arXiv:hep-ph/0210169 v1 10 Oct 2002

KA-TP-17-2002 MPI-PhT/2002-57 PSI-PR-02-13 UB-HET-02-07 hep-ph/0210169

CHALLENGES IN W-PAIR PRODUCTION^†

A. Denner^1, S. Dittmaier^2, M. Roth^3 and D. Wackeroth^4

1 Paul Scherrer Institut CH-5232 Villigen PSI, Switzerland

2 Max-Planck-Institut für Physik (Werner-Heisenberg-Institut) D-80805 München, Germany

3 Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Karlsruhe D-76131 Karlsruhe, Germany

4 Department of Physics, SUNY at Buffalo, NY 14260, USA

Abstract:

The investigation of W-pair production offers unique precision tests of the electroweak theory at future e^+e^− colliders, including precise determinations of cross sections, the W-boson mass, and gauge-boson self-couplings. The state-of-the-art and future requirements in the theoretical prediction for the reaction e^+e^− → WW → 4f(+γ) are briefly reviewed.

October 2002

†To appear in the proceedings of the International Workshop on Linear Colliders, August 26–30, 2002, Jeju Island, Korea.

CHALLENGES IN W-PAIR PRODUCTION

A. DENNER^1, S. DITTMAIER^{2‡}, M. ROTH^3 and D. WACKEROTH^4

1 Paul Scherrer Institut, CH-5232 Villigen PSI, Switzerland

2 Max-Planck-Institut für Physik (Werner-Heisenberg-Institut) D-80805 München, Germany

3 Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Karlsruhe D-76131 Karlsruhe, Germany

4 Department of Physics, SUNY at Buffalo, NY 14260, USA

Abstract

The investigation of W-pair production offers unique precision tests of the electroweak theory at future e^+e^− colliders, including precise determinations of cross sections, the W-boson mass, and gauge-boson self-couplings. The stateof-the-art and future requirements in the theoretical prediction for the reaction e^+e^− → WW → 4f(+γ) are briefly reviewed.

1 Introduction

At LEP2, W-pair-mediated four-fermion production was experimentally explored with quite high precision [1]. The total W-pair cross section was measured from threshold up to a centre-of-mass (CM) energy of 209 GeV; combining the crosssection measurements a precision of ∼ 1% was reached. The W-boson mass M_W

‡e-mail address: dittmair@mppmu.mpg.de 1 was determined from the threshold cross section with an error of ∼ 200 MeV and by reconstructing the W bosons from their decay products within ∼ 40 MeV, where a further reduction of the error down to ∼ 35 MeV is expected. Deviations from the Standard Model (SM) triple gauge-boson couplings, usually quantified in the parameters Δg^Z_1 , Δκ_γ , and λ_γ , were constrained within a few per cent. At a future e^+e^− linear collider [2–5], the accuracy of the cross-section measurement will be at the per-mille level, and the precision of the W-mass determination is expected to be 15 MeV by direct reconstruction and about 6 MeV from a threshold scan of the total W-pair-production cross section.

The precision reached at LEP2 triggered considerable theoretical progress in the past years, as it is reviewed in Refs. [6,7]. In the present calculations, the W bosons are treated as resonances in the full 4-fermion processes, e^+e^− → 4f (+ γ), and radiative corrections (RC) are taken into account in a proper way. The RC can be split into universal and non-universal corrections. The former comprise leadinglogarithmic (LL) corrections from initial-state radiation (ISR), higher-order corrections included by using appropriate effective couplings, and the Coulomb singularity. The remaining corrections are called non-universal since they depend on the process under investigation. Since the full O(α) corrections to the 4f processes are not necessary to match the accuracy of LEP2, it is sufficient to take only those corrections into account that are enhanced by two resonant W bosons. The leading term of an expansion about the two W poles provides the so-called double-pole approximation (DPA) [8]. Different versions of such a pole approximation have been used in the literature [9–11]. Although several Monte Carlo programs exist that include universal corrections, only two event generators, YFSWW [11–13] and RacoonWW [10, 14–17], include non-universal corrections. While the DPA approach is sufficient for the LEP2 accuracy [7, 18, 19], the extremely high experimental precision at a future linear collider is a great challenge for future theoretical predictions. Moreover, the DPA is not reliable near the W-pair threshold. In the following, the necessary theoretical improvements will be discussed in some detail.

2 Total Cross Section

The W-pair cross-section measurements at LEP2 have tested the SM predictions at the per-cent level in the energy range between 170 and 209 GeV, thereby rendering non-leading (NL) electroweak corrections of non-universal origin, which are about

Figure 1: L.h.s.: Relative corrections to the total cross section for the process e^+e^− → ud̄μ^−ν̄_μ based on the full DPA of RacoonWW (“best”) and on two IBA versions (taken from Ref. [16]); r.h.s.: Hypothetical data points at a future LC in comparison with cross-section predictions for various values of M_W (taken from Ref. [3]), where the lines at ±2% indicate the TU from neglecting NL corrections.

2%, experimentally significant. The presently available calculations, provided by YFSWW and RacoonWW, which are both based on a DPA, involve a theoretical uncertainty (TU) of about ∼ 0.5% in the range between 170 and 500 GeV [7,10,11]. This estimate emerges from a detailed comparison between the two programs and from investigations of intrinsic uncertainties in the DPA versions. The l.h.s. of Figure 1 compares the full DPA RC with two improved Born approximations (IBA) that are based on universal corrections only, which illustrates that non-universal RC become more and more important at higher energies. Measurements at future LCs, which will be precise within a few per mille, require a TU of 0.1% or better. In order to illustrate the consequences of this requirement on theoretical predictions, in Table 1 we collect some estimates of corrections that are neglected in present calculations. The table shows that there is a variety of neglected terms potentially of the order of 0.1%, and that an improvement on the TU to this level requires a full O(α) calculation of the processes e^+e^− → 4f and a proper inclusion of the most important two-loop effects. While the virtual one-loop RC to e^+e^− → 4f are not known yet, the real O(α) RC, which are induced by the processes e^+e^− → 4f + γ, are available [14, 20]. However, at O(α^2), real photonic corrections beyond the LL

Neglected effect Estimate for relative numerical impact RC to background diagrams (α/π) × (Γ_W/M_W) × const ∼ 0.1% Scale in coupling of NL RC (Δα/α) × NL ∼ 6% × 2% ∼ 0.1% Squared NL corrections (NL)^2 ∼ 0.04% Interference of NL and ISR NL × ISR ∼ 2% × (α/π) ln(s/m_e^2) ∼ 0.1%

Table 1: Estimates of some presently missing RC to the total W-pair cross section at √ s ∼ 200 GeV

approximation and the effects of collinear emission of ff̄ pairs must be included.

The necessity of the full treatment of e^+e^− → 4f at one loop becomes even more obvious near the W-pair threshold ( √ s <∼ 170 GeV) where the TU of the DPA approach runs out of control because of the increasing relative importance of the nonresonant contribution. Therefore, at LEP2 an IBA was confronted with the cross section measured at √ s = 161 GeV, since the experimental error of 12% was much larger than the IBA uncertainty of about 2%. The r.h.s. of Figure 1 shows the possible result of a threshold scan at a future LC running with high luminosity and the sensitivity of the cross section to the W-boson mass. Without reducing the TU to the level of a few 0.1% the aimed precision of 6 MeV in the M_W determination will be impossible.

At high scattering energies, √ s ≫ M_W, (and fixed angles) the RC are dominated by electroweak logarithms of the form [α ln^2(s/M^2_W)]^n, known as Sudakov logarithms, and single logarithms like [α ln(s/M^2_W )]^n. While these terms are implicitly contained in the present DPA approaches at the one-loop level, the higher-order logarithms, n ≥ 2, are not yet included in existing generators. These missing terms are potentially numerically relevant for √ s >∼ 500 GeV. The existing efforts in the calculation of these logarithms in virtual corrections are reviewed in Ref. [21]. In addition also the corresponding logarithms from real corrections and enhanced logarithms resulting from small scattering angles (Regge limit) have to be investigated.

3 Invariant-Mass Distributions and W-Boson Mass

The invariant-mass distributions of the W bosons are the central observables in the M_W determination from the direct reconstruction of the W bosons from their decay products. While the overall scale of the distributions more or less reflects the situation of the total cross section, the shapes and peak positions of the Breit–Wignertype resonances are sensitive to M_W. Based on a comparison between YFSWW and RacoonWW, the present TU induced by missing RC was estimated to <∼ 1% in the invariant-mass distributions [7] and to ∼ 5 MeV in the reconstructed W-boson mass [18], which is small compared to the aimed precision of 35 MeV at LEP2. Note that the TU is also smaller than the expected accuracy of 15 MeV at a LC, but a further reduction of the TU would certainly be welcome. This improvement would, however, also require a much better understanding of QCD corrections that are connected with the W decays and a proper matching between parton-level calculations and hadronization procedures.

4 Angular Distributions and Anomalous Couplings

A proper way to study possible deviations from the SM triple gauge-boson couplings is the analysis of angular distributions, where the W-production angle plays the most important role. In Figure 2 we compare the influence of anomalous charged triple gauge-boson couplings with the effect of the non-universal corrections for the process e^+e^− → ud̄μ^−ν̄_μ at the CM energy of √ s = 200 GeV. Following a convention widely used in the LEP2 data analysis, we consider only the coupling constants g^Z_1 , κ_γ , and λ_γ , where Δ indicates the deviation from the SM values g^Z_1 = κ_γ = 1 and λ_γ = 0. In the figures all numbers are normalized to the tree-level cross section including higher-order LL ISR. The relative deviations for different values of the anomalous couplings are compared with the predictions including non-universal O(α) corrections instead of anomalous couplings. The labels indicate the values of the corresponding anomalous coupling constants, which are chosen to be of the order of the actual accuracy achieved by the LEP experiments, i.e. of the order of a few per cent. The comparison shows clearly that the non-universal corrections are of the same size as the possible contributions from anomalous couplings and, thus, had to be taken into account in the determination of limits on anomalous couplings at LEP2. The angular distributions obtained with YFSWW and RacoonWW differ by about <∼ 1% [7]. A detailed analysis [19] showed that this TU, for instance, leads to an error of 5×10^{−3} in the parameter λ_γ , which is sufficient for LEP2. At a future LC, however, the sensitivity to the parameters g^Z_1 , κ_γ , and λ_γ will be of the order of 10^{−3}, so that drastic improvements in the predictions are necessary in order to match this precision. Again the inclusion of the full O(α) corrections to e^+e^− → 4f and improvements by higher-order corrections are indispensable.

RacoonWW

e^+e^− → ud̄μ^−ν̄_μ √ s = 200 GeV

λ_Z = λ_γ

Δκ_Z = Δg^Z_1 + tan^2 θ_WΔ κ_γ

Figure 2: Influence of anomalous triple gauge-boson couplings and non-universal corrections in the W^+-production-angle distribution (taken from Ref. [22])

References

[1] The LEP Collaborations ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, OPAL, the LEP EWWG, and the SLD Heavy Flavor and Electroweak Groups, hep-ex/0112021.

[2] E. Accomando et al. [ECFA/DESY LC Physics Working Group Collaboration], Phys. Rept. 299 (1998) 1 [hep-ph/9705442].

[3] J. A. Aguilar-Saavedra et al., TESLA Technical Design Report Part III: Physics at an e^+e^− Linear Collider, hep-ph/0106315.

[4] T. Abe et al. [American Linear Collider Working Group Collaboration], in Proc. of the APS/DPF/DPB Summer Study on the Future of Particle Physics (Snowmass 2001) ed. R. Davidson and C. Quigg, SLAC-R-570 Resource book for Snowmass 2001, [hep-ex/0106055, hep-ex/0106056, hep-ex/0106057, hepex/0106058].

[5] K. Abe et al. [ACFA Linear Collider Working Group Collaboration], ACFA Linear Collider Working Group report, [hep-ph/0109166].

[6] W. Beenakker et al., in Physics at LEP2, eds. G. Altarelli, T. Sjöstrand and F. Zwirner (CERN 96-01, Geneva, 1996), Vol. 1, p. 79 [hep-ph/9602351].

[7] M. W. Grünewald et al., in Reports of the Working Groups on Precision Calculations for LEP2 Physics, eds. S. Jadach, G. Passarino and R. Pittau (CERN 2000-009, Geneva, 2000), p. 1 [hep-ph/0005309].

[8] A. Aeppli, G. J. van Oldenborgh and D. Wyler, Nucl. Phys. B 428 (1994) 126 [hep-ph/9312212];

A. Denner, S. Dittmaier and M. Roth, Nucl. Phys. B 519 (1998) 39 [hepph/9710521].

[9] W. Beenakker, F. A. Berends and A. P. Chapovsky, Nucl. Phys. B 548, 3 (1999) [hep-ph/9811481];

Y. Kurihara, M. Kuroda and D. Schildknecht, Phys. Lett. B 509 (2001) 87 [hep-ph/0104201], Nucl. Phys. B 565 (2000) 49 [hep-ph/9908486].

[10] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, Nucl. Phys. B 587 (2000) 67 [hep-ph/0006307].

[11] S. Jadach, W. Płaczek, M. Skrzypek, B. F. Ward and Z. Wa̧s, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 093010 [hep-ph/0007012].

[12] S. Jadach, W. Płaczek, M. Skrzypek and B. F. Ward, Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) 5434 [hep-ph/9606429]; Phys. Lett. B 417 (1998) 326 [hep-ph/9705429]; Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 113010 [hep-ph/9907436].

[13] S. Jadach, W. Płaczek, M. Skrzypek, B. F. Ward and Z. Wa̧s, Comput. Phys.

Commun. 140 (2001) 432 [hep-ph/0103163]; Comput. Phys. Commun. 140 (2001) 475 [hep-ph/0104049].

[14] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, Nucl. Phys. B 560 (1999) 33 [hep-ph/9904472] and Eur. Phys. J. C 20 (2001) 201 [hep-ph/0104057].

[15] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, Phys. Lett. B 475 (2000) 127 [hep-ph/9912261] and hep-ph/9912447.

[16] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, in Proc. of the 5th International Symposium on Radiative Corrections (RADCOR 2000) ed. H. E. Haber, [hep-ph/0101257].

[17] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, hep-ph/0209330.

[18] S. Jadach, W. Płaczek, M. Skrzypek, B. F. Ward and Z. Wa̧s, Phys. Lett. B 523 (2001) 117 [hep-ph/0109072].

[19] R. Brunelière et al., Phys. Lett. B 533 (2002) 75 [hep-ph/0201304].

[20] C. G. Papadopoulos, Comput. Phys. Commun. 137 (2001) 247 [hepph/0007335];

A. Kanaki and C. G. Papadopoulos, hep-ph/0012004;

G. Montagna, M. Moretti, O. Nicrosini, M. Osmo and F. Piccinini, Eur. Phys. J. C 21 (2001) 291 [hep-ph/0103155];

F. Jegerlehner and K. Kołodziej, Eur. Phys. J. C 23 (2002) 463 [hepph/0109290].

[21] A. Denner, in Proc. of the International Europhysics Conference on High- Energy Physics (HEP 2001), [hep-ph/0110155]; M. Melles, hep-ph/0104232.

[22] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, in Proc. of the International Europhysics Conference on High-Energy Physics (HEP 2001), [hepph/0110402].