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A bstract

T he e ective lagrangian param etrization is used to detem ine the CP violating e ects
in collisions. for the processes studied the e ects are found to be very sm all, the one

exception being scalar production.

1 Introduction

P robing physics beyond the Standard M odel requires high precision experi-
m ents preferably, on quantities whose standard m odelvalies are suppressed.
A wellknown exam ple of this type of observabl is the param eter, whose
values is very close to one due to the SU (2); transfom ation properties of
the Standard M odel scalar doubkt.

A particularly nteresting set of processes for which the Standard M odel
contrbution is very m uch suppressed consists of those forwhich CP is vio—
lated. In the Standard M odel am plitudes for CP violating processes are as—
sociated w ith the phase ofthe K cbayashiM askawa m atrix and are extrem ely
am all [, B]. In contrast, m any kinds of new physics generate com paratively
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large am ounts of CP viclation []. CP violating observabls are therefore
very good candidates in which to ook for new physics e ects.

In this tak I w ill consider the possbility of observing CP violating pro-—
cesses w ithin the gaugeboson and scalar sector of the Standard M odelfdJ;
part of this work was done in collaboration with J. Gunion and B . G rzad—
kow ky, a generalization is under Investigation. W ih only Standard M odel
Interactions these e ects are negliglble, but this need not be the case In gen—
eral. The environm ent In which I will study these processes is the photon—
photon collider. Though such a m achine w ill probably be constructed using
back-scattered laser radiation In an €' e ocollider B, in this tak Iwill con—
sider, for clarity and brevity, an idealm onochrom atic collider in which
both photons can be given any desired polarization. A s Iw ill show , even in
this utopian situation there are great di culties In cbserving a clkar signal
for som e of the processes considered.

T he approach which Iwill follow in thistak is to param etrize the e ects
ofnew physics in a m odeland process independent way by using an e ective
lagrangian [d]. This is, by its very nature, a process and m odel indepen—
dent approach which preserves all the successes of the Standard M odelwhile
hoorporating new physics In a consistent m anner. I will not describe the
form alism in detail here but refer the reader to [§]. Bre y, what is required
is to construct alldin ension six operators containing Standard M odel elds
and regoecting the symm etries of the Standard M odel, which also violate
CP.The e ective lagrangian consists of the Standard M odel lagrangian plis
a linear com bination of these operators w ith undetem ined coe cients. T he
value of these coe cients cannot be determm ined w ithout further know ledge
of the physics underlying the Standard M odel; nonetheless these couplings
can be estin ated using consistency conditions. T hese estin ates are not nu—
m erically accurate, nonetheless they do provide reliable order of m agnitude
valie, which iswhat isneeded In order to determm ine the sensitivity ofa given
experin ent to the scale of new physics.

In this tak Iw ill consider the processes
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Som e comm ent on the fem jon anti-ferm jon nal state willbe m ade at the
end.



Iwillassum e a \light" H iggs
my 3TeV: )

For the processes of interest the relevant din ension six operators are []]

O, = 'V wWiw't 3)
O,y = ' B B @)
Ogy = 'V B W' 5)
Op = W ' WIWF )

So that the lagrangian becom es
1nh 0 3
L=Lsu *+ —5 99 5yOs¢ *9 Oy
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The scalke detem ines the 1im it of applicability of this param etrization
of heavy physics e ects: all processes studied using L must have energies
below . Indeed, the assum ption that heavy physics e ects are sum m arized
by a series of e ective Jocal operators can only be true if the energy scale of
Interest is signi cantly an aller than the scale of the heavy physics. M oreover
if we are studying processes whose energies are such that the underlying
physics is apparent, we would not bother to study their radiative e ects in
order to rediscover it. T hese rem arks, though cbvious, are often ignored In
the literature.

The coe cients ; willbe chosen so that corresponds to the scale where
the heavy physics e ects are observed directly. To estin ate them suppose

rst that the heavy physics is weakly coupled; In this case one can verify
that all the operators O are generated by loops by the underlying theory.

W e then expect
1

16 2°

If the underlying theory is strongly Interacting the argum ent required
to estin ate the coe cients ; is the sam e as the one used in the so-called
\naive din ensional analysis" []. The ; are in fact running coupling con—
stantsde ned by m atching conditions at the scale , at which the underlying
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physics becom es apparent. Then oconsistency requires that a change in the
renom alization mass ! ¢ wihc O (1) should not change the order of
magniude ofthe ;. Thisgivesj 3 1=16°and j .z, e 5 J 1-

For a strongly coupled theory, however, the H iggs m ass is expected to
receive large { O () { corrections so that this scenario is in general Incon—
sistent w ith the above assum ption that the H iggs is light. The exception
occurs when thism ass is protected by a symm etry (such as supersymm etry) .
In this case, however, the Iow energy soectrum of the m odels are Invariably
richer than that of the Standard M odel. I w ill therefore assum e that a light
H iggs is not viabl for a natural strongly coupled heavy theory. In such a
situation a di erent param etrization, the so called chiral representation, of
the e ective lJagrangian is required and w ill not be considered here due to
tin e lin itations. Because of this I willadopt the estin ates j ;j  1=16 2.

2 Resuls

Iwill then consider an idealphoton collider where the photons have de nie
m om entum and prefect polarizations. A sm entioned above, Iw illnot consider
the realistic situation where the photons to be considered are produced by
badk-scattered laser light. This is done due to tim e lim itations, and also to
avoid com plications which, though quantitatively very im portant, cbscure
to a certain degree the basic problm s one has to dealw ith when trying to
unoover new physics using the processes considered in this talk.

The photons” center ofmass momenta are k;, = % s@; 1;0;0) with
polarizations 1, = 91—5 ©;0;1; ), 3= 1. In allcakulations Iw ill choose
SO as to suppress (or In the optim al case to elin inate) the Standard M odel
contrbutions. W hen the nalparticles have the sam em assthe nalparticlke
m om enta are% s@; s ; sin ;0) where isthe velociy ofthe nal
particlesand isthe centerofm ass scattering angle. W ith these prelin naries
Itum now to the various reactions.

2.1 ' Z7Z:

To the order we are working in the e ective lagrangian there are no con-
trbutions. The leading tem s for this reaction com e from dim ension eight
operators E], and w ill not be considered further in this tak.
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For this process the only contributing operators are O . and O ;. ; ifboth
nalW vector bosons are Iongitudinal only the second operator contributes.
T he relevant diagram s are

w here the solid dot denotes an O ;,, insertion.

Assum ing = s my allows for the use of the equivalence theoram , so
that the W wvector bosons can be replaced by the corresponding G oldstone
particles. For Iongitudinally polarized W bosons at these energies n the nal
state O , does not contribute, so the nalresult willdepend on ., only.

Choosing 13; = Pl—E 0;0;1; 1) (de. = 1) yildsthe amplitude

A( ' W 'w )=

t 1
= — ©)

2 1 md =t
where y = 16 2 1. Note that this am plitude is real. T he total cross
section corresponding to this am plitude is
n L
225 m
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In the lin i of Jarge center ofm ass energy the Standard M odel contriou-—
tion vanishes; the am plitude for longitudinally polarized W vector bosons in
the nalstate is E]

Agy ( W wW ) = 8i(l—2); (11)
1 2 g
qg -
where = 1 4m? =s (note that i is purely im agihary so it will not
Interfere w ith the O, contribution). T he corresponding cross section is
2
w o= —a 7
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which indeed vanishesas ! 1: gy ' 2 @m y=s)®ass! 1.
Iw ill consider the observability of this process from three points of view

i) Require rst pew sy ; this nplies s°=(1536 “‘m2 ) 4. Sihce we
also want > = s (else the new physics can be probed directly), this
inplies” s> 31TeV; for an accelerator of this energy scales of order
32TeV can beprobed. Thisresult isobtained by assum lngthat y = 1.

i) RequireN o, > Ngy + N, ,where N, isthe number of events gen—
erated by the new physics and Ngy Standard M odel events. U sing
again 2> sand y = 1 this condition is equivalent to the require—
m ent that the um inosity ©r the m achine is greater than 24  10/b.

iii) Require that the forward backward asymm etry be greater than 01 and
that there be m ore than 10 Standard M odelevents. T his is equivalent
to a um inosity above 2 16/b.

T his clearly illustrates the enom ous problem s one has to dealw ith: ab—
surdly large um nosities have to be invoked In order to detect a signal.

This problem can be traced back to the estinate y = 1. Onemight
be tam pted to relax this condition and assum e, or exam ple, y 162 1
which case the required lum inosities drop to 10/ . Unfortunately such
large values for the coe cients are Inconsistent w ith the whole approach. In
other words, there is no consistent way of generating such large coe cients
from the underlying dynam ics w ithout radically altering the Standard M odel
itself (for exam ple, one would then expect 1=0 (@)).

2.3 ! HH:

The contribbuting e ective operatorsto thisprocessareO , v . 5 5 dPPEArINg
In the diagram s



w here the heavy dot denotes an e ective operator insertion.
T he Standard M odel contributions com e from loops such as

whose evaluation is straightforward. For sin plicity I w ill consider here only
the expression for the Standard M odel generated by a heavy top loop, this
corresponds to the e ective operator [[1]]

35 G g 1H2
54f§ 2

1 2
O heavy top — ZF (13)
where Gy is the Femm i constant. Note that this operator vanishes for the

choice of polarizations
1
12 = 19—E ©;0;1; 1); (=1 (14)

this w ill be true for all the Standard M odel contributions provided the KM
m ixing tem sare ignored (which Iw illdo In the ©llow Ing due to the an allness
ofthese e ects.

T he cross section for thisprocess and for the above choice ofpolarizations

2 2
S

n =16 ° w Tos BW - 16)

Note that 4 1.



Since the Standard M odel contribution vanishes due to the choice of po—
larization vectors, the observability of this process is rate dom inated. To
estin ate the observability of this process I require that 10 events be gener-
ated In one year. T his corresponds to

S

\

100=b

<02 Tev @7
where ‘ denotes the lum inosity.

To detem ine the content ofthis resul recall that, sihce we are assum ing
that the heavy physics is not directly observed, that > ~ s> 2my . As
sum Ing forexam ple, my = 250G eV requires ‘> 170=fH. O n the other hand
if = 1TeV then ‘> 220=fb. For this process the required lum inosities are
not absurdly Jarge as in the previous cased, but they are still large requiring
m any years’ Integrated lum inosity to observe even a m arginal signal. A sbe-
fore this can be traced to the consistent estin ates of the coe cients in the
Lagrangian, if Thad (ncorrectly) taken g 16 2 the required lim inosity
would drop by two orders ofm agniude.

24 H iggs production.

The sam e e ective operators considered above can be used to study the
production of single H iggs bosons In photon ocolliders. T he graph is sin ply

w here the heavy dot denotes an e ective operator vertex.

N ote that there is no Standard M odel contribution (at tree level), and
that the one loop contributions can be elin inated by the above choice of
polarization vectors. T he cross section is then

2 2
m —
( )= —p=tt P omy) 1)
322 Gy ¢
o that, Integrating this over the w idth ofthe H iggs and taking

_ 3gmg 19)
H — 2 !
128 m
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corresoonding to a m ass above the W W threshold, yields

Z myg+ g =2 dpg
= ( ! H)
my H =2 H
0256 % F mysy f1 20)
3 m2
so that, |
. ) 1 162 ° 1)
100=b m3

where andm y aremeasured in TEV .

Taking, forexample, my = 1TeV and ‘= 10=fb then values of below
5TeV generate m ore than ten events. This is a non-trivial resul: a 1T&V
accelkerator can probe scales ve tim es itsenergy using this reaction; for lower
H iggs m ass or higher um inosities the sensitivity to  (@s a muliple of = s)
In proves.

25 ff nalstate

For the process ! £ f there is a forbidding zoo of operators that are Cp
viclating and should be included In the e ective Jagrangian describing such
processes. For exam pl, denoting a keft handed ferm ion doublkt by F and a
right handed singlt by £,

i’'p’r F F hes

F f 'B ; 22)

etc. The analysis of such contrbutions is under way.

3 Conclusions

A oonsistent application of the e ective lJagrangian m ethod gives, for
m ost processes considered in this talk, unobservable rates, even In the



optin al situation where the Standard M odel contrlbution vanishes.
T his can be traced back to the consistent estin ation of the coe cients
ofthe e ective operators.

An ad-hoc over-estin ation of the coe cients of the operators can give
very nice predictions which m ight be clain ed to be cbservable n near
future colliders. T hese results are, how ever, com pletely unreliable being
based on an Inconsistent m odel

The best nal state here considered is that of single H iggs production
for which the accelerator becom es a very respectable probe into the
physics underlying the Standard M odel. If there is no H iggs, or if its
mass liesbeyond 4 v’ 3TeV, then new interactions can be expected
at this energy. This scenario was not explored in this talk.

T he experim entally benign case ofa two farm ion nalstate is currently
being sudied.

T he author gratefully acknow ledges the help of J.G union and B . G rzad—
kow sy.
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