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Abstract

In this paper, we study the sensitivity of the fractiorttodvents arising from gluon-gluon
fusion to the chromoelectric and chromomagnetic dipole s (CEDM and CMDM) as
well as the total and differentiat cross sections at the LHC and Tevatron. The sensitivity of
measured charged asymmetry at the LHC to CEDM and CMDM isstlstied. We find that
at the Tevatron and the LHC, non-zero values of CMDM couldosegs theét production rate.
It is shown that the ratio af(gg — tt) /o(pp — tt) at the Tevatron is more sensitive to CEDM
and CMDM than the LHC case. The presence of CEDM always iseethe contribution of
gluon-gluon fusion process in top pair rate at the TevatrahlaHC. Except for a small range of
CMDM, the presence of CEDM and CMDM can increase the fraatiogiluon-gluon fusion at
the Tevatron and LHC. The measured rati@6gg — tt) /a(pp — tt) at the Tevatron is used to
derive bounds on the chromoelectric and chromomagnetaealipoments as well as the total
and differential do/dm;) cross sections at the LHC and Tevatron, and the measuregecha
asymmetry at the LHC. The combinationddTey/dmiandoyc provides stringent limits on

CMDM and CEDM.
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1 Introduction

From the point of view of the large mass of the top quark, itidgrovide excellent probes of
the electroweak symmetry breaking mechanism as well ai§yohay the nature of any force and
any particle responsible for this phenomenon. Furhterptbestop quark production and decay
rates can also prepare a good place to probe possible nety yatating and anomaluos CP
violating interactions which could be induced by non-SMtiaters [1],[2],[3].

The top quark couplings still need to be measured more migdis be able to observe
any deviations from the standard model predictions. Ini@aer, the anomalous interactions
between the top quark and gauge bosons can influence theadpgreduction cross sections
at high energy colliders such as the Large Hadron CollidetG).and Tevatron. The beyond
standard model effect in the productiontbfcould be parameterized in a rather model inde-
pendent way by effective couplings of quark-gluon, whiathdad may be induced by exchange
of heavy particles. Thé production at hadron colliders is obviously the only plagsedirect
search of anomalougt interactions. In this analysis, in particular, we concatetion the study
of top quark chromomagnetic and chromoelectric couplihgsare described by the following
effective Lagrangian:

Lig = 210G (K — iRys)tGH (1)
g 2m pv S

whereggs is the strong coupling constart] is the 4-momentum of the involved gauge boson
(gluon), andG* is the gluon gauge field. It is worth mentioning that due toekeellent agree-
ment between the SM expectations and the present expedhuaté, any deviations from the
SM are small. Accordingly, the new effective terms must beywmall and the interference
term between SM and new effective terms could be big enoulgh toeasured. Please note that
K andk are loosely referred as the CMDM and CEDM form factors buy the related to the
dimensionful CMDM and CEDM via the following equations:

K= 2_mutg7 K= 2_m

Os Os

In renormalizable theorias andk are induced at loop level. Notice that non-zero value
for K leads to CP violating interactions. The generated chroectiid moment (CEDM) by the
CKM phase is very small. Therefore, the measurement of gabkas that signify CP violation
in top pair production using large statistics data shouldtbdied carefully. In the SM, at one-
loop level the QCD corrections generate CMDM via gluon exgfgain two distinct Feynman
diagrams. One of the diagrams is quite similar to the QED ¢a#ib replacement of photon
with gluon) and another one consists of an external gluohvisicoupled to the internal gluons
which is because of the non-abelian nature of QCD. Simil®ED, these diagrams generate
CMDM proportional toas/Tt (but after replacingiem by as). There is an overall factor which
is originating from the multiplication of color matrices. dhould be indicated that in addition
to QCD corrections, Higgs anglboson exchanges generate CMDM [4],[5].

So far, there have been several studies on the anomalousaélectric and chromomag-
netic dipole moments. The CEDM and CMDM effects on the top g@ad single top cross sec-
tions and other related observables at hadron colliders xeamined in [6],[7].[8].[2]/[10].[11].[12].[13].
It was shown that thé differential cross section (such as transverse momentuhinaariant

dy (2)
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mass oftt) is sensitive to the sign of CMDM as well as its size. Possialege ork using 30
fb—! of futuree~e* collider with 500 GeV center-of-mass energy-8.1 < k < 0.6 [15]. Apart
from the direct study of CMDM and CEDM at hadron colliderstievents, they can modify the
decay rate oB — Xgy [16],[17] at loop level. Using the measured branching rafiBr(b — sy),
tight bounds ork was extracted. The limit is-0.03 < kK < 0.01. In specific models, such as
minimal supersymmetric standard model (MSSM), little Higgodel, and two-Higgs doublet
model, non-zera could be generated [18],[19],[20]. For example, in a spepdirameter space
of MSSM, the corrections to CMDM can be as large as 20%|_In,[@ authors have calcu-
lated the one-loop contributions of the new particles oflittkest Higgs model with T-parity
to the top quark chromomagnetic dipole moment (CMDM). It waewn that the CMDM that
is generated by this model is one order of magnitude smdiéer the SM predicted value. In
[21], the effect of unparticle to the chromomagnetic dipolement (CMDM) of the top quark
has been studied. The induced effects by scalar and vegbarticie operators were computed
on the CMDM. It was shown that depending on the parametexsesgad couplings, unparticle
could suppress the chromomagnetic dipole moment.!In [Iass®f technicolor models was
proposed that contains techniscalars which may produge lalues of chromomagnetic dipole
moments for the top quark as well as examining the dependsrhbg differential and the cross
section oftt onk.

In this paper, in addition to the total and differential @@gctions oft at the LHC and
Tevatron, we use the measured ratio of cross sectigharising from gluon-gluon fusion to
the totaltt cross section to study the allowed region of parameteasdk. The sensitivity of
measured charge asymmetry in top pair events at the LHCasealsmined to the anomalous
couplings of top quark to gluon. Using the present diffedrross section in invariant mass
of tt (do/dmy) and the total LHC cross section, stringent bounds on CMDKI GEDM are
extracted.

2 Influence of CEDM and CMDM on the tt Cross Section

The effective Lagrangian approach is specially useful wihenunderlying new physics is not
known. The effective Lagrangian for describing the intémacbetween the top quark and a
gluon, which considers the CEDM and CMDM form factors of thp tjuark, was introduced
in Eql1. An important point is that the effective interaatiof ttgg which is absent in the SM
must be taken into account to ensure gauge invariance.

Thett production at hadron collidefgp(p) — tt) can proceed at partonic level through

quark-antiquark annihilatiofgg — tt) or gluon-gluon fusiorfgg — tt). The parton level cross
sections folgg — tt andgq — tt has the following forms [6]:

dégit  8mZ 1 .. . K? f(8f), K2 f(§f)—1
qutIA = oF [é—f(s,t)+g(s)—K+Z(1+ G )+Z(W)] 3)
dégg it  TOZ . 4 1 .- . a($) K
g%_} = 125’2[(“@70 —9)(5— f(51)+29(5(1— f(§,f)) —K(l—é)) (4)
+ %(K2+k2)<g(7§><1—x)+2f(1§7f><1 5—;))
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According to the parton level cross section, in spite of CMIXV|, the cross-section is expected
to be symmetric with respect to CEDKK). Since the cross section is not a CP violating
observablek enters in the cross section in even powers.

It is notable that the contribution of the CEDM and CMDM to thartonic differential
cross sections ofjg — tt andqgq — tt grows withs. In general, the new couplings could be
dependent os. However, if the new physics scale is much higher th@we can neglect any
dependence of CEDM and CMDM an The increase of center-of-mass energy reduces the
reliability of the assumption of constantness of the CEDM @WVIDM.

The hadronic cross section can be obtained by convolutganton level cross section
with parton distribution functions:

1 1
do(pp(p) + 1= 5 [ dx [ de(fioa.Q))f0e. Q)+ s ()
ij=0dgg) * © 0

wheref;(x, Q%) are the parton distribution functions (PDF’s). The partatribution functions
of CTEQG6L set[[22] with theQ-scale is equal to the top quark mass are used to perform the
calculations. The top quark mass has been taken to be 173 GeV.

Figuredl depict the dependence of the relative change dbthkt cross section orig-
inating from CMDM and CEDM at the Tevatron, LHC7, and LHC8. Asan be seen, the
sensitivity of the cross section at the LHC to CMDM and CEDMigher than the Tevatron
rate. The left plot in Fig[]1 shows the dependence of theivelahange of total cross section
onk whenk = 0. For positive values of in the range of around € K < 0.9(1.6) for the LHC
(Tevatron), the cross sections are suppressedttTiness sections are decreased up to the level
of 50% when 0< K < 0.9(1.6) for the LHC (Tevatron). As discussed previously and can be
seen in the right plot of Figl1, the cross section is symmethenk — —K.

Any measured value of thécross section significantly deviated from the SM predicion
could lead to the existence of a non-zero value for CEDM an@dMDM. The recent experi-
mental measured values of the cross section af the LHC at the center-of-mass energy of 7
TeV (using 2.3 fb'! of data) and Tevatron (obtained from 4.6 #of data) including all sources
of uncertainties are [23],[24]:

These measurements are in agreement with the standard predéedtions which are 163 pb
for the LHC7 and 708 pb for the Tevatrori [25]. The present measured value ®tttbross
section at the LHC at 8 TeV is 228+ 32 pb. This measurement has still large uncertainty [26].
Therefore, we do not include it in our analysis. Using the@oirmeasurements and the relative
uncertainties, the following constraints are extracted:

LHC7:-0.03<k < 0.92,-0.09< k < 0.09 (8)
Tevatron —0.03<k < 1.5,-0.37< K < 0.37
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Figure 1: The relative change to thieproduction cross section at the Tevatron and LHC7 in
terms ofk (left) andk (right).

In obtaining the bounds on each anomalous coupling, the bdeebeen set to zero. As it can be
seen, the the cross section of LHC is more sensitive to theimewnactions and provide tighter
bounds with respect to the Tevatron. From[fig.1, we conclbdethe corrections that thé
cross section receives fromandk are almost similar in proton-proton collisions at 7 TeV and
8 TeV. In [6], it was shown that the shape of transverse moumeind rapidity of top (anti-top)
quark are not sensitive fa While the top quark transverse momentum is sensitive tite

of CMDM (k). In [13], the effects of CMDM and CEDM on the energy, tramseemomentum,
and angular distributions of lepton in top decay have beessiigated. Except for the size , no
change in shape is observed.

Thett differential cross section with the invariant masgtofias been also performed by
the CDF experiment at the Tevatron [14]. This study has beee with 2.7 fbr! of data. Thet
spectrum was found to be consistent with the SM expectaliba.bin by bin measured values
are shown in Tablel1. Now, to constrain the top quark CEDM alMd®1, we combine all bins
of do/dmg presented in Tablegl 1 and the total cross sedtidsy the CMS experiment at the
LHC into a globalx? fit. The 68% C.L. region in the,K plane is depicted in Fig.2. As it can
be seen, we get stringent bounds on CMDM and CEDM:

—0.032< k <0.01,-0.063< K < 0.063 9

These bounds are compatible with the bounds obtained inUdiéip the total cross section of
tt at the LHC and Tevatron. We have obtained a bit tighter lilnésause of using more data
information with low uncertainties.

3 The Contribution of Gluon-Gluon Fusion in tt Production

In spite of proton-proton collisions at the LHC, in the Teeatin proton-antiproton collisions
the main production mechanismtois quark-antiquark annihilation. In particular, around®0
of thett cross section at the Tevatron is coming from the quark-aatigannihilation. The
fractions oftt production from gluon-gluon fusion and quark-antiquarkiaitation are strongly
dependent on the choice of parton distribution functiong.[Zherefore, precise measurement
of these fractions provide better understanding of paristribution functions. Furthermore,
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bin (GeV) | otev (CDF) pb| o1ev (NLO-SM) pb
350-400 | 3.115+0.559 2.45
400-450 | 1.690+0.269 1.90
450-500 | 0.790+0.170 1.15
500-550 | 0.495+0.114 0.60
550-600 | 0.285+0.071 0.40
600-700 | 0.239+0.073 0.31
700-800 | 0.080+0.037 0.10
800-1400| 0.041+0.021 0.036

Table 1: The CDF measurementdsf/dmg, the SM values are at NLO.

Xt

[ N 7/
_0.02 % - d
L .

—0.041 4

L L
—0.05 0.00 0.05

Figure 2: The 68% C.L. region obtained frony4fit to doTev/d mg and the total cross section
of top pair measured by CMS experiment. Horizontal axis tlestoand vertical axis is fok.



there are several models beyond the standard model whiehtlgtiraffect thett production
mechanism. The measurement of these fractions allow usheghose models [28].

The CDF Collaboration has measured the gluon-gluon cartiob to the top pair corss
section at the Tevatron. In order to measure the Rtioc(gg — tt) /a(pp — tt), some vari-
ables that are sensitive to thteproduction mechanism are used. Since the functional form of
the cross section is different for gluon-gluon fusion frggannihilation, some variables could
be found to distinguish between the production mechanidras.example, the cosine of the
angle between the momentum of the top quark and the incomitgrpdirection, the veloc-
ity of the top quark are of the variables which are used tardjsish between the production
mechanisms. Since top pair events with parallel top-quairksscome exclusively from gluon-
gluon production, the angular distributions of the top ¢egeoducts show different behavior
with respect to those coming froqy annihilation. More details of the distinguishing variable
are described i [29]. In[29], a measurement of the raticheftt events produced through
gluon-gluon fusion to the totdt events is presented. Using around I¥of data collected
with the CDF detector and taking into account only semidejittt events lead to:

R=—>= £ =007702%. (10)

Figsl3 depict the relative correction due to non-zero &loeCEDM and CMDM to
the fraction of gluon-gluon fusion itt production at the LHC7 and Tevatron. As it can be
seen AR = (R(k,K) — Rsm) /Rswm is significantly sensitive t& andk at the Tevatron. While
at the LHC, the presence of CEDM and CMDM does not cause toderable change in the
contribution of gluon-gluon fusion in top pair productiofhe present Tevatron measurement
of the ratioR gives the following limits:

—-11<k<06, -08<k<0.8

The current Tevatron measurement is based on around!lofidata. However, Tevatron has
taken more than 5 fit of data before shut down. The analysis of full data improhesmea-
surement oR, for example a future measurement of the SM expectatioR feith 10% uncer-
tainty gives:

—0.15<k<0.3, —-0.18<Kk<0.18

So far, there is no measuremen®oat the LHC. Assuming the SM prediction with 10% uncer-
tainty leads to:

—0.3<kKk<025, —045<kK<0.45

4 Charge Asymmetry

Since the initial state of the collisions at the LHC is prefmoton which is symmetric; it is
expected that the rapidity distributions of top quarks apdantiquarks are symmetrical around
y = 0. However, at the LHC the initial state quarks are abunglaallence quarks, while always
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Figure 3: The relative correction originating from CMDM a@&DM to the ratio ofo(gg —

tt)/o(pp — tt).

OLHc anddoTey/dmyg ratioR Ac
K —-0.03< k< 0.01 —-11<kKk<06|-172<K<202
K| —0.063< K <0.063 | -0.8<K<0.8 -

Table 2: Comparison of the bounds extracted from TevatréiC Lgluon-gluon fusion ratio,
andAc onk andk.

the antiquarks are sea quarks. The larger average momerdatiofn of the quarks leads to

an excess in production of top quarks in the forward direstiol his fact causes to a broader
rapidity distribution of top quarks in the SM with respecttbe produced top antiquarks and
therefore a charge asymmetry is produced [30]. One way toel#ie top charge asymmetry is
as the following:

_ NCyel > [vef) = NCye| < lyel)
N(lyel > yef) +NClye| < lytl)

The NLO prediction for the charge asymmetry at a centre-aésrenergy of 7 TeV i (theory) =
0.0115+0.0006 [30]. The existence of new sources of physics with difievector and axial-
vector couplings to top quarks and antiquarks could enhidnese asymmetriels [30]. The recent
measured value by the CMS Collaboration usitg# ! of data isAc = 0.004+0.016 [31].
The uncertainty comprises all sources of uncertaintieg[4Fshows the dependence/Ay on
CMDM (k). The dashed line is the upper limit &g measured by the CMS collaboration at
the LHC. This provides very loose bounds ionCharge asymmetry is almost insensitivekto
and therefore does not give notable limitskan

Finally, in Table[2 we compare the limits obtained from theQ.ldnd Tevatron cross
sections, the ratio of gluon-gluon fusion in top pair praitut rate R), and the charge asym-
metry. The bounds from ratiB are not strong but precise measurement of the Rttould
provide strong limits orx andk. Charge asymmetry do not show large sensitivity to CEDM
and CMDM.

Ac

(11)
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Figure 4. Charge asymmetry as a functiorkand the upper limit on charge asymmetry mea-
sured by the CMS experiment.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, first we obtained bounds on the chromoeleatricchromomagnetic dipole mo-
ments of the top quark using the present measured total seasi®n oftt at the LHC and the
diferential cross setion df in invariant mass of the top pair systedo(/dmyg) at the Tevatron.
A global x? fit over the invariant mass bins from Tevatron and the mealsiotal cross sections
at the LHC has been performed. Because of precise measureai¢he total and differential
cross sections, the bounds obtained fromyhare stringent. Then we studied the effects of
anomalous top quark coupling with gluon on the fraction afogi-gluon fusion in thét pro-
duction cross section at the Tevatron and LHC. We found beatraiction of gluon-gluon fusion
in tt production ratgR) at the Tevatron is more sensitive to CEDM and CMDM than the LHC
It is shown that the precise enough measuremeRtaduld provide bounds on CMDM{ and
CEDM(K) comparable with the bounds from cross sections. We alsmigedl the sensitivity
of charge asymmetry?¢) in tt events at the LHC t& andk. We found that the presence iof
does not produce any charge asymmetry but the current ImAtayives loose bounds an
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