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Breaking news #1|

ra "QI — _ _
1 electron p_. = 41 GeV = CMS Experiment at LHC, CERN Er =44 GeV/c,p = 1.8
LSS i " _, | Data recorded: Sun Jul 18 17:44:17 2010 CEST
E WSS = B Gal o Run/Event: 140385 / 90009543
[ .t e \| Lumi section: 101
4 jets = 20 GeV /T |\ Orbit/Crossing: 26434904 / 101
=1 b-tagged jet -~ e p:= 61 GeV/c,n = -0.4, @ = I.1
. 4 b-tagged Jet
pe= 68 GeV/c, n = -1.7, @ = 2.2

e o

pt=73 GeV/c,n =-1.3, = -0.2

Electron p:= 41 GeV/c
n=0.4,¢@=-22

b-tagged Jet
pe= 109 GeV/c, n = -0.6, @ = -1.7
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Top Quark Physics at the LHC

Authors

¢ Fabio Maltoni (lecturer)

Lectures

Find the pdf of the 2 x 1h lectures:

e Lacture 1 : Introduction to the top quark
e Lacture 2 : Producing top at hadron coliiders

References

QCD and Colider Physics by Keith Elis, James Stiding, Bryan Webber (Cambridge Monographs, 1996). General introduction QCD. The section on top is an easy and efficient reading to leamn the basics.

Jop physics at the LHC, by Beneke et al. : A complete document, though a bit outdated, that covers many of the interestings studies that will be performed at the LHC. A very useful reference.

Top Physics at the LHC, by Wemer Bemreuther : A nice and up-todate overview on top physics at the LHC. It has also a complete reference list that can be used for further studies.

Top mass definition, by M. Smith and S.Willenbrock. This is an easy and very clear discussion that it will make you appreciate the subtleties associated to a meaningful definition of a mass of a quark.

Exercises

Decay

e Top width: Calkculate the width of the top quark.
* Radiation from heavy quarks: the dead cone in gt g~ — QQg

¢ W+ polarization in top decays.

Production

¢ top production : tt_ production and single top at Tevatron vs LHC.
e scalarvs farmion top cross sections at hadron coliders : Compare the production of scalar and fermion heavy color triplets in hadron collisions.
¢ Spin Comelations in top production?

Light material on the heaviest quark

¢ Movies
o |Interactive Flash version Note you may want to zoom in!
o Fast movie (.avi) of collision

o Guided movie {.mov) of collision
¢ Review
o Secrets of a heavyweight, by Kurt Riesselmann.
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Top Physics aims

T T ! ! | ' ' ' '
{1 —LEP1 and SLD
- ~ .5 - LEP2 and Tevatron (prel.)

l. Measure all properties (p..cision EW and QCD:
(mass, couplings, spin) to [Rare decays and anomalous

establish indirect evidence |couplings.Flavor Physics.
for SM and BSM physics. CP violation.

\_

[

. Use top as direct probe [M:ttH;tH
BSM: Z’ and W’ resonances;

of the EWSB sector and SUSY: tH* and t—sbH* or
BSM physics stop —t X.

-
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Top Physics aims | : precision EW

Indirect evidence for the existence of particles
not yet detected can be inferred from quantum e
corrections. At tree level mw=mz cos Ow, At one loop: | LEP2 and Tevatron (prel.)

(1+ Ar) 80.5 LEP1 and SLD
68% CL

\/_GF

2
Ja cos® Oy mj

Artop —
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Top Physics aims | : precision EWV and SUSY

Beyond the SM precision measurements
can be also very useful. For instance in
SUSY, the corrections to the Higgs

mass are given by:

In fact top effects can be really
important in theories like SUSY:
Large and negative |-loop corrections
can turn the Higgs mass parameters
negative and even trigger ESVVB.

7
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80.20 |

experimental errors 90% CL.:
LEP2/Tevatron (today)
Tevatron/LHC

- |LC/GigaZ

MSSM
both models

Heinemeyer, Hollik, Stockinger, Weber, Weiglein '08 7
'||||||||||||||||||||||'
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Exciting new
degrees
of freedom
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Top as a link to BSM

The top quark dramatically affects the stability of the Higgs mass.
Consider the SM as an effective field theory valid up to scale A:

W,Z

By
Mg = T go

872 el

Putting numbers, | have:

A 2
(200 GeV)? = m7yy + [—(2TeV)? + (700 GeV)? + (500 GeV)?
U 10TeV
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Top as a link to BSM

tree loops

mi? ~ (200 GeV)?

. :
top ¢ S

A 2
(200 GeV)? = mp + [—(2TeV)? + (700 GeV)” + (500 GeV)?] (1 OTeV>

Definition of naturalness: less than 90% cancellation:

At < 3TeV At < 9TeV At < 12TeV

One can actually prove that this case in model independent way, i.e. that the scale
associated with top mass generation is very close to that of EWSB =>
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Available solutions

There have been many different suggestions! Fortunately,
we can say that they group in |+3 large classes:

o . . 4
Denial: There is no problem.Naturalness is our

problem not Nature’s. Pro’s: we’ll find the Higgs.
Cons: that’s it.

Top is the only
natural quark

- J
4 )
Top parters, new
2. Weakly coupled model at the TeV scale: scalars/vectors

Introduce new particles to cancel SM “divergences”. possibly strongly
- coupled with top. )

( A
3. Strongly coupled model at the TeV scale: Uy ol et ine
states, colorons.

New strong dynamics enters at ~| TeV. Top is not

_ elementary

-

4. New space-time structure:
Introduce extra space dimensions to lower the
Planck scale cutoff to | TeV. g

KK-excitations

Cargese 2010



Top as a template

Both involve production of heavy colored states
decaying through a chain into jets, leptons and Fr.
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A lesson from the top
b

f How did it go!?

0.The only unknown was the top
mass!

|.The experimentally easiest
channel for triggering/
reconstruction/background-
control was chosen.

2. Mass reconstruction employed

3. Backgrounds estimated via
control samples with heavy
flavors and also via MC ratio’s.

4. Number of events consistent
with the cross section
expectation from QCD

Events/(10 GeV/c?)

160 200 240 280

Handful of events was enough!
Reconstructed Mass  (GeV/c?)
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A lesson from the top
b

Immediately confirmed in Run I,
also by the most inclusive
measurements, Ht

Other channels start to be
b considered as the statistics

CDF Preliminary (195 pb-1) increases to have a consistent

picture.

1.0———
Njet 2 4 fy I
Cleaner and cleaner samples

top more exclusive studies:

[ 0 Wjets
I other EW

| QCD . . | .W Polarization

2. BR’s ratio’s

3. Top Quark charge

4. Differential m¢ distribution
5. Search for new physics!!

200 300 400 500
HT (GeV)
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A lesson from the top
b

Summary:
|. More than|5-year long story

2.At all stages MC’s played a role.

b 3. Now all studies, including the
CDF Run 2 Preliminary 1.7/b mass measurements, are strongly

Number of events based on our simulation tools, i.e.,
50 matrix element methods.
50
More sophisticated analysis need

more sophisticated MCs...

40

30

20

10 s this strategy directly
° 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 aPPIicabIe to neW hea‘vy

Top mass value at peak of likelihood curve (GeV/c/2)

Signal (172) + background MC = Data events State Sea I"C h eS ?

Background MC

Cargese 2010



A lesson from the top

Susy inclusive searches are similar but more complicated final states.
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A lesson from the top

Susy inclusive searches are similar but more complicated final states.

f—l—

The main difference is that we don’t know what to expect!!
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Top as background

At the LHC, many measurements will need a good
understanding and control of tt and single top events.
A few examples:

gg—H and qq—Hqq with H=>WW
tt in single top measurements
tt+jets and ttbb in ttH

tt+jets in SUSY/UED searches (gluino pairs, stop pairs, tH™....)

i%
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Charmonium is\_ Unfortunately,
there, Bottomonium top decays too fast "
is there, what for bound states -/ Radiation in top
about Toponium? to form... e [ events? Everybody knows
b, i that top does not like
to radiate a lot...

Measuring the top
spin effects will prove

Have you heard of
the latest top mass
measurement?..

Vtb? | just measure
it in top decays!
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Charmonium is\_ Unfortunately,
there, Bottomonium top decays too fast &
is there, what for bound states 4 Radiation in top
about Toponium? to form... [ events? Everybody knows

\g l,‘ "f, i 9. that top does not like
Ay 8 . S R e T to radiate a lot...

Measuring the top
spin effects will prove

Have you heard of
the latest top mass
measurement?..

Vib? | jUSt measure | A | | don’t understand

it in top decays! | £ ™ why everybody gets so
' excited about Top: is just
a quark like the
others!
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Basic facts about top

® |t is the SU(2)L partner of the bottom.

® t = T3=+1/2, trsinglet.
® |ts mass is obtained in the EVVSB.
Leptons

® Q=+2/3 and is a color triplet.

® All couplings are fixed by the gauge structure.
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Basic facts about top

® |t is the SU(2)L partner of the bottom.

® t = T3=+1/2, trsinglet.

® |ts mass is obtained in the EVVSB.

Leptons

® Q=+2/3 and is a color triplet.

® All couplings are fixed by the gauge structure.

It is just as all other (up) quarks: what'’s so special about it?
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Truth or Myth #1 : “Top is special”

In the SM, it is the ONLY quark
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Truth or Myth #1 : “Top is special”

In the SM, it is the ONLY quark

|. with a “natural mass’’:

Meop = YeV/V2 =174 GeV= y; = |

It “strongly” interacts with the Higgs sector. This also suggests that
top might have special role in the mechanism of EWSB and/or
fermion mass generation.

Cargese 2010



Truth or Myth #1 : “Top is special”

In the SM, it is the ONLY quark

|. with a “natural mass’’:

Meop = YeV/V2 =174 GeV= y; = |

It “strongly” interacts with the Higgs sector. This also suggests that
top might have special role in the mechanism of EWSB and/or

fermion mass generation.

2. that decays before hadronizing

Thad = h/Aocp = 2¢10%* s
Ttop ~ h/ I_top — I/(GF mt3 |th|2/81-r\/2) ~
S5el02s

(with h=6.6 1025 GeV s)

(Compare with Tp = (GF2 mp> |Vbc|2 k) = 10-125)
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What do we really know about top?

Quantity Uncertainty Measurement Useful for...

Mass <I% invariant mass EWV fits (Higgs and BSM)

Spin consistent decay products BSM?

charge -4/3 excluded decay products BSM?

R 10% event counting BSM!?

Wtb vtx 20% WV polarization BSM

sigma(ttbar) 10% event counting QCD, mass

sigma(singletop) 30% event counting® Vi, 4th gen, BSM

Width <12.7 GeV direct Vi, 4th gen, QCD

http://www-cdf.fnal.gov/physics/new/top/top.html

http://www-d0.fnal.gov/Run2Physics/top/top public web pages/top public.html

Cargese 2010


http://www-cdf.fnal.gov/physics/new/top/top.html
http://www-cdf.fnal.gov/physics/new/top/top.html
http://www-d0.fnal.gov/Run2Physics/top/top_public_web_pages/top_public.html
http://www-d0.fnal.gov/Run2Physics/top/top_public_web_pages/top_public.html

Top mass history

Sucha €avy tOp was a Surprise. riowever, een Increasing an ere

had been hints from analysis of electroweak data, where the top mass enters via loop corretions.
Cargese 2010 Fab




Top mass history

-

TI T
Tl
1

\ .

direct measurements

&
=2
>

W

)
)]
9]
m
=
Q
o
I_

SM fits

Sucha €avy tOp was a SUrprise. FoOwevel, een Increasing an ere

had been hints from analysis of electroweak data, where the top mass enters via loop corrections.
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Mass definition

The top mass is so precisely measured (m=173.1 £ 1.0 GeV) that we have to worry
about its definition.

1
7—m

Leading order: (pole) mass = m

1
Higher orders: ‘ MR = renor. mass
Y —mpr — X(p)

(At least) two possible renormalisation schemes: MSbar and on=shell,
leading to to different mass definitions.

The MSbar mass is a fully perturbative object, not sensitive to long-distance dynamics. It
can be determined as precisely as the perturbative calculation allows. The mass is thought as

any other parameter in the Lagragian. It is the same as the Yukawa coupling. For example, it
could be extracted from a cross section measurement (see later).
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Mass definition

The pole mass would be more physical (pole = propagation of particle, though a quark doesn’t
usually really propagate -- hadronisation!) but is affected by long-distance effects: it can never be
determined with accuracy better than AQCD'

The pole mass is closer to what we measure at colliders through invariant mass of the top decay
products. The ambiguities in that case are explicitly seen in the modeling of extra radiation, the
color connect effects and hadronization.

The two masses can be related perturbatively (modulo non-perturbative corrections!!):

oot o e Sovse s 2
Mpore = T(TT) (1 + %asim) + 8.28 (asgrm)) + .- ) + O(Aqep)
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Truth or Myth #2 :
“Vtb can be measured from top decay rates”

q=d,s,b The argument goes as follows.

W+ The number of events where the top decays into b jets is given by

I'(t — Wb)
Zq ['(t — Wq)
where we have used unitarity of the CKM:

Veal” + [Vis|® + [Vip|* = 1

The top cross section depends only on QCD and top mass and can be given by theory.
Lumi and efficiencies are exp. determined.

Nevents == ([’ ' G)O'(tf) = (£ ' E)O(ta ' H/tb‘z

Do you agree!

Cargese 2010



Vtb intermezzo

Let’s remind ourselves what the CKM matrix actually is

mass eigenstates

J,L—Li_ = ﬂL/VudL — J:Lr o UL’VMVCKMDL

By fitting all the information we have available mostly from K°-K° mixing, B-physics:

([ Via Vie Vs \ [ 09739-09751 0221 -0.227 0.0029-0.0045 )
Vo Ve Vo |=] 0221 —0227 09730-09744 0.039 -0.044
\ Vie Vi Vs | |\ 00048-0014 0037 -0043 09990-09992
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Vtb intermezzo

Let’s remind ourselves what the CKM matrix actually is

mass eigenstates

J:— = ﬂLVudL — J: o UL”VMVCKMDL

By fitting all the information we have available mostly from K°-K° mixing, B-physics:

/ 0.9730-0.9746 0.2174-0.2241 0.0030-0.0044 .. \
0213 -0226 0968 -0.976 0.039 -0.044 ...
0 - 0.08 0 -0.11 0.07 -0.9993...

\ 5 : : )

However most of such information, does not tell us anything directly on the last row.
It is the hypothesis of unitarity of the CKM which contraints the Vi matrix elements.
For example the last measurements from CDF on Bs - Bs mixing gives

0.20 < |Viq/Vis| < 0.22

( Vud Vus Vub \
‘/c.d Vcs ‘/cb

\th Vis th/

Cargese 2010



Truth or Myth #2 :
“Vtb can be measured from top decay rates”

t Counter arguments:

C|=C|,S,b |.Assuming 3 generation unitarity leaves OUT the interesting
BSM physics that this measurement explores (4th generation)
In addition within 3 generation,Vy = 0.999..1!

2. Number of events is proportional to the Branching ratio,
L(t—Wb)  _ Vo
2 ight Tt = Waq)  [Via|? 4 [Vis|? + [Vi|?

where we already know thatV,Vis <<V , so R~
independently of the overall scale of Vid,Ves Vi and basically

independent of Vg,

Conclusion:Vy cannot be measured from the decay of the top. From where then? You need
quantities (almost) proportional to [Vw|? only. Two possibilities:

|. The width of the top
2.Single top cross section
Cargese 2010
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WV polarization

The SM vertex of the top decay implies that
it’s only the t. that takes part to the interaction.

This has straightforward consequences on the

possible helicity states of the on-shell W produced
in the decay.

Neglecting my, this imples that the W can be only either longitudinally polarized or with negative
helicity. In general:

b t W+ b t W
eme——— ) —— -+ o >
b t W
eems——— ) ——

How do we measure it!! The W polarization is inherited by its decay products, which “remember
it” in their angular distributions.
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WV polarization

1 dN(W — ZV)
N dcost

= K [fosin® 6 + f1(1 — cos0) + fr(1 + cos 0)?]

!-I‘-
m2
I e W2 fo= —5—t— = T0%
h < 4 neg. direc- 2 NEg 2mW ‘|_mt
tion of top tion of top
Vi

Fraction of longitudinal W’s
(basically the only ones we see in a pp collider!)

*The formula above is already not trivial since it says
that W polarizations don’t interfere! (This is true only
for 1dim distributions!)

* Longitudinal polarization come from the Higgs

Lefthanded doublet (charged component).

T Longitudinal

"
.

* cos(0), which is defined in a specific frame, can be
related to m(lepton,bottom) or pt(lepton) , ergo
no top momentum reconstruction necessary!

Right#li';mded

[IIIIlIII]lIIIIII,P I|IIII|IIII

=TT

=

08 -06 -04 -0.2 -0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 N « ””
cosd * Rather “easy measurement” .
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Truth or Myth #3 :
“no hadronization = no resonance physics”

Consider how the charm and the bottom quarks were discovered:

| | L | | L || E
\ i

“i _E

4 \\f'i:

mw ""“ 'w&lm....*.’.w gt E

\/S- [GeV]

, ...||.1I0 L ..|1||1I02 QS—I—lLE]C] _ 3S£1]

“wn
=
S
—

e
3

<l
|
\B

+

L
)

R

Very sharp peaks => small widths (~ 100 KeV) compared to hadronic resonances (100 MeV) =>
very long lived states. QCD is “weak” at scales >> Aqcp (asymptotic freedom), non-relativistic
bound states are formed like positronium!

ag(1/r)

r

The QCD-Coulomb potential is like V(r)~—Cp Cr =4/3
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Truth or Myth #3 :
“no hadronization = no resonance physics”

Let analyse the scales which characterise the bound state.The scales can be found using the

the enegy of the ground state and the virial theorem:

1 1
By = —=— (Crag)?® with (T) —5(V)  gves v~ Crag(mv)

4 X
R() — 1/(05*045771,5/2)

This equation can be solved iteratively

Scale Quantity toponium and gives scales that are all perturbative
and well separated.

annhilation
m time 172 GeV “Unfortunately” the formation time for

size the bound state is
my |5 GeV
p~I/R

Tform size/v = mv? = |/(2 GeV)

Formation 7 GeV Tyeleley Twop/2 = 1/(3 GeV) < Tform
time

So..... no resonance physis???
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Truth or Myth #3 :
“no hadronization = no resonance physics”

The time scales, formation and decay, are not so widely
different (by chance!).Therefore if we perform a threshold
scan in ete- we should be able to see an enhacement of
the cross section, due to Coulomb rescattering. The width
of the peak is proportional to the width  (direct
measurement) and the position of the peak would allow a
very precise mass measurement. A serious calculation

gives:

16 [Beneke et al, Hoang et al.]

14 | B NNLO |
NNNLO

1.} .
1t
08 |
06 |
04 | u= (25 -80 ) GeV

o
E, (GeV)

349 350 351 352 353 354
Vs
Can something similar happen in pp collisions? It’s a good question!
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Truth or Myth #3b:
“Resonance physics only accessible at the |ILC”

In hadronic collision, the interactions at threshold can
be either attractive or repulsive! Octet larger cross
section, but “bound state” effects are dominant in the
singlet. Effects compete. Until last spring, the common
lore was that PDF effects would smear any peak!
Precise mass measurement? Width measurement?

'D'UE _llll rTr1r r[rrrrJprrri LI |
0.05 |

004 F
[ color-octet

0.03 color-octet

do / dM [pb/Ge V]
des / dM [pb/GeWV]

0.02 | Tevatron s = 1.96 TeV | color-singlet

001 F -
i ] 2 r LHC s =10 TaV

color-singlet

':I 11 11 1111 EI | 1111
335 340 345 350 355 360 365 370 375 380 335 340 345 350 355 360 365 370 375 380

M IGEVT [Hagiwara et al 2008; Kiyo et al., 2008] M GV
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Truth or Myth #4 :
“No hadronization < Top spin effects”

We have now very clear that most probably (if Vi is indeed |) top decays before hadronizing,

Thad ~ h//\QC D ~ 2. I 0-24 S > Ttop dec ~ h/ I_top 5. I 0-25 S

Therefore non-perturbative effects (soft-gluons) don’t have the time to change the spin of the
top which is then passed from the production to the decay. As a result the spin becomes a
typical quantum mechanical quantity and correlation measurements can be performed (see
tomorrow).
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Truth or Myth #4 :
“No hadronization < Top spin effects”

We have now very clear that most probably (if Vi is indeed |) top decays before hadronizing,

Thad ~ h//\QC D ~ 2. I 0-24 S > Ttop dec ~ h/ I_top 5. I 0-25 S

Therefore non-perturbative effects (soft-gluons) don’t have the time to change the spin of the
top which is then passed from the production to the decay. As a result the spin becomes a
typical quantum mechanical quantity and correlation measurements can be performed (see
tomorrow).

HOWEVER, one can also ask : Is the opposite true! if we see spin correlation effects do we
automatically put an upper bound on the width and hadronization? NO!

Spin-flips are due to CHROMOMAGNETIC interactions, which are mediated by dimension 5
operators: —1

Ch = y
Emag — 4—WQUG,UJ/O-M Qv = Tfip = h

If, for instance,Vw ~ 0.3, then top would start hadronizing into mesons and still conserve its spin!
[Falk and Peskin, 1994]
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Spin-flips are due to CHROMOMAGNETIC interactions, which are mediated by dimension 5
operators: —1

Ch = y
Emag — 4—WQUG,UJ/O-M Q'v = Tfip = h

If, for instance,Vw ~ 0.3, then top would start hadronizing into mesons and still conserve its spin!
[Falk and Peskin, 1994]
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How to measure top spin

In particular one can easily show that for the top, the
lepton™ (or the d), in the top rest frame, tends to be
emitted in the same direction of the top spin.

Note that this has nothing to do with W polarization!
In particular one studies spin correlations between the
top and anti-top in ttbar production and the spin of
the top in single top.

Results depend on the degree of polarization (p) of
the tops themselves and from the choice of the “spin-
analyzer” ki

+ a :
; v b < 1 5~ 9 4r 1+ pk;cost
1 032 039 051 032 0.2 —

NEO: 0993 0. -0.31 -0.37 047 -0.3l1 I'dcost 2
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Truth or Myth #5 :
“The top does not like to radiate much”

Consider gluon emission off a heavy quark using perturbation theory:

Cras |1+ x? 1
Dreal(x’ k2 ’mZ) _ [
+ 2T 1—z k2 + (1 —12)2m?

In the massless case (m=0) we have a
non-integrable collinear singularity:

1+ 2% [ dk?

1—=z fy k4 -

/D(x,ki)dki —
0

The presence of the heavy quark mass suppresses the
collinear radiation at small transverse momenta and
allows the integration down to zero.

Be careful because it’s a frame dependent statement!
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Summary

Top is by all means special!

The CKM elements Vi ,Vis , Vo are not very well
constrained (if unitarity is relaxed).Top decays do
not help much. Need for width or single-top
measurements

Top anti-top pairs close to threshold can display a
“bound state” behaviour even in pp collisions

Top spin is a good and interesting observable

Top mass screens collinear radiation
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Qutline

® The importance of being Top

® Truth and myths about Top

— |

® Hot lopics




Producing Top

Largest cross section (LO at &s?):

~ |0 pb at Tevatron
~ | nb at the LHCI14 (150pb at LHC7)

Top discovery mode.

Weak process : same diagrams as the top decay!

Cross sections smaller than QCD but enhanced
by a lower energy cost:

~ 3 pb at Tevatron
~ 300 pb at the LHCI14 (60pb at LHC?)

Three independent channels.
At the Tevatron sigma(t)=sigma(tbar). At
the LHC sigma(t)>sigma(tbar) (for s- and t-)
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From Tevatron to LHC

Tevatron
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From Tevatron to LHC

Tevatron

85% of the total cross section
|0 tt pairs per day

60% of the time there is extra radiation
so that pt(tt)>15 GeV.

tt are produced closed to threshold, in a
3S,[81 state. Same spin directions. 100%
correlated in the off-diagonal basis.

Worry because of the backgrounds: (W
+jets, WQ+jets,WWW+jets)

Cargese 2010



From Tevatron to LHC

Tevatron

85% of the total cross section
|0 tt pairs per day

60% of the time there is extra radiation
so that pt(tt)>15 GeV.

tt are produced closed to threshold, in a
3S,[81 state. Same spin directions. 100%
correlated in the off-diagonal basis.

Worry because of the backgrounds: (W
+jets, WQ+jets,WWW+jets)

Cargese 2010

90% of the total cross section
| tt pair per second

Almost 70% of the time there is extra
radiation so that pt(tt)>30 GeV.

tt can be easily produced away from
threshold. On threshold they are 'Sol!l state
with opposite spin directions. No [00%
correlation.

Background free™!
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90% of the total cross section
| tt pair per second

Almost 70% of the time there is extra
radiation so that pt(tt)>30 GeV.

tt can be easily produced away from
threshold. On threshold they are 'Sol!l state
with opposite spin directions. No [00%
correlation.

Background free™!

*Conditions apply. Consult with your local top expert before signing.




Master QCD formula

Q2 Q?
NF MR

>)

OxX = Z/ dr1dzy fo(1, pE) fo(e, pF) X Gap—x (21,22, as(uR),

Two ingredients necessary:
|. Parton Distribution functions (from exp, but evolution from th).
2. Short distance coefficients as an expansion in &s (from th).

A\ 2
Oagb—X = 00 T+ SO1 + g0 + . ..

Leading order

Next-to-leading order

Next-to-next-to-leading order
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Estimating TH uncertaintes
o 7D

\LO

“Typical”
behaviour of a
cross-section

w.r.t. scale
variations

Uncertainty

“Reasonable” scale variation
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behaviour of a
cross-section

w.r.t. scale
variations

Uncertainty
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- A LO calculation gives you a rough estimate of the cross section
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Estimating TH uncertaintes
o 7D

\LO

“Typical” -
behaviour 9f a : : Uncertainty
cross-section i

w.r.t. scale

variations

“Reasonable” scale variation
- A LO calculation gives you a rough estimate of the cross section

- A NLO calculation gives you a good estimate of the cross section
and a rough estimate of the uncertainty
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Estimating TH uncertaintes
o 7D

\LO

“Typical” -
behaviour 9f a : : Uncertainty
cross-section i

w.r.t. scale
variations

“Reasonable” scale variation
- A LO calculation gives you a rough estimate of the cross section

- A NLO calculation gives you a good estimate of the cross section

and a rough estimate of the uncertainty
- A NNNLO calculation gives you a good estimate of the uncertainty
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Something to remember well

Calling a code “a NLO code” is an abuse of language and can be confusing.

A NLO calculation always refers to an |IR-safe observable.

An NLO code will, in general, be able to produce results for several quantities and
distributions, only some of which will be at NLO accuracy.
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Calling a code “a NLO code” is an abuse of language and can be confusing.
A NLO calculation always refers to an |IR-safe observable.

An NLO code will, in general, be able to produce results for several quantities and
distributions, only some of which will be at NLO accuracy.

Example: Suppose we use the NLO code for pp — tt

g ; t g - t

- -

:
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g - t g9 - t

Virt

Total cross section, O(tt)

Pt of one top quark
Pt of the tt pair

Pt of the jet

tt invariant mass, m(tt)

Ad(tt)
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Something to remember well

Calling a code “a NLO code” is an abuse of language and can be confusing.
A NLO calculation always refers to an |IR-safe observable.

An NLO code will, in general, be able to produce results for several quantities and
distributions, only some of which will be at NLO accuracy.

Example: Suppose we use the NLO code for pp — tt

g - t g9 - t

Virt

Total cross section, O(tt)
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Top @ LHC vs Tevatron

|

T I T T T | T T T

o(pp -> tt) [pb] @ LHC, MSTW 2008 NNLO 1

NLO

- - NNI-Oapprox

| | | | | |

?65

| |
170 175
m, [GeV]

|

o(pp-> tt) [pb] @ Tevatron, MSTW 2008 NNLO.-

NLO

i . NN Loapprox

| |

T | T T | T T T

| | | | |

g?65

| |
170 175
m, [GeV]

[Moch,Langenfeld,Uwer ’08,09]

The inclusion of leading terms that appear at NNLO seem to sizeably reduce the errors!
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Measuring m¢ (MSBar) from Oy

[Langenfeld, Moch, Uwer 09]
In fact one can do better by rexpressing the cross

section in terms of a short-distance well defined mass.

Tevatron

MSTW 2008 NNLO
NLO

BN NNLO

approx

4 111 1 1 1 11
140 145 150 155 160 165 170 175 180 .
m, = 168.973

m(m)
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New Physics in ttbar




Model independent direct search for NP
in the ttbar invariant mass

Model independent (bottom-up) strategy for New Physics :
|. Focus on a specific SM observable that is

a. naturally sensitive to BSM
b. is well-predicted & possibly “background free”

2. Look for deviations.
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Model independent direct search for NP
in the ttbar invariant mass

Model independent (bottom-up) strategy for New Physics :
|. Focus on a specific SM observable that is

a. naturally sensitive to BSM
b. is well-predicted & possibly “background free”

2. Look for deviations.

s this going to work!?
How can we do it!
And, even if we find “deviations’”’, how do we characterize
New Physis in a model independent way?
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Two possibilities

New Physics

> Energy

[see Willenbrock’s talk at top2010]
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Example : Z

q

New Physics

> Energy




Example : Z

f q

New Physics

> Energy
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Example : Z
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New Physics

> Energy




Example : Z’
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Dimensional analysis

h=c=1
dim A" =1
dimgo =1
dim ) = 3/2

2

g r _ dim=6
W eff = Lsm + Z O
Bad News: > 60 operators [Buchmuller, Wyler, 1986]

Good News : an handful are unconstrained and can
signifcantly contribute to top physics!
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Is there anything to learn from
a O« measurement at the LHC?

Ylll]lIYIIIYI ITTIIYIIIITIIIIIIY

[l Cacciari et al., arXiv:0804.2800 (2008)
2 Kidonakis & Vogt, arXiv:0805.3844 (2008)
[ Langenfeld, Moch & Uwer, arXiv:0906.5273 (2009)

Dilepton 7.27+0.71:0.46+0.42
(L=4.3fb") (stat) (syst) (lumi)

Lepton+Jets (ANN)
(L=4.6 fb")

7.63+0.37+0.35+0.15

Lepton+Jets (SVX)

85% at TeV (L=4.3 ")

All-hadronic
(L=2.9 ")

7.14+0.35+0.58+0.14
7.21:0.50+1.10+0.42

CDF combined

v S 7?/DOF= 0.60

’JllllJ‘ ‘Jlllllll_LJlll’llllll'

4 5 7 55 9 10 1
o(pp — tt) (pb)

7.50+0.31:0.34:0.15
m=172.5 GeV/c’

STCTEUEETEnS SO LU ETE U E e
S,

90% at LHC
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Is there anything to learn from
a O« measurement at the LHC?

85% at TeV

90% at LHC
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YIII]ll.IIIT!IIIITIIIYYIIIYIIIlll‘

[I[l' Cacciari et al., arXiv:0804.2800 (2008)
~2 Kidonakis & Vogt, arXiv:0805.3844 (2008)
[ Langenfeld, Moch & Uwer, arXiv:0906.5273 (2009)

Dilepton 7.27+0.71:0.46+0.42
(L=4.3fb") (stat) (syst) (lumi)

Lepton+Jets (ANN) 7.63+0.37+0.35+0.15
(L=4.6 fb")

Lepton+Jets (SVX) 7.14+0.35-0.58+0.14
(L=4.3fb")

All-hadronic 7.21:0.50+1.10+0.42
(L=2.9 ")

CDF combined i 7.50+0.31:0.34+0.15
+2IDOF= 0.60 i =172.5 GeV/c?

’Jlllll' ‘llL'llll’Jl[l’l!lJll'

4 5 7 -8 9 10 11
o(pp — tt) (pb)

The gg channel is only very roughly constrained!!!
We might have missed some big and important NP
effect connected with an gg initial state (such a scalar...).

How can we study such effects in a model independent
way!?




Simple model independent analysis of NP in O

[Willenbrock et al., wip, Degrande et al, wip]

Use an effective Lagrangian approach:

*Write down all the dominant (dim=6) operators involving a t and tbar.

*Use symmetries (like custodial symmetry) or well known contraints (such those on
FCNC => MFV) to reduce the number of possibly important operators.

*Use, if you want, inspirations or scalings suggested by some physics models that you
like (top compositeness).

You can show that you end up with five main operators,

1
L7 = ﬁng | A2 [ghohg + crORy + aR(’)%a + (R < L)}

and in case one is interested only in total rates (and spin independent / FB symmetries)
only threeo parameters are left : gn, cv=cr+cL and aa = ar- ar
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S 1 «ag

(gg — 1) = do sy = vmtasgs@(4s2 + 9m3 + 9t? + 9st — 18m?t — Qm%s)
dt 124/2A2 s2(m? —t)(m?2 —s — 1)

1TeV 4
f"( A ]
The effects on the differential cross section at the '
Tevatron and the LHC are different and dependent on

different operators.

Already a pretty rough cross section measurement at
the LHC will give important constraints on gy !!!
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Are there other

(more exclusive and yet quite accurately predicted)
observables!?
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do/dmy, : shape differences

Interesting observable.

1/0 do/dm
NLO, CTEQ6M, LHC

Shape very well predicted.

This could be also used to
measure the top mass!

Reconstruction systematics
is different from the usual
top mass invariant mass
reconstruction.

Any BSM effect would distort
this shape =>

|
700 sooModel independent search
tt invariant mass [GeV] for new Physics!
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New resonances

In many scenarios for EWSB new resonances show up, some of which preferably couple
to 3rd generation quarks.

q t
>/\/V<l/\<
i ;

Given the large number of models, in this case is more efficient to adopt a “model
independent” search and try to get as much information as possible on the quantum
numbers and coupling of the resonance.
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New resonances

In many scenarios for EWSB new resonances show up, some of which preferably couple
to 3rd generation quarks.

q t
>’\/VZ\//\<
; ]
Given the large number of models, in this case is more efficient to adopt a “model

independent” search and try to get as much information as possible on the quantum
numbers and coupling of the resonance.

To access the spin of the intermediate
resonance spin correlations should be
measured.

It therefore mandatory for such cases to have
MC samples where spin correlations are kept
and the full matrix element pp>X>tt>6f is
used.
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Zoology of new resonances

Color (['L’\If]) SM-interf

o

(1,0) no

(0,1) no

(0,1)

(0,1),(1,0)
[sm,sm]

(1,0),0,)(1,1),(1,-1)

(1,0)

(0.1)

O |00 IO(OC|0|O | O
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Phase |: discovery

da{pp -+ {Z'/g* -) tt}/dm - [Ib/20 Ge¥] 3
Mg = My = Mg, = 2 Te¥
Lo, CTEQSL1, LHC |

QCLD only
Z' Color singlet
g% Color oetet (vector coupling)

g¢ Color actet {(axial coupling]

Cargese 2010

1500 1750 =000 2260
ti invariant mass [GeV]

*Vector resonance, in a color
singlet or octet states.

*Widths and rates very
different

* |Interference effects with
SM ttbar production not
always negligible

* Direct information on
O*Br and I'.




Phase |: discovery

da(pp - (¢ -} tt)/dmg [pb/10 GeV]-
BR(¢ » tt) =1, a =0

LO, CTEQ6L1, LHC

ty = fp = my = 400 GeV

ey
L

1
e m e |

ol

T T T

400 =00 G0 700 800
tt invariant mass [GeV]

Non-trivial behavior (peak-dip) due to the
interference between the signal and the

background, only if top width dominated by
d—o tt, [Dicus, Stange & Willenbrock 1994]
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T T T
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Non-trivial behavior (peak-dip) due to the
interference between the signal and the

background, only if top width dominated by
d—o tt, [Dicus, Stange & Willenbrock 1994]
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Phase |: discovery

da(pp - (¢ -} tt)/dmg [pb/10 GeV]-
»tt)y =1, a =0

= 400 GeV

| 1T 1T 1 | 1T 1T 1
[
- L -

— e — —

Non-trivial behavior (peak-dip) due to th
interference between the signal and the

background, only if top width dominated by
d—o tt, [Dicus, Stange & Willenbrock 1994]
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do(pp ~ (H ») tt)/dmg [pb/5 GeVl

i

BR(H - tt) = 1,
LO, CTEQ6L1, LHC

[MadGraph]

||||||||||||||||||||||i._“|_.:"'|'

a1=0

Mg = Mp = my = 400 GeV

380 400 420

440

460

tt invariant mass [GeV]




Phase |: discovery

dofpp + (G =) tt)/dm - [pb/20 GeV]
L0, CTEQSL1, LHC

m, =800 GeV £/ M 5=0.10
. k/E =0.07

- K/M =004
x/M_ =008
£/¥ _=0.01

* Spectacular signature!

*RS Model with first KK=600 GeV

2§

1000 1800 2000 Zo00 3000

tt invariant mass [GeV]
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Phase 2: ttbar angular distributions

7
/ CS angle

1 | I I I I |
SM, o ldo/decos(f)

— 1mnm cut
I £ m € 410 GeY

S £ mp £ B0 Ge¥W
T < myp < 810 Ge¥

Robust reconstruction needed, but much easier than spin correlations...
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Phase 2: ttbar angular distributions

7
/ CS angle

|
SM, o ldo/decos(f)

I £ my € 217 Ge¥Y
S £ mp £ B0 Ge¥W
T < myp < 810 Ge¥

1 1 | 1 1 1 1 |
Spin—1, Yector -

| |

— N, = D CaT -
-------- M = 800 Cu¥—
- - My = B0 BT

il - A

—0.4

(e) ()

Robust reconstruction needed, but much easier than spin correlations...
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Phase 3: Spin correlations
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Reconstruction issues

® Three possible different signatures (0,1,2, leptons in the final state) entail
different event reconstruction strategies.

® Also the three different phases ask for (increasingly) sophisticated approaches

® To fix the final state (modulo combinatorics) we need |8 measurements.

0 lept | lepts 2 lepts

# measured 6x3 5x3+ Er +mw 4x3+Er+(2mw,2my)

m(tt) no reco needed
reco

reco (no comb w/ constr) full reco w/ comb

(no comb w/ constr)

cos O

no spin comb
full reco full reco P

S|Pl et + 4-fold spin comb | + 2-fold spin comb

Cargese 2010



t tbar : Summary

Large rates : plenty of top pairs at the LHC
Discovery potential is huge and well motivated

Simple strategy :

observable < accurate SM predicitons

Both direct and indirect (through Lef )
searches/constraints.

Cargese 2010
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Single-top

(Dated: March 4, 2000)

We report the first observation of single top quark production using 3.2 fb~! of pp collision
data with /s = 1.96 TeV collected by the Collider Detector at Fermilab. The significance of
the observed data is 5.0 standard deviations, and the expected sensitivity for standard model
production and decay is in excess of 5.0 standard deviations. Assuming m, = 175 GeV/e,
we measure a cross section of 2.37 % (stat 4+ syst) pb, extract the CKM matrix element value
|Vis| = 0.91 £ 0.11(stat + syst) £ 0.07(theory), and set the limit |Vis| > 0.71 at the 95% C.L.

(Dated: March 4, 2009)

We report observation of the electroweak production of single top quarks in pp collisions at
& = 1.96 TeV based on 2.3 fb~! of data collected by the D0 detector at the Fermilab Tevatron
Collider. Using events containing an isolated electron or muon and missing transverse energy,
together with jets originating from the fragmentation of b quarks, we measure a cross section of
o(pp — th+ X, tgb+ X) = 3.94+0.88 pb. The probability to measure a cross section at this value

or higher in the absence of signal is 2.5 x 107", corresponding to a 5.0 standard deviation significance
for the observation.



Why single top is cooler than ttbar?
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Why single top is cooler than ttbar?

At least three reasons...
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Reason #1| :Teenager vs Newborn

single-top

s

® Just a one year old!
® Good :a whole new world to explore

® Bad :sleep deprivation...
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Reason #1| :Teenager vs Newborn

single-top

e

-
S

L

.

Born in 1995 ® Justa one year old!

Good :We already know him well ® Good :a whole new world to explore

Bad :We ask him a lot! ® Bad :sleep deprivation...
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Reason #2 :
Single top comes in more shapes and forms!

g t
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Reason #2 :
Single top comes in more shapes and forms!

' q q g /
W

b
*“Drell-Yan” production mode.
*Tevatron is sizable (~1pb), quite
small at the LHCI14 (~10 pb).
* Fully inclusive x-sec known at
NNLO (leading Nc).
* Channel to search for new

charged resonances (H* or W).

Four-fermion interactions.
* Final State: 2 b’s +W

*Theorist’s comments
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q q

*“DIS” production mode.

* Largest cross sections
thanks to the t-channel W.

* Sensitive to FCNC involving

top. Four-fermion interactions.

* b initiated
* Final State: | or 2 b’s,W,
forward jet

g

t

*Theorist’s comments
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forward jet
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* Associated production

* Sizable cross section (60 pb)
at LHCI4, but difficult.
*Template for tH* production.
* b initiated

*Interferes with ttbar at

NLO : subtle definition.

* Final State: Ib, 2W and jet

veto

*Theorist’s comments
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q q

*“DIS” production mode.

* Largest cross sections
thanks to the t-channel W.

* Sensitive to FCNC involving

top. Four-fermion interactions.

* b initiated
* Final State: | or 2 b’s,W,
forward jet

“Interesting!”

g t

|44

* Associated production

* Sizable cross section (60 pb)
at LHCI4, but difficult.
*Template for tH* production.
* b initiated

*Interferes with ttbar at

NLO : subtle definition.

* Final State: Ib, 2W and jet

veto

“Challenging!!””

*Theorist’s comments




Example: Direct constraints on the 3rd row of CKM

Remember that R is not so sensitive to Vi, as we already know that Vi, > Vis,Vid

d,s,b
['(t — Wbh) Vip|?

R: —
It —Wq(=d,s,b))  |Via]? + [Vis]? + [Vis|?
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Example: Direct constraints on the 3rd row of CKM

Remember that R is not so sensitive to Vi, as we already know that Vi, > Vis,Vid

4 d,s,b

Wt 4w [(t— Wa(=d,5,0)  |Vial® + [Vis|2 + [Vis |2

g,

On the other hand, single top is DIRECTLY sensitive to Vb, Vis,Vid

/

~ Vial?§ ™ + |Viuf 205 + |V P

Enhancement due to large d and s densities

~ (Vaal® + [Vis|* + [Vip[*) o™

Signal becomes similar to t-channel (only | b-jet)
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Example: Direct constraints on the 3rd row of CKM

Remember that R is not so sensitive to Vi, as we already know that Vi, > Vis,Vid

d,s,b

RS > |VilPol™ " + 2(|Vigl* + |Vis[*)o® ™"
1=b,s,d

R|Vipl? 0"
n.b. : naive estimate |

[viar vd TVYTST Vs B A

Enhancement due to large d and s densities

~ (Vaal® + [Vis|* + [Vip[*) o™

Signal becomes similar to t-channel (only | b-jet)
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3 : More work for theorists
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Reason #3 : More work for theorists

® Current observation relies quite strongly on our confidence that signal is well
described by theory and MC’s.
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Reason #3 : More work for theorists

Current observation relies quite strongly on our confidence that signal is well
described by theory and MC’s.

Uncertainty on the Vtb extraction obviously depends on precision of theory
predictions. Source of errors : PDF (beware the bottom quark!), scales, &s, mp, me.

Still work to do to match the accuracy of the older brother :

. t-channel
Calculation s-channel

(2—2) (2—3)

© All three 2—2 channels available in MC@NLO [Frixione et al.], W/ spin correlations!

®AIll MC implementations currently available for single top processes neglect mp,
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Single top at the LHC

/TeV 10TeV 14 TeV
" my,, = 172.5 GeVic? !

q |- dashed: do®%/dn = light jet

salid: de®3/dn F 1

normalized |
L Tevatron -

N
o
(=}

1
1
1
1
~ = t-channel ,
— Wit 1
1
s-channel ,
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

R

a
=
c
2
g
r
1
W
0
o
o
(@)
=
=

MCEM: J.Campbail, R K.Ellis and F.Tramoniane,2hys. Rev.DT005401 2{2004)

‘l; 15

center-of-mass energy [TeV]

o
_R

* t-channel has the largest cross sections
* forward jet + | lepton + |b + miss Et
* top spin inherited by the lepton!

arb. units
o
=
o

q q’

Generator study
- TR
cosO,,,

See also PRD 80, 074015 (2009)
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Deeper into t-channel...

® Both the t-channel as well as the Wt associated
production have a (heavy) b quark in the initial state

q q g {
z /E:
b t b 44

® There is an equivalent” description with a gluon splitting to
b quark pairs
t

q q g
%t gw
g b q b

* At all orders. At fixed order differences arise...
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Collinear logarithms

® Both t-channel and Wt production are enhanced by a
collinear logarithm

® This results from integrating over a t-channel

propagator
1 1 q

Y

t—m% p%p%—mg \I)/V

t = (py —Dpg)°, PT = Py

)
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Collinear logarithms

® Both t-channel and Wt production are enhanced by a
collinear logarithm

® This results from integrating over a t-channel

propagator
1 1 q

~
2

t—my  pp+m =

t = (py —Dpg)°, PT = Py

2
s« Contribution to the cross section: / Promax dp7,
2
W 1 I I _I_ =
s« Coefficient of the logarithm is: v Pr
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Collinear logarithms

Both t-channel and Wt production are enhanced by a
collinear logarithm

This results from integrating over a t-channel

propagator
1 1 q

Y

2

t—my  pp+m =

t = (py —Dpg)°, PT = Py

2
: pT,maX dp?r B 1
2 7 — 108
0 pT 2B mb /

q

P i matrix elements
AP splitting 949 fimes 44 with splitting
function | b removed
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Resummation into PDF

—— do(qg — ¢'tb) (as) / dx ) ,
. ~ [ —= — P, . b ¢
Putting it together dlog p2. . o —Py—aq fql X d(gb— q't)

But the first part resembles the evolution equation for a quark:

dx

dfq s
s~ (52) [ S Prafa + Pianil

So when the logarithms really dominate, we can replace this

description by o(qg — ¢'tb) ~ o(qgb — ¢'t)

Scale of the bottom quark PDF should be related ptmax

At all orders both description should agree; otherwise, differ by:
® evolution of logarithms in PDF: they are resummed
® ranges of integration (obscured here)

® approximation by large logarithm
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Schemes

Two different ways of computing the same quantities:

g b

|. It does not resum (possibly) large logs (=norm.

uncertainties)

2. Going NLO might be difficult.

3. Mass effects are there at any order in PT.

4. MC implementation with ME/PS merging a bit
involved.

|. It resums initial state large logs in the b
pdf, leading to more stable predictions

2. Going NLO (and NNLO) “easy”.

3. Mass effects are normally corrections and
enter at higher orders.

4. Implementation in MC relies on mass
effects given by the PS, which are presently
not very accurate.

Are they really equivalent!?
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b-initiated processes
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rr r °r 1 r r 1
o(pp—hg+X) [pb]
Vs =2TeV

M, = 175 GeV

CTEQ4AM

I | I I I ] I I I ] I I I ] I
100 120 140 160
My, [GeV]

Higgs Tevatron Workshop 1998

Cargese 2010




rr r °r 1 r r 1
o(pp—hg+X) [pb]
Vs =2TeV

M, = 175 GeV

CTEQ4AM

I | I I I ] I I I ] I I I ] I
100 120 140 160
My, [GeV]

Higgs Tevatron Workshop 1998
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Scheme choice in Higgs production

rr r °r 1 r r 1
o(pp—hg+X) [pb]
Vs =2TeV

M, = 175 GeV

CTEQ4AM

N R R RS

100 120 140 160
MhSM[GeV]

Higgs Tevatron Workshop 1998
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Scheme choice in Higgs production

10 7

rr r °r 1 r r 1
o(pp—hg,+X) [pb]
Vs =2TeV

M, =175 GeV

CTEQ4AM

Les Houches 03
HO corrections+
Scale choice!

A IR B T
100 120 160
Higgs Tevatron Workshop 1998
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t-channel best cross sections : 2—2 vs 2—3

[Campbell, Frederix, FM, Tramontano, 0907.3933]

—5F (2 > 2)

[ Tevatron scale (dots) | LHC (10 TeV) | scale (dots) 1 " LHC (14 TeV) | scale (dots)
— m,=172 GeV + PDF (dashed) — m,=172 GeV + PDF (dashed) — :— m,=172 GeV + PDF (dashed) —:

ot +1) 2 — 2 (pb) 2 — 3 (pb)

+0.05 +0.20 +0.06 +0.05 4+0.16 +0.18 +0.06 +0.04
Tevatron Run II 1.96 501 “o0'l6 —006 —0.05 187 “051 1015 —0.06 —0.04

LHC (10 TeV) 1305 § 5 %3 124 2 +2 42 43
LHC (14 TeV) 244 5+ +3  + 234 t7 5 2+

i

Uncertainties: scales, PDF m¢ (1%), ms(4%)

Upshot: two schemes agree within uncertainties. Choice

on their respective use depends on the specific needs.
Cargese 2010 :




Addendum: Fourth generation

LHC (14 TeV), CTEQS.
Tyo(R~>2) [pb]
oyo(R-3) [pb]

Cargese 2010

LHC (14 TeV), CTEQ6.6, in fb

200 300 500 700 1000
m,, [GeV]

The NLO 2—3 massive calculation can be also used to
make reliable predictions for t'b, b’t and b’t’ cross sections.

It is interesting to see where the cross over between the
QCD and the EWV productions are at the LHC.

In these plots all the relevant CKM elements are set to one.




tH™ in the 4F

[Dittmaier, Kramer, Spira,Walser, 2009]

[Plehn; Dittmaier, MK, Spira, Walser]
| |

a (pp— tH™ + X)) [fb]
V5= 14TeV ]
po=(my, +my +my-)/3 -

NLO QCD, MSTW0S

7777) 5FS

250 300
My-[GeV]

Upshot: Similar results also for other processes!
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Qutline

® The importance of being Top
® Truth and myths about Top

® Jop in the making

LTS




Hot TOPics

Hot TOPic #| : Forward/Backward symmetry

Hot TOPic #2 : Boosted Tops

Hot TOPic #3 : Fourth generation

Hot TOPic #4 : ....
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Hot TOPic #| : Forward/Backward symmetry

Hot TOPic #2 : Boosted Tops
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Hot TOPic #4 : ....
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Hot TOPic #l1 :

Forward-backward asymmetry

[From German, Rodrigo’s review talk at top2010]

Cargese 2010



Charge asymmetry < FB asymmetry

Al L

do(cos 8 > 0) — dog(cosf > 0) . doy(cos@ > 0) — doy(cos 6 < 0)
do(cosf = 0) 4 dog(cos = 0) oy do,(cos@ > 0) + doy(cosf < 0)

A=

ok. But where does it come from?

Cargese 2010



Charge asymmetry in QCD

[Kuhn, Rodrigo, 1998]
At O(g2): top and antitop quarks have

q Q
identical angular distributions. > {9& >o‘6‘6\
Qg GEETU0
a Q
(a)

A charge asymmetry arises at O(tg3) b)

|. Interference of ISR with FSR LO for ttbartjet

. i . 060000
negative contribution
0000001
2. Interference of box diagrams with Born 1000000
(d)

positive contribution (¢)

SN TN

3. Flavor excitation (qg channel) much smaller %, é gy, 6666€‘<
(a) (b)

Loop contribution larger than tree level: top
quarks are preferentially emitted in TEEO6EE 7EEEEGEE fmfmgm<
the direction of the incoming quark
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Charge asymmetry in QCD

[Kuhn, Rodrigo, 1998]
At O(g2): top and antitop quarks have

q Q
identical angular distributions. > {9& >63-m
Qg Qg
q Q
(a)

A charge asymmetry arises at O(tg3) ®)

|. Interference of ISR with FSR LO for ttba t

. i . 060000
negative contribution
0000001
2. Interference of box diagrams with Born 1000000
(d)

positive contribution ‘ (¢)

3. Flavor excitation (qg channel) much smaller %, §< ’“am-@@%g@s€<
. . a b
Loop contribution larger than tree level: top & ®
quarks are preferentially emitted in 7TEEET0Y S '“mmgm<

the direction of the incoming quark
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An intuitive picture

two color flows = two antennas

3

In the soft limit ’Asoft|2 o |Ab07“n|2 (q . . q-t:Eth(l—Cose)

The probability to emit a gluon is larger the more the top is accelerated (like in QED) and
therefore going backwards, so the contribution to the Arg asymmetry is negative

P(__ L7 )y<P(N] )

The virtuals have to cancel the soft divergences of the reals and therefore the contribution
is of the opposite sign.

Cargese 2010




Inclusive asymmetry at Tevatron

Charge conjugation symmetry

(N:(y)=N,(-y) )

Forward-backward [Kiihn, Rodrigo, 1998]
N,(y>0)-N;(y>0)

=0.05 1(6) [ Antunano, Kuhn, Rodrigo, 2008]
N.(y>0)+N;(y>0)

APP —

4 N(Ay >0)- N(Ay < 0)
N(Ay >0)+ N(Ay <0)

=0.078(9) Av=y, -y,

A{cos 8) (%)

m mixed QCD-EW interference: factor 1.09 included

= stable to NLL threshold resummations (one per

mille) [Almeida,Sterman,Vogelsang, 2008]

= NNLL threshold resummations [Ahrens, Ferroglia,

Neubert, Pecjak, Yang, 201 0] -10
Not expanding the asymmetry in g : the P P I B
asymmetry decreases by 20% at NLO (K factor), s 0.5 o !
but only by 5% at NLO+NNLL Tevatron cos 8
= In any case, remember that INFACT this

observable is known only at leading order!!!

qg {(x100)

—_— N - ————

\

IIIFFLL'IIIIIIIIIIIIII
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Asymmetry measurements at Tevatron

DO [prui01(2008)202001] 00,0815"

_excluded region

ArgPPPr = 0.12 + 0.08 (stat) = 0.01 (syst) 0.9 fb-

Limits as a function of the fraction (f) of ttbar events
produced via a topcolor leptophobic Z’ resonance

| | |
500 600 700 800 900 1000
Z’ mass [GeV]

CDF (cont.Note 9724, PRLI01(2008)202001] Recomstructed Top Rapidity

—  AR* =0.098 + 0.036 —®- Data
776 events

Ppbar rest fr’am e ; A,i"::“" =-0.019+ 0.0026 Signal + Bkg

9 —
= -0.059 + 0.0079 + 776 events

CDF II Preliminary [ Bkg
L=3.2fb" 167 events

lllll—

AggPPPar = 0.193 £ 0.065 (stat) + 0.024 (syst) 3.2 fb"!
AgpPPPar = 0.17 £ 0.07 (stat) £ 0.04 (syst) 1.9 fb-!

ll[ll]llllllllllllllllllllllllll

]lllIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIH

llIl[

ttbar rest frame

Argt™r = 0.24 £ 0.13 (stat) + 0.04 (syst) 1.9 fb-!

B - CDF Data
— Pythia

At least 4 jets: Agg™ = 0.119 £ 0.064 (stat)
Exact 4 jets:  Agg™ = 0.132 £ 0.075 (stat)
At least 5 jets: Agg™ = 0.079 £ 0.123 (stat)

Abg subtracted
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Asymmetry measurements at Tevatron

DO [PRL101(2008)202001] ML , D209’
p ekcludedreglon NN

ArgPPPr = 0.12 + 0.08 (stat) = 0.01 (syst) 0.9 fb-

Limits as a function of the fraction (f) of ttbar events
produced via a topcolor leptophobic Z’ resonance

500 600 700 800 900 1000
Z’ mass [GeV]

e CDF [conf.Note 9724, PRLI01 (2008)202001] meconsiucted Top Rapdty

LA L B N B L B B B B B LA B

—  AR* =0.098 + 0.036 '°' Data
776 events

ppbar rest frame - | A = 0019 00026 s> g

9 —
A, "~ =-0.059 + 0.0079 776 events

CDF II Preliminary [ Bkg
L=32f" 167 events

AggPPPar = 0.193 £ 0.065 (stat) + 0.024 (syst) 3.2 fb"!
AgpPPPar = 0.17 £ 0.07 (stat) £ 0.04 (syst) 1.9 fb-!

llIIllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll-

lllllllllllllllllllIIIIIIIIIIIIH

ttbar rest frame

At = 0.24 + 0.13 (stat) £ 0.04 (syst) .9 fb- o 1t Pretieary

B - CDF Data
— Pythia

At least 4 jets: Agg™ = 0.119 £ 0.064 (stat)
Exact 4 jets: At =0.132 £ 0.075 (stat)
At least 5 jets: Agg™ = 0.079 £ 0.123 (stat)

2.80 from zero, (A®—ASM) ..=0.142 + 0.069

Abg subtracted

room for BSM within 20
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Massive gluon diff cross section

Resonances might produce charge asymmetry at LO

L=gTqy" (g +2%5)G.q,

e Quark-antiquark annihilation

do 19" S T.C, n[? (4 c? s dm? 4 28(§ —m.)
d cosB NC 28 (§-m.) +m.T;

+ ol + @0 Mg ave ant) ey e - an)

(- mG)

I:ngV(1+C +4m )+gAgA(2C)]

+ ngAngA (80))])

where

c=ﬁcos€)=x/1—4mzcose o Oﬂsz(gy (g)Z

i=q.,t

e gluon-gluon fusion at tree-level the same as in the SM
(gauge invariance, parity, orthonormality of field profiles in extra dimensions)
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Axigluons!

AR ARaRERS : = The FB asymmetry disfavour at 20 vanishing or
b CDF32f™"  AM=0.051(6) 1 negative contributions (axigluons or colorons)

mg > 1.6 TeV at 99%C.L. (g,50,g,=1)

(APP_ASMyPP ] m Larger exclusion limit than dijet channel.

ga=—0x

= [t is still possible to generate a positive
asymmetry

if sign(g,)= -sign(g,")

[Ferrario, Rodrigo, arXiv:0906.554 1]
[Frampton,Shu,Wang, arXiv:091 .2955]

Cargese 2010



Charge asymmetry at LHC

LHC is symmetric = no forward-backward

But suppose that there is a charge asymmetry at parton level (QCD predicts that tops are
preferentially emitted in the direction of incoming quark, resonance asymmetry positive/negative
on (s-mg) and relative sign of couplings)

quarks carry more momenta than antiquar

[
/ o
= Excess of tops (or antitops) in the forward

|
|
|
—— @ — and backward regions

9 qg 4

|
! N,(¥|<ye)=N: (¥ <ye)

y _ '
cms rest frame c(¥e) N.(y|<y:-)+N:(y|<ye-)

A (ye >>1)=0

Opposite in sign to the parton asymmetry

= However, top cross section is gg dominated,
which is symmetric; but gg can be suppressed
by selecting pairs with large invariant mass

{
q
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Conclusions

Top physics is rich and exciting

Top is the perfect lab where to test our
understanding of EWV and QCD.

Top offers also one of the most promising
windows on New Physics

Room for new ideas both at the theoretical and
experimental level and new collaborations!
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Conclusions

Top physics is rich and exciting

Top is the perfect lab where to test our
understanding of EWV and QCD.

Top offers also one of the most promising
windows on New Physics

Room for new ideas both at the theoretical and
experimental level and new collaborations!

and if you really become crazy about Top...




TOP QUARK

Discovered at Fermilab in
1995, the TOP QUARK
1s as short=lived as it is
massive. Weighing in at
a hefty 175 GeV, its
lifetime, a mere 10744
second, is the briefest of
the six quarks. Top
Quarks are an enigmatic
p:ll‘ticlc whose pcm_mal
life is sought after by

thousands of physicists.

Aerylic felt with
gravel fill for

maximum mass.

0000000000000 $975 PLUS SHIPPING

LIGHT HEAVY

TOP QUARK

sPARTICLLEZ!'0

...remember that you can always get one all for you
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