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QCD corrections to flavor changing neutral coupling mediated rare top quark decays
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Recently we have presented an analysis of flavor changing neutral coupling mediated radiative top
quark decays at next-to-leading order in QCD. In the present paper we provide the details of the
calculation of QCD corrections to t — gy and t — gZ decays within the effective theory approach
including operator mixing. In particular, we calculate virtual matrix element corrections and the
corresponding bremsstrahlung contributions. In the case of t — gy we study the effects of kinematic
cuts on the extracted branching ratios. Analytical formulas are given at all stages of the calculation. We
find that the t — ¢y decay can be used to probe also the effective operators mediating t — gg processes,
since these can naturally contribute 10% or more to the radiative decay, given typical experimental cuts on
the decay kinematics at hadron colliders. Conversely, we argue that any positive experimental signal of the

t — gg process would indicate a natural lower bound on r — ¢y decay rate.
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L. INTRODUCTION

The standard model (SM) predicts highly suppressed
flavor changing neutral current (FCNC) processes of the
top quark (t—¢qV, V=12, v, g, ¢ = ¢, u) while new
physics beyond the SM (NP) in many cases lifts this
suppression (for a recent review cf. [1]). It has been pointed
out recently that top quark FCNC phenomenology is cru-
cial in constraining a wide class of NP scenarios, where
new flavor structures are present but can be aligned
with the SM Yukawa potentials in the down sector [2-5].
Top quark FCNCs can be probed both in production and
in decays. Presently the most stringent bound on the
Br(t — gZ) comes from a search performed by the CDF
Collaboration Br(t — gZ) <3.7% at 95% C.L. [6]. The
photonic decay is presently mostly constrained by the
ZEUS Collaboration Br(r — gvy) <0.59% at 95% C.L.
[7]. On the other hand the most stringent present limit on
Br(r — gg) comes from the single top production total
cross-section measurement of CDF and yields Br(zr —
ug) <0.039% and Br(t — cg) < 0.57% at 95% C.L. [8].
The LHC will be producing about 80 000 ¢f events per day
at the luminosity L = 10** cm™2s~! and will be able to
access rare top decay branching ratios at the 1073 level
with 10 b~ [9].

Recently [10,11] the t — ¢V decays mediated by effec-
tive FCNC couplings have been investigated at next-
to-leading order (NLO) in QCD. In [11] it was found that
t — gg receives almost 20% enhancement while correc-
tions to the t — c7, Z branching ratios are much smaller.
Contributions of additional operators in ¢t — ¢gZ and the
effects of operator mixing induced by QCD corrections
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have been identified in [10]. In the case of t — gy decay, in
particular, the QCD corrections generate a nontrivial pho-
ton spectrum and the correct process under study is ac-
tually ¢t — gvyg. Experimental signal selection for this
mode is usually based on kinematical cuts, significantly
affecting the extracted bounds on the effective FCNC
couplings. The main implications of this observation
were presented in [10], while the details of the underlying
calculation and full analytic results are the subject of the
present paper.

This paper is structured as follows. We begin by giving
the set of FCNC operators considered and explain our
notation. Next we conduct a full study of QCD corrections
to t — gZ, y decays. Contributions from gluonic dipole
operators are also taken into account. We present results for
the virtual matrix element corrections as well as the cor-
responding bremsstrahlung rates. In the r — g7y channel
we also study the relevance of kinematical cuts on the
photon energy and the angle between the photon and the
jet stemming from the final state quark. We present our
results in analytical form and also give numerical values to
estimate the significance of NLO contributions.

II. FRAMEWORK

In writing the effective top FCNC Lagrangian we
rely on the notation of Ref. [1,12]. Hermitian conjugate
and chirality flipped operators are implicitly contained in
the Lagrangian and contributing to the relevant decay
modes

2

v v
Loy = Pa%@% + P[b%R@%R +biRO1p + bgLR(oiR]
+ (L < R) + H.c. (D

To explain the notation, operators considered are
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OFfr=28zZ,arrY"1LR)

Ofrre = 82ZuldLrRo* tr L], @
Ol rre = €A ldrro* 1r 1],
Of prr = 856G a1, R0" Tyt ]

where qrL = (1 * 75)q/2’ Opv = i[‘)/;u 71/]/2’ and 8z =
2e/ sin26y,. Here 6y, stands for the Weinberg angle, while

4ma and g, = \/47a,. Furthermore V(A, Z),, =
a,V,—9,V, and G4, =0,G% — 9,G% + gfup.GLGS

where and 7% and f ;. are the SU(3) color group gener-
ators and structure constants, respectively. Finally v =
246 GeV is the electroweak condensate and A is the
effective scale of NP. In the remainder of the paper, since
there is no mixing between chirality flipped operators
we shorten the notation, setting a and b to stand for a;,
big or ag, bgy.

Note that in principle, additional four-fermion opera-
tors might be induced at the high scale which will also
give contributions to t — gV processes, however these are
necessarily «, suppressed. On the other hand, such con-
tributions can be more directly constrained via e.g. single
top production measurements and we neglect their effects
in the present study. We also assume the effective a, b
couplings are defined near the top quark mass scale at
which we evaluate virtual matrix element corrections and
a,. A translation to a higher scale matching is governed
by the anomalous dimensions of the effective operators
and can be performed consistently using renormalization
group equation methods. The procedure and its implica-
tions have been discussed in Ref. [10] and we do not
repeat them here. In our calculation we neglect the
mass of the final state (c, u) quark and regulate UV as
well as IR divergences by working in d=4+¢€
dimensions.

III. t — gZ DECAY

The total t — ¢Z decay width, mediated by operators in
the Lagrangian (1) and including leading QCD corrections
can be written in the following form:

FIG. 1 (color online).
can be emitted.
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I? = |a?|? A4FZ + I [2Re{az*bg}r
2m2
+ 2Re{p**a?}I'%, — 2 Im{a” A
X [|6ZIPTE + |b8|°T% + 2Re{b2*bg}l“fg
— 2Im{p7*be}17, 1. 3)

It includes tree level contributions, one loop virtual
corrections, and gluon bremsstrahlung processes (actually
t — gZg) which we will analyze separately in the follow-
ing two subsections. In the end of the section we present
numerical results of the combined effects.

A. Tree level expressions

At the tree level we only have I'Z, T'Z and I'4, contribu-
tions, which we write in 4 + € dimensions as
FZ(O) = hm

_ 2 _ €_~
m (1= 1)) r(1 + )(1 s
X(1+ Q2+ €e)ry),
Z(0) _ _ 2
Iy hm 1 gz(l rz) F(l + 2)
X (1 —ry)2Q2 + €+ ry),
21— rZ)2F<1 + g)u — )G+ e,

“4)

m
FZ(O) — 1~ 1
ab El—I% 167

where r, = m%/m?.

B. Virtual corrections

At the one loop level, t — ¢gZ, y decay rates receive
contributions from Feynman diagrams in Fig. 1. Besides
the one loop gluon corrections to the Z, v FCNC operator
matrix elements, we also include contributions from the
gluonic FCNC dipole operators. The later first appear at
O(a,) with the emission of the Z, vy proceeding through
SM couplings. On the other hand, one particle reducible
diagrams with gluon corrections attached to the external
legs are not presented in Fig. 1. They are taken into account
by proper quark field renormalization g — JZ_q q. Since the
final state light quark is considered to be massless, the

Olr nL Olr nL
Z v Z vy

One loop virtual corrections to t — cZ, vy decay. Crosses mark additional points from which the Z, y boson

073016-2



QCD CORRECTIONS TO FLAVOR CHANGING NEUTRAL ...

corresponding field renormalization differs from the one of
the initial top quark. Using the on-shell renormalization
conditions we get

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 073016 (2010)

2
At—»qZ - [A2 (1 + 4—CFFZ) + PbZ_CFF

-5 /m 2 4 + pbé = CrFy, :|<(9LR>
el 2
)¢ €Uy €R a v
5 —bz(l +=C FZ) —C FZ,
a, T =9 (mNT 2 2 ©) [A2 am TT0) TN 4T
2y =1+ ot () L~ )
W ER + b8 SR ]<@LR o). ©)
where u is the renormalization scale parameter and
Cp = 4/3. The resulting t — gZ decay amplitude includ-
ing one loop virtual effects can be written in terms of six
form factors The form factors are
4 5—4log(l —
FZ = CE[— S+ ogl = r7) _ 2Dog2(1 — r,) + 3log(l — ry) — 2Liy(ry) — 6], (7a)
€iR €IR
4 5 — 4log(l —
F? = ce[— S+ 8L =r7) L 2 log2(1 — ry) + 4log(l — ry) — 2Lis(ry) — 6] + 687, (7b)
€IR €IR EUV
th = —4m, IOg(l - rZ), (7¢)
1 1
FZ = —— —log(l —
ba 27’2 Og( ) (7d)
rz(4 —r)(1 + ry) 2r (4 —ry) 1 —7r, + 3r2 2r,
FZ — D+ a+ (0 —a Z z 1 H], 8
ag mt[v a (U a)[l (1 _ rZ)3 fl (l —r )4 f2 (1 _ rz)2 1 _ rZ Ong ( a)
2 , 7/2—4r, +2r2 (14 r,)2+ ry)
FZ=CE|:2A—+A+A —2+A—AH— 1 — i — Z—
bg v GUV (U a)(.fl ) (U a) 1 _ rZ Og(rz) 17T (1 _ rz)2 2(1 _ rZ)3 fl
2+ ry
+ﬁfzu]+5”g (8b)

We have defined auxiliary functions f; and f, for shorter
notation
ry )
4 —r 7 ’

4 —
fo= —2Liy(r; — 1) + 2arctan< rz)
3 - ry ry

fi=2

rz
arctan
rz

X arctan - ‘- rZ) + 2R6{le (1 —rz)?
Iz rz
(0 ‘EZ 2 (5)
- Li2(1 _2 20—, —iy4 - rz)rz))}. 9)

FZ and F7 include the quark field renormalization. To get
rid of all the UV divergences, operator renormalization is
necessary. This leads to the appearance of counterterms
87 and &7, which are renormalized in the appropriate

matching condition in the UV. The two operator renormal-
ization counterterms are evaluated in the MS scheme

a, 2
Zi=1+_—=Cpé%, 52=—<—+ — log(4 )
b 4 " FOb b oy y — log(4m)

(10)
7 _ ) 7z
Zbg =1 +ETCF6W
(11)

z
Spg

2
—2v(— +y - 10g(477)).
€uv

On the other hand, C, = (m,/u)<T(1 — €/2)/(4m)/? is
an IR renormalization factor multiplying divergent form
factors. Finally, SM Z boson couplings to fermions are
defined as © = T3 — 2sinfy Q and a = T5, where for the
up-type quarks 753 = 1/2 and Q = 2/3. They appear only
in form factors generated by the gluonic dipole operator.

We were able to cross-check our expressions for form
factors with those found in the literature. Namely, Eqs. (7)
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agree with the corresponding expressions given in
Ref. [13] for the B — X,I*1~ decay mediated by a virtual
photon after taking into account that the dipole operator in
[13] includes a mass parameter which necessitates addi-
tional mass renormalization. To some extent we were also
able to cross-check the gluon operator induced form factors
(8). Namely, we find numerical agreement of the form
factor vector component (i.e. setting @ = 0) with the cor-
responding expressions given in Ref. [ 14]. The cross-check

J
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is of course only possible in the vector part, since the SM
photon coupling appearing in [14] has no axial component.

After UV renormalization we are still left with IR di-
vergences. These will be canceled at the level of the decay
width by the IR divergences associated with the brems-
strahlung process ¢t — gZg. In order to demonstrate this
cancellation explicitly, we write down the contribution
of the tree level and virtual corrections to decay widths
defined in Eq. (3). The IR divergent parts are

' g —16log(l —ry) +55-+6 2(5+8
[Zvitt — P20 § 4 ﬁcF” - 4 2R z — 16log*(1 — ry) + (7@ log(1 — ry)
p N €R 1+ 2r,
w26+ Try)
L =2 Y ALq 12
3 1+2r, 12“2)H ] e
. §  —l6log(l —ry) — 52—+ 10 2(4 +9ry)
[Zvit FZ(O)I:I + Y - CFH - + . 2ty — 16log?*(1 — ry) + Trz log(1 — rz)
€R IR Z
7T2 m% 2(7 + 67’2) .
— 3 + 210g<P) - Trz - 4L12(”z)” ], (12b)
, : 8§  —16log(l —ry +% 22-15
I‘Z’b‘”" = Fgl(JO)I:l + 4chH N + Og(e_ 7) 3 — 16log%(1 — ry) — % log(1 — 1)
IR IR 'z
m 26
“3 3 4L12(rz)ﬂ] (12¢)
Remaining contributions are induced by the gluonic operator and are IR finite
. m? 2f
vir Z(0 2
Ff t Fa](7 )47C [2U 10g< ) + (U - 61)[ lOg(}"Z) + (l—rz)z:l
2—r,)+0(1 -2 G 1 14
—f1 a2 —ry) + o( rz) ﬁ<4 n ) _ _U] (13a)
1 — rz 3 ry 3
2 4f
[Zvirt — I—‘Z(O)ﬁc [2 1 (m ) + — [ 1 + 2 ]
bg b 4 viog (0 -2 2+r 0g(rz) (1- rz)2(2 +ry)
+f1&(4+rz—rz)—v(3+"z)’”z_ All +4ry 4 6 ] (13b)
(1_rz)(2+r2) 2+rZ 2+I'Z
f*i,gvirt Fizob) et S CF( N a)( 77-), (13C)
[Zvirt — I"(O) s CF(U — a)(—m). (13d)

C. Bremsstrahlung contributions

The relevant Feynman diagrams contributing to t — ggZ, -y bremsstrahlung processes are given in Fig. 2. At the level of
the decay width these diagrams give contributions of the same order in «; as the one loop virtual corrections presented in

Z v
OLR rL

9
OLR RL

Y

FIG. 2 (color online).
gluon or Z, vy boson can be emitted.

Y
Y
Y

Z v

Feynman diagrams for r — cgZ, y bremsstrahlung process. Crosses mark additional points from which the
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the last subsection. Soft and collinear IR divergences emerge in the phase-space integration. Below we give
analytical formulas for the bremsstrahlung contributions to the decay widths in Eq. (3). There are three IR divergent

contributions

g8 16log(l —ry) —55-—6
[Zbrems — pZ0) &CFI:T + £ Z 1 + 16log*(1 — r,) — 4log(rz)log(1 — ry)
dar GIR €R
5+ 6r, 41 = rz = 2r)ry , T+ry ]
—4 log(1 — — I — — 4L + + 10|, 14
152, 08l =7~ )2 (1 + 2ry) oglr) = m L) Y T AT 2y (142)
8 1610g(1—r )+ 55~ —10
[Zbrems — FZ(O) —CF[ 5 2Rir z + 16log*(1 — r,) — 4log(r,) log(1 — ry)
dar GIR €R
6+ 5r, 42 = 2r; — ri)ry . 4 —8ry, 43]
—4 log(1 — ry) — I — 7 —ALiy(ry) — ——— 2+ 2| (14b
2ir, T T TR, sl T — ALk ) — e (140)
8 1610 1- —z 44
pZbrems — 20 L5 o CF[ o) =%, 16log?(1 — r) — 4log(rz) log(1 — rz) — — log(1 — r,)
€ir €IR 3
4(3 - 27'2)}’2 . 47
e 20 — = 4Liy(ry) — 4+ 1. 14
30— r,? og(ry) — ir(rz) 30-r,) 3 ] (14¢)

Summing these decay widths with the one loop virtually corrected t — gZ rates into I'%

X = a, b, ab, we obtain combined IR finite expressions

1_, FZ(())[] + =5 CF[ 4]0g(1 - rz) 10g(1’z) -2

5+4rZ
1+2VZ

log(1 — rz) —

__ TZvirt Z,brems
=Iy™ +TIy for

4r,(1 + r,)(1 — 2r,)

(1 — )21 + 2ry) log(rz) =

5+9r, —6r2 . 47?
— 8L -——1 15
G v oyt~ ] 152
2
20 a m 28 + ry)

Ff = Fb [1 + ECFI:210g(M—;) - 410g(1 - rz) log(rz) - ﬁ lo (1 - Vz)

4r (2 —2r; — 1r2) 16 — 11r, — 1712 4772]]
- 1 8L +8——1) 15b
(0 — 1P & 1y ‘082 8Ll = 352 3 (150
2

0 o m 2(2 + 7}’2) 472(3 - 21’2)

ng = FZ£ )[1 + EC,:[IOg(;;) - 410g(1 - rz) log(rz) - T log(l - rz) - W log(rz)
5 - 9I‘Z 477'
—_— L . 1
30 =y 48l m ]] (15¢)

Again we were able to cross-check our results (15) with the
corresponding calculation done for a virtual photon con-
tributing to the B — X,I71~ spectrum [15]. After taking
into account the different dipole operator renormalization
condition in [15] (including mass renormalization) we find
complete agreement with their results. ['Z was also cross-
checked with the corresponding calculation of the t — Wb
decay width at NLO in QCD [16]. Finally, we have com-
pared our I'} expression with the results given by Zhang

etal. in Ref. [11]. In the limit r, — O our results agree with
those given in [11], but we find disagreement in the r,
dependence. After our first publication of these results in
[10], we were made aware of a new paper in preparation by
the same authors, which has now been published [17]
and therein a corrected result for I'; is given that coincides
with ours.

The remaining bremsstrahlung contributions are in-
duced by the gluon dipole operator and are IR finite
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[z rems _ %j‘ CF[2U[| (3= 4ry + 12) + log(r)(1 = rz — 12) — Lis(1 = 1)

+ rz\/m<arctan(\/z ) + arctan(\/%»

+ 2Re{Li2<%(l )@=y~ lm)}ﬂ + 2&“%(3 —8ry+512) + % log(r,)(—=2 — Try + 212)

FLiy(1 = rp) + (3 — rz)m(amtan( 41—2) + arctan(\/éz_i___az_);g))

- 2Re{Li2<%(1 —r)2=rs— 1@)}" ] (162)
g = r;;o()z e ) CF[2v [| (0= (=25 + 2r, = )~ drlog(r)(1 + )

a1 - rz)m<arctan( \/Z ) + arctan<J(;Z_7__7%E)) —ALiy(1— 1)

+ 8Re{Li2<%(1 S J— lm)}ﬂ +24 H9 — )2+ Try) + rylog(ry)® + 5ry)

+ALL(1 = rp) + 22— rz)m(arctan< \/: ) + arctan(%))

- 8Re{Li2<%(l Y J— dm)}]] ] (16b)

M=z r;;()()z ) j; [ [[(1 rz)(77 = rz = 4r3) + 31og(rz)(10 — 4rz = 9r3)

+6

ry rz rz — 2
(20 + 107, — 3r%)(arctan< ) + arctan(—)) + 12log?(r,)
s V=) T
R i 21—
+48 Re{Liz(E + % rz) - L12<%Z + %,/(4 — rZ)rZ)H] += H( "2 (1 —70r, + 382 — 5r3)

rz rz
ry — 2
+ 3log(ry)(2 + 46r; — 9r% + 4log(ry)) — 6(20 — 3r )4/ (4 — r)r (arctan( ) + arctan<7))
z z 4 z 7% z)7z i, Ja=rr,
A I U L (rz 1 A A
+48 Re{le(5 +5 - Z) - L12<72 + 5\/(4 - rZ)rZ)H] +ad H — 7+ 22r; — 1512 — log(ry)

X (6 —5r% + 4log(rz)) +2(2 + rz)m(arctan(ﬁ) + arctan< (;Z - 2) ))
Jad—=r)r,
- 16Re{L12(; ; 4o rz) - L12<r—22 + %m)}ﬂ ] (16¢)

Numerical agreement was found when comparing the vector parts of our results given in Eq. (16) with the corresponding
results of Ref. [15].
D. Numerical analysis

In this section we present some numerical values to estimate the significance of QCD corrections. In particular we
parametrize the decay width given in Eq. (3) as
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2,2
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3
_ m 2 as v mt 2 ax v mt £ ax
I'= —gz{A4 la?| [Xa + ETCFyaiI A |67 [Xb + ETCFyb] + TZRe{bZ az}[xab + ECFYabiI
2,2 3
+ |b8|? Y m' Z’}; Cry, + UA4 [2 Re{az*bg}—CFyag - 2Im{aZ*bg}—CFyag:|

U2m2
+ ’[ZRe{bZ*bg} Crypg = 2Im{b? b} & cpybé]}

Here x; stand for the tree level contributions, while y;, ¥;
denote the corresponding QCD corrections. Numerical
values of the coefficients are given in Table I. We see
that corrections due to the gluon dipole operator are an
order of magnitude smaller (except y,, which is even more
suppressed) than corrections to the Z operators themselves
and have opposite sign.

Next we investigate the relative change of the decay
rates and branching ratios when going from the leading
order to next-to-leading order in QCD, where the branch-
ing ratio for the top quark is defined to be normalized
to its main decay channel Br(t — ¢Z, y) = I'(t — qZ, y)/
I'(t — bW). The results are presented in Table II.
We see that the change in the decay width is of the order
10%. There is a severe cancellation between the QCD
corrections to I'(r — ¢Z) and the main decay channel
I'(t — bW). This cancellation causes the change of the
branching ratio to be only at the per-mile level when b8
is set to zero. In the case when only operators O , are
considered this cancellation is anticipated since the NLO
correction to I'Z is of the same form as the correction to the
rate of the main decay channel. If we treat b quarks as
massless, exact cancellation is avoided only due to the
difference in the masses of Z and W bosons. It is more
surprising that similar cancellation is obtained also when
only the dipole Z operator is considered. However, setting

TABLE I. Numerical values of coefficient functions at the
renormalization scale equal to the top quark mass corres-
ponding to the inputs m, = 172.3 GeV, mz = 91.2 GeV,
sin?6y, = 0.231.

x;, = 2.36 x, = 1.44 X, = 1.55
v, =—17.90 y,=—-10.68 y,, =—1052 y, =0.0103
be = 3.41 Yag = 2.80 Ve = 2.29 Fag = 1.50
TABLE II.

(17)

b8 = a” or b® = b?, the impact of QCD corrections is
increased by an order of magnitude and reaches a few
percent.

IV. ¢t — qy DECAY

Compared to Eq. (3), the expression for the total t — gy
decay width gets simplified, since due to gauge invariance
we only need to consider dipole operators

vim?

[7 = —L[IbYPT] + [b81°T + 2Re{b*b8}T},

— 2Im{p"*be}I] ] (18)

We follow a similar pattern of analysis as in the Z case,
with the added complication that the bremsstrahlung con-
tributions have to be treated in greater detail since the
nontrivial photon spectrum has important implications
for the experimental detection of this decay channel.
We start with the tree level contribution, which we write
in 4 + € dimensions as

0 _ 1 € €
70 = lﬂm,a(l + 5)r(1 - 5). (19)

A. Virtual corrections

Feynman diagrams for virtual corrections to the t — gy
decay rate are presented in Fig. 1. Quark field renormal-
ization remains the same as in ¢ — ¢gZ decays given in
Eq. (5). The decay amplitude including tree level and one
loop virtual corrections can be written in terms of two form
factors

v ag g
At—>q’y = F[b’y(l + ECFFZ) + ngCFFZg]
X <@ZR,RL>’

which read

(20)

Numerical values of IT™'O/T0 and BrN'O(r — ¢Z)/Bt'O(t — ¢Z) for certain

values and relations between Wilson coefficients. Results are obtained using analytical formulas
given above setting u = m,. Main decay channel decay width at NLO in QCD is given in
Ref. [16]. Additional SM inputs used are my = 80.4 GeV and o, = 0.107.

b? =b8 =0 a? =b% =0 a? = b%, b8 =0 b? =0, a? = b8

FNLO /FLO
B0 /B0

0.92 091
1.001 0.999

a” =0, b% = b
0.92 0.95 0.94
1.003 1.032 1.022
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4 5 2
FZ=CE[—T+—+——6:|+SZ, 21
€lR €IR €uv

8 2
Y — _ 2 _n Y
Fy, = ch[fuv 11+ §7T 2771] + Bbg. 22)

Operator renormalization counterterms induced by the UV
matching procedure in the MS scheme read

2

Z) = 1+220,8)

2
27 CFobe 8], = —4Q<—+ v - 10g(47r)).

€uv
(23)

Finally, tree level and one loop virtual correction contri-
butions to the t — gy decay width are

- 2
I—.Z,vlrt _ FZ(O)[l + &CFI:—i + i -7 1
4 € €R 3

(24a)

2
w23}
)7
Vit 0) X 2772 m2
ryt =1y ECFQI:—II +T+4log<ﬂ—’2 , (24b)

Ty, Vir Qg
Iy = FZ(O)ECFQ[—ZW:L (24c)

As in the t — gZ case we are left with IR divergences
which have to be canceled by the corresponding brems-
strahlung contributions.

B. Bremsstrahlung corrections

The t — g7yg decay process involves three (one almost)
massless particles in the final state. Virtual matrix element
corrections contribute only at the soft gluon end point
(E, = 0) and result in nonvanishing b”b¢ interference
contributions. They involve IR divergences which are in
turn canceled by the real gluon emission contributions.
These also produce nonvanishing |b4|? contributions, and
create a nontrivial photon spectrum involving both soft and
collinear divergences. The latter appear whenever a photon
or a gluon is emitted collinear to the light quark jet. An
analogous situation is encountered in the B — X,y decay
measured at the B-factories. However, there the photon
energy in the B meson frame can be reconstructed and a
hard cut (E$") on it removes the soft photon divergence.
The cut also ensures that the B — X g process contributing
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at the end-point E,, = 0 is suppressed. On the other hand,
in present calculations the collinear divergences are simply
regulated by a nonzero strange quark mass, resulting in a
moderate log(m,/m,;) contribution to the rate. The situ-
ation at the Tevatron and the LHC is considerably different.
The initial top quark boost is not known and the recon-
struction of the decay is based on triggering on isolated
hard photons with a very loose cut on the photon energy
(a typical value being £, > 10 GeV in the lab frame [18]).
Isolation criteria are usually specified in terms of a jet veto

cone AR = {/An?> + A¢? where Ay is the difference in
pseudorapidity and A¢ the difference in azimuthal angle
between the photon and nearest charged track. Typical
values are AR > (0.2-0.4) [19]. We model the nontrivial
cut in the top quark frame with a cut on the projection of
the photon direction onto the direction of any of the two
jets (6r; =1—p, - p;/E,E;), where j = g and ¢ labels
the gluon and charm jet, respectively. The effects of the
different cuts on the decay Dalitz plot are shown in Fig. 3.
Since at this order there are no photon collinear divergen-
ces associated with the gluon jet, the or, cut around the
gluon jet has a numerically negligible effect on the rate. On
the other hand the corresponding cut on the charm jet-
photon separation does not completely remove the diver-
gences in the spectrum. However, they become integrable.
The combined effect is that the contribution due to the
gluonic dipole operator can be enhanced compared to
the case of B — X,vy. Below we give the full analytical
formulas for the t — g7yg decay rate including the effects
of kinematical cuts. For the purpose of shorter notation we
define & = 6r, and y = 2E5"/m,,

10F
0.8}

0.6

1-2E,/m,

0.4

02},

1-2E, m,

FIG. 3 (color online). The t — gyg Dalitz plot. Contours of
constant photon and gluon infrared and collinear divergent
contributions are drawn in red (dot-dashed) and blue (dashed)
lines, respectively. The collinear divergences appear at the
horizontal and vertical boundaries of the phase-space, while
the IR divergences sit in the top and right corners. The cuts on
the photon energy correspond to vertical lines, the cuts on the
gluonic jet energy to horizontal lines. Solid green lines corre-
spond to cuts on the jet veto cone around the photon.
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It is easy to verify the cancellatlon of IR divergences upon
summation of I'""™ and I'"™™ given in Eq. (24a) and
(25a), respectlvely

C. Numerical analysis

In Fig. 4 we show the 5% induced correction to the tree
level Br(t — gqv) for representative ranges of 6r and E$".
We observe, that the contribution of b4 can be of the order
of 10-15% of the total measured rate, depending on the
relative sizes and phases of OFy ., and on the particular
experimental cuts employed. Consequently, a bound on
Br(t — g7y) can, depending on the experimental cuts,
probe both b%7 couplings. In order to illustrate our point,
we plot the ratio of radiative rates I'(r — gy)/I'(t — qg),
both computed at NLO in QCD versus the ratio of the
relevant effective FCNC dipole couplings |b”/b¢| in Fig. 5.
We show the correlation for two representative choices of
experimental kinematic cuts for the t — gy decay. The
vertical spread of the bands is due to the variation of the
relative phase between bY and b8 couplings. We also dis-
play the two interesting limits where the »Y b interference
is maximal positive (zero relative phase) and negative
(relative phase 7). We see that apart from the narrow
region around |b” /b%| ~ 0.2, where the two contributions
may be fine-tuned and conspire to diminish the total
t — cvy rate, the two radiative rates are well correlated.
In particular, depending on the kinematical cuts employed,

V2/%—1 - X =
(25a)
2772 2—-332—-39)
+__—4a—wm(——7——77)
3 S (T PR
2% 4 2- %
X V-T2 —45+4)1
e ) @A)
(25b)
3
—5\ 2 2%
K) FSR-RDE -2 +65— 8)10g< i)
2—-%9) & 2—Xxy
(25¢)

there is a natural lower bound on ratio of decay rates, valid
outside of the fine-tuned region. Finally, for | /b¢| > 0.6
the correlation becomes practically insensitive to the par-
ticular experimental cuts employed and also the unknown
relative phase between b” and b8 couplings.

Ey" GeV

FIG. 4 (color online). Relative size of «, corrections to the
Br(t— qv) at representative ranges of &r, = 6r and ES".
Contours of constant correction values are plotted for b% = 0
(gray, dotted lines), b8 = bY (red, solid lines), and b8 = —bY
(blue, dashed lines).
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FIG. 5 (color online). The ratio of radiative rates I'(t — gy)/
I'(r — qg) versus the absolute ratio of the relevant effective
FCNC couplings |b” /b8|. Two representative choices of experi-
mental kinematic cuts are shown. The shaded bands represent
the possible spread due to the unknown relative phase between
b and b® couplings, while the lines correspond to maximal
positive (solid, dotted) and negative (dashed, dot-dashed) inter-
ference b¥bs. See text for details.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, QCD corrections to FCNC coupling medi-
ated rare top decays can induce sizable mixing of the
relevant operators, both through their renormalization
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scale running [10] as well in the form of finite matrix
element corrections. These effects are found to be rela-
tively small for the t — ¢Z decay. On the other hand the
accurate interpretation of experimental bounds on radiative
top processes in terms of effective FCNC operators re-
quires the knowledge of the experimental cuts involved
and can be used to probe Of  , contributions indirectly.

Finally we note that additional information on the under-
lying NP contributions is provided by kinematical distri-
butions of t — ¢Z, y common final states such as charged
dileptons [20] as well as in the case of t — cg through
single top production cross section [21-23]. Combined,
these observables could facilitate the reconstruction of
prospective NP models in case a positive experimental
signal of FCNC top quark processes would emerge in the
future.
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