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A B ST R A C T : W epresentan overview ofTop Q uark Physics-from whathasbeen learned so

farattheTevatron,tothesearchesthatlieahead atpresentand futurecolliders.W esum m arize

therichnessofthem easurem entsand discusstheirpossibleim pacton ourunderstanding ofthe

Standard M odelby pointing outtheirkey elem entsand lim itations.W hen possible,we discuss

how the top quark m ay provide a connection to new orunexpected physics. The literature on

m any ofthe topics we address is sizeable. W e’ve attem pted to consolidate the m ost salient

points and stillgive the reader a com plete,coherent overview. For m ore details the reader is

kindly referred to the corresponding sem inalpapers.
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1 O verview

Thediscovery ofthetop quark atFerm ilab’sp�p colliderTevatron in 1995 by the

CDF and D� collaborations (1)suggested the directexperim entalcon� rm ation

ofthethree-generation structureoftheStandard M odel(SM )and opened up the

new � eld oftop quark physics.Severalpropertiesofthetop quarkwerestudied at

theTevatron duringits� rstrun.Theseincludem easurem entoft�tpairproduction

crosssection (2)and kinem aticalproperties(3,4,5,6),top m ass(7,4,5,6,8),tests

ofthe SM via studiesofW helicity in top decays(9)and spin correlationsin t�t

production (10),searchesforelectroweak production ofsingletop quarks(11,12)

and forexotic decaysoftop such ascharged Higgs(14,13),and 
 avor-changing

neutralcurrents(15),etc. Precision ofm ostofthese m easurem entsare lim ited

by statisticaluncertaintiesbecauseofthesm allsizeofthedata sam plescollected

so far at the Tevatron (Run 1). Run 2,currently underway,willincrease the
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statistics by approxim ately two orders of m agnitude while the Large Hadron

Collider(LHC)and willbe a true top factory,producing tensofm illionsoftop

quarksevery year(see Table1).Thenexte+ e� LinearCollider(LC)would also

have su� cientenergy to produce top quarks,and be ideally suited to precision

studiesofm any top quark properties.

Them oststrikingobserved featurethatsetsthetop quark apartfrom theother

quarks is its very large m ass. W eighing in at 174:3 � 5:1 G eV (7),it is about

35 tim es heavier than the next heaviest quark,bottom (b),and is the heaviest

elem entary particle known. The top quark,W and Higgs boson allcontribute

to radiativeterm sin theoreticalcalculationsofm any observablesthathavebeen

m easured with good precision by LEP,SLC and low-energy neutrino scattering

experim ents. Hence,precision m easurem entofm t and M W constrain the m ass

oftheSM Higgsboson,asshown in Fig.1.

The vast swath ofphase space available to the decay ofsuch a heavy quark

gives it an extrem ely short lifetim e,about4� 10� 25 s in the SM ,O (10) tim es

shorterthan the characteristic hadronization tim e ofQ CD,�had � 28� 10� 25 s.

Asa result,the decay oftop quarkso� ersa uniquewindow on the propertiesof

a barequark freefrom the long-range e� ectsofQ CD,such ascon� nem ent.

The large m assofthe top quark takes on even greater signi� cance in various

extensionsoftheSM asparticlespectra and 
 avor-orm ass-dependentcouplings

beyond the SM are contem plated: m ost such particles are experim entally con-

strained tobeheavierthan allotherknown ferm ions,butsom em ay yetbelighter

than thetop quark and can appearon-shellin itsdecays.Thetop quark m assis

also very close to the energy scale ofElectroweak Sym m etry Breaking (EW SB).

Indeed,its Yukawa coupling is curiously close to 1. This raises the possibility
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thatperhapsthere ism ore to itthan itsm assbeing generated by the SM Higgs

m echanism in the sam e way aspostulated with otherferm ions.

1.1 Theoreticalperspective

In the SM ,the top quark is de� ned as the weak isospin partner ofthe bottom

quark. As such,it is a spin-1
2
ferm ion ofelectric charge + 2

3
and transform s as

a color anti-triplet under the SU (3) gauge group ofstrong interactions. None

ofthese quantum num bers have yet been directly m easured,although a large

am ount ofindirect evidence supports the SM assignm ents. Precision m easure-

m entsoftheZ ! b�bpartialwidth and forward-backward asym m etryatLEP (16),

ofB 0-�B 0 m ixing,and lim itson FCNC decaysofB m esonsrequiretheexistenceof

a particlewith T3 =
1

2
,Q = 2

3
and m assnear170 G eV,consistentwith thedirect

m easurem ents by the Tevatron experim ents (17). The Tevatron t�t production

crosssection m easurem entsarealso consistentwith theoreticalcalculationsfora

particle with these attributes. W hile Tevatron Run 2 willm ake m ore stringent

tests,wellenough to rem oveany doubtthatthisisnottheSM top quark,direct

m easurem entofsom eofthetop quark quantum num berswillbepossibleonly at

theLHC and a LC.

Them ostpressingchallengein particletheoryistoexplain thedynam icsbehind

m assgeneration,which hastwo aspects: EW SB,whereby the W and Z bosons

acquire m ass; and 
 avor sym m etry breaking (FSB),which splits the ferm ions

into generations hierarchically arranged in m ass. The SM accom m odates both

by postulating a fundam entalscalar � eld,the Higgs. But this does not satis-

factorily explain the dynam ics,and the Higgssectorrunsinto problem sathigh

energy scales. O ne well-studied 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 playsa centralrolein thisclassofm odels.Anotherpossibility is

supersym m etry (SUSY),a new globalspace-tim e sym m etry.Them inim alSUSY

m odel(M SSM )assignsa bosonic (ferm ionic)superpartner to every ferm ion (bo-

son) in the SM ,and predicts that the lightest superferm ion (sferm ion) m asses

areclose to thatoftheirSM partners.Thelarge top quark m assusually playsa

centralEW SB role here aswell. Directsearches atLEP and Tevatron have set

lower lim itson the m assesofvariousSUSY particles (16). Allofthese are well

above m b,butthere isstillenough room forSUSY decays ofthe top quark. A

num berofothertheoriespostulateexoticparticlesand interactionsornew space-

tim e dim ensionsfordi� erentreasons,often cosm ological. In m any ofthese,the

large m assofthe top quark m akesita likely connection to new physics.

1.2 The Experim entalarena

1.2.1 Producing top

The only facilitieswhere particlesasm assive asthe top quark can be produced

at reasonable rates and studied e� ectively are sym m etric high-energy particle

colliders,i.e.wherethecenter-of-m assfram ecoincideswith thelaboratory fram e.

To date,only the 1.8 TeV incarnation ofthe Tevatron had su� cient energy to

produce top quarks. The data collected during its Run 1 am ounted to � 600

t�tpair events in each ofthe detector experim ents CDF and D� . O nly a sm all

fraction ofthesepassed thestringentselection criteriaim posed atthetriggerlevel

to suppressenorm ousQ CD backgrounds.Thiswassu� cient,however,to claim

discovery oftop and m akesom einitialm easurem entsofitsproperties,principally

m ass. The currentRun 2,with upgraded accelerator and detectors,willresult
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in perhapsa 100-fold increase in t�teventyield by 2008. Thiswillallow a m ore

detailed exam ination oftop,su� cientto con� rm itsSM character,by drastically

im proving the Run 1 m easurem entsand m aking possiblenew ones.

Scheduled tostartdatacollection in 2007,the14TeV ppLargeHadron Collider

(LHC)isexpected todelivernearly eightm illion top paireventstoeach ofitstwo

experim ents,ATLAS and CM S,in the� rstyearalone.Theratewillincreaseby

up to a factorof10 in subsequentyears.Even with a m odestrateofacceptance,

m any rareprocessesinvolving thetop quark willbecom e accessible.

Beyond theLHC,them ostlikely nextcolliderwould bea 500-1000 G eV e+ e�

linear collider. W hile the t�t cross section would be tiny com pared to that at

the LHC oreven Tevatron,the integrated lum inosity would be large enough to

produce at least halfa m illion top pair events in about � ve years ofrunning.

M oreover,therearetwo m ain advantagesto such a m achineforprecision studies.

First,t�tproductionisan EW process.Theoreticalcalculationsareknowntom uch

higherprecision in thiscase,and the absence ofenorm ousQ CD backgroundsin

experim entwould yield extrem ely high purity sam plesand nearly fully e� cient

eventcollection.Second,becausethecenter-of-m assenergyofthecollidingbeam s

isexactly known,top quarkscould be reconstructed m uch m ore precisely.Vari-

abletuningofthebeam energy would allow forproduction threshold scans,giving

access to super-precision m easurem ents ofm ass and width. Controlover beam

polarization would provide exceptionally detailed couplings determ inations. In

short,a LC would bean idealm achineforprecision top quark physics.However,

them ain focushereison recentorapproved experim ents,i.e.,thehadron collid-

ersTevatron and LHC.W eexpecta futureAnnualReview articleto concentrate

on LC top physicsoncesuch a facility isapproved.Table1 sum m arizessom ekey



Review ofTop Q uark Physics 7

param etersforthecollidersm entioned above.

1.2.2 Detecting top

A top quark’sproduction and decay verticesareseparated by O (10� 16)m ,which

exceedsthespatialresolution ofany detectorby m any ordersofm agnitude.De-

tection ofa top quark therefore proceedsthrough identi� cation and reconstruc-

tion ofits daughter particles. Fortunately,the large top m assdictates itis not

produced highly relativistically. Consequently,its m uch lighter decay products

havegood angularseparationsand high m om enta in thelaboratory fram e.M ost

end up in thecentralregion ofthedetector,with ~pT,them om entum com ponent

perpendicularto the beam lineexceeding 20 G eV in m agnitude 1.

Top decay productsspan the entire spectrum ofquarksand leptons. W ithin

theSM ,thetop quark decaysalm ostexclusively into W b.TheW decaysalm ost

instantaneously (lifetim e� 3� 10� 25 s)eitherleptonically into a lepton-neutrino

pair: B (W ! ‘��‘) =
1

3
,(‘ = e;�;� with equalprobabilities) or hadronically

into a quark-antiquark pair: B (W ! q1�q2)=
2

3
,(q1(q2)= u(d);c(s) with equal

probabilities).Hadronic� nalstatesm anifestthem selvesasa showerofparticles,

called ajet.IftheW decaysleptonically,then thecharged lepton can beidenti� ed

with relative ease,� being an exception,whileneutrinosescapedirectdetection.

A graphicalrepresentation ofthe variousSM branching fractionsoftop pairsis

shown in Fig.2.Norm ally in the experim entalcontextofhadron colliders,only

e;� are referred to asleptons,since � � nalstatesbehave so di� erently.

Thislarge and com plex setof� nalstate perm utationshassigni� cantim plica-

1
Transversem om entum ,~pT ,im pliesm om entum m easurem entwith am agnetized tracker(e.g.

forelectronsand m uons)while transverse energy, ~E T ,im pliescalorim eterenergy m easurem ent

(e.g.forjets).The two have the sam e physicalinterpretation,butdi�erentresolutions.
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tionsfordata collection.Although a m ultilayered hardwareand softwaretrigger-

ing system iscarefully designed to retain asm any ofthem ostinteresting events

aspossible,and thedetectorisalm ostherm etic,som efraction oftop eventswill

be lostdepending on the decay m ode and distribution,as wellas the priorities

ofthe experim entalprogram . A briefaccount ofthe m ajor issues for particles

entering thedetectorisin order:

� Electronsarerecognized with about90% e� ciencybytheirshortinteraction

length leading to a com pact shower in the calorim eter and an associated

track ofm atchingm om entum in thecentraltrackingvolum eofthedetector.

� M uons are highly penetrating particles that are distinguished by their

m inim um -ionizingtrailalltheway through beingtheonly particlestoreach

theouterm ostdetectorlayers,with about90% e� ciency.

� Neutrinos escape direct detection because oftheir tiny weak interaction.

Sincethebeam -axiscom ponentofneteventm om entum variesovera wide

range ata hadron collider,only the transverse com ponentofinvisible par-

ticles’totalm om enta,~p/T (~E/T ),can be inferred in any given event. Sim -

plistically,it is the negative vector sum ofobserved particles’transverse

m om enta. The ~E/T resolution dependsstrongly on the content and topol-

ogy ofan event.

� Detection ofb quarks is particularly im portant in selection oftop event

candidatessince m ostQ CD eventsdon’tcontain them ,so theiridenti� ca-

tion reduces backgrounds considerably. A b im m ediately hadronizes,but

typically travels abouthalfa m illim eterfrom the prim ary interaction ver-

tex before decaying into a jetcontaining m ultiple charged particles. Such

a displaced decay vertex can be isolated using a good vertex detector by
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extrapolating the tracks associated with the jet to a com m on origin (sec-

ondary vertex tagging).Jetsinitiated by gluonsand lighterquarks(except

som etim es c)are rarely associated with a secondary vertex. Additionally,

about20% ofthetim ea bjetcontainsa lepton which typically hasa lower

m om entum than a prom ptlepton from a W decay.Thiso� ersan alterna-

tivem eansfortagging a bquark jet(softlepton tagging).O verall,bquarks

can beidenti� ed about60% ofthetim e.

� Tau leptonsdecay leptonically 36% ofthetim eand hadronically 64% .The

leptonic decays result (in addition to two neutrinos) in an electron or a

m uon thataretypically softerthan thosefrom W decays.Apartfrom avery

sm allim pactparam eter thatis di� cultto m easure,W ! � ��� ! ‘��‘�����

(‘= e;�)decayscannotreally besingled outfrom W ! ‘��‘ in top events,

and areautom atically accounted forin them easurem entswith electron and

m uon � nalstates.The hadronic m odesneed specialconsideration:� 76%

ofthese yield a single charged daughter (1-prong) and � 24% yield 3 (3-

prong). G ood pattern-recognition algorithm s can exploit the low charge

m ultiplicity and characteristic featuresofthe associated narrow showerin

thecalorim eterto separatehadronic� decaysfrom thecopiousQ CD back-

ground.Theassociated neutrino carriesaway a signi� cantfraction ofthe�

m om entum ,m aking itsestim ation dependenton the distribution ofother

objects in the event. O verall,the identi� cation e� ciency ofhadronic tau

decaysisabout50% .

� Jets initiated by gluons and lighter quarks have nearly fulldetection e� -

ciency,although establishing their partonic identity on an event-by-event

basisisnotpossible asthey hadronize into overlapping states. Subtle dif-
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ferencesin pro� lesofgluon and quark jetsm y bediscernibleon a statistical

basis.Ifso,itwould bevery usefulto top quark studiessince alljetsfrom

top decaysarequark initiated (discounting � nal-stateradiation),whilejets

in theQ CD background arepredom inantly gluon-initiated.Thispossibility

requiresfurtherstudiesin thecontextofhadron colliders.Jetsarising from

gluons and lighter quarks willbe m isidenti� ed as a b(�) at a rate ofonly

about 1/200. They fake an electron or m uon even m ore rarely,at about

the1/2000 level.

Top quark decays are no less varied in scenarios beyond the SM .Therefore,

identi� cation ofallofthese objectsaswellasaccurate and precise m easurem ent

oftheirm om enta arekey to studiesofthetop quark.Detailed description ofthe

detectordesign and perform ancespeci� cationsareavailableelsewhere(19,20,21).

Detailed com parisons ofthe experim entalm easurem ents ofthe nature oftop

quark production (crosssection and kinem atics),decay (partialwidths,angular

correlationsam ong decay products,and so on),and otherproperties(m ass,dis-

crete quantum num bers,etc.),with those theoretically predicted are im portant

probesfornew physics.Itisachallengefortheoristsand experim entalistsaliketo

perform calculationsand m easurem entsatthehighestpossiblelevelofprecision.

Forreadersinterested in greater detail,especially from an experim enter’spoint

ofview,we strongly recom m end two excellent articles: Refs.(22)fortop quark

physicsatthe Tevatron,and Ref.(18)forthatatthe LHC.Earlieraccountsof

thediscovery ofthe top quark can befound in Refs.(23,24).
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2 Top Q uark Production

Athadron colliderstwo distinctSM production m echanism sare possible: dom -

inant t�t pair production,via the strong interaction;and single-top production

via the electroweak (EW )interaction. Aswe shallsee,detailed com parison be-

tween experim entalm easurem ents ofphysicalobservables related to top quark

production,and SM predictions,isan im portantprobefornew physics.

2.1 Pairproduction

In the SM ,t�tpairsare produced via quark-antiquark (q�q)anihilation and gluon

fusion.Figure3 showsthecorresponding leading order(LO )Feynm an diagram s.

The totaltree level(Born approxim ation)t�tcrosssection athadron colliders

is a convolution ofthe parton distribution functions (PDFs) for the incom ing

(anti)protonsand thecrosssection forthe partonic processesq�q;gg ! t�t:

�(s;m 2
t)=

X

i;j

Z 1

0

dx1

Z 1

0

dx2fi(xi;�
2
f)fj(xj;�

2
f)�̂ij(̂s;m t;�s(�

2
r)); (1)

where i;j are the possible com binations ofincom ing gluon or quark-antiquark

pairsand f(x;�2f)are thePDFs,evaluated atsom e factorization scale �f corre-

spondingtoascalein theproblem ,such asm t,and avaluex which isthefraction

ofincom ing(anti)proton energy thattheparton carries.Thepartonicsubprocess

cross sections,integrated over phase space,are functions ofthe center-of-m ass

energy
p
ŝ,the top quark m ass m t,and the Q CD strong coupling constant �s

evaluated ata renorm alization scale�r,also typically taken to beonerelevantto

theprocess,e.g.m t,butitdoesnothaveto bethesam eas�f.Athigherorders,

the partoniccrosssection also dependson �f;�r: �̂ij(̂s;m t;�f;�r;�s(�
2
r)).

AttheTevatron,t�tproduction occurscloseto,butnotquiteatthreshold.The
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m axim um ofd�t�t=dŝoccursaround3/2thethreshold value,and theaveragespeed

ofthe top quarksisabout� � 0:5. Ifforthreshold we setxi � xj = xthr,from

ŝ= xixjs weobtain xthr �
2m tp
s
.In Tevatron Run 1,xthr � 0:2,wherethequark

distribution functionsareconsiderably largerthan thatforthegluon,q�q(gg)! t�t

accounted for90% (10% )ofthecrosssection 2.In Run 2,
p
s= 2:0 TeV,thetotal

crosssection isabout40% larger,with 85% (15% )com ing from an initialq�q(gg)

pair.Atthe LHC the situation isreversed:xthr � 0:025,a regim e where gluons

dom inate,so theq�q(gg)contributionsareabout10% (90% ).Table1 sum m arizes

thet�tcrosssectionsattheTevatron,LHC and aLC,com pared tootherim portant

SM processes.AttheTevatron,roughly onein 1010 collisionsproducestop quark

pairs.In Run 1 theaverageproduction ratewas� 5� 10� 5 Hz,expected to reach

� 7� 10� 4 Hzin Run 2.In com parison,theratewillbeabout10 HzattheLHC,

a true \top factory".

Theuncertainty in �LO
t�t

athadron collidersislarge,� 50% .Theprim arysource

centersaround thescalechoices�f and �r,and theire� ectson �s.Furtherm ore,

�s is relatively large,so additionalterm 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 ) in perturbation theory,which

we discuss in the next section. Additional,sm aller sources ofuncertainty are

the PDFsand the precise valuesofm t and �s(M
2
Z ). Atthe Tevatron the cross

section sensitivity dueto PDFsissm allm ainly because the processisdriven by

thewellm easured quark distributions.Thisisnotthecase attheLHC,wherea

� 10% uncertainty in �t�t com esfrom thePDF forthe dom inantgg com ponent.

2Forthe partonic crosssections,�gg > �q�q,butparton densitiesare the dom inante�ect.
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2.1.1 Higherordercorrectionsand theoreticaluncertainties

At LO the t�t cross section is usually evaluated for �f = �r = m t, as m t is

the only relevantscale in the problem (one could also argue for2m t for�s,but

�r = �f isthe m orecom m on choice).Since thisism uch largerthan thescale of

Q CD con� nem ent,�Q C D � 200 M eV,the calculation can be trusted to behave

perturbatively. But what does the scale choice signify? After all,both PDFs

and �s(M
2
Z ) are data extracted from experim entally m easured cross sections.

However,theyarebased on processesverydi� erentfrom thosewewish toconsider

athadron colliders. W e have to let�s run and the PDFsevolve from the scales

relevantin extraction tothescalesrelevantforapplication.Thecalculation ofthe

process under consideration is separated into two parts: the perturbative hard

scattering (here,q�q;gg ! t�t),and the perturbatively resum m ed PDF evolution

which usesnon-perturbativeinput.To thisend,the scales�r;�f are introduced

to separate the perturbativeand non-perturbativepartsofthecalculation.

By construction,physicalobservablesin a renorm alizeable � eld theory do not

depend on a scale. But this is true only to allorders in perturbation theory,

which is im possible to calculate. At � xed order,the scale independence is not

realized.Higherordershelp restorethis,rem ovingbitby bitthescaledependence

wearti� cially introduced.Varying thescaleata given ordergivesonean idea of

the residualcalculationaluncertainty.

In a higher-ordercalculation,alldiagram sthatcontain the sam e orderin the

relevantcoupling m ustbe included.Here,thisis�s.Thus,the fullO (�
3
s)NLO

calculation (25) includes both realparton em ission and virtual(loop diagram )

corrections,even though the di� erentpartsdo notcontain the sam e num beror

even type of� nalstate particles. The NLO corrections increase �t�t by about
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30% ,with theuncertainty from varying the scale choice reduced to about12% .

An im portant point to note is that the order ofthe hard scattering process

evaluated m ust m atch that ofthe PDF set used. At each higher order in �s,

there are strong cancellations between term s in the PDF evolution and in the

hard scattering realem ission,which com e from the arti� cialdependence on �f

introduced by factorizing the problem in the � rstplace. For NLO calculations,

NLO PDFsm ustbeused;forLO calculationssuch asparton showerM onteCarlo

(M C),LO PDFsm ustbeused.Noncom pliance can introducelarge errors.

The NLO calculation of�t�t experienceslarge logarithm s� �slog
2
�,where �

issom e de� nition ofthethreshold dependence(which can vary atNLO ),arising

from realem ission ofasoftgluon.As� ! 0atthreshold,thecalculation becom es

unstable. Fortunately,realradiation there is restricted by phase space,so soft

gluonsapproxim ately exponentiate:an (�slog
2
�)n term appearsatallordersin

perturbation theory,with acoe� cientateach orderof 1

n!
from perm utationsover

identicalgluons,resulting in a series that is sim ply an exponentialcontaining

�slog�. Calculating it is called resum m ing the large logs. This behavior is a

directconsequence ofsoftgluon em ission in Q CD factorizing both in them atrix

elem ent and in phase space. A leading-log (LL)resum m ation takes care ofthe

(�slog
2�)n series,a next-to-leading-log (NLL)resum m ation the(�s(�slog

2�))n

series,and so on. Thisis an overly sim plistic picture,butgives one an idea of

whatresum m ation calculationsaddress.

According to one recent NLO + NLL com plete resum m ation calculation (26),

with PDF-updated results for the LHC in Sec. 2 of Ref. (18), resum m ation

e� ects are at the O (5% ) level for both the Tevatron and LHC. Results are

�t�t = 5:06(6:97) pb for p�p collisions at
p
s = 1:8(2:0) TeV and 825 pb for pp
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collisions at 14 TeV,where the uncertainties are from scale variation. Another

� 6% contribution com esfrom PDFsand �s.

AnotherrecentTevatron-onlystudy(27)isapartialNNLO + NNLL calculation,

wheretheyexpand theexponentialexpression tothe� rstthreepowersofthelarge

logsatO (�s)and O (�2s).Thisstudy � ndsa 5� 20% uncertainty depending on

thet�tkinem aticsconsidered,and averagestheresultstoconstructtotalestim ates

of�t�t(1:8TeV )= 5:8� 0:4� 0:1 pb and �t�t(2:0TeV )= 8:0� 0:6� 0:1 pb,wherethe

� rstuncertainty isdueto kinem aticsand thesecond isfrom scale uncertainty.

The Tevatron results ofRefs.(26,27)are notnecessarily contradictory,since

they use di� erent m ethods that selectively incorporate di� erent higher-order

term s. For uncertainties at the LHC,the relation is (18) ��
�

� 5�m t

m t
, i.e., if

1 G eV in �mt is achievable,then the cross section should be known to about

3% experim entally. This m akes im provem ents in �N LO
t�t

desireable,although a

com pleteNNLO calculation isnotlikely to becom pleted soon.Atthevery least,

itwould be usefulto have an im proved understanding ofPDFs,such asa m ore

sophisticated PDF-uncertainty analysis.

Besides the soft gluon e� ects, Coulom b e� ects m ay enhance or deplete the

cross section near threshold. However, these are found to be negligibly sm all

for t�t production at both the Tevatron and LHC (28),m uch sm aller than the

inherentuncertainty in theNLO + NLL calculations.Thesam eholdstrueforEW

corrections,found tobe� 0:97% to� 1:74% of�LO
t�t

for60 < M H < 1000G eV (29).

2.1.2 Experim entalm easurem ents:cross-sections,kinem atics

W enow turn to thequestion ofhow to m easureexperim entally thet�tproduction

crosssection and how accurate these m easurem entsareexpected to be.
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W ithin the SM ,the top quark decaysalm ostexclusively into a W boson and

a b quark. The channels and branching fractions for t�t decays can be readily

derived from those forW decaysgiven in Sec.1.2.2. Because ofthe uniqueness

oftheirexperim entaldetection,channelsinvolving � leptonsare usually treated

separately. In the context ofobject identi� cation in the detector,unless noted

otherwise,a \lepton" norm ally refersto eor�.Thus,thet�t� nalstateiscatego-

rized as\dilepton" (branching fraction = 5% ),\single-lepton (plusjets)" (30% )

and \all-hadronic" (44% )dependingon whetherboth,only one,orneitherofthe

two W bosonsdecay leptonically into an electron ora m uon and thecorrespond-

ingneutrino(Fig.4).Therem aining21% involves� leptons:6% for\�-dilepton"

(e�,��,��)and 15% for�+ jets.

� M odeling t�tproduction

Accurate sim ulation ofcollision eventsiscriticalto the understanding ofhow

toderivereliablephysicsm easurem entsfrom thedetectordata.Experim entalists

useM C generatorssuch aspythia (30),herw ig (31)orisajet (32)to m odelt�t

production in hadron collisions.Theseincludeapproxim atetreatm entsofhigher

orderperturbative e� ects(initialand � nalstate gluon radiation),hadronization

ofthe� nalstatepartons,underlying event,and secondary particledecays.They

begin by using an exact m atrix elem ent calculation (Q CD or EW ) ofthe hard

scattering process,such as q�q ! t�t, then sim ulate the em ission of additional

partonsfrom theincom ingand outgoingpartonsin thehard process.Thisisdone

with a parton showeralgorithm evolving theem itted parton energiesdownwards

to a cuto� point,wherehadronization takesover.

A m ore detailed description of these M C program s can be found e.g. in

Ref.(18). The events these generators produce are then com bined with the
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sim ulation ofthe detectors’responseto the � nalstate particles.Eventselection

cuts can then be studied to understand how bestto optim ize the signalaccep-

tance while reducing backgrounds from other physics processes that can fake a

t�tsignature.

There are \sm all" discrepanciesbetween som e ofthe predictionsin these M C

program s.Forexam ple,pythia and herw ig di� erin theam ountofgluon radi-

ation that they introduce (33,34). Tests com paring distributions from the M C

predictions to the NLO calculations can be found e.g. in Ref.(35) which con-

cludes that in the low-pT region herw ig m ore closely approxim ates the NLO

calculations.

It is clear that as larger t�t datasets are gathered by the experim ents,m ore

detailed com parisons between data and M C predictions willbe feasible and a

positive feedback loop willbe established. This willlead to im proved under-

standing ofm echanism sbehind the m ore subtle aspectsoft�tproduction.Accu-

rate m odeling willbe criticalin detecting any possible deviation from the SM

predictions.

� Event selection and backgrounds

Itisim portantto understand how theraret�teventsareselected from the
 ood

ofothereventsgenerated in hadron collisions,and how they are separated from

backgrounds that pass the sam e selection criteria. W e discuss the experim ents

atthe Tevatron and then pointoutthedi� erences,ifany,forthe LHC.

Aswould beexpected in thedecay ofa m assive,slow-m oving particle(� � 1)

into alm ost m assless ones,the � nalstate particles in top decay typically carry

large transverse m om entum in the lab fram e (pT > 15� 20 G eV),and often go
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into the m ore centralpart ofthe detector (j�j< � 2:5)3 Therefore,regardless

ofchannel,the � rst experim entalcriteria for detecting top events is requiring

high pT for alldecay products This requirem ent goes a long way in suppress-

ing backgrounds,especially processeswith jetsfrom Q CD radiation,which have

an exponentially falling E T spectrum ,and processes in which E/T is an artifact

ofinstrum entalim precision,not the escape ofreal,high-pT neutrinos. O ther

topologicalcuts,such as requiring that the leptons and E/T are isolated from

jet activity and m ore globalevent variables such as scalar E T (H T,the scalar

sum ofE T ofallobserved objects),sphericity and aplanarity 4 help enhancethe

signal-to-background ratio (S :B ).The lattertwo are variablescalculated from

theeigenvaluesofthenorm alized m om entum tensor.Aplanarity A ,proportional

to thesm allestofthe3 eigenvalues,m easurestherelative activity perpendicular

to the plane ofm axim um activity. Sphericity S,proportionalto the sum ofthe

two sm allereigenvalues,m easuresthe relative activity in the plane ofm inim um

activity.Top quark eventstypically have largervaluesofH T,S,A .Finally,the

b-tagging requirem entelim inatesm ostnon-top Q CD contam ination ofthesignal,

abouta100-fold reduction,com pared to� 75% ofthetop eventsyieldingatleast

onetagged b-jets5.Tagging heavy-
 avorjetswith softleptonshelpsdisentangle

system atic uncertaintiesoftheQ CD heavy-
 avorcontent.

Rem aining backgrounds in the all-hadronic channelarise m ainly from Q CD

m ulti-jetproduction,in which btagsfrom realheavy-
 avorquarks(m ostly b,but

also som ec)orfrom fakes(gluonsorlightquarks)arepresent.TheS :B ranges

from 1:5 to 1:1 dependingon detailsoftheselection.In thesingle-lepton channel

3
� = 1

2

E + pz

E � pz
iscalled the pseudorapidity,which form asslessparticlesis� = � ln

�

tan
�

2

�

.

4
D e�ned e.g.in Ref.(36).

5Thee�cienciesofSec. 1.2.2 haveto bem oderated by the�ducialacceptanceofthedetector.
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them ostcopiousbackground isfrom W + jetsevents,beforeb-tagging,and from

W + heavy-
 avorafter.TheS :B afterb-tagging istypically between 1:1 and 4:1,

again depending on theexactcriteria.Fordileptons,S :B � 1:2,even without

b-tagging,with backgroundscom ingm ainly from W W ,Z ! �+ �� and Drell-Yan

production,allwith additionaljetsfrom Q CD radiation.Thebackground in this

casebecom esnegligible iftherequirem entofb-tagging isadded.Thisisbecause

thesebackgroundsarealleitherEW suppressed,orariseonly from severalsm all

branching fractionssuccessively.Including branching fractionsand e� cienciesof

thefullchain ofselection criteria,only a few percentofthet�teventsproduced in

the collisionsm ake itto the � nalsam ple.In Run 1 an estim ated 5% m ade itto

the all-hadronic candidate pool,about5% to the single-lepton,and only about

1% to thedilepton pool.

An excessofabout10 dilepton eventsoveran expected background of4 events

was observed in the com bined data sam ples ofCDF and D� . Som e ofthese

candidateshavebeen suggested ashaving unusualkinem atics(37);Run 2 should

resolve this question. In the single-lepton channel, with [without]b-tags, an

excessofabout60[10]eventswasobserved overan expected background ofabout

40 [9].In theall-jetchannelD� [CDF]observed an excessof16 [43]eventsover

a background ofabout25 [144].

Atthe LHC,very pure signalsshould be obtained in the dilepton and single-

lepton channels.For10 fb� 1,with sim ilarselection criteria asthose used atthe

Tevatron,about 60,000 b-tagged dilepton events are expected,with a S :B �

50 (18). In the single-lepton channel,this willbe close to one m illion b-tagged

events.Sincethecrosssection forQ CD W + jetsgrowsm oreslowly with collision

energy than does t�t,S :B � 20 should be possible. However,extracting such
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a clean signalon the all-jets channelout ofoverwhelm ing Q CD background is

notdeem ed feasible.O ngoingstudiesselecting on m oresophisticated kinem atical

variablesand using m ultivariate discrim inantsshow a paltry S :B � 1 :6.

Figure 5 shows the t�t cross section results individually from CDF and D�

in Run 1 for the di� erent decay channels,and the com bined results (2). The

m easurem ents,within their � 30% uncertainties (dom inated by the statistical

com ponent),areconsistentwith SM predictions.In Run 2,a precision of10% is

believed achievable with only 1 fb� 1 ofdata.M any otherfactorswillthen lim it

them easurem ent,m ostly from calculation ofthetotalacceptance (lepton and b-

tagging e� ciencies,eventgeneratorsystem atics,jetenergy scale and lum inosity

m easurem entuncertainty,am ongstothers).Prospectsforreducing thesevarious

com ponentsare addressed asneeded in Sec.4.

2.2 Single top production

Singletop quark production cannotoccurin 
 avor-conserving Q CD,so itprobes

the charged-current weak interaction connecting top to the down-type quarks,

with am plitudesproportionalto the CK M m atrix elem entVtq (q= d;s;b).This

interaction has a vector m inusaxial-vector (V � A) structure because only the

left-chiralcom ponentofferm ionsparticipatein theSU (2)gaugeinteraction.Also

due to the weak interaction,single top quarks are produced with nearly 100%

polarization,which servesasa testoftheV � A structure.

Figure 6 shows the three di� erent ways a hadron collision can produce top

quarkssingly. The processq�q ! t�b via a virtuals-channelW boson probesthe

top quark with a tim elike W boson,q2 > (m t+ m b)
2,while the W -gluon fusion

(t-channel) processes involve a spacelike W boson,q2 < 0. These production
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m echanism sare thuscom plem entary,asthey probethecharged-currentinterac-

tion,in di� erentq2 regions.In thethird process,associated-production,theW is

realand produced in association with thetop quark.

Thecrosssectionsforallthreeprocessesareproportionalto jVtbj
2.Therefore,

m easuring the single top quark production crosssection providesa directprobe

ofjVtbjand theweak tbW vertex in general(we discussVtb in detailin Sec.4.5).

Each process can be a� ected by new physics in a di� erent way. It is therefore

im portantto observeand study each processseparately,to theextentallowed by

the overlap ofthe signatures.Studiesshow thatthes-and t-channelsshould be

observed atthe Tevatron in Run 2 with a sm alldata sam ple ofonly a few fb� 1.

The associated production process,however,is sm aller in the SM and willbe

observed only atthe LHC.Aswe shallsee,the observation ofsingle top iseven

m ore challenging than t�t. Notonly are the cross sections sm aller,butthe � nal

statesignaturessu� erfrom largerbackground duetothelessdistinctivetopology

offewerhigh-pT jets,leptons,b-quarks,and E/T .

It is interesting to note that p�p ! t�b ! W b�b is a signi� cant background to

theSM Higgssearch channelp�p ! W + H ;H ! b�b.Top quarks,produced either

singly orin pairs,willgenerally be a background to a hostofotherchannelsof

possible new physics.So even ifwe are satis� ed ofthe SM propertiesoftop,we

m uststriveforexacting precision in m odelingtop forthesakeofsearchesfornew

phenom ena.

2.2.1 Singletop production in thes-channel

Thepurely EW s-channelsingle-top processisshown in Fig.6(a).Asthisarises

from initial-state quarks,where the PDFs are well-known, the hadronic cross
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section hasrelatively sm allPDF uncertainty. The NLO calculations (39,40,41)

show that,for both the Tevatron and the LHC,there is only a relatively sm all

residualdependence on the scales �f;�r,about� 2% . Resum m ation e� ects are

sm all,oftheorderof3% (40)and Yukawa corrections(loopsinvolving theHiggs

sector � elds) are negligible (< 1% ) at both colliders. The cross section does

change,however,by about� 10% atboth theTevatron and LHC ifmtisvaried by

� 5 G eV.Thus,1-2 G eV precision in mt would bedesireable to avoid increasing

the theoreticaluncertainty further. Because the cross section is potentially so

precisely known,thischannelm ay provide the bestdirectm easurem entofjVtbj

attheTevatron (see Sec.4.5).

In Run 1,the cross section was predicted to be about 0:70 � 0:04 pb. This

isroughly 8 tim essm allerthan �t�t,and su� ersfrom com paratively largerback-

grounds.An increaseofonly about30% isexpected in Run 2,whilean additional

factor of24 isexpected forthe LHC.Table 2 showsthe resultsofthe fully dif-

ferentialNLO calculations(41).In spiteofthesm allcrosssection,aswediscuss

below,both CDF and D� started thesearch forsingletop already duringRun 1,

both to establish the technique thatwillbearfruitin Run 2,and on the chance

thatnew physicsincreasesthiscrosssection greatly beyond SM expectations.

2.2.2 Single-top production in the t-channel

The W -gluon fusion cross section is illustrated by the Feynm an diagram s in

Fig.6(b,c).Thesediagram sareclosely related:diagram (b)showsthehard m a-

trix elem entto calculatewhen theinitialparton istreated with a bquark density

(b in the proton sea arises from splitting ofvirtualgluons into nearly collinear

b�b pairs);diagram (c) isrelevantifthe initialparton istreated asa gluon,and
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the extra � nal-state bquark istypically required to appearatlarge (experim en-

tally observable)pT.Calculation islessprecisethan forthes-channelbecauseit

involvesgluon orbquark PDFs,which haverelatively largeuncertainties.In gen-

eraltheinclusivecrosssection with resum m ed logarithm spredictsthetotalsingle

top ratem oreprecisely.O n theotherhand,an exclusive calculation using gluon

densities and a � nite transverse m om entum ‘incom ing’bottom m ight in som e

casesgive betterkinem atic distributions. Recentliterature (42)hashighlighted

this and corrected som e im proper uses ofb parton densities,in the context of

Higgsboson production.There,som efactorization scale issueshave been shown

to beim portant,which eventually m ustbeapplied to the single top case.

The� nalstatein thischannelisW bq,with an occasionaladditional�bantiquark:

� 75% ofthe totalcrosssection occursforpT(�b)< 20 G eV (43),too low to be

observed.Absenceoftheadditionalb-jethelpsdi� erentiatethisprocessfrom the

s-channel,buttheprim ary distinction istheadditionallightquark jet.Thiswill

typically be em itted atlarge rapidity,very forward in the detector,where m ost

hard Q CD eventsdo notem itjets.Thisissom etim esknown asa forward tagged

jet.

Thischannelbene� tsfrom a largerproduction ratecom pared to thes-channel.

AttheTevatron itisabouta factorofthreelarger,whileattheLHC itisabout

a factorof23.TheNLO crosssection (44,45,46)retainsa som ewhatlargerscale

dependence than in the s-channelcase,about5% atboth the Tevatron and the

LHC,butthisisstillquitegood.Ifthetop m assischanged by � 5G eV,thecross

section changesby about� 8% (� 3% )atthe Tevatron (LHC),so itsdependence

on m t is com paratively sm aller and likely not the lim iting factor in theoretical

uncertainty.TheYukawa correctionsarealso sm all,� 1% .Thefully di� erential
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NLO crosssectionsfortheTevatron and LHC are listed in Table 2 (41).

2.2.3 Associated production channel

Associated production ofsingle top,tW ,shown in Figs.6(d,e),proceedsvia an

initialgbpair,which m akesthecrosssection negligibleattheTevatron.However,

atthe LHC itcontributes about20% ofthe totalsingle top crosssection. Like

the t-channelcase,one ofthe initialpartons is a b quark. However,unlike the

t-channel,therateofthisprocessscaleslike1=s.This,com bined with thehigher

x values needed to produce a top and a W and correspondingly scarcer quark

parton densities,leadsto a crosssection about� vetim essm allerthan thatofthe

t-channel,despitethefactthatassociated production isorder�s�W ratherthan

�2W (the ratio ofstrengthsis �s
�W

� 10). Thiscrosssection hasbeen calculated

only at LO ,with a subset ofthe NLO calculations included (47);it’s relative

unim portance m ake a fullNLO calculation not likely necessary. Cross section

uncertainty is � 10% from PDFs and � 15% from scale variations. The cross

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

also Table 2).

2.2.4 Experim entalstatusand prospects

Com bining the s-and t-channelcross sections,the totalsingle-top production

rate isabout40% of�t�t atboth Tevatron and LHC.O bserving singly produced

top quarksism ore di� cultthan those pair-produced,because the � nalstate of

single-top eventsisnotasrich in particlecontentorpolestructure.Experim ental

searches for single top have to take into account subtle kinem aticaldi� erences

between the relatively largerbackgroundsand the varioussingle-top production
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channels. In allcases,at least one W boson and one b jet are present in the

� nalstate. To suppress backgrounds from Q CD,one is forced to focus on the

leptonic W decay sub-channels,just as the all-hadronic t�t channelis di� cult

atthe Tevatron and an extrem e proposition atthe LHC;and ofcourse b-tagged

events.Therefore,thestartingsam pleforthesesearchesrequiresasinglehigh-pT

isolated lepton,largeE/T and a b-tagged jet.Thechallengeisto understand very

precisely the rate and kinem atics ofallprocesses that contribute to the \W +

b+ jets sam ple". O nly at that point,and with enough data that a statistically

signi� cantsignalcan beextracted,can a credibleclaim ofsingle-top observation

be m ade. W e now brie
 y discuss the searches m ade at the Tevatron in Run 1

and theprospectsforRun 2 and the LHC.

Run 1 searches:

The CDF and D� experim ents have searched for each ofthe potentially ac-

cessible s-and t-channelsignatures separately,and CDF has also perform ed a

com bined search,which looked for single top in the W + jets sam ple,with the

W decaying leptonically into e or �,and allowing up to 3 jets. The invariant

m ass ofthe lepton, ~E/T and highest-pT jet m ust lie between 140 and 210 G eV,

bracketing the top m ass.Thiswasfollowed by a likelihood � tto HT,the scalar

pT sum ofall� nalstate objects seen in the detector. This distribution is on

average softerfornon-top Q CD backgroundsand harderfort�tproduction,with

single top falling som ewhere between. The lim it extracted by this technique is

�(p�p ! t+ X )< 14 pb at95% C.L.(11).

For the search that separates s- from t-channelproduction, CDF took ad-

vantage ofb-tagging using displaced vertices,and ofthe fact that usually only

one b-tagged jet can be expected in the t-channelcase. This is because the �b
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tends to be collinear with the initialgluon,therefore having too-low pT to be

observed.Thesingle and double-tagged eventsin the W + 2-jetsam pleswere re-

constructed separately and subjected to a likelihood � t.Theresulting lim its(11)

are�s� chan < 18 pb and �t� chan < 13 pb.

TheD� experim entused a neuralnetwork trained di� erently forthedi� erent

channels,and considered tagged and untagged events(tagging forD� wasdone

by associating non-isolated soft m uons to sem ileptonic b-decays). The lim its

obtained are (12):�s� chan < 17 pb and �t� chan < 22 pb.These lim itsare about

an orderofm agnitudeabovetheexpected SM values(seeTable2),butstilluseful

as an establishm ent oftechnique,and to rule out m ajor deviations due to new

physics.

Thebackgroundsin thesesearchesarose m ainly from W + jets,Q CD m ultijets

and t�t,with a S:B ratio in the range of1:10 to 1:25,depending on channeland

the strictness ofevent selection. It proved cruicialto use b-tagging to reduce

the background from Q CD m ultijets (only fakes rem ained) and from W + jets

(principally only W + heavy-
 avorrem ained).

Run 2 and LHC plans:

AtTevatron Run 2 and the LHC,em phasiswillbeon theslightdi� erencesin

kinem atic distributionsbetween the varioussignaland background processesto

extractthesignalin each ofthethreechannels.Usefulvariablesincludejetm ul-

tiplicity,eventinvariantm ass,reconstructed top invariantm ass,invariantm ass

ofalljets,E T ofthejets(including forward jets),H T,and others.Sophisticated

pattern-recognition techniques,such asneuralnetworkswith theseorsim ilarin-

puts,willplay a large role.Such techniquesare now being perfected in orderto

conductthese searcheswith betterprecison.
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Run 2 with only 2 fb� 1 should be able to achieve 20� 30% accuracy for the

s- and t-channelcross section. At the LHC,the t-channel, the highest yield

ofthe three,is expected to give the m ost precise cross section and thus jVtbj

m easurem ent.A S:B ofabout2:3 should bereached,with statisticaluncertainty

of1� 2% . Forthe s-channelatLHC,requiring 2 high-pT b-tagged jets and no

other jets in the event yields S:B � 1:12 and statisticaluncertainty ofabout

6% .Fortheassociated production channel(accessibleonly atLHC)to m axim ize

signalsigni� cance,hadronic decays ofthe W m ay be included in the search by

constraining a two-jet invariant m ass to be close to M W . This requirem ent,

togetherwith the higherjetm ultiplicity in theevent,helpsreducebackgrounds.

Sim ulationspredictS:B � 1:4 and statisticaluncertainty ofabout4% .

Itisnoteasy to estim ate� rm ly thesystem aticuncertaintiesin thesem easure-

m ents.Lum inosity alonecan contributeatthelevelof5% orm ore.Furtherwork

on thisissuem ustbuild on theexperience gained attheTevatron.

2.3 Sensitivity to New Physics

Top quark production at hadron colliders, be it t�t or single top, is an ideal

place to look for new physics. Ifthere is any new physics associated with the

generation ofm ass,itm ay be m ore apparentin the top quark sectorthan with

any oftheotherlighter,known,ferm ions.M any m odelspredictnew particlesor

interactionsthatcouplepreferentially to thethird generation and in particularto

thetop quark.Thesem odelsextend thestrong,hyperchargeorweak interactions

in such a way thatthe new groupsspontaneously break into theirSM subgroup

atsom e scale: SU (3)h � SU (3)l ! SU (3)C ,SU (2)h � SU (2)l ! SU (2)W ,and

U (1)h� U (1)l! U (1)Y ,whereh representsthethird (heavy)generation and lthe



28 Chakraborty,K onigsberg,Rainwater

� rsttwo (light)generations. Asa result,one would expectproduction rate and

kinem atic distributionsofthe decay productsto di� erfrom theSM predictions.

Here we highlightonly a few scenarios,sim ply to illustrate the rich waystop

production can be a� ected by physics beyond the SM .Along the way we refer

thereaderto key papersin the vastliterature on thissubject.

Top pair production:

In t�tproduction,itisespecially interestingtostudytheinvariantm assdistribu-

tion ofthetop pair,d�=dm t�t,sinceitcan revealresonantproduction m echanism s.

O ther interesting kinem aticaldistributions are the angle ofthe top quark with

respecttotheproton direction (Tevatron only)in thecenter-of-m asssystem (48),

and the top quark and W boson pT spectra. A partiallist ofnew phenom ena

thatcan contributetothecrosssection enhancem entsand tothedistortion ofthe

SM kinem aticaldistributionscan befound in Refs.(49,50,51,52,53,54,55,48).

O ne potentialsource ofnew physics in t�t production is SUSY correction to

Q CD (38),SUSY being one ofthe leading candidatesfornew physics.Thecon-

clusion isthatasidefrom specialregionsin M SSM param eterspace,thecontribu-

tion isatm osta few percentcorrection to thetotalt�trateorthe m t�t spectrum ,

m aking itvery di� cultto detectSUSY thisway.

In another scenario,ifthe top is a com posite quark then there would be ef-

fectsm odifyingthecrosssection,dependingon thepropertiesoftheconstituents

ofthe top quark. Ifthese carry color, scattering proceeds through gluon ex-

change (56,57).Ifthe lightquarksare also com posite then q�q! t�tcan proceed

directly through theunderlying com positeinteractions,aswellasby Q CD gluon

exchange (58). In eithercase,com positenesswould resultin an enhancem entof

thet�tcrosssection overtheSM valuewhich could m anifestitselfasan enhance-
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m entin d�=dm t�t atlarge m t�t.

M any theoriespostulateheavy resonancesdecaying to t�t,such astechnim esons

in technicolor m odels (49,59) (e.g. gg ! �T ! t�t) or other m odels ofstrong

EW SB (50,52). Variants oftechnicolor theories,such as topcolor (60,61) and

topcolor-assited technicolor (TC2) (61),hypothesize new interactions,e.g. m e-

diated by top-gluons or new weak bosons that are speci� cally associated with

the top quark,thatgive rise to heavy states: q�q ! gt ! t�t,q�q ! Z0! t�t,etc.

Sincet�tproduction attheLHC isdom inated by gg fusion,coloroctetresonances

(colorons)could also beproduced (62).M orerecently,extra-dim ensionaltheories

propose scenariosin which new scalarbosonshave couplingspreferentialto the

third generation. Som e scenarios in which only these bosons live in the extra

dim ensionspredictparticlesvery sim ilarto the topcolorZ 0(55).

Top quark pair production can be thought ofas the m odern day Drell-Yan,

probingtheultra-heavy interm ediatestatespredicted by variousm odels.Present

and future experim ents should patiently scan the m t�t spectrum for surprises.

CDF and D� have already in Run 1 searched for narrow vector resonances in

m t�t in the single lepton channel. W ithin the lim ited statistics ofthese sam ples

(63 events, with S : B � 1:1 for CDF),no signi� cant peaks were observed.

Even though thesearcheswerein principlem odel-independent,lim itson speci� c

m odelscan be extracted. CDF � ndsthatthe existence ofa leptophobic Z0in a

TC2 m odelwith m ass< 480 G eV (< 780 G eV )can be excluded at95% C.L.if

itswidth is1:2% (4% )ofitsm ass(63).TheD� search excludesM Z 0 < 560 G eV

at 95% C.L.for �Z 0 = 0:012M Z 0 (64). These searches willcontinue in Run 2,

extending lim itsconsiderably,orperhapsrevealing som ething m oreinteresting.

M any other kinem aticaldistributions in the top sam ples were exam ined in
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Run 1 (65,22),testing consistency with SM expectations(see e.g. Refs.(35,34,

48)).W ithin the lim ited statisticsofthe sam ples,no signi� cantdeviationsfrom

the SM have yet been observed. Nonetheless,som e intriguing features,such as

large ~E/T and lepton pT,have been noticed in the dilepton sam ples(37). These

could conceivably be attributed to SUSY production. However,m ulti-variable

consistency checksdo notshow overallsigni� cantdeviations(66).O thersam ples

that overlap with top, such as the CDF b-tagged W + jets sam ple, show very

interestingfeatures,with certain sub-sam plescontaining soft-lepton tagsshowing

m inordeviationsfrom SM expectations.Run 2 data willhelp decideiftheseare

statistical
 uctuationsorifsom e new physicsishiding in the data.

The LHC could,ofcourse,discover particles with m asses larger than those

accessibleattheTevatron.StudiesfortheATLAS experim entshow 5� discovery

potentialcurves for (� � B) v. mt�t for a hypotheticalnarrow resonance (18).

Particles as m assive as 2 TeV could be discovered with datasets of300 fb� 1 if

� � B > 50 fb.

Single top production:

New physics could also be discerned in single-top production by introducing

new weak interactions(67,68,69,46,70);via loop e� ects(71,62,72,73,74);orby

providing new sourcesofsingle-top quark events(46,62,75,76,77).

Resonancescan alsoappearin single-top production.Forexam ple,anew heavy

vectorboson W 0� orcharged scalar�� ,new SU (2)structureorextra-dim ensions,

can allcontributeadditionaldiagram sanalogousto thosein Fig.6 and a� ectthe

rates and kinem atics di� erently. The s-channelprocess would be particularly

sensitive to these states,butthe t-and associated production channels are not

expected to bea� ected signi� cantly (46).Charged scalarsfeaturein m odelswith
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m ore than one Higgs doublet,such as the M SSM ,and in topcolor. Processes

such as c�b ! �
+
t ! t�b contribute signi� cantly to the s-channelrate (a factor

oftwo enhancem ent is possible at the Tevatron and even m ore at the LHC).

O n the otherhand,non-SM 
 avor-changing neutralcurrents(e.g.a Ztcvertex)

would bedi� cultto seein thes-channel,whilethet-channelwould exhibitlarge

e� ects(46).

Regardlessofthe speci� c search fornew physicsin top quark production,an

im portant point is that one has to be careful,when studying kinem aticaldis-

tributions,in m aking event selections optim ized to detect pure SM production

thatm ay dilute the e� ects ofnew physics. For exam ple,a resonance in t�tpro-

duction m ay distortthesum m ed E T and sphericity oraplanarity distributionsof

candidate eventsfrom theirSM expectation (48).

3 Top Q uark D ecays

The SM predictsB(t! bW )> 0:998. O therdecays allowed in the SM are not

only rare,but also m ostly too di� cult to disentangle from backgrounds to be

observed in the foreseeable future.Nevertheless,one m usttry to besensitive to

allconceivablesignaturesoftop quark decay,assom ecan beenhanced by several

ordersofm agnitudein scenariosbeyond theSM ,falling within theLHC’sreach.

W e � rstreview the SM decays,then discusspossibilitiesin the presence ofnew

physics.
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3.1 Standard M odeltop quark decays

After t! bW 6,the next m ost likely m odes are the o� -diagonalCK M decays

t! W s;W d. Together with t! W bZ,these are the only ones allowed in the

SM at tree leveland discussed in Sec.3.1.17. Flavor-changing neutralcurrents

(FCNC)decays,t! X 0q,where X 0 = g;
;Z;H and q = c;u,are loop induced

and highly suppressed by the G IM m echanism (78). Branching fractions are

typically O (10� 13).W e discussthese in Sec.3.1.2.

3.1.1 Charged currentdecays

In the SM ,t! W b isdescribed purely by the universalV � A charged-current

interaction. Being on-shell, however, the W boson’s helicity in top decays is

very di� erentfrom thatin thedecaysofany otherquark,wheretheW ishighly

virtual. The am plitude forpositive helicity W + boson issuppressed by a chiral

factor
m 2

b

M 2

W

,so the W helicity is a superposition ofjust the zero and negative

helicity states.Attree levelin the SM ,the fraction F0 ofthe longitudinal(zero

helicity)W bosonsin the top restfram eis(79,80):

F0 =
m 2

t=M
2
W

1+ m 2
t=M

2
W

= 0:701� 0:016 (2)

form t � M W . The large top m assexposesthe longitudinalm ode ofthe W ,so

precisem easurem entofF0 servesasa stringenttestoftheSM .To thisend,CDF

analyzed thelepton pT spectrum in t�tsingle lepton � nalstatesin Tevatron Run

6Henceforth,wewon’tdistinguish 
avororanti
avorwheneverthesym m etry isobvious.All

statem entsare equally valid undercharge conjugation.

7
Theradiativedecayst! W bg and t! W b
 arecom m on,butdo noto�erany fundam ental

new insight unless the branching fractions turn out to be signi�cantly di�erent from the SM

predictions (0.3 and 3:5 � 10
� 3

respectively,for E g=
 > 10 G eV at LHC).These channels are

generally treated inclusively with t! W b.
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1. Assum ing a pure V � A coupling,they obtained F0 = 0:91 � 0:37(stat:)�

0:13(syst:),consistent with the SM (16,81). The statisticaluncertainty willbe

reduced by an orderofm agnitudein Run 2,and to a negligiblelevelattheLHC.

Im provem entin the system atic uncertainty hasyetto be estim ated,butshould

bebetterthan a factorof2.

Variablesliketheanglebetween thelepton and itsparentW direction in thetop

restfram edepend on theW helicity.Such variablesasM ‘b can thereforebeused

to estim ate the relative W helicity fractions,and thusthe V + A com ponentin

top decay.CDF’sRun 1 analysisgivesf(V + A)= � 0:21+ 0:42� 0:25(stat:)� 0:21(syst:)

(prelim inary)(82).

The \radiative" decay t! W bZ hasbeen suggested (83)asa sensitive probe

ofthe top quark m ass,sincethe m easured value ofm t m akesthisdecay close to

threshold. The branching fraction varies by a factor of� 3 within the current

experim entaluncertainty of� 5 G eV on mt,butisin therangeO (10
� 7� 10� 6),

wellbeyond the sensitivity oftheLHC ora LC.

3.1.2 Neutralcurrentdecays

W ith currentexperim entalinput,theSM predictsB(t! cg)� 4� 10� 13,B(t!

c
)� 5� 10� 13,and B(t! cZ)� 1� 10� 13 (84).W hileB(t! cH 0)dependson

M H 0,italso cannotexceed � 10� 13.Theseareallwellbelow thedetection lim its

ofeven theLHC oraLC (85).DirectsearchesforFCNC decaysby CDF haveset

lim itsofB(t! c
)+ B(t! u
)< 0:032 and B(t! cZ)+ B(t! uZ)< 0:33 at

95% C.L.(15). These lim itsare dom inated by statisticaluncertainties,and are

expected to im prove by up to a factor 10 following Tevatron Run 2. The LHC

experim ents have also estim ated their 5� discovery reach for these processes.
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G iven a 100 fb� 1 data sam ple,the m inim um branching fractions accessible to

ATLAS and CM S arein thevicinity of2� 10� 4 forboth t! Zqand t! 
q(18).

Ratesaresm allerstillfort! cX 0
iX

0
j.Such FCNC decayscan besigni� cantly

enhanced,however,in variousscenariosbeyond the SM .

3.2 Top quark decaysbeyond the Standard M odel

M any channels em erge to com pete with top quark SM decays in the presence

ofnew physics. Extended Higgssectors,alternative m echanism sforEW SB and

m ass hierarchies am ong supersym m etric particles allattach specialsigni� cance

to the top quark. W e � rstconsider m inim alextensions to the SM Higgs sector

without invoking any new sym m etries. Specialim plications within the fram e-

work ofthe M SSM are dealt with following that,together with other scenarios

suggested by SUSY.Finally,we exam ine topcolor-assisted technicolor(TC2).

3.2.1 Decayswith an extended Higgssector

The SM Higgs sector consists ofa single com plex scalar doublet. The single,

neutralscalar Higgs boson that arises after EW SB does not a� ect top decays

in any m easureable way. However,with the addition ofa second Higgs doublet

com es charged Higgs states. If kinem atically allowed, t ! bH � can have a

signi� cant branching fraction. This is im portant not m erely because a richer

Higgssectorisexperim entally allowed,butbecauseitisin factrequired by som e

of the leading candidates for new physics. The sim plest extension is to two

com plex scalar doublets,generically called two-Higgs double m odels (2HDM ).

In this case,EW SB results in � ve physicalHiggs bosons: two neutralscalars

(h;H ),a neutralpseudoscalar(A),and a pairofcharged scalars(H � ).Two new
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param etersenterattree level,usually taken to beM A orM H � ,and tan� � v2
v1
,

whereviarethevacuum expectation valuesoftheHiggs� elds�i(i= 1;2).Both

charged and neutralHiggsboson can appearin tree-leveltop decays,the latter

im plying FCNCs.

Decaysto charged Higgsbosons:

Am ong a few variantsofthe two-Higgs-doubletm odels(2HDM )isthe \Type

2" m odel,whereonedoubletcouplesto up-typeferm ionsand theotherto down-

type.Thisisrequired,forexam ple,in the M SSM (86).

IfM H � < m t� mb,then

� (t! H
+
b)/ (m 2

tcot
2
� + m

2
btan

2
�)(m 2

t + m
2
b � M

2
H � )+ 4m 2

tm
2
b (3)

at tree level. For � xed M H � , this function is sym m etric in log(tan�) about

a m inim um at tan� =
q

m t

m b
. For given tan�,the partialwidth decreases as

M H � increases.Ifoneignoresferm ion m assesexceptwhen they arem ultiplied or

divided by tan�,then in the diagonalCK M approxim ation the ferm ionic decay

partialwidthsaregiven by

� (H + ! U �D )=
N cg

2M H +

32�M 2
W

(m 2
U cot

2
� + m

2
D tan2�); (4)

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

W ith thecurrentexperim entallowerlim itofM h > 91:0G eV and M A > 91:9G eV

at 95% C.L.(87),bosonic decays H � ! W � h;W � A,are kinem atically sup-

pressed forM H � < m t� mb.

Thus,fortan� > 1,H � ! ��� isthe dom inantdecay channel. Iftan� < 1,

the decay depends on M H � : for M �
H

� 100 G eV,H� ! cs and H � ! bc

com pete m ore orlessevenly (CK M suppression due to jVcbj� jVcsjiso� setby

thestrongerH � coupling to brelative to s);butasM �
H
isincreased beyond 120



36 Chakraborty,K onigsberg,Rainwater

G eV,weightgradually shiftstoH � ! W bbviaavirtualtop quark.Strategiesfor

H � searchesthereforedepend on M H � and tan�.Searchesfore+ e� ! H + H � at

LEP constrain M H � > 78:6 G eV at95% C.L.(88),whilethe CLEO experim ent

hassetalim itofM H � > (244+ 63=(tan �)
1

3)G eV at95% C.L.from theinclusive

m easurem entofb! s
 (89).

By itself,an extended Higgs sector does not signi� cantly alter �t�t at hadron

colliders. O ne looks instead for either the appearance oft ! H � b signatures

or,indirectly,disappearance ofthe SM t! W b signatures. For the latter,one

assum esB(t! H � b)+ B(t! W b)= 1.Both CDF and D� conducted searches

fort! H � bin p�p ! t�teventsin Run 1 (13,14).Figure 8 showsthe D� results

from theirdisappearancesearch togetherwith projectionsforRun 2.

The direct searches focused on H � ! ��. W ith good � identi� cation capa-

bility,thiscan yield the strongestresults,albeitlim ited to tan� > 1,where the

processhasa largebranching fraction.Com binationsofdi� erentm ethodsand of

data from the two experim entsm ay indeed eventually give strongerconstraints.

Asexpected,searchesarem oredi� cultin theregion around tan� =
q

m t

m b
,where

t! bH � ishighly suppressed.SearchesforH � ! cs;cbarem adem orechalleng-

ing by overlap with the SM decay t! W b! q1q2b. However,a dijetinvariant

m asspeak between 110 G eV and 130 G eV corresponding to M H � isa viablesig-

nalforTevatron Run 2 and LHC.ForM H � > 130 G eV,t! bH � ! W bbbm ay

o� ercleanersignatures,butB(t! bH� )decreasesrapidly with increasing M H � .

Increased statistics from Run 2 and the LHC willpush the exclusion contour

wingsasym ptotically closer(seeFig.8)-orperhapstheprocesswillbeobserved.

The exclusion boundaries in the [M H � ;tan�]plane roughly follow contours of

constantB(t! bH � ).Thus,95% C.L.upperlim itson B(t! bH � )fortan� > 1
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(whereH � ! �� dom inates)are 0.36 from D� and 0.5-0.6 from CDF.Thedis-

appearance search resultfrom D� can be interpreted asB(t! bH � )< 0:45 at

95% C.L.,irrespectiveoftan� exceptin theregion whereH � ! W bbisthedom -

inantdecay m ode(i.e.when tan� < 1and M H � > 125G eV).Thecorresponding

estim ate forRun 2 isB(t! bH � )< 0:11 at95% C.L.(90).

AllH � searcheshinge on the factthat,unlike forW � ,H � ferm ion couplings

are not
 avor-blind. Thisim plies we should com pare the values for �t�t derived

from di� erent � nalstates, based on the SM assum ption of B(t ! W b) � 1.

For exam ple,ifthe dilepton,single-lepton,and all-jets t�t� nalstates exhibited

di� erences, it could indicate signi� cant alternative decay m odes to t ! W b.

W hile lessrestrictive in assum ptions,thism ethod also yieldsthe leaststringent

conclusions. Tevatron Run 1 data is statistically insu� cient for a m eaningful

application ofthism ethod,butthatwillchange forRun 2 and the LHC.

FCNC decays in a 2HDM :

FCNC top quark decay rates can be enhanced ifone abandons the discrete

sym m etry invoked in theType2 2HDM to suppresstree-levelscalarFCNCs.In

the m ore generalType 3 2HDM ,ferm ionsare allowed to couple sim ultaneously

to m ore than one scalardoublet(91) 8. Single vector-boson FCNC decays,t!

cV 0
i (V 0

i = 
;Z;g)are stillloop-induced,asshown in Fig.9(a,b),butcan have

branching fractions as large as O (10� 5) even without any new interactions 9.

Double vector-boson FCNC decays, t ! cV 0
i V

0
j also appear at the tree-level

(Fig.9(c)),and can reach branching fractionsofO (10� 5)(92).

W ith production rates ofO (103 � 104) per year (see Table 1), such events

8Low energy lim itson FCNCsm ay be explained by tuning ofthe Yukawa m atrices.

9
These branching fractions can be enhanced by m ore than a factor10 underfavorable con-

ditionsin the M SSM .
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could be studied at the LHC only ifthey are given high priority in triggering

during high-lum inosity running,because suppression oflarge SM backgrounds

willtranslateinto sm allsignale� ciencies.Ata LC,production ratesareatm ost

O (1� 10)peryear,butlow background and very high (� 90% )signale� ciency

m ay m ake these processesobservable,should they occur.

3.2.2 Supersym m etricdecaysofthe top quark

In SUSY,the large Yukawa coupling ofthe top quark can lead to large m ass

splitting am ong the superpartnersofthe third generation ferm ions. The super-

partners ofthe right-handed and left-handed top quark com bine to form m ass

eigenstates ~t1 and ~t2. The lightest top squark,~t1,can be lighter than allother

squarks,and in facthavem assnearm t.Naturally,thishasim plicationsforpos-

sible top decays. W e � rstaddresstop SUSY decays underthe assum ption that

R -parity 10 isconserved.Afterward,we drop thisassum ption.

R -parity conservation requiressuperparticlesto beproduced in pairsand for-

bidsdecaysofthe lightestSUSY particle (LSP).The LSP iswidely assum ed to

be the lightest neutralino, ~�01 (neutralinos are the sferm ion partners ofthe SM

bosons). Under this assum ption,the m ost likely top SUSY decay is t! ~t1~�
0
1.

G enerally,thetop squark willdecay via ~t1 ! c~�01 orb~�
+
1 ,depending on thevar-

iousdaughterm asses.In thelattercase,~�+1 ! ~�01‘�‘ or ~�
0
1q1�q2.Theneutralinos

interactonly weakly,so generally escape withoutdetection like neutrinos.

Branching fractionsaslargeas0.4-0.5 arepossiblefort! ~t1~�
0
1 (93).In such a

scenario,aboutonehalfoft�teventswould haveoneSM and oneSUSY top decay.

TheCDF experim enthassearched Run 1 data foreventsofthistype wherethe

10A discrete, m ultiplicative sym m etry de�ned as R p � (� 1)3B + L + 2S , where B is baryon

num ber,L lepton num ber,and S spin.
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SM top decay proceedsast! W b! ‘�‘b (‘= e;�),while the SUSY decay of

the othertop proceedsast! ~t1~�
0
1 ! b~�+1 ~�

0
1 ! bq1�q2~�

0
1~�

0
1. The signalconsists

ofa lepton,E/T ,and 4 jets (including the two b-jets): identicalto SM single

lepton decay,butdi� ering in pT and angulardistributions.Thesedepend on the

m assesofthe particlesinvolved. Based on the assum ptionsB(~��1 ! ‘� ~�01)=
1

9
,

B(~t1 ! b~��1 ) = 1,and B(t ! ~t1~�
0
1)+ B(t ! W b) = 1,the search excluded

B(t! ~t1~�
0
1)> 0:45 at95% C.L.overm ostofthe kinem atically allowed portion

ofthe [m ~t1
;m

~�
�

1

]param eter space for m ~�0
1

up to 40 G eV (94). For larger LSP

m asses,thekinem atically allowed region shrinks.

The alternative scenario,t ! ~t1~�
0
1 ! c~�01~�

0
1,is sim ilar in character to the

FCNC decay t ! cZ ! c��. The m ost prom ising channelis where one top

undergoes the non-SM decay while the other follows the SM .Ifthe W decays

leptonically,then thesignalconsistsofahight-pT isolated lepton,substantialE/T,

and 2 jets,one ofwhich isa b. The large background from W (! ‘�)+ � 2 jets

lim its the search to regions ofparam eter space where m
‘~p/T

> M W . If,on the

other hand,the W decays hadronically,then we have 4 high-pT jets and large

E/T forsignal.Backgroundsarise chie
 y from W (! ��)+ � 3 jetseventswhere

the � is m isidenti� ed as a jet,and from Z(! ��)+ � 4 jets. E� ectiveness of

b-tagging isreduced sincethere isonly one b-jetperevent.Sensitivity isfurther

com prom ised in m uch ofthe[m ~t1
;m ~�0

1

]param eterspacewherethethejetand E/T

spectra aresoftand/orbroad.Tevatron Run 1 data wasstatistically insu� cient

forthisanalysis,butthatwillchange in Run 2.

R -parityviolating(R/p)interactionsin theM SSM greatly enhanceFCNCs(95).

W ithin a single coupling schem e,either the up-type quarks or the down-type

quarkscan avoid theseprocesses,butnotboth sim ultaneously.Theconsequences
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ofR/p havebeen studied via m easurem entsofK
0-�K 0,D 0-�D 0 and B 0-�B 0 m ixing,

and ofB(K + ! �+ ���),resulting in constraints on the j = 1;2 elem ents ofthe

3� 3� 3 R/p coupling m atrix �
0
ijk (i;j;k aregeneration indices),butleaving the

third generation som ewhatunconstrained.Ifsleptonslighterthan thetop quark

exist,then tL ! dR k
~‘+i followed by ~‘+i ! ~�0‘i and ~�0 ! ��i�bdk can lead to a

fairly clean signature(R/p im pliesthatthe ~�0,assum ed hereto betheLSP,isnot

stable).Future searchesforsuch signalswillconstrain �0
i3k

(k 6= 3).

3.2.3 Top decaysin topcolor-assisted technicolor

In technicolor theories (96),EW SB is accom plished by chiralsym m etry break-

ing of techniferm ions which transform nontrivially under a new strong gauge

interaction called technicolor(TC).Thisyieldscorrectweak boson m assesifthe

scale oftechnicolor interactions is about a TeV.Ferm ion m asses arise without

fundam entalscalars,by invoking an additional,spontaneously broken gauge in-

teraction called extended technicolor (ETC) (97). However,ETC interactions

cannotaccountforthelarge m assofthe top quark (98).

Topcolor-assisted technicolor(TC2)isan attem pttoaddressthisde� ciency(61).

In the sim plest version,the third generation is assum ed to transform with the

usualquantum num bers under strong SU (3)h � U (1)h, while the lighter gen-

erations transform identically undera di� erent(weaker) group SU (3)l� U (1)l.

At scales ofabout 1 TeV,SU (3)h � SU (3)l and U (1)h � U (1)l spontaneously

break down to ordinary colorSU (3)C and weak hyperchargeU (1)Y ,respectively.

EW SB isstilldriven prim arily by TC interactions,buttopcolorinteractions,felt

only by the third generation quarks (also at a scale near 1 TeV),generate the

very large top quark m ass. ETC interactions are stillrequired to generate the
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lightferm ion m assesand a sm allbutim portantcontribution to the m assofthe

top quark m ETC
t .Thereason foranonzerom ETC

t istogivem asstothetop-pions,

the G oldstone bosonsoft;bchiralsym m etry breaking.

In TC2 m odels,thetb�
+
T
coupling issm all,butthetb�

+
t coupling islarge,and

the ETC interactions responsible forthe sm allcom ponentofm t induce m ixing

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

partialwidth (ifkinem atically allowed):

� (t! �
+
t b)=

j�j2

16�

 

m
dyn

t

m t

! 2
(m 2

t � m2�t)
2

F 2
tm t

; (5)

where � is the top-pion com ponentofthe technipion m ass eigenstate,m
dyn

t the

dynam icaltop quark m ass,m �t the technipion m ass,and Ft (� 70 G eV) the

top-pion decay constant.Shortofdirectdiscovery,a preciseexperim entaldeter-

m ination of�t isrequired to lim itthe allowed param eterspace in these m odels.

4 Top Q uark Properties

Con� rm ation oftheSM natureofthetop quark requiresthatwem easureallits

quantum propertiesand com pare with SM expectations.Deviationswould indi-

cate new physics.In thissection we describe the statusand future expectations

ofthesem easurem ents,and the crucialissuesin m aking them .

4.1 M ass

W hile the top quark is the least well-studied quark in term s ofquantum prop-

erties,its m ass,m t,is m ore accurately known (as a fraction ofits m ass) than

any otherquark.Thisisalso extrem ely im portant,asthetop quark’srolein SM

precision � tsisproportionally m oreim portantthan any other.Thisisan artifact

ofEW SB and thelargevalueofthetop Yukawa coupling,Yt.ThatYtappearsto
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be exactly one hasnotgone unnoticed. Proponentsofstrong dynam icalEW SB

argueitthatsupportsthisclassoftheories,becausein generalthey predictlarge

values ofYt,on the orderof1 orm ore. O n the other hand,itis also generally

regarded assupportforSUSY extensionsto the SM ,which would notbe viable

unlessthetop quark m asswere large:the running ofsin2�W could notbem ade

to� tthedataand stillallow forgaugecouplinguni� cation otherwise,and EW SB

would notoccur,sincethelargevalueofthetop Yukawa coupling iswhatdrives

the coe� cientofthe Higgsm assterm negative. Butlarge m t doesnotpointat

eitherclassoftheoriesastheclearfavorite.O neisleftwith thesim plesuspicion

thatthetop quark isperhapsconnected tonew physicson thegroundsthatphys-

icalparam eters ofexactly 1,(or 0,etc.) indicate a m ore fundam entalproperty

underlying Yt.

The im pact ofm t elsewhere varies. In B and K physics,m any observables

have term sroughly quadratic in m t

M W
.Itwas,in fact,data from B 0 � �B 0 m ixing

in 1987 that � rst indicated a heavy top quark. For precision SM EW � ts,mt

entersquadratically in m any placesaswell.Exam plesareR b,A LR ,sin
2�W and

theparam eter� �
M 2

W

M 2

Z
sin2(�W )

.Thecorrectionsusually appearasam ultiplicative

factor,1+
3G F m

2

t

8
p
2�2

.TheW m ass,which isnotknown nearly asprecisely asm ostof

theotherquantitiesin theEW sector,receivesquantum correctionsproportional

to m 2
t and ln(M H ),where M H isthe Higgsboson m ass. Thisisusually plotted

asm t v. M W ,overlaid with bandsthatshow the predicted M H ,asin Fig 1. A

\light" Higgs is favored,som ewhere around 100 G eV,but with an uncertainty

also ofO (100) G eV.Unfortunately,asthe M H dependence is only logarithm ic,

and in thepresenceofnew physicsthis� tisnotm eaningfulunlessthenew physics

isalso known precisely,onecannotdraw � rm conclusionsfrom these� ts.Asthe
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precision ofm t and M W increases,however,and ifa Higgsrem ainsunobserved,

the � tincreasingly suggestsbreakdown ofthe SM .

Thecurrentprecision ofB and K physicsisnotgood enough to requirebetter

precision in m t than isavailable from Tevatron Run 1,butthe nextgeneration

ofK experim ents willneed �mt ’ 3% ’ 5 G eV,which should be satis� ed by

Run 2.TheEW precision � tsare m ore dem anding.O ncethe W m assprecision

reaches 20 M eV atthe LHC,m t m ustbe known within 3 G eV to notlim itthe

EW precision � t for M H . For a future linear collider,the 6 M eV precision on

M W m ustbem atched by 1 G eV precision in m t.

Both the LHC and a LC can outperform these goals: at the LHC,�mt ’

2 G eV isexpected within 1 yearoflow-lum inosity running,while1 G eV could be

achieved with the‘J= � nalstate (discussed shortly)and a largerdata set(18).

Precision ofO (100 M eV) can be obtained at a future linear collider with a t�t

threshold scan (99),which doesnotm easurethepolem assand so isnotlim ited

by uncertaintiesofO (�Q C D ).

O ne speci� c case where super-precision ofmt would be necessary is iflow-

energy SUSY is found. In the M SSM ,the m ass ofthe lighter CP-even neutral

Higgsboson h isgiven attheNLO by

M
2
h = M

2
Z +

3G F

�2
p
2
m

4
t ln

�
M 2

S

m 2
t

�

; (6)

whereM 2
S istheaverageofthetwo top squark squared m asses.Sincea LC could

m easure M h to about 50 M eV precision (99),m t would need to be known to

100 M eV or better to perform m eaningfulSUSY-EW precision � ts. Ironically,

this would require M h to be known to probably the four-loop level;only two-

loop calculationsarecurrently available.O neisforced to wonderiftherequisite

im provem entin theoreticalprecision in thatcase would berealistic.
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W enow highlighttheprinciplesbehind top m assm easurem entsm adeso farat

theTevatron.Detailsand subtletiescan befound in e.g.Refs.(100,18,101,4,5,

6,8).Them ain idea isto com paretheobserved kinem atic featuresoft�tpairsto

those predicted fordi� erenttop quark m asses. W hile m any kinem atic variables

are sensitive to m t,explicitreconstruction from the t�tdecay productsisan ob-

viouschoice,aslong aswe understand thatitisuncertain to atleastO (�Q C D ).

However,m oreelaborate m ethodsthatattem ptto connectm any observablessi-

m ultaneously with them atrix elem entsoftheproduction and decay processeson

an event-by-eventbasisare gradually em erging asa superioralternative.

There are three channels to consider,depending on how the two top quarks

decay:dilepton,single-lepton,and all-hadronic.Here,\lepton"referstoe;� only,

sincethepresenceofadditionalneutrinosin � decaysseverly lim itstheusefulness

oft�t! �X channelsin the mt determ ination. Thus,the branching fractionsof

thethreechannelsareapproxim ately 0.05,0.30and 0.44,respectively.Signaland

background characteristicsvary from channelto channel,so the exacttechnique

used m ustbetailored accordingly foreach channel.

For direct reconstruction of invariant m asses of the two top quarks in a t�t

candidateevent,oneneedsto know the4-m om enta ofthe6 daughters,a totalof

24 quantities.Im aginean idealt�tX eventwith no � nalstateradiation and where

them om entum ofX ,which representseverything recoiling againstthet�tsystem ,

isfully m easured.Ifthe3-m om enta ofn ofthesix � nalstateobjectsaredirectly

m easured,wehave3n m easured quantitiesfrom thetwo top decays.Them asses

ofthe6 decay productsareknown (thesecan besafely assum ed zero),asarethe

two interm ediate W m asses. Although m t isyetunknown,itm ustbe the sam e
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forboth topsin theevent.So,wehave9constraintsfrom particlem asses11.That

thet�tX system carriesno signi� cantm om entum transverseto thebeam linegives

two additionalconstraints12:~pT(t�tX )= 0.Thus,a kinem atic m ass� tissubject

to (3n + 9+ 2� 24)= (3n � 13)constraints. Foreach leptonic W decay,there

isa corresponding neutrino thatcannotbe directly observed. Therefore,n = 6

forall-hadronic,n = 5 forsingle-lepton,and n = 4 fordilepton events.Dilepton

events are underconstrained (� 1C),preventing explicit mt reconstruction from

itsdaughters,forcing one to seek alternative m eans.

In every channel,m any factorscom plicatem tm easurem ent.Theobserved ob-

jects’m om enta need to becorrected to rem ove detectore� ects.Thelion’sshare

ofthe uncertainty in these corrections is due to jetenergy m easurem ents. Any

sam plingcalorim eterhasarelatively largeinherentuncertainty in itsabsoluteen-

ergy scale.M oreover,thedetectorgeom etry hasnon-uniform itiessuch asm odule

boundariesand gapsor\cracks" to allow passage ofcablesand otherhardware.

Therefore,the response m ustbe carefully m apped asa function ofthe physical

location ofwherethe jettraversed the detector.Itisoften a non-linearfunction

ofjetenergy.Additionally,each elem entofa calorim eter,orcell,hasa m inim um

threshold to register energy. Reconstruction ofjets proceeds through identi� -

cation ofclusters of(nearly) contiguous cells registering energy. These e� ects

usually resultin leakage thatneedsto be corrected for. Two othere� ectscom e

from the nature ofhadron colliderevents. In each t�thard scattering there isan

associated underlying eventfrom the proton/antiproton rem nants,thatdeposits

softenergy through the calorim eters. Also,in high lum inosity running,each t�t

eventisaccom panied by m ultiple interactions,dom inated by softinelastic p�p or

11O ne hasto appropriately allow for�W and �t.

12
In general,x1 6= x2 ) pz(t�tX )6= 0:
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pp scattering,thatcontribute to energy m easurem entcontam ination.

O ther com plications arise,m ore related to the physics ofthe t�t event itself.

O neisthatweoften � nd jetsthatdo noteven originatefrom top decaysdirectly,

ratherfrom initialor� nalstateradiation (102).Dueto detectorsegm entation or

lim itationsin thereconstruction algorithm s,two orm orejetscan getm erged and

reconstructed asone.Som etim estheoppositeoccurs:asinglejetsplitsin twodue

to fragm entation. O ccassionally,a jetislostentirely because ittravels through

an uninstrum ented orpoorly instrum ented region,such asthe beam pipe.These

extraorm issingjetsresultin adm ission ofextraneoussolutionsintoreconstructed

m t distributions.

Since the all-hadronic channelhas a large branching fraction and is m axi-

m ally constrained,one m ight surm ise that it would be the best for m easuring

m t. In practice,however,a very large and hard-to-m odelQ CD m ultijet back-

ground,com pounded by the jet m easurem ent issues m entioned above,leads to

relatively large uncertainties. The top m assextracted by CDF (103)in the all-

hadronic channelis 186:0 � 10(stat:)� 5:7(syst:) G eV.Each event is required

to have six or m ore jets, and to satisfy severaltopological requirem ents that

help im prove the signalto background ratio. Events were reconstructed to the

t�t ! W + bW ��b ! q1�q2bq3�q4�b hypothesis using the six highest E T jets,one of

which m ust be b-tagged. This stillleaves 30 di� erent reconstruction com bina-

tions.A kinem atic� tconstrainseach com bination to yield M W fortwo jetpairs,

equaltand �tm asses,returning a �2 value. The com bination with the sm allest

�2 ischosen.Theresulting\reconstructed m ass" distribution from thecandidate

eventsisthen com pared,through a likelihood � t,to tem platesform ed from the

right m ix oft�t(from sim ulation) and Q CD background,the shape ofwhich is
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extracted from data.Theinputm t ischanged and thevaluethatm axim izesthe

likelihood L isthecentralvalueofthetop m assm easurem ent.Thestatisticalun-

certainty isdeterm ined from therangeoverwhich the� lnL increasesby 1

2
unit

with respectto itsm inim um .An analysisofthe all-hadronic � nalstate recently

com pleted by D� is sim ilar in spirit,but em ploys an arti� cialneuralnetwork

algorithm to com pensate fora lowerb-tagging e� ciency.The prelim inary result

is176+ 17:1� 13:6 G eV.

Theultim ate precision achievable in thischannelisnotexpected to rivalthat

ofthesingle-lepton ordilepton channelsbutcan stillbeused in acom bined result

to help reduce the overalluncertainty.A top m assm easurem entin thischannel

isim portanton itsown m eritsbecauseitcon� rm sthattheexcessoftagged 6-jet

eventsindeed com esfrom top,oratleastfrom a particle with a m assconsistent

with thatm easured in the otherdecay m odes.Analysisofthis� nalstate isnot

very likely to befeasible attheLHC.

In addition to an isolated high-pT electron or m uon in the centralregion of

the detector, a single-lepton candidate event is required to have at least four

jets 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 sam ple is m uch cleaner but stillsu� ers

from com binatorial am biguities in the reconstruction. Including the two-fold

am biguity in the neutrino pz,it is four-fold ifboth b jets are tagged, 12-fold

ifonly one b is tagged and 24-fold ifnone is. Run 1 results in thischannelare

173:3� 5:6(stat:)� 5:5(syst:)[D� (4)]and 176:1� 5:1(stat:)� 5:3(syst:)[CDF (8)].

It is interesting to note that even for the case when both b-jets are tagged,

M C sim ulations suggest that in only about halfofthe cases does the best �2

correspond to the correct m atching ofthe four leading jets to the appropriate



48 Chakraborty,K onigsberg,Rainwater

quarks. The other halfare roughly equally split between instances where all

jets are m atched to partons,butthe lowest �2 did notchoose the com bination

with the correct assignm ents,and those where there are extra jets from initial

or� nalstate radiation and thefourleading partonsfrom thet�tdecay cannotbe

uniquely m atched to the four leading jets in the event. At the LHC,t�tevents

willhave higherpT,on average. Thiswilloften m ean thatthe daughtersofthe

two tops willbe on opposite sides ofa plane. Such hem ispheric separation will

considerably alleviate these com binatorialproblem s.

A m ore recent analysisin the single-lepton channelby D� (5)m akes a com -

parison ofdata with LO m atrix elem ents on an event-by-event basis,sim ilarto

thatsuggested (104,80)and used forthedilepton channeldiscussed below.This

analysisrequiresthenum berofjetsin acandidateeventtobeexactly 4,and does

notaccord any specialstatusto eventswith b-tagged jets.A likelihood function

is form ed taking into account allpossible perm utations ofjet assignm ents,not

justthatwith the lowest�2. The m ain di� erence between thism ethod and the

previousisthatthateach eventnow hasan individualprobability asa function

ofm t. This probability,re
 ecting both signaland background,depends on all

m easured variablesin theevent(exceptunclustered energy),with well-m easured

eventscontributing m oresharply to theextraction ofm t than thosepoorly m ea-

sured. The prelim inary result,m t = 179:9� 3:6(stat:)� 6:0(sys:)G eV,re
 ects

a m arked reduction ofthe statisticaluncertainty relative to the previousresult,

which wasbased on thesam edatasetbutrelied heavily on explicitreconstruction

ofinvariantm asses.

Two alternatives to invariant m ass reconstruction have been tried to m ea-

surem t in thekinem atically underconstrained dilepton channel,t�t! ‘1�1b‘2�2
�b,
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which also su� ers from the sm allest branching fraction. In the � rst (104),one

hypothesizesa m assforthe top quark,reconstructsthe neutrino m om enta with

a four-fold am biguity foreach lepton-b pairing,and calculatesthe probability of

the� nal-statecon� guration to com efrom a t�teventofthatm t.Foreach event,a

setofassum ed m assesproducesprobability distributionsto useaseventweights.

Thepreferred m t foran eventcan betaken asthem axim um orthem ean ofthe

distribution. The distribution ofpreferred m asses for a set ofcandidate events

is com pared through a likelihood m ethod to the expected distribution from a

com bination ofsignaland background,for given m t. As in the other channels,

the centralvalue ofthem easurem entisthatwith m axim um likelihood.

Variants ofthis technique m ake use ofm ore or fewer assum ptions about t�t

production detailswhen obtaining theeventprobabilities.Forexam ple,D� has

two di� erent m easurem ents,one using neutrino kinem atic distribution weights

and anotherthatusesproduction and decay term sin them atrix elem entforthe

weights.Them ethodsyielded very consistentresults.The� nalresultis(6,100)

m t= 168:4� 12:3(stat:)� 3:6(syst:).

CDF’sm easurem entin the dilepton channelused only inform ation aboutthe

expected pseudorapidity distributionsofthe neutrinos. These were chosen ran-

dom ly from M C predictions,then the two neutrino m om enta were solved for.

Each solution (am biguity included) was assigned a weight according to how

well the derived ~E/T m atches that m easured. CDF’s result is (8,100) m t =

167:4 � 10:3(stat:)� 4:8(syst:). CDF also used a likelihood � t to kinem atical

variables that are sensitive to m t: the b-jetenergy spectrum and the fullevent

invariantm ass(105).Resultsfrom theseareconsistent,butsu� erlargersystem -

atic uncertainties.
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The other m ethod for the dilepton channel(80) is based on the observation

that,m odulo � niteW width e� ects,thebquark energy is� xed in thetop quark

restfram e.Thetop m assisthen given bym 2
t = hm 2

b‘i+

q

M 4
W
+ 4M 2

W
hm 2

b‘i+ hm 2
b‘i

2
,

where hm 2
b‘i is the m ean value ofm 2

b‘ in the sam ple. The results are generally

consistentwith the likelihood m ethods.

Thedilepton sam plealso containsa subsam pleofeventsthatm ay proveuseful

attheLHC forim proving itsuncertainties.Here,onelooksforeventswhereone

ofthe b quarkshadronizesto J=	 ,which subsequently decays to ‘+ ‘� ,provid-

ing a cleaner and m ore precisely m easured sam ple. W hen the sister W decays

leptonically to ‘0�‘0,a strong correlation exists between m t and m J=	‘ 0 (106).

The top m ass can be extracted essentially from the end point ofthe G aussian

m J=	‘ 0 distribution.In recentim provem entsto herw ig,m atrix elem entcorrec-

tionstoradiativetop decaysareknown tocausea1-1.5G eV shiftin theextracted

m t(107).Studyofthisendpointspectrum isongoing,and m usttakeintoaccount

thisM C im provem ent,to attain the goalof1 G eV precision in thischannel.

The Tevatron average for m t is 174:3 � 3:2(stat:)� 4:0(syst:) (7). Fig.10

showsthe breakdown perchannel,and the globalaverage. Table 3 sum m arizes

the system atic uncertainties in the D� and CDF Run 1 m t m easurem ents in

the various channels. As m entioned above,m ost ofthe system atic uncertainty

com esfrom the jetenergy scale. Experim entsneed to understand and m aintain

the calibration oftheir calorim eters to high precision to help keep part ofthis

system atic undercontrol.

W ith largersam plesofevents in Run 2 and atthe LHC,both statisticaland

system atic uncertainties willbe reduced signi� cantly. There are severalreasons

forthis. First,one can a� ord to narrow the focusto sam pleswith two b-tagged
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jets. This reduces com binatorics,but also energy scale uncertainty,since spe-

ci� cenergy correctionsto b-jetscan beapplied to help with them assresolution.

O ne can also choose speci� c subsetsofevents in which,for exam ple,the exact

num berofjetsasexpected from top are found and in which the jetenergiesare

particularly wellm easured (be it� ducially ordue to high energy). Eventswith

particulartopologiescan sim ilarly help.AT LA S and C M S plan to use angular

inform ation and possible hem ispheric separation ofthe two top quarks as well,

to assist with correct b� W com bination. Additionally,with large integrated

lum inosity sam ples,thecontrolsam plesused to m ap thecalorim eters’energy re-

sponses,such asphoton+ jetsand high-E T di-jets,willbelessstatistically lim ited

and willhelp reduce thejetenergy scale uncertainty.

Another source ofim provem ent in the m ass m easurem ent can com e from a

betterunderstanding ofthe treatm entofinitialand � nalstate radiation. Ifthe

parton cam efrom initialstateradiation,including itin thereconstruction would

bias m t toward larger m asses. Ifit instead cam e from radiative top decay or

the � nalstate b quark,itm ustbe included,else mt is m easured to be too low.

Thisissuehasbeen known fora long tim e,and addressed atthetheoreticallevel

with exact calculations ofthe expected rates for and radiation patterns ofone

additionalhard parton (34).Theseauthorsproposetoassign additionalhard jets

in eventsto eitherproduction ordecay by calculating thefollowing observables:

Sprod = j[(pW + + pb)
2 � m

2
t + im t�t]� [(pW � + p�b)

2 � m
2
t + im t�t]j (7)

S1 = j[(pW + + pb)
2 � m

2
t + im t�t]� [(pW � + p�b+ pj)

2 � m
2
t + im t�t]j (8)

S2 = j[(pW + + pb+ pj)
2 � m

2
t + im t�t]� [(pW � + p�b)

2 � m
2
t + im t�t]j (9)

Theextra jetis\production" ifSprod < m in(S1;S2),and \decay" otherwise;this
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assum es ofcourse that in sam ples containing hadronic W decays, the correct

assignm enthasalready been m adefortheW jets(i.e.a radiativeW decay could

be identi� ed). How well the idea m ay apply under experim ental constraints

rem ainsto beevaluated.

4.2 Spin

AllSM ferm ionshave a left-handed weak gauge coupling,which m ediates their

decays,ifthey decay.O nly thetop quark,becauseitisso m assive,decaysbefore

ithadronizesor its spin 
 ips,thus leaving an im printofits spin on its angular

decay distributions. Buthow do we even know thatthe top quark candidate is

a ferm ion? First,ifitwerespin 0 or1,wewould haveto postulatean additional

unobserved daughter to conserve overallspin. Furtherm ore,although Tevatron

and LHC use unpolarized beam s and therefore produce unpolarized top quark

pairs,forspin 0 theirspinswould beuncorrelated,whereasforspin 1 they would

be, although this correlation has not been considered. The spin correlations

arisingfrom aspin 3/2 scenariohavealso notbeen considered.However,asim ple

argum entagainstspin 3/2 isthatthet�tcrosssection would bem uch larger.This

wasin facthow the tau lepton wasdeterm ined to bespin 1/2.

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

d� =d(cos��i)/ 1+ �icos�
�
i,where �

�
i isthe angle ofdecay particle iin the top

quark restfram e with respectto the top quark spin (i= ‘+ ;�;b,or �d;u;b),and

�iisthespin analyzing powerofparticlei.AtLO ,�i= 1;� 0:32;� 0:41 (�ihave

opposite signs fortop quark and anti-top quark),m aking the outgoing charged

lepton ordown-type quark nottagged asa bthe idealspin correlation analyzer.

Ifoneusesthedown-typequark in hadronicW decays,theQ CD NLO corrected
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valuem ustbeused (108):� �d ’ 0:93.Fortop quark pairproduction,becausethe

spinsare correlated,one plotsa doubledi� erentialdistribution (109,110),

1

�

d2�

d(cos�i)d(cos��i)
=

1

4
(1 � C �i��i cos�i cos��i); (10)

where �i(��i) is now the angle ofthe ith(�ith) decay product with respect to the

chosen spin axisin the top (anti-top)quark restfram e;and C isthe spin corre-

lation coe� cient-the relative fraction oflike-spin top quarksproduced,in the

spin basis considered. Near threshold,t�t produced by quark pairs is in a 3S1

state,whereas gluon production yields a 1S0 state,so the two com ponents will

have di� erent spin correlations,Cq�q and Cgg. O bserving the overallcorrelation

would con� rm thatthetop quark isindeed theSM partnerofthebottom quark

with a left-handed weak coupling.

The overallspin correlation coe� cient C varies strongly depending on spin

basis and which initialstate parton type dom inates. Because t�tproduction at

theTevatron ispredom inately quark-initiated,whileattheLHC itarisesm ostly

from initialgluons,di� erentspin basesoptim ize analysesforthe two m achines.

AttheTevatron thisisthe\o� -diagonal" basisofRef.(110),wherethespin basis

angle with respectto theproton beam direction isa function ofthespeed and

production angle �t ofthe top quark with respectto theincom ing p direction in

the zero m om entum fram e(ZM F):

tan =
�2 sin�t cos�t

1 � �2 sin2�t
: (11)

This basis is illustrated in Fig.11 (110). At the LHC,the \helicity basis" is

optim al,which resolves spin along the 
 ight direction ofthe top quarks in the

ZM F. The NLO corrections to C are known to be O (10% ), and so will not

greatly a� ect an analysis (111). However,the uncertainty in C even atNLO is
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unexpectedly large atthe Tevatron.Because Cgg contributeswith opposite sign

to Cq�q,theoverallvalueisquite sensitive to uncertaintiesin the gluon structure

function at high x. Thorough study ofPDF uncertainties willbe required to

resolve this.Itisnotasseriousan issueattheLHC,asthisprocessprobesg(x)

atlow x,wherethePDF uncertaintiesarequitesm all,and in any casethescale

uncertainty atNLO dom inatesoverPDF uncertaintiesforthism achine.Atthe

Tevatron in theo� -diagonalbasis,CN LO = 0:806+ 2:9%
� 4:0%

(�)+ 4:0%
� 8:9%

(PDF),and in the

helicity basisatthe LHC,CN LO = 0:311+ 6:4%
� 10:6%

(�)+ 6:8%
� 0:0%

(PDF)(111).

Because the spin analyzing powerofthe charged lepton (leptonic decay)ord

quark (hadronicdecay)ism axim al,they arethenaturalchoiceforobserving the

correlations. The dilepton t�t sam ple has the least background contam ination,

butbecauseofthe two m issing neutrinoscan bereconstructed only statistically.

Flavortagging isnotpossible am ong the lightquarks,butthe down-type quark

istypically theleast-energetic quark in W decay in thetop quark restfram e.In

principle,then,useofthesingle-lepton and all-hadronicchannelsispossible,but

needsfurtherinvestigation.

Ifthetop quarksdecay isotropically,then C = 0 (no correlation).New physics

such as C P violation or a right-handed coupling com ponent would also alter

the predicted value ofC (112). The task then is to determ ine the achievable

levelofuncertainty on C atTevatron and LHC.D � hasperform ed an analysis

of their dilepton sam ples (10). W hile the statistics were too poor to give a

strong result,they clearly established that the m easurem entcan be perform ed.

Run 2 expectations are that C = 0 can be ruled out at better than the 2�

levelwith 2 fb� 1 ofdata. At the LHC,C M SJET sim ulation (18) estim ates a

m easurem entofC = 0:331� 0:023 (statisticalerrorsonly,LO sim ulation)forthe
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SM ,m orethan good enough to ruleouttheisotropicdecay case.Polarim etry of

the b quark has been proposed to enhance spin correlation analyses (113),but

has not yet been investigated by the experim enters. O fcourse,the ultra-low

background environm ent,beam polarization,and
p
s tuning ofa LC would be

idealforprecision spin and spin correlation m easurem ents(114).

Becauseallthreem odesofsingletop quark production (Fig.6)can beobserved

atboth Tevatron and LHC,itis usefulto considerspin forthese cases as well.

Heretheinteresting distribution istheangle� between thecharged lepton in the

top quark decay and thechosen spin axis(115,116):

1

�T

d�

dcos�
=

1

2

�

1+ C
0cos�

�

; C
0=

N " � N#

N " + N #

: (12)

where N "(#) isthe num beroftop quark events produced spin up (down)in the

fram econsidered.Thespin asym m etry C 0in thiscase ism axim ized by choosing

the spin basis that m ost strongly correlates with the down-type quark on the

production side. For W � production,this is sim ply the antiproton direction at

theTevatron (115).TheW g-fusion processism orechallenging dueto NLO com -

plicationsin the initialand � nalstatesasthe ZM F cannotbede� ned.Here one

optim ally choosesthe\�-beam line" basis,which isde� ned asthebeam linem ost

closely aligned with theforward scattered quarkthatsupplied thefusingW (115).

ForW tproduction theidealbasisisde� ned by thedown-typeferm ion from both

W decays (116). Thischannelhassevere experim entalproblem sreconstructing

the top quark restfram eform ostdecay channels,butisunderinvestigation.

O ne study (109)noted this isalso a crucialtest ofthe CK M m atrix elem ent

Vtb: since �t isnearly proportionalto jVtbj
2,13 ifVtb were sm alldue to a fourth

generation,then top would decay on average afterthespin 
 ip tim e mt=�
2
Q C D -

13assum ing jVtqj� jVtbjforq= d;s.
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thespin correlation would notbeseen!ThisprovidestheconstraintjVtbj> 0:03.

4.3 Charge

The electric charge ofthe top quark has notactually been m easured. W hile it

isnotwidely supposed thatitsvalueisnotthatoftheSM ,theredo existexotic

theorieswherethetop quark isactually m uch heavier,and theRun 1 observation

isofanotherexoticquark ofchargeQ = � 4=3 (117).Techniquesto m easurethis

directly athadron collidershave been explored using thesam pleofsinglelepton

eventsthatcontain ahard photon (118):t�t! 
‘�bjj�b(jisajetfrom W ! q1�q2).

The photon can be radiated from any electrically charged particle in the pro-

cess,which m eansthatcontributionsarise from radiation in top production (in-

cluding quark initialstates),radiative top decay,and radiative W decay. The

contribution ofradiative W decay is SM -like and its in
 uence can be rem oved

by requiring thatthe invariantm assofthe jj
 system and the transverse m ass

ofthe ‘
~p/T system be larger than 90 G eV.Events are dom inated by photons

produced in top production ifoneim posesthe cuts:

m (b1;2jj
) > 190 G eV ; m T(b2;1‘
~p/T) > 190 G eV : (13)

AtTevatron energies,photon radiation from the initialstate quark pairs(which

constitutes about 90% oft�tevents) dom inates the cross section,so Q t = � 4=3

increases the cross section of this sam ple by only about 20% . At the LHC,

however, where gg ! t�t dom inates, it is enhanced by a factor 2.6, since the

crosssection isroughly proportionalto Q 2
t.Radiativedecay sam plesareselected

by selectively changing one ofthe relative sym bols for the cuts ofEq.13. In

these cases,the sam ple cross sections actually decrease ifQ t = � 4=3,due to

interference between radiation from the t,W and blines.
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M ore usefulisto exam ine the pT and angulardistributionsofphotonsforthe

three t�t
 sam ples,which are anom alousin the case ofexotic charge assignm ent.

Forexam ple the photon istypically closerto the lower-energy bquark.Thedis-

tributionscan be used to perform a �2 testto distinguish the Q t = + 2=3;� 4=3

hypotheses.Q t forthispurposeistreated in theliteratureasa continuousquan-

tity,ratherthan discrete,because the strictrequirem entofa viable EW m odel

issim ply thatthetwo partnersofan SU (2)doubletdi� erby oneunitofcharge.

However,them odelsthatallow forthisrealization arequitestrange,sowechoose

to presentresultsin term sofdistinctly separating thetwo discretechargeassign-

m ents.Estim atesarethatTevatron Run 2 could con� rm Qt= + 2=3 at95% C.L.

with about20 fb� 1 ofdata using thephoton distributions,whilethe LHC could

do thisat100% C.L.with 10 fb� 1.A 500 G eV LC could achievethisaswellwith

O (100)fb� 1 ofdata (119).

Alternatively,one can look fora few very clean single lepton t�tevents where

eitherthe b jetcharge ism easured,orthe b from the leptonic top decay decays

sem i-leptonically (118). Since Q t = Q b + Q ‘, the latter could work even at

the Tevatron ifexperim entsare lucky to see a few clean such events. However,

m easuring bjetcharge islesswellexplored.

4.4 Gauge couplings

W e know via observation ofp�p ! t�t! b�bW + W � atthe expected SM rate,and

non-observation ofother decays (including radiative Q ED),that the top quark

gaugecouplingstog;W � ;Z;
 areroughly SM -like.Thesem ustnow bem easured

precisely;anom alouscouplinganalysesarethem ostappropriate.CP violation in

the top sectorisnorm ally addressed in thislanguage,via theCP-even and -odd
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term sin the e� ective Langrangiansused.

The m otivation for studying anom alous Q CD top quark gauge couplings is

that they naturally arise in dynam icalEW sym m etry breaking m odels such as

technicolorortopcolor.They have been explored forthe Tevatron (120,121,69)

and LHC (18,121)(seealso referencestherein).Thee� ectiveLagrangian appears

asthe SM term pluschrom oelectric and chrom om agnetic dipolem om entterm s,

Lt�tg = �t

�

� gs

�
G � � i

gsd̂
0
t

2m t

�
��

5G �� �

gs�̂
0
t

2m t

�
��
G ��

�

t: (14)

Both term s 
 ip chirality;the chrom om agnetic m om ent �̂0t is CP-even,and the

chrom oelectric m om ent d̂0t isCP-odd,enabling use ofCP-even and -odd observ-

ables to separate their e� ects. Because the CP-even chrom om agnetic m om ent

interfereswith theSM vertex,observablesarepotentially sensitiveto thesign of

the coupling. O ne calculationaldetailis that for gg ! t�tsubprocesses,an ad-

ditionaldim ension-5 operator m ustbe introduced to preserve gauge invariance,

corresponding to an e� ective ggt�t4-point interaction. There is also a SM loop

contribution to thechrom om agnaticm om ent,which dependson theHiggsboson

m ass. For exam ple,for M H = 100 G eV,this leads to a 2:5% correction to �t�t

attheLHC,which issm allerthan theexpected m easurem entuncertainty (121).

Thesam estudy showsO (10� 20)% changescan occurin m odelscontaining two

Higgsdoubletsoradditionalm attercontent,such asthe M SSM .

Unfortunately,Tevatron studies have shown thatthese m om ents lead m ostly

to overallt�tratechanges,dueto threshold e� ectsdom inating theangulardistri-

butions. O nly forvery large valuesofd0t;�
0
t m ightone expectto observe shape

changesin such distributionsasthetop quarkem ission anglein thecenter-of-m ass
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fram e,orfordileptonic decaysattheTevatron,

Ô L =
1

m 3
tjP j

2
P � (Q+ � Q� )P � (Q+ � Q� ); (15)

whereP (Q + ;Q � )isthem om entum vectoroftheproton(‘+ ;‘� ),also in theCM

fram e. Even then,the statistics at Run 2 m ay not be su� cient to explore this

with con� dence. Furtherm ore,constraintsfrom b! s
 on the chrom om agnetic

m om ent are already an order ofm agnitude better than is achievable at Teva-

tron (121). The prospectforexplicitCP-odd observablesforthe chrom oelectric

m om ent is greater,but further study with detector sim ulation and up-to-date

Run 2 expectations is needed. Unfortunately,the literature on t�tg anom alous

couplings contains a wide variety ofconventions. For LHC studies this is par-

ticularly noticeable: results are extrem ely di� cult to com pare,both with each

otherand with otherexperim entalconstraintssuch asfrom b! s
.Thisshould

berecti� ed in thenearfuture,to clarify whatexactly can belearned.

Athadron colliders,anom aloust�t
 and t�tZ couplingscan beexplored only via

associated production,as EW s-channelcontributions to top pairs are far too

suppressed relative to Q CD.Up-to-date predictions for these SM rates m ay be

found in Refs.(118,122).No anom alouscoupling analysisforthesecaseshasyet

been perform ed,beyond the top charge m easurem ent ofthe form er. At a LC,

these can bestudied in directt�tproduction quite precisely (119,99).

Anom aloust�bW couplingshave been explored forhadron collidersin thecon-

text oft�tproduction and decay (112),and m ore recently ofsingle top produc-

tion (70,69,18).Fort�tproduction thepreviously discussed lim iton right-handed

W bosons in top decay is part ofthis subject,but not norm ally discussed in
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anom alouscoupling language.Thee� ective Lagrangian is

L =
gVtb
p
2

�

W
�
�
�b
�P� t�

1

2M W

W
�
��
�b���(F L

2 P� + F
R
2 P+ )t

�

+ h:c: (16)

whereW �
�� isthe� eld strength tensorand P� = (1� 
5)=2;F

L;R

2 = 0 in theSM .

The non-SM term isproportionalto the particle m om entum ,and isrealized by

an anom alouscontribution to the crosssection athigh pT. In practice one uses

theW ,b,orbbsystem s,depending on which singletop production com ponentis

isolated.Even with 2fb� 1 attheTevatron,lim itsofapproxim ately� 0:18 < FL2 <

+ 0:55 and � 0:24 < FR2 < + 0:25 could be achieved,assum ing a 10% system atic

uncertainty. Atthe LHC thiswould im prove by a factorof2-3. Itisim portant

that this theoreticalstudy be followed up by one with detector sim ulation to

includesystem atic uncertainties,which willlikely belim iting.Lim itsfrom a LC

would be better by up to an order ofm agnitude. As a � nalnote,Ref.(123)

pointed outthat CLEO data on b ! s
 is already m ore constraining on right-

handed tbW couplingsthan would beachievable atany planned futurecolliders.

4.5 Lifetim e and Vtb

The CK M m atrix elem ent Vtb is intim ately related to the top quark lifetim e,

so itisnaturalto discussthem together,even though they are often treated as

separatetopics.W eusually speak ofthelifetim esofquarks(charm and bottom )

and leptons(m uon and tau),ratherthan theirintrinsicwidths,becausethey are

som efraction ofa second thatism easureablein thelaboratory.Indeed itissuch

\long" lifetim es thatallow high resolution vertex detectors to see the displaced

decay verticesof� leptons,band cquarksin colliderexperim ents.Liketheother

ferm ions,top decays only weakly,so doesit also have a long life? Fortunately,

no! The top quark lives about4� 10� 25 s,alm ostan orderofm agnitude m ore
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 eeting than the tim e ittakesfora colored particle to hadronize.

A particle’s lifetim e is the inverse of its decay width, � = �h
�
. In fact we

calculated the top lifetim e by � rst calculating its decay width. For extrem ely

short-lived states,it’sm oreusefulto discussthewidth,ratherthan thelifetim e.

Ignoring the bquark m ass,atLO thetop quark bW partialwidth is

� (t! W b) =
G F

8�
p
2
m

3
tjVtbj

2

�

1 � 3
M 4

W

m 4
t

+ 2
M 6

W

m 6
t

�

= 1:56G eV : (17)

The NLO resultis1.42 G eV (124).Note thatthe NLO value cannotbe used in

a LO m atrix elem entcalculation -itwillgivethewrong B(t! bW ),becausethe

other couplings are at LO !This partialwidth is proportionalto jVtbj
2,just as

theotherSM decays,t! sW ;dW ,areproportionalto jVtsj
2;jVtdj

2,respectively.

These are a � 0:2% correction to the totalwidth, �t =
P

q�tq, if there are

indeed only 3 generationsofquarks,forwhich case 0:9990 < jVtbj< 0:9993. W e

can be con� dent that jVtbj� jVtsj;jVtdjeven without the low energy unitarity

constraints,from theCDF m easurem ent(125)

B(t! bW )

B(t! qW )
=

jVtbj
2

jVtbj
2 + jVtsj

2 + jVtdj
2
= 0:94+ 0:31� 0:24 ; (18)

which looksforthe fraction oftagged bjetsin t�tdecays.

Itisinteresting to considerwhathappensiftherearem orethan threegenera-

tions,in which caseunitarity constraintson Vtb from low energy dataarevirtually

m eaningless.From EW precision dataweknow therhoparam eterquiteprecisely.

Forfourgenerationsitsvalue is(126)

� ’ 1+
3G F

8
p
2�2

�

m
2
tjVtbj

2+ m 2
t0jVt0bj

2

�

= 1+
3G F

8
p
2�2

�

m
2
t+ �

2(m 2
t0� m

2
t)

�

; (19)

wheret0istheup-typefourth-generation quark,and unitarity in thefourth gen-

eration requires thatjVtbj
2 = 1� �2,jVt0bj

2 = �2 (given ourbeliefin very sm all
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Vts;Vtd).Itisobviousthateither� issm allorthetop quark and thefourth gen-

eration up-typequark arenearly degenerate.Thelattercasewould bediscovered

quitesoon,thefourth generation issueisnotoneofgreatconcern.

Forunstableparticles,thewidth exhibitsitselfasaspread in theinvariantm ass

distribution ofthe decay products,the Breit-W igner lineshape. Unfortunately,

thetop quarkwidth isnarrowerthan experim entalresolution atahadron collider,

so neither Tevatron nor LHC willbe able to determ ine this directly. (O ne can

set lim its ofthe detector resolution,but this willnever be com petitive with B

checks and other m ethods.) But determ ining it is not im possible: one resorts

instead to an indirectm ethod ofcom bining severalotherresultswhich depends

on �t.Thisrequiresobservation ofboth t�tand single-top production (in atleast

one ofthe three channels) and som e m ild theoreticalassum ptions that can be

checked,within lim its,via detailed studiesofdecay angular distributions. O ne

hasto assum e thatQ CD governs the t�tproduction and thatthe t�bW vertex is

thestandard SU (2)L weak gaugevertex;both areem inently reasonable,and can

bechecked via anom alouscouplingsanalyseswediscussed earlier,which look for

deviationsin variousdi� erentialdistributionsand so are notrelianton only the

totalrate.Allthe necessary crosssectionsare known atNLO orbetter.

Them easurem entislinked to jVtbj,discussed previously.First,m easure �t�t�

(B(t! bW ))2;given trustin Q CD and theNLO + NNLL rates,thisyieldsB(t!

bW )to 5% atTevatron Run 2 and 3% attheLHC.Second,m easuretheSM rate

ofsingle-top production,which isreally �tX � B(t! bW ).Theproduction cross

section,which is proportionalto the partialwidth � (t! bW ),is obtained by

dividing outtheknown B.Thisisreally a m easurem entofgW � jVtbj.Assum ing

exactdependence on the SM gauge coupling gW ,thisdirectly determ inesjVtbj-
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to 12% at the Tevatron (2 fb� 1),and 5% at the LHC,where the m easurem ent

willbesystem aticslim ited.Thetop quark totalwidth isthen thepartialwidth,

given by Eq.17,divided by B. Precision willbe sim ilar to that for the partial

width to bW .

Forthetotalwidth m easurem entitisexpected thatthethree-generation value

of jVtbjwould be used, as it is known m uch m ore precisely from low energy

data than can be m easured directly. The technique to m easure jVtbjdirectly at

hadron colliderssim ply establishesto a high degree ofcon� dence thatno fourth

generation exists,which isalready highly disfavored by EW precision data.O ne

m ay also cross-check B(t! bW )by taking the ratio ofdilepton to single lepton

eventsin t�tproduction.

4.6 Yukawa coupling

Yukawa couplings relate the m atter content ofthe SM to the source ofm ass

generation, the Higgs sector. For the top quark in the SM this is written as

a Lagrangian term L = � Yt�tL�tR + h:c:. W hen the Higgs � eld � acquires a

vacuum expectation value (vev) v,� ! 1p
2
(v + H ),the vev term becom es the

m assand and the� eld term � 1p
2
Yt�tLH tR becom estheinteraction ofapairoftop

quarkswith thephysicalHiggsboson.Thus,thetop quarkm assisfundam entally

related to theHiggsvev and itsYukawa coupling,m t =
Ytvp
2
.Sincev = 246 G eV

and m t = 174:3 G eV,itappearsthatYt isexactly 1,a theoretically interesting

value,leading 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 Higgs-top

interaction and thereforethem echanism offerm ion m assgeneration.Thisturns

outto bethe m ostdi� culttop quark property to m easure!
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There are three m ethodsto considerathadron colliders: inclusive Higgspro-

duction gg ! H ,m ediated dom inantly by a top quark loop;orassociated pro-

duction with a single top quark,or a pair. O fthese,gg ! H has the largest

cross section,but is only m inim ally useful. First,there is the possibility that

additionalundiscovered particlesm ediatea loop contribution,which m ay notbe

separable.Second,in 2HDM scenarios,thebottom quark contribution introduces

an additionaluncertainty since itm ustbe separated. W hile thischannelisstill

useful,directaccessto Yt via top quark associated production ism oreattractive.

O ne would expectthe cross section fortH production to be larger than that

fort�tH ,which ism ore than two ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan gg ! H due

to phase space suppression,since there ism ore phase space available with only

onetop quark.Unfortunately,thisisnotthecase,dueto a unitarity cancellation

between tH diagram s(127),rendering thischanneluseless.Itwashoped thatat

theTevatron t�tH ;H ! b�bcould beobserved fora lightHiggs,dueto the highly

unique � nalstate (128). However,the unexpectedly large,negative Q CD NLO

corrections (129) have allbut quashed this hope. At the LHC t�tH ;H ! b�b is

probably visiblefora very lightHiggs(130),and itwould bepossibleto observe

t�tH ;H ! W + W � forHiggsm asseslargerthan about120 G eV (122,131). The

statisticaluncertainty on Yt for the latter could be as sm allas 10% , but the

system aticshave notbeen estim ated.

At hadron colliders, sim ply m easuring any ofthese production rates is not

su� cientto m easureYt,despitethecom m only held beliefthatt�tH grants\direct

access" to thetop Yukawa coupling.Thecrosssection isa convolution ofYt and

the Higgs branching ratio,which is a prioriunknown. O nly by m ultiple Higgs

m easurem ents that determ ine allthe Higgs branching ratios can such a cross
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section m easurem ent be m eaningful. Thus,this aspect oftop quark physics is

inextricably linked toHiggsphysics.AttheLHC,whereaHiggssignalwould not

besostatistically lim ited and would appearin m ultiplechannels,branchingratios

can be determ ined indirectly with m ild theoreticalassum ptions (132),m aking

interpretation ofthe ratesuseful. However,an unbiased m easurem entofYt will

alm ostcertainly requireadditionalHiggsdata from a LC.Thereisan im portant

corollary to this,for the case ofa large excess ofevents: even ifthe branching

ratio to the observed � nalstate is assum ed to be unity,strong constraints can

beputon m odelswhereYt issigni� cantly enhanced overSM expectations.This

can happen e.g.in topcolorassisted technicolorm odels(133).

5 Sum m ary

Discovery ofthetop quark hasopened up a rich � eld ofphysicsthatisjusti� ably

attracting m uch attention. Carefulexam ination of its production and decay

characteristics,and precision m easurem entofitsm assand otherproperties,are

needed totesttheSM .Theoreticaland experim entale� ortstowardsm ustproceed

hand-in-hand to thisend.Thetop quark m ay itselflead to thediscovery ofnew

physics: the large top m ass m ay wellindicate a specialrole in electroweak and


 avor sym m etry breakings,and particles yet unobserved m ay show up in the

production or decay ofthe top. It is also im portant to understand top quark

events as fully as possible,because they willconstitute a strong background to

m any potentialnew physicssignalsin othersearches.

Forthenext5yearsorso,directstudiesofthetop quarkbelongstotheongoing

Run 2 ofthe Tevatron. W hile collider upgradeshave resulted in higherrate of

production through increasesin energy (resulting in a cross-section enhancem ent



66 Chakraborty,K onigsberg,Rainwater

ofabout40% forpairsand 60% forsingletop,com pared toRun 1)and integrated

lum inosity (50 tim esorm ore),detectorupgradeswillallow superiorbackground

suppression.W e expectthatdata sam plescontaining O (100)tim esasm any top

quarksaspresently available willbecollected during thisperiod.Afterthat,the

LHC willdom inate the � eld,delivering anotherfactorofO (100)increase in top

quark yield.Betterunderstanding ofQ CD dynam icsisrequired to m akefulluse

oftherich statisticsoftop eventsathadron colliders,leaving plenty ofroom for

work to prepareforthe LHC era.High energy physicistsaround the world have

started planning fora futuree+ e� linearcollider,which m ay becom eoperational

around 2015. Such a m achine willo� er new m eans for precision studies ofthe

top quark propertiesand dynam ics.

In closing,we quote an observant colleague (134),\In physics,one discovery

often leads to others. Top opens a new world { the dom ain ofa very heavy

ferm ion { in which thestrange and wonderfulm ay greetus."
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tionsofM W and m t fordi� erentvaluesofM H .
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Figure2:Branching fractionsoft�tdueto thevarioussubsequentW decays.All

� nalstateshave an additionalb�bpairfrom the top decays.
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Figure 3: Leading order Feynm an diagram s for t�t production via the strong

interaction.
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Table 1:O peration param etersofpresentand futurecolliders,and crosssections

forsom eim portantprocesses.For�(t�t),(a)isthecom plete NLO + NLL calcula-

tion,while (b)isthe partialNNLO + NNLL calculation,discussed in Sec. 2.1.1.

Theintegrated lum inositiesareperexperim ent.

Collider Tevatron Run 1 Tevatron Run 2 LHC LC

type p�p p�p pp e+ e�

Run period 1992-1996 2001-2008(?) 2007-? 2015(?)-?

E CM (TeV) 1.80 1.96 14.0 < 2m t -� 1.0

hLi(cm � 2s� 1) 1� 1031 1� 1032 1033 -1034 2� 1034

R
Ldt(fb� 1) 0.125 6.5 -11 � 300 � 1000

�total(pb) � 1011 � 1011 � 1011 O (10)

�(b�b)(pb) � 2� 107 � 3� 107 � 3� 108 O (1)

�(W X )(pb) � 3� 104 � 4� 104 � 2� 105 O (1)

�(t�t)(a)(pb) 5:06+ 0:13� 0:36 6:97+ 0:15� 0:47 825+ 58� 43 � 0:8

�(t�t)(b)(pb) 5:8� 0:4 8:0� 0:6 - -

�(single t)(pb) 1:08� 0:01 1:50� 0:02 315
+ 8
� 2 � 0

Table 2:Single top quark production crosssections(pb).

Process Tevatron Run 1 Tevatron Run 2 LHC (t) LHC (�t)

�N LO
s� chann 0:380� 0:002 0:447� 0:002 6:55� 0:03 4:07� 0:02

�N LO
t� chann 0:702� 0:003 0:959� 0:002 152:6� 0:6 90:0� 0:5

�LLassoc: - 0:093� 0:024 31
+ 8
� 2 31

+ 8
� 2
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Figure 4:Leading orderFeynm an diagram ofsingle lepton decay ofa t�tevent.

Table 3:Channel-by-channelsystem atic uncertainties(G eV)in Tevatron Run 1

top m assm easurem ents.

Channel! Dilepton Single lepton All-hadronic

System atic Category CDF D� CDF D� CDF D�

Jetenergy scale 3.8 2.4 4.4 4.0 5.0 ?

M odelforSignal 2.8 1.7 2.6 1.9 1.8 ?

M C generator 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.8 ?

Uranium Noise/M ultiple Interactions 0.0 1.3 0.0 1.3 0.0 ?

M odelforBackground 0.3 1.0 1.3 2.5 1.7 ?

M ethod forM assFitting 0.7 1.1 0.0 1.5 0.6 ?

Total 4.8 3.6 5.3 5.5 5.7 ?
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2 4 6 8 10 12

Figure 5: CDF and D� cross section results for t�tproduction at the Ferm ilab

Tevatron,Run 1,overlaid with thetheory prediction.Forthelatter,wetakethe

entire band covered by both the NLO + NLL and partialNNLO + NNLL predic-

tions(see text).
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Figure8:The95% C.L.exclusion boundariesin the[M H + ;tan�]planefrom the

D� Run 1 \disappearance search" for t! bH � (double hatched). Also shown

are Run 2 projections ifthe probability ofexperim entalobservations continues

to peak attheSM prediction:2 fb� 1 (singlehatched),and 10 fb� 1 (unhatched).

The m odeling is based on leading-order calculations. M ore recent results from

LEP have excluded M H + < 78:6 G eV at95% C.L.
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Figure10:Tevatron resultsform tin thevariouschannels,and theglobalaverage.
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Figure11:t�trestfram e(\zerom om entum fram e")forq�q! t�tathadron colliders,

from Ref.(110)(b).t(�t)arethe(anti-)top quark m om enta,s(�s)arethe(anti-)top

quark spin vectors.�� isthe
 ightdirection ofthetop quark, isthedirection of

theo� -diagonalspin bases,and ! isthepreferred em ission direction ofthedown-

typeferm ion in top quark decay forup-down (t+ m s)and down-up (t� m s)spin

con� gurations.Allanglesare with respectto the p beam direction.
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