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A bstract

W estudy theradiative decay Z ! ���
 within an e�ective Lagrangian approach.

Using the search forenergetic single{photon eventsin thedata collected by theL3

Collaboration,we getdirectboundson dim ension{six and dim ension{eightopera-

torsassociated with the �{neutrino m agnetic m om entand the anom alous electro-

m agneticpropertiesoftheZ boson.Asaby-productofourcalculation,wereproduce

the L3 resultforthebound on ���.

Thee�ectiveLagrangian approach concerning thelocalSU(2)L � U(1)Y sym -

m etry linearly realized [1] hasbeen used recently toexploretheconsequences

ofphysicsbeyond theStandard M odel(SM )atlepton [2],hadron [3]and 



colliders [4].Also,this approach has been used to constrain the anom alous

electrom agnetic couplings ofthe W boson,the tquark [5] and the neutri-

nos [6] from the known experim entalbounds on the rare decays b ! s


[7] and � ! e
 [8].In the presentletterwe pointoutthatthe recentm ea-

surem entofenergeticsingle{photonsatLEP arising from theradiativedecay

Z ! ���
 [9] leadsto directconstraintson dim ension{eightand dim ension{

six operatorsassociated with theanom alouselectrom agneticpropertiesofthe

Z vectorboson and the�{neutrino m agneticm om ent,respectively.

The radiative decay Z ! ���
 can not be induced at the tree levelin 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.Theheavy dotsdenote e�ective vertices.

theFeynm an diagram sshown in Fig.1,wherethedotsindicatee�ectivever-

tices induced by dim ension{six or dim ension{eight operators which m odify

theSM weak sector.Theanom alous���
 vertex arisesfrom thedim ension{six

operators[6]:
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whilethefour{pointvertex Z���
 arisesfrom thedim ension{eightoperators
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AlltheseoperatorspreservetheSU(2)L � U(1)Y SM gaugesim m etry.W ehave

denoted with standard notation the SU(2)L and U(1)Y tensor�eld strength

tensorsW i
�� and B ��,respectively,aswellasthe SU(2)L left{handed lepton

doublet ‘aL,the respective right{handed neutrinos �aR ,the Paulim atrices �i,

theHiggs�eld ~� = i�2�� and therespective covariantderivativeD � [10].

Previous studies on the anom alous ZZ
 coupling shown in Fig.1(c) have

used an U(1)em gauge invariantparam etrization [9,11].However,itisim por-

tantto noticethatin thee�ectiveLagrangian approach thereareno e�ective

operatorsofdim ension lowerthan eight,which areSU(2)L � U(1)Y gaugein-

variantand could lead to an anom alousZZ
 vertex.Asa consequence,itis

expected thatthisvertex ishighly suppressed in the SM .Thissituation has

been con�rm ed by an U(1)em gaugeinvariantcalculation oftheCP-conserving

and CP-violating o�-shellZZ
 vertex [12].Since in the e�ective Lagrangian

approach thenon{standard ZZ
 vertex can notbegenerated atthislevel,we

willnotconsideritse�ecton theZ ! ���
 radiativedecay.

Itispossibletoestablish in thee�ectiveLagrangian approach theorderofper-

turbation theory in which SM gauge invariantnon{renorm alizable operators

m ay be generated in the underlying theory[13].In particular,loop generated

operatorsappearwith acharacteristicsuppression factor� 1=(4�)2 which sig-

ni�cantly decreases the m agnitude oftheir e�ects.Forexam ple,in the case

oftheradiative decay ofthe SM Higgsboson into two photons,itwasfound

thatsom etreelevelgenerated operatorsofdim ension{eightm aycom petewith

dim ension{six operatorswhich aregenerated attheone{loop level[14].In our

case,the dim ension{six operators (1){(2) are induced at the one{loop level

in the underlying theory,whereas the dim ension{eight operators(3)-(6)are

induced atthetreelevel.Asaconsequence,weexpectthatalltheseoperators

give sim ilarcontributionsto the Z ! ���
 decay trough the anom alous���


and Z���
 vertices.W ewillignoreCP{violatinge�ectsin thisdecay relyingon

generalexpectationsthatthescaleofCP{violation isgreaterthan �,thescale

used in thee�ective Lagrangian approach to denotethecharacteristicenergy

in which non{standard e�ectsareexpected to becom edirectly observable.

Afterspontaneoussym m etry breaking,theoperators(1)-(6)inducethefollo-

wing param etrization forthe���
 and Z���
 e�ectivecouplings,

M
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wherewehaveused thekinem aticvariablesshown in Fig.1,q= k+ p2,gV ;A =

g=4cw arethecouplingsofZ to neutrinosin theSM and v istheSM vacuum

expectation value.Thecoe�cients�6;8 sum m arizealltheinform ation thatcan

be gathered from the heavy degreesoffreedom associated with new physics

e�ectsand areexpressed in term sofdim ensionlesscoupling constants�i and

the scale �:�6 = ��W6 + ��B8 and �8 = �28 + �38 + �48;with �i6 = �i6(v=�)
2 and

�i
8
= �i

8
(v=�)4.

Itiseasy to seethatcontributions(7)and (8)do notinterfere.Furtherm ore,

assum ingthesim plesituation thatcancellation am ongdi�erentoperatorsdoes

not take place,we get the following expressions for the distribution ofthe

photon energy (x = E k=M Z)arising from diagram s1(a)and 1(b),

d�(a)

dx
=
�2
6
(g2

V
+ g2

A
)M 3

Z

72�3v2
x(3(1� 2x)+ x

2
); (9)

d�(b)

dx
=

�2
8
M 5

Z

18�3v4
x
3
(1� x): (10)

The m easurem entofenergetic single{photonsatLEP arising from thedecay

Z ! ���
 hasbeen used tosetadirectlim iton theZZ
 U(1)em {gaugeinvari-

antcoupling and them agneticm om entofthe� neutrino.Forthepurposesof

thepresentanalysisin thefram eworkofthee�ectiveLagrangianapproach,the

search fortheenergeticsingle{photonseventson thedata collected by theL3

collaboration m ay betranslated easily into boundson the coe�cients�6 and

�8 contained in theenergy distributions(9)and (10).In orderto reduceback-

grounds,the L3 collaboration required the photon energy to be greaterthan

onehalfthee+ e� beam energy.TheL3collaboration obtained abranchingra-

tiolim itofonepartin am illion when theenergy ofthephoton in Z ! ���
 is

above 30 Gev.Integrating (9)and (10)overthe relevantrange ofenergy we

obtain the following bounds on the �6;8 coe�cients which correspond to the

two eventsselected from theL3 data

�6 < 0:192; (11)

�8 < 0:165: (12)

The constraint(11)can be translated into an upperlim iton the �{neutrino

m agneticm om entin unitsofBohrm agnetons�B,

��� < 2:62� 10
�6

�B: (13)
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Ourbound (13)isconsistentwith theL3 lim it��� < 3� 10�6 [9].Thism eans

thatthe determ ination ofthis quantity isindependent ofthe scale involved

in the e�ective vertex (7):the dim ension{six operators (1) and (2) induce

in ourcase a scale given by v,while the L3 lim it used the traditionalscale

given in term s ofthe electron m ass.M altoniand Vysotski[15]reproduced

ourcalculation for�(a) and �(b) recently.Ourboundsgiven in (11)-(13)agree

with theirresultson the coe�cients�6;8 and ���.There isa sm alldi�erence

am ong theirboundsand oursdue to the factthatwe are considering the L3

branching ratio and theknown experim entalvalueforthefullZ width decay

[8],whilethey considered directly theL3 valueforN Z ! had.In particular,our

bound on ��� com paresfavourably with thebound ��� < 4� 10�6 �B obtained

from low{energy experim ents[16]and ��� < 2:7� 10�6 �B obtained from the

invisible width ofthe Z boson [17],and itisclose to the one derived from a

beam {dum p experim ent [18].Itis interestig to notice thatthese bounds on

the�{neutrino m agneticm om entarestillweakerthan theknown boundson

them agneticm om entsofelectron and m uon neutrinos[19]and thetransition

m agneticm om ents�� ! �i
 obtainedfrom theexperim entalboundon� ! e


also within thee�ective Lagrangian approach [6].

In conclusion,we have obtained direct bounds on the �{neutrino m agnetic

m om entand thedim ension{eightoperators(3)-(6).These boundsre
ectthe

naturalconsequence that non{standard e�ects m ay becom e enhanced when

SM contributions are highly suppressed.W e know that this is the situation

with them agneticm om entsoftheneutrinosandtheZZ
 vertex.Inthecaseof

theZ���
 e�ectivevertex,theSM calculation fortherespectivebox diagram s

isnotavailableyet,butweexpectto havea sim ilarsituation in thiscase[20].
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