arXiv:0707.0404v1 [hep-ex] 3 Jul 2007

EUROPEAN ORGANIZATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH

CERN-PH-EP-2007-019
12th June 2007

Search for D irac M agnetic M onopoles
in e"e C ollisions

w ith the OPA L D etector at LEP 2

The OPAL Colllboration

A bstract

T his letter describes a direct search for pair produced m agneticm onopoles n €' e collisions.
Theanalysisisbased on 62.7pb ' ofdata collected w ith the O PA L detector at an average centre—
ofm assenergy of = s= 206.3 G eV .Them onopole signalw as assum ed to be characterized by two
back-to-back particles with an anom alously high ionization energy loss dE =dx in the tracking
cham bers. N o evidence for production ofm onopolesw as observed . U pper lin itswere obtained on
the m agnetic m onopole pairproduction cross-section ( ) in them assrange 45G &V /c? < my <
102 GeV /c?. The average lim it s < 0:05 pb and is essentially independent of the m agnetic
m onopole m ass. The cross-section lim it is derived at the 95% con dence kevel and is vald for
spin-1/2 m agnetic m onopoles.
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1 Introduction

In 1931 D irac linked the existence of m agnetic m onopoles (M M s) w ith the quantization of electric
charge and postulated the relation between the elam entary electric charge e of the electron and a
basic m agnetic charge g [11]:

g= n2—~ec= nagp ; n= 1;2;:: (1)
where n is an unknown integer and gp = ~c=2e = 68:5e is the unit D irac m agnetic charge (in the
ags system ). If free quarks exist, Eq.[ should bem odi ed by replacing e w ith e=3, which e ectively
increases g by a factor of 3. There was no prediction for the m onopole m ass. A rough estin ate,
obtained assum ing that the classicalm onopole radius is equal to the classical electron radius, yields
my gzm => n® 4700m n® 24 GeV/t. Sihce 1931, experim ental searches for \classical
D irac" m onopoles have been perform ed at nearly every new high-energy accelerator, em ploying a
variety of direct and indirect m ethods [2]. By a classical (D irac) m onopole, we m ean a particle
w ithout electric charge or hadronic interactions and w ith m agnetic charge g satisfying the D irac
quantization condition (Eq.[l).

W ithin the fram ework of G rand Uni ed T heordes (GU T ) of the strong and electrow eak interac—
tions, superm assive m agnetic m onopoles w ith m asses m 10'° G eV /¢ could have been produced
in the early Universe as intrinsically stable topological defects at a high energy phase transition that
leaves an unbroken U (1) group [3]. At the present tim e, such m onopoles could exist in the penetrat-
Ing cosm ic radiation as \fossil" rem nants of that transition. T he detection of such particleswoul be
one of them ost spectacular con m ations of GUT predictions. T he m ost stringent upper 1im its on
an isotropic ux of GUT m agnetic m onopoles, assum ingm onopolem assesm y > 10'° G &V /c?, have
been set by the M ACRO experiment [4]. In som e G rand Uni ed theories values of the m onopole
mass as low as 10* GeV /& are allowed [5,6]. A Ithough it is not yet possble to set direct lin its at
thism ass scale, it is worthw hile to search in the accessible region at LEP energies.

Searches for classical point-like m onopoles have been perform ed m ainly at high-energy accel-
erators and In coam ic radiation experin ents. M onopole searches have predom inantly used either
Jonization or induction detection techniques.



Induction experin entsm easure the m onopole m agnetic charge and are independent ofm onopole
m ass and velocity. These experin ents search for the induction of a persistent current within a
superconducting loop [7]. Searches for m agnetic m onopoles using thism ethod have been perform ed
at the pp Tevatron collider assum ing that produced M M s could stop, and be trapped and bound,
In the m atter surrounding the D0 and CDF collision regions [8]. T he sam e strategy has been used
to search form agnetic m onopoles produced in € p collisionsat HERA [9].

Tonization experin ents rely on the largem agnetic charge ofm onopoles to producem ore ionization
than an electrical charge travelling w ith the sam e velocity. For g = gp and velocities = (v=c)
10 ? a m agnetic m onopole behaves, In tem s of jonization energy loss (dE =dx ), like an equivalent
electric charge w ith (ze)eg = gp . The energy losses are thus very large

(dE =dx )y = (g =e)” (dE =dx)e 2)

and D irac m agnetic m onopoles would be easily distinguished from m ininum ionizing electrically
charged Standard M odel (SM ) particles [L0{12]. D irect searches for m agnetic m onopoles using
tracking devices were perform ed at pp and €" e colliders. Experim ents at the Tevatron collder
established cross section lim its ofabout 2 10 ** an? orMM swithmy < 850 GeV /c? [13], whike
searches at LEP have excluded m asses up to 45 G &V /& [14i.

Indirect searches for classical m onopoles have relied on the e ects of virtual m onopole/anti-
m onopole loops added to QED processes n pp and €' e collisions [15,16]. Since the Standard
M odel Z°boson could couple to m onopoles, assum ing that the coupling between the 7% and a M M
pair is Jarger than for any lepton pair, the m easurem ent of the Z° decay w idth provides an indirect
limiton MM production formy < myz=2 [6,12].

T his paper describes a direct search for MM pairs produced n ¢"e ! M M ( ) reactions.
T he data were collected w ith the O PA L detector at the LEP accelerator at CERN . T his search was
prin arily based on the dE =dx m easuram ents in the tracking cham bers. O PA L hasa wellestablished
analysis to search for stable, long-lived, m assive particles using the dE =dx signatures of individual
charged particle tracks [17]. This analysis technigue could not be used here because M M s are too
heavily ionizing, resulting in charge saturation in the central gt cham ber. T herefore, a new analysis
m ethod was developed based on hit inform ation rather than reconstructed tracks. The analysiswas
sensitive to M M s w ith m asses from 45 G &V /¢ up to the kinem atic lin it (about 103 G &V /).

2 The OPA L D etector

A description of the O PA L detector and its et cham ber can be found in reference [18]. O nly a brief
overview is given here.

TheOPAL detector operated at LEP between 1989 and 2000 and isnow disn antled. T he central
detector com prised a systam of tracking cham bers, providing track reconstruction over 96% of the
full solid angl@ Inside a 0435 T uniform m agnetic eld parallel to the beam axis. It consisted of
a two-ayer silicon m icrostrip vertex detector, a high-precision vertex drift cham ber w ith axial and
stereo w ires, a lJargevolum e gt cham ber and a set of z—<ham bers m easuring the track coordinates
along the beam direction.

'The O PA L right-handed coordinate system isde ned such that the z-axis is in the direction of the electron beam ,
the x-axis points toward the centre of the LEP ring,and and are the polar and azin uthalangles, de ned relative
to the + z—and + x-axes, respectively. T he radial coordinate is denoted by r.



The gt cham ber (CJ) [19] is the m ost In portant detector for this analysis. T he cham ber, w ith
a diam eter of about 2m and a length of about 4m , was divided into 24 azin uthal sectors, each
equipped with 159 sense wires. Up to 159 position and dE =dx m easurem ents per track were thus
possible.

The CJ also provided the hardware trigger for m onopole candidates. This trigger denti ed
events w ith highly ionizing particles. O f the 159 sense w ires of a sector, 36 w ires were com bined to
de ne three groups w ith 12 w ires each. O ne group was at an inner region, close to the e* e collision
axis. T he other two groupsw ere at centraland outer regions. For each w ire, hits from highly ionizing
tracks were denti ed as those yielding an integrated signalabove a threshold of 1250 counts in the
Flash Analogues to D igital C onverters (FADC ). For com parison,am inin um Iionizing particle yields
about 200 FADC counts. Values slightly above 1000 FADC counts are typical for protons w ith a
mom entum of a few hundred M €V . If, w ithin a group, m ore than 10 w ires detected a high dE /dx
hit, a decision bit was set. If this bit was set by all groups of a sector, the m onopole trigger was

red. U sing raw hit inform ation of random ly triggered events, the m onopole trigger w as determ ined
to have an e ciency greater than 99% .

A Jead-glass electrom agnetic calorin eter located outside the m agnet coil covered the full az—
In uthalrange w ith good hem eticity in the polar angle range of jcos j< 0:984. T hem agnet retum
yoke was Instrum ented for hadron calorin etry covering the region jcos j< 0:99 and was surrounded
by four layers of m uon cham bers. E lectrom agnetic calorin eters close to the beam axis com pleted
the geom etrical acceptance dow n to 24 m rad on each side of the interaction point. T hese am allangle
calorim eters were also used to m easure the integrated lum inosity by counting Bhabha events [201].

In order to trigger on the signal described in the introduction, only data collected when the
m onopole trigger w as active were used. T he data-set analysed here was recorded during the LEP2
phase with an average centreofm ass (cm .) energy of 2063 G &V, and corresponded to a total
integrated lum inosity of 62.7 pb * .

3 M onte Carlo SIm ulation

The signalreaction e'e ! M M was sinulated atpm = 208 G&V form onopolem asses (my )
of 45, 50, 55, 60, 65, 70, 75, 80, 85, 90, 95, 100, 101, 102, 103 and 104 G &V /c? with M onte C arlo
(M C) event sam ples. Each sam ple contained 1000 events. Sm alldi erences In the centre-ofm ass
energies between the O PAL data analysed (p Snin= 2036 GeV ,p Snax= 2070 G &V, for an average
Sgata= 2063 G &V ) and the signalM C sam ples ( sy ¢ ) have a negligible e ect on the analysis.

MM masseswere scaled to the cm . energy w ith the equation:
r

Sdata

M scaled = My S
M C

T his scaling is valid since dE =dx (hence detection e ciency) is a linear function ofm ass.

T he very large value of the m agnetic charge m akes it n possible to use perturbative theory to
calculate the M M production process. M M s were assum ed to be spin 1/2 particles, produced from
thee" e initial state via annihilation into a virtual photon, w hich yields a m onopole-antin onopole
pair with a uniform azin uthal distrdbution and w ith the typical ferm ion polar angle distribution
/ (1+ cos ):

ee | ' MM (4)



Since m agnetic charge cannot be simulated directly, MM s were simulated as heavy electrically
charged ferm ionsw ith an e ective charge of (ze)eg = gp (a@ssum ingn = 1). T he speci ¢ ionization
energy loss was com puted according to Eq.[2.

A m agnetic m onopole interacts w ith a m agnetic eld analogously to how an electron interacts
with an electric eld. T he Lorentz force for a m agnetic m onopole carrying m agnetic charge g is:

F=g B v FE (5)

The GEANT3 [21] based OPAL detector sinulation program [22] was used to sinulate the
behavior of the M M s In the O PAL detector. T he routines to transport the particles through the
m agnetic eld werem odi ed such that over a given step the change In them om entum dp=dt of the
m onopole was ocbtained by solving analytically the di erential equation:

dp
— =gB 6
0 g (6)

T he solution describes the m otion of a m agnetic m onopole In a uniform m agnetic eld. The
tra pctory isa parabola,accelerating in thedirection of them agnetic eld. In theplane perpendicular
to the m agnetic eld the m otion is along a straight line, in sharp contrast to electrically charged
particles, which curve in this plane.

W e studied the e ects of m ultiple scattering of the m onopoles and the m odelling of the electric
eld between the anode, cathode, and potentialw ires in CJ and found them to be negligible.

A software em ulation of the m onopole trigger was used to study its e ciency. For the sim ulated
m onopole events, the trigger e ciency was found to be essentially 100% .

T he background was estin ated using M C sin ulations of Standard M odel processes, generated
at” =206 GeV.Twofem ion events (z°% = | ff( )wih £ = e; ; ;q) were sinulated w ith
KK 2f [23]. For the two-photon background, the PYTHIA [24] and PHOJET [25]M onte Carlo
generators were used for € e g nalstates and the Verm aseren [26]and BDK [27] generators for
alle*e Il nalstates. Fourfermm ion nal states were sin ulated w ith grcdf 28], which takes into
account Interference between all diagram s.

A 11 generated signal and background events were processed through the filll sin ulation of the
O PA L detector. The sam e event analysis chain was applied to the sin ulated events and to the data.

4 D ata Analysis

M agnetic m onopoles would distinguish them selves by their anom alously high ionization energy loss
In CJ and by the di erent plane of curvature of the tractory in the m agnetic eld, com pared to
electrically charged particles.

T he large value of the speci c energy loss (dE =dx) ofaM M in the gas of the tracking detectors
would Induce a saturation in m ost of the wire hits. W ith the signals from both ends of the w ire
saturated, it is not possible to determm ine the z position from charge sharing. In this case the z
position is set to zero by the reconstruction program . In theM C ,m ostM M events are seen to exhibit
am ean z-coordinate near zero, because of saturation e ects. R ather than trying to reconstruct the



Cut D escription cut value
Preselection | Totalcharge per hit (CJ): 1000 FADC

N um ber of Tracks plus C lusters: 18

1 The rsthitwire: 2
Num ber of Tracks plus C lusters: 4

2 D istance between the 2 sectors: 8

3 Num ber of hits iIn over ow in H ighSector: 10

4 Z m ean coordinate (CJ): 50 am

5 Charge per hit in the H ighSector: 3700 FADC counts

6 Charge per hit in the SecondSector: 3000 FADC counts
Total charge per hit (CJ): 2500 FADC counts

Table 1: List of cuts applied to the data.

MM tracks In 3 din ensions, events were exam ined for the characteristic M M pattem of ionisation
In the sectors of the OPAL Jet Cham ber.

Pairproduced m agnetic m onopoles, e"e ! MM ( ), would be expected to be produced back
to back with a characteristic pattern of hits In the gt chamber. This would have resulted In an
azin uthal separation of about 12 sectors between the two sectors w ith the highest energy deposits,
called H ighSector and SecondSector, w ith little energy deposited elsew here in the detector.

Basaed on these considerations, events were rejpcted if the overall charge deposited on the sense
w ires nomm alised per hit was am aller than 1000 FADC counts, or if the totalm ultiplicity of tracks
plus clusters in the detector was greater than 18. The levelof the FAD C counts were based on gains
and calibrations. W e refer to these two cuts as the preselection, see Table[dl.

To refct som e un-m odelled events, further cuts w ere applied : the num ber of reconstructed tracks
plusclustershad to benom ore than 4 and the rstwirehit in CJ had to beone ofthe rsttwo wires
(cut 1 in Table[l). Table[l sum m arizes the other selection criteria. W e required the H ighSector and
SecondSector to have an azin uthal separation of at least eight sectors (cut 2) and the num ber of
hits In over ow in the H ighSector to be larger than or equal to 10 (cut 3). Since the typical M M
signature would exhibit a m ean z-coordinate near zero, the average of the z coordinate In CJ was
required to be less than 50 an (cut 4). T he deposited charge perhit in H ighSector and SecondSector
was required to be larger than 3700 FADC and 3000 FADC counts, regpectively (cut 5 and cut 6)
and the total charge per hit In all the CJ sectors to be larger than 2500 FADC counts (cut 6).

T he Standard M odel background was dom inated by Bhabha events and two-photon hadronic
events, w ith a contrdbbution from other two-photon events. T he e ect of the cuts on the sam ples at
an average cm . energy ofp 5=2063 G eV isshown in Tabl[d. A fter applying cut 1, there was poor
agreem ent between data and M C (see Tablk[Z). T hiswas because the data still contained rem aining
un-m odelled backgrounds from beam -gas interactions, coam ic rays and detector noise. This un-
m odelled background was m uch reduced by the subsequent cuts since beam gas interactions yield
particles which m ainly travel along the beam pipe and do not have the characteristic back-to-back
pattem, and detector noise does not deposit large am ounts of charge on the w ires. T he rem aining
di erence of 15-20% between the num ber of events in the data and M C after cut 2 doesnot a ect
our results, as the signal is so separated from the the background thatwe can In pose very hard cuts
to ram ove all the background w ithout a ecting the detection e ciency.

Fig.[dl show s the distrdbution of two of the m ain variables used by the analysis after cut 2: the



N um ber of background events SM M C
cut data TotalSM MC | bhabha | 2f | gg | 2 (e) |2 () |2 () 4f |12 () [sg.e (%)
1 44491 5707 4231 0.7] 06| 753 22 719 | 19| 57 1266 91
2 2928 2462 1927 01]03 6.0 01 275 | 03 14 487 91
3 2576 2194 1661 01]03 54 01 274 | 03] 128 487 91
4 1982 1597 1405 00|00 04 0.0 6.9 00| 64 177 91
5 2 12 05 00|00 0.0 0.0 01 00| 00 06 91
6 0 0.0 0.0 00|00 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 00 0.0 91

Table 2: The num ber of data and M onte C arlo events rem aining after the cuts for anal-
ysed data-set collected at P 5=2063 GeV and for variousM C SM background processes
nom alised to the integrated lum inosity of the data (62.7 pb ' ). The last colum n gives
the e ciencies (in percent) for the m agnetic m onopole M C signal sin ulated in the m ass
region between 45 G &V /¢ and 103 G &V /2.

charge per hit in the CJ sector H ighSector and the average of the zcoordinate. T he total num ber
of data events at this stage is 2928 and the total num ber of the M C Standard M odel events is
2462 (Table[d). Since the m agnetic m onopole behavior would be very di erent from any electrically
charged SM particles, all the variables used by the analysis have a very well separated distribution
fortheM M signaland SM M C backgrounds. For this reason it can be seen from Table[JthatnoM C

background event survived the analysis cuts. M oreover the overall detection e ciency is very high

( 90% ) Pramost allMM masses. In Fig.[J the detection e ciency for pairproduced m agnetic

m onopoles at = s= 206 G &V is shown as a function ofmy .

5 Estim ates of System atic U ncertainties

T he distrbutions of the variables in the data and SM M C have sin ilar shapes. T he di erences in
the m ean values are quite sm all. The M C m odelling of the dE =dx m ay introduce som e system atic
uncertainties. These were evaluated by displacing the cut value on a given variable x from the
original position xg to a new position Xy, to reproduce on the sin ulated events the e ect of the cut
on the realdata. Xy isde ned by:

bkg

Ro= (xo IKiy) + Iy (7)

data

where hxig_ ., hxibkg, data @nd g are the m ean values and the standard deviations of the dis-
tribbutions of the variable x for the data and the simulated background. T hese quantities were
calculated from the x distrdbutions of the events surviving the cuts on all the other variables used
in the selection. Tt was veri ed that using the distribution of x at other stages of the selection leads
to negligble changes in the values of this uncertainty.

T he procedure was repeated for the m ain variables used in the event selection (Tabl[ll): the
num berofover ow s in H ighSector, the Z m ean coordinate in CJ and the charge perhit in H ighSector
and SecondSector. Thedi erence between the reduced e ciency, due to the displacem ent of the cut,
and that obtained w ith the nom inal selection was taken as the system atic uncertainty due to the
m odelling of the variable under consideration. T he relative system atic uncertainties in the signal



Q uantity System atic uncertainty (% )
Num ber of over ow s In H ighSector 00-02
Z m ean coordinate (CJ) 02-04
Charge per hit in H ighSector 03 -4.7
Charge per hit in SecondSector 02-22
G lobal system atic uncertainty 04-52
SignalM C statistics 06 -038
Total \ 0.7-53

Table 3: Summ ary of system atic uncertainties for the signal e ciency of the various
quantities used in the analysis. T he range of results corresponds to the values obtained
for thedi erentM M m asses.

e clency associated with the various quantities are reported in Table [3. The range com es from
di erent values obtained for the di erent M M m asses.

At a given centre-ofm ass energy the di erent system atic uncertainties were assum ed to be
independent, so that the total system atic uncertainty was calculated as the quadratic sum of the
individualuncertainties. T he globalsystem atic uncertainty rangesbetween 0.4% and 52% (Tabk[).

TheM C statistical uncertainty, due to the lin ited num ber of signal events generated, has been
com puted using a binom izl form ula and is reported in Tabl[3.

6 Results and Conclusions

No m agnetic m onopole signal was found in this search. In Figure[d the 95% CL upper lim it on
the production cross-section at an average cm . energy of s = 206:3 G &V is shown as a function
of the m onopole m ass. T he average upper lin it on the cross-section, com puted using a frequentist
approach, is 0.05 pb in them assrange 45 < my < 102G &V /c?. This lim it isessentially ndependent
of them ass in this range.

T he com putation of the crosssection is non-trivial. N evertheless we expect the cross-section
to be large. The crosssection for the pair production of D irac M agnetic M onopoles com puted
assum Ing a naive tree-level coupling through an s<hannel virtual photon, according to the e ective
charge (z€)eg = gp , IS around 5 orders of m agnitude larger than the upper lin it obtained In this
experin ent [14]. In thism odelwe can thus exclude classical M M s In them ass range 45102 G &V /P
T his is a new excluded m ass range for D irac m agnetic m onopole searches in € e interactions.
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