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Once top quarks are found, because they are heavy they will allow many new tests of the standard
model and new probes of physics at the 100-GeV scale. In this paper we discuss the polarization of the
top quark produced in e e * collisions for V'S =0.5 and 1 TeV. The predictions of the top-quark polar-
ization arising from the interactions of QCD, the standard-model electroweak theory, and an elec-
troweak theory with dynamical symmetry breaking is examined.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Because the standard-model (SM) top quark is much
heavier than the other fermions, it is likely that by study-
ing the top quark one can probe for new physics. In a re-
cent work [1], we gave the helicity amplitudes of various
top-quark production and decay processes so that one
can implement these amplitudes in a Monte Carlo pro-
gram to study any physical observables. Among these
observables the transverse polarization of the top quark
was extensively discussed. (In this paper the transverse
polarization direction is the one which is perpendicular
to the scattering plane, unless otherwise specified.) It was
first [2] pointed out by Kane, Pumplin, and Repko that
QCD can be tested beyond the tree level by studying the
transverse polarization of a heavy quark produced in
e e or hadron collisions. Recently, it was suggested [3]
that one can use the transverse polarization of the top
quark to probe the Higgs boson in the standard model.
As discussed in Ref. [3], in addition to the Higgs-boson
effects, one should also include the gauge-boson contribu-
tions, whose leading behavior in the high-energy limit
can be well represented by the Goldstone-boson interac-
tions according to the equivalence theorem [4]. Howev-
er, the work presented in Ref. [3] is incomplete. In con-
trast with the conclusion in Ref. [3], we show that the de-
gree of transverse polarization of the top quark due to the
SM electroweak corrections is smaller than the QCD
corrections for a 140-GeV top quark at the NLC (pro-
posed next linear e e collider at SLAC, V'S =500
GeV). This is what we expect because the typical cou-
pling strength of the top quark with the Higgs boson is of
O((1/47)(m?2/v?)), where m, is the top-quark mass and
v the vacuum expectation value ~246 GeV. Therefore,
for a 140-GeV top quark, this coupling is small by a fac-
tor of 3.9 compared with the typical QCD strength
a,~0.1.

In Ref. [1] we showed that the imaginary parts of the
form factors F£'® and FL® are responsible for the trans-
verse polarization of the top quark produced via the pro-
cess

(1.1
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In terms of these form factors F£® and F4'®, the helicity
amplitudes of the process (1.1) were also given in that
reference. Since our primary goal is to obtain the trans-
verse polarization of the top quark, only the imaginary
part of these form factors beyond the tree level will be
considered. In addition to the QCD and SM electroweak
radiative corrections, we also examine a chiral Lagrang-
ian [5], which allows the top quark to have some
nonuniversal gauge interactions.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we lay
out the procedures of calculating the transverse polariza-
tion of the top quark in the e “e ™ — 7 process and justify
the validity of using the equivalence theorem (ET) in this
application. In Sec. III the contribution to the transverse
polarization of the top quark from the QCD corrections
at the one-loop level is given. The contribution from the
SM electroweak radiative corrections is given in Sec. IV.
In Sec. V we discuss the polarization of the top quark in a
chiral Lagrangian proposed by Peccei and Zhang in Ref.
[5]. Section VI contains some of our conclusions.

II. TRANSVERSE POLARIZATION
OF THE TOP QUARK

At tree level the top quark produced in an e “e ™ col-
lision cannot be transversely polarized because transverse
polarization can arise only from the interference of com-
plex helicity-flip and -nonflip amplitudes, while at tree
level the amplitudes are relatively real.

Denote the helicity amplitudes of the process (1.1) as
(hef,heﬂh,,ht-), where he7= —,+, respectively, indi-
cates a left- and a right-handed electron. The degree of
transverse polarization (P sina) of the top quark perpen-
dicular to the scattering plane for the process (1.1) is
defined as [1]

T
Plsina‘—‘—Gi(color factor) , (2.1

where
G=|(+—++H)+|(+—+)P+[(+——+)
+l(+ == )P+ (= ++H)P+H[(—++ )
H(=+—=HP+[(—+——)? (2.2)
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FIG. 1. The blob contains all the one-loop diagrams. The
line through the blob indicates to take the imaginary part of the
diagrams.

and
T, =2Im[(+—++)(+——+)
H(+—F+=)(+———)
H—+++H)(—+—+)

F(—++)(—+——)]. (2.3)

The function Im selects the imaginary part of the result.
The color factor in Eq. (2.1) for this process is Cp=4%
when considering the contribution to the transverse po-
larization of the top quark due to the QCD interaction.
[A factor of No (=3) comes from the Born amplitude
squared when calculating G and a factor of N-Cr comes
from the interference term of the Born and the one-loop
diagrams when calculating 7',.] This color factor is 1
when considering the electroweak contributions. Similar-
ly, the degree of transverse polarization (P sind@) of the
top antiquark for the process (1.1) is

_ T
P sina= —é(color factor) , 2.4)
where
e” w,z° w,z° t
e’ wt,z° w*,z° t
t t
+
t t

Tr=—2Im[(+—++)*(+—+—)
F+ == (+———)
H—+++H)(—++-)

HF(—+—+)(—+——)]. (2.5)
T,=—T, for a CP-invariant theory.

The contribution to the transverse polarization of the
top quark due to the QCD corrections shall be discussed
in the next section. The rest of this section is devoted to
the discussion on how to obtain the one-loop radiative
corrections, arising from the electroweak interactions, to
the transverse polarization of the top quark.

At the one-loop level, the imaginary part of the helicity
amplitudes can be obtained by applying the Cutkosky
cutting technique [6]. Diagrammatically, it is shown in
Fig. 1. The blob contains all the one-loop diagrams. The
line through the blob indicates to take the imaginary part
of these diagrams. Some of these diagrams are shown in
Fig. 2. There the blob represents all the possible tree dia-
grams. Hence taking the imaginary part of the process
(1.1) is equivalent to considering all possible rescattering
processes in the intermediate state. In this paper we shall
only consider the 2—2 rescattering process. For in-
stance, the first diagram in Fig. 2 can be thought of as
W~ W™ pair produced from the e "e™ scattering, and
then the W~ boson scatters with the W™ boson to pro-
duce the 7 pair in the final state. Some of the diagrams
contained in the first diagram of Fig. 2 are shown in Fig.
3. They can be self-energy, vertex, and box diagrams.

As shown in Fig. 2, this problem can be treated as a
final-state rescattering process. First of all, we need to
find the production rates of

e etoW W,
e et 2720,

e et »ZH , (2.6)
e et 1T,

e et —bb ,

Zo ZO
+

H H

b b
+

b b

FIG. 2. Some representative diagrams contained in Fig. 1. Here the blob represents all the possible tree diagrams.
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etc. The third process does not exist if the Higgs boson is
too heavy to be produced on shell. Because of the rules
of the Cutkosky cutting technique, all of these final-state
partons are on mass shell and can be in any physical po-
larization states. Then these final-state partons rescatter
to produce ff as
w- W+ — It ,
VAVARSTS
Z°H 17,
tr—1t ,
bl;-»t? ’
etc.

Since we are interested in obtaining the degree of trans-
verse polarization of the top quark for a high-energy
e “e™ collider, we can simplify the above procedures by
applying the ET to obtain the leading contributions
which are of O(g?m2?/M3,). (We note that these leading
contributions do not always dominate numerically unless
the top quark is extremely heavy [7].) To obtain these
leading contributions of the processes (2.7), we use the
effective Lagrangian proposed in Ref. [8], which is the
SM Lagrangian in the limit of turning off the gauge cou-
pling g, i.e., in the limit of g —0. In this limit it does not
matter whether the SM Lagrangian before taking the lim-
it of g—0 is in the ’t Hooft—Feynman gauge or in the
Landau gauge. We therefore consider this effective La-
grangian in the Landau gauge so that the unphysical
Higgs bosons are massless to further simplify our calcula-
tion. These unphysical Higgs bosons are the Goldstone
bosons in the limit of g—0. The rate of a heavy-top-
quark pair production in the first three processes of (2.7)
is dominated by the longitudinal W* or Z° bosons [9].
Applying the ET, we can obtain the leading behavior of
the processes in (2.7) for a heavy top quark by consider-
ing the equivalent processes

¢ " —it,

¢°¢° 1,

¢°H —17 |

tH—tr,

bb —1f .
The effective Lagrangian L 4 used to obtain the leading

contributions to the transverse polarization of the top
quark produced via the processes in (2.8) is

Log=LE+LE AL, +L],

int kin int >

(2.9)
with

L8,=(3,67)(3"¢ )+ 13,67+ L3 ,H?—imjH? ,
2

mpy

L= 8v?
mj
—2—UH[H2+(¢°)2+2¢+¢“]

[H2+(¢0)2+2¢+¢v]2

—18[H*+(¢°)+2¢ ¢~ +20H],

L =TGB—m )t +b(id—my)b+v idv +7idr ,
.10

L= = b=~ =B (1o
nt \/-il) 75 ‘/QU Ys
imy

Mo 14y b + “B(l—y )t
\/§U¢ 7/5 V§U¢ 7/5

m im m _ im —
— T’Hz’z— T’¢°?y5t——vibe + ——v—b¢°by5b .

In L{;, and L/, we include a complete family of v,, 7, ¢,
and b, where the mass of b is kept for completeness, but
the mass of 7 is set to be zero. L4 is valid in the limit of
g—0 or M, —0. v is the vacuum expectation value, my
is the Higgs-boson mass, and the W-boson mass
My, =gv /2. §is zero at tree level and gets renormalized
at the loop level. The small CP-violation effects from the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa mixing angles in the SM
are ignored in this work.

Because the leading contributions arise from the re-
scattering processes in (2.8), we only have to consider the
longitudinally polarized W* and Z° in the first three pro-
cesses listed in (2.6) for the initial-state scattering. Name-
ly, we have to calculate

e et W W,
e et 272070,
e et -Z)H, 2.11)
e et 1T,

e et —bb,

in the high-energy limit, which is the limit that the ener-
gy of the W boson, Ey, is much bigger than M, for a
longitudinally polarized W boson W,. (Here W can be
either W7 or Z°) Based on the ET, we can obtain the
leading contributions of the first three processes listed in
(2.11) by considering the equivalent processes

e et —¢p ot ,
e e —¢%°,

e et —¢°H .

(2.12)

We note that the interaction Lagrangian used in calculat-
ing the amplitudes of these processes is the standard-
model Lagrangian in R, gauge, not the effective Lagrang-
ian given in (2.10). In (2.12) the amplitude of the second
process vanishes at the tree level if the mass of the elec-
tron is taken to be zero. As pointed out earlier, the third
process cannot happen if the Higgs boson is too heavy to
be produced on shell. Therefore, it will not contribute to
the imaginary part of the scattering amplitudes. When
the Higgs boson is light, we assume that m is of the or-
der of My, so that E, is always bigger than M, in the
center-of-mass frame of e “e*, and the equivalence be-
tween the third process in (2.11) and that in (2.12) holds.
But the amplitude of the third process in (2.12) vanishes
at the tree level for a massless electron. Therefore, here-
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after we shall not consider the contributions from either
the ¢°¢° or ¢°H intermediate state. We note that all the
terms which are of O(My, /Ey,) smaller than the leading
contributions will be ignored in our calculation.

Following the procedures discussed above, we find that
in the limit of taking the electron mass to be zero the
only nonvanishing equivalent diagram corresponding to
those shown in Fig. 3 is the triangle diagram shown in
Fig. 4. The contribution from the self-energy diagram, as
shown in Fig. 5, vanishes because it is always proportion-
al to the momentum of the gauge boson which couples to
massless fermions. The box diagram also vanishes be-
cause the coupling of the Goldstone boson with e is pro-
portional to the electron mass. Hence we only need to
consider the contributions from the four triangle dia-
grams shown in Fig. 6 to obtain the degree of transverse
polarization of the standard-model top quark produced
via the process (1.1).

III. QCD CORRECTIONS

The degree of transverse polarization of the top quark
arising from the QCD corrections for the process

e’ w t
— —>—
v b
< —<—
e’ wt t

FIG. 3. Some of the diagrams contained in the first diagram
of Fig. 2.

5t
b
t

FIG. 4. Triangle diagram.

e et — 1T has been discussed in Ref. [1]. We follow the
notations used in that reference and present our results in
terms of those form factors 4, B, C, and D defined in Eq.
(6.4) of Ref. [1]. The V-t-f vertex then takes the form

i
ioc*k,,

T, =ig |[YM(F{P_+F{P,)— (FLP_+FRp,)

t

th —th

y"(A—By3)+ (C—Dy> |, 3.1)

.y 4
2

where k* is the momentum of the gauge boson V¥ and is
taken by convention to be directed into the vertex. ¥V can
be the Z° gauge boson or photon 4, and the F’s are the
form factors for V. In Eq. (3.1), P, =1(1%ys), and t§
(¢4) is the momentum of the outgoing ¢ (7). In Ref. [1] we
have given the helicity amplitudes of the process (1.1) in
terms of these form factors; hence, we shall not repeat
them here.

At tree level these form factors are real because the
tree amplitudes are real, and

Re(A4)=2v, , Re(B)=2a,,

(3.2)
Re(C)=0, Re(D)=0,
with
u=—~l—[1—5sin29 ], and
' 4cosfy 3 Wi
a, for V=2°; (3.3)

- 4 cosOy,
v,=%sinfy , a,=0 for V=4 .

Oy is the weak mixing angle. At the one-loop level, the
QCD corrections to these form factors can be obtained
by calculating the diagram shown in Fig. 7. Since we are
interested in the O(a;) contribution to the transverse po-

o
Z,.A, H,¢° )
~ (ik,)

FIG. 5. Self-energy diagram.
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FIG. 6. Standard-model electroweak corrections.

larization of the top quark, we only consider the imagi-
nary part of these form factors. They are

Im(A)—v, o (I —6mB) ,
Im(B)=a,~2 |1, — 2T (2+p%) (3.4)
"7 |’ B )
Im(C)=v, 2 | 2 | 1m(py=0
M0y sg |0 T
where
, 1122
4m; )
B=|1— S and S=4E-°. (3.5)

E is the energy of the top quark in the center-of-mass
frame of #7. I is not infrared finite and will not appear
[2] in any physical observable, e.g., the degree of trans-

FIG. 7. QCD corrections.

verse polarization of the top quark. If we regularize this

infrared singularity by a gluon mass m,, then
2 SB2+m?
[, =21tE) £ (3.6)
B m;
Im(D)=0 is due to the fact that QCD is a CP-invariant
theory [1].

Given these form factors, we can calculate the degree
of polarization, P sina, of the top quark using the formu-
las listed in Ref. [1]. In Fig. 8 we show the distribution of
P sina as a function of the top-quark polar angle 6, in
the center-of-mass frame of {7 for various m, and V'S.
They are of the order of a few percent. The leading con-
tributions, obtained from the Born process, to the degree
of the longitudinal polarization (P)), and the degree of
the other transverse polarization (P, ,cosa) of the top
quark produced via the process (1.1) at the NLC can be
found in Fig. 10 of Ref. [1]. In Fig. 9 of that reference,
the 0, distribution in the center-of-mass frame of ¢f was
also given. The Born cross section of the process (1.1) for
a 140-GeV top quark is 0.64 pb at V'S =0.5 TeV and
0.18 pb at 1 TeV. For a 200-GeV top quark, the cross
section is 0.49 pb at V'S =0.5 TeV and 0.17 pb at 1 TeV.
The strategy of testing the predictions of these polariza-
tions can be found in Ref. [1] and the references therein.

1IV. STANDARD-MODEL
ELECTROWEAK CORRECTIONS

As discussed in Sec. II, only four triangle diagrams,
shown in Fig. 6, need to be considered to obtain the
transverse polarization of the top quark produced via the
process (1.1) if the center-of-mass energy of e "e * is large
enough so that the calculation of using the ET is valid.
We first express the loop integral in terms of the standard
three-point form factors [10], reduce them to the stan-

P, sina (%)

l|||7vvvl](‘v?

0 50 100 150
6, (in degrees)

FIG. 8. P sina, arising from the QCD corrections, as a func-
tion of the top-quark polar angle 6, in the center- of-mass frame
of {7 for (a) V'S =0.5 TeV, m, =140 GeV; (b) V'S =0.5 TeV,

m,=200 GeV; (c) V'S =1 TeV, m,= 140 GeV; (d d) V'S =1TeV,
m, =200 GeV.
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dard scalar form factors [11], then apply the on-shell con- Im(D,)=0
dition for ¢ and 7, and identify the terms which corre-
spond to the cutting diagrams. The leading corrections, ;...
which are of O(m?/v?), to the imaginary part of those
form factors A, B, C, and D, as defined in (3.1), are sum-
marized as follows. We use the subscripts b, ¢+, ¢°, and 1 m 12
H to indicate the contribution from the first, second, and a,= I 2
third diagrams shown in Fig. 6. T
From the first diagram of Fig. 6, we obtain
, 1172
g= |1 4m/
I I 1+82— == (1—282+ T ’
m(4,)=f 4 232 B 2B( B +8%) S
4.2)
1+ .
XIn l_—% ] , fz=m(cos249w—smzow) for v=2°,
Im(B,)=—Im(4,), .
m(B, ) m( zb) @.1) =sinfy, for V=4 .
Tm
1m<c,,)=fV |3 BZ——<3 282—B4)
4m SB4 28 We note that the validity of the ET does not require
1+/3 sinfy,, =0 for the processes listed in (2.11) and (2.12).
] ] One example is given in the Appendix.
Similarly, we obtain
+B
Im(A4,.)=(—v,— - —(1+2B°—
m(4,.)=(—v, )4 2132 —3p— /3( 28*—3B*)n B”
PN 2 2 +/3
Im(B¢+)—-( Uy ab)4 Z—B? B _B“ (3—2p B4)ln —B ] R
5 (4.3)
a, Tm, + B
Im(C ,,)=(—v,—a, — (3 2B*—B*)In ,
Im(D s )=0,
where
vy =———1——[— 1+4sin%0y,], a, =L for V=2°;
4cosfy, 3 4cosby ’
1 (4.4)
vb—Tsmew , a,=0 for V=4 ;
Also,
Im(A¢ 0)= v,4 “(7B) ,
Im(B )= —a,
m( ¢o)——a,E(Tr3) )
(4.5)
a, |4mrm,
Im(C ,)=v,— ,
47 SB
Im(D )=0,
and
% 7w 2m121 2 4 S,BZ
m(Ay)=v 2 — += |2 +p2- 1+==11,
H 14 B S Bz S2 B mH
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2mp 2
Im(B, )= LIS 2__ ZTH | 2 ")
m(By)=a, ar B 3pF—4+ S + 7 (1—p°)
a, 12mm, FA my
Im(C - — —
m(Cp)=v, 7 SB B 1+ |1+ g
Im(Dy)=0.

Note that Im(D)=0 for all the diagrams shown in Fig.
6, becuase the standard model is a CP-invariant theory
when we ignore the small CP-violation effects arising
from the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa mixing angles.
Consequently, the degree of transverse polarization of ¢ is
the same in magnitude as that of 7 in the process (1.1),
ie.,

P sina= —P sind@ . 4.7)
In Figs. 9 and 10, we show P sina, due to the standard-
model electroweak corrections, as a function of the top-
quark polar angle 6, in the center-of-mass frame of 7 for
various V'S, m,, and my. By comparing Figs. 8 and 9,
we conclude that the degree of transverse polarization of
the top quark arising from the SM electroweak correc-
tions is smaller than that from the QCD corrections for a
140-GeV top quark produced via the process (1.1) at the
NLC. But the SM electroweak corrections become more
important than the QCD corrections when the top quark
becomes heavier (m,=200 GeV) at V'S =1 TeV. The
contribution to the transverse polarization of the top
quark due to the Higgs-boson-exchange interaction, as
shown in Fig. 6, can be estimated by the difference in

SM—-EW VS=0.5 TeV

0.5

]
4
:
]

0.0

-0.5

P, sina (%)

N I N

o||¥!}!le*lVll\|vaY !Trv]lvrr

-2.0 !
50 100 150

0, (in degrees)

FIG. 9. P sina, arising from the standard-model electroweak
corrections, as a function of 6, in the center-of-mass frame of f
for (a) m, =140 GeV, and my=0.1 TeV; (b) m, =140 GeV,
my=1 TeV; (c) m,=200 GeV, my=0.1 TeV; (d) m,=200
GeV, my=1TeV;at V'S =0.5 TeV.

B+

2m} mj, 2
2T g | 3B
N S mg
4.6
2
14381
my

[

P sina between a theory with a 100-GeV Higgs boson
and the other with a 1-TeV Higgs boson. From Figs. 9
and 10, we find that the contribution of the Higgs-boson-
exchange interaction is small; it is typically of the order
of a percent. Hence it requires that the degree of trans-
verse polarization of the top quark be measured better
than a percent level in order to probe the Higgs boson by
this measurement. The strategies of measuring the polar-
ization of the top quark were discussed in Ref. [1]; we
shall not repeat them here.

V. NONSTANDARD ELECTROWEAK CORRECTIONS
A. Electroweak theory with dynamical symmetry breaking

In the SM, fermions are coupled via Yukawa interac-
tions to the Higgs doublet and acquire masses when the
Higgs field acquires a nonzero vacuum expectation value.
In general, this is not the case in an electroweak theory
with dynamical symmetry breaking. It was shown in Ref.
[5] that there exist some nonuniversal gauge interactions
when considering a coset space G/H with G=SU(2),
XU(1)y and H=U(1),,. In this section we study the
top-quark polarization predicted by the theory proposed

1.0 r T T L B T ]
05 I— SM—-EW VS=1 TeV i
§ 0.0 ‘
5 ! /1
g b ]
‘A =05 — —]
a [ ]
¥ N ]
-1.0 — -]
s [ =
; 1
po [ . L
0 50 100 150

6, (in degrees)

FIG. 10. P sina, arising from the standard-model elec-
troweak corrections, as a function of 6, in the center-of-mass
frame of 7 for (a) m, =140 GeV, my=0.1 TeV; (b) m, =140
GeV, my=1 TeV; () m, =200 GeV, my=0.1 TeV; (d)
m, =200 GeV, my=1TeV;at V'S =1 TeV.
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in that reference. in Ref. [5]. The relevant chiral Lagrangian (CL) for our
We assume that the interactions of the leptons and  study is
light quarks (u,d,s,c) are standard, and well described by
the SM model. However, the interactions of the heavy Lopy=Lo+ Ly, 5.1)
quarks (b, ?) are described by the chiral Lagrangian given  with
J
L=V (DY, +TVR(iDWp—TV, SMY — VM3, + 1025, 54, 52

Li=—TV 3y, (kYO 35—y (kRO S — V2T, Sy, 7, (k§O)ZTW, 3K
—V2¥, 3y, 7 (kO ZN, 38 — VWY, (kIR 3H — V2T y,m_ (k§C) W SE

where
Z=exp ‘; , a=1,2,3
3,,=—Tr(7,2'D,3)
v t t
L b L ) R b R )
01 00
T loo|> ™" |1 0]
(5.3)
m, O
M= R
0 my
_ . Ta . 41
DYy, = a”—ngW,m—zg ¥u YL
D#‘I’R=(6“—ig’yR Y, )W,

. Ta . T3
D“Z‘:auz—lg? W,.2+ig 23- Y, .
¢, are the Goldstone-boson fields. 7, are the Pauli ma-
trices. Since the U(1),,, symmetry is preserved, the vacu-
um expectation values v; =v, =v. But v; in general does
not have to be equal to v if there is no additional SU(2)
custodial symmetry in the theory. ¥, is an SU(2), sing-
let. M is the quark-mass matrix. yp is the right-handed
quark charge, being Z for t and — for b. The fields W,

and Y are related to Z% and A4 via

W
Y

cosOy, sinfy | | Z0

A

g
g
(5.4)

with tanf,, =

—sinfy, cosfy

If v;=v, then in the unitary gauge, corresponding to
2=1, the locally SU(2); XU(1)y-invariant Lagrangian
obtained from £, is that of the SM in the limit of
my— . The nonuniversal interactions of the heavy
quarks are described by the parameters KNC and «§
Based on the Hermiticity of the interaction Lagranglan
K?% have to be real But KL z in general can be complex.
(We note that k)G and k§% in general can be matrices in
flavor space [5]

I

In order to obtain an effective Lagrangian, similar to
the one given in (2.10) for the SM, for this theory in the
high-energy limit, we expand L in ¢, and keep the first
relevant terms with the fermion and/or Goldstone-boson
fields. Define

1 .
¢i=7§—(¢1+1¢2) . (5.5)
We obtain
Ly—T(id—m, )t +b(id—m,)b+(3,47)(3"¢™)
+1(3,4°) )t
im, e _i_m_,_ o
+ \/"‘-iu‘ﬁb 1(1—vs)b vy ¢ty st
M B =yt — T g 14y b
ﬁvdb Vs \/§v¢ Vs
——’zb—¢05y5b )
’ (5.6)

L—— L_<aﬂ¢— By K1~y ) +KGE(1+y5)]e

‘/ (3¢ )Ty (kST —y5) +.§ (1 +75)1b

- Z—U—(a“d’o)t_n['cfc( 1=ys)+kg (1475
3

The nonuniversal gauge couplings can be obtained
from £, in (5.2) in the unitary gauge ==1. The relevant
interaction Lagrangian is

5 W+ty“[(KfC+K —75(k§C—k§C) b +H.c.

2\/
Z%TyH((

KECHKNC) — i)

+ —
4 cosOy,
(5.7)

which should be compared with the standard couplings,
obtained from L in (5.2):

2—‘/——W+t}/”(1—‘}/5)b +H.c.

+—E Z0m —ys|t. (5.8

8 .
1—— sin’0
4cosb,, 3 5w
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Hereafter, we shall take m; =0 and follow the assump-
tion made in Ref. [12] that KﬁcR is negligible compared
with KE{%.

B. Top-quark polarization in the chiral Lagrangian theory

We shall consider the polarization of the top quark
produced via the process (1.1) in the chiral Lagrangian
theory discussed in Sec. V A.

For simplicity, we follow the assumption made in Ref.

12] and take m,=0, v,=v, k$¢=«k$=0, and
b 3 L R
kNC=kRC=kNC. (We have used the result obtained in

Ref. [12] that the current experimental bounds on these
nonstandard couplings are such that ¥} is about equal to
«RC.) Under this assumption there is only one extra free
parameter «NC in this theory compared with the SM.
The nonstandard Z%:-7 coupling is purely vectorlike.
We note that in this theory there is no Higgs-boson field;
therefore, the triangle diagram, as shown in Fig. 6, with
the Higgs boson being one of the internal lines does not
exist in this theory. The standard contributions to the
degree of transverse polarization of the top quark in this
theory can be obtained from the diagrams shown in Fig.
6. But the Higgs-boson-exchange diagram should not be
included. There are also some nonstandard contributions
arising from the nonstandard couplings of Z%¢-7 and
¢°-t-7, as described by Egs. (5.6) and (5.7), in this theory.
Again, we follow the assumption made in Ref. [12] that
only the corrections linear in KNC, i.e., terms of
O((a, /4m)kNC), are kept when we consider the non-

FIG. 11. Nonstandard contributions to P sina. The vertex
with dot indicates nonstandard coupling.

standard contributions in calculating P sina of the top
quark. The Feynman diagrams to be considered are
those shown in Fig. 11. The standard contributions to
the form factors A4, B, C, and D in this theory can then be
obtained from (4.1), (4.3), and (4.5). The nonstandard
contributions from the sum of the second and third dia-
grams in Fig. 11 vanish. The first diagram in Fig. 11
gives

a
NSy, NS ¢
Im(A¢0 )=v, 477(773) s

a
Im(B:OS):—atNS'E;:('ITB) »
(5.9)
«a 4m
1 CNS — NS ¢ ! ,
m( y ) t 47 Sﬁ
Im(D}¢)=0,
where
NS _ 1 NC_ . NCy_— 1 NC
P + - -
U 4cos€W(KL <k 2cosGWK
. (5.10)
NS _ NC__, NCy_
= (kN —}O)=0.
! 4cosGW(KL <)

In Fig. 12 we show P, sina predicted by this theory as a
function of the top-quark polar angle 6, in the center-of-
mass frame of ¢ for various kNC with m, =200 GeV at
V'S =1 TeV. We show the results for kN¢=—1,0,1.
(The upper bound on «N€ as a function of m, and the
cutoff scale of the theory can be found in Ref. [12].) We
also show the SM prediction with my =1 TeV in Fig. 12
for comparison. The difference between the curves (e)
and (a) in Fig. 12 is due to the contribution from the 1-
TeV Higgs-boson-exchange diagram in the SM. Again,

1.0 : — T —
05 — X LAG ]
< o0 F
= L
g L ]
A -05 — —
4 r ]
o N ]
1.0 —
[
[ ]
¥ 1
,15; (8) Aj‘
20 - R U U R 1
o 50 100 150

0, (in degrees)

FIG. 12. P;sina as a function of the top-quark polar angle 6,
in the center-of-mass frame of 7 for (a) kN¢=0, (b) kN°=1, (c)
«kN¢=—1, and (d) kN°=—0.2 in the theory with dynamical
symmetry breaking, and (e) in the SM with m; =1 TeV. We
take m, =200 GeV and V'S =1 TeV.
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we see that the SM Higgs-boson contribution to the
transverse polarization P sina is small. For complete-
ness, we also show in Fig. 13 the leading contributions to
the degree of the longitudinal polarization P and the de-
gree of the other transverse polarization P cosa of the
top quark produced via the process (1.1). In Fig. 13 only
the Born process is considered. The coupling of A-¢-f is
standard, and the coupling of Z°¢-7 contains both the
standard and nonstandard pieces. We find that both P,
and P cosa are sensitive to k. To explore this point,
we show in Fig. 14 the distributions of P and P cosa as
a function of «NC for a fixed 6, in the center-of-mass
frame of 7. We therefore conclude that a TeV e “e ™ col-
lider will be extremely useful to test the coupling of
ZOt-F. 6, distribution of the top quark at tree level for
various k€ in the center-of-mass frame of ¢7 is shown in
Fig. 15. The Born cross section of the process (1.1) in
this theory for a 200-GeV top quark is 0.17 pb for
KN_C=0, 0.40 pb for kNC=1, and 0.24 pb for kNC=—1 at
V'S =1 TeV. The cross section for KNC=0 in this theory
is the same as that predicted by the SM. Similarly, the

100 T T T T T T T " L R
KPC=—1 k=1
L (a) 1
50 — —
= L ]
e - -
V
= O [ 1
o~ L |
i R ]
L ]
100 e M S R
100 T T T 7 T T A T
- (b) K™°=1 ]
50 — —
A i 1
BR b 4
&}
y ]
g r 4
3] 0 N ]
- -
Q_‘ )'
)— 4
=50 — 2
PP N R R B
0 50 100 150

6, (in degrees)

FIG. 13. (a) F|; and (b) P cosa distributions of the top quark
produced via e "e* —¢Fin the : theory with dynamical symmetry
breaking for various «~€ at V'S =1 TeV. m, is taken to be 200
GeV.
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FIG. 14. (a) Psinca and (b) P and P cosa distributions as a
function of «N€ for a fixed 6, in the center-of-mass frame of t7.
V'S =1TeV and m, =200 GeV.
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FIG. 15. 6, distribution of the top quark at tree level in the
center-of-mass frame of ¢ for various kKN¢ with m, =200 GeV
and V'S =1 TeV.
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coupling of W-t-b can be studied via the tree-level
photon-W fusion process [1]

e et >yW-—e V,th or e v, . (5.11)

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

As discussed in Ref. [1], measuring the polarization of
the top quark produced via process (1.1) provides a
method to test the gauge coupling V-t-f. The coupling of
W-t-b can be tested by the polarization of the W boson
from the decay of the top quark or by studying the
photon-W fusion process (5.11). The strategies of
measuring the polarization of ¢ and W were discussed in
our previous work [1]. Here we showed the degree of po-
larization of the top quark predicted by the QCD, the
standard model electroweak theory, and an electroweak
theory with dynamical symmetry breaking [5]. For the
transverse polarization P sina of the top quark, we con-
sidered the radiative corrections of O(a,) for QCD,
O(m?/v?) for SM, and O(m?2/v?,(m?2/v?)kNC) for the
chiral Lagrangian. The calculation of obtaining the elec-
troweak corrections was simplified by applying the
equivalence theorem. As for the longitudinal polariza-
tion P and the other transverse polarization P cosa of
the top quark, we considered the Born process to calcu-
late the leading contributions in various theories.

We found that at the NLC the contribution to the
transverse polarization of the top quark arising from a
loop due to the electroweak exchange rather than the
gluon exchange is less than the QCD contribution for m,
of about 140 GeV. This includes Higgs-boson exchange,
whose effect in magnitude is less than 1%. We also ex-
amined the polarization of the top quark arising from an
electroweak theory [5] with dynamical symmetry break-
ing and conclude that the polarization of the top quark is
sensitive to «NC, which is used to parametrize the
nonuniversal gauge coupling of Z%¢-7. In this work we
used the result given in Ref. [5] and assumed that only
the vector part of the Z%¢- vertex has nonstandard con-
tributions.

In addition to the polarization of the top quark, we
also pointed out the importance of testing the CP proper-
ty of a theory in Ref. [1]. The strategies of testing the CP
prediction of a theory were also discussed in that refer-
ence. QCD is a CP-invariant theory. The CP-violation
effects in the standard model that arise from the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa mixing angles are small.
The electroweak theory with dynamical symmetry break-
ing considered in this paper can in principle have large
CP-violation effects arising from the complex matrices
(KE,CR );j» which parametrize the nonuniversal gauge cou-
pling of W-t-b. The subscripts i and j are the family in-
dices. If Im(D) does not vanish when considering a
theory with nonzero complex (KESg );;» then the degree of
transverse polarization of the top antiquark will be
different in magnitude from that of the top quark pro-
duced via (1.1), and the theory is CP violating. In this pa-
per we follow the assumption made in Ref. [12] and only
consider a CP-invariant theory. It is interesting to know

what the current experimental bounds on these nonstand-
ard couplings (KE,CR );; are, and what the prediction of this
theory is in the CP-violation effects to appear in the top-
quark physics either at e "e* or hadron colliders. We
shall leave this for a future study [13].

CP-violation effects from other kinds of interactions,
e.g., a two-Higgs-doublet model, are currently studied by
Peskin and Schmidt [14].
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APPENDIX: VALIDITY
OF THE EQUIVALENCE THEOREM

We give an example to demonstrate that the validity of
the equivalence theorem does not require sinf, to be
zero, where 0, is the weak mixing angle.

Let us consider the scattering process

eret W W/, (A1)
at the tree level. e denotes a right-handed e , W, a
longitudinal W~ . The helicity amplitude for this process
is
16 sin’0,
w= 2
v

L1

5 (3E’K —EK*)siné ,
S—M2 S

(A2)

where S =4E?, K =(E>—M},)"?, and 6 is the angle be-
tween W~ and e~ in the center-of-mass frame of e e *.
The helicity amplitude of the equivalent process

erel > ", (A3)
in the high-energy limit E > M, is
4= 16 sin’0 1 1 1
¢ v? 2cos?0y | S—MZ S
X (EKM?3,)sing . (A4)
In the high-energy limit £ > M,
M3 M}
— L lh+ 22 k=E1-Y (A5)
S—M% S S 2E

Using the tree-level relation between the Z° and W'
masses,

My gv

2 cosby  2cosby

(A6)
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we obtain in the limit of E > My, , M.
26in0 Hence we have shown that in the high-energy limit the
Ayg=(—iPAy= —i———uisine , (A7) leading contributions of (A1) and (A3) are the same for
2cos’0y, all sinf,.
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