This can be observed In Fig. 5b where ¥ Q0 CD jeven shrinks for larger such that
one m ight conclude that for high dijt m asses but very sm all scattering angles the z°
contrbution beocom es irrelevant. Even though the LO calculations are not quite com —
patbl to NLO in the high range [1§], the corrections due to NLO are supposed to
cancel, considering the ratios only, such that this cbservation should also hold n a NLO
calculation.

W e conclude this section w ith a com parison to recent very precise data from the DO
Collaboration RQ]. In the m easured dift mass range 175 GeV< M 55 < 350 GeV the
e ect of the Z ? is of course negligble as we have leamed from the CDF data. However,
as this data are the m ost precise availabl at this stage, we m Ight test our argum entation
about the reliability of the LO calulations. Tt has been reported R0] that the data are
signi cantly consistent with NLO QCD calulations. In Fig.'§ we present the D 0 data
and nom alise our cross sections asbefore in the shown range. W e restrict ourselvesto a

“Iam indebted to C .W eifrom the CDF Collaboration forprovidingm e w ith these prelin nary resuls.



presentation oftheQ CD + Z °resultsonly, asthe di erencesto pureQ CD arenot striking in
thism assregin e (cf. Fjg.il!a) . Thenum ericalvaluesofthe calculationwih = k( )Er=2
lie aln ost w ithin the error bars. Recall that this choice of is In good agreem ent w ith
NLO according to flG]. A statistical analysis yields 2 = 12:39, so the LO calculation
satisfactorily describes the experin ental data, exactly as has been clain ed throughout
this section. A picture of consistency em erges out of the com parison to the experin ental
data. The dashed line show s the result orthe calculation with = E;=2. The sim ilarity
in 2 is an indicator of how reliably this scale is again working in approxin ating N LO

results for lJarge scattering angles.

For illustrative reasons we also present the result for a com plktely di erent renom al-
isation scale. This shows that a less dynam ical scale ke = M j5 cannot describe the
experin ental results (the 2 value is also presented). The curve is nearly at over the
whole range.

4 The Z%at the LHC

T he question we want to address in this section ishow the Z °willin uence the m easured
Ft cross sections at the LHC . From our results of Section 3 we expect the in uence to
be generally enhanced due to a higher centre{of{m ass energy of s= 10{14 TeV .This
allow s the observation ofhigher transverse energiesE ;1 and diftm assesM 45. O n the other
hand we expect the background contributions lke D rell{Yan processes 1], production
of m ni{ ts P2, di raction 3], etc. to becom e Jarger such that the signal/background
ratio or the z° will be even more reduced. W e constructed the Z° such that it does
not couple to Jeptons, and D rell{Yan processes via Z ° exchange have to be com pletely
exclided. A nother feature som ehow cbstructs the detectability ofthe Z at the LHC :at a
ppr{oollider and high centre{of{m ass energies them ain contributions to the two{parton gt
events com e from subprocesses nvolwving glions, ke gg ! gg() and gg! gg. But the
7 % does not couple to gluons. And as antiquarks only appear as sea quarks in the proton
we expect the m ain controution from the Z° at the LHC to come from the t{channel
exchange (cf. Fig.1).

In the ollow Ing we shallperform allcalculations n pure LO for = E ;=2 and expect
the argum ents of Section 3 to be still valid, nam ely a di erence between LO and NLO
for large £t energies by a constant factor only and an even better colncidence between
LO and NLO in the case of dift production. T he latter has been checked num erically by
em ploying again the renom alisation scale of Eq. (9) and the previous resuls stated in
Ref. [1]. At Jeast forthe ratios QCD + z29)=QCD we do not expect evident di erences
to NLO, asNLO oorrections are expected to cancel.

In F ig.iJa we present the results for the single inclusive cross section at the LHC for

xed = 0. The Inset showsthe ratios 2=Q CD fortwo di erent centre{of{m ass energies
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as a function of E; . W e observe that forE ¢ 1000 G &V the contrbution from the z°
m atches the QCD one for both curves. The curves are then rising very steeply but the
typical/ E .+ behaviourwe observed in the inset of F ig.2 forthe Tevatron is suppressed for
E; 2500 GeV .Tounderstand the underlying m echanism forthis cbservation we present
in Figs. 7b,c the individual subprocessesab ! od fortheQCD and the Z ° calculation. For
higher centre{of{m ass energies the gluons play the pivotal role and dom Inate the m atrix
elm ents of Eq. ().

At typical LHC energies the gqg ! gg contrbution dom inates w ith about 40% of all
other subprocess events. For still larger values of s also the gluon {ghion fiision rate is
Iinearly grow Ing whereas the num ber of subprocesses including quarks or antiquarks as
initialpartons isdin nished asshown n F ig.7b. W e also cbserve the ratio ()= () = 4=9
as predicted by perturbative QCD R4] in Fig.7b.

T he Z °doesnot couple to gluons and therefore the Z ° contribution is risingm ore slow Iy
forhigher centre{of{m ass energies as the gluons actually give the dom inant contributions.
T he corresponding subprocesses goveming the Z ° contrdoution are shown in Fig.7lc. This
explains two features observable In Fig.la: rst, the ratio Z °%/0CD isbecom ing atter
for higher values of = s and second, the m ain high transverse £t energy is carred by
the gluons. The Jatter is a wellknown fact and was theoretically dealt with in Ref. P3].
T he relative contributions of quarks and antiquarks to large E ¢ processes is an all, which
yields the cbserved an oothing in the ratios at larger E; . Note the absolute scales in
Figs. 7/b,c. For P s = 10 TeV the Z ?qq) subprocess exceeds the corresponding QCD
rate by a factor of ve. Fi.7c also dem onstrates the predom inance of the Z 0 t{channel
exchange com pared to the s{channel exchange sketched In F ig. ..

W e also give predictions for the dikt angular distrbutions aswe did for the Tevatron.
Fig.®8a show s the results for a caloulation with M 55 = 1000 GeV and M 53 = 2000 G &V
again for the two di erent centre{of{im ass energies. Unlike the presentations for the
Tevatron we now show the unnomm alised distrbutions for our best{ t param eters ).
Qualitatively we nd the sam e resuls as for the Tevatron: the Z ° boson m ost strongly
in uences the amall region (again we interpret the Z ° acting as an e ective contact
interaction [18] i this regim e (cf. Fig.1}), contracting its propagator to an e ective four{
ferm jon point{lke interaction) and this e ect is again enhanced for higher difgt m asses.
T he corresponding ratios shown in F ig.8b underline the conclusions already drawn for
the Tevatron, but now on a much larger scale.

Because we have so far presented our num erical results for ourbest{ tvalues (f,{) only,
we nally want to show the varations ofthe Z ° in pact due to upper and lower bounds in
accord w ith our analysis. Ifwe x x = 1:0, aswe found the central x value to be, then
we get upperand lowerboundson y, from our ? analysis ifwe restrict our t{acceptance
to the 68.3% ocon dence ellipse shown I Fig.8c. Forx = 1l0werado w2 R#4;32].
F ig.9a show s the single inclusive et ratios orthe threedi erent valuesofy, = 2:4;2:8 and
32 being the lower bound, central value and upper bound respectively. T he discrepancy
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between the di erent choices of y, beocom es very striking for higher E ¢ values. The total
decay width varies from ;0= 508:0Ge&V (y, = 24)upto o= 8014 Ge&V (v, = 32),
which fncreases the phase space ofthe Z ° especially at high transverse energies. So, large
Er measuram ents at the LHC m ight be an excellent probe to m ore precisely x the value
ofy,, as the cross sections are very strongly dependent on y, In this energy range and so
a clear y, correspondence is achievabl. The di erence to the best{ t of A tarelliet al
fl.] (Vu = 22) isalso shown. Note the di erence ofonly 7% to our owerbound , = 24)
forEr = 3000 G&V.

Fig.9 nally shows the matios Z %/QCD for the dift angular distrbutions w ith the
sam e values fory, asih Fig.9a. The 2 ®inpact on theanall region is agai signi cant.
T he extrem e values of y,, di erby a factor of roughly two in the complte range shown.
A galn, future m easuram ents of the digt angular distrdoutions at the LHC m ight further
determ ine y, m ore exactly according to the large dependence of the ratios to the choice
of this coupling param eter.

5 Conclisions

In this paper we explited the idea suggested in Refs. [], §] to give predictions for a pos-
tulated new heavy vector boson Z°at the LHC .W ith this additional very m assive boson
i was possbl to quantitatively explain the reported Ry, anom alies from LEP1/SLC
experin ents as well as sin ultaneously the m easured CDF Ft excess rate. Tt was shown
by above authors that the postulated vector boson m ust have three soecial features: it is
Jeptophobic and couples very strongly, but fam ily { ndependent, to u{ and d{type quarks;
it shows a weak m ixing w ith the standard Z gauge boson in order to contribute to its
decay widths (@Z ! bb;oc) In particular; it is very m assive w ith a typicalm ass of order
M,o= 1Tev.

In thiswork we tted the coupling param eters x and y, ofthe Z° in a global leading
order 2 analysis to the 1992{93 CDF data on the sihgl inclisive gt cross sections.
Although we nd a slightly larger value for y, than A tarelliet al. []], we showed that
our best{ t param eters are still In better accordance w ith the LEP 1 R, m easurem ents
than the Standard M odel predictions.

W ith this set of param eters we then gave predictions forthe Z ° e ect on fiiture preci-
sion m easuram ents at the LHC . W e showed the corresponding physical param eter ranges
or which the in uence of the Z ° is expected to be m ost striking and besides qualita—
tive considerations we also provided quantitative predictions for single inclusive £t cross
sections and angular dift distributions at the LHC . W e presented num erical resuls for
di erent coupling param etersy, that were allowed on the 68.3% con dence level from our
previous CDF data t. Thiswillhelp to firther determ ine the free param eters of the Z °
modelas soon as rst LHC data are available.
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A sa nalcdticalrem ark we want to point out that despite the very precise and reliable
experin ents there m ight still be no com pelling reason to look for new physics. H owever,
future data are necessary, and the LHC w illplay a pivotal rok as a high {energy laboratory
and new theoreticalm odels and predictions, rising from such fundam ental contradictions
to the Standard M odel, w ill becom e in portant.

W e did not try to answer the question ofw here the Z %, if it is indeed genuine, originates
from . Foran overview on severalm otivations for the existence of additional vector bosons
and a list of the m ost studied m odels we refer to P§]. In addition we should m ention a
m odel for the neutral boson proposed in 27], where it originates from the breaking ofan
extended colour group, such as SU (4). or SU (5). . In thism odel the vectorboson is very
strongly coupled to qg pairs and weakly coupled to kptons. A s reported in 28] itsm ass
should be larger than 600 G&V . In view of the proposed features this m odel could be a
prom ising Z ° candidate.
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Figure 1: The s{ and t{channel contributions according to Z ° exchange (left side). For F7
and }jbeing sn all, the Z ° acts like an e ective contact interaction w ith relative strength
w M 2, (dght side).
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Figure 2: LO caloulation of the single inclusive gt cross section (dashed line) and the
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Figure 4: The nom alised dift cross sections at O ( é) forpure QCD (solid lines) and
the additionally coupled vector boson Z ° (dashed lines) in three di erent dijt m ass bins:
@) 240 GeV< M 45< 475GeV, b) 475GeV< M 553 < 550 GeV and (c) M 55 > 550 G&V .
T he num erical results are com pared to the CDF 92 m easurem ents {17]. T he kinem atical
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text. A1l Z° calculations were perform ed for the central param eter t: x = 10 and
Vs = 28.As renom alisation scale we have chosen = k( )E;=2 from Ref. [[6].
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Figure 7: LO caloulation of the single inclusive Ft cross sections at the LHC for the two
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