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A bstract

W e study the radiative decay Z ! w ithin an e ective Lagrangian approadch.
U sing the search for energetic single{photon events in the data collected by the L3
C ollaboration, we get direct bounds on din ension {six and din ension {eight opera—
tors associated w ith the {neutrino m agnetic m om ent and the anom alous electro—
m agnetic propertiesofthe Z boson .A saby-product ofour calculation, we reproduce
the L3 resulk for the bound on

The e ective Lagrangian approach conceming the localSU ), U (1)y sym—
m etry linearly realized [L] hasbeen used recently to explore the consequences
of physics beyond the Standard M odel (SM ) at lepton R], hadron [B] and
colliders []. A 1so, this approach has been used to constrain the anom alous
electrom agnetic couplings of the W boson, the t quark B] and the neutri-
nos [6] from the known experin ental bounds on the rare decays b ! s
[7] and ! e Bl In the present ktter we point out that the recent m ea-
surem ent of energetic single{photons at LEP arisihg from the radiative decay
zZ ! O] leads to direct constraints on din ension {eight and din ension {
six operators associated w ith the anom alous electrom agnetic properties of the
Z vectorboson and the {neutrino m agnetic m om ent, respectively.

The radiative decay Z ! can not be Induced at the tree kevel in the
SM . In the e ective Lagrangian approach this decay could proceed through
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Fig. 1. Feynm an diagram s contributing to the decay Z ! in the e ective

Lagrangian approach. T he heavy dots denote e ective vertices.

the Feynm an diagram s shown In Fig. 1, where the dots indicate e ective ver-
tices induced by dim ension{six or din ension {eight operators which m odify
the SM weak sector. T he anom alous vertex arises from the din ension {six
operators [6]:
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w hile the four{point vertex Z arises from the din ension {eight operators
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A llthese operatorspreserve the SU 2); U (1)y SM gauge sinm etry.W e have
denoted w ith standard notation the SU (2); and U (1)y tensor eld strength
tensorsW ' and B , respectively, as well as the SU 2);, kft{handed lepton
doublkt ¥, the respective right{handed neutrinos g, the Paulim atrices ;,
theHiggs eld "= i? and the respective covariant derivative D [10].

Previous studies on the anomalous ZZ coupling shown in Fig. 1(c) have
used an U (1) gauge Invariant param etrization P,11]. However, it is In por-
tant to notice that in the e ective Lagrangian approach there are no e ective
operators of din ension lower than eight, which are SU ), U (1)y gauge In—
variant and could lad to an anom alous Z Z  vertex. A s a consequence, it is
expected that this vertex is highly suppressed in the SM . T his situation has
been con med by an U (1) gauge invariant calculation ofthe CP -conserving
and CPvichting o <hellZZ vertex [12]. Since In the e ective Lagrangian
approach the non{standard Z Z vertex can not be generated at this level, we
w ill not consider its e ect on the Z ! radiative decay.

Tt ispossibble to establish in the e ective Lagrangian approach the order ofper-
turbation theory in which SM gauge invariant non{renom alizable operators
m ay be generated in the underlying theory [L3]. In particular, loop generated
operators appear w ith a characteristic suppression factor 1= )? which sig—
ni cantly decreases the m agnitude of their e ects. For exam pl, in the case
of the radiative decay of the SM H iggs boson into two photons, it was found
that som e tree kevel generated operators ofdin ension {eight m ay com pete w ith
din ension {six operators which are generated at the one{loop kvel[l4]. In our
case, the din ension {six operators (1){ ) are lnduced at the one{loop lvel
in the underlying theory, whereas the din ension {eight operators (3)—(6) are
Induced at the tree Jevel. A s a consequence, we expect that all these operators
give sim ilar contrbutions to the Z ! decay trough the anom alous
and Z vertices. W ew ill ignore CP {violating e ects in thisdecay relying on
generalexpectations that the scale ofCP {violation isgreaterthan ,the scale
used in the e ective Lagrangian approach to denote the characteristic energy
In which non{standard e ects are expected to becom e directly observable.

A fter spontaneous sym m etry breaking, the operators (1)—(6) induce the follo—
w Ing param etrization for the and Z e ective couplings,
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where we have used the kinem atic variables shown m Figl,g= k+ p;, Gy a =
g=4c, are the couplings ofZ to neutrinos In the SM and v is the SM vacuum
expectation value.The coe cients 45 summ arize allthe inform ation that can
be gathered from the heavy degrees of freedom associated w ith new physics
e ects and are expressed In tem s of din ensionless coupling constants ; and
thesmle : g= , + Q£ and g= 2+ 2+ g;with {= f&=)?and

8 6 6
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g = glv=)".

Tt is easy to see that contrbutions (7) and (8) do not interfere. Furthem ore,
assum Ing the sin ple situation that cancellation am ong di erent operatorsdoes
not take place, we get the follow ing expressions for the distribution of the
photon energy (x = E=M ;) arising from diagram s 1 @) and 1 (o),
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T he m easuram ent of energetic single{photons at LEP arising from the decay

zZ ! hasbeen usedto sstadirect limitontheZZ U (1), {gauge invari-
ant coupling and them agneticm om ent ofthe neutrino.For the purposes of
the present analysis in the fram ew ork ofthe e ective Lagrangian approach, the
search for the energetic single{photons events on the data collected by the L3
collaboration m ay be translated easily nto bounds on the coe cients 4 and

g contained In the energy distrlbbutions (9) and (10). In order to reduce back—
grounds, the L3 ocollaboration required the photon energy to be greater than
onehalfthee" e beam energy.The L3 collaboration cbtained a branching ra—
tio lin it of one part In a m illion when the energy of the photon In Z ! is
above 30 G ev. Integrating (9) and (10) over the relevant range of energy we
obtan the follow ing bounds on the 45 coe cients which correspond to the
two events selected from the L3 data

< 0:192; 1)

5 < 0:165: 12)
The constraint (11) can be translated into an upper lim it on the {neutrino
m agnetic m om ent in units of Bohrm agnetons 3,

<262 10° 4: 13)



Ourbound (13) is consistent w ith the I3 1lim it <3 10° Pl.Thismeans
that the detem nation of this quantity is independent of the scale involved
in the e ective vertex (7): the din ension{six operators (1) and ) induce
in our case a scale given by v, whik the L3 Iin it used the traditional scale
given In tem s of the elctron m ass. M altoni and Vysotski [15] reproduced
our calculation for © and © recently. Ourboundsgiven in (11)-(13) agree
w ith their resuls on the coe cients 4, and .There isa analldi erence
am ong their bounds and ours due to the fact that we are considering the L3
branching ratio and the know n experin ental value for the fullZ w idth decay
B], whilke they considered directly the L3 value forN 5 na.q - In particular, our
bound on com pares favourably w ith the bound <4 10° 5 obtained
from low {energy experm ents [16] and <27 10°% ; obtahed from the
invisble width ofthe Z boson [17], and it is close to the one derived from a
beam {dum p experim ent [L8]. It is Interestig to notice that these bounds on
the {neutrino m agnetic m om ent are still weaker than the known bounds on
the m agnetic m om ents of electron and m uon neutrinos [L9] and the transition
magneticmoments ! ; obtahed from theexperin entalboundon ! e
also within the e ective Lagrangian approach [6].

In conclusion, we have obtained direct bounds on the {neutrino m agnetic
m om ent and the din ension {eight operators (3)—(6). T hese bounds re ect the
natural consequence that non{standard e ects m ay becom e enhanced when
SM contrbutions are highly suppressed. W e know that this is the situation
w ith them agneticm om entsofthe neutrinosand theZ Z  vertex.In the cass of
the Z e ective vertex, the SM calculation for the respective box diagram s
isnot availabl yet, but we expect to have a sim ilar situation in this case RO].
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