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W e analyze the pairproduction of top quarks in polarized e’ e scattering in
the presence of electrow eak dipole m om ents. For this, we consider two C P -odd
observables w hich probe both the realand the im aginary parts of these m om ents.
P olarizing the electron beam tums out to be a m ain asset.

1 Introduction

W ith its extrem e m ass the top quark assum es a very particular role in the
standard m odel zoology. Because its weak decay takes place before i can
hadronizefl, the top can be studied in am uch cleanerway than any otherquark.
M oreover, since in all theories nvolving CP violation (ihcluding the standard
m odel) electrow eak dipolem om entsof ferm ions are expected to be proportional
to theirm ass, the top quark is a privileged candidate for observing such dipole
moments. A vast literature has already been devoted to this subjctl. W e
present here a short analysis devoted to the m easurem ent ofelectrow eak dipole
m om ents of the top quark in high energy €' e collisions. A presentation of
sim ilar m aterialhas been published wih SD .R indaniH.

In the follow Ing we w rite allour results in the lin i where the weak m ixing
angke , is such that sih® , = 1=4. This is a good approxim ation which
greatly sin pli esm ost analytic expressions, because the vector coupling of th
7 9 to electrons then vanishes. T he unapproxin ated form ulasare given in R ef.
and all our num erical results are of course presented w ith the m ore realistic
value sin® , = 22.

Unless stated otherw ise, we also assum e in the num erical results a top
quark m assofl75G eV, a collider centre ofm assenergy 0f750 G €V, an electron
beam polarization of90% , an accum ulated um inosity of20 b ! and an overall
b-and W -tagging e ciency of 105 . The nal results scale trivially like the
Inverse square root of these last tw o collider and detector param eters, w hereas
the dependence on the energy and polarization is discussed in the text.
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2 Cross Sections and D ecay

T he ferm ion pairproduction cross section takes the form

s? s(s m2) s m2)2’

whereA ;B ;C areconstants involving them assand the couplingsofthe ferm ion
(here the top quark) to the photon and the 7 ?, s is the squared centre ofm ass
energy of the collider and P is the polarization of the electron beam . C learly,
In this lin  where the electron couples only vectorially to the photon and
axially to the Z°, there is no interference between the two s—channel photon
and 2 ° exchange processes In the absence of polarization. A s can be gathered
from Fjg.ﬂ, fora (left) right-polarized electron beam there are (constructive)
destructive interferences.
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Figure 1: Lowest order Feynm an diagram and cross sections for top quark pair production
in the presence and absence of polarization.

Forallpracticalpurposes the top quark decaysw ith a nearly 100% branch—
Ing ratio into a bottom quark and a W boson as depicted In Fjg.E. The
direction of the bottom quark m ay serve as an analyzer of the top polariza—
tion. Indeed, in the centre ofm ass fram e of the top, the angle spanning the



3-m om entum ofthe bottom and the soin ofthe top is distribbuted according to
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w here the m ass of the bottom quark is neglected and
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M easuring CP violation in the electroweak interactions of the top quark in-—
volves m easuring the polarization of the top. A s we shall see, the sensitivity
of the m easuram ent we propose w ill thus be proportional to the polarization
resolution
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Figure 2: M ain top decay m echanism .

A s ttumsout, ifthe W decays leptonically, the di ion of the em erging
Jepton provides an even m ore pow erfiil polarization analyzerll. In this case the

resolution takes itsm axinum value = 1.

3 Top Electroweak D ipole M om ents

In the presence of electroweak dipole m om ents the interaction lagrangian of
the top quark requires the addition of the ollow ing piece

iV
L= Edt st @V @V ) V= ;7 ; 4)

where d 2 are the electric and weak dipole m om ents. T he lagrangian @) has
three in portant properties:

1. It is not renom alizabl. This Indicates that if there is such a tem,
i cannot be an elem entary interaction, but must origihate from Iloop
exchanges.

2. Tt isnot CP invarant. T herefore, the interactions w ithin the aforem en—
tioned loopsm ust also involve CP violation.



3. tinducesan helicity ip. Thedipolem om entsm ust thusbe proportional
to the m ass of the top quark.
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Figure 3: T ypical diagram s yielding top quark electroweak dipole m om ents in the standard
m odel (left) and in other theories (right).

Because the dipole m om ents m ust orjginate from loops, they are not con—
stants but energy dependent form factorsl, which develop an im agihary part
beyond threshold. At asym ptotic energies they are expected to decrease lke
1=s.

If only the com plex phase of the Cabbibo-K obayashiM askawa m atrix is
nvoked as the sou of CP violation, at last three loops are necessary to
generate such a tem B, as depicted in Fjg.E. T he expected electrow eak dipole
m om ents are therefore tiny, around 10 ° e am ‘ﬂ . This is far beyond the reach
of any foreseeable m easurem ent.

In theories nvolving non-standard sources of C P violation, how ever, elec—
troweak dipole m om ents can already be generated at the oneloop lvel, as
depicted In Fig. E Supersym m etric, left-right symm etric and H iggs m odels
typically predict values around 10 3 e am_gjg

4 Two Observables

Since from the onset we expect only tiny dipolem om ents, hencem nute e ects,
these are susceptible to be hidden by radiative corrections. It is therefore
advantageousto use C P -odd observables, w ho to allordershave no expectation
value in the absence of electroweak digole m om ents. W e concentrate here on
the two follow iIng C P -odd observable

CP odd
O01= & p,) I CPT even ) probes<ed (5)

2W e adopt here \natural" units for the dipole m om ents: the charge of the electron tim es
atto-m eters (10 ¥ m).



CP odd
O2= Ept+p) I CPT odd ) probes=m d 6)

The uni 3-vector I, points in the sam e direction as the incom ing positron
beam .

In the presence ofthe C P -violating electrow eak dipole m om ents @), these
observables acquire non-vanishing expectation valies. For sm all dipole m o—
m ents and high energies, the latter take the approxin ate form s

.i / sm¢ A <ed P + B <ed )
w,i / pgmt C =md +D =md P ; 8)

where A :::D are com plicated constants. A s anticipated, these expectation
valies are proportional to the polarization resolution ’ 33. Aswe alluded
to earlier, observables nvolving them om entum ofthe decay ¥ptonsoftheW ’s
Instead of the bottom quark would have an in proved resolution = 1. The
obvious tradeo isthe inevitable loss in statisticsH.

A though Egs ﬂﬂ) areonly approxin ations, they show that in the absence
of a polarized electron beam little inform ation can be gained about the real
part of the electric dipole m om ent and the in aghary part of the weak dipol
m om ent.

At this stage it is worth m entioning that since the positron beam cannot
be polarized, the initial state isnot a CP eigenstate. T herefore C P -odd corre—
lations are not necessarily a m easure ofthe CP violation ofthe interaction. If
we neglect the electron m ass and radiative corrections, though, only the left—
right and right-left com binations of electron and positron helicities couple to
the photon and Z °. Thism akes the e ectively contributing intial state indeed
a CP eigenstate.

N evertheless, even in the lin i of vanishing electron m ass h collinear
photons can Ip the helicities of the initial electrons or positronst. This can
Jlead to non-zero CP -odd correlations even in the absence of CP —violating
Interactions. However, since O; is T -odd, this CP -conserving hard photon
em ission m echanisn can only contrdute to hO ;i if its am plitude has an ab—
sorptive part, ie., at higher order. T his argum ent does not hold for 0, which
isT-even. The dard m odel contribution to 10, i, though, has been shown
to be negligbletd com pared to the variance 1D gi (cf. next section). If one n—
sists, this background correlation can of course also be subtracted or rem oved
by a sin ple cut on the totalenergy of the event.



5 D iscovery Lim its

To be statistically signi cant, the expectation values (ﬂ,ﬂ) m ust be larger than
the expected naturalvariances of the observables 0 2i. A signalof standard
deviations is obtained for a sam ple of N events if
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T he analytical expressions for these var:ianoesE are long and not particularly
enlightning. W e therefore do not present them here. Let us only comm ent
that asym ptotically they are proportionalto the squared centre ofm ass energy
s. Therefore the resolving power of the cbservable O ; saturates, w hereas the
resolving pow er ofO , eventually decreasesat high energies. A s can be gathered
from Fig. E, the best accuracy is obtained around 750 G&€V .
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Figure 4: Energy dependence of the num ber of standard deviations in Eq. E), with 20 o !
ofdata w ith 90% right polarized beam s, ifd? = 0 andd = 0:1+ i05 eam .

This having been said, one m ust bear in m ind that the dipole m om ents
arem erely form factors. Since the value of their real part decreases w ith the
collider energy, there should also be an optim um energy for the observable O, .
For the sake of concreteness we perform the rest ofthis analysisw ith a centre
ofm ass energy of 750 G€V .



In Fjgsﬁ we display the areas in the (d, ;dﬁ ) plane which cannot be ex—
plored to betterthan 3 standard deviationsin Eq. @) . Because ofthe linearde—
pendence ofthe expectation valies ﬂﬂ) on the dipolem om ents, these areasare
straight bands centered around the standard m odel expectation d, = & = 0.
T he slopes of these bands vary w ith the polarization of the initial electron
beam . For fully polarized beam s they are narrowest. A s the degree of polar-
ization is decreased, they rotate around xed points and becom e w ider.
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Figure 5: Bounds on the real and im aginary parts of the top electric and weak dipole
m om ents, to be obtained at 750 GeV with 20 b ! of data. The dotted lines are or an
unpolarized electron beam .

A s anticipated from the approxim ate Egs ﬂ,ﬂ), Fjgsﬁ show that in the
absence of polarization the observables O; and O, are rather nsensitive to
Re d. and Im d%o respectively. M oreover, a single m easurem ent wih or
w ithout polarization cannot exclide large dipole m om ents: in som e unfortu—
nate situations, the electric and weak dipoles can assum e large values, whike
their e ects cancel out so that no CP violation is apparent. However, if the
Inform ation from twom easurem entsw ith opposite electron polarization is com —
bined, both the electric and weak dipoles can be constrained sin ultaneously
down to values around 10 ' e am .



6 Conclusions

Because of its large m ass, the top quark is a privileged candidate for carrying
electric and weak dipole m om ents. Still, the standard m odel predicts such
tiny values for these dipole m om ents, that any cbservation thereofwould be a
\gold-plated" indication of new physics.

W e have analyzed two C P -odd observables in top pairproduction and de—
cay and have com e to the conclusion that their resolving pow er is substantially
enhanced In the presence of polarized electron beam s.

We nd that electroweak dipol moments down to 10 ' e am can be
probed. This is still about two orders m agniude larger than what is usually
expected from m ost theordes extending beyond the standard m odel. H ow ever,
we are con dent that a lot m ore can be gained by com bining the inform ation
also gathered from other (asorm ore e cient E) observables in polarized e* e
and scattering.
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