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Abstract. We obtain analytic expressions for the energy and polar-angle double differential distri-
butions of a secondary leptdh(i~ ) arising from the decay af(f) ine*e~ — ¢ with an anomalous

tbW decay vertex. We also obtain analytic expressions for the various differential cross-sections with
the lepton energy integrated over. In this case, we find that the angular distributions of the secondary
lepton do not depend on the anomalous coupling in the decay, regardless of possible anomalous

couplings occurring in the production amplitude &~ — ¢£ . Our study includes the effect of

longitudinale™ ande™ beam polarization. We also study the lepton energy and beam polarization
dependence of certain CP-violating lepton angular asymmetries arising from an anotbiélotes-

cay vertex and compare them with the asymmetries arising due to CP-violation in the production
process due to the top electric or weak dipole moment.
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1. Introduction

The standard model (SM) has been found to be in agreement with experiment in many of its
aspects. However, the properties of the top quark, in particular, the nature and strength of
its couplings, have yet to be studied accurately. A future linégar- collider, operating at
a centre-of-mass (cm) energy abovethinreshold, will be able to determine with greater
accuracy the couplings of the top quark to the gauge bogais\W, and possibly, to the
Higgs [1]. A comparison of these with SM expectations will be able to shed light on new
physics effects, if any.

Therole ofalineae e~ collider (LC) in probing interactions through the polarization
of thet and/ort has received a fair amount of attention [2—4]. In particular, the polarization
effects can be used to probe the anomalous magnetic and electric dipole coupljrigs of
~vandZ [5-11], as well as chromoelectric and chromomagnetic dipole couplings to gluons
[12]. A common underlying idea behind these studies is, of course, that the top quark
being heavy decays before it can hadronize [13]. Hence its decay distributions would retain
information about the spin of the quark and would be useful in analyzing its polarization.
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The top quark polarization can thus be observed using its dominant decay into a bottom
qguark and &, the latter decaying into a quark pair or a charged lepton and a neutrino. The
accuracy of polarization measurements is therefore dependent on an accurate knowledge of
thetbWW vertex. Itis of utmost importance, then, to study possible anomalous contributions
to thetbW vertex, which might arise from the same sources as anomalous contributions to
the production process.

In this paper we look at the procesSe~ — tt , with either oft or £ decaying hadron-
ically, while the other decays intotequark, a charged lepton and a neutrino. We will be
interested only in the kinematic distribution of the charged lepton as a probe of anomalous
interactions either in the production process¢~ — tt ), or in thetbWW decay vertex.

Our aim would be to examine features of various distributions which might isolate or em-
phasize anomalous effects in production over those in decay, or vice versa.

To this aim we have obtained analytic expressions for a full angular distribution, and
also combined energy and polar-angle distribution of the secondary decay lepton in the cm
frame, in the presence of non-standard contributions to production as well as decay. We
have also included the effectef ande— beam longitudinal polarization.

The energy distribution of a single lepton in a semileptonic process described above, as
well as energy correlations between leptons arising fr@amd# decay, have been studied
before in [5,9,14]. Angular distribution of leptons, as well as angular correlations have
been studied in the context of CP-violating (electric and weak dipole) moments of the
top quark alone [5-11] and/or of CP-violation in decay [15]. Many of these studies have
been done in the context of specific models. An analytic expression for combined lepton
energy and polar-angle distribution in the context of anomalous couplings present in the
top production as well as decay, which has been obtained here, did not exist in the literature
until very recently [16,17]. It should be noted, however, that our approach is considerably
different from that of [16]. For example, we have used helicity amplitudes rather than the
method of Kawasaki, Shirafuji and Tsai [18] used by them to get decay lepton distributions.
We thus provide an independent cross check and confirmation of their expressions.

As it turns out, without the observation of lepton energy, it is impossible to see the effect
of anomalougbI¥ vertex in the lepton angular distribution. It is thus important to look at
combined energy-angle distribution.

We have made use of our expressions to study CP-violation in the production and decay
of tt. We have calculated the contribution of the different sources of CP-violation, viz., top
electric and weak dipole couplings and a CP-violatii§ vertex, to the dependence on
lepton energy of certain simple angular asymmetries. We have also examined the role of
longitudinale™ ande~ beam polarization in discriminating among these different sources
of CP-violation.

One of the results of this work is that so long as the lepton energy is integrated over, the
distributions in terms of lepton and/or top angles are independent of non-standard effects
in top decay, regardless of whether there are any non-standard effects in production or not.
This has two consequences. Firstly, this implies that lepton angular distributions can be
safely used for analyzing top polarization without fear of an error coming from possible
non-standard effects in th&ll” coupling. Thus, angular distributions can be used to study
non-standard effects in top production without contamination from non-standard effects in
decay. On the other hand, it is also evident that for studying non-standard effects in top
decay, one has necessarily to look at the energy dependence. We have found that crucial
changes of sign of certain asymmetries with polarization, and with lepton energy, can be
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used to enhance the relative importance of the contributions of CP-violation coming from
the dipole moments of the top quark, and from the decay.

The plan of the rest of the paper is as follows. In the next section we set up our formalism
and list helicity amplitudes fot and¢ decay in the leptonic channel. §3 we obtain
energy integrated charged lepton angular distribution$4 kme obtain the distribution for
the charged leptons in terms of energy and polar angle. Section 5 contains the results and
discussion.

2. Formalism and helicity amplitudes

We describe in this section the calculation of helicity amplitudestia= — ¢t and the
subsequent decay—s bl*v; ( — bl~ 7). We adopt the narrow-width approximation for
t and, as well as fol¥’ * produced irt, 7 decay.

We assume the top quark couplingsytand Z to be given by the vertex factoel' 7 ,
where

J

. . . . .
D)=y + s + 2—%@%(% - Pu J =17, (1)
with
2
0125, ¢l =0,
12
-z
ch,: (4 3 w) , (2)
Ty (1 — y)
1
¥ SIS S
4/ (1 — x4)

andz, = sin’#@,, 6, being the weak mixing angle. We have assumed in (1) that the
only addition to the SM couplingﬁt;aZ are the CP-violating electric and weak dipole form
factors,ec}/mt andecf/mt, which are assumed small. We will call these electric dipole
moment (edm) and weak dipole moment (wdm) for short. Including additional anomalous
couplings, viz., vector, axial vector and magnetic dipole couplings is not a problem, and our
deriviation of distributions would go through in that case. However, numerical calculations
in this paper are restricted to only CP-violating effects and hence we do not include other
form factors in eq. (1). Use has also been made of the Dirac equation in rewriting the usual
dipole couplingr .., (p: + pr)” vs asivs(p: — pz) ., dropping small corrections to the vector
and axial-vector couplings.

We write the contribution of a generdllV vertex tot andt decays as

Thow = _%thﬂ@b) Y (fiLPr + firPr)
_LUW(Pt —pb)v(fopPr + f2rPR)|u(pt), (3)
my
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Thw = _%Vt?@(pf) Y*(firPr + firPR)
_mLUW(pf —p5)u(For. P + f2rPr) |v(D5), 4)
w

wherePr p = %(1 + v5), andVy, is the Cabibbo—Kobayashi—Maskawa matrix element,
which we take to be equal to one. If CP is conserved, the form fagtai®ve obey the
relations

f1L:f1L; flR:flR, (5)

and

foL = f2r; f2r = for- (6)

Like cg andch above, we will also treaf,y, r andeL,R as small, and retain only terms
linear in them. For the form factorg ;, and f, 7, we retain their SM values, vizf,; =
fir = 1. fir and f1 g do not contribute in the limit of vanishingmass, which is used
here. Also,f»;, and f,r drop out in this limit.

The helicity amplitudes foeTe™ — ~*, Z* — tt in the centre-of-mass (cm) frame,
includingcd’Z couplings, have been given in [5] (see also Kahal, ref. [2]), so we do
not repeat them here.

To calculate the decay helicity amplitudes, we use the standard Dirac gamma matrix
representations, and the following forms for Dirac spinors with definite helicity.

For the spinors fot, b andv, and their antiparticles, all of which are assumed massless,
we use the representations

—sin(g) e in ($) e
w) =V | o), e = | _ooelE) ],
—cos (2) cos ()

(7)

where the subscript denotes the sign of the helicity@add® are the polar and azimuthal
angles of the momentui of the respective particle or antiparticle.
For the spinors correspondingttand? in their respective rest frames, we use

1 0

Uty =V 2my 8 ; ut— = V2my (1) ) (8)
0 0
0 0

Vi = V2my (1) j0e =V 2my 8 9
0 1

The non-vanishing helicity amplitudes, respectivilyand/, for
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t— bW, Wt - Ty
and
It bW, W™ =1

)
in the respective rest frames®f, are given below (we neglect all fermion masses except

my, the top mass):

|

My ==2V2¢"Aw(q”)
0, 0
{<1+f27f> OSZTJr cos7sn 2b el
— % si ;ewb {sm L sin (@v1=014) 4 cos — cos g] } , (20)
My =-2V2¢"Aw(q)
{(1 + for sin ol—+e_i¢l+ cos ~2L sin et — sin 22 cos — '
Jr 2 2
0, 0 6., 0
+ szf cos 517 |:Sln 7! sin 12+ i@ =014) 4 cog 2L 2 cos 17+] } , (11)
Myy ¢ =-2vV28°Aw(¢?)
- 0r . 05 _is. . O 05 _is.
{ <1 + f27L> cos 7 cos 7’ sin é’e 95 _ gin 7’ cos é’e ’4’"!]
f. 0; _. 0 6,- 05 0
— % sin Ebe*’d’g {sin 7’ sin lTe’(d’l* ¢2) + cos 7 cos l?] } ,
M_y—y = =2V2¢°Aw(q”)
0— : 0,7 0_ L . 0,7 b
{ <1 + f27L> sin ZTe“bl* [cos 71 sin é’e*mb — sin 7! cos Ebe ’4"’1}
r
f. 05 05 05 0,-
+ % cos 5” {sm 7’ sin ——ei(@1= %) 4 cog 7’ cos 17] } , (12)
where
Aw(q®) = L (13)
@ —m3y + iTwmw
is thelW propagatorg its momentum, and
(14)

The subscripts: refer to signs of the helicities, the order of the helicities beirg | ©
7;). The varioud)’s are polar angles of the particles (in thesst frame) and

14 (LT, i) l
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of the antiparticles (in the rest frame) labelled by the suffixes with respect te axis
which is the direction in which the top momentum is boosted to go from its rest frame to
the cm frame.¢'s are the azimuthal angles with respect toaxaaxis chosen in the plane
containing thee— momentum and positive directions. We could have chosen here the
polar and azimuthal angles of the lepton to be zero in the top rest frame. However, we
maintain nonzero values for future use, when we boost to the cm frame.

The density matrix elements calculated from the above helicity amplitudes in the rest
frame of the top are given by

RefQR m2
T — AIA(P) 2 (m2 — 2, - 1+ 9 14 2R W
++ =g [A(@)]P(my — 2pe - pr+)(L £ cosby+) {1+ Jropepit
(15)
. ; Refor mj
Tz = AP > (m? — 2ps - 6 iZ¢z+<1 W)
+5 = g |A(g7)"(m§ = 2p; - pr+) sin b+ e + N
(16)
_ Refar, mi}
Tit = AW 12 (m? — 2p7 - - )(1 % cos B;— <1+——W>,
++ = ¢ |A(g7)["(mi — 2pr - pi-)( =) N
17)
_ ) . RefTQL m2
Cix = ¢*A(GP)|P(m2 = 2p5 - py-) sin - eTi01- <1+ W >,
+F g 1A(g)]" (my D7 D) 1 N
(18)

where an averaging over the the azimuthal angleand¢; has been done. Notice that
the only change in the decay density matrix relative to the expression in SM is the overall
factorl + (Refar/v/7)(m3y, /ot - pi+) O 1+ ((Refor, //7)(m3y, /o - pi-))- This has the
important consequence that regardless of any anomalous contributions to the production
process, the decay-lepton double differential distribution (calculated below) gets modified
by anomalougbW couplings in the narrow-width approximation by the same overall fac-
tor. Itis also interesting to note that only the real part of the anomalous couplings appear in
the overall factor. This actually corresponds to the absorptive part of the decay amplitude.
We now make a Lorentz transformation to the laboratory frame using the fadt that
and[;; are invariant, and the following transformations for the angles:

(1F B)(1 £ cos 653)

1+cosb+ = 19
o 1 —Bcost 7 (19)
. ; V1-p52 .
sin @+ €'+ = W (sin@7i™ cos 8™ cos 5™
—cos ™ sin 0™ + i sin 6™ sin ¢;i™) (20)
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wheref¢; - is the angle betweenand!/™ directions in the c.m. frame. There are similar
expressions for the angles @fand its decay products, which we do not give explicitly.
We will henceforth calculate everything in the cm frame. We will therefore drop the label
‘c.m.’ over the angles, it being understood that all variables are intlee c.m. frame.

Combining the production and decay density matrices in the narrow-width approxima-
tion for ¢, £, W+, W—, we get thelt andi~ distributions for the case af~, e with
polarizationP,, P; to be

do’i 3&4,6 E’l

dcosf;dEidcosdg; 1622 /s T;Tywmw

y <1+ Ref* 2m3y, > ( 1 B 4E, )
VT E/s(1=Bcosby)) \1—Bcosby  /s(1—5?)
x {A(1 — Bcosby) + B*(cos by — )
+ C’i(l — /3%) sin 8, sin 0;(cos 6 cos ¢; — sin f; cot @)
+ D*(1 - %) sin b, sin O sin ¢y } (21)

whereA, B, C'andD are quantities related to the production density matmiGesindp;;
for t andt respectively, by

A=piy+p——=prs +p-—, (22)
BY =piy—p-—, (23)
B™ =piy —p—, (24)
Ot =Rep, —Y>_, (25)
my sin 6,
- _ Vs
= N 2
¢ Rep mg sin @’ (26)
D+ =1 _ L 27
mp- my sin 0t ) ( )
D~ =Imp, _ L (28)
my sin 6,

The quantitiesd;, B;, C; and D; occurring in the above equations are functions of
the massess, the degrees of~ ande™ polarization {?.- and P,+), and the coupling
constants. They are listed in the appendix of [10].

In eq. (21),0+ ando— refer respectively té*+ andi~ distributions, with the same
notation for the kinematic variables of particles and antiparticles. Thus the polar
angle oft (or ), andE;, 8;, ¢, are the energy, polar angle and azimuthal angl&tof
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(ori7). All the angles are now in the cm frame, with theaxis chosen along the™
momentum, and the axis chosen in the plane containing the andt¢ directions.f,; is
the angle between theand!*+ directions (orf andl~ directions).s is thet (or £) velocity:
B = \/1—4m}/s. Also, we usef* and f~ to denotefor and for,, respectively. We
note that the only effect of the anomalous decay vertex is to multiply the differential cross-
section by an overall factor, which is dependent on the lepton energy and the decay angle
of the lepton with respect to the top direction.

We can now proceed in either of the two ways. If we are not interested in energy depen-
dence, we can integrate eq. (21) ot and then oveg,;, and finally ovekos 8;, as done
in ref. [10] to get thelo/d cos 6. In the intermediate steps, we would get angular distribu-
tions which contain dependence on the top-quark polar angle. We follow this procedure in
the next section. Alternatively, if we are interested in the double differential cross-section
d?0/(dE;d cos6;), we have to proceed somewhat differently. That procedure is outlined
in §4.

3. Angular distributions

We now proceed to obtain an expression for angular distributions as outlined earlier. We
start with eq. (21) and carry out thg integration. The limits of integration are
my 1 m? 1

LT S A L A —
Vs 1—pBcosy — b= Vs 1—[Bcosby

The integration is simple to carry out, and we get the result

(29)

do* _ 3atp 1
dcosf;dcosfdg;,  16x2,\/s [ Tywmw

1
(1 — Bcosby)®
x {A(1 — BcosBy) + BE(cosby — B)
+ C’i(l — BQ) sin 6 sin 6;(cos 6 cos ¢ — sin 6 cot 6;)
+ D*(1 — %) sin 6, sin 6; sin gbl} . (30)

4
x % (1=7)2 (1+ 2r — 6Ref=y/r)

As this equation shows, the effect of anomalehld couplingsf = on the distribution is
through an overall constant factbr+ 2r — 6Ref*/r. Any further integration will not
affect this factor. In fact, this is precisely the factor which enterg tired # total widths to
first order inf*:

2 3
a my

(1=7)°[(1 + 2r) — 6Ref2rv/T], (31)

Ft o 24.7;121] FWmW
with a similar expression for'z, with f»r replaced byf,r. Using the expression fdr;
from eg. (31) in (30), we get an expression which is identical to the one obtained with SM
couplings fort andt decay.

Thus, at least in the linear approximation scheme for anomalous decay couplings which
we are employing, anomalous couplings (CP conserving as well as CP violating) in the
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decay have no effect on the angular distributions. This holds for arbitrary longitudinal
polarizations ot ande~ beams and arbitrary anomaloutg andZt¢¢ couplings, whether

CP violating or CP conserving. It should be clarified that this result does not depend on a
linear approximation in the anomaloyst and Ztt couplings, for then the result would be
trivial. The result holds for arbitrary values of the quantitiesB, C, D parametrizing the
production density matrix. Thus these could include higher orders of dipole couplings, or
other anomalous couplings without affecting our result.

We can further do an integration owgr andcos 8; to obtain for the single differential
cross-section the same expression as with SM couplings farbilievertex. This ex-
pression was given in [10], and has subsequently been found to agree with the result of
Grzadkowski and Hioki by them [16]. However, in view of typographical errors in the
expression in [10], we give the correct form here:

1-52  1+8

do* 2 2
o _ 3ma 1g———> cos 6,

dcosf;  32s

6{4A0:F2A1< ﬂQ (¢] l—ﬁ ﬂ
1+8

1-p >
B3 IOg m(l — 3 cos 0[)
2

—@(1 — 3cos® 0, — B% + 2/3% cos? 01)>
1-5% /1 1+p
+ — -7 _
2B, 72 (ﬂ log 15 2> cos 0,
p*(p2=3, 148
3 5 *1-p
1-p5%2 /1-p52 1+4
+20F -
205 iz < 3 log =5 2> cos 0,
-p2(31-p%, 148
5 log —
B B 1-p
The quantitiesd;, B; andC; in the above equation are coefficients of powersmfd;,

as defined belowI}; do not appear in the above equation, but we define them here for
completeness):

+24, (

]__
+Bf

+ 6> (1 —3cos®6;)

_cx! 2(3 — 2,@2)> (1 — 3 cos? ol)} (32

A=Ay + A cosb; + A, cos? b, (33)
Bt = BOi + B cosb; + 32i cos? 0,, (34)
C* = CF + CF cosby, (35)
D* = DF + DT cosb;. (36)

The values of the coefficients are given in the appendix of [10], in the presence of CP-
violating electric and weak dipole moments. We only note here that contribution of CP-
even magnetic and weak magnetic dipole moments may easily be included in those expres-
sions using the helicity amplitudes given, e.g., by Ladinsky and Yuan in [2]. However, we
will not make use of these in this paper.
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4. Energy and angle double differential distributions

In order to obtain a distribution only in terms of lepton variables, we need to integrate
the expression in (21) for the differential cross-section @eef;. However, if we are
interested only in the lepton energy and polar angle distributions, and not in the azimuthal
angle of the the lepton, it is more convenient to proceed as follows. We first make a change
of variables frontos 6; and¢, to cos ;; anda, wherea is defined by

cosB; = cos By cos8; + sin by sin 6; cos . (37)
We then have

dcosf; d¢; = dcosby da, (38)
and the relations for the sine of the angle

sin 6 sin ¢; = sin By sin o, sin By cos ¢; = cos Oy sinh; — sinfy cosfycosa.  (39)

We can now integrate (21) ovarover the rang@ to 2« to get

do* . 3ralp E;
dEl dcl dCtl o 32\/§ sin 9%1, FtI‘WmW

+ +
X { [(Ao - %) + <A1 - %) ace + (Az - %) (0120%1 + %5125%1)}

(1-5%) 1
B (1= Beu)

1
+ [BS—L + Biciey + BE(clc}, + 58?8%,)]

1
+ [:FCOiclsfl + §C’1i(1 - 30,2)01”5%,} }

El\/g 2Refi m%,v
1- 1- 1 . 40
) [ mi ( Bcﬂ)] [ T En/s(l - Ben) (40)
In the above equation we have used the notation
¢y = cosby, sy =sinfy; ¢y = cosby, sy = sinby. (42)

Note that in the above equation, as well as in the following equatlonis given by eq.
(31) above, which includes the correction from the anomalous decay vertex.

Thec¢y integrals can be carried out analytically, the limits of integration depending on
the lepton energy. These may be written as

L<ey<U, (42)

whereL andU take different values in different energy ranges. They are given by

B 1 m? o 1/ miy
L—max<—1,E<I—El\/§>>,U—mm (1’6 (1 El\/§>> (43)
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For a given value of/s, this gives three possible ranges of energy, with distinct sets of
limits on¢y;. These ranges of energy are described in detail in [3].
The result of integration ovex; from L to U is given by

do* _ 3ralp E,
dE'l dcl - 32\/§ sin 0%‘, FtFWmW

+
X |:<A0— B70> X():*:Cl <A1 —%) X1

1 By 1 Bf
+ 5(3@2 — ].) <A2 — 72> X2 + §Sl2 <A2 — 72> Xé
1— ;2

1 1
3 (Bgt + §S%B;> Yo £ BiaY: + §B§(SC? - 1)Y2]

F (- #)CFaz - (1 - CE (3¢ - ). (44)

_+_

Here we have used

Xo = P - 1)+ 3QU* - 1)+ S, (45)
1 1 R
X = 5P = ) + 3QU° = 17) ~ 5 F, (46)

X, = %P(U3 ~ L)+ EQ(U4 -2 (F + %B(W - L2)> SN

/82
! 1 2 2 R
X2:P(U—L)+§Q(U _L)+§£’ (48)
1,1 U-L
o= gl gD I a —upy )
_ L on 1@ o E( v-L _l>
N=mgP By =g \a-ma—vp ~5°) ©0
1, 1 Q
Y, = —WP (F+ 5B(U2 - L2)> - ﬁ(U3 )
R 2 U-L
*@(U_L_E£+u—Lma—Um>’ G
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Zo= L p (U ~L+ %B(UZ - L — I;TB%)

Q _ _ 1 3 3
+B< U-D)+30U L)>

R (1)U - 1)
5 (‘QF“U‘L) - (1—LB)(1—U6)> :

1 ! 2 1 2 2 BQ 3 3
Zy = —P <(1—,8)F+§,8(U —L)+?(U —L)>

Q 1
-5 (0= 13- 50t - 1)
R B 2 1—f2 (1-p%)U-1L)
+E<—2F—§(U -L)+ 3 E‘(l—LB)(l—Uﬁ))
Also,
P:<1_El\2/§> 2T,
my
o=y
my
R myy, 2f*%
_El\/EW’
P’:P‘FQ/B:l_in\/F’
B 1 1-Lp
F—U—L_§1°g1—UB’
c=tos

We can use the above expression for the double differential cross-section to obtain CP-
violating asymmetries. For example, the difference in the differential cross-sections for

(52)

(53)

(54)

(55)

(56)

(57)

(58)

(59)

[T andl~ for a given value off; but for values ofcos 8, differing in sign is a CP-odd

guantity. The double differential cross-sections can easily be integrated to obtain analytic
expressions for certain angular asymmetries as a function of the lepton energy. We had
earlier proposed two asymmetries in the case where the lepton energy was completely

integrated over [10,11], viz. the charge asymmetry (with a cué~efh forward and back-

ward angles), and the sum of the forward-backward asymmetries (again with an angular

cut-off) for i+ and forl .

802 Pramana — J. Phys.Vol. 54, No. 6, June 2000



Anomalous top decay vertexdrfe™ — tt

We redefine these for the case when energy is not integrated over:

T—0p + _
/ i (ddEUdH - ddEUd0 )
Acn(Ey, o) = 22 il il

e dot do= \’
de; +
" dEdf, ~ dEd0,

/%d0 dot L _do” _/“—00d0 dot L _do”
0 \dEd6, ' dEdg;) J; ' \dEde, | dEdf,

m—bo dot do~
de, +
" dEdf,  dEd0,

The first of these, for the case when there is no angular cut-off, and with only CP-violation
in top production included, was discussed in [5,19] for unpolarized beams, and in [9,20]
for longitudinally polarized beams.

We will calculate these asymmetries as functions of the lepton energy.

We do not display the expressions for these asymmetries. The corresponding angular
integration is trivial, and the expressions lengthy.

In the next section we apply the above expressions to obtain numerical values for distri-
butions and asymmetries.

(60)

Ars(Er,600) = . (61)

5. Results and discussion

We will use expressions obtained in the previous sections to look at CP-violating asym-
metries arising from top edm, wdm, and frebiV vertex. The asymmetries would get a
contribution simultaneously from all these three sources. However, we have treated these
sources one at a time, with the understanding that contributions from these would get added
linearly in the asymmetries. In a given model, these contributions would occur in a fixed
linear combination. However, in a model-independent approach, methods have to be de-
vised to obtain the parameters simultaneously, independent of one another.

In our calculations in this section, we shall assume an LC operating at a cm energy of
500 GeV. We will assume a top-quark mass of 174 GeVagd= 0.23. We assume that
while one oft andf decays into a leptonic channel containing eithery., the other decays
hadronically intob and two jets. This means that all the earlier expressions for differential
cross-sections have to be multiplied by the product of the hadronic branching ratio 2/3 and
the leptonic branching ratio 2/9.

We have assumed that electron and positron beams are unpolarized, or fully longitu-
dinally polarized, with the electron and positron beam polarizations equal and opposite.
This may clearly not be possible in practice, since polarization of positron beams is more
difficult. However, this strong assumption is not necessary, since what appears in the ex-
pressions for asymmetries is only the effective polarization

P=(P.- — Pt)/(1— P,- Puv). (62)

Thus, for example, it is sufficient,- = —1 andP,+ = 0 for P to be—1 [21].
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The expressions for absolute (differential) cross-sections would depeRdsnvell as
onl — P,- P,+. In what follows, we will label polarizations b .

In figures 1, 2 and 3 we give three dimensional plots of the double differential cross-
sectiondo /(dE;de;) as a function of2; andc; in SM, for the beam polarizations &f,- =

P+=0,P.- =—P,+ =—-1landP,- =

—P,+ = +1, respectively. The plots shown are

for IT. The corresponding ones fbr are obtained simply by reflecting abayt= /2,
since CP is conserved in SM. In figures 4, 5 and 6 we plot, respectively/ fon, P = —1
and P = +1, the ratio of the CP-violating contribution to the differential cross-section
from only CP-violation in the decay to the SM value of the differential cross-section

Figure 1. The standard model double dif-
ferential cross-section as a function of en-
ergy E; and polar anglé; of the charged
leptonl™ (eitherp™ ore™) for unpolarized
beams. The bottom plane shows a few con-
tours of constant cross-section.

60 g0 -
100 120
6) (deg) 140 160 150

Figure 3. The standard model double dif-
ferential cross-section as in figure 1, but
for effective beam polarizatiorP,- =
—P,+ = +1. The bottom plane shows a
few contours of constant cross-section.

804

6; (deg)

Figure 2. The standard model double dif-
ferential cross-section as in figure 1, but for
beam polarization®,- = —P,+ = —1.
The bottom plane shows a few contours of
constant cross-section.

E (Gev)

Figure 4. The ratioR(E;,0;) of the CP-
violating part of the cross-section to the
SM cross-section defined in the text for
Refsr = —Refor, = 1072 with unpolar-
ized beams. A few contours of constdit
values are shown on the bottom plane.
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P=1

Figure 5. The ratioR(E;, 6;) of the CP-
violating part of the cross-section to the
SM cross-section defined in the text for
Refor = —Refor, = 1072 with effective
beam polarizationP = —1. A few con-
tours of constant values @t are shown on
the bottom plane.

RES 2 oo

Figure 6. The ratioR(E;,0;) of the CP-
violating part of the cross-section to the
SM cross-section defined in the text for
Refor = —Refar, = 1072 with effective
beam polarizationP = +1. A few con-
tours of constant values @t are shown on
the bottom plane.

dot do~
———(Ei,01) — (Ey,m—6;)
E, E,
R(E ) = B4 _dBida (63)
m(@ﬂz)

for Refor = —Refor, = 1072, In all the three-dimensional plots, figures 1-6, some
selected contours are shown on the bottom plane.

As noted earlier, in practice there has to be a cut-off;iin the forward and backward
directions. We shall mainly use a cut-6ff = 30°, though we have examined the variation
of our asymmetries with cut-off angle in what follows. To get an idea of the effect of cut-off
on event rates, we have plotted the energy dependence of the SM differential cross-section
for cut-off values oy = 30° andfy = 60° in the forward and backward directions in
figure 7, for the polarized and unpolarized cases.

In figure 8 we plot the lepton charge asymmetry, for two values of cut-off angles,
6y = 30° andfy = 60°, for the case of unpolarized™ ande™ beams. The dependence
of the asymmetry on lepton energy is shown assuming one source of CP-violation at a
time — the top electric dipole moment (edd) = (0.1)e/m; ~ 1077 e cm, a top weak
dipole moment (wdm) ofl? = e/m;, and top decay CP-violation (CPV) corresponding
to Refor = —Refor, = 0.1. For the last case, there is no significant change in going from
Ay = 30° toh, = 60°. Itis interesting to note that all asymmetries change sign for a lepton
energy of 50-60 GeV. As is evident, a value of 0.1 fof Re= —Ref»7, can produce the
same order of asymmetry as top edmi@f'” e cm, or top wdm oftl0~'% e cm.

It should be noted that, as seen from figure 7, the SM lepton energy distribution peaks at
an energy of about 40-50 GeV, and falls for low as well as high values of energy. Since itis
the SM differential cross-section which occurs in the denominator of the charge asymmetry
(and the forward—backward asymmetry discussed below), large values of the asymmetry
for low and high values of the lepton energy must be treated with caution. They can be of
order 1 simply because the SM cross-section in the denominator is small for those values
of energy.
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Figure 7. SM differential cross-section integrated oemith a cut-off6, in the for-
ward and backward directions. The curves are showffer 30° andf, = 60° and
for effective beam polarization8 = 0, —1, +1.
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Figure 8. The charge asymmetry.,, as function ofE; with two cut-off angles, for the
different sources of CP-violation, and unpolarizeq beams. The top edm is taken to be
(0.1)e/m, the wdm to bez/m,, andRefar = —Refor, = 0.1.

Figures 9, 10 and 11 show the charge asymmatyy for a cut-off of 8y = 30° for
the cases of nonzero edm, wdm, and decay CPV, respectively, each for effective beam
polarization ofP of 0, —1 and+1. It is clear that while charge asymmetries arising from
both edm and wdm are sensitive to polarization for low and high values of lepton energy,
Acn due to decay CPV is not very sensitivefo A., due to wdm even has opposite
signs forP = +1 and—1. This shows that the wdm contribution #o., may be easily
separated by using data for positive and negative valu€s @n the other hand4 ., due
to decay CPV may be separated by concentrating pr: 50 GeV, where the other two
asymmetries are close to zero and change sign.
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Figure 9. The charge asymmetuy.;, arising from the top edm as a function Bf for
o = 30° for three values of the effective e~ polarizationP. The top edm assumed

is (0.1)e/my.
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Figure 10. The charge asymmetny.,, arising from the top weak dipole moment as a
function of E; for #, = 30° for three values of the effective”e ™ polarizationP. The
top wdm assumed i@.1)e/m;.

Figure 12, which is the analogue of figure 8, shows the forward—backward asymmetry

(symmetrized over lepton chargesys. Itis seen from the figure that the edm contribution
dominates over the wdm contribution for equal valued paindd?, and in fact, it is very
nearly 10 times the wdm contribution, by accident. Unlikg,, there is no change of sign.

Arp due to decay CPV, on the other hand, changes sign twice. Now the asymmetries are

larger for a cut-off) = 30° rather than fo# = 60°, unlike in the case aofi ..
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Figure 11. The charge asymmetry, arising from the CP-violatingb\/" vertex as
a function ofE; for 6 = 30° for three values of the effective" e~ polarizationP.
Ref:r = —Ref2r, = 0.1 is assumed.
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Figure 12. The asymmetryrg as function ofE; with two cut-off angles, for the differ-
ent sources of CP-violation, for unpolarized beams. The top edm is taken as/m;,
andRefor = —Refor, = 0.1. The curve for a top wdm af/m; approximately coin-
cides with the curve for edm, and is not shown separately.

Looking at the polarization dependencesiafy in figures 13, 14 and 15 it is clear that
in all cases there is strong sensitivity o Again Apg due to wdm changes sign wifh,
whereas that due to edm does not. HoweMarg due to decay CPV also changes sign
with P for low as well as high values df;.

It is useful to get an idea of the sensitivity of a linear collider with an integrated lu-
minosity of 100 flo'! to the CP-violating parameters. The number of events expected
in an energy bin of 10 GeV centred aroufly ~ 40 GeV in the unpolarized case
would beN = 900, corresponding ta/N = 30. For a2o effect, the asymmetry then
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Figure 13. The asymmetryArp arising from the top electric dipole moment as a
function of E; for 8, = 30° for three values of the effective™ e~ polarizationP. The
top edm assumed &/m;.
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Figure 14. The asymmetryrg arising from the top weak dipole moment as a function
of E; for 6y = 30° for three values of the effective™ e~ polarizationP. The top edm
assumed i8/m;.

should be at lea$t.06. A charge asymmetry of this magnitude would correspond to edm

of about10~® e cm, or wdm of aboutt0 % e cm, or f* ~ 0.06. Combining data

from several bins and doing a likelihood analysis could easily improve this sensitivity to
f* ~ 10~2. Since the expectation from popular models like the minimal supersymmetric
standard model fof * is in this range, it would be interesting to look for the asymme-
tries we have discussed. A more detailed study of the statistical significance and possible
backgrounds would be worthwhile.
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Figure 15. The asymmetryigg arising from the CP-violatingh1W vertex as a function
of E; for §p = 30° for three values of the effective’e ™~ polarizationP. Ref:r =
—Refar, = 0.1 is assumed.

To summarize, after obtaining analytic expressions for angular distributions and energy-
angle double distributions including anomalous effects in production as well as decay,
we have studied the CP-violating asymmetrieg and Arg as functions of decay-lepton
energy and the initial beam polarization. Since anomalous effects in the decay do not
appear in the angular distributions where energy has been integrated over, these are not
useful for the study of CP-violation in decay. On the other hand, these are most useful for
the study of CP-violation in production, as discussed in [11].

To be able to get a handle on CP-violation in th8” vertex, we have compared the
E, and polarization dependence 4f, and Agg arising from the top-quark edm, wdm,
and decay CPV separately. We find interesting features like zeros and sign changes in the
asymmetries as a function of energy, which are different for the different sources of CP-
violation. In general there is strong dependence on effective beam polariZatimch
not only enhances the asymmetry in most cases, but might also help in discrimination
amongst the various sources of CP-violation. We have not studied in detail the procedure
for discriminating, but have indicated significant features which might be used. A detailed
study of various sensitivities would be useful.

We end with a few comments.

The CP-violating asymmetries we have considered are simple in principle as also
straightfoward to implement from the experimental point of view, as they do not require the
determination of the top-quark direction or momentum. It is possible to use correlations of
optimal observables, which would maximize the statistical sensitivity [7], at the expense
of simplicity.

Note that the asymmetries we have chosen are odd under CP, but even under ‘naive’
time reversal'y, i.e., sign reversal of spins and momenta, without an interchange of initial
and final states. The CPT theorem therefore implies that they should necessarily come
from the absorptive part of the amplitude [23]. As noted earlier, only the absorptive part
of thetbW vertex contributes to the differential cross-sections. It follows that had a CP-
odd asymmetry which was odd undBx been chosen, it could not have depended on
CP-violation in decay.
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In the above, we have taken into account the practical requirement of imposing a cut on
the angle of the detected lepton with respect to the beam axis. A similar practical constraint
might be necessary for the lepton energy. The detection of a charged lepton will require it
to have a minimum energy. However, for a cm energy of 500 GeV, the minimum lepton
energy allowed kinematically is about 7.5 GeV. Thus, if the cut needed for detection is not
required to be below about 7.5 GeV, our results can be used as such. If, however, a cut is to
be larger, this cut may itself introduce a dependencgmwf the polar angle distribution,
which was found to be absent when the full range of energy is integrated over, as in eq.
(32). This would need further study. However, it can be seen that this question can be
easily handled by doing an analytic integration over the appropriate energy region using
our expressions.

After the completion of this work, the paper of Boetsal [24] was listed in the Los
Alamos archive, which discusses asymmetries due to anomnaldusertex. They do not
discuss explicitly CP-violating asymmetries which have been described in this paper.
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