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A bstract
Because of the top quark’s very lJargem ass, about 175 G €V, it now provides the best
window Into avor physics. T hus, pair{production of top quarks at the Tevatron C ollider
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1. Introduction

The CDF oollaboration has reported evidence for top {quark production at the Teva—
tron Collider f]. According to these papers, the top mass ism. = 174 1015 Gev.
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The CDF data are based on an integrated Ilum inosity of 193 pb Taking into ac—

count detector e ciencies and acosptances, CDF reports the production cross section

b ! t = 139%5ipb at P s = 1800Gev. The predicted QCD cross section for
m= 174G &V, Including next{to{leading{log corrections E], and soft{glion resum m ation
Bl is (D= 5107775 pb. Thisis2.8 tin es sm aller than the centralvalue ofthem easured
cross section. The uncertainty in s increases the theoreticalerror in  (tt) to at m ost 30%
@

Very recently, the D@ Collaboration has also reported evidence for top{quark pro—
duction B]. A direct m easurem ent of the top{quark m ass and cross section was not m ade
by D@ In this report. However, assum ing that the excess of signal events over expected
background is due to tt production and thatm = 180G eV, D¢ deduces the cross section

(tt) = 82 51 pb. This is consistent w ith the standard m odeland with CDF .

T he experin ental errors on the CDF and D @ m easurem ents are Jarge. A ssum ing the
top mass is close to 175G &V, the CDF cross section could be due to an up{ uctuation
or to underestin ated e ciencies (although the latter seem s unlkely; see ). But, if
it is con m ed by both experim ents in their current higher{lum inosity runs, the large
tt rate heralds the long{awaited collapse of the standard m odel. Even if the standard
m odel result is found in the new data, however, it is clear that the top quark provides a
w ide{open window into the world of avor physics. It is the heaviest elem entary particle
we know and, m ore to the point, the heaviest elem entary fem ion by a factor of 40|
asm assive as tungsten. Asa rst example of avor physics, we note that if the H iggs
boson ofthem inin alone{doublet m odelexists, its coupling to the top quark, renom alized
atm¢= 174G eV, islarge: = 23 G;=2 m = 1:00. Ifthere are charged scalars, m em bers
of H iggs{boson m ultiplets or technipions, they are expected to couple to top quarks w ith
O (1) strength and to decay asH * ! tb. R ecently, several papers have discussed agpoects
of avorphysics that are m ore or less intim ately connected to the Jarge top m ass and that
lead to enhanced rates of the tt signals studied by the Tevatron experin ents {1, {41, BI.

In thispaper, we discuss tw o distribbutions that m ay be used to distinguish altemative
m odels of tt production| including standard QCD {]. T hese are the invariant m ass dis—

tribution, d =dM .z, and the center{of{m ass (cm .) angular distribution of the top quark,
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d =doos . The m agnitude and shape of the invariant m ass distribution (Section 2) can

reveal whether tt production is standard or not, and whether resonances decaying to tt
exist. W e point out that, for standard Q CD production, the m ean and root{m ean {square
Invariant m asses are linear functions of the top{quark m ass over the entire interesting
range ofm . Thus, the M ; distrlbbution can provide an independent determ ination of the
top quark’smass. W e apply this to the CDF data [I] and nd quite good consistency
w ith the directly m easured m ass. T his analysis ism ade at the m ost elem entary theoretical
level. Tt needs to be carefully redone by the experin ental collaborations them selves.

In Section 3, we apply theM ; analysis to exam ples of the three nonstandard m ech—
anism s of tt production described in Refs. 8], [1]1 and Bl. The rst involves resonant
production of a 400{600 G &V color{octet vector meson (\coloron"), Vg, which is associ-
ated w ith electroweak symm etry breaking via top{condensation [L0] and which interferes
w ith Q CD production via the processgg ! Vg ! tt. The second exam ple invokes a color{
octet pseudoscalar, 1 [l1]. Th multiscale m odels of walking technicolor [12], fi3], the 1
is produced strongly in glion{glion fiision and decaysm ainly to tt. T he third m odelhas
additional production of the classic tt signals [I]. T his occurs through pair{production of
an electrow eak {isoscalar, color{triplet quark, t;, which is approxin ately degenerate w ith
the top quark and which, through m ass{m ixing, decays ast; ! W *b. The agreem ent
found in Section 2 between CD F'’s directly m easured top{m ass and that extracted from
the M ;£ mom ents does not yet rule out these new m echanisn s of top {quark production.
TheM 1 distrbutions from the current Tevatron run may do so. (O foourse, nding the
standard m odel cross section w ill also be pow erfiil evidence against altemative production
m echanism s.)

T he angular distrdbution oftop quarks (Section 4) also re ects the underlying produc—
tion m echanism . Even though m ost oftt production isnear threshold, the expectation that
it ism ainly s{wave can be overtumed if there are large parity {violating com ponents in the
g ! ttprocess. W e shallcom pare the angular distribbutions for standard and nonstandard
tt production at the Tevatron and at the CERN Large H adron C ollider. W e shall see that,
because of the much larger = $&=s in top{pair production at the Tevatron, experin ents
there have an advantage over those at the LHC ﬂ*l T hese angular tests require m uch larger

1  this paper I do not discuss high{energy " e colliders such as the 500 GeV (or so) NLC .

O ur cus is on distinguishing altemate m echanism s of tt production. Lepton m achines cast no
light on such strongly{coupled avor physics aspects of tt production as the ¥ and . The
higher rates possible at hadron m achines also m ake them ideal for searches for new particles such
as charged scalars in the decays of top quarks.



data sets than w illbe available in the next year ortwo. T o realize the full potential of this
handl on avor physics, it is essential that the Tevatron experim ents be able to collect
sam ples as large as 1{10 b *.

2. Invariant M ass D istributions In Q CD

Strictly speaking, the tt invariant m assM « isnotwell{de ned in QCD because ofthe
em ission of soft and collinear glions from the t and t quarks. N evertheless, the theoretical
nvariant m ass is num erically not very di erent from a de nition of Mz that allow s for
this gluon radiation. Furthem ore, because the pr ofthe tt cm . system typically is am all
com pared to m, i will be a good approxin ation for us to use the lowest{order QCD
cross section d =dM ; to discuss the m om ents of the invariant m ass distribution. This
distrbution is shown in Fig. 1 for the Tevatron C ollider and for top{quark m asses in the
Interesting range 100{220 G &V :'?: The m ass distrdbutions are seen to be sharply peaked
atM pax 7 2dm + 10G eV . Consequently, low m om ents of the m ass distrdoution, the
m ean and RM S, are nearly linear functions of the top{quark m ass (also see Ref. [15]). For
100< m.< 200GeV,the rsttwomomentsarewell{ tby the formulae

M ;i= 500GeV + 224m ¢

@:1)

m iEil=2 = 58:4GeV + 223m; :

In the rangem " 140{200 G eV, the dispersion in M ; expected for standard QCD pro-
duction is M ;= 70{80 GeV 2

2 These plots and allother calculations in this paper w ere carried out using low est{order Q CD
subprocess cross sections and the EHLQ Set 1 parton distrbution functions [_l-ff]. To account for
QCD radiative corrections, our tt cross sections have been multiplied by 1.62. This m akes our
QCD rates and the central values quoted in Ref. B] agree to w ithin one per cent over the entire
interesting range of top m asses. O ur num erical results for the linear dependence of M 71 and
m iEil:Z on m are accurate so long as the higher{order corrections are well{represented by a
sin ple m ultiplicative factor.

3 Ifthereare experin entaldi cultiesinm easuringM ;thatdonotalsoa ectthem easurem ent
ofm ¢, one could instead use the m ean value of the summ ed scalar{Er to extract the top{quark
m ass. Indeed, In Ref. ‘;J.-S], i was shown that a quantity as indirect as the nvariant massM . of
the isolated electron plismuon measured h tt ! e + + pts is also a linear function ofm ¢
and m ay be used to determ ine it.



In Ref. El'], the top quark m ass was detemm ined from a sample ofssven W ! Y +
4 ts events by m aking an overall constrained best t to the hypothesispp ! t+ X,
llowed by the standard top decays t ! W *b with one W decaying leptonically and
the other hadronically. At least one of the b{ #ts was tagged. The CDF paper provides
the m om entum 4 {vectors of all particles in the event before and after the constrained t.
From these, the central values of kinem atic characteristics of the seven events m ay be
determm ined. Table 1 liststhebest{ t top{quark m asses determ ined by CDF together w ith
the Invariant m ass of the events before and after the constrained ‘drfl.: W eused theseM £
to com pute them ean and RM S.Both sets of 4{m om enta gave essentially identical results.

U sing 4{m om enta from the constrained t, we found:

-i= 439 11GeV =) my= 173 5Ge&V
W 2i72 = 443 11Gev =) m.= 172 5GevV 22)

M e 595G&V ¢

The errors in Eq. ' 4) were estin ated by the \ jacknife" m ethod of com puting them om ents
while om itting one of the seven events. They give som e sense of the theoretical error in
determ ining them ean and RM S invariant m asses from the lin ited CDF sam ple. T hey are
not to be Interpreted as the true experin ental errors; the CD F group m ust provide those.
H ow ever, we expect that the process of averaging the invariant m ass w ill give m oderately
an all experin ental errors.

These results give som e con dence that CDF'’s m easured central value of the top({
quark mass, 174 Ge&V, is accurate. For example, ifmy = 160G &V (for which Ref. B]
predicts (tt) = 82" ;i pb), we would expect M zi= 409GeV and HM 2i'™? = 415G eV,
wellbelow the values determ ined above. T hus, if som ething is going to change In the CDF
results from the current run, we expect it w illbe the cross section | w hich needs to becom e

tw o to three tim es am aller to agree w ith the standard m odel.

4 Particle 4{vectors befre the constrained t do have various correct:ions| eg. for the gt
energy sca]e| m ade to them [l']. Only ¥t is provided for the neutrino(s) in the before{ t 4{
vectors. T he biggest change in the before and afterm om enta occurs in ¥t . W e used thew !

4 {m om enta detem ined from the constrained t in both cases.



3. N onstandard M ass D istributions

In this section we exam ine three nonstandard proposals {], {11, B] for tt production
and the large cross section reported by CDF D:]. W e shall nd that they are not yet
disfavored by the good agreem ent between the central values of the m easured top m ass
and the top m assesdeduced in Eq. @4). W ebegin by quoting thedi erentialcross sections
Prgg! ttandgg ! ttin lowest{order QCD :

d*e@! to _ 2 5 24 2,2,
dz 98
A £ 2 2.2 2\2 22 o
d*gg ! _ : 1+ z 1 > @+ z%) 2 a+ 222 (3:1)
dz 68 1 272 @ 272)2 16
1 ? 1 2, 3 2.2
+ 1 222 (1 E) + E) Z ) 4
: : : p T inl2—a 2
where z = cos , isthe cm . scattering variable and = 1 dmg=8. For § 4m ¢,

these cross sectjons| especially the gluon fiision one| are forw ard {backw ard peaked. But,
at them odest & at which Q CD ttproduction is lJarge, the cross sections are fairly isotropic.
For the \coloron" bosons of R ef. EG], we adopted a version of the m odel in which the
gauge symm etry SU (3); SU (@) breaks down to color SU (3), yielding eight m assless
glions and equalm ass Vg’s. To study parity violation in the angular distributions in tt
production (see Section 4), wem ade the theoretically Inane assum ption that the Vg couples
only to keft{handed quarksw ith the am plitude
a 1 5

AWVg @E;)! aPi)afe))=9s ¢ ©; )ﬁq(Pl)? 2

Vg ) : (32)

Here, g, is the QCD ocoupling and, ©llowing Ref. ], we tock = = 1l=4 @@=
u;d;c;s). Forthis chiralooupling, the gg ! ttangulardistrbution n Eq. (371) ismodi ed
by the addition of

dr ! Vg ! tt 2 8 ’
@ 8 ) _ S 1+ z)? 1+ 4 ¢ P— 15 @33
dz 368 & M2 +1i 8 %)

Vg
w here, ignoring the m ass of all quarks except the top’s, the Vg width is

SM Vg

B) = 12

42+ 21+ @ mixmy) (3:4)



q_—
where (= 1 4m{=M 7 .
TheM ; distrbution in the coloron m odel forM y, = 450G eV isshown In Fig. 3 for
— - p
t= p= 1=q= 40=3 (see @) and nFig.4for = = 1=43= 40=3.Thee ectof

interference w ith the Q CD am plitude is obvious as is the tendency fortheM ; distribution

to be enhanced at lower (higher) m asses for = 1=4 (+1= 4). T he theoreticalw idth of

theVg in thisexampleis (&)= (& ! M)+ (! th) = 40GeV.Figures5and 6 show
P

the m ass distibbutions forM y, = 475G eV and = b= 40=3. Here, (k)= 85Ge&V

and them ass distribution is signi cantly broader than in the case ofMy, = 450G eV . The
characteristics of these m ass distrdbutions w ill be discussed below together w ith those of
the other nonstandard production m odels we are c;onsjdem'ngE:r‘I

M any technicolor m odels contain a color{octet pseudoscalar boson, 1 . So long as
the 1 may be treated as a pseudo{G oldstone boson, its decay rates to gluons can be
com puted from the triangle anom aly fl1]. W e introduce a din ensionless factor C4 in the
Yukawa coupling of ¢ to g [}]. W hile i is determ ined by the details of the underlying
extended technicolorm odel, we expect C4 = O (1). Then, the ¢ ’smain decay m odes are
to two gluons and tt and they are given by
('I‘ ! g—g—) = M

4

2
384 *F
(3:5)
T o = T i w2 ¢
16 F g
T he gluon fiision cross section for tt production ism odi ed by the addition of
drgg! !t (r! g9 (! &)
dz 4 (& M2 )*+8 (1)
(3:6)
P_ 2 2 2,2
5 2 sNTC Ctmt 5] M T 1 2%z .
768 F S ¢ M2 )2+8 2(7) 1 22

In these expressions, it is assum ed that the : is composed from a single doublt of
techniguarksQ = (U;D ) in theN 1. representation ofSU Nt );Fg isthedecay constant
of technipions in the QQ sector. The rst temn on the right is isotropic; the second

> Note that this Vs m odel predicts a strong resonance in gq ! l:i_J, providing another good way
to to test it.



(interference) tem is never very Im portant, but we include it for com pleteness. In the
narrow resonance approxin ation, the contrbution ofthe ; tothepp ! ttrate,

9 _
2s M . (1)
Z 3:7)

M T M T
dg £ p=e® £ Pp=e * ;
s s

scales asN 7, =FJ . Here, p isthe boost rapidity of the tt cm . fram e and P (x) is the
gluon distrbution finction for the proton ©rm omm entum fraction x and Q2 = M 2T .

A s discussed in Ref. {]], the 1 of the standard one{fam ily technicolor m odel {11]
hasF, = 123GeV and, orN;c < 8, it cannot signi cantly increase the tt rate at the
Tevatron. T hus, we were m otivated to consider the | arising in multiscalem odels [12] of
walking technicolor [13]. M ultiscalem odels are characterized by a sm all 1 decay constant;
for the calculations presented here, we chose Fo = 30G €V . The m ass distrdboution for a

modelwih Nt = 5and C, = 1=3 isshown In Fig.7 forM | = 450G &V . The width
ofthe ¢ mthiscaseis (r)= (¢ ! O+ (¢ ! gg)=21GeV + 11GeV = 32G&V.
Figure 8 show s the cross section forM | = 475GeV; in thiscase, (7) = 37GeV. In

both cases, the an all decay constant results in a rate 2{3 tin es Jarger than QCD .

The third m odel of enhanced top{production we considered is one in which an
electrow eak { isoscalar, charge % quark, t;, is approxin ately degenerate w ith the top{quark
and m ixes w ith it so that both have the sam e W b decay m ode [B]. Ifm . =me= 174G &V
the expected rate for the top {quark signalisdoubled to 102 pb. W e illustrate the isoscalar
quark model in Figs. 9 and 10 with two cases: m¢, = 160 andm = 175G&V;m = 165
andm= 190Ge&vV.

Before discussing features of these nonstandard M ; distributions, a comm ent on
radiative corrections is in order. A s noted above, we have m ultiplied all our lowest{order
EHLQ 1 cross sectionsby the factor 1.62. T his isa com posite ofthe radiative corrections at
the Tevatron rthepurely QCD processesgg ! ttand gg ! tt. Fora 1.8 TeV pp collider,
the g process accounts for 90 of heavy tt production in the standard m odel.lé On the
other hand, the glion fiision process receives the largest radiative correction R], Bl. W e
do not know the radiative corrections appropriate to the resonant production processes
qq! Vg ! ttandgg ! ¢ ! t&, but it seem s likely that our multiplication by 1.62

® This situation is reversed at the 15 TeV LHC Pp collider, where gg ! tt is 90% ofthe QCD
cross section.



overestin ates the form er and underestin ates the latter process. T hus, the total Tevatron
cross sections for these processes m ay be accurate to only about 30% .

T he total tt cross sections at the Tevatron and the characteristics extracted from the
M ; distrbutions are displayed in Table 2 for the CDF data (see Eq. £2.4)) and for the
three nonstandard production m odels described above. W e note the follow ing features:

1) The CDF data isnarrower ( M ;= 60GeV) than the QCD expectation (77 GeV).
W hile this M ; is consistent w ith the resonant production m odels, the statistics are so
low that we do not consider this signi cant. It is a feature worth watching for in future
data sam ples.

2) If g¢c= 1 In the coloron m odel (corresponding to the notation V; in Tabl 2),
the m ass distribbution is increased below the resonance and depressed above it; viceversa
or 4= +1 (Vg ). We see that, Pr a given M v, , this results in an extracted value of
m ¢ that is som ew hat an aller than or signi cantly larger than the directly {m easured one,
depending on whether 4 += 1lor+1.

3.) The 1 ’swe have considered are narrow enough to not interfere appreciably w ith the
QCD gluon fusion process. T hus, the value of the extracted top m ass depends m ainly on
M | ; it tendstobe larger fora largerM |, but then the ; ratebecom es sn aller and the
distortion of (tt) less in portant. Resonance m asses in the range 400{500 G &V retum a
top m ass close to the directly {m easured value.

4.) It is easy to doubl the QCD value of (tt) in the isoscalar quark m odel: just choose
m¢ = m¢. But, as could be foreseen, it isdi cult for the isoscalar quark m odel to give
both a 13.9 pb cross section and an extracted m ass close to the directly {m easured one.
To get a cross section 3 times as large as QCD requires choosing one of the m asses
signi cantly lower than 174 G &V, lading to too sn all an extracted value. This m odel
could be the easiest to elin inate w ith data from the current Tevatron run.

F inally, we ram ark that subsystem invariant m assesm ay be as interesting as the total
Invariant m ass. For exam ple, In m ultiscale technicolor, it is possble that a color{octet
technirho isproduced and decaysas 1t ! W o o Wih ; ! tb! W *Ho thesame nal
state as In tt production fl2]. Searches for processes such as these, using a constrained{ t
procedure analogous to that em ployed by CDF for the tt hypothesis, should be carried
out. A 11 this w ill require a lot of data from the Tevatron, perhaps 1 b ! ormore. At the
expense of increasing backgrounds, larger data sam plesm ay be had by using approprately
selected events w ithout a tagged b{ t. Thiswas done in Ref. [l] and was found to give an
excess of events w ith constrained{ tm; above 160 G&V .



4. Angular D istributions

T he tt angular distribution of top quarks also provides infom ation about their pro—
duction m echanism . T he distribution expected in Iowest{orderQ CD wasgiven in Eq. G.1).
A swe noted, the gg ! tEprooess| 10% ofthe QCD rate at the Tevatron and 90% of it
at the LHC | is strongly forward{backward peaked at 4 4 m E, but fairly isotropic near
threshold where m ost tt production occurs. R esonances such as the top {color Vg and the
technicolor ¢ m ay change the proportion of gg and gg{induced tt production and the top
angular distribbution at these colliders.

By Bose sym m etry, the angular distribution in gg ! tt processes is orw ard {backw ard
symm etric. A Yfhough this is also true in lowest{order QCD for g ! tt, there is no
reason it need be so for nonstandard production m echanian s. To illustrate the ability
of hadron ocollider experim ents to distinguish di erent angular distrlbbutions, we assum e
that the coloron Vg couples only to left{handed quarks, in plying the angular distrdbution

1+ ocos )?.

T he Tevatron has a distinct advantage in the study of top angular distributions. To
determ ine in g ! ttprocesses, weneed to know the direction ofthe incom ing light quark
aswellasthat ofthe outgoing top quark 57: Inpp ! tT:atp s= 1800G &V, the g{direction is
the sam e as that of the proton practically allthe tim e. Thus, ifwe denote by  the angle
betw een the proton direction and the top {quark direction in the subprocesscm ., thisanglke
isaln ost always the sam e as . A swe shall see, the Tevatron’s analyzing power would be
signi cantly in proved ifthe im iosity ofthe Tevatron were ncreased to 16°an 2 s * or
m ore and its detectors upgraded to handle this lum inosity.

In pp collisions, the direction of the incom ing quark can be inferred with con dence
only foreventsw ith high boost rapidity, p , or lJarge fractional subprocess energy, = $=s.

(For pp collisions, willbe de ned as the angle between the direction of the boost and
that of the top quark in the subprocess cm .) For large , the quark direction tends to
be the sam e as the boost of the cm ., even if 5 is small §]. However, is anall for
gg ! ttattheLHC,m aking it hard to distinguish  from . Tom ake m atters worse,
tt production is dom inated by gluon fiision, cbscuring any interesting cos dependence.
T hus, angular iInform ation on top production is doubly di cult to come by at the LHC .

7 The distinction between t and t is based on the sign of the charged lepton In W {decay.



The cos distrbutions we present below are integrals over tt invariant m ass of
d p ! tH)=aM gdoos . The integration region is centered on the peak of the in-
variant m ass distribution and is approxin ately the w idth ofthe resonance. Forthe 1 ,we

usedM | = 450G&V,Ntc = 5, Fg = 30G&V and Cy = 1=3. Itswidth is32 G&V .For

the Vg, wetook My, = 475GeV and (= 1=4= P 40=3.The Vg width is85 Ge&V.

The cos distrdbutions, de ned as described above for pp (Tevatron) and pp (LHC)
collisions, are shown for the 1 and Vg models in Figs. 11{14. G Iobal features of these
distributions are sum m arized in Table 3. T he top quarks were required to have psesudora—
pidiy j j< 2, which we estim ate to correspond to the average acosptance ofthe CDF and
D ¢ detectors for leptons and Fgts from top decay:‘-3: W e discuss them In tum:

Figure 11 showsthedg ! tf, gg ! ttandgg ! ! tt components of the top{
production cos  distribution expected at the Tevatron. The M ; integration region is
430 to 470 GeV . The QCD contrbution is at, the forward{backw ard peaking din inished
by the proxin ity of threshold. The  contrbution isalso at, of courss, and m akes up
about 85% ofthe totalcross section. The 2llo  above jcos j= 0:90 isdue to the rapidiy
aut, j zJ< 2:0. W e computed the cos  distrdbution of the seven tt candidate events
reported by CDF [1]. The results, along w ith the top quark’scm .velocity , are listed in
Tabl 1. They ©m aperfectly at distrdbution.) Table 3 lists the totaltt cross section as
well as the cross sections p forcos > 0Oand g forocos < 0. The forward-backward
asymm etry is calculated as

Ng Np F B

Apg = = (4:1)

T he statisticalerroron Ap g is

s -
NN t
rNg F B

( Arg)stat = — =2 R ; (42)
Ng + Njg)3 (g + B)3tE Ldt’

where ; is the overalle ciency, including branching ratios, for identifying and recon—
structing tt events. For the CDF experin ent at the Tevatron, we can infer from Ref. 1]

that ;(CDF) ’ 5{10 events=(19pb *

ldpb) = 2{4% . Weuse z(TEV) = 3% . It is
di cul to say what value of the e ciency is appropriate for LHC experim ents; detailed

8 0ur results do not change signi cantly ifwe require j j< 15 for the Tevatron detectors and
allow j j< 2:5 for the LHC detectors.
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sin ulations are needed (see eg., Ref. 15]). W e shallassume ; (LHC) = 5%, although it
tums out not to m atter In the exam ples we consider.

T he com ponents of the cos  distrlbbution expected at the LHC are shown in Fig.12.
Because of the amall values Involved, the roles of gluon fision and gg annihilation are
reversed, w ith gluon fiision m aking up about 90% oftheQCD rate. Theenomous 1 ! tt
rate is due to the very large gg lum inosity at small {14]. The slight central bow ing of
the cos  distrlbbution is due to the top {rapidity cut. At the LHC energy, such large boost
rapidities occur that events at large cm . rapidity and cos are depleted.

Figure 13 show s the com ponents of the cos  distrdbution at the Tevatron for the
475 G eV Vg coupling to left{handed quarks w ith relative strengths = 1=4= P 40=3.
The M

« Integration region is 400{500 GeV . The e ect of the chiral coupling is evident,

though som ew hat din inished by the _; cut. The forward{backward asymm etry of 0.35

could bem easured at the 5 (statistical) levelw ith an integrated lum inosity of1 !

. For
this um inosity, the statisticalerrorson d =dcos  in six bins 0.30 units w ide would range
from 20% down to 10% . This is one exam ple of how usefiil it would be to upgrade the
Tevatron lum inosity to 10%3an 2s L.

The cos distrbutions expected at the LHC forthisVg are shown in Fig.14. In this
exam ple, the contribution ofthe Vg isabout 20% ofthetotaland it ispolluted by theg$ g
am biguity, so that the rise in the cross section wih cos is Invisble. The asymm etry is
only 2% . T his illustrates the dom inance of gg processes and the uncertainty in determm ining
the quark direction at an all in a high{energy pp collider. E ssentially sin ilar results were
obtained forthe = 1= 5 case (see Table 3). W e found that there is nothing to be gained
atthe LHC by a looser  cut, orby lin iting the M ,; Integration region to a narrow band
about M v, , or by selecting events produced at Jarge boost rapidity.

5. Summ ary

Top quarks, of allknown elem entary particles, are m ost intim ately connected to the
physicsof avorandm ay provide keysto unlock itsm ysteries. T hus, top {quark production
at the Tevatron provides our m ost incisive probe into  avor physics until the LHC tums
on In the next century. The invariant m ass distrlbutions that can be form ed in top{
quark production appear to be the best m eans for distinguishing between standard and
nonstandard m echanism s.
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Themean and RM S of the total invariant m ass, Mz, provide an independent m ea—
sure ofm ¢ which should agree w ith the directly {m easured m ass if production is govemed
by standard QCD . In QCD, the variance M ; is expected to be about 75 GeV . The
total invariant m ass can reveal the presence of tt resonances such as the top {color vectors
Vg [],[10] and the technihadron . [1],[l1]. Such resonances m ay easily double the tt
rate. It is worth noting that, since the fraction of glion{initiated processes rises fairly
rapidly as the m achine energy, an upgrade of the Tevatron to P s = 2TeV will lead to
quite di erent changes in the ¥y ! ttand r ! F rates? We ndan increase of about
50 forgg ! Vg, but almost 100% forgg ! . Subsystem invariant m asses can be
exam ined for altemative explanations of the top {production data and for unconventional
top decays. In this regard, we em phasize that i m ay be dangerous to use the standard
QCD tt production m odel to select top {candidate events. For exam ple, a resonance in tt
production m ay distort the summ ed scalar{Et and sphericity or aplanarity distributions
of candidate events from their QCD expectation.

T he angular dependence of top {production m ay also provide valuable inform ation on
the top{production m echanism . A lthough it is generally expected that, for production
near threshold, the angular distribution w ill be isotropic, we have seen that chiral cou-
plings can be detected if they are present and com parable to the QCD am plitudes. The
dom inance of gq annihilation in top{quark production processes at the Tevatron collider
gives it an advantage over the LHC for studying angular distrdbutions. T wo distrdbutions
asdi erent asthose arising from the scalar{ocoupled ; and the chiral{coupled Vg m ay be
distinguished with a data sampk of 1 1. However, i is clear that the resolving power
of these distrbutions would bene t greatly from a signi cant upgrade of the collider and
its detectors so that sam ples of O (10 b ') can be collected.

In conclusion, we em phasize that the studies done here have allbeen at them ost naive

parton level. W e hope they w illingpire the CDF and D ¢ collaborations to undertake m ore
realistic, detector{speci c sinulations In the not{too{distant future.

I am indebted to A lessandra Caner, Sekhar Chivukula, E stia E ichten, John Huth,
Chris Quigg, E lizabeth Sinm ons, John Teming and A viYagil for helpfiil conversations.
T his research was supported in part by the D epartm ent of Energy under G rant No.DE {
FG 02{91ER 40676.

° Ithank S.Parke forem phasizing this point tom e.
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Run| Event m ¢ M ; bebre t) M @fter t) @fter t) cos
40758{44414 172 11 523 526 0:757 0:404
43096{47223 166 11 533 511 0:760 0:820
43351{266423 158 18 440 460 0:727 0:512
45610{139604 180 9 338 366 0:180 0:0011
45705{54765 188 19 440 431 0:489 0:348
45879{123158 169 10 411 412 0572 0:767
45880{31838 132 8 384 365 0:691 0:682

Table l.Best ttop{quark m assesand kinem atic characteristics ofthe CDF experim ent’s

tt candidate events (from R ef. El:]) .M assesare In G €V . Transversem otion ofthe subprocess

cm . was neglected in detemm ining the top{quark velocity and scattering angle

M odel (tk) m i me (M gi) | WMOZETP | me (M 247 Mz
LO{QCD EHLQ1) 5:13 440 174 447 174 77
CDF data 139" 53 439 173 443 172 60
M, = 450 133 431 170 433 168 46
M. = 450 110 465 185 469 184 58
M, =475 149 440 174 444 173 53
M, . = 475 108 482 193 487 192 67
M, = 450 135 432 171 435 169 52
M, = 475 11:4 442 175 446 174 55
ts (160) £(175) 132 421 166 428 166 77
t (165) £(190) 100 437 173 444 173 77

Tablk 2. pp ! tt cross sections (in pb) at

s= 1800G &V and their kinem atic character-

istics for Jowest{order QCD , CDF data @;], and the three nonstandard production m odels

w ith param eters described In the text. C ross sections have been m ultiplied by 1.62.
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M odel M ; range C ollider (tt) - B Arp
T 430 470 TEV 4:82 241 241 0
T 430 470 LHC 4360 2180 2180 0
Vg 400 500 TEV 8:14 548 266 035
Vg 400 500 LHC 285 145 140 0:017
Vg+ 425 525 TEV 5:93 421 1:72 042
Vg+ 425 525 LHC 255 130 125 0:021

Table 3. Angular dependences of t- production in the 1 and Vg resonance m odels w ith
param eters describbed in the text. Top quarks are produced w ith pseudorapidity j j< 20
and cross sections (in pb) have been m ultiplied by 1.62.
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Figure C aptions

[1] The tt invariant m ass distrbutions, in pp collisions at P s = 1800GeV, ormy =
100 220GeV in 20G &V increm ents. EHLQ 1 distrdbution functions were used and
the cross sections were m ultiplied by 1.62 as explained in the text. No rapidity cut is
applied.

R] Themean (solid) and root{m ean{square (dashed) tt Invariant m ass, as a fiinction of
m., Orpp ! tT:atp§= 1800G eV . Lowest{order QCD cross sections Fig. 1) were
usad.

B] The tt invariant m ass distrdbution in the presence of a Vg, in pp collisions alg P s =
1800GevV, ormy = 175GeV and My, = 450GeV, = , = 1=4 = 40=3.
The QCD (dotted curve) and the total (solid) rates have been m uliplied by 1.62 as
explained in the text. No rapidity cut is applied to the top quarks.

4] The tt invariant m ass distrbution in the presence of a Vg, in pp collisions at pE
Il)800GeV . The param eters and curves are as in Fig.3 except that = p= 1= 4=

40=3.

B] The tt invariant m ass distrdution in the presence of a Vg, in pp collisions at pg
1800Gev, form, = 175GeV and M y, = 475GeV, = = 1=4 = 40=3. The

curves are labeled as in F ig. 3.

[6] The tt invariant m ass distrbution in the presence of a Vg, in pp collisions at pg
1800G eV . The param eters and curves are as in Fig.5 except that = = 1= 4=
® 20.

[7] The tt invariant m ass distrdoution in the presence ofan 1, in pp collisions atp§ =
1800Gev, form = 175GeV andM , = 450G eV ,Fgy = 30GeV andCy = 1=3.The
QCD (dotted curve), r ! ttand is interference w ith the QCD am plitude (dashed),
and total (solid) rates have been multiplied by 1.62 as explained in the text. No
rapidity cut is applied to the top quarks.

B] The tt invariant m ass distrdution in the presence ofan 1, in pp collisions atp§=
1800G eV . The param eters and curves are as In Fiig. 7 except thatM | = 475G &V .

O] The e ective tt m ass distribution orpp ! t- (dotted) and tt; (dashed) atp§ =
1800GeVv;m¢ = 160GeV andm= 175G &V . The solid corve is the sum ofthe two
m ass distrlbutions.

[10] The e ective tt m ass distrbution or pp ! tt and ttg at s = 1800GeV; m¢, =
165GeV andm= 190G &V . Curves are labeled as in Fig. 9.

16



[11]

2]

3]

[14]

Thecos distrdbution forpp ! tT:atp§= 1800G &V in thepresence 0ofa 450G &V ¢
with param eters as iIn Fig. 7; 430 < M ,; < 470G &€V . The com ponents are standard
QCD gg ! tt (dotdash), dg! tt (long dashes), totalQCD (dots),gg ! . ! t
and interference with QCD (short dashes), and the totald =cos (s0lid). EHLQ1
distrbution fiinctions were used and all cross sections were m ultiplied by 1.62. The

top quarks are required to have pseudorapidity j j< 20.

The cos distribution forpp ! tEatp§= 15TeV in the presence ofa 450 GeV ¢
w ith param eters as in Fig. 11; 430 < M 5 < 470G eV . The curves are labeled as in
Fig.11.

The cos distrbution forpp ! tT:atp s= 1800G eV in the presence ofa 475 G &V Vg
w ith param eters as in Fig. 5; 400 < M ;z < 500G eV . The com ponents are standard
QCD gg ! tt (dotdash), g ! tt (long dashes), totalQCD (dots), gg ! Vg ! tt
and interference with QCD (short dashes), and the totald =cos (solid). EHLQ1
distrbution fiinctions were used and all cross sections were m ultiplied by 1.62. The

top quarks are required to have pssudorapidity J j< 20.

The cos  distribbution for pp ! t_tatpg = 15TeV in the presence of a 475 G&V
Vg with param eters as in Fig. 13; 400 < M ; < 500G eV . The curves labeld as In
Fig.13.
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