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ABSTRACT

We calculate the CP-violating polarization asymmetry of tt, 6 = [o(ee —
t(=)t(=)) — o(ee = t(+)t(+))]/o(ee — tt), for the most general tty/Z couplings
without dropping any non-standard contribution. We find that one term which
is usually neglected increases with s and will eventually become non-negligible at

very high energy.
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The Standard Model (SM) of electroweak interaction has been very successful
in describing various experimental data up to the scale of O(My.z). Still many
people believe in the existence of new physics at higher-energy scale which reduces
the number of the free parameters in the SM. Since the top-quark couplings have
not been studied in detail yet, there could be a room for new physics in them. In
the near future, experiments of top-quark-pair production via e*e™ annihilation
are expected to become possible at Next Linear Collider (NLC). Indeed, NLC will
be a powerful tool for new-physics search, and provide us useful data for probing
the top-quark couplings to the photon and Z boson.

One of such studies will be a measurement of CP violation through possible
anomalous couplings. Since ¢ pairs are produced mainly through the vector-boson
(7/7Z) exchange, the helicities of ¢t would be only (+—) or (—+) if top-quark mass
were much smaller than 1/s. However, because the observed top mass is 173.9+5.2
GeV []], we can also expect (++) and (——) combinations. This enables us to study
CP violation, because

CPlFF) =)

and therefore CP violation can be measured through the asymmetry
N(——) = N(++) (1)
N{(all)
where N(all) = N(++4) + N(—+) + N(+—) + N(——).
On this theme have appeared so far many papers [P|-[]]. In those papers,

J

products of non-standard parameters were usually neglected and only interference
between the SM and non-SM terms was taken into account under the assumption
that non-SM effects are tiny. At much higher energy, however, such neglected terms
might come to play an important role. Therefore, in this short note we calculate
the cross section of polarized top-pair productions via ete™ starting from the most
general form of top interaction and keeping those which are usually neglected.
Then we study their effects on the above CP-violating asymmetry numerically.

In our calculation, we will assume the following tty/Z couplings:
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where g denotes the SU(2) gauge coupling constant, v =, Z, and
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with v, = 1 — (8/3)sin®6Oy. J6A,, 6B,, 6C, and 6D, are parameters expressing

non-standard effects ]

On the other hand, we assume the standard form for the electron-positron

couplings:
I.e = —ev(pe)y*ulpe), (3)
g _
Y = —2 5y (o, ), 4
bie = Tyt (P (v + 25)u(p) (1
where v, = —1 + 4 sin® Oy .

Now, using the above vertices and propagators d, = 1/s, dz = 1/(s — M%), we

can represent the invariant amplitude for eTe™ — tt as follows:

M(ee — tt) = guV(dvF«/feéF«’//tf +dz e )
= Cyv [ 0eyptte - Wy v | + Cva [Veyutte - UrysyH vy |
+ Cav [TeysVutte - Wy ve | + Caa [Tevsvputte - Grysy vy ]
+ Cvs [Veque - Uve | + Cyp [Veq e - U5y ]

+ CAS [77675que : atvt] + CAP [6675que : at75vt ]7 (5)

where

Cyv = _%[ (Ay +0A) — ved' (Az + A7) |,

Cys = _%[ 0B, — v.d'(Bz + 6Bz) ],
Can = —5- d(Bs +By),

___9¢ o
Cys = 477%8[66’7 v.d'0C7 ],

. ge B /
Cvp == 4mts[5D7 Ued 5Dz],

“1In fact, the most general form contains also a term proportional to (p; + pg)*, but this term
gives vanishing contribution in the limit of zero electron mass.



Cas = — d'6Cy,
meS
Cap = —5— d'dDy,
4mys
with
) s

4 sin Oy cos Oy,
A straightforward calculation leads to the following differential cross section in

which ¢ and ¢ have spins s, and s_ respectively:

To(et e > t(s)i(s))
_ 3Ba?
~ 16s3

| Dy [{4mis + (19)°H(1 = sy5-) + s*(1+ s15-)
+2s(lsy Is_ — Psy Ps_) + 2lq(ls; Ps_ —1s_ Psy) |
+Da[(1g)*(1+ sys-) — (4mifs — s*)(1 — sy5.)

—2(s —4m?)(Isy Is_ — Psy Ps_) — 2lq(lsy Ps_ —1ls_ Ps.)]
—4 Re(Dya) my [ s(Psy — Ps_) +lq(lsy +1s_) ]
+2Im(Dya) [lge(sy, s—,q, 1) +1s_e(s4, P,q,l) + sie(s—, P,q,l) ]

)m

)

+4 By mys(lsy +1s_) +4 Exmylg(Psy — Ps_)

+4 Re(Eyy) [2m?(ls; Ps_ —1s_ Ps,) —lqs]
)m

+4Tm(Eva) my[ e(sy, P,g, 1) +€(s—, P, g, 1) ]
1
+Ds— [ (lg)* + 4mi's — s* ][ (4m — 5)(1 = 515.) = 2Ps, Ps_]

t

1
—DPW[ (1g)* + 4mis — s*][s(1 + s45_) — 2Ps, Ps_]
t
1
+4 Re(DSp) [ (1g)* + 4m?s — s* |(Ps, + Ps_)
1
+2 Il’Il(DSP)—2[ (1g)* +4m?s — s Je(s4, s, P,q)
my

~ Re(Fy) - ~[1q s(is; —1s_) — {(1a)? +4mis}(Ps, + Ps.)]

t
+2Im(Fy) [se(sy,s—, Pog) +1ge(sy,s—, P,1)]
+2 Re(Fy) s(Psy ls_ + Ps_lsy)

—Im(Fy) [ (s, P.g,1) = e(s-. Prq. 1)

t



—2 Re(Fs) lg(Psy ls— + Ps_ lsy)

() 5. P ) = - Poa )

= Re(Fy) o[ lg (Ps. 4 Ps.) = (s = dmP)(lsy — Is-) ]

—2Im(Fy) [ Psye(s—, P,q,1) + Ps_e(sy, P, g, 1) ]

+2 Re(Gy) [ {4m?s + (Ig)* — s*}(1 — sy 5_) — 25 Psy Ps_
+lg(lsy Ps— —ls_ Ps,)]

—1n(G) L el P ) + els-, P D)

= Re(Ga) [ (5 — 4mf)(Is. +15-) ~ lg (Ps. — Ps.) ]

—2Im(G>) [ Psie(s—, Pq,1) — Ps_€(s4, P q,1) ]

~ Re(Gi) 12 [1q (Ps, = Ps-) = s — dmf)(Is, + 1s-)]

—21Im(G3) lge(sy,s—,q,1)

+2Re(Gy) [ (s — 4m?)(Psy Is_ — Ps_lsy) +2lq Ps,Ps_]

FIn(G) (s — ) (s, g, 1) + (s P, 1)] | ()

t

where 8 = /1 —4m?/s, P, q and [ are defined as P = p.+pe (= ps+pi), | = pe—De,
q = pr — pr, the symbol €(a, b, ¢, d) means €,,,,,a"b”c?d’ for €y193 = +1, and

Dy = (s*/e))(|ICyv]* + |Cav[*), Da = (s*/e")(|Cval® + |Caal?),

Dya = (5°/e")(CryCva + CiyCan),

Ey =2(s*/e"Re(Chy Cvy), Ea=2(s*/e")Re(CH,4Cva),

BEya = (52/e*)(CiyCan + ChyyCva),

Dg =mi(s’/e*)(|Cvs|” + |Cusl?), Dp =mi(s*/e")(|Cvp|* + |Cap|?),

Dgp = mj (s*/e*)(CysCvp + CasCap),

F; = th(52/€4)(0x*/vCVP + CZVCAP),
Fy = 2my(s?/e*)(Cyy Cap + Chy Cup),



F; = th(82/€4)(C;ACVP + CZACAP)7
Fy = 2my(s*/e!)(Cy,Cap + C 4 Cvp),

Gy = 2my(s2 /€M) (Ciy Cs + CyClas),
Go = 2my(s?/e") (O Cas + Cly Cvs),
Gy = 2my(s%/e")(Cy4Cvs + C4Cas),
Gy = 2my(s*/e*)(Cy4Cas + CiaClys).

Dg pgp are coefficients which are usually neglected and the other coefficients are
defined the same way as in ref.[fj].

The asymmetry 0 can be calculated by using the above differential cross section:

—28 Re[Fy — B%(s/m}) Dgp]
(3= B%)Dy + 282D 4 — 28Re(G1) + 2(s/m7)(B*Ds + Dp)

If we keep only Dy, D4 and F) terms, this § agrees with the one calculated in

5:

(7)

Bl-[F]. We find that the term including Dgp in the numerator, which consists
of 6C, and 6éD,, is proportional to s. This means there is a possibility that Dgp
contributes greatly to CP violation at very high energy, depending on the size of
0C, and doD,,.

Let us show the difference between our calculations and usual calculations
visually in Fig[l and Figf], where we use as input data m;, = 173.9 GeV [f],
My = 91.1867 GeV [§] and sin? fy = 0.2315 [§], and assume as examples all the
real and imaginary parts of 0A,,---,dD, in eq.(f]) to be 0.01 in Figl and 0.1 in
Figf. These figures show there is no difference around /s = 500 GeV, but our ¢
decreases rapidly for higher /s.

Our calculations here are exact as long as we can treat the anomalous couplings
as constant parameters. Some comments are necessary, however, on this point
before going to summary. If these couplings come from some new physics at a
higher-energy scale A, then our results are applicable only for /s < A. One
plausible way to estimate this A will be given by the effective-lagrangian approach

B]. According to it, 6C, and éD, are both O(m?/gA?) [I0], which leads to A ~
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Figure 1: CP-violation asymmetry o Figure 2: CP-violation asymmetry 9
via our calculations (solid line) and via our calculations (solid line) and
the usual calculations (dotted line) as- the usual calculations (dotted line) as-
suming all the non-SM parameters to suming all the non-SM parameters to
be 0.01. be 0.1.

mi/+/g 0, (6, = 0C, or éD,) and roughly 2.5 TeV (0.8 TeV) for 6, =0.01 (0.1).
Therefore our results, especially the one in Fig.p] must be considerably affected if
this approach describes the nature correctly, but in that case all the other usual
calculations also lose their validity anyway.

To summary, we studied contribution of the products of non-standard parame-
ters, which are usually neglected, to CP violation in ete™ — tf assuming the most
general tty/Z couplings. We showed there is a possibility that usual approximate
calculations may fail to give accurate results at very high y/s. We considered top
productions at NLC in this paper, but the same discussion holds also for those at
hadron colliders [[[1] if we replace e™ and e~ with the light quarks (and add the
gluon-fusion diagram). Finally, we cannot detect ¢t directly in actual experiments.
If there are no or only tiny anomalous terms in tbWW couplings, it is easy to derive,
e.g., the final-lepton-energy distributions [B, [, B]. In order to study new-physics
effects consistently, however, we should study the decay process the same way as

we did here for the production process. We would like to do it elsewhere.



1]
2]
3]

REFERENCES

S.R. Blusk, Report Fermilab-Conf-98-151-E (hep-ex/9805037).

C.R. Schmidt and M.E. Peskin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 (1992), 410.

D. Chang, W.-Y. Keung and I. Phillips, Nucl. Phys. B408 (1993), 286 (frep]

[4]
[5]
[6]

ph/9301259); ibid. B429(1994), 255(Erratum).
B. Grzadkowski, Phys. Lett. B305 (1993), 384.

T. Arens and L.M. Shegal, Phys. Rev. D50 (1994), 4372.

B. Grzadkowski and Z. Hioki, Nucl. Phys. B484 (1997), 17 (hep-ph/9604301));
Phys. Lett. B391 (1997), 172 (hep-ph/9608306); Report IFT-06-98 — TOKU-
SHIMA 98-02 (Fep-ph/9805318):

L. Brzezinski, B. Grzadkowski and Z. Hioki, Report IFT-10-97 - TOKUSHI-
MA 97-01 (hep-ph/9710358), to appear in Int. J. Mod. Phys. A;

B. Grzadkowski, Z. Hioki and M. Szafranski, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998), 035002
(hep-ph/9712357).

C.A. Nelson, Phys. Rev. D41 (1990), 2805;

W. Bernreuther and O. Nachtmann, Phys. Lett. B268 (1991), 424;

R. Cruz, B. Grzadkowski and J.F. Gunion, Phys. Lett. B289 (1992), 440;
W. Bernreuther, T. Schroder and T.N. Pham, Phys. Lett. B279 (1992), 389;
D. Atwood and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. D45 (1992), 2405;

G.L. Kane, G.A. Ladinsky, and C.-P. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D45 (1992), 124;
W. Bernreuther, J.P. Ma, and T. Schroder, Phys. Lett. B297 (1992), 318;
B. Grzadkowski and W.-Y. Keung, Phys. Lett. B316 (1993), 137,

D. Chang, W.-Y. Keung, and 1. Phillips, Phys. Rev. D48 (1993), 3225;

G.A. Ladinsky and C.-P. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D49 (1994), 4415;

W. Bernreuther and P. Overmann, Z. Phys. C61 (1994), 599; ibid. C72
(1996), 461 (hep-ph/9511250Q);

F. Cuypers and S.D. Rindani, Phys. Lett. B343 (1995), 333 (hep-ph/9409243);



http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9805035
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9301259
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9301259
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9604301
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608306
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9805318
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710358
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9712357
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511256
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9409243

P. Poulose and S.D. Rindani, Phys. Lett. B349 (1995), 379 (hep-ph/9410357);
Phys. Rev. D54 (1996), 4326 (Fep-phy/9509209); Phys. Lett. B383 (1996), 212
(hep-ph/9606354);

J.M. Yang and B.-L. Young, Phys. Rev. D56 (1997), 5907 (hep-ph/9703463);
M.S. Baek, S.Y. Choi and C.S. Kim, Phys. Rev. D56 (1997), 6835 (hep]

ph/9704313);

A. Bartl, E. Christova, T. Gajdosik and W. Majerotto, Report HEPHY-PUB-
684 (hep-ph/9802353); Report HEPHY-PUB-686 (hep-ph/9803420);
H.-Y. Zhou, Report TUIMP-TH-98/98 (hep-ph/9806239).

e Concerning QCD-radiative-correction effects, see, e.g.,
J. Kodaira, T. Nasuno and S. Parke, hep-ph/9807209;
J. Jersék, E. Laermann and P.M. Zerwas, Phys. Rev. D25 (1982), 1218.

[8] G. Altarelli, Report CERN-TH.97-278 (hep-ph/9710434).

9] W. Buchmiiller and D. Wyler, Nucl. Phys. B268 (1986), 621.
See also
C.J.C. Burges and H.J. Schnitzer, Nucl. Phys. B228 (1983), 464;
C.N. Leung, S.T. Love and S. Rao, Z. Phys. C31 (1986), 433.

[10] K. Whisnant, J.-M. Yang, B.-L. Young and X. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D56 (1997),
467 (hep-ph/9702307);
J.M. Yang and B.-L. Young, in [[i];
L. Brzezinski, B. Grzadkowski and Z. Hioki, in [f].

[11] A. Brandenburg and J.P. Ma, Phys. Lett. B298 (1993), 211;
B. Grzadkowski, B. Lampe and K.J. Abraham, Phys. Lett. B415 (1997), 193
(Rep-ph/9706489) ;
H.-Y. Zhou, Report HD-THEP-98-21 — TUIMP-TH-98/96 (hep-ph/9805359);
Report HD-THEP-98-23 (hep-ph/9806323);
K. Hikasa, K. Whisnant, J.M. Yang and B.-L. Young, Report TU-545 - RCNS-
98-11 - AMES-HET-98-03 (hep-ph/9806401]).



http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9410357
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509299
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606356
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703463
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9704312
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9704312
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9802352
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9803426
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9806239
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9807209
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710434
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9702305
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9706489
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9805358
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9806323
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9806401

