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CP violation in photon-photon collisions.
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A bstract

The e�ective lagrangian param etrization isused to determ ine the CP violating e�ects

in collisions.forthe processes studied the e�ects are found to be very sm all,the one

exception being scalarproduction.

1 Introduction

Probing physicsbeyond the Standard M odelrequireshigh precision experi-

m entspreferably,on quantitieswhosestandard m odelvaluesaresuppressed.

A wellknown exam ple ofthistype ofobservable isthe � param eter,whose

values isvery close to one due to the SU(2)
R
transform ation propertiesof

theStandard M odelscalardoublet.

A particularly interesting setofprocessesforwhich theStandard M odel

contribution isvery m uch suppressed consistsofthose forwhich CP isvio-

lated.In theStandard M odelam plitudesforCP violating processesareas-

sociated with thephaseoftheKobayashi-M askawa m atrix and areextrem ely

sm all[1,2].In contrast,m any kindsofnew physicsgeneratecom paratively
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large am ounts ofCP violation [3]. CP violating observables are therefore

very good candidatesin which to look fornew physicse�ects.

In thistalk Iwillconsiderthe possibility ofobserving CP violating pro-

cesses within the gauge-boson and scalar sector ofthe Standard M odel[4];

partofthiswork wasdone in collaboration with J.Gunion and B.Grzad-

kowky,a generalization isunder investigation. W ith only Standard M odel

interactionsthesee�ectsarenegligible,butthisneed notbethecasein gen-

eral. The environm ent in which Iwillstudy these processes isthe photon-

photon collider.Though such a m achine willprobably beconstructed using

back-scattered laserradiation in an e+ e� collider[5],in thistalk Iwillcon-

sider,forclarity and brevity,an idealm onochrom atic  collider in which

both photonscan begiven any desired polarization.AsIwillshow,even in

thisutopian situation there are greatdi�cultiesin observing a clearsignal

forsom eoftheprocessesconsidered.

Theapproach which Iwillfollow in thistalk isto param etrizethee�ects

ofnew physicsin a m odeland processindependentway by using an e�ective

lagrangian [6]. This is,by its very nature,a process and m odelindepen-

dentapproach which preservesallthesuccessesoftheStandard M odelwhile

incorporating new physics in a consistent m anner. Iwillnot describe the

form alism in detailherebutreferthereaderto [6].Briey,whatisrequired

isto constructalldim ension six operatorscontaining Standard M odel�elds

and respecting the sym m etries ofthe Standard M odel,which also violate

CP.Thee�ectivelagrangian consistsoftheStandard M odellagrangian plus

a linearcom bination oftheseoperatorswith undeterm ined coe�cients.The

value ofthese coe�cientscannotbe determ ined withoutfurtherknowledge

ofthe physics underlying the Standard M odel;nonetheless these couplings

can beestim ated using consistency conditions. These estim atesarenotnu-

m erically accurate,nonethelessthey do provide reliable orderofm agnitude

value,which iswhatisneeded in ordertodeterm inethesensitivity ofagiven

experim entto thescaleofnew physics.

In thistalk Iwillconsidertheprocesses

! W
+
W

�
;ZZ;H H ;H : (1)

Som e com m enton the ferm ion anti-ferm ion �nalstate willbe m ade atthe

end.
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Iwillassum ea \light" Higgs

m H � 3 TeV: (2)

Fortheprocessesofinteresttherelevantdim ension six operatorsare[7]

O
’ ~W

=
�

’
y
’
�

W
I

��
~W I

�� (3)

O
’ ~B

=
�

’
y
’
�

B ��
~B �� (4)

O
B ~W

=
�

’
y
�
I
’
�

B ��
~W I

�� (5)

O ~W
= �IJK W

I

��W
J

��
~W K

�� (6)

So thatthelagrangian becom es

L = LSM +
1

�2

h

gg
0
�
B ~W

O
B ~W

+ g
3
� ~W

O ~W

+g2�
’ ~W

O
’ ~W

+ g
02
�
’ ~B
O
’ ~B

i

: (7)

The scale � determ inesthe lim itofapplicability ofthisparam etrization

ofheavy physics e�ects: allprocesses studied using L m ust have energies

below �.Indeed,theassum ption thatheavy physicse�ectsaresum m arized

by a seriesofe�ective localoperatorscan only betrueiftheenergy scaleof

interestissigni�cantly sm allerthan thescaleoftheheavy physics.M oreover

ifwe are studying processes whose energies are such that the underlying

physicsisapparent,we would notbotherto study theirradiative e�ectsin

orderto re-discoverit.These rem arks,though obvious,areoften ignored in

theliterature.

Thecoe�cients� iwillbechosen sothat�correspondstothescalewhere

the heavy physics e�ects are observed directly. To estim ate them suppose

�rst that the heavy physics is weakly coupled;in this case one can verify

that allthe operators O are generated by loops by the underlying theory.

W ethen expect

j�ij�
1

16�2
: (8)

Ifthe underlying theory is strongly interacting the argum ent required

to estim ate the coe�cients � i is the sam e as the one used in the so-called

\naive dim ensionalanalysis" [8]. The �i are in factrunning coupling con-

stantsde�ned by m atchingconditionsatthescale�,atwhich theunderlying
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physics becom esapparent. Then consistency requires thata change in the

renorm alization m ass�! c�with c� O (1)should notchange theorderof

m agnitudeofthe�i.Thisgivesj� ~W
j� 1=16�2 and j�

’ ~B ;’ ~W ;B ~W
j� 1.

For a strongly coupled theory,however,the Higgs m ass is expected to

receive large { O (�){ correctionsso thatthisscenario isin generalincon-

sistent with the above assum ption that the Higgs is light. The exception

occurswhen thism assisprotected by asym m etry (such assupersym m etry).

In thiscase,however,thelow energy spectrum ofthe m odelsareinvariably

richerthan thatoftheStandard M odel.Iwillthereforeassum ethata light

Higgsis notviable fora naturalstrongly coupled heavy theory. In such a

situation a di�erent param etrization,the so called chiralrepresentation,of

the e�ective lagrangian is required and willnot be considered here due to

tim elim itations.BecauseofthisIwilladopttheestim atesj�ij� 1=16�2.

2 R esults

Iwillthen consideran idealphoton colliderwherethephotonshavede�nite

m om entum andprefectpolarizations.Asm entioned above,Iwillnotconsider

the realistic situation where the photonsto be considered are produced by

back-scattered laserlight. Thisisdone due to tim e lim itations,and also to

avoid com plications which,though quantitatively very im portant,obscure

to a certain degree the basic problem sone hasto dealwith when trying to

uncovernew physicsusing theprocessesconsidered in thistalk.

The photons’center ofm ass m om enta are k1;2 =
1

2

p
s(1;� 1;0;0) with

polarizations�1;2 =
1p
2
(0;0;1;� �),j�j= 1.In allcalculationsIwillchoose�

so asto suppress(orin the optim alcase to elim inate)the Standard M odel

contributions.W hen the�nalparticleshavethesam em assthe�nalparticle

m om enta are 1

2

p
s(1;� �cos�;� �sin�;0)where� isthevelocity ofthe�nal

particlesand�isthecenterofm assscatteringangle.W iththeseprelim inaries

Iturn now to thevariousreactions.

2.1  ! ZZ:

To the order we are working in the e�ective lagrangian there are no con-

tributions. The leading term s forthis reaction com e from dim ension eight

operators[9],and willnotbeconsidered furtherin thistalk.
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2.2  ! W +W �:

Forthisprocessthe only contributing operatorsare O ~W
and O

B ~W
;ifboth

�nalW vectorbosonsarelongitudinalonly thesecond operatorcontributes.

Therelevantdiagram sare

wherethesolid dotdenotesan O
B ~W

insertion.

Assum ing
p
s � m W allows forthe use ofthe equivalence theorem ,so

thatthe W vectorbosonscan be replaced by the corresponding Goldstone

particles.Forlongitudinally polarized W bosonsattheseenergiesin the�nal

stateO ~W
doesnotcontribute,so the�nalresultwilldepend on �

B ~W
only.

Choosing �12;=
1p
2
(0;0;1;� i)(i.e.�= i)yieldstheam plitude

A (! W
+
W

� )=
�� W

2�

t

�2

1

1� m2W =t
; (9)

where�W = 16�2�
B ~W

� 1.Notethatthisam plitudeisreal.Thetotalcross

section corresponding to thisam plitudeis

�(! W
+
W

� )=
�2�2W s

192�3�4

"

1+ O

 
m 2

W

s

! #

: (10)

In thelim itoflargecenterofm assenergy theStandard M odelcontribu-

tion vanishes;theam plitudeforlongitudinally polarized W vectorbosonsin

the�nalstateis[10]

A SM (! W
+
W

� )= �
8�i�(1� �2)

1� �2cos2�
; (11)

where � =
q

1� 4m2W =s (note that it is purely im aginary so it willnot

interferewith theO
B ~W

contribution).Thecorresponding crosssection is

�SM =
2�� 2

s
(1� �

2)�
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"

1+
1� �2

2�
ln

 
1+ �

1� �

! #

; (12)

which indeed vanishesas�! 1:�SM ’ 2�(2�m W =s)
2 ass! 1 .

Iwillconsidertheobservability ofthisprocessfrom threepointsofview

i) Require �rst�new � �SM ;thisim plies s
3=(1536�4m 2

W )� �4. Since we

also want� >
p
s (else the new physicscan be probed directly),this

im plies
p
s > 31TeV;foran acceleratorofthisenergy scalesoforder

32TeV canbeprobed.Thisresultisobtainedbyassum ingthat�W = 1.

ii) RequireN new >
p
N SM + N new,whereN new isthenum berofeventsgen-

erated by the new physics and N SM Standard M odelevents. Using

again �2 > s and �W = 1 thiscondition isequivalent to the require-

m entthatthelum inosity forthem achineisgreaterthan 2:4� 105/fb.

iii) Requirethattheforward backward asym m etry begreaterthan 0:1 and

thattherebem orethan 10 Standard M odelevents.Thisisequivalent

to a lum inosity above2� 105/fb.

Thisclearly illustratestheenorm ousproblem sonehasto dealwith:ab-

surdly largelum inositieshaveto beinvoked in orderto detecta signal.

This problem can be traced back to the estim ate �W = 1. One m ight

be tem pted to relax thiscondition and assum e,forexam ple,�W � 16�2 in

which case the required lum inosities drop to � 10/fb. Unfortunately such

largevaluesforthecoe�cientsareinconsistentwith thewholeapproach.In

otherwords,there isno consistentway ofgenerating such large coe�cients

from theunderlyingdynam icswithoutradically alteringtheStandard M odel

itself(forexam ple,onewould then expect�� 1= O (1)).

2.3  ! H H :

Thecontributinge�ectiveoperatorstothisprocessareO
’ ~W ;’ ~B ;B ~W

appearing

in thediagram s
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wheretheheavy dotdenotesan e�ectiveoperatorinsertion.

TheStandard M odelcontributionscom efrom loopssuch as

whose evaluation isstraightforward.Forsim plicity Iwillconsiderhereonly

the expression forthe Standard M odelgenerated by a heavy top loop,this

correspondsto thee�ective operator[11]

O heavy top =
35

54

�G F
p
8�

�
1

2
H

2

� �
1

4
F
2
��

�

(13)

where G F is the Ferm iconstant. Note that this operator vanishes for the

choiceofpolarizations

�1;2 =
1
p
2
(0;0;1;� 1); (�= 1) (14)

thiswillbe true forallthe Standard M odelcontributionsprovided the KM

m ixingterm sareignored(which Iwilldointhefollowingduetothesm allness

ofthesee�ects.

Thecrosssection forthisprocessand fortheabovechoiceofpolarizations

is

�(! H H )=
�2�2H s

256�3�4
; (15)

�H = 16�2
�

�
’ ~W

+ �
’ ~B

� �
B ~W

�

: (16)

Notethat�H � 1.
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SincetheStandard M odelcontribution vanishesdueto thechoiceofpo-

larization vectors,the observability ofthis process is rate dom inated. To

estim ate the observability ofthisprocessIrequire that10 eventsbe gener-

ated in oneyear.Thiscorrespondsto

� �< 0:2�

s
‘

100=fb
TeV (17)

where‘denotesthelum inosity.

To determ inethecontentofthisresultrecallthat,sinceweareassum ing

thatthe heavy physics isnotdirectly observed,that� >
p
s > 2m H . As-

sum ing forexam ple,m H = 250GeV requires‘> 170=fb.On theotherhand

if� = 1TeV then ‘> 220=fb.Forthisprocessthe required lum inositiesare

notabsurdly largeasin thepreviouscased,butthey arestilllargerequiring

m any years’integrated lum inosity to observeeven a m arginalsignal.Asbe-

fore thiscan be traced to the consistentestim atesofthe coe�cientsin the

Lagrangian,ifIhad (incorrectly)taken �H � 16�2 the required lum inosity

would drop by two ordersofm agnitude.

2.4 H iggs production.

The sam e e�ective operators considered above can be used to study the

production ofsingleHiggsbosonsin photon colliders.Thegraph issim ply

wheretheheavy dotdenotesan e�ectiveoperatorvertex.

Note that there is no Standard M odelcontribution (at tree level),and

that the one loop contributions can be elim inated by the above choice of

polarization vectors.Thecrosssection isthen

�(! H )=
�2�2H m H

32
p
2�G F �

4
�(
p
s� mH ) (18)

so that,integrating thisoverthewidth oftheHiggsand taking

�H =
3g2m 3

H

128�m 2
W

; (19)
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corresponding to a m assabovetheW W threshold,yields

�� =

Z
m H + �H =2

m H � �H =2

�(! H )
d
p
s

�H

=
256�2�2H

3

�
m W sW

�

�4 1

m 2
H

(20)

so that,

��‘=

 
‘

100=fb

!
1

m 2
H

�
16:2

�

� 4

(21)

where� and m H arem easured in TeV.

Taking,forexam ple,m H = 1TeV and ‘= 10=fb then valuesof� below

5TeV generate m ore than ten events. This is a non-trivialresult: a 1TeV

acceleratorcan probescales�vetim esitsenergy usingthisreaction;forlower

Higgsm assorhigherlum inositiesthe sensitivity to � (asa m ultiple of
p
s)

im proves.

2.5 f �f �nalstate

Forthe process! f �f there isa forbidding zoo ofoperatorsthatareCp

violating and should be included in the e�ective lagrangian describing such

processes.Forexam ple,denoting a lefthanded ferm ion doubletby F and a

righthanded singletby f,

i
�

’
y
D �’

� �
�F�F

�

� h.c.;

i
�

’
y
�ID �’

� �
�F�I

�
F
�

� h.c.;
�

’
y
’
� �

�Ff’ � h.c.
�

;
�
�F���f

�

’B ��; (22)

etc.Theanalysisofsuch contributionsisunderway.

3 C onclusions

� A consistent application ofthe e�ective lagrangian m ethod gives,for

m ostprocessesconsidered in thistalk,unobservablerates,even in the
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optim alsituation where the Standard M odel contribution vanishes.

Thiscan betraced back to theconsistentestim ation ofthecoe�cients

ofthee�ective operators.

� An ad-hocover-estim ation ofthecoe�cientsoftheoperatorscan give

very nice predictionswhich m ightbeclaim ed to beobservablein near

futurecolliders.Theseresultsare,however,com pletelyunreliablebeing

based on an inconsistentm odel.

� The best�nalstatehere considered isthatofsingle Higgsproduction

for which the accelerator becom es a very respectable probe into the

physicsunderlying the Standard M odel. Ifthere isno Higgs,orifits

m assliesbeyond 4�v ’ 3TeV,then new interactionscan be expected

atthisenergy.Thisscenario wasnotexplored in thistalk.

� Theexperim entally benign caseofatwoferm ion �nalstateiscurrently

being studied.

Theauthorgratefully acknowledgesthehelp ofJ.Gunion and B.Grzad-

kowsy.
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