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Abstract

Single top production via flavour changing neutral currents in the reactions e+e− → t̄c/u
is searched for in approximately 411 pb−1 of data collected by ALEPH at centre-of-mass
energies in the range between 189 and 202 GeV. In total, 58 events are selected in the data to
be compared with 50.3 expected from Standard Model backgrounds. No deviation from the
Standard Model expectation is observed. Upper limits at 95% CL on single top production
cross sections at

√
s = 189 − 202 GeV are derived. A model-dependent limit on the sum of

branching ratios BR(t → Zc) + BR(t → Zu) < 17% is obtained.

(To be submitted to Physics Letters B)

1See next pages for the list of authors.
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G. Quast, B. Renk, E. Rohne, H.-G. Sander, S. Schmeling, H. Wachsmuth C. Zeitnitz, T. Ziegler

Institut für Physik, Universität Mainz, D-55099 Mainz, Germany16

A. Bonissent, J. Carr, P. Coyle, A. Ealet, D. Fouchez, P. Payre, D. Rousseau, A. Tilquin
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J. Rander, J.-F. Renardy, A. Rosowsky, P. Seager,23 A. Trabelsi,21 B. Tuchming, B. Vallage
CEA, DAPNIA/Service de Physique des Particules, CE-Saclay, F-91191 Gif-sur-Yvette Cedex,
France17

S.N. Black, J.H. Dann, C. Loomis, H.Y. Kim, N. Konstantinidis, A.M. Litke, M.A. McNeil, G. Taylor

Institute for Particle Physics, University of California at Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz, CA 95064, USA22

C.N. Booth, S. Cartwright, F. Combley, P.N. Hodgson, M. Lehto, L.F. Thompson

Department of Physics, University of Sheffield, Sheffield S3 7RH, United Kingdom10
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1 Introduction

The top quark is the heaviest known elementary particle: its mass has been measured at
the Tevatron Collider to be mt = 174.3±5.1 GeV/c2 [1]. At LEP2 single top production
could be possible via flavour changing neutral currents (FCNC) in the reactions1

e+e− → t̄c/u . (1)

In the Standard Model (SM) such processes are forbidden at tree level and can only
proceed via loops with cross sections . 10−9 fb [2]. In addition a single top can be
produced in the SM via the reaction e+e− → e−ν̄etb̄, also characterised by a very small
cross section (of order 10−4 fb [3]). In this letter a search for single top production via
the reaction e+e− → t̄c/u is reported. This search is based on all data collected by
ALEPH at centre-of-mass energies between 189 and 202 GeV, corresponding to a total
integrated luminosity of 411 pb−1.

Extensions of the Standard Model could in fact lead to enhancements of FCNC
single top production and to measurable effects as proposed, for example, in Refs. [4–
12]. Upper limits (at 95% CL) on FCNC in the top sector have been derived by CDF
from a search for the decays t → γc/u and t → Zc/u [13]:

BR(t → γc) + BR(t → γu) < 3.2% (2)

BR(t → Zc) + BR(t → Zu) < 33% . (3)

It is customary to parametrise the FCNC transitions in terms of anomalous vertices
whose strengths are described by two parameters kZ and kγ for Z and γ exchange,
respectively. Using the formalism of Ref. [12], the vertices for the transitions γ → f f̄ ′

and Z → f f̄ ′ are assumed to have the following form [8]:

Γγ
µ = kγ

eeq

Λ
σµνq

ν (4)

ΓZ
µ = kZ

e

sin 2θW

γµ . (5)

Here, Λ is the new physics cutoff, e is the electron charge, eq the top quark charge, θW

is the weak mixing angle and σµν = 1
2
(γµγν − γνγµ). In the following it is assumed

that kγ and kZ are real and positive and that Λ = mt.
From the CDF experimental limits (Eqns. 2 and 3) and the definitions in Eqns. 4

and 5, the following 95% CL upper limits on the anomalous couplings are derived:

k2
γ < 0.176 (6)

k2
Z < 0.533 . (7)

The cross section for t̄c/u production in e+e− collisions is given at the Born level
by the following expression:

σ(e+e− → t̄c) =
πα2

s

(
1− m2

t

s

)2 [
k2

γe
2
q

s

m2
t

(
1 + 2

m2
t

s

)
+

+
k2

Z(1 + aW
2)(2 + m2

t/s)

4 sin4 2θW(1−m2
Z/s)

2 + 3kγkZ
aWeq

sin2 2θW(1−m2
Z/s)

]
, (8)

1Throughout this paper, the notation t̄c is used for both t̄c and c̄t.
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Figure 1: Cross section for t̄c/u production as a function of centre-of-mass energy with
coupling constants fixed to the CDF limits. The solid curve corresponds to a top mass of
174 GeV/c2. The upper (lower) dashed curve corresponds to a top mass of 169 (179) GeV/c2.

where α is the fine structure constant, s is the centre-of-mass energy squared, mZ is
the Z mass and aW = 1 − 4 sin2 θW. The three terms appearing in Eq. 8 describe γ
exchange, Z exchange and γ-Z interference, respectively. Corrections related to the
nonzero widths of t quark and W boson are entirely negligible at the LEP2 centre-of-
mass energies [8]. Figure 1 shows the cross section as a function of

√
s evaluated with

mt = 174 ± 5 GeV/c2 and with the inclusion of QCD corrections [14]. The coupling
constants kγ and kZ have been fixed to the CDF upper limits. With this choice of
parameters, the contribution to the cross section associated to the γ exchange term is
very small at these centre-of-mass energies.

The CDF limits constrain only weakly the FCNC branching ratios (Eqns. 2,3), so
that BR(t→ bW) could be as small as 64%. In this analysis, only the t → bW decay is
searched for and results are given in terms of σ (e+e− → t̄c/u)× BR(t → bW). When
limits on the kZ and kγ couplings are derived, the reduction of BR(t → bW) due to
possible FCNC decays of the top is taken into account.

2 The ALEPH detector

A detailed description of the ALEPH detector is presented in Ref. [15], and an account
of its performance as well as a description of the standard analysis algorithms can be
found in Ref. [16]. Only a brief overview is given here.

The tracking system consists of a silicon vertex detector, a drift chamber and a
large time projection chamber, immersed in a 1.5 T axial magnetic field produced

2



by a superconducting magnet. The silicon vertex detector (VDET) provides precise
track measurements close to the interaction point. It consists of two concentric layers
of double-sided silicon microstrip detectors positioned at average radii of 6.5 cm and
11.3 cm, covering 95% and 88% of the solid angle, respectively. The vertex detector
is surrounded by a multi-layer axial-wire cylindrical drift chamber, the inner tracking
chamber (ITC), which is 200 cm long and measures the rφ positions of tracks at
8 radii between 16 and 26 cm. The time projection chamber (TPC) is the main
tracking detector. It is 440 cm long and provides up to 21 three-dimensional space
coordinates and 338 samples of ionization energy loss (dE/dx) at radii between 30 and
180 cm. Using the combined information from the TPC, ITC and VDET, a transverse
momentum resolution of σ(1/pt) = 0.6× 10−3(GeV/c)−1 ⊕ 0.005/pt is achieved.

The electromagnetic calorimeter, ECAL, is a lead/proportional wire chamber
sampling device of 22 radiation length thickness which surrounds the TPC and is
contained inside the superconducting coil. Its relative energy resolution is σ(E)/E =
0.18/

√
E + 0.009 with E in GeV.

The return yoke of the magnetic field is a large iron structure fully instrumented
to form a hadron calorimeter, HCAL, which also serves as a muon filter. The HCAL
consists of 23 layers of streamer tubes 9×9 mm2 in cross section separated by 5 cm thick
iron slabs, giving a total of 7.2 interaction lengths. The relative energy resolution of
the calorimeter is σ(E)/E = 0.85/

√
E with E in GeV. Outside the iron structure, two

double layers of streamer tubes, the muon chambers, provide two space coordinates for
particles leaving the detector, thus improving the performance for muon identification.

The luminosity monitors (LCAL and SICAL) extend the calorimetric coverage down
to polar angles of 34 mrad.

Using the energy flow algorithm described in [16], the measurements of the tracking
detectors and calorimeters are combined into “objects” classified as electrons, muons,
photons, and charged and neutral hadrons. A “good track” is defined as a charged
particle track originating from within a cylinder of 2 cm radius and 20 cm length
centred at the interaction point and parallel to the beam axis, having a polar angle
|cos θ| < 0.95, and with at least four reconstructed coordinates in the TPC.

3 Monte Carlo simulation

All selection criteria were established on the basis of Monte Carlo simulation of signal
and background events. The position of the most important cuts was determined
following the N̄95 prescription [17], which corresponds to the minimisation of the
expected 95% CL cross section upper limit in the absence of a signal.

To model the production of t̄c/u in e+e− collisions, a modified version of
JETSET [18] was employed in which the top is produced together with a light quark
and is forced to decay into bW. Because the top decays faster than the characteristic
hadronization time, no top hadrons are formed. The b and c/u quarks are joined by
a string to form a colour singlet. The b is allowed to develop a parton shower to take
into account hard gluon emission and the recoil of gluon emission off the b is shared
by the W [19]. Initial state radiation is implemented in the generator [20].

A sample of 2000 fully simulated events was produced for each of the two final states
t̄c and t̄u at the different centre-of-mass energies of 189, 192, 196, 200 and 202 GeV
and for three values of the top mass (169, 174 and 179 GeV/c2).
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For background studies, qq and four-fermion (WW, Weν, Zee and ZZ) event samples
corresponding to integrated luminosities at least ten times that of the data were
generated. For the qq simulation, both Monte Carlo generators PYTHIA [18] and
KORALZ [21] were used. The KORALW [22] generator was used to produce WW
events, while the simulation of other four-fermion final states was based on PYTHIA.

4 Analysis

At the LEP2 centre-of-mass energies the top would be produced very close to threshold.
This leads to characteristic kinematic properties of the final state. When the top is
produced at rest (Et ' mt), the light quark accompanying the top has a small energy
(Ec/u '

√
s − mt) and the b and W from the top decay are almost monochromatic,

with energies given by the following expressions:

Eb ' m2
t −m2

W + m2
b

2mt
, (9)

EW ' m2
t + m2

W −m2
b

2mt
. (10)

In this analysis no attempt is made to identify the light quark flavour. In the
following, every reference to c quarks also applies to u quarks.

A loose preselection is first applied. The preselection is followed by two separate
analyses, designed for the two possible decays of the W, leptonic and hadronic. The
leptonic W decay analysis is applied if at least one isolated electron or muon is found;
in this case the rest of the event is forced into two jets. If no isolated lepton is found
the event is forced into four jets and the hadronic W decay analysis is applied.

To tag the b jet, the confidence level CL that all the charged tracks of a jet originate
from the primary vertex is computed [23]. The jets are ordered by decreasing − log(CL)
(denoted as “b tag”), and the one with the largest b tag is identified as the b jet. In
some cases, however, the c jet can have a higher b tag than the b jet. To correct for
this wrong assignment the kinematic properties of the signal decay are used: when the
energy of the jet with the highest b tag is smaller than 30 GeV, the one with the second
highest b tag probability is taken as the b jet. In the events classified as four jets the
c jet is identified as the least energetic one.

The preselection is based on the following cuts. To reject dilepton events at least
nine good tracks must be reconstructed in the event. To reject γγ interactions, the total
event energy and invariant mass are required to be larger than 100 GeV and 50 GeV/c2,
respectively. The total longitudinal momentum of the event must be smaller than
55 GeV and no photon with energy larger than 38 GeV must be reconstructed; these
cuts mainly reject radiative returns to the Z. Moreover the charged multiplicity of each
reconstructed jet is required to be larger than zero, to eliminate residual contamination
from radiative Z returns.

According to the Monte Carlo simulation, the background surviving this
preselection is composed of qq(γ) events (61%), WW events (35%) and other four-
fermion processes (4%). After preselection 15249 events are selected in the data, to be
compared with an expectation of 15268 events from Standard Model processes.

4



Table 1: Cuts used in the W leptonic and in the W hadronic decay selections. The variables
are defined in the text.

W leptonic W hadronic
70 < m`ν (GeV/c2) < 90 0.57 < Pqq/Eqq < 0.73

mqq (GeV/c2) < 70 72 < mqq (GeV/c2) < 91
160 < mt (GeV/c2) < 187 55 < E(b jet) (GeV) < 80
E(b jet)tcm (GeV)> 55 Thrust < 0.90

b tag > 2 Etot (GeV) > 145
- Highest jet b tag > 5.8
- 2nd highest jet b tag < 6

4.1 The leptonic W decay analysis

When the W decays leptonically the signal topology is characterised by an isolated,
energetic lepton accompanied by two jets (the b and the c jets). An electron or muon
is selected by applying the lepton identification described in [16]; the lepton is required
to be energetic (Elep > 10 GeV) and isolated. The additional energy Eiso contained in
a 30◦ cone around the lepton has to be less than 0.1 Elep. For the identified electrons,
photons are excluded from the computation of Eiso. No attempt to identify W decays
into τ ν is made here.

The lepton is removed and the rest of the event is forced into two jets with the JADE
algorithm. By imposing energy-momentum conservation, the neutrino momentum is
reconstructed as the missing momentum and the jet energies are recomputed (one-
constraint fit). The velocity of the jets is kept fixed while the energies and the
momenta are rescaled taking into account their experimental errors. With these
rescaled quantities, two fitted masses m`ν and mqq are calculated.

The complete list of cuts is given in Table 1. The top mass mt is calculated from
the momenta of the neutrino, lepton, and b jet. For both the signal and the WW
background, the variable m`ν gives the W mass, while mqq peaks at mW only for WW
events and assumes lower values for the signal where it provides the mass of the bc
system. The variable E(b jet)tcm is the b jet reconstructed energy evaluated in the top
centre-of-mass frame, taking the top momentum to be opposite to that of the charm
jet. Distributions of the most relevant variables used in this selection are shown in
Fig. 2 for both signal and background.

The results of the selection are given in Table 2. The background is dominated by
WW semileptonic decays. The signal efficiencies are independent of the flavour of the
light quark (c or u) produced with the top and of whether the W decays to an electron
or a muon.

4.2 The hadronic W decay analysis

If no isolated lepton is found the event is forced into four jets. The jet energies and
momenta are rescaled by applying a four-constraint fit. The b and c jets are identified
as described before and the two remaining jets are used to evaluate the W mass mqq

and momentum Pqq.
The complete list of cuts is given in Table 1. The “anti-b” cut for the jet with the

second highest b tag probability reduces the background from bb̄ events. Contrary to
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Figure 2: Distributions for leptonic W decays of signal (shaded histogram with arbitrary
normalization), background (open histogram), and data from 189 to 202 GeV for the variables
(a) mqq, (b) m`ν , (c) E(b jet)tcm and (d) mt, after preselection.

the leptonic case, the b jet energy is here evaluated in the laboratory frame because the
c jet direction is less well reconstructed. Distributions of the most relevant variables
used in this selection are shown in Fig. 3 for both signal and background.

The results of the selection are given in Table 2. The background is approximately
composed of 60% qq, 20% WW and 10% of other four-fermion events. The qq
background is dominated by the bb̄ component (85%) with an additional 12% of cc̄
and 3% of light quarks.

5 Results and systematic uncertainties

The analysis was applied to the data collected at centre-of-mass energies between
189 and 202 GeV during the 1998–1999 data-taking. A detailed breakdown of the
luminosities at the different centre-of-mass energies is reported in Table 2.

In total six candidates are selected by the leptonic selection (5.7 expected) and
52 by the hadronic one (44.5 expected). No deviation from the Standard Model is
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Figure 3: Distributions for hadronic W decays of signal (shaded histogram with arbitrary
normalization), background (open histogram), and data from 189 to 202 GeV for the variables
(a) mqq, (b) E(b jet), (c) βW = Pqq/Eqq and (d) b tag, after preselection.

observed. From these results limits on single top production and couplings are derived
after subtraction of the expected background.

To assess the systematic uncertainty associated with the background estimate, the
efficiencies in data and Monte Carlo were compared by applying one cut at a time after
preselection. This study was performed with all data combined after having verified
the consistency of the results for each energy point separately. The relative systematic
uncertainties obtained with this procedure are summarised in Table 3. The differences
between data and Monte Carlo for the individual variables are compatible with zero
within the statistical uncertainty of the test, except for the b tag.

The expected background has therefore been corrected for the observed difference
in the b tag efficiency for both the hadronic and leptonic channels. When extracting
the limits, a systematic uncertainty equal to the quadratic sum of the statistical errors
for the individual variables has been included by reducing the expected background by
6.2% and 2.8% for the leptonic and hadronic selections, respectively.

The systematic error associated with the jet energy calibration was evaluated by
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Table 2: Performance and results of the analysis. At each centre-of-mass energy the number
of expected background events (Nbkg), of observed candidates (Nobs), the signal efficiency ε
computed with respect to all W decays, and the expected and measured 95% CL upper limits
on single top production cross section (σexp

95 and σmeas
95 ) are reported for both the leptonic

and hadronic W decays; systematic uncertainties are not included in these cross section
upper limits. A top mass of 174 GeV/c2 is assumed. In the last row the measured 95% CL
upper limits on single top production (σmeas−comb

95 ) obtained by combining the leptonic and
hadronic channels and including the systematic uncertainties on background and on the signal
efficiencies are given.

√
s (GeV) 188.6 191.6 195.5 199.5 201.6

L (pb−1) 174 29 80 86 42
lept. hadr. lept. hadr. lept. hadr. lept. hadr. lept. hadr.

Nbkg
WW 2.1 4.5 0.3 0.7 1.3 3.9 0.9 5.8 0.7 2.6

Nbkg
4f 0.05 1.2 0.01 0.2 0.04 0.8 0.08 0.8 0.03 0.4

Nbkg
qq 0.09 10.6 0.02 1.8 0.06 5.5 0.06 3.7 0.06 2.0

Nbkg
tot 2.2 16.3 0.3 2.7 1.4 10.2 1.0 10.3 0.8 5.0

Nobs 4 21 0 5 1 13 1 9 0 4

ε (%) 7.0 17 6.2 16 5.5 14.6 4.9 13.1 3.5 14.3
σexp

95 (pb) 0.41 0.34 2.10 1.20 1.03 0.73 0.98 0.75 2.7 1.09
σmeas

95 (pb) 0.59 0.49 1.70 1.70 0.92 0.95 0.98 0.66 2.0 0.94

σmeas−comb
95 (pb) 0.33 1.18 0.67 0.48 0.72

varying the jet energy corrections taken from [24] by one standard deviation. The
change on the expected background is found to be negligible.

Concerning the signal, a large variation of the efficiency arises from the uncertainty
on the top mass. A reduction of the efficiency of the order of 15% is obtained when
the selection, optimized for mt = 174 GeV/c2, is applied to signal events generated at
mt = 169 and 179 GeV/c2.

Other systematic uncertainties on the signal efficiency are related to the modelling
of single top production and decay, and to the detector simulation. The impact of the
modelling of the signal on the efficiency has been studied by varying model parameters
such as the top production angle; negligible effects have been found. For what concerns
detector effects the main source of systematic uncertainties is again related to the b tag
efficiency. From studies based on events collected at the Z peak in 1998 and 1999, a
total systematic uncertainty on the signal efficiency of 5% has been derived [25]. This
uncertainty is conservatively applied as a net reduction of the signal efficiency when
deriving the limits.

The results of this search are translated into cross section upper limits for single
top production, as shown in Table 2. A 95% CL upper limit of 0.48 pb on the single
top production cross section at

√
s = 200 GeV is obtained. This limit assumes a

100% branching ratio of top into bW and mt = 174 GeV/c2. For a top mass of
mt = 169 (179) GeV/c2 the limit deteriorates to 0.53 (0.55) pb.

The likelihood ratio method is used for combining the results at the different
energies to constrain the two couplings kZ and kγ . This combination is based on
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Table 3: Relative systematic uncertainties on the background efficiency for each selection
variable, determined by applying one cut at a time in data and Monte Carlo.

Leptonic W Hadronic W
Variable εdata−εMC

εMC
(%) Variable εdata−εMC

εMC
(%)

Lepton ID 3.8± 3.3 Pqq/Eqq 1.2± 1.7
mqq 0.9± 3.6 mqq −1.6± 1.6

E(b jet)tcm 0.7± 1.3 E(b jet) 0.4± 1.0
m`ν 2.5± 2.4 Thrust 0.2± 0.8
mt 0.3± 1.7 Etot −0.3± 0.4

Highest jet b tag 5.1± 2.1 Highest jet b tag 9.6± 0.8

Eq. 8 with the inclusion of QCD corrections. Figure 4 shows the region of the kZ-kγ

plane excluded at 95% CL for different choices of the top mass. The exclusion curves
include the reduction in BR(t → bW), computed as a function of kZ and kγ , due to
possible FCNC decays of the top. The limits obtained by CDF are also shown. For
mt = 174 and 169 GeV/c2 the present analysis improves the CDF limit on kZ while
for mt = 179 GeV/c2 only a slight improvement is obtained due to the lower single top
production cross section.

A 95% CL upper limit of 0.53 for the anomalous coupling kZ is obtained for
mt = 174 GeV/c2 and kγ = 0. This exclusion translates into the branching ratio
limit BR(t→ Zc) + BR(t → Zu) < 17%.

6 Conclusions

Single top production via flavour changing neutral currents has been searched for in
411 pb−1 of data collected by ALEPH at centre-of-mass energies in the range between
189 and 202 GeV. In total, 58 events were selected in the data to be compared with
50.2 expected from Standard Model backgrounds. Upper limits at 95% CL on single
top production cross sections at

√
s = 189− 202 GeV have been derived, for example

0.48 pb at
√

s = 200 GeV. This assumes a 100% branching ratio of top into bW and
mt = 174 GeV/c2.

The combination of all data leads to a 95% CL model-dependent upper limit
of 0.53 for kZ, the flavour changing coupling to the Z. This result is valid for
mt = 174 GeV/c2 and kγ = 0. With the same assumptions a 95% CL upper limit
of 17% on BR(t→ Zc) + BR(t → Zu) is obtained, which improves on the previous
CDF result.
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