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A bstract

W e analyse the contrbution of new heavy virtual ferm ionsto theete ! W *wW
cross section. W e nd that there exists a relevant interplay between trilinear and
bilinear oblique corrections. T he resul strongly dependson the chiral or vector{lke
nature of the new fermm ions. A s for the chiral case we consider sequential ferm ions:
one cbtains substantial deviation from the Standard m odel prediction, m aking the
e ect possbly detectabl at P s = 500 or 1000 G &V lnear colliders. A s an exam —
plk for the vector{lke case we take a SUSY extension with heavy charginos and
neutralinos: due to cancellation, the nale ect tums out to be negligble.

C ontrbution at \Physics with €" e Colliders" (T he European W orking G roups, 4 Feb
1995 —1 Sep 1995), Hamburg, Gem any, 30 Aug —1 Sep 1995 and at \3rd W orkshop on
Physics and E xperim ents with e" e Linear C olliders", wate, Japan, 8-12 Sep 1995.

W ork partially supported by the European Union under contract No. CHRX {CT 92{0004, and by
MURST.
2 P resent address D ep. de F isica Teorica y del C osm os, Universidad de G ranada, Spain.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605415v1

W e present here a study of virtual e ects from new physics in the cross{section for
ee ! W'W . This analysis has been m otivated by the follow ing questions. W hat
room is keft fordeviationsw ith respect to the SM predictions, once the constraints com ing
from the LEP 1 results have been properly accounted for? A re these deviations entirely due
to the appearance of anom alous trilinear vector{boson couplings, as generally assum ed?
Is there any role played by the so{called oblique corrections?

To dealw ih these questions we have focused on two sin ple SM extensions:

Modell: the SM plus heavy chiral ferm ions. In particular we consider an extra
doublt of heavy quarks, exact replica ofthe SM counterparts, as far as their electrow eak
and strong quantum num bers are concemed;

M odel 2: the SM plus heavy vector{like ferm ions. As an exam plk we take the
M Inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) wih heavy (@bove the production
threshold) electroweak gauginos and higgsinos, and very heavy (decoupled) squarks, skp—
tons and additional higgses.

In both m odels the one{loop corrections to the process in question are concentrated in
vector{bosons s=lf{energies and three{point functions, which m akes it possibl to analyse
the interplay between the two contrbutions []. Box corrections are coviously absent
In the rstmodel, whik they are negligbbly sm all in the second case, provided that the
scalarm asses are su ciently lJarge. Then the only relevant contributions rem ain those of
gauginos and higgsinos to vertices and self{ energies.

T he constraints com ing from LEP 1 resultsarequitedi erent In thetwom odels. A m ass
Folitting between the two new quarks, whose left{handed ocom ponents are partners of a
common SU (), doublkt, resuls in a potentially Jarge contribution to the ; param eter. To
avoid disagreem ent w ith the experin entalresul ], we w illconsider the case ofdegenerate
quarks (a detailed discussion conceming this point is provided n §]). A m ore stringent
Iim itation com es from the 3 variable, which dependsm idly on the quark m asses. Each
new degenerate quark doublet contributes to ; with the positive am ount
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Form.= 175G&V andmy = 100 G&€V, a sihgk new coloured doublkt (W ih the possbl
addition of a Jepton doublet) saturates the present 2 upperbound on 3, and additional
chiral doublets beyond the m uliplet considered here are experim entally ruled out.

O n the contrary, the version oftheM SSM here analysed easily respects the constraints
from LEP 1. Indeed contrlbutions to the varables com e in inverse power of the gaugino
and higgsinom asses and they tum out to be num erically quite an all, w thin the experim en—
talbound. For practical purposes we have considered the case of degenerate electrow eak
gaugihosofm assM and degenerate higgsinos ofm ass . This isthe case when them xing
tem s am ong gauginos and higgsinos are much sn aller com pared to the SUSY breaking
gaugihom asstem M and the supersymm etric ocontribution com Ing from theH ;H , tem
in the superpotential.

A fter the inclusion of the one{loop corrections due to the new particles and of the
approprate countertem s, the reduced am plitude for the process at hand reads, ©llow Ing
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Table 1: Standard M odelcoe cients expressed in tem sof % = s=4m 3 .

the conventions of ref. [5]:
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thee'e cm. frame; , , , arethehelicities ore ,e",W andW ¥, respectively;
= ;A ,A%? ,B andC aretree{levelSM coe cients listed in Tablk 1l; (s),
k(s), (), r y and e are nite self{energy corrections M, 7], given in the A ppendix
where alo the e ective weak angle isde ned. Fially, A and A’ represent the
corrections to the trilinear gauge boson vertices. For the m odels considered, they can be
expressed in tem s of the CP {invariant form factors £ (1= 1;2;3;5) according to

the relations:
AY+ = A" = fY
Rl = AL = (E+ )
AVo = A§+: (f3] f;]) i
A, = % a+ ) £+4a??f+2 1 @)

Here £’ includesboth the contrbution com ing from the 1P I one{loop correction to the
vertex VW W and the wave{function renom alization of the extemalW Jlegs, taken on
the m ass{shell. This m akes the temm s ff nie. O ther choices In the renom alization
conditions are equivalent (see for exam plke [)).
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Som e comm ents are In order. The tree{level SM am plitudes are recovered from the
above formule by taking  (s) = k() = )= r y =e= A = A? =0.h
the high{energy lim it, the lndividual SM am plitudes from photon, Z and exchange are
proportionalto 2 when both theW ’s are Iongitudinally polarized (LL) and proportional
to when oneW is Jongitudinal and the other is transverse (TL). The cancellation of
the 2 and tem s in the overall am plitude is guaranteed by the tree{level, asym ptotic
relationA = A? =B .W hen one{loop contrbutions are included, one hasnew tem s
proportionalto 2and (e A and A% 1 eqg. @)) and the cancellation ofthose tem s
In the high{energy lim it entails relations am ong oblique and vertex corrections. W e have
explicitly checked that in all cases considered, this cancellation does take place. W e stress
that om itting, for Instance, the gauge boson self{ energies such cancellation does not occur
any longer and the resulting am plitudes violate the requirem ent of perturbative unitariy.

O n the other hand, one of the possibilities one can think of to have appreciable devi-
ations in the cross{section is to delay the behaviour required by unitarity [§]. Thism ay
happen if in the energy window my << = s 2M M denoting the m ass of the new
particles) the above cancellation is less e cient and temm s proportional to positive power
of survive in the totalam plitude. If issu ciently lJarge, then a sizeable deviation from
the SM prediction is not unconceivable.

W e now com e to the quantitative discussion.

Modell: C hiral ferm ions.

In g.lwepbtN,thenumberofW "W eventsperbin, versus at P s= 500 Gev
in the channelLL, takilngM = 300 G eV and assum ing a lum inosity of20 f * . T he error
bars refer to the statistical error, the fill line denotes the SM expectation at tree levell,
while the dashed lne gives the prediction formodel 1. W e notice a clear indication ofa
signi cant signal, fully consistent w ith present experim ental bounds. T he departure from
the SM prediction []becom es even m ore conspicuous or larger s.n g2 we report the
resul or- s= 1000 Ge&V,M = 600 GeV and a lum inosity of 100 b * .

For understanding better this pont it is usefil introduce the ollow Ing quantity R
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SM
that represents the deviation between the SM and new physics di erential cross{section
nom alized to the SM .Forcos notcbseto 1,and in thelimitm 3y << M ; s we have
derived the follow ing analytical expression for R g :
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1SM corrections shift both curves in  g. 1 by the sam e am ount. Hence, although they change the
num ber N, they do not a ect our result conceming the size of the deviation due to the presence of new
physics.
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Figure 1: Numberof W *W eventsperbin versuscos at~ s= 500 GeV in the LL channel, taking
M = 300 GeV and assum ing a um fnosity of20 b *.
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Fors>> M ?,F grows only Jogarithm ically and unitarity is respected. W hen M 2 > >
s, F ' s=12M ? and the decoupling property is violated, as one expects in the case of
heavy chiral form ions. In the range of energies we are Interested in, my << pE ™ ,
K isoforder Gy M 2, which explains the m agnitude of the e ect exhibited in g. 1 and 2.
A sin ilar behaviour is also exhibited by the TL channel. Indeed, the absolute deviation
in the TL channelisofO ( ), but an additional factor com es from the SM cross section
In the denom lnator of R. In g. 3 we depict the quantity R as a function of cos
for LL channel and for the unpolarized cross section at = s = 500 G €V . N otice that the
e ect which is s0 large in the LL channel for all the angles essentially disappears n the
unpolarized cross section forcos ’ 1 wherebigger isthe num ber ofevents expected. This
m akes it clear that for the observation ofthe e ect under discussion good identi cation of
the W polarization and large lum inosity are essential.

M odel 2: V ector{like ferm ions.

In this case the deviations at P s = 500 Ge&V or even higher energies reach at m ost
a fow perm ille m aking i questionable to have a chance at all to observe the e ect Bl.
The analytic expressions for R both in the LL and in the TL channel, In the lm it
my << M ; s, are vanishing, show ing that in the case of gaugios or higgsinos, which
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Figure 2: Numberof W *W  eventsperbin versus cos at¥ 5= 1000 GeV in the LL channel, taking
M = 600 GeV and assum ing a lum inosity o£100 L

have vector{lke coupling, no unitarity delay takes place. This is in agreem ent w ith the
decoupling theorem [10]1.

To exem plify the danger of including In the cross{section only the contrbution of
trilinear anom alous gauge couplings, we have com puted the R 11, ratioat™ s= 500G &V,
formodel2,M = 300G&V and >> M ,by lkaving out the contribution from the vector
boson s=lf{energies. D ue to the i provident om ission of an essential part of the one{loop
correction, one gets an irrealistic R 1 ' 02, wih failure of unitarity when higher
energies are considered.

A ppendix

The quantities (s), k(s), (s), r y and e appearing In egs. ) and @) are
de ned by the Pollow ng relations in termm s of the unrenom alized vectorboson vacuum
polarizations:
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Figure 3: Relative deviation R versus cos in the LL polarization channel and for the unpolarized
cross section (tot) at s= (500 GeV)? and M = 300;600;1000 GeV form odell.
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coincides w ith the corrections , k, which characterize the electrow eak observables



at the Z resonance. F inally, the e ective weak angle isde ned by:

: 1 (s)
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where (s) is the electrom agnetic coupling w ith all the e ects com ing from SM particlkes
Included at the given energy s.
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