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A bstract

W e discuss the tests of general T hree G auge Boson Vertices (I GV ) through bosonic pair pro—
duction at present and future hadron ocolliders. A 1l bosonic nal states are reviewed via the
tree kevel quark-antiquark anniilation sub-process. T he fiill analytic expressions of the helicity
am plitudes and cross-sections are given. T hese expressions should be usefiill in any attem pt to
disentangle the e ects of them ost generalnon standard W W V (Vv = ;Z) vertices Including 14
free param eters. W e investigate the sensitivity of the Invariant m ass and transverse m om entum

distrbutions to the full set of anom alous couplings ncliding nal state polarization structures.
W e particularly consider these features at the profcted CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
energy scale.
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1. Introduction.

It is well known that In spite of its elegant theoretical construction and a lot of
experin entalcon m ations, the Standard M odel (SM ) cannot be considered asthe nal
theory ofm atter and its interactions. A s it can be done for the Fem itheory in regard
of the SM , it seem s reasonable to consider the electroweak theory as the low energy
residual part of a m ore fundam ental theory supposed to be found at higher energy
scale. It is clear that the crucial point of this hypothesis is to nd a direct or indirect
signal of this "new " physics (NP ). Num erous theoretical studies strongly suggest that
NP isto be expected in the TeV range.

Thehigh accuracy ofexperin ents on electrow eak m easurem entsat LEP Tand SLC probe
the predictions of the SM at faw 10 ° levelfl] and do not kad to any undisputable
deviation abeit possble deviationsin A, B]. W ith the sam e proviso on them easurem ent
ofheavy quarks observables, no departure from the SM ism easured up to FERM ILAB
energy scale [B]. The task of future experim ents w ill be to probe the physics beyond
SM . IfNP scalke is 1 Te€V, it isnot certain that future experimnents will nd it rst
directly eg. through the discovery of new interacting particles and we have to look
for indirect experim ental evidences. A s it isbrie y reviewed below , the bosonic sector
ram ains poorly tested and, if no H iggs particles is discovered up to the 1 TeV scale,
would becom e one of the m ost privileged sector for exploring NP lke com posite W ’s,
strongly Interacting longitudinalw ’s or virtuale ects of new heavy particles.

At present colliders the process of gauge boson pair production is jist below the kine—
m atical lim its and the low rate of events leads to very large errors. G ven the actual
m easuram ents, the bosonic self interactions rem ain allow ed to deviate considerably from
their standard expectations but the construction in a near future of a new generation
of accelerators w ill allow us for the rst tine to m ake som e direct and precise m ea—
surem ents of all three and four boson couplings predicted by the standard electrow eak
theory. In the SM , these W ,Z, and photon selfcouplings are strongly related to the
scalar sector through the Iongitudinal com ponents of the vector bosons K]. T hus, they
are an open w indow on the electrow eak gauge sym m etry breaking m echanisn . T hey are
also a direct m anifestation ofthe non-abelian underlying SU );, U (1)y gauge structure
Bl on which the theory isbased. In the case of NP related to them ass generation sector,
to the gauge sym m etry or either to a com positeness of weak-bosons, it is natural to ex—
pect that various kinds of anom alous trilinear or quartic couplings w illbe generated 1.
In the next section we w ill recallhow they can be m odelized by som e e ective anom a—
lous couplings. A direct experin ental search for evidence of such anom alous couplings
appears clearly as a fundam ental test to reach this kind ofNP.

A swe know , the unitarity ofthe SM depends directly on its gauge structure. Im portant
cancellationsbetw een the am plitudes participating to a process ensure the decrease w ith
energy of the integrated cross—section. Any departure from this vector bosonic gauge
structure would break theunitariy at low energy w hich should leadsto an indirect signal
0ofN P .A senergy scale is increased, the unitarity should be restored by the contribution
ofnew degrees of freedom .



Them ain problem is rstly, to test NP existence through them easurem ent ofanom alous
couplings. Secondly, we have to characterize thispossible NP by an identi cation ofthe
e ective couplings generating those deviations.

B ecause they are experin entally m ore accessible and easily treated by e ective the—
ordes w e restrict ourselfto the Three G auge Boson Vertices (TGV ) .FourG auge B oson
Vertices could be related to the previous one in a scenario where the anom alous cou—
plings are generated by the sym m etry breakdow n of gauge invariant operators [§].

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec2 we recall som e de nitions and settle our
notations for the generalW W Vv (Vv = ;Z) e ective Lagrangian. W e brie y link this
e ective approach to the description of anom alous couplings in term of gauge invariant
operators. In Sec.3, we give the explicit expression ofthe invariant m ass and transverse
m om entum distributions in term s ofthe usualpartonic description used in ocurnum erical
com putations. In Sec.4, we describe the procedure we apply to obtain the helicity Tables
for diboson production sub-processes which are com puted analytically in Sec.5 and 6
forWw "W ;W Z andWwW productions. For com pleteness, we deduce the helicity Tables
for the standard 27, Z and production from the previous one. W e give also the
resulting analytic expressions of sub-process cross—section in fiinction of the com plete
set of anom alous free param eters. In Sec.7, we discuss these results and the in plication
of the various anom alous couplings to the hadronic cbservables. W e com pare standard
and non standard shapes of invariant m ass and transverse m om entum distribution for
LHC energy scale. W e also give the shapes of the anom alous coupling contributions to
the nalbosonic polarization states allowed for each productions. U sing the fact that
the various anom alous couplings contribute to helicity am plitudes in di erent ways, we
suggest a possible procedure to be applied in order to disentangle these couplings.

2. Theoretical B ackground

In the absence of speci cm odels, the e ective Lagrangian approach [ is extrem ely
usefil to param eterize In a m odel independent way the low-energy e ects of NP. W e
recall that in the approxim ation ofbosons coupled to m assless ferm ions and for on-shell

nal vector bosons, the m ost general Lorentz nvariant structure forw *W V trilinear
vertex ¥ , whereV = Z or , involves only seven independent tem s. This was rstly
w ritten in Ref.[l1}] and reads
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For tests of quartic couplings in colliders experim ents, see Ref.i_7:]
_ ‘y Analogously to the generalW W V vertex it is possible to param eterize anom alous Z V;V = Z; ocouplings
[}(_]] but these w ill not be considered here.
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in the notation ofRef.fiZ]. mEq.{), "*=1,v =e@ev @V and¥® = \%
denotes the dual eld tensor. H igher derivative temm s com e as form factors of these
couplings.
The e ective Lagrangian (1) is param eterized in tem s of 14 free param eters. For each
V = orzZ bosons; v;ixviyvizvize, iZy, and zi, represent the deviations of the various
couplings from theirSU @);, U (1)y standard values. E lectrom agnetic gauge invariance
xestozero andz inthe lim it ofon-shellphoton (¢ = 0). T he tree level standard case
corresponds to gi'fy = 1 and g3, , = oot y with all anom alous couplings vanishing.
T he full description of the di erent couplings and their relations w ith the equivalent
param eterization of Hagiwara et al. {L1] can be fund in Ref.[12].
In the SM case, all temm s of Eq.{ll) are generated by perturbative calculations [131.
The M SSM contrlbution to the xy and yy temn s, related to the usual m agnetic and

quadrupolemoments vy and y through relationsxy = (v 1l)gy and yv = voi'w v
where gy = o™ , + v, are com puted In Ref.[14] and references therein. The m inin al
e ects in the unconstrained M SSM have been found to be ofthe order of =1 ’

17510 2 and 4 =1 2 ' 08410 %2 at LEPII (p§= 190 GeV) as com pared to a
sensitivity of about 54 10 2. The  contrbutions are about a factor 2 3 smaller
and the SM virtual contributions are of the order of 4:131 10 ® 5505 10 ° for
and 3323 10 > 3148 10 * ©r ,. At NLC (5= 500 GeV), the M SSM e ects
can reach v ’ 54 10 3 wih a precision of 0:81 10 °. In the general case of non—
standard physics, several ofthese couplings can sim ultaneously appear, depending on the
underlying dynam ics [1§] and there is no strong theoreticalassum ptions to privilege any
one ofthem . In this case, the question of nding a strategy to identify and disentangle
the e ects of the fl1ll set of the 14 param eters is raised and w illbe discussed in Sect.7.
Let us discuss, how the non SU ); U (1)y gauge invariant e ective Lagrangian (1)
can be induced by gauge invariant operators [L§, 17]. In this kind of approach, we
assum e that the NP is invariant under the usual localSU ), U (1)y symm etry and
that this symm etry is spontaneously broken by the vacuum expectation value of the
Higgs doublt eld . Integrating out the heavy degrees of freedom , the interactions
betw een the gauge bosons and the H iggs doublet lead to an e ective Lagrangian which
describes the residual e ects of the fiull theory at low energy. T he full Lagrangian m ay
be w ritten [§]
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where O i(d) are localoperatorsw ith m ass din ension d greater than four, SU Q);, U L)y
gauge Invariant and involving W ,z, and Higgs elds only. The index i runs over all
possible operators ofa given m assdin ension d. denotes the scale at which NP givesa
strong contribution in the w eak-boson sector. A cocording to Eq. @) we see that operators
ofhigh din ension are suppressed by negative powers of . An exhaustive list ofm ass—



dim ension six operators has been com pilkd in Ref.B] and the explicit form of operators
generating the fi1ll set of T G V ’s anom alous couplings can be und in Ref.{1§].
Severalworks on TGV study at LEP IT through thee'e ! W *W channel {12, 19]
show that despite a relatively clean environm ent, the weak num ber of events and the
14 param eters contribution to the sam e process w illnot allow to disentangle the di er-
ent contributions of Eq.{l). However, such an identi cation is crucial in selecting the
operators generating the anom alous couplings. This classi cation gives fiindam ental
inform ations on the NP [1§] as eg. an idea of its underlying dynam ics, energy scale
and a m ass bound for its lowest degrees of freedom .

A sthe unitarity isbroken, any deviation from SM couplings leadsto am plitudes grow ing
w ith energy 20,21 ], therefore they are m ore apparent at higher invariant m asses of the
gauge boson pairbut the 200 GeV of LEP ITw illonly allow usto reach the NP scale of
Eq.@) below the,” 2TeV range. T he future CERN Large H adron Collider R2] [WHC),
pp collisions ﬁt S = 14 TeV ]willallow us to explore higher NP scales. A ssum ing an
LHC yearof Ldt= 10° pb ! lading to a high rate of production, a detailed study of
vV Y pair production where v;v%= w ;z or , is particularly interesting to perform
TGV measurem ent and separate their e ects.

H adrons colliders are able to produce gauge boson pairs in both charged and neutral
nalstatesbut only thew *w ,wW andW Z channelsgivea TGV contribution. The
rst channelsu ers from a lJargeQCD background and,asine*e ! W W process, is

sensitive toboth theWw W andW W Z couplingsvia the S-channel. Tn contrast, thewWw
and W Z channels are particularly interesting since they are relatively background free
and easy to isolate compared to W *W  pair production 3, 24, 25]. These channels
are also particularly interesting since they allow independent testsofW W and W W Z
vertices.

The di erent contriutions of the various tem s in Eq.([) to the helicity am plitudes
w ill allow us to disentangle their e ects. The best way to distinguish the anom alous
couplings is to identify the polarization states ofthe nalbosons for each process which
would In ply the m easurem ent of angular variables in nal leptonic decay.

The 27;Z and reactions are not sensitive to the previous TGV but could test
the structure functions or a possible non-standard interaction for exam ple related to
com positeness of the Z gauge boson (see previous footnote).

W hile the contribution ofa}gly xed anom alous coupling gv ofEq. () risesw ithout lim it
as the sub-process energy = ¢ Increases, eventually violating partial wave unitarity Rg],
we can choose to param eterize their energetic behavior ke a nuckon form factor RI1]:
0
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where rr isa form factor scale depending on the NP scale and is chosen with n as
the m inim alvalue com patible w ith unitarity.

T he energy-dependent form factor behavior of anom alous couplings extends the use of
e ective Lagrangians to the entire energy range which is accessible at hadron colliders




but are based on ad-hoc assum ptions by the choice of the values ofn and rr . In the
case of high production rate, one can suppress these hypotheses on the underlying NP
by tting the couplings assum ing they are 8 independent w ithin an all energy bins.

3. Partonic D escription

W ew illconsider herem ainly proton-proton collisions at the LH C energy scale (p S =
14 TeV ) .T he results can be easily extended to the pp case w ith appropriatem odi cations
of the structure functions.
T he lrading low est-order processes for didoson production in pp collisions are the boson—
boson fusion and the quark-antiquark annihilation illistrated n Figlaand Figlb. In
thispaper, we w illonly study the com plete case ofthe D rell-Y ann m echanisn s of quark
annihilation and leave the treatm ent of boson fusion for a separate analysis P§].
At high energy, these processes are flly describbed in the partonic approxin ation R7].
The crosssection (p! VV9) withVv;v°=w ;z or is schematically given by 29]
x 272 n o
q = dxa dxy £ ()£ o)+ £ (o) £ ) dhyg 3)
ij

w here fi(a) are the structure functions and contain inform ationsabout iquark lum inosiy
in hadron a. ~ @d ! VV9) isthe cross-section for the sub-process leading to the desired
vv? nalstate. The x; and x4 are the m om enta fractions of the (i;j)fartons in the
nuclkons.
T he i; J-sum m ation runs over all contributing sea and valence quark con gurations and
depends on the vv ? nalstate. N eglecting the top quark contribution we w rite

i) = @u); @d); (ss); (cc); (o) orw *w ;2 ; and z Z productions;
i) = @d); cs) orw "z orWw ¥ productions and
1) = @Wwd); (cs) orw Z orw nal states.

Forw Z andWw productions, we neglect the b quark contribution due to the sn all
values ofthe non-diagonalelem ents in the C abibboK cbayashiM askawam atrix (CKM ).
A veraging over the quark colors, a comm on factor of 1=3 has to be added aswellas a
statistical factor of 1=2 in the case of identical nalparticles ( and Z Z productions).

Two ingredients are therefore required in order to com pute crosssection @3): the sub—
process cross-section and the parton distribbutions. A s previously m entioned, a helicity
am plitude approach described in Secd will be used to com pute the analytic expres—
sion of sub-process cross—section. For num erical applications, M artin-R ogerts-Stirling—
D istributions R SD )’ structure functions are used [B0] as they best m atch the recent
data from m easurem ents of the proton partonic content.

It is easy to deduce from Eqg.{3) the hadronic observable we want to com pute. T hanks
to the unitarity breaking of anom alous couplings which lads to am plitudes grow ing
w ith energy, the Invariant m ass distribution could bea rst observable fortesting TGV .
Indeed, deviations from the SM are m ore apparent at higher nvariant m asses of gauge



boson pair by the increase of the number of events which m odi es the shape of the
nvariant m ass distribution.

0 0
In the qi( )qj( "1ovvox process, the inclusive di erential cross—section for the production
of a boson pair such that both intermm ediate bosons lie in the rapidity interval (¥ 4+ Y)
is given by B1]
z z
d oM X 7+ n 0%tz gn.
— = — Aboost £ Ga)ES ) + £ 6a) £ ) dz—

aM S i Y Z0 dz

@)

where z= cos m easures the scattering angle in the parton-parton center ofm ass (an ).
Here, it is convenient to work in temn s of the rapidity of a produced vector boson in
the hadron-hadron an fram e. The rapidity can be decom posed In vy = v + Vieost Where
y = Tanh ! (z yyo) isthe rapidity in the parton-parton center ofm ass fram e. Here, we
have de ned

m? m@

vyvo= 1+ s

wherem and m ? are the m asses of the v;V ? vectors bosons and the V;V ° velocity is

h 211
1 4dm “ 3
- T @+m?2 m®2 oz, 5

= ( ) s ©)
The rapidity In the center of m ass m otion yioose IS related to the parton m om entum
fractions x,, xp, via the relation yigest = 1=2 In (Xa=Xyp) .
W ith 8= x.,x,S = M 2, whereM denotes the nvariant m ass of the vector boson pair and
S the pp an energy, we obtain

Xy = P _é/boost a.l’ld Xp = p _e Yboost (6)
where = xx,= 8=S.
In our num erical illustrations, we apply an experim ental rapidity cut (¢ = 2) for the
detection of vector bosons which leads to a cut in the parton-parton scattering angle:

h 1
Zo=mi Tanh(  Viost)= vvoil

In the case ofa nalphoton we ram ove the Infrared divergence oftheW  pairproduction
cross-section in restricting ourself to the kinem atical regions of high p, or invariant
mass ofthew pair. T his transverse m om entum cut py+ leads to

h 2 11 2
3 S m
zg < 1 p—c;t : w ith P =—2?? :

T he e ects of anom alous couplings are concentrated in the region of sm all vector boson
rapidity since they contribute exclusively to W , Z or photon S-channel exchange. In
consequence, the transverse m om entum distrdbutions of the vector bosons should be
particularly sensitive to the non standard W W V couplings especially orWw 2z orw
productions which involre only seven anom alous couplings.



T he transverse m om entum distrlboution is easily m easured by experim ent w ith no am bi-
guity because only wellm easured transverse variables are involved. O n the contrary, the
reconstruction of the Invariant m ass distribbution could be experim entally di cul, due
to the unknown longiudinalm om entum of the neutrino In the case ofa nal lkptonic
decay.

A s in the case of the invariant m ass distribution, we can express from Eq.(@3) the trans-
verse m om entum distribution of the vector boson pair production

q x 27 n
= dx, dxp £
ij

@) d/\ij

dp-

2 ) £7 6) + £ a) £ 62)

o, (7

wih p, = Pjsin and g = PpJjoos . After a Jacobian transform ation in f’!) we nd
using relations ) :
7 Z

. dn i
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dp-

w here

Fla,sb (é;YbOOSt) = f:l_(a) (p_é/boost) f]cb) (p_e Yboost) + f](a) (p_é/boost) flcb) (p_e Yboost) :
q
W ith cos = 1 p%=;'pjz, the transverse m om entum is related to the di erential
cross-section by
d%5 _ 2pr  d%yy

dp-» dcos
w here
P 19 2 2 2 2 ARV
= épk=§ & 28y +tmc, +205)+ (myp m?,)
gives a Jacobian divergence ( = 0) for

q
2 2 2
Speak = 205 +my +mi, + 2 (p%+mvzq)(p§+mz;z):

Finally we nd the expression of the transverse m om entum distribution:
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Follow ing relations (4) and @), both cbservables could be expressed in tem s of the
unpolarized di erential cross-section. W e have to calculate it for the ull diboson pro-
duction sub-process from quark annihilation:

OO 0 0
q;'q; ! WIW o 3! Wz g3l W

and
&0,

Q0 Q0 Q 0
) . O) ) 0O
q; g ! S

(
ZZ ; d; d; Z ;9 9



From Eq.(), it is straightorward to calculate the explicit expression of the helicity
am plitudes, at last at low orders in perturbation theory from which the unpolarized
di erential cross—section w illbe easily analytically derived.

4. D escription in term of the H elicity A m plitudes for Sub-P rocess study

At this kevel, i is convenient to x som e kinem atical notations for the two-body
parton scattering w ith m assless incom ing particles.
For the generic process q© &k)g® k% ! Vv )V %% where k;k%p;p° denote the 4-
momenta, we have In the vv® an momentum pj= p%= s=2 where is given
in Eq.@). The s;tju variables represent the usualM andelstam variablesw ith s+ t+ u =
m?+ m®. Follow ing the procedure given in Ref.[32], we w ill decom pose the am plitudes
In the chirality-conserving invariant form @© j;i= 1;::;9) helicity basis

N,= 2 ¥ N,= < % N5y = =%%°

_ 0 0 _ 0040
N4——:k N5—]_3: N6—]_3 k¥ k (9)
N,=p"% ¥ Ng=p""% % No=p°"%" ¥:

and ? are the polarization vectors of the nalbosons and could be w ritten in the am
fram e as B3]

;i = l)=—p?[0; ocos oos’  isin’ ; cos sin’ + icos’ ;  sin ]
3 N P31 , .1 ., 1
;0)= — ; —esin cos’ ; —esin sin’ ; —ecos
m m m m
and
8 +i0'
3 0,0 0_ _© 0 , , 0 o, , 0.
2 ©; = l)——p—E 0; “cos oos isin’ ; “cos sin’ + icos’ ; sin
" #
2 0,0 01, 0 , 0
©;0) = 5 i —esh cos’ ;—e'sh sh’ ;—ecos
m m
w here

1

e= Ep—_(erm2 m®%) and &°

1
= Ele—g(s+m(2 m2):

0]

denotes the scattering angle m easured in the vV rest fram e between the incident
quark mom entum K and the nalV boson momentum p. The angle ’ denotes the
azinuthalangle and ; °= 1;0 are the polarizations ofthe nalv and vV °bosons.
Suggested by the procedure given in Ref.12], all the invariant am plitudes could be
decom posed on @) as

X
R= cvkINj@ b uk) : (10)
j

w here a and b stand for the general vector and axial vector couplings.



The 9 helicity am plitudes foreach processq( )P( 9! v ( W% 9, where = 9= 1=2
denotes the quark helicities, are then directly obtained from the helicity decom position
ofthe N ;’s. They m ay be w ritten as

X
F oo ofs; ;)= GF o oWNy;s; ;)@ 2b) 11)
j
w ith
— 40 Y
F oo olNyjs;i j/)=¢ f o oWNyisi )
where
s 0
f o O(Nj;S; )=7Nj ; 0 3

T he expression ofthe N ;'sare given In Tabl 1.

For each process, the helicity am plitudes w illbe calculated in the next section and are
displayed in Tables 2, 3, 4 and 5 w ith the fllow ing generic notations for the v v ? helicity
Tables:

vvo 1 2 3 4 5

where runsin a colum n over the lines denoted T;U;G ;X ;Y;%;22;29 and 7 9.
To obtain the amplitude F o o or de nite quark helicity = 1=2,each element
ofa line and column n corresponding to a de nite polarization ) and °w 9 ofthe
bosons has to be muliplied by the comm on factor , on top of the colum n and its
corresponding elem ents  In the second colimn. The sum over all elem ents (ie. over
) and the global factor yvo istobe taken. This rule is applied for each particular nal
statevv? W *w ;W Z,W orzz;z ; ) tothe corresponding helicity Tables 2, 3,
4 and 5:

A fterw ards, it iseasy to com pute the expression ofthe di erential cross-section in tem s
of helicity am plitude products. It reads i

X S 2 XD X X
PJ .
Foooof =3 Svg i n aF (12)

0 0 n=1 0

d P

__PJ
&

doos 16 s s

E ach cross—section could also be expressed In the fom

d & 0 0

= C 0/ 0 WF @) (13)
i=1

doos

? Bosonic states have been nomn alized as < p°j> >= 2 )2E (S po) while the quark states are nom alized
as< p’p>= (2 )3*3—q © ).

m
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where C = ( 2jsj=(4sp§) and = &°=4 . and °= T;U;G;X ;Y;Z;Zf;Zéj or Zg and
stand for the interferences of the various tem s in the am plitude products. In Eq.{3),

allthe O V;VOO (1) are purely kinem atical coe cients and the F / " () are com binations of

\Y%

coupling constants depending on the anom alous three boson coupling param eters.
Integrating analytically the 0, , () between z; and z; it is easy to com pute the inte-
grated cross-section to obtain the invariant m ass distrbution ofEq.{).

Theo V"VOO (1) and theF V"VOO (1) depend strongly on the nalbosonic state and w illbe given
below foreach process. W e divide them into three sets, the rst set which already exists
in the standard case, the second set deals w ith couplings conserving CP and the last
set appears only through CP «violating ones. Both form ulations of the cross-section in
Eqg.{2) and Eq.{3) give two di erent num erical calculations tools and allow for various

cross—checks.

5. qi(o)qi(o) !

T he three lowest order Feynm an diagram s forWw *W  gauge boson pair production
from the q'q” anniilation are shown in Fig2 and are very sin ilar to the ete !
W *W contrbutions. The U-and T <hannels correspond respectively to the up or
dow n quark-antiquark annihilation. The S-channel induces a sensitivity to both W W
and W W z ocouplings.

W *W process

T he quark exchange part in the T -channel is w ritten as

_ ¢ 0, 0 _ 5
Ryw ()= ?V(k)—(l’% p)=a (1 yu k)

where ar = 2a2 ,; correspond to the general vector and axial vector couplings ay 15 and
by ij for qj_quW vertex:

Vi; are the elam ents of the CKM quark m ixingm atrix and y the weak m ixing angle of
W einbery.
A ccording to Eq.{10), the decom position on the helicity basis (@) gives

2 n
Ryw @ = 2—tv(k0) +m2 BN, Na+ mZ HN; Ny
@]
+ sNs+ 2N7 Ng) ar @ uk) : 14)

In the sam e way the U channel is w ritten as

2
%voc°>=oe B a Suk)
2 n

_ € 0 2 2
= —vk) (s+my uwW®Ng Ni)+ my uwN3 Npy)
Su o

sNs+ 20M7; Ng) ag @ “)uk) 15)

Ryw @)
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with ay = ar . For the contrdbution of the S-channel, we use the notations of Fig.3. Tt
is straightforw ard to derive the Feynm an rules for the threeboson vertices in W "W
production from the phenom enologicale ective Lagrangian (1)) :

Vo= ol P) 2% +2 P+ x P87 %p ]
+ X gg a9 1 ° P °Ip p ]
W
+imZ:2v a6 p % PO+l % + PO
ZO

+z, g ° ﬁ(@o P) ae’® p O (1L6)

The two am plitudes in the S-channel Vv = orzZ) are
2

Ry (5) = 0o (S)v(ko) @vi byi Hukvy

where D (s) = s and, in the s > 4mZ case, the Z propagators is approxin ated to

Dy (8)" s m%

T he vector bosongg couplings ay ; and by ; are kept In standard fomm s: for g  vertex
ai=Qi,bi=20

and for gz vertex

1 i ) 1 i
dg i= . (3 40 isin” ) 4, bpi= ; 3
4sin w3 COS 4sin iy COS

where 0; and 1 are the electric charge and weak isospin pro fction of the tquark:

( .
Q;= 2=3, 3= 1 Porup quark
3

Q;= 1=3, i{= 1 Prdown quark.

Follow ing R ef.{12], the decom position of Eq.(1§) on helicity basis () leads to:

2 n
e
Ry 4 ) = vk®) 2gy N1+ N, N3 Nyz+ Ns)
Dy (s)
+ Xy (N]_+N2 N3 N4)
h
Yv
m g

sNs+m2 N+ Ny, N3 Ny
i
+2(N6+N7+N8+N9)
h i
Zyy 5
7~ (& w1+ Ny N3 Nyg)+ 4Ng Noy)
W

+ izd, N1+ Np+ Na+ Ng)+ izl N1+ Ng N, Nj)

5

20 h s
» 23V 2 2
1= (s 4mw)(N]_ N, N3+ Nygy) 2( my + =)
m g ) 2
1 @)
N1+ N+ N3+ Ng+4WNg No) ° @yi byi Duk) : a7
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A ccording to the procedure given in Secd and to Eq.{1), the Eq.{14), @5) and {7)
0 0

Jead to the helicity Tabke 2 orq)'q,’ ! W *W

De ning for convenince , = s=(s m 2

Interm ediate finctions as follow s:

) yaz = agi by =byi,ar = ag = 2avzq i3 and the

v,V
GWW(c;cO;cZ;cg) = cc0a2+czcg(a§+b§)z
+ (ccg+ozc0)aaz
h z .
V;(T or U) +
Gy 'w Ciz) = arac+t @tl) o
z

Git = 22a2+z§(a§+b§)2+222ZaaZ .

GXYz _ h .

Gy w = ab zZ @gz + X5 +yz)t+ zz Qg +x + V)

Z
+ 2agby ;Zz @gz + Xz + yz)
h

1
G T = arazt E+b) oz
we nd with the help of helicity Table 2 the expressions of the FW"V; {) and OW;; &)
- = 0 0
tem s of Eq.(13) @rqi()qi() 'Wtw

These termm s are summ arized in Tables 6, 7 and 8.

6.a9}! W 2 and qqs! W processes

T he three Iowest order Feynm an diagram s forWw Vv,V = ;Z production from of
annihilation are shown in Figd4.
ForW "V production, the T <hannel am plitude is

2
Ry +y 0 = e?v(k%éo?e p=a 1 S)uk)

with ar = ay ij@v 3+ by3). The decom position on the helicity basis {9) gives

2 n

_ e .0 2 2 2
Ry+y ) = Stv(k) s+m2 ©HNz+ (s+mz ©Nz+ mZ HN;
@)
M2 ©Ngz+ sNs+ 207 Ng) ar @ “)uk) : 18)

In the sam e way, the contribution of the U channel am plitude is

2
Ry +y @) = %v(ko)=(k B @ k)

with ay = ay i3 @vi+ byi) and leads through (@) to

2 n

€ 0 2 2 2
Ry +v @ = ;v(k) (s+my u)Ng4 (s+ my u)N;+ My u)N 3
o
s uN, sNs+2N; Ng) ag @ uk) : 19)
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W ith the notations of Fig.5, we derive the Feynm an rules orthewWw (Z; ) production
w ith the com plete TGV contribution of Lagrangian () :

h i h i
vl = g e P) 2% +298°+ x P Op
h i
Y
mv2 B0 ) p* 3%+ p® % PPop + :rp”
w
Zi
i p  ep’+p (°pg °p)
mw .
h i
iz:(L)v :Qp + Op ZSV p °
229
= p *ep’+p) P
m
where = 1 foraw in the nalstate.
Thew * form ation part is given by
2
Ry +y (5) = vk®) gy beiy Duk) VY (20)

Dy (s)

where the W propagator is approxinmated asDy (s)/ s mZ .

T he decom position of Eq.20) on the helicity basis (9) gives

2 n

e
Ry +y (8) = vk®) 20y W1+ N, N3 Ny+ Ns)
Dy (s)
Xy N5 N3 Ny)
h
Yv

SN5+m\2/(N]_+N2) mvzq N3+ Ny)

1
+2(N6+N7+N8+N9)
h 2 2
22y S
+ 7 N No)s+mg mg)
Sy

2
my

1 N; N+ Ny N3

i
} 2 2 5
+4s s (s+my my )N+ Ny N3z Ny

2%, N3+ Ng+ Ns)

h
+ JZSV 2—S(s+m\2, mvzq)(Nl N, N3+ Ny)
1 2 L
5 &S Np+ N2 N3 Ny) ;‘N6 N7)
20 h
+ 13;/ 4Ng Ng+ N7 Ny)
M i o
2s cos N1+ Njy) ° a5l uk): (1)

Eq.@8), 9 and @1) are siniflar orw V production and according to the procedure
given In Sec4 and to Eq.@1), lead to the helicity Tablk 3 forW 2z nalstateand Tablk
4 forw nal state.

Asbefore, we can nd the expressions of the F ', ., @ and 0/ ?Z or ) @ tem s of
Eq.@3) rogd! W 2z andqgqf! W w ith respectively the helicity Tables 3 and 4.
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De ningforw 2Z andWw productions _— 1=(s m2 ) and the intemm ediate finctions
as follow s:

0.2 2

Gyly @) = ofaf :

Ga'v © = af ylvstbyy) | c

G;\;;[\]; © = a(,zq ij(avj_+ by ) WC

Gyy © = af i ; zy gy + %y + yv)
Gyly =  ai gyt by oz
szv;?/ = ag glvitbri) o2y
Grz;\zl = Gv\é\\// (zv izv)
GvTv;fz = avzv iy@vyt b\/j)z
GVL\;;{\J] = a(,zq ij @vit b&/i)2
Gu'v = @ y@vit )@yt by

we ndtheresultsofTable 9 ErtheFW;\;J i) whereV = Z or .Thekinem aticalvariables
OW;\j ({) are summ arized in Tables 10 and 11 forWw 2z production and in Tables 12 and
13 forw production.

7. D iscussion

A spreviously m entioned, in the m ost general case we have to dealw ith seven W W
and ssven W W Z ocouplings. W hen we allow f©Or m ore than one anom alous coupling
to be non zero it is clear that the possbilities of correlations can not be excluded.
T he question ofm aking a signi cant test of the SM involves three steps: 1) m easuring
Independently and precisely each W W V vertex; 2) checking whether they agree w ith
the SM values; 3) possibly, disentangling the e ects ofthe various anom alous couplings.

Eq.@) leads generally to a (p 8= )2 * energetic behavior [1§]. For an expected value
of the NP scale in the TeV range, i seem s obvious that one does not expect a
violent low energy departure from the standard predictions, ie. the 14 param eters
v Xy iy izv izyy iz, and zy, = ;%) should have sonably sm all values. N ever—
theless, for large values of the diboson invariant mass” ¢ and provided that the signal
is not overw helm ed by the background, the non-standard contributions to the helicity
am plitudes would dom inate. Inform ation on anom alousW W V couplings should be ob-
tained In com paring the shapes of the m easured and predicted transverse m om enta or
Invariant m ass distrlbbutions foreach w Vv, v = W ;Z; ) productions. A s suggested
in Ref.p3] and [B4], the uncertainty on the structure finctions should be reduced by
considering ratios of non-standard and standard contributions as for exam ple:
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p! W Z)Br@W ! 1 )Br@ ! I1l)
p! ZZ)Br@ ! I'l )2

T he presence ofanom alous couplings in thew W V vertex w illyield an enhanced num ber
ofevents at Jarge invariantm assM y v Orp,, transversem om entum ofthewW V system .
A san illustration, the sensitivity ofthe various distributions to deviations from standard
couplings has been tested by changing the param eters from their SM expectations.
The resulting shapes are displayed orv = ;Z and Por several choices of anom alous
couplings In Fig.6 and Fig.7. The leptonic branching ratios per lepton species are
included in the crosssection and have been taken tobeBr@W 2z ! 1 ; L1 )= 036%
and Br@W ' 3,12 )=109% with l,=e or . Notethat around 300 GeV for
P>, and 150 GeV forp, , one can get an e ect between 5 and 50 ¥ even form oderate
values of the anom alous couplings. O f course, for the sam e values of the couplings,
higher e ects can be reach at higherp,

Here, as a starting point, we do not allow for several param eters to be sim ulaneously
non vanishing and only one coupling is assum ed to deviate from the SM at a tin e.

In practice, lJarge cancellations between the di erent temm s cannot be excluded and the
11l set of param eters have to be considerate sin ultaneously. In this case, the lm its
of observability for the couplings w ill be obtained by a m ultiparam eter analysis. To
perform this analysis, we can use a M axinum Likelhood t [B5] orm ethods based on
density m atrix or optin al cbservables respectively exposed in Ref.fi2] and BG]. The
helicity Tables 2,3,4 and the analytic expressions of Tables 6 to 13 will be ussful to
perform this analysis which has to be done in a phase space region where the e ects of
non standard T hree Vector Boson C ouplings are m uch larger than the background.
For com plteness, we deduce the helicity am plitudes of the standard Zz; Z and
productions from the previousW *W andW V cases. W e reproduce them in Table 5.
Only the T —and U -channels are allowed In our soenam and usmg the sam e notations
as for the other productions, they lad to the 0./, () and FVV o (1) expressions of Tabl
14 withvv®=12z ;2 or ).

Now , we would like to show why, starting from the m ost general case of 14 free param —
eters, one can in principle construct a strategy for disentangling the param eters if one
identi es the Longitudinal(L) or Transverse(T ) polarization states ofthe nalw  and
V bosons.

In what follow s, we shalldiscuss the contributions of anom alous couplings to the helicity
am plitudes. T he helicity Table 2 corresponding to W *W  production having an iden—
tical structure to the one done forthee'e ! W *W  process, the reader is referred to
Ref.fiZ] and 9] for extensive discussion. A glance at the helicity am plitudes of Tables
3 and 4 allow s us Inm ediately to draw several usefiil conclusions on the contributions
of the various couplings to thew Z and W nal states.

ForWw 2z production, the helicity am plitudes lead to strong m ixing am ong the three

types of C—and P -conserving fom s corresponding to the ;; x; and yz couplings (ie
the deviation ofY ang-M ills coupling, them agnetic and the quadrupole tem s) . H ow ever,
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these three orm s contribute, like the CP -conserving but C —and P —violating coupling z,

and like the three other C P +violating couplings z¥, ; z9, and z3, , to the nalpolarization
states (TT, LL and LT) wih very di erent weights. Thus, the m easurem ent of the
vector boson polarization (spin density m atrix elem ents) w ill be crucial for ssparating
their e ects. M ore precisely, as shown in Tabl 3, one observes that ;, x;, and zfz

contribute to allofthe TT,LL and LT) statewhiley;,, z; , 23, and z3, contrbuteto TT

and L.T butnotto LL state. Sin ilarly toWw *W  production, there isno TT contribution
com ing from the S—channel in the case of opposite polarization, = °= 1.

T he standard and all anom alous contributions to the Zz transverse m om entum distri-
bution with TT;LL or LT nalW 2z polarization states are shown in Fig.8. Due to
the sam e dependence In the gg sub-process, an identical behavior can be ocbserved in
the shapes of the invariant m ass distribution ofthe W 2z pair. For conciseness, these
shapes are not included in this study and are postponed in a forthcom ing paper.

A ccording to the helicity Table 3, we ocbserve in Fig.8b that for the , coupling, the
high energy behavior is dom inated by TT and LL productions whereas, as shown in
Fig8.c, the x; ocoupling contribute essentially to TT and LT productions. The am pli-
tudes corresponding to y; (see Fig.8.d) and z), (see Fig.8.f) couplings are respectively
dom inated by TT and LL productions. Furthem ore, the z,, zj, and zj, couplings
contribute essentially to LT nal state but with di erent energy dependence for this
production Fig8e,Fig8gand Fig.8h).

A 1l those properties should allow a clear separation between all the di erent W W Z

anom alous couplings.

Thew nal state leads to helicity am plitudes very sin ilar to the previous W Z
process except for the z§, contrbution which vanishes n W production. In Fig.9a,
9b, 9c and 9d, we show respectively the SM and the x ,y , z contrlbutions to the
photon transversem om entum distrdbution with TT orLT nalw polarization states.
Asin theW Z case, one observes the sam e behavior betw een the invariant m ass distri-
bution and the photon transverse m om entum distribbution forallallowed nalpolariza—
tions. Helicity Table 4 show s that the and x ooup]jnrgs have the sam e contrbution.
T heir high energy behavior is dom inated by the 1=my = s term of the LT state as for
z) and zJ oouplings (see Fig.9b). Thus, there is no possbility to disentangle any of
these couplings through theire ect M W production only. A com plete separation of
the e ects orthese W W anom alous couplings needs an additional analysis. U sing a
multiparam eter t, we can study for exam ple the interplay between di erent anom a-
lous couplings being sin ultaneously non-zero n W production. W e can also test the
W *W production which is sensitivetoboth W W Z an W W  anom alous couplings and
w here the previous contribbutions are not identical.

The y and the anapole coupling z can be ssparated from the others as the TT state
has a strong ncrease with ~ s ory Fig.9.c), whilk the contribution ofthe z tem is
dom inated by the LT contrbution Fig.9d).
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8. Conclusions

A s rem em bered in Sec.l, the Investigation of indirect signal of New P hysics results
ofm any strong theoretical m otivations. T he actual precision tests on B oson-Fem ion
Interactions being in agream ent w ith the standard predictionsw ith a high level ofaccu—
racy, we have chosen to probe the existence of NP through the precise and direct test of
the bosonic self interactions which should be feasible at the next generation of hadron
colliders. Leaving the four boson couplings for a ssparate analysis, we restricted ourself
to the test of the T hree G auge B oson couplings predicted by the Standard M odel.

In thispaperwe have given several calculation toolswhich should be usefulto probe the
m ost general structure ofthe W W Vv (v = or Z) vertex in a m odel independent way
through the precisem easurem ent ofthew *W ;W Z andw bosonicpairproduction.
In Sec.5 and 6, we have com puted the helicity am plitudes for the production ofallTGV —
sensitive twoboson nalstatesvia quark-antiquark annihilation. W e deduced from these
Tables the 11l analytic expressions of the tree level C rossSections for all productions
and in function of the 14 free param eters of themost generalW W Vv (V = ;Z) e ec—
tive Lagrangian. T hese C rossSections should be very usefiil to predict the sensitivity
of present and fiture proton—(anti)proton colliders to the com plete set of anom alous
trilinear couplings given in Sec2. W e exhibit in Sec.8 the sensitivity of the Invariant
m ass and the transverse m om entum distributions studied In Sec.3 and 7 to the various
anom alous couplings forWw Z and W productions. Som e other hadronic cbservables
as the am plitude zeros, the rapidity correlations and cross section ratios should also
be sensitive 3, 25, 3%] and can be tested in perform ing a m odekHndependent m uli-
param eter analysis of real or sim ulated data through ts and shapes of contour plots.
In the eventuality where a signi cant departure from the standard expectations ism ea—
sured, the exploration ofthe underlying NP through bosonic sectorw illbe indissociable
from an identi cation of the anom alous couplings responsible for this deviation. This
goes unavoidably through the disentangling of the 14 free param eters e ects of the full
e ective TGV Lagrangian (I).

A sanom alous couplings contribute to helicity am plitudes given in Tables2 to 4 w ith dif-
ferent weights, we show In Sec.7 that the identi cation ofthe Longiudinalor T ransverse
polarization ofboth nalbosonsw illbe very useful to separate those e ects.

In conclusion, we nd that if one identi es the polarization state ofthe nalW and 2z
bosons and in the case where only one anom alous coupling is supposed to be non-zero
at a tim e, the helicity Table 3 should allow usto identify and separate the contributions
ofallthe seven W W Z anom alous couplings z; Xz; Yz i Zz; 2y i 295 i 295 » through the
analysisofthewWw Z production only.

On the contrary, given the helicity Tablk 4, only the existence of non—zero ,x ,z) or
z3 couplings can be tested through single w production w fthout possibility to identify
from which coupling cam e the deviation. N evertheless, they and z ocouplings should
be clearly separated from the others through an analysis ofthe nalWw  polarization
States n W process only. A com plete separation of the e ects of the other W W
anom alous couplings needs an additional analysis.
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T hese properties which allow a clear ssparation of the di erent types of W W V; Vv =

Z or ) ocouplings can only be achieved if one has enough lum inosity for providing a
large num ber of bosonic pair events decaying both in lptonic nal state. D ue to the
high lum nosity expected at LHC and the future lum inosity upgrade at FERM ILAB,
this condition should be realized in the next 10 years at least.

Finally, we stress that the analytic expressions of the helicity Tables and C ross—
Section given in this paper should be very suitable for a general m odel independent
study of the sensitivity of actual and fiture m easurem ents to an Indirect signal of NP
in the bosonic sector§ .
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Invariant Mass distributions for W*Z (Fig.6.a) and W*y (Fig.6.b)
productions with various non-zero anomalous couplings.
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Longitudinal( L) and Transverse(7") final state polarizations in
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anomalous éz coupling (Fig.8.b) for W*Z production.
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Longitudinal( L) and Transverse(7") final state polarizations in

Momentum distribution for W*Z production

with anomalous zz (Fig.8.e) and 2], (Fig.8.f) couplings.
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Longitudinal( L) and Transverse(7") final state polarizations in
Momentum distribution for W*Z production
with anomalous 2}, (Fig.8.g) and 2%, (Fig.8.h) couplings.
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Longitudinal( L) and Transverse(7") final state polarizations in
Standard Momentum distribution (Fig.9.a) and with
anomalous z., coupling (Fig.9.b) for W%y production.

The 6,21, and 23, couplings have the same contribution as ..
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Longitudinal( L) and Transverse(7") final state polarizations in

Momentum distribution for W+~ production

with anomalous y., (Fig.9.c) and z, couplings (Fig.9.d).
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4207 : bz 7z cosf+ 3 —cosf — 27\ 5 [cos&—l—ﬁ(l%—ﬂ)] Vs [cos@(1+ﬁz)+2ﬁ] S{COSG(l—I—,ﬁz)—I—Qﬂ}
" 2m? s 2my 2myz
2my7 sin? @ N 2myTsin? 6
Vs(T'cos @ — 2X) Vs(Tcosf 4 2))
For qi(/)qi(/) — Z~ production:
2M\bz, —ag, m27 ) 2t 2myTsin? @
Qq,f 72)\7T+c0507ﬂ —cosf — 2\7 7mZ\/§+\/§(T0080+2/\)
2Mbz. — ay. mZZ 2u 2myTsin’ @
; : : -2\ —% 6 —cosf —2)
Qi u Ty heostH b cos ’ my /s + V(T cos +2))
For qi(l)qi(/) — v~ production:
20Q)? 2AT + cosf
_Z%i 1 AT TR
S 1—rcosé
20)? 1 2AT + cosf
s 14 cos@




Standard part:

P V)
A

G,(T or U
Faw ")

CP conserving part:

CP violating part:

FIB(4) = a

a

P (ad + NGy

! !
QGWGZXZ 234737

a

2
2ap

4g;/7‘[//v(g’}/ag’}/ag2agZ)

2g;}$ 7 U)(g’}/a gZ)

Qg;}‘l//l/(g’ya Ly, 97, xZ)

A%
QgWW(g’Ya Yv, 97, yZ)
GaxY,z
ww
V(T or U)
Gww (2y,72)
V(T or U)
gWW (y’}/a yZ)
Z,(T or U)
gWW
gl‘//l}‘l//v(xv’xv’xZaxZ)

g;}‘l//v(y’}/a Yy, Y2, yZ)
vV
Gww (Ty, Yy, T2,Yz7)

z,7
Gww

+ (a3 + b3\ G Y

! !
QGWGZXZ 214717

+(ay + b5 =y

!/ !/
QGWGZXZ 2oy 2oz

2

! ! ! !
_avaXZ(ZmZzZ + 29,%17)

2 / /
— 2azbzxy 217757

_|_
Z5,2; _
Fww *(15) =

_|_
Z3,24 _
Fyw *(16) =

_|_
Z,,2;
Fwhw 2(17) =
Fiali(18) = a

/ 2 2 2 1 /
zoy 25y + (a7 +b7)XZ 20775

! ! ! !
+ XZaZGW(ZZWZBZ + 25775,)

Table 6: fgl}gl/lv(z) coefficients for W W~ production.




oy = 1 2; 01 1)
O (1) = 4{nfw 0L 4mw)}

e - f{w—w (o)

B = el ) e G

Table 7: Standard (’)%,EI:V (i) coefficients for W* W~ production.




O (12)
Oy (13)
0717 (14)
0% (15)
0Z375(16)
077 (17)

0Z275(18)

4 { s + 6miy — cos” O(s — %V)}
My
16|13'|
miy

32f|p|3

|p |\/_ — 4|F|*s cos® 0 + 2|7 |\/s(s — 2miy ) cos® 0

+ (52 + 4smiy — 16myy, ) cos 0 — 2|7 |\/s(s + 6m%v)}
|p|\/_ 417 %s cos® 0 + 2|7 |\/5(s — 2miy ) cos? 0

- (5 + 4smiy — 16myy, ) cos 0 — 2|7 |\/s(s + 6m%v)}

8 . -
-~ { |p|\/§(5—2m%4,)c059—25|p|2}
My
8
— P |V/5(s — 2miy, ) cos 6 — 25| |2 }
miy
2
165|p| { 2+ 2V/s|f| cos O — (s — miy ) cos 9}
2
1654|p| { 2 — 2/5]p| cos @ — (s — mi,) cos 9}
miy u
2 2
|]1| { s+ 2mi, — cos H(S—Qmw)}
My
417

{ s+ miy — cos H(S—mw)}

ﬂfvl (1+ cos?0)

16;?;”4 (1 Yo 9)

4|p|2
mW

1 .
—2{5(1 + cos? 0) 4 4miy, sin® 9}
My

(1 + cos 9)

64|p]* .
#smzﬁ

My

8/slp
——5— cos )
My

2

2—'2
—3 i (1—(:0529)
My

Table 8: Non standard (’)%,EI:V (i) coefficients for W* W~ production.




Standard part:(V = Z or ¥)

CP conserving part:

CP violating part:

Gy

Gy

Gy

49;/1/’3 (gv,9v)
2G5y (9v)
QQX/RZ (gv)

2Giv (gv, o)

2(];/7‘2 (gV ) yV)

GXY,Z
Gwv

v)

(
Owv (22v, 29v)
v ( v)
(

(

Gwv (21v, %5v)

/
1
/
2
/
23y, %
/
1
gV,V ’
2

z Vazév)

Table 9: }"51}5‘; (i) coefficients for W*Z and W*y production.




T,T 8 s 9 a9y f2
Ty = 842 4+ 2 4 (ut— (
Owz(1) {m%/ + mZ + (ut — mymy) t2 }
uu 8 s 9  ayf 2
Owz(2) = 8{—m%‘/+_mzz+(m_mwmz)(_ Qmwmz }
olUi3y — 16 2s(miy +my)  s(miy +my)  ut —mymy
WZ( ) - - 2 2 9
ut myymy QmeZ
9 2142
G,G 2 9 (S_mw_mz)]
, _ _ 4
Owz(4) 2{(Ut mwmz)[ + amZ, mZ
9 9
40 (o iy — ) — ]|
My My
09T = S logmz +m2)(1+tw)
Wz B t w z Qm%VmZZ
9 9
2, m% — ut (Q—t—s_mw_mz)
+(myymy — ut) D, m
0% g 8 25(md, + 2)(1+u5—m%/v—m22)
) = — m _ W 4
WZ( ) y s\imy A Qm%VmZZ
9 9
5 o t(?— s—mW—mZ)
+(my my — ut) u Qm%/VmZZ

|

Table 10: Standard (’)%,%(z) coefficients for W*Z production.




45|72 )
0%?(7) = ;lé” {45 + (5miy, +m% — s)sin? 9}
w
GY 3252 |p|?
OWZ(S) = W
64s%|7|*
(')GXY’Z(9) = np———>—cosf
wZz 6mév
2
(’)I)/(Vg(lO) = 85|p| {2(:059 mW —|—mZ—5)—|—256—|—6s1n 9(t—|—2mw)}
2
(’)I)/(V’g(ll) = §Z|p| {2 cos 6( mW +m% — s)—2s3 — 3 sin’ O(u + QmW)}
My,
2 2
Oy (12) = 3ﬁ:|p2| (215 cos 0 + s@sin? 9)
My
s
0%%(13) = 3625|p2| (QU cosf — sfBsin? 9)
umsy,
16s|p]? )
051}5(14) = -7 nﬂplj {m%v [(mZZ — miy )sin? 6 — 5] + scosd [(5 —m%)cos 6 — 56] }
W
16s|p]? )
0%%(15) = -9 njlpi {m%v [(mZZ — m%v) sin? @ — 5] + scosl [(5 — mZZ) cos + 56] }
W
4 2
Olj/(vg(m) = 5|p| {2 + (2miy, +m% — s)sin 9}
Y)Y 452|IU|2 2 2 2
Owz(17) = —y {45 + (m¥y +m% — 25)(1 + cos 9)}
21212
051/}/(18) = 8;|p| (3 — cos? 9)
w
16 2 4
0%2(19) = ﬂ{é} miy + (s — 2mi, ) (1 + cos? 9)}
zZ Z’ 45|IU|2 2 2 4 2| a2 2
Opty 1 (20) = 2 {[(m%v—i—mz—s) —my+s mz] sin 9+25mz}
! 1
Op21) = ——{(miy —mE)(emiy —45) + s|(miy + )2+ (s = m)? + 3m}
w
+5%3% cos? O(s — Qm%/V)}
7.7} 64s3|p[*
2ot = ——|1 20
Owz *(22) my,m% ( + cos )
1ot 16 =2
(’)Z 7> 2(23) = —-p ﬁi|£| cosﬁ(s —miy — mZZ)
w
7 2 21712
(’)Z 73 3(24) = —73 l 2|p| (1 + cos? 9)
My

Table 11: Non standard (’)%,%(z) coefficients for W*Z production.




O (1) = ﬁmat{?m%(um% — 57t —5°0) + st(1* + Uz)}
Oy, (2) = W{Qm%(tm% —s7u—5°0) + su(t® + Uz)}
ORI =~ (4 02— amiy)

055 = 73—2;(& +12) + Sut

0%?(5) = %{Qm%vu + s(u —tcos 9)}

0%5(6) = —%{Qm%vt + s(t + ucos 9)}

Table 12: Standard 0%/57/(1) coefficients for W%+ production.




oYY (13)
057 (14)
Oy (15)
03X (16)
oYY (11)
o (19
057 (19)

O (20)

O (21)

23,2,

21,2,

4
16ut + —;‘;(t2 + u?)
My
4
—5{2ut + 5262}
miy
45463
n—;— cos
m

w
8

— s
8

By

—B%{Qut + 5262}
w

B%{Qut + 5262}
w

8
n@{sg’ﬁz + 2(52 + mév)u}

{t2 +u? — Qﬁm%/vu}

{t2 +u? — QBm%Vt}

8 392 2 4
n@{s B°+2(s —|—mW)t}

2
@{éwtm%v —|—5(t2 —|—u2)}
2s 2 42 2
@{4uts+mw(t +u )}
4
—5{2ut—|—5262}
miy

25262
6
My,

2 2 2, 2
@{éwtmw +s(t°+u )}

{4utm%v + s(t? + uz)}

2
—2{4utm%V + s(t? + uz)}
My

0

45362
n——s—cosf
My

Table 13: Non standard 0%/57/(1) coefficients for W+~ production.




mZZ mz
UU 2s s23%sin* 6/ 1 1
2 (2) = 44— —
Oz7 (2) {mQZ 2 (u2 4m%)
4sm’ 2s ut
OT,U(3) _ { z 25 Z}
zZz ut mQZ 2m7,
OoTTy — 9 2
zy (1) = W my(umy — s°t — 5°) + st(t” + u*)
Og’WU(Q) = 252 {sz (tmy — s?u — s B) + su(t? 4+ u )}
8
U .
OZ’y (3) = —W (tz —|— U2 — 47’71%)
T,T 4s 3
055 (1 = ——(1—|—cos 9)
45
(’)WUW’U(Q) = ” (1 — cos 9)
(’)%’U(i%) = 16cos?0
T, . UU _ TU _
fVV’(l) - fVV’(Q) - fvv'(3) =Fvv
Fzz = Aday by +(ay, +b3)
Fzy = Q?(azz, + bzz)
Fyy = Q?

Table 14: Standard (’)é%,( /) and }"‘E/‘E/,() coefficients for q( )G ( ) . V'V’ with
VV!I = Z7, 7y, vy.




