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points and still give the reader a com plete, coherent overview . For m ore details the reader is
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1 O verview

T he discovery of the top quark at Fem ilab’s p p collider Tevatron in 1995 by the
CDF and D collaborations M) suggested the direct experin ental con m ation
of the threegeneration structure ofthe Standard M odel (SM ) and opened up the
new eld oftop quark physics. Several properties ofthe top quark were studied at
the Tevatron during ts rstrun. T hese ncludem easurem ent oftt pairproduction
cross section M) and kinem aticalproperties WA M), top m ass W), tests
ofthe SM via studies of W helicity in top decays M) and spin correlations in tt
production ), searches or electrow eak production of single top quarks [Il,IH)
and for exotic decays of top such as charged H iggs ), and avorchanging
neutral currents ), etc. P recision of m ost of these m easurem ents are I1im ited
by statistical uncertainties because of the sn all size of the data sam ples collected

so far at the Tevatron Run 1). Run 2, currently underway, w ill Increase the
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statistics by approxin ately two orders of m agnitude whilk the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC) and w illbe a true top factory, producing tens of m illions of top
quarks every year (see Tabkell). Thenexte" e Linear Collider (L.C) would also
have su cient energy to produce top quarks, and be ideally suited to precision
studies of m any top quark properties.

T hem ost striking cbserved feature that setsthe top quark apart from the other
quarks is its very large m ass. W eighing in at 1743 51 Ge&V ), i is about
35 tin es heavier than the next heaviest quark, bottom (), and is the heaviest
elem entary particle known. The top quark, W and H iggs boson all contribute
to radiative term s in theoretical calculations ofm any observables that have been
m easured w ith good precision by LEP, SLC and low -energy neutrino scattering
experin ents. Hence, precision m easurem ent ofm+ and M 3y constrain the m ass
ofthe SM H iggs boson, as shown in Fig.H.

T he vast swath of phase space availabl to the decay of such a heavy quark
gives it an extram ely short lifetin e, about 4 10 2° s in the SM , O (10) tines
shorter than the characteristic hadronization tine ofQCD, paq 28 102 s.
A s a resul, the decay of top quarks o ers a unique w indow on the properties of
a bare quark free from the longrange e ectsofQCD, such as con nem ent.

T he large m ass of the top quark takes on even greater signi cance In various
extensions of the SM as particke spectra and avor-orm assdependent couplings
beyond the SM are contem plated: m ost such particles are experin entally con—
strained to be heavier than allother known ferm ions, but som em ay yet be lighter
than the top quark and can appear on-shell in its decays. T he top quark m ass is
also very close to the energy scale of E lectroweak Symm etry Breaking EW SB).

Indeed, is Yukawa coupling is curiously close to 1. This raises the possbiliy
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that perhaps there ism ore to it than itsm ass being generated by the SM H iggs

m echanism In the sam e way as postulated w ith other ferm ions.

1.1 T heoretical persoective

In the SM , the top quark is de ned as the weak isospin partner of the bottom
quark. As such, it isa spjn% ferm ion of electric charge +§ and transfom s as
a oolor antitriplet under the SU (3) gauge group of strong interactions. None
of these quantum num bers have yet been directly m easured, although a large
am ount of indirect evidence supports the SM assignm ents. P recision m easure—
mentsoftheZ ! Ibpartialw idth and forward-backward asymm etry at LEP [0,
of B °B " m ixing, and lim itson FCNC decays of B m esons require the existence of
aparticle w ith T3 = %,Q = % and m assnear 170 G €V, consistent w ith the direct
m easurem ents by the Tevatron experin ents (). The Tevatron tt production
cross section m easurem ents are also consistent w ith theoretical calculations for a
particle w ith these attrbutes. W hile Tevatron Run 2 w illm ake m ore stringent
tests, wellenough to rem ove any doubt that this is not the SM top quark, direct
m easurem ent of som e of the top quark quantum num bersw illbe possible only at
the LHC and a L.C.

T hem ost pressing challenge In particle theory isto explain the dynam icsbehind
m ass generation, which has two aspects: EW SB, whereby the W and Z bosons
acquire m ass; and avor symm etry breaking (SB), which splits the fermnm ions
into generations hierarchically arranged in m ass. The SM accom m odates both
by postulating a fundam ental scalar eld, the H iggs. But this does not satis-
factorily explain the dynam ics, and the H iggs sector runs Into problem s at high

energy scales. O ne wellstudied new physics explanation for this is technicolor
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(TC), which postulates a new strong gauge interaction at the TeV scale. The
top quark often plays a central roke in this class ofm odels. A nother possibility is
supersymm etry (SUSY ), a new global spacetin e symm etry. Them Inin al SU SY

model M SSM ) assigns a bosonic (ferm ionic) superpartner to every ferm ion (oo—
son) in the SM , and predicts that the lightest superferm ion (sferm ion) m asses
are close to that of their SM partners. T he large top quark m ass usually plays a
centralEW SB role here as well. D irect searches at LEP and Tevatron have set
lower lin its on the m asses of various SU SY particles ). A 1l of these are well
above m , but there is still enough room for SUSY decays of the top quark. A

num ber of other theories postulate exotic particles and interactions ornew space—
tin e din ensions for di erent reasons, offen coan ological. In m any of these, the

large m ass of the top quark m akes it a lkely connection to new physics.

12 The Experim entalarena

121 Producing top

The only facilities w here particles as m assive as the top quark can be produced
at reasonabl rates and studied e ectively are symm etric high-energy particle
colliders, ie. where the center-ofm ass fram e coincides w ith the laboratory fram e.
To date, only the 1.8 TeV incamation of the Tevatron had su cient energy to
produce top quarks. The data ocollected during its Run 1 am ounted to 600
tt pair events In each of the detector experiments CDF and D . Only a anall
fraction ofthese passed the stringent selection criteria in posed at the trigger level
to suppress enom ous Q CD backgrounds. Thiswas su cient, however, to clain

discovery oftop and m ake som e initialm easurem ents of its properties, principally

m ass. The current Run 2, w ith upgraded accelerator and detectors, w ill result
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iIn perhaps a 100-©d increase In tt event yield by 2008. Thiswill allow a m ore
detailed exam ination oftop, su cintto con m itsSM character, by drastically
In proving the Run 1 m easurem ents and m aking possible new ones.

Scheduled to start data collection in 2007, the 14 TeV pp Large H adron C ollider
(LHC) isexpected to deliver nearly eight m illion top pair events to each ofitstwo
experim ents, ATLAS and CM S, in the 1rst year alone. T he rate w ill increase by
up to a factor of 10 in subsequent years. Even w ith a m odest rate of acosptance,
m any rare processes involving the top quark w illbecom e accessble.

Beyond the LHC, them ost likely next collider would be a 500-1000 GeV e' e
Iinear collider. W hile the tt cross section would be tiny com pared to that at
the LHC or even Tevatron, the Integrated lum inosity would be large enough to
produce at least half a m illion top pair events in about ve years of running.
M oreover, there are two m ain advantages to such a m achine for precision studies.
F irst, tt production isan EW process. T heoretical calculations are known tom uch
higher precision in this case, and the absence of enom ous Q CD backgrounds in
experin ent would yield extram ely high purity sam ples and nearly fully e cient
event collection. Second, because the center-ofm ass energy ofthe colliding beam s
is exactly known, top quarks could be reconstructed m uch m ore precisely. Vari-
ablktuning ofthebeam energy would allow forproduction threshold scans, giving
acoess to superprecision m easurem ents of m ass and w idth. C ontrol over beam
polarization would provide exceptionally detailed couplings determ inations. In
short, a LC would be an idealm achine for precision top quark physics. H ow ever,
them ain ocushere is on recent or approved experin ents, ie., the hadron collid—
ers Tevatron and LHC .W e expect a future AnnualReview articlk to concentrate

on LC top physics once such a facility is approved. Tablll sum m arizes som e key
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param eters for the colliders m entioned above.

122 D etecting top

A top quark’s production and decay vertices are separated by O (10 '°) m , which
exceeds the spatial resolution of any detector by m any orders of m agnitude. D e~
tection of a top quark therefore prooeeds through identi cation and reconstruc-
tion of its daughter particles. Fortunately, the large top m ass dictates it is not
produced highly relativistically. Consequently, its m uch lighter decay products
have good angular separations and high m om enta in the laboratory fram e. M ost
end up in the central region of the detector, w ith pr, the m om entum com ponent
perpendicular to the beam line exceeding 20 Ge&V in m agnitude .

Top decay products span the entire spectrum of quarks and lptons. W ithin
the SM , the top quark decays aln ost exclusively into W b. TheW decays aln ost
Instantaneously (lifetim e 3 10%° s) either ¥kptonically into a kpton-neutrino
pair: B@W ! Y.) = %, (= e; ; wih equal probabilities) or hadronically
Into a quark-antiquark pairt B W ! o g) = %, @ @) = ud);c(s) wih equal
probabilities). Hadronic nalstatesm anifest them selves as a show er of particles,
called a gt. IftheW decays kptonically, then the charged lpton can be identi ed
w ith relative ease, being an exception, while neutrinos escape direct detection.
A graphical representation of the various SM branching fractions of top pairs is
shown in Fig.l. Nom ally in the experin ental context of hadron colliders, only
e; are referred to as ¥ptons, shce nal states behave so di erently.

This large and com plex set of nalstate permm utations has signi cant in plica—

T ransversem om entum ,Br , In pliesm om entum m easurem ent w ith a m agnetized tracker (eg.
for electrons and m uons) whilke transverse energy, E'r , In plies calorim eter energy m easurem ent

(eg. for gts). T he two have the sam e physical interpretation, but di erent resolutions.
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tions for data collection. A though a m ultilayered hardw are and softw are trigger—
ing system is carefully designed to retain asm any of the m ost interesting events
as possible, and the detector is aln ost hemn etic, som e fraction of top events w ill
be lost depending on the decay m ode and distribution, as well as the priorities
of the experim ental program . A brief acocount of the m a pr issues for particles

entering the detector is in order:

E kctrons are recognized w ith about 90% e ciency by their short Interaction
length lading to a com pact shower in the calorin eter and an associated

track ofm atchingm om entum in the centraltracking volum e ofthe detector.

M uons are highly penetrating particles that are distinguished by their
m inin um —onizing trailall the way through being the only particles to reach
the outem ost detector layers, w ith about 90% e ciency.

N eutrinos escape direct detection because of their tiny weak interaction.
Since the beam -axis com ponent of net event m om entum varies over a w ide
range at a hadron collider, only the transverse com ponent of invisible par-
ticles’ totalm om enta, g & ), can be inferred in any given event. Sin —
plistically, it is the negative vector sum of ocbserved particles’ transverse
mom enta. The E’T resolution depends strongly on the content and topol-
ogy of an event.

D etection of b quarks is particularly in portant in selection of top event
candidates since m ost Q CD events don’t contain them , so their identi ca—
tion reduces backgrounds considerably. A b inm ediately hadronizes, but
typically travels about half a m illin eter from the prin ary interaction ver-
tex before decaying into a gt containing m ultipl charged particlkes. Such

a displaced decay vertex can be isolated using a good vertex detector by
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extrapolating the tradks associated w ith the gt to a comm on origin (sec—
ondary vertex tagging) . Jets initiated by gluons and lighter quarks (except
som etin es c) are rarely associated w ith a secondary vertex. A dditionally,
about 20% ofthe tin e a b £t contains a pton which typically hasa lower
m om entum than a prom pt kpton from a W decay. Thiso ers an alema-
tive m eans for tagging a b quark £t (soft kpton tagging). O verall, b quarks

can be denti ed about 60% ofthe tin e.

Tau kptons decay lptonically 36% ofthe tin e and hadronically 64% . T he
Jeptonic decays result (in addition to two neutrinos) in an electron or a
m uon that are typically softerthan those from W decays. A part from a very
an all In pact param eter that is di cult to measure, W ! !
(Y= e; ) decays cannot really be singled out from W ! ' . In top events,
and are autom atically acoounted for in them easurem entsw ith electron and
muon nalstates. The hadronic m odes need special consideration : 76%
of these yield a single charged daughter (l-prong) and 24% yield 3 (3-
prong). Good pattem-recognition algorithm s can exploit the low charge
m ultiplicity and characteristic features of the associated narrow shower in
the calorim eter to separate hadronic  decays from the copiousQ CD back—
ground. T he associated neutrino carries away a signi cant fraction ofthe
m om entum , m aking is estin ation dependent on the distrdbution of other
ob fcts in the event. O verall, the identi cation e ciency of hadronic tau

decays is about 50% .
Jets Initiated by glions and lighter quarks have nearly fiill detection e —
ciency, although establishing their partonic identiy on an eventby-event

basis is not possbl as they hadronize into overlapping states. Subtle dif-
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ferences in pro lesofgluon and quark gtsmy be discemible on a statistical
basis. If so, it would be very usefulto top quark studies since all gts from
top decays are quark Initiated (discounting nalstate radiation), whilk gts
In the Q CD background are predom inantly gluon-initiated. T hispossibility
requires further studies in the context ofhadron colliders. Jets arising from
glions and lighter quarks willbe m isidenti ed as a b( ) at a rate of only
about 1/200. They fake an electron or muon even m ore rarely, at about

the 1/2000 level

Top quark decays are no less varied in scenarios beyond the SM . T herefore,
denti cation of all of these obfcts as well as accurate and precise m easurem ent
of theirm om enta are key to studies of the top quark. D etailed description of the
detector design and perform ance speci cations are available elsew herel 1,000 .

D etailed com parisons of the experim ental m easuram ents of the nature of top
quark production (cross section and kinem atics), decay (partialw idths, angular
correlations am ong decay products, and so on), and other properties (m ass, dis—
crete quantum num bers, etc.), with those theoretically predicted are im portant
probes fornew physics. It isa challenge for theorists and experim entalists alike to
perform calculations and m easurem ents at the highest possible level of precision .
For readers interested In greater detail, esgpecially from an experin enter’s point
of view , we strongly recom m end two excellent articles: Refs. () for top quark
physics at the Tevatron, and Ref. []) for that at the LHC . E arlier accounts of

the discovery of the top quark can be found in Refs. [0,0) .
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2 Top Quark P roduction

At hadron colliders two distinct SM production m echanisn s are possible: dom —
nant tt pair production, via the strong interaction; and single-top production
via the electroweak (EW ) Interaction. A s we shall see, detailed com parison be-
tween experin ental m easuram ents of physical observables related to top quark

production, and SM predictions, is an in portant probe for new physics.

2.1 Pair production

In the SM , tt pairs are produced via quark-antiquark (qqg) anihilation and glion
fusion . F igurel show s the corresponding leading order (L.O ) Feynm an diagram s.

The total tree Jlevel Bom approxin ation) tt cross section at hadron colliders
is a convolution of the parton distrbution functions DFs) for the incom ng
(anti)protons and the cross section for the partonic processes qg;gg ! t:

X %1 2
(sim¢) = dx;  dxp ik §)Filk5i 2) N me s(2); @)

ij O 0
where i;j are the possble com binations of ilncom ing gluon or quark-antiquark
pairs and f (x; %) are the PDF's, evaluated at som e factorization scale ¢ corre-
sponding to a scale in the problem , such asm +, and a value x w hich isthe fraction
of ncom Ing (anti)proton energy that the parton carries. T he partonic subprocess
cross sections, Integrated over phase space, are functions of the center-ofm ass
energy P g, the top quark massm ¢, and the QCD strong coupling constant ¢
evaluated at a renom alization scale ., also typically taken to be one relevant to
the process, eg. m ¢, but i doesnot have to bethe sam eas . At higher orders,

the partonic cross section also dependson  ¢; r: "i38iMme; £7 r; s 2)).

At the Tevatron, tt production occurs close to, but not quite at threshold. T he
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maxinum ofd =d$occursaround 3/2 the threshold value, and the average speed
of the top quarks is about 05. If for threshold we set % = Xy, from

8= X;X4s we cbtain xXur —?én—gt . In Tevatron Run 1, Xy 02, where the quark
distribution functions are considerably lJarger than that fortheglion, gg(@g) ! t
acoounted for 90% (10% ) ofthe cross section 2. In Run 2,p s= 20 TeV,thetotal
cross section is about 40% larger, with 85% (15% ) com Ing from an initial g g(gg)
pair. At the LHC the situation is reversed: Xinr 0025, a regin e where gluons
dom inate, so the g q(gg) contrdbutions are about 10% (90% ). Tabldll sum m arizes
the tt cross sections at the Tevatron, LHC and a LC, com pared to other in portant

0'% collisions produces top quark

SM processes. At the Tevatron, roughly one in 1
pairs. In Run 1 the average production ratewas 5 10 Hz, expected to reach
7 16 Hz .n Run 2. In com parison, the rate w illbe about 10 H z at the LHC,

a true \top factory".
T heuncertainty in Tt“to athadron colliders is large, 50% . T heprin ary source
centers around the scale choices ¢ and ., and theire ectson g.Furthem ore,
s is relatively large, so additional termm s In the perturbative expansion for the
cross section can be signi cant. These issues can be addressed by calculating
the cross section at next-to-leading order (NLO ) iIn perturbation theory, which
we discuss in the next section. A dditional, sm aller sources of uncertainty are
the PDFs and the precise values ofm ¢ and M 22). At the Tevatron the cross
Section sensitivity due to PDF s is an allm ainly because the process is driven by

the wellm easured quark distrdbbutions. This isnot the case at the LHC , where a

10% uncertainty in 4 comes from the PDF for the dom inant gg com ponent.

“For the partonic cross sections, ¢y > qq, but parton densities are the dom inant e ect.
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211 Higher order corrections and theoretical uncertainties

At LO the tt cross section is usually evaluated or ¢ = = m¢, asmy is
the only relevant scale in the problem (one could also argue for 2m + for 4, but

r= ¢ isthem ore comm on choice). Since this ismuch larger than the scalke of
QCD con nement, gcp 200 M &V, the calculation can be trusted to behave
perturbatively. But what does the scale choice signify? A fter all, both PDFs
and M ZZ) are data extracted from experin entally m easured cross sections.
H ow ever, they are based on processesvery di erent from thosewew ish to consider
at hadron colliders. W e have to ket ¢ run and the PDF s evolve from the scales
relevant In extraction to the scales relevant for application. T he calculation ofthe
process under consideration is separated into two parts: the perturbative hard
scattering (here, gg;gg ! t), and the perturbatively resumm ed PDF evolution
w hich uses non-perturbative input. To this end, the scales ,; ¢ are introduced
to separate the perturbative and non-perturbative parts of the calculation.

By construction, physical cbservables in a renom alizeable eld theory do not
depend on a scale. But this is true only to all orders in perturbation theory,
which is mpossbl to calculate. At xed order, the scale independence is not
realized. H igher orders help restore this, ram oving bit by bit the scale dependence
we arti cially introduced. Varying the scale at a given order gives one an idea of
the residual calculational uncertainty.

In a higherorder calculation, all diagram s that contain the sam e order in the
relevant coupling must be ncluded. Here, this is . Thus, the fullO ( 3) NLO
calculation [7]) Includes both real parton em ission and virtual (loop diagram )
corrections, even though the di erent parts do not contain the sam e num ber or

even type of nal state particles. The NLO corrections Increase by about
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30% , w ith the uncertainty from varying the scale choice reduced to about 12% .
An inportant point to note is that the order of the hard scattering process
evaluated must m atch that of the PDF set used. At each higher order in g,
there are strong cancellations between term s in the PDF evolution and in the
hard scattering real em ission, which com e from the arti cial dependence on ¢
Introduced by factorizing the problem in the rstplace. For NLO calculations,
NLO PDFsmustbeused; or LO calculations such asparton showerM onte C arlo
M C),LO PDFsmustbeused. Noncom pliance can introduce large errors.
TheNLO calculation of  experdences large logarithm s s log2 , Where
is som e de nition of the threshold dependence (which can vary at NLO ), arising
from realem ission ofa softglion.As ! 0atthreshold, the calculation becom es
unstable. Fortunately, real radiation there is restricted by phase space, so soft
gluons approxin ately exponentiate: an ( g Jog2 ) term appears at all orders in
perturbation theory, w th a coe cient at each order ofn% from perm utations over
identical gluons, resulting in a serdes that is sin ply an exponential containing
slog . Calculating it is called resumm ing the large logs. This behavior is a
direct consequence of soft glion em ission n Q CD factorizing both in the m atrix
elem ent and in phase space. A kading-log (LL) resumm ation takes care of the
(s log2 ) series, a next-+toJeadingJdog (NLL) resumm ation the ( s ( s :Iog2 "
series, and so on. This is an overly sim plistic picture, but gives one an idea of
what resum m ation calculations address.
A coording to one recent NLO+NLL com plte resum m ation calculation (),
with PDF-updated results for the LHC In Sec. 2 of Ref. [I]), resumm ation
e ects are at the O (5% ) level for both the Tevatron and LHC . Resuks are

« = 506(6:97) pb for pp collisions atp§ = 18(@2:0) TeV and 825 pb for pp
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collisions at 14 TeV, where the uncertainties are from scale vardiation. Another
6% contrbution com es from PDFsand .

A nother recent Tevatron-only study () isapartialNNLO + NN LL calculation,
w here they expand the exponentialexpression to the wstthreepowersofthe large
logsat O ( 5) and O ( g) .Thisstudy ndsa5 20% uncertainty depending on
the tt kinem atics considered, and averages the resuls to construct totalestin ates
of +(1BTeV)=58 04 Olpband0TeV)= 80 06 0:1 pb,wherethe

rst uncertainty is due to kinem atics and the second is from scale uncertainty.

The Tevatron results of Refs. [11],l11) are not necessarily contradictory, since
they use di erent m ethods that selectively incorporate di erent higherorder
termm s. For uncertainties at the LHC, the relation is ) — SmLtt,i.e.,jf
1 GeV in my is achievable, then the cross section should be known to about
3% experin entally. This makes inprovements n  }"° desireable, although a
com plete NN LO calculation isnot likely to be com pleted soon. At the very least,
it would be usefiilto have an In proved understanding of PDF's, such as a m ore
sophisticated PD F -uncertainty analysis.

Besides the soft gluon e ects, Coulomb e ects may enhance or deplete the
cross section near threshold. However, these are found to be negligbly snall
for tt production at both the Tevatron and LHC [I), much gn aller than the
Inherent uncertainty in the NLO + NLL calculations. T he sam e holdstrue forEW

corrections, found tobe  0:97% to  1:74% of ;° r60< My < 1000Gev ).

212 Experin entalm easuram ents: cross-sections, kinem atics

W e now tum to the question ofhow to m easure experin entally the tt production

cross section and how accurate these m easurem ents are expected to be.
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W ihin the SM , the top quark decays alm ost exclusively into a W boson and
a b quark. The channels and branching fractions for tt decays can be readily
derived from those or W decays given in Sec. . B ecause of the unigueness
of their experin ental detection, channels nvolving  leptons are usually treated
separately. In the context of cb et identi cation in the detector, unless noted
otherw ise, a \lepton" nom ally refersto e or . Thus, thett nalstate is catego—
rized as \dilkpton" (pranching fraction = 5% ), \singleJepton (plus Ets)" (30% )
and \althadronic" (44% ) depending on w hetherboth, only one, or neither of the
two W bosonsdecay kptonically Into an electron or a m uon and the correspond-—
ing neutrino Eig.M). The ram aining 21% involves leptons: 6% for\ -dilepton"

e , p ) and 15% for + Jts.

M odeling ttproduction

A ccurate sin ulation of collision events is critical to the understanding of how
to derive reliable physicsm easurem ents from the detector data. E xperin entalists
use M C generators such aspythia ), herw ig ) orisajet () tom odeltt
production in hadron ocollisions. T hese include approxin ate treatm ents ofhigher
order perturbative e ects (nitialand nalstate gluon radiation), hadronization
ofthe nalstate partons, underlying event, and secondary particle decays. T hey
begin by using an exact m atrix elem ent calculation QCD or EW ) of the hard
scattering process, such as gq ! t, then simulate the em ission of additional
partons from the incom ing and outgoing partons in the hard process. T his isdone
w ith a parton shower algorithm evolving the em itted parton energies dow nw ards
to a cuto point, where hadronization takes over.

A more detailed description of these M C program s can be found eg. In

Ref. ). The events these generators produce are then combined wih the
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sin ulation of the detectors’ response to the nal state particles. E vent selection
cuts can then be studied to understand how best to optin ize the signal acosp—
tance whilk reducing backgrounds from other physics processes that can fake a
t signature.

There are \an all" discrepancies between som e of the predictions n these M C
program s. For exam ple, pythia and herw ig di er In the am ount of gluon radi-
ation that they introduce [,00). Tests com paring distributions from the M C
predictions to the NLO calculations can be found eg. in Ref. 1) which con-
clides that in the lowpr region herw ig m ore closely approxin ates the NLO
calculations.

Tt is clear that as larger tt datasets are gathered by the experim ents, m ore
detailed com parisons between data and M C predictions w ill be feasbl and a
positive feedback loop will be established. This will lead to im proved under—
standing of m echanism s behind the m ore subtle aspects of tt production. A ccu—
rate m odeling w ill be critical In detecting any possible deviation from the SM

predictions.

E vent selection and backgrounds

Tt is in portant to understand how the rare tt events are selected from the ood
of other events generated in hadron collisions, and how they are separated from
backgrounds that pass the sam e selection criteria. W e discuss the experin ents
at the Tevatron and then point out the di erences, if any, forthe LHC .

A swould be expected In the decay of a m assive, slow -m oving particlke ( 1)
Into alm ost m asskess ones, the nal state particles In top decay typically carry

large transverse m om entum in the lab frame (r > 15 20 G&V), and often go
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into the m ore central part of the detector (j j<  2:5)° T herefore, regardless
of channel, the rst experin ental criteria for detecting top events is requiring
high pr for all decay products T his requirem ent goes a long way In suppress—
ing backgrounds, esgpecially processes w ith gts from Q CD radiation, which have
an exponentially falling E spectrum , and processes in which B} is an artifact
of instrum ental In precision, not the escape of real, high-pr neutrinos. O ther
topological cuts, such as requiring that the kptons and E; are isolated from
Bt activity and m ore global event variables such as scalar E1 H ¢, the scalar
sum ofE ofall cbserved ob fcts), sphericity and aplanarity ¢ help enhance the
signakto-background ratio (S :B ). The latter two are variables calculated from
the eigenvalues of the nom alized m om entum tensor. Aplanarity A , proportional
to the am allest of the 3 eigenvalues, m easures the relative activity perpendicular
to the plane of m axim um activity. Sphericity S, proportional to the sum of the
two an aller eigenvalues, m easures the relative activity in the plane of m inin um
activity. Top quark events typically have larger values ofH 1, S, A . Finally, the
btagging requirem ent elim inatesm ost non-top Q CD contam ination ofthe signal,
about a 100-fold reduction, com pared to 75% ofthe top events yielding at least
one tagged b—gts °. Taggihg heavy— avor fts w ith soft kptons helps disentangle
system atic uncertainties of the Q CD heavy— avor content.

Rem aining backgrounds In the althadronic channel arise m ainly from QCD
m ulti-et production, n which btags from realheavy— avor quarks (m ostly b, but
also som e ¢) or from fakes (glions or light quarks) are present. The S :B ranges

from 15 to 1:1 depending on details of the selection. In the single—lepton channel

3= %% is called the pseudorapidity, which form assless particles is = In tanE
‘De ned eg. in Ref. ).

SThee ciencies of Sec. [l have to bem oderated by the ducialacceptance of the detector.
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the m ost copious badckground is from W + ts events, before b-tagging, and from
W +heavy— avorafter. The S :B afterbtagging istypically between 1: and 411,
again depending on the exact criteria. For dileptons, S :B 1 :2, even without

+ and D rellY an

btagging, w ith backgroundscom ingm ainly from W W ,Z !
production, allw ith additional gts from Q CD radiation. T he background in this
case becom es negligble if the requirem ent ofbtagging is added. T his isbecause
these backgrounds are alleither EW suppressed, or arise only from several an all
branching fractions successively. Including branching fractions and e ciencies of
the full chain of selection criteria, only a f&w percent of the tt events produced in
the collisionsm ake i to the nalsampl. In Run 1 an estin ated 5% made i to
the althadronic candidate pool, about 5% to the singleJlepton, and only about
1% to the dikpton pool.

An excess of about 10 dilepton events over an expected background of 4 events
was observed In the combined data sampls of CDF and D . Some of thes
candidates have been suggested as having unusualkinem atics [7); Run 2 should
resolve this question. In the singleJdepton channel, wih [ ithout] b-tags, an
excess ofabout 60 [L0] eventsw as observed over an expected background ofabout
40 O]. In the allk=gt channelD [CDF ] ocbserved an excess of 16 @3] events over
a background of about 25 [L44].

At the LHC, very pure signals should be obtained in the dilepton and sihgle—
Jepton channels. For 10 b !, with sin ilar selection criteria as those used at the
Tevatron, about 60,000 b-tagged dilkpton events are expected, wih a S :B
50 ). In the singlkelepton channel, this will be close to one m illion b-tagged
events. Since the cross section orQCD W + Ets grow sm ore slow Iy w ith collision

energy than doestt, S :B 20 should be possibl. However, extracting such
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a clean signal on the all-gts channel out of overw helm Ing Q CD background is
not deam ed feasble. O ngoing studies selecting on m ore sophisticated kinem atical
variables and using m ultivariate discrin lnants show a paltry S :B 1:6.
Figure ll show s the tt cross section results individually from CDF and D

in Run 1 for the di erent decay channels, and the combined resuls [l). The
m easuraem ents, w ithin their 30% uncertainties (dom Inated by the statistical
com ponent), are consistent w th SM predictions. In Run 2, a precision of 10% is
believed achievable w ith only 1 b ! of data. M any other factors w ill then lin it
the m easurem ent, m ostly from calculation of the total acosptance (lepton and b—
tagging e clencies, event generator system atics, gt energy scale and lum nosiy
m easurem ent uncertainty, am ongst others). P rospects for reducing these various

com ponents are addressed as needed in Sec.l.

2.2 Singk top production

Single top quark production cannot occur in  avor-conserving Q CD , so it probes
the charged-current weak interaction connecting top to the down-type quarks,
w ith am plitudes proportional to the CKM m atrix elem ent Viy (@= d;js;b). This
interaction has a vector m inus axialwvector V A) structure because only the
left-chiral com ponent of ferm ionsparticipate In the SU (2) gauge interaction. A 1so
due to the weak interaction, single top quarks are produced w ith nearly 100%
polarization, which serves as a test ofthe V A structure.

Figure Ml show s the three di erent ways a hadron collision can produce top
quarks singly. The processgqg ! b via a virtual s-channelW boson probes the
top quark with a tinelke W boson, ¢ > ¢+ m)?, while the W ~gluon fiision

(t-channel) processes nvolre a spacelike W boson, ¢ < 0. These production
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m echanisn s are thus com plm entary, as they probe the charged-current interac—
tion, in di erent ¢ regions. In the third process, associated-production, the W is
real and produced In association w ith the top quark.

T he cross sections or all three processes are proportional to ¥y § . T herefore,
m easuring the single top quark production cross section provides a direct probe
of ¥y jand the weak W vertex in general we discuss Vg, in detail in Sec.ll) .
Each process can be a ected by new physics In a di erent way. It is therefore
In portant to cbserve and study each process separately, to the extent allowed by
the overlap of the signatures. Studies show that the s—and t-channels should be
observed at the Tevatron in Run 2 w ith a sn alldata sampl ofonly a faw H *.
T he associated production process, however, is snaller in the SM and will be
cbserved only at the LHC . A s we shall see, the observation of single top is even
m ore challenging than tt. Not only are the cross sections an aller, but the nal
state signatures su er from larger background due to the less distinctive topology
of fewer high-pr ts, kptons, b-quarks, and ¥

Tt is nteresting to note that pp ! b ! W Wb isa signi cant badckground to
the SM Higgs search channelpp ! WYH ;H ! Ib. Top quarks, produced either
singly or in pairs, w ill generally be a background to a host of other channels of
possible new physics. So even ifwe are satis ed ofthe SM properties of top, we
m ust strive for exacting precision in m odeling top for the sake of searches for new

phenom ena.

221 Singl top production in the s-channel

The purely EW s-channel singletop process is shown in Fig.l@). A s this arises

from Initialstate quarks, where the PDFs are welkknown, the hadronic cross
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section has relatively sm allPDF uncertainty. The NLO calculations (0,00,00)
show that, for both the Tevatron and the LHC, there is only a relatively sm all
residual dependence on the scales ¢; , about 2% . Resumm ation e ects are
an all, ofthe order of 3% |]) and Yukaw a corrections (loops Involving the H iggs
sector elds) are negligbl K 1% ) at both colliders. The cross section does
change, however, by about 10% atboth the Tevatron and LHC ifm isvaried by

5GeV.Thus, 12 G&V precision In my would be desireable to avoid increasing
the theoretical uncertainty further. Because the cross section is potentially so
precisely known, this channelm ay provide the best direct m easuram ent of Vi J
at the Tevatron (see Sec.ll) .

In Run 1, the cross section was predicted to be about 0:70 004 pb. This
is roughly 8 times am aller than 4, and su ers from com paratively larger back-—
grounds. An increase ofonly about 30% isexpected In Run 2, whik an addiional
factor of 24 is expected for the LHC . Tabk Ml show s the resuls of the fully dif-
ferentialNLO calculations (7). In spite of the an all cross section, as we discuss
below ,both CDF and D  started the search for single top already duringRun 1,
both to establish the technique that w ill bear fruit In Run 2, and on the chance

that new physics Increases this cross section greatly beyond SM expectations.

222 Sihgletop production In the tchannel

The W glion fusion cross section is illustrated by the Feynm an diagram s in
Fig.lM©,c). These diagram s are closely related: diagram (o) show s the hard m a—
trix elam ent to calculate when the initialparton is treated w ith a b quark density
(b In the proton sea arises from splitting of virtual gluons Into nearly collinear

o pairs); diagram (c) is relevant if the initial parton is treated as a glion, and
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the extra nalstate b quark is typically required to appear at large (experin en—
tally observabl) pr . Calculation is kess precise than for the s-channelbecause it

Involves gluon orbquark PD F's, which have relatively Jarge uncertainties. In gen—
eralthe Inclusive cross section w ith resum m ed logarithm s predicts the total single

top rate m ore precisely. O n the other hand, an exclisive calculation using gluon

densities and a nite transverse m om entum ‘incom Ing’ bottom m ight In som e
cases give better kinem atic distrdbutions. R ecent literature [) has highlighted

this and corrected som e In proper uses of b parton densities, n the context of
H iggs boson production. T here, som e factorization scale issues have been shown

to be In portant, which eventually m ust be applied to the single top case.

The nalstate in thischannelisW lq, w ith an occasionaladditionalb antiquark :

75% of the total cross section occurs or@ ) < 20 GeV |[1), too Iow to be
cbserved. Absence of the additionallb—gt helpsdi erentiate this process from the
s—channel, but the prin ary distinction is the additional light quark &t. Thiswill
typically be am itted at large rapidity, very forward in the detector, where m ost
hard QCD events do not em it gts. This is som etin es known as a orward tagged
*t.

T his channelbene tsfrom a Jarger production rate com pared to the s-channel.
At the Tevatron it is about a factor of three larger, whik at the LHC it is about
a factor of23. The NLO cross section [10,00,00) retains a som ew hat larger scale
dependence than In the s-channel case, about 5% at both the Tevatron and the
LHC ,but thisis stillquite good. Ifthe top m ass ischanged by 5 G &V, the cross
section changes by about 8% ( 3% ) at the Tevatron (LHC), so its dependence
on m ¢ is com paratively am aller and lkely not the lin ting factor in theoretical

uncertainty. T he Yukawa corrections are also an all, 1% . The fully di erential
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NLO cross sections fr the Tevatron and LHC are listed in Tabkll ).

223 A ssociated production channel

A ssociated production of single top, W , shown in Figs.Md,e), proceeds via an
Inirialgbpair, which m akes the cross section negligbl at the Tevatron. H ow ever,
at the LHC i contrdbutes about 20% of the total single top cross section. Like
the t-channel case, one of the initial partons is a b quark. H owever, unlike the
t-channel, the rate of this process scales ke 1=s. T his, combined w ith the higher
x values needed to produce a top and a W and correspondingly scarcer quark
parton densities, leads to a cross section about ve tin es sn aller than that ofthe

t-channel, despite the fact that associated production isorder ¢ y rather than

qu (the ratio of strengths is ws 10). This cross section has been calculated
only at LO, with a subset of the NLO calculations included [0); it’s relative
unin portance m ake a l1ll NLO calculation not likely necessary. C ross section
uncertainty is 10% from PDFs and 15% from scal variations. The cross

section at the LHC in the SM is 62 pb with a total uncertainty of 30% (see

also Tabkel).

224 Experin ental status and progpects

Combining the s—and t-channel cross sections, the total single-top production
rate is about 40% of . atboth Tevatron and LHC . O bserving singly produced
top quarks ism ore di culk than those pairproduced, because the nalstate of
single-top events isnot as rich in particle content or pol structure. E xperin ental
searches for single top have to take into account subtle kinem atical di erences

between the relatively larger backgrounds and the various single-top production
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channels. In all cases, at least one W boson and one b £t are present In the

nal state. To suppress backgrounds from QCD , one is forced to focus on the
Jeptonic W decay sub-channels, just as the althadronic tt channel is di cul
at the Tevatron and an extrem e proposition at the LHC ; and of course btagged
events. T herefore, the starting sam ple for these searches requires a single high-pr
isolated Jpton, large B and a btagged t. T he challenge is to understand very
precisely the rate and kinem atics of all processes that contribute to the \W +
bt gts samplk". Only at that point, and w ith enough data that a statistically
signi cant signal can be extracted, can a credbl clain of singletop cbservation
bemade. W e now brie y discuss the searches m ade at the Tevatron in Run 1
and the prospects or Run 2 and the LHC .

Run 1 searches:

The CDF and D experin ents have searched for each of the potentially ac—
cessble s—and t-channel signatures ssparately, and CDF has also perform ed a
com bined search, which looked for single top In the W + gts sam ple, w ith the
W decaying kptonically into e or , and allow Ing up to 3 gts. The Invariant
m ass of the kpton, 7 and highest-pr Ft must lie between 140 and 210 GeV,
bracketing the top m ass. Thiswas followed by a lkellhhood t to Hr, the scalar
pr sum of all nal state obEcts seen in the detector. This distribbution is on
average softer for non-top Q CD backgrounds and harder for tt production, w ith
single top falling som ew here between. The 1m it extracted by this technique is

p! t+ X )< l4dpbat9% CL.LN).

For the search that separates s— from t<hannel production, CDF took ad-
vantage of btagging using digolaced vertices, and of the fact that usually only

one btagged Ft can be expected In the t-channel case. This is because the b



26 Chakraborty, K onigsery, R ainw ater

tends to be collinear w ith the nitial glion, therefore having tooJow pr to be
observed. T he singke and double-tagged events in the W + 2—¢t sam ples were re—
constructed separately and sub pcted to a lkellhood t. The resulting lim its )
are s wan < 18 pb and ¢ wan < 13 pb.

TheD experinentused a neuralnetwork trained di erently for the di erent
channels, and considered tagged and untagged events (taggihg forD was done
by associating non-isolated soft muons to sam ileptonic bdecays). The lim its
obtained are 1): 5 @an < 17pb and ¢ wan < 22 pb. These lim its are about
an order ofm agnitude above the expected SM values (see Tablell), but stillusefill
as an establishm ent of technique, and to rule out m apr deviations due to new
physics.

T he backgrounds in these searches arose m ainly from W + gts, Q CD mulifgts
and tt, with a S B ratio in the range 0of 110 to 125, depending on channel and
the strictness of event selection. It proved cruicial to use btagging to reduce
the background from QCD muligts (only fakes rem ained) and from W + Fgts
(ferincipally only W + heavy— avor ram ained).

Run 2 and LHC plns:

At Tevatron Run 2 and the LHC, em phasisw illbe on the slight di erences in
kinem atic distributions between the various signal and background processes to
extract the signal in each of the three channels. U sefilvariables include gt mul-
tiplicity, event Invariant m ass, reconstructed top nvariant m ass, lnvariant m ass
of all gts, E1 ofthe gts (hcluding orward Fts), H v, and others. Sophisticated
pattem-recognition techniques, such as neuralnetworks w ith these or sin ilar In—
puts, willplay a large role. Such techniques are now being perfected in order to

conduct these searches w ith better precison.
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Run 2 with only 2 b ! should be abk to achieve 20 30% accuracy for the
s— and tchannel cross section. At the LHC, the tchannel, the highest yild
of the three, is expected to give the m ost precise cross section and thus Vi J
measuram ent. A S B ofabout 2:3 should be reached, w ith statistical uncertainty
ofl 2% . For the s<channelat LHC, requiring 2 highg btagged Fts and no
other ®ts in the event yields S B 112 and statistical uncertainty of about
6% . For the associated production channel (@ccessbl only at LHC) tom axin ize
signal signi cance, hadronic decays of the W m ay be incuded in the search by
constraining a two—gt nvariant mass to be close to M . This requirem ent,
together w ith the higher gt m ultiplicity in the event, helps reduce backgrounds.
Sinulations predict S B 14 and statistical uncertainty of about 4% .

Tt isnot easy to estim ate 1 ly the system atic uncertainties In these m easure—
m ents. Lum inosity alone can contribute at the kevel 0o£5% orm ore. Furtherwork

on this issue m ust build on the experience gained at the Tevatron.

2.3 Sensitivity to New P hysics

Top quark production at hadron colliders, be it tt or singke top, is an ideal
place to ook for new physics. If there is any new physics associated w ith the
generation ofm ass, it m ay be m ore apparent in the top quark sector than w ith
any of the other lighter, known, ferm ions. M any m odels predict new particles or
Interactions that coupl preferentially to the third generation and in particular to
the top quark. T hese m odels extend the strong, hypercharge or weak interactions
n such a way that the new groups soontaneously break into their SM  subgroup
at som e scale: SU )y SU@BL! SU @B)e,SU @ SU @y ! SU @)y , and

U@Ln U@y! U @Q)y,whereh representsthe third theavy) generation and lthe
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rst two (light) generations. A s a result, one would expect production rate and
kinem atic distribbutions of the decay products to di er from the SM predictions.

Here we highlight only a few scenarios, sin ply to ilustrate the rich ways top
production can be a ected by physics beyond the SM . A Iong the way we refer
the reader to key papers in the vast literature on this sub ect.

T op pair production :

In tt production, it isespecially Interesting to study the Invariant m ass distrbbu—
tion ofthe top pair, d =dm y, since it can revealresonant production m echanism s.
O ther interesting kinem atical distrbutions are the anglk of the top quark w ih
respect to the proton direction (Tevatron only) in the center-ofm ass system (1),
and the top quark and W boson pr spectra. A partial list of new phenom ena
that can contribute to the cross section enhancem ents and to the distortion ofthe
SM kinem atical distributions can be found n Refs. 0 0,0, 00,0,

O ne potential source of new physics In tt production is SUSY oorrection to
QCD ), SUSY being one of the lading candidates for new physics. T he con—
clusion isthat aside from specialregionsin M SSM param eter space, the contribu-—
tion is at m ost a few percent correction to the total tt rate or them . spectrum ,
m aking it very di cul to detect SUSY thisway.

In another scenario, if the top is a com posite quark then there would be ef-
fects m odifying the cross section, depending on the properties of the constituents
of the top quark. If these carry ocolor, scattering proceeds through glion ex-—
change [,10) . If the light quarks are also com posite then gg ! t can proceed
directly through the underlying com posite interactions, aswellasby Q CD glion
exchange [1]). In either case, com positeness would result In an enhancem ent of

the tt cross section over the SM value which could m anifest itself as an enhance—



Review of Top Q uark Physics 29

ment n d =dm y at largem .

M any theories postulate heavy resonances decaying to tt, such as technin esons
In technicolor m odels [0,00) E€g9. gg ! r ! th) or other m odels of strong
EW SB [,0). Variants of technicolor theories, such as topoolor [,00) and
topoolorassited technicolor (TC2) (), hypothesize new interactions, eg. m e~
diated by top-gluons or new weak bosons that are speci cally associated w ith
the top quark, that give rise to heavy states: qq ! ¢! tt, qq! z°! t, etc.
Since tt production at the LHC isdom inated by gg fusion, color octet resonances

(corons) could also be produced (1) . M ore recently, extra-din ensional theories

propose scenarios n which new scalar bosons have couplings preferential to the
third generation. Som e scenarios n which only these bosons live In the extra
din ensions predict particks very sim ilar to the topcolor Z © |l .

Top quark pair production can be thought of as the m odem day D reltYan,
probing the ultra-heavy interm ediate states predicted by variousm odels. P resent
and future experin ents should patiently scan the m  spectrum for surprises.
CDF and D have already In Run 1 searched for narrow vector resonances in
m 4 In the single lepton channel. W ihin the lim ited statistics of these sam ples
(63 events, with S : B 11 for CDF), no signi cant peaks were observed.
Even though the searches were in principle m odekindependent, 1im itson speci c
m odels can be extracted. CDF  nds that the existence of a Jptophobic z° n a

TC2modelwih mass< 480 GeV (K 780 Ge&V ) can be excluded at 95% C L. if

tswidth is12% (4% ) oftsmass ). TheD search excludesM 0< 560 G&V
at 95% C L. for zo= 0:012M yo0 ). These searches will continue In Run 2,

extending lin its considerably, or perhaps revealing som ething m ore interesting.

M any other kinem atical distrbutions in the top sam pls were exam ned in
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Run 1 [,), testing consistency with SM expectations (see eg. Refs. [,
). W ithin the lim ited statistics of the sam ples, no signi cant deviations from
the SM have yet been observed. Nonetheless, som e intriguing features, such as
large By and lkpton pr, have been noticed in the dilkpton samples ). T hese
could conceivably be attrbuted to SUSY production. However, m ulivariable
consistency checks do not show overall signi cant deviations ). O ther sam ples
that overlap with top, such as the CDF btagged W + gts sam ple, show very
Interesting features, w ith certain sub-sam ples containing soft-lepton tags show ing
m Inor deviations from SM expectations. Run 2 data w illhelp decide if these are
statistical wuctuations or if som e new physics is hiding in the data.

The LHC oould, of course, discover particles w ith m asses larger than those
accessble at the Tevatron. Studies for the AT LA S experin ent show 5 discovery
potential curves for ( B) v. m for a hypothetical narrow resonance m.
Particles as m assive as 2 TeV could be discovered w ith datasets of 300 b ! if

B > 50 .

Singlk top production :

New physics could also be discemed in singletop production by introducing
new weak interactions [, ) ; via Ioop e ects I, 0, ) ; or by
providing new sources of single-top quark events [N, 00, 0) .

R esonances can also appear in single-top production. Forexam ple, a new heavy
vectorboson W ° orcharged scalar ,new SU (2) structure or extra-din ensions,
can all contribute additional diagram s analogous to those in Fig.ll and a ect the
rates and kinem atics di erently. The schannel process would be particularly
sensitive to these states, but the t— and associated production channels are not

expected tobea ected signi cantly M) . C harged scalars feature in m odels w ith



Review of Top Q uark Physics 31

m ore than one H iggs doublt, such as the M SSM , and In topcolor. P rocesses
such as d ! : ! tb contribute signi cantly to the s-channel rate (@ factor
of two enhancam ent is possibl at the Tevatron and even m ore at the LHC).
O n the other hand, non-SM  avorchanging neutral currents (eg. a Z tc vertex)
would bedi cul to see In the s-channel, whik the t-channelwould exhbi large
e ects| ).

R egardless of the speci c search for new physics in top quark production, an
In portant point is that one has to be carefil, when studying kinem atical dis-
trbutions, In m aking event selections optin ized to detect pure SM production
that m ay dilute the e ects of new physics. For exam ple, a resonance in tt pro—
duction m ay distort the summ ed E 1 and sphericiy or aplanarity distributions of

candidate events from their SM expectation ).

3 Top Quark D ecays

The SM predictsB (! W ) > 0:998. O ther decays allowed in the SM are not
only rare, but also m ostly too di cul to disentangle from backgrounds to be
cbserved in the foreseeable future. N evertheless, one m ust try to be sensitive to
all conceivable signatures of top quark decay, as som e can be enhanced by several
orders ofm agniude in scenarios beyond the SM , alling w ithin the LHC ’s reach.
W e rstreview the SM decays, then discuss possbilities in the presence of new

physics.
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3.1 Standard M odel top quark decays

Aftert ! W ©°, the next most likely m odes are the o -diagonal CKM decays
t! W s;W d. Togetherwih t! W bZ, thes are the only ones allowed In the
SM at tree Jvel and discussed in Sec.lll . F lavorchangig neutral currents
(FCNC) decays, t ! X oq,whereX 0= g; ;Z2;H and g= c;u, are loop Induced
and highly suppressed by the GIM mechanism (). Branching fractions are

typically O (10 *3). W e discuss these in Sec. M.

311 Charged current decays

In the SM ,t! W b isdescribed purely by the universal Vv A charged-current
Interaction. Being on-shell, however, the W boson’s helicity In top decays is
very di erent from that In the decays of any other quark, where the W ishighly
virtual. T he am plitude for positive heliciy W ¥ boson is suppressed by a chiral
factor %, so the W helicity is a superposition of just the zero and negative

helicity states. At tree level in the SM , the fraction F( of the longiudinal (zero

helicity) W bosons in the top rest fram e is [0,00) :

2 2
m =M
Fg= ———"— = 0:01 0016 )
1+ me=M o

formy My . The large top m ass exposes the longitudinalm ode ofthe W , so
precise m easurem ent of F ( serves as a stringent test ofthe SM .To thisend,CDF

analyzed the lepton pr spectrum in tt singlke lepton nalstates In Tevatron Run

®H enceforth, we won'’t distinguish avor or anti avor w henever the sym m etry is obvious. A 11

statem ents are equally valid under charge con jigation.
"The radiative decayst! W bgandt! W b arecommon,butdonoto erany findam ental

new insight unless the branching fractions tum out to be signi cantly di erent from the SM
predictions (0.3 and 3:5 10 3 respectively, orE4. > 10 GeV at LHC). These channels are

generally treated inclusively with t! W b.
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1. Assum ing a pure V A ooupling, they obtained Fyg = 0:91 0:37 (stat:)
013 (syst:), consistent w ith the SM [1],01]) . T he statistical uncertainty w ill be
reduced by an order of m agnitude in Run 2, and to a negligble kvelat the LHC .
Im provem ent in the system atic uncertainty has yet to be estin ated, but should
be better than a factor of 2.

Variables lke the anglk betw een the kepton and itsparentW direction in the top
rest fram e depend on the W helicity. Such variables asM v, can therefore be used

to estin ate the relative W helicity fractions, and thus the V + A com ponent in

top decay. CDF’sRun 1 analysisgivesf (V + A) = 021 8_3% (stat:) 021 (systs)
(orelim nary) ).
The \radiative" decay t! W bZ hasbeen suggested ) as a sensitive probe

of the top quark m ass, since the m easured value ofm + m akes this decay close to
threshold. The branching fraction varies by a factor of 3 within the current
experin entaluncertainty of 5 Ge&V on me, but isin the range O 10 7 10 °),

wellbeyond the sensitivity ofthe LHC ora LC.

312 Neutral current decays

W ih current experin ental input, the SM predictsB (£ ! aog) 4 10%3,B !

c) 5 10%,andB@¢! cz) 1 10 B).W hieB ¢! ) dependson
M 0, it also cannotexceed 10 3. These are allwellbelow the detection lim its
ofeven the LHC ora LC [11). D irect searches for FCN C decaysby CDF have set
ImisofB(E! c )+ B! u )< 0032andB({t! cZ)+ B! uz)< 033 at
95% C L. ). These 1im its are dom inated by statistical uncertainties, and are
expected to I prove by up to a factor 10 Hllow ing Tevatron Run 2. The LHC

experin ents have also estin ated their 5 discovery reach for these processes.
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Given a 100 b ! data sample, the m lninum branching fractions accessbl to
ATLAS and CM S are in the vicinity of2 10 ¢ orbotht! Zgandt! g,
R ates are am aller still for t ! cXiOX?.Such FCNC decays can be signi cantly

enhanced, how ever, In various scenarios beyond the SM .

32 Top quark demys keyond the Standard M odel

M any channels em erge to com pete with top quark SM decays In the presence
of new physics. E xtended H iggs sectors, altemative m echanism s for EW SB and
m ass hierarchies am ong supersym m etric particles all attach special signi cance
to the top quark. W e rst consider m lnin al extensions to the SM H iggs sector
w ithout Invoking any new symm etries. Special in plications w ithin the fram e~
work of the M SSM are deal w ih follow Ing that, together w ith other scenarios

suggested by SU SY . Finally, we exam ine topcolorassisted technicolor (TC2).

321 Decayswih an extended H iggs sector

The SM H iggs sector consists of a single com plex scalar doublkt. The single,
neutral scalar H iggs boson that arises after EW SB does not a ect top decays
in any m easureable way. However, w ith the addition of a second H iggs doublet
com es charged H iggs states. If kinem atically allowed, t ! ©H can have a
signi cant branching fraction. This is m portant not m erely because a richer
H iggs sector is experim entally allowed, but because it is In fact required by som e
of the lading candidates for new physics. The simplest extension is to two
com plex scalar doublets, generically called two-H iggs double m odels 2HDM ).
In this case, EW SB results in ve physical H iggs bosons: two neutral scalars

th;H ), a neutralpseudoscalar @A ), and a pair of charged scalars H ). Two new
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param eters enter at tree level, usually taken tobeM 5 orM y4

, and tan Z—f,
w here v; are the vacuum expectation valuesoftheHiggs elds ; (i= 1;2). Both

charged and neutral H iggs boson can appear in treeJdevel top decays, the latter
Inplying FCNCs.

D ecays to charged H iggs bosons:

Among a few variants of the two-H iggsdoublet m odels @HDM ) is the \Type

2" m odel, w here one doublet couples to up-type ferm ions and the other to down-—

type. This is required, or exam ple, n the M SSM

).

< m¢ mp, then

t! H'b) / m2cot? +mitan® )i+ mi M7

g )t 4m§mk2) 3)

at tree level. For xed My , this function is symmetric In log(tan ) about
q__

amhinum at tan = II;‘—L:

For given tan , the partial width decreases as
My

Increases. If one ignores ferm ion m asses exospt w hen they arem ultiplied or

divided by tan , then in the diagonalCKM approxin ation the ferm ionic decay
partialw idths are given by

Ng®My: 2 2 2
UD)= ——— (m; cot’ + m3 tan® ) ;
2 mz U D '

4)
where U D ] is an up—-down-] type ferm ion and N, = 1[3] for leptons [quarks].

W ih the current experim entallowerlm it ofM , > 910G &V andM 5 > 919G &V
at 95% C L. |

), bosonic decays H ' W h;W A, are kinem atically sup—
pressed orMy < my mp.

Thus, fortan > 1,H ! is the dom inant decay channel. Iftan < 1,
the decay dependson My : for M 4 100 Gev,H ! cs and H ' Ic
com pete m ore or kss evenly (CKM suppression due to Vg Vesjiso set by
the stronger H  coupling to b relative to s); but asM ; is Increased beyond 120



36 Chakraborty, K onigsery, R ainw ater

G eV ,weight gradually shiftstoH ! W Movia a virtualtop quark. Strategies for
H searchesthereforedependonM y andtan . Searchesfore’e ! H'H at
LEP constran My > 786 GeV at 95% C L. (), while the CLEO experim ent
hasseta lim £ ofM 4 > (44+ 63=(tan )3) Ge&V at 95% C L. from the nclisive
measurement ofb! s [).

By itself, an extended H iggs sector does not signi cantly alter  at hadron
colliders. One looks instead for either the appearance of t ! H Db signatures
or, Indirectly, disappearance ofthe SM t ! W b signatures. For the latter, one
assuimesB ! H b)+ B! Wbhb)y= 1.Both CDF and D oonducted searches
rt! H bhpp! teventsin Run 1 BN). Figurel showstheD resuls
from their disappearance search together w ith progctions for Run 2.

T he direct searches focused on H ! . W ih good identi cation capa-
bility, this can yield the strongest results, abeit lm ited to tan > 1, where the
process has a Jarge branching fraction. C om binations ofdi erent m ethods and of
data from the two experin entsm ay Indeed eventually give stronger constraints.
A sexpected, scarchesarem oredi cul in the region around tan = gjg,where
t! IH ishighly suppressed. SearchesforH ! cs;doarem adem ore challeng—
ing by overlap with the SM decay t! W b! gopb. However, a digt invariant
m ass peak between 110 GV and 130 G&V correspondingtoM isa viable sig—
nalfor Tevatron Run 2 and LHC .ForM 5, > 130Gev,t! WH ! W Hdbmay
O erclaner signatures,butB (t ! bH ) decreases rapidly w ith increasingM 4
Increased statistics from Run 2 and the LHC will push the exclision contour
w ings asym ptotically closer (see F ig.ll) —or perhaps the process w illbe cbserved.
The exclusion boundaries In the My j;tan ] plane roughly follow contours of

constantB (¢! WH ).Thus,95% C L.upperlmitsonB ! b )fortan > 1
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where H ! dom inates) are 036 from D and 0.50.6 from CDF .The dis-
appearance search result from D can be nterpreted asB (! IH ) < 045 at
95% C L., irregpective oftan except in the region where H ! W Hoisthedom —
nantdecaymode (ie.whentan < landMy > 125Gé&V).The corresponding

estinate orRun 2 isB k! H )< 011 at95% C L. ).

ATlH searches hinge on the fact that, unlke forWw ,H fem ion couplings
are not avorblind. This inplies we should com pare the values for  derived
from di erent nal states, based on the SM assumption of B(t ! W b) 1.
For exam ple, if the dilepton, sihgleJdepton, and all-gts tt nal states exhbited
di erences, i could indicate signi cant altemative decay modes to t ! W b.
W hilke less restrictive In assum ptions, thism ethod also yields the last stringent
conclusions. Tevatron Run 1 data is statistically Insu cient for a m eaningfil
application of thism ethod, but that w ill change for Run 2 and the LHC .

FCNC decays in a 2HDM :

FCNC top quark decay rates can be enhanced if one abandons the discrete
symm etry nvoked In the Type 2 2HDM to suppress treelevel scalar FCNCs. In
the m ore general Type 3 2HDM , ferm ions are allowed to couple sin ultaneously
to m ore than one scalar doubkt M) . Single vectorboson FCNC decays, t !
cViO (ViO = ;Z;q9) are still Joop—induced, as shown in Fig.l@b), but can have
branching fractions as large as O (10 °) even without any new interactions °.
D ouble vectorboson FCNC decays, t ! c\/’iOVjO also appear at the treelevel
Fig.M()), and can reach branching fractions of O (10 5y ).

W ith production rates of O o3 1d) per year (see Tablk M), such events

®L.ow energy lin its on FCNC sm ay be explained by tuning of the Yukawa m atrices.
°T hese branching fractions can be enhanced by m ore than a factor 10 under favorable con-

ditions in the M SSM .
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could be studied at the LHC only if they are given high priority In triggering
during high-lum inosity running, because suppression of large SM backgrounds
w il translate nto sm all signale ciencies. At a LC, production rates are at m ost
O (1 10) peryear, but low background and very high ( 90% ) signale ciency

m ay m ake these processes observabl, should they occur.

322 Supersymm etric decays of the top quark

In SUSY, the large Yukawa ocoupling of the top quark can lad to large m ass
spolitting am ong the superpartners of the third generation ferm ions. T he super-
partners of the right-handed and lft-handed top quark combine to form m ass
eigenstates ¥ and . The lightest top squark, t;, can be lighter than all other
squarks, and in fact have m ass nearm . N aturally, this has in plications for pos—
sble top decays. W e rst address top SUSY decays under the assum ption that
R -parity 0 is conserved. A fterw ard, we drop this assum ption.

R -parity conservation requires superparticles to be produced in pairs and for-
bids decays of the lightest SUSY particle (LSP).The LSP iswidely assum ed to
be the Iightest neutralino, ~2 (neutralinos are the sfermm ion partners of the SM
bosons). Under this assum ption, the m ost lkely top SUSY decay ist ! ~2 .
G enerally, the top squark w illdecay via £ ! c~g or b{ , depending on the var-
ious daughterm asses. In the latter case, ~Jlr ! ~8 ‘Y vor ~gql g. The neutralinos
interact only weakly, so generally escape w ithout detection lke neutrinos.

Branching fractionsas hrge as 0405 arepossbke ort! ¢ ~§ ). Insuch a

scenario, about one halfoftt events would have one SM and one SU SY top decay.

The CDF experin ent has searched Run 1 data for events of this type where the

107 discrete, m ultiplicative symm etry de ned as R ( 1#*%*%%, where B is baryon

num ber, L. lepton num ber, and S spin.
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SM top decay proceedsast! W b! Y b (= e; ), whilk the SUSY decay of
the other top proceedsast! ~S ! b{ ~8 ! by q~8~8. T he signal consists
of a kpton, By , and 4 Fts (ncluding the two b—~gts): identical to SM sihgk
Jepton decay, but di ering in @ and angular distribbutions. T hese depend on the
m asses of the particles involved. Based on the assum ptionsB (~; ! ~8) = %,
B® ! b~v)= 1, and B( ! t~)+ B! Wbh) = 1, the search excluded
B! ~g) > 045 at 95% C L. overm ost of the kinem atically allowed portion
of the Entl ;m - ] param eter space for m -9 up to 40 GevVv ). For larger LSP
m asses, the kinem atically allowed region shrinks.

The alemative scenario, t ! t~) ! c~{~?, is sin ilar in character to the
FCNC decay t ! <cZ ! ¢ . The most prom ising channel is where one top
undergoes the non-SM decay whilke the other follow s the SM . If the W decays
leptonically, then the signal consists of a hight-pr isolated lepton, substantial®y ,
and 2 gts, one of which is a b. The large background from W (! “ )+ 2 gts
Iim its the search to regions of param eter space where m va > My . If, on the
other hand, the W decays hadronically, then we have 4 highpr Fts and large
E; for signal. Backgrounds arise chie y from W (! )+ 3 fts events where
the ism isidenti ed as a gt, and from Z (! )+ 4 gts. E ectiveness of
btagging is reduced since there is only one b—gt per event. Sensitivity is further
com prom ised n much ofthe fn . ;m -9 ] param eter space w here the the gt and By
spectra are soft and/or broad. Tevatron Run 1 data was statistically lnsu clent
for this analysis, but that w ill change in Run 2.

R -parity violating CR/p) Interactions in theM SSM greatly enhance FCNC s [1).
W ithin a single coupling schem e, either the up-type quarks or the down-type

quarks can avoid these processes, but not both sin ultaneously. T he consequences
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of K, have been studied via m easurem ents of K %% %, D%p % and B B ? m ixing,
andof BK* ! * ), resuling in constraints on the j = 1;2 elam ents of the

3 3 3 Pp coupling m atrix (i; J;k are generation indices), but leaving the

5
third generation som ew hat unconstrained. If skptons lighter than the top quark
exist, then g, ! dryx™ Dlowedby ¥ ! ~y%and ~y ! ibdy can kad to a
fairly clean signature (P/p In plies that the ~p, assum ed here to be the LSP, isnot

stable) . Future searches for such signals w ill constrain ?3}: k& 3).

323 Top decays In topoolorassisted technicolor

In technicolor theories (1), EW SB is accom plished by chiral sym m etry break—
ing of techniferm ions which transform nontrivially under a new strong gauge
interaction called technicolor (TC).This yields correct weak boson m asses if the
scale of technicolor interactions is about a TeV . Femn ion m asses arise w fthout
fundam ental scalars, by invoking an additional, spontaneously broken gauge in—
teraction called extended technicolor ETC) ). However, ETC interactions
cannot acoount for the large m ass of the top quark [0).

T opoolorassisted technicolor (T C 2) isan attem ptto addressthisde ciency ).
In the sin plest version, the third generation is assum ed to transform w ith the
usual quantum num bers under strong SU (3)y, U (1},, whilk the lighter gen-
erations transform identically under a di erent (Wweaker) group SU @3y U Q).
At scales of about 1 TeV, SU (3)n SU By and U 1)y U (1) spontaneously
break down to ordinary color SU (3)c and weak hypercharge U (1)y , resoectively.
EW SB is stilldriven prin arily by T C interactions, but topcolor interactions, f£lt
only by the third generation quarks (@lso at a scale near 1 TeV ), generate the

very large top quark mass. ETC interactions are still required to generate the
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light ferm ion m asses and a an allbut In portant contribution to the m ass of the
top quark m £T€ . The reason fora nonzerom £7¢ isto givem ass to the top-pions,
the G oldstone bosons of t;b chiral sym m etry breaking.

In TC2 m odels, the tb ; coupling is am all, but the th ; coupling is large, and
the ETC interactions responsble for the sn all com ponent of m + iInduce m ixing

between top-pions and technipions. The consequence is a possbly signi cant

partialw idth (ifkinem atically allowed):

Yo

. d
oty = j3 m” f £ mzt)z.
! Ib)= . ; ©)
16 m ¢ tht

where is the top-pion com ponent of the technipion m ass eigenstate, mgyn the
dynam ical top quark mass, m , the technipion mass, and Fr ( 70 G&V) the
top-pion decay constant. Short of direct discovery, a precise experin ental deter—

m nation of ¢ is required to lim it the allowed param eter space in these m odels.

4 Top Quark P roperties

Con m ation ofthe SM nature of the top quark requires that we m easure all its
quantum properties and com pare w ith SM expectations. D eviations would indi-
cate new physics. In this section we describe the status and future expectations

of these m easuram ents, and the crucial issues In m aking them .

41 M ass

W hilke the top quark is the last wellstudied quark In tem s of quantum prop—
erties, itsm ass, m ¢, is m ore accurately known (as a fraction of ism ass) than
any other quark. T his is also extram ely in portant, as the top quark’s role in SM

precision tsisproportionally m ore In portant than any other. T his isan artifact

ofEW SB and the large value of the top Yukawa coupling, Yi. T hat Y appears to
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be exactly one has not gone unnoticed. P roponents of strong dynam ical EW SB

argue it that supports this class of theories, because in general they predict large
values of Y, on the order of 1 orm ore. O n the other hand, it is also generally
regarded as support for SUSY extensions to the SM , which would not be viable
unless the top quark m ass were large: the running of sin? 3 could not bem ade
to tthedata and stillallow for gauge couplinguni cation otherw ise, and EW SB
would not occur, since the large value of the top Yukawa coupling is what drives
the coe cient of the H iggs m ass term negative. But large m + does not point at
either class of theordes as the clar favorite. O ne is kft w ith the sin ple suspicion

that the top quark isperhaps connected to new physics on the groundsthat phys—
ical param eters of exactly 1, (or 0, etc.) indicate a m ore fuindam ental property
underlying Y.

The In pact of m+ elsswhere varies. In B and K physics, m any observables
have term s roughly quadratic in Mm—wt . kwas, In fact, data from By B m ixing
in 1987 that rst indicated a heavy top quark. For precision SM EW ts, m
enters quadratically In m any places aswell. Examplsare Ry, Arr, sin® y and

M ? . s .
1 e T he corrections usually appear as a m ultip licative

MZZSZIn (w

the param eter
factor, 1+ %%%Lf . TheW m ass,which isnot known nearly asprecisely asm ost of
the other quantities n the EW sector, receives quantum corrections proportional
tomﬁ and hnM z ), whereM g is the H iggs boson m ass. This is usually plotted
asm v. My , overlaid w ith bands that show the predicted M  ,asih Figll. A
\light" H iggs is favored, som ew here around 100 G &V, but w ith an uncertainty
also of O (100) Ge&V .Unfortunately, as the M § dependence is only logarithm ic,

and in thepresence ofnew physicsthis tisnotm eaningfiilunlssthenew physics

is also know n precisely, one cannot draw 1 oconclisions from these ts. A sthe
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precision ofm ¢ and M y Increases, however, and if a H iggs rem ains uncbserved,
the t increasingly suggests breakdown ofthe SM .

T he current precision of B and K physics is not good enough to require better
precision in m ¢ than is availabl from Tevatron Run 1, but the next generation
of K experimentswillneed my’ 3% '’ 5 Ge&V, whith should be satis ed by
Run 2. TheEW precision tsarem oredem anding. OncetheW m ass precision
reaches 20 M €V at the LHC, m + must be known within 3 GV to not lim it the
EW precision t forMy . For a future linear collider, the 6 M €V precision on
My mustbematched by 1 GeV precision nm .

Both the LHC and a LC can outperform these goals: at the LHC, my '
2 G &V isexpected within 1 year of low -lum inosity running, while 1 G&V could be
achieved w ith the ‘J= nal state (discussed shortly) and a larger data set [1).
P recision of O (100 M €V ) can be obtained at a future linear collider with a tt
threshold scan []), which does not m easure the polk m ass and so is not lim ited
by uncertainties o£0 ( gcp ).

One speci c case where superprecision of m¢ would be necessary is if low —
energy SUSY is found. In the M SSM , the m ass of the lighter CP -even neutral
Higgs boson h is given at the NLO by

5 5 3Gr M

MZ=MZ+ —2p—§m§h

(2B N}

©)

\'f[\)‘
~

where M § is the average of the two top squark squared m asses. Since a LC could
measure M, to about 50 M €V precision (1), m+ would need to be known to
100 M &V or better to perform meaningfil SUSY-EW precision ts. Ironically,
this would require M 1, to be known to probably the urdoop lkvel; only two-—
loop calculations are currently available. O ne is foroed to wonder if the requisite

In provem ent In theoretical precision in that case would be realistic.
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W e now highlight the principlesbehind top m assm easuram entsm ade so farat

the Tevatron. D etails and subtleties can be found In eg. Refs. | A A,

,). Them ain idea is to com pare the cbserved kinem atic features of tt pairs to
those predicted for di erent top quark m asses. W hilke m any kinem atic variables
are sensitive to m +, explicit reconstruction from the tt decay products is an cb-
vious choice, as long as we understand that it is uncertain to at least O ( g¢p)-
H ow ever, m ore elaborate m ethods that attem pt to connect m any cbservables si-
m ultaneously w ith the m atrix elem ents of the production and decay processes on
an event-by-event basis are gradually em erging as a superior altemative.

T here are three channels to consider, depending on how the two top quarks
decay : dilepton, single-Jepton, and althadronic. Here, \lepton" referstoe; only,
since the presence of additionalneutrinos In =~ decays severly lin its the usefiilness
oftt ! X cdhannels in the my determ ination. T hus, the branching fractions of
the three channels are approxin ately 0.05, 0.30 and 0 .44, respectively. Signaland
background characteristics vary from channel to channel, so the exact technique
used m ust be tailored accordingly for each channel.

For direct reconstruction of invariant m asses of the two top quarks In a tt
candidate event, one needs to know the 4-m om enta of the 6 daughters, a total of
24 quantities. In agine an dealttX event w th no nalstate radiation and where
them om entum ofX , which represents everything recoiling against the tt system ,
is fully m easured. Ifthe 3-m om enta ofn ofthe six nalstate ob Fcts are directly
m easured, we have 3n m easured quantities from the two top decays. Them asses
of the 6 decay products are known (these can be safely assum ed zero), as are the

two Interm ediate W m asses. A lthough m ¢ is yet unknown, it must be the sam e
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forboth tops in the event. So, we have 9 constraints from partickem asses'' . T hat
the ttX systam carriesno signi cantm om entum transverse to the beam line gives
two additional constraints'®: pr (X ) = 0. Thus, a kinem aticm ass  t is sub fct
to Bn+ 9+ 2 24) = (Gn 13) constraints. For each ¥ptonic W decay, there
is a corresponding neutrino that cannot be directly observed. T herefore, n = 6
for althadronic, n = 5 for single-lepton, and n = 4 for dilepton events. D ilepton
events are underconstrained ( 1C), preventing explicit my reconstruction from
its daughters, forcing one to seek altemative m eans.

In every channel, m any factors com plicate m + m easuram ent. T he cbserved ob—
“ects’ m om enta need to be corrected to ram ove detector e ects. T he lion’s share
of the uncertainty In these corrections is due to gt energy m easurem ents. Any
sam pling calorin eter has a relatively Jarge inherent uncertainty in its absolute en—
ergy scale. M oreover, the detector geom etry has non-uniform ities such asm odule
boundaries and gaps or \cracks" to allow passage of cables and other hardw are.
T herefore, the regponse m ust be carefully m apped as a function of the physical
location ofwhere the gt traversed the detector. It is often a non-linear fnction
of &t energy. A dditionally, each elem ent of a calorim eter, or cell, hasa m inin um
threshold to register energy. Reconstruction of fgts proceeds through identi -
cation of clusters of (nearly) contiguous cells registering energy. These e ects
usually result in leakage that needs to be corrected for. Two othere ects come
from the nature of hadron collider events. In each tt hard scattering there is an
associated underlying event from the proton/antiproton rem nants, that deposits
soft energy through the calorin eters. A lso, In high lum inosity running, each tt

event is accom panied by m ulipl interactions, dom inated by soft inelastic p p or

10 ne has to appropriately allow for y and .
21 general, x1 § X2 ) p, (X )6 0:



46 Chakraborty, K onigsery, R ainw ater

PP scattering, that contribute to energy m easuram ent contam ination.

O ther com plications arise, m ore related to the physics of the tt event iself.
One isthatweoften nd ftsthat do not even originate from top decays directly,
rather from iniialor nalstate radiation [1). D ue to detector segm entation or
Iim fations in the reconstruction algorithm s, two orm ore Fts can get m erged and
reconstructed asone. Som etin es the opposite occurs: a single gt splits in two due
to fragm entation. O ccassionally, a gt is lost entirely because it travels through
an uninstrum ented or poorly instrum ented region, such as the beam pipe. These
extra orm issing ets result in adm ission ofextraneous solutions into reconstructed
m ¢ distrlbutions.

Since the althadronic channel has a large branching fraction and is m axi-
m ally constrained, one m ight sum ise that i would be the best for m easuring
m . In practice, however, a very large and hard-to-m odel Q CD m uligt back—
ground, com pounded by the £t m easurem ent issues m entioned above, leads to
relatively Jarge uncertainties. The top m ass extracted by CDF [0) In the all-
hadronic channel is 1860 10 (stat:) 5:7 (syst:) GeV . Each event is required
to have six or m ore ¥ts, and to satisfy several topological requirem ents that
help in prove the signal to background ratio. Events were reconstructed to the
tt! W'Hd b ! o gbg gb hypothesis using the six highest E; Fts, one of
which must be btagged. This still leaves 30 di erent reconstruction com bina—
tions. A kinem atic t constrainseach com bination to yield My fortwo Ftpairs,
equalt and t m asses, retuming a 2 valie. The combination w ith the sn allest

2 is chosen. T he resulting \reconstructed m ass" distribution from the candidate
events is then com pared, through a lkellhood t, to tem plates form ed from the

right m ix of tt (from simulation) and Q CD badkground, the shape of which is
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extracted from data. The inputm ¢ is changed and the value that m axin izes the
likelhood L isthe centralvalue ofthe top m assm easurem ent. T he statistical un—
certainty is detem ined from the range over which the InL increases by% unic
w ith respect to tsm inimum . An analysis of the althadronic nal state recently
complted by D  is sim ilar In spirit, but em ploys an arti cial neural netw ork
algorithm to com pensate or a lower b-tagging e ciency. T he prelin nary result
is176" 1]% Gev .

T he ultin ate precision achievable in this channel is not expected to rivalthat
ofthe single—lepton or dikpton channelsbut can stillbeused in a com bined result
to help reduce the overall uncertainty. A top m assm easurem ent in this channel
is In portant on isown m eritsbecause it con m s that the excess of tagged 6—gt
events Indeed com es from top, or at least from a particle w ith a m ass consistent
w ith that m easured in the other decay m odes. A nalysis of this nalstate is not
very likely to be feasble at the LHC .

In addition to an isolated high-pr electron or muon In the central region of
the detector, a singlkeJlepton candidate event is required to have at least four
Ets In order to perform a kinem atical t to the top m ass by a m ethod sim ilar
to the one discussed above. Here the sampl is much clkaner but still su ers
from combinatorial ambiguities In the reconstruction. Including the two-fold
ambiguiy in the neutrino p,, i is four-old if both b Fts are tagged, 12-old
if only one b is tagged and 24-fold if none is. Run 1 results in this channel are
1733 56 (stat:) 55 (syst:) D [))Jand 176:1 5:d(stat:) 53 (syst:) CDFE)].

It is interesting to note that even for the case when both b—gts are tagged,
M C sinulations suggest that in only about half of the cases does the best 2

correspond to the correct m atching of the four lading Fts to the appropriate



48 Chakraborty, K onigsery, R ainw ater

quarks. The other half are roughly equally split between instances where all
Fts are m atched to partons, but the Iowest 2 did not choose the com bination
w ith the correct assignm ents, and those where there are extra gts from iniial
or nalstate radiation and the four kading partons from the tt decay cannot be
unigquely m atched to the four leading Ets in the event. At the LHC, tt events
w ill have higher pr, on average. T his w ill often m ean that the daughters of the
two tops w illbe on opposite sides of a plane. Such hem ispheric separation w ill
considerably alleviate these com binatorial problem s.

A m ore recent analysis in the singleJepton channelby D 1) m akes a com -
parison of data w ith LO m atrix elem ents on an event-by-event basis, sin ilar to
that suggested [0,0) and used for the dilepton channel discussed below . This
analysis requires the num ber of £ts in a candidate event to be exactly 4, and does
not accord any special status to events w ith btagged gts. A likelhood fiinction
is form ed taking Into acoount all possible perm utations of gt assignm ents, not
jist that w ith the owest 2. Them ain di erence between this m ethod and the
previous is that that each event now has an individual probability as a function
of m . This probability, re ecting both signal and badkground, depends on all
m easured variables In the event (exospt unclustered energy), w ith wellkm easured
events contrbuting m ore sharply to the extraction ofm « than those poorly m ea—
sured. The prelin nary result, m = 1799 30 (stat:) 60 (sys:) GeV, re ects
a m arked reduction of the statistical uncertainty relative to the previous resul,
w hich wasbased on the sam e data set but relied heavily on explicit reconstruction
of invardiant m asses.

Two altematives to nvariant m ass reconstruction have been tried to mea-

surem ¢ In the kinem atically underconstrained dilkpton channel, tt! Y% 1b% b,
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which also su ers from the sm allest branching fraction. In the rstii), one
hypothesizes a m ass for the top quark, reconstructs the neutrino m om enta w ith
a four-fold am biguiy for each lepton-b pairing, and calculates the probability of
the nalstate con guration to com e from atevent ofthatm .. Foreach event, a
set of assum ed m asses produces probability distrbutions to use as event weights.
T he preferred m + or an event can be taken as them axinum or them ean of the
distrbution. The distrbbution of preferred m asses for a set of candidate events
is com pared through a lkelhood m ethod to the expected distrbution from a
com bination of signal and background, for given m +. A s in the other channels,
the central value of the m easurem ent is that w ith m aximum lkelhood.

Variants of this technique m ake use of m ore or fewer assum ptions about tt
production details when ocbtaining the event probabilities. For exam ple, D has
two di erent m easurem ents, one using neutrino kinem atic distribbution weights
and another that uses production and decay term s In the m atrix elem ent for the
welghts. The m ethods yielded very consistent results. The nalresul isi, )
my= 1684 123 (stat:) 3:6 (syst:) .

CDF’smeasurem ent In the dilkpton channelused only inform ation about the
expected pseudorapidity distribbutions of the neutrinos. T hese were chosen ran-
dom Iy from M C predictions, then the two neutrino m om enta were solved for.
Each solution (@mbiguiy inclided) was assigned a weight according to how
well the derived B m atches that measured. CDF’s result is W, ) my =
1674 103 (stat:) 48 (syst:). CDF also used a lkellhood t to kinem atical
variables that are sensitive to m +: the b—gt energy spectrum and the fiill event
invariant m ass | ). Results from these are consistent, but su er larger system —

atic uncertainties.
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T he other m ethod for the dilepton channel ) is based on the observation

that, modulo niteW width e ects, theb quark energy is xed in the top quark

q
rest fram e. Thetopm assisthengivenbym ¢ = tm 2.4+ M 2 + 4M 2 m Zi+ lrmf)‘iz,

w here m f)‘i is the m ean value ofm f)‘ In the sam ple. The resuls are generally
consistent w ith the lkelihhood m ethods.

T he dilepton sam ple also contains a subsam ple of events that m ay prove usefiil
at the LHC for In proving is uncertainties. H ere, one looks for events w here one
of the b quarks hadronizes to J= , which subsequently decays to “ ' , provid—
ing a clkaner and m ore precisely m easured sam ple. W hen the sister W decays
Jeptonically to ¥ v, a strong correlation exists between m ¢ and m ;_ o ).
The top m ass can be extracted essentially from the end point of the G aussian
m jy- o distrbbution. In recent im provem ents to herw ig, m atrix elem ent correc—
tions to radiative top decaysare known to causea 1-1.5 G €V shift in the extracted
m¢ ). Study ofthisendpoint spectrum is ongoing, and m ust take into acoount
thisM C in proveam ent, to attain the goalofl G &V precision in this channel.

The Tevatron average rm is 17433 32 (stat:) 40 @yst) M). Fig. W
show s the breakdown per channel, and the global average. Table Ml sum m arizes
the system atic uncertainties in the D and CDF Run 1 m measuram ents in
the various channels. A s m entioned above, m ost of the system atic uncertainty
com es from the Ft energy scale. Experin ents need to understand and m aintain
the calbration of their calorin eters to high precision to help keep part of this
system atic under control.

W ih larger sam ples of events in Run 2 and at the LHC, both statistical and
system atic uncertainties w ill be reduced signi cantly. T here are several reasons

for this. First, one can a ord to narrow the focus to sam ples w ith two btagged
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Ets. This reduces com binatorics, but also energy scale uncertainty, since spe-
ci cenergy corrections to b—gts can be applied to help w ith the m ass resolution.
One can also choose speci c subsets of events In which, for exam ple, the exact
num ber of ts as expected from top are found and in which the gt energies are
particularly wellm easured (oe i ducially or due to high energy). Events w ith
particular topologies can sin ilarly help. ATLA S and CM S pln to use angular
Informm ation and possible hem ispheric separation of the two top quarks as well,
to assist with correct b W oombination. Additionally, w ith large integrated
Jum inosity sam ples, the control sam ples used to m ap the calorin eters’ energy re—
soonses, such asphoton+ gtsand high-E ¢ di-gts, w illbe less statistically lin ied
and w ill help reduce the £t energy scale uncertainty.

A nother source of In provem ent In the m ass m easuram ent can com e from a
better understanding of the treatm ent of Initial and nal state radiation. If the
parton cam e from initial state radiation, ncluding it in the reconstruction would
biasm toward larger m asses. If it Instead cam e from radiative top decay or
the nalstate b quark, it must be Included, else my is m easured to be too low .
T his issue hasbeen known for a long tin €, and addressed at the theoretical level
w ith exact calculations of the expected rates for and radiation pattems of one
addiionalhard parton (). T hese authorspropose to assign additionalhard fgts

In events to either production or decay by calculating the ollow ing cbservables:

Sproa = Jlog+ + Pp)® mi+ dme o] [ +p)° mi+ime J3 ()

S1 = g+ +po)® mi+ime o] [ +fp.tpy)? mi+ime 3 @)

2

Sy = g+ + Pt Py’ mi+ime o [ )¢ mi+ ime 3 O

T he extra Ft is \production" ifS,..q < m In (S1;S2), and \decay" otherw ise; this
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assum es of course that In sam ples containing hadronic W decays, the correct
assignm ent has already been m ade for theW Fgts (le. a radiative W decay could
be denti ed). How well the idea may apply under experin ental constraints

rem amns to be evaluated.

42 Spin

A1l SM fem ions have a left-handed weak gauge coupling, which m ediates their
decays, ifthey decay. O nly the top quark, because i is so m assive, decays before
it hadronizes or its soin  Jps, thus kaving an In print of its spin on is angular
decay distrbutions. But how do we even know that the top quark candidate is
a ferm ion? First, if t were spin 0 or 1, we would have to postulate an additional
unobserved daughter to conserve overall spin. Furthem ore, although Tevatron
and LHC use unpolarized beam s and therefore produce unpolarized top quark
pairs, for soin 0 their spinswould be uncorrelated, whereas for soin 1 they would
be, although this correlation has not been considered. The spin correlations
arising from a spin 3/2 scenario have also not been considered. H ow ever, a sin ple
argum ent against soin 3/2 is that the tt cross section would bem uch larger. This
was in fact how the tau lepton was determ ined to be spin 1/2.

As a spin 1/2 ferm ion, the SM top quark has decay angular distributions

d =d(os ;)/ 1+ jcos ;,where is the angk of decay particle i in the top

i
quark rest fram e w ith respect to the top quark spin (i= “; ;b, ord;u;b), and

; iIsthe spin analzing power ofparticle i. AtLO, ;= 1; 0:32; 041 (;have
opposite signs for top quark and antitop quark), m aking the outgoing charged

Jepton or dow n-type quark not tagged as a b the ideal spin correlation analyzer.

Ifone uses the dow n—type quark n hadronicW decays, theQCD NLO corrected
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valiemustbeused ) : 4’ 0:93. For top quark pair production, because the
spins are correlated, one plots a double di erential distrioution [0, ),
! & ! a C ) (10)
— = — i ,00S ;COS ,);
d(cos j)d(cos ;) 4 o B v

where ;( ;) is now the anglk of the i (i) decay product with respect to the
chosen spin axis in the top (antitop) quark rest fram e; and C is the spin corre-
Iation ace cient —-the rehtive fraction of like-spin top quarks produced, in the
spin basis considered. Near threshold, tt produced by quark pairs is in a 3S;
state, whereas gluon production yields a 'S, state, so the two com ponents w ill
have di erent spin correlations, Cqq and C4y. O bserving the overall correlation
would con m that the top quark is indeed the SM partner of the bottom quark
w ih a left-handed weak coupling.

The overall spin correlation coe cient C varies strongly depending on spin
basis and which initial state parton type dom nates. Because tt production at
the Tevatron is predom nately quark-initiated, whilk at the LHC it arisesm ostly
from initial gluons, di erent spin bases optim ize analyses for the two m achines.
At the Tevatron this isthe \o -diagonal” basis ofR ef. ), where the spin basis
angke w ih respect to the proton beam direction is a function ofthe speed and
production angle  ofthe top quark w ith respect to the incom ing p direction in

the zerom om entum frame ZMF):

2 .
S COos
tan = — 2t 11)
1 2 sin?

T his basis is illustrated n Fig.ll ). At the LHC, the \helicity basis" is
optim al, which resolves spin along the ight direction of the top quarks in the
ZMF . The NLO oorrections to C are known to be O (10% ), and so will not

greatly a ect an analysis ). However, the uncertainty in C even at NLO is
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unexpectedly large at the Tevatron. Because C 4y contributes w ith opposite sign
to C 4, the overall value is quite sensitive to uncertainties in the gluon structure
function at high x. Thorough study of PDF uncertainties will be required to
resolve this. It is not as serious an issue at the LHC, as this process probes g (x)
at ow x, where the PDF uncertainties are quite an all, and In any case the scale
uncertainty at NLO dom inates over PD F uncertainties for thism achine. At the
Tevatron in theo -diagonalbasis, Cy10 = 0:806 4218: () gf : PDF), and in the
helicity basis at the LHC, Cy 0 = 03117522 ()" 2%% eDF) ).

Because the spin analyzing power of the charged lpton (leptonic decay) ord
quark (adronic decay) ism axin al, they are the natural choice or cbserving the
correlations. The dikpton tt sam ple has the least background contam ination,
but because of the two m issing neutrinos can be reconstructed only statistically.
F Javor tagging is not possibl am ong the light quarks, but the dow n-type quark
is typically the least-energetic quark n W decay in the top quark rest fram e. In
principle, then, use of the singleJepton and althadronic channels ispossibl, but
needs further investigation.

Ifthe top quarks decay isotropically, then C = 0 (no correlation). New physics
such as CP violation or a right-handed coupling com ponent would also aler
the predicted value of C | ). The task then is to determm ine the achivable
level of uncertainty on C at Tevatron and LHC .D has perform ed an analysis
of their dilepton samples ). W hil the statistics were too poor to give a
strong resul, they clarly established that the m easurem ent can be performm ed.
Run 2 expectations are that C = 0 can be ruled out at better than the 2

kvelwih 2 b ! ofdata. At the LHC,CM SJET simulation (]) estin ates a

measurem ent ofC = 0:331 0:023 (statistical errorsonly, LO sinulation) for the
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SM , m ore than good enough to rule out the isotropic decay case. Polarim etry of
the b quark has been proposed to enhance spin correlation analyses 1), but
has not yet been investigated by the experim enters. O f course, the ultra—low
background environm ent, beam polarization, and P s tunihg of a LC would be
deal for precision spin and spin correlation m easurem ents ).

Because allthreem odes of single top quark production  ig.ll) can be cbserved
at both Tevatron and LHC, it is usefil to consider spin for these cases as well.
Here the interesting distrbution is the angle between the charged lpton In the

top quark decay and the chosen spin axis [, ):

1 d

1 0 o N« Ny
= —1+C°cos ; C'= ——:
r doos 2 Nwt+ Ny

12)

where N« 4, is the num ber of top quark events produced spin up (down) In the
fram e considered. The spin asymm etry C % in this case ism axin ized by choosing
the spin basis that m ost strongly correlates w ith the dow n-type quark on the
production side. For W production, this is sin ply the antjproton direction at
the Tevatron | ). TheW g-fusion process ism ore challenging due to NLO com —
plications in the initialand nalstates asthe ZM F cannot be de ned. Here one
optin ally chooses the \ -“beam line" basis, which isde ned as the beam linem ost
closely aligned w ith the forw ard scattered quark that supplied the fusingW | ).
ForW tproduction the idealbasis isde ned by the down-type ferm ion from both
W decays [)). This channel has severe experin ental problem s reconstructing
the top quark rest fram e form ost decay channels, but is under nvestigation.
One study | ) noted this is also a crucial test of the CKM m atrix elem ent
Vig: sihce ¢ is nearly proportionalto ¥ F,'° if Vg were am all due to a furth

generation, then top would decay on average after the spin I tinem= gzgcn -

Bassum ng Vg Ve ibra= djs.
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the soin correlation would not be seen! T his provides the constraint ¥y,j> 0:03.

43 Charge

T he electric charge of the top quark has not actually been m easured. W hile it
isnot w idely supposed that its value is not that of the SM , there do exist exotic
theories w here the top quark is actually m uch heavier, and the Run 1 cbservation
is of another exotic quark of charge Q = 4=3 []) . Techniques to m easure this
directly at hadron colliders have been explored using the sam pl of single lepton
events that contain a hard photon | )t ! ‘bib(Jisatfom W ! o g).

T he photon can be radiated from any electrically charged particle in the pro—
cess, which m eans that contributions arise from radiation in top production (in—
cluding quark initial states), radiative top decay, and radiative W decay. The
contrbution of radiative W decay is SM -lke and its in uence can be ram oved
by requiring that the invariant m ass of the jj system and the transverse m ass
of the ' P¥; system be larger than 90 G &V . Events are dom inated by photons

produced in top production if one in poses the cuts:
m (237 ) > 190GeV ; mp (o Br) > 190Gev 13)

At Tevatron energies, photon radiation from the initial state quark pairs which
constitutes about 90% of tt events) dom inates the cross section, so Q¢ = 4=3
increases the cross section of this sam pl by only about 20% . At the LHC,
however, where gg ! tt dom inates, i is enhanced by a factor 2.6, since the
cross section is roughly proportionalto Q ﬁ . Radiative decay sam ples are selected
by selectively changing one of the relative symbols for the cuts of Eq. . In
these cases, the sam ple cross sections actually decrease if Q+ = 4=3, due to

interference between radiation from the t, W and b lnes.
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M ore usefiil is to exam ne the pr and angular distributions of photons for the
three tt sam ples, which are anom alous In the case of exotic charge assignm ent.
For exam pl the photon is typically closer to the lowerenergy b quark. T he dis-
trbutions can be used to perform a 2 test to distinguish the Q¢ = +2=3; 4=3
hypotheses. Q + orthispurpose is treated in the literature as a continuous quan—
tity, rather than discrete, because the strict requirem ent of a viable EW m odel
is sin ply that the two partnersofan SU (2) doublkt di erby one unit of charge.
H ow ever, them odels that allow for this realization are quite strange, so we choose
to present results in term s of distinctly separating the tw o discrete charge assign—
m ents. E stin ates are that Tevatron Run 2 could con m Qr = +2=3at 95% C L.
w ith about 20 b ! of data using the photon distributions, while the LHC could
do thisat 100% C L.wih 10 b 1. A 500 GeV LC could achieve thisaswellw ith
0 (100) b ' ofdata WIN).

A fematively, one can look for a few very clkan single lpton tt events where
either the b gt charge ism easured, or the b from the leptonic top decay decays
sam Heptonically [00). Since Q+r = Qp + Q ., the latter could work even at
the Tevatron if experin ents are lucky to see a few clean such events. H owever,

m easuring b £t charge is less well explored.

44 Gauge couplings

W e know via observation ofpp ! t! Wi W  at the expected SM rate, and
non-observation of other decays (including radiative Q ED ), that the top quark
gauge couplingstog;W ;Z; areroughly SM -lke. Thesem ust now bem easured
precisely; anom alous coupling analyses are them ost appropriate. CP violation in

the top sector is nom ally addressed In this language, via the CP -even and -odd
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term s in the e ective Langrangians used.

The m otivation for studying anom alous QCD top quark gauge couplings is
that they naturally arise In dynam ical EW symm etry breaking m odels such as
technicolor or topcolor. T hey have been explored for the Tevatron [0, p)
and LHC [, ) (see also references therein). Thee ective Lagrangian appears

asthe SM tem plus chrom oelectric and chrom om agnetic dipole m om ent tem s,

20 A0

9sdp 9s 't
L = t G i— G —_— G t: 14
tg g om ¢ 5 om . 14)

Both term s I chirality; the chrom om agnetic m om ent ’S is CP-even, and the
chrom oelectric m om ent &E is CP-odd, enabling use of CP -even and -odd cbserv-
ables to separate their e ects. Because the CP-even chrom om agnetic m om ent
Interferes w ith the SM vertex, cbservables are potentially sensitive to the sign of
the coupling. O ne calculational detail is that for gg ! tt subprocesses, an ad—
ditional din ension-5 operator m ust be ntroduced to preserve gauge invariance,
corresponding to an e ective ggtt 4-point Interaction. There is also a SM  loop
contribution to the chrom om agnatic m om ent, which depends on the H iggs boson
mass. For example, orM g = 100 G&V, this leads to a 2:5% correction to
at the LHC , which is an aller than the expected m easurem ent uncertainty | ).
The sam e study shows O (10 20)% changes can occur In m odels containing two
H iggs doublets or additionalm atter content, such as the M SSM .

Unfrtunately, Tevatron studies have shown that these m om ents lead m ostly
to overall tt rate changes, due to threshold e ects dom inating the angular distri-
butions. Only for very large values of d,g; 8 m Ight one expect to cbserve shape

changes in such distrbutionsasthe top quark em ission angle in the centerofm ass
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fram e, or for dileptonic decays at the Tevatron,

S = P @ Q)P @ Q); (15)

whereP Q;;Q ) isthem omentum vector ofthe proton (Y ;' ), also in theCM
fram e. Even then, the statistics at Run 2 m ay not be su cient to explore this
w ih con dence. Furthem ore, constraints from b ! s on the chrom om agnetic
mom ent are already an order of m agniude better than is achievabl at Teva-
tron ). The progpect for explicit CP -odd observables for the chrom oelectric
m om ent is greater, but further study w ith detector sin ulation and up-to-date
Run 2 expectations is needed. Unfortunately, the literature on ttg anom alous
couplings contains a w ide variety of conventions. For LHC studies this is par-
ticularly noticeable: results are extrem ely di cul to com pare, both w ith each
other and w ith other experim ental constraints such as from b! s . Thisshould
be recti ed In the near future, to clarify what exactly can be leamed.

At hadron colliders, anom aloustt and #tZ couplings can be explored only via
associated production, as EW schannel contrbutions to top pairs are far too
suppressed relative to Q CD . Up-to-date predictions for these SM ratesm ay be
found in Refs. [, ). No anom alous coupling analysis for these cases has yet
been perform ed, beyond the top charge m easuram ent of the fomer. At a LC,
these can be studied in direct tt production quite precisely | ).

Anom alous W couplings have been explored for hadron colliders in the con—
text of tt production and decay (), and m ore recently of sihgle top produc—
tion 0,00 00) . For tt production the previously discussed lin it on right-handed

W Dbosons in top decay is part of this sub fct, but not nom ally discussed in
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anom alous coupling language. The e ective Lagrangian is

V.
L=-%2w b pt W b ELP +FRP,)t + hx: (16)
2 2M
whereW  isthe el strength tensorandP = (1 5)=2;F§“;R = 0 in the SM .

The non-SM temm is proportional to the particle m om entum , and is realized by
an anom alous contribution to the cross section at high pr . In practice one uses
theW , b, or o system s, depending on which single top production com ponent is
isolated. Evenwith 2 b ! atthe Tevatron, lim its ofapproxin ately 0:18 < Fy' <

+055 and 024 < FX < +025 could be achieved, assum ing a 10% system atic
uncertainty. At the LHC thiswould in prove by a factor of 2-3. It is In portant
that this theoretical study be followed up by one w ih detector simulation to
Include systam atic uncertainties, which w ill likely be lim iting. Lin its from a LC

would be better by up to an order of magnitude. As a nalnote, Ref. [11)

pointed out that CLEO dataon b! s is already m ore constraining on right-

handed i couplings than would be achievablk at any planned future colliders.

45 Lifetim e and Vi,

The CKM m atrix elam ent Vg, is Intim ately related to the top quark lifetim e,
so it is natural to discuss them together, even though they are often treated as
separate topics. W e usually speak of the lifetin es of quarks (cham and bottom )
and Jeptons (muon and tau), rather than their intrinsic w idths, because they are
som e fraction of a second that ism easureable in the laboratory. Indeed it is such
\long" lifetim es that allow high resolution vertex detectors to see the displaced
decay vertices of leptons, b and c quarks in collider experin ents. Like the other
ferm dons, top decays only weakly, so does it also have a long life? Fortunately,

no! The top quark lives about 4 10 ?° s, aln ost an order of m agnitude m ore



Review of Top Q uark Physics 6l

eeting than the tim e it takes for a colored particle to hadronize.

A partick’s lifetin e is the inverse of its decay width, =8 m fact we
calculated the top lifetim e by rst calculating its decay w idth. For extrem ely
short-lived states, i’s m ore useful to discuss the w idth, rather than the lifetin e.

Ignoring the b quark m ass, at LO the top quark WV partialwidth is

4 6

_ Gp 3 My My _
! Wh) = —p=m{¥pf 1 3% +2—" = 156Gev : (7)
8 2 m ¢ m ¢
TheNLO resulk is1.42 G&V | ). N ote that the NLO value cannot be used in

a LO m atrix elem ent calculation —it willgive thewrongB (¢! W ), because the
other couplings are at LO ! This partial w idth is proportional to ¥4 ¥, jist as
the other SM decays, t ! sW ;dW , are proportionalto Vs ¥; VT, respectively.
These are a 02% correction to the total width, = F q tqr if there are
Indeed only 3 generations of quarks, for which case 0:9990 < Jy,3< 0:9993. W e
can be con dent that ji,]J VisTF VigJeven w ithout the low energy unitarity

constraints, from the CDF m easurem ent )

B! bi) V¥ +031
= = 094" 25, ; 18
B! o) VoF + Vst + V¥ 024 )

w hich looks for the fraction of tagged b ts In tt decays.

Tt is interesting to consider w hat happens if there are m ore than three genera—
tions, In which case unitarity constraintson Vg, from low energy data are virtually
m eaningless. From EW precision data we know the rho param eter quite precisely.

For four generations its value is | )

3G 3G
C ol P miVeFemiyef = 1+ pog mis el omd ;a9

where t¥ is the up-type Purth-generation quark, and unitarity in the furth gen-

eration requires that ¥y, f = 1 2, ywoF = ? (given our belief n very small
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VisiVig) - It is obvious that either is an all or the top quark and the fourth gen-
eration up-type quark are nearly degenerate. T he latter case would be discovered
quite soon, the fourth generation issue is not one of great concem.

Forunstabl particks, the w idth exhibis itselfasa spread in the nvariantm ass
distribution of the decay products, the BreitW igner lineshape. Unfortunately,
the top quark w idth isnarrower than experin ental resolition at a hadron collider,
so neither Tevatron nor LHC willbe abl to determ ine this directly. (O ne can
set 1im its of the detector resolution, but this w ill never be com petitive w ith B
checks and other m ethods.) But determ Ining it is not in possble: one resorts
instead to an indirect m ethod of com bining several other results which depends
on . This requires cbservation ofboth tt and single-top production (in at least
one of the three channels) and som e m ild theoretical assum ptions that can be
checked, w ithin lim its, via detailed studies of decay angular distributions. O ne
has to assum e that Q CD govems the tt production and that the v vertex is
the standard SU (2);, weak gauge vertex; both are em inently reasonable, and can
be checked via anom alous couplings analyses we discussed earlier, which look for
deviations in various di erential distribbutions and so are not reliant on only the
total rate. A 1l the necessary cross sections are known at NLO or better.

The m easurem ent is Iinked to ¥y, discussed previously. F irst, m easure
B! bw ))Z;gjyen trust n QCD and the NLO + NNLL rates, thisyieldsB (¢ !
v ) to 5% at Tevatron Run 2 and 3% at the LHC . Second, m easure the SM rate
of singletop production, which is really B! W ). Theproduction cross
section, which is proportional to the partialwidth (! W ), is cbtained by
dividing out the known B . T his is really a m easurem ent of gy Y 3. A ssum ing

exact dependence on the SM gauge coupling gy , this directly determ ines Vi Jj—
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to 12% at the Tevatron (2 O 1), and 5% at the LHC, where the m easuram ent
w illbe system atics 1im ited. T he top quark totalw idth is then the partialw idth,
given by Eq.lll, divided by B . P recision w ill be sim ilar to that for the partial
width to bW .

For the totalw idth m easuram ent it is expected that the threegeneration valie
of ¥ypjwould be used, as it is known much more precisely from Ilow energy
data than can be m easured directly. T he technique to m easure yy,jdirectly at
hadron colliders sin ply establishes to a high degree of con dence that no fourth
generation exists, which is already highly disfavored by EW precision data. O ne
m ay also crosscheck B (¢! W ) by taking the ratio of dilepton to single lepton

events In tt production.

4.6 Yukawa ocoupling

Yukawa oouplings relate the m atter content of the SM to the source of m ass
generation, the H iggs sector. For the top quark in the SM this is written as
a Lagrangian term L = Yt tw + hx: When theHiggs eld acgquiresa
vacuum expectation value (vev) v, ! pl—z (v+ H ), the vev term becom es the
m assand and the eld tem Pl—EYttLH R becom esthe interaction ofa pair oftop

quarksw ith the physicalH iggsboson. T hus, the top quark m ass is findam entally
related to the H iggs vev and its Yukawa coupling, m = ffét—%’ .Sincev= 246 G&V

and my = 1743 G€V, it appears that Y is exactly 1, a theoretically interesting
value, lreading to speculation that im portant new physics m ay be accessed via
top quark studies. The task then is to verify this, by probing the H iggs-top

Interaction and therefore the m echanisn of ferm ion m ass generation. T his tums

out to bethem ost di cult top quark property to m easure!
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T here are three m ethods to consider at hadron colliders: inclusive H iggs pro—
duction gg ! H , m ediated dom nantly by a top quark loop; or associated pro-—
duction with a single top quark, or a pair. O fthess, gg ! H has the largest
cross section, but is only m nin ally useful. First, there is the possbility that
additional undiscovered particles m ediate a loop contribution, which m ay not be
separable. Second, In 2HDM scenarios, the bottom quark contribution introduces
an additional uncertainty since it m ust be separated. W hik this channel is still
usefi1], direct acoess to Y via top quark associated production ism ore attractive.

O ne would expect the cross section for tH production to be larger than that
for tt , which ism ore than two orders of m agniude an aller than gg ! H due
to phase space suppression, since there is m ore phase space available w ith only
one top quark. Unfortunately, this isnot the case, due to a unitarity cancellation
between tH diagram s | ), rendering this channeluseless. It was hoped that at
the Tevatron ttH ;H ! ko ocould be cbserved for a light H iggs, due to the highly
unique nal state ). However, the unexpectedly large, negative QCD NLO
corrections | ) have all but quashed this hope. At the LHC H ;H ! b is
probably visble for a very light H iggs | ), and i would be possble to cbserve
tH;H ! W*'W frHiggsm asses larger than about 120 Gev ). The
statistical uncertainty on Y. for the latter could be as snall as 10% , but the
system atics have not been estin ated.

At hadron oolliders, sin ply m easuring any of these production rates is not
Su cient tom easure Y, despite the com m only held beliefthat ttH grants \direct
access" to the top Yukawa coupling. T he cross section is a convolution of Yy and
the H iggs branching ratio, which is a priori unknown. Only by multiple H iggs

m easurem ents that determm ine all the H iggs branching ratios can such a cross
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section m easuram ent be m eaningful. Thus, this agpect of top quark physics is
nextricably linked to H iggs physics. At the LHC , where a H iggs signalwould not
be so statistically lim ited and would appear In m ultiple channels, branching ratios
can be detem ined indirectly with m ild theoretical assum ptions | ), m aking
Interpretation of the rates usefiil. H owever, an unbiased m easurem ent of Yy will
aln ost certainly require additional H iggs data from a LC . There is an In portant
corollary to this, for the case of a large excess of events: even if the branching
ratio to the observed nal state is assum ed to be uniyy, strong constraints can
be put on m odels where Y is signi cantly enhanced over SM expectations. T his

can happen eg. in topoolor assisted technicolor m odels [0).

5 Summ ary

D iscovery ofthe top quark hasopened up a rich eld ofphysics that is Justi ably
attracting much attention. Careful exam nation of its production and decay
characteristics, and precision m easurem ent of its m ass and other properties, are
needed to test the SM . T heoretical and experin entale ortstow ardsm ust proceed
hand-in-hand to this end. T he top quark m ay itself lead to the discovery of new
physics: the large top m ass m ay well ndicate a sgpecial roke In electroweak and

avor symm etry breakings, and particles yet uncbserved m ay show up in the
production or decay of the top. It is also In portant to understand top quark
events as filly as possible, because they w ill constitute a strong badkground to
m any potential new physics signals in other searches.

Forthenext 5 years or so, direct studies of the top quark belongs to the ongoing
Run 2 of the Tevatron. W hilk collider upgrades have resulted In higher rate of

production through Increases in energy (resulting In a cross-section enhanocam ent
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ofabout 40% forpairsand 60% for single top, com pared to Run 1) and integrated
Jum Inosity (50 tim es orm ore), detector upgrades w ill allow superior background
suppression. W e expect that data sam ples containing O (100) tim es asm any top
quarks as presently available w illbe collected during this period. A fter that, the
LHC willdom inate the eld, delivering another factor of O (100) increase in top
quark yield. Better understanding ofQ CD dynam ics is required to m ake ulluse
of the rich statistics of top events at hadron colliders, kaving plenty of room for
work to prepare for the LHC era. H igh energy physicists around the world have
started planning fora futuree’ e  linear collider, which m ay becom e operational
around 2015. Such a machine willo er new m eans for precision studies of the
top quark properties and dynam ics.

In closing, we quote an observant colleague | ), \In physics, one discovery
often leads to others. Top opens a new world { the dom ain of a very heavy

ferm ion { In which the strange and wonderfulm ay greet us."
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Figure 1: T he closed curves representing experin entalm easurem ents ofM y and

m ¢ constrain the SM H iggsm ass. T he shaded

band show s the allowed com bina—

tionsofM y and m + for di erent values ofMy .
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Figure 2: Branching fractions of tt due to the various subsequent W decays. A 1L

nal states have an additionallb pair from the top decays.
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Figure 3: Leading order Feynm an diagram s for tt production via the strong

interaction.



76

Chakraborty, K onigsery, R ainw ater

Tabl 1: O peration param eters of present and future colliders, and cross sections

for som e Im portant processes. For

(tt), @) isthe complete NLO+NLL calcula—

tion, whilke (o) is the partial NNLO + NNLL calculation, discussed In Sec. 2.1 .1.

T he Integrated lum inosities are per experin ent.

C ollider Tevatron Run 1 | Tevatron Run 2 LHC LC
type PP PP PP ke
Run period 1992-1996 2001-2008 (2) 2007-2 2015 (2)-2
Ecy (TeV) 1.80 1.96 14.0 <2mg- 10
Hi (@ 2s 1) 1 16t 1 10° 10%3 -10%* 2 104
® Lot @ 1) 0125 65 -11 300 1000
tota1 D) 10+ 10+ 10+ 0 (10)
o) (Eb) 2 1o 3 1o 3 %o o @)
W X) (eb) 3 1o 4 to 2 %0 o @)
(th) @) ©Eb) 506" 952 697" 01 825" 35 08
(tt) ) ©Eb) 58 04 80 06 - -
(shgk t) (Eb) 108 0901 150 002 3153 0
Tabl 2: Singl top quark production cross sections (b).
Process | Tevatron Run 1 | Tevatron Run 2 LHC ) LHC )
NEO | 0380 0002 0:447 0002 | 655 003 407 000
NLO .| 0702 0:003 0959 0002 | 1526 06 900 0fF
LL - 0:093  0:024 313 313
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Figure 4: Leading order Feynm an diagram of single lepton decay of a tt event.

Tabl 3: Channelby-channel system atic uncertainties (GeV) in Tevatron Run 1

top m assm easurem ents.

Channel ! D ilepton Singlke Jepton | A Ithadronic
System atic C ategory CDF | D CDF D CDF | D
Jet energy scale 38 24 44 40 50 ?
M odel for Signal 238 1.7 2.6 1.9 18 ?
M C generator 06 0.0 01 00 0.8 ?
Uranium Noise/M ultiple Interactions| 0.0 | 13 | 00 13 00 ?
M odel for B ackground 03 10 13 25 1.7 ?
M ethod forM ass F itting 0.7 11 00 15 06 ?
Total 48 3.6 53 55 5.7 ?
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Figure 5: CDF and D cross section results for tt production at the Fem ilab
Tevatron, Run 1, overlaid w ith the theory prediction. For the latter, we take the
entire band covered by both the NLO+NLL and partial NNLO + NNLL predic—

tions (see text).
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Figure 6: Leading order Feynm an diagram s for electrow eak production of single
top quarks: (@) schannel, ,c) t<channel, and (d,e) associated production w ih

aw .
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Figure 7: The reconstructed m . distrbution In the Run 1 data from the CDF

experin ent.
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Figure 8: The 95% C L.exclusion boundariesin the M g+ ;tan ]plane from the
D Run 1 \disappearance search" fort ! kH (double hatched). A lso shown
are Run 2 proctions if the probability of experin ental cbservations continues
to peak at the SM prediction: 2 b ! (singke hatched), and 10 b ! @unhatched).
The m odeling is based on lading-order calculations. M ore recent results from

LEP haveexcluded M y+ < 786 G&V at 95% C L.
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Figure 9: O neJdoop diagram soft ! v ° (top) and tree diagram s of t ! c\/’iOVjO

bottom ) in 2HDM .v % = iZ:9; 0= n%n%a0.
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Tevatron Top Quark Mass Measurements
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Figure 10: Tevatron resuls form  in the various channels, and the globalaverage.
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Figure 11: tt rest fram e (\zerom om entum fram e") orgqg ! tathadron colliders,
from Ref. | ) ). t() are the (@nti)top quark m om enta, s(s) are the (anti)top
quark spin vectors. isthe ight direction ofthe top quark, isthe direction of
the o -diagonal spin bases, and ! isthe preferred em ission direction ofthe down-
type ferm ion In top quark decay forup-down (t+ m s) and down-up (& m s) soin

con gurations. A 1l angles are w ith respect to the p beam direction.
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