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Abstract

In the general two H iggs doublkt m odelw ith avor changing neutral H iggs

couplings, neutralH iggsbosonsm ay decay dom inantly via tcortc nalstates.

At the linear collider, e" e ! h°A% orH %A% production processesm ay resul
inlkbte, W *W tcorttce (orttoc) nalstates. T he process ! hO; AV tc
isalso prom ising, butete ! 0% H92z° ! t20 is relatively suppressed.

T he possbility of cbserving like sign lepton pairs, usually the halm ark for

neutralm eson m ixing, is quite teresting since T ° m esons do not even fom .
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Like sign dilepton pair production is the halln ark for heavy neutral m eson{antin eson
m ixing. T he standard m odel (SM ) predicts rather an allm ixing e ects form esons containing
u-type quarks. Furthem ore, due to its heaviness, the top quark decays before the T? or T?
m esons could form . Thus, unlke the b quark cass, we do not expect sam e sign dilkptons
from ttpairproduction. E ectsbeyond the standard m odel are not expected to change this,
since the Tevatron data {l]is in good agreem ent with t ! W decay dom inance expected in
SM . Tn thisnote we report P]the intriguing possibility ofproducing lke sign top quark pairs
at Inear e’ e colliders, w ithin the context of a general two H iggs doublet m odel RHDM )
that possesses avor changing neutral H iggs (FCNH ) couplings B{5].

Atwood, Reina and Sonihave recently studied ]1FCNH loop induced e e ! ;2!
tc transitions at Iinear colliders and nd a rather sm all rate. T hey also propose /] to study
the tree Jkvel schannel FCNH process ! neutralscalbrs | tc. Here, we explre
FCNH coupling e ects In H iggs boson production processes at a 500 G &V e* e Next Linear
Collider NLC).W e nd it to be prom ising, both for sihglk top tc+ X , aswell as for the
m ore Intriguing lke sign top pair ttoc nal states.

Let usbrie y review the m odel under consideration. W ith two H iggs doublts ; and

2, In general one has FCNH oouplings. Because of stringent bounds from ! e decay,
K °{K ° and B °{B ° m ixings, etc., it is custom ary [B]to strictly enforce the absence of FCNH
couplings at tree level. T his is readily achieved via som e discrete sym m etry that allow s Just
one source ofm ass for each given ferm jon charge ], much lke in SM . H owever, inspired by
the quark m ass and m ixing hierarcy pattem

m mo m3;

j/vubf j/vcbf j/vusf l;
that em erged since the early 1980’s, Cheng and Sher [3] suggested that low energy avor

@

changing neutral currents could be naturally suppressed, w ithout the need to nvoke discrete
symm etries. Let us elaborate on this cbservation.
W e shallassum e CP invarance throughout the paper, leaving out even the possibiliy

of spontaneous CP violation {[0]. Sihce both ; and , develop real vacuum expectation



values (vewxv.), one can rede ne the elds and choose one doublkt as the \m ass giver", ie.
P_
h{i=v= 2,h ji= 0,wherev’ 246GeV.Theusual2HDM param eter tan Y=V, gets
_ P
rotated aw ay by the freedom tom ake linear rede nitions. O ne readily seesthat §] 2Re 0

has diagonal couplings. Ik is, however, not a m ass eigenstate. For , related elds, we have,

p- p-
u, Wug+d Yk 2Re J 4+ u Yur+d Yk 1 2m )

P P_
GVvY Dug 2, + wv Y4 2 + Hey )

where “@ are in generalnotdiagonal, but V¥ ’ | sincetheKM matrixV ' 1.

At rst sight, the Yukawa coupling m atrices “ m ay appear to be com pletely general.
However, in som e arbitrary basiswhere h %1 = v1=p 2,h %= v2=p 2, quark m ass m atrices
consists of two parts,m = m ¥ + m @ . To sustain eg. (1), unkss netuned cancellations
are in plem ented, one would expect that the o diagonalelmentsofm @ andm @, jast lke
m itself, should trickle o as one moves o -diagonal. The rotation (linear rede nition) by
angl = tan !@=v;) to eg. (2) should not change this property. Hence, data (egq. (1))

suggest that ~ cannot be arbitrary. In this vein, Cheng and Sher proposed 3] the ansatz

i3 P m ;m §=Ve (3)

The bonus was that FCNH coouplings lnvolving lower generation fem ions are naturally
suppressed, w ithout the need to push FCNH H iggs boson m asses to way beyond the vewv.

scale {11]. Tnspecting eq. (1) again, a weaker ansatz is possbl 2],
5= 0 (VVy3)m 3z=v: @)

A coording to the m ass{m ixing pattem, the Cheng-Sher ansatz of eq. (3) corresponds to

i3 = O (Vi5Vy3)m 3=v. Note that in both cases,  is the largest possible FCNH coupling,

and the associated phenom enology is the m ost interesting 4,12].
H

p_
T he pseudoscalar A° 2 ) and charged scalar , are already physical

p_
H iggs bosons, but the neutral CP even H iggs bosons H ? and h® are m ixtures of 2Re !

P—
and 2Re 2 The m ixing angke sin , a physical param eter, is detemm ined by the H iggs



potential. In the lin tofsin ! 0, often assum ed by various authors §{7], H ° ; P 2Re !¢
becom es the \standard" H iggs boson with diagonal couplings, whik h° ; P 2Re J has
Yukawa ocouplings as in egs. (3) or 4), but decouples from vector bosons or charged H iggs
bosons, just ke A°. O ur convention orH  and h° di ers from them fnin al supersym m etric
SM (M SSM ) R], where h® is taken asthe lighter CP even neutral scalar.

Constraints on the general 2HDM has been studied by various authors. For K ° and
B’ m ixings, one nds [3,13] a rather weak bound ofm .o > 80 G &V, with a m ore stringent
bound for A°. These bounds could weaken, or exam ple, if one uses eq. (4) instead of eg.
@).For ! e ,an interesting two loop e ect dom inates over one loop diagram s [14]. From
Fig. 4 of ref. l4], withm .’ 175 GeV,one ndsa bound ofm 0 > 150 G &V . T he bound
or A% is weaker since it does not couple to vector bosons and unphysical scalar bosons.
Ifsin ! 0, theh® bound would also weaken. A third, less direct constraint on FCNH
H iggsboson m asses is from the recent experim ental cbservation of nclustve b! s decays.
W ithin the the so-calledM odelITof2HDM [g] (autom atically realized nM SSM ), the CLEO
C ollaboration gives I§]abound ofm ;+ > 250 G eV . Thisbound should weaken for our case
because ofthe freedom in “® as com pared to M odel II. Inclusion of next-to-leading order
QCD corrections also tends to soften the bound [1§]. Thus, wetakemyz+ ~ 150 250 G eV
as a rasonable Jower bound, which is rather consistent w ith the bounds on FCNH neutral

scalar bosons. T he upshot of our discussion on low energy constraints is that,

v. m FCNH Higgs)” m. ©®)

is not only reasonable, but quite likely. A lthough t ! c+ scalar transitions @12] are not
exclided, we are m ore interested in H iggs bosons decaying into tc 4].

W ewill focusm ainly on the m ass dom ain of
200G &V < mypo,p0 < 2my’ 350GeV: (6)

WepbtinFig. 1BR 8% ! tc+ to) vs. sn® ,orS = h,A and H and m g0 = 200, 250,

300 GeV .AY can decay only via tc and £f modes, and can be treated as independent of



sin® .Onocem o is suitably above tc threshold, the tc or tcm odes dom hate. T he behavior

rh®atsin = 0 issinilarto A°. However, as sh® grows, theh® ! VV V = W; Z)
partial w idth grow s rapidly, and tc branching ratio becom es rather suppressed. The case
forH ° is the sam e as h® under the interchange of sin? ! cos’ . The proxin iy of the
mpoz o0 = 250 and 300 G eV curves is accidental.

O ne m ight think that the m ost prom ising channel for studying FCNH H iggs bosons is
via the associated production processofe’e ! 2 ! HZ2%andh®z2? (Thew "W  fusion
process e e ! + HY is subdom inant for the range of eg. (6)). This tums out to be
not the case. W e plot In Fig. 2 the cross section tin es branching ratio for the signature
ete ! 8%29 1 tZ%vs. sh® ,whereS = H; h, agalh ©rm g = 200; 250; 300 G&V .
For H? this behaves as x(1 x)=@ (1 x)+ ax+ )wherex &h,A isrelted to
theH ! VV ratein SM, and a, are related to the tc and Wb rate. For h® case one jast
interchangesx ! 1 x.Clearly, inthelinitofsin = 0,H° couplesonly avor diagonally,
while h® has no production cross section. As sin  grow s, because of the m ign atch i the
production and decay process, the e ective cross section ortc+ Z ° associated production
rem ains rather am all, w ith them axinum of 043 b atm 4 = 237GeV and sh® (1 sif
forH %) = 0:129. This isbut a fraction ofthe totale'e ! $°2° cross section, which would
not be easy to observe once one folds In various branching ratios for t or Z decay.

W hat ism ore prom ising isthee*e ! Z ! S°A% associated production process, where
S=h;H.hthesnh ! 0lmi,onehase’e ! hA° only, with cross section sim ilar to
the H °2 % m ode when phase space is sin ilar. Sihce in thislim i, h® 6 V'V, the tcm ode has
a good chance to be the dom fnant nalstate orboth h® and A°. W e inm ediately see the
possibility of our purported ttoc or ttoc nal states!

Let us prooceed a bi more system atically. Taking m o > myo for ilustration (sinh
A% ! tcis quite lkely to be dom fnant), we allow m o to be as Jow as 100 GeV, with m 5o
in the range of eq. (6), but A° ! h°Z? is kinem atically suppressed or rbidden. For
num erical illustration, we give in Tabk i the number of h°A° events at an NLC with 50

b ! integrated lim inosity, or sih = O,mg = 200; 250 GeV,myo = 100; 150; 200 Ge&V,



w ith the condition thatm o myo < 100 G&V .W e see that, up to phase space, a w16
to 10° raw events are expected. To detemm ine the num ber of signal events, one could easily
X in branching ratios from Fig. 1, and co’ or sin® factors or the production cross
section. These should then be com pared with potential backgrounds, the chief ones being
ete ! W W ; 2°2° events, which areoforder3 1d,4 16,3 10, respectively.
Assum ng A% ! tc+ tc is predom inant, three m odes are of interest: h® | Wo; tcand VV .

Formypo < 2My , or when sin?® 0:1 but the tc m ode is suppressed or forbidden,
h® ! Ib would be the dom fnant decay mode. We have ('e ! h°A°% BR ¢ !
MOBR A° ! tc+ to) 10 20 fb, which is quite sizable com pared to the tc? case.
However, the dotc nal state m ay take som e e ort to identify, since there is just one top
quark. A lfhough kinem atic tricks could be played, but faced w ith badckgrounds that are
orders of m agniude higher, one would need very good btagging e ciency, and would lkely
need to know m o beforehand. However, the latter m ay have to be studied at the NLC
itself, unless the intem ediate m ass H iggs search program (via H ! detection) at the
LHC tums out to be very successful. In any case a detailed M onte Carlo study would be
necessary to determ ine whether thism ode can be fruitfully studied.

For sin® 0d, ascan be seen from Fig. 1, h ! tc is likely dom nant In the m ass
rangeofeq. 6).We nd (e ! h°A% BRE ! tc+t t)BRA’ ! tc+ tc) 10 b,
which is slightly an aller than the previous case because of phase space. C karly, 50% ofthis
cross section goes into ttoc or ttoc  nal states, which is again Jarger than the tcZ © case. W e
expect typically of order 250 such events. Folding in the sam ikptonic branching ratio, one

expects 12 events in the signalof
v+ o+ g

where the 4 gtshave avorlooc orldocc. T hanks to the large top quark m ass, this distinctive
signature has seem ingly no lackground. In contrast, if one allow s only one top to decay
sam ileptonically, or if one tries to probe the equivalent num ber of ttcc events, the single ‘+

+ 67 or opposite sign dilepton ¥ © + + 47 signatureswould be svam ped by ttorW * W



production background, which are orders of m agnitude higher. In particular, standard
e"e ! ttpairproduction with hard gluon radiation m ay be especially irrem ovable. Since
thee ect dem andsm po + m 30 > 400 G €V, one is phase space lim ted at a 500 GeV NLC . If
the center of m ass energy of the NLC could be increased to 600 G €V or so, possible phase
space suppressions orproducing e"e ! h'A° ! ttec+ ttoc could be relieved.

Forsin? > O0dlandmu > 2My ,h® ! W'W and 2°Z° decays are (pre)dom hant,
wih h® ! tcnomore than 10% , and like sign top quark pair nal states becom e no longer
visble. The case ram ains Interesting, however, sihce W "W tc or Z°Z %c nal states at
the 5 10 b level (taking into account both ¥ and H °) are still quite conspicuous. O ne
e ectively hasW "W W "bcin nalstate, which again has little background. In particular,
one could still have like sign dilepton pairsasin eq. (7). W th m o orm o known from the
LHC, this decay m ode could be studied at the NLC in com plete detail.

It is also possble to produce H iggs boson via the ! S° process B]. W e note that A°
only couplesto ferm ions, hence itse ective coupling to photons is an aller than the SM H iggs
boson. Forh', if sin  is very am all, the case is again sin ilar. As sin grows, the e ective
coupling would quickly becom e dom inated by vectorbosons and the production cross section
could be larger. This is, however, o set by the reduction in h® ! tcbranching ratio. Since

! S° ! tc should have little background (eg. tc ! W *bc can be distinguished from

W *W viabtaggihg shceBR @ ! bg) < 10 3), the number of events expected is [ 1]

N( ! 8! te+te)=47% (8°! )BR (5° ! tc+ to)=m %,

@+ h °H)hdL =dm i} -n @)

s0 *

It ispossbl [[8]to tune photon polarizationstohaveh % +1 and e ective lum fnosities
closetothethee'e mode ie. 50 !). Ifsuch isthe case, then oneexpects 10> 16 raw

events, which should m ake tc detection possibl if the branching ratio is not too suppressed.

N ote that the corresponding numberof ! W*'W pairsisatthe10* 10 level
W enow com pare our resultsw ith that of Atwood, R eina and Soni. Fore' e ! ;72 !
tc via FCNH loop e ects, they nd R ® @e ! tc+ to)= e ! ooty <



fw 10> [6], which am ounts to less than 0: event for a 500 GeV NLC wih 50 f !
integrated lum nosiy. I case h® and A? are heavier than the range of eq. (6), the loop
induced cross section also goes down by another order ofm agnitude 1. Thus, this process
is unlkely to be cbservablk at the NLC . A though phase space favored, loop suppression in
this case is too severe. For * ' h% A% ! tc+ tc, the process occurs at tree Jlevel and
has a sizable cross section ﬁ]. Butinthelmitofsn ! 0,h°would alo not decay via the
VV mode, just ke A®. A rather ne-stepped energy scan would then be needed because of
the narrowness of the h® and A° width. Together w ith the technological uncertainty for a
high energy, high um fnosity *  collider [19], this process m ight be less straightforward
to study than at the NLC, including the collider option via ' W; AC.

A s stated In the Introduction, the signature of like sign top pair production is rather
analogous to doserving T°T° or T°T? pairs via T°{T°% m ixing. W ith top m esons not even
om ing, however, it is the associated production of h°A° pairs, which each subsequently
decay equally Into tc or tc nal states, that circum vents the usual condition of associated
production oftt (or, W *W ) pairs in m ost processes. Since h® and A° contribute to B {B
m ixing, in a sense the lke sign top pairproduction e ect is related to neutralm eson m ixing
phenom ena. W eknow ofno otherway tom ake ttorttpairsin an €" e collider environm ent.

In summ ary, w ithin a generaltwo H iggs doublet m odelw ith FCNH couplings, h®, A% !
tct tc could be the dom inant decay m ode. T hem ost intriguing consequence is the possibility
of detecting like sign top pair production via e"e ! h°A°% ! ttcc or ttoc, while single top
tdbortdi *W production are also detectable. In contrast, thee'e ! H%; 29 ! tz?
process is rather suppressed and not com petitive. T he num ber of events, hence the FCNH
H iggsboson m ass reach, could be extended if the collider energy is higher. It isalso possble
to study single FCNH H iggs production via ' B; A% ! tc+ tc. Since the neutral
H iggs bosons of m Inim al supersym m etric standard m odel couple to fermm ions in a avor
diagonalw ay, the cbservation of FCNH signalswould rul outM SSM .W e urge experin ental

colleagues to study signalvs. badckground issues carefully.



ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

The work of W SH is supported in part by grant NSC 85-2112-M -002-011, and GLL by

grant N SC 85-2212-M -009-006 of the Republic of China.



REFERENCES

[L1F.Abeetal. CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 2626 (1995); S.Abachiet al

O ; Collaboration), did. 74, 2632 (1995).

R]Prelin nary results were reported at the Third Linear € e Collider W orkshop

(LCW S95), Septem ber 1995, M orioka {A ppi, Japan.
BlIT.P.Chengand M . Sher, Phys.Rev.D 35, 3484 (1987).
4]W .S.Hou,Phys.Lett.B 296,179 (1992).
bBIM .Luke and M J. Savage, Phys. Lett.B 307, 387 (1993).
1D .Atwood, L..Rena and A . Soni, SLAC-PUB-95-6927, June 1995.
[71D .Atwood, L.Reina and A . Soni, SLAC-PUB 956962, July 1995.

B] Fora generalreview ofH iggsboson physics, see J.F .G union et al., \T he H iggs Hunter’s

Guide" @ ddisonW esky, Reading, M A, 1990).
P]1S.L.G lashow and S.W einbery, Phys.Rev.D 15, 1958 (1977).
LO]Y.L.WuandL.W olfenstein, Phys.Rev.Lett. 73, 1762 (1994); and references thereqn.

l1]1B.M dW illamsand L.F.Li, NucLPhys.B 179, 62 (1981); O . Shanker, ibid. B 206,

253 (1982).
[2]L.J.Halland S.W einbery, Phys.Rev.D 48,R 979 (1993).
[L3]M .Sherand Y .Yuan, Phys.Rev.D 44,1461 (1991).
[L4]D .Chang,W .S.Houand W .Y .Keung, Phys.Rev.D 48,217 (1993).
[15]M .S.Alam etal. CLEO Collaboration), Phys.Rev. Lett. 74, 2885 (1995).
L6]M .Ciuuchiniet al, Phys. Lett.B 334, 137 (1994).
[l7]J.F.Gunion and H .E .Haber, Phys.Rev.D 48, 5109 (1993).

10



8]1H .F .G inzburg et al, Nucl Instrum .M ethods 205, 47 (1983); 219, 5 (1984).

[19] P roceedings of the Second W orkshop on P hysics P otential and D evelopm ent of *

C olliders, C aliforina, November 1994, edited by D .B .C line @A IP, 1995).

11



FIGURES
FIG.1. BRS? ! tc+ to) vs. sn® ®rS = h dash), A dotdash) and H (solid) and

m go = 200, 250, 300 G&V (from bottom to top).

FIG.2. (E'e ! s°2% BR@EY! to)vs.sh? ,forS=h (dash),H (solid) andm go = 200

(lower curve), 250 (upper curve), 300 m iddle curve) GV .
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TABLES

R
TABLE I. Numberofe'e ! h'ACeventsforsin = 0atNLC with Ldt= 50 1.

muo Gev) 200 200 250 200 250
muo Gev) 100 150 150 200 200
N 0°Aa0) 1160 900 490 520 200

13



