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Abstract

The total cross section of the process p~put — v,0,ttH has strong dependence on the CP phase
¢ of the top Yukawa coupling, where the ratio of £ = 7 and £ = 0 (SM) grows to 670 at /s =
30 TeV, 3400 at 100 TeV. We study the cause of the strong energy dependence and identify its
origin as the (E/my;,)? growth of the weak boson fusion sub-amplitudes, W, W;~ — ttH, with the
two W'’s are longitudinally polarized. We repeat the study in the SMEFT framework where EW
gauge invariance is manifest and find that the highest energy cross section is reduced to a quarter
of the complex top Yukawa model result, with the same energy power. By applying the Goldstone
boson (GB) equivalence theorem, we identify the origin of this strong energy growth of the SMEFT
amplitudes as associated with the dimension-6 7~ 7w TttH vertex, where 7+ denotes the GB of W=.
We obtain the unitarity bound on the coefficient of the SMEFT operator by studying all 2 — 2

and 2 — 3 cross sections in the J = 0 channel.
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Possible CP violation in the largest coupling of the SM, the top Higgs Yukawa coupling,
has received interest because of its potential role in producing the baryon asymmetry of the
universe [IH3]. The coupling has been measured at the LHC in t¢H production[4-7], and in
single top plus Higgs production [6H8]. Most phenomenological studies of CP asymmetries
in the above processes have been performed by adopting a complex Yukawa coupling, which

can be parametrized as
Ly = —gHt(cos& +iyssiné)t (1)

with real positive g and || < w. The SM Yukawa coupling is recovered by setting g =
gsm = my/v where v = 246 GeV is the SM Higgs VEV. The above parametrization, or its
variants such as gcosé = gsmry (CP-even), gsiné = gsmra (CP-odd), have been adopted
in studying CP violating asymmetries which change sign according to the sign of CP phase
¢, inpp — ttH [0-12], e"et — ttH [1, 13| [14], single top plus H production at the LHC [I1]
12, (15, [16].

In this paper, we report our findings on the use of the above CP violating Yukawa

coupling, at future high energy colliders, in particular at muon colliders [I7, [I§]. Shown in
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FIG. 1. Total cross section of v,,ttH production at a muon collider: (a) £ dependence at several

energies (b) 1/s dependence at several & values.
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FIG. 2. Weak boson fusion subdiagrams, contributing to the process p~p™ — v, ttH.

Fig.[T] is the total cross section of the process
wopt = v ttH (2)

as a function of ¢ for colliding muon energies in the range 0.6 TeV < /s < 100 TeV. In the
left hand side, Fig.(a), we show the cross section vs.|{|/m at /s = 1,3,10,30,100 TeV,
whereas in the right hand side, Fig.(b), the /s dependence of the cross section is shown
for |¢] = 0 (SM), 0.1, 0.257, 0.57 and 7.

In Fig.[If(a), we note a sharp rise of the cross section between £ = 0 (SM) and [¢| ~ 0.1
at very high energies (Z 10 TeV), whereas in Fig.[I{b), we identify the quadratic energy
behavior (1/5)? = s of the total cross section above /s ~ 10 TeV, for all the non-zero &
cases. In contrast, the SM cross section grows only logarithmically. We should understand
the cause of this power behavior, and the importance on phenomenological studies on CP
asymmetries in the process Eq. .

We study all the Feynman diagrams generated by MadGraph5_aMC@NLO[T9], and identify
that among 88 diagrams, 20 diagrams can be categorized as weak boson fusion (WBF)
subprocesses, as depicted in Fig.[2] Since their contribution can be evaluated by making use

of the weak boson PDF, we calculate the total cross section for the process
W= (q,h=0) Wt(q,h =0) — ttH (3)

where helicities h = h = 0 represent longitudinal polarizations.
Shown in Fig(a) is the total cross section as a function of v/3, the colliding W~-W+
or the ttH invariant mass, between 0.6 and 100 TeV. We can clearly identify the quadratic
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FIG. 3. W. WZF — ttH cross section vs.the colliding W~ W™ energy v/3: (a) complex Yukawa
model and (b) SMEFT.

energy behavior of the total cross section for all non-zero £ cases (0.17 < |£| < 7) at energies
above a few TeV. The quadratic energy power behavior of the total cross section is due to
two powers of energy in the amplitudes from the incoming longitudinally polarized weak
boson wave functions, which behave as E/my, with E = +/5/2. In the SM, such powers of
E/myy are present in individual Feynman amplitudes, but they cancel after summing over
all Feynman amplitudes, leading to the Goldstone boson equivalence theorem (GBET) as a
manifestation of gauge invariance [20], 21].

We therefore look for gauge invariant formulation with a CP violating Yukawa coupling,
such as arises from a two Higgs doublet model with a CP violating Higgs potential. When all
the non-SM degrees of freedom are heavy, all such models can be reduced to SMEFT [22H25],
and we identify the following top quark Yukawa sector[I], 20] E|

A
L = —ysuQ'otr + FQTWRCNGb + h.c., (4)
with A a complex number denoting the deviation from the SM. By inserting the component

fields Q = (tz,br)" and ¢ = ((v + H +in°)/+/2,i7~)" into the Lagrangian Eq. , where

! The use of the SMEFT operator in Eq. has been suggested by Cen Zhang to one of us in the year
2020, before he tragically passed away in 2021. The dimension-6 operator in eq. is named @4 in the

Warsaw basis [24].



7% and 7* are the Goldstone bosons of Z and W, respectively, we find

by H2+ 0)2
L™ = —Q'otr { ' I (UH + # + 7T+7T—)} + h.c, (5)

A 2
where 3 = ysy — 2—/7<2 is the Yukawa coupling including the SMEFT operator contributio.

/
With m; = Mv, the phase arg(y’) is absorbed by tg and A is re-phased accordingly. In the

V2

basis where we denote tr and A after the re-phasing, we can express the SMEFT Lagrangian

Eq. as
i = —mytltr — gsu [(H +ind)t] + z\/ﬁw‘b}] t
» H
+(gsm — g€') {HtEtR t [(H +imO)t] + i\/ﬁw‘bﬂ tR}
» H?*+ (7%  7fp-
+(gsm — ge ){{ 5 + ” ] Ltr
H? 4+ (72 + 27t~ , ‘
( 2)1}2 [(H +in%)th + Zﬁﬂ_bz} tr ¢ + h.c., (6)
where
m - \v?
gsm = Tt and gsm — ge' = m (7)

We maintain the original gauge invariant structure of the couplings in the above expression
which agrees with ref.[27]. When we drop all terms proportional to Goldstone boson fields,
it reduces to the results in ref.[26].

A few comments are in order. First, the ttH coupling of the SM, gsu, is replaced by
the complex coupling ge®, which is identical to the phenomenological Lagrangian Eq. .
Second, although the ttH coupling is changed, the dimension-4 part of the Goldstone boson
couplings remain the same as the SM. Third, the t¢H H coupling appears in the third and
fourth terms, whereas the ttH H H coupling appears in the last term. Fourth, all the vertices
in the last term of the above Lagrangian have mass dimension-6, with 3 boson fields and a
pair of fermion fields.

In the unitary gauge, only the t¢tH H coupling

3 i€ H2
LVEFT _ M?t% +h.c., (8)

2 When the original Yukawa coupling y and the coefficient A of the dimemsion-6 operator have the same

flavor structure, we arrive at the flavor diagonal vertices as above. For a general treatment, see e.g.

ref.[27].
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FIG. 4. Additional Feynman diagrams in SMEFT contributing to the process (a) W, W, — ttH,
(b) p~put — v, ,ttH in the unitary gauge, and (c) 5-point contact vertex =~ nt¢tH, giving the

high energy limit of the W~ WZ — ttH amplitudes.

contributes to the weak boson fusion process Eq. and to the muon collider process of
Eq. . We modify the HELAS code[28, 29] of MadGraph5 to evaluate the amplitude of
the Feynman diagram in Fig.[f(a) in the WW fusion process Eq. and also the diagram
Fig.[[(b) in the muon collider process Eq. (2).

By adding the diagram Fig.[d(a) to the 20 diagrams generated by MadGraph5 with the
CP violating Yukawa coupling, we obtain the SMEFT amplitudes

20
MWW — ttH)syerr = Z M + Mrig ifa), (9)

k=1

which gives the total cross section in Fig(b) of the weak boson fusion process Eq. . We
notice a significant reduction of the cross section at all energies, as compared to the results
of the complex Yukawa coupling model which are shown in Fig[j(a). On the other hand,
we find that the high energy power behavior of the total cross section is the same as that

of the complex Yukawa model. Cross comparison of the two results, we find that when

V3 > 10 TeV

_ 1 _
Utot(WL WZ_ — ttH)SMEFT ~ ZUtOt(WL W[—j_ — ttH)compleX Yukawa (10)

for the same value of the complex Yukawa coupling, ge®.
In order to clarify our findings, we calculate the Goldstone boson scattering amplitudes

for the process m~ 7+t — ¢tH analytically, by using the SMEFT Lagrangian Eq. @ At
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high energies, the dimension-6 7~ 7" ttH vertex contribution dominates, as depicted by the

diagram Fig.[4{c), and we find

1 . .
Mlj«fit.c) 2 [F2p: (gsm — g cos§) — imuy (gsing)] (11)
where p; is the magnitude of t and ¢ momentum in the ¢f rest frame, &=+ denotes ¢ and ¢

helicities in the same frame, which should be common. Although the Higgs boson energy
2 2

5 mi —m
does not appear in the amplitude in Eq. , it is fixed as Fy = g e A
S
in the colliding W~W™ or ttH rest frame. Because the amplitude in Eq. grows with
the invariant mass of the ¢t pair, my, soft Higgs boson with energetic ¢ and ¢ configuration

dominates the total cross section at high energies. The total cross section

_ 1 z
oo (T > 1) = %h,h;/z / M 240, (12)
obtained by using the above analytic amplitudes agree with the total cross section obtained
by the numerical code in the unitary gauge at high energies. The linearly rising curves with
the quadratic power of v/ are reproduced by the Goldstone boson scattering cross section,
verifying the GBET.

We therefore confirm that the SMEFT realization of the complex Yukawa coupling
model[lI} 26] reproduces all low energy phenomenology of the processes which are not affected
by the ttH H coupling, and gives cross sections which are consistent with the GBET, as a
consequence of the gauge invariance. However, the mystery remains. Why is the total cross
section of the complex Yukawa model at high energies in FigJ3(a) four times the SMEFT
cross section in Figl3|(b)?

In an attempt to clarify the above mystery, we compute analytically the only one ad-
ditional diagram of the SMEFT in unitary gauge, F ig(a). We find that the only non-
vanishing amplitudes are
(5 —2m3,)

Gty )

’ [F2p:(gsm — g cos &) — imy(gsin )]

++ _ 2
MFig,a) - ’U2

where the ¢ and # have the same helicities, h = h = £1/2, in the tf rest frame. Comparing
the above amplitudes with the Goldstone boson amplitudes Eq. , we find

1
Mg, = 3Mitg {1+0G) | )

7
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FIG. 5. Same as Fig[l] but for SMEFT.
On the other hand, the GBET for M(W; W, — ttH) in Eq. (9) gives
20 1
> My + Mg = Mrige) - {1 + 0(5)} . (15)
k=1
Inserting Eq. , we find
20
ZMk ~ —2MpFigflc): (16)
k=1

at high energies. This explains why the sum of all the diagrams with CP violating Yukawa
coupling gives 4 times the SMEFT cross section at high energies.

It suggests that there exists a Higgs sector, which reproduces the complex Yukawa
coupling at dimension-4, but has no ttH H coupling at dimension-5, and has the contact
7w tttH coupling at dimension-6 with minus two times that of the SMEFT Lagrangian
Eq.@. Within the framework of SMEFT, such Higgs sector is indeed found at dimension-8
level E| In this report, however, we proceed to study non-Standard Yukawa couplings in
SMEFT at dimension-6 as in Eq.@, which has no additional free parameters.

The total cross section of the muon collider process in Eq. (2)) is now calculated in SMEFT
by including the diagram Fig[|b), which is evaluated numerically by using the HELAS code

with the new vertex. The results are shown in Fig[j|(a) for the ¢ dependence at several col-

3 We thank Kun-Feng Lyu for suggesting us to examine dimension-8 operators.



lision energies, and in Fig[5|(b) for the energy dependence at several || values. When com-
pared with the complex Yukawa model results of Fig[lfa) and (b), both the |¢| dependence
and the energy dependence of the total cross section are milder in SMEFT. Nevertheless,
the strong energy dependence of the total cross section remains, as a consequence of the
(v/5)? growth of the weak boson fusion cross section.

Before closing, we examine perturbative unitarity constraints of the SMEFT model of
Eq. . The high energy amplitudes of the weak boson fusion process Eq. is dominated
by the J = 0 amplitudes, as is clear from the Goldstone boson amplitudes in Eq. from
the diagram Fig.(c). We can therefore obtain constraints on the SMEFT operator from
the scattering amplitudes of the J = 0 state of longitudinally polarized weak boson pair

i) = |W, W/ (J =0)). In the optical theorem
20m (i[T|i) = > [{fI T D), (17)
!

tells that the final state |f) is summed over all J = 0 final states including the phase space
integral. The unitarity bound |Im (:|7'|é)| < | (i|]T'|é)| < 167 can then be expressed as
16
S oo (W Wi = [0 =0) < —. (18)
5
f

All the SM cross sections fall as 1/§ at high energies in the J = 0 channel, and hence only
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FIG. 6. Perturbative unitarity bound from o(W; W, — X) and o(HH — X).



i 7 10.57(0.257|0.17

I\ - A=2(TeV—2)|[32.9(23.2| 12.6 |5.14

Véw,w, (TeV) || 2.5 [ 3.1 | 4.4 | 7.2

Végg (TeV) |12 1.7] 2.9 |56

TABLE I. Perturbative unitarity bounds from Fig.[6]

the contact SMEFT couplings are relevant. Examining the SMEFT Lagrangian of Eq. @,
we find that only one 2 — 2 process, W; W, — tt [26, 130, B31], and four 2 — 3 processes,
W, W} — ttH, ttZ,tbW~ and tbW*, give non-vanishing total cross section at high energies.

In Fig.@(a), we show the total cross section of the ¢t and ttH production processes in
dotted and dashed lines respectively, and the sum of all the non-decreasing cross sections as
a solid line as functions of colliding W~W+ energy, /3, for several |¢| values. The unitarity
bound of 167/§ is shown by the straight solid line in red. The perturbative unitarity bound
of the SMEFT model Eq. can be read off from the crossing points for each |£| value,
which are tabulated in Tablelll Perturbative unitarity is violated at 2.5 TeV if £ = 7, or
when |[A|/A? = 32.9 TeV~2, see Eq. (7).

From the Lagrangian Eq. @ the J = 0 cross sections rise fastest in the HH channel,
because of the large ttHH and ttHHH couplings. We show in Fig@(b), the total cross
sections of HH — tt, ttH and all final states in the J = 0 channel. The perturbative
unitarity limit is significantly lower, 1.2 TeV for |{| = 7, 5.6 TeV for £ = 0.17w. Therefore,
when viewing the SMEFT cross sections given in Fig(b), the curves can be trusted only
below the energies in the bottom row of the table. In the muon collider process Eq. , we
should restrict use of the perturbative amplitudes to the region where m(ttH) is below the

bounds in the WW fusion subprocess.

We note that all the SMEFT cross sections presented in this paper have been obtained by
treating the Lagrangian Eq. @ as a gauge invariant version of the complex Yukawa coupling
Eq. . When there are two ttH vertices in a Feynman diagram, both are replaced by the
complex couplings, and thus the amplitude contains A=* terms. The perturbative unitarity
bounds in Table[[| are valid since the J = 0 amplitudes at high energies are dominated by the

dimension five and six vertices. Phenomenology of CP asymmetries in the EFT framework
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are reported elsewhere [32].
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