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Novel strong interactions in the electroweak bosonic sector are expected to induce effective inter-
actions between the Higgs doublet field and the electroweak gauge bosons which lead to anomalous
WW Z and WW vertices once the Higgs field acquires a vacuum expectation value. Using a linear
realization of the Goldstone bosons, we consider a complete set of dimension-six operators which
are SU(2)xU(1) gauge invariant and conserve C and P. This approach allows us to study effects
of new physics which originates above 1 TeV and the Higgs boson mass dependence of the results
can be investigated. Four of the dimension-six operators affect low energy and present CERN LEP
experiments at the tree level. Another five influence neutral and charged current experiments at
the one-loop level and three of these lead to anomalous WWZ and WW+ vertices. Their loop
contributions are at most logarithmically divergent, and these logarithmic divergences can be un-
derstood as renormalizations of the four operators which contribute at the tree level. Constraints
on the remaining five operators can be obtained if one assumes the absence of cancellations between
the tree level and one-loop contributions. The resulting bounds on anomalous triple gauge boson
couplings are modest, which emphasizes the importance of direct measurements of the triple gauge
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boson vertices, e.g., in WTW ™~ production at LEP II.
PACS number(s): 12.15.Cc, 12.15.Ji, 12.50.Lr, 14.80.Er

I. INTRODUCTION

Many aspects of the standard model (SM) have been
beautifully confirmed by the recent experiments at the
CERN ete™ collider (LEP) and SLAC Linear Collider
(SLC), in particular the gauge theory predictions for
the couplings of the vector bosons to the fermions. On
the other hand the precise dynamics of the spontaneous
breaking of the SU(2)xU(1) gauge symmetry remains
one of the major open questions. The search for the
Higgs boson or the measurement of longitudinal weak
boson scattering cross sections at the Superconducting
Super Collider (SSC) or the CERN Large Hadron Col-
lider (LHC) will be crucial to shed light on the Higgs
sector. More generally we need to determine experimen-
tally whether the SM predictions for the interactions in
the bosonic sector are adequate descriptions of nature.
This includes the measurement of, e.g., the WW Z and
W W+ triple vector boson couplings in ete™ — WTW—
at LEP II [1, 2] and in vector boson pair production at
future hadron colliders [3].

While the production of electroweak gauge boson pairs
will test the SM predictions for the gauge boson self-
interactions at the tree level, one would expect that some
new physics which leads to large deviations from the SM
in these production experiments would also give indirect
effects (virtual corrections) in precision experiments at
energies below the pair production threshold. Effects on
the anomalous magnetic moment of the electron or the

0556-2821/93/48(5)/2182(22)/$06.00 48

muon [4, 5] and deviations from the SM predictions in
four fermion amplitudes as measured, e.g., in deep in-
elastic scattering, atomic parity violation, or in W and
Z production and decay have been analyzed in the past
[6-8]. Usually the deviations from the SM were intro-
duced in such a way as to violate SU(2)xU(1) gauge in-
variance when the scale of new physics, A, is taken to
be large. As a result the one-loop contributions from
anomalous WWYV (V = «, Z) interactions to observable
oblique parameters [9] such as ép [10], the S,T,U pa-
rameters of Peskin and Takeuchi [11], or other related
parameters [12, 13] turn out to be quadratically or even
quartically divergent [6]. Because of these divergencies
the new physics at the high mass scale does not decouple
and for sufficiently large values of A quantum corrections
become much larger than the lowest order effects [14].
These problems simply indicate that the assumed effec-
tive Lagrangian becomes inconsistent for a large scale A.
In order to avoid such an unphysical situation, significant
deviations from the gauge theory WW'V couplings should
imply either a low new physics scale (A ~ mw) [15] or
the existence of an extra contribution to the oblique pa-
rameters which exactly cancels the apparent quadratic
and quartic sensitivity to A [16]. In both cases, we need
to know details of the model in order to find a constraint
on the WWYV couplings from low energy precision exper-
iments.

In a previous Letter [17] we reanalyzed the low energy
bounds on the anomalous triple vector boson couplings
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Ak, and Akz in a framework which manifestly respects
the SU(2)xU(1) gauge invariance of the SM and which
uses a linear realization of the symmetry-breaking sector.
We found that contributions to observable quantities de-
pend at most logarithmically on the cutoff scale A and
present low energy bounds are rather weak, in particular
for small values of the Higgs boson mass. These mild
constraints on the new interactions are universal to all
models which possess SU(2)xU(1) gauge invariance and
a light Higgs boson originating from a single doublet field.
They do not depend on other details of the underlying
model.

In this paper we consider more general observable
effects at low energy, due to some new interactions
which involve the Higgs sector and the electroweak gauge
bosons. We assume that the weak vector bosons and the
photon are indeed the gauge bosons of an SU(2)xU(1)
local symmetry which is broken spontaneously because
some order parameter, which transforms as an SU(2)
doublet, acquires a vacuum expectation value (VEV). In
order to allow for the possible existence of a light Higgs
boson (which might be a composite object as, e.g., in
top-quark condensate models [18]) we choose a linear re-
alization of the symmetry-breaking sector in the form of
the conventional Higgs doublet field ®. The new inter-
actions lead to the opening of new thresholds at a high
energy scale A. At low energies their effects are described
by an effective Lagrangian which we approximate by con-
sidering operators up to dimension six only. The building
blocks of this effective Lagrangian are the Higgs doublet
field and the gauge fields [14, 19, 20], while any effects on
the known quarks and leptons are assumed to be induced
by SM gauge boson exchange.

We present a complete analysis of four-fermion ampli-
tudes including all dimension-six operators in the gauge-
boson-Higgs-boson sector which are SU(2)xU(1) gauge
invariant and which are even under charge conjugation
and parity. Of these operators, four (to be called Opw,
Opw, Opp, and Og ) affect the neutral current (NC)
and charged current (CC) amplitudes at the tree level [21]
and another five induce effects at the one-loop level. Of
these five, three operators lead to anomalous triple vec-
tor boson couplings, as shown in Sec. II. We explicitly
calculate the quadratically and logarithmically divergent
contributions of the latter five operators to CC and NC
amplitudes and demonstrate that these divergent contri-
butions are equivalent to a renormalization of the four
operators Opw, Opw, Oppg, and Os ; which contribute
at tree level, and of the SM parameters (which we take to
be a, the Z-boson mass mz, and the Fermi constant as
measured in p decay, Gr). These one-loop calculations
are described in Sec. IV.

Because the leading one-loop contributions can be un-
derstood in terms of the tree level effects of Ogw, Opw,
Opp, and Os 1, we have inserted in Sec. III a discus-
sion of the low energy effects of these operators [21]. We
consider in this paper new physics in the gauge-boson—
Higgs-boson sector that affects low energy experiments
only via a virtual gauge boson exchange. Hence only
oblique corrections to the SM appear and all results can
be described in the improved Born approximation [9]. In
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Sec. IIT we review the results of a recent analysis of the
oblique correction parameters [22] which will be used in
Sec. V to derive bounds on the various operators. We
adopt the formalism of Ref. [22] since it allows for the
running of the oblique form factors between zero mo-
mentum transfer and the Z boson mass scale, as caused
by some of the dimension-six operators that we study.

The tree level bounds on Opw, Opw, Opg, and Os 1
can be translated into constraints on the other five op-
erators (at the one-loop level) and hence on anomalous
triple boson vertices if we assume that there are no can-
cellations between the contributions of different opera-
tors. This is done in Sec. V. For the anomalous WW Z
and WW+ couplings A and Ak one finds that deviations
as large as A = £0.5 or Ak = 0.5 are not excluded
by the present precision experiments. We also discuss
the Higgs boson mass and top-quark mass dependence of
these bounds. Because of the assumptions which need to
be made to establish any constraints, these bounds must
be considered as order of magnitude estimates only, and
they are about as stringent as constraints derived from
tree level unitarity considerations [23]. A final discussion
of our results is given in Sec. VI.

Some of the technical details are relegated to two Ap-
pendixes. Appendix A lists the dimension-six operators
which we consider and decomposes them into operators
with two, three, or four fields, which allows us to im-
mediately read off the Feynman rules for the various
non-standard-model vertices. We also show the SM La-
grangian in the same notation in order to fix all sign con-
ventions. In Appendix B we have collected the full formu-
las for the new physics contributions to the gauge boson
two-point functions and the V ff gauge boson fermion
vertex functions. In addition, results are given for mod-
els in which no light Higgs boson exists.

II. EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN DESCRIPTION
OF NEW PHYSICS IN THE BOSONIC SECTOR

We are concerned with the low energy effects of
new strong interactions in the electroweak symmetry-
breaking sector. Denoting by A the characteristic scale of
the new physics, we are interested in the residual interac-
tions between the light degrees of freedom, i.e., the parti-
cles of mass M <« A. These are taken as the SU(2)xU(1)
gauge bosons and an SU(2) doublet field ®, which ac-
quires a vacuum expectation value v/ V2, and thus gives
rise to the three Goldstone bosons which are absorbed as
the longitudinal modes of the W and the Z. The fourth
real field contained in ® is the Higgs boson, which may
be light compared to the scale A. We use this linear re-
alization of the Goldstone bosons in order to be able to
discuss Higgs mass effects and the decoupling of the new
physics for A > v. Integrating out the heavy degrees
of freedom, the residual interactions between the gauge
bosons and the Higgs doublet field are described by an
effective Lagrangian

o £
Lg=) Y Zi_of* (2.1)
n=1 1
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We will assume that the new physics respects the local
SU(2)xU(1) symmetry and that this symmetry is bro-
ken spontaneously only, by the vacuum expectation value
of ®. As a result the operators in L.g must be invari-
ant under the full gauge symmetry. In addition we only
consider operators which separately conserve parity and
charge conjugation invariance.

A general analysis of the allowed operators with energy
dimension d = n + 4 < 8 can be found in Refs. [19, 24].
Operators which differ by total derivatives only can be
identified with each other and the classical equations of
motion provide additional relations. Nevertheless, sev-
eral dozen independent operators remain when taking
into account operators which involve fermions as well as
bosons. Here we are interested in low energy effects of
the electroweak symmetry-breaking sector only. We thus
expect operators involving fermions to be suppressed by
powers of my/A, making them negligible except, per-
haps, when involving the top quark. Dropping all terms
involving fermions requires that we do not use the equa-
tions of motion for the gauge fields since their equations
of motion give the fermionic parts of the isospin and hy-
percharge currents which are not suppressed for small
fermion masses.

With these restrictions eleven independent operators
remain. Four of them, namely,

Opw =Tr([Dy, Wup] (D, Wup]) ’ (2.2a)
12
Opp = _%(aﬂB,p)(aﬂBW) , (2.2b)
Opw =®'B, W | (2.2¢)
and
03,1 = (D,®)'® '(D"®) (2.2d)

affect the gauge boson two-point functions at the tree
level [21]. Here ® denotes the Higgs doublet field. The
covariant derivative for an isospin doublet with hyper-
charge Y = 2 is

D,=08,+ 2 gB +zg—W“ (2.3)
and W,, and B,, denote the full (non-Abelian) field
strengths of the W and the B gauge fields:

I

[Dy,D,] = By + W, = iL B,“, + zg W;j,, . (24)

When replacing ® by its VEV, (0, 'u/\/i)T, and keeping
terms bilinear in the gauge fields only, one finds a contri-
bution

Lvv = fow 55 Wi W™ + fpp 29A2 B,, 0B
2
+ fBWscﬁW3 B" + fs, 14A2mZZ zZ*  (2.5)

to the kinetic energy part of the Lagrangian. Ogw intro-
duces B-W?3 mixing and hence gives a contribution to the
S parameter. Og ; contributes to the Z boson mass but
not to the W mass and hence leads to deviations of the
p parameter from 1. Finally, Opw and Opp lead to an
anomalous running of the QED fine structure constant
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and of the weak mixing angle [21]. These effects will be
considered in more detail in Sec. III.

Of the remaining seven operators two solely affect the
Higgs self-interactions at the tree level
3,.(dT®)o*(21®),

1
Ocp,z = 5 (26&)

O3 = %(qﬂcp)?’. (2.6b)

They do not enter in our subsequent analysis, since at the
one-loop level their effects can be absorbed into a change
of the Higgs potential and hence into a renormalization
of the SM parameters.

The other five operators are

Owww = Tr[W,, WYPW, #], (2.7a)
Oww ='W, W, (2.7b)
Opp=9o'B,, B"®, (2.7¢)
Ow = (D,®)'W*"(D,®), (2.7d)
Op = (D,®)'B*(D,®) . (2.7¢)

As we shall see they all contribute to four-fermion am-
plitudes at the one-loop level. In addition Owww, Ow,
and Op give rise to nonstandard triple gauge boson cou-
plings. Conventionally the WWV vertices (V = Z,7)
are parametrized by the effective Lagrangian [2]

L:WWV =igwwv (g;’(W:,,WOM WHEw U)VV

+Ky W:Wl,_ | e
/\V

—Wirw, ”V,,“) ,  (2.8)
miy

where the overall coupling constants are defined as
gww~ = —e and gwwz = —e cotfy. Within the stan-
dard model, the couplings are given by g7 = g] = kz =
ky = 1, and Az = Ay = 0. While the value of g7 is
fixed by electromagnetic gauge invariance, the presence
of the operators Owww, Ow, and Op in the effective
Lagrangian of Eq. (2.1) will change the other values to

2

1+fW A2 ) (29&)
2
kz =1+ [fw — s*(f5 + fw)] 2A2 , (2.9b)
+=1+(fB + fw) % ) (2.9¢)
2 2
Ay =Az = :"’ZTwzg fwww = A, (2.9d)

with s = sinfy,.

At first sight it would appear that the operator Oww
would also give rise to anomalous values of k., or kz
when @ is replaced by its vacuum expectation value,
(0,v/v/2)T, and, hence, ®'® — v2/2. One immediately
finds, however, that the resulting term and the analogous
one from the operator Opp are directly proportional to
the SM kinetic energy terms of the SU(2) and U(1) gauge
bosons and they can be absorbed into a finite renormal-
ization of the W and B fields, respectively. In addition
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they give rise to processes such as H — yy and Z — H~.
However, they will not change the SM three boson ver-
tices and they affect the gauge boson propagators at the
one-loop level only.

In addition to the three operators Owww, Ow, and
Op the operators Opw and Opw also give rise to anoma-
lous triple gauge boson couplings [25]. Because they af-
fect the gauge boson propagators in addition, their effects
are not equivalent to any of the terms in Eq. (2.8) when
describing processes such as e.g., ete™ - WTW~ [14].
Instead of considering modifications of the gauge boson
propagators one can use the equations of motion for the
gauge fields to rewrite the operators Ogw and Opw in
terms of Ow or Op and Owww, respectively, plus addi-
tional anomalous gauge boson-fermion interactions [14].
A parametrization of deviations from the SM, which only
considers anomalous values of g, k, or A, is thus valid
only when the coeflicients of the four operators Ogw,
Opw, Opp, and Og ; are substantially smaller than the
coefficients of Owww, Ow, or Og. Given the stringent
constraints on the former (see Refs. [14,21] and results in
Sec. V) this is exactly the interesting situation for vec-
tor boson pair production experiments at LEP II and
at hadron colliders. Consequently we have neglected the
contributions from Opw and Opw to the triple gauge
boson couplings.

A remarkable feature of the anomalous triple gauge
boson couplings in Eq. (2.9) are the relations

2

S
gf =Kz + Sk 1), (2.10a)
A=Az =2A. (2.10b)

These relations result from our restriction to gauge
invariant dimension-six operators in the effective La-
grangian. At the dimension-eight level, operators such
as

® _ SN ik rivgiie ot O
Ly =ips P WIWIP @' [D,, D¥]@  (2.11)
or
f(s)
£® = 7:7 (D,®)"(D,®) ®'[D*, D"]® (2.12)

lift the degeneracies of Eq. (2.10). One finds that Az and
Ay are no longer equal,

Az — A,
Az + ’\’Y
8)
- ;
2 & N2 ’
BE T fwww + By (2 (14 5k)
(2.13)
and that k7 (but not k., or g7) gets an extra contribution
v? m%
= "z £(8)
Arz =~ 32 1. (2.14)

While the relations of Eq. (2.10) are no longer valid at
the dimension-eight level, deviations from these relations
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are naturally suppressed by factors of v2/A2 and only
for very small scales A may one expect an appreciable
violation of, e.g., the relation A, = Az.

In our discussion we have emphasized the use of a linear
realization of the Goldstone boson sector. For the case of
a very heavy Higgs boson (or in models without a scalar
resonance) the use of a chiral Lagrangian is more ap-
propriate. Effectively the chiral Lagrangian is obtained
by the replacements ® — exp(io®x*/v)(0,v/v/2)T and
A — 4mv. As a main effect our counting of the operator
dimensions no longer holds, and, e.g., the dimension-six
and dimension-eight operators which contribute to sy
formally appear at the same level. Hence the relations of
Eq. (2.10) between the various anomalous couplings are
lost, as has been emphasized in Ref. [16]. Clearly these
relations are not due to the imposition of SU(2)xU(1)
gauge invariance, but rather they follow from neglecting
dimension-eight and higher operators in the effective La-
grangian. We believe that the ordering implied by the
use of the linear realization should nevertheless be kept
in mind. Even in models where new thresholds open at 1
TeV, the suppression factors v2/A? may be small enough
to lead to the relations of Eq. (2.10) up to corrections
which are smaller by more than a factor 10. This pos-
sibility combined with the ability to discuss Higgs mass
effects strongly motivates us to prefer the formulation
with a linear realization of the Goldstone boson sector.

In what follows we shall neglect operators of energy
dimension larger than six.

III. PRECISION TESTS OF FOUR-FERMION
AMPLITUDES AND CONSTRAINTS
ON NEW PHYSICS

To a large extent our knowledge of electroweak inter-
actions stems from precise measurements of four-fermion
S-matrix elements. This includes the recent LEP data,
neutrino scattering experiments, atomic parity violation,
u decay, and the W-mass measurement at hadron collid-
ers. We are interested in experimental constraints, due
to such precision experiments, on the coefficients of the
dimension-six operators which were discussed in Sec. II.
Contributions of these operators will be considered at the
lowest level at which they appear. Thus the operators of
Eq. (2.2) will be considered at tree level only, while the
one-loop contributions of the operators (2.7) will be dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. In this section we describe the general
framework for including the dimension-six operators in
the four-fermion S-matrix elements and study the tree
level contributions of Opw, Opg, Opw, and Os; as
an example. Constraints on the operators are obtained
by subtracting the SM contributions to the amplitudes.
Since present experiments are sensitive to one-loop ra-
diative corrections involving SM physics, the derivation
of experimental constraints on new physics must include
these one-loop effects. Our analysis, which is based on
the work of Ref. [22], considers the full one-loop SM ra-
diative corrections, including vertex and box diagrams.

The new physics effects which we consider are universal
for all external fermion species, they respect SU(2)xU(1)
gauge invariance, albeit in the spontaneously broken
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phase of the theory, and they do not yield box contri-
butions at the lowest level. Hence they satisfy the con-
ditions of generalized universality [9,21] and they can be
fully described within the improved Born approximation
(IBA), in which four-fermion amplitudes for massless ex-
ternal fermions are given by

M(p1,p2,p3,P4) = 1(a°) Ju(pr,p2)J* (p3,Pa) - (3.1)
Here the J,, only depend on the wave functions of the
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external fermions and the helicity dependent I(q?) are
given by

gw(d®)/2
g2 — m¥, + imwl'w

Icc(d?) = (3.2)

for CC amplitudes of left-handed fermions. For NC am-
plitudes we may write

vole?) = = Qn s + 5 CL (2 - #as) (18 - Fa)es) (33)
qg 1 3 mz + Zmzr‘z 3 1 3 3 ) .
[
where Qy, denotes the electric charge of fermion f; in 30 m%V
units of v/4mra = €(0) and the helicity dependence is in- Allz"(¢°) = 2F (fqu —fewg 5 292 ) ’ (3.6b)
corporated by setting T_f;f = :i:% for left-handed fermions 53, o m2, v?
and Taf‘ = 0 for right-handed fermions. AllT(¢%) = 2 waq = fea—5 A2 2g2° (3.6¢)
The effects of the four operators Opw, Opg, Opw,

and Og,; on the oblique correction form factors &2(g?), ATIZ (%) = 2 waq (3.6d)

3%, (a?), 3%(q?), and 52(g®) arise solely from their contri-
butions to the four electroweak gauge-boson propagators.
In order to extract information on these new physics con-
tributions we consider the one-loop SM radiative correc-
tions at the same time. For notational convenience, we
express the transverse parts of the gauge boson propaga-
tors as

77 (¢%) = e*12°%(¢?)
1177 (q%) = egz [H%Q(f) -

(3.4a)

212°%(¢%)] (3.4b)

7% (¢%) = g% [13°(¢) — 25°I5°(¢2) + s*112°(¢?)]
(3.4¢)
7" (¢%) = g°IIF (¢%) - (3.4d)

The couplings (e = gs = gzsc) and the propagators are
renormalized in the modified minimal subtraction (MS)
scheme and the SM one-loop contributions are calculated
in the 't Hooft-Feynman gauge. We separate the SM and
new physics contributions to the propagators as

£2(¢%) = 45 (¢%)sm + AIIFE(¢7) .

The explicit forms of the SM parts, II£Z(¢?)sm, are
found in the Appendix of Ref. [26]. The contributions
of the four dimension-six operators are

(3.5)

m2
ATIZ(q )-ZAZ ((fDW + foB)g® — fBW?gV-) ,
(3.6a)

8

a(m%)sm

=128.73 +£0.12 + = (1 + —) Re [B3(mZ,mt,mt) B3(0;mt,mt)] .

The form factors &(g?) = €2(g?)/4m and 5%(q?) can be
expressed in terms of the above two-point functions as

1 ar e
s e T 4w ReII2%(q?) + 87!‘%%&—) , (3.7a)
§°(¢%) _4m 3 117 (0)
— = +4nReI3? (¢®) +8n—E~2 | (3.7b)
a(g?) ~ ¢2 T,y mZ,

which are explicitly renormalization group invariant at
the one-loop level. We adopt the shorthand notation

HAB(q2 ___HAB mz
gh (¢f) = L) = () (38)
\4

for the propagator factors after the gauge boson mass
renormalization (m., = 0). Our definition of the run-
ning parameters &(g?) and 5%(g?) agrees with the ones
adopted by the LEP working group [27]. We note here
that the parameter @(g?) is measured accurately only
at ¢> = 0 [®(0) = a = 1/137.036], whereas 52(g?) is
measured most accurately at g2 = m%. We therefore
introduce a theoretical quantity a(m%)sm,

1 1
— —_4 QQ 2
S~ am) 4R [ATRS )
—angle)] . (39
whose numerical value is known precisely [28]:
(3.10)

The top-quark contribution in the last term is uncertain but its numerical value is found to be smaller than 0.03 for
m¢ > 100 GeV and hence is negligible. Our conventions for the B functions [29] are those of Ref. [26]. The running
of the 5%(¢?) parameter between g2 = 0 and ¢?> = m% is then obtained from
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[0

52(0) =

——~35%(m}) — 4maRe |[I3° (m}) — 37, (0)| . (3.11)
a(m%)

Within the SM the main uncertainty in the running of 3%(q?) arises from the ambiguities in the hadronic contributions,
which we estimate along with Refs. [28] and [30]:

52(0)sm = 0.93939 3%(m%) + 0.022 17 + 0.000 24

_e [1 - ggz(mzz)] (1 + %’1) Re [Bs(m%;my, my) — Bs(0;my, my)] . (3.12)

The top-quark contribution in the last term is at most —0.000 03 for m; > 100 GeV, and hence is negligible.
The remaining effective couplings that are associated with Z and W propagators are most conveniently parametrized
as

16 _ 48%*(m%)c*(m3) . )
73(¢®) a(m%)sm 5z2(¢°) (3.13a)
16 45%(m3%) _ Sw(dd), s13b)

g (a®)  a(m%)sm

in terms of the Sz and Sw form factors [22]. At ¢ = 0, they are expressed as

$2(0) = 16m { Re [I32 (m3) — 1375 (0)] — %(m})e(m}) Re [ANZ2(m}) — ANR2(0)] }, (3.14a)
Sw(0) = 167 {Re [HE}% (m%) — n;{W(O)] — 52(m%) Re [Angg(mzz) - Angg(())] } , (3.14b)

where the second terms reflect the difference (3.9) between the actual &(m%) and the calculated quantity &(m%)sm
that is used in the definitions (3.13). The above form factors can be regarded as possible exact definitions of the S
and U parameters of Ref. [11], which may be expressed as

Sz(0)=S, (3.15a)
Sw(0)=S+U. (3.15b)

By dropping the new physics contributions to the running of &(g?) and by replacing the operation (3.8) by differen-
tiation, the expressions for S and U reduce to their original definitions. Within the SM they depend on the as yet

unknown masses of the Higgs boson and the top quark. For m; > mz/2, i.e., z; = ::—,—? > %, this dependence is given
z
by
1 m¥ 1 a,
Ssm=0.010+ —h (T2 ) + = (1 + ;—) [222; — Inz, — (1 + 112,)[a(z) + mv/3z — 1] , (3.16a)

zZ
1_i|
Wy

—2z¢ +1Inzy — (1 — z1)[a(2¢) + V42 — 1]:| . (3.16b)

1 2 2 1 1
Usm=—0.010+ — |h |~ ) —h m—é’ + — (1+ g‘i) “wp +w?+ (1 —w)?(2 4+ we) In
4T miy m 2m T 2

2
Here wy = ;5 and the two functions a and h are given by
w

—2v/4xz — 1 arctan™'y/4z — 1 for z > %,
@) = T Ly 37
(2) 2 1—4zln1+2‘}5 4z for0<m<%, ( )
and
79 3 z? z? 3 222 8 1
=T 2= — Z 4= — - = 4+ = =] . 3.18
h(z) 18+2w 3 +(3 T + P +1_$) zlnzx (2m 3 + 5 al ( )

While the functional dependence on m; and mpg is shown explicitly, a numerical value for the contributions due to
the gauge boson loops is given for both S and U. Present measurements of mz and my leave little uncertainty in
these contributions.

The effective W coupling g%, (q?) is measured accurately only at |¢%?| < m%,, e.g., in u decay and in low-energy
charged current processes. The effective Z coupling g% (g?) is measured both in low energy neutral current experiments
(Ig?| < m%) and at g2 = m%. We therefore need the difference



2188 HAGIWARA, ISHIHARA, SZALAPSKI, AND ZEPPENFELD 48

167 167
gz(m%)  §%(0)

+5%(m%) Re 12 (m3) —123(0)] } -

Within the SM the running of Sz is given by
Sz(m%)sm = Sz(0)sm + 0.988 £ 0.020

for my > 100 GeV and myg > 50 GeV.
Finally, in theories with a custodial SU(2) symmetry,

= 52(0) - Sz(m%) = 167 {Re [I¥;(m}) — [1¥;(0)] — 25%(m}) Re [I3% (m}) — 3% (0)]

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

where 7w and 7z are the vector boson masses in the MS scheme. This yields one additional constraint among the

effective parameters and one obtains the relation

1 _ 3% (0) m2
- = _"2" )—zz =1-aT,
p g%(0) myy,
where
4\/§GF 33 11
T=———— |[II;;0) —II#(0)| .
a(1+¢5c)[T() T()]

(3.22)

(3.23)

Gr = 1.166 39 x 107° GeV~2 is the Fermi coupling and ég = E% [3 - (4% — 1) In :n—n;-] ~ 0.0071 is the extra vertex
w
and box correction to the muon decay lifetime. Within the SM the T parameter shows the well-known quadratic

top-mass dependence:

3Gp

Tem = —0.1115 + ————&
SM 8v2n2a(l + ég)

(1+%) mf
T

2
2 mz
tmy 2 2
Mz — My

In =& — —5+F—-1 )
2 2 2 2
my My —my My, 6 my

where again the gauge boson contribution is given by its numerical value. Finally, the above expressions for S and T

2

together with the definition of the Fermi constant G allow us to express §2(m%) as

s @

—aT)(1+6¢)

1 1
220 2 A
.s(mz)—2 1 a(mZ)SM<4+ J3Gr 7

In particular we obtain the SM value 3%(m%)sm by using
this identity and the SM expressions for S and T'.

The above parameters suffice to describe the existing
precision data on four-fermion amplitudes. An analysis
in terms of these parameters has recently been performed
in Ref. [22] and here we merely cite their results. The
LEP and SLC data can be summarized in terms of

2
_ 2 my
=0.5520 + 0.000 224 ——% ) +0.0017
9z(mz) + (100 GeV) ’

(3.26a)
my 2
=2 2
=0.2318 — 0.00004( — % ) +0.0011,
5%(m%) 318 — 0.000 0 (100 GeV) 0.0011
(3.26b)

with a correlation of p = 0.315 and a minimal x2 of

7r> : (3.25)

2
X2yin(me) = 3.430 — 0.180 (momﬁ)
my 4
+0.153<100 GeV) .
The top-mass dependence of the fit is mainly due to the
dependence of the Zbb vertex corrections on m;. Since
the data must be corrected for the vertex contributions
prior to the extraction of the oblique parameters, a slight
dependence on m; results. The quoted errors already
contain the uncertainty in the determination of the strong
coupling constant, for which a,(mz) = 0.12 &+ 0.01 has
been taken.
In a similar fashion the low energy data on neutrino

scattering and atomic parity violation can be summarized

by

(3.27)

3%(0) =0.5462 =+ 0.0035 , (3.28a)
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52(0) = 0.2359 + 0.0048 (3.28b)
with a correlation of p = 0.531. These results are ob-
tained in Ref. [22] after process dependent vertex and box
contributions of the SM have been corrected for in the
’t Hooft-Feynman gauge. Finally, the W-mass measure-
ment at hadron colliders together with the input value
of Gr as measured in p decay can be translated into a

J
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measurement of g3, (0):

9% (0) = 0.4217 + 0.0027 . (3-29)

These data must then be compared to the predicted
values which are a sum of the SM contributions given
earlier, and the new physics contributions. For the four
dimension-six operators which contribute at tree level the
latter can be summarized by

2
Adp=aAT = -2"? for, (3.30a)
) m2 v2 g% — m2
ASz(q%) = —327TA—f (¢ fow + s*fpB) — 47TPfBW - 32W—TZ (c*fow + s*fpB) , (3.30b)
q% — m2
ASw () = ASz(m%) — 82r =—5=% fpw , (3.30¢)
52( 2 @ 2.2 *—-my 2
A5%(¢%) = PR (ZASZ(O) —c’s Aép) + 87ra———Az— (*fow — s’ fpB) , (3.30d)
= (02 - 2
A ;(O)a(O) _ —81ra%2- (fow + fpB) - (3-30e)
-
Numerical results for the constraints on the four coefli- amp? (__1_ + 1) =A2?, (4.1a)
cients fpw, fpB, fBw, and fs, will be given in Sec. V e—1
together with the constraints on the remaining operators 1
wfich only contribute at the one-loop level. c VE + ln(47r;t2) +1=InA?, (4.1b)
7.z 7,2
(a) -~ o~ - o
IV. NEW PHYSICS CONTRIBUTIONS w w e
AT THE ONE-LOOP LEVEL 2 vz
< ~ m
(b} Mﬁ@“\;{“ WA W
The five operators Owww, Oww, Osp, Ow, and X x
Op affect the four-fermion amplitudes at the one-loop X3H X3,
level only. Contributions can arise either from corrections © “M,_,,,'"\‘:,,_,_,_ w,:,f“\,,“_,,
to the gauge boson two-point functions or from correc- W W w i: w
tions to the fermion—gauge-boson vertices. For the CC
amplitudes the relevant Feynman graphs are shown in ,ﬁ\\ ,ﬁ\\
Figs. 1 and 2. We are neglecting dimension-eight opera- (d) v w W % W
tors, which would enter with a coefficient A=%, and are wo w
hence suppressed by an additional factor mzz /A% in the
low energy observables. For consistency we must also (e OW‘Z', (’—\‘, Xt X3 H
drop contributions with two anomalous vertices which - - e Lernnn
formally are of the same order. In the vertex correc- v v v v
tions only the anomalous triple gauge boson couplings s
enter. The two-point functions, on the other hand, de- QW.Z L XA
pend on the new gauge-boson-Higgs-boson and the re- Y TH Th
lated Goldstone-boson—-Higgs-boson vertices in addition. T e
As we shall see these Higgs contributions are essential.
The calculation has been performed in a general R; .~
gauge which allows us to check the calculation by verify- (o) Ow,z,r ‘\'\ ’) X5 X H
ing the gauge invariance of the four-fermion amplitudes. tH J?H
In turn this requires the use of a gauge invariant regu- W w w” w”
larization scheme for which we have chosen dimensional FIG. 1. Feynman graphs for the anomalous contributions

regularization. Working in d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions, we
identify the poles at d = 2 with quadratic divergencies
and the poles at d = 4 with logarithmic divergencies.
These are related to the cutoff scale A in a momentum
cutoff regularization by the identification

to the WW two-point function. The vertices carrying a blob
represent the anomalous boson interactions as described by
the dimension-six operators of Eq. (2.7). x* and x® de-
note the Goldstone boson propagators while ¢*, cz label the
Faddeev-Popov ghosts.
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FIG.2. Feynman graphs for the new physics contributions

to the Wud vertex. For massless fermions, only the anomalous
triple gauge boson couplings affect the fermion-gauge-boson
vertices at the one-loop level.

where p denotes the unit of mass of the dimensional reg-
ularization. The above identification is found by evalu-
ating appropriate tadpole diagrams in the two regular-
ization schemes.

We have calculated all divergent contributions of the
dimension-six operators to the four-fermion amplitudes.

AT P (%) = L ATY (%)
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Vertex corrections appear for left-handed fermions only
because in all graphs a virtual W is coupled to the
fermion line. Neglecting any fermion mass effects, the
vertex functions are given in terms of a scalar form fac-
tor:
1
AT 112 (g) = 4u5 (1 = 1) AT 2 (¢?) (42)
where g denotes the momentum of the virtual gauge bo-
son V. For the couplings of the Z or v to fermions the
antisymmetry of all anomalous triple gauge boson cou-
plings in the W+ and the W~ fields ensures that up- and
down-type fermions receive vertex corrections of opposite
sign. In addition we find that the divergent parts of the
vertex corrections are independent of the fermion charge.
Hence we can write, for both V = ~, Z,
Arp(¢*) =g T{ ATY (¢, (4.3)
where T{ denotes the third component of the fermion’s
isospin and the form factor ATY (¢?) is independent of
the fermion flavor.
For the W coupling to fermions an explicit calculation
of the Feynman graphs depicted in Fig. 2 yields the flavor
independent result

2 2 2
g a m A q 3
=3 e Ar P (392” gy +alw (Gt ”) | 0

The vertex corrections induced by the operator Oy depend on the gauge parameters £y and £5. Vertex corrections
induced by the operator Op on the other hand are finite and do not appear in Eq. (4.4). The gauge dependence of the
vertex functions is exactly canceled by corresponding terms in the gauge boson self-energies. For CC amplitudes we
need to consider the transverse part of the W vacuum polarization tensor, AHQ"Y W (g?), as shown in Fig. 1. Retaining
the fwww and fw terms only, the result is

e

AL = ~ g

{fw (2¢® — 3m¥,) A?

(‘12)2 g’ 2 2 2 m%v 2 2 2
w73 + 5 @Imyy +mz —my) + 5 (9my — 6myz + 3my)

3 A2
—5me%V(q2 —miy)(w + €z +2) — 69 fwww ¢*(¢® — 6m%v)} In ;ﬁ} . (4.5)
The general result, including all nine operators of Egs. (2.2) and (2.7), is given in Appendix B.
Any charged current amplitude only depends on the linear combination
avYWw, 2 WW( 2 2 2 W 2
Ally ~ (¢°) = Ally ™ (¢7) — 2(¢° — my)ATL'L (¢°) - (4.6)

In this combination the gauge dependent terms in AT'Y and ATI¥'W exactly cancel, as is explicit from Egs. (4.4) and
(4.5). In the same fashion the NC amplitudes only depend on gauge invariant combinations of vertex and vacuum

polarization functions:

A7 (¢%) = ALY (¢°) — 25 ¢* AT} (¢%) , (4.7a)
Z

AT} (¢?) = A} (¢%) — s ¢* ATZ(¢?) — ¢ (¢* — m%) AT} (¢) , (4.7b)

Aﬁiz(qz) = AH%Z (qz) — 2c (q2 — mzz) AF% (qz) . (4.7¢)
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We have explicitly verified that the four combinations in Egs. (4.6) and (4.7) are indeed independent of the gauge
parameters & and £z, which constitutes an important check of our calculation.!

Explicit formulas for all vertex functions and the effective vacuum polarization functions AH ( 2) including the
effects of all operators are given in Appendix B. Here we are interested in the observable eﬂ'ects on the CC and NC
four-fermion amplitudes only. As shown in Sec. III these effects can be summarized in terms of four form factors
and by the W to Z mass ratio. We express these quantities in terms of the p parameter as measured by the ratio of
NC/CC neutrino scattering, Sz(g?), Sw(g?), the weak mixing angle 5(¢g?) as defined in Sec. III, and by the running
of the QED fine-structure constant. When including the contributions of the four operators Opw, Opg, Opw, and
Og,1 which already entered at the tree level, the new physics contributions to these five quantities are given by

Abp=aAT = —2A2 fa.1 (4.8a)
2
v ™
ASz(qz)_—327f—A2 (cszW"'s foB) — WPfBW
2 2 2
q- —mz r r 1 mH
—32m T (C4fpw+34fD3+W(fB+fW)ln —mfv) ) (4.8b)
2 2 2
qg —m ™
ASw(a?) = ASzm}) + o 2 (fw — fa)in TE —32m T (fy b (fp + f) L)
(4.8¢)
2, 2y 1 aAS ZAJ 8 2 mZZ 2 pr 2 rr
AF%(g%) = g (Z 2(0) — c?s p) + waT (S fpw — s fbB) > (4.8d)
—7 2 — 2
a\g”) —« q r r
A% ;(0) ( )="87rap (fbw + fpB) - (4.8¢)

The four parameters f5yw, fpp> few, and f§ ; which enter in Eq. (4.8) are independent of g?. They can be written
in terms of the coefficients of the nine operators which contain electroweak gauge fields:

r A2 f - f 'rn2
S = fow — gz (o g+ 2 m ). (4.92)
” 1 A2 fp— 2
fop=1fpB — W(fs 1nm_%}v - B fW ﬂ) (4.9b)
2 2 1 2
Fow = fBw + 5o - 32{3%(f3+fw) (m_ 5) ( 2) (fB_fW)an_zz

0 2 369> m A oy l A
+[(2 + )fB—( +—2>fw+ ngWW] s (fWW+C_2fBB) DT (0
(4.9¢)

TR P

3 2 A2 1 m A2
fan=lea+ o | o fp (ln—+ ) W(fs+fw>1n——(
me v m2 my,

!ncidentally, the leading (g?)? terms arising from the operator Owww exactly cancel as well in the gauge independent
combinations of Egs. (4.6) and (4.7). As a result we find no contribution to the running of &(g?) due to Owww, in apparent
conflict to Ref. [14]. The discrepancy is due to our use of the gauge invariant combinations ATlr when defining the oblique
parameters and we found complete agreement of the full four-fermion amplitudes. We thank M. B. Gavela and E. Massé for
their help in establishing agreement of our results.
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In addition to the divergent terms (proportional to In A)
we also have included all terms which depend quadrat-
ically or logarithmically on mpy for large values of the
Higgs mass (myg > mz).

The above equations constitute the main result of our
work. Their interpretation is straightforward: the one-
loop effects involving the insertion of single dimension-
six operators yield logarithmic divergencies which can be
absorbed completely into the renormalization of those
dimension-six operators which already contribute to the
four-fermion amplitudes at tree level. The parameters
fbow> fbe» fBw, and fg ; are the renormalized coeffi-
cients of the four operators Opw, Opp, Opw, and Og 1
at the mass scale of the weak bosons. The logarithmic
terms in Eq. (4.9) describe the mixing of these four oper-
ators with Owww, Oww, Oss, Ow, and Op due to the
evolution between the boson masses and the new physics
scale A, as governed by the renormalization group equa-
tions.

In intermediate steps of the calculation we actually
encounter quadratic divergencies as well. One example is
the first term in Eq. (4.5). The ¢? independent part of the
quadratic divergence is absorbed into a finite mass shift
for the W boson. The cutoff scale A? and the A~2 factor
from the normalization of the dimension-six operators
cancel and yield a mass shift which is independent of the
scale of new physics:

2 _ o]

2 ww 2
bmiy = —AIFY (miy) = — 5 fw miy + -

(4.10)

Additional terms due to other operators can be inferred
from the complete expressions in Appendix B. Because
the Z boson mass receives an analogous shift, these lead-
ing effects of the new physics cancel in the mass ratio or
the p parameter.
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The remaining quadratically divergent pieces in the W

self-energy vanish for ¢ = m%, and give a constant con-

tribution to ﬁ;v‘, :VV (¢%). They are absorbed into the renor-
malization of the W coupling g%, (0) or, equivalently, into
the renormalization of the Fermi constant Gr. In the
same fashion all quadratic divergencies merely lead to a
renormalization of the SM parameters a, mz, and Gg;
no quadratic divergencies appear in the observable form
factors Sz(q%), Sw(q?), 5%(¢?), @(¢?), and &p, once these
are expressed in terms of the renormalized SM parame-
ters. As a result any observable effects of the new inter-
actions vanish for large A at least as fast as % In A2 and,
hence, the new physics decouples in the limit A — oo.

These results were to be expected: the one-loop correc-
tions involving dimension-six operators lead to quadratic
divergencies multiplying all allowed dimension-four op-
erators, logarithmically divergent terms multiplying the
allowed dimension-six operators,? and additional finite
terms, which we have not calculated completely. Preserv-
ing SU(2)xU(1) gauge invariance at all stages of the cal-
culation, only gauge invariant operators can appear mul-
tiplying the divergencies. Since the SM Lagrangian con-
tains all gauge invariant dimension-four operators, the
quadratic divergencies necessarily can be absorbed into
a renormalization of the SM parameters. Similarly, since
only the dimension-six operators Opw, Opg, Opw, and
Og,1 can contribute directly to the four-fermion ampli-
tudes at tree level, all logarithmic divergencies are equiv-
alent to a renormalization of the coefficients of these four
operators.

In order to achieve the cancellation of quadratic diver-
gencies in the oblique correction form factors, the contri-
butions from Feynman graphs involving the Higgs boson
are essential. In these Higgs boson graphs quadratic di-
vergencies as well as m% terms only arise from the scalar
integral3

1 It e
B23(¢%;mpy,m) = —WI‘(G - 1)(41rp,2)€/ dz[zm¥ + (1 — z)m? — ¢®z(1 — z)]*
0

_ 1 2, 1 2 2 g
_327r2|:A+2<mH+m 3 1

nA2+1 +
M2 2 )

(4.11)

The scale M? appearing in the argument of the logarithm is the larger of m2? and m2% and the el-
g g H

lipsis represents terms which remain small as mpyg becomes large.

As we have seen before, the lead-

ing quadratic divergencies disappear in all observable quantities when including the graphs with Higgs

According to Eq.
— A%, as

boson propagators.

1 A? 1
2 mil + 2)

(4.11)

m% (In far as

dropping these graphs
the quadratic divergencies

is analogous to the replacement

are concerned. With this replace-

2We thank M. Liischer for making us aware of this point. For a related discussion, see Refs. (5, 31].
3Following the identification of the poles at € = 1 and € = 0 with the quadratic and logarithmic dependence on the cutoff A
as in Eq. (4.1), we define the finite (A-independent) terms of a function f(€) via

famite = lim [f(e) ~ R(1) (i + 1) - R(0) (% — yp +Indr + 1)] ,

where R(1) and R(0) are the residues of the poles at € = 1 and € = 0, respectively.
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ment in Egs. (4.9¢) and (4.9d) we qualitatively recover
the quadratic divergencies in S and §p = aT which were
obtained in earlier analyses that did not include Higgs ex-
change contributions [6,7]. At the same time we find that
these quadratic divergencies are indeed physical: they
correspond to strong enhancements in the mixing of the
dimension-six operators in the absence of a light Higgs
boson. In Appendix B we also give the expressions for
the renormalized parameters fLy,, fpp, faw, and f§;
when dropping the Higgs exchange graphs completely.
These results are directly related to the ones one would
obtain by using a nonlinear realization for the symmetry-
breaking sector.

V. CONSTRAINTS FROM PRECISION
EXPERIMENTS

The existing data on four-fermion amplitudes as sum-
marized in Sec. III provide experimental constraints on
the new physics contributions to the oblique correction
form factors. Apart from the “finite terms” in Egs. (4.8b)
and (4.8c) which are proportional to In*2 and which are
small numerically, all the new physics contributions con-
sidered in this paper can be described in terms of the
renormalized coefficients fhyu, fhps fw, and f§; of
the four operators which already contribute at tree level.
This implies that complete cancellations between the op-
erators are possible in principle and no rigorous bounds
can be derived from the low energy data alone. One
immediate example is given by the operators Owww,
Oww , and Opp which only contribute via fgy, and can
therefore cancel each other.

Low energy constraints can only be derived if one as-
sumes that cancellations between different new physics
contributions do not occur at a serious level. The re-
sulting bounds directly reflect the degree of cancellation
which is still considered “natural.” In the following we
shall first consider the situation where one operator only
has a nonzero coefficient, i.e., we do not allow for any
cancellations between the various operators. Using the

coeflicients of the operators at the scale of new physics
as the free parameters (i.e., the unrenormalized fpw,
fw, etc.), this procedure provides bounds for all nine
operators which contribute up to one loop. The tree
level contributions due to the four operators Opw, Opp,
Opw, and Og; are then analyzed in the more general
context, allowing for cancellations. This second analy-
sis is essentially equivalent to a determination of model-
independent constraints on the renormalized coefficients
Ibw> fpes fBw, and f§ ; from existing data.

We have performed a x? analysis of the data, which
is given by the experimental results on g% (m%), 52(m%),
3%(0), 5%(0), and g% (0) as summarized in Egs. (3.26)—
(3.29). The SM and the new physics contributions are
added linearly in §p = aT', Sz(m%), Sz(0), Sw(0), and
52(0). The theoretical expectations for the five data
points are obtained from these via Eq. (3.25) to deter-
mine 52(m%) and by then using Eq. (3.13) to determine
9%(m%), 3%(0), and g7 (0).

In Table I the values and 1o errors of the coefficients f;
are given for all nine dimension-six operators assuming
that one f; at a time differs from zero. The columns cor-
respond to four different Higgs mass values. A top mass
of 140 GeV and A = 1 TeV are assumed. The coefficient
of Owww is scaled such that the value given in the ta-
ble corresponds to the extracted value of the anomalous

2 2
WWYV coupling A = i'%‘@g— fwww. The other coeffi-
cients of the one-loop operators are rescaled with a fac-

2
tor ;"T"‘z’ The entries for fg and fy thus correspond to a
determination of k., from the low energy data. One finds
that for those operators which contribute at the one-loop

level only, values of |f; % larger than =~ 0.2 require can-
cellation between the various new physics contributions.
For the tree level contributions this level is reached al-
ready for values of |f;| which are smaller by two orders
of magnitude.

The bounds given in Table I assume a fixed value for
the top mass. Large cancellations are possible, however,
between the quadratic m; dependence of dp = aT and

TABLE I. Low-energy constraints on the coefficients of the nine operators which contribute to

the oblique corrections up to one-loop order. Only one f; at a time is assumed to be different from
zero. lo errors are quoted, assuming m; = 140 GeV, A = 1 TeV. The couplings which occur at one
loop only are scaled such that the entries correspond to a determination of k, — 1 for fg and fw.

my (GeV)
60 200 400 800
fow 0.5240.51 0.46+0.51 0.39+0.51 0.3140.51
fom —0.54+1.9 0.6+1.9 1.3+1.9 2.0+1.9
few —0.17+0.33 0.060.33 0.22+0.33 0.39+0.33
fa 0.050.05 0.01+0.05 —0.01£0.05 —0.04+0.05
A = fwww3g? ’;f‘,’ —0.08+0.16 0.03+0.16 0.10+0.16 0.19+0.16
2

fB —2"‘—,(2"; 0.060.10 0.042:£0.061 0.008+0.031 —0.005::0.020
fw 5% 0.043+0.056 0.009+0.087 0.10+0.21 0.087+0.077
fww ;;% 0.037+0.071 —0.022:£0.124 —0.1440.22 —1.0+0.9
B 3% 0.124+0.24 —0.08:0.41 —0.47+0.72 —3.5+3.0
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the operators Op and Ow which mix into the opera-
tor Og 1 at the weak scale [Eq. (4.9d)]. This behavior
is demonstrated in Fig. 3 where 90% C.L. contours are
shown in the Ax.-m; plane for nonzero values of fy and
fB, respectively, setting all other f; = 0. For small values
of the Higgs mass one finds a strong positive correlation
between fw and m; which is due to the contribution of
fw to f§ ,. For large Higgs masses the contribution of
fw to fLw is enhanced by a factor of m% and the con-
straint on the S parameter dominates the bound on fy .
As a result the positive correlation is lost. The reverse
is true for fp # 0: for large Higgs masses the contribu-
tion to fg ; dominates and a strong correlation with the
top-quark mass results. Figure 3 clearly demonstrates
the dependence of the f; bounds on assumptions about
the top-quark mass and the Higgs boson mass. While
the m; dependence is due to cancellations between new
physics and SM contributions, the my dependence can
largely be traced to the presence of the Higgs field in
the dimension-six operators, namely to Higgs exchange
graphs contributing to the gauge boson two-point func-
tions.

Experiments at the Fermilab Tevatron are sensitive to
anomalous values of k, and A, via the W+~ production
process. Hence correlations in the .-\, plane are of
particular relevance. In Fig. 4 we show the 90% C.L.
contour lines in this plane for three representative top
mass values and for A = 1 TeV, myg = 100 GeV. In
addition, the choice fg = fw has been made. Anomalous
WW+~ couplings of order 0.5 are clearly allowed by the
present low energy data, which raises the possibility of
observable effects at the Tevatron [32].

Apart from small contributions proportional to fg and
fw, all other logarithmically enhanced one-loop contri-
butions to the oblique parameters only arise via the

,a) /"‘

0.4 / -

ty my2/2A%

Ak,

100 150 200

m, (GeV)

FIG. 3.
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running of the four operators which contribute at tree
level. As a result complete cancellations are possible in
principle. In addition one finds strong correlations be-
tween the tree level operators Opw, Opg, Opw, and
Og, 1. For small enough values of the f; the x? function
is just a quadratic polynomial in these four coefficients

f = (f1, f2, fs, fa) = (fow, fpB, fBW, f8,1):

4
XE=xs+ > (i-F)V5' (fi—-f) - (5.1)
i3=1

One finds that the minimum of x?2 is slightly dependent
on myg and my (via the corresponding dependence of the
SM oblique correction parameters) while the covariance
matrix V' shows a negligible myz and m; dependence.
Instead of V! in Eq. (5.1), we here give the extracted
central values (f;) and 1o errors (v/V;;) of the f; and
the correlation matrix. The central values depend on the
top-quark and Higgs boson masses which we parametrize
in terms of

z_mt—140GeV 5.9
t= 7100 Gev (5.2a)
TH= 500 GeV (5.2b)

Within better than 5% of the 1o errors, and in the ranges
90 GeV < m; < 250 GeV and 60 GeV < mpy < 800 GeV,
this dependence is given by

fpw =0.56 — 0.32z; +0.79 , (5.3a)
fpp=-8.0+119, (5.3b)
fBw =1.9+0.13227 +0.077 ln z + 2.9, (5.3c)

f#,1=0.105+0.100z7 + 0.319z; — 0.029 In =z + 0.20 ,
(5.3d)
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0.3 'b) ;. = 60 GeV ]
02 __ 200 GeV
N\
\
\
< 01 | ! 4
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& 0.0 + / -
1 b [ .- '800 GeV
g [ /
< F 4
_01 — —
]
]
_ B A=1Tev ]
0.2 1 1 1 1 1 1

75 100 125 150 175 200

m, (GeV)

Low energy constraints on Ak, and the top-quark mass for (a) fw # 0 and (b) fz # 0. The coefficients of all

other dimension-six operators are set to f; = 0. The curves are 90% C.L. contour lines assuming A = 1 TeV and three different
values of the Higgs boson mass: my = 60 GeV, myg = 200 GeV, and my = 800 GeV.
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FIG. 4. Correlations in the .-\, plane for three values

of the top-quark mass. Shown are 90% C.L. contours for
fB = fw and A =1 TeV, my = 100 GeV. The anomalous

2
couplings are given by xy = 1+ (fB + fw)3% and X\, =

2 2
A= 37»',;%"ﬁg—fwww. All other coefficients of the dimension-six
operators are set to f; = 0.

assuming A = 1 TeV. The correlation matrix C is found
to be

1 —0.206 0.014 —0.317
C— Vg _ 1 —0.963 —0.763
v ViiVi; 1 0.892
1
(5.4)

Both the 1o errors and the correlation matrix elements
are independent of my and m; to high precision.

Obviously, strong correlations exist in the allowed re-
gion. In particular, cancellations between fpg, fBw, and
fa,1 are possible. This results in substantially increased
errors for these three parameters as compared to the en-
tries in Table I, where no correlations were considered.
Neglecting the small “finite terms” in Eq. (4.8), the re-
sults of Eq. (5.3) can be taken as a measurement of the
corresponding renormalized tree level parameters. These
may then be used to analyze the bounds on the one-loop
operators in the presence of correlations. As one exam-
ple consider fpw, whose error has increased by a factor
9. Since anomalous values of A only enter via their con-
tribution to fgy,, see Eq. (4.9c), the measurement of A
weakens to

A=0.89+135, (5.5)

when the correlations with fpw, fpp, and fs 1 are taken
into account. This may be compared to the error A\ =
+0.16 as given in Table I. If we allow a cancellation in
fBw between the tree-level term fpw and the one-loop
contribution proportional to A, then no rigorous bound
on either of these quantities is possible. Similar results
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hold for all the other coefficients of the dimension-six
operators.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The appearance of anomalous triple gauge boson cou-
plings constitutes only one possible consequence of new
physics in the bosonic sector. As we have seen, a consis-
tent discussion of low energy effects of such new physics,
in particular at the loop level, must allow for deviations
from the SM in the gauge boson propagators as well as
in the interaction terms involving the gauge bosons and
the Higgs boson. We have shown that the leading one-
loop effect of anomalous triple gauge boson couplings is
the renormalization of new physics contributions to the
gauge boson propagators. Therefore low energy bounds
on the three gauge boson couplings cannot be obtained
without making assumptions on how the new physics will
alter the propagators.

In more precise terms we have analyzed the effects on
four-fermion amplitudes of a complete set of SU(2)xU(1)
gauge invariant dimension-six operators which can be
constructed from the electroweak gauge bosons and the
Higgs doublet field. Of the five operators which first con-
tribute to NC and CC amplitudes at the one-loop level,
three induce anomalous WWYV couplings at tree level.
The divergent (cutoff dependent) contributions of these
five operators to four-fermion amplitudes amount to a
renormalization of the input parameters of the SM (a,
GF, and mz) and of the four operators (Opw, Opsg,
Opw, Og,1) which affect the gauge boson propagators
already at tree level. Our calculation explicitly demon-
strates the well-known fact that a consistent calculation
within a nonrenormalizable theory leads to finite and
cutoff independent results, albeit at the price of hav-
ing to introduce additional free parameters to describe
the predictions of the theory [33, 31, 5]. Because we lim-
ited ourselves to a single insertion of dimension-six op-
erators, only a finite set of such additional parameters
was needed: fhLw, fbe> fBw, f3,1- Going beyond this
approximation (as would be needed when extrapolating
our results to higher energies where E2/A2 is no longer
small) additional parameters will appear.

Previous analyses of these one-loop effects (including
our own) have generally been incomplete as only small
subsets of the possible higher dimensional (nonrenormal-
izable) interactions were considered [4, 6-8, 14, 17, 34].
This partial analysis of the problem led to logarithmi-
cally divergent results. In addition, quadratic divergen-
cies were observed in some previous calculations, which
can be identified [17] with a quadratic Higgs mass depen-
dence for large values of mpy (see also Ref. [34]). We have
discussed how the neglect of Higgs exchange diagrams,
which naturally accompany anomalous WW'V vertices
in our gauge invariant formulation of the problem, leads
to the appearance of these quadratic divergencies.

Low energy bounds on nonstandard WWYV couplings
which exploit the enhancement arising from a quadratic
cutoff dependence (A?/m%, terms) can consequently only
be valid for models without a light Higgs boson of mass
myg < A. In addition, the appearance of the quadratic
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cutoff dependences implies that the quantum corrections
are sensitive to details of the physics at and above the
cutoff scale, and hence no reliable constraints are ob-
tained without specifying the model [16]. The logarith-
mic cutoff dependence of previous results [In(A%/m%,)
terms] are now understood as operator mixing between
the scale of new physics, A, and the weak boson mass
scale. To very good approximation, only the coefficients
of the four operators that modify the gauge boson prop-
agators at tree level are measurable at low energy. Con-
tributions of the other operators are observable through
their mixing with these four operators. As a result it
is practically impossible to derive rigorous low energy
bounds on the coefficients of those operators which first
contribute to four-fermion amplitudes at the one-loop
level. The anomalous WW'V couplings which arise from
these operators are hence only very weakly constrained
by the present precision experiments at and below the Z
mass scale.

One may argue that it is “unnatural” that large can-
cellations appear between the tree level and the various
one-loop contributions in the running coefficients ff,
Ibe» fBw, &1, as measured at the weak boson mass
scale. Negating such cancellations we have derived 90%
C.L. bounds, which roughly translate into

0.7 < ky < 1.7,
[Ay] < 0.6,

(6.1a)
(6.1b)

for myg = 100 GeV and 100 GeV< m; < 200 GeV. A
substantial dependence on the values of the top-quark
mass and the Higgs boson mass remains. These bounds
may be compared with present experimental bounds as
determined by the UA2 Collaboration [35],

Ky =125, —35 <k, <59at95%C.L., (6.2a)
Ay =017, —36<)\, <3.5at95% C.L., (6.2b)

and are comparable to the sensitivity expected in the
Tevatron experiments [32].

A stronger “naturalness” assumption has recently been
advocated by De Riujula et al. [14]. The four operators
which contribute to the four-fermion amplitudes at tree
level are very strongly constrained, even when consid-
ering full correlations between them. Since there is no
apparent symmetry distinguishing between these four op-
erators and the other five, which we found to contribute
only at the one-loop level, one should expect that all co-
efficients f; are of the same order of magnitude. Given
the constraints |fpw/|, |fsw| < 1, as derived from Ta-
ble I for a new physics scale A = 1 TeV (and hence, by
the strong naturalness assumption, |fw| < 1, |fB| < 1),
one must expect, e.g.,

2
My

Iy = 11 = |f5 + fiwl % < 0.007, (6.3)

a value too small to lead to any observable effects, either
in W*W~ production at LEP [1] or in W~ production
at future hadron colliders [36].

While this estimate may well be correct, it is in no ways
rigorous. Even the less stringent low energy bounds of
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Eq. (6.1) or of Table I are not free of naturalness as-
sumptions. Naturalness arguments can never substitute
for the direct measurements, which are possible in vec-
tor boson pair production experiments. Clearly these
measurements must be carried out in order to exclude
anomalous triple gauge boson interactions. The natural-
ness arguments highlight the fact, however, that a posi-
tive signal in these experiments would point to an intri-
cate dynamics in the bosonic sector.
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APPENDIX A: ELECTROWEAK LAGRANGIAN
WITH DIMENSION-SIX OPERATORS

In this appendix, we present details of the standard
model Lagrangian augmented by the eleven gauge in-
variant dimension-six operators which involve the gauge
bosons and the Higgs doublet field. The electroweak part
of the complete Lagrangian is expressed in the general
covariant renormalizable gauge as

Lew =Lv+Ls+ Logr+Lrp+ LFr + Ei;Af%Oi, (A1)

where Ly denotes the SU(2) and U(1) gauge boson ki-
netic and self-interaction terms, L& denotes the Higgs
boson kinetic term and the Higgs potential, Lgp is
the covariant gauge fixing term and Lgp the associated
Faddeev-Popov term. Lp contains the fermion kinetic
terms and their couplings to the gauge bosons and the
Higgs bosons, which do not play an essential role in our
loop calculation and hence are omitted below for brevity.
The additional dimension-six terms O; are scaled by the
common dimensionful parameter A with dimensionless
coefficients f;, which may be different for each operator.

We first list the eleven gauge invariant dimension-six
operators [19] which contain the gauge boson fields and
the Higgs doublet field. Three of them are independent
of the Higgs doublet field:

Owww = ’I‘r[WuuWVpr “]’ (Aza‘)
Opw = TI‘([D,“ WVP] {D“v Wup])’ (AZb)

2
Ops =2 (9,B.,)(8"B"). (a20)

Five of them are bilinear in the Higgs field ®:
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Oww = ®1W,, WHa, (A3a)
Opp =%®'B,, B*"®, (A3Db)
Opw =®'B, W, (A3c)

Ow = (D,@)'W**(D,®), (A3d)
Op = (D,®)'B**(D,®). (A3e)

Finally, two operators contain four Higgs fields and the
last one has six:*

O, =(D,®) 23! (D*®), (Ada)
Og2= %6u(<I>T<P)6“(<I>*<D), (A4b)
Ogp3= %(@@)3. (A4c)

Among the above eleven operators, four (Opw, Ops,
Opw, Os 1) contribute at the tree level to the elec-
troweak precision experiments at low energies (/s <
myz) [21], and five (Owww, Opw, Osw, Ow, OB)
give rise to nonstandard weak boson self-interactions. All
of them contribute to the low energy processes at the one-
loop level.

The covariant derivative of the standard SU(2) x U(1)
electroweak theory is expressed as

D, =8, +igT*W? +ig'Y B,
. 9 —
=8u+2—\/—_-2_(W:T++WuT )

+igz (T3 — s°Q)Z, + ieQA, (A5)

3 3

Owww = —i§g W:VW—VPWS,,“,

1
Opw =~ [(DuWo, ) (D) 4 L (DLW, (DW )

2

Opp = ”%(3;131»;»)(3“3""),
2 1
Oww = —%(QTQ) [W:,,W_‘“’ + EWs,,W:"“’] ,
glz
Opp = —T(Qfé)BM,,Bﬂ",

/
Osw =~ [VA(@I T+ )W, + VE@IT- )W, + (2! ®)WS, 1B,

Ow = %[ﬁ(D“@)*TﬂD”@)WL +V2(D*®)'T~(D¥ @)W, + (D*®)10® (D" ®)W2,],

- 1
Op = %(D"Q)T(D”&P)Bw.

Here the field operators without carets are
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where g and g’ are the SU(2) and U(1) gauge coupling,
respectively, ¢ = cosfw and s = sinfw are the weak
mixing factors

(5:)=(52) (%)

Q = T3 +Y is the electric charge, gz = g/ cosfw and
e = gsin Gy = g’ cos Oy are, respectively, the Z and the
photon (A) couplings. The SU(2) generators are normal-
ized as Tr[T*T?] = 16°, T* = T* +iT?, and the charged
weak boson fields are defined as

(A6)

1
‘1)i |17 “17
o \/E( ‘1:F’L 3)’

accordingly. The operators with carets are obtained as

(A7)

[Duv Du] = Wyu + ana (AS)
with
W = igT* W, (A9)

B,, = ig'YB,..

The use of the above operators with carets automatically
takes account of the associated gauge coupling factor and
the Hermiticity of each operator. In terms of the stan-
dard tensors, the first eight operators (A2) and (A3) are
expressed as

(Al0a)

(A10b)

(A10c)

(A10d)

(A10e)
(A10f)
(Al0g)

(A10h)

4A fourth operator, Og, 4 = ®'®(D,®)'(D*®), which was listed in Ref. [19], is equivalent to —Os, 2 and contributions to the
Higgs potential V(®T®) as can be shown by a partial integration of 8,(®'®)6*(®'®) and the use of the Higgs equation of
motion. Here the Higgs potential V(®!®) also contains cubic terms which are proportional to the operator Og s.
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Wi = B WE - WE LigWiWE - WIWF),

(Alla)
W2, =0,W; —8,W; +ig(WiW, —WFwy),
B;uz = 6}LBV - 8VBM’ (Allb)
and
(DuWop)* = ,W5, & ig(WiW5, - WEW,),
(Allc)
(DuW,,)2 =0, W2, +ig(WiwW, — W W}).
The standard Higgs field ® is a doublet with hypercharge ¥ = %, which has the form
. 0 ixt + x2 ixt
H “x® 1
<I>=(1+—-M) = = mE (A12)
2 V2 \y 4 H— iy HHT;X

in the renormalizable gauge. Here o are the Pauli matrices (T* = 0%/2 for doublets) and x° are the Goldstone
bosons. The charged Goldstone boson fields are defined as x* = %(xl Fix?). We also note

[0, — (3 — 5%)922Z, — eAulxt +i5WiH(v + H —ix®)
D,® = . . (A13)
TQ(au - Z%Z#)('u +H — ZX3) - % M—X+
It is useful to express all the operators in terms of the component fields x* and the physical Higgs boson H. The
following expressions are sufficient to obtain all the Feynman rules. The scalar terms

2 H2 3\2
o'e = ”7 +vH + —% +xtx", (Al4a)
2 H2 3\2
oto3® = _% —vH — —+—2(X)— +xtx7, (A14b)
V23 TE® = Ti(v + H)xT — x3xT, (Al4c)

appear in the operators Oww, Opg, Opw, and Og 3. Four-vectors

v X 1 R _
®'D,® = 5(a,LH —30,x%) + 5[Ha,LH +x%0.x® —iHO x| + x 0ux™

2 H2+ 3\2
+ig—ZZ# [—U— —vH — ——(X ) +xtx~ +i[—sngZu + EA,L]X+X_

2 2 2
+gW:x_ [v+ H —ix® — %W;)ﬁ[v + H +ix?), (A15a)
3, (®T®) =v(0,H) + HI,H + x*0,x* + (0uxT)x™ + xT(8ux7), (A15b)

appear in Os,; and Os 3. Here AB’“B = A(8,.B) — (0,A)B. The Feynman rules are then obtained by inserting
(A11)—(A15) into (A10) and (A4).

Although the complete expressions for the operators Ow and Op are rather lengthy, those terms which contribute
to the vector boson propagators in the one-loop order are relatively simple. We find

Ow = g[W+"VCuu + WVqu;V + Wsuu(D‘w _ E‘w)]’ (AlGa)
’
Op = %BW(D;W + Euy), (A16D)
where
Cuv = "Z(’ﬁ'lWW;: + 3#X_)(7hZZu + auXB + 'LaVH) + %W}L_(HaVH + Xsal’xs + 2X+8"X—) LR (A17a)

Duu = ’L(’I’?LWW; + 6;4)(")(ﬁ’l’vav,,+ + 8VX+)

1
+ [(5 - sz) 922, + eAu] [w (xTW, + x W,H) +xTox™ +x 0uxt]+---, (A17b)
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E#V = (8MH)(7hZzu + 3uX3) - g——ég N(HauH + Xzavxs) + - ) (A17C)
with

3 -1

mw = 29% (A18)

mz = 39zv.

The operators Oww and Opp are found simply by inserting (Al4a) into (A10d) and (A10e), respectively. The
relevant part of Opw is found to be

g9 —
Opw = “-B*"[i(Wix™ - Wox") + w2, (21a®)). (A19)

Finally, we present the standard model Lagrangian in our notation since the signs of all the terms are relevant for
cancellation of divergencies and for gauge independence. The sum of the gauge boson term, the Higgs term, and the
gauge fixing term is

1
Lv + Ls + Lor =W} [(32 +m2)g™® + (% - 1) aaaﬂ] W + %Za [(32 +1m2)g™? + (6_ - 1) aaaﬂ] Zs
w Z

1 1 | X
+54a [829"‘5 + (EX - 1) 3"3"] Ag —xH (0% + Ewmiy)x™ — §x3(62 + Ezm7)x°

3\2 H 2
—SH@ 4 ) H + v — (0 +42) [X+X‘ SO ) ]
H3 H* (34 . 0P
_GAI:'U?—FT-F al jl—ZAle:X X +__—¢2 :l
H? () - H2 (P (x*x7)?
- Ty - —4
22 [( 2 T3 )X X+ 5 A .

“ > Ang . 3¢ _
FIWTHHS o+ ix B )+ GWHH O X — X 0ux ]
1 o
+97ZZ“H3“X3 +1 [(5 - sz) 9z 7" + eA“] xt Oux

2
+ | 2 L | (W + W N+ WX~ WX )+ H)

Z,2"
2

2
W+W “—}-2(5—32) 9%

m
+ (1 —25%)gzeZ, A" + 262A“TA:| xtx~

3
+[ WEW- ”+92222ZHH+7+(X)]

—iglg™ (WF W)W + gPY (W §oWHW + g7 (W2 8P W W]
+9%(g*Pg™® + g3 gPT — 2g°7P%) [%W;WSW;W(? — %WjWgW_jW; . (A20)
Note the tree level constraints
A? 4+ p? =0, (A21)
and
my = 2\ (A22)

It is easy to read off the Feynman rules directly from the above expression. The Lagrangian including all eleven
dimension-six operators is invariant under the Becchi-Rovet-Stora (BRS) transformation
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JW;t = (0, £ ing)ci F igWuica,
62, =08,cz + igcos 0W(W:c‘ - W;c+),
8A,=0uca+ie(Wle™ =W, ct),

(A23)
SH = g(x+c_ +x"ct) + g7zx3Cz,
5y =1lg(x+c~ —x"ct) - 972(1) + H)cg,
H Fix3 1
ox* = —gyj%ci Fix* [(5 - 32) gzcez + €CA] .
The associated Faddeev-Popov term is
Lyp =—C (62 + §W7h%V)c+ — E+(62 + éwﬁ‘L%V)C_ — 52(82 + £Z7?1,2Z)CZ — EAach
+ig(8heT)[Wict — W] +ig(o#e™) W, ¢ — Wic™] +ig(0"e®)[Wle™ — W ct]
N . _ . _ (1 N _ _
—‘%gwmw[c (H —ix®)ct + e (H +ix®)c )+ (5 - sz> gz€wmw(eTx ez — ¢ xTez)
+iewmmw (et x ca — ¢ xTea] — %gszEZHCZ + i%fzﬁ%z[EZX“LC_ —ezx ct], (A24)
with
c® = cosOwecz + sinbwey,
(A25)

e = cosOw ez +sinfyweéy.

APPENDIX B: SELF-ENERGIES, VERTEX FUNCTIONS, AND OBLIQUE PARAMETERS

In this appendix we give full details on our analytic results. We first list the one-loop contributions to the vertex
functions in a general R, gauge. As described in Sec. IV the gauge dependent terms cancel in the combinations
ATl (g?) of vertex and two-point functions which appear in the four-fermion amplitudes [see Egs. (4.6) and (4.7)].
Full expressions for the ATlr(g?) will be given below, including all divergent terms. When using a nonlinear realization
of the Goldstone bosons, the Higgs exchange graphs would not appear in our calculation. We therefore also give in
this appendix the expressions for the oblique correction parameters when keeping anomalous gauge boson interactions
only [25].

The divergent contributions to the gauge boson fermion vertices only depend on the operators Ow and Owww
which induce anomalous triple gauge boson couplings. The W-fermion vertex is flavor independent and given by the
form factor

AL (g% = %Arﬁv(qz)
2

3a q? m2 1 A
= \% 8ns? (j\sngwww + A—‘;Vfw 2w +Ez + 2)) In - (B1)

Similarly the corrections to the Zff and «ff vertex functions only depend on the third component of the fermion’s
isospin, Tg , and are given by

ATy (¢?) = g T ATY(¢) | (B2)
with
3a ¢? A2
2y _ 2
AT7(¢%) = s 8rsz 72 9 fwww lnl—ﬁ ) (B3)
and
3a 2 m2 1 A2
ATZ(¢%) = ¢ Py (%5 P fwww + -A—ZZ fw §(£W + 1)) In R (B4)

The gauge dependent terms in the vertex functions are exactly canceled by corresponding terms in the two-point
functions: only the gauge invariant combinations
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=WW

Ally 7 (%) = ALY (¢%) — 2(¢% — m%,) ATV (¢) (B5a)
ATl (¢%) = A ( %) —2s ¢ AT (4%, (B5b)
AT (¢%) = n*z( 2) — s ¢* ATZ(¢%) — ¢ (¢* — m%) ATL(¢%) (B5c)
ATIZ7 (¢?) = ATIZZ (¢?) — 2¢ (¢* — m%) ATE (%), (B5d)

enter in the four-fermion amplitudes. Instead of these we give below the linear combinations AﬁgQ, etc., as defined
in Eq. (3.4):

2 2 2 2

=QQ q m A

AHT (q2) = ZF [(fDW + fDB)q2 - fBWg—gV] - %ﬁlsngwwwmév In —[LE

672A2

—#zm(fww + fBB) [(1 + Wll%%%im?z) A% —m¥% (1 + 3%) In 2—§]

_#zAz(fw-*-fB) [A2+ (3m€v+ qﬁ—z) In 2—2] , (B6a)
Aﬁ;q(qz) A22 (ZfDWq —fBanLi) 167(712A2 53 9 fwwwmiy lnﬁ—z

—I%gfww [(1 mE E 2miy :;;mw) A% —my (1 4 3™zt 2miy ;;{mg") In %22-]

+1(T§z—]\‘5(52f33 — A fww)m% lni—j - Eﬁz—mfw {Az + ((im%‘, + %;) In 2—j]

+ 16,$§A2 fl—gjj(m% —m% + 10miy)In 2—2 , (B6b)
AH:?((]Z) = +2——fDWq — fa1 A%;V 21;2 16:22’1\2 15¢% fwwwm?, In %22_

e (e e R G A L]

_ 167"”22 3fww va: [Az — (m% +2m%) In -ﬁ—j] - 167:2221\2 st fpp L s (Az 3m2 In _1;)

1(;:?/1\2 3fW [ — ;—(m% +m%)In ﬁ—z] 167T2A2 ——— fw [ — % (m% —m% —21m¥, — %qz) In %;]

+167r2A2 [ - % (m%f +mz - 2 ) In 2—5] ) (B6c)

AT 0) = AT + fan 0 2 125 (famdy 4 3(45 + fuymiy ] In (B6d)

In the above equations the 1/m% terms correspond to Higgs tadpole graphs such as the ones in Figs. 1(f) and
1(g). They merely contribute to a renormalization of the Higgs vacuum expectation value, or, equivalently, to the
renormalization of Gg.

Feynman graphs involving Higgs boson loops are absent in models with a nonlinear realization of the Goldstone
boson sector. Hence, we also give the results of Sec. IV when eliminating all graphs involving the exchange of the
physical Higgs boson. The expressions for the oblique correction form factors of Eq. (4.8) remain valid except for the

: . The replacement rules for the quadratic divergencies are not as simple

because of a subtlety of using dimensional regularization: the quadratic divergence is defined as the pole at d = 2
dimensions [see Eq. (4.1a)] and hence one gets dA? = 2A? whereas d InA = 4 InA. Because of this nontrivial d
dependence the quadratic divergencies for the theory without Higgs graphs are only qualitatively reproduced by the
replacement 3m% (In ;nj% + 3) = A? as suggested by Eq. (4.11).

More precisely we need to subtract the Higgs contributions from the results of Sec. IV. These Higgs contributions
simultaneously give rise to the m% terms in Egs. (4.9c) and (4.9d) and to quadratic divergencies via the scalar integral

B22(q2;mH,m) = — I'(e — 1)(47!'/1,2)6/0 dw[mm% +(1-— m)mz —¢®z(1 — m)]l_

3272

2 1 1 2 1
=_§7; (6_1+1) +m(m§{+m2—%> (€—7E+1n(47r)+1)+ e (B7)
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which is multiplied by some function of f(d = 4 — 2¢) in the full two-point functions. According to Eq. (4.1) the
quadratic and logarithmic singularities of the two-point functions are defined via the residues of the poles at ¢ = 1
and € = 0, respectively, and these residues get different contributions from the factor f(d) as long as f(d = 2) #
f(d = 4). Since m% terms only appear in the logarithmic singularity, dropping the Higgs exchange graphs leads to

the replacement rule

2
f(4)%m§, (mi‘g + %) — F(2)A2,

and the function f(d) must be known.

(B8)

Keeping track of the powers of the space-time dimension d, we have calculated the renormalized coefficients of the
four dimension-six operators which contribute at tree level, in the absence of the Higgs exchange graphs:

f'r _f _ 3fW + fB In A2
bw = /bW 76872 m¥,
o 3fs +fw . A’
fps=/fpB Tre8nZ lnm%v,

2

» a A
fow =JBw + W{“E‘;

. a A 3mZs?  AZ
f<I>,1 =fo1— ne? [f}3< o2 + Tz In m€V> —

(fB + fw) + [(10+3—i5) fo— (Q _

6m%, A?
02 (fB+ fw)n m—2] .

(B9a)

(B9b)

2

3 @) fw + 1292fWWW]

2
In A—z} , (B9c)
My

(B9d)
w

One finds that even the sign of the quadratic divergence in fpy, and f§, has changed compared to the naive
replacement mpy — A. This sign flip may be taken as indicative of the strong model dependence of the quadratically

enhanced terms in the operator mixing.
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