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In thiswork westudy theavorchanging neutralcurrent(FCNC)decaysofthetop quark,t! c

and t! cg,in the fram ework ofthe unparticle physics. The Standard M odelpredictions for the

branchingratiosofthesedecaysareabout� 5� 10�14 ,and � 1� 10�12 ,respectively.Theparam eter

space of�,�,and d is obtained by taking into account the SM predictions and the results ofthe

sim ulation perform ed by the ATLAS Collaboration for the branching ratios oft! c and t! cg

decays.

PACS num bers:12.60.-i,14.80.-j

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

After the Large Hadron Collider(LHC)hasbeen launched very recently,nextdecade willbe a stage fora better

understanding ofthe nature ofthe propertiesof,and the interactionsam ong the elem entary particlesatTeV scale.

O n the one hand,LHC is expected to give a perfect understanding ofthe electroweak sym m etry breaking ofthe

Standard M odel(SM ) which is expressed through the Higgs m echanism . O n the other hand,diversity ofthe new

physics scenarios willbe sought at the LHC.Having a m ass about the electroweak scale and being the heaviest

particle in the SM the top quark is one ofthe beacons ofthe LHC to shed light on the riddles ofthe electroweak

sym m etry breaking,and to explorethenew physicse�ectsatTeV scale.Im portanceofthetop quark searchesatthe

LHC hasbeen concisely reviewed by Ref.s [1],[2],and [3].

Since there willbe huge am ountproduction (� 80 m illion pair,and � 30 m illion single,Ref.[2])ofthe top quark

atthe LHC,one can predictthatthe interestofthe top quark studieswillbe grown. There are two possibilitiesto

seek forthenew physicse�ectsthrough thetop quark decays,oneisthedecaysvia charged currentsand theotheris

the decaysvia neutralcurrents.

In theSM ,the top quark m ainly decaysto a W + boson and a quark q,(q= d;s;b),Ref.[4].Asa very im portant

rem ark to exploretheseveralnew physicspredictions,besidesthosechargecurrentdecaysofthetop quark thereisno

treeleveldecay ofthe top quark through neutralcurrentsin the SM .New physicssearchesvia the top quark decays

havebeen extensively analysed in the literature(see Refs[2,5,6,7,8],and referencestherein).

The avorchanging neutralcurrent(FCNC)decaysofthe top quark are highly suppresed in the SM (nam ely,the

branching ratios for t! qZ;q;qg are predicted about from � 10�15 to � 10�11 ) due to the G lashow-Iliopoulos-

M aiani(G IM )m echanism ,eg.Ref.s[6,7,9].Note thatrecently,sim ulation perform ed by the ATLAS Colloboration

givesupperbound � 10�5 on t! q(g)decay at95% C.L.,[10,11]. There are m any beyond the SM proposalsto

predict FCNC decays ofthe top quark ( a good literature is given by Ref.s [3,8]). For exam ple in the (m inim al,

or left-right)supersym m etric standard m odelscenario,Ref.s [12],[13],[14],or in the littlest Higgs m odelscenerio,

Ref.[15],orin the left-rightsupersym m etricm odel,Ref.[8]thoseratiosarefound about10�3 � 10�6 .

O ne ofthe m ost interesting and m ind-bending recent new physics scenarios is the unparticle physics which is

proposed by G eorgi,Ref.[16,17]. According to unparticle physicsproposalgiven by G eorgi,ifthere isa conform al
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sym m etry in nature it m ust be broken at a very high energy scale which is above the current energy scale ofthe

colliders.Considering the idea ofRef.[18],in Ref.[16],the scale invariantsectorispresented by a setofthe Banks-

Zaks operators O B Z ,and de�ned at the very high energy scale. Interactions ofBZ operators O B Z with the SM

operatorsO SM are expressed by the exchange ofparticleswith a very high energy m assscale M k
U in the following

form

1

M k
U

O B Z O SM (1)

where BZ,and SM operatorsare de�ned asO B Z 2 O B Z with m assdim ension dB Z ,and O SM 2 O SM with m ass

dim ension dSM .Low energy e�ectsofthescaleinvariantO B Z �eldsim ply a dim ensionaltransm utation.Thus,after

the dim ensionaltransm utation Eq.(1)isgiven as

CU �
dB Z �d

U

M k
U

O U O SM (2)

whered isthescaling m assdim ension(oranam oulusdim ension)oftheunparticleoperatorO U (in Ref.[16],d = dU
),and the constantCU isa coe�cientfunction.

Interactionsbetween theunparticlesand theSM �eldshavebeen listed by Ref[19].RegardingtheG eorgi’soriginal

pointofview m any work on the unparticlephysicshavebeen doneso far,forexam pleRef[20].

In thiswork,westudy avorchanging neutralcurrentdecayst! c,and t! cg induced by scalarunparticles.

II. t! c;g D EC A Y S T H R O U G H U N PA R T IC LE

The e�ectiveinteraction between the scalarunparticle and the SM quarksaregiven as[19]

1

�d�1
�f(�

ff
0

S
+ i5�

ff
0

P
)f

0
(3)

wheref and f0 denote di�erentavorofquarks,with the sam eelectriccharge.

The scalarunparticlepropagatorisgiven as

� F (P
2
)=

A d

2sind�
(� P

2
� i�)

d�2
(4)

where

A d =
16�5=2

(2�)
2d

�(d+ 1=2)

�(d� 1)�(2d)
: (5)

cqc cqq

(b)
V

U
t

(c)

t
U

VV

t
U

(a)

FIG .1:Feynm an diagram sforFCNC decaysofthe top quark through scalarunparticle.

The Feynm an diagram sforthe t! cV decaysthrough scalarunparticle isdepicted in the Figure 1. The m atrix

elem entforthe t! cV (V = ;g)decay in generalform can be written asfollows

M = �
�(a)�

�u(p
0
)[i���q

�
(A S + A P 5)+ �(C + D 5)+ q�(E + F 5)]u(p) (6)



3

where ��
(a)
,and q� = p� � p0� are the polarization,and the m om entum vectorofthe photon(gluon),respectively,

and A S;A P ;C;D ;E and F are invariant am plitudes. From the gauge invariance we have C = D = 0. Since the

photon(gluon)ison shell,i.e. q2 = 0,and the transversality condition q��
� = 0,leadsthatthe lastterm in Eq (6)

can safely be om itted.O therwords,the t! cV decay isdescribed by m agneticm om enttype transition

M = �
�(a)�

�u(p
0
)[i���q

�
(A S + A P 5)]u(p) (7)

O bviously thecontribution ofFig.1(a),and Fig.1(b)areproportionalto ��
(a)�

�u(p0)�u(p)or�
�(a)��u(p0)�5u(p),

and therefore,can beom itted sincethey do notcontributeto thestructure ���q
�.So,only diagram (c)presented in

Fig.1 should be considered.Aftersom ecalculation forthe invariantam plitudesA S and A P weget

A S =
A dg

V

2�2(d�1) sind�

X

q

1

(4�)2

Z 1

0

dx

Z 1�x

0

dy(1� x � y)
1�d

�

� m ty(1� x � y)(�
cq

S
�
tq

S
+ �

cq

P
�
tq

P
)� m q(x + y)(�

cq

S
�
tq

S
� �

cq

P
�
tq

P
)
�

�

� (p
0
x + py)

2
+ p

02
x + p

2
y� m

2

q(x + y)
�d�2

(8)

A P =
A dg

V

2�2(d�1) sind�

X

q

1

(4�)2

Z 1

0

dx

Z 1�x

0

dy(1� x � y)
1�d

�

� m ty(1� x � y)(� �
cq

S
�
tq

P
+ �

cq

P
�
tq

S
)� m q(x + y)(�

cq

S
�
tq

P
+ �

cq

P
�
tq

S
)
�

�

� (p
0
x + py)

2
+ p

02
x + p

2
y� m

2

q(x + y)
�d�2

(9)

whereq= fu;c;tg,when torcquarkrunningatloop only oneofverticescontain avorchangingand anothervertex

is avordiagonal. But when u quark runns at loop both vertices are avorchaning and therefore its contribution

to the considered process com pared to the c and t quark contributions should be very sm all. For this reason we

willneglectu quark contributionsin allnextdiscussions.�S(�P )and � are the scalar(pseudo-scalar)couplingsand

energy scaleofunparticles,respectively.The couplingsforthevectorbosonsarede�ned asg = Q ge,g
g = gs�

a=2.

Taking the squareand the averageofthe am plitude gives

< jM cj
2
> =

A 2

d
gV

2
N

2�4d�4 sin
2
d�

�

jA Sj
2
+ jA P j

2
�

[(p� q)(p
0
� q)] (10)

where N iscolorfactorgiven by 4

3
forthe t! cg and 1 forthe t! c decay. Therefore,the FCNC decay width

can be written as

� =
A 2

d
gV

2
N (jA Sj

2 + jA P j
2)

32��4d�4 sin
2
d�

m
3

t (11)

TheFCNC top quark decay width �(t! V c)iscalculated in term softheunparticlecoupling to thequarks�,the

unparticle scale � and the scaling dim ension d. In num ericalanalysis,without lossofgenerality,forsim plicity,we

take� � �
(t;c)q

S
= �

(t;c)q

P
,and m t = 175 G eV,m c = 1:2 G eV,and � = 1=128,�s = 0:117.W econsiderthetotalwidth

ofthe top quark decay as�tot = 1:5 G eV,which ism ainly determ ined by the decay width oft! bW + ,Ref.[4].

In Fig. 2,and Fig. 3,we presentthe branching ratiosfort! c and t! cg decayswith respectto the scaling

dim ension d forvariousvaluesofthecoupling � at� = 1TeV.In theseand thefollowing �gurestheline(EXP)m eans

theresultofthesim ulationsperform ed by theATLAS Collaboration wheretheupperlim itsoftheconsidered decays

areobtained about10�5 at95% C.L.,Ref.[10].The SM prediction isrepresented by the solid horizontalline.From

those �gureswe see thatthe branching ratio offort! c and t! cg decaysdecreasesstrongly with increasing d,

exceptd = 2. Itiswellknown thatforscalarunparticlesatd = 2 there isinfrared singularity. From the �guresit

also followsthatthe branching ratio oft! c(t! cg)decay becom essm allerthan the SM prediction when d � 1:4

at� = 10�2 . Ifthe coupling constantislargerthan 10�2 then practically atallvaluesofd in the considered region

1 < d < 2 branching ratio oft! c(t! cg)decay in the unparticle theory exceedsthe SM one.Itshould be noted
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1 1,2 1,4 1,6 1,8 2
d

1e-20

1e-16

1e-12

1e-08

0,0001

B
R

λ=0.5
λ=0.1
λ=0.01
λ=0.001
EXP
SM

FIG .2:Branching ratio fort! c decay with � = 1TeV.

thatthe sim ilaranalysisforb! s,Ref.[21](and � ! e decay Ref.[22])leadsto resultthatthe preferable value

ofthe coupling constantisabout� 10�2 � 10�3 .

In the Figures4,and 5 we presentthe dependence ofthe branching ratioson the param eterd forvariousvalues

ofthe energy scale � at� = 10�2 . From these �guresitfollowsthatfor� = 1TeV -� = 10TeV up to d = 1:4 the

branching ratio oft! c(t! cg)decay exceedsthe SM one.

1 1,2 1,4 1,6 1,8 2
d

1e-20

1e-16

1e-12

1e-08

0,0001

1

B
R

λ=0.5
λ=0.1
λ=0.01
EXP
SM
λ=0.001

FIG .3:Branching ratio fort! cg decay with � = 1TeV.
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1 1,2 1,4 1,6 1,8 2
d

1e-16

1e-08

B
R

Λ=1TeV
Λ=5TeV
Λ=10TeV
EXP
SM

FIG .4:Branching ratio fort! c decay for� = 10
�2
.

In the Figure 6,and 7 we presentthe dependence ofthe branching ratios to the coupling param eter� for given

valuesofthe param eterd.From these�gures,onecan observethatthe branching ratio exceedstheSM prediction if

� > 10�2 .

In the TablesI,and IIwe presentnum ericalvaluesofthe branching ratiosfort! cg,and t! c,respectively.

O ne can explicitly see thatexperim entalsensitivity isappropriate foronly d < 1:3 for� > 1� 10�1 ,howeverifthe

experim entalsensitivity can be increased then the unparticle e�ects can be detected even ifthe coupling is about

10�2 .

1 1,2 1,4 1,6 1,8 2
d

1e-16

1e-08

B
R

Λ=1TeV
Λ=5TeV
Λ=10TeV
EXP
SM

FIG .5:Branching ratio fort! cg decay for� = 10
�2
.
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0,0001 0,01 1
λ

1e-20

1e-15

1e-10

1e-05

B
R

d=1.1
d=1.3
d=1.5
d=1.7
d=1.9

FIG .6:Branching ratio fort! c decay with � = 1TeV.

III. C O N C LU SIO N S

In presentwork,we study the FCNC rare decaysofthe top quark t! c and t! cg through scalarunparticle.

Regarding thelatestsim ulation perform ed by theATLAS Collaboration,Ref[10],thesensitivity to theseraredecays

ofthe top quark at% 95 C.L.are B r(t! c)= 2:8� 10�5 ,and B r(t! cg)= 1:6� 10�5 . Ifthere is such a rare

decay itwillgive a window to see the beyond SM physicse�ects. Using the low energy e�ective �eld description of

the unparticle physics we show that FCNC decay ofthe top quark is very good channelto explore for and to put

0,0001 0,01 1
λ

1e-20

1e-16

1e-12

1e-08

0,0001

B
R

d=1.1
d=1.3
d=1.5
d=1.7
d=1.9

FIG .7:Branching ratio fort! cg decay with � = 1TeV.
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TABLE I:The branching ratio fort! cg with respectto the scaling param eterd.Here,we assum e � = 1000G eV.

d B r for� = 5� 10
�1

B r for� = 10
�2

1.1 4:7� 10�3 7:5� 10�10

1.2 4:9� 10�4 7:8� 10�11

1.3 5:7� 10�5 9:2� 10�12

1.4 7:5� 10�6 1:2� 10�12

1.5 1:1� 10�6 1:8� 10�13

1.6 2:0� 10�7 3:2� 10�14

1.7 4:2� 10�8 6:8� 10�15

1.8 1:2� 10�8 2:0� 10�15

1.9 6:8� 10�9 1:1� 10�15

TABLE II:The branching ratio fort! c with respectto the scaling param eterd.Here,we assum e � = 1000G eV.

d B r for� = 5� 10�1 B r for� = 10�2

1.1 2:3� 10
�4

3:7� 10
�11

1.2 2:5� 10
�5

3:9� 10
�12

1.3 2:9� 10
�6

4:6� 10
�13

1.4 3:8� 10
�7

6:1� 10
�14

1.5 5:7� 10
�8

9:0� 10
�15

1.6 9:9� 10
�9

1:6� 10
�15

1.7 2:1� 10
�9

3:4� 10
�16

1.8 6:2� 10
�10

9:7� 10
�17

1.9 3:4� 10
�10

5:5� 10
�17

lim its on the unparticle e�ects. W e use the lim its given by the ATLAS Collaboration to constrain the unparticle

param eters.According to ourresults,one could expectto see unparticle e�ectsfor� = 1� 10TeV ifthe coupling is

about� > 10�2 ford < 1:3.Thisisconsistentwith the exsisting resultsin the literature (see,forexam ple see Ref.s

[20],[21],[22],[23],and referencesthere in.).

TABLE III:Com parison ofthe branching ratiosB r(t! c),and B r(t! cg)with the branching ratiosfound in the Ref[23]

forvariousvaluesofthe scaling papam eterd.

d R 1 =
B r(t! cg)

B r(t! cgg)
R 2 =

B r(t! c)

B r(t! c)

1.05 0:06 0:06

1.10 0:05 0:05

1.15 0:05 0:05

1.20 0:03 0:03

W e wantto rem ark thatt! c ort! cg are loop levelprocessesboth in the SM and in the unparticle physics.

However,t ! c or t ! cgg can take place at tree levelin the unparticle physics The unparticle e�ects in the

rare t! cgg decayshas been studied in the Ref.[23]. In Table III,we presenta com parison ourbranching ratios

B r(t! c),and B r(t! cg)with thebranchingratiosfound in theRef[23]forvariousvaluesofthescalingparam eter

d.O ne could understand thisbehaviorwith the observation thatthe t! c ort! cg decaysare proportionalwith

�em or�s butthe t! c ort! cgg decaysdepend on the unparticle coupling � which we take 10�2 ,issm aller

than �s butbiggerthan �em .Therefore,the behaviorsofthe branching ratiosoft! c(g),and t! c(gg)in the

SM ,and the unparticle physicsaredi�erent.
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