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A bstract

W e analyse the contribution ofnew heavy virtualferm ionsto the e+ e� ! W
+
W

�

cross section. W e �nd that there exists a relevant interplay between trilinear and

bilinearobliquecorrections.Theresultstrongly dependson thechiralorvector{like

nature ofthe new ferm ions. Asforthe chiralcase we considersequentialferm ions:

one obtainssubstantialdeviation from the Standard m odelprediction,m aking the

e�ect possibly detectable at
p
s = 500 or 1000 G eV linear colliders. As an exam -

ple for the vector{like case we take a SUSY extension with heavy charginos and

neutralinos:dueto cancellation,the �nale�ectturnsoutto benegligible.
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W e present here a study ofvirtuale�ects from new physics in the cross{section for

e+ e� ! W + W � . This analysis has been m otivated by the following questions. W hat

room isleftfordeviationswith respecttotheSM predictions,oncetheconstraintscom ing

from theLEP1resultshavebeen properlyaccounted for? Arethesedeviationsentirely due

to the appearance ofanom aloustrilinearvector{boson couplings,asgenerally assum ed?

Isthereany roleplayed by theso{called obliquecorrections?

To dealwith thesequestionswehavefocused on two sim pleSM extensions:

� M odel1: the SM plus heavy chiralferm ions. In particularwe consideran extra

doubletofheavy quarks,exactreplica oftheSM counterparts,asfarastheirelectroweak

and strong quantum num bersareconcerned;

� M odel2: the SM plus heavy vector{like ferm ions. As an exam ple we take the

M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(M SSM ) with heavy (above the production

threshold)electroweak gauginosand higgsinos,and very heavy (decoupled)squarks,slep-

tonsand additionalhiggses.

In both m odelstheone{loop correctionsto theprocessin question areconcentrated in

vector{bosonsself{energiesand three{pointfunctions,which m akesitpossibleto analyse

the interplay between the two contributions [1]. Box corrections are obviously absent

in the �rstm odel,while they are negligibly sm allin the second case,provided thatthe

scalarm assesaresu�ciently large.Then theonly relevantcontributionsrem ain thoseof

gauginosand higgsinosto verticesand self{energies.

Theconstraintscom ingfrom LEP1resultsarequitedi�erentinthetwom odels.A m ass

splitting between the two new quarks,whose left{handed com ponents are partners ofa

com m onSU(2)L doublet,resultsinapotentiallylargecontributiontothe�1 param eter.To

avoid disagreem entwith theexperim entalresult[2],wewillconsiderthecaseofdegenerate

quarks(a detailed discussion concerning thispointisprovided in [3]). A m ore stringent

lim itation com esfrom the �3 variable,which dependsm ildly on the quark m asses. Each

new degeneratequark doubletcontributesto �3 with thepositiveam ount

��3 =
G F m

2

W

4�2
p
2
’ 1:3� 10�3 : (1)

Form t = 175 GeV and m H = 100 GeV,a single new coloured doublet(with thepossible

addition ofa lepton doublet)saturatesthepresent2� upperbound on �3,and additional

chiraldoubletsbeyond them ultipletconsidered hereareexperim entally ruled out.

On thecontrary,theversion oftheM SSM hereanalysed easily respectstheconstraints

from LEP1.Indeed contributionsto the� variablescom ein inverse powerofthegaugino

andhiggsinom assesandtheyturnouttobenum ericallyquitesm all,withintheexperim en-

talbound.Forpracticalpurposeswe have considered the case ofdegenerate electroweak

gauginosofm assM and degeneratehiggsinosofm ass�.Thisisthecasewhen them ixing

term sam ong gauginosand higgsinosare m uch sm allercom pared to the SUSY breaking

gauginom assterm M and thesupersym m etric� contribution com ingfrom theH 1H 2 term

in thesuperpotential.

After the inclusion ofthe one{loop corrections due to the new particles and ofthe

appropriatecounterterm s,thereduced am plitudefortheprocessathand reads,following
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��� A


���
= A Z

���
B ��� C���

++ ;�� 1 1 1=2

+0;0� 2 2 2(1+ �)=

0+ ;�0 2 2 2(1� �)=

00 22 + 1 22 2=2

Table1: Standard M odelcoe� cientsexpressed in term sof2 = s=4m 2

W
.

theconventionsofref.[5]:

��� = �2

~M = �

p
2

sin2 ��
���;�1

"

1�
sin2 ��

cos2��
�r W � e6

#
1

1+ �2 � 2�cos�
(2)

��� =� 1

~M  = ���j��j;1 [1+ ��(s)]
h

A


���
+ �A



���
(s)

i

~M Z = �
s

s� m 2

Z

"

�j��j;1 �
���;�1

2sin2 ��(1+ �k(s))

#

�

"

1+ ��(s)+
cos2��

cos2 ��
�k(s)

#
h

A Z

���
+ �AZ

���
(s)

i

~M � =
���;�1

2sin2 �� �

"

1�
sin2 ��

cos2��
�r W � e6

# "

B ��� �
1

1+ �2 � 2�cos�
C���

#

(3)

In eq.(3)� = (1� 4m 2

W =s)
1=2,� isthescattering angleofW � with respectto e� in

the e+ e� c.m . fram e;�,��,�,�� are the helicitiesfore� ,e+ ,W � and W + ,respectively;

�� = �� ��;A


���
,A Z

���
,B ��� and C��� aretree{levelSM coe�cientslisted in Table1;��(s),

�k(s),��(s),�r W and e6 are�niteself{energy corrections[4,7],given in theAppendix

where also the e�ective weak angle �� is de�ned. Finally,�A


���
and �AZ

���
represent the

correctionsto the trilineargaugeboson vertices. Forthe m odelsconsidered,they can be

expressed in term softhe CP{invariantform factors�f
;Z

i (i= 1;2;3;5)according to

therelations:

�A
V

+ +
= �A

V

�� = �f
V

1

�A
V

+ 0
= �A

V

0� = (�fV
3
+ �f

V

5
)

�A
V

�0 = �A
V

0+
= (�fV

3
� �f

V

5
)

�A
V

00
= 

2

h

�(1+ �
2)�fV

1
+ 42�2�fV

2
+ 2�fV

3

i

(4)

Here�fVi includesboth thecontribution com ing from the1PIone{loop correction to the

vertex V W W and the wave{function renorm alization ofthe externalW legs,taken on

the m ass{shell. This m akes the term s �fVi �nite. Other choices in the renorm alization

conditionsareequivalent(seeforexam ple[6]).
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Som e com m ents are in order. The tree{levelSM am plitudes are recovered from the

above form ulae by taking ��(s)= �k(s)= ��(s)= �r W = e6 = �A


���
= �AZ

���
= 0. In

thehigh{energy lim it,theindividualSM am plitudesfrom photon,Z and � exchange are

proportionalto 2 when both theW ’sarelongitudinally polarized (LL)and proportional

to  when one W is longitudinaland the other istransverse (TL). The cancellation of

the 2 and  term sin the overallam plitude isguaranteed by the tree{level,asym ptotic

relation A


���
= A Z

���
= B ���.W hen one{loop contributionsareincluded,onehasnew term s

proportionalto2 and  (see�A


���
and �AZ

���
in eq.(4))and thecancellation ofthoseterm s

in thehigh{energy lim itentailsrelationsam ong obliqueand vertex corrections.W ehave

explicitly checked thatin allcasesconsidered,thiscancellation doestakeplace.W estress

thatom itting,forinstance,thegaugeboson self{energiessuch cancellation doesnotoccur

any longerand theresulting am plitudesviolatetherequirem entofperturbativeunitarity.

On the otherhand,oneofthe possibilitiesonecan think ofto have appreciable devi-

ationsin the cross{section isto delay the behaviourrequired by unitarity [6]. Thism ay

happen ifin the energy window m W <<
p
s � 2M (M denoting the m ass ofthe new

particles)theabovecancellation islesse�cientand term sproportionalto positivepower

of survivein thetotalam plitude.If issu�ciently large,then asizeabledeviation from

theSM prediction isnotunconceivable.

W enow com eto thequantitativediscussion.

� M odel1:C hiralferm ions.

In �g.1 weplotN,thenum berofW + W � eventsperbin,versus� at
p
s= 500 GeV

in thechannelLL,taking M = 300 GeV and assum ing a lum inosity of20 fb
�1
.Theerror

barsreferto the statisticalerror,the fullline denotesthe SM expectation attree level1,

while the dashed line givesthe prediction form odel1. W e notice a clearindication ofa

signi�cantsignal,fully consistentwith presentexperim entalbounds.Thedeparturefrom

theSM prediction [8]becom eseven m oreconspicuousforlarger
p
s.In �g.2wereportthe

resultfor
p
s= 1000 GeV,M = 600 GeV and a lum inosity of100 fb

�1
.

Forunderstanding betterthispointitisusefulintroducethefollowing quantity �R

�R =

 
d�

dcos�

!

�

 
d�

dcos�

!

SM 
d�

dcos�

!

SM

: (5)

thatrepresents the deviation between the SM and new physics di�erentialcross{section

norm alized to theSM .Forcos� notclose to 1,and in thelim itm W << M ;
p
s we have

derived thefollowing analyticalexpression for�R LL:

�R LL = j1+ 2K j
2
� 1 (6)

K =
g2N c

16�2

4M 2

s
� 

2
� F

 
M 2

s

!

; (7)

1SM corrections shift both curves in � g. 1 by the sam e am ount. Hence,although they change the

num berN,they do nota� ectourresultconcerning the size ofthe deviation due to the presence ofnew

physics.
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Figure 1: Num berofW +
W

� eventsperbin versuscos� at
p
s = 500 G eV in the LL channel,taking

M = 300 G eV and assum ing a lum inosity of20 fb
� 1
.

F(x)= 1�
p
4x � 1 arctan

1
p
4x� 1

; (8)

Fors>> M 2,F growsonly logarithm ically and unitarity isrespected.W hen M 2 >>

s,F ’ s=12M 2 and the decoupling property is violated,as one expects in the case of

heavy chiralferm ions. In the range ofenergieswe are interested in,m W <<
p
s � 2M ,

K isoforderG F M
2,which explainsthem agnitudeofthee�ectexhibited in �g.1 and 2.

A sim ilarbehaviourisalso exhibited by the TL channel. Indeed,the absolute deviation

in theTL channelisofO (),butan additional factorcom esfrom theSM crosssection

in the denom inatorof�R. In �g. 3 we depict the quantity �R as a function ofcos�

forLL channeland forthe unpolarized crosssection at
p
s = 500 GeV.Notice thatthe

e�ectwhich isso large in the LL channelforallthe anglesessentially disappearsin the

unpolarized crosssection forcos�’ 1wherebiggeristhenum berofeventsexpected.This

m akesitclearthatfortheobservation ofthee�ectunderdiscussion good identi�cation of

theW polarization and largelum inosity areessential.

� M odel2:Vector{like ferm ions.

In this case the deviations at
p
s = 500 GeV or even higher energies reach atm ost

a few perm ille m aking itquestionable to have a chance atallto observe the e�ect [9].

The analytic expressions for �R both in the LL and in the TL channel,in the lim it

m W << M ;
p
s,are vanishing,showing thatin the case ofgauginosorhiggsinos,which
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Figure2:Num berofW +
W

� eventsperbin versuscos� at
p
s= 1000 G eV in the LL channel,taking

M = 600 G eV and assum ing a lum inosity of100 fb
� 1
.

have vector{like coupling,no unitarity delay takesplace. Thisisin agreem entwith the

decoupling theorem [10].

To exem plify the danger ofincluding in the cross{section only the contribution of

trilinearanom alousgaugecouplings,wehavecom puted the�R LL ratioat
p
s= 500GeV ,

form odel2,M = 300 GeV and � >> M ,by leaving outthecontribution from thevector

boson self{energies.Dueto theim providentom ission ofan essentialpartoftheone{loop

correction,one gets an irrealistic �R LL ’ �0:2,with failure ofunitarity when higher

energiesareconsidered.

A ppendix

The quantities ��(s), �k(s), ��(s), �r W and e6 appearing in eqs. (2) and (3) are

de�ned by the following relations in term s ofthe unrenorm alized vector-boson vacuum

polarizations:

e1 =
� Z Z(0)

m 2

Z

�
� W W (0)

m 2

W

e2 = � 0
W W (0)� cos2 �� �0Z Z(0)� 2cos��sin��

� Z(m
2

Z)

m 2

Z
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Figure 3: Relative deviation � R versuscos� in the LL polarization channeland for the unpolarized

crosssection (tot)ats= (500 G eV)2 and M = 300;600;1000 G eV form odel1.

� sin2� �0(m
2

Z)

e3(s) =
cos��

sin ��

(

sin ��cos��
h

� 0
(m

2

Z)� � 0
Z Z(0)

i

+ cos2��
� Z(s)

s

)

e4 = � 0
(0)� � 0

(m
2

Z)

e5(s) = � 0
Z Z(s)� � 0

Z Z(0)

e6 = � 0
W W (m

2

W )� � 0
W W (0) (9)

��(s) = � 0
(0)� � 0

(s)

�k(s) = �
cos2 ��

cos2��
(e1 � e4)+

1

cos2��
e3(s)

��(s) = e 1 � e5(s)

�r W = �
cos2 ��

sin2 ��
e1 +

cos2��

sin2 ��
e2 + 2 e3(m

2

Z)+ e4 (10)

�1 = e1 � e5(m
2

Z)

�2 = e2 � sin2 �� e4 � cos2 �� e5(m
2

Z)

�3 = e3(m
2

Z)+ cos2 �� e4 � cos2 �� e5(m
2

Z) (11)

with

� 0
V V 0(s)=

� V V 0(s)� � V V (m
2

V V 0)

(s� m 2

V V 0)
with (V;V 0= ;Z;W ) (12)

and m  = m Z = 0,m Z Z = m Z and m W W = m W .Ifs= m 2

Z then ��(s),�k(s),��(s)

coincideswith thecorrections��,�k,�� which characterizetheelectroweak observables
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attheZ resonance.Finally,thee�ective weak angle �� isde�ned by:

sin2 �� =
1

2
�

v
u
u
t
1

4
�

��(s)
p
2G F m

2

Z

(13)

where �(s)isthe electrom agnetic coupling with allthe e�ectscom ing from SM particles

included atthegiven energy s.
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