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Abstract

This chapter of the report of the “Flavour in ther era of LHCArkshop dis-
cusses flavour related issues in the production and decaysany states at
LHC, both from the experimental side and from the theorétide. We re-
view top quark physics and discuss flavour aspects of segrt@hsions of the
Standard Model, such as supersymmetry, little Higgs modehadels with
extra dimensions. This includes discovery aspects as weall@asurement of



several properties of these heavy states. We also preskint puailable com-
putational tools related to this topic.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1 Tasks of WG1

The origin of flavour structures and CP violation remains as of the big question in particle physics.
Within the Standard Model (SM) the related phenomena areesstully parametrised with the help of
the CKM matrix in the quark sector and the PMNS matrix in thetde sector. In both sectors intensive
studies of flavour aspects have been carried out and argatily) on as discussed in the reports by WG2
and WG3. Following the unification idea originally proposey Einstein it is strongly believed that
eventually both sectors can be explained by a common undgriieory of flavour. Although current
SM extensions rarely include a theory of flavour, many of thaakle the flavour question with the help
of some special ansatz leading to interesting predictionfuture collider experiments as the LHC.

This chapter of the "Flavour in the era of LHC” report gives arprehensive overview of the
theoretical and experimental status on: (i) How flavour pts/san be explored in the production of
heavy particles like the top quark or new states predictedxtensions of the SM. (i) How flavour
aspects impact the discovery and the study of the propertitese new states. We discuss in detail the
physics of the top quark, supersymmetric models, Littlegsighodels, extra dimensions, grand unified
models and models explaining neutrino data.

Section 2 discusses flavour aspects related to the top quack e expected to play an important
role due to its heavy mass. The LHC will be a top quark factdonang to study several of its properties
in great detail. Th@& tocoupling is an important quantity which in the SM is direatyated to the CKM
elementvy,. In SM extensions new couplings can be presented which catuldeed with the help of
the angular distribution of the top decay products and/aiiigle top production. In extensions of the
SM also sizable flavour changing neutral currents decaydeanduced, such as! gz, t! g or
t ! gg. The SM expectations for the corresponding branching sai@ of the ordero '* for the
electroweak decays and ordey '? for the strong one. In extensions like two-Higgs doublet eisd
supersymmetry or additional exotic quarks they can be upderao . The anticipated sensitivity of
ATLAS and CMS for these branching ratio is of order ° . New physics contribution will also affect
single and pair production of top quarks at LHC either viapladfects or due to resonances which is
discussed in the third part of this section.

In section 3 we consider flavour aspects of supersymmetridetso This class of models predict
partners for the SM particles which differ in spin hy2. In a supersymmetric world flavour would
be described by the usual Yukawa couplings. However, we khatvsupersymmetry (SUSY) must be
broken which is most commonly parameterized in terms of S&fSY breaking terms. After a brief
overview of the additional flavour structures in the soft YU8eaking sector we first discuss the effect
of lepton flavour violation in models with conserved R-pariThey can significantly modify di-lepton
spectra, which play an important role in the determinatibthe SUSY parameters, despite the stringent
constraints from low energy data such ad e . We also discuss the possibilities to discover super-
symmetry using the ; + missing energy signature. Lepton flavour violation plalg® @n important
role in long lived stau scenarios with the gravitino as legitsupersymmetric particle (LSP). In models
with broken R-parity neutrino physics predicts certainasif branching ratios of the LSP in terms of
neutrino mixing angle (in case of a gravitino LSP the pradicwill be for the next to lightest SUSY
particle). Here LHC will be important to establish severahsistency checks of the model. Flavour
aspects affect the squark sector in several ways. Firsttyexpects that the lightest squark will be the
lightest stop due to effects of the large top Yukawa couplWayious aspects of its properties are studied



here in different scenarios. Secondly it leads to flavoulating squark production and flavour violating
decays of squarks and gluinos despite the stringent camtstfeom low energy data such asl s .

Also other non-supersymmetric extensions of the SM, sudrarsd unification and little Higgs
or extra dimensional models, predict new flavour phenomehigtware presented in section 4. Such
SM extensions introduce new fermions (quarks and lept@a)ge bosons (charged and/or neutral) and
scalars. We study the LHC capabilities to discover these maas states, paying a special attention on
how to distinguish among different theoretical models. \tégtsvith the phenomenology of additional
guarks and leptons, studying in detail their production HCLand decay channels available. It turns
out that particles up to a mass of 1-2 TeV can be discoveredstutied. Besides the discovery reach
we discuss the possibilities to measure their mixing with felions. They are also sources of Higgs
bosons (produced in their decay) and hence they can sigmtifiaenhance the Higgs discovery potential
of LHC. Extended gauge structures predict additional hegayge bosons and, depending on the mass
hierarchy, they can either decay to new fermions or be predirtt their decay. In particular, the produc-
tion of heavy neutrinos can be enhanced when the SM gauge ggaxtended with an extra S,
which predicts additional  bosons. E also discuss flavour aspects for the discoveneafdtv gauge
bosons. This is specially important for the case of an exttavhich appears in any extension of the
SM gauge group, and for which model discrimination is crlictdne presence or not of new °bosons
also helps identify additional S@) gauge structures. Finally, several SM extensions predeivacalar
particles. In some cases the new scalars are involved ingiigino mass generation mechanism, e.g. in
some Little Higgs models and in the Babu-Zee model, whichreaksations of the type Il seesaw mech-
anism (involving a scalar triplet). In these two cases, lghrgy observables, such as decay branching
ratios of doubly charged scalars, can be related to theineutrixing parameters measured in neutrino
oscillations.

Last but not least computational tools play an importang ial the study of flavour aspects at
LHC. In section 5 we give an overview of the public availalels ranging from spectrum calculators
over decay packages to Monte Carlo programs. In additionnedlyodiscuss the latest version of SUSY
Les Houches Accord which serves as an interface betweeougaprograms and now includes flavour
aspects.

2 The ATLAS and CMS experiments

The CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is currently being aiktd in the 27-km ring previously used
forthe LEPe" e collider. This machine will push back the high energy frentby one order of magni-
tude, providingpp collisions at a center-of-mass energy of = 14 TeV.

Four main experiments will benefit from this acceleratoro [yeneral-purpose detectors, ATLAS
(Fig. 1.1) and CMS (Fig. 1.2), designed to explore the plsyatdthe TeV scale; one experiment, LHCb,
dedicated to the study @ -hadrons and CP violation; and one experiment, ALICE, whidh study
heavy ion collisions. Here only the ATLAS and CMS experinseaihd their physics programs are dis-
cussed in some detail.

The main goal of these experiments is the verification of tlgggimechanism for the electroweak
symmetry breaking and the study of the “new” (i.e. non-Staddviodel) physics which is expected to
manifest itself at the TeV scale to solve the hierarchy mwbl The design luminosity afo** cm ?s *
of the new accelerator will also allow to collect very largavples of B hadrons, W and Z gauge bosons
and top quarks, allowing stringent tests of the Standardé¥predictions.

Since this programme implies the sensitivity to a very braatye of signatures and since it is not
known how new physics may manifest itself, the detectoreHmen designed to be able to detect as
many particles and signatures as possible, with the bestipeprecision.

In both experiments the instrumentation is placed aroumdiriteraction point over the whole
solid angle, except for the LHC beam pipe. As the particlasdehe interaction point, they traverse the
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Fig. 1.1: An exploded view of the ATLAS detector.

Inner Tracker, which reconstructs the trajectories of ghdrparticles, the Electromagnetic and Hadronic
calorimeters which absorbe and measure the total enerdypatticles except neutrinos and muons, and
the Muon Spectrometer which is used to identify and measwartomentum of muons. The presence
of neutrinos (and other hypothetic weakly interacting iotas) is revealed as a non-zero vector sum of
the particle momenta in the plane transverse to the beam axis

Both the Inner Tracker and the Muon spectrometer need todxegdlinside a magnetic field in
order to measure the momenta of charged particles usingdttiasrof curvature of their trajectories. The
two experiments are very different in the layout they havesem for the magnet system. In ATLAS,
a solenoid provide the magnetic field for the Inner Trackdrjleva system of air-core toroids outside
the calorimeters provide the field for the Muon SpectromeberCMS, the magnetic field is provided
by a single very large solenoid which contains both the Infracker and the calorimeters; the muon
chambers are embedded in the iron of the solenoid return. ybke magnet layout determines the size,
the weight (ATLAS is larger but lighter) and even the namehef two experiments.

The CMS Inner Detector consists of Silicon Pixel and Stripediors, placed in a 4 T magnetic
field. The ATLAS Inner Tracker is composed by a smaller nundfeBilicon Pixel and Strip detectors
and a Transition Radiation detector (TRT) at larger radiside a 2 T magnetic field. Thanks mainly
to the larger magnetic field, the CMS tracker has a better mtune resolution, but the ATLAS TRT
contributes to the electron/pion identification capaiesitof the detector.

The CMS eIectromagnelgc calorimeter is composed by PhWih excellent intrinsic energy
resolution ( (£ )=E 2 5% =E (GeV)). The ATLAS electromagnetic calorimeter is a lead/liquid
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argon sampling calorimeter. While the energy resolutionasse ( (E )=E 10% = E (G eV ), thanks
to a very fine lateral and longitudinal segmentation the AB.Zalorimeter provides more robust particle
identification capabilities than the CMS calorimeter.

In both detectors the hadronic calorimetry is provided bgglng detectors with scintillator
or liquid argon aspthe active medium. The ATLAS calorimetas l%better energy resolution for jets
( E)=E 50$= E (GeV) 0:03)than CMS ( (E =E 100$ = E (Gev ) 0:205) because itis
thicker and has a finer sampling frequency.

The chamber stations of the CMS muon spectrometer are erabiedtd the iron of the solenoid
return yoke, while those of ATLAS are in air. Because of npldtiscattering in the spectrometer, and
the larger field in the Inner Tracker the CMS muon reconsioactelies on the combination of the
informations from the two systems; the ATLAS muon spectrtanean instead reconstruct the muons in
standalone mode, though combination with the Inner detétigroves the momentum resolution at low
momenta. The momentum resolution for 1 TeV muons is aboutaf?ATLAS and 5% for CMS.

Muons can be unambiguously identified as they are the onlycles which are capable to reach
the detectors outside the calorimeters. Both detectore Ao an excellent capability to identify elec-
trons that are isolated (that is, they are outside hadr@t®).j For example, ATLAS expects an electron
identification efficiency of about 70% with a probability tagidentify a jet as an electron of the order
of 10 ° [1]. The tau identification relies on the hadronic decay nspdece leptonically decaying taus
cannot be separated from electrons and muons. The jetsqaddiy hadronically decaying taus are sep-
arated from those produced by quark and gluons since theljupeonarrower jets with a smaller number
of tracks. The capability of the ATLAS detector to separatgets from QCD jets is shown in Fig. 1.3.

The identification of the flavour of a jet produced by a quariime difficult and it is practically
limited to the identification objets, which are tagged by the vertex detectors using thévelalong
lifetime of B mesons; the presence of soft electron and muon inside a §fasused to improve the
btagging performances. In Fig. 1.4 the probability of magding a light jet as @jet is plotted as a
function of thel-tagging efficiency for the CMS detector [1]; comparablefpenances are expected for
ATLAS.
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Chapter 2

Flavour phenomena in top quark physics
G. Burdman and N. Castro

1 Introduction

The top quark is the heaviest and least studied quark of thed&td Model (SM). Although its properties
have already been investigated at colliders, the availedtgre of mass energy and the collected lumi-
nosity have not yet allowed for precise measurements, witeion of its mass. The determination of
other fundamental properties such as its couplings regjlarger top samples, which will be available at
the LHC. Additionally, due to its large mass, close to thewtmveak scale, the top quark is believed to
offer a unique window to flavour phenomena beyond the SM.

Within the SM, thew tb vertex is purely left-handed, and its size is given by the itz
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elemewt,, related to the top-bottom charged current. In a more
general way, additional anomalous couplings such as lightied vectorial couplings and left and right-
handed tensorial couplings can also be considered. The sfulde angular distribution of the top decay
products at the LHC will allow precision measurements ofdtmacture of thev tbvertex, providing an
important probe for flavour physics beyond the SM.

In the SM there are no flavour changing neutral current (FCplGgesses at the tree level and at
one-loop they can be induced by charged-current intemagtibut they are suppressed by the Glashow-
lliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) mechanism [4]. These contribuitiolimit the FCNC decay branching ratios to
extremely small values in the SM. However, there are exterssof the SM which predict the presence
of FCNC contributions already at the tree level and signifilseenhance the top FCNC decay branching
ratios [5—16]. Also loop-induced FCNCs could be greatlyarded in some scenarios beyond the SM.
In all these cases, such processes might be observed at tbe LH

In its first low luminosity phase (10 fb per year and per experiment), the LHC will produce sev-
eral million top quarks, mainly in pairs through gluon fusigy ! ttand quark-antiquark annihilation
ag ! tf with atotal cross section of 833 pb [17]. Single top production [18—22] will also occur, dom-
inated by thezchannel processg ! ¢, with a total expected cross section of 320 pb [21,22]. SM
extensions, such as SUSY, may contribute with additionalieark production processes. The theoret-
ical and experimental knowledge of single top angroduction processes will result in important tests
for physics beyond the SM. Moreover, besides the directetiete of new states (such as SUSY particles
and Higgs bosons), new physics can also be probed via thaalatfects of the additional particles in
precision observables. Finally, in addition to the pot@ntieviations of the top couplings, it is possible
that the top quark couples strongly to some sector of the gwsips at the TeV scale, in such a way that
the production of such states might result in new top quagkas. This possibility typically involves
modifications of the top production cross sections, eitloercf or single top, through the appearance
of resonances or just excesses in the number of observetsedarsome of these cases, the signal is
directly associated with a theory of flavour, or at least @f ¢higin of the top mass.

In this chapter different flavour phenomena associatedpaimrk physics are presented, starting
with anomalous charged and neutral top couplings. In se@ithew tbvertex structure and the mea-
surement of/y, are discussed. Studies related to top quark FCNC process@sesented in section 3.
Finally, possible contributions of new physics to top preiilon are discussed in section 4, including the
effects of anomalous couplings it and single top production, as well as the possible observaif
resonances which strongly couple to the top quark.



2 W tbvertex

In extensions of the SM, departures from the SM expectatigrn 0:099 are possible [23,24], as well as
new radiative contributions to the tovertex [25, 26]. These deviations might be observed in taage
processes at the LHC and can be parametrized with the &tempierator formalism by considering the
most generali tovertex (which contains terms up to dimension five) according

i
L = %b (VLPL + VRPR )tW %b M d

(LPL + GrPr)EW + hwx:; (2.1)
W

with g= p. p (the conventions of Ref. [27] are followed with slight sinfigktions in the notation).
If ¢ P is conserved in the decay, the couplings can be taken to bé rea

2.1 W tbanomalous couplings

Within the SM, v, Vi, © 1andvg, g, gz vanish at the tree level, while nonzero values are gen-
erated at one loop level [28]. Additional contributionstg, g;,, gz are possible in SM extensions,
without spoiling the agreement with low-energy measurdsiefhe measurement8fkR (b! s )isan
important constraint to the allowed values of thedtoanomalous couplings.

At the LHC, the top production and decay processes will alloywrobe in detail ther tovertex.

Top pair production takes place through the QCD interastiwithout involving aw tbcoupling. Addi-
tionally, it is likely that the top quark almost exclusivalgcays in the channel! w * k. Therefore, its
cross section for production and decgy;ag ! tt! W "W bis largely insensitive to the size and
structure of thew tovertex. However, the angular distributions of (anti)toale products give infor-
mation about its structure, and can then be used to tracestamalard couplings. Angular distributions
relating top and antitop decay products probe not onlyithginteractions but also the spin correlations
among the two quarks produced, and thus may be influencedvbpreluction mechanisms as well.

2.1.1 Constraintsfrom B physics

Rare decays of the -mesons as well as tieB mixing provide important constraints on the anoma-
lousw thb couplings because they receive large contributions froopdoinvolving the top quark and
thew boson. In fact, it is the large mass of the top quark that ptstéhe corresponding FCNC am-
plitudes against GIM cancellation. Thus, order-unity eslwofv, Vi, Vr, g, andgz generically
causeo (100% ) effects in the FCNC observables. Fgr andg;,, an additional enhancement [29, 30] by
m =m poccursinthecaseaf ! X ,because the SM chiral suppression faatgev ; gets replaced
by the order-unity factom =M y; .

Deriving specific bounds on the anomalaust couplings from loop processes requires treating
them as parts of certain gauge-invariant interactionseHee shall consider the following dimension-six
operators [31]

o = g k €D + hcy

o = q * g YD 9@ @ YD  +hry

0OFR = g R W * + hrs

0% = g° *; W + hcy (2.2)

where o = (& ;Veb, + Vs, + Vigdy, ), g% = (Vytn + Voo + Voun ;b ), and  denotes the
Higgs doublet. Working in terms of gauge-invariant operstenders the loop results meaningful, at the
expense of taking into accouall the interactions that originate from Eq. (2.2), not only thebones.

1A generali tbvertex also contains terms proportional(® + p,) ,q and (pe+ po) Sincebquarks are on shell, the
W bosons decay to light particles (whose masses can be negjlectd the top quarks can be approximately assumed on-shell
these extra operators can be rewritten in terms of the onEg.if2.1) using Gordon identities.



As an example, let us consider the! s transition. Since it involves low momenta only, one
usually treats it in the framework of an effective theorytthases from the full electroweak model (SM
or its extension) after decoupling the top quark and the )Wé@sons. The leading contribution to the
considered decay originates from the operator

e
07 = mm pSL }C}QF . (23)

The SM value of its Wilson coefficiertt ; gets modified when the anomalowstb couplings are intro-
duced. Moreover, the presence®f also above the decoupling scalg becomes a necessity, because
counter-terms involving ; renormalize the UV-divergent ! s diagrams witho9 ando % vertices.
Thus, we are led to consider tBe ! X ¢ branching ratio as a function of not only , vz, g, andgg

but alsoc 7(p), i.e. the “primordial” value ofC ; before decoupling. Following the approach of Ref. [32],
one finds

BRB ! X, ) 10 = (315 023) 8:iI8( Vy)+ 427Vx
712g + 191g  8:03CF( o)

2
(P)
+ O  Vp  Vgu;Vr 9L iR iC 7p ; (2.4)

forE > 16GeV and , = 160GeV in theM S schemé. As anticipated, the coefficients &t andgg

are of the same order as the first (SM) term, while the coeffisiatvz; andg;, get additionally enhanced.

The coefficients ad;, andgz depend on , already at the leading order, and are well-approximated by
379 485 =My and 087+ 4:04In =M y , respectively. This ,-dependence and the one of

c ' ,)compensate each other in Eq. (2.4).
Taking into account the current world average [34]:

BREB ! Xs )= 355 024729 003 10%; (2.5)
a thin layer in the five-dimensional spacg,  Viy;Vz ;91 ;9 ;C 7(p’ )is found to be allowed by ! s .
When one parameter at a time is varied around the origin (imigthother ones turned off), quite narrow

95% C.L. bounds are obtained. They are listed in Table 2.1.

Table 2.1: The curren®5% C.L. bounds from Eq. (2.4) along the parameter axes.

VL, W Vr a9 o | CP( )
upper bound 003 0:0025 0:0004 0:57 0:04
lower bound 013 0:0007 0:0015 015 0:1l4

If several parameters are simultaneously turned on in &laied manner, their magnitudes are,
in principle, not bounded by ! s alone. However, the larger they are, the tighter the necgssa
correlation is, becoming questionable at some point.

The bounds in Table 2.1 have been obtained under the assumtptt the non-linear terms in
Eq. (2.4) are negligible with respect to the linear oneshis assumption is relaxed, additional solutions
to that equation arise. Such solutions are usually corsidér be fine-tuned. In any case, they are
expected to get excluded by a direct measurement ofith®® anomalous couplings at the LHC (see
section 2.1.2).

2The negative coefficient at, differs from the one in Fig. 1 of Ref. [33] where an anomal@usb coupling was effectively
included, too.



Considering other processes increases the number of amistbut also brings new operators with
their Wilson coefficients into the game, so long as the ammbdis undergo ultraviolet renormalization.
Consequently, the analysis becomes more and more involzfgcts of v, andvg onb ! sI'1
have been discussed, e.g., in Refs. [33, 35]. These anatgsesto be updated in view of the recent
measurements, and extended to the casg @hdg:; . The same refers to theB mixing, for which (to
our knowledge) no dedicated calculation has been perfotmddte. Exclusive rare decay modes in the
presence of non-vanishing; have been discussed in Refs. [36, 37].

2.1.2 ATLAS sensitivity to Wtb anomalous couplings

The polarisation of th& bosons produced in the top decay is sensitive to non-stdradaplings [38].
W bosons can be produced with positive, negative or zeroiteliwith corresponding partial widths
R, 1, o Which depend onv,, Vg, g, andgz. General expressions fory, 1, o interms of
these couplings can be found in Ref. [39] and were includeithénprogramTopFit. Their absolute
measurement is rather difficult, so it is convenient to adaisinstead the helicity fractiors; =,
with = g +  + othe total width fort ! W kb Within the SM,F, = 0:703, F;, = 0297,
Fr = 3% 107 atthe tree level, fom . = 175 GeV,M ; = 80:39 GeV,m , = 4:8 GeV. We note
that Fx vanishes in then,, = 0 limit because the> quarks produced in top decays have left-handed
chirality, and for vanishingn 1, the helicity and the chirality states coincide. These ftglitactions can
be measured in leptonic decays ! ‘ . Let us denote by, the angle between the charged lepton
three-momentum in the rest frame and the momentum in thecrest frame. The normalised angular
distribution of the charged lepton can be written as

1 d
dcos .,

2

3 3
=—(1+cos,)2FR+§(1 COS:)zFL+ZSjn Fo; (2.6)

with the three terms corresponding to the three helicityestand vanishing interference [40]. A fit to
the cos . distribution allows to extract, from experiment, the vaud F;, which are not independent

but satisfyFr + F1, + Fo = 1. From these measurements one can constrain the anomalgquiggs in
Eqg. (2.1). Alternatively, from this distribution one can asaire the helicity ratios [39]

R L R _ IR ; 2.7)
0 Fo
which are independent quantities and take the values 5:1 10, [ = 0:423inthe SM. As for the
helicity fractions, the measurement of helicity ratiossd®unds oz, g, andgg . A third and simpler
method to extract information about thie tovertex is through angular asymmetries involving the angle
.. For any fixedz in the interval[ 1;1] one can define an asymmetry

AZ:N(cos; . > Z) N(cosl<z): (2.8)
N (cos , > z)+ N (cos , < z)

The most obvious choice is= 0, giving the forward-backward (FB) asymmetxy. [27,41]2 The FB
asymmetry is related to the helicity fractions by

3
App = 2 Fr  FI: (2.9)
Other convenient choices are= (= 1). Defining = 23 1, we have
z= (2 1) ' BA,=A, =23 [Fo+ (1+ )Fr];
3Notice the difference in sign with respect to the definitiimRefs. [27, 41], where the angle, = . between the

charged lepton andquark is used.



z= (22 1) ' A=A = 3 B+ 1+ )FL]: (2.10)

Thus,a, (2 ) only depend orFy, andFy (F.). The SM values of these asymmetries arg; =

02225, A, = 05482, A = 0:8397. They are very sensitive to anomalomstointeractions, and
their measurement allows us to probe this vertex withoutrigsed of a fit to thecos ., distribution. It
should also be pointed out that with a measurement of twoaeddlasymmetries the helicity fractions
and ratios can be reconstructed.

In this section, the ATLAS sensitivity t@f to anomalous couplings is reviewed. The !
W i bevents in which one of the bosons decays hadronically and the other one in the leptonic
channelw ! “ . (with “= e ; ), are considered as signal evehtany other decay channel of the
ttpair constitutes a background to this signal. Signal evieate a final state topology characterised by
one energetic lepton, at least four jets (including twjets) and large transverse missing energy from
the undetected neutrino. Top pair production, as well ad#ukground from single top production, is
generated witlTopReX [42]. Further backgrounds without top quarks in the finatestae. g, W+ jets,
z= +jets,W W ,zz andzw production processes, are generated usngHIA [43]. In all cases
CTEQSL parton distribution functions (PDFs) [44] were usdflvents are hadronised USIRYTHIA,
taking also into account both initial and final state radiati Signal and background events are passed
through the ATLAS fast simulation [45] for particle reconsgition and momentum smearing. Theet
tagging efficiency is set to 60%, that corresponds to a liejeéactor of 10 (100) for:jets (light quark
and gluon jets).

A two-level probabilistic analysis, based on the constanciof a discriminant variable which
uses the full information of some kinematical propertiestaf event was developed and is described
elsewhere [46,47]. After this analysis, 220024 signal &vécorresponding to an efficiency of 9%) and
36271 background events (mainly from ! bog®) were selected, for a luminosity ab fb * . The
hadronicw reconstruction is done from the two natjets with highest transverse momentum. The mass
of the hadronic top, is reconstructed as the invariant mé#iseohadronicn and thek-jet (among the
two with highestp: ) closer to thev . The leptonick  momentum cannot be directly reconstructed due
to the presence of an undetected neutrino in the final stateertheless, the neutrino four-momentum
can be estimated by assuming the transverse missing emndgitihe transverse neutrino momentum. Its
longitudinal component can then be determined, with a qieddambiguity, by constraining the leptonic
W mass (calculated as the invariant mass of the neutrino andhirged lepton) to its known on-shell
valueM ; = 80:4 GeV. In order to solve the twofold quadratic ambiguity in tbegitudinal component
it is required that the hadronic and the leptonic top quagksetthe minimum mass difference.

The experimentally observesbs ., distribution, which includes thet signal as well as the SM
backgrounds, is affected by detector resolutigireconstruction and selection criteria. In order to re-
cover the theoretical distribution, it is necessary tosgiptract the background; (ii) correct for the effects
of the detector, reconstruction, etc. The asymmetries a@sored with a simple counting of the number
of events below and above a specific valuexaf .. This has the advantage that the asymmetry mea-
surements are not biased by the extreme values of the ardjstabutions, where correction functions
largely deviate from unity and special care is required.

Due to the excellent statistics achievable at the LHC, syate errors play a crucial role in the
measurement of angular distributions and asymmetriesdyréor a luminosity of 10 fb*. A thor-
ough discussion of the different systematic uncertaintigbe determination of the correction functions
is therefore compulsory. The systematic errors in the oladdes studied (asymmetries, helicity frac-
tions and ratios) are estimated by simulating various egfee samples and observing the differences
obtained. Uncertainties originating from Monte Carlo gamers, PDFs, top mass dependence, initial
and final state radiationyjet tag efficiency, jet energy scale, background cross@es;t pile-up and

“From now on, thei boson decaying hadronically and its parent top quark wilheened as “hadronic”, and the
decaying leptonically and its parent top quark will be aaflkeptonic”.
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Table 2.2: Summary of the results obtained from the simulation for theesvables studied, including statistical
and systematic uncertainties.

Observable Result
Fo 0:700 0:003 (stat) 0:019 (sys)
Fr, 0299 0:003 (stat) 0:018 (sys)
Fr 0:0006 0:0012 (stat) 00018 (sys)
L 04274 0:0080 (stat) 00356 (sys)
R 0:0004 0:0021 (stat) 00016 (sys)
Arp 02231 00035 (stat) 00130 (sys
A, 0:5472 0:0032 (stat) 00099 (sys)
A 0:8387 0:0018 (stat) 0:0028 (sys

Table 2.3: The 1 limits on anomalous couplings obtained from the combinedsuement o , ;. are
shown. In each case, the couplings which are fixed to be zerdaaroted by a cross.

VR 9L 9
A, gz | [ 00195;0:0906]
A, Rz [ 0:0409;0:00926]
A ; [ 0:0112;0:0174
A, Rz [ 0:0412;0:00944] [ 0:0108;0:0175
A, rg | [ 00199;0:0903] [ 0:0126;0:0164

guark fragmentation were considered. The results of thelsition, including statistical and systematic
uncertainties, are summarized in Table 2.2.

With this results, and considering the parametric depecel@ the observables on, g, and
o (see Ref. [39]), constraints on the anomalous coupling® wet usingropFit. Assuming only one
nonzero coupling at a time, limits from the measurement of each observable can be deiiM: 47].
These limits can be further improved by combining the mezsents of the four observableg
and2 , using the correlation matrix [47], obtained from simutat? Moreover, the assumption that
only one coupling is nonzero can be relaxed. Howeverzifandg;, are simultaneously allowed to be
arbitrary, essentially no limits can be set on them, sinedife-tuned values of these couplings their
effects on helicity fractions cancel to a large extent. s thay, values (1) of vz andg;, are possible
yielding minimal deviations on the observables studiederé&fore, in the combined limits, which are
presented in Table 2.3, it is required that eitkigror g, vanishes.

Finally, with the same procedure, the 68.3% confidence I@&) regions on the anomalous
couplings are obtained (Fig. 2.1). The boundary of the regjitas been chosen as a contour of constant
2. In case that the probability density functions (p.d.f.)vaef andg;, were Gaussian, the boundaries
would be ellipses corresponding to = 2:30 (see for instance Ref. [48]). In our non-Gaussian case
the 2 for which the confidence regions have 68.3% probability iseaeined numerically, and it is

approximately 1.83 for they;, ;oz ) plot and 1.85 for(vy ;gz ).

2.2 Measurement ofv, in single top production

The value of the CKM matrix elemer,,, is often considered to be known to a very satisfactory pregi
(09990 < Yy < 09992 at 90% CL [49]). However, this range is determined by assgrttie unitarity

SWe point out that the correlations among , = ;. do depend (as they must) on the method followed to extrasethe
observables from experiment. In our case, the correlatiane been derived with the same procedure used to extractx ;.
from simulated experimental data.
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Fig. 2.1: 68.3% CL confidence regions on anomalous couplirgsandgz , for vy = 0 (left); vz andg: , for
g, = 0(right). The1l combined limits in Table 2.3 are also displayed.

ofthe3 3 CKM matrix which can be violated by new physics effects. Tlgalron measurements of

Ve ; ; ;
R gy .7 are based on the re;lzjslve numbertedike events with 02(199ro, one and two tagged
+ 0 +0:

bjets. The resulting values far are1:12", )5 (stat:+ syst:) [50] and1:037 )77 (stat:+ syst:) [51]

for CDF and D@ respectively. Note that,, determination fromr, giving 74, > 0:78 at 95% CL,
is obtained assuming/y ¥ + V¥ + ¥VooF = 1. Infact,R * 1 only implies /3> > i Vi I

Therefore the single top production whose cross sectiomastitly proportional toyy,jis crucial in order
to reveal the complete picture of the CKM matrix.

Recently, the D@ collaboration announced the first obsienvatdf the single top production. The
corresponding results for theand s-channels are [52]:

s channel 4 t channel _ 49 14 pb
s channel  _ 10 09 pb
t channel _ 4:2+11#118 pb (2.11)

This result can be compared to the SM prediction with,j= 1 [21]: """ = 088 0:1 pb,

;MChan“el = 198 025 pb. Taking these results into account and considering thd kmi 0:61 at
95% C.L., excluded regions foy7; jwere obtained and are shown in Fig. 2.2 (a)-(c) (see [53]Her t
detailed computation). From this figure, the allowed valiogsy’.;jare found to bed . §75. 062,
0. ¥ej. 062and047 . Vg j. 1. The new data on the single top production provides, for tise fi
time, the lower bound o¥,,. However, we have to keep in mind that the latest 95% CL uppetsl on

the single top production by the CDF collaboration [54] aneér than those by D@:

s channel + t channel < 247 pb

s channel

< 25pb
tchannel o >3 pb (2.12)

Using this bound, different constraints gn.jcan be found, as shown in Fig. 2.2 (d)-(f).

Going from Tevatron to LHC, the higher energy and luminositlf provide better possibilities for
a precise determination ®f;,. Among all three possible production mechanismstitieannel & < 0)
is the most promising process due to its large cross sectioh, 245 pb [22, 55, 56] and/,, could be
determined at the 5% precision level already with 10 flof integrated luminosity, assuming a total
error of 10% for thetchannel cross section measurement [57]. The precisiohigfrésult is limited
by the systematic uncertainty and might be well improvechvinetter understanding of the detector
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Fig. 2.2: Excluded regions foh/; § ¥+ j and3/, 5 obtained from the measurementrofand from the single top
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D@ (see Eq. (2.11)) and CDF (see Eq. (2.12)) data on the dioglproduction. The combination of both bounds
provides an additional excluded region. The physical botmdf + .. F + ¥ F < 1is also considered.

and background. The other channets, associated¢ =M ?) and s-channel ¢ > 0), are more
challenging due to a much larger systematic uncertaintywéver, a measurement of these production
mechanisms will also be important to further understandrihieire of the top quark coupling to the
weak current, especially because new physics could affetehtly the different single top production
channels (see e.g. [20]).

Sincevy, is not known, thery, 6 1 alternative should be still acceptable.vif, is considerably
smaller than one, that would mean thiéb) couples not only ta(t) but also to the extra quarks. Thus, a
measurement of,, 6 1 would be an evidence for new heavy quarks. Their existenicefét predicted
by many extensions of the SM [24,58-60] and furthermorecthgent electroweak precision data allows
such possibility [61,62]. In this class of models, the faanis 3 CKM matrix is a sub-matrix of 8 4,

4 3,4 4oreven larger matrix. Those matrices could also be com&tdhie.g. by th& 4 unitarity
condition. Although thes  4=4 3 matrix, which is often induced by the vector-like quark misde
breaks the GIM mechanism, the current tree level FCNC measemt do not lead to strong constraints.
However, the vector-like models with down-type quark (medegth 3 4 matrix) modifies the tree-level
7 o coupling by a factor ofos® 54, where the 3rd-4th generation mixing, parameterizes the 4
matrix together with the usual CKM parameters,(; »3; 13)- SinCevy, is written asvy, ’ cos 341N
the same parameterization, the measuremert,ohtio,R, = (Z ! bb)= (Z ! hadron), forbidsv 4
significantly different from one in this type of models.
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Table 2.4: Branching ratios for FCNC top quark decays predicted byed#iht models.

Decay SM two-Higgs SUSY with Exotic Quarks
R-parity violation

t! gz 1014 107 10° 104

t! g 10%4 10° 10° 10°?

t! qg 1012 104 104 10"

In the models with a singlet up-type quark ( 3 matrix case) or one complete generatian ( 4
matrix case), the constraint from;,, measurement ok, can be milder. In the SMR ,, comes from
the tree diagram mentioned above and ttguark loop contribution which is proportional t§y,jis
sub-dominant. If there is an extra fermiaf) v, can be reduced. On the other hand, we obtain an
extra loop contribution from, which is proportional toy/«,j In general,v, increases whemw,,
decreases. Thus, the constraint wp depends on the® mass. Using the current CDF upper limit,
m o > 258 GeV [63], it can be shown thay > 0:295 (see chapter 4.2.1). This result relies on the
assumption that the correctionsig and tos, T, U parameters [64,65] induced by loop effects are only
coming from thetandt”. Therefore more sophisticated models with an extendeitfgcontent may be
less constrained. For a more precise argument in any givaetelnall the well measured experimental
data from loop processes, such as the! X branching ratio and the electroweak precision data
must be comprehensively analysed. Nevertheless it sheusiiphasized that the usual claim thatthe
parameter excludes the fourth generation is based on thenpsien thatt * 0. The fourth generation
model increases andT simultaneously, and thus leaves a larger parameter spatkisanodel than
theRr , measurement alone [53,66—68]. Further discussion on Hrefséor extra quarks at the LHC can
be found in chapter 4 and in Refs. [53, 69].

3 FCNC interactions of the top quark

If the top quark has FCNC anomalous couplings to the gaugensogts production and decay properties
will be affected. FCNC processes associated with the ptamug70-72] and decay [73] of top quarks
have been studied at colliders and the present direct lionithhe branching ratios ar&R (t! gz ) <
78% [70], BR (t! g )< 08% [7l]andBR (t! gg)< 13% [74]. Nevertheless, the amount of data
collected up to now is not comparable with the statisticseetgd at the LHC and thus either a discovery
or an important improvement in the current limits is expdd#&—78].

In the top quark sector of the SM, the small FCNC contribigitimit the corresponding decay
branching ratios to the gauge bosons ( andg) to below10 ' [15,79-82]. There are however exten-
sions of the SM, like supersymmetric models including Ritgariolation [5—11], multi-Higgs doublet
models [12—-14] and extensions with exotic (vector-likeaudgs [15, 16], which predict the presence of
FCNC contributions already at the tree level and signifigaghance the FCNC decay branching ratios.
The theoretical predictions for the branching ratios of EpNC decays within the SM and some of its
extensions are summarized in Table 2.4.

In addition, theories with additional sources of FCNCs mesuit in flavour violation in the in-
teractions of the scalar sector with the top quark. For exentpis is the case in Topcolor-assisted
Technicolor [83, 84], where tree-level FCNCs are presentthé theories the scalar sector responsible
for the top quark mass can be discovered through its FCNCyd8&8&h. ! tj, wherejis a jet mainly
of a charm quark. Also, and as we will see in detail in Sectidh Bodels with multi-Higgs doublets
contain additional sources of flavour violation at one ldagttmay lead to FCNC decays of the Higgs.
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Table 2.5: Contributions of order * to the cross section of top production.

direct production pp! (@q)! t+ X
top + jet production pp! (@g)! gt+ X
pp! (g ! gt+ X
pp! (g ! gt+ X
(including 4-fermion interactions
top + anti-top production pp! (gg)! tt+ X
pp! (g)! tt+ X
top + gauge boson productionpp ! (gq) ! t+ X
pp! (ga)! 2 t+X
pp! (gq)! W t+ X
top + Higgs production pp! @q)! ht+ X

3.1 Top quark production in the effective lagrangian approah

If strong FCNC exists associated to the top quark sectas,éxpected that it influences the production
of single top events through the process! t+ g;g. This single top production channel is thus an
excellent probe for flavour phenomena beyond the SM. In thitien, the phenomenology of strong
flavour changing single top production in the effective &ggian approach is considered. The approach
is model independent and makes use of a subset of all dimefis®mand six operators that preserve
the gauge symmetries of the SM as written in ref. [31]. Thesstilchosen contains all operators that
contribute to strong FCNC including the four fermion intefians. This methodology has been used by
many authors to study single top quark production using teaS its low energy limit but also in other
models like Supersymmetry, two-Higgs doublet models ahdrst[20, 86—97].

The effective lagrangian is a series in powersef, being the scale of new physics. Therefore,
the terms that originate from mixing with SM charged curggrthat is, with diagrams with a charged
boson, either as virtual particle or in the final state willfvet considered. These are processes of the
typepp! (G9! gt+ X andpp! (gqg)! W t+ X and the charge conjugate processes. Due to
CKM suppression and small parton density functions coutidins from the incoming quarks, these?
terms are much smaller than the* terms. There are several contributions of ordef to the cross
section of single top production. These are summarized lneT25. A more detailed discussion can be
found in [98]. Cross sections for these processes werelasdclin [99, 100].

The main goal of this work was to produce all cross sectiorsdetay widths related to strong
FCNC with a single top quark in a form appropriate for impleraion in theTopRex generator [42].
This implies that all cross sections had to be given in diffitial form with the top spin taken into
account. Most of the processes were already inserted inghergtor (see release 4.20TafoRex) and
the remaining ones will be inserted in the near future.

In this section, a joint analysis of the results obtained9®-100] is performed. To investigate
the dependence of the cross sections on the values of theabmarcouplings, which are denoted by
constants ;5 and 35, random values for ;; and ;; were generated and the resulting cross sections
were plotted against the branching ratio of the top quarkiferdecayt ! gu. The motivation for doing
this is simple: the top quark branching ratios for these gecnay vary by as much as eight orders of
magnitude, from  10'? inthe SMto  10“ for some supersymmetric models. This quantity is
therefore a good measure of whether any physics beyondfthia standard model exists.

In Fig. 2.3 the cross sections for the processes! t+ ftandpp ! t+ W via au quark
versus the branching rat®R (t ! gu) are shown. This plot was obtained by varying the constants
and in arandom way, as described before. Each combinationarfd originates a given branching
ratio and a particular value for each cross section. Oblypaaother set of points may generate the same
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Fig. 2.3: Cross sections for the processgs ! t+ ft(crosses)angp ! t+ W (stars)via amiquark, as a
function of the branchingratiBR (t! gu).

value for the branching ratio but a different value for thess section, which justifies the distribution
of valuesof (pp! t+ Ft)and (p! t+ W ). Valuesof and for which the branching ratio
varies between the SM value and the maximum value predigtesiipersymmetry were chosénThe
cross sections for top plus jet and top plus aboson production via aquark are similar to these ones
although smaller in value. Notice that tivetcross section is proportional to only one of the couplings,
which makes it a very attractive observable - it may allowaligrtpose constraints on a single anomalous
coupling (see Ref. [98] for details).

It should be noted that single top production depends alsbenontributions of the four fermion
operators. Hence, even if the branching raas (t ! gu(c)) are very small, there is still the possibility
of having a large single top cross section with origin in therffermion couplings. In Fig. 2.3 we did not
consider this possibility, setting the four-fermion cdngk to zero. For a discussion on the four-fermion
couplings do see Ref. [99].

In Fig. 2.4 the cross sections fpp ! t+ z andpp ! t+ viaauquark, versus the branching
ratioBR (t ! gu)are plotted. The equivalent plot with an intermequark is similar, but the values for
the cross section are much smaller. In this plot we can seddth cross sections are very small in the
range off g considered. These results imply that their contributioii xardly be seen at the LHC,
unless the values for the branching ratio are peculiariydar

The same, in fact, could be said fop ! t + h. Even for the smallest allowed SM Higgs mass,
the values of the cross section for associated top and Higghiption are very small. The same holds
true for the processes involving the anomalous couplinghet quark.

The smallness of the effects of these operators in the dewess sections holds true, as well, for
the top—anti-top channel. In this case, even for a brandlaitigB R (t ! gu) ’ 10 *, the contributions
to the cross section (pp ! tt) do not exceed, in absolute value, one picobarn.

In conclusion, the strong FCNC effective operators are ttamed in their impact on several
channels of top quark production. Namely, Fig. (2.3) and)(Rlustrate that, if there are indeed strong

5Both = %and = 2 were varied betweeno ° andl TeV 2.
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Fig. 2.4: Cross sections for the processgs ! t+ z (upperline)antbp ! t+  (lower line) via au quark,
as a function of the branching ratior (t! gu).

FCNC effects on the decays of the top quark, their impacth@lmore significant in the single top plus
jet production channel. It is possible, according to thesrilts, to have an excess in the cross section
(pp ! t+ jet)arising from new physics described by the operators we hawmsidered here, at the
same time obtaining results for the production of a top qadmkgside a gauge and Higgs boson, or for

ttproduction, which are entirely in agreement with the SM ®oins. This reinforces the conclusion

that the cross section for single top plus jet productionnisnaportant probe for the existence of new

physics beyond that of the SM. It is a channel extremely seadb the presence of that new physics,

and boasts a significant excess in its cross section, wheraag other channels involving the top quark

remain unchanged. Nevertheless, it may still be possiblese some of these unchanged channels,

such as top plug production, to constrain the parameters, through the study of asymmetries such as
(pp ! tWw ) pp! twW ")

3.2 Higgs boson FCNC decays into top quark in a general two-i4gs doublet model

The branching ratios for FCNC Higgs boson decays are at e 10 *° , for Higgs boson masses of
a few hundred GeV. In this section, the FCNC decays of Higgebs into a top quark in a general two-
Higgs-doublet model (2HDM) are considered. In this modwed, iliggs FCNC decays branching ratios
can be substantially enhanced and perhaps can be pushethapisible level, particularly fon® which

is the lightestC P -even spinless state in these models [101]. We compute tkismam branching ratios
and the number of FCNC Higgs boson decay events at the LHQOmnbsefavorable mode for production
and subsequent FCNC decay is the lightest-even state in the type Il 2HDM, followed by the other
C P-even state, if it is not very heavy, whereas the -odd mode can never be sufficiently enhanced.
The present calculation shows that the branching ratioseof t° -even states may readl °, and that
several hundred events could be collected in the higheshhsity runs of the LHC. Some strategies to
use these FCNC decays as a handle to discriminate betweeN 2HD supersymmetric Higgs bosons
are also pointed out.

Some work in relation with the 2HDM Higgs bosons FCNCs hasaaly been performed [12,13],
and in the context of the MSSM [102-105]. In this work the prctibn of any 2HDM Higgs boson
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(h = h%;n °;a% at the LHC is computed and analyzed, followed by the ong-lBGNC decayh ! tc.
The maximum production rates of the combined cross section,

Feep! h! t) (pp! hX BR(th ! tc);
h !

BR (M ! to) w; (2.13)
i (h! X:L)

takes into account the restrictions from the experimentkmination ofo | s branching ratio
(my & 350 GeV [106]), from perturbativity argument®{ . tan . 60, wheretan is the ra-
tio of the vacuum expectation values of each doublet), fioencustodial symmetryj( "™ 5. 0:1%)
and from unitarity of the Higgs couplings. In this sectionuemsnarized explanation of the numerical
analysis is given. For further details see Refs. [13, 107].

The full one-loop calculation a8 R (h ! tc)in the type Il 2HDM, as well as of the LHC produc-
tion rates of these FCNC events were included. Itis consiithhatB R (h ! tc) in the type | 2HDM is
essentially small (for alh), and that these decays remain always invisible. The badinitions in the
general 2HDM framework can be found in Ref. [101].

The calculations were performed with the help of the numanid algebraic progran®eynarts,
FormCalc andLoopTools [108-110]. A parameter scan of the production rates ove2HieM param-
eter space inthén ; ;m 0 )-plane was done, keepingn fixed.

In Fig. 2.5 a-b, thesR (h° ! tc) for the lightestc p -even state (type Il 2HDM) is shown. The
BR is sizeable, up tao °, for the range allowed from ! s . In Fig 2.5¢c the production cross sections
explicitly separated (the gluon-gluon fusion at one-loog ¢heh’qq associated production at the tree
level [111,112]) are presented. The control ovet™ ™ is displayed in Fig. 2.5d.

In practice, to better assess the possibility of detecttdheaLHC, one has to study the production
rates of the FCNC events. A systematic search of the regibparameter space with the maximum
number of FCNC events for the lightp -even Higgs is presented in the form of contour lines in Fige2
The dominant FCNC region far’ (1 °) decay is wherean ( is the rotation angle which diagonalises
the matrix of the squared masses of the-even scalars) is large (smalthn  islarge andn,, m 5o,
with a maximum value up to few hundred events. As for the-odd statea ?, it plays an important
indirect dynamical role on the other decays through théen&dr couplings, but its own FCNC decay
rates never get a sufficient degree of enhancement due tb$keaee of the relevant trilinear couplings.

One should notice that in many cases one can easily dissinguhether the enhanced FCNC
events stem from the dynamics of a general, unrestricte@®Nlhodel, or rather from some supersym-
metric mechanisms within the MSSM. In the 2HDM case ¢te-odd modesx® | tcare completely
hopeless whereas in the MSSM they can be enhanced [102110)3,14]. Nevertheless, different ways
to discriminate these rare events are discussed in Ref. [13]

The FCNC decays of the Higgs bosons into top quark final statesa potentially interesting
signal, exceeding fb for m ; . up to 400 GeV (Fig. 2.5e). This however, is a small cross section once
potentially important backgrounds are considered, such gsand SM single top production. A careful
study of the backgrounds for this process should be carnigdlbit were possible to fully reconstruct
the top, then there might be hope to observe a distinctivgdlommp in theec channel [85].

3.3 Single top production by direct SUSY FCNC interactions

FCNC interactions of top quarks can provide an importaniréad probe for new SUSY processes. For
instance, the MSSM Higgs boson FCNC decay rates into topkdiral states, e.gi °;A°% | tc+ tg
can be of ordet0 * (see section 3.2 and Refs. [103,113-116]), while intheESMH ! tc) 10%°3-

10 ¢ (depending on the Higgs mass) [107]. There also exists thsilitity to producetc and tc final
states without Higgs bosons or any other intervening darf6, 117]. In this section it will be shown
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that the FCNC gluino interactions in the MSSM can actuallpbe efficient mechanism for direct FCNC
production of top quarks [96].

In general, in the MSSM we expect terms of the form gluino-fasquark or neutralino—fermion—
sfermion, with the quark and squark having the same chargbddanging to different flavours. In the
present study only the first type of terms, which are expetdde dominant, are considered. A detailed
lagrangian describing these generalized SUSY-QCD inierecmediated by gluinos can be found, e.g.
in Ref. [102]. The relevant parameters are the flavour-ngixeoefficients ;5. In contrast to previous
studies [118], in the present work, these parameters ayeatinived in the LL part of the& 6 sfermion
mass matrices in flavour-chirality space. This assumpsaiso suggested by RG arguments [119, 120].
Thus, ifM 11, is the LL block of a sfermion mass matrix;; (16 J) is defined as follows:M 1,1, );5 =

iy sy 5, Wheren ; is the soft SUSY-breaking mass parameter correspondiniget i squark ofith
flavour [102]. The parameter,; is the one relating thend and3rd generations (therefore involving
the top quark physics) and it is the less restricted one fitoenphenomenological point of view, being
essentially a free parameter ¢ ,; < 1). Concretely, we have two such parametef§, ™ and {2"",
for the up-type and down-type LL squark mass matrices résdc The former enters the process
under study whereas the latter entBrg (b ! s ), observable that we use to restrict our predictions on
tc+ tcproduction. Notice that!2™" is related to the parametef."" because the two LL blocks of
the squark mass matrices are precisely related by the CKMioat matrixx as follows: (1 2),;, =
K M QLL K Y[121,122].

The calculation of the full one-loop SUSY-QCD cross sectign (pp ! tc) using standard
algebraic and numerical packages for this kind of companatif110, 123] has been performed. The

typical diagrams contributing are gluon-gluon triangleps (see Ref. [96]for more details). In order to
simplify the discussion it will be sufficient to quote the geal form of the cross section:

wLL 2mZ@A =tan ¥ 1
tc 23 2
M gysy m

(2.14)

Q N

Herea . is the trilinear top-quark coupling, the higgsino mass parameter, is the gluino mass and
M sysy Stands for the overall scale of the squark masses [96]. Timpuatation of .. together with the
branching ratiR (o ! s )inthe MSSM was performed, in order to respect the experieddtunds
ONBR (b! s ) SpecificallyBR (b! s )= (2:1-4:5) 10* atthe3 levelis considered [49].
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In Figs. 2.6, 2.7 and 2.8 the main results of this analysipaesented. It can be seen thatis very

sensitive taa . and that it decreases with sy sy andm 4. As expected, it increases withl ~ {"*

At the maximum of ., it prefers 5 = 068. The reason stems from the correlation of this maximum
withtheBR (b! s )observable. Atthe maximum, .. © 0:5pb, if we allow for relatively light gluino
massesn ; = 250 GeV (see Fig. 2.8). For higher 4 the cross section falls down fast;mat, = 500
GeV it is already10 times smaller. The total number of events pep b * lies betweeri0%-10° for

this range of gluino masses. The fixed values of the param#atahese plots lie near the values that
provide the maximum of the FCNC cross section. The depemdenc is not shown, but it should be
noticed that it decreases by 40% in the allowed range = 200-800 GeV. Values of > 800 GeV are
forbidden byBR (b! s ). Large negative is also excluded by the experimental bound considered for
the lightest squark mass,,, . 150 GeV, too smallj j. 200 GeV is ruled out by the chargino mass
boundm 90 GeV. The approximate maximum of. in parameter space has been computed using

an analytilcal procedure as described in Ref. [96].
Finally, it should be noticed thatfinal states can also be produced at one-loop by the charged-
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current interactions within the SM. This one-loop crosdisacat the LHC was computed, with the result

Mpp! to+ to)= 72 10* fo:lt amounts to less than one event in the entire lifetime otHE.
Consequently, an evidence for such signal above the baskdravould have to be interpreted as new
physics.

The full one-loop SUSY-QCD cross section for the productibsingle top-quark states + tc

at the LHC were computed. This direct production mechanssubstantially more efficient (typically
a factor 0f100) than the production and subsequent FCNC decay [105, 124] {c+ tc) of the MSSM
Higgs bosons = h%;H %;A°. It is important to emphasize that the detection of a sigaifimumber
of tc+ tcstates could be interpreted as a distinctive SUSY signatustiould be noticed however that
a careful background study must be done for this chanel simaéke the Higgs decay studied in the
previous section, the kinematic distributions of the sigra not likely to have a very distinctive shape
compared tav 55 or standard model single-top production.

3.4 ATLAS and CMS sensitivity to FCNC top decays

Due to the high production rate far pairs and single top, the LHC will allow either to observe top
FCNC decays or to establish very stringent limits on the tharg ratios of such decays. In this section
the study of ATLAS and CMS sensitivity to top FCNC decays ssgnted. A detailed description of the
analysis can be found in [125, 126].

Both CMS and ATLAS collaborations have investigatedthe g andt! gz decay channels.
Analyses have been optimized for searching FCNC decayssignal, where one of the top quarks is
assumed to decay through the dominant SM decay model{v ) and the other is assumed to decay via
one of the FCNC modes. Thefinal states corresponding to the different FCNC top decageadead to
different topologies, according to the number of jets,dagtand photons. Only leptonic decay channels
of z andw bosons are considered in the analysis developed by the CNtba@tion. The ATLAS
collaboration has also studied the channel correspondiriget hadronicz decay, which is discussed
elsewhere [125].

The signal is generated wittopReXx [42], while PYTHIA [43] is used for background generation
and modelling of quark and gluon hadronization. The geedratvents are passed through the fast (for
ATLAS) and full (for CMS) detector simulation. Several SMopesses contributing as background are
studied: tt production, single top quark productionWw =z z=W W + Jts Z=W = + Fts Zband
QCD multi-jet production.

Although ATLAS and CMS analyses differ in some details ofestibn procedure, they obtain
the same order of magnitude for the FCNC sensitivity. In teothlyses, the signal is preselected by
requiring the presence of, at least, one highlepton (that can be used to trigger the event) and missing
energy above0 GeV for the ATLAS analysis and abovs GeV for the CMS analysis. Additionally,
two energetic central jets fromandtdecays are required. The slight differences in CMS and ATLAS
thresholds reflect the differences in their sub-detectgimsulation code and reconstruction algorithms.

The CMS analysis strongly relies artagging capability to distinguish thejet from SM decay
and the light-jet from the anomalous one. A series of caseatitions are applied to reduce the back-
ground. Forthec! g channel, the W boson is reconstructed requiring the trassvaass of the neu-
trino and hard lepton to be less than 120 GeV andzfet is used to form a window mass 140n ; <
220 GeV. The invariant mass of the light-jet and a singleaiteal photon withor > 50 GeV is bounded
in the range [150,200] GeV. A final selection of top back-twl production fos (tt) <  0:95) re-
duces the di-boson background. Theé gz channel is extracted with the search of anéusing same
flavour-opposite charge leptons, which serve as triggeramadound to a 10 GeV window around the
Z mass) and & ; in the top mass region, with the same cuts of the previous @se hard light jet
is extracted and combined with tlig to reveal the FCNC decay of a top recoiling against the ortle wi
SM decay ¢os (tt) < 0). The reconstructed FCNC top invariant mass distributimnsoth channels
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Fig. 2.10: Signal and background likelihood ratias; = In(Ls=L3 ), Obtained in ATLAS analysis forthe! gz
(leftyandt ! g (right) channels. The SM background (shadow region) is mdimad toL. = 10 fb ' and the
signal (line) is shown with arbitrary normalization.

are shown in Fig.2.9.

The ATLAS collaboration has developed a probabilistic gsial for each of the considered top
FCNC decay channels. Inthe! gz channel, preselected events with a reconstructed Z, larggng
transverse energy and the two highestjets (one-tagged) are used to build a discriminant variable
(likelihood ratio)Lx = In( ©,P5= 2 PP) wherer’ ©’ are the signal and background p.d.f., eval-
uated from the following physical distributions: the minim invariant mass of the three possible com-
binations of two leptons (only the three highestleptons were considered); the transverse momentum
of the third lepton (with the leptons ordered by decreasinpand the transverse momentum of the most
energetic norb jet. The discriminant variables obtained for FCNC signad #me SM background are
shown in Fig.2.10 (left). For the ! g channel, preselected events are required to havebdag
(amongst the two highest: jets) and at least one photon with transverse momentum ato@eV. For
this channel, the likelihood ratio is built using the p.dh&sed on the following variables: invariant mass
of the leading photon and the narjet; transverse momentum of the leading photon and the nuofbe
jets. The signal and background discriminant variablesshoevn in Fig. 2.10 (right). For com%aLison
with the CMS sequential analysis, a cut on the discriminaniable (corresponding to the best B)
is applied.

Once the signal efficiency {) and the number of selected background event} l{ave been
obtainedB R sensitivities for a signal discovery corresponding to @gigignificance can be evaluated.
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Table 2.6: ATLAS and CMS results for described analysis: efficiency, BAdtkground and expected branching
ratios for top FCNC decays, assuming asignificance discoveni(= 10fb 1).

t! gz t! g
s B BR (5 ) s B BR (5 )
ATLAS || 1.30% | 0.37| 130 101 1.75%| 3.13| 16 10°
CMS 4.12%| 1.0| 114 10% || 2.12%| 54.6| 5:7 10*

Table 2.7: LHC 95% CL expected limitson! gz andt! g branching ratios (ATLAS and CMS preliminary
combination under the hypothesis of signal absence).

luminosity || BR(t! gZ) || BR(t! g )
10fb ! 2:0 10°% 36 10°
100fb?! 42  10° 10 10°

Table 2.6 reports the results of the two experimergs, assgjmibiriegrated luminosity of 10 fb, 5
discovery level and the statistical significange= 2(" B + S B ) (a different definition fors can
be found in Ref. [125]).

Having these two independent analyses, a preliminary cwaiibn of ATLAS and CMS results
was performed, in order to estimate the possible LHC seitgito top FCNC decays. As a first attempt,
the Modified Frequentist Likelihood Method (see for exantpéf. [127]) is used to combine the expected
sensitivity to top FCNC decays from both experiments untlerhypothesis of signal abseria@nd an
extrapolation to the high luminosity phase (100'fbis performed. These results are showed in Table 2.7
and indicate that a sensitivity at the level of the preditdiof some new physics models (such as SUSY)
can be achieved. The comparison with the current experahdintits is also shown in Fig. 2.11. As
showed, a significant improvement on the present limitsdprECNC decays is expected at the LHC.
Both collaborations have plans to assess in detail the itmgfaystematic uncertainties and improve the
understanding of the detectors through updated simulatiols. Preliminary results indicate that the
effect of theoretical systematics (as top masgs) and parton distribution functions) and experimental
ones (such as jet/lepton energy scale atagging) have an impact on the limits smaller than 30%. Thus
the order of magnitude of the results is not expected to ahang

A study of the ATLAS sensitivity to FCNG ! gg decay was also presented in Ref. [125]. In this
analysis, theproduction is considered, with one of the top quarks decayito gg and the other decays
through the SM decay ! 1w . Only the leptonic decays of the were taken into account, otherwise
the final state would be fully hadronic and the signal woulcbberwhelmed by the QCD background.
This final state is characterised by the presence of aighluon and a light jet from the FCNC decay,
abtagged quark, one lepton and missing transverse momemtumthe SM decay. As in this topology
the FCNC top decay corresponds to a fully hadronic final statmore restrictive event selection is
necessary. As forthgz andg channels, a probabilistic type of analysis is adopted,guia following
variables to build the p.d.f.: the invariant mass of the two-b jets with highestor ; theb’ invariant
mass; the transverse momenta of tHet and of the second highest nonxjet and the angle between
the lepton and the leading nasjet. The discriminant variables obtained for signal andkigaound are
shown in Fig. 2.12. The expected 95% CL limitBR (t ! qg)forL = 10fb ! forL = 10fb * was
found to be1:3  10°. A significant improvement on this limit should be achievgdcdombining the
results fromttproduction (witht ! gg FCNC decay) and single top production (see section 3.1).

"For the CMS analysis a counting experiment is used, whileHerATLAS analysis the full shape of the discriminant
variables was also taken into account.
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Fig. 2.11:The present 95% CL limitson treR (t! g )VversusBR (t!
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4 New physics corrections to top quark production

It is generally believed that the top quark, due to its largess) can be more sensitive to new physics
beyond the SM than other fermions. In particular, new preessontributing tatand single top pro-
duction may be relevant. Single top processes are expextael ensitive to some SM extensions, such
as SUSY. Another characteristic new process could be th@uptmn inpp collisions of ans-channel

resonance decaying ta. Examples of this resonance are: (i) a spin-1 leptophabiboson, which

would be undetectable in leptonic decay channels; (i) Kallein (KK) excitations of gluons or gravi-
tons; (iii) neutral scalars. If these resonances are nathey could be visible as a mass peak over the
SM ttbackground. In such case, the analysis, afpolarisations (in a suitable window around the peak)
could provide essential information about the spin of tteomance. If the resonance is broad, perhaps
the only way to detect it could be a deviationtinspin correlations with respect to the SM prediction.
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Fig. 2.13: Integrated cross sections for the ovetathannel production of a single top or antitop quark.

More generally, new contributions ta production which do not involve the exchange of a new particl
in the s channel (including, but not limited to, those mediated byraalous couplings to the gluon) do
not show up as an invariant mass peak. In this case, the @afythe measurement of spin correlations
might provide the only way to detect new physicsdiproduction.

4.1 Potential complementary MSSM test in single top produdbn

At LHC, it will be possible to perform measurements of theesadf the three different single top pro-
duction processes, usually definedeahannel, associatest ands-channel production, with an exper-
imental accuracy that varies with the process. From the megcgint analyses one expects, qualitatively,
a precision of the order of 10% for thechannel [131], and worse accuracies for the two remaining
processes. Numerically, the cross section of #lshannel is the largest one, reaching a value of ap-
proximately 250 pb [132]; for the associated production #rels-channel one expects a value of ap-
proximately 60 pb and 10 pb [133] respectively. For all thegasses, the SM NLO QCD effect has
been computed [22, 134], and quite recently also the SUSY Q@&fixibution has been evaluated [133].
Roughly, one finds for the-channel a relative 6 % SM QCD effect and a negligible SUSY QCD
component; for the associated production a relative 10 % SM QCD and a relative 6 % SUSY
QCD effect; for thes-channel, a relative 50 % SM QCD and a negligible SUSY QCD component.
As a result of the mentioned calculations, one knows thdivel&NLO effects of both SM and SUSY
QCD. The missing part is the NLO electroweak effect. Thislheen computed for the two most relevant
processes, i.e. thechannel and the associated production. The NLO calculdtothe s-channel is,
probably, redundant given the small size of the relatedscsestion. It is, in any case, in progress. In this
section some of the results of the complete one-loop calonlaf the electroweak effects in the MSSM
are shown for the two processes. More precisely, eightréiffie=channel processes (four for single top
and four for single antitop production) were consideredeSéhprocesses are defined in Ref. [135]. For
the associated production, the process i (the rate of the second process! i * isthe same)
was considered [136]. These calculations have been peztbrming the programeoNE, which passed
three severe consistency tests described in Refs. [13b, EB6the aim of this preliminary discussion,
in this section only the obtained values of the integratedssections are shown, ignoring the (known)

CD effects. The integration has been performed from tloiesto the effective centre of mass energy
(" ¢), allowed to vary up to a reasonable upper limit of approxahal TeV. Other informations are
contained in Refs. [135, 136].

Figs. 2.13 and 2.14 show the obtained numerical results.ignZ=14 (right) the discussed NLO
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Fig. 2.14:Integrated cross sections for the associated productiaradgfingle top quark.

electroweak effect was added the NLO SUSY QCD effect takem fiRef. [133]. From the figures the
following main conclusions can be drawn:

1. The genuine SUSY effect in thechannel is modest. In the most favourable case, corregmpnd
to the ATLAS DC2 point SUG6 [137], it reaches a value of appneoxiely two percent.

2. The one-loop electroweak SM effect in thehannel rate is large ( 13 %). It is definitely larger
than the NLO SM QCD effect. Its inclusion in any meaningfulngutational program appears to
be mandatory.

3. The genuine SUSY effect in the associated productiomeflomits the cross section observation
to relatively low (and experimentally safe from background) energies (400-500 GeV), can be
sizable. In the SUG6 point, the combined (same sign) SUSY Q@Deéectroweak effects can reach
a relative ten percent effect.

4. The pure electroweak SM effect in the associated progludsi negligible.

From the previous remarks, one can reach the final staterhattfor what concerns the virtual NLO
effects of the MSSM, the two processeshannel and associated production appear to be, esggntial
complementary. In this spirit, a separate experimentadrdghation of the two rates might lead to non
trivial tests of the model.

4.2 Anomalous single-top production in warped extra dimen®ns

Randall and Sundrum have proposed the use of a non-faditeigaometry in five dimensions [138] as
a solution of the hierarchy problem. The extra dimensioroispactified on an orbifold =7 , of radius

r so that the bulk is a slice of Anti- de Sitter space betweenfouedimensional boundaries. The metric
depends on the five dimensional coordinai@nd is given by

ds’=e? ¥ dx dx 4y ; (2.15)

wherex are the four dimensional coordinates(y) = kjj withk  Mp characterizing the curvature
scale. This metric generates two effective scalies; andM p e * *. In this way, values of- not
much larger than the Planck length(’ (11  12)) can be used in order to generate a scale
Mpe® ¥ 7 0O (Tev)on one of the boundaries.

In the original Randall-Sundrum (RS) scenario, only gsawgs allowed to propagate in the bulk,
with the SM fields confined to one of the boundaries. The ingfusf matter and gauge fields in the bulk
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has been extensively treated in the literature [139-146§ Higgs field must be localized on or around
the TeV brane in order to generate the weak scale. As it wasgrazed in Ref. [143], it is possible
to generate the fermion mass hierarchy from1) flavour breaking in the bulk masses of fermions.
Since bulk fermion masses result in the localization of femzero-modes, lighter fermions should be
localized toward the Planck brane, where their wave-famstihave an exponentially suppressed overlap
with the TeV-localized Higgs, whereas fermions with ordaedrukawa couplings should be localized
toward the TeV brane. This constitutes a theory of fermiorssea, and it has a distinct experimental
signal at the LHC, as discussed below.

Since the lightest KK excitations of gauge bosons are Ipedlioward the TeV brane, they tend
to be strongly coupled to zero-mode fermions localizedegh@&hus, the flavour-breaking fermion local-
ization leads to flavour-violating interactions of the KKug® bosons, particularly with third generation
quarks. For instance, the first KK excitation of the gluonl] tvave flavour-violating neutral couplings
suchass (¢ T2q), whereq= u;c

In this section, results of a study of the flavour-violatimgngls of the top at the LHC are presented,
following the work described in Ref. [147]. The localizatiof fermions in the extra dimension, and
therefore their 4D masses and their couplings to the KK gdagmns, is determined by their bulk
masses. We choose a range of parameters that is consisténthesiobserved fermion masses and
quark mixing, as well as low energy flavour and electroweakstaints. The implications for low
energy flavour physics were considered in Refs. [148-150e Aulk masses of the third generation
quark doublet is fixed, as well as that of the right-handed tBipe following ranges were considered:
q’j = [03;04]andc; = [ 0:4;0:1] where the fermion bulk mass@}R are expressed in units of
the inverse AdS radiug. Since the latter is of the order of the Planck scale, the ifambulk mass
parameters must be naturally of order one.

The only couplings that are non-universal in practice aosé¢hof thetz , t, andly, with the KK
gauge bosons. All other fermions, including the right-heohtd quark must have localizations toward the
Planck brane in order to get their small masses. The noretsality of the KK gauge boson couplings
leads to tree-level flavour violation. The diagonalizatafrthe quark mass matrix requires a change of
basis for the quarks fields. In the SM, this rotation lead$1#é®o@KM matrix in the charged current, but
the universality of the gauge interactions results in thRl1@lechanism in the neutral currents. However,
since the KK excitations of the gauge bosons are non-urikdree-level GIM-violating couplings will
appear in the physical quark basis.

The dominant non-universal effect is considered as commg the couplings of; , t, andi, to
the first KK excitation of the gluory, , g, andg, respectively. ThesU (2);, bulk symmetry implies
g, = gy, - For the considered range af andc, the following results were obtained:

9y = 9, = [1:0;28]gs (2.16)
and
O = [15;5]gs ; (2.17)
whereg; is the usual 43 U (3). coupling. The light quarks as well as the right-handed b kjharve

g=g=R"' 02g; (2.18)

so they are, in practice, universally coupled, as menti@aiee.

Computing the width of the intermediate KK gluon with the garof couplings obtained above,
results in a range of , .. 7 0:04M ¢ and ,.x. © 035M . Then, it can be seen that the range of
values for the couplings allow for rather narrow or rathesdu resonances, two very different scenarios
from the point of view of the phenomenology. This strong dimgpof the KK gluon to the top, will also
produce at:resonance. Here we concentrate on the flavour-violatingasigince the presence ofta
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resonance will not constitute proof of the flavour theory tiuéhe difficulty in identifying resonances in
the light quark channels.

In the quark mass eigen-basis the left-handed up-type guaniple to the KK gluon through
the following currents:U ™ (. T* ), U (5, T® o )andU™ (G T* wug). Similarly, the right-
handed up-type quarks couple throughf (x T® &), U (xR T? «)andU® (xT* wug ). Here,
U, andUy are the left-handed and right-handed up-type quark retatiatrices responsible for the
diagonalization of the Yukawa couplings of the up-type §aatn what follows

UM " V' 0:004 ; (2.19)

will be conservatively assumed, and® andu * will be taken as free parameters. Since no separation
of charm from light jets is assumed, we define

q
Ul UZ2+ U2 ; (2.20)

and the sensitivity of the LHC to this parameter for a given ¢gllon mass is studied.

These flavour-violating interactions could be directly eved by the s-channel production of the
first KK excitation of the gluon with its subsequent decay toaand a charm or up quark. For instance,
at the LHC we could have the reaction

pp! G2Y 1 g (2.21)

with g = u;c Thus, the Randall-Sundrum scenario with bulk matter mtedanomalous single top
production at a very high invariant mass, which is determhibg the mass of the KK gluon.

In order to reduce the backgrounds, only the semi-leptoa@ays of the top quarks were consid-
ered:pp! W™y ! b* .g® .q),where’= eor ,andg= u;c Therefore, this signal exhibits
onekrjet, one light jet, a charged lepton and missing transvensegy. There are many SM backgrounds
for this process. The dominantonegs ! W 3! “ jjwhere one of the light jets is tagged as
abjet. Thereisalsov ! ‘ Howhere one of thexjets is mistagged; single top production via
W gluon fusion and s-channal , andtzproduction at high invariant mass, mostly dominated by the
flavour-conserving KK gluon decays.

Initially, the following jet and lepton acceptance cuts wimposed:p% > 20GeV, i< 25,
p, 20Gev,jj 25, R. 063, R. 063, wherejcan be either a light or &jet. In order
to further reduce the background the following additionatisowvere also imposed:

1. The invariant mass of the system formed by the lepton, tieghed jet and the light jet was
required to be within a window

MG(1) Mbj' MG(U + (222)

around the first KK excitation of the gluon mass. This cut eesihat the selected events have
large invariant masses, as required by the large mass ofcharmel object being exchanged. The
values of used in this study are presented in Table 2.8.

2. The transverse momentum of the light jet was required taiger thanp.,+, i.e.,

Pjlght  Rut (2.23)

Since the light jet in the signal recoils against the top fiogrwith it a large invariant mass, it
tends to be harder than the jets occurring in the backgroWedpresent in Table 2.8 the values for
Peut US€d in our analysis.
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Table 2.8: Cuts used in the analysis (see text for details).

M) (TeV) (GeV) |p i (GeV)
1 120 350
2 250 650

3. The invariant mass of the charged lepton anddtegged jet was also required to mallerthan
250 GeV:

My 250GeV : (2.24)

This requirement is always passed by the signal, but elit@ina sizable fraction of the 5
background. It substitutes for the full top reconstructigimen the neutrino momentum is inferred,
which is not used here.

In Table 2.9 the cross sections for signal and backgroundsifo = 1 TeV and2 TeV are
presented. The main sources of backgroundswargj and t= production. The signal is obtained for
U = 1 and neglecting the contributions from left-handed finatestacorresponding to & = o.

Regarding the choice of bulk masses, these are fixed to ai@iminimum width which, as mentioned
above, can be as smallas ’ 0:04M .8

Table 2.9: Signal and background cross sections for a KK gluom @f = 1 TeV and2 TeV, after the successive

application of the cuts defined in (2.22), (2.23) and (2.Zfficiencies and b tagging probabilities are already
included.u* = 1 was used.

Process Mg =1TeV Mg =2TeV
(2.22) (2.23 (2.24 (2.22) (2.23) (2.24)
pp! o 148 fb 103 fb 103 fb 5.10 fb 2.18 fb 2.18 b
pe! W jj 243 tb 42.0fb 21.0fb 25.4 b 3.79 b 0.951h

pp! W kb 11.11fb 4.07 fb 3.191b 0.97 fb 0.45fb 0.06 fb
pp! tb 1.53fb 0.70fb 0.61fb 0.04 fb 0.02 fb 0.02 fb
! t 44.4 b 15.11fb 14.2 b 1.60fb 0.29fb 0.24 fb
W g fusion 32.0fb 5.23fb 5.23fb 1.20fb 0.10fb 0.10fb

Table 2.10:Reach inu ;* for various integrated luminosities.

Mg [TeV] | 30fb*' | 100fb* | 300fb*
1 0.24 0.18 0.14
2 0.65 0.50 0.36

In order to evaluate the reach of the LHC, a significanceé offor the signal over the background
is required. For a given KK gluon mass and accumulated lusitipchis can be translated into a reach
in the flavour-violating parameter;jq defined above. This is shown in Table 2.10. It can be seen that
the LHC will be sensitive to tree-level flavour violation f&K gluon masses of up to at leastTeV,
probing a very interesting region of values tof The reach can be somewhat better if we allow for the
reconstruction of the momentum of the neutrino coming froemwt decay, which typically reduces the
W j3jbackground more drastically.

8The study of broader resonances is left for future work.
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Finally, we should point out that a very similar signal eist Topcolor-assisted Technicolor [83],
where the KK gluon is replaced by the Topgluon, which has F@it€tactions with the third generation
guarks [84]. The main difference between these two, is thatdtter is typically a broad resonance,
whereas the KK gluon could be a rather narrow one, as it wasrshbove.

4.3 Non-standard contributions tott production

In t- events the top quarks are produced unpolarised at the ek lElowever, thet and t spins are
strongly correlated, which allows to construct asymmettising the angular distributions of their decay
products. These spin asymmetries are dependent on theitogrspthe decay ! W *b! “* b;adh
the angular distributions of = “*; ;q;d;Ww * ;b in the top quark rest frame are given by

1 d 1
iy y = 5(1+ x COS x ) (2.25)

with » being the angle between the three-momentunx oiin the trest frame and the top spin di-
rection. In the SM the spin analysing powery() of the top decay products are.. = o = 1,

= 4= 032 . = , = 0:41 at the tree level [151]( and ¢ are the up- and down-type
quarks, respectively, resulting from the decay). For the decay of a top antiquark the distributions
are the same, with,, = x aslong agx P is conserved in the decay. One-loop corrections modify
these values to .. = 0998, = 093, = 033 4= 031 3+ = b= 0:39[152-154].
We point out that in the presence of non-vanishing g;, or gz couplings the numerical values of the
constants x are maodified, but the functional form of Eq. (2.25) is maintd. We have explicitly cal-
culated them for a generalP -conservingy tbvertex within the narrow width approximation. Explicit
expressions can be found in Ref. [39]. Working in the helitiasis the double angular distribution of
the decay productg (from t) andx °(from t) can be written as a function of the relative number of like
helicity minus opposite helicity of thec pairs € ) [155] that measures the spin correlation between the
top quark and antiquark. Its actual value depends to sonemieah the PDFs used and theé scale at
which they are evaluated. Using the CTEQ5L PDFs [44] @rAd= &, (whereg is the partonic centre of
mass energy), we find = 0:310. Atthe one loop level¢ = 0:326  0:012 [154].

Using the spin analysess, X for the respective decays aft, one can define the asymmetries

(cos x cos yo> 0) N (cosx cos yo< 0)

N
Byxo (2.26)

(cos x cos yo> 0)+ N (cos x Cos o< O)'

whose theoretical value is
Byxo= 3C x xo (2.27)

The angles y, o are measured using as spin axis the parent top (anti)quarkemoim in thett
CM system. Ifc P is conserved in the decay, for charge conjugate decay cleaweehave ;o , =

x xo, SO the asymmetries, o, = A o are equivalent. Therefore, we can sum both channels and
drop the superscripts indicating the charge, denoting shienanetries byr .., A o, etc. In semileptonic
top decays we can select as spin analyser the charged lggtm, has the largest spin analysing power,
or the neutrino, as proposed in Ref. [156]. In hadronic dedhg jets corresponding to up- and down-
type quarks are very difficult to distinguish, and one pagsihis to use the least energetic jet in the top
rest frame, which corresponds to the down-type quark 61%etime, and has a spin analysing power

;= 0:49 at the tree level. An equivalent possibility is to choosedfjet by its angular distribution in
thew rest frame [157]. In both hadronic and leptonic decayst{i§ quarks can be used as well.

In the lepton+ jets decay mode of thecpair, tt ! “ bjjowe choose the two asymmetrigs;,
A 4 for which we obtain the SM tree-level valuas; =  0:0376, A = 0:0120. With the precision
expected at LHC [46, 158], the measurements ’ 0:0376  0:0058, A ;" 0:0120 0:0056 are
feasible (. = 10fb ). The dependence of these asymmetries on anomalaitgouplings is depicted
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Fig. 2.15: Dependence of several spin correlation asymmetries ondbplingsgz , g andvg, for thecp -

conserving case.

in Fig. 2.15 from Ref. [39]. In the di-lepton channel!

values aren ..o =
estimated from Refs. [46, 158], yieldirtg. .« =

A = 0:0314, Ay, =

0:0775

0:0060 anda o = 0:0247

* p? pthe asymmetries ..o, A o, whose SM
0:0775, A o = 0:0247, are selected. The uncertainty in their measurement can be

0:0087. Their
variation when anomalous couplings are present is showriginZ=15. We also plot the asymmetries
Ay, Ay, Which can be measured either in the semileptonic or deleghannel. Their SM values are

0:0128, but the experimental sensitivity has not been estimateid. dxpected

that it may be of the order of 10% far,,, and worse fomr ;.. The determination of the correlation factor
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¢ from these asymmetries would eventually give

. 5 6
0310  0:024 (eXP) o505 ( &) S50 ¢ (@) opoe (X)) 7
0310  0:045 (€XP) Xes ( Vo) 02000 (g ) F 000 (g ) (2.28)

Ao ! C

Ag I C

The first error quoted corresponds to the experimental syatie and statistical uncertainty. The other
ones are theoretical uncertainties obtained varying tleenafous couplings, one at a time. The confi-
dence level corresponding to the intervals quoted is 68.BBe numerical comparison of the different
terms in Eq. (2.28) also shows that; and2 ... are much less sensitive to non-standard top couplings
than observables independent of the top spin (see secfipn 2.

It is also interesting to study the relative distributionasfe spin analyser from thequark and
other from thet. Let ', , o be the angle between the three-momenturi din the trest frame) and of
x 9(in the trest frame). The angular distribution can be written as [154

1 d 1

—m:—(l-l-]} X XOCOS,XXO); (229)
with D a constant defined by this equality. From simulations, tee-tevel valued = 0217 is
obtained, while at one loop = 0:2238 [154], with a theoretical uncertainty of 4%. Corresponding

to these distributions, the following asymmetries can bi#:bu

N (cos’ > 0 N (cos’ <0 1
Ky yo (008 "y x0> 9) (C0syxo< O _ 1, g0t (2.30)
N (cos’yxo0> 0)+ N (cos’ ¢y o< 0) 2

For charge conjugate decay channels the distributions €antmmed, sincex o = x o provided

CP is conserved in the decay. The dependence of these asymsrejri,  on anomalous couplings

is (within the production decay factorisation approximation) exactly the same athiasymmetries
A, 4 o defined above. Simulations are availableAor anda ..o, whose theoretical SM values &e; =
00527, A ..o = 0:1085. The experimental precision expected [46,158]is * 0:0554 0:0061, A.xo ’
0:1088  0:0056. This precision is better than fer.; and2 .5, respectively, but still not competitive in
the determination of the tbvertex structuré. Instead, we can use them to test top spin correlations.
From these asymmetries one can extract the value, abtaining

A.o ! D= 0217 09011 (exp)oo:‘OO:” ( & )+82 1100 Z ( g )+Oo::ooo3 (&);
A L D= 0217 0:024(exp) > ( w1 q) 2% (¢ (2.31)

The errors quoted correspond to the experimental systeraat statistical uncertainties, and the vari-
ation when one of the anomalous couplings is allowed to beeron From Egs. (2.28) and (2.31)
it is clear that the measurement of spin correlations is arclgrobe for newc production processes,
independently of possible anomalaustocouplings. This is possible because the sensitivity of epin
relation asymmetries to top anomalous couplings is muctkergan for helicity fractions and related
observables, discussed in section 2.1.

®Except for the case of fine-tuned cancellations, see Ref. [47
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Chapter 3

Flavour violation in supersymmetric models
M. Klasen, N. Krasnikov, T. Lari, W. Porod, and A. Tricomi

1 Introduction

The SM explains successfully the observed flavour violgtingnomena except that for the observation in
the neutrino sector one has to extend it by introducing etilgat-handed neutrinos or additional scalars.
This implies that extensions of the SM with additional flavetructures are severely constrained by the
wealth of existing data in the flavour sector. Supersymmetmytains, as we will see below, various

sources of additional flavour structures. Therefore, thestjan arises if there can still be large flavour
violating effects in the production and decays of supersgtnim particles despite the stringent existing

constraints.

Every supersymmetric model is characterized by a Kahlermital, the superpotential and the
corresponding soft SUSY breaking Lagrangian (see e.g][a58 refs. therein). The first describes the
gauge interaction and the other two Yukawa interactionsfavdur violation. As the Kahler potential
in general does not contain flavour violating terms we wilt d@scuss it further. The most general
superpotential containing only the SM fields and being cdiblgawith its gauge symmetrg 5,y =
SU (3). SU (2} U@y isgiven as[160,161]:

W = Wyssy + Wey s (3.1)
Wyssy = hiLdfgES+ h)H DS+ i §.05  Hgdy; (3.2)
1 AN AN /\C O N N /\C 1 CD /\C /\C /\C N\ N

Wg, = 3 kDb gEL + 5 L0 4Dy + 3 ikUiD D+ shiHy ; (3.3)

wherei;§;k = 1;2;3 are generation indices:; (J';) are the lepton (quarkdu (2); doublet superfields.
EAog (B5;U5) are the electron (down- and up-quark) (2). singlet superfields.hf, h?,, hY, 5,

{0 and 0 are dimensionless Yukawa couplings, whereas trere dimensionful mass parameters.
Gauge invariance implies that the first ternwin, is anti-symmetric infi; jg and the third one is anti-
symmetric infj;kg. Equation (3.3) thus contairts+ 27 + 9+ 3 = 48 new terms beyond those of the
Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). At the legkthe superpotential one can actually
rotate thet 4;T;) by ansu (4) transformation, so that the can be set to zero. However, as discussed
below, this cannot be done simultaneously for the corredipgnsoft SUSY breaking terms and, thus,

we keep them for the moment as free parameters. The soft StaKihg potential is given by

Vsoft = VM ssM moft ¥ Vry soft 7 (3.4)
2 2 2 2 2
VM ssMm = M L;ijEiEj + Mg ;ijEiEj + M 0 ;ijQin + M U;ijUin + M p ;ijUin
+MJHGH 4+ M 2H H, ( BHgH,+ hxi)
+ (T5THGE  + THOH D 5+ TEH QU5+ hx) ; (3.5)
1 0 1 o
VR=p soft = ETijkEiEjEk + TijkEinDk + ETiijinUk + iB j_EiH ut hc: (36)

The mass matrices FZ (F = L;E;Q;U;D)are3 3hermitian matrices, whereas thé are general
3 3and3 3 3 complex tensors. Obviously, t@ (Tijf) have to be antisymmetric in the first
(last) two indices due to gauge invariance. In models, wkieedlavour violating terms are neglected,
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the T, terms are usually decomposed into the following prodagis= A {.h{. and analogously for the
trilinear terms.

The simultaneous appearance of lepton and baryon numbakibgeterms leads in general to a
phenomenological catastrophe if all involved particlegenamasses of the order of the electroweak scale:
rapid proton decay [160, 161]. To avoid this problem a digcraultiplicative symmetry, called R-parity
(Rp), had been invented [162] which can be written as

Rp: ( 1§B+L+25; (37)

wheres is the spin of the corresponding particle. For all super§@tMSSM, the SMfieldhag , = + 1
and its superpartner has, = 1, e.g. the electron has, = + 1 and the selectron has, = 1. In
this way all terms in Eq. (3.3) are forbidden and one is lefihwihe superpotential given in Eqg. (3.2).
To prohibit proton decay it is not necessary to forbid bothetyof terms but it is sufficient to forbid
either the lepton or the baryon number violating terms (sgg[£63, 164]), e.g. the baryon number terms
can be forbidden by baryon triality [165]. Another posstlilwould be to break lepton number and
thus R-parity spontaneously as discussed below. Thisnegjudiowever, an enlargement of the particle
content.

1.1 The MSSM with R-parity conservation

The existence of the soft SUSY breaking terms implies thahifens and sfermions cannot be rotated
by the same rotation matrices from the electroweak bastsatotass eigenbasis. It is very convenient to
work in the super-CKM basis for the squarks and to assumenhthas diagonal and real which can be
done without loss of generality. In this way the additional/@ur violation in the sfermion sector is most
apparent. In this way, the additional flavour violation i€eded in the mass matrices of the sfermions
which read as (see also section 16 of [166]):

M 2 M2y

2
M 2= LL RL . (3.8)
2 2 i
£ Mg MZER

where the entries are 3 matrices. They are given by

M7 = KyMAéK +mi+ Dury (3.9)
M2, = vgt? m , cot (3.10)
M lfR = MA[? + mi+ D 4urR (311)

for u-type squarks in the basig, ;o ;1 ;ur ;= ;% )- K istheCK M matrix and we have defined

MG M 2y (3.12)
wherevy is the mixing matrix for the left-quarks. TV andMAg are given by a similar transformation
involving the mixing matrix for left- and right-handed u-arks. The same type of notation will be kept
below ford squarks and sleptons. Finally, theterms are given by

DfLLRR = Cos2 MZZ ng Qf sjn2 W 1: (313)

The entries ford-type squarks read in the basi;, ;s:, ;% ;dz ;= ;B ). as

M7, = MZ+mi+Darr; (3.14)

M2, = wTP m 4 tan (3.15)
2 N2 2

Mgg = MS+mi+ Dggrr : (3.16)
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For the charged sleptons one finds in the basis~1. ;~ je: ;~r ix )

M2 = MZ+m2+ Dy ; (3.17)

MZ, = wTF m,tan ; (3.18)
2 N2 2

Mig = Mg+m7+Dgg: (3.19)

Assuming that there are only left-type sneutrinos one find#hfem in the basi$~, ;~ 1, ;~ 1)the mass
matrix

M2 = MZ2+D 11: (3.20)

For sleptons the relevant interaction Lagrangian, e.gcaosidering the slepton Higgs or slepton
gauge boson interactions, for the studies below is givearing of mass eigenstates by:

4 01‘ 4 O
L = “i(CinPrL+ Cn Pr) ' + ‘1d3PL + PR )~ ~5+  1€05PR 1~

+  ffnPr~ T + hu:: (3.21)
The specific forms of the couplings, , &, , diy,, diy, €5 and £ can be found in [167]. The first
two terms in Eq. (3.21) give rise to the LFV signals studiedehevhereas the last one will give rise
to the SUSY background because the neutrino flavour canndisibéminated in high energy collider
experiments. In particular the following decays are of @niyninterest:

Lot L~y (3.22)
SR AN (3.23)
~ 1 Lk~ (3.24)

Several studies for these decays have been performed agp@ithher specific high-scale models or
specifying the LFV parameters at the low scale (see for ntstaefs. [114,121, 168-190]).

Performing Monte Carlo studies on the parton level it hasilsl®wn that LHC can observe SUSY
LFV by studying the LFV decays of the second neutraliffparising from cascade decays of gluinos
and squarks, i.e§ ! =01 «0«®.0: signals of SUSY LFV can be extracted despite consideraddé-b
grounds and stringent experimental bounds on flavour wgdepton decays in case of two generation
mixing in either the right or left slepton sector in the mSU&Rodel [191-193]. They  « mixing
case was studied in [191,193] and the 1 mixing case in [192].

In the (s)quark sector one has to analogue decays as the iweesig Eqgs. (3.22)—(3.24). In
addition there are decays into charginos and gluinos ifrkiically allowed. Flavour effects in these
decays has first been discussed in [194]. There it has beamghat one can have large effects in squark
and gluino decays despite stringent constraints from Bemg$ysics as discussed in the WG2 chapter.
In addition, flavour mixing in the squark sector can inducedla violating decays of Higgs bosons as
e.g.H?! bs[115].

In the discussion we have considered so far models whereafzengters are freely given at the
electroweak scale. The fact that no flavour violation in thiar sector has been found beyond SM
expectations has led to the development of the concept dfmairflavour violation (MFV). The basic
idea is that at a given scale the complete flavour informat@ncoded in the Yukawa couplings [195],
e.g. that in a GUT theory the parameters at the GUT scale semdiy™ ? = M fllandTr = Aghy
with M ; anda o being a real and a complex number, respectively. In such mdtdeas been shown that
the branching ratios for flavour violating squark decayswvamry small and most likely not observable at
LHC [196]. A similar concept has been developed for (s)laptfil97, 198]. In contrast to the squark
sector one has large mixing effects in the neutrino sectachvban lead to observable effects in the
slepton sector at future collider experiments [199] andise®.2.3 of the WG3 chapter.
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1.2 The MSSM with broken R-parity

Recent neutrino experiments have shown that neutrinos assive particles which mix among them-

selves (for a review see e.g. [200]). In contrast to leptam3 quarks, neutrinos need not be Dirac

particles but can be Majorana particles. In the latter chsd agrangian contains a mass term which

violates explicitly lepton number by two units. This motiea one to allow the lepton number breaking

terms in the superpotential in particular as they autoralgiémply the existence of massive neutrinos

without the need of introducing right-handed neutrinos axylaining their mass hierarchies [201]. The
Pterms can still be forbidden by a discrete symmetry such ahbariality [202].

Let us briefly comment on the number of free parameters beafma@issing the phenomenology
in more detail. The last term in Eq. (3.3);H ., mixes the lepton and the Higgs superfields. In super-
symmetryl’; andH 4 have the same gauge and Lorentz quantum numbers and we efinegtiem by a
rotation in (i 4 ;T;). The terms ;';H ', can then be rotated to zero in the superpotential [201]. Kewe
there are still the corresponding terms in the soft supensgtry breaking Lagrangian

VR=p soft = Bi iDiH 4 (325)

which can only be rotated awayif; = B andM ; = M 7 [201]. Such an alignment of the superpo-
tential terms with the soft breaking terms is not stable uilde renormalization group equations [203].
Assuming an alignment at the unification scale, the regukiifiects are small [203] except for neutrino
masses [203-207]. Models containing only bilinear termsakintroduce trilinear terms as can easily
be seen from the fact that bilinear terms have dimension mvasseas the trilinear are dimensionless.
For this reason we will keep in the following explicitly thdibear terms in the superpotential. These
couplings induce decays of the LSP violating lepton number,

~ g Il ;

Trrr ;o (3.26)
S owo1 ;7 '
SN 1o agas Y1

How large can the branching ratio for those decay modes begh3wer this question one has to
take into account existing constraints on R-parity violgtparameters from low energy physics. As most
of them are given in terms of trilinear couplings, we will wdior this particular considerations in the
“ -less” basis, e.g. rotate away the bilinear terms in the magpential Eq. (3.3). Therefore, the trilinear
couplings get additional contributions. Assuming, withtmss of generality, that the lepton and down
type Yukawa couplings are diagonal they are given to leadidgr in ;= as [202,208,209]:

0 0 i
and
ik b ikt ik (3.28)
2 1
121 = he—; 122=h —; 123= 0
3 1
131 = he—; 132 = 0; 133=h —
3 2
231 = 0; 232=h —; 233=h —

where we have used the fact that neutrino physics reqdires 1[207]. An essential point to notice
is that the additional contributions in Eqgs. (3.27) and &3.fllow the hierarchy dictated by the down
quark and charged lepton masses of the standard model.
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A comprehensive list of bounds on various R-parity violgtparameters can be found in [210].
However, there the recent data from neutrino experimekts iuper-Kamiokande [211], SNO [212]
and KamLAND [213] are not taken into account. These expeamnmgield strong bounds on trilinear
couplings involving the third generation [214,215]. In #gh also the sneutrino vevs are constrained
by neutrino data [207,214]. Most of the trilinear couplifuys/e a bound of the ordgto > 10')

m =(100 GeV) wherem _ is the mass of the sfermion in the process under considegatidhe cases
with stronger limits aresj §,, 3< 0 (10 * ) due to neutrino-less double beta decay ane5’ 55 %55’

0 (10 *) due to neutrino oscillation data. Moreover, neutrino datidn data implyj % (v? + v3 +
vZ)=detM o)j< 10 '? wherev;are the sneutrino vevs ad@t(M o )is the determinant of the MSSM
neutralino mass matrix.

There exists a vast literature on the effects of R-parityation at LHC [216—222]. Howevet, in
most of these studies, in particular those consideringadr couplings only, very often the existence
of a single coupling has been assumed. However, such an psamns only valid at a given scale
as renormalization effects imply that additional coupdiraye present when going to a different scale
via RGE evolution. Moreover, very often the bounds stemnfilagn neutrino physics are not taken into
account or are out-dated (e.g. assuming an MeV tau neuttiras} but not least one should note, that also
in this class of models there are potential dark matter chaids, e.g. a very light gravitino [223—-226)].

Recently another class of models with explicitly broken &#y has been proposed where the
basic idea is that the existence of right handed neutriner§iefds is the source of the-term of the
MSSM as well as the source or neutrino masses [227]. In tlgs tae superpotential contains only
trilinear terms. Beside the usual Yukawa couplings of thei&he following couplings are present:

N AC et 1 ijk Ac ACAC

W ¢ = h H LS i NHGH + 3 TN % (3.29)
Note, that (i) the second and third term break R-parity ard the sneutrino fields play the role of the
gauge singlet field of the Next to Minimal Supersymmetricn8itrd Model (NMSSM) [228—-231].

1.3 Spontaneous R-parity violation

Up to now we have only considered explicit R-parity violatikeeping the particle content of the MSSM.
In the case that one enlarges the spectrum by gauge singketsaa obtain models where lepton number
and, thus, R-parity is broken spontaneously together svith2) U (1)[232-236]. A second possibility
to break R-parity spontaneously is to enlarge the gauge styri237].

The most general superpotential terms involving the MSSkedields in the presence of the
SU (2) U (1)singlet superfields@;?@i;b) carrying a conserved lepton number assigned as;1;0),
respectively, is given as [238]

W= ", hIPIHRP L nIEP 2 + nIRbb b2 ¢ hURIRSIPY  PIPY R Epib
+  hPr®i+ M Ipie; + oM b2 §'b3 (3.30)

The first three terms together with theterm define the R-parity conserving MSSM, the terms in the
second line only involve theU (2) U (1) singlet superfields@;@i;b), while the remaining terms
couple the singlets to the MSSM fields. For completeness e that lepton number is fixed via the
Dirac-Yukawah connecting the right-handed neutrino superfields to thstedoublet superfields. For
simplicity we assume in the discussion below that only omeeggtion of (o5 ;%) is present.

The presence of singlets in the model is essential in orddrite the spontaneous violation of
R-parity and electroweak symmetries in a phenomenoldgicainsistent way. As in the case of explicit
R-parity violation all sneutrinos obtain a vev beside thgddi bosons as well as tlefield and the
singlet field . For completeness we want to note that in the limit whereraugrino vevs vanish and
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all singlets carrying lepton number are very heavy one obtéie NMSSM as an effective theory. The
spontaneous breaking of R-parity also entails the spoatengiolation of total lepton number. This
implies that one of the neutral CP—odd scalars, which weMajbron J and which is approximately
given by the imaginary part of

P 9 %
1 Vi 0 0
72 (vHy wHg)+

VR
s — < 3.31
- (3.31)

remains massless, as it is the Nambu-Goldstone bosoaa&*—sbtxb the breaking of lepton numbet,

andvs are the vevs of-© and S, respectively and’ = 2 + vZ. Clearly, the presence of these

additional singlets enhances further the number of nestalar and pseudo-scalar bosons. Explicit
formulas for the mass matrices of scalar and pseudo-scatamis can be found e.g. in [239].

The case of an enlarged gauge symmetry can be obtained fopéxan left-right symmetric mod-

els, e.g. with the gauge growy (2);, SU (2x U (1 1 [237]. The corresponding superpotential
is given by:

W = ho®li, P + n o ®Li, P
+h BLi,bbe + h  BIR RS + h B i, PR
+ 1Tr@d B i,b)+ LTr(PP); (3.32)

where the Higgs sector consists of two triplet and two bildeuHiggs superfields with the following
SU(2), SU @2k U1y 1 quantum numbers:

b b :pz bo

- b b P53 1;37;  2);

|

b b*:pz b+ +

= 10 o L3 (1:3:2);

|
&b B o

b_ 1 1 . . _ 1 1 ) )

- b B @20 b= (2;20): (3.33)

Looking at the decays of the Higgs bosons, one has to disiihdgwo scenarios: (i) Lepton number is
gauged and thus the Majoron becomes the longitudinal paahafdditional neutral gauge boson. (ii)
The Majoron remains a physical particle in the spectrumhindase of the enlarged gauge group there
are additional doubly charged Higgs bosang which have lepton number violating couplings. In
e e collisions they can be produced according to

ee ! H, (3.34)
and have decays of the type

H, ' HyH, (3.35)

H, boLL (3.36)

H, LOLL o (3.37)

In addition there exist doubly charged charginos which carelepton flavour violating decays:

S (3.38)
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1.4 Study of supersymmetry at the LHC

If Supersymmetry exists at the electroweak scale, it coaldllly escape detection at the LHC. In most
R-parity conserving models, the production cross sectoexpected to be dominated by the pair pro-
duction of coloured states (squarks and gluinos). Thesaydieclighter SUSY particles and ultimately
to the LSP (Lightest Supersymmetric Particle). If this @lde and weakly interacting, as implied by
R-parity conservation and cosmological arguments, itdeadlie experimental apparatus undetected. The
supersymmetric events are thus expected to show up at thedsHiD excess over SM expectations of
events with several hard hadronic jets and missing energg. LHC center of mass of 14 TeV extends
the search for SUSY particles up to squark and gluino madszs ¢o 3 TeV [1, 240].

If squarks and gluinos are lighter than 1 TeV, as implied byrsdness arguments, this signature
would be observed with high statistical significance alyeddring the first year of running at the initial
LHC luminosity of 2 10°° cm 2 s ' [241]. In practice, discovery would be achieved as soon asod g
understanding of the systematics on Standard Model rateg &HC is obtained.

A significant part of the efforts in preparation for the LH@utp is being spent in the simula-
tions of the new physics potential. We give below a brief wiaw of these studies, dividing them in
three categories: inclusive searches of the non-SM physieasurement of SUSY patrticle masses, and
measurements of other properties of SUSY particles, sutheiisspin or the flavour structure of their
decays.

1.5 Inclusive searches

In these studies, the typical discovery strategy congmssearching for an excess of events with a given
topology. A variety of final state signatures has been cemeil Inclusive searches have mainly be
carried out in the framework of mMSUGRA, which has five indepemt parameters specified at high
energy scale: the common gaugino mass,, the common scalar mass,, the common trilinear
couplinga o, the ratio of the vacuum expectations values of the two Hiygsbletstan and the sign

of the Higgsino mixing parameter. The masses and decay branching ratios of the SUSY partictes
then computed at the electroweak scale using the renomtializgroup equations, and used as input to
the LHC simulation codes.

For each point of a grid covering the mSUGRA parameter spsiggal events are generated
at parton level and handed over to the parametrized detsagtarlation. The main Standard Model
background sources are simulated, where the most relevamracesses with an hard neutrino in the
final state ; W + jets,z + jets). Multi-jet QCD is also relevant because its crossiseds several orders
of magnitude larger than SUSY. However it is strongly suppeg by the requirement of large transverse
missing energy and it gives a significant contribution ordythie final state search channels without
isolated leptons. The detailed detector simulation, muchendemanding in terms of computing CPU
power, validates the results with parametrized detectoukitions for the Standard Model backgrounds
and selected points in the mMSUGRA parameter space.

Cuts on missing transverse energy, the transverse momaeitjets, and other discriminating vari-
ables are optimized to give the best statistical signifiedicthe (simulated) observed excess of events.
For each integrated luminosity the regions of the paransgiace for which the statistical significance
exceeds the conventional discovery value ofdse then displayed. An example is shown in Fig. 3.1 for
the CMS experiment [3] with similar results for ATLAS [2414 slice of the mSUGRA parameter space
is shown, for fixedan = 10,A = 0Oand > 0. The area of parameter space favoured by naturalness
arguments can be explored with an integrated luminositynbf ofb * .

Although these results were obtained in the context of mSKBHGRe overall SUSY reach in terms
of squark and gluino masses is very similar for most R-parityserving models, provided that the LSP
mass is much lower than the squark and gluino masses. Thisdessshown to be the case for GMSB
and AMSB models [242] and even the MSSM [243].
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Fig. 3.1: CMS 5 discovery potential using multi-jets and missing transeegnergy final state [3].

1.6 Mass measurement

A first indication of the mass scale of the SUSY particles pomdi in the pp interaction will probably be
obtained measuring the "effective mass”, which is the sclen of transverse missing energy andhe

of jets and leptons in the event. Such a distribution is etqukto have a peak correlated with the SUSY
mass scale. The correlation is strong in mMSUGRA, and stiblesin the more general MSSM [241].

The reconstruction of the mass spectrum of Supersymmedrticfes will be more challenging.
Since SUSY particles would be produced in pairs, there aceumdetected LSP particles in the final
state, which implies that mass peaks can not be recondlrércten invariant mass combinations, unless
the mass of the LSP itself is already known.

The typical procedure consists in choosing a particulamgathain, measuring invariant mass
combinations and looking for kinematical minima and maxifBach kinematical endpoint is a function
of the masses of the SUSY particles in the decay chain. If gm@&ndpoints can be measured, the
masses of all the SUSY particles involved in the decay chambe obtained. Once the mass of the LSP
is known, mass peaks can be reconstructed.

After reducing the SM background very effectively througdrdhmissing transverse energy cuts,
the main background for this kind of measurements usualtyasofrom supersymmetric events in which
the desired decay chain is not present or was not identifiegatty by the analysis. For this reason,
these studies are made using data simulated for a specifitipddUSY parameter space, for which all
Supersymmetric production processes are simulated.

The two body decay chainy ! 11 ! 11 {is particularly promising, as it leads to a very
sharp edge in the distribution of the invariant mass of the leptons, which measures:

2 _ 2

41
medge( )=

(3.39)

i

m
*,
i

The basic signature of this decay chain are two opposite-sigme-flavour (OSSF) leptons; but
two such leptons can also be produced by other processdse tivb leptons are independent of each
other, one would expect equal amounts of OSSF leptons and=0&sons (i.e combinations®
e ). Their distributions should also be identical, and thievas to remove the background contribu-
tion for OSSF by subtracting the OSOF events.

Figure 3.2 shows the invariant mass of the two leptons obtafior SPS1A point [244] with
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Fig. 3.2: Effect of subtracting background leptons, for the mSUGRAdtenark point SPS1a and an integrated
luminosity of 100 fb *. In the left plot: the curves represent OSSF leptons, OS@Bhes and the SM contribution.
In the right plot, the flavour subtraction OSSF-OSOF havenletted: the triangular shape of the theoretical
expectation is reproduced.
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Fig. 3.3: Invariant mass distributions with kinematical endpoifiés,an integrated luminosity of 100 fi. In the
left plot for gl1combination, in the right plot for the maximum gf combination.

100 fb * of simulated ATLAS data [245]. The Standard Model backgmisclearly negligible. The
real background consists of other SUSY processes, thatfaotieely removed by the OSOF subtraction.

Several other kinematical edges can be obtained usingugaiivariant mass combinations in-
volving jets and leptons. Two of such distributions are régub in Fig. 3.3 for the point SPSla and
100 fb ! of ATLAS simulated data [245]. Five endpoints, each prawiga constraints on the mass of
four particles, can be measured. The masses of the supertyimparticles present in the decay chain
(the left-handed squark, the right-handed sleptons, aatitb lightest neutralinos) can thus be measured
with an error between 3% (for the squark) and 12% (for thetéighneutralino) for 100 i of integrated
luminosity.

For lepton pairs with an invariant mass near the kinemagadpoint, the relation

p(~= 1 L op (1) (3.40)
mn

can be used to get the four-momentum of tHe provided that the mass of the lightest neutralino has
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Fig. 3.4: Invariant mass peaks for squark (left), shottom (middlej gluino (right) at point B. The picture has
been obtained using the parametrized simulation of the C#t&otor. The integrated luminosity is 1 fbfor the
squarks and 10 fb* for the other mass peaks.

already been measured. This four-vector can then be cochliiik that of hadronic jets to measure the
gluino and squark masses. In Fig. 3.4 the gluino and squask peaks obtained with CMS parametrized
simulation are reported for another mSUGRA benchmark paigted point B [246], which is defined
bym = 100GeV,m ;_, = 250GeV, A=0, > 0,tan = 10.

Several other techniques to reconstruct the masses of Superetric particles have been investi-
gated by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations. Here we will onlgntion a few other possibilities:

— Atlargetan the decays into third generation leptons are dominant. The kinematic end-
point is still measurable using the invariant mass of thevisible decay products, but the expected
precision is worse than that achievable with electrons andmns.

— The right handed squark often decays directly in the lgB: ! g %g { events can be used
to reconstruct the mass of this squark. A similar technigae lze used to measure the mass of
left-handed sleptons which decay directly into the LSP.

For the point SPS1a and an integrated luminosity of 30D fTLAS expects to be able to measure
at least 13 mass relations [245]. The constraints which egoub on the SUSY parameter space and on
the relic density of neutralinos using these measuremeatdiscussed in Ref. [247].

1.7 Flavour studies

Most studies by the LHC collaborations have focused on theodery strategies and the measurement of
the masses of SUSY particles. However, the possibility tasuee other properties of the new particles,
such as their spin or the branching ratios of flavour viotatiecays, has also been investigated.

The measurement of the spin is interesting because it atloasnfirm the supersymmetric nature
of the new particles. This measurement was investigatecein[R48, 249] and it is also discussed later
in this chapter.

In the hadronic sector, the experiments are not able toidiswate the flavour of quarks of the
first two generations. Hence the only possibility for flavetudies relies oi-tagging techniques. In this
report, the possibility to measure kinematical endpoimi®lving the scalar top is discussed. The scalar
bottom masses may also be measured at the LHC.
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Table 3.1: Relevant on-shell parameters for the SPS1a’ [255] scenario

tan | 10 Mya1=- My, | 184 GeV Mz 55 | 111 GeV

M, |100.1GeV|| M s 1825GeV | A;; | -0.013 GeV

M, |197.4GeV| Mz 117.793GeV| A, | -2.8 GeV
400 GeV | Mg o 117.797 GeV| As; | -46 GeV

The leptonic sector is more favourable from the experimgmat of view, as the flavour of the
three charge leptons can be identified accurately by thewesewith relatively low backgrounds. This
allows the possibility to test the presence of decays vigdepton flavour. This possibility was already
discussed in early studies [192, 250, 251] and it is invagdid in a few contributions to this report.

2 Effects of lepton flavour violation on di-lepton invariant mass spectra

In this section we discuss the effect of lepton flavour viola{LFV) on di-lepton invariant mass spectra
in the decay chains

o I N A (3.41)
In these events one studies the invariant di-lepton masgrepedN =dm (‘“) with m (“*)* = (p.. +

p. ). Its kinematical endpoint is used in combination with otbbservables to determine masses or
mass differences of sparticles [252—-254].

Details on the parameter dependence of flavour violatingiglecan be found for example in
ref. [256]. As an example the study point SPS1a’ [255] is @ered which has a relatively light spectrum
of charginos/neutralinos and sleptons with the three digbharged sleptons being mairty: m 0=
978 GeV,m o = 184 GeV,m., = 1253GeV,m ., = 1252 GeV,m ., = 107:4 GeV. The underlying
parameters are given in Table 3.1, where andM , are theu (1) andsU (2) gaugino mass parameters,
respectively. In this example the flavour off-diagonal etents ofM EZ; ( & )inEqg. (3.19) are
expected to give the most important contribution to the LFe¢as of the lighter charginos, neutralinos
and sleptons. We therefore discuss LFV only in the righttslegector. To illustrate the effect of LFV
on these spectra, in Fig. 3.5 we present invariant masshdistns for various lepton pairs taking the
following LFV parameters:M ., = 30 GeV*, M ¢, = 850 GeV* andM ; ,; = 600 GeV?, for

which we havem s i M) = (106:4;125:1;1262) GeV. These parameters are chosen such that
large LFV ~9 decay branching ratios are possible consistently with gpegmental bounds on the rare
lepton decays, for which we obtain: BR ! e )= 95 10¥%,BR( ! e )= 10 10’
and BR( ! ) = 52 10°. We find for the ~) decay branching ratios: BR ) = 1:7%,
BRe )= 3:4%,BR( )= 18%,BR¢e )= 1%,BR(* )= 12%,BR(* )= 51% with
BR(“1“5)  BR(J! “‘5~9). Note, that we have summed here over all contributing stepto

In Fig. 3.5a) we show the flavour violating spectfe00= . )d <~g oy ~§ J=am (“; “5)

versusm (‘; ‘; )forthe final states , e ande . In cases where the final state contains-eepton, one

finds two sharp edges. The first onevat’ 59:4 GeV is due to an intermediate ( 1 ) and the second
one atm ’ 846 GeV is due to intermediate states of the two heavier sleptons « )and™; ( &)
with m .l m, . The position of the edges can be expressed in terms of theafiea and intermediate
slepton masses [252], see Eq. (3.39). In the case af ttgpectrum the first edge is practically invisible
because the branching ratios €f into ; eand *  are tiny for this example [256]. Note that the rate
forthee final state is largest in this case becadsg , ;jis larger than the other LFV parameters.

In Fig. 3.5(b) we show the “flavour conserving” spectra far fimal states witke" ¢ and *
The dashed line corresponds to the flavour conserving caseewh? 4= 0 for i 6 j. LFV causes
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Fig. 3.5: Invariant mass spectre0 .;d (~3 ! “‘5~9)=dm (“;*;) versusm (“;*;). In (@) we show the “flavour
violating” spectra summed over charges in the LFV case f@eiSRS1a’ scenarias (fullline), e (dashed
dotted line) and (dashed line) and ifb) we show the “flavour conserving” spectra: e (dashed line) and

* (dashed line) are for the LFC case in the SPS1a’ scenariogand (dashed dotted line) and' (full
line) are for the LFV case in the SPS1a’ scenario.

firstly a reduction of the height of the end point peak. Sebgitdnduces a difference between thé
ande" e spectra because the mixings among the three slepton generate in general different from
each other. The peaks at * 594 GeV in the * ande' e spectra are invisible as in the
spectrum as the branching ratios of the corresponding ftavimlating decays are small. As for the
*  spectrum we remark that the height of the peak (due to thenmatgiate*; ( %)) inthe ~*
spectrum gets reduced by about 5% and that the contributioego the intermediat& ; are invisible.
Moreover, the peak position gets shifted to a smaller valpaliout 2.7 GeV since the mass of the
intermediate™; gets reduced by 1 GeV compared to the flavour conserving case.

It is interesting to note that in the LFV case the rate of thanttele can be larger than those of
the channels with the same flavodatr,e and * . Moreover, by measuring all di-lepton spectra for
the flavour violating as well as flavour conserving channate& can make an important cross check of
this LFV scenario: the first peak position of the lepton flavaolating spectra (except the spectrum)
must coincide with the end point of theé  spectrum and the second peak must coincide with those of
thee"e and *  spectra.

Up to now the di-lepton mass spectra taking SPS1a’ as a speg#dimple has been investigated
in detail. Which requirements must other scenarios fulfilobtain observable double-edge structures?
Obviously the kinematic conditiom o > m > M must be fulfilled and sufficiently many?
must be produced. In addition there should be two sleptonmbutlng in a sizable way to the decay
~o0r 0.9 and, of course, the corresponding branching ratio has taidge lenough to be observed.
For this the corresponding LFV entries in the slepton massixiaave to be large enough. Moreover,
also the mass difference between the two contributing atesphas to be sufficiently large so that the
difference of the positions of the two peaks is larger thanekperimental resolution. In mMSUGRA-like
scenarios, which are characterized by a common masfor the scalars and a common gaugino mass
m ,_, at the GUT scale, the kinematic requirements (includingpthgtions of the peaks) are fulfilled in
the regions of parameter space wherg < 0:4 m iz andtan > 8. The first condition provides for

right sleptons lighter than the) and the second condition ensures that the mass differemweémaq
and the other two right sleptons is sufficiently large. In tegion wheren 7 < 0:05 m , also the left

sleptons are lighter thar), giving the possibility of additional structures in theldpton mass spectra.
Details on background processes will be presented in theesulent sections, where studies by
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the two experiments ATLAS and CMS are presented. Here we givaef summary of the expected
dominant background. The largest SM background is dug pvoduction. There is also SUSY back-
ground due to uncorrelated leptons stemming from diffesgtark and gluino decay chains. The result-
ing di-lepton mass distributions will, however, be smootid @lecrease monotonically with increasing
di-lepton invariant mass as was explicitly shown in a Montl& analysis in [192, 193]. It was also
shown that the single edge structure can be observed ovemtbeth background in the and
invariant mass distributions. Therefore the novel distitms as shown in Fig. 3.5, in particular the
characteristic double-edge structures in the and invariant mass distributions, should be clearly
visible on top of the background. Note that the usual metloodéckground suppression, by taking the
SUMN (efe )+ N (* ) N (¢ ) isnot applicable in the case of LFV searches. Instead one
has to study the individual pair mass spectra. Neverthetegscan expect that these peaks will be well
observable [257].

3 Lepton flavour violation in the long-lived stau NLSP scenaro

Supersymmetric scenarios can be roughly classified intotain classes, depending on the nature of the
lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP). The most poputeiae for the LSP is the neutralino, although
scenarios with superweakly interacting LSP, such as thétigra or the axino, are also compatible with
all the collider experiments and cosmology. Here, we woikd to concentrate on the latter class of
scenarios, focusing for definiteness on the case with gnavitSP.

Under the assumption of universality of the soft-breakiogia@r, gaugino and trilinear soft terms at
a high-energy scale, the so-called constrained MSSM, tkietadSP (NLSP) can be either the lightest
neutralino or the stau. If R-parity is conserved, the NLSP aaly decay into the gravitino and Standard
Model particles, with a decay rate very suppressed by thétgtenal interactions. As a result, the NLSP
can be very long lived, with lifetimes that could be as longsasonds, minutes or even longer, mainly
depending on the gravitino mass. When the NLSP is the lightstralino, the signatures for LFV are
identical to the case with neutralino LSP, which have bedarsively discussed in the literature [177—
181,184,188, 191]. On the other hand, when the NLSP is atftawsignatures could be very different.
In this note we discuss possible signatures and propodegitra to look for LFV in future colliders in
scenarios where the gravitino (or the axino) is the LSP aadtau is the NLSP [185, 258].

Motivated by the spectrum of the constrained MSSM we wiluass that the NLSP is mainly a
right-handed stau, although it could have some admixtutefohanded stau or other leptonic flavours,
and will be denoted by,. We will also assume that next in mass in the supersymmetecteum are the
right-handed selectron and smuon, denoted:bpander respectively, also with a very small admixture
of left-handed states and some admixture of stau. FinakkywwW assume that next in mass are the
lightest neutralino and the rest of SUSY particles. Scharally, the spectrum reads:

Mo <m~ <My~ <M ojmg [~ jm-, (3.42)

In this class of scenarios, staus could be long lived encagdtaterse several layers of the vertex
detector before decaying, thus being detected as a heawilying charged track. This signature is very
distinctive and is not produced by any Standard Model dartiience the observation of heavily ionizing
charged tracks would give strong support to this scenarivasuld allow the search for LFV essentially
without Standard Model backgrounds.

Long lived staus could even be stopped in the detector anaydaiclate times, producing very
energetic particles that would spring from inside the dstedrecently, prospects of collecting staus and
detecting their decay products in future colliders havenbdiscussed [259, 260]. At the LHC, cascade
decays of squarks and gluinos could produce of the ordenbftaus per year if the sparticle masses
are close to the present experimental limits [261]. Amorentho (10°-10*) staus could be collected
by placing 1-10 kton massive material around the LHC detectOn the other hand, at the ILC up to
0 (10°-10°) staus could be collected and studied.
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If there is no LFV, the staus could only decay into taus andiginas, e ! 5. If on the
contrary LFV exists in nature, some of the staus could deattyélectrons and muons. Therefore the
detection of very energetic electrons and muons coming fngide the detector would constitute a signal
of lepton flavour violation.

There are potentially two sources of background in thisysisl First, in certain regions of the
SUSY parameter space selectrons or smuons could also bdivedg and the electrons and muons
from their flavour conserving decays could be mistaken fectebns and muons coming from the lepton
flavour violating decay of the stau. However, if flavour viida is large enough to be observed in these
experiments, the selectron decay charnel e e eis very efficient. Therefore, selectrons (and similarly,
smuons) are never long lived enough to represent an imgastamce of background. It is remarkable
the interesting double role that flavour violation playshirstexperiment, both as object of investigation
and as crucial ingredient for the success of the experintgsif.i

A second source of background for this analysis are the mandslectrons from tau decay, that
could be mistaken for muons and electrons coming from thefeftavour violating decays ! 322,
e ! e 5_,. Nevertheless, this background can be distinguished fhansignal by looking at the energy
spectrum: the leptons from the flavour conserving tau decagemt a continuous energy spectrum, in
stark contrast with the leptons coming from the two body gedonal decay, whose energies are sharply
peaked at, = (m 2 st m ?.. m5,)=(2m~ ;). ltis easy to check that only a very small fraction of the
electrons and muons from the tau decay have energies cldisis tmﬁoff energy. For instance, for the
typical energy resolution of an electromagnetic calorgnet * 103 = E (Gev ), only2 10° of the
taus with energye,  100GeV will produce electrons with energy Eq, within the energy resolution
of the detector, which could be mistaken for electrons cgnfiiom the LFV stau decay. Therefore, for
the number of NLSPs that can be typically trapped at the LH@erLC, the number of electrons or
muons from this source of background turns out to be nedégibmost instances.

Using this technique, we have estimated that at the LHC dreafutture Linear Collider it would
be possible to probe mixing angles in the slepton sector dowime level of 3 10> (9 10°)at
90% confidence level it 16 (3  1¢') staus are collected [185]. A different technique, that dusts
require to stop the staus, was proposed in [258] for the ckae & ¢ ore e linear collider.

4 Neutralino decays in models with broken R-parity

In supersymmetric models neutrino masses can be explaiedsically supersymmetric, namely the
breaking of R-parity. The simplest way to realize this idedad add the bilinear terms of _to the
MSSM superpotentiak sy (see Egs. (3.2) and (3.3)):

W = Wyssw + sLiH (3.43)
For consistency one has also to add the corresponding diliaems to soft SUSY breaking (see Egs. (3.5)
and (3.6)) which induce small vevs for the sneutrinos. Thess in turn induce a mixing between neu-
trinos and neutralinos, giving mass to one neutrino at #gell The second neutrino mass is induced
by loop effects (see [207, 262, 263] and references therdihg same parameters that induce neutrino
masses and mixings are also responsible for the decay daftitest supersymmetric particle (LSP). This
implies that there are correlations between neutrino gisyand LSP decays [209, 264—-267].

In particular, the neutrino mixing angles

2 2
J 1] ~
tan’ am | - ;Ue23 ! ?2; n’ sol — (344)
3 2 + 3 ~2
can be related to ratios of couplings and branching ratmsgxample
2 0 0 0
BR (~ ! W ) BR(~! aa’)
tan® am 1 — — ' — ; (3.45)
3 BR(~)! W ) BR(~ o)
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Fig. 3.6: Various neutralino properties: a) Neutralino decay lengid b) invisible neutralino branching ratio
summing over all neutrinos as a functionrof s ; c) BR(~) I  q)=BR(~? !  dq)scanning over the SUSY
parameter and d) BR) !  q)=BR(~? !  dq)for 10% variations around a fixed SUSY point as a function
Of tanz( atm ).

in the case of a neutralino LSP. Here= ;v4 + w3, v; are the sneutrino vevs arg is the vev ofd ?;
~ = Vi; 5 wherevy; is the neutrino mixing matrix at tree level which is given afuaction of the .
Details on the neutrino masses and mixings can be found ify Z&3].

The smallness of the -parity violating couplings which is required by the nentridata implies
that the production and decays of the SUSY patrticles proased the MSSM with conserveri-parity
except that the LSP decays. There are several predictiotissfa SP properties discussed in the literature
above. Here we discuss various important examples poiotingeneric features. The first observation
is, that the smallness of the couplings can lead to finiteydesggths of the LSP which are measurable
at LHC. As an example we show in Fig. 3.6a the decay length afudralino LSP as a function of its
mass. The SUSY parameters have been varied such that calidetraints as well as neutrino data
are fulfilled. This is important for LHC as a secondary vertexthe neutralino decays implies that the
neutralino decay products can be distinguished from theaireimg leptons and jets within a cascade of
decays. A first attempt to use this to establish the predictecklation between neutralino decays and
neutrino mixing angles has been presented in [268]. Theftetay length can also be used to enlarge
the reach of colliders for SUSY searches as has been showh [289] for the Tevatron and in ref. [270]
for the LHC. The fact, that the decay products of the neuttcatian be identified via a secondary vertex
is important for the check if the predicted correlationsdad exist. As an example we show in Fig. 3.6¢
and d the ratio BR~? ! o%q)=BR(~? ! dq) as a function of the atmospheric neutrino mixing
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angletan? ( . ). In Figure 3.6¢ a general scan is performed over the SUSYnhpeter space yielding
a good correlation whereas in Fig. 3.6d the situation is shibwne assumes that the underlying SUSY
parameters are known with an accuracy of 10%. The branclitigsrthemselves are usually of order
10%.

It is usually argued that broken R-parity implies that thessirig energy signature of the MSSM
is lost. This is not entirely correct & -parity is broken via lepton number breaking as in the model
discussed here. The reason is that neutrinos are not didi&lC or ILC. This implies that the missing
energy signature still is there although somewhat redukledvever, there are still cases where the LSP
can decay completely invisibles? ! 3 or~ ! 5 . In Figure 3.6b we see that the decay branching
ratio for ~ | 3 can go up to several per-cent. In the sneutrino case is at peostille [209]. If
one adds trilinear -parity breaking couplings to the model, then these brargchatios will be reduced.

In models with spontaneous breakingrofparity the situation can be quite different, e.g. the iibles
modes can have in total nearly 100% branching ratio [271].

As a second example, we present in Fig. 3.7a the decay leslgp®n LSPs as they motivated
in GMSB models. Also in this case we have performed a genescas of the SUSY parameter space.
One sees that the sleptons have different decay length$wahagain useful to distinguish the various
'flavours’. However, at LHC it might be difficult to separat@gons from staus in this scenario. provided
this is possible one could measure for example the coreldtetween stau decay modes and the solar
neutrino mixing angle as shown in Fig. 3.7b.

5 Reconstructing neutrino properties from collider experiments in a Higgs triplet neu-
trino mass model

In the previous section the neutrino masses are solely deeparity violation and the question arises
how the situation changes if there are additional sourcesiéotrino masses. Therefore a model is
considered where Higgs triplets give additional contiiimg to the neutrino masses. It can either be
obtained as a limit of spontaneoBsparity breaking models discussed in Sect. 1.3 or as thersype
metric extension of the original triplet model of neutrin@ss [272] with additional bilinear -parity
breaking terms [201, 233,273]. The particle content is didhe MSSM augmented by a pair of Higgs
triplet superfields,p,, and © 4, with hyperchargey = +2andy = 2, and lepton number = 2
andL = + 2, respectively. The superpotential of this model is thergilby a sum of three terms,

A

W = Wyssy + shiHu+ W (3.46)
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W = b b+ hij?i?jbu (3.47)

Additional details of the model can be found in ref. [274]ofrthe analytical study of the Higgs sector,
it is possible to show that the Higgs triplet vevs are supgwddy two powers of the BRPV parameters,
as already emphasized in Ref. [275].

The nonzero vevs of this modek( mJi;vy  MWJi;vi  hei;h Jiandh $1) produce a
mixing between neutrinos, gauginos and Higgsinos. Fooredse ranges of parameters, atmospheric
neutrino physics is determined by the BRPV parameters, @asethe solar neutrino mass scale depends
mostly on the triplet Yukawa couplings and the triplet mabkis situation is different from the one in
the model with only BRPV, where the solar mass scale is getklay radiative corrections to neutrino
masses, thus requiring= 0 (01 1). Now, as the solar mass scale is generated by the Higgg triple

; can be smaller. Using the experimentally measured values®f ,rv / 1andsin®2 cyooz  10N€
can find a simple formula for the solar angle in terms of theaxu& couplingsh; of the triplet Higgs
boson to the doublet leptons, which is approximately giwen b

P_
2 2ty hs)
2 o)’ 3.48
B so) T T f by 2y (3.48)

One of the characteristic features of the triplet model aftneo mass is the presence of doubly
charged Higgs bosons,, . At LHC, the doubly charged Higgs boson can be produced iiereit
processes, such as: (a) It can be singly produced via veogmmbfusion or via the fusion of a singly
charged Higgs boson with either a vector boson or anothgfystharged Higgs boson; its production
crosssectionis W W ;W H;HH ! )= (10 15)fbforatripletmassof = (300 800)GeV,
assuming the triplet vev to l&GeV [276, 277]. However, the triplet VEV is of order eV in thisodel,
thus suppressing this production mechanism. (b) It can bblg@roduced via a Drell-Yan process, with

=7 exchange in the-channel; its production cross section isqg ! =2 ! )= (5 005)fb
foratriplet massof1 = (300 800)GeV [278]. (c) It can be singly produced with a singly charged
Higgs boson, with the exchange of in the s-channel; its production cross section isge’ ! W !
H)= 35 o03)fbforatripletmassoft = (300 800) GeV, where some splitting among the
masses of the doubly and singly charged Higgs bosons isedl§278, 279]. Assuming a luminosity of
L = 100 (fb  year) for the LHC, the number of events for the above mentioned yrtidn processes
iso (10°  10) per year, depending on the Higgs triplet mass.

The most remarkable feature of the present model is thatébayd of the doubly charged Higgs
bosons can be a perfect tracer of the solar neutrino mixiggeailConsidering Eq. (3.48) and taking into
account that the leptonic decays of the doubly charged Higgen are proportional ll@fj, we construct
the following ratio

pP_p p
. _ 220 BRi _ BRi3) _ (3.49)
P J 2BR,,+ 2BRp,+ 2BRs; 2 BRos '

with BR ;5 denoting the measured branching ratio for the process (! 1 L ). Figure 3.8 shows
the ratioy..,, of the leptonic decay branching ratios of the doubly chaigegs boson versus the solar
neutrino mixing angle. The ratio of doubly charged Higgsdiodecay branching ratios is specified by

the variable

Vexp tart %(Xe@) (3.50)

where, for the determination of..,, a 10% uncertainty in the measured branching ratios has been
assumed and the triplet mass has been fixed at = 500 GeV. As can be seen from the figure, there
is a very strong correlation between the pattern of Higgddtidecays and the solar neutrino mixing
angle. The3 range permitted by current solar and reactor neutrino dathcated by the vertical band

in Fig. 3.8) fixes a minimum value for..,,, thus requiring minimum values for the off-diagonal lepton
decay channels of the doubly charged Higgs tripleBRf,; = 0, at least eitheBR 1, or BR ;3 must be
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Fig. 3.8: Ratio of doubly charged Higgs boson leptonic decay bramrhétios (assuming a0% uncertainty)
indicated by the variable.,, of Egs. (3.50) and (3.49) versus the solar neutrino mixingjenThe vertical band
indicates curreng allowed range.

larger than0:5. On the other hand, iBR,3 & 0, then at least one of the off-diagonal branching ratios
must be larger than 2.

As in Sect. 4, the decay pattern of a neutralino LSP is prediah terms of the atmospheric
neutrino mixing angle The main difference is, that thecan be smaller in this model compared to
the previous one. This implies that the main decay mode-BR(  1») gets reduced [265] and the
branching ratios into the final stateg’ (1= e; ) increase.

6 SUSY (s)lepton flavour studies with ATLAS

In this section main features of Monte Carlo studies for telepmasses and spin measurements are
presented as well as a study of slepton non-universalitya Aeference model the SPS1a point is taken
[245], which is derived from the following high scale parasrs: m (= 100 GeV,m ,_, = 250 GeV,

Ag =-100 GeV,tan = 10andsign )= +, wheremgis a common scalar mass,;_, a commaon
gaugino massh , a common trilinear couplingsan  the ratio of the Higgs vacuum expectation values.

Sleptons are produced either directly in pdirg or indirectly from decays of heavier charginos
and neutralinos (typical mode-3 ! % 1). They can decay according ta, ! 1~%, 3 ! 1~0,
L1, 1 ~ . Atthe end of every SUSY decay chain is undetectable ligittestralino
~% and kinematic endpoints in the invariant mass distribitiare measured rather than the mass peaks.
Kinematic endpoints are the function of SUSY masses whichlm extracted from the set of end-
point measurements. Fast simulation studies of left sqoaskade decayy, ! ~Jg ! L 1 g !
1 g -~? (1= e; ) were performed in refs. [245, 280]. Events with two same flaand opposite
sign (SFOS) leptons, at least 4 jets withy > 150;100;50;50 GeV , and effective massv ¢+ =

L ,pr(Jet) + B > 600 GeV and missing transverse energy > max(100G eV ; 02M ¢ )
were selected. Flavour subtractigtie + ° e was applied. After the event selection,
SM background becomes negligible and significant part of $ld&ckground is removed. Few kine-
matic endpoints were reconstructed and fitted [280]: theimam of the distribution of the dilepton
invariant massv J; °*, the maximum and the minimum of the distribution of tiie (1iq) invariant mass

M " and M ﬁqm , the maximum of the distribution of the lower of the twoqg; 1 ginvariant masses

M lﬁé’w 2% and the maximum of the distribution of the higher of the tWaey; 1 g invariant masses

M ;igh 2%, From this set of endpoint measurements and by taking irdouat statistical fit error and
systematic error on the energy scale (for jets ando:1% for leptons), SUSY masses, = 540 GeV,

m . = 177 GeV, m = 143 GeV andm 0= 96 GeV were extracted with a 6 GeV resolution for
squarks and 4 GeV for non-squarks £ 300 fb 1).
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Few experimentally challenging points in the mSUGRA pan@mspace constrained by the latest
experimental data (see Ref. [281]) were recently seleabeldstudied by using full Geant4 simulation.
Preliminary full simulation studies of left squark cascatiray for the bulk point, the coannihilation
point and the focus point are reported (see Ref. [282]). Bvetith two SFOS leptons are selected and

flavour subtractione*e + ¥ e was applied. The bulk pointn(, = 100 GeV,m ;_, =
300 GeV,Aa, = 300GeV,tan = 6, sign( ) = + ) is a typical mMSUGRA point where easy
SUSY discovery is expected. The endpoints}*, M f2%, M nin 1 29" 2% and 1 (o ax
were reconstructed for integrated luminosity= 5 fb ' . The coannihilation point fn o = 70 GeV,
m,;_, = 350 GeV,A, = 0GeV,tan = 10, sign( ) = + ) is challenging due to the soft leptons

present in the final state. The decay of the second lightegtaiimo to both left and right sleptons is

open: ~2 ' T - 1. The endpoints1 ®ax M max o M ywax gnd v Lw ymax were reconstructed
p 2 R p 1 Tig g I

for integrated luminosity. = 20 fb . The focus point i, = 3550 GeV, m;_, = 300 GeV,
Ap= 0GeV,tan = 10, sign( )= + ) predicts multi-TeV squark and slepton masses. Neutralino
decay directly to leptons:~§ ! 11 ~0, ~3 1 11 -0 and dilepton endpoints I #* were
reconstructed for, = 7 £b ' . All reconstructed endpoints are at the expected positions

In the case of direct slepton production where both sleptiatay to lepton and the first lightest
neutralino L, L=k & ! I 1 ~? -0 there are no endpoints in the invariant mass distributimtause
of two missing final state particles. It is possible to est'ﬂsmaepton mass by using variable transverse
mas r, = m JnEm iss_pmiss,gniss Max m (pT JET lss );m (pT JET lss) (see Ref. [283]). The
endpoint of the stransverse mass dlstrlbutlon isa fun(cn‘cmass dlfference between slepton and the first
lightest neutralino-?. In the case of NSUGRA point SPS1a, fast simulation studis Ref. [245]) show
that by using stransverse mass left slepton mass= 202 GeV can be estimated with the resolution of

4GeV (L = 100fb ).

Left squark cascade decaysqg, ! ~5g ! 1, Perl)g 1 pert) perilg 0 are
very convenient for the supersymmetric particles’ spin sueament (see Ref. [248]). Due to slepton
and squark spin-0 and neutraling spin-1/2, invariant mass of quark and first emitted (‘ne&ef)ton
M (gP*¢2r( ) )is charge asymmetric. The asymmetry is defined as (s* s )=(s"+s );s =
d )M (grert))). Asymmetry measurements are diluted by the fact that it imlls not possible
to distinguish the first emitted (‘near’) from the second #ed (‘far’) lepton. Also, squark and anti-
squark have opposite asymmetries and are experimentaligtimguishable, but LHC is proton-proton
collider and more squarks than anti-squarks will be produéast simulation studies of few points in the
MSUGRA space [248, 284] show asymmetry distributions nosistent with zero, which is the direct
proof of the neutralino spin-1/2 and slepton spin-0. In thsecof point SPS1a, non-zero asymmetry may
be observed witls0 fb * .

For some of the points in MSUGRA space , mixing between leftregint smuons is not negligible.
Left-right mixing affects decay branching ratios9 ! % 1 and charge asymmetry of invariant mass
distributions from left squark cascade decay. For the pSirGla with modifiedan( ) = 20, fast
simulation studies [284] show that different decay branghiatios for selectrons and smuons can be
detected at LHC fosoo fb * .

Fast simulation studies show that SUSY masses can be edrhgtusing kinematic endpoints
and stransverse mass. Preliminary full simulation analgsbow that large number of mass relations can
be measured for leptonic signatures with few'flin different mMSUGRA regions. What is still needed
to be studied more carefully are: acceptances and effi@eror electrons and muons, calibration,
trigger, optimization of cuts against SM background andfdistributions. The asymmetry distributions
are consistent with neutralino spin-1/2 and slepton spii#erent branching ratios for selectron and
smuon, caused by smuon left-right mixing, can be detectdd lbAS.
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7 Usingthel’ 1 + E=; + jetveto signature for slepton detection

The aim of this section, which is based on Ref. [285], is talgtine possibility of detecting sleptons
at CMS. Note the previous related papers where the sleptatesttbn was studied at the level of a toy
detector [250, 286—289] whereas we perform a full detectouktion.

TSASUSY 7.69 [290] was used for the calculation of coupling constamd cross sections in the
leading order approximation for SUSY processes. For theutation of the next-to-leading order correc-
tions to the SUSY cross sections thrOSPTINO code [291] was used. Cross sections of the background
events were calculated withy THIA 6.227 [43] andCompHEP 4.2pl [292]. For considered backgrounds
the NLO corrections are known and they were used. Officiah da&tts production were used for the
study of CMS test point LM1 and backgrounds ZZ, WW, Wt, Zbb, DY2e, DY2 , where DY denotes
Drell-Yan processes. For WZ, DY2and W+jet backgrounds the events were generated BytHIA
6.227. The detector simulation and hits production wereanweith full CMS simulation [293], digitized
and reconstructed [294]. The DY2and W+jet backgrounds were simulated with fast simulatZ95].

Jets were reconstructed using an iterative cone algorititma@ne size 0.5 and their energy was
corrected with the GammadJet calibration. The events anginestjto pass the Global Level 1 Trigger
(L1), the High Level Trigger (HLT) and at least one of the @ling triggers: single electron, double
electron, single muon, double muon. The CMS fast simulatvas used for the determination of the
sleptons discovery plot.

As discussed in the previous section, sleptons can be gitbéuced at LHC directly via the Drell-
Yan mechanism or in cascade decays of squarks and gluinas.sl&aton production and decays de-
scribed previously lead to the signature with the simpleshetopology:tw o leptons+ E + jetveto.
This signature arises for both direct and indirect sleptaim production. In the case of indirectly pro-
duced sleptons not only the event topology with two leptomswith single, three and four leptons is
possible. Besides, indirect slepton production from dsaafysquarks and gluino through charginos,
neutralinos can lead to the event topolagyo leptons+ E=r + (n 1) jets.

Close to the optimal cuts are:

a. for leptons:

— pr -cuton Ieptons;ﬁfpt > 20 GeV, j j< 2:4) and lepton isolation withinR < 0:3 cone

containing calorimeter cells and tracker;

— effective mass of two opposite-sign and the same-flavpiotes is outside theq, 15GeV,
M, + 10 GeV) interval;

— (11 )< 140 cuton angle between two leptons;

b. forE :

— E= > 135GeV cut on missing r;
— (Er;1) > 170 cuton relative azimuthal angle between dilepton aad

c. forjets:

— jet veto CcUt:N 4. = 0 for aE%et > 30 GeV (corrected jets) threshold in the pseudorapidity
interval § j< 4:5.

The Standard Model (SM) backgrounds ate: WW, WZ, ZZ, Wt, Zbb, DY, W+jet. The main
contributions come from WW and: backgrounds. There are also internal SUSY backgroundshwhic
arise fromag, gg and gg productions and subsequent cascade decays with jets etlsdacceptance
or below the threshold. Note that when we are interestedingteysics discovery we have to compare
the calculated number of SM background events, ,.; with new physics signal events, ¢, pnysics =
N siept + N susyng, SO SUSY background events increase the discovery pateftigw physics.
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Fig. 3.9: Discovery plot Gan = 10, sign( )= +,A = 0) forfinal states withi* 1 , missing transverse energy
and a jet veto.

For the point LM1 with the set of cuts for an integral lumirtgsi. = 10 £fb * the number of signal
events (direct sleptons plus sleptons from chargino/aénotr decays) i1 s = 60, whereas the number
of SUSY background eventsigsy sy n; = 4 and the number of SM background events is, ,, = 41.
The total signal efficiency is:16 16 and the background compositioniis2 16 of the total ttbar,
137 16 of the total WW,4 16 of the total WZ,4:4 108 of the total ZZ,8:1 16 of the total
Wi, 0 of the total Zbb, DY, W+jet.

The SUSY background is rather small compared to the sigmale can assum&s =
N girect sieptons + N charginomnentralino + Nsusyrg = 64. This corresponds to significances,, = 7:7
ands. = 83 where the quantitys.;, is defined in ref. [296] and ., in refs. [297,298]. Taking into
account the systematic uncertainty of 23% related to indsamwledge of backgrounds leads to the de-
crease of significance.;, from 7.7 to 4.3. The ratio of the numbers of background evéoirs two
different channelst (e + * )=N (e ) = 1.37 will be used to keep the backgrounds under
control. The CMS discovery plot fotw o leptons + E=r + jetveto signature is presented in Fig. 3.9.

8 Usingthee + E=; signature in the search for supersymmetry and lepton flavour
violation in neutralino decays

The aim of this section based on Ref. [299] is the study of twsibility to detect SUSY and LFV using
thee + E=r signature at CMS. The details concerning the simulatioagtse same as described in
Sect. 7.

The SUSY productiornpp ! o ;99 ;a9 With subsequent decays leads to the event topology
e + E=. Inthe MSSM with lepton flavour conserving neutralino decayto Ieptons~g;3,_4 !
11 ~? do not contribute to this signature and contribute only'td + E=; signature (here= eor ).
The main backgrounds contributing to thke  events arett, ZZ, WW, WZ, Wt, Zbb, DY2 , Z+jet. It
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Table 3.2: Number of signal events and significances, [296] ands.;, [297,298]for.. = 10fb 1.

Point | N events Su» Sar,

LM1 329 21.8 249
LM2 94 8.1 8.6
LM3 402 25.2  29.2
LM4 301 204 231
LM5 91 7.8 8.3
LM6 222 16.2 18.0
LM7 14 1.4 1.4
LM8 234 16.9 18.8
LM9 137 11.0 119
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Fig. 3.10: Discovery plot Gan = 10, sign( )= +,A = 0) for the luminosities. = 1; 10; 30fb ! for the
e + E=r signature.

has been found that background is the biggest one and it gives more than 50%ibation to the total
background.

Our set of cuts is the following:

— pr -cuton Ieptons;@ep% 20 GeV, j j< 2:4) and lepton isolation withinR < 0:3 cone.

— E=r > 300 GeV cut on missin@ ;.

For integrated luminosity, = 10fb * the number of background events with this set of cutsds= 93.
The results for various CMS study points at this luminosriy presented in Table 3.2.

At point LM1 the signal over background ratio is 3 and the sigefficiency is6  16. The
background composition i85 16 of the total ttbar3:4 16 of the total WW,4 16 of the total
WZ,32 16 ofthe total Wt,222 16 of the total Z+jet, O of the total ZZ, Zo, DY2 .

The CMS discovery plot for the + E=; signature is presented in Fig. 3.10.

It has been shown in refs. [188, 300, 301] that it is possibl@dok for lepton flavour violation at
supercolliders through the production and decays of thet@hs. For LFV at the LHC one of the most
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promising processes is the LFV decay of the second newsrfd®1,193] ~9 ! n! -9 1T, where the
non zero off-diagonal component of the slepton mass magaad to the different flavours for the leptons
in the final state. By using the above mode, LF\&in ~ mixing has been investigated in refs. [191,193]
at a parton model level and a toy detector simulation. Herastwey the perspectives of LFV detection
in CMS on the basis of full simulation of both signal and backmd. To be specific, we study the
point LM1. We assume that the LFV is due to nonzero mixing ghtihanded smuon and selectron.
The signal of the LFV~J decay is two opposite-sign leptons’'(  ore *) in the final state with a
characteristic edge structure. In the limit of lepton flavoonservation, the procesg ! 1! 11~ has
an edge structure for the distribution of the lepton-pasaant massn ; and the edge massT, * is
expressed by the slepton massand the neutralino masses.o  as follows:
m 2 m 2
. N

)1

o

) (3.51)

~2 m 2~3 m?
The SUSY background for the LFV comes from uncorrelateddeptfrom different squark or
gluino decay chains. The SM background comes mainly from

0

te! B B ! bl (3.52)

Drell-Yan background fronpp ! ! e :::is negligible. It should be stressed that for the
signature withe in the absence of the LFV we do not have the edge structurédadistribution on
the invariant mass: i+, (e ). As the result of the LFV the edge structure for  events arises too.
Therefore the signature of the LFV is the existence of an etigesture in the= distribution. The
rate for a flavour violating decay is

BR(~)! e ~))= BR(! e ~; * Iy (3.53)
where:
BR(~ ! e'e ~0; " 0)=BR(J! e N+ BR(! 0y, (3.54)
= 2xsin® cos ; (3.55)
m 2
BR(~J! e )=BR(~3! & )+BR(~)! e ') (3.57)

Here is the mixing angle betweefy and ~;x and is the sleptons decay width. The parameter
x is the measure of the quantum interference effect. Thereare limits one  ~ mass splitting from
lepton flavour violating processes but they are not veryngiro

For = 025 = 01 the distributions of the number cf events on the invariant mass
m iy (e ) (see Fig. 3.11) clearly demonstrates the existence of the ettucture [302], i.e. the
existence of the lepton flavour violation in neutralino decalt appears that for the point LM1 the use
of an additional cut
m iy (e ) < 85 Ge&V (3.58)

reduces both the SM and SUSY backgrounds and increasessttwveiy potential in the LFV search.
For the point LM1 we found that in the assumption of exact kieolge of the background (both the SM
and SUSY backgrounds) for the integrated luminosity 10 fb * it would be possible to detect LFV
ats levelin ~Jdecays for  0:04.
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Fig. 3.11: The distribution of dilepton invariant mass after selegtad two isolatede leptons Withp%ept >

20 GeV ande=; > 300 GeV for flavour violation parametér= 0:25 (left) andk = 0: (right). The superimposed
curves are fits to the invariant mass distribution for theeaafs100% LFV.

9 Neutralino spin measurement with ATLAS

Charge asymmetries in invariant mass distributions comtgileptons can be used to prove that the
neutralino spin is 1/2. This is based on a method [248] whitdwa to choose between different hy-
potheses for spin assignment, and to discriminate SUSY fioruniversal Extra Dimensions (UED)
model apparently mimicking low energy SUSY [303, 304]. Hustthe decay chain

@ ! ~3g! Lalal! I'1 g -9 (3.59)

will be used. In the following, the first lepton (from) decay) is callechear, and the one from slepton
decay is calledar.

In the MSSM, squarks and sleptons are spin-0 particles addbcays are spherically symmet-
ric, differently from the ~$ which has spin 1/2. A charge asymmetry is expected in theiavamasses
m (g*¢2r( ) ) formed by the quark and the near lepton. Alsaqlt3*) shows some small charge asym-
metry [303, 304], but it is not always possible to distingjuexperimentally near from far lepton, thus
leading to dilution effects when measuring theqg®<2=( ) ) charge asymmetry.

In the cascade decay (3.59), the asymmetry in the corresgpind(gl) charge distributions is
the same as the asymmetrynin(gl) from ¢, decay, but with the opposite sign [305]. Though it is not
possible to distinguisky from g at app collider like the LHC, more squarks than anti-squarks wél b
produced. Here only electrons and muons are considerechéysas.

Two mSUGRA points were selected for analysis [306]: SU1 hi& $tau-coannihilation region
(m =70 GeV,m ;_,= 350 GeV,A ;=0 GeV,tan =10, sgn =+) and SU3, in the bulk regiom(,= 100
GeV,m ;_,= 300 GeVA ,=-300 GeV,tan =6,sgn =+). In SUL (SU3) LO cross section for all SUSY is
7.8 pb (19.3 pb), and the observability of charge asymmstenhanced by 5 (  2.5) ing# production
yield.

In the SU1 point, owing to a small mass difference betwegmand 1, (264 GeV and 255 GeV,
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Table 3.3: Efficiencies and S/B ratios for SUSY signal and backgroundfl(SSU3) and for SM background.

Efficiency (SU1) | S/B (SU1 Efficiency (SU3)| S/B (SUB)
Signal (17.0 0.3)% / (20.0 0.3)% /
SUSY Background (0.94 0.01)% 0.33 (0.75 0.01)% 1
tt (2.69 0.02) 10* 0.18 (3.14 0.02) 10* 0.9
W (1.4 0.9 10 16 (0.4 0.4)10 300
v4 (1.1 0.3)10° 12 (0.9 0.2)10 100

respectively), the near lepton has lewin the ~ ! %, 1decay, while the small mass difference between
% and ~? (155 GeV and 137 GeV, respectively), implies low values forlépton’sp; in ~) | % 1
decay. As a consequence, near and far leptons are distiadples Decay (3.59) represents 1:6% of

all SUSY production. From the three detectable partiglesl ; g (where the quark hadronizes to a jet)
in the final state of they, decay (3.59) four invariant masses are formed:l1), m (gll), m (gI***)and

m (gF2*). Their kinematic maxima are given by: (11)" 2* = 56 GeV (), 98 GeV (k), m (gqll)y" 2* =
614 GeV (@, k), m (" 2* =181 GeV (), 583 GeV (; ) andm (gIf* y #* = 329 GeV (& ), 606
GeV (%). In the SU3 point, only the decay? ! 1, 1 is allowed (3.8% of all SUSY production). The
endpoints fotn (11), m (g11), m (***)andm (gI'2*)are 100, 503, 420 and 389 GeV, respectively.

Events were generated wWithERWIG 6.505 [307]. SUSY samples corresponding to integrated
luminosities of 100 fb' for SU1 and 30 fb' for SU3 were analysed. Also the most relevant SM
processes have been also studied, ite+ jets,w + jets andz + jets backgrounds were produced
with Alpgen 2.0.5 [308]. Events were passed through a parametrizediaiom of ATLAS detector,
ATLFAST [309].

In order to separate SUSY signal from SM background tipesselectiorcuts were applied:

missing transverse energy>> > 100 GeV,
4 or more jets with transverse momentginj ) > 100 GeV andpr (3,;5;72) > 50 GeV.
exactly two SFOS leptongs{™” > 6 GeV for SU1, andb,™*" > 10 GeV for SU3).

T

At this selection stage, few invariant masses are formeg ditepton invariant mass (11), the lepton-
lepton-jet invariant mass (j11), and the lepton-jet invariant masseg 51" ) andm (j1 ), wherel are
the leptons and is one of the two most energetic jets in the event. Subselyuent

m (11) < 100 GeV,m (j11) < 615 GeV (for SU1) orm (j11) < 500 GeV (for SU3)

is required. In SU1, the decays (3.59) withor % are distinguished asking for (11) < 57 GeV or
57Gev < m (11) < 100 GeV, respectively. For SU1, in the decay (3.59) withthe near (far) lepton is
identified as the one with lower (highes) , and vice versa for the decay (3.59) with The efficiencies
and signal/background ratios after all the cuts descriloefduts when applied on SUSY and SM events,
are shown in Table 3.3. Further background reduction isiegly subtracting statistically in invariant
mass distributions events with two opposite flavour oppasijn (OFOS) leptonsst e + * e
(SFOS-OFOS subtraction). This reduces SUSY backgroundbéwyta factor of 2 and makes SM events
with uncorrelated leptons compatible with zero.

Charge asymmetries af (1) distributions have been computed after SFOS-OFOS suimtnaict
the ranged0;2201GeV for SU1 (only for the decay (3.59) with and near lepton) ant;420]1GeV for
SU3. Two methods have been applied to detect the presenceootzero charge asymmetry:

a non parametri¢ test with respect to a constant 0 function, giving confiddeeel CL -,
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Fig. 3.12: Charge asymmetries for lepton-jet invariant masses aff&@SOFOS subtraction. Left: using the near
lepton from the chain involving, for the SU1 point. Right: using both near and far leptons fier$U3 point.

Table 3.4: Confidence levels for the two methods described in the tegamately and combined, obtained on
m (j1) distributions for the final selected samples and for vargmsces of background/systematics.

Analysed SU1 selection SU3 selection

sample CL: Clrt | Cleomb CL . Clg Cleon b
a. SUSY SFOS-OFOS$ 19.1% 0.234% 0.390% 4.28 | 0.621%| 6.64 16°
b. SUSY OFOS 57.1% 92.1% 86.4% 19.3% 93.3% 48.9%
c. SUSY SFOS bkg 30.7% 24.0% 26.6% 53.5% 30.9% 46.2%
d. SM SFOS bkg 21.49 24.09 20.3% 61.39 84.1% 85.7%
e. SM OFOS bkg 73.8% 50.0% 73.7% 95.5% 30.9% 65.5%
f. SUSY wrong jet 62.8%4 50.09%9 67.8% 19.7% 15.9%% 14.0%

a Run Tesimethod [310] providing a confidence levek€lior the hypothesis of a zero charge
asymmetry.

The two methods are independent and are not influenced bytihal shape of charge asymmetry. Their
probabilities can be combined [310] providing a final conficke level Cl., . In Fig. 3.12 charge
asymmetries are reported far (713 ), in SU1 and form (51) in SU3. With 100 fb!, in SU1 Cly 1

is well below 1%, while for SU3 30 flb are enough to get a Cl,, 10°. Different sources of
background and possible systematic effects have beentigeesl for SU1 and SU3 samples and the
obtained confidence levels are reported in Table 3.4 (fiteio f.), compared to the final SUSY selected
sample (letten.). They refer to: selected OFOS lepton paing,(SFOS background SUSY events)(
SFOS and OFOS selected SM background evehtar(de., respectively) and events with (j1) formed
with a wrong jet {.). Anyway, confidence levels are much higher than the finalcdet SUSY sample.

It is observed that the evidence with a 99% confidence level fdharge asymmetry needs at least
100 fb ! in the case of SU1, while even less than 10 flwould be needed for SU3 [306].

10 SUSY Higgs-boson production and decay

Flavour-changing neutral current (FCNC) interactions etfitnal Higgs bosons are extremely suppressed
in the Standard Model (SM). Inthe SM, onefirglgi sy ! bs) 4 10° formyug, = 114 GeV!. For
the neutral MSSM Higgs bosons the ratios could be @f0 * —10 ° ). Constraints fronb ! s data

In the following,B (H ! ks)denotes the sum of the Higgs branching ratios imtandbs. The Higgs bosor stands for
that of the SMH swu, or one of those of the MSSM; © or A °.
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reduce these rates, though [103,105,115,124]. The FCN&/de® (t! Hgy c)OFrBR (Hgy ! tc)

are of the order.0o ** or less [13, 81, 103, 107], hena® orders of magnitude below other more con-
ventional (and relatively well measured) FCNC procesdesdi! s [49]. The detection of Higgs
FCNC interactions would be instant evidence of new physidse Minimal Supersymmetric Standard
Model (MSSM) introduces new sources of FCNC interactionsgliated by the strongly-interacting sec-
tor’. They are produced by the misalignment of the quark massmaith the squark mass matrix,
and the main parameter characterizing these interactiotieinon-flavour-diagonal term in the squark-
mass-matrix, which we parametrize in the standard fasti@i,[122] asM ?);; = smm5 (16 J),

m ; being the flavour-diagonal mass-term of thfavour squark. Since there are squarks of different
chiralities, there are different,; parameters for the different chirality mixings.

10.1 SUSY Higgs-boson flavour-changing neutral currents ghe LHC

Some work in relation with the MSSM Higgs-boson FCNCs hasaaly been performed [11, 102-105,
113-116,123,124,311,312]. Here, we compute and analgzprdduction of any MSSM Higgs boson
(h = h%;u %;a9 at the LHC, followed by the one-loop FCNC decay! bsorh ! tc and we find
the maximum production rates of the combined cross-section

h! + g9
g (i?o qu ; (3.60)

p! h! gd) (Ep! hx BR{® ! qd) ; BRh! gd)

aq’being a pair of heavy quarkgg®  bsor tc), taking into account the restrictions from the experimen-
tal determination oB (ob! s )[49]. For other signals of SUSY FCNC at the LHC, without Higgsson
couplings, see chapter 2.3.3 and Ref. [96]. For compari$timecsame signal in non-SUSY models see
chapter 2.3.2 and refs. [13,107]. Here we assume flavouirnmbnly among the left squarks, since these
mixing terms are expected to be the largest ones by Renaattialn Group analysis [119].

In the following we give a summarized explanation of the catation, for further details see Refs.

[103, 105]. We include the full one-loop SUSY-QCD contribas to the FCNC partial decay widths

(h ! gq?inthe observable of Eq. (3.60). The Higgs sector paraméteasses and CP-even mixing
angle ) have been treated using the leadingandm , tan approximation to the one-loop result [313—
316]. The Higgs-boson total decay widthg: ! X ) are computed at leading order, including all the
relevant channels. The MSSM Higgs-boson production csestions have been computed using the
programsiIGLU 2.101 andPPHTT 1.1 [112,317,318]. We have used the leading order approximatio
for all channels. The QCD renormalization scale is set todéfault value for each program. We have
used the set of CTEQ4L PDF [319]. For the constraints on theE&@arameters, we USeR (b !
s )= (21 4:5) 10 asthe experimentally allowed range within three standaxdations [49]. We
also require that the sign of the! s amplitude is the same as in the SM [32@unning quark masses
m 4(Q ) and strong coupling constants (Q ) are used throughout, with the renormalization scale set to
the decaying Higgs-boson mass in the decay processes. Goregeitations have been implemented in
the computer codechDecay [321] (see also chapter 5.5). Given this setup, we have peeid a Monte-
Carlo maximization [322] of the cross-section in Eg. (3.60¢r the MSSM parameter space, keeping
the parametertan fixed and under the simplification that the squark and gluimib-SUSY-breaking
parameter masses are at the same seale, = my  Mgysy.

Itis enlightening to look at the approximate leading expi@ss to understand the qualitative trend
of the results. The SUSY-QCD contribution to the s amplitude can be approximated to

AS9CD 1 s ) smpl Atan )M Zyey ; (3.61)

2For description of these interactions see e.g. Refs. [10R2,122] and references therein.
3This constraint automatically excludes five-tunedregions of Ref. [103].
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Fig. 3.13: Left: The maximum value oBR (h ! bs)as a function ofn 5o for tan = 50. Centre: Maximum
SUSY-QCD contributionsto (op ! h ! bs)as a function ofn 0 for tan = 50. Right: Maximum SUSY-
QCD contributionsto (pp! h ! tc)as afunction ofa,o for tan = 5.

Table 3.5: Top: Maximum values 0BR (h ! bs) and corresponding SUSY parametersifof. = 200 GeV
andtan = 50. Centre: Maximum value of (pp ! h ! bs)and corresponding SUSY parametersifor. =
200GeV andtan = 50. Bottom: Maximumvalue of (pp! h ! tc)and corresponding SUSY parameters for
mao = 300GeV andtan = 5.

| h | 8" | h’ RS
BR(t ! bs)| 91 10° 31 1073 91 10°%
h'! X) 112GeV |14 10° GeV | 113GeV
3 10 043 10 08 10 043
M sysy 1000 GeV 975 GeV 1000 GeV
Ay 1500 GeV 1500 GeV 1500 GeV
460 GeV 1000 GeV 460 GeV
BR({®! s )| 449 10° 448 10° 449 10°
h | go \ ho a0
Pp! h! bs) 0:45pb 034 pb 037 pb
events100 fb * 45 10 34 10 37 10
BR (h! bs) 93 104 21 101 89 104
h! X) 109 GeV 1:00 GeV 113 GeV
- 10 0%2 10 192 10 044
mg 990 GeV 670 GeV 990 GeV
Ay 2750 GeV 1960 GeV 2860 GeV
720 GeV 990 GeV 460 GeV
BR({©! s ) 450 10* | 447 10% | 439 101
| h | =H | 2" ]
Pp! h! tc)| 24 10° pb| 58 10 pb
events100 fb ! 240 58
BR (! tc) 19 10° 577  10°
h! X) 041 GeV 0:39 GeV
3 10 0:10 10 0:13
m 880 GeV 850 GeV
A 2590 GeV 2410 GeV
700 GeV 930 GeV
BR®m! s ) 413  10° 447 10°
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whereas the MSSM Higgs-boson FCNC effective couplings\eeha

8
< sin( e ) ®?)
Ghq 23— . s ) @ (3.62)
MSUSY ° 1 (AO)

The different structure of the amplitudes in Egs. (3.61) &@2) allows us to obtain an appreciable
FCNC Higgs-boson decay rate, while the predictiond® (b ! s ) stays inside the experimentally
allowed range.

For the analysis of the bottom-strange production chanvektudy first the Higgs-boson branch-
ing ratio in EqQ. (3.60). Fig. 3.13 (left) shows the maximunueaof BR (h ! bs) as a function of the
pseudoscalar Higgs-boson mass.. We observe that fairly large valuesBRR (h° ! bs) 0:3% are
obtained. Tab. 3.5 (top) shows the actual values of the maxitoranching ratios and the parameters that
provide them for each Higgs boson. Let us discuss first themgetrend, which is valid for all studied
processes: The maximum is attained at latgg; ;v and moderate,;. The SUSY-QCD contribution to
b! s inEqg. (3.61) decreases withgy sy, therefore to keepR (b! s )in the allowed range when
M sysy IS small, it has to be compensated with a low value gf providing a small FCNC effective
coupling in Eq. (3.62). On the other hand, at large; sy the second factor in Eq. (3.61) decreases, al-
lowing a larger value of 3. Thus, the first factor in Eq. (3.62) grows, but the secontbfao Eq. (3.62)
stays fixed (provided thaf § Mgy gy ), overall providing a larger value of the effective coupglinrOn
the other hand, a too large value gk has to be compensated by a small valuejof sy sy In EQ.
(3.61), provoking a reduction in Eq. (3.62). In the end, th&hce of the various interactions involved
produces the results of Tab. 3.5 (top).

The maximum value of the branching ratio for the lightest dg$idboson channel is obtained in
thesmall . scenario[323, 324]. In this scenario the coupling of bottom quarkstas extremely
suppressed. The large value®k (h° ! bs)is obtained because the total decay width® ! X )
in the denominator of Eq. (3.60) tends to zero (Fig. 3.13),tapd not because of a large FCNC partial
decay width in its numerator [103].

The leading production channel bf at the LHC at hightan is the associated production with
bottom quarks, and therefore thé production will be suppressed wharr (h° ! bs)is enhanced. We
have to perform a combined analysis of the full process in(B&0) to obtain the maximum produc-
tion rate of FCNC Higgs-boson meditated events at the LHG. Fil3 (centre) shows the result of the
maximization of the production cross-section (3.60). Téetal column of Tab. 3.5 (center) shows that
when performing the combined maximizatioth® ! x ) has a much larger value, and therefore the
maximum of the combined cross-section is not obtained irsthall . scenario The number of ex-
pected events at the LHC is around 50,000 events/10Q #/hile it is a large number, the hugequark
background at the LHC will most likely prevent its detectidote, however, that the maximum FCNC
branching ratios are arourid * —10 °, which is at the same level as the already measB®Rdo ! s ).

The numerical results for the: channel are similar to thies channel, so we focus mainly on the
differences. Figure 3.13 (right) shows the maximum valuthefproduction cross-section(pp ! h !
tc) as a function ofn , 0. Only the heavy neutral Higgs bosons contribute to this ohaand we obtain
amaximum of "**@p ! h ! t) ’ 10° 102 pb, which means several hundreds events per
100 fb * at the LHC. Due to the single top quark signature they shoalédsier to detect than the
channel, providing the key to a new door to study physics bdythe Standard Model. It is how an
experimental challenge to prove that these events can éetiglly be separated from the background.

The single top-quark FCNC signature can also be producedhier processes, like the direct
production (see chapter 2.3.3 and Ref. [96]), or other mgpdike the two-Higgs-doublet model (see
chapter 2.3.2 and Refs. [13, 107]). In Table 3.6 we make ansatie comparison of these different
modes. The two modes available in SUSY models probe diffgrans of the parameter space. While the
maximum of the direct production is larger, it decreaseskjyiwith the mass, in the end, #Btsy sy =
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Table 3.6: Comparison of several FCNC top-charm production crossieses at the LHC, for *V5Y (pp !

h ! tc)[this work, and Refs. [103, 105]], direct production” ¥ (pp ! tc) (chapter 2.3.3 and Ref. [96]), and
two-Higgs-doublet model 22 P ¥ (pp ! h ! tc)(chapter 2.3.2 and Refs. [13, 107]).
Parameter SUSY ! tc | Direct Production| 2HDNMh ! tc
Maximum cross-sectionf 10 ° 10> pb 1pb 5 10° pb
tan Decreases fast insensitive Increases fast
m o Decreases fast insensitive Prefers large
M sysy Prefers large Decreases fast -
At insensitive very sensitive -
23 Moderate Moderate —
Preferred Channel HY - H Y=hY
Higgs mass splitting Given (small) - Prefers large

mg4 800 GeV both channels have a similar production cross-sect#anfor the comparison with the
two-Higgs-doublet model, the maximum for this later modebbtained in a totally different parameter
set-up than the SUSY model: largen , largem , ., large splitting among the Higgs-boson masses,
and extremal values of the CP-even Higgs mixing ang{arge/smalltan for h®=t °). The first two
conditions would produce a small value for the productioBUSY models, while the last two conditions
are not possible in the SUSY parameter space. Then, thetideted¢ a FCNCtc channel at the LHC,
together with some other hint on the parameter space (&rgd/ tan , m o) would give a strong
indication (or confirmation) of the underlying physics mb&USY/non-SUSY) chosen by nature.

10.2 H ! DbsandB -physics inthe MSSM with NMFV

Here we summarize the results from a phenomenological sisady the general constraints on flavour-
changing neutral Higgs decays ! bs;sh set by bounds fromb ! s on the flavour-mixing pa-
rameters in the squark mass matrices of the MSSM with nonmmainflavour violation (NMFV) and
compatible with the datafrom ! X * , assuming first one and then several types of flavour mix-
ing contributing at a time [123]. Details of the part of thdts®USY-breaking Lagrangian responsible
for the non-minimal squark family mixing and of the pararigttion of the flavour-non-diagonal squark
mass matrices are given in [110, 123] (see also chapter b&baef description). Previous analyses of
bounds on SUSY flavour-mixing parameters froem s [325-327] have shown the importance of the
interference effects between the different types of flawdolation [121, 122].

We define the dimensionless flavour-changing parametgrs,s (ab= LL;LR ;RL;RR ) from
the flavour-off-diagonal elements of the squark mass mestiiic the following way (see [110, 123]),

u u u u
LL (LL)23ME ME 7 LR (LR )23ME MR” ’
eoEE eoRE (3.63)

u
RL

u

u . u .
(RL)23MR”;CM ool RR (RR)23MR”;CMR”¢'

and analogously for the down sect@iu;c;ty | £d;s;bg). For simplicity, we take the same values for
the flavour-mixing parameters in the up- and down-squarkos&c( .;,)»3 (8023 = ( gb)23. The
expression for the branching ratioR (B ! X )to NLO is taken from [328,329]. Besides, we assume
a common value for the soft SUSY-breaking squark mass pdesisqe sysy, and all the various trilinear
parameters to be universal, 2A.= A= A.= A [123]. These parameters and ths will be varied
over a wide range, subject only to the requirements thahalsjuark masses be heavier than 100 GeV,
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Fig.3.14:BR (H ° ! bs)asafunctionofl ., zr )23. The allowed intervals of these parameters determined from
b! s areindicated by coloured areas. The red (dark-shaded arealisfavoured by ! X, *

j §> 90 GeV andM , > 46 GeV [49]. We have chosen as a reference the following setmaipeaters:

2

Msusy= 800GeV; M,= 300GeV; M= M ;

5
3¢ (3.64)
A =5006GeV; my=400GeV; tan = 35; = 700GeV:

We have modified the MSSM model file @kynaArts to include general flavour mixing, and added
6  6squark mass and mixing matrices to heermCalc evaluation. Both extensions are publicly avail-
able [109, 110, 330, 331]. The masses and total decay widltte dliggs bosons were computed with
FeynHiggs [332—-335].

Next we derive the maximum values BfR (H ° ! Ls) compatible withBR (B ! X exp =
(33 0:4) 10* [336,337] within three standard deviations by varying teedur-changing parameters
of the squark mass matrices. The results for zeboson are very similar and we do not show them
separately.

As a first step, we select one possible type of flavour viahatiothe squark sector, assuming
that all the others vanish. The interference between diffetypes of flavour mixing is thus ignored. We
found that the flavour-off-diagonal elements are indepetigleonstrained to be at most.,),;  10°—

10 1. As expected [121,122,325-327], the boundg QR ),5 are the strongest, 1z ),5 10> =10 2.
ThedatafronB ! X *  further constrain the parameters,;, )3 and( 1z )»3, the others remaining
untouched. The allowed intervals for the correspondingofleamixing parameters thus obtained are
given in [123]. For our reference point (3.64) we find that kgest allowed value &R (H ° ! bs),

of 0 (10 *)oro (10 ° ), is induced by( rr )23 OF ( 11, )23, respectively (see Fig.3.14). These are the
flavour-changing parameters least stringently constdhimgtheb ! s data. BR(HY ! bs) can
reacho (10 © ) if induced by ( 1z )3 Or by ( &1, )23, the most stringently constrained flavour-changing
parameter. Because of the restrictions imposed bys ,BR (H? ! bs)depends very little ont ;z )23
and ( gy, )23

Then, we investigate the case when two off-diagonal elesnehthe squark mass matrix con-
tribute simultaneously. Indeed, we performed the analimisall possible combinations of two of the
four dimensionless parameters (3.63). The full resultsgaren in [123]. Fig. 3.15 displays part of the
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T(H — bs) — (1,10, 100,500, 2000) x 10~ GeV T'(H — bs) = (2,20, 70,200,500) x 10-* GeV
03( —bs)=( 0,500,2000) x 107 Ge D(H — bs) = (5,50, 300, 1000, 3000) x 10~ GeV .

o1f | /’//_\

0.05 |

0.2 F

0.1F

(Gr)zs 0 F (orL)2s O fr

-0.1 -0.05

0.1 H i v
~N—
0.15 L L L | s L s -1 1 L i L L

o3l N Ny N . .
-0.8 -06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08 -0.8 -0.6 -04 -0.2 0 0.2 04 06 0.8 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4
(0rr)23 (0rR)23 (011)23

-0.2 |

Fig. 3.15: Contours of constant(d ° ! bs) in various planes of .,),s. The coloured bands indicate regions
experimentally allowed bg ! X, . The red bands show regions disfavouredtby X, *

results for our parameter set (3.64). Contours of constant® ! bs) B! s)+ HO! gb)
are drawn for various combinations,, ),3—( « )23 Of flavour-mixing parameters, which we shall refer
to as ‘ab—d planes” for short in the following. The coloured bands reprd regions experimentally al-
lowed byB ! X . Thered bands are regions disfavouredsby X, * . The bounds on 1 )23,
the best constrained for only one non-zero flavour-off-digj element, are dramatically relaxed when
other flavour-changing parameters contribute simultaskowalues of ( 1x )23 10! are allowed.
As shown in Fig. 3.15, large although fine-tuned valueg of ).; and ( .z ), combined are not ex-
cluded byb ! s ,yieldinge.g. H° ! bs)max= 025GeVfor( (g )z = 022;(11 )3 = 038
This translates to branching ratios compatible with experital data 0BR (H % ! ©s)nax  102.%

It also occurs for thek L-RR case. The combined effects BfR—LL lead to (H ° ! bs)max =
0:12GeVfor (gg )os = 065;( 11 )23 = 0:14;leadingtoBR (H? ! bs)nax 107.

11 Squark/gaugino production and decay

Non-minimal flavour violation (NMFV) arises in the MSSM frompossible misalignment between the
rotations diagonalizing the quark and squark sectors. dbrweniently parametrized in the super-CKM
basis by non-diagonal entries in the squared squark mas&esat é, M é andM ; and the trilinear
couplingsa , anda 4. Squark mixing is expected to be the largest for the secoddtdrd generations
due to the large Yukawa couplings involved. In additioninggent experimental constraints for the first
generation are imposed by precise measurememts’of K andp © D ° mixing. Furthermore, direct
searches of flavour violation depend on the possibility effla tagging, established experimentally only
for heavy flavours. We therefore consider here only mixiniggsegond- and third-generation squarks and
follow the conventions of Ref. [116].

11.1 Flavour-violating squark- and gaugino-production atthe LHC

We impose mSUGRA{ ¢, m ;_,, A g, tan , and sgn )] parameters at a large (grand unification) scale
and use two-loop renormalization group equations and oapinite corrections as implemented in the
computer progransPheno 2.2.2 [338] to evolve them down to the electroweak scale.hstpoint, we
generalize the squark mass matrices by including non-daigierms ;5. The scaling of these terms
with the SUSY-breaking scale sy v implies a hierarchy ., LR RL rr [339]. We therefore
take LzzL= &rr = O,while [ = "M _wM_ and b= by £, M 1, and assume for simplicity

= ©= ® The squark mass matrices are then diagonalized, and amstfrom low-energy and
electroweak precision measurements are imposed on thespomding theoretical observables, calcu-
lated with the computer prografeynHiggs 2.5.1 [333].

“Here we have used the total widthof1 ! X ) 26GeV,H = H °;a°, for the point (3.64) in the MSSM with MFV.
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Flavour-changing neutral-current (FCN&)decays ang ° B ° mixing arise in the SM only at
the one-loop level. These processes are therefore pantigiensitive to non-SM contributions enter-
ing at the same order in perturbation theory and have beensaty studied ag -factories. The most
stringent constraints on SUSY-loop contributions in miairand non-minimal flavour violation come
today from the inclusiver ! s decay rate as measured by BaBar, Belle, and CLEO®L | s )=
(355 026) 10* [340], which affects directly the allowed squark mixing ween the second and
third generation [123].

Another important consequence of NMFV in the MSSM is the gatien of large splittings
between squark-mass eigenvalues. The splitting withispisodoublets influences the- andw -
boson self-energies at zero-momentumy (0) in the electroweak -parameter =, (0)M Z2

w (0)=M 2 and consequently the -boson mass! ; and the squared sine of the weak mixing an-
gle sn? ;. The latest combined fits of the-boson mass, width, pole asymmetry,-boson and
top-quark mass constrain new physics contributions tdo T = 013  0:41 or = T =
0:00102  0:00086 [340].

A third observable sensitive to SUSY loop-contributionthis anomalous magnetic moment=
(g 2)=2 of the muon, for which recent BNL data and the SM predicticsadiee by a = (22
10)  10'° [340]. In our calculation, we take into account the SM and MS®ntributions up to two
loops [341, 342].

For cosmological reasons, we require the lightest SUSYighartLSP) to be electrically neutral.
We also calculate, albeit for minimal flavour violation & 0) only, the cold dark matter relic density
using the computer program DarkSUSY [343] and impose a fnit:094 < . h? < 0:136at95% (2 )
confidence level. This limit has recently been obtained ftbenthree-year data of the WMAP satellite,
combined with the SDSS and SNLS survey and Baryon Acoustdl®son data and interpreted within
a more general (11-parameter) inflationary model [344].sThnge is well compatible with the older,
independently obtained range ®)94 < . h? < 0:129[281].

Typical scans of the mMSUGRA parameter space with = 10,2, = 0Oand > 0 and all
experimental limits imposed at the level are shown in Fig. 3.16. Note that< 0 is disfavored by
g 2 data, while  only constrains the parameter space outside the mass segimwn here. In
minimal flavour-violation, light SUSY scenarios such as 8fS 1a benchmark point ( = 100 GeV,
m,_, = 250 GeV) [244] are favoredy 2 data. The dependence on the trilinear couphgd 100
GeV for SPS 1ap GeV in our scenario) is extremely weak.

In Fig. 3.17 we show for our (slightly modified) SPS la benctinaoint the dependence of
the electroweak precision variables and the lightest SUSNigle masses on the NMFV parameter
, indicating by dashed lines the ranges allowed experinlgntathin two standard deviations. It is
interesting to see that for this benchmark point, not onby rigion close to minimal flavour violation

( < 01)is allowed, but that there is a second allowed region:ak < 0:5.

Next, we study in Fig. 3.18 the chirality and flavour decomipas of the light (1,2) and heavy
(4,6) squarks, which changes mostly in a smooth way, but orag dramatically in very small intervals
of . Inparticular, the second allowed region at largdras a quite different flavour and chirality mixture
than the one at small.

The main result of our work is the calculation of all electeai (and strong) squark and gaugino
production channels in NMFV SUSY [345]. We show in Fig. 3.19naall, but representative sample
of these production cross sections: charged squark-amatisgpair production, non-diagonal squark-
squark pair production, as well as chargino-squark andrakub-squark associated production. The
twob ! s allowed regions ( < 01 and04 < < 0:5) are indicated by vertical lines. Note
that NMFV allows for a top-flavour content to be produced fraon-top initial quark densities and
for right-handed chirality content to be produced from sgaluon or gluino exchanges. The cross
sections shown here are all in the fb range and lead mostlygergnentally identifiable heavy-quark
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Fig. 3.16: a (grey) and WMAP (black) favored as well as! s (blue) and charged LSP (orange) excluded
regions of mMSUGRA parameter space in minimaK 0) and non-minimal ( > 0) flavour violation.

(plus missing transverse-energy) final states.

In conclusion, we have performed a search in the NMFV-extdntiSUGRA parameter space
for regions allowed by electroweak precision data as wetiasnological constraints. In a benchmark
scenario similar to SPS 1a, we find two allowed regions foosde and third-generation squark mixing,

< 01 and04 < < 035, with distinct flavour and chirality content of the lightestd heaviest up-
and down-type squarks. Our calculations of NMFV productionss sections at the LHC demonstrate
that the corresponding squark (anti-)squark pair prodactihannels and the associated production of
squarks and gauginos are very sensitive to the NMFV parameteor further details see Ref. [346].

11.2 Flavour-violating squark and gluino decays

In the study of squark decays two general scenarios can liaglished depending on the hierarchy
within the SUSY spectrum:

g! djdi; 9! ujm (3.65)
with d; = (d;s;b)andu;y = (u;c;t) followed by squark decays into neutralino and charginos

wi !l ous~p pdy~l g il dyepsuge e (3.66)

R7



61 / 0.01F
5 /
R e
T /
Ke]
T 3 e S o001 -
2 E
AN
B 2 i
—

o 0.0001 oy
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 ] 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
asvsy LSP
T el L
L L ‘;\“d1
L 400w ‘
30 - uy
& ¢ s
C 1<)
S 207 £
200
10 - %
0 [ B [ I 0 | | |
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 ] 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
A A
Fig. 3.17: Dependence of the precision variablesBR s ), ,anda and the lightest SUSY particle masses

on the NMFV parameter.

In addition there can be decays into gauge- and Higgs bos&imematically allowed:

wy ! Zuk;HrOuk;W+ch;H+ch (3.67)
& ! z&;HlE ;W wy; H o oy (3.68)

wherer ¥ = (h%;H %;2%), k < i, 9= 1;:::;6. Due to the fact, that there is left-right mixing in
the sfermion mixing, one has flavour changing neutral deg@psz -bosons at tree-level.

s ! uyg d; ! djq (369)

and the gluino decays via three-body decays and loop-indtwe-body decays into charginos
and neutralinos

q! djdiNE,‘UjuiNE;q! ujdi~1 ;q! g~]2 (370)

with i;9= 1;2;3, 1= 1;2andk = 1;2;3;4. The first two decay modes contain states with quarks
of different generations.
Obviously, the flavour mixing final states of the decays tistibove are constrained by the fact that all
observed phenomena in rare meson decays are consistethe/Bi predictions. Nevertheless, one has

to check how large the branching ratios for the flavour miximgl states still can be. One also has to
study the impact of such final states on discovery of SUSY disas¢he determination of the underlying

model parameters.

[aye]



104

100 100
80 80
5 60 = 60
40 40
20 20
% 02 04 06 08 0 2 0
) A

Fig. 3.18: Decomposition of the chirality (L,R) and flavour (c,t and)ssbntent of the lightesty ;o) and heavier
(e ;%) Up- (@= u) and down-typedq = d) squarks on the NMFV parameter

For simplicity we restrict ourselves to the mixing betweenand and third generation of (s)quarks.
We will take the so—called SPA point SPS1a’ [255] as a speemmple which is specified by the
MSUGRA parametens = 70GeV,m ;_, = 250 GeV,A, = 300GeV,tan = 10andsign( )= 1.
We have checked that main features discussed below are msenp in other study points, e.g®”
and of [347]. At the electroweak scale (1 TeV) one gets the follmyvdata with the SPAla’ point:
M, = 193GeV, = 403GeV,my-. = 439 GeV andm 4 = 608 GeV. We have used the program
SpPheno [338] for the calculation.

It has been shown, that in Minimal Flavour Violating sceaatthe flavour changing decay modes
are quite small [196]. To get sizable flavour changing decandhing ratios, we have added the flavour
mixing parameters as given in Table 3.7; the resulting umdgmasses in GeV are in ascending order:
315, 488, 505, 506, 523 and 587 [GeV] whereas the resultimgnesmuark masses are 457, 478, 505,
518, 529, 537 [GeV]. This point is a random, but also typica¢ @ut of 20000 points fulfilling the
constraints derived from the experimental measurementseofollowing three key observables of the
b! ssectorb! s, Mgy, andb! sI'l. For the calculation we have used the formula given
in [348,349], forb ! s , the formula for M 5 _ given in [350] and the formula fab ! sI" 1 given
in [348,351]. Note, that we have included all contributionediated by chargino, neutralino and gluino
loops as we depart here considerably from Minimal Flavowlation. The most important branching
ratios for gluino and squark decays are given in Table 3.&dutition the following branching ratios are
larger than 1%, namely BR{ | &w )=8.9% and BR§, ! d;w )=1.8%. We have not displayed the
branching ratios of the first generation nor the ones of taeglinto first generation.

It is clear from Table 3.8 that all listed particles have &ftavour changing decay modes. This
clearly has an impact on the discovery strategy of squardggarinos as well as on the measurement of
the underlying parameters. For example, in mSUGRA pointhauit flavour mixing one finds usually
that the left-squarks of the first two generations as welhagight squarks have similar masses. Large
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Table 3.7: Flavour violating parameters in GéWvhich are added to the SPS1a’ point. The corresponding salue
for the low energy observablesare BR! s )= 38 10% § M 5_)j= 19%6ps ‘andBRb! s * )=
159 10 °.

2 2 2 u u d d
Mops Mooy Mo | uBps VuAz Vghys WVghy,

-18429 -37154 -32906 28104 16846 981 -853
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Table 3.8: Branching ratios (in %) for squark and gluino decays for thmpspecified in Table 3.7. Only branching

ratios larger than 1% are shown.

e el e At ~Ts ~b| ~b wz?  wh?
w | 1.4 16.8 8l.1
w | 9.1 21.0 3.6| 429 143 5.3 1.3
w3 | 20.9 21.9 475 11 1.9 5.5
w | 1.5 27| 16 37, 40 141 142 39.2 5.2
s bl AMs b b ~b | ~c Mt W
| 1.4 57| 27 2.8 6.5 281 27.3
d | 42 29| 63 1758 134 18.8 34.8
d | 1.8 23 3.7 415 5.8 20.0
ds | 77.3 15.9| 46 3.7 24 24 7.7 5.1 40
dis dib | dhs &b | dzd  dis | dsd dgs dsb
g | 34 128 55 75/ 82 5§ 51 2.1 2.2
wC wt | wC w3C | wgu wsu
1.2 14 88 79| 82 55

flavour mixing implies that there is a considerable masdtsmi as can be seen by the numbers above.
Therefore, the assumption of nearly equal masses shoulédmmsidered if sizable flavour changing
decays are discovered in squark and gluino decays.

An important part of the decay chains considered for SPSdd'reearby points arg ! &5 !
o~? which are used to determine the gluino mass as well as theosbatasses or at least their average
value if these masses are close. In the analysis the exgstdEnnvo b-jets has been assumed, which
need not to be the case as shown in the example above. Theertfisrclass of analysis should be re-
done requiring only one b-jet + one additional non b-jet tadgtthe impact of flavour mixing on the
determination of these masses.

Similar conclusions hold for the variable ;. defined in [352]. For this variable one considers
final states containing~7 . In our example, three u-type squarks contribute with bnéng ratios larger
than 10% in contrast to assumption that only the two stopsriboite. The influence of the additional
state requires for a sure a detailed Monte Carlo study wHicllsl be carried out in the future.

12 Top squark production and decay

Supersymmetric scenarios with a particularly light stopenbeen recently considered as potential can-
didates to provide a solid explanation of the observed baagymmetry of the Universe [353]. Inde-
pendently of this proposal, measurements of the procegspfchargino associated production at LHC
have been considered as a rather original way of testinggdhal assumptions about the Supersymmet-
ric CKM matrix [354]. In a very recent paper [355], the latBssociated production process has been
studied in some detail for different choices of the SUSY Ihemark points, trying to evidentiate and to
understand an apparently strotigh  dependence of the production rates. As a general featuteabf t
study, the values of the various rates appeared, typidahpw the onebsize, to be compared with the
(much) bigger rates of the stop-antistop process (see35§])|

12.1 Associated stop-chargino production at LHC: A light sbp scenario test

Given the possible relevance of an experimental deteriomat might be opportune to perform a more
detailed study of the production rate size in the speciditlggop scenario, where one expects that the
numerical value is as large as possible. Here we presentshéts of this study, performed at the simplest
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Fig. 3.20: Integrated cross sections for the process! & , + X atthe four MSSM points SU1, SU6, LS1,
LS2.

Born level given the preliminary nature of the investigatio

The starting point is the expression of the differentialssreection, estimated at Born level in the
c.m. frame of the incoming pair of the partonic process! , €. Its detailed expression has been
derived and discussed in [355]. The associated c.m. enésgybdtion (at this Born level identical to
the final invariant mass distribution) is

Z
d pp! & ; +X) 1 ° oS max d g,
= — dcos L ;Cos8 Y—— 1 (8); 3.71
ds S s nun v { dcos ) ( )

p- — . . .
where §andp S are the parton and totap c.m. energies, respectively, = 8=5, andL, is the parton
process luminosity that we have evaluated using the paistricaition functions from the Heavy quark
CTEQG6 set [357]. The rapidity and angular integrations adgomed after imposing a cut; 10
GeV.

For a preliminary analysis, we have considered the totascection (for producing the lightest
stop-chargino pair), defined as the integration of the idistion from threshold to a final energys left
as free variable, generally fixed by experimental consitsra. To have a first feeling of the size of this
guantity, we have first estimated it for two pairs of sensMIBSM benchmark points. The first pair are
the ATLAS Data Challenge-2 points SU1, SU6 whose detailextrijgion can be found in [137]. The
second pair are the points LS1, LS2 introduced in [136]. €hmsints are typicdight SUSYscenarios
and in particular share a rather small threshold energy m which appears to be a critical parameter
for the observability of the considered process. The mdferince between SU1 and SU6 or LS1 and
LS2 is the value otan (larger in SU6 and LS2). The results are shown in Fig. 3.200e sees, the
various rates are essentially below the gnsize, well below the expected stop-antistop values.

In the previous points, no special assumptions about theevaf the stop mass were performed,
hence keeping a conservative attitude. One sees, as edptwiethe bigger rate values correspond to
the lighter stop situations (LS1 and LS2). In this spirit, mave therefore considered a different MSSM
point where the final stop is particularly light. More praslis we have concentrated our analysis on the
point LST2, introduced and discussed in Section 12.2 anthctexized by the MSSM parameters (we
list the relevant ones at Born level)

5 2
M1=§tan w M= 110Gev; = 300GeV;tan = 7;8 ' &;my = 150GeV; (3.72)

and consistent with the cosmological experimental boundb@relic density. Now the threshold energy
is even smaller than in the previous examples. The integjiatess section, shown in Fig. 3.21 reaches a
maximum of about 2 pb, that might be detected by a dedicatpdremental search.
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Fig. 3.21: Distributiond =ds and integrated cross sections for the proggss € , + X atthe point LST2.

12.2 Exploiting gluino-to-stop decays in the light stop saeario

To achieve a strong first-order electroweak phase transitidthe MSSM, the lighter of the two stops,
t;, has to be lighter than the top quark [358-362]. Assumingablst~? LSP, there hence exists a
very interesting parameter region with a smajl-t; mass difference, for which (i) coannihilation with
%y [363, 364] leads to a viable neutralino relic density anl tlie light stop decays dominantly into
c~9 [365].

In this case, stop-pair production leads tefts+ B 1, a signal which is of very limited use at the
LHC. One can, however, exploit [366] gluino-pair produatimllowed by gluino decays into stops and
tops: since gluinos are Majorana particles, they can deithgranto tt; or t;; pair-produced gluinos
therefore give same-sign top quarks in half of the gluinatap decays. Here note that in the light stop
scenariog ! tt; (or tt;) has practically 100% branching ratio. With ! c~9, t! 1w , and thew ’s
decaying leptonically, this leads to a signature of twets plus two same-sign leptons plus jets plus
missing transverse energy:

pp! gg! WOI'T (orkbl 1 )+ Fts+ Br : (3.73)

In [366] we performed a case study for the ‘LST1’ parametenpwith m o = 105 GeV,m, =
150 GeV,m 4 = 660 GeV and showed that the signature Eq. (3.73) is easny drfilaitom the back-
ground. In this contribution, we focus more on the stop cdflation region and discuss some additional
issues.

We define a benchmark point ‘LST2’ in the stop coannihilatiegion by taking the parameters
of LST1 and lowering the stop massito, = 125 GeV. We generate signal and background events
equivalent ta30 fb ! of integrated luminosity and perform a fast simulation ofemeric LHC detector
as described in [366]. The following cuts are then applieexivact the signature of Eq. (3.73):

— require two same-sign leptonsdr ) with p]TeP > 20GeV,
— require twob-tagged jets withp™ > 50 GeV;
— missing transverse energy: > 100 GeV;

demand two combinations of the two hardest leptonstgets
that give invariant masses,, < 160 GeV, consistent with a top quark.

This set of cuts emphasizes the role of the same-sign tofkg|irarour method, and ignores the de-
tectability of the jets initiated by the decay. Table 3.9 shows the effect of the cuts on both thelsigna
and the backgrounds. Detecting in addition the (softts from thet; ! c~{ decay, together with the
exess in events with Zjets+ E 1 from stop-pair production, can be used to strengthen the Btpp
hypothesis. A reasonabtetagging efficiency would be very helpful in this case.
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Table 3.9: Number of events at LST2 left after cumulative cuts $orfb * of integrated luminosity. “2lep, 12
means two leptons witb]TeP > 20 GeV plus twob-jets with p%et > 50 GeV. “2t is the requirement of two tops
(i.,e.m < 160 GeV), and “SS” that of two same-sign leptons.

Cut 2lep,> B 2t SS

Signal: g9 1091 949 831 413

Background: SM 34224 8558 8164 53
SUSY 255 209 174 85
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Fig. 3.22: Reach for the signature of Eq. (3.73) in the gluino—stop mptese (left) and significance as a function
of stop—neutralino mass difference with, = 900 GeV (right).

To demonstrate the robustness of the signal, we show in E2g. (8ft) contours o8 , 5 and
10 significance in the g M ) plane. For comparison we also show as a dotted line thetreful
a CMS study [3], which found a reach down tpb in terms of the total cross section for same-sign
top production. In Fig. 3.22 (right), we show the decreassignificance form , = 900 GeV, as the
stop—neutralino mass difference goes to zero. To be camtbaryboth panels in Fig. 3.22 assume that
all squarks other than the are beyond the reach of the LHGg and ga production would increase
the signal throughy ! gg decays (providedh ; > m 4) while adding only little to the background;
see [366, 367] for more detail.

The usual way to determine SUSY masses in cascade decaysuglihkinematic endpoints of
the invariant-mass distributions of the SM decay prodws#s,e.g. [253,254,368,369]. In our case, there
are four possible endpoints: ,**, m [ **, m 7. #* andm 2%, of which the first simply gives a relationship
between the masses of tiie and the top, and the second and third are linearly depensietiiat we are
left with three unknown masses and only two equations. Maedecause of the information lost with

the escaping neutrino the distributions of interest allfaty gradually to zero.

In order to nevertheless get some information on thet; andg masses, we fit the whote ;.
andm ;. distributions [366, 370] and not just the endpoints. Thiguiges, of course, the detection of
the jets stemming from the; decay. For smalh . m.o these are soft, so we demand two jets

with ijEt < 50 GeV in addition to the cuts listed above. The results of theféit LST2, assuming

. N P— .
*We define significance as= B, wheres andB are the numbers of signal and background events.
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Fig. 3.23: Invariant-mass distributions .. (left) andm 1. (right) with 20% <tagging efficiency after-tagging
(black with error bars) and best fit for LST2. Also shown are tontributions from the SM background (green)
and the SUSY background (blue).

20% ctagging efficiency® are shown in Fig. 3.23. The combined result of the two distiins is
L% = 305{  4:3, as compared to the nominal valuengf** * 299 GeV.

M e

As mentioned above, the gluino-pair production leads to S@#he-sign (SS) and 50% opposite-
sign (OS) top-quark pairs, and herge= N (SS)=N (SS + 0S) ’ 0:5 with N denoting the number
of events. In contrast, in the SM one las< 0:01. This offers a potential test of the Majorana nature
of the gluino. The difficulty is that the number of OS leptoasompletely dominated by the back-
ground. This can easily be seen from the last two rows of Talfe R 0:5 (0.02) for the signal
(backgrounds) as expected; signal and backgrounds cothbiogvever, giver 0:06. A subtraction
of the tbackground as described in Section 12.3 may help to extrags ).

12.3 A study on the detection of a light stop squark with the ALAS detector at the LHC

We present here an exploratory study of a benchmark modelhichathe stop quark has a mass of
137 GeV, and the two-body decay of the stop squark into a aimand abquark is open. We address
in detail the ability of the ATLAS experiment to separate #tep signal from the dominant Standard
Model backgrounds.

For the model under study [166] all the masses of the first @regation squarks and sleptons are
set at 10 TeV, and the gaugino masses are related by the @gigihg mass relation ; :M , = 7 : ,.
The remaining parameters are thus defined:

M= 605Gev =400GeV tan =7 M3= 950Ge&V

m(@s3)=1500GeV m(g)=0GeV m &)= 1000GevV A= 6428 G &V

The resulting relevant masses argt;) = 137 GeV,m (~; ) = 111 GeV,m (~9) =58 GeV. Thety
decays with 100% BR into-, b and ~, decays with 100% BR into an off-sheil and ~{. The final
state signature is therefore similar to the onetfgoroduction: 2-jets,E® = and either 2 leptonss¢ )
(4.8% BR) or 1 lepton and 2 light jets (29% BR).

The signal cross-section, calculated at NLO with #reSPINO [356] program is 412 pb.
We analyze here the semi-leptonic channel, where only orteeofwo t; legs has a lepton in the final
state. We apply the standard cuts for the search of the getorilie top channel as applied in [1], but
with softer requirements on the kinematics:

5When one or none of the remaining jets afgged we pick the-jets as the hardest jets wij:ﬂet < 50 GeV.
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One and only one isolated leptog (), pr > 20 GeV.
— EI®S > 20GeV.
At least four jete (J1;72) > 35GeV,Pr (J3;J4) > 25 GeV.

Exactly two jets in the events must be tagged-#sts, anda congratulacin they both must have
pr > 20 GeV. The standard ATLAS b-tagging efficiency of 60% for a céjen factor of 100 on
light jets is assumed.

A total of 600k SUSY events were generated usigwic 6.5 [307,371], 1.2Mttevents using
PYTHIA 6.2 [372]. The only additional background considered fig t#xploratory study was the associ-
ated production of a W boson with tviigets and two norbjets, with the W decaying inteor . This is
the dominant background for top searches at the LHC. Forptliisess, we generated 60k events using
Alpgen [308]. The number of events generated corresponds ta:3 fbo*. The generated events are
then passed throughr1.FAST, a parametrized simulation of the ATLAS detector [45].

After the selection cuts the efficiency for thebackground is 3.3% for w Hojj3.1%, and for the signal
0.47%, yielding a background which is15 times higher than the signal.

An improvement of the signal/background ratio can be oleimsing the minimum invariant mass
of all the non-b jets withpr > 25 GeV. This distribution peaks near the value of the W massheitop
background, whereas the invariant mass for the signal dimikmaller than 54 GeV, which is the mass
difference between the and the~?. Requiringm (55) < 60 GeV improves the signal/background ratio
to 1/10, with a loss of a bit more than half the signal. We shouhe left plot of Figure 3.24 after this
cut the distributions for the variable (bj5), i, i.€. the invariant mass for the combination a b-tagged
jet and the two non-b jets yielding the minimum invariant md$the selected jets are from the decay of
the stop, this invariant mass should have an end point2 GeV, whereas the corresponding end-point
should be at 175 GeV for the top background. The presencesdttp signal is therefore visible as a
shoulder in the distribution as compared to the pure toprifrion. A significant contribution from
W Hojjis present, without a particular structure. Likewise, tlagiablem (ol), i, has an end point at

66 GeV for the signal and at 175 GeV for the top backgroundhas/s in Figure 3.24, and the same
shoulder structure is observable. We need therefore tagtrprecisely the shape of the distributions

"The emission of additional hard jets at higher orders in tl¥Qnteraction can increase the probability that thevents
satisfy the requirement of 4 jets. The cut efficiency is obsérto increase by about 20% if MC@NLO is used to generate the
ttbackground. We do not expect such an effect to change théusims of the present analysis, but future studies shatel t
itinto account.
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for the top background in order to subtract it from the expemtal distributions and extract the signal
distributions.

The top background distributions can be estimated from tha themselves by exploiting the fact
that we select events where one of thefrom the top decays into two jets and the other decays into
lepton neutrino. One can therefore select two pure top sesnplith minimal contribution from non-top
events by applying separately hard cuts on each of the tvg leg

— Top sample 1: the best reconstructed invariant mass is within 15 GeV of 175 GeV, and
m v in > 60 GeV in order to minimize the contribution from the stop sign@he neutrino
longitudinal momentum is calculated by applying themass constraint.

— Top sample 2: the best reconstructed mass is within 10 GeV of 175 GeV.

We assume here that we will be able to predict théb background through a combination of Monte
Carlo and the study af o production in the data, and we subtract this background tyoth the ob-
served distributions and from the Top samples. More worle@glired to assess the uncertainty on this
subtraction. Given the fact that this background is smdfian the signal, and it has a significantly dif-
ferent kinematic distribution, we expect that a 10-20% utadety on it will not affect the conclusions
of the present analysis.

For Top sample 1, the top selection is performed by applygwgie cuts on the lepton leg, it can
therefore be expected that the minimury invariant mass distribution, which is built from jets froimet
decay of the hadronic side be essentially unaffected byojneelection cuts. This has indeed be verified
to be the case [166]. The (bjj) distribution from Top sample 1 is then normalized to the ob=e
distribution in the high mass region, where no signal is et and subtracted from it. A similar
procedure is followed for then (bl) distribution: the top background is estimated using Topar,
normalized to the observed distribution in the high-magore and subtracted from it. The results are
shown in Figure 3.25, with superimposed the correspondistilolitions for the signal. As discussed
above, we have subtracted thietbbackground from the observed distributions.

For both variables the true and measured distributionshieisignal are compatible, showing the
goodness of the background subtraction technique, andkffected kinematic structure is observable,
even with the very small statistics generated for this agig)ycorresponding to little more than one month
of data taking at the initial luminosity afo>*> cm *s *.

Further work, outside the scope of this initial explorati@needed on the evaluation of the masses
of the involved sparticles through kinematic studies ofgsbkected sample
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A preliminary detailed analysis of a SUSY model with a stopa§ lighter than the top quark
decaying into a chargino andgjet was performed. It was shown that for this specific modtdra
simple kinematic cuts a signal/background ratio 01/10 can be achieved. A new method, based on the
selection of pure top samples to subtract the top backgraasdiemonstrated. Through this method it is
possible to observe the kinematic structure of the stopydeead thence to extract a measurement of the
model parameters. This analysis can yield a clear signgltigsics beyond the SM for just 2fb?!,
and is therefore an excellent candidate for early discoaétiie LHC.

12.4 Stop decay into right-handed sneutrino LSP

Right-handed neutrinos offer the possibility to accomntedeutrino masses. In supersymmetric models
this implies the existence of right-handed sneutrinoshRiganded sneutrinos are expected to be as light
as other supersymmetric particles [373, 374] if the neafriare either Dirac fermions or if the lepton-
number breaking scale is at (or below) the SUSY breakingescassumed to be around the electroweak
scale. Depending on the mechanism of SUSY breaking, theebghight-handed sneutrindy may be

the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP). We conside¢h@following such a scenario focusing on the
case where the right-handed stop is the next to lightest SpEgivcle assuming -parity conservation.
Details on the model and other scenarios can be found in 823,

As the right-handed neutrino has a mass around 100 GeV, thanmeYukawa couplingsy must
be very small to accommodate neutrino data:  10° (Yy 10*?) in the case of Majorana neutri-
nos (Dirac neutrinos). This has as immediate consequeatd the SUSY breaking sneutrino trilinear
“A-term” is also proportional tary , the left-handed and right-handed sneutrinos hardly ndrjirendent
of neutrino physics because the left-right mixing term isgartional toyy . Decays intavy will give
tiny decay widths axy is the only coupling oftz . For this reason, all decays of supersymmetric parti-
cles are as in the usual MSSM, but for the NLSP whose life-tarebe long since it can only decay into
theNy . In the case of a stop NLSP the dominant decay mode is b ‘" Ny, followed by CKM sup-
pressed ones intdandd quarks. In the limit where mixing effects for stops and cirarg are neglected
the corresponding matrix element squared in the rest frarteestop reads as:

430 F ¥ FM tzREbEl (1+ cos p)
Ies f - > :
Py, k) M2

(3.74)

where we have assumed that the right-handed stap the lightest stop and" is the Higgsinog ,, (E -)

is the energy of the b-quark (lepton),- is the angle between the fermions. The complete formula can
be found in [374]. The last factor in Eq. (3.74) implies tha¢ b-quark and the lepton have a tendency
to go in the same direction.

In the following we summarize the results of a Monte Carlalgtat the parton level [374] using
PYTHIA 6.327 [375]. We have taken , = 225 GeV,M . = 100 GeV,M . = 250 GeV andyy =
4 16 resulting in a mean decay length of 10 mm. Note, that the sibhihadronize before decaying.
However, we have neglected the related effects in this sty have only considered direct stop pair
production, and neglected stops from cascade decaysy €.g.ttz . The signal isop(p) ! &t !
b**b* + EN®S. The dominant physics background is top quark pair prodactipp(p) !t !
o W ! b*b* + EIS where the missing energy is due to neutrinos in the finaestave
have imposed the following "Level 1" cuts: (i) fermion rajiids: §.j< 25, jpj< 25 (i) pr cuts
pr.> 20GeV,pr, > 10GeV and (iii) isolation cuR ,»  (, >+ (p  «)*> 04

Figure 3.26 shows various distributions for stop and toglecFigure 3.26a) depicts the resulting
transverse displacement after including the boost of thp. stf it decays before exiting the tracking
subsystem, a displaced vertex may be reconstructed thitbegiop decay products’ 3-momenta meeting
away from the primary interaction point. On each side,ittgeiark itself leads to an additional displaced
vertex, and its 3-momentum vector can be reconstructed fi®ualecay products. In combination with
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Fig. 3.26: Distributions of stop and top decays: a) the transversdatisment of the stop (in mm), k) of the
bquark c)pr of the charged lepton and dys -, the angle between the 3-momeRrtaandk ..

the 3-momentum of the lepton, the stop displaced vertex eaddbermined. In order to reveal the
displaced vertex, one must require either taguark or the charged lepton 3-momentum vector to miss
the primary vertex. Since a pair of stops is produced, we @ewpect to discern two displaced vertices
in the event (not counting the displaced vertices due to tQadrks). Such an event with two displaced
vertices, from each of which originates a high * andi-quark might prove to be the main distinguishing
characteristics of such a scenario. A cut on the displace@wevill be very effective to separate stop
events from the top background provided one can efficiengbfage such cuts. We anticipate that NLSP
stop searches may turn out to be physics-background fraea case.

If the stop displaced vertex cannot be efficiently resohatg will have to resort to more con-
ventional analysis methods. In the remainder we explor®warkinematical distributions for both the
signal &z pair production) and the physics backgrourngbdir production), obtained after imposing the
level 1 cuts given above. Figures 3.26b) and c) depicithepectra of the produced fermions. The
of the b-quark from the225 GeV stop peaks at a lower value compared to the top quark bauokd,
and therefore accepting them at high efficiencyger. 40 GeV will be very helpful in maximizing the
signal acceptance. The signal and background shapes #eesgmilar and no simple set @f: cuts can
be made in order to significantly separate signal from bamkgu.

Fig. 3.26d) depicts the distribution ebs ., the angle between the 3-momentgaandk ., for
both the signal and background. It is important to appreciaat, by defaultPYTHTIA generates stop
decays into the 3-body final state according only to phaseespgnoring the angular dependence of the
decay matrix element. We have reweightetfHIA events to include the correct angular dependence in
the decay matrix element. Consistent with the expectatiom fEqg. (3.74), we see for the signal that
the distribution peaks for the-quark and charged lepton 3-momenta aligned, unlike thkdraand. It
is unfortunate that the isolation level 1 cut on the lept@maves more signal events than background
events. Relaxing this constraint as much as practical wbeld in this regard. Additional work will
be necessary to include also the effect of spin correlatinrt®p production and top decays so that
information from the quantities,, kandk..  k can be exploited.

Assuming efficiencies of, = 0:5and ;= 09 for b-quark and lepton identification, respectively,
it has been shown in [374] that stops with masses up to 500 @a\be detected at the Sevel for an
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integrated luminosity of 10 f3 if = e; even if the displaced vertex signature is not used. Cletdy,
situation will be worse in the case of= . Provided one can exploit the displaced vertex information
we expect a considerable improvement as we could not igeantif physics background. Further studies
are planned to investigate the questions we have touchedhgre.

13 SUSY Searchesat s = 14 TeV with CMS

This section summarizes the recent results on SUSY seargpeded at [57]. In the context of this work
we refer to the generalized classification of models of neysfus according to how they affect flavour

physics:

— CMFV: Constrained Minimal Flavour Violation [376] models: in #e&emodels the only source of
quark flavour violation is the CKM matrix. Examples includénimal supergravity models with
low or moderate tan, and models with a universal large extra dimension.

— MFV: Minimal Flavour Violation [195] models: a set of CMFV modeldth some new relevant
operators that contribute to flavour transitions. Exampiekide SUSY models with large tan

— NMFV: Next-to-Minimal Flavour Violation [377] models: they inke third generation quarks
and help to solve the flavour problems that appear in framiesveuch as Little Higgs, topcolour,
and RS models.

— GFV: General Flavour Violation [378] models; they provide witwsources of flavour violation.
These include most of the MSSM parameter space, and almpd8ai model before flavour
constraints are considered.

A useful discussion on these models can be found in [379]. SL8Y searches that are sum-
marized here fall in the category of MFV (mMSUGRA specificaind all results are obtained with the
detailed Geant-4 based CMS simulation. In the context sfwirkshop and in collaboration with the
theory community we try to also move towards interpretatiathin NMVF models (see e.g contribu-
tions by R. Cavanaugh and O. Buchmueller in this volume) eNloat since the squarks and sleptons can
have significant flavour changing vertices and be complex¢timnection to collider physics can be sub-
tle indeed, the main implication being that the superpasteannot be too heavy and that larger tais
favored — with no direct signature in general. For interptiens of recent Tevatron and B-factory results
the interested reader can refer for example to [380], [3@82], [383] and to relevant contributions at
this workshop.

The SUSY search path has been described in the past years@seasve approximation of serial
steps that move from inclusive to more exclusive measurérenfollows:

— Discovery: using canonical inclusive searches

— Characterization: putting together a picture given thenclels that show excess and ratios of the
observed objects (e.g. multi-leptons, photons (GMSBIp @ftsame sign leptons to opposite ones,
ratios of positive pairs to negative, departure from lepiaiversality, third generation excesses).

— Reconstruction: in canonical dark matter LSP SUSY the tatk contains two neutralinos hence
there is no direct mass peak due to the missing transversgyeinethe event. The kinematics of
the intermediate decays provide however a multitude of eimtp and edges that might provide
mass differences and help orient towards the right masarictey.

— Measurement of the underlying theory: the classical SUS8YVirgy strategy involves more mass
combinations, more decay chains, mass peaks and once them&&Hs known the determination
of the mass hierarchies, particles’ spins, and eventubtyrhodel parameters. An outstanding
question remains as to how many simple measurements do \ddmail” the theory? Remem-
ber that we did not need to measure all the Standard Modetiesrand their properties in order
to measure the Standard Model.
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In the past three years the “inclusive” and “exclusivebdus quaestio questizave been ap-
proached in coincidence and in many works that range in #gfilon strategy from statistical methods
to fully on-shell description of unknown models and inctusiof cosmological considerations such as
in [384], [385], [386], [247] and [387], to mention but a few.

It is rather safe to claim that the program of discovery anaratterization will be (much) more
convoluted than the one described in the serial steps alitealistic studies of kinematic edges across
even the “simple” mMSUGRA parameter space show that thisiieutt job and it will take a lot of work
and wisdom to do it right. Endpoint analyses by definitioroime particles which are very soft in some
reference frame and non trivial issues of acceptance neleel tonsidered.

Some of most recent SUSY searches at CMS [57], proceed imtlogiing channels:

— canonical inclusive
multijets+e=;

+Hets+e=;
same-sign dimuon #&=;
opposite-sign same flavour dielectron and dimuas +
opposite-sign same flavour hadronic ditag-+
trileptons at highn

— higher reconstructed object inclusive
— 704 o
— hadronic top &=
— h(! oyt Exr
— flavour violating
— opposite-sign different flavowr FV neutralino decays (contributing to this workshop also)

The attempt is to have an as model-independent signatsesibsearch strategy with educated
input from theory. The interpretation of the search resafts given in the context and parameter space
of MSUGRA but re-interpreting them in different models isgible. All of the searches are including
detector systematic uncertainties and a scan that prothées reach in the mSUGRA parameter space
is derived for ¥b ! and 1Gb ' as shown in figure 3.27 The details of the analyses and indivigearch
results can be found at [57].
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Chapter 4

Non-supersymmetric Standard Model extensions
J. A. Aguilar Saavedra and Glnel

1 Introduction

Although the Standard Model (SM) has seemingly survivedyrsinngent tests offered by both preci-
sion measurements and direct searches, it has a numberrtd@hings. The most unpleasant one is
the “instability” of the Higgs boson mass with respect toiaside corrections, known as the hierarchy
problem. If the SM is assumed valid up to a high scalef the order of the Planck mass, radiative
corrections tav ;, from top quark loops are of orderm 2, i.e. much larger tham ,, which is
expected to be of the order of the electroweak scale. Thereagant thatv ,, and M, are of the same
order would imply a cutoff (and hence new physics at) 1 2 TeV. Some other aspects of the SM
that make it unappealing as the ultimate theory of fundaadentieractions (excluding gravity) are:

— the lack of simplicity of the gauge structure,

— the large hierarchy of fermion masses and quark mixings tla@ large number of apparently free
parameters necessary to describe them,

— the source of baryogenesis, which can not be explainedégriount of CP violation present in

the SM,
— the unknown mechanism behind the neutrino mass gener@isutrinos can have Dirac masses
simply with the introduction of right-handed fields, but geat limitsm 1 eV require unnatu-

rally small Yukawa couplings).

Therefore, the SM is believed to be the low-energy limit of arenfundamental theory. Several
arguments suggest that this theory may manifest itselferigggs not much higher than the electroweak
scale, and give support to the hope that LHC will provide algmof new physics beyond the SM.

This chapter deals with non-supersymmetric candidateriteas extensions to the SM. Among
the most frequently studied ones, the following ones can éetioned.

1. Grand unified theories (GUTS). In these models the SM ggumgp SU3). SU2) U@dy
is embedded into a larger symmetry group, which is recovatedhigher scale. They predict the
existence of new fermiong(g.0 = 1=3singlets) and new gauge bosons (especizywhich
may be at the reach of LHC.

2. Little Higgs models. They address the hierarchy probleith ¥he introduction of extra gauge
symmetries and extra matter which stabilise the Higgs mps® @ higher scale 10 TeV.

In particular, the top quark loop contribution to the Higgssa is partially cancelled with the
introduction of a0 = 2=3 quark singletr .

3. Theories with extra dimensions. The various extra-dsiwTal models avoid the hierarchy prob-
lem by lowering the Planck scale in the higher dimensionabtiy, and some of them can explain
the large hierarchies between fermion masses. The obseretibct of the additional dimension
is the appearance of “towers” of Kaluza-Klein (KK) excitais of fermions and bosons, with in-
creasing masses. Depending on the model, the lightest noagiesave a mass around the TeV
scale and thus be produced at LHC.

It should be stressed that these SM extensions, sometifelekh as “alternative theories” do not ex-
clude supersymmetry (SUSY). In fact, SUSY in its minimalsiens does not address some of the open
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guestions of the SM. One example is the motivation behin@piparent gauge coupling unification. The
renormalisation-group evolution of the coupling conssasitongly suggests that they unify at a very high
scaleM gyt  10° GeV, and that the SM gauge group is a subgroup of a largereoge50(10), E; or
other possibilities. Thus, SUSY can naturally coexist v Ts. Another example of complementarity
is SUSY + Little Higgs models. If SUSY is broken at the TeV scal below, it may give dangerous
contributions to flavour-changing neutral (FCN) processed electric dipole moments (EDMs). These
contributions must be suppressed with some (well justifiedot) assumption, like minimal supergrav-
ity (MSUGRA) with real parameters. These problems are &ted if SUSY is broken at a higher scale
and, up to that scale, the Higgs mass is stabilised by angtbehanism, as it happens in the Little Higgs
theories.

With the forthcoming LHC, theories beyond the SM will be egstirectly through the searches
of the new patrticles, and indirectly, with measurementshefdeviations from SM precision variables.
Instead of studying the different SM extensions and thedfitamhal spectrum separately, we follow a
phenomenological/experimental approach. Thus, thisteh#porganised according to the new particles
which are expected to be produced. Section 2 reviews thetsafor the new quarks and section 3 for
new heavy neutrinos. Studies for new gauge bosons are mwallét sections 4 and 5, and in section 6
some new scalar signals are presented. Detailed informatiout the SM extensions predicting these
new particles is not included in this report for brevity feltigh the text is as self-contained as possible).
Instead, the interested reader is encouraged to refer toriieal papers and dedicated reviews (see for
instance [388-392]). The observation of these new pastisleuld prove, or at least provide hints, for
the proposed theories. In this case, the identification efuthderlying theory might be possible with
the measurement of the couplings, production and decay srafdbe new particle(s). Alternatively, the
non-observation of the predicted signals would disprowerttodels or impose lower bounds for their
mass scales.

2 New quarks

At present, additional quarks are not required neither pye@rental data nor by the consistency of
the SM. But on the other hand they often appear in Grand Unifieglories [59, 393], Little Higgs
models [390,394,395], Flavour Democracy [396] and modéls @xtra dimensions [24,392,397]. Their
existence is not experimentally excluded but their mixmgjnly with the lightest SM fermions, is rather
constrained. They can lead to various indirect effects\atdaergies, and their presence could explain
experimental deviations eventually found, for instance in asymmetries irB decays. They can also
enhance flavour-changing processes, especially thoskvimydhe top quark. These issues have been
dealt with in other chapters of this report. Here we are nyasohcerned with their direct production and
detection at LHC.

New quarks share the same electromagnetic and strongatiters: of standard quarks, and thus
they can be produced at LHC hy; annihilation and gluon fusion in the same way as the top queitk
a cross section which only depends on their mass, plottedgirdL. Depending on their electroweak
mixing with the SM fermions, they can be produced singly adl {898-400]. Their decay always
takes place through electroweak interactions or intevastwith scalars, and the specific decay modes
available depend on the particular SM extension consideked us consider a SM extension with
“standard” chiral generations (left-handed doublets agbtthanded singlets undeu (2);,), plusn,
up-type andn, down-type singlets under this grodpWhile (left-handed)su (2), doublets couple to
thew andw ° bosons, singlet fields do not. The Lagrangian in the weakneigée basis reads

Ly = pg—z ug dg W Y+ hwc:;

1Anomaly cancellation requires that the number of leptoregations is alsor . Forn > 3this implies additional neutrinos
heavier tham , =2to agree with the invisible width measurement at LEP. On the other hand, gsiakets can be introduced
alone, since they do not contribute to anomalies [393].
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where (u%d%), are then doublets undesu (2);, andJzy is the electromagnetic current which includes
all (charged) quark fields. The number of mass eigenstatisclvarges=3and 1=3iSN, N + n,
Ng N + ry, respectively. The resulting weak interaction Lagrangratihe mass eigenstate basis is

Ly = p%[uL Vd, W Y+ he:;
h i
Ly = Zi ur, X UUL dL X ddL 2% Jem 2 ; (42)
G

whereuy, 5, dr, g are column vectors of dimensions,, N 4, andJgy is the electromagnetic current
(including all mass eigenstates). The Ny matrix v (not necessarily square) is the generalisation of
the3 3 CKM matrix. The matricex® = vvY,x ¢ = v¥v have dimensions, N, andN4 Ng,
respectively. In case that, > 0 the up-type mass eigenstates are mixture of weak eigessiatie
different isospin, and thus the matrix® is not necessarily diagonal. In other words,is not unitary
(but its 3 3 submatrix involving SM quarks is almost unitary), what pets the GIM mechanism
from fully operating. Analogous statements hold for the dosector. Therefore, models with quark
singlets can have tree-level flavour-changing neutral (JF&Niplings to thez boson. These couplings
are suppressed by the mass of the new mass eigen®ajes,.. mm .=m 2 (with T a new charge
2=3 quark), what forbids dangerous FCN currents in the dowrosdxtt allows for observable effects in
top physics.
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Fig. 4.1: Tree-level cross section for pair production of heavy gsarkn pp collisions atp s= 14TeV,gg;qq !
0Q. CTEQ5L PDFs are used.

As within the SM, its extensions with extra quarks typicdive one Higgs doublet which breaks
the electroweak symmetry and originates the fermion ma3sessurviving scalar fieldh couples to the
chiral fields (through Yukawa couplings) but not to the weigleastate isosinglets. In the mass eigenstate
basis, the scalar-quark interactions read

h i

Ly, = ZMg Ur M "X Yup + kM X%, h+ he:; (4.3)
w

withm ¥, M < the diagonal mass matrices, of dimensions N, andNy Ngy. SM extensions with
extra quarks usually introduce further scalar fielelg. in Es additional scalar singlets are present, but
with VEVs typically much higher than the mass scale of the gaarks and small mixing with. Also, in
supersymmetric versions ofEhere are two Higgs doublets, in which case the generalisati Eq. (4.3)
involves two scalar fields and the ratio of their VEWsn . However, the main phenomenological
features of these models can be described with the mininaddrssector and Lagrangian in Eq. (4.3).
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(Of course, this does not preclude that with appropriaterbptinciple less natural choices of parameters
one can build models with a completely different behavjolmr.particular, from Eqg. (4.3) it follows that
FCN interactions with scalars have the same strength asthe rmediated by the boson, up to mass
factors. Note also that Eq. (4.3) does not contradict thetfat new heavy mass eigenstates, which are
mainly su (2), singlets, have small Yukawa couplings. For example, witextraQ = 2=3 singlet the
Yukawa coupling of the new mass eigenstates proportional tan : X tr / m ¥,F  me=m 2 (see
also section 2.1 below).

More general extensions of the SM quark sector include +tigintded fields transforming non-
trivially under su (2);,. The simplest of such possibilities is the presence of ewdit isodoublets
(T ;B ) =. Their interactions are described with the right-handeal@yous of the terms in Egs. (4.2)
and a generalisation of Eq. (4.3). From the point of view dfider phenomenology, their production
and decay takes place through the same channels as fougtagen or singlet quarks (with additional
gauge bosons there would be additional modes). Howevetpotigtraints from low energy processes are
much more stringent, since mixing with a heavy isodoultefB ), x can induce right-handed charged
currents among the known quarks, which are absent in the SMexample of this kind is & & kx
interaction, which would give a large contribution to theliedive decayo ! s (see chapter 2.2.1.1).

A heavy quarkQ of either charge can decay to a lighter quafkvia charged currents, or to a
lighter quarkg of the same charge via FCN couplings if they are nonzero. Hnigbwidths for these
decays are [401]

m g 1=2
Q! W = —FogpFf— mgmeMy )
l;]'6SW MW #
2 4 4 2 2
M 2 m % M M smS
W q W t Ww™a .
Yaz 4z ittt g
0 0 0 0 0
mg 1=2
Q! Z2a)= —5—5Koqf—5 MmoimgMy)
"328WCVZV MZ #
2 2 4 4 22
M M ~m
1+ —2 2% 224+ L4+ 29
mo mo My Mg m o
m g 1=2
Q! hq)= —5Koqf—5 (mgmgiMy)
nBZsW MW #
2 2 4 20p 2
M m m Mh
1+ 6— —2+ —1 ~ ; (4.4)
o Mg Mg Moy
with
(Mg ;m ;M ) (mé+m4+M4 Zmém2 ZméM2 2m’M ?) (4.5)

a kinematical function. (The superscripisd in the FCN couplings< ; ; may be dropped when they
are clear from the context.) Since QCD and electroweak miiolu processes are the same ¢
generation and exotic quarks, their decays provide the waljstinguish them. For quark singlets the
neutral current decays ! Zqg are possible, and kinematically allowed (see below). Megeofor

a doublet of SM quarksq;q”) of the same generation one ha® ! zq) 7 1=2 ©Q ! W g9,
form ¢ m g;m ;M 7 ;M y . Depending on the Higgs mass, decays! hqgmay be kinematically
allowed as well, with a partial width(©@ ! hq) * 1=2 © ! w g% form, much larger than the
other masses involved. Both FCN decays, absentfogeneration heavy quarksprovide clean final
states in which new quark singlets could be discovered, diitiad to the charged current decays present
in all cases. If the new quarks mix with the SM sector throuightrhanded interactions with the SM

2For 4™ generation quarks neutral decays can take place radigtaetl can have sizeable branching ratios if tree-level
charged current decays are very suppressed, see sectibn 2.4
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gauge and Higgs bosons, the decays are the same as in Echu#rédplacingv, ,» andx ¢ 4 by their
right-handed analogues. If the new quarks are not too héhgychirality of their interactions can be
determined by measuring angular or energy distributionth@fdecay products. For instance, in a decay
T! W*'b! “ bthe charged lepton angular distributionvin rest frame (or its energy distribution in
T rest frame) an be used to probe ther binteraction (see the discussion after Eq. (4.7) below, sl a
chapter 2.2.1.2).

Searches at Tevatron have placed the 95% CL limigs 128 GeV [340] (in charged current
decays, assuming 100% branching ratio)y, 199 GeV [402] (assuming BR{! z=1), wherer’
is a charge 1=3 quark. Ifa priori assumptions oif decays are not made, limits can be found on the
branching ratios of these two channels [403] (see also §@&]). In particular, it is found that for’
quarks with masses 100 GeV near the LEP kinematical limit there are some windowsarameter
space where’ could have escaped discovery. For a chatgequarkT, the present Tevatron bound is
m g 258 GeV [406] in charged current decays! W * L very close to the kinematical limit .+ M ,
where decays ! 7z tare kinematically possible. The prospects for LHC are rgekin the following.

2.1 Singlets: chargez=3

A new up-type singler is expected to couple preferrably to the third generatiome, th the large mass of
the top quark. The CKM matrix elemewt ,, is expected to be of order .=m , although forr masses
at the TeV scale or below the exact relation, = m =m r enters into conflict with latest precision
electroweak data. In particular, the most stringent cairgtrcomes from the parameter [23]. The
most recent values [34Q] = 0:13 0:41 (for U arbitrary), T = 0:03  0:09 (settingU = 0)
imply the 95% CL bounds 0:05, T 0:117, respectively. The resulting limits off,jare plotted
in Fig. 4.2, including for completeness the limit frory, (plus other correlated observables like,
the FB asymmetries and coupling parameters) and the bound;ofiom direct searches. The mixing
values obtained from the relation.,, = m =m ; are also displayed, for = 1 (continuous line) and
= 05 2 (gray band). In this class of models the new contributiong tare very small, so it is
sensible to use the less restrictive bound 0:117. Even in this case, mixing angles, = m =m ¢
seem too large for lighter than 1.7 TeV. Of course, the importance of the boand 0:117, and
indirect bounds in general, must not be neither overemphdsior neglected. Additional new particles
present in these models also contribute tand can cancel the contribution from the new quark. But this
requires fine-tuning for lower masses and/or larg&¥: , mixings.
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Fig. 4.2: 95% CL bounds onj/;,jfrom the T parameter and frork,, and values derived from the relation

Vrp= M =M 7.

The main decays of the new quarkare w *Ky T ! Zt T ! ht with partial widths given by
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Egs. (4.4). Their characteristic features are:

() T! w*k Thedecaysy ! ‘* , ‘= e; originate very energetic charged leptons, not only
due to the large mass but also to spin effects [407]: for latge the charged leptons are emitted
more towards ther flight direction.

(i) T ! zt Theleptonic decayg ! ‘" ‘ produce a very clean final state, although with a small
branching ratio.

(i) T ! nht Foralight Higgs, its decay ! band the decay of the top quark give a final state with
threeb quarks, which can be tagged to reduce backgrounds. Theydraadditional interest as
they can produce Higgs bosons with a large cross section 448].

2.1.1 Discovery potential

In T pair production the largest + reach is provided by the modeT ! w *bw band subsequent
semileptonic decay of the *w  pair, plus additional contributions from other decay mogiesg the
same signature plus additional jets or missing energy [68, 4

TT ! W' bW b! “ badb;
TT ! W *bht=htW b! W "bW bh! *“ badbhoocc;
TT ! W 'bz2tZtW b! W bW bz ! “* badbd™ ; (4.6)

These signals are characterised by one energetic chafged |éwobjets and at least two additional jets.
Their main backgrounds are top pair and single top prodoatiodw =7 b plus jets. Charged leptons
originating fromT ! W b! ‘ bdecays are much more energetic than those ftramw b! ‘ kL as
it has been stressed above. The charged lepton energyulistni inT (t) rest frame reads

1d 1

—E = W 3(El ErlT“n )2 FR + 3(E rpax E. )2 FL

+6E™  gyE. EMMEP, ; 4.7)

with F; thew helicity fractions (see chapter 2.2.1.2), which satisfy+ Fr + Fo = 1. For the top
quark they arey = 0:703, F;, = 02297, Fr ’ 0, while for T with a mass of 1 TeV they am, = 0:997,

Fy, = 0013, Fg ’ 0. It must be pointed out that for large:, Fy / 1 even when right-handed Tb
interactions are included; thus, the chirality of this e&rtannot be determined from these observables.
The maximum and minimum energies depend on the mass of tagidgdermion, and are ™" = 185
GeV,EM = g7:4 GeV fort, andE ™" = 32 GeV,E T = 500 GeV for T (with m ;=1 TeV). The
resulting energy distributions are presented in Fig. 48&)(for the samer mass of 1 TeV. The larger
mean energy in the rest frame of the parent quark is reflectedlarger transverse momentqﬁﬁp in
laboratory frame, as it can be observed in Fig. 4.3 (righgr the second and third decay channels in
Eqg. (4.6), denoted bynh ) and (z ) respectively, the tail of the distribution is less pronoeehcThis is so
because the charged lepton originates from w b! ‘ bonly half of the times, and the rest comes
fromt! Wb! “ bandisless energetic.

Background is suppressed by requiring large transverseentarof the charged lepton and the
jets, and with the heavy quark mass reconstruction. Thenstngcted masses of the heavy quarks de-
caying hadronically rf 'T‘ad) and semileptonicallyn( 'Tep) are shown in Fig. 4.4. For the leading decay
modeTT ! W *W bthese distributions have a peak around the tryevalue, taken here as 1 TeV,
but for the additional signal contributions the events adrever a wide range. Thus, kinematical cuts on

peP, m had 1 ° considerably reduce the extra signal contributions.

The estimated discovery limits for 300 fb* can be summarised in Fig. 4.5. They also include
the results fronr § (plus T ) production, where the decay ! W *b(orT ! W I also gives the
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Fig. 4.4: Reconstructed masses of the heavy quarks decaying haaltgrfleft) and semileptonically (right), for
the processes in Eqgs. (4.6) with; = 1 TeV, and their main background

highest sensitivity for large masses [409]. The  reach inT T production is independent of;,, but
the T 5 cross section scales witki;,, and thus the sensitivity of the latter process depends.@n T
masses on the left of the vertical line can be seen witln TT production. Values of + andvy,, over
the solid curve can be seeninj production. The latter discovery limits have been obtaimgdescaling
the results form + = 1 TeV in Refs. [409,410]. The 95% CL bounds from theparameter (foty = 0
andU arbitrary) ares represented by the dashed and dotted liesgectively. Then, the yellow area
(light grey in print) represents the parameter region wlileeenew quark cannot be discovered with,
and the orange triangle (dark gray) the parameters for wihdn be discovered in single but not in pair
production.

Several remarks are in order regarding these results. Mhtslshown forr T andT jonly include
the channelr ! w * b (with additional signal contributions giving the same figtdte in the former
case). In both analyses the evaluation of backgroueds,tt; does not include higher order processes
with extra hard jet radiationttj, tt27, etc. These higher ordetn j contributions may be important in
the large transverse momenta region where the new quarilsigre searched. Systematic uncertainties
in the background are not included either, and they lowersigaificance with respect to the values
presented here. On the other hand, additiandlecay channels can be included and the event selection

Q0



0.4— — T
[ Significance < &
[ — 50 discovery TT) ]
0.3— — 50 discovery Tj) |
r -~ 95% bound (T)
— 95% bound (R..)
=
> 0.2~
0.1-
o v e
0 500 1000 1500 2000 250C

m, (GeV)

Fig. 4.5: Estimateds discovery limits for a new charge=3 quarkT in TT andT j production.

could be refinede.g. by a probabilistic method, so that the limits displayed ig.Hi.5 are not expected
to be significantly degraded when all of these improvememsreade in the analysis.

2.1.2 Higgsdiscovery from T decays

Apart from the direct observation of the new quark, anotheiteng possibility is to discover the Higgs
boson fromT decays [401, 408]. Very recent results from CMS have siganifily lowered the expecta-
tions for the discovery of a light Higgs bosontith production, withn ! . This decrease is due to a
more careful calculation of then jbackground, and to the inclusion of systematic unceresrib7]. As

a result, a light Higgs is impossible to see in this procesth avstatistical significance of only 0:47

for 30 fb ' of luminosity andv ,, = 115 GeV. But if a new quarkr exists with a moderate mass, its pair
production and decays

TT ! W "bht=htW b! W "bW bh! “ bagdbhocc;
TT ! htht! W *bW bhh ! *° badbboccbo=cc;
TT ! ZththtZt! W "bWw bhz ! “ %ag®o=cc qgg™= (4.8)

provide an additional source of Higgs bosons with a largessection (see Fig. 4.1) and a total branching
ratio close tol=2. The final state is the same astii production with semileptonic decay: one charged
lepton, four or morextagged jets and two non-tagged jets. The main backgrouedsra; production
with two bmistags andidb production. The inclusion of higher ordet ¢ 2) contributions is relevant
because of their increasing efficiency for largefthe probability to have twa mistags grows with the
jet multiplicity). The larger transverse momenta involvied largern also make higher order processes
more difficult to suppress with respect to the signal. Lower order contributionsi(< 2) are important

as well, due to pile-up. The method followed to evaluate taip production plus jets is to calculaten ;

MLM matching prescription [412] to avoid double counting.

Background suppression is challenging because the haher-tm § backgrounds are less af-
fected by large transverse momentum requirements. Morgtve signal charged leptons are not so
energetic, and cannot be used to discriminate signal arldjbmund as efficiently as in the previous final
state. Background is suppressed with a likelihood methaghaband background likelihood functions
Lg, Ly can be built. using as variables several transverse moraedtavariant masse, as those shown
in Fig. 4.6, as well as angles and rapidities of final stat¢iglas. (Additional details can be found in
Ref. [401].) Performing cuts on these and other variableatty improves the signal observability. For a
luminosity of 30 fb? , the statistical significances obtained for the Higgs dijimefinal states with four,

an



0.12 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

Fraction of events / 20 GeV
o
)
D

0.08,

— TTWH)| |

A ERERER

L . i T
600 700 80

0.20———

— TT (WH)
== TT (HH)
.-~ SM bkg

o
[
N

o
o
o]

Fraction of events / 20 GeV
o
=)
=

— TTWH)| |

- TT (HH)

RE it oo

200
lep

P IR
500 600

700

80(

0.20———

— TT (WH) ]

-=- TT (HH)
... SM bkg

o
=
(]
T T T

°©
s
P

Fraction of events / 20 GeV
Fraction of events / 20 GeV

R AL ST vt By
300 400
500 b,max

pt t

el L e o=
P R
o 100 0 100 200 600

Fig. 4.6: Several useful variables to discriminate between heavykgignals and background farT production
in 4bfinal states: heavy quark reconstructed mass€$9 m 'Tep), missing energygt: ), and maximumnp, of the

b-tagged jetsg™™). The main signal processes (first two ones in Egs. (4.8)@metéd byw h, hh, respectively.

five and sixbjets are [401]

dbjets: 643 ;
5bhjets: 602 ;
6bjets: 563 ; (4.9)

including a 20% uncertainty in the background. Additionatkgrounds like electroweakidb produc-
tion, ttec (QCD and electroweak) and =z b plus jets are smaller but have also been included. The
combined significance i50:45 , a factor of 25 larger than ifth production alone. Then, this process
offers a good opportunity to quicky discover a light Higgssbo (approximately with 8 fd ) in final
states containing a charged lepton and four or mogearks. These figures are conservative, since ad-
ditional signal processesT n j have not been included in the signal evaluation. The decagradis in
Egs. (4.8) also provide the best discovery potentiakfer relatively close to the electroweak scale. For
m ¢ = 500 GeV, as assumed herg, discovery of the new quark could be possible with 7fb

2.2 Singlets: charge 1=3

Down-type iso-singlet quark arise in tlies GUT models [59]. These models postulate that the group
structure of the SMsU. (3) SUy (2) Uy (1), originates from the breaking of the; GUT scale
down to the electroweak scale, and thus extend each SM fduyitiie addition of one isosinglet down
type quark.

Following the literature, the new quarks are denoted betett , S, ands . The mixings between
these and SM down type quarks is responsible for the decagiseohew quarks. In this study, the
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intrafamily mixings of the new quarks are assumed to be dantinvith respect to their inter-family
mixings. In addition, as for the SM hierarchy, the quark is taken to be the lightest one. The usual
CKM mixings, represented by superscriptare taken to be in the up sector for simplicity of calculatio
(which does not affect the results). Therefore, the Lageangelevant for the down type isosinglet quark,
D, becomes a simplification of equation set 4.2. It can explicibe written as:

P h i
4
Lp = p———u (1 s)dcos +u (I s5)Dsih W (4.10)
2 2sh
4 sin  cos
— (1 =)D %
4dsin y CoS i
P
4 o

: D 4sin® v 3sif (1 s5) D Z
12cos i sih y

4 en

12COSW sin W

d 4sin® 4 38 (1 s)d 2z +hec

The measured values of 4,V V1, CcOnstrain thel andD mixing angle to jsn § 0207 as-
suming the squared sum of row elements of the rew 4 CKM matrix equal unity (see [49] and
references therein for CKM matrix related measurementse fdtal decay width and the contribution
by neutral and charged currents were already estimatedLB].[#As reported in this work, the quark
decays through @ boson with a branching ratio of 67% and through &#oson with a branching ratio
of 33%. If the Higgs boson exists, in addition to these two emd quark might also decay via the
D ! hdchannel which is available due tb  d mixing. The branching ratio of this channel for the
case ofn, = 120GeV andsin = 0:05is calculated to be about 25%, reducing the branching rafios
the neutral and charged channels to 50% and 25%, respgdihiel, 415].

2.2.1 Thediscovery potential

The discovery potential of the lightest isosinglet quark baen investigated using the pair production
channel which is quasi-independent of the mixing anglélr'he main tree level Feynman diagrams for
the pair production ob quarks at LHC are gluon fusion, and < annihilation. ThegpD and DD
vertices are the same as their SM down quark counterparts.niddification to thez dd vertex due to

d D mixing can be neglected due to the small valuaiof .

The Lagrangian in Eq. (4.10) was implemented into tree leweint generators;ompHEP 4.3
[416] andMadGraph 2.3 [417]. The impact of uncertainties in parton distribatifunctions (PDFs)
[131], is calculated by using different PDF sets, to be I&ss1t10% ford quark mass values from
400 to 1400 GeV. For example at, = 800 GeV andQ ? = m 2, the cross section values are 450 fb
(CompHEP, CTEQ6L 1) and 468 fbdcmpHEP, CTEQSL) versus 449 fMadGraph, CTEQ6L1) and 459 fb
(MadGraph, CTEQS5L) with an error of about one percent in each calooiatiThe largest contribution
to the total cross section comes from the gluon fusion dragréor b quark masses below 1100 GeV,
while for higherd quark masses, contributions frosachannelag annihilation subprocesses becomes
dominant. For these computationgy are assumed to be only from the first quark family since, the
contribution to the total cross section fross is about 10 times smaller and the contribution frem
andlb are about 100 times smaller. Thehannel diagrams mediated byandw bosons, which are
suppressed by the small value «ifi  (for example 0.4 fb ain, = 800 GeV) were also included in
the signal generation. The isosinglet quarks being veryyhage expected to immediately decay into
SM patrticles. The cleanest signal can be obtained from batldecaying via & boson. Although it
has the smallest branching ratio, the 4 lepton and 2 jet fiase ®ffers the possibility of reconstructing
the invariant mass af bosons and thus of both quarks. The high transverse momentum of the jets
coming from thedD quark decays can be used to distinguish the signal evemtstfre background.
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Fig. 4.7: Combined results for possible signal observation gt = 600, 800, 1000, 1200 GeV . The reconstructed
D quark mass and the relevant SM background are plotted fanabsity of 100 fb * which corresponds to one
year of nominal LHC operation. The dark line shows the sigimal background added, the dashed line is for signal
only and the light line shows the SM background.

TheD quarks in signal events were made to decagdnpHEP into SM particles. The final state
particles for both signal and background events were fenlBaTHIA version 6.218 [43] for initial and
final state radiation, as well as hadronisation usingdtepHEP to PYTHIA andMadGraph t0 PYTHTIA
interfaces provided bTHENA 9.0.3 (the ATLAS offline software framework). To incorpagahe detec-
tor effects, all event samples were processed through theASTfast simulation toolATLFAST [418],
and the final analysis has been done using physics objedt# ffraduced. The cases of 4 muons, 4
electrons and 2 electrons plus 2 muons were separatelgdréaget the best reconstruction efficiency.
As an example, table 4.1 gives the selection efficiencieth®mixed lepton case at, = 800 GeV.

Using the convention of defining a running accelerator ysar a 10'seconds, one LHC year at
the design luminosity corresponds to 100%b For one such year worth of data, all the signal events
are summed and compared to all SM background events as shadwig.i4.7. It is evident that for the
lowest of the considered masses, the studied channel giveassy detection possibility, whereas for the
highest mass case1 ( =1200 GeV) the signal to background ratio is of the order afyuri-or eachp
guark mass value that was considered, a Gaussian is fittbe favariant mass distribution around the
D signal peak and a polynomial to the background invariantsnésgribution. The number of accepted
signal ) and backgroundH) events are integrated using the fitted functions in a masgdaw whose
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Table 4.1: The individual selection cut efficienciesfor onez ! ecand onez ! sub-case. The subscript
represents both electron and muon cases.

channel ‘ N - Mg Pz i N Jet Pr ijet com bined
cut =4 =90 20 GeV (e) > 40(15) GeV 2 100 GeV
Signal 0.44 0.94 0.71 1 0.93 0.28
Backgroun 0.35 0.97 0.34 0.95 0.10 0.011

width is equal ta2 argund the central value of the fitted Gaussian. The signifieas then calculated at
each mass value as= B, using the number of integrated events in the respectives vaslows. The
expected signal significance for three years of nominal Lut@ihosity running is shown in Fig. 4.8 left
hand side. The shaded band in the same plot represents teenayis errors originating from the fact
that for each signal mass value, a finite number of Monte Garémts was generated at the start of the
analysis and the surviving events were selected from tlaatgyool. FoM , = 600 GeV, ATLAS could
observe the@ quark with a significance more than 3before the end of the first year of low luminosity
running (10 fb* /year) whereas to claim discovery with 5significance, it would need about 20 fb
integrated luminosity. Fan , = 1000 GeV, about 200 fb* integrated luminosity is necessary for a 3
signal observation claim.
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Fig. 4.8: On the left: the expected statistical significance after & yef running at nominal LHC luminosity
assuming Gaussian statistics. The vertical line showsntiedt which the event yield drops below 10 events. On
the right: the integrated luminosities for 3observation and 5 sigma discovery cases as a functian gfiark
mass. The bands represent uncertainties originating froibe MC sample size.

2.2.2 Themixing angleto SM quarks

This section addresses the discovery of the isosinglekguaa their jet associated single production at
the LHC and the measurements of the mixing angle betweenaieand the SM quarks. The current
upper limiton is jsin < 0:07, allowed by the known errors on the CKM matrix elements assgm

unitarity of its extended version [419]. However, in thisnkoa smaller thus a more conservative value,
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sin = 0:045, was considered for the calculation of the cross sectiomsdatay widths. For other
values ofsin , both of these two quantities can be scaled withid dependence. For both the signal
and the background studies, the contributions from seakguaere also considered. The used parton
distribution function was CTEQ6L1 and the QCD scale wasaséietthe mass of the quark for both
signal and background processes. The cross section fdegingduction of theD quark for its mass
up to 2 TeV and for various mixing angles is given in Fig. 4.%heTmain tree level signal processes
are originating from the valance quarks exchangingor z bosons via thecchannel. The remaining
processes originating from the sea quarks contribute éfdpercent to the total signal cross section.
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Fig. 4.9: Cross section in single D production as a function of D quaassor differentin  values.

Although the work in this section is at the generator leveliiaus parameters of the ATLAS
detector [420] such as the barrel calorimeter geometrice¢ptance, minimum angular distance for jet
separation and minimum transverse momentum for jets [4Zt¢uwaken into account. Five mass values
(400, 800,1200, 1500 and 2000 GeV) were studied to investithe mass dependence of the discovery
potential for this channel. The cuts common to all considenass values are:

Prp > 15GeV

Jjpl < 32

jzJ < 32

Ry, > 04
Mgz, = Mp 20GeV

wherep stands for any partorg is the cone separation angle between two partonsnd , are pseu-
dorapidities of a parton and boson respectively; anH: is the parton transyerse momentum. For
each mass case, the optimal cut value is found by maximihiagignificance{= B ) and it is used for
calculating the effective cross sections presented ineTéld. To obtain the actual number of events for
each mass value, the ¢ and * decays of thez boson were considered for simplicity of recon-
struction. The last 3 rows of the same table contain the égdetumber of reconstructed events for both
signal and background for 100 fb of data taking. Although the lepton identification and restanction
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Table 4.2: The signal and background effective cross sections bef@e tdecay and after the optimal cuts,
obtained by maximixing th&= B, together with thed quark width in GeV for each considered mass. The
number of sighal and background events also the signaliogince were calculated for an integrated luminosity
of 100 fb *.

M p (GeV) 400 800 1200 1500 2000
(GeV) 0.064 051 173 3.40 8.03

Signal (fb) 100.3 29.86 10.08 5.09 1.92

Background (fb) 2020 144 18.88 6.68 1.36
optimalpr cut 100 250 450 550 750
Signal Events 702 209 71 36 135

Background Events 14000 1008 132 47 9.5
Signal significance () 5.9 6.6 6.1 5.2 4.37

efficiencies are not considered, one can note that thet&tatisignificance ah , = 1500 GeV, is above
5 after one year of nominal luminosity run.
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Fig. 4.10:3 exclusion curves for 10, 100, 300, 1000 fbintegrated luminosities are shown from top to down.

The single production discovery results given in Table 48 be used to investigate the mixing
angle. In the event of a discovery in the single productiosecahe mixing angle can be obtained
directly. If no discoveries are made, then the limit on thessrsection can be converted to a limit curve
in the D quark mass vs mixing angle plane. Therefore the angulahréaca 3 signal is calculated
by extrapolating to othegin values. Figure 4.10 gives the mixing angle versugjuark mass plane
and the 3 reach curves for different integrated luminosities raggiom 10 fb* to 1000 fb! , which
correspond to one year of low luminosity LHC operation and gear of high luminosity super-LHC
operation respectively. The hashed region in the same plexcluded using the current values of the
CKM matrix elements. One should note that, this channelnallceducing the current limit osin
by half in about 100 fl* run time. The process of single production of theisosinglet quarks could
essentially enhance the discovery potentiafiif exceeds 0.02. For example, with 300*flintegrated
luminosity, the 3 discovery limitism, = 2000 GeV, if sh = 0:03. It should also be noted that for
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pair production the 3 discovery limit was found to be about 900 GeV, independentiof . If ATLAS
discovers an 800 Ge¥ quark via pair production, single production will give thepmrtunity to confirm
the discovery and measure the mixing anglenf > 0:03:The FCNC decay channel analysed in this
paper is specific for isosinglet down type quarks and givesojiportunity to distinguish it from other
models also involving additional down type quarks, for epderthe fourth SM family.

2.2.3 Theimpact on the Higgs searches

The origin of the masses of SM particles is explained by uliegHiggs Mechanism. The Higgs mech-
anism can also be preservedsig group structure as an effective theory, although otherradtézes such
as dynamical symmetry breaking are also proposed [422, 428the other hand, the origin of the mass
of the new quarksI( ; S ; B) should be due to another mechanism since these are isgtsinglowever,
the mixing betweer andDd quarks will lead to decays of the latter involvimgafter spontaneous sym-
metry breaking (SSB). To find these decay channels, theaictien between the Higgs field and both
down type quarks of the first family should be considered tmef5B. After SSB, the Lagrangian for the
interaction betweed; D quarks, and the Higgs boson becomes :

m p 2

L, = ——sh® (DDh (4.12)
Sjn}“zﬁn 1 S)mp+ 1+ %)mg dh
Sjn}“zﬁd 1+ S)ymp+ (1 %)mgq Dh
+ Ecos2 1 ddh
where = =p§ and = 246 GeV is the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field. It isnse

that theD quark has a narrow width and becomes even narrower with dsiog values of since it
scales through ain® dependence. The relative branching ratios for the decalyeaf tquark depend
on both thed quark and the Higgs mass values. For example, at the valuesgefark mass around
200 GeV and the Higgs mass around 120 GeV:BR( W u) 60%, BRO ! hd) 12%, BRO !
zd) 28%, whereas as the quark mass increases the same ratios asymptotically r&e¢h Z6% and
25% respectively. As the Higgs mass increases from 120 Gegetlimit values are reached at higher
D guark masses.

Depending on the masses of thequark and the Higgs boson itself, tHg model could boost
the overall Higgs production at the LHC. This boost is paitady interesting for the Higgs hunt, one
of the main goals of the LHC experiments. For example, ifthquark mass is as low as 250 GeV, the
pair production cross section at the LHC becomes as higlvafh !, which is enough to compensate
for the relatively small Higgs branching ratio of 17%, as t&wseen in Fig. 4.11. In the low mass range
considered in this section (from 115 up to 135 GeV), the Wiamgratioh ! kois about 70% [420].
Table 4.3 lists the decays involving at least one Higgs b@sahthe expected final state particles asso-
ciated with each case. Although the case involvingzhie more suitable from the event reconstruction
point of view, the focus will be on the last row, which has thghest number of expected Higgs events
per year.

The full Lagrangian also involving the Higgs interactionshiaeen implemented in a tree level
event generatoicompHEP 4.4.3 [416], to investigate the possibility of detecting tHiggs particle and
reconstructing it fromi>jets. Assuming a light Higgs boson of mass 120 GeV, four nvasses for
theD quark have been taken as examples: 250 GeV, 500 GeV, 750 Gé\,0d0 GeV. 10000 signal
events were produced for each mass value under considenaiib thew h 57 final states using the
CTEQG6L1 PDF set [131]. The generator level cuts on the partgoided by the performance of the
ATLAS detector, are listed as:
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Fig. 4.11: Pair production ob quarks at LHC computed at tree level with CTEQ6L1 and QCDessat at the
mass of the quark.

Table 4.3: For pair production of D quarks, the decay channels invgtire Higgs particle. The branching ratios
and the number of expected Higgs particles are calculatt@agm ;,=120 GeV andn , =250 (500) GeV.

D, D, BR #expected Higgs/100fb  expected final state
D! hj D! hij|0.029(0.053) 0.581C¢ (2.65 1¢) 23 45,
D! hj D! z3j|0.092(0.120) 0.92 16 (3.01 1d) 2327, 2*
D! hj D! w j| 0.190 (0.235) 1.9 1¢ (6.04 10) 2323 ‘EtTmiss

jpj 32 ;
Prp 15Gev
R, > 04

where  is the pseudo-rapidity for the partons giving rise to jetsy; is the transverse momentum
of the partons; an# ;, is the angular separation between the partons. The impoaguimam value of
requires the jets to be in the central region of the calormethere the jet energy resolution is optimal.
The imposed lower value @f; ensures that no jets that would eventually go undetectewydle beam
pipe are generated at all. The imposed lower valur @irovides good separation between the two jets
in the final state. Using the interface provideddsrTH 2.3 [424], the generated particles are processed
with ATHENA 11.0.41, which usesYTHIA [43] for hadronization and\TLFAST [418] for fast detector
response simulation. However, one should note that thenstewted-jet energy and momenta were
re-calibrated like in [420] to have a good match between thkamvalue of the reconstructed Higgs mass
and its parton level value.

As for the background estimations, all the SM interactioivéng thew bbj j final state have
been computed in another tree level generategGraph 2.1. [417], using the same parton level cuts
and parton distribution functions. The SM background csesgion is calculated to be 52011 pb. The
reasons for using two separate event generators, theiraidmijpy, and their relative merits have been
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Table 4.4: Optimised event selection cuts and their efficienciesifgr = 500 GeV.

cut signal background
N-leptons =1 0.83 0.79
N-jets 4 0.99 0.99
N-bjets 2 0.33 0.36
Pr  bjet 1GeV 1.00 1.00
P lepton 15 GeV 0.95 0.94
Pr  Jet 100GeV 0.83 0.69
COS 1jpj -0.8 0.97 0.89
M 5 20GeV 0.99 0.65
Hr 800GeV| 0.90 0.55
Mp1  mp2J 100GeV 0.59 0.37

discussed elsewhere [419]. The generated 40000 backgeuerds were also processed in the same
way usingATLFAST for hadronization and calculation of detector effects.

The selection cuts for example values foquark mass of 500 GeV, andcboson mass of 120 GeV,
are given in Table 4.4. The invariant mass distributiongrattie selection cuts for the same example
values are presented in Fig. 4.12 for 30‘fbintegrated luminosity. The signal window for can be
defined a1 p 50 GeV and forh asM;, 30 GeV. The number of events for the signal (S) and the
background (B) can be summed in their signal windows for B@hal and background cases to calculate
the statistical significance = sS= s + B. For this set of parameters, it is found that thequark can
be observed with a significance of 13.2nd at the same time the Higgs boson with a significance of
about 9.5 . One should note that, in the SM Higgs searches, such a laghtstal significance can only
be reached with more than 3 times more data: with about 100ifiliegrated luminosity.
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Fig. 4.12: Reconstructed invariant masses of thequark (left, red crosses) and of the Higgs boson (right, red
crosses) together with the SM background (dotted lines}lamtbtal signal (black crosses) after 10 fintegrated
luminosity. The mass of the quark is set to 500 GeV and Higgs boson to 120 GeV.

An analysis similar to the above one was performed for therdtiireeD quark masses: 250, 750
and 1000 GeV. For each mass, the cut values were re-optinusget the best statistical significance in
the Higgs boson search. Figure 4.13 contains th@d the 5 signal significance reaches of the Higgs
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boson and th® quark as a function of their masses. It can be seen that, &Hiigjgs boson could be
discovered with a 5 statistical significance using tliedb ! hw 55 channel within the first year of low
luminosity data taking (integrated luminosity of 109 if m , < 500 GeV. Under the same conditions
but with one year of design luminosity (integrated lumimpsif 100 fo ! ), the 5 Higgs discovery can
be reached if 700 GeV. This is to be compared with the studies from the ATLASHFeécal Design
Report, where the most efficient channel to discover suayha lliggs is then ! decay. This search
yields about 8 signal significance with 100 fb integrated luminosity. The presently discussed model
could give the same significance (or more) with the same iated luminosity ifm, < 630 GeV.
Therefore, if the isosinglet quarks exist and their massesaitable, they will provide a considerable
improvement for the Higgs discovery potential.
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Fig. 4.13: The reach of ATLAS in the Higgs search for increasingjuark mass values. The dashed lines show
the 3sigm a and the solid lines show the 5reaches of Higgs boson (triangles) amdjuark (circles) searches.

2.3 Quarks from extra dimensions: charges 1=3 and 5=3

Heavy quarks of charges (-1/3, 2/3, 5/3) (denaidre well-motivated in Randall-Sundrum (RS) mod-
els with custodial symmetry [425—-429]. They are partnerthefSM right-handed top quark and have a
mass between 500 and 1500 GeV. Their presence can be attrifouihe heaviness of the top quark. This
section studies the pair-production of heavy- 1=3andQ = 5=3 quarks, which takes place through
standard QCD interactions with a cross sectiord (10) pb for masses of several hundreds of GeV. The
focus is on the 4¥ events, which are characteristic of the decay of new charge3 singlets coupling
to the (t;b);, doublet, in contrast with the preceding section in whichghmgletD is assumed to cou-
ple to thed quark. The process consideredaig;qq ! o ! W tW *t! W W *bW ‘W h A
straightforward trigger criterion for these events is thba single, isolated lepton with missimgy: orig-
inating from the leptonic decay of one of tiie bosons. The remaininig bosons can be reconstructed
using dijet pairs. The goal in this analysis is to investgiie feasibility of multiw reconstruction and
therefore identifyzat the LHC. A simulation of this signal and its main backgrdinmas been performed,
and an analysis strategy outlined which distinguishesitir@asfrom the sizable SM backgrounds [430].

There can be severattype KK quarks in the class of composite Higgs models undesider-
ation, leading to the same signature. Typically, in the madimodels, there is one heavy quark with
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electric chargese=3 as well as @ = 1=3 quark, decaying intaw * andtw respectively, both with
branching ratio essentially equal to 1. In addition, therariother bottom-type quark withh ~ branch-
ing ratio  1=2. All theseg quarks are almost degenerate in mass. For the present mualgsia, the
mass ofq is taken asn ; = 500 GeV. The Lagrangian of the model [430] has been implememttsd i
CalcHep 2.4.3 [431] for the simulation of pair production and decay through the channel. The
actual number ofiw events coming from the pair production and decay of the ather  5=3 KK
qguarks, in a typical model, is taken into account by a mujiiyg factor.

t W events fromg pair production are generated with1cHep, and are further processed with
PYTHIA 6.401 [411]. The following “trigger”, applied to the gentd events, is based on the lepton
criteria for selectingn ! “ events: at least one electron or muon with > 25 Gev must be
found within the pseudorapidity range §< 2:4; then, the “missingz:”, calculated by adding all the
neutrino momenta in the event and taking the componentueases to the collision axis, must exceed 20
GeV. Hadronic jets are reconstructed as they might be obdérva detector: stable charged and neutral
particles withinj j< 49 (the range of the ATLAS hadronic calorimeter), excludingitn@os, are first
ranked inpr order. Jets are seeded starting with the highedtracks, withp: > 1 G &v; softer tracks
are adq)ed to the nearest existing jet, as long as they artnwith < 0:4 of the jet centroid, where

R = 24 2. The number of jets withb; > 20 G eV is shown in Figure 4.14a. The signal is
peaked around 8 jets.

The two main backgrounds considered come franand tth production. ttleads to 2w 's +
2 s, with four extra jets misinterpreted as coming from hadcoy decays. tth however, can lead
exactly to4aw ’'s and 28s when the Higgs mass is large enough. In this work, the Higgss is taken as
m,, = 115 GeV . The background sample is dominatedthgvents generated using TopReX (version
4.11) [42] andPYTHIA 6.403, with CTEQS6L parton distribution functions. The shtah contribution
to the background has been modeled viatiTHIA. As expected, the background has fewer hightets
than the signal, peaking around 5 jets.

The number ofv =z ! §j candidates) ) is counted, ensuring that jets are used only once in
each event. In the heavy Higgs case withiraass of 500 GeV, the following sources dominate:

N
N

1: SMW =Z processes N = 2: SMsingle hji w =W z, tc
logg! WHZ ! WW Zkb N = 4 gg! tW tW =t bh=bhbh

In order to suppress the most comman SM background, the single hadronic is eliminated
by searching for a combination of two high jets whose mass falls between 70 and 90 GeV. The jets are
combined in order of decreasing . If a pair is found, it and the preceding pairs are removed;dijet
mass combinations of the subsequent pairs are shown ind=gidid. This procedure has been tested on
WH+jet simulation to ensure that it does not sculpt the comoirial background distribution. Detailed
results of thew reconstructions and consequencesdatentification are presented in [430]. The peak
obtained in the dijet mass distribution suggests that ibisfble to reach a signal significance beyond the
5 level. Further investigation with more detailed simulatis required to map the discovery potential
for this signal at an LHC experiment such as ATLAS, or at th€ ]and to connect the observable signal
to the production cross section.

2.4 Fourth sequential generation

The measurement of ttre invisible width implies well known constraints on the numb&SM families
with light neutrinos. However the discoveries of neutrinasses and mixings show that the lepton sector
is richer than the traditional SM. Moreover, some recentshfar new physics, mainly ic P violation
effects inb ! s transitions, might be accommodated with a fourth standaodehfamily [34]. A
phenomenological motivation for the existence of a fourth amily might be attributed to the non-
naturalness of the SM Yukawa couplings which vary by orddrenagnitude even among the same
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number ofi 's decaying hadronically in the event. All distributiongarormalized to unit area. Bottom right (d):
Dijet mass distribution after eliminating the first hadrowi candidate.

type fermions. This consideration hints in the directionaotepting the SM as an effective theory of
fundamental interactions rather than of fundamental glagi However, the electroweak theory (or SM
before spontaneous symmetry breaking) itself is a theomadsless fermions where fermions with the
same quantum numbers are indistinguishable. Therefore thao particular reason why the Yukawa
couplings of a given typetfu,d,l, ) should be different across families. If one starts withhsaanique
coupling coefficient per type for a case oh families the resulting spectrum becomes 1 massless
families and a single family where all particles are massivéh m = na® where is the vacuum
expectation value of the Higgs field. In the most simple moddiere all fermions acquire mass due
to a Higgs doublet, it is natural to also assume that the Yakemuplings (therefore the masses) for
different types should be comparable to each other and tieeadere between the other couplings of
EW unification:

ad & a a a

e=gy sih y < a= 2< gy = gy =COS y

The measured fermion spectrum gives us a consistency chaikly proving that the 3rd SM
family can not be the singled out heavy family since m, m m 0. Therefore if the
above presented naturalness assumptions are true, nahemyason behind the total number of families
and the lightness of the SM neutrinos is obtained but alst af geedictions for the masses and mixings
of the heavy fourth family are made through the paramettoisa and fits to the extended (4x4) CKM
matrix elements.
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2.4.1 Search Scenarios

A recent detailed study [432] of andt’decay has updated old results done almost 20 years ago [433—
436]. It was found that, the fourth generation while greatijhancing FCNC top decays (see section 2.1.1
for heavy top searches), especially <z andch, can only bring these into the borderlineo(® —10 7)

of observability at the LHC. But the direct search fdrand t° looks far more interesting. Sincé !

o7 always dominates’ decay (unless>’ mass difference is large), hence it can be straightforwardl
discovered by a “heavy top” search, the focus will bekbriThe search scenarios are roughly separated
by kinematics, i.e. whethes | v is allowed, and by pattern of quark mixing, i.e. whether dv

is suppressed with respect to the neutral decay mode.

2.4.1.1 Casen p<me+ My

With & ' 1w kinematically forbidden, it was pointed out long ago tha gfhenomenology is rather
rich [433,434], with the possibility of FCNE& ! 1z decay dominance, as well as the bonus that a light
Higgs could be discovered vidd ! ©h [435,436]. This can happen for light enoughwhen vy is
small enough, and has been searched for at the Tevatron.vdgwigheb ! s CP violation indications
are taken seriously, then,y  0:12[437] is not small. Therefore thé ! < channel should be kept
open. In this case, one has 3 scenarios:

1. &’! av dominance — signature efW *w
For vy sizable, the lack of “charm-tagging” methods that alsoatgjamakes this rather difficult.

2. ¥! dv , bz (andkh) comparable — signature ofi * 7z (anddi * kh, oz h)
This can occur fory/go=VaoVewj . 0:005. The measurements on the ! bgandd’ > b
neutral decays [403] can motivate this choice for the CKMrinaiements ratio. The signature
of av *bZ has never been properly studied, but shouldn't be difficutha LHC so long that
K’ ! 1z branching ratio is not overly suppressed. The possible $offinding the Higgs makes
this scenario quite attractive.

3. ! & anddv ,z (andkh) comparable
K’ ! ti cannot be ignored above 230 GeV or so. This scenario is the coasplicated, but
the signature ofiv  * 1z is still quite tantalising. Again, one could also expect ahancement to
Higgs searches. One should not forget thiat “w  should also be considered.

Scenarios 1 and 2 form a continuum, depending oridBR Lz ).

2.4.1.2 Casan P> met+ My

TheX ! i should dominate over all other modes, except when one Issetitewhat restricted by
kinematics whilevp=Vy is very sizable. Therefore the two available scenarios are:
4.9 i — withasignature ofctiv *w ,ordw *w W "W
With four w bosons plus twasjets, the signature could be striking.
50! wu or ¥! W c— withsignature ofi *w 57
The undistinguishability of the first and second family dugain the light jets makes this signature
benefit from the full’ branching ratio. Such a case is investigated in the follgvginbsection.

It should be stressed that the standard sequential gemreiattonsidered, henag andt” masses
should be below 800 GeV from partial wave unitarity consiisi and the mass difference between the
two should be smaller or comparableno, . Scenario 4 and 5 , together with the top-like! 1w
decay, could certainly be studied beyond 500 GeV. With sugh masses, one starts to probe strong
couplings. Whether there is an all-new level of strong dyieani68] related to the Higgs sector and
what the Yukawa couplings would be is also a rather intargsiind different subject.
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Table 4.5: The considered quark mass values and the associated widifhasirproduction cross sections at LHC.

Mas | 250 500 750
(GeV) | 1.00 10° 825 10° 2.79 10°
(pb) 99.8 2:59 025

24.2 A Case Study

If the fourth family is primarily mixing with the first two faities, the dominant decay channels will
bet’! W *sd)and’! W c(). In this case, since the light quark jets are indistinguitdathe
signature will bew *w 55 for both tt°> and K% pair production. According to flavour democracy,
the masses of the new quarks have to be within few GeV of edwr.ofThis is also experimentally
hinted by the value of the parameter’s value which is close to unity [49]. For such aingxboth up
and down type new quarks should be considered together distieguishing betweer’ and’ quarks
with quasi-degenerate masses in a hadron collider seensddlifficult task. Moreover, the tree level
pair production and decay diagrams of the né\guarks are also valid for the€ quark, provided:;u is
replaced bys;d. As the model is not able to predict the masses of the new gutimiee mass values (250,
500 and 750 GeV) are considered as a mass scan. The widtheidfathd t° quarks are proportional to
VuT + VweF and oy + wsF respectively. Current upper limits for corresponding CKNtnix
elements areyp, j< 0:004, 3. i< 0044, ogj< 0:08 and Vwosj< 0:11. For the present case study,
the common value 0.001 is used for all four elements. As tlithsiof the new quarks are much smaller
than 1 GeV, this selection of the new CKM elements has no ibqgpathe calculated cross sections. Table
4.5 gives the cross section for th&f or t°t°production processes which are within 1s% of each other as
expected. For this reason, from this point @twill be considered and the results will be multiplied by
two to cover botht? andi’ cases. Therefore in the final plots, the notatigris used to cover botk’ and
o

To estimate the discovery possibility of the fourth familyagks, the model was implemented into
a well known tree-level generatarpmpHEP 4.3.3 [416]. This tool was used to simulate the pair produc-
tion of ther’quarks at the LHC and their subsequent decay into SM pastidlee QCD scale was set to
the mass of the’ quark under study and the parton distribution function wassen as CTEQ6L1 [131].
The generated events were fed into the ATLAS detector sitimal@and event reconstruction framework,
ATHENA 11.0.41, using the interface prograrayTH 2.0.1 [424]. The partons were hadronisedshyrHTA
6.23 [43] and the detector response was simulated by thsifastation softwareATLFAST [418]. The
decay of the pair produced quarks result in two light jets (originating from the quarksd/or anti-
quarks of the first two SM families) and two bosons. For the final state particles, the hadronic decay
of onew boson and the leptonie;( ) decays of the other one are considered to ease the reodtigttu

The direct background to the signal is from SM events yigjdire same final state particles. These
can originate from all the SM processes which give twg and two non b-tagged jets. The contributions
from same signv  bosons were calculated to be substantially small. Someeoihttirect backgrounds
are also taken into account. These mainly includedtthpair production where the jets from the
decay of the top quark could be mistagged as a light jet. &iipikthe jet associated top quark pair
production €tj! W W * bbj) substantially contributes to the background events apiibguction
cross section is comparable to the pair production and amdymistagged jet would be sufficient to fake
the signal events. The cross section of the next order pspoasnelypp ! tt27, was also calculated
and has been found to be four times smaller than case: therefore it was not further investigated.

The first step of the event selection was the requirement afiglesisolated leptong or ) of
transverse momentum abowe GeV, and at least four jets with transverse momenta abovee®0 The
leptonically decayingi boson was reconstructed by attributing the total missiagaverse momentum
in the event to the lost neutrino, and using the nominal més$kseow as a constraint. The two-fold
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Table 4.6: Efficiencies of the selection criteria, as applied in the eviitsted, for then ,=500 GeV signal and the
SM background.

Criterion \ -Signal (%) -Background (%)
Singlee= , p;, > 15GeV 32 29.1
At least 4 jetsp) > 20GeV 88.3 94.2
Possible neutrino solution 71.3 73.7
m . <200 GeV 63.5 76.0

JJ

ambiguity in the longitudinal direction of the neutrino wesolved by choosing the solution with the
lower neutrino energy. The four-momenta of the third andtfomost energetic jets in the event were
combined to reconstruct the hadronically decayingboson. The invariant mass of the combination
of these jets was required to be less tlzan GeV. The summary of the event selection cuts and their
efficiencies for both signal and background events aradlistdable 4.6 for a quark mass 860 GeV.

The surviving events were used to obtain the invariant magseonew quark. Ther -jet associ-
ation ambiguity was resolved by selecting the combinatiwmg the smallest mass difference between
the two reconstructed quarks in the same event. The redulitee oreconstruction for quark masses of
500 GeV and 750 GeV are shown in Fig. 4.15 together with varisackgrounds for integrated lumi-
nosities of 5 and 10 fi respectively. The bulk of the background in both cases istdugy ! ttg
events as discussed before.

In order to extract the signal significance, an analyticatfion consisting of an exponential term
to represent the background and a Breit-Wigner term to sgpriethe signal resonance was fitted to the
total number of events in the invariant plots of Fig. 4.15baith cases, the fitted function is shown with
the solid line, whereas the background and signal comperaeatplotted with dashed blue and red lines,
respectively. For the case nfy, =500 GeYV, it can be noticed that the signal function extiétem the
fit slightly underestimates the true distribution. Howewesing the same fit functions and with 5 tb
of data, the signal significance is found to be 4.7he significance is calculated after the subtraction
of the estimated background: the integral area around teg-Bfigner peak and its error are a measure
of the expected number of signal events, thus the signalfisignce. A similar study with the higher
mass value of 750 GeV, and with 10 tbof data gives results with a significance of 9.4This analysis
has shown that the fourth family quarks with the studied nvadses can be observed at the LHC with
an integrated luminosity of 10 fb. Although these results were obtained with a fast simutatthe
simplistic approach in the analysis should enhance théaita

2.4.2.1 Other possible Studies

The study ofdv * 1z is a relatively easy one. Due to the cleanness ofzthe “* “ signature, one
does not need to facejet tagging issues, and one can either hiave! jjorw ! ‘ . For the latter,
the offshoot is to search faw * h by aM , scan withz as standard candle. A second effort would be
tw  * 1z, with similar approach as above. Once experience is gainiettingcas wellasv  (relatively
soft leptons or jets, or missingy ), one could also considetiw w , before moving onto the challenge
ofcdi *w . If cjet tagging tools could be developed, it could become otgaruse. Thetin *w
search for heavy’could also be pursued.

3 New Leptons: heavy neutrinos

Models with extended matter multiplets predict additioegdtons, both charged and neutral. While
heavy neutral leptons (neutrinos) can be introduced toaaxphe smallness of the light neutrino masses
in a natural way and the observed baryon asymmetry in thestggy the charged ones are not required
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(right) . The colored solid lines show SM backgrounds fromaas processes, the solid black like represents the
fit to the sum of background and signal events.

by experiment. Here we concentrate on the neutral ones.

Heavy neutrinos with massesy > M , appear in theories with extra dimensions near the TeV
scale and little Higgs models, in much the same way as védikoiguarks, and in left-right models.
For example, in thaimplestLittle Higgs models [438], the matter content belongsto(3) multiplets,
and the SM lepton doublets must be enlarged with one extr&rinew 5 per family. These extra
neutrinos can get a large Dirac mass of the order of the nel@ sca 1 TeV if the model also includes
right-handed neutrinos transforming a8 (3) singlets [439]. This mechanism provides a natural way
of giving masses to the SM neutrinos, and in this framewoekrttixing between the light leptons and
the heavy neutrinos is of orde= 2f, with v = 246 GeV the electroweak VEV. But besides their
appearance in several specific models, heavy Majoranaimesitare often introduced to explain light
neutrino masses via the seesaw mechanism [440-3488gy give contributions to light neutrino masses
m of the ordery >v°=2m y , wherey is a Yukawa coupling. In the minimal seesaw realization iththe
only source for light neutrino masses, and the Yukawa cagplare assumed of order unity without any
particular symmetry. Therefore, havimg Y2v?=2m  requires heavy massesy 10 GeV to
reprodlfjce the observed light neutrino spectrum. Additigntne light-heavy mixing is predicted to be
Voy m =my . IThese ultra-heavy particles are unobservable, and tleusetisaw mechanism is not
directly testable. Nevertheless, non-minimal seesaw sad@ be built, withn 1 TeV or smaller, if
some approximate flavour symmetry suppresses the’°=2m  contribution from seesaw [444—-446).
These models can also provide a successful leptogenesisf¢genstance Refs. [447—-450]). Heavy
neutrinos with masses near the electroweak scale can beqaodt the next generation of colliders
(see Ref. [451] for a review) if their coupling to the SM feoms and gauge bosons is not too small,
or through new non-standard interactions. The most coatieevpoint of view is to assume that heavy
neutrinos are singlets under the SM gauge group and no neraations exist, which constitutes a
“minimal” scenario in this sense. On the other hand, with siremded gauge structure, for example
SU(@2)y, SU((@2x U1y  inmodels with left-right symmetry, additional productipnocesses are
possible, mediated by the new °and/orz “gauge bosons. We will discuss these possibilities in turn.

3This mechanism, with heavy neutrino singlets under the Shgagroup, is often referred to as seesaw type |. Other
possibilities to generate light neutrino masses are todhice a scalar triplet (type |l seesaw, see section 6) ortariggplet
(type I11). In this section, heavy neutrinos are always asstito be SM singlets.
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3.1 Production of heavy neutrino singlets

Heavy neutrino singlets couple to the SM fields through theking with the SM neutrino weak eigen-
states. The Lagrangian terms describing the interactidribeolightest heavy neutrino (in the mass
eigenstate basis) are

Ly = % ‘ VyPLNW +N V,PL'W?Y ;
g .
LZ = E . VIN PLN + N VIN PL A 7
m
L, = gM L VPN + NV, Py . h; (4.12)

W

with N the heavy neutrino mass eigenstate @inthe extended MNS matrix. For Majoramg, the last

terms in thez andh interactions can be rewritten in terms of the conjugate d$iel@hese interactions
determine thel production processes, as well as its decays. The latter @ppen in the channels
N ! w4N ! 7z ,N ! h . The partial widths can be straightforwardly obtained fr&as. (4.4)
neglecting charged lepton and light neutrino masses,

Ww'!w"™)y= w! w )
2 3 4 6
_ 9 my My W
AR AR = i
W N N
2 3 4 6
m M M
p (N ! Z ')Zgij/'Nf—Nz 1 3G+ 2%
128 & M m m
vy NP Z )=2p,MN ! Z 4);
2 3 2 4
g m 5 MS M,
pMN ! h )= —FyuF—2 1 2241
128 M my my
M(N ! hl)=2 D(N ! hl): (413)

The subscripts1 , D refer to Majorana and Dirac heavy neutrinos, respectivaaty] the lepton number
violating (LNV) decayn ! w ‘" is only possible for a Majorana .

In the minimal seesaw the mixing angles; are of orderp m =m (and then of order0 °
or smaller form y > M ), but in models with additional symmetries the light-heawmixing can be
decoupled from mass ratios [452]. Neverthelesg, are experimentally constrained to be small (this
fact has already been used in order to simplify the Lagrangkzove). Defining the quantities

X3 X3
440 140 Vs iVlO = V,N iv‘ON
=1 i=1

(4.14)

(assuming three heavy neutrinos), limits from univergaitd the invisiblez width imply [453, 454]
ce 0:0054; 0:0096 ; 0:016 ; (4.15)

with a 90% confidence level (CL). In the limit of heavy neutrimasses in the TeV range, limits from
lepton flavour violating (LFV) processes require [452]

jeJ 00001; je3j 001; 3§ J 001: (4.16)

Additionally, for heavy Majorana neutrinos there are comists on(vey ;m ) from the non-observation
of neutrinoless double beta decay. These, however, mayduedg.g. if two nearly-degenerate Majo-
rana neutrinos with opposite CP parities form a quasi-Diaagtrino.
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Heavy Dirac or Majorana neutrinos with a significant couplia the electron can be best produced
and seen at* e collidersine"e ! N ,which has alarge cross section and whose backgrounds have
moderate size [455-458]. On the other hand, a Majoramaainly coupled to the muon or tau leptons
is easier to discover at a hadronic machine like LHC, in tloeessg®! w ! ‘"N (plus the charge
conjugate), with subsequent decay ! “‘w ! ‘g’ (Other final states, for instance with decays
N ! Z ,N ! h ,orinthe production procegsso ! z ! N have backgrounds much larger.)
Concentrating ourselves ofit production withn | “w , it is useful to classify the possible signals
according to the mixing and character of the lightest heaytnno:

1. ForaDiraav mixing with only one lepton flavour, the decay ! * w * yieldsa‘* * w * final
state, with a huge SM background.

2. For a DiracN coupled to more than one charged lepton we can also kave < w * with
©g + giving the LFV signal* ©° w *, which has much smaller backgrounds.

3. For a Majoranai , in addition to LNC signals we have LNV ones arising from trezcayN !
‘%W which have small backgrounds too.

In the following we concentrate on the case of a Majoranaoupling to the muon, which is the
situation in which LHC has better discovery prospects thah IThe most interesting signal is [459-462]

rp ! N ! 33; (4.17)

with two same-sign muons in the final state, and at least tigo feM backgrounds to this LNV signal
involve the production of additional leptons, either nawds or charged leptons (which may be missed
by the detector, thus giving the final state in Eq. (4.17))e Titmin onesard W njandWw Znj,
wheren j stands fom = 0;::: additional jets (processes with< 2 are also backgrounds due to the
appearance of extra jets from pile-up). The largest rededibckgrounds arem 5, with semileptonic
decay of thett pair, andw Hmx 5, with leptonicw decay. In these cases, the additional same-sign muon
results from the decay of mor b quark. Only a tiny fraction of such decays produce isolatetns
with sufficiently high transverse momentum but, since thej andw I j cross sections are so large,
these backgrounds are much larger than the two previous okesmportant remark here is that the
corresponding backgroundsnj;w Hnj ! e e X are one order of magnitude larger than the ones
involving muons. The reason is thatecays produce “apparently isolated” electrons more dftan
muons, due to detector effects. A reliable evaluation ofé¢he X background resulting from these
processes seems to require a full simulation of the dete€tiner backgrounds lik& h andZ h are
negligible, with cross sections much smaller than the onesiderediv =zo, W Z, 2 Z, which give

the same final states. Note also that for this heavy neutriasshin -, which is huge, has very different
kinematics and can be eliminated. However,ffof < M the heavy neutrino signal angn 5 are
much alike, and thus this background is the largest and mffisiudt to reduce. Further details can be
found in Ref. [462].

Signals and backgrounds have been generated @sipgen (the implementation imlpgen of
heavy neutrino production is discussed in the Tools chaptévents are passed throughTHIA 6.4
(using the MLM prescription for jet-parton matching [412)] avoid double counting of jet radiation)
and a fast simulation of the ATLAS detector. The pre-seteciriteria used are: (i) two same-sign
isolated muons with pseudorapidityj  2:5 and transverse momentugnlarger than 10 GeV; (ii) no
additional isolated charged leptons nor non-isolated raui) two jets with§ § 25 andp 20
GeV. It should be noted that requiring the absence of ndiatst muons reduces backgrounds involving
7 bosons almost by a factor of two.

It must be emphasised that SM backgrounds are about twosoafenagnitude larger than in
previous estimations in the literature [461]. Backgrouodsnot be significantly suppressed with respect
to the heavy neutrino signal using simple cuts on missingggnand muon-jet separation. Instead, a
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likelihood analysis has been performed [462]. Severalaldeis are crucial in order to distinguish the
signal from the backgrounds:

— The missing momentusp; (the signal does not have neutrinos in the final state).

— The separation between the second muon and the closest jet,;. For backgrounds involving
quarks this separation is rather small.

— The transverse momentum of the two muens, p,?, ordered from higher (;) to lower ( ;) pr.
Backgrounds involving>quarks have one muon with smail .

— Thebtag multiplicity (backgrounds involving quarks often have-tagged jets).
— The invariant mass of,, and the two jets which best reconstruat abosonm

2"

The distribution of these variables is presented in FigéAdlstinguishing three likelihood classes: the
signal, backgrounds with one muon frasdecays and backgrounds with both muons fiorz. decays.
Thebbackground can be suppressedrdiar & 100 GeV, and it is not shown. Additional variables like
jet transverse momenta, the invariant mass, etc. are useful, and included in the aralyssuming a
20% systematic uncertainty in the backgrounds (whichlstifl to be precisely evaluated), and taking the
maximum allowed mixing by low energy data, the followiag discovery limits are found: (i) A heavy
neutrino coupling only to the muon witly ¥ = 0:0096 can be discovered up to masses = 200
GeV, (ii) A heavy neutrino coupling only to the muon withi,, ¥ = 0:0054 can be discovered up to
masses y = 145 GeV. Limits for other masses and mixing scenarios can beddauiRRef. [462].

3.2 Heavy neutrino production fromw  decays

Models with left-right symmetry have an extended gaugecsine SU (2);, SU(2x U (1} ; and,

in addition to three new gauge bosan§ w , (see sections 4 and 5) they introduce three right-handed
neutrinos as partners of the charged leptonsun2); doublets(N .;“)z. The minimal scalar sector
consists of a bi-doublet and two triplets. The measuremfthtecar parameter and present lower bounds
on the masses of the new bosons and their mixing withwthendz imply the hierarchy, (k17 +
*,F)? vz among the VEVs of the bi-doublet ,, and the tripletsy, x . In this situation the neutrino
mass matrix exhibits a seesaw structure, heavy neutrirensigtesy are mostly right-handed and the
following hierarchy is found among the couplings of the tighd heavy neutrinos to the gauge bosons:

() * w and‘N wy are of order unity;’N w and‘ Wy are suppressed.
(i) z andN N zlare of order unity; Nz, NzoNNz and z°are suppressed.

At hadron colliders the procesg’ ! W ! ‘N [463]involves mixing angles of order unity and
only one heavy particle in the final state. The best situgt@ppens whers is lighter thanw , so that
W r can be on its mass shell and the cross section is not supgregssn s-channel propagator either.
This is in sharp contrast with the analysis in the previousssation, in which the procesg”! w !

‘N is suppressed by mixings and the off-shellpropagator.

Heavy neutrino production from on-sheill; decays has been previously described in Ref. [464],
and studied in detail for the ATLAS detector in Ref. [465]. releve summarise the expectations for
the CMS detector [466, 467]. Production cross sections aedydbranching ratios depend on several
parameters of the model. The new coupling constanbf suU (2)z is chosen to be equal tg, , as it
happens.g.in models with spontaneous parity breaking. Mixing betwgange bosons can be safely
neglected. An additional hypothesis is that the right-le@h@KM matrix equals the left-handed one. The
heavy neutrinaN is assumed to be lighter thany (the other two are assumed heavier) and coupling
only to the electron, with a mixing angle of order unity.

For the signal event generation and calculation of crosfoses; PYTHIA 6.227 is used with
CTEQSL parton distribution functions, and the model assiiong mentioned above. The analysis is
focused on th& ; mass region above 1 TeV. The signal cross section, defindwgsaduct of the total
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Fig. 4.16: Several useful variables to discriminate between the heawugrino signal and the backgrounds, as
explained in the text.

W r production cross section times the branching ratior gf decay intoeN , is shown in Fig. 4.17 as
a function ofm  , for severalv x masses. For the value,; . = 2 TeV, the dashed line illustrates the
decrease of the total cross section (due to the smaller hirageatio forw x ! &N ) for the case of
three degenerated heavy neutrinos 5, mixing withe, , respectively. The values, ., = 2 TeV,
my = 500 GeV are selected as a reference point for the detailed asalys

The detection of signal events is studied using the full CM&ctor simulation and reconstruction
chain. For details see Ref. [467]. The analysis proceedsigfiir the following steps:

— Events with 2 isolated electrons are selected (standalatiizn in the tracker is required).

— Events with at least 2 jets are selected. From these jetdwii ones with the maximum, are
chosen.
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Fig. 4.18: Distribution of the invariant mass ga:d for signal events with a heavy neutrino withy = 500 GeV.
The two possible electron assignments are shown. The nizatiah is arbitrary.

— Using the 4-momenta of the signal jet pair and the 4-monmerdfia lepton, the invariant mass
M o5 = m 7" is calculated. Since there are two electrons, the &gcombinations are con-
sidered. This distribution is plotted in Fig. 4.18. The tilove 500 GeV corresponds to a wrong
choice of the electron.

— From the 4-momenta of the jet pair and the electrons, tharigmt mass/ ..j; = M "% is
calculated.

Background is constituted by SM processes giving a leptanph#s jets. The production of a
boson plus jets has a large cross section, about 5 ordersgiitude larger than the signal. In a first
approximation, this process can be simulated witttHIA. This background is suppressed by a cut on
the lepton pair invariant mass .. > 200 GeV. In order to reduce the number of simulated events, it is
required that the transverse momentum is larger than 20 GeV during the simaladnd events with
sufficiently high™ .. are pre-selected at the generator level. Another backgr@itt production with
dileptonicw *w  decay. It has been checked that other decay modes do noibctatsignificantly.

Its cross section is about two orders of magnitude larger tha signal. It must be pointed out that the
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Majorana nature of the heavy neutrino allows to single oaittNV final state with two like-sign leptons.
This does not improve the sensitivity because, althougkdraands are smaller in this case, the signal
is reduced to one half. However, in case of discovery compagivents with leptons having the same
and opposite charges will be an excellent cross check.

For the valuest ;. = 2TeV,my = 500 GeV selected the reconstructsid mass peak is well
visible, though the background is significant (comparabléhe peak height). However, if an invariant
massM .55 > 1 TeV is required, the background under the heavy neutrind jpkeaps dramatically,
resulting in the mass distribution shown in Fig. 4.19 (lefthe reconstructed  mass peak is shown in
Fig. 4.19 (right).
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Fig. 4.19: Left: reconstructed heavy neutrino mass peak includingSlwebackground ( histogram) and back-
ground only (shaded histogram). Right: the same forithe mass peak. In both cases a#j invariant mass
above 1 TeV is required. The integrated luminosity is 30'%b

The discovery potential is calculated using the criterip®d]

|
S = 2( Ng + Npg Ng) 5; (418)

whereN s andN 5 are the numbers of signal and background events respgctiMa discovery limits in
the M y . ;m y ) plane are shown in Figure 4.20, for luminosities of 1, 10 abd3' . After three years
of running at low luminosity (30 fo') this process would allow to discover, andN with masses
up to 3.5 TeV and 2.3 TeV, respectively. Ror, , = 2TeV andm y = 500 GeV discovery could be
possible already after one month of running at low luminosit

The influence of background uncertainties in these ressl@riall since the background itself
is rather small and the discovery region is usually limitgdtie fast drop of the signal cross section
at high ratiosm y =M  , or by the fast drop of efficiency at smally = ; ,. Signal cross section
uncertainties from PDFs have been estimated by takingrdifte®DF sets, finding changes of about 6%
in the discovery region. No change of acceptance has beanvelos Assuming a rather pessimistic
value of 6% as the PDF uncertainty, it is easy to estimate ffgn4.17 that the uncertainty for the upper
boundary of the discovery region is of 2%, and for the lower boundary &f 3%.

3.3 Heavy neutrino pair production

New heavy neutrinos can be produced in pairs by the exchahge schannel neutral gauge boson.
Sincez N N couplings are quadratically suppressedy production is only relevant when mediated by
an extraz “boson. For example, ih; grand unification both new “bosons and heavy neutrinos appear.
If M ,0o> 2my, like-sign dilepton signals fronz ° production and subsequent decay ! NN !
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Fig. 4.20: CMS discovery potential for heavy Majorana neutrinos frem decays for integrated luminosities of
30fb ! (red, outer contour), 10 f(blue, middle) and 1 fb* (green, inner contour).

‘W “ W canbe sizeable. As it has been remarked before, like-slgptdi signals have moderate
(although not negligible) backgrounds. These are furteduced for heavier neutrino masses, when the
charged leptons from the signal are more energetic and bawid can be suppressed demanding a high
transverse momentum for both leptons.

A striking possibility happens when the ne’ boson is leptophobic (see also the next section).
If the newz °does not couple to light charged leptons the direct limivefpp ! z°! “* “ searches
at Tevatron do not apply, and tie’ could be relatively lightM ;0 & 350 GeV. A new leptophobic °
boson in this mass range could lead to like-sign dileptonagyobservable already at Tevatron. For
LHC, the5 sensitivity reaches ;o= 2:5TeV,my = 800 GeV for a luminosity of 30 fb* [468].

To conclude this section a final comment is in order. In thedhheavy neutrino production
processes examined we have considered heavy Majorananosuivhich are singlets under the SM
group (seesaw type I), produced through standard or newatttens. Majorana neutrinos lead to the
relatively clean LNV signature of two like-sign dileptonisyt it should be pointed out that like-sign
dilepton signals arise also in the other seesaw scenanast the single production of doubly charged
scalar triplets (seesaw type Il) [277], and in pair produttdf lepton triplets (seesaw type Ill) [469]. For
this reason, like-sign dileptons constitute an intergsfinal state in which to test seesaw at LHC. Of
course, additional multi-lepton signatures are charastterof type Il (see section 6 for a discussion on
scalar triplets) and type Il seesaw, and they might helpakthe nature of seesaw at LHC.

4 New neutral gauge bosons

Many models beyond the SM introduce new neutral gauge bosggmerically denoted by °. GUTs
with groups larger tharsu (5) always predict the existence of at least angéboson. Their mass is
not necessarily of the order of the unification scale ; ; 10 GeV, but on the contrary, one (or
some) of these extra bosons can be “light”, that is, at the §&le or below. Well-known examples are
E¢ grand unification [59] and left-right models [470] (for rewis see also [340, 471]). Theories with
extra dimensions with gauge bosons propagating in the bellligt an infinite tower of KK excitations

7z ) =z M,z @ ... @)= @), @.... The lightest oneg ), ) can have a mass at the TeV
scale, and a phenomenology similar2d gauge bosons [472, 473]. Little Higgs models enlarge the
SU@)y, U@y symmetry and introduce new gauge bosons as wail, in the littlest Higgs models
based onSU(2) U (1) two new bosong ; , A; appear, with masses expected in the TeV range.

The production mechanisms and decay modeg 0bosons depend on their coupling to SM
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fermions? These couplings are not fixed even within a class of models.ekample, depending on
the breaking pattern of &down to the SM, the lightest °has different couplings to quarks and leptons
or, in other words, quarks and leptons have different )° hypercharges. Three common breaking pat-
terns are labeled as, and , and the corresponding “lightZ®asz °, z °, z °. Thus, the constraints on
z “bosons, as well as the discovery potential for future cetlidrefer to particular. °models.

Present limits orz “bosons result from precise measurements at.tpele and above at LEP, and
from the non-observation at Tevatran.pole measurements constrain the z°mixing, which would
induce deviations in the fermion couplings to the For most popular models the mixing is required
to be of order of few10 * [340] (as emphasised above, limits depend on the valuesnasstor thez °
couplings). Measurements above theole in fermion pair andi *w  production set constraints on
the mass and mixing of the’ The non-observation at Tevatronim;dd ! z°%! ‘" sets lower
bounds oM ;0. For most common models they are of the ordev@f 800 GeV [474], with an obvious
dependence on the values assumed for the couplingtgquarks and charged leptons. LHC will explore
the multi-TeV mass region and might discover awith very small luminosity, for masses of the order
of 1 TeV. Below we summarise the prospects for “generi¢bosons (for example those arising i E
and left-right models), which couple to quarks and leptonithaut any particular suppression. In this
caseju;dd ! z9! ete ; *  gives very clean signals and has an excellent sensitivisgsoch for
z "bosons [475-478]. Then we examine the situation when leppoplings are suppressed, in which
case other. “decay channels must be explored.

4.1 7 °bosons in the dilepton channel
4.1.1 Discovery potential

The dilepton decay channel provides a clean signaturezdfmson. The presence of this heavy particle
would be detected by the observation of a resonance peale idilpton mass spectrum over the SM
background, the largest one coming from the Drell-Yan pgsegg! =z ! “ ‘ . Reducible back-
grounds like QCD jets and-jets can be suppressed mainly by applying isolation cutsreguirements
on the energy deposited in the hadronic calorimeter. Thibustrated in Fig. 4.21 for KK excitations
of thez= and a “reference’z?, (sometimes denoted as’,, as well) with the same couplings as
thez, inthee" e decay channel. These distributions have been obtainedaiih simulation of the
CMS detector. More details of the analyses can be found in [R&9] for thee' ¢ channel and in
Refs. [480,481] forthe =  channel.

The discovery potential is obtained using likelihood estions [298] suited for small event sam-
ples. Thee"e and *  channels provide similar results, with some advantage:fer at lowerz °
masses. A comparison between both is given in Fig. 4.22 ®ithz ° and the reference {, . For
masses of 1 TeV, a luminosity of 0.1 fb would suffice to discover the ° bosons in most commonly
used scenarios, such as, z °, z ° mentioned above, left-right models and KK''= ), For a lumi-
nosity of 30 fb!, 5 significance inthe" e channel can be achieved for masses ranging watdeV
(z% and 5.5 TeV ¢ = (1)), ATLAS studies obtain a similar sensitivity [482]. Thetical uncertain-
ties result from the poor knowledge of PDFs in the highnd highg ? domain, and from higher-order
QCD and EW corrections (K factors), and they amourttdto 20%. Nevertheless, measurements of real
data outside the mass peak regions will reduce this unogyttd a large extent.

4.1.2 z %andimplications on new physics

Once a new resonance decayingtd (‘= e; )isfound, information about the underlying theory can
be extracted with the study of angular distributions andvasgtries. The first step is the determination

“Decays to new fermions and bosons, if any, are also possibladwally ignored in most analyses. When included they
decrease the branching ratio to SM fermions, and then thegrlthe signal cross sections and discovery potential in the
standard modes.
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of the particle spin, what can be done with the help of thalistribution in the‘* * rest frame [483].
Let us denote by the angle between the final and the initial quark. The cos  distribution is
obviously flat for a scalar particle. For a spin-1 particle ¢ or z9) it is given by

d 3
— = [+ cog 1+ Apgcos ( ;2;27°); (4.19)
dcos 8

where the coefficient of theos term A g depends on the ° couplings to quarks and leptons. (The
cos forward-backward asymmetry is equal to this coefficientpdezour choice of notation.) For a
spin-2 gravitonc the corresponding distribution is

d 5 5

T~ gl 3a@d (g dgos’ T G): (4.20)

®In pp collisions the quark direction is experimentally ambigsdiecause the quark can originate from either proton with
equal probability. The sign ambiguity itos  can be resolved assuming that the overall motion of‘the system is in the
direction of the initial quark (what gives a good estimatimtause the fraction of proton momentum carried by quaresgsr
in average) and taking into account the probability for admg” choice. Additionally, the transverse momenta of treming
partons is not known, and it is generally believed that optirasults are achieved by using the Collins-Soper angle[484]
as the estimation for .



The constants, and , are the relative contributions of the two processes in wigicvitons can be
producedgg ! G andgg ! G, which are fixed for a given mass; and depend on the PDFs. The
method in Ref. [483] uses only the even terms in¢he  distribution (thus avoiding the dependence
on thez °model and thecos  sign ambiguity). It has been applied to the dimuon decay rwilaim
Ref. [485]. Figure 4.23 shows thes distributions for a 3 TeV graviton arz®. Both distributions are
rather different, and the two spin hypotheses can be dighgd already with a relative small number of
events. Table 4.7 contains, for different masses and augipirameters(cross sections are proportional
to +7), the integrated luminosity required to discriminate & th level between the spin-1 and spin-2
hypotheses. The cross sections fdthosons are assumed to be equal to the ones for gravitonsheith t
given masses angvalues. In the five cases the required signal is in the raAge 200 events, and larger
for a larger numben 5 of background events as one may expect. Since the produntims sections
fall steeply with the mass, the integrated luminosity reegiifor spin discrimination increases with
(and decreases for large). Distinguishing from the spin-0 hypothesis (a flat digitibn) is harder, and
requires significantly more events than discriminatingisbfrom spin 1, as discussed in Ref. [483].

| 2000 Gev Graviton (PYTHIA) | [ 3000GevzZ (PYTHIA) |
¥2 / nat : = %21 ndf '
N x2In 52.41 /38 rES M 65.13/ 39
10 qaq 47.66 = 1.28 | Spin1 3217+ 0.45
g9 60.58 = 1.31 |
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Fig. 4.23: Angular distributions for a 3 TeV graviton (left) arrd® boson (right) in the dimuon decay channel. Open
histograms correspond to generated-level data, whileucetbhistograms show events after full CMS detector
simulation and reconstruction. Theoretical fits to Montel@data are overlayed.

Table 4.7: Number of signal events s required to discriminate at the 2level between the spin-1 and spin-2
hypotheses, in the presencerdf background events (see the text). From full CMS detectoukition.

M (TeV) ¢ L(b?!) Ng Ng
1.0 0.01 50 200 87
1.0 0.02 10 146 16
15 0.02 90 174 41
3.0 0.05 1200 154 22
3.0 0.10 290 154 22

It should be remarked that, apart from the direct spin deteation, az °and a graviton can be
distinguished by their decay modes. Indeed, the latter eanydto , and the discovery significance in
this final state is equal or better than in the electron andmuh@nnels. On the contrary,’ ! does
not happen at the tree level.

The variousz “models are characterised by different parity-violatmgcouplings to quarks and
leptons, reflected in different coefficients of the lineas term in Eq. (4.19). This coefficient can be
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measured with a technique described in Ref. [481] for theudimdecay channeh -5 is extracted using

an unbinned maximum likelihood fit to events in a suitabledein around the * invariant mass
peak. The fit is based on a probability density function duilin several observables, includings .

(as an estimation of the tru@s ). The values obtained fargg are shown in Fig. 4.24 for six different

z “models: thez °, z° and z ° from E; unification, a left-right model (LRM) [470], an “alternaév
left-right model” (ALRM) [486] and the “benchmark? J,,. With an integrated luminosity of 400 fb

at CMS, one can distinguish between eithez @or z 2, 5, and one of the four other models with a
significance level above 3up to az “mass between 2 and 2.7 TeV. One can distinguish among the four
other models uptel ;o= 1 15 TeV, whereagy, gy andz ? are indistinguishable far ;o0 > 1 TeV.
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Fig. 4.24: Theoretical values S3""* (dotted lines and asterisks) and reconstructed valjgs (triangles) of the
A g coefficient in Eq. (4.19), obtained for different modelsgske text), withm ;o = 1 TeV (left) andM ;0 =3
TeV (right). The solid vertical lines are halfway betweer #ujacent values af<2'"*. The error bars on the &=
triangles show the error scaled to 10 fb* (forM ;o = 1 TeV) and 400fb ! (forM ;. = 3 TeV). Obtained from
CMS full detector simulation.

Additional observables, like rapidity distributions [483r the off-peak asymmetries [488] can
be used to further discriminate betweefimodels. We finally point out that in specific models the
boson may have other characteristic decay channels, whadtdvthen identify the underlying theory or
provide hints towards it. One such example is the decaya; ! Zhin little Higgs models [489],
which could be observable [409]. Contrarily, i models from GUTs this decay would be generically
suppressed by the small  z°mixing, and is unlikely to happen.

4.1.3 7 %and fermion masses

In models which address fermion mass generation, one canstgpaurther and try to relate fermion
masses with other model parameters. This is the case, fanices, of extensions of the RS [138] sce-
nario, where the SM fields (except the Higgs boson) are predhts bulk fields. If the SM fermions
acquire various localisations along the extra dimensiogy provide an interpretation for the large mass
hierarchies among the different flavours. Within the frarognof the RS model with bulk matter, col-
lider phenomenology and flavour physics are interestingiynected: the effective 4-dimensional cou-
plings between KK gauge boson modes and SM fermions deperiermion localisations along the
extra dimension, which are fixed (non-uniquely) by fermioasse$. Here we test the observability of
KK excitations of the photon and boson at LHC in the electron channeh | ™=z @) 1 &'e .

5Fermion masses are determined up to a global factor by thedarlocalisations (which generate the large hierarchiss)
well as by3 3 matrices in flavour space with entries of order unity. Thée, relation between masses and couplings is not
unique, but involves additional parameters (féur 3 matrices).



Previous estimations for RS models are given in Ref. [14Bfeun the simplificating assumption of a
universal fermion location.

The fit of EW precision data typically imposes the bound x & 10 TeV [145, 148]. However,
if the EW gauge symmetry is enlarged $» (2), SU (2 U (1x [425], agreement of the S, T
parameters is possible for x x & 3 TeV. The localisation of thet;, ;I ) doublet towards the TeV
brane (necessary to generate the large top quark massxicighei generates deviations in they, b,
coupling (see also the next subsection), what can be aveidhda O (3) custodial symmetry [428].
In the example presented here, the SM quark doublets aredslathén bidoublets2;2),_5 under the
above EW symmetry, as proposed in [428] and in contrast with R25]. Motivated by having gauge
representations symmetric between the quark and leptdorséee lepton doublets are embedded into
bidoublets(2;2),. This guarantees that there are no maodifications ofthe’;, couplings.

The simulation ofz @)= @) production [490] is obtained after implementing the newcesses
in PYTHIA. Onlyn = 0;1;2 are considered, since the contributions of KK excitatioithw 3 are not
significant. The cross section depends on the fermion katatins which are clearly model-dependent.
In Fig. 4.25 we show the" e invariant mass distribution for two different fermion Idisation scenarios
labelled as A and B (see Ref. [491]), both with: x = 3 TeV. These scenarios are in agreement with
all present data on quark and lepton masses and mixings, [#91fje minimal SM extension where
neutrinos have Dirac masses. Furthermore, for both setspgr@desses are below the experimental limit
if M xx & 1TeV.In Fig. 4.25 we observe that the signal can be easilyaetdd from the physical SM
background, as an excess of Drell-Yan events compared t8Nhexpectation.
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Fig. 4.25: Distribution of thee' e invariant mass for. ®’= @) production in two scenarios (A and B) for the
fermion localisations and the SM background. The numberehts corresponds to an integrated luminosity of
96.6 fb 1.

4.2 7 %in hadronic channels

7. "bosons with suppressed coupling to leptons (“leptophobi¢hadrophilic’) have theoretical interest
on their own. They were first introduced some time ago [492}48 a purely phenomenological basis,
in an attempt to explain reportetts and2:5 deviations inRy, andRr ., respectively, observed by the
LEP experiments at the pole. In order to accommodate these deviations withoutlisgoihe good
agreement for the leptonic sector, thécouplings tan, cwere required to be much larger than those to
charged leptons, so that the deviations inzh&, z cccouplings induced by a small  z°mixing were
significant for quarks but not for charged leptons. As a bethesintroduction of leptophobiz °bosons
seemed to explain an apparent excess of jet events at large/éirse momenta measured by CDF.

With more statistics available the deviationsRip, R . have disappeared, and SM predictions are



now in good agreement with experiment. Nevertheless;7a discrepancy ima 2z has remained until
now. This deviation might well be due to some uncontrollestsmatic error. But, if one accepts theg
measurement, explaining it with new physics contributiafile keeping the good agreement for, is
quite hard. One possibility has recently arised in the cdanté RS models, where the introduction of
a custodial symmetry [428] protects they, b, coupling from corrections due to mixing with tiet*).

Z kx bz, is allowed to receive a new contribution from mixing, whimbuld explain the anomaly in2., .
Alternatively, one may allow deviations iy, Iy, andZ kx Iz , chosen so as to fit the experimental values
of R, anda 25 [495]. The newz ) state has a mass @f 3 TeV and suppressed couplings to charged
leptons. Hence, it can be produced at LHC but mainly decagsidnk-antiquark pairs. Leptophobic’
bosons can also appear in grand unified theories;4476, 496].

Studies of the CMS sensitivity to narrow resonances in tfet final states have been performed
[497]. Experimental searches in the dijet channel are ehglhg because of the large QCD background
and the limited dijet mass resolution. All new particleshwdt natural width significantly smaller than
the measured dijet mass resolution should all appear agtndgss resonance of the same line shape
in the detector. Thus, a generic analysis search has beefoded to extract cross section sensitivities,
which are compared to the expected cross sections fronrefifenodels (excited quarks, axigluons,
colorons,E 4 diquarks, color octet technirhog, © z © and RS gravitons), to determine the mass range
for which we expect to be able to discover or exclude theseetsaaf dijet resonances. The size of the
cross section is a determining factor in whether the modelbzadiscovered, as illustrated in Fig. 4.26
for a sequentiak 2, and other new states. For a luminosity of 10*ftthe z §,, signal is about one
order of magnitude below the discovery limit for all the mass range, and a discovery ispuassible.
Conversely, if agreement is found with the SM expectatiof,, masses between 2.1 and 2.5 TeV can
be excluded (see Fig. 4.26).
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Fig. 4.26: 5 discovery limits (circles) and 95% upper bounds (squarasjdsonances decaying to two jets, as
a function of their mass. The luminosity is of 10 fband a full simulation of the CMS detector is used. The
predictions of several models are also shown.

For resonances decaying topreliminary studies have been performed in Ref. [498]. VZifi0
fo 1, a500 GeV resonance could be discovered for a cross seirtiading branching ratio tet) of 1.5
pb. For masses of 1 TeV and 3 TeV, the necessary signal crassrseare 650 and 11 fb, respectively.

5 New charged gauge bosons

Extensions of the SM gauge group including an additiagtali2) factor imply the existence of new
bosonsii * (as well as an extra ° boson, whose phenomenology has been described in the psevio
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section). Two well-known examples are left-right modelswhich the electroweak gauge group is
SU (2), SU(2) U (1), and littlest Higgs models (those with gro@U2) U (1¥). As for the neutral
case, the interactions of new °bosons depend on the specific model considered. For exaim édt-
right models the new charged bosons (commonly denoted:gshave purely right-handed couplings to
fermions, whereas in littlest Higgs models they are purefirthanded, as the ordinary boson. Low-
energy limits are correspondingly different. In the fornecase the kaon mass difference sets a limit on
thew . mass of the order of two TeV [499]. This stringent limit is divean enhancement of the “LR”
box diagram contribution involvingg andw z exchange [500], compared to the “LL’ exchange of two
charged bosons with left-handed couplings. On the othed harlittle Higgs models (especially in its
minimal versions like the littlest Higgs model) precisiolea@roweak data are quite constraining, and
require thew “masses to be of the order of several TeV [501,502].

5.1 Discovery potential

Most studies for “discovery potential have focused omw &boson with SM-like couplings to fermions
andw 7 ,W h decays suppressed. The present direct limit from Tevatran,i. > 965 GeV with 95%
CL [503]. Previous ATLAS studies have shown that &boson could be observed in the leptonic decay
channelw °! “ ., ‘= ;e ifit has a mass up to 6 TeV with 100 fb of integrated luminosity [504].
For CMS the expectations are similar [505]. Here the possielection of & “signal in the muon decay
channel is investigated, focusing on masses in the range2:5 TeV and using the full simulation of the
ATLAS detector. The signal has been generated witliHIA using CTEQG6L structure functions. The
resulting cross sections times branching ratio, as welhasit°width for various masses, are given in
Table 4.8 (left). Ther “can be identified as a smeared Jacobian peak in the transwassedistribution,
built with the muon transverse momentum and the transveissimg energgor. Figure 4.27 shows the
smearing of the edge after full simulation of the ATLAS détec

Table 4.8: Left: expected cross section times branching ratio fomth! signal, and total °width. Right:
cross section times branching ratio for the main backgrapndcesses.

Signal:pp | 1 © 1 L x SM Background processes BR (nb)

‘pp ! ! ' '
my o (TeV) BR(pb) .. (GeV) PRl oWl t X 15

1.0 3.04 347 pp oW ! +x 26

15 0.57 52.6 ppl 2l X L5

2'0 0'15 70'5 po! 2! o+ X 0.25

2'5 0'047 88'5 pp! tt! WHi b! 1:+X 0.46

' ' ' QCD (all di-jet processes) 5 160

In addition to the signal, there are contributions from tlgiaus SM backgrounds originating
from the processes given in Table 4.8 (right). Tthebackground is irreducible, but all the other back-
grounds can be reduced applying the appropriate selectioriable 4.9 the selection cuts used for the
background rejection are shown.

The main signature of the signal is the presence of an emergebn together with a significant
missing transverse momentum in the event. When searchingo® with mass of 1 TeV or heavier,
events that contain at least one reconstructed muongwith 100 GeV and missing transverse momen-
tumepr > 50 GeV are selected. These cuts mainly eliminatetttigackground, which tends to have less
energetic muons, arg production, which in general does not have significant mggnergy. Muons
coming fromw °decays are isolatedg. they do not belong to a jet. Isolated muons are identified by
requiring that the calorimetric energy deposited insidedtference of a small and a bigger cone around
the muon track is less thaml;  EX; < 10 GeV, where the cones ‘01’ and ‘02’ are determined, re-

cal
spectively, as the ones which have = 0:1;02. This double cone strategy is adopted because muons
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Fig. 4.27:Generated and reconstructed transverse mass distridatiarsimulated 1 TeW ° before any detector
effects and after full simulation of the ATLAS detector.

from w °decays are very energetic and therefore can have signifiabmost collinear radiation. Fig-
ure 4.28 shows the distribution of calorimetric energy eamd in the difference of the two cones for
both signal and background. It is evident that the aboveeauiiges mainly thet background. Events
with exactly one isolated muon are selectedbackground events contain mostly two isolated muons,
except for the cases where one of the muons lies in a regi@ideuthe muon spectrometef (> 2:7)

or is not reconstructed. These cases account for aboutOheof the high masg events and remain
as irreducible background. QCD amtbackgrounds contain in most cases non-isolated muons gomin
from jets. In order to eliminate the QCD di-jet backgroundjieh contains one jet misidentified as a
muon, events with additional high energy jets, with > 200 GeV, are rejected (JetVeto). Theback-
ground is further reduced by applyingtget veto cut (in ATLAS the jet tagging is done for jets with
pr > 15 GeV). Muons coming from cosmic rays akdlecays are rejected with track quality criteria,
what ensures that the muon track is well reconstructed. ifigaty, cuts are applied on the? probabil-

ity over the number of degrees of freedom and the transvgrsad longitudinalz, perigee parameters:
Prob( 4)=D oF > 0001, do= (d o)< 10, zg < 300 mm.

Table 4.9: Cross-section times branching ratio to muons and relaffigi@ncies after each cut. The cuts corre-
spond to: (1)or > 100 GeV andp: > 50 GeV; (2)rjet Veto; (3) JetVeto; (4) muon isolation and quality.

1Tevw © 2TeVw © w (off-shell) t 7 (off-shell)
cut| (pb) eff(%)| (pb) eff(%)| (pb) eff(%)| (pb) eff (%) (pb) eff (%)
2.52 82.8 0.126 84.0 2.04 74.4 8.878 1.93 0.251 9.89
2.45 80.7 0.122 814 1.99 72.9 1.610 0.35 0.244 9.62
1
6

2.23 73.3 0.104 694 1.95 71.1 0.966 0.2 0.237 9.34
2.18 71.6 0.101 67.3 1901 69.§ 0.736 0.1 0.232 9.15

A WNPE

After the application of all the signal separation requiests the transverse mass distribution,
shown in Fig. 4.29, has been statistically analysed to dweter the significance of the discovery. First,
for eachiw °mass the transverse mass interval which gives the besweiscsignificance is determined.
The corresponding number of signal and background eventé(fdb ! are presented in Table 4.10.
The minimum luminosity to have & significant discovery is also calculated and shown in Taklé 4
The significance is calculated assuming Poisson statistibe errors in the luminosity correspond to
a 5% systematic uncertainty in the signal (mainly due to theataon of PDF’s) and 0% systematic

121



Events
Events

10*

104 —
1TeV W' - pv Entries 7024 2TeV W' - pv Entries 10311
10° 100
10° ;
10 3
: ﬂw i ﬂ”ﬂﬁmﬂmqu X Ao sorllapno Jul
3 )

30 40 50 60 70 100
02 01 02 01
EZ-E” (GeV) E2-EY, (GeV)

cal

} T Entries 33282 tf Entries 52688
10 10°
10° 3
10% E
10 3
' ﬂwﬂu—l [onllgalnd
60 80 90  10C

30 40 50 60 70 80 100 0 10 20 30 40 50
02 01 02 01
E2-EY (GeV) EZ-E”, (GeV)

cal

10C

Events

Fig. 4.28: Distribution of calorimetric energy contained in the difface of two cones withR = 0:1 and
R = 02for both signal and background events.

uncertainty in the background (due to several differenttidoumtions). The uncertainties in the NLO
corrections K factors) are expected to influence both the signal and thikegbaend in a similar way.
The experimental systematic uncertainties are expected teduced only after the first data taking using
the control samples af andw events. A control sample will also be formed in the trans¥arsmss
region between 200 and 400 GeV, which will provide the finaahfor the systematic uncertainties
collectively, concerning the scale as well as the shapeeob#tkground.

Table 4.10: Number of signal and background events expected for 16 fif integrated luminosity, for various
W “masses. The best search windows in the transverse magsutistr (1 ; ) are also shown.

My o 1.0 TeV 1.5 TeV 2.0TeV 2.5TeV
M ¢ (TeV) 06 17 09 20 12 28 16 32
Signal Events 15753 787 3059 153 603 30 225 11
SM Background Events 469 94 76 15 225 15 3

Aneww “boson with SM-like couplings to fermions can be discoveréith ow integrated lumi-
nosity during the initial LHC running. With 0.3 f integrated luminosity, & °can be discovered in
the ATLAS experiment with a mass up to 2.5 TeV. Imposing thditamhal requirement of observing at
least 10 candidate signal events would rise the minimumrosity to 0.5 fb* .

The present study so far has been performed without pileagipcavern background conditions.
Both these conditions are not expected to affect much thdtsesince the initial run will be at very
low luminosity and moreover the majority of the muons of tiignal concentrate in the barrel region.
Nevertheless, studies for the fake reconstruction witth lotds of background are under way.
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Fig. 4.29: Transverse mass distribution of the SM background @ntsignals corresponding to differemt °
masses, plotted on top of the background for an integratadhiosity of 10 fb *.

Table 4.11: Minimum luminosity required in order to havesa discovery for variousi °massesN s, N stand
for the number of signal and background events, respegtméhin the optimal transverse mass window.

My o(TeV) Luminosity (pb') Ng Ng

1.0 30 03 4.7 0.14
15 146 14 45 011
2.0 84 9 51 0.18
2.5 283 31 6.4 042

Finally, we point out that the experimental resolution fouans withp; ranging from 0.5 to
1 TeVis abouts 10%, giving an experimental width larger than the intrinsic thidshown in Table
4.8 (left). Therefore no further attempt has been made forahinating the underlying theory based on
thew °width. However, following thev °discovery, the muonic decay channel could provide valuable
information concerning the FB asymmetry, which in turn cbik used to discriminate between various
theoretical models.

6 New scalars

Additional scalars appear in theories beyond the SM to sebree of the problems presented in the
introduction. A selection of these models and their goads ar

— 2 Higgs Doublet models: explain the origins of the CP asyinme
— Little Higgs models: solve the hierarchy problem
— Babu-Zee model: explain the sources of the neutrino méfesatices

The 2 Higgs Doublet Model (2HDM) contains two Higgs fieldsedn give mass to SM gauge
bosons and the other one remaining with CP violating tern®][5 The additional 2 neutral Higgs
particles aim to solve the strong CP problem and explain bisewed baryon asymmetry of the universe
with minimum impact to the SM. Such a model can be easily inyated at LHC via either direct
observation of the non-SM Higgs particles or indirectly tha enhancement to the FCNC Higgs decays
involving the top quark. The details of such a discovery ahgassible discrimination between the
models can be found in chapter 2.3.2.

1922



Little Higgs models [390, 394, 395] aim to solve the hiergrgmoblem arising from the rather
large loop corrections to the tree level Higgs mass, witlioyosing a symmetry between fermions and
bosons. Instead, the unwanted contributions from the laopsemoved via the same spin counterparts
of the involved SM particles: top quark, W and Z bosons andHiggs itself. The coupling coefficients
of these predicted particles are connected to their SM eopaits via the symmetries of the larger group
embedding the SM gauge group. Depending on the selectioneoémbedding group, these models
predict a variety of new particles. Additional charge +2{f&arks (studied in subsection 2.1), a number of
spin 1 bosons and a number of scalars, with masses less thaan@d,10 TeV respectively. The smallest
of these symmetry groups defines the Littlest Higgs modethvpredicts three nearly degenerate scalar
particles with charges 2, 1 and 0. Experimentally, the dpgblarged scalar is the most appealing one,
since its manifestation would be two like-sign leptongiobosons when produced singly [277,409,507],
or two like-sign lepton pairs with equal invariant mass wipeaduced in pairs [279, 409, 508]. More
generally, scalar triplets appear in various type |1l seessmels. For scalar triplets in supersymmetric
models see chapter 3.5.

The Babu-Zee model, independently proposed by Zee [509]Baiml [510], proposes a par-
ticular radiative mass generation mechanism. This meshamnight help understanding the origin
of neutrino masses and mixing angles which are firmly establl by the neutrino oscillation exper-
iments [511-514]. The model introduces two new chargedassal andk**, both singlets under
SU (2),, which couple only to leptons. Neutrino masses in this madek at the two-loop level. Since
present experimental neutrino data requires at least omgime to have a mass of the order@f(0:05)
eV [200] an estimation for the value of neutrino masses imtloelel indicates that for couplingsand
h of ordero (1) (see Eq. (4.30)) the new scalars should have masses in thedan:1 1) TeV (see
ref. [515]). The model is therefore potentially testable¢hat LHC.

6.1 Scalar triplet seesaw models

An important open issue to be addressed in the context lef liggs models [390, 394, 395] is the origin
of neutrino masses [439, 516,517]. A neutrino mass gemaratiechanism which naturally occurs in
these models is type Il seesaw [272,518,519], which em@egslar with the SI®);, U (1) quantum
numbers (3;2). The existence of such a multiplet in some little Higgs med8B5, 520] is a
direct consequence of the glob8lU(2) U (1)3 symmetry breaking which makes the SM Higgs light.
Although is predicted to be heavier than the SM Higgs boson, the Hitgys philosophy implies that
its mass could be of order (1) TeV. Due to its specific quantum numbers the triplet Higgsobaznly
couples to the left-chiral lepton doublets  (2; 1),i= e; ; , via Yukawa interactions given by

L = ZILE ZYij( )g_.-i- h.C.,‘ (421)

wherey ;; are Majorana Yukawa couplings. The interactions in Eq.1(¢i2duce LFV decays of charged
leptons which have not been observed. The most stringerstredmt on the Yukawa couplings comes
from the upper limit on the tree-level decay! eee[277,521]

YeeYe <3 10° M -.=TeV)?; (4.22)

withM .. the mass of the doubly charged scalar, constrained by diexettron searches to be . -
136 GeV [522,523]. Experimental bounds on the tau Yukawa coggliare much less stringent.

According to Eq. (4.21), the neutral component of the ttiptiggs boson ° couples to left-
handed neutrinos. When it aquires a VEV, it induces nonzero neutrino masses given by the mass
matrix

(m )j_j = YijV . (423)

We assume that the smallness of neutrino masses is due tontimess ofv :In this work the tau
Yukawa coupling istakentobe = 0:01, and the rest of couplings are scaled accordingly. In paei¢c
hierarchical neutrino masses imply. ;Y. Y , consistent with present experimental bounds.
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In this framework there is a possibility to perform direcstte of the neutrino mass generation
mechanism at LHC, via pair production and subsequent dexfasgalar triplets. Here the Drell-Yan pair
production of the doubly charged component

pp! 7 (4.24)

is studied, followed by leptonic decays [277, 279, 508, B2%}. Notice that in this process (i) the
production cross section only dependsion . . and known SM parameters; (ii) the smallnessvof

in this scenario, due to the smallness of neutrino massqdjesnthat decays ** ! w *w * are
negligible; (iii) the ** leptonic decay branching fractions do not depend on thedfizhe Yukawa
couplings but only on their ratios, which are known from miaat oscillation experiments. For normal
hierarchy of neutrino masses and a very small value of theds neutrino mass, the triplet seesaw
model predicts BR ** ! tyr BR( T oty BR( Yt * *) r 1=3. This
scenario is testable at LHC experiments.

The production of the doubly-charged scalar has been imgtésal in theeYTHIA Monte Carlo
generator [43]. Final and initial state interactions andrbaisation have been taken into account. Four-
lepton backgrounds with high; leptons arise from three SM processes: ttz andz z production.
PYTHTIA has been used to generateaandz 7z background, whilecompHEP was used to generate the
background via it®YTHIA interface [416,424]. CTEQSL parton distribution functiohave been used.
Additional four-lepton backgrounds exist involvingquarks in the final state, for examplg; produc-
tion. Charged leptons from such processes are very softthesé backgrounds can be eliminated [57].
Possible background processes from physics beyond the &Rbarconsidered.

A clear experimental signature is obtained from the peal@ibvariant mass of two like-sign

muons and/or tau leptons:
) +p. ) (4.25)

(m ,

wl T (p'l

wherepl1 ., are the four-momenta of two like-sign leptons, “, . Since like-sign leptons originate from
decay of a doubly charged Higgs boson, their invariant mas&garound ,,, = M in the case
of the signal. The four-muon final state allows to obtain i@t masses directly from Eq. (4.25). In

channels involving one or several tau leptons, which are sse -jets or secondary muons (marked as
“below), the momenta of the latter has to be corrected acuptdi the equation system

p, = }Eil@jeti: 0; (4.26)
oor = (P i)T 7 (427)
mi;, = m.,.,; (4.28)

whereicounts leptons, (g, )r is the vector of transverse momentum of the produced nesiist is
the vector of missing transverse momentum (measured byetieetr) and:; > 1 are positive constants.
Eq. (4.26) describes the standard approximation that theldcay products of a highly boostedare
collinear. Eq. (4.27) assumes missing transverse enetgytawhe comprised of neutrinos from decays.

In general, it is not a high-handed simplification, becabseother neutrinos in the event are much less
energetic and the detector error in missing energy is orflenagnitude smaller [3]. Using the first
two equations it is possible to reconstruct up to twdeptons per event. The additional requirement of

Eq. (4.28) allows to reconstruct a third although very small measurement errors are needed.

A clear signal extraction from the SM background can be agilaising a set of selection rules
imposed on a reconstructed event in the following order:

— S1 events with at least two positive and two negative muon®wr \yhich havej j< 24 and
pr > 5GeV are selected.
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— S2 The scalar sum of transverse momenta of the two most enemebns or jets has to be
larger than a certain value (depending on the" mass range studied).

— S3 If the invariant mass of a pair of opposite charge muons @&ts is close to the boson mass
(85 95GeV), then the particles are eliminated from the analysis.

— S4 as are produced in pairs, their reconstructed invariant mabksge to be equal (in each
event). The condition
08<mi’=m,., <12: (4.29)

12

has been used. If the invariant masses are in this range tibgrate included in the histograms,
otherwise it is assumed that some muon may originate frodecay, and it is attempted to find
corrections to their momenta according to the method desdrabove.

An example of invariant mass distribution after applyingestion rules is shown in Fig. 4.30 for
M .. = 500 GeV. A tabulated example is given for .. = 200, 500 and 800 GeV in Table 6.1,
corresponding to a luminosity = 30 fb *. The strength of the S2 cut is clearly visible: almost no
decrease in signal while the number of the background edasisends close to its final minimum value.
A peculiar behavior of S4 — reducing the background, whioahcreasing the signal in its peak — is
the effect of applying the ! “correction method described above.
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Fig. 4.30: Distribution of invariant masses of like-sign pairs aftppying selection rules (S1-S4) for scalar mass
M .. = 500 GeV and the SM background (L=30 fb). The histogram in the right panel is a zoom of the left
histogram to illustrate the effects of the selection rul2s&4.

As it is seen in Table 6.1, the SM background can be pragiigiiminated. In such an unusual
situation the log-likelihood ratio (LLR) statistical metth [127, 528] has been used to determine the
5 discovery potential, demanding a significance larger thamn 95% of “hypothetical experiments”,
generated using a Poisson distribution. With this criterio* * up to 300 GeV can be discovered in the
firstyear of LHC . = 1fb 1) and ** upto 800 GeV can be discovered for the integrated luminosity
L = 30fb . Therefore the origin of neutrino mass can possibly be tirg¢ested at LHC.

6.2 The discovery potential of the Babu-Zee model
The new charged scalars of the model introduce new gauggdnv&ukawa interactions, namely

L=f ;@™ crih' +hn® (fce k't + he: (4.30)

Here, 1. are the standard model (left-handed) lepton doublethie charged lepton singlets,; are
generation indices and; is the completely antisymmetric tensor. Note thas antisymmetric whilen°
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Table 4.12: Effectiveness of the selection rules for the backgroundsagidal. All event numbers in the table are
normalized for. = 30fb . The numbers in brackets mark errors at 95% confidence levéldisson statistics.

The signal increases after S4 due to the reconstructed °decays.

Process N of like-sign pairs
N of | S1 | S2 | S3 | S4
Energy rangel50 250 GeV
M =200 GeV| 4670 1534 1488 1465 1539
! 4’ - 1222 (168)| 172 (8.5) 134 (6.9) 17.6 (3.7
Tz - 21.3(4.0) | 155(1.0)| 6.3(1.2) 2.2(1.1)
77 - 95.0 (12.0)| 22.5(0.7)| 9.8(0.5) 1.7 (0.2)
Energy ranges75 625 GeV
M =500 GeV| 119.2 | 48.4 47.5 46.8 49.5
! 44 - 178 (28) 2.1 (0.9) 1.65(0.87) 0.10 (0.3b)
Tz - 6.6 (1.7) 2.3(1.0) 1.0(1.0) 0.00 (0.1
727 - 9.4 (2.9) 1.4(0.2) 0.68 (0.19) 0.08 (0.0B)
Energy ranges00 1000 GeV
M =800GeV| 11.67 | 5.05 5.00 4.92 5.21
! 4’ - 77 (12) 0.00(0.22) 0.00 (0.22) 0.00 (0.0
Tz - 26(1.2) 0.39(04) | 0.39(0.4)) 0.00(0.1
77 - 2.5(0.8) 0.34(0.16) 0.17 (0.09) 0.00 (0.02)

is symmetric. Assigning. = 2toh andk

, €0. (4.30) conserves lepton number. Lepton number

violation in the model resides only in the following term hretscalar potential

L = Hh*k + hg:

(4.31)

Vacuum stability arguments can be used to derive an upperdofar the lepton number violating cou-
pling [529], namely, (6 2)*m ,. The structure of Eq. (4.30) and Eq. (4.31) generates Majora
neutrino masses at the two-loop level (see ref. [515] an@][&# details).

Constraints on the parameter space of the model come frominephysics experimental data
and from the experimental upper bounds on lepton flavourtimt (LFV) processes. Constraints on
the antisymmetric couplings,, are entirely determined by neutrino mixing angles and depenthe
hierarchy of the neutrino mass spectrum, which in this madel be normal or inverse. Analytical
expressions, as well as numerical upper and lower boundthdaatios = fis=f,; and %= f;,=f,3
were calculated in references [529] and [515].

The requirement of having a large atmospheric mixing angléecates that the symmetric Yukawa
couplingsh,y (x;y = ; ) must follow the hierarchyy 7 m =m )h ’ @ =m )*h . The
couplingshee, he andh. are constrained by LFV of the type ! 1,114 and have to be smaller than
04,4 16 and7 16 [529]. The most relevant constraint an, come from the LFV processes

! 3 while formy, is derived from ! e . Lower bounds for both scalar masses can be found
(see ref. [515]), the results ate, & 770 GeV,m 1, & 200 GeV (nhormal hierarchy case) and, & 900
GeV (inverse hierarachy case). In [529] it has been estinidiat at the LHC discovery gt * might
be possible up to massesmof, 1 TeV approximately. In the following it wig therefore be asaed
thatm 1 TeV and, in additionmy, 05 TeV. The notation BRy ! 1 ) = BRi and

BRx*" ! 11)= BRi " will be used.h* decays are governed by the parameteesid °. Using the

current 3 range for neutrino mixing angles [200] it is possible to pced

BR

BR; = [0:13;0227; , = [0:31;0:50]; BRy = [0:18;035]); (4.32)
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Fig. 4.31: Lines of constant BR<** ! h*h* ), assuming to the left = 1: BR!™ = 0:1;02;0:3 and
0:4 for dotted, dash-dotted, full and dashed line. The verticed corresponds ten,, = 208GeV for which
BR( ! e )= 12 10 '!and horizontal line tan , = 743GeV for whichBR( ! 3 )= 19 10 ¢, i.e.

parameter combinations to the left/below this line are ifddlen. Plot on the right assumas = 0:5. Lines are
for BRﬁh = 0:4;05;06and0:7, dotted, dash-dotted, full and dashed line. Again the sthaelgions are excluded
byBR( ! e yandBR( ! 3 ).

BRE = [0:48;0:50); BR, = [0:17;0:34]; BR, = [0:18;0:35]: (4.33)

For normal hierarchy (eq. (4.32)) or inverse hierarchy (@g33)).

The doubly charged scalar decay either to two same-sigarepr to twoh* final states. Lepton
pair final states decays are controlled by the Yukawa couplings while the lepton flavour violating
decayk™* ! h*™h" isgoverned by the parameter (see Eq. (4.31)). The hierarchy among the casplin
h ;h andh resultin the prediction

BR, =BR, ' m =m )’; BR,=BR, ' m =m ) (4.34)

Thus, the leptonic final states &f * decays are mainly like-sign muon pairs.

Here it is important to remark that in general the decays ! &' 1" (1= e; ; ) are strongly
suppressed due to the LVF constraints on theparameters. However, if the Yukawa coupling.
saturates its upper limit then electron pair final stateshmapossibly observed.

The branching ratio for the procegs* ! h* h* reads

2

BR" " ! h"h")’ (4.35)

Here is the usual phase space suppression factor. From eq. {#&8) be noted that if the process
is kinematically allowed the lepton violating couplingcan be measured by measuring this branching
ratio. Here it should be stressed that for . 0:2 the current limit on BR ! e ) rules out all
my . 0:5 TeV, thus this measurement is possible onlytfor &« 02. Note that smaller values of
lead to smaller neutrino masses, thus upper bounds on theting ratio for BR" can be interpreted
as upper limit on the neutrino mass in this model. Figure 4I8tws the resulting branching ratios for 2
values ofh
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Chapter 5

Tools
F. Krauss, F. Moortgat, G. Polesello

1 Introduction

In the following, contributions highlighting the treatmtenf flavour aspects in publicly available calcu-
lational tools used in New Physics studies at colliders halllisted. Such tools cover a wide range of
applications; roughly speaking there are a wide varietyoohputer programs discussed here:

— Analytical precision calculations:
There, the results of analytical precision calculationssfoecific observables, often at loop level,
are coded and thus made available for the public. These\@ises usually are sets of single
numbers, such as cross sections, decay widths, branciong &dt., calculated for a specific point
in the respective models parameter space. Examples for teoth covered here arBDECAY,
SDECAY, FchDecay andFeynHiggs.

— Tools helping in or performing (mostly) analytical calatibns:
The best-known example for such a tool, the combinatiFr@fnArts and FormCalc and its
treatment of flavour aspects is discussed here. In prindiplenaArts allows for a automated con-
struction of Feynman diagrams, including higher-ordeeei, and the corresponding amplitude.
FormCalc can then be used to evaluate the loop integrals in a semiratital fashion.

— RGE codes:
There, the renormalisation group equation is solved nurallyi in order to obtain from high-
energy inputs the SUSY parameters at lower, physical scdlesse parameters usually are cou-
pling constants, particle masses and widths and mixingiceatr For this purpose, a number of
codes exist, hergPheno and SuSpect are presented. It should be noted that many of these RGE
codes also embed a number of relevant cross sections, lmgrreltios etc..

— Matrix element generators/Parton level generators:
These codes calculate, in a automated fashion, cross sedtio multi-leg tree-level processes.
Usually, they are capable of generating weighted or unwedjlevents at the parton level, i.e.
without showering or hadronisation. This task is usually fer other programs, the neccessary
information is passed by some standardised interface td&s88]. Examples for this type of code
includeCalcHep andHvyN.

— Full-fledged event generators:
These programs provide fully showered and hadronised svEmnimary examples includerTHIA,
HERWIG, andSherpa.

In addition interfaces are necessary to transfer data leetwee various programs as will be discussed in
the next section.

2 A Brief Summary of The SUSY Les Houches Accord 2

The states and couplings appearing in the general mininpglrsymmetric standard model (MSSM) can
be defined in a number of ways. Indeed, it is often advantagémuse different choices for different
applications and hence no unique set of conventions pseatipresent. In principle, this is not a prob-
lem; translations between different conventions can W&l carried out without ambiguity. From the
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point of view of practical application, however, such tiatisns are, at best, tedious, and at worst they
introduce an unnecessary possibility for error.

To deal with this problem, and to create a more transparéumtgin for non-experts, the origi-
nal SUSY Les Houches Accord (SLHA1) was proposed [531]. Haisord uniquely defines a set of
conventions for supersymmetric models together with a commterface between codes. However,
SLHA1 was designed exclusively with the MSSM with real pagsans and R-parity conservation in
mind. Some recent public codes [321, 338, 532-538] arereitglementing extensions to this base
model or are anticipating such extensions. We therefore persent extensions of the SLHA1 relevant
for R-parity violation (RPV), flavour violation, and CP-Vadion (CPV) in the minimal supersymmetric
standard model (MSSM). We also consider next-to-minimatie®which we shall collectively label by
the acronym NMSSM. Full details of the SLHAZ2 agreement cafobad in [539].

For simplicity, we still limit the scope of the SLHA2 in twogards: for the MSSM, we restrict
our attention teeither CPV or RPV, but not both. For the NMSSM, we define one catclmaltiel and
extend the SLHA1 mixing only to include the new states, with R-parity, and flavour still assumed
conserved.

The conventions described here are a superset of those ofithieal SLHAL, unless explicitly
stated otherwise. We use ASCII text for input and outputdadiensionful parameters are taken to be
in appropriate powers of GeV, and the output formats for SPHiataBLOCKs follow those of SLHAL.
All angles are in radians. In a few cases it has been necesagplace the original conventions. This
is clearly remarked upon in all places where it occurs, ardShHA2 conventions then supersede the
SLHAL1 ones.

2.1 The SLHAZ2 Conventions
2.1.1 Flavour Violation

The CKM basis is defined to be the one in which the quark massxmstiagonal. In the super-CKM
basis [170] the squarks are rotated by exactly the same a@masutheir respective quark superpartners,
regardless of whether this makes them (that is, the squdilkgpnal or not. Misalignment between the
guark and squark sectors thus results in flavour off-diab@mens remaining in the squark sector.

In this basis, th& 6 squark mass matrices are defined as

mass _ y 2
L - uMu u

p M2 gy (5.1)

where , = (o ;e ;% jor jer st )T and 4 = (AL ;s ;B 58k 5s: ;B )T . We diagonalise the squark
mass matrices vi@ 6 unitary matricesR, 4, such that , 4 M iﬁRiﬁ are diagonal matrices with
increasing mass squared values. We re-define the existi@débes for squarks to enumerate the mass
eigenstates in ascending order:

(& ;35 ;95 ;34 ;d5 ;d5) = (1000001, 1000003, 1000005, 2000001, 2000003, 2000005),

(a1 ;u2 ;83 794 585 ;%6 ) = (1000002, 1000004, 1000006, 2000002, 2000004, 2000006).

The flavour violating parameters of the model are specifiggrms of the CKM matrix together
with five 3 3 matrices of soft SUSY-breaking parameters given in the s@gaM basis

rﬁé; g i Ty 1o o: (5.2)
Analogous rotations and definitions are used for the leptawollr violating parameters, in this
case using the super-PMNS basis. This will be further elstiedron in the journal version of this report.

Below, we refer to the combined basis as the super-CKM/PMatssb
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2.1.2 R-parity Violation
We write the R-parity violating superpotential as

1A b ~0 ox A b
Wrpv =  ab > ikDSL5Ex + 3% Lf0TDxx  ALIH;
1 D xyz
+ > ik UixD 39D xz s (5.3)
wherex;y;z= 1;:::; : ;3 are fundamental SU(g)lndmes and *¥Z js the totally antisymmetric tensor in

3 dimensions W|th123 = + 1. Ineq. (5.3)," ;" %, and"; break lepton number, wherea§), violate
baryon number. As in the previous section, all quantitiesgiren in the super-CKM/super-PMNS basis.
Note, that in the R-parity violating case, the PMNS is an ougmce lepton number is violated.

The trilinear R-parity violating terms in the soft SUSY-hkéng potential are

1 AN\ PAY
- (M) D E?L gr + (T O)ijkE?L QV?‘L dir

Vigpv =  ab 5

1 A
+ E(T CO)ijk xyza}jiRd? d]iR + hc: : (54)

R

Note that we do not factor out thecouplings (e.g. as iffi;="15 A ;).
When lepton number is broken, additional bilinear soft St8&aking potential terms can appeat,

N b 2
Vorpv = apD DG HD+ ELLmEiHle+ hc:; (5.5)

and the sneutrinos may acquire vacuum expectation value¥gyh~.; . i  w; ; F 2. The SLHA1

defined the tree-level VEV to be equal toom , = g2 + g® 246 GeV, this is now generalised to

d
_ 2, 24 2 2 g 2 .
V= Vi+ Vi+ VE+ VP4 V2 (5.6)

Fortan we maintain the SLHAL definitiorian = w=v;.
The Lagrangian contains the (symmetric) neutrino/neinbainass matrix as
1
LTS = 5 ITM 0+ hes; (5.7)

in the basis of 2-component spinot8 = ( .; ; ; b; i ;H;;H,)". We define the unitary 7
neutrino/neutralino mixing matrix (block RvNMIX), such that:

1 1
Iy = ZININ M O NYN O (5.8)
2 2 l={z=} |z {z} '

~0T dlag(m No) ~0

where the 7 (2—component) neutral leptorisare defined strictly mass-ordered, i.e. with tlg 29,374
lightest corresponding to the mass entries for the PDG codes4, and16, and the four heaviest to the
PDG codes 000022, 1000023, 1000025, 1000035.

Charginos and charged leptons may also mix in the casewédlation. The Lagrangian contains
1

LT3 = > ~TM ., "+ hrer; (5.9)
in the basis of 2—comp%nent spinotrs = (" ; *; f; w ), Y = (e ;0 dw H )T

wherew = (w!' w?)= 2. We definethe unitarg 5 charged fermion mixing matrices;v , blocks
RVUMIX, RVVMIX, such that:

1.z ~t 1o T Y ~t

— M ., = = U M .,V ; 5.10

2 2 =2y ) }Y{z} (5.10)
- d]ag(m s )
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where the generalised charged leptoris are defined as strictly mass ordered, i.e. with the 3 lightest
states corresponding to the PDG codeas 13, and 15, and the two heaviest to the codes00024,
1000037. For historical reasons, codes, 13, and15 pertain to the negatively charged field while codes
1000024 and1000037 pertain to the opposite charge. The components*oin “PDG notation” would
thus be(-11,-13,-15,1000024,1000037). In the limit of CP conservatiortj andv are chosen to

be real.

R-parity violation via lepton number violation implies tithe sneutrinos can mix with the Higgs
bosons. In the limit of CP conservation the CP-even (-oddpblbosons mix with real (imaginary) parts
of the sneutrinos. We write the neutral scalars &s = 2Re( ;H J;~;~ ;~ )T, with the mass term

M 2%, 0 (5.11)

whereM ?;isa5 5symmetric mass matrix. We define the orthogobal 5 mixing matrix @ (block
RVHMIX) by

OTM 2O O: 0T 5T M 20 T 0 ; 512
I—{Z@—}?_{ZE}?{Z} ( )
" amgm?y)

where ° are the neutral scalar mass eigenstates in strictly inicrgasass order The states are numbered
sequentially by the PDG codeg5,35,1000012,1000014,1000016), regardless of flavour content.

. p_ .
We write the neutral pseudoscalars s = 2 (H 2;H J;~;~ ;~ )T, with the mass term

L = % 0Ty 2, 0, (5.13)

whereM 2, isa5 5symmetric mass matrix. We define the 5 mixing matrix¢ (block RvAMIX) by

OTM 2O 0_ 0T T M 2O T 0 ; 5.14
|—{Z@—}?_{ZE}?{Z} ( )
! diag(m ) °

where © are the pseudoscalar mass eigenstates in increasing niss dihe states are numbered
sequentially by the PDG codes6,1000017, 1000018,1000019), regardless of flavour composition.
The Goldstone bosoa ° has been explicitly left out and the 4 rows efform a set of orthonormal
vectors.

If the blocksRVHMIX, RVAMIX are present, they supersede the SLHAPHA variable/block.

The charged sleptons and charged Higgs bosons also mix &1 the mass squared matrix 2
which we diagonalise by a 8 matrix ¢ (block RVIMTX):

0 1
H
Bu; §
L= (H; H, ;& ;& CYCM 2 cveg Bo &, (5.15)
| {z b l—{z—} € e, A
* diagM 2 ) &,
where i;5;k;1 2 £1;2;3g, ; 2 fl;:::;6gand * = Y are the charged scalar mass eigen-

states arranged in increasing mass order. These statesimtzered sequentially by the PDG codes
(37,1000011,1000013,1000015, 2000011,2000013,2000015), regardless of flavour composition.
The Goldstone bosom has been explicitly left out and the 7 rows®fform a set of orthonormal vec-
tors.
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2.1.3 CP Violation

When CP symmetry is broken, quantum corrections cause gixeétween the CP-even and CP-odd
Higgs states. Writing the neutral scalar interaction esgates as ° 2Red J;ReH J; H Y;
M H J)" we define thes 4 mixing matrix s (block CVHMIX) by

0Ty, 2 0 _ 0T T v
i = S M %S 5.16
: (S5 M s ?{z} (5.16)
diag(m 2 0)
where ©  ;h9;n9)T are the mass eigenstates arranged in ascending mass beter;states are

numbered sequentially by the PDG codes$, 35, 36), regardless of flavour composition.

For the neutralino and chargino mixing matrices, the défeavention in SLHA1 is that they be
real matrices. One or more mass eigenvalues may then havepareat negative sign, which can be
removed by a phase transformation eras explained in SLHA1 [531]. When going to CPV, the reason
for introducing the negative-mass convention in the firatpl namely maintaining the mixing matrices
strictly real, disappears. We therefore here take all ntasess and positive, with , U, andv complex.
This does lead to a nominal dissimilarity with SLHAL in thenii of vanishing CP violation, but we
note that the explicit CPV switch iMODSEL can be used to decide unambiguously which convention to
follow.

For the remaining MSSM parameters we use straightforwangigdisations to the complex case,
see section 2.2.4.

214 NMSSM

We shall here define the next-to-minimal case as having kgxde field content of the MSSM with
the addition of one gauge singlet chiral superfield. As toptiogs and parameterisations, rather than
adopting a particular choice, or treating each special saparately, below we choose instead to work at
the most general level. Any particular special case canlieesbtained by setting different combinations
of couplings to zero. However, we do specialise to the SLHiRd -case without CP violation, R-parity
violation, or flavour violation. Below, we shall use the aty;m NMSSM for this class of models, but
we emphasise that we understand it to relate to field contagt and not to the presence or absence of
specific couplings.

In addition to the MSSM terms, the most general CP conseMiltisSM superpotential is (ex-
tending the notation of SLHAL):

1
WNMSSM :WMSSM ab SHTH§+§ S3+ 052+ FS; (517)

wherew y sgv IS the MSSM superpotential, in the conventions of ref. [584, (3)]. A non-zero
in combination with a VEVIS i of the singlet generates a contribution to the effectiveerm . =

i+ , where the MSSM term is normally assumed to be zero, yielding = hsi The
remaining terms represent a general cubic potential fosithglet; is dimensionless,“has dimension
of mass, and; has dimension of mass squared. The soft SUSY-breaking telmsnt to the NMSSM
are

1
Veort = VZM ssm t V3M ssm T méjijz+ ( ab A SHTH}ZD'F 5 A S3+ BO OSZ+ sS + h:C:)(slS)

wherev,y ssy are the MSSM soft terms, in the conventions of ref. [531, &jsand (7)].
At tree level, there are thus 15 parameters (in additiom towhich fixes the sum of the squared
Higgs VEVs) that are relevant for the Higgs sector:

2 2 2 0 . 2
tan ; ;my,;mp,;m3; ; ;A ;A ; BT pios; BSijmg: (5.19)



The minimisation of the effective potential imposes 3 ctinds on these parameters, such that only 12
of them can be considered independent. For the time beindgave it up to each spectrum calculator
to decide on which combinations to accept. For the purposigi®bccord, we note only that to specify a
general model exactly 12 parameters from eq. (5.19) shaulortvided in the input, including explicit
zeroes for parameters desired “switched off”. Howevercsin= m2 = °=B%= ;= =0

in the majority of phenomenological constructions, forwemence we also allow for a six-parameter
specification in terms of the reduced parameter list:

tan ;mﬁl;mﬁz; ; ;A ;A ; h%i;mé: (5.20)

To summarise, in addition te ; , the input to the accord should contain either 12 paraméiams
the list given in eq. (5.19), including zeroes for parametest present in the desired model, or it should
contain 6 parameters from the listin eq. (5.20), in whicledhg remaining 6 “non-standard” parameters,

,m3, 9BY% ¢, and p, will be assumed to be zero; in both cases the 3 unspecifieineders (as,

e.g.m; ,my ,andm ;) are assumed to be determined by the minimisation of thetaféepotential.

. . . p— .
The CP-even neutral scalar interaction eigenstates are =~ 2R e(H f;H S;S )T'. We define the
orthogonal3 3 mixing matrix s (block NMHMTX) by

OTM 20 0 _ 0T T (521)

SM
(S ST ?{z}
ot diag (m 2 0)

where °  (;h3;h9) are the mass eigenstates ordered in mass. These statesrdrered sequen-
tially by the PDG codeg 25, 35,45). The format ofBLOCK NMHMIX is the same as for the mixing
matrices in SLHAL.

The CP-odd sector interaction eigenstates are o 2t H 2;H9;5)". We define thee 3
mixing matrixP (block NMAMIX) by

OTM 2O 0 _ OT 5.22
—E Y {Z_ﬁ’{z} (5:22)

diag (m 2 0)

where °  @%;a9)are the mass eigenstates ordered in mass. These statesrdrered sequentially
by the PDG codeg36,46). The Goldstone bosoa® has been explicitly left out and the 2 rows of
form a set of orthonormal vectors.

If N\MHMIX, NMAMIX blocks are present, they supersede the SLHAAHA variable/block.
The Lagrangian contains the (symmetric) 5 neutralino mass matrix as

1
LT3 = > T 04 her; (5.23)
in the basis of 2-component spinars = ( B; iw ;H;;H,;s)" . We define the unitarg 5 neutralino

mixing matrixN (block NMNMIX), such that:

1 1
0Ty = ZINTN M ONYN O (5.24)
2 2 l={z=} |z {z} '

~0T djag(m ~0) ~0

where the 5 (2-component) neutralinesare defined such that the absolute value of their masses in-
crease withi, cf. SLHAL [531]. These states are numbered sequentialllh&yPDG codes 1000022,
1000023,1000025,1000035,1000045).
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2.2 Explicit Proposals for SLHA2

As in the SLHAL [531], for all running parameters in the outpfithe spectrum file, we propose to use
definitions in the modified dimensional reductiany) scheme.

To define the general properties of the model, we proposettoduace global switches in the
SLHA1 model definition blockvoDSEL, as follows. Note that the switches defined here are in aufditi

to the ones in [531].

2.2.1 Modd Selection

BLOCK MODSEL

Switches and options for model selection. The entries mhtlack should consist of an index, identify-
ing the particular switch in the listing below, followed bgaher integer or real number, specifying the
option or value chosen:

3 . (Default=0) Choice of particle content. Switches defined are:

0
1

: MSSM. This corresponds to SLHAL.
: NMSSM. As defined here.

4  : (Default=0) R-parity violation. Switches defined are:

0
1

. R-parity conserved. This corresponds to the SLHAL.
: R-parity violated.

5 : (Default=0) CP violation. Switches defined are:

0

: CP is conserved. No information even on the CKM phase is.UBkid

corresponds to the SLHAL.

: CP is violated, but only by the standard CKM phase. All othleases

assumed zero.

: CP is violated. Completely general CP phases allowed.

6 . (Default=0) Flavour violation. Switches defined are:

0

1
2
3

: No (SUSY) flavour violation. This corresponds to the SLHAL.
: Quark flavour is violated.

: Lepton flavour is violated.

: Lepton and quark flavour is violated.

2.2.2 Flavour Violation
— Allinput SUSY parameters are given at the sealg.. as defined in the SLHAL blockXTPAR,
except forEXTPAR 26, which, if present, is th@ole pseudoscalar Higgs mass, afirpar 27,
which, if present, is th@ole mass of the charged Higgs boson. Ifma,.. is present, the GUT

scale is used.

— For the SM input parameters, we take the Particle Data GfleDy&) definition: lepton masses are
all on-shell. The light quark masses, . are given at 2 GeV in th& s scheme, and the heavy
quark masses are given as.(m .)* %, m )" S andm ¢ %', The latter two quantities are
already in the SLHAL. The others are addedraNPUTS in the following manner:

8 m |

, pole mass.
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11  :m, pole mass.
12 :m _, pole mass.
13  :m ,pole mass.
14 :m ,, pole mass.

21 :img4(2Gev 5. dquark running mass in the s scheme.
22 im,(2Gev 1S, uquark running mass in the s scheme.
23 :1ms(2Gev 15, squark running mass in the s scheme.

24  :m.m ) S. cquark running mass in the s scheme.

The FORTRAN format is the same as thatssfiNPUTS in SLHAL [531].
— Vexy . the input CKM matrix, in the block'CKMIN in terms of the Wolfenstein parameterisation:

The FORTRAN format is the same as thatpfINPUTS above.

— Upmys: the input PMNS matrix, in the blockpMNSIN. It should have the PDG parameterisation
in terms of rotation angles [340] (all in radians):

1 : 1, (the solar angle)

2 23 (the atmospheric mixing angle)

3 13 (currently only has an upper bound)

4 13 (the Dirac CP-violating phase)

5 1 (the first Majorana CP-violating phase)

6 : 5 (the second CP-violating Majorana phase)
The FORTRAN format is the same as thatssfiNPUTS above.

- (mé 2, @ 228, 2)%3 , (mf: 25, @ 2)5%: the squark and slepton soft SUSY-breaking masses
at the input scale in the super-CKM/PMNS basis, as definedealithey will be given in the new
blocksMSQ21N, MSU2TN, MSD2TN, MSI.2IN, MSE2IN, with the same format as matrices in SLHAL.
Only the “upper triangle” of these matrices should be givéliagonal entries are present, these

supersede the parameters in the SLHA1 blpgkPAR.

— (F 57, )]fTR and (T )E?: the squark and slepton soft SUSY-breaking trilinear cimgs at
the input scale in the super-CKM/PMNS basis. They will beegiin the new blockgUIN, TDIN,
TEIN, in the same format as matrices in SLHAL. If diagonal entaigspresent these supersede

thea parameters specified in the SLHAL bloeKTPAR [531].

For the output, the pole masses are given in blaeks as in SLHA1L, and the R and mixing parameters
as follows:

— @2)0F @ 2)P0F, @ 2)2F, @2 )R, @2 )2?: the squark and slepton soft SUSY-breaking masses

at scaleQ in the super-CKM/PMNS basis. Will be given in the new blosk®2 Q=. .., MSU2
Q=...,MSD2 Q=...,MSL2 Q=...,MSE2 Q=...,with formats as the corresponding input blocks
MSX2IN above.
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— (Tu)5f, (fp )5®, and (fg )27 : The squark and slepton soft SUSY-breaking trilinear cimgs in

the super-CKM/PMNS basis. Given in the new blo@ks Q=..., TD Q=..., TE Q=..., which
supersede the SLHAL block®, AU, andAE, see [531].

— (Yy 2R, (¥p BR, (Yr PR : the diagonabR Yukawas in the super-CKM/PMNS basis, at the scale
Q. Given in the SLHAL blocksU Q=..., YD Q=..., YE Q=..., see [631]. Note that although
the SLHA1 blocks provide for off-diagonal elements, onlg tliagonal ones will be relevant here,
due to the CKM rotation.

— TheDR CKM matrix at the scal@ . Will be given in the new block(syCkM Q=. . ., with entries
defined as for the input blockckMIN above.

— The new blockR , = USQMIX R4 =DSQMIX, R = SEIMIX, andR = SNUMIX connect the par-
ticle codes (=mass-ordered basis) with the super-CKM/PNbsSs according to the following

definitions:
0 1 0 1 0 1
1000001 & d
E 1000003 & § & & E s &
B 1000005 E & é E B
B - 3 = DSQMIX;: ; 5.25
% 2000001 B @ & PG5 L e ' (5.29)
2000003 & @ g A § = &
ZABe de m ass ordered & super CKM
0 1 0 1 0 1
1000002 W L,
E 1000004% E b’lzé E 9 §
1000006 w %,
B -B ™ — USQMIX;:B 5.26
B 2000002 & B wi & . UE wm & (5.26)
€ 2000004 & € A € & A
2000006 e m ass ordered té super CKM
0 1 0 1 0 1
1000011 e e,
E 18888138 g e & E ~L &
1 15 § e % L
B -B = SELMIX;; B % ; 5.27
§ 2000011 &~ § e & YR & & 5-27)
@ 20000132 @ & A € A
2000015 € mass ordered R super PM NS
0 1 1 0 1
1000012 ~ ~e
@ 1000014 A =@ ~, A = SNUMIXs; @ ~ A : (5.28)
1000016 "3 mass ordered - super PM N S

Note! A potential for inconsistency arises if the masses and rmgiare not calculated in the same
way, e.g. if radiatively corrected masses are used withleegl mixing matrices. In this case, it
is possible that the radiative corrections to the massdstiimass ordering relative to the tree-
level. This is especially relevant when near-degeneratgsesaoccur in the spectrum and/or when
the radiative corrections are large. In these cases, éxpice must be taken especially by the
program writing the spectrum, but also by the one readingpiproperly arrange the rows in the
order of the mass spectrum actually used.

2.2.3 R-Parity Violation

The naming convention for input blocksB&OCK RV#1IN, where the #' character represents the name of
the relevant output block given below. Default inputs fdrRdparity violating couplings are zero. The
inputs are given at scale ;,...+, as described in SLHA1 (default is the GUT scale) and folloa/dutput
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Input block Output block data
RVLAMLLEIN | RVLAMLLE ik i
RVLAMLQDIN | RVLAMLQD ijk "9
RVLAMUDDIN | RVLAMUDD ijk "®

RVTLLEIN | RVTLLE ik Tige
RVTLODIN | RVTLQD 13k T
RVIUDDIN | RVTUDD ik TL

NB: One of the followingrv. . . IN blocks must be left out
(which one up to user and RGE code)

RVKAPPAIN | RVKAPPA irg
RVDIN RVD il
RVSNVEVIN | RVSNVEV ivy
RVM2LHIIN | RVM2LH1 im f: s

Table 5.1: Summary of R-parity violating SLHA2 data blocks. Only 3 otitlee last 4 blocks are independent.
Which block to leave out of the input is in principle up to theey with the caveat that a given spectrum calculator
may not accept all combinations.

format given below (with the omission @ ...). In addition, the known fermion masses should be
given in SMINPUTS as defined above.

— The dimensionless couplings ., "%, and "%} are given iNBLOCK RVLAMLLE, RVLAMLQD,
RVLAMUDD Q= ... respectively. The output standard should correspond tB@iRTRAN format
(1x,12,1%,12,1x,12,3%,1P,E16.8,0P,3x, '#’,1x,A) .

where the first three integers in the format correspond, t¢ andk and the double precision
number is the coupling.

— The soft SUSY-breaking couplings;y, T2, , andf%, should be given iBLOCK RVTLLE, RVTLQD,

RVIUDD Q= ..., In the same format as thecouplings above.

— The bilinear superpotential and soft SUSY-breaking terms’ ;, andméiH ) and the sneutrino
VEVs are given inBLOCK RVKAPPA, RVD, RVM2LH1, RVSNVEV Q= ... respectively, in the
same format as real-valued vectors in the SLHAL.

— The input/output blocks for R-parity violating couplingee summarised in Tab. 5.1.

— The new mixing matrices that appear are described in segtin?2.

As for the R-conserving MSSM, the bilinear terms (both SUS&aking and SUSY-respecting ones,
including ) and the VEVs are not independent parameters. They becdateddy the condition of
electroweak symmetry breaking. This carries over to the RB&, where not all the parameters in the
input blocksRrv. . .INin Tab. 5.1 can be given simultaneously. Specifically, ofl#st 4 blocks only 3
are independent. One block is determined by minimising tigg$tsneutrino potential. We do not here
insist on a particular choice for which 8f/KAPPATN, RVDIN, RVSNVEVIN, andRVM2LH1 IN to leave out,
but leave it up to the spectrum calculators to accept one oe mmmbinations.

2.2.4 CP Violation

When adding CP violation to the MSSM model parameters andhigixatrices, the SLHAL blocks are
understood to contain the real parts of the relevant parmsieT he imaginary parts should be provided
with exactly the same format, in a separate block of the saam@erbut prefaced bym. The defaults for
all imaginary parameters will be zero.
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One special case is theparameter. When the real part ofs given inEXTPAR 23, the imaginary
part should be given inMEXTPAR 23, as above. However, when jis determined by the conditions for
electroweak symmetry breaking, only the phaseis taken as an input parameter. In this case, SLHA2
generalises the entINPAR 4 to contain the cosine of the phase (as opposed tajist )in SLHAL),
and we further introduce a new bloakMINPAR whose entry gives the sine of the phase, that is:

BLOCK MINPAR

4 . CP conservedsign( ).
CPviolated:cos’ = Re =j j

BLOCK IMMINPAR
4 : CP conserved: n/a.
CPviolated:sin’ = Tm =7 j
Note thatcos’ coincides withsign ( ) in the CP-conserving cases.

The new3 4 block s =cvHMIX connects the particle codes (=mass-ordered basis) with the
interaction basis according to the following definition:

- 1
0 1 0 51 ° szer
d A_G@ plA B 2ReH &
35 A = h = CVHMIX;; - (5.29)
2 1€ " omuoA
36 h? z 1
3 mass ordered ZB‘HHS

In order to translate betweenand other conventions, the tree-level anglmay be needed. This
should be given in the SLHA1 outpBL.OCK ALPHA:

BLOCK ALPHA

CP conserved: ; precise definition up to spectrum calculator, see SLHAL.
CP violated: ... Must be accompanied by the matdx as described above, in the
block cvAMIX.

225 NMSSM

Firstly, as described above]l.ocKk MODSEL should contain the switch 3 with value 1, corresponding to
the choice of the NMSSM patrticle content.

Secondly, for the parameters that are also present in theMJ8& re-use the corresponding
SLHA1 entries. That isy ; should be given irBsMINPUTS entry 4 andm ; ;m ; can be given in the
EXTPAR entries21 and22. tan should either be given iMINPAR entry 3 (default) oEXTPAR entry 25
(user-defined input scale), as in SLHAL. IEhould be desired non-zero, it can be giveBRTPAR entry
23. The corresponding soft parametef, can be given irEXTPAR entry 24, in the formm 2=(cos sin ),

see [531].

Further, new entries iBLOCK EXTPAR have been defined for the NMSSM specific input param-
eters, as follows. As in the SLHAL, these parameters arehahgat the common scale ;,,, which
can either be left up to the spectrum calculator or givenieilyl using EXTPAR 0 (see [531]):

BLOCK EXTPAR

Input parameters specific to the NMSSM (i.e., in additiorhi® éntries defined in [531])
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61 . . Superpotential trilinear HiggsH ,H ; coupling.
62 . . Superpotential cubie coupling.
63 . A . Softtrilinear HiggssH ,H ; coupling.

64 . A . Softcubics coupling.

65 : hsi Vacuum expectation value of the singlet (scaled py
66 . ¢.Superpotential lineat coupling.

67 . g.Softlinears coupling.

68 : Y Superpotential quadratic coupling.

69 :m Z. Soft quadratics coupling (sometimes denoteds 9).

70  :mZ. Softsinglet mass squared.

Important note: only 12 of the parameters listed in eq. (5.19) should be gaginput at any
one time (including explicit zeroes for parameters desiealitched off”), the remaining ones being
determined by the minimisation of the effective potenti&hich combinations to accept is left up to the
individual spectrum calculator programs. Alternativétyr, minimal models, 6 parameters of those listed
in eg. (5.20) should be given.

In the spectrum output, running NMSSM parameters corredipgnto theEXTPAR entries above
can be given in the blockMSSMRUN Q-=. . .:

BLOCK NMSSMRUN Q=. ..
Output parameters specific to the NMSSM, given inlie scheme, at the scate. As in the SLHA1,

several of these blocks may be given simultaneously in thgubueach then corresponding to a specific
scale, but at least one should always be present. See camgispg entries iIrEXTPAR above for defini-

tions.

1 Q)

2 ©QPF

3 A (Q)PF
4 A QPR
5 nsi(Q PR
6 :r@PF

71 s@QPF

8 %0 PR

9 mZ@)PF

The new3 3 block s = NMHMIX connects the particle codes (=mass-ordered basis) forfhe C
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even Higgs bosons with the interaction basis accordingedatowing definition:

0 1 0 1 0 p— 1
25 h? 2ReH J
@ 354 -6 nlA = NMHMIX;; @ © 2Ren A (5.30)
0 P
45 h3 m ass ordered 2ReS

The new2 3blocks =NMAMIX connects the particle codes (=mass-ordered basis) forRhedd
Higgs bosons with the interaction basis according to theviehg definition:

p

0 2mH !
36 A =
w6 " 3 = NMAMIX;5 @ ~ 2mH O A (5.31)
A2 m ass ordered p Em S

Finally, the new5 5 block NMnMTX gives the neutralino mixing matrix, with the fifth mass
eigenstate labelletio00045 and the fifth interaction eigenstate being the singl#o,

3 SuSpect, HDECAY, SDECAY and SUSY-HIT

3.1 SuSpect

The Fortran codeusSpect calculates the supersymmetric and Higgs particle specinuhie MSSM. It
deals with the “phenomenological MSSM” with 22 free paraengtiefined either at a low or high energy
scale, with the possibility of renormalization group evan (RGE) to arbritary scales, and with con-
strained models with universal boundary conditions at lwighles. These are the minimal supergravity
(mMSUGRA), the anomaly mediated SUSY breaking (AMSB) andgéege mediated SUSY breaking
(GMSB) models. The basic assumptions of the most generailpedMSSM scenario ar@) minimal
gauge group(b) minimal particle content(c) minimal Yukawa interactions and R-parity conservation,
(d) minimal set of soft SUSY breaking terms. Furthermdig all soft SUSY breaking parameters are
real (no CP-violation){ii) the matrices for sfermion masses and trilinear couplingsdégonal;(iii)
first and second sfermion generation universality is assuntéere and in the following we refer the
reader for more details to the user’'s manual [540] .

As for the calculation of the SUSY particle spectrum in ceaised MSSMs, in addition to the
choice of the input parameters, the general algorithm @osiliree main steps. These &ethe RGE
of parameters back and forth between the low energy scalel,asv , and the electroweak symmetry
breaking (EWSB) scale, and the high-energy scale charstotefior the various modelgji) the consis-
tent implementation of (radiative) EWSBIj) the calculation of the pole masses of the Higgs bosons and
the SUSY patrticles, including the mixing between the cureggenstates and the radiative corrections
when they are important. Here the program mainly followsdbetent and notations of [541], and for
the leading two-loop corrections to the Higgs masses thdtsesummrized in [542] are taken.

The necessary files for the use $mSpect are the input filesuspect2.in, the main routine
suspect?2.f, the routinetwoloophiggs.f, which calculates the Higgs masses, as welb&s. £ for
the calculation of theo | s branching ratio. The latter is needed in order to check if iksults
are in agreement with the experimental measurments. Imihé ifile one can select the model to be
investigated, the accuracy of the algorithm and the inpta (Btandard Model fermion masses and gauge
couplings). At each rusuSpect generates two output files: one easy to reatspect2.out, and the
other in the SLHA format [531].

3.2 HDECAY

The Fortran codeiDECAY [543] calculates the decay widths and branching ratios@&tandard Model
Higgs boson, and of the neutral and charged Higgs partidléaheoMSSM according to the current
theoretical knowledge (for reviews see refs. [112, 544646includes:
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- All kinematically allowed decay channels with branchiragios larger thario ; apart from the
2-body decays also the loop- mediated, the most importéatdy-decay modes, and in the MSSM
the cascade and SUSY decay channels.

- All relevant higher-order QCD corrections to the decay® iguark pairs and to the quark loop
mediated decays into gluons are incorporated.

- Double off-shell decays of the CP-even Higgs bosons intesima gauge bosons, subsequently
decaying into four massless fermions.

- All important 3—body decays: with off-shell heavy top dkgrwith one off-shell gauge boson as
well as heavy neutral Higgs decays with one off-shell Higgsdn.

- Inthe MSSM the complete radiative corrections in the dffeqotential approach with full mixing
in the stop and sbottom sectors; it uses the RG improved valithe Higgs masses and couplings,
the relevant NLO corrections are implemented [547,548].

- In the MSSM, all decays into SUSY particles when kinemdiiicallowed.

- In the MSSM, all SUSY particles are included in the loop nag¢eli  andgg decay channels. In
the gluonic decay modes the large QCD corrections for quadksguark loops are also included.

HDECAY has recently undergone a major upgrade. We have implem#rgesl HA format, so that
the program can now read in any input file in the SLHA format alsth give out the Higgs decay widths
and branching ratios in this accord. So, the program can reoeaisily linked to any spectrum or decay
calculator. Two remarks are in order:

1) HDECAY calculates the higher order corrections to the Higgs bosmayk in théMlS scheme whereas
all scale dependent parameters read in from an SLHA inpupfideided by a spectrum calculator are
given in theDR scheme. Therefor&pECAY translates the input parameters from the SLHA file into the
MS scheme where needed.

2) The SLHA parameter input file only includes the MSSM Higgsdn mass values, but not the Higgs
self-interactions, which are neededHbeCay. For the time beingiDECAY calculates the missing interac-
tions internally within the effective potential approadthis is not completely consistent with the values
for the Higgs masses, since the spectrum calculator doesegessarily do it with the same method and
level of accuracy asDECAY. The difference is of higher order, though.

3.3 SDECAY

The Fortran codesDECAY [549], which has implemented the MSSM in the same way as ibiedn
SuSpect, calculates the decay widths and branching ratios of all'Bpiticles in the MSSM, including
the most important higher order effects [550-552]:

— The usual 2-body decays for sfermions and gauginos aralatdd at tree level.

— A unique feature is the possibility of calculating the SUQ¥D corrections to the decays involv-
ing coloured particles. They can amount up to several tepgetents in some cases. The bulk of
the EW corrections has been accounted for by taking runramgmeters where appropriate.

— In GMSB models the 2-body decays into the lightest SUSYigertthe gravitino, have been
implemented.

— Ifthe 2-body decays are closed, multibody decays will baidant. SDECAY calculates the 3-body
decays of the gauginos, the gluino, the stops and sbottoms.

— Moreover, loop-induced decays of the lightest stop, thé-teelightest neutralino and the gluino
are included.

— If the 3-body decays are kinematically forbidden, 4-bodgays of the lightest stop can compete
with the loop-induced; decay and have therefore been implemented.

— Finally, the top decays within the MSSM have been prograchme

Recently, SDECAY has been updated with some major changes being (other chaslgéed to
SUSY-HIT are listed below):) For reasons of shortening the output file, only non-zerméhang ratios
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are written out in the new versioni) We have created common blocks for the branching ratios @atl to
widths of the various SUSY patrticles.

3.4 SUSY-HIT

The previous three programs have been linked together ingrgam calledsusy-HIT [553]. Including
higher order effects in the calculations, the package allttwe consistent calculation of MSSM particle
decays with the presently highest level of precision. THieiong files are needed to rusUSY-HIT:
Spectrum files:The spectrum can either be taken from any input file in the Slfddnat or from
SuSpect. In the first casesusy-HIT needs an SLHA input file which has to be nam@#daspectrum. in.
In the latter case, we need the necessatypect routines:suspect?2.in, suspect?2. f, twoloophiggs. £
andbsg. f.

Decay files:SDECAY is the main program and now readssiisyhit. in and callsHDECAY which is now

a subroutine and, in order to keep the package as small ableossly one routine calculating the Higgs
boson masses and Higgs self-couplings has been retaim@dday to extract the Higgs self-interaction
strengths not provided by the spectrum calculators; alsacAy does not create any output file within
the packagesDECAY passes the necessary parameters fsagyhit . into HDECAY via a newly created
common block calledUsyHITIN. As before, it callsSuSpect in case the spectrum is taken from there.
The SLHA parameter and spectrum input filthaspectrum. inis read in by bottDECAY andSDECAY.
The output file created bgDECAY at each run is calledusyhit_slha.out if it is in the SLHA format

or simply susyhit.outif it is in an output format easy to read.

Input file: The HDECAY and SDECAY input files have been merged into one input filesyhit.in. Here,
first of all the user can choose among t&esY-HIT related options:

1. The three programsuSpect, HDECAY, SDECAY are linked and hencguSpect provides the spectrum
and the soft SUSY breaking parameters at the EWSB scale.

2. The two program&DECAY and SDECAY are linked. The necessary input parameters are taken from a
file in the SLHA format provided by any spectrum calculator.

Furthermore, various options for running theeCAY program can be chosen, such as whether or not to
include QCD corrections to 2-body decays, the multibody/@ntbop decays, the GMSB decays and
the top decays. The scale and number of loops of the runniogliogs can be fixed. Finally, some
parameters related HDECAY can be set, like the charm and strange quark masses, thetotal widths,
some CKM matrix elements etc. All other necessary parameterread in from thelhaspectrum.in
input file.

Changes and how the package worksspect, HDECAY and SDECAY are linked via the SLHA format.
Therefore, the name of the output file provided yspect has to be the same as the SLHA input file
read in byHDECAY andSDECAY. We called its1haspectrum. in. This is one of the changes made in the
programs with respect to their original version. Furthejonahanges have been made. For the complete
list of changes please refer to the web page given below.

Web pageWe have created a web page at the following url address:

http://lappweb.in2p3.fr/ muehlleitner/SUSY-HIT/
There the user can download all files necessary for the pmograckage as well asmakefile for
compiling the programs. We use the newest versions of tHeusprograms which will be updated reg-
ularly. Short instructions are given how to use the prografle with updates and changes is provided.
Finally, some examples of output files are given.

4 FeynHiggs

FeynHiggs IS a program for computing Higgs-boson masses and relatsdnadbles in the (NMFV)
MSSM with real or complex parameters. The observables ceepnixing angles, branching ratios, and
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couplings, including state-of-the-art higher-order citmitions. The centerpiece is a Fortran library for
use with Fortran and C/C++. AlternativelyeynHiggs has a command-line, Mathematica, and Web
interface.FeynHiggs is available fromwww . feynhiggs.de.

FeynHiggs [332—334,554] is a Fortran code for the evaluation of thesegsdecays and produc-
tion processes of Higgs bosons in the (NMFV) MSSM with read@mplex parameters. The calculation
of the higher-order corrections is based on the Feynmagraliamatic (FD) approach [334, 555-557].
At the one-loop level, it consists of a complete evaluatimcjuding the full momentum and phase
dependence, and as a further option the full 6 non-minimal flavor violation (NMFV) contribu-
tions [116,123]. At the two-loop level all available coriens from the real MSSM have been included.
They are supplemented by the resummation of the leadingtefiom the (scalafpsector including the
full complex phase dependence.

In addition to the Higgs-boson masses, the program alsdad@swvesults for the effective cou-
plings and the wave function normalization factors for ex# Higgs bosons [558], taking into account
NMFV effects from the Higgs-boson self-energies. Besitiescomputation of the Higgs-boson masses,
effective couplings and wave function normalization fastdhe program also evaluates an estimate for
the theory uncertainties of these quantities due to unkruginer-order corrections.

FurthermoreFeynHiggs contains the evaluation of all relevant Higgs-boson decaiths'. In
particular, the following quantities are calculated:

the total width for the neutral and charged Higgs bosons,

the branching ratios and effective couplings of the thretnal Higgs bosons to
— SM fermions (see also Ref. [559]); ! ff,

SM gauge bosons (possibly off-shel), ! ;27 W W g9,

gauge and Higgs bosons;, ! Zhj, h; ! hihy,

scalar fermionsh; ! £Yf

— gauginosh; !~ ~,hi ! ~0~0,
— the branching ratios and effective couplings of the chiaigdiggs boson to
— SMfermionsH ! fff
— agauge and Higgs bosan, ! hw
— scalar fermionsyg ! £¥f°
— gauginosg !~ ~V.

the production cross sections of the neutral Higgs bosbitseaTevatron and the LHC in the
approximation where the corresponding SM cross sectiorssaled by the ratios of the corre-
sponding partial widths in the MSSM and the SM or by the wavetfion normalization factors

for external Higgs bosons, see Ref. [560] for further dstall

For comparisons with the SM, the following quantities aoadvaluated for SM Higgs bosons with the
same mass as the three neutral MSSM Higgs bosons:

the total decay width,

the couplings and branching ratios of a SM Higgs boson to &kibns,

the couplings and branching ratios of a SM Higgs boson to &iyg bosons (possibly off-shell).
the production cross sections at the Tevatron and the LI8Q][5

FeynHiggs furthermore provides results for electroweak precisioseartables that give rise to con-
straints on the SUSY parameter space (see Ref. [557] aménefes therein):

The inclusion of flavor changing decays is work in progress.
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— the quantity up to the two-loop level that can be used to indicate distedacalar top and
bottom mass combinations,

— an evaluation oft ; andsin® . , where the SUSY contributions are treated in theapproxi-
mation (see e.g. Ref. [557]), taking into account at theloone-level the effects of complex phases
in the scalar top/bottom sector as well as NMFV effects [116]

— the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, including aofudi-loop calculation as well as
leading and subleading two-loop corrections,

— the evaluation oBR (b! s )including NMFV effects [123].
Finally, FeynHiggs possesses some further features:

— Transformation of the input parameters from the to the on-shell scheme (for the scalar top and
bottom parameters), including the fall ;ando ., corrections.

— Processing of SUSY Les Houches Accord (SLHA 2) data [531,,5%2] including the full NMFV
structure.FeynHiggs reads the output of a spectrum generator file and evaluatdsitfys boson
masses, branching ratios etc. The results are written iSthdA format to a new output file.

— Predefined input files for the SPS benchmark scenarios ffifhe Les Houches benchmarks for
Higgs boson searches at hadron colliders [324] are included

— Detailed information about all the featuresrefynHiggs are provided in man pages.

FeynHiggs is available fromwww. feynhiggs.de.

5 FchDecay

FchDecay is a computer program to compute the Flavor Changing Ne@ratent (FCNC) decay
branching ratiosBR (h ! bs)andBR (h ! tc) in the flavor violating Minimal Supersymmetric
Standard Model (MSSM). The input/output is performed in 8¥SY Les Houches Accord lIS{.HA)
[166,531,563] convention (using an extension of SLHALiIBIP. This program is based on the work
and results of Refs. [102,103, 105, 124,312].

The approximations used in the computation are:

— The full one-loop SUSY-QCD contributions to the FCNC gartiecay widths (h ! bs;tc) is
included;

— The Higgs sector parameters (masses and CP-even mixitg angave been treated using the
leadingm . andm , tan  approximation to the one-loop result;

— The Higgs bosons total decay width& ! x )are computed at leading order, including all the
relevant channels;

— A Leading Order computation & (o ! s ) (for checking the parameter space) is also included.

The code implements the flavor violating MSSM, it allows coetpintergenerational mixing in the Left-
Left and Right-Right squark sector (but it does not allowifdergenerational mixing in the Left-Right
sector).

The program includes a (simplified) computation of the Higgson masses and total decay widths, and
it will write them to the output file. However:

— If the input file contains the Higgs sector parameters (smaad CP-even mixing anglg it will
use those values instead;

— If the input file contains Higgs boson decay tables, it vaitjadd the FCNC decays to that table
(instead of computing the full table).
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This setup allows to use the computations of more sophistigarograms for the Higgs boson parameters
and/or total decay widths, and then run #hehDecay program on the resulting output file to obtain the
FCNC partial decay widths.

The program is available from the web pagetp: //fchdecay.googlepages.com, and comes with
a complete manual (detailing the included physics modal$ yanning instructions). The authors can be
reached atchdecay@gmail.com.

6 MSSM NMFV in FeynArts and FormCalc

In the presence of non-minimal flavour violation (NMFV) the 2 mixing of the squark within each
family is enlarged to afulb 6 mixing among all three generations, such that the mixeestate

T
m= Ryl o, & & o & ko (5.32)
T
di= Rg)iy d s B &k s K E
The matriceR 4 diagonalize the mass matrices
2 2
M2= MLL;q MLR,q + . (533)
q (M 2 ) M 2 qr )
LR g RR g
MAZAH =djag(M]fm;M§m;sz'q3);
A=LR

2 .
Mg g=dagmmgX g imgXgiMgXg)

whereq= fu;dg, fq ;90 ;939 = u;c;tfor the up- andi;s;bfor the down-squark mass matrix and

2 2 q 2 2 .
Q;qi+ m g+ cos2 (T3 Qgsy Iy ;

_ v 2 2 2 2,
= MU";ui+ my+ CosZ Qusymy ;
2

2 _
ML,qi—M
2
MR/'Ui
2

2 2 2.
MR;di=MU;di+mdi+ cos2 Qgsymy ;

Xfu;dgiz Afuidgi feot jtan g: (5-34)

The actual dimensionless input quantitieare

N 2 N 2
q= RN DL (5.35)
O(NLR ) NORR;q 1
5 MAFH MB;OIl
N5 g :@MA,qu @MBﬂzA:
AEoLE Ma g M B

The newrFeynArts model fileFvMSsSM.mod generalizes the squark couplingsvigsM. mod to the NMFV
case. It contains the new objects

UASf[s, s’ t] the squark mixing matrir ,, 4
MASf([s,t] the squark masses,

with ;5= 1:::6; t= 3(u);4(d):
The initialization ofMASf and UASE is already built intoFormCalc’s model_mssm.F but needs to be
turned on by defining a preprocessor flag-im . F:

#define FLAVOUR_VIOLATION
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The NMFV parameters )0 are represented by theltast array:
double complex deltan(s,sO,t)

Since is a Hermitian matrix, only the entries on and above the diajoeed to be filled. For conve-
nience, the following abbreviations can be used for indigidnatrix elements:

deltalluc= ( y)i2 deltalRuc = ( y)is
deltaRLucC= ( )24 deltaRRuc = ( y)as
deltallLct= ( y)23 deltalRct = ( )26
deltaRLctC= ( 4)35 deltaRRct = ( y)s6
deltallut = ( y)i3 deltalRut = ( 46
deltaRLutC= ( y)34 deltaRRut = ( y)ae

and analogous entries for the down sector.

Note the special treatment of tRa. elements: One has to provide the complex conjugate of timeezie
The original lies below the diagonal and would be ignoredHzydigenvalue routine.

The off-diagonal trilinear couplinga acquire non-zero entries through the relations
mqgi@Agliy= (MqZ)i,.j+3; i;j=1:::3: (5.36)

In summary: NMFV effects (see [123]) can be computed withnArts [108, 330, 331] and'ormCalc
[109]. These packages provide a high level of automatiopésturbative calculations up to one loop.
Compared to calculations with the MFV MSSM, only three minbanges are required:

— choosingFvMSsSM. mod instead 0MSSM. mod,
— settingFLAVOUR_VIOLATIONIN run.F,
— providing values for thele1tasf matrix.

These changes are containedr#ynArts andFormCalc, available from www.feynarts.de.

7 SPheno

SPheno is a program to calculate the spectrum of superymmetric isptlee decays of supersymmetric
particles and Higgs bosons as well as the production cras®ss of these particles it e annihilation.
Details of the algorithm used for the MSSM with real parame@nd neglecting mixing between the
(s)fermion generations can be found in [338]. This versian lbe found and downloaded from

http://theorie.physik.uni-wuerzburg.de/~porod/SPheno.html

In this contribution the model extensions regarding flavaspects are described. In the context of the
MSSM the most general flavour structure as well as all CPgshage included in the RGE running and
in the computation of SUSY masses at tree-level as well aseaphe-loop level. In the Higgs sector,
the complete flavour structure is included for the calcolaf the masses at the one-loop level. At the
2-loop level there is still the approximation used that theegeneration does not mix with the other ones.
With respect to CP-phases, the induced mixing betweenrsmatbpseudoscalar Higgs bosons is not yet
taken into account. For the decays of supersymmetric jestend Higgs bosons, the complete flavour
structure is taken into account at tree-level using runmimgy couplings to take into account the most
important loop corrections. A few examples are

0 . 0. . 0. + . . 0. + .
~ b e e ~jiueLjuc~y;ub~ jg !l oue;uc~s; ubyy g (5.37)
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HY ! kebea;HO! e~ (5.38)

The complete list is given in the manual. Also in the case oflpction ine* e annihilation all flavour-

off diagonal channels are available. Flavour anel violating terms are already constrained by several
experimental data. For these reason, the following obbégaare calculated taking into account all
parameters: anomalous magnetic and electric dipolemégptons, the most important ones beiag
andd,; the rare decays of leptong:! 1° , 1! 3% rare decays of the -boson:z ! 1%b! s,

b! s™ ,Bgg! © ,B,! , Ms,,)and

This version ofsPheno also includes extended SUSY models: (a) the NMSSM and (bdrepumber
violation and thus R-parity violation. In both model clasfiee masses are calculated at tree-level except
for the Higgs sector where radiative corrections are takémaccount. In both cases the complete flavour
structure is taken into account in the calculation of thesaasthe decays of supersymmetric particles
and Higgs bosons as well as in the production of these pestidle* ¢ annihilation. The low energy
observables are not yet calculated in these models but teasan of the corresponding routines to
included these models is foreseen for the near future.

Concerning input and output the current version of the SLH&2ord is implemented as described in
section 2 and in [166]. The version described here is cugremtder heavy testing and the write-up of
the corresponding manual has just started. As soon as theaiiarin a useful stage, the program can
be found on the web page given above. In the meantime a copyecahtained be sending an email to
porod@physik.uni-wuerzburg.de.

8 SOFTSUSY

SOFTSUSY [534] provides a SUSY spectrum in the MSSM consistent wigutiow energy data, and
a user supplied high-energy constraint. It is written in Ca#ith an emphasis on easy generalisability.
It can produce SUSY Les Houches Accord compliant output]5&id therefore link to Monte-Carlos
(e.g.HERWIG [564]) or programs that calculate sparticle decays suapasay [549]. SOFTSUSY can be
obtained from URL

http://projects.hepforge.org/softsusy

SOFTSUSY currently incorporates 3 family mixing in the limit of CP cservation. The high-energy
constraint iNSOFTSUSY upon the supersymmetry breaking terms may be completelyunorrsal, i.e.
can have 3 by three-family mixing incorporated within thehil.of the renormalisation group equations
(RGESs) used to evolve the MSSM between high-energy scalkshenweak scaler ;, have the full
three-family mixing effects incorporated at one loop inMIESM parameters. Two-loop terms in the
RGEs are included in the dominant third family approximatfor speed of computation and so mixing
is neglected in the two-loop terms. Currently, the smallee-oop weak-scale threshold corrections to
sparticle masses are also calculated in the dominant filwindy Yukawa approximation, and so family
mixing is neglected within them.

The user may request that, at the weak scale, all of the quadkgnis incorporated within a sym-
metric up quark Yukawa matrixy; )° or alternatively within a symmetric down quark Yukawa matr
(Yp )% These are then related (via therTsUSY conventions [534] for the Lagrangian) to the mass-basis
Yukawa matrices’y ;Yp via

(Yo )= Vi (07 Wegw O (Yp )0= Vegxw (Y2 Wik y s (5.39)

where by default’ x v contains the CKM matrix in the standard parameterisatidh eéntral empirical
values of the input angles except for the complex phase,hwhiset to zero. Even if one starts at a high-
energy scale with a completely family-universal model ggample, mMSUGRA), the off-diagonal quark
Yukawa matrices induce squark mixing through RGE effects.

1ARQ



The second SUSY Les Houches Accord (SLHA2) has been comdpieteently, see section 2. The
flavour mixing aspects will be incorporated irgoFTSUSY as fast as possible, allowing input and output
of flavour mixing parameters in a common format to other paogs.

9 CalcHep for beyond Standard Model Physics

CalcHep is a package for the computation of Feynman diagrams atiévet- integration over multi-

particle phase space, and partonic level event generattommain idea ofalcHepis to make publicly

available the passing on from Lagrangians to final distiitmg. This is done effectively with a high
level of automation.CalcHep is a menu-driven system with help facilities, but it also tenused in a
non-interactive batch mode.

In principle, CalcHep is restricted by tree level calculations but there it can pgliad to any model
of particle interaction.CalcHep is based on the symbolic calculation of squared diagramgefmrm
such a calculation it contains a built-in symbolic calcotaCalculated diagrams are transformed into a
C-code for further numerical evaluations. Because of thofél increase of the number of diagrams
with the number of external legsalcHepis restricted t®2 > 4 processes.

The Implementation of new models faalcHep is rather simple and can be done with help of the
LanHep package. Currently, there are publicly available realires of the Standard Model, MSSM,
NMSSM, CPVMSSM, and Lepto-quark model. Also there priwate realizations of models with ex-
tra dimensions and the Little Higgs model. Models with flavewlation can also be implemented in
CalcHep.

WWW destination:

http://theory.sinp.msu.ru/~pukhov/calchep.html

The basic references farmpHEP can be found in [292,431].

10 HvyN

The Monte Carlo prograravyN allows to study heavy neutrino production processes atmacilliders.
It can be downloaded from

http://www.to.infn.it/~pittau/ALPGEN_BSM.tar.gz

or

http://mlm.home.cern.ch/m/mlm/www/alpgen/

and it is based on thelpgen package [308], from which inherits the main features andinkerface
facilities.

The code allows to study the following three processes, &/hdneavy Neutrinot (of Dirac or
Majorana nature) is produced in association with a chargptbh

l)ﬁg! AN LW EES
2) p(i%' N Lzt ., £ 1
3)pB! 4N ! 4 L H ! 4 . ff.

2

The full 2 ! 4 matrix element for the complete decay chain is implemergedhat spin correlations
and finite width effects are correctly taken into accounte ©hly relevant subprocess is

! Wl 4N (5.40)
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followed by the full decay chain. The appropriate Lagrangian be found in [451].

The above three processes are selected by setting an impaltleaindec) to 1, 2 or 3, respec-
tively. The flavour of the outgoing leptons, not coming frone tboson decay, is controlled by 2 other
variablesill and i12 (the values 1, 2, 3 correspond to the fist, second and thitdriefamily). In
addition, the variable.1nv should be set to 0 (1) if a lepton number conserving (viotgtiprocess is
considered. Furthermore the varialilea should be given the value 0 (1) in case of Dirac (Majorana)
heavy neutrinos.

When indec= 1 and imode= 0,1 thew decays intoe and .. Other decay options can be
implemented at the unweighting stage according to theviatig options

1 = eg;
2 = ;
3 = ;
4 = lil=-e; ; )
5 = o
6 = fully nhclusive:

Whenindec= 2 the decay mode of the boson should be selected at the event generation level
by setting the variabledf to the following values

X
0 ) ‘e
<
1) Ly
) uu and cc;
) dd and ss;
) o;
11 ) e & ;
13 ) Y
15 ) T

When indec= 3 the following decay modes of the boson can be selected, at the generation
level, by setting the variabledf according to the following scheme

1) T
2 ) cc;
4 ) o:

11 pyTHIA for Flavour Physics at the LHC

PYTHIA [411] is a general-purpose event generator for hadroniateviea e" e , eh, andhh collisions
(whereh is any hadron or photon). The current version is always alel from thepYTHIA web page,
where also update notes and a number of useful example magnaons can be found. For recent brief
overviews relating to SM, BSM, and Higgs physics, see [SEH6], and [567], respectively. For flavour
physics at the LHC, the most relevant processesrirHIA can be categorised as follows:

— SUSY with trilinearr -parity violation [533, 535]:
PYTHIA includes all massive tree-level matrix elements [532] fdrd2ly sfermion decays and 3-
body gaugino/higgsino decays. (Note: RPV production cessgtions are not included.) Also,
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the Lund string fragmentation model has been extended tdl&amtisymmetric colour topolo-
gies [535], allowing a more correct treatment of baryon namttow when baryon number is
violated.

Other BSM:

Production and decay/hadronization HfCharged Higgs in 2HDM and SUSY models via !
gH*,gg=qq ! tH*,qg ! H'H (including the possibility of & °contribution with full
interference)gg ! H h%=H HY andt! H*, 2)aw °(without interference with the SM
W ), 3) a horizontal (FCNC) gauge bosa’ coupling between generations, esg. ! RO !

e", 4) LeptoquarksL, viagg ! ‘Lo andgg=agq ! Lo Lg. 5)compositeness (e.q. ), 6)
doubly charged Higgs bosons from L-R symmei#fjyvarped extra dimensions, a8fla strawman
technicolor model. See [411], Sections 8.5-8.7 for details
Open heavy-flavour productior;{o;t;1°;9:

Massive matrix elements for QCD! 2 and resonant=w (andz %=w 9 heavy flavour produc-
tion. Also includes flavour excitation and gluon splittimgnbassive quarks in the shower evolution,
see [568].

Closed heavy-flavour production£ , , .;):

PYTHIA includes a substantial number of colour singlet and (macentty) NRQCD colour octet
mechanisms. For details, see [411], Section 8.2.3.

Hadron decays:

A large number ot andbhadron (including -onia) decays are implemented. In bofiesamost
channels for which exclusive branching fractions are knavenexplicitly listed. For the remaining
channels, either educated guesses or a fragmentatiop+tikess determines the flavour composi-
tion of the decay products. With few exceptions, hadronwags are then distributed according to
phase space, while semileptonic ones incoporate a simplea structure in the limit of massless
decay procucts. See [411], Section 13.3 for more details.

Additional user-defined production processes can be aded via the routine§PINIT and UPEVNT
(see [411], Section 9.9), using the common Les Houches atdrji30]. Flavour violating resonance
decays can also be introducad hocvia the routinePYSLHA, using SUSY Les Houches Accord decay
tables [531].

12 Sherpa for Flavour Physics

Sherpa [569] is a multi-purpose Monte Carlo event generator thatstenulate high energetic collisions
at lepton and hadron colliderssherpa is publicly available and the source code, potential bugsfix
documentation material and als@aerpa related WIKI can be found under:

http://www.sherpa-mc.de

The ingredients ofherpa especially relevant for flavour physics at the LHC are therixatements for
corresponding hard production processes and the hadtmmznd decay of flavours produced:

— The matrix elements for the hard production and decay peEewithinsherpa are delivered by

its built-in matrix element generator MEGIC++ [570]. At present, MEGIC++ provides tree-

level matrix elements with up-to ten final state particleshia framework of the SM [571], the
THDM, the MSSM [572] and the ADD model [573]. In general, thegram allows all coupling

constants to be complex.

The Standard Model interactions implemented allow for tHeGKM mixing of quark generations
including the complex phase. The implemented set of Feymulas for the MSSM [574, 575]

also considers CKM mixing in the supersymmetrized versminthe SM weak interactions, and
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the interactions with charged Higgs bosons. A priony#cic++ allows for a fully general inter-
generational mixing of squarks, sleptons and sneutrifeerefore allowing for various flavour
changing interactions. However, the MSSM input paramdbeiag obtained from the SLHA-
conform files [531], only the mixing of the third generatiocatar fermions is considered per
default. An extension of the SLHA inputs is straightforwamdd should also allow to consider
complex mixing parameters. The implementation of bilinBaparity violating supersymmetric
interactions, triggering flavour violation effects as wékhs currently being started.

Within Sherpa the multi-leg matrix elements ofwkGic++ are attached with the #acic++
initial- and final-state parton showers [576] according e merging algorithm of [577-580].
This procedure allows for the incorporation of parton shiomge and, ultimately, hadronization
and hadron decay models, independent of the energy scdie batd process.

— Hadronization withinsSherpa is performed through an interface ®YTHIA'S string fragmenta-
tion [372], the emerging unstable hadrons can then be ttdatsherpa’s built-in hadron decay
module HADRONS++. The current releasesherpa-1.0.9, includes an early development stage,
which already features complete-lepton decays, whereas the version currently under dpvelo
ment includes decay tables of approximately 100 partidany of their decay channels, espe-
cially in the flavour-relevank , D andB decays, contain matrix elements and form factor models,
while the rest are decayed isotropically according to plsasee. Throughout the event chain of
Sherpa spin correlations between subsequent decays are inclédptbper treatment of neutral
meson mixing phenomena is also being implemented.

The structure ofherpa and its hadron decay moduleAHRONS++ allows for an easy incorpo-
ration of additional or customized decay matrix elementsaddition, parameters like branching
ratios or form factor parametrizations can be modified byuber.
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