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INTRODUCTION

1. FOREWORDH

The elucidation of the mechanism of electroweak symmetrgking is one of the main goals of the LHC
physics program. In the Standard Model (SM), mass generaditriggered by the Higgs mechanism,
which predicts the existence of one scalar state, the Higgerb[1, 2]. The Higgs boson couplings to
fermions and gauge bosons are a prediction of the model &ndrily unknown parameter is the Higgs
boson mass.

The Minimal Supersymmetric extension of the Standard M@#E&SM) requires the introduction
of two Higgs doublets, in order to preserve supersymmety gime mass to the fermions, and after
spontaneous symmetry breaking five Higgs particles renmathe spectrum: two CP-even,f ), one
CP-odd #) and two chargedH ) Higgs bosons. At lowest order the MSSM Higgs sector can be
described by two parameters, generally chosen te pethe mass of the pseudoscalar Higgs boson, and
tan = w=vy, the ratio of the two vacuum expectation values. The lowedtropredictions receive
large radiative corrections which must be included whenudating Higgs couplings or masses. At tree
level, the lightest neutral Higgs boson has an upper boumd ofwhich is increased te , < O (130
140) G ev when radiative corrections are included [3].

The search for the Higgs at collider experiments has nowgoemgoing for two decades. The
present direct lower limit of the Higgs mass in the SM is 118&V (at 95% CL) [4], while precision
measurements point to a rather light Higgs, < 180 GeV [5, 6]. The Tevatron has a chance to find
evidence for a Higgs boson if enough integrated luminosity lse accumulated. At present, the Tevatron
is performing well, and it is approaching the sensitivityili required to exclude the existence of the SM
Higgs form, 160 GeV [7].

If it exists, the Higgs boson will be seen at the LHC, which paovide a measurement of the
Higgs mass at the per-mille level and of the Higgs boson dogplat the 5-20 % level [8]. These
tasks, however, require accurate theoretical prediction®oth signal and background cross sections
and distributions, and this is true in particular for an aete determination of the properties of the
discovered particle, such as spin, CP, and couplings.

!Contributed by: S. Dawson and M. Grazzini



In the following we review the status of theoretical preitios for both signal and background at
the LHC, with emphasis on recent developments for the Stdridadel Higgs boson.

1.1 Gluon-Gluon Fusion

The gluon fusion mechanism, mediated by a (heavy)-quark, |poovides the dominant production
mechanism of Higgs bosons at the LHC in the full mass range.

QCD corrections to this process at next-to-leading orddt@Nhave been known for some
time [9-11] and their effect increases the leading order)(tf@ss section by about 80-100%. This
calculation is very well approximated by the largez, limit. When the exact Born cross section (with
full dependence on the masses of top and bottom quarks) dstasermalize the result, the difference
between the exact and the approximated NLO cross sectioigesarom 1 to4s whenm, < 200
GeV. In recent years, the next-to-next-to-leading ordeMI(®) corrections have been computed in this
limit [12—-17], leading to an additional increase of the srggction of about0  15% . Soft-gluon
resummation leads to a further increase of ab&ut[18]. The latter result is nicely confirmed by the
more recent evaluation of the leading soft contributions dtO [19-21]. Two loop EW effects are also
known [22-24].

In the MSSM, for largetan , the contribution from bottom quark loops becomes impdrtard
the largem ., limit is not applicable. The full SUSY-QCD corrections aneokvn in the limit of heavy
squark and gluino masses at NLO [25-27]. Recently, the ec@utibution of squark loops has been
evaluated at NLO [28] and is discussed in Sect] 11. The massiwal corrections to the squark loops
are given in Ref. [29, 30].

The higher order calculations mentioned above are ceytaimportant but they refer to total cross
sections, i.e., the experimental cuts are largely ignofdmk impact of higher order corrections on the rate
and the shape of the corresponding distributions may bagralependent on the choice of cuts. In the
case in which one [31] or two [32] jets are tagged at lasgehe NLO corrections for Higgs production
from gluon fusion are known and implemented in parton levehk Carlo programs. These predictions
are obtained in the large ., limit, which is a good approximation for small transversemamtum of
the accompanying jet. For Higgs plus one jet productioretiea rather flat dependence of thefactor
on pr and rapidity for moderate: andy. In the MSSM, the Higgs plus jet rate is known at lowest
order only [33, 34]. The Higgs plug jet process from gluon fusion is a background for vector hoso
fusion, as discussed below. Interference effects in thg#ius2 jet channel are discussed in Séct. 4.

The NNLO inclusive cross section when a jet veto is appliés] f&as been known for some time.
The first NNLO calculation that fully takes into account esipental cuts was reported in Ref. [36],
in the case of the decay mode ! which is implemented in the FEHIP Monte Carlo program.
In Ref. [37] the calculation was extended to the decay mode w *w ! I"1 ~. Recently, an
independent NNLO calculation has been performed [38, 3@Juding all the relevant decay modes of
the Higgs bosonh ! ,h! wrw ! 1 —andh! z2z ! 4leptons. Such a calculation is
implemented in a Monte Carlo program and is documented snréport in Sec{_2.

Among the possible differential distributions, an impott&ole is played by the transverse mo-
mentum 6r) spectrum of the Higgs boson [40]. When  my, the standard fixed order expansion is
applicable. Wherpr m y,, large logarithmic contributions appear that may invakddoe customary
fixed order expansion. The resummation of such contribetiwas been performed at different levels of
theoretical accuracy [41-46]. In Refs. [44—46] the resuchmesult up to next-to-next-to-leading loga-
rithmic accuracy is matched to the fixed order NLO result f371 48] valid at large transverse momenta.
It is important to note that transverse-momentum resunonas approximately performed by standard
Monte Carlo event generators. A comparison of results nbthwith different tools was presented in
Ref. [49].

For Higgs boson masses below about 140 GeV the dominant decdgh ! Xbis swamped by



the huge QCD background and the Higgs boson can be found kintpat the raren ! decay mode.
The background can be measured precisely from the data usiebasid interpolation, but accurate
theoretical predictions are useful to estimate the expeateuracies and to better understand detector
performances. The ! decay width is known including full two loop QCD and EW effe¢50-52].
The NNLO QCD effects are known in the largez, limit [53]. The irreducible background has
been computed up to NLO including the fragmentation effg#t$ Thegg ! contribution, which is
formally NNLO, is enhanced by the large gluon luminosity éénown up to NLO (i.e. 0 ( 2)) [55].

For Higgs masses between 140 and 180 Gewithew ! 1'1 — decay mode is the most
important. Despite the absence of a mass peak, there ang stngular correlations between the charged
leptons [56]. To suppress thebackground, a jet veto has to be applied to cut events with-hbigk-jets
from the decay of the top quark. The impact of higher-orderemiions on the Higgs signal is strongly
reduced by the selection cuts [37,39,57]. This channelagde be one of the most promising for an
early discovery [58], but at the same time it is the most emaging as far as the background is concerned.
Because of the missing energy, the Higgs mass cannot belgireconstructed, and a straightforward
background extrapolation from sidebands is not possible Gackground has to be extrapolated from
regions where the signal is absent and this requires a prkomvledge of the background distributions.
Thew *w irreducible background is known up to NLO [59, 60] includisgin correlations, and the
effects of multiple soft-gluon emissions has been includpdo NLL [61]. Spin correlations in the
W decay are crucial for a correct prediction of angular disttions and are now implemented in the
MC@NLO event generator [62,63]. The potentially large! w *w  contribution, formally NNLO,
has also been computed [64, 65]. Thebackground, including the effect of spin correlations [G6]
known up to NLO and is also included in MC@NLO. A complete aidton including finite width
effects (and thug *w g W to is available at LO only [67].

When the Higgs mass is larger than aboat GeV, the decayn ! zZz ! 4 leptons becomes
dominant. This channel is much easier to observe thamth@ channel because the invariant mass
of the leptons can be reconstructed and thus the backgramtbec measured from the data. Accurate
predictions become important when the nature of the Higgsches is studied. The irreducible z
background is known up to NLO including spin correlation8,[80]. The impact of soft-gluon effects
on signal and background has been studied recently [68]c@loalation of thegg ! 7 Z contribution
is accounted for in this report in Sects] 6. and 7. We finallierthat the full QCD+EW corrections to
thedecaymodes ! w *w (zz)! 4leptons have been recently computed [69, 70].

1.2 Vector-Boson Fusion

The vector boson fusion (VBF) process plays an importard foif a wide range of Higgs masses. The
VBF cross section is typically one order of magnitude smafean the one from gluon fusion, and it
becomes competitive with the latter for very large Higgs seas

VBF occurs through the scattering of two valence quarksdékehange & or az boson. Since
valence quark distributions in the proton are peaked ativels large Bjorkenx (x 01  02), the
scattered quarks emerge with very large longitudinal mdorarand transverse momentum of the order
of a fraction of the boson mass. As a consequence, the tygig@iture of a VBF event is given by two
hard jets with a large rapidity interval between them, amgeithe exchanged boson is colourless, there
is no hadronic activity between them. Although this charrasd a smaller cross section with respect to
gluon fusion, it is very attractive both for discovery and fioee measurement of the Higgs couplings.

The NLO QCD corrections to the total rate were computed some &go and found to be of the
orderof5 10% [71]. Inrecent years, these corrections have been impleaddar distributions [72—74].
Recently, the full EW+QCD corrections to this process haserbcomputed [75, 76]. A comparison of
the different calculations is presented in this report iotS8l

The h+2 jets final state can be produced also by gluon-gluon fusibims signature, although



part of the inclusive Higgs boson signal, represents a backgl when trying to isolate thew w
andhz z couplings through VBF. The gluon fusion contribution is Wwmat LO with full top mass
dependence [77]. The kinematical distributions of the iagdets show remarkable differences in the
two production mechanisms. The distribution of the tagging jets is rather flat for the VBF rsg)

By contrast, the loop induceayg coupling leads to a pronounced dip at = 90 °. Another significant
difference is found in the rapidity distribution of the tthinardest jet with respect to the rapidity average
of the other two. The VBF signal has a dip in the central regighere the gluon fusion background is
peaked. As such, a cut on jets with > p/** in the central rapidity region (central jet veto) enhances
the relevance of the VBF signal. Recently, NLO QCD corra®tido theh + 2 jets process in the
largem «o-limit have been computed [32], and also parton shower tffen the relevant distributions
have been evaluated [78]. These studies show that therdisating power of previous LO results
is not significantly changed. We note, however, that wheng}i& is much smaller than the Higgs
boson mass the coefficients of the perturbative series draneed by large logarithmic contributions
that may invalidate the fixed order expansion. The lattentpdéserves more detailed investigation. An
experimental study of central jet veto efficiencies is pnése in this report in Sedt.]8.

The most important decay channels of the Higgs boson in VEFhar! * andh !
W W ! 11 —. Then ! * decay mode provides an important discovery channel in the
MSSM. The * invariant mass can be reconstructed at the LHC with an acgwia few GeV. This
is possible because VBF typically produces Higgs bosorts laige transverse momentum. As a conse-
guence, a sideband analysis can in principle be used to meadsubackground from the data. The most
important backgrounds are QCDjjand EWzZ 55 from VBF. Both are known up to NLO [79, 80].

Then! w*w ! I'l — decay mode is the most challenging, because, as for gluamnfus
it does not allow a direct Higgs mass reconstruction. Thedinciblew *w  background is known up
to NLO [81]. The other important backgroundtis+ £ts, and has the largest uncertainty. Recently, the
NLO corrections tote+ jet have been computed [82]. It will be essential to includedecay of the top
quark with full spin correlations. In addition, finite wid#ifects could be relevant.

1.3 Associated Production With ab Pair

In the Standard Model, Higgs production in association witjuarks is never important, since this rate
is suppressed by =v. This channel is important in MSSM scenarios at latge , since the Higgs
coupling to bottom quarks is enhanced in this regime. fear > 7, Higgs production in association
with abquark is the dominant production mechanism at the LHC. Thsscsection fob- Higgs produc-
tion can be computed using two different formalisms, whigresent different orderings of perturbation
theory. In the four-flavour scheme the cross section staitts ¢ | ch at LO. The cross section for
the associated production of the Higgs boson with zero, orier@ high-transverse momentumijets

is known up NLO [83-86]. In the five flavour scheme, the LO pesxc&sihb | h and bottom quark
parton distributions are introduced to sum the potentidige logarithms log(m ,=m ). The inclusive
cross section has been computed up to NNLO [87], and the sexg®on for the associated production
with one higher bjetis known at NLO [88]. In recent years, a detailed compmaribetween the results
of the two approaches has been performed with the conclukairthe two approaches lead to similar
results. For a discussion see Ref. [89, 90]. In additioneteetroweak corrections teo ! h [91], the
dominant top quark contributions to the NNLO rate for thelesive ich process [92] and the SUSY
QCD corrections t@b ! h,bg ! ©hare known [93]. The effects of SUSY-QCD arHiggs production

is discussed in Sedt. 12.

1.4 Associated Production With at-Pair

The httchannel offers the possibility of a clean measurement otdpegquark Yukawa coupling. The
NLO corrections to thentt signal were independently computed by two groups [94-97], faund to
increase the signal cross sectiondty 40% . Thehtchannel was initially thought to be an important
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Fig. 1: Total cross sections for Higgs production at the LAIBe gluon fusion result is NNLO QCD with soft gluon resumma-
tion effects included at NNLL and uses MRST2002 PDFs witloraralization/factorization scales equalrig,. The vector
boson fusion curve is shown at NLO QCD with CTEQ6M PDFs andmexalization/factorization scales equahtg,. Thev h
results ¥ = W ;z) include NNLO QCD corrections and NLO EW corrections and M&@ST2002 PDFs with the renormal-
ization /factorization scales equal tothe, M  invariant mass. Theb ! h resultis NNLO QCD, with MRST2002 PDFs,
renormalization scale equal t0,, and factorization scale equal #o, =4. The results forth production are NLO QCD, use
CTEQ6M PDFs and set the renormalization/factorizatiotesttan + + m , =2 [100].

discovery channel in the low Higgs mass region, looking attth! bdecay mode and triggering on
the leptonic decay of one of the top. The main backgroundstareand ttojj. Recently, more detailed
investigations based on a more careful background evaluatid full detector simulation lead to a more
pessimistic view on the possibility of observing the Higmgmal in this channel [98]. This channel could
be important for measuring the top quark Yukawa couplin@®$8,

1.5 Associated production with aw or a z boson

This channel is essential for the Higgs search at the TavdtoHiggs masses below30 GeV. The
leptonic decay of the vector boson provides the necessagbaund rejection to allow for looking at
theh ! Wbdecay mode. The signal cross section is known up to NNLO in Q@®corrections being
about+ 30% [101, 102]. These corrections are identical to those of IPfah, but in the case of h an
additional contribution from theg initial state must be included [103]. Full EW correctiong &nown
and decrease the cross sectionsby 10% [104].

1.6 Conclusions

The important Higgs production channels are known at NLO Q@D in a few cases to NNLO and
progress is being made in implementing these results in ®Gatrlo programs. A summary of the total
rates for the most important Higgs production channels ésvshin Fig.[1 [100].
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2. HNNEO: A MONTE CARLO PROGRAM FOR HIGGS BOSON PRODUCTION AT THE
LHC

2.1 Introduction

Gluon-gluon fusion is the main production channel of then8&xd Model Higgs boson at the LHC. At
leading order (LO) in QCD perturbation theory, the crosstisacis proportional to 2, s being the
QCD coupling. The QCD radiative corrections to the totaksreection are known at the next-to-leading
order (NLO) [9-11] and at the next-to-next-to-leading ar(dNLO) [12—-17]. The effects of a jet veto
on the total cross section has been studied up to NNLO [35]radl that all the results at NNLO have
been obtained by using the largie: approximationM . being the mass of the top quark.

These NNLO calculations are certainly important but thefgréo situations where the experi-
mental cuts are either ignored (as in the case of the totakcsection) or taken into account only in
simplified cases (as in the case of the jet vetoed cross egcfldie impact of higher-order corrections
may be strongly dependent on the details of the applied cudsabso the shape of the distributions is
typically affected by these details.

The first NNLO calculation that fully takes into account expental cuts was reported in
Ref. [36], in the case of the decay mode ! . In Ref. [37] the calculation is extended to the
decaymodel ! ww ! 1 1.

In Ref. [38] we have presented an independent NNLO calaudatf the Higgs production cross
section. The method is completely different from that use®efs. [36, 37]. Our calculation is imple-
mented in a fully-exclusive parton level event generatdrisTeature makes it particularly suitable for
practical applications to the computation of distribuidn the form of bin histograms. Our numerical
program can be downloaded from [105]. The decay modes thatuarently implemented are ! ,
H! Ww ! 11 andH ! zz ! 4leptons [39].

In the following we present a brief selection of results tban be obtained by our program. We
consider Higgs boson production at the LHC and use the MR& p@arton distributions [106], with
parton densities ands evaluated at each corresponding order (i.e., wese 1)-loop s at N"LO,
with n = 0;1;2). The renormalization and factorization scales are fixeth¢éovalue = ¢ = M g,
whereM y is the mass of the Higgs boson.

2.2 Results For the Decay Modet !

We consider the production of a Higgs boson of mass = 125 GeV in theH ! decay mode
and follow Ref. [98] to apply cuts on the photons. For eacmewee classify the photon transverse
momenta according to their minimum and maximum vafug, i, andpr, .x. The photons are required
to be in the central rapidity region; j< 235, with pryp, 1, > 35 GeV andpr, . > 40 GeV. We also
require the photons to be isolated: the hadronic (partdracisverse energy in a cone of radris= 03
along the photon direction has to be smaller than 6 GeV. Byyagpthese cuts the impact of the NNLO
corrections on the NLO total cross section is reduced frofrb 1® 11%.

In Fig.[2 we plot the distributions ip;, 1, andpr, ., Of the signal processg ! H ! . We
note that the shape of these distributions sizeably diffédren going from LO to NLO and to NNLO.
The origin of these perturbative instabilities is well knmojt07]. Since the LO spectra are kinematically
bounded by My =2, each higher-order perturbative contribution produceterable) logarithmic
singularities in the vicinity of that boundary. More deggllstudies are necessary to assess the theoretical

2Contributed by: S. Catani and M. Grazzini
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Fig. 2: Distributions inpr» 1 @ndprn ax for the diphoton signal at the LHC. The cross section is digdithy the branching
ratio in two photons.
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Fig. 3: Normalized distribution in the variabtes

uncertainties of these fixed-order results and the relevanhall-order resummed calculations.

In Fig.[3 we consider the (normalized) distribution in theiable cos , where s the polar
angle of one of the photons in the rest frame of the Higgs bBsat small values ofos  the distribu-
tion is quite stable with respect to higher order QCD coioss. We also note that the LO distribution
vanishes beyond the valdes ., < 1. The upper boundos | .. is due to the fact that the photons are
required to have a minimum; of 35 GeV. As in the case of Fi@l 2, in the vicinity of this LO kinerca
boundary there is an instability of the perturbative resbityond LO.

2.3 Results for the Decay Modetl ! 1 1

We now consider the production of a Higgs boson with ntass = 165 GeV in the decay mode
H ! 11.Weapplya set of preselection cuts taken from the study &f[B8]. The charged leptons
havep; larger than 20 GeV, and j< 2. The missingz is larger thare0 GeV and the invariant mass of
the charged leptons is smaller themGeV. Finally, the azimuthal separation of the charged lepin the

3We thank Suzanne Gascon and Markus Schumacher for suggtstinse of this variable.



MRST2004
My=165 GeV

Fig. 4: Normalized distribution at LO, NLO, NNLO.

transverse plane () is smaller thar 35 °. By applying these cuts the impact of the NNLO corrections
on the NLO result does not change and is of alt .

In Fig[4 we plot the distribution at LO, NLO and NNLO. As is well known [56], the atged
leptons from the Higgs boson signal tend to be close in aaglé thus the distribution is peaked at small
. We notice that the effect of the QCD corrections is to insesthe steepness of the distribution, from
LO to NLO and from NLO to NNLO.

2.4 Conclusions

We have illustrated a calculation of the Higgs boson praduactross section at the LHC up to NNLO
in QCD perturbation theory. The calculation is implemeniethe numerical progrartliNNLQwhich

at present includes the decay modes! andH ! ww ! 11 andH ! zZ ! 4leptons.
The program allows the user to apply arbitrary cuts on the emamof the partons and leptons (photons)
produced in the final state, and to obtain the required digions in the form of bin histograms. We
have presented a brief selection of numerical results timbe obtained by our program. More detailed
results for the decay modes !| ww andH ! z7z can be found in Ref. [39]. The fortran code
HNNLGCcan be downloaded from [105].

3. TUNED COMPARISON OF QCD CORRECTIONS TO SM HIGGS-BOSON PRODUCTION
VIA VECTOR BOSON FUSION AT THE LHC [

3.1 Introduction

The electroweak (EW) production of a Standard Model Higgsondn association with two hard jets in

the forward and backward regions of the detector—freqyemnibted as the “vector-boson fusion” (VBF)

channel—is a cornerstone in the Higgs search both in the A [#08] and CMS [109] experiments at
the LHC. Higgs production in the VBF channel also plays andrtamt role in the determination of

Higgs couplings at the LHC (see e.g. Ref. [8]). Even boundesamstandard couplings between Higgs
and EW gauge bosons can be imposed from precision studibisiohannel [110].

Higgs+2jets production in pp collisions proceeds throwgb different channels. The first channel
corresponds to a pure EW process where the Higgs boson sotgqpieweak boson. It comprises the

4Contributed by: M. Ciccolini, A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, C. @art, T. Figy, C. Oleari, M. Spira, and D. Zeppenfeld



scattering of two (anti-)quarks mediated byandu-channel W- or Z-boson exchange, with the Higgs
boson radiated off the weak-boson propagator. It also w@Higgs-boson radiation off a W- or Z-
boson produced irs-channel quark—antiquark annihilation (Higgs-strahliprgcess), with the weak
boson decaying hadronically. The second channel proceautdynthrough strong interactions, the Higgs
boson being radiated off a heavy-quark loop that couplesnyoparton of the incoming hadrons via
gluons [32,77].

In the weak-boson-mediated processes, the two scattesgisgare usually visible as two hard
forward jets, in contrast to other jet production mechamisoffering a good background suppression
(transverse-momentum and rapidity cuts on jets, jet rapghp, central-jet veto, etc.). Applying appro-
priate event selection criteria (see e.g. Refs. [78, 114}-4dd references in Refs. [2,115]) it is possible
to sufficiently suppress background and to enhance the VBRrai over the hadronic Higgs+2jets pro-
duction mechanism.

In order to match the required precision for theoreticaldptons at the LHC, QCD and EW
corrections are needed. When VBF cuts are imposed, the sex$®n can be approximated by the
contribution of squared- and u-channel diagrams only, which reduces the QCD correctiongettex
corrections to the weak-boson—quark coupling. Explicktrie-leading-order (NLO) QCD calculations
in this approximation exist since more than a decade [7]], Mbile corrections to distributions have
been calculated in the last few years [72—74]. RecentlyfuhddLO EW and QCD corrections to this
process have become available [75, 76]. This calculatioludtes, for the first time, the complete set of
EW and QCD diagrams, namely the u-, ands-channel contributions, as well as all interferences.

In this short note we compare the NLO QCD corrected crossesecesults obtained by three
different calculations using a common set of input paramedad a uniformly tuned setup. We also
present, in order to better understand the different apprations, the full NLO QCD and EW corrected
results as obtained in Refs. [75, 76].

In the next section, the different approaches that we coenpeg briefly summarized. The precise
setup is described in Sectibn B.3, and Sedtioh 3.4 contagsumerical results.

3.2 Different Approaches and Codes

The following collaborations have contributed to the tumednparison of NLO QCD corrected results
for Higgs-boson production via weak-boson fusion at the LHC

CDD References [75, 76] present a detailed description of #heutation of the complete NLO
EW and QCD corrections to Higgs-boson production in the VR&Rmmel at the LHC. The NLO
0 ( ) corrections include the complete set of QCD diagrams, naithel =, u-, and s-channel
contributions, as well as all interferences. The integratess section (with and without dedicated
VBF selection cuts) was calculated, as well as differenigldifoson and tagging-jet observables.
In the EW corrections, real corrections induced by photarthé initial state and QED corrections
implicitly contained in the DGLAP evolution of PDFs were @ltaken into account. All EW
contributions have been switched off for this comparison.

VBFNLOQJ116] is a NLO parton-level Monte Carlo program which implemts one-loop QCD
corrections for a collection of relevant VBF processes, bfol Higgs-boson production, in the
narrow resonance approximation, is the simplest examplggd-boson production in weak-boson
fusion is implemented following the results of Ref. [72]BFNLOgenerates an isotropic Higgs-
boson decay into two massless “leptons” (which represént or or i final states), and
imposes a cut on the invariant mass of the Higgs boson. Thisirie has been disabled during
this comparison, and only a non-decaying Higgs boson has t@esidered. We have employed
VBFNLO-v.1.0 ,and included only four flavours of the external quarks.

VV2H[117] calculates the production cross section of Higgs hesdaw W =zz ! h;H at
hadron colliders at NLO QCD according to the formulae présgéin Refs. [71,115]. Interference



effects between W- and Z-boson fusion are neglected. Thgramo allows to calculate the total
production cross section for the scalar Higgs bosons of Measd MSSM. For the present study
we employed th&VV2Hversion dated July 23, 2007, which was modified in order tacdwoff the
contributions from b quarks in the final and/or initial s&ate

3.3 Common Setup for the Calculation
3.31 Input parameters and scheme definitions
We choose the following set of input parameters [118], wihiakie also been used in Refs. [75, 76]:

G = 116637 10°Gev ?; (0)= 1=137:03599911;
M ;B = 80425G eV ; WEP = 2d24Gev
M JFF = 91:1876G eV ; LEP = 2:4952G eV ;
m = 0:51099892M €V ; m = 105658369M eV; m = 1:77699GeV ;
my= 66M €V ; me= 12G€&V; mi= 1743G €V ;
mg= 66M &V ; mg= 150M &V ; mp= 43GeV: Q)

CDDuses the complex-mass scheme [119]. This requires a fixeith Wwidhe W- and Z-boson
propagators in contrast to the approach used at LEP to fit t@d®\Z resonances, where running widths
are taken. Following Ref. [120] to convert the “on-shelllues ofM ;** and $*F (v = W ;z) to the
“pole values” denoted by i, and v, leads to

My = 80:397:::G€&V; w = 2123:::G&V;
My,= 911535:::G€&V; g = 24943 :::GeV: (2)

In VV2HandVBFNLOthe W- and Z-boson masses are fixed according to[Eq. (2) ancetier-bosons
widths are set to zero.

The masses of the light quarks are adjusted to reproduceattreric contribution to the photonic
vacuum polarization of Ref. [121]. Since quark mixing effeare suppressed we neglect quark mixing
and use a unit CKM matrix. All quark masses are set to zeBRNLOWe use thes scheme, i.e. we
derive the electromagnetic coupling constant from the Feaonstant according to

P -
6 = 26 MZ (1 MZaMZ)=: ()

CTEQG6 parton distributions [122] are used. Processes wititreal bottom quarks are not in-
cluded in this comparison. As discussed in Section 3.4 of Héf these contribute at the level of a
few per cent. We us® ; as factorization scale both for QCD and QED collinear cbatibns. For
the calculation of the strong coupling constant we emplay as the default renormalization scale, in-
clude 5 flavours in the two-loop running of, and fix (M ;)= 0:118, consistent with the CTEQ6M
distribution.

3.32 Phase-space cuts and event selection

We employ the same jet definition parameters, phase-spatevamt selection cuts as described in
Refs. [73,75, 76]. Jet reconstruction from final-state quastis performed using the: -algorithm [123]

as described in Ref. [124]. Jets are reconstructed fronopsirdf pseudorapidity; 5 < 5 using a jet
resolution parameter = 0:8. In the EW corrections, real photons are recombined with getording
to the same algorithm. Thus, in real photon radiation evydimal states may consist of jets plus a real
identifiable photon, or of jets only.

We study total cross sections and cross sections for thef sxtperimental “VBF cuts”. These
cuts significantly suppress backgrounds to VBF processdgneing the signal-to-background ratio.
We require at least two hard jets with

pri> 20G eV ; i< 45; 4)



My [Gev ] 120 150 170 200 400 700
€00 (5 ] 4226.3(6)| 3357.8(5)| 2910.7(4)| 2381.6(3) | 817.6(1) | 257.49(4)
VBN (5] | 4227.1(1)| 3358.0(1)| 2910.8(1)| 2380.79(8)| 817.48(3)| 257.444(9)
WaH ] | 4226.2(4)| 3357.3(3)| 2910.2(3)| 2380.4(2) | 817.33(8)| 257.40(3)

OCPTEY 1y1| 5404.8(9)| 3933.7(6)| 3290.4(5)| 2597.9(4) | 834.5(1) | 259.26(4)
0 b ] 4424(4) | 3520(3) | 3052(3) | 2505(2) | 858.4(7) | 268.2(2)
VBRNLO (651 | 4414.8(2)| 3519.8(2)| 3055.9(2)| 2503.3(1) | 858.73(4)| 268.02(1)
NGaiisy 4415(1) | 3519.7(8)| 3055.8(7)| 2503.4(6) | 858.8(2) | 268.03(6)

SROCP ) | 6030(4) | 4313(3) | 3579(2) | 2802(2) | 878.9(6) | 269.9(2)

OCDHEW 1| 5694(4) | 4063(3) | 3400(3) | 2666(2) | 839.0(7) | 285.9(3)

NLO

—

CDD
LO=NLO?

Table 1: Total integrated cross sectionfgr ! H + 23ts+ X in LO and NLO without any cuts, calculated &pD
with VV2H YW and withVBFNLQ YBFNLO - for the setup defined in the text.

wherepr 5is the transverse momentum of the jet ands rapidity. Two tagging jets; and 3, are defined
as the two jets passing the cui$ (4) with highessuch thato; ; > pr 4. Furthermore, we require that
the tagging jets have a large rapidity separation and reésidpposite detector hemispheres:

Yi 3 wi> 4 Vi < 0: (5)

3.4 Numerical Results

In this section we present, for a range of Higgs-boson ma¢sesand NLO QCD corrected results
obtained byCDD _EE(;D:N_LO, with VV2H ‘L’_‘gQNLO, and WlthVBFNLQ Lo These resu_lts were
calculated approximating the cross section by the corttdbuof squared= and u-channel diagrams
only, without any interferences. We also present the QCDected results, including all diagrams and

interference contributions,floﬂ:%ig , together with the results including both QCD and EW corord,

QCD+EW .
oo »asobtained bgDD

Table1 contains results for the total integrated crossaeutithout any cuts. The small difference
between the results obtained M¥/2Hand VBFNLOIs due to the different treatment of vector-boson
widths. We observe that the approximate LO cross sectioeeagthins 10*, and the NLO corrected
results within2 102, a difference which is of the order of the statistical eriidne complete predictions

Ccb+EW differ from the results ok/V2HandVBFNLOby up to 30% for low Higgs-boson masses and
by a few per cent for high Higgs-boson masses. The bulk ofttigiglifference for small values of ;
is due to thes-channel contributions, which are only considereddyD

Table[2 shows results for the integrated cross section aftposing VBF selection cuts. We
observe that the approximate LO cross sections agree within10*, and the NLO corrected results
within 1 107, a difference which is of the order of the statistical err®he difference between the
complete predictions 2P * " and the results 0¢/BFNLQOis half a per mille or less in LO, and 6-8%,
the size of the EW corrections, in NLO. This shows that, is tlinfigurations-channel and interference
contributions can be safely neglected, but EW correctisasaa large as QCD corrections.

3.5 Conclusions

We have presented results for NLO cross sections of StarMad#®| Higgs-boson production via weak-
boson fusion at the LHC. A tuned comparison of QCD correct=siilts obtained by three different
calculations has been performed. Taking into account enindu-channel diagrams we found good
agreement. We have also presented full NLO EW and QCD cedexsults to gain some insight
into the nature of this approximation. We found agreememivéen the approximate and full ( )
results when VBF cuts are applied. On the other hand, fordted integrated cross section, there is a



My [Gev] 120 150 170 200 400 700
COD [, | 1686.2(3) | 1433.4(2) | 1290.3(2) | 1106.8(1) | 451.27(5)| 153.68(2)

LO

YERNO f,] | 1686.90(5)| 1433.79(4)| 1290.42(4)| 1106.97(3)| 451.31(1)| 153.689(4)

250 )| 1686.5(3) | 1432.7(2) | 1289.8(2) | 1106.4(1) | 451.16(5)| 153.66(2)
o o] 1728(2) | 1463(1) | 1313(2) | 1121(1) | 444.8(3) | 147.2()
NLO

SoCP o] | 1738(2) | 1468(2) | 1318(1) | 1122(1) | 445.0(4) | 147.23(9)

Sro " ]| 1599(2) | 1354(2) | 1230(1) | 1048(1) | 419.2(4) | 155.8(1)

verNlo g1 | 1728.8(2) | 1461.7(2) | 1311.7(1) | 1119.8(1) | 444.71(3)| 147.14(1)
NLO

Table 2: Integrated cross sectionfos ! H + 2%ts+ X in LO and NLO, including VBF selection cuts, calculated®®D
eob ., and withVBFNLQ YBANLO ' for the setup defined in the text.

sizeable difference between those results, which arisegstlexclusively froms-channel contributions.
Furthermore, EW corrections are in general as large as Q@leatmns.
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4. LOOP INDUCED INTERFERENCE EFFECTS IN HIGGS PLUS TWO JET PR ODUCTION
AT THE LHC B

4.1 Introduction

Understanding the mechanism of electro-weak symmetrykbrgds one of the primary goals at the
CERN Large Hadron Collider. Central to this study is the nieasent of the couplings of any
observed Higgs scalar to the electro-weak bosons. A usefdugtion process in this context is
pp ! H jj[125-127] through weak boson fusion (WBF) [128], as showign[8(a), with contributions

from all identifiable decay channels. The Higgs plus two jghature also receives contributions from
Higgs boson production through gluon-fusion mediatedubloa top-loop, as illustrated in Figl 5 (b).
However, the Higgs plus dijet-sample can be biased towa@s Wy suppressing the gluon-fusion chan-

Fig. 5: (a) The WBF process for Higgs production in the Stadddodel and (b) the equivalent gluon-fusion diagram mestiat
through a top-loop.
nel through a combination of cuts.

The next-to-leading order corrections to Higgs plus twappetduction are considered to be well
under control. For WBF, both the radiative corrections witCD [10, 71, 72, 129] and the electro-
weak sector [75, 76] have been calculated; for the gluorofugrocess, the first radiative corrections
have been calculated within QCD [32, 130] using the heavyniags effective Lagrangian [9, 10, 131].
The radiative corrections to the WBF channel are snsall, % , and there is even partial numerical

SContributed by J. R. Andersen, T. Binoth, G. Heinrich, J. vhilBe
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Fig. 6: Example of contributing one-loop interference ternja)M 4z M 4 and (b)M 44M ,. There are four contributing
topologies for each gluon-fusion amdfusion process. (c) shows a real emission processes dkrakment squared level.

cancellation between the QCD and electro-weak contribstidt would therefore seem that the Higgs
coupling to electro-weak bosons can be very cleanly studidda 1 jj-sample.

However, there is an irreducible (i.e. unaffected by the WBE) contamination in the extraction
of the z z H -coupling from interference between the gluon fusion andPAdBocesses, which was ig-
nored in the literature until recently. At tree level, suakerference is only allowed in amplitudes where
there is at $ u-channel crossing which leads to a high level of kinematjgpsession [132]. These
and other crossing-suppressed one-loop amplitudes wereckculated together with the electro-weak
corrections [75, 76].

Here we will report on the calculation of the processes atidwat the one-loop level which do
not suffer from the kinematic suppression stemming fromrtéggiirement of & $ u-crossing [133].
Atordero ( 2 2), one finds an interference term between the gluon-asdduced amplitude which
is not allowed ab ( 2 2) by colour conservation. The -induced amplitudes are crossing-suppressed
and therefore not taken into account. The diagrams wheredttor boson is in the-channel can also
be safely neglected because they are strongly suppressie bYBF cuts. As discussed in Ref. [132],
for identical quark flavours the loop amplitudes are the brger which does not require a kinematically
disfavoured crossing.

In the following section we will briefly sketch the calculati before discussing our results in
sectior{ 4.8, which are summarized in the conclusions.

4.2 The Calculation

Our calculation of the loop interference terms and the reaksion contributions is based on helicity
amplitudes. The leading order amplitudes, denotett by andM  (Fig.[5(a) and (b)), are proportional
to a colour singlet and a colour octet term. The colour singlformally of ordero ( ) whereas
the octet is of ordep ( 2). The one-loop amplitudes, which we call ;; andM , respectively, are
mixtures of octet and singlet terms. For the interferenemtere need to consider only the octet part
of M 4, and the singlet part afi ,;. One finds that only four one-loop five-point topologies facle
amplitude survive this colour projection. Sample diagraresshown in Fid.6.

The loop amplitudes require the evaluation of one-loop fiwat tensor integrals with a mixture
of massless and massive configurations in both propagatorexernal legs. We apply the reduction
algorithm outlined in Ref. [134,135] to express each Feymaiiagram as a linear combination of 1-, 2-,
and 3-point functionsim = 4 2 dimensions and 4-point functions in=6. The same algorithm has
been successfully applied to a number of one-loop compus{64, 136—138], where further details can
be found. The algebraic expressions were checked by indepeimplementations, both amongst the
authors and with another group [139].

After the algebraic reduction, all helicity amplitudes atgained as linear combinations of scalar
integrals. No one-point functions appear in the reductsng also two-point functions are absent in the
amplitudes ofv 4, . Furthermore, coefficients of some of the integrals whigbeain several topologies
sum to zero. If the tree resulting from a certain cut of a nrastegral corresponds to a helicity forbidden



Par 1P > 20GeV a p <O
5 <5 ja bj > 42
s, > (600 GeVy

Table 3: The cuts used in the following analysis which biaskiiggs Boson plus dijet sample towards WBF. The indicgs
label the tagged jets.

tree level process, one can immediately infer the vanisloihthe corresponding coefficient. In our
algebraic tensor reduction approach we verify and use saicbetlations before the numerical evaluation
of the cross section.

As most of the required scalar integrals are not providedhénliterature, we have evaluated rep-
resentations in terms of analytic functions valid in alld&imatic regions. These can be found in [133] for
use in other calculations.

We used dimensional regularisation to extract the IR segfig¢s from the divergent integrals. The
leading1="? poles cancel, but there remaing-a' pole which is cancelled when the virtual corrections
are combined with the real emission part shown in Eig. 6(Q.té\be expected, the collinear IR diver-
gences from the three-parton final states integrate to faeing only a soft divergence proportional to
1=", which we isolated using the phase space slicing method #4(Q. The phase space integration and
the numerical evaluation of integrals and coefficients idecbin aC++ program allowing for a flexible
implementation of cuts and observables.

4.3 Results

As the aim of our study was to investigate a possible polfutibthe clean extraction of thez H vertex
structure by the interference terms, we apply the cuts suisethin Tablé B. These are generally used
to single out the WBF events from the gluon fusion “backgaiufy7]. Our input parameters for the
numerical studies are taken from [106] and [142]. In addite use a Higgs boson mass of 115 GeV
and the NLO parton distribution set from Ref. [106]. We usle@s running for , in accordance with
the chosen pdfs.

We observe that in all the flavour and helicity channels, thetridbution from the 3-parton final
state is numerically negligible. The only réle of this reahission is to cancel the divergences which
arise from the one-loop diagrams.

As the interference effect is proportional e M , + M gz M ), the result is not neces-
sarily positive definite. In fact, the sign of the interfecercontribution depends on the azimuthal angle
between the two tagging jets, 4;. As the event topology has two well separated jets, it besonos-
sible to define an orientation of the azimuthal angle whidboved observability in the whole range of
[ ; 1aspioneered in Ref. [110,128]. 45 is then defined through

PJijII) TjCOS 3= Peo B

L ; (6)
2P, P, Jsin 45= bp,bp;

whereb, (b ) are unit vectors in positive (negative) beam directiorg bkewise for the jet momenta
p . The cuts ensure that the two tagging jets lie in oppositei$m@meres. Defined in this way, the observ-
able 55 becomes a powerful discriminator for differenip -structures of the Higgs Boson production
vertex [110].

FigurelT displays the contribution to the distribution in 45 from the interference terms for var-
ious helicity and flavour configurations. There is an acdideoancellation of sea and valence quark
contributions which leads to the fact that the sum over allofls and helicity assignments peaks at
around2 ab/rad only, with an integrated effect ofi9  0:07 ab, where the error is due to the numerical
integration.
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Fig. 7: The  j5-distribution for various flavour and helicity-configuratis. The purple histogram labelled “Sum” indicates
the sum over the four contributions shown. The sum alldtavour and helicity assignments including all sea flavosighiown
in the black histogram.

Due to the oscillatory behaviour, the total integrated sresction does nothepresent the impact
onthe ;distribution. The integral of the absolute value of the 4; distribution,  d 45 24—,

33
is a more useful measure of the impact of the interferenacefin the extraction of the z H -vertex.
This integral evaluates t:1  0:1 ab, an order of magnitude larger than the integral over toélaisng
distribution. The total integral over the the absolute eattd the fully differential cross section leads to

2959 007 ab.

Using the same cuts and value for the mass of the Higgs boswntlas present study, we have
checked that the total contribution to the ;s-distribution from the leading order WBF process (both
z andw "~ included) is relatively flat at around 240 fb/rad. Therefdtes result of the interference
effect reported here is unlikely to be measurable.

As can be readily seen in Figl 7, there is also a cancellataween the contribution from each
flavour and helicity assignment, as has also been pointeth ¢4 3]; this is because the sign of quark
couplings to thez -boson becomes relevant as it is not squared for the ingeréer The flavour- and
helicity sum for each quark line therefore leads to some elfaton, which amounts to roughlyo% in
the most relevant regions of the pdfs [133].

The complex phases arising from the full one-loop calcotatf the amplitudes also give rise to
some suppression. We find that the relevant products andfsuting interference effect project out only
about20% of the full complex loop amplitudes.

We chose the factorisation and renormalisation scales asdordance with the natural scales in
the relevant high energy limit (as explained in Ref. [78p, ithe factorisation scales are set equal to the
transverse momenta of the relevant jet, and the renorntialisacale for the strong couplings are chosen
correspondingly, i.e. oneg evaluated at each value of the transverse momentum of theajed one at
the Higgs mass. However, we find that varying the choice dbféation and renormalisation scales,
the exact numerical values of the cuts or the parameter$ieochoice of pdf set has no impact on the
conclusions: the numerical importance of the interferaadmsically unchanged.

4.4 Conclusions

We have outlined the calculation of the loop-induced 2 2) interference effect between the gluon
fusion and weak boson fusion processes in Higgs boson plugetyproduction at the LHC.

We find by explicit calculation that this contribution is temall to contaminate the extraction
of the z z H -coupling from WBF processes. Interestingly the effectehlsurvives comes dominantly
from the virtual corrections. We have analysed in detail Wiy contribution is so small, and instead of



Pe, »Pa, » P35, > 40GeV Ve & <O
Y5 <5 i/c 3&] > 42
s > (600 GeVy Ve W W

Table 4: The cuts used in the following analysis which biasHiiggs boson plus dijet sample towards WBF. The sufficels
label the tagged jetsjany (possibly further) jet in the event.

a single effect we rather find a conspiracy of several mechnasii

accidental cancellations between the sea quark and valgrack contributions

compensations between different weak isospin compondntiseovalence quarks due to their
SU (2) U (1) couplings, in combination with their weights from the (vade) quark content of
the proton

cancellations due to destructive interference of the phfreen the different contributions.

The exact impact of these partly accidental effects, inipaer the latter, could not be assessed without
an explicit calculation.

Finally we would like to point out that anomalous couplingsieh affect the phases could change
the interference pattern substantially. However, the fivetcancellation mechanisms still being present,
we still expect the overall contribution to be experimelgtaisignificant. Please see Ref. [144] for more
details.
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5. HIGGS BOSON PRODUCTION IN ASSOCIATION WITH MULTIPLE HARD JETS@
5.1 Introduction

Itis widely hoped that the LHC will discover the source ofatte-weak symmetry breaking, mediated by
the Higgs scalar within the context of the Standard Modebrbrer to determine whether any observed
fundamental scalar is the Higgs Boson of the Standard Maddglimperative to determine its couplings,
especially to the weak gauge bosons. This is possible bothdasuring the decay of the Higgs boson
through the weak bosons, but also by isolating the Higgs Bpsoduction through weak boson fusion
(WBF). This process contributes to the signal for the prdiducof a Higgs boson in association with
two jets. This channel also receives a significant contidoufrom higher order corrections to Higgs
boson production through gluon fusion. In fact, it has rélgelmeen suggested [145] that the increased
significance of the signal over the background obtained Quirag at least two hard jets in association
with a Higgs boson may decrease the necessary integrataddsity required for a discovery of the
Higgs boson through gluon fusion processes. However, iardmdimeasure the Higgs boson couplings
to the weak bosons, it is necessary to suppress the gluoonfaesintribution to the production of a
Higgs boson in association with two jets. This is achieved ¥ applying the so-calledveak boson
fusioncuts: It is expected that the contribution from the gluosidn process will be further suppressed
relative to WBF by vetoing further jet activity [146]. Thefiefency of such cuts can only be assessed
by calculating the higher order corrections to the gluoridugontribution to thenjj-channel. The first
radiative corrections have recently been calculated [@#jile this fixed order approach certainly is the
best tested and understood approach for predicting thédiwgberturbative corrections, the calculational
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complexity means that currently the productionhgf;j through gluon fusion has only been calculated at
next-to-leading order.

Itis possible to estimate final state jet emission in thispss [78] using parton shower algorithms.
In this contribution we examine a different approach, anmsaber how to best estimate hard jet emission
in Higgs production via gluon fusion. We take as a startinqipa factorised form for the scattering
amplitudes, which formally applies in a certain kinemaitigit (that of multi-Regge-kinematics (MRK)).
We extend the domain of applicability of the amplitudes frésymptotia into the region of relevance
for the LHC by using known all-order constraints of scatigramplitudes. We validate the approach
by checking the approximations in a comparison with fixedeonetsults, where these are available.
Furthermore, the resulting estimate for thgoarton final state (which includes some virtual correctjon
is then matched to the known tree level results for hjj and Rjnally, we implement the description in
a Monte Carlo event generator for Higgs + multiparton prdigug and present a sample of results.

5.2 Estimating Multijet Rates
5.21 The FKL Amplitude

Our starting point is the FKL factorise@ ! n + 2)-gluon amplitudes [147] adapted to include also a
Higgs boson

b! sp-hpqs n . .
;E Po 1P50P4+ 1P — 21§ lgsfadoclg e
Yj 1 N . cidic
— exp[™ (@) ) (Vi1 Wl dgefH T C (T 1)
=1 %
1 s
%eXp[ @)yy %w)Cr @e1im) (7)
v 0 idicy
; PNy, W] g fERE T C (girai )
N

i=d+1
1 .
7 exp[Mf, )y )] dgefPhitig
+1

wherggS is the strong coupling constant, angq, are the 4-momentum of gluon propagators (e;g-

Pa - O px for i< J), C | is theLipatov effective vertefor gluon emission, and ; is the effective
vertex for the production of a Higgs boson, as calculated éf. R48]. Furthermore,” (o) occurs
from the Reggeisation of the gluon propagator, and encoiteglcorrections (see e.g. [149]). This
approximation formally applies in the MRK limit, which cae lexpressed in terms of the rapiditieg g
of the outgoing partons and their transverse momenptag:

Yo Y1 i Yae1i Pr | Puiri 4 q§ (8)

This limit is particularly well suited for studies within ¢hWBF cuts of Tabl&l4, since a large rapidity
span of the event is then guaranteed.

In the true limit of MRK, the squared 4-momentg ! ¢ ,, and the square of the Lipatov
vertices fulfil ¢ .c ! 4M Applying these limits, the sum overto infinity of the amplitudes
in Eq. (7), mtegrated over the full phase space of emittedmg can be obtained by solving two coupled
BFKL equations. This result would then apply to the phaseesppa

Yo Y1 it Yne1i P | Puiri By @By (9)

While both expressions are equally valid in the region of @pyotia, we extend the applicability
of the results obtained in the High Energy Limit to the regodimterest for particle physics phenomenol-
ogy by adhering to the following guidelines:
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Fig. 8: The 2 and 3 parton cross-sections calculated usmgribwn LO matrix elements (solid), and the estimate gainau f
the modified high energy limit (dashed). One sees that thmats is well within the scale variation of the LO result, aibed
by varying the common renormalisation and factorisaticesin the range 5 =, 2,where , isthe default choice
(indicated by the shaded regions). Also shown is the regidtined from the fully inclusivei-parton sample of Eq.I7).

1. DO NOT INTRODUCE NEW DIVERGENCES Using the expression in Ed.](7) correspondsee
movingsome divergences from the full scattering amplitude (tHénear divergences), but not
movingany divergences. The expression in Ed. (7) is divergent @aynomentum configura-
tions for which the full scattering amplitude is also divengg This is different to the case where
the MRK limit of invariants has been substituted (resultiragm the use of the BFKL equation),
which displaces divergences within the phase space regioteoest for the LHC.

2. DO NOT APPLY THE FORMALISM WHERE IT FAILS We choose minimal interception by only
removing thesmallregion on phase space where the expression of[Eq. (7) résultgohysical
(negative) differential cross sections. This happens vthereffective Lipatov vertex is applied to
momentum configurations very far from the MRK, where it isqibke to obtain Cc .c < 0.

It is perhaps interesting to note that restricting the regd phase space where the formalism is
applied is similar to th&inematic constrainbf Ref. [150—-152], although in fact the latter fails to
exclude all of the region where the formalism underpinnimg BFKL equation fails.

In figure[8 we compare the prediction for the production of gdsi boson in association with
two and three partons (in a hard two-jet and three-jet cordigan respectively) within the WBF cuts of
table4, obtained using both the full matrix element (exteddromMADEvent/MADGraph [153]) and
the relevant expression of EqJ (7) for two and three partadypction, with the virtual corrections set to
zero (* = 0). We choose renormalisation and factorisation scale ioraence with the study of Ref.
[78]. One notes two things. Firstly, the approximation te jt rates is well within the scale uncertainty
of the known tree level results. We have therefore expjicthiown that the terms taken into account
in this approach indeed dominate . Secondly, the crossoseftir the production of a Higgs boson in
association with 3 jets is similar to the one for the produtinf a Higgs boson in association with two
jets. The large size of the three-jet rate was already refdart Ref. [130], and clearly demonstrates the
necessity of considering hard multi-parton final statesrdento describe correctly the expected event
topology and to answer questions on e.g. the effectiverfessentral jet veto in suppressing the gluon
fusion channel.



\ A

LO 2-jet 0504 00013
. h-parton,= 2-jet | 02267  0:0034
LO 3-jet 0228 00018

P .
, n-parton,  2-jet| 0:161  0:0087
Table 5: The angular decorrelation parameter given by énu4fQd), subject to the cuts of talilé 4. Note that the 2 anet 3-j
values are obtained from matrix elements matched to the krime level results.

5.3 All Order Results and Matching

The divergence in Eq[{7) obtained when any ! 0 is regulated by the divergence of the virtual
corrections encoded in. By implementing the regularisation through phase spaceglit becomes
possible to obtain the fully inclusive any-parton samplesbhynming Eq.[(7) over alt;n. This is very
efficiently implemented by following the method for phaseasp generation outlined in Ref. [154].
Furthermore, since we can trivially expand the expressioray order in g, it is possible to check the
performance of the formalism against the available treetlgesults, and to implement matching to these.
We choose to implemerih R -matching at the amplitude-level for channels which havermrdution

in the high-energy limit (e.gug ! hugandgg ! hggg), andR-matching for those which do not
(e.g.gg ! huuanduu ! hggg).

It is now possible to cluster each event in the inclusive dampa Higgs boson plus partons
into jets according to a given algorithm. As an example, weose KtJet [155]. We use the parton
distribution functions of Ref. [106]. The distribution ohéfl state jets subject to the cuts of table 4 is
shown with the dashed histogram in Figlte 8. One sees a sigmifnumber of events with more than 3
hard @, > 40GeV) jets. More importantly though, the method outlinedhis fpaper allows for an esti-
mate of the emissions of partons not quite hard enough todssitiled as jets, but still causing sufficient
decorrelation. The azimuthal angular correlation betwbertagging jets has been suggested previously
as a good observable for differentiating between the GGR¥B#& production modes. Furthermore, the
nature of the distribution of the azimuthal angldetween the two tagging jets can potentially be used to
determine the nature of the Higgs coupling to fermions [1#&wever, the usefulness of this observable
is threatened by hard jet emission which acts to decorrihat¢agging jets. As suggested in Ref. [156]
the structure of the distribution =d 5, 4, can be distilled into a single numbar given by:

< =4) (=4< <3 =4)+ > 3 =4)

A - i 33 (55 (10)
(43, < =4+ (=4< 43, <3 =9+ (44>3=4)

The results using our approach are collected in Table 5. @tpéar interest is the difference between the
first two numbers. The firse( = 0:504 0:0013) describes the result obtained in the two-jet tree-level
calculation. The second\( = 0267  0:0034) is the result obtained for events classified as containing
only two hard jets, but completely inclusive in the numbefindl state partons. The difference is mostly
due to the decorrelation caused by the additional radiaimirclassified as hard jets. As expected, the
further hard emissions have a stronger effect than estinggimg a parton shower approach [78].

5.4 Conclusions

We have outlined a new technique for estimating multipledh@arton emission, and demonstrated its
application to Higgs boson production (via GGF) in assamiatwvith two jets. Our starting point is the
FKL factorised form of Higgs+multijet amplitudes, whichrifoally applies in multi-Regge kinematics
(MRK). We extend the region of applicability of the formalisby adhering to two simple rules. We
compare the results obtained order by order to those olat@ireefixed order approach and find very good
agreement. The approximations are well within the uncetya@stimated by varying the renormalisation
and factorisation scale by a factor of two in the tree levellts.



We have presented example results for the distribution af State jets, and for the azimuthal
decorrelation parameter . We find significant decorrelation arising from additionalrdh final state
radiation not captured by present NLO calculations; sigaiftly more than previously estimated using
parton shower algorithms.

The technique outlined here can be extended tore . gjet emission, as well as pure multijet final
states. It would be very interesting to interface the finalest found here with parton shower algorithms,
thus resumming in principle both the number of jets (hardgres) and the structure of each (soft collinear
radiation). Furthermore, the results presented here aedbapon effective vertices correct to leading
logarithmic order. Work is in progress towards extending #tcuracy to next-to-leading logarithmic
order.
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6. GLUOI\é— INDUCED z -BOSON PAIR PRODUCTION AT THE LHC: PARTON LEVEL RE-
SULTS

6.1 Introduction

The hadronic production of boson pairs provides an important background for Higgs hasarches in
ther ! zz channel atthe LHC. It has been studied extensively in theslitire including higher order
corrections [59, 60, 157, 158]. Production ©fboson pairs through gluon fusion contributesoat 2)
relative togg annihilation, but its importance is enhanced by the larg®mglflux at the LHC. It was
analyzed in Refs. [159, 160]. Leptonic decays were subsequently studied for on-shell [161] and off
shell [162] vector bosons. In this note we present the firstlete calculation of the gluon-induced loop
processyg ! z ( )z () ! “*99 allowing for arbitrary invariant masses of thebosons and including
the contributions. Our calculation employs the same method®eds. [64, 136]. The tensor reduction
scheme of Refs. [134, 135] has been applied to obtain theitaaplrepresentation implemented in our
program. We compared it numerically with an amplitude repreation based on FeynArts/FormCalc
[163, 164] and found agreement. Note that single resonagrains (in the case of massless leptons)
and the corresponding photon exchange diagrams give ahiagisontribution. A combination of the
multi-channel [165] and phase-space-decomposition [&G], Monte Carlo integration techniques was
used with appropriate mappings to compensate peaks in thtagde. A more detailed description of
our calculation can be found in a forthcoming article.

6.2 Results

In this section we present numerical results for the propess z ( )z ( ) ! “‘“Catthe LHC,i.e. for
the production of two charged lepton pairs with differentdlia Note that no flavor summation is applied.
First, we give the cross section when standard LHC cutg fooson production [60] are applied. More
precisely, we requirés GeV< M .. < 105GeV for the invariant masses of and ‘°‘% which suppresses
the photon contribution to less than 1%. Motivated by thadiatceptance and resolution of the detectors
we further requirepr - > 20 GeV andj -j< 2:5 for all produced leptons. To obtain numerical results
we use the following set of input parameters;;, = 80419 GeV,M ; = 91:188GeV,G = 1:16639

10 ° GeV ?, , = 2:44 GeV. The weak mixing angle is given bgg =My Mgz;82 =1 &,
The electromagnetic coupling is defined in the scheme as; = = 26 M 2 sZ= . The masses of
external fermions are neglected. The values of the heawikagnasses in the intermediate loop are set to

"Contributed by: T. Binoth, N. Kauer, and P. Mertsch



! Z ( )z ( )L 90 [fb]

qq NLO +
9 LO NLO -

st | 1:492(2) | 7343(1) 10:953(2) | 1.49 1.14

Table 6: Cross sections for the gluon and quark scatterimgribotions topp ! 2z ( )z ( ) ! ““°0 at the LHC
(pE = 14 TeV) where standard LHC cutg§ GeV < M .. < 105 GeV,pr- > 20 GeV, j < 2:5) are applied. The
integration error is given in brackets. We also show theorafithe NLO to LO cross sections and the ratio of the combined
NLO+gg contribution to the NLO cross section.

M= 1709 GeV andM , = 4:7 GeV. Thepp cross sections are calculated & = 14 Tev employing
the CTEQ6L1 and CTEQ6M [122] parton distribution functicatstree- and loop-level, corresponding
to t° = 165MeV and '° = 226 MeV with one- and two-loop running for( ), respectively. The
renormalization and factorization scales are sét to.

We compare results for “°“°production in gluon scattering with LO and NLO results foe tjuark
scattering processes. Since we are interested(in)z ( ) production as a background, thg ! H !
z 7 signal amplitude is not included. The LO and NLO quark scitteprocesses are computed with
MCFM [60], which implements helicity amplitudes with fulb® correlations [167] and includes finite-
width effects and single-resonant corrections. Table @shygluon and quark scattering cross sections for
the LHC. We find a NLXX -factor forgg ! 2z z of 1.5. Enhanced by the large gluon flux at the LHC, the
gg process Yields a 14% correction to the tatal cross section calculated from quark scattering at NLO
QCD. This is substantially higher than the correspondifigincrease fomw w production [136], where
no right-handed’ £ £ coupling contributes. Relativetothe Ly ! z z prediction theyg contribution is
about20% in agreement with the finding in Ref. [162]. Without top andtbm quark contribution theg
cross section i9:885(1) fb. The massive bottom and top loops increase the resultitasetermediate
light quarks by about70% . This is much more than the correspondingg for gg | w w [136],
where all quark loops are suppressed by at least one topgatipaln thegg ! 2z Z case on the other
hand a pureo quark loop occurs and gives rise to a contribution that islainto the massless first or
second generation down quark loop. We estimate the rengathgoretical uncertainty introduced by
the QCD scale by varying the renormalization and factoibrascales independently betwern, =2
and2m ;. Forthegg ! 77 process we find a renormalization and factorization scatedainty of
approximately20% . The scale uncertainty of thgy | 2z z process at NLO is approximatehs . The
scale uncertainties are thus similartpy ! 77z andgg ! W W .

Selected differential distributions fao ! z ( )z ( ) ! “‘%“Oatthe LHC are shown in Fi@l 9,
where the standard set of cuts defined above is applied [ [&)gHdws the distribution in the invariant
massv 4; of the four produced leptons. We compare the gluon-gluondad contribution with the quark
scattering processes in LO and NLO. We observe that theiamtamass distribution of the gluon-gluon
induced process is similar in shape to the quark scattemmmgributions and suppressed by about one
order of magnitude in normalizatiorr. boson pairs produced in quark-antiquark scattering at tH€ L
are in general strongly boosted along the beam axis. Gluduaeed processes on the other hand result
in Z 7 events at more central rapidities. This feature is born guhb distribution in the pseudorapidity
of the negatively charged lepton shown in Hi§. 9b). In oraedistinguish the shapes of the various
contributions we have chosen a linear vertical scale antthi gluon-gluon contribution multiplied
by a factor 10. Compared to LO quark-antiquark scatterihg,l&pton distribution of the gluon-gluon
process shows a more pronounced peak at central rapidifeslso observe an enhancement of the NLO
corrections at central rapidities which is due to the sulighcontribution of gluon-quark processes at
NLO. To demonstrate the impact of the photon contributioe, skow in Fig[ 1D distributions for the
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Fig. 9: Distributions in the’*“°“0 invariant mass1 4, (a) and the pseudorapidity. of the negatively charged lepton (b)
for the gluon scattering process (solid) and the quark edag processes in LO (dotted) and NLO QCD (dashedyoft

z ( )z ( )! ++0atthe LHC. Input parameters as defined in the main text. &tdrdHC cuts are applied (see main
text and Tabl€l6). Theg distribution of . is displayed after multiplication with a factor 10.

gluon-gluon induced process that include only, only ~ and all contributions. Here, a minimal set of
cuts is applied, i.e. only .. > 5GeV in order to exclude the photon singulaﬁty\/ith this minimal set

of cuts the LHC cross sectionfoty ! z ( )z ( ) ! ““%“Oincreases ta:874(5) fb. In Fig.[10a) thez
and contributions to the distribution in the invariant masg,; are displayed. We observe that for Higgs
masses below the-pair threshold, where one boson is produced off-shell, the photon contribution to
the background is important. In F[g.110b) the contributiansshown for the distribution of the transverse
momentump; . of the negatively charged lepton. For this observable, treggn contribution becomes
non-negligible for values below 70 GeV.

6.3 Conclusions

We have calculated the loop-induced gluon-fusion proegss z ( )z ( ) ! “*‘%0 which pro-
vides an important background for Higgs boson searchesenith! 2z z channel at the LHC. Our
calculation demonstrates that the gluon-fusion contigiouto thez z background yields a correction of
about15% to the gg prediction at NLO QCD and that the photon contribution is @aripnt for Higgs
masses below the -pair threshold. We conclude that the gluon-gluon inducadkground process
should be taken into account for an accurate determinatidheodiscovery potential of Higgs boson
searches inthep ! H ! zz ! leptons channel. Our public program, nan®&2ZZ includes
thezz,z and contributions with full spin and polarization correlatgroff-shell and interference
effects, as well as finite top and bottom quark mass effetis.available on the Web [168] and can be
used as Monte Carlo integrator or to generate unweightemmpéevel events in Les Houches standard
format [169, 170]. ATLAS and CMS are currently using our piang to study the hadron-level impact
ofthegg ! z 2z background om ! 7z z searches at the LHC.
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7. GLUON- INDUCED 7z 7z BACKGROUND SIMULATION FOR HIGGS BOSON
SEARCHE

The contribution oftheig ! z ( )z ( )! ““““Oprocesstothetotalp! z ( )z ( )! **00
production cross section has been evaluated after thecafiph of the selection cuts adopted for the
Higgs boson search throughthe ! zz ! 2e2 decay channel in the CMS experiment [171]. The
minimal set of kinematical cuts needed to maximize the diegosignificance has been used: upper
thresholds for the transverse momenta.{ of the four produced leptons; upper threshold on the highes
reconstructed: ..; lower threshold on the lowest reconstructed.; upper and lower thresholds on the
M 4.. The values of the selection cuts are mass dependent, aptnfior different Higgs boson mass
scenarios, from 120 GeV to 500 GeV. The selection procedudlze cut values are described in details
in Ref. [171]. Asampleof9kig ! z ( )z ( )! ““““Oevents has been generated at parton level
using the generator progra@G2ZZzhere presented. For the simulation of the shower evolutietave
interfaced the generated parton-level events to the PYTMbhte Carlo generator [172]. In order to
increase the event statistics in the kinematical regiomt&rest the following set of pre-selection cuts
has been usedgs; - > 5GeV,j .j< 2:5, M., > 5GeV. The cross section for the selected events is 2.8 fb.
We compare the gluon induced contribution with #@k! z ( )z ( ) ! “‘‘“%“Oevents generated
with the MadGraph LO Monte Carlo generator [173]. The LO srsaction of this process is 27.67 fb,
where the same set of pre-selection cuts has been applieBlig bl we compare the distribution of
the invariant massM ;) of the four leptons produced in the gluon-gluon and in tharkiscattering
processes respectively. The pealat; M, in theggdistribution is due to the s-channel production
process, that gives the main contribution to the cross@eatitheM 4, mass region below and near; .
Since the Higgs mass region below 114.4 GeV has been excludédte LEP data [4], almost all the
events produced by the s-channel process are removed bgléwtien cuts adopted in the Higgs boson
search analyses. The effect of the mass dependent selecti®on thev 4; distribution is shown in
Fig[12. The different curves correspond totae! z ( )z ( ) ! “‘““9““Oevents selected after the
pre-selection cuts (solid curve) and for a few Higgs bososarszenarios (dashed curves), when only

®Contributed by: D. Giordano



the cuts on the four leptons transverse momenta and on fleptia invariant massesi(.., M ...) have
been applied. The photon contribution is strongly supgeg$sr the Higgs boson search abawe ; .
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Fig. 12: Selected distributions in thte“°“0 invari-

ant mass\M 4, for the gluon scattering process at
the LHC, obteined applying the pre-selection cuts
(solid) and the set of selection cuts optimized for
the Higgs boson search in different mass scenarios
from 120 GeV to 500 GeV.

Fig. 11: Distribution in the’ “°“®invariant massy , -, for

the gluon scattering process (solid) and the quark scatter-
ing process (dashed) gb ! zz ! “““°atthe LHC,
after applying pre-selection cuts.

The contribution of the gluon scattering to the ZZ crossiseds reported in Fig 13, in terms of
the ratio of the selectegly ' Zz ( )z ( )! “““%OeventsrespecttothelL&@;' Z ( )z ( )!
++10:0selected events (solid square markers). The correctimeases approximately linearly from 3%
to 24% in theM 4, region between 120 GeV and 200 GeV, and it is quite uniformaud  24%, in
the M 4 region above200 GeV. Superimposing to the graphic the ratio of the distidng shown in
Fig[11 (dashed curve), where only the pre-selection cute applied, we observe that the gluon induced
contibution is enhanced by the selection cuts, especialtiié mass region above 200 GeV. The empty
round markers in Fig_13 show they contribution respect to theg process calculated at the NLO. The
mass dependent NLO k-factor evaluated in Ref [174] has bsed 10 rescale the quark scattering cross
section at the NLO. The gluon-gluon contribution is redut®d8% in theM 4; region above200 GeV,

a value compatible with our previous evaluation.
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Fig. 13: Contribution of the gluon-induced backgrouad ! z ( )z ( ) ! “““°“0 respect to theqq !
z ( )z ( )! “““0process, as a function of the four leptons invariant mass, after application of the pre-selection

cuts only (dashed) and all selection cuts (other two curvEisg reference cross section of tgescattering is evaluated at the
LO (solid markers) and at the NLO (empty markers).



8. THE METHODS FOR THE CENTRAL RAPIDITY GAP SELECTION IN THEV ECTOR
BOSON FUSION SEARCHES IN CMS[]

8.1 Introduction

In the VBF Higgs boson searches at LHC a selection of the sweitth the central rapidity gap between
the two tagging jets is aimed to reduce the QZBjets and other backgrounds like W+jets atigvhile
keep a high efficiency for the Higgs boson signal from the VBédpction,vv ! H . The central jet
veto was proposed and used in the first VBF Higgs boson arsaljkE3, 175] (see also references in it)
and exploited in the recent, published ATLAS and CMS analy§E08, 176]. The central calorimeter
jet veto technique is suffering from the pile-up and the tt®dc noise in the calorimeters which could
create the fake jets. The method of the reduction of the falterimeter jets using the information
from the event vertex and the tracks was proposed in [177andessfully used in the CMS analyses
[176,178].

We consider three methods to perform the hadron activitg irethe central rapidity region: the
(traditional) central calorimeter jet veto (CJV), the kamunting veto (TCV) and the veto on jets made
from the tracks only (TJV). The idea of the track countingovistinspired by the paper [179] where it
was proposed to distinguish between the gluon and vectambiusion processes for the Higgs boson
production. The performance of methods is compared in terhike signal efficiency and the QCD
7 +jets background rejection.

8.2 Studies at generator level

The QCDZ +jets events were generated using the ALPGEN [180] gernevath the MLM prescrip-
tion for jet-parton matching [181, 182] in the PYTHIAG6.4 ster generation [183]. The details on the
ALPGEN generation and soft VBF preselections at the geoelatel can be found in [176].

The final VBF selections similar to the ones used in the fatiidation analysis [176] were applied
to the PYTHIA patrticle level jets. An event must have at lé¢agt leadingE ¢ jets reconstructed with a
cone algorithm (cone size 0.5) that satisfy the followinguieements:
1. EJ > 20GeV
2. 339< 45
3. M 4152 > 1000 GeV
4.5 19> 42
5 2 <.
where j1 and j2 are two leadirgy; jets ordered irk .
The performance of the two methods, CJV and TCV was comparkd.CJV requires to reject
events with a third jet that satisfies
B’ > 20 GeV
jmin y g5« B¢ Imax g5
where 1™ and ™ 2% are the minimum and maximum of the two leading jets (j1 and j2). The
TCV requires to reject events with a certain number of "tedcfcharged particles) within the tracker
acceptance region;, j< 2.4 that satisfies
pact > ptGeVie
Jnin g 05 < mak ¢ Jmax 05,
The effect of multiple parton interactions generated witm@ DWT [184] on the track counting veto
was studied.

Fig.[14 shows the number of charged patrticles within thekemacceptance and between the two
tagging jets (O™ " + 05 < Tak < Jmax g5y with g > 0 GeVi(left plot), > 1 GeVie (middle
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plot) and> 2 GeV/c (right plot) for the signal (solid line) and the QCBb+jets background (dashed
line). The multiple parton interactions were switched offf YTHIA. One can see a clear difference
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Fig. 14: The number of charged particles within the trackeeptance and between two tagging jets"(” + 05 < 2 <
imax  s5) with pr > 0 GeVk (left plot), > 1 GeVk (middle plot) and> 2 GeVic (right plot) for the signal (solid line)
and the QCLx, +jets background (dashed line). The multiple parton irtgoas are switched off in PYTHIA.

between the signal and the QCDrets background distributions. This difference, howegespoiled
when the multiple parton interactions are switched on. [Efshows the same distributions as in Eig. 14
but with the multiple parton interactions included in thangeation. With no cut of the charged patrticle
pr applied, it is not possible to distinguish between the digmal the background. The cut on the
"track” pr removes charged particles from the underlying event, tliviagythe selection power for the
TCV method. With the cup$**=2 GeVk the efficiency for the signal v ! # (M =120 GeV) is
0.8 and for the QCLx +jets background is 0.54. For the same30 % signal efficiency, the central
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Fig. 15: The number of charged particles within the trackeeptance and between two tagging jets" (™ + 05 < &2 <
Jmax  5) with pr > 0 GeVik (left plot), > 1 GeVk (middle plot) and> 2 GeV/e (right plot) for the signal (solid line)
and the QCLx, +jets background (dashed line). The multiple parton irtgoas generated with Tune DWT are switched on in

PYTHIA.

jet veto efficiency for the background is smaller, 0.44, thaagling to the conclusion that at the particle
level simulation the central jet veto provides the bettafggenance than the track counting veto. The
final conclusion, however should be resulting from the feflettor simulation including the detector and
reconstruction effects, like fake jet contribution fronethile up and the electronic noise, the track and
jet reconstruction inefficiency.



8.3 Studies with the full detector simulation

The fully simulated datasets from the VBF Higgs boson anmslgs ! ' “+ ®Y [176] at an
instantaneous luminosity = 2 10°cm ?s ! are used. The pile-up events (4.3 events per crossing)
were included in the simulation. At the reconstruction letie same VBF selections 2-4 on tagging jets
as described in the sectidn_B.2 were used and the taggingéetsrequired to have;j > 40 GeV. The
CJV requires to reject events with a third jet that satisfies

£° > 10 GeV, wheres ; is a raw, non calibrated energy.
. P .
fake jet rejection parametet =  pra=g > 0:1 (see [176] for details)

The TCV requires, on top of the selections mentioned in tlewipus section, the quality selections on
the tracks: 8 hits, 2 (track; vertex) <2 mm, R (track;REt) >0.5. The lepton and tracks from
jet are not counted.

p‘T’“k>3 GeVic s

| pres1 Gevie

pf;a°k>2 GeVl/c

@ Higgs (M=135 GeV/c?] . ] @ Higgs (M=135 GeV/c? @ Higgs (M=135 GeV/c?} -1

[0 QCD z+2/3jets [0 QCD Z+2/3jets [0 QCDZ+2/3jets

5 10 15 20 25 30 35
#tracks #tracks #tracks

Fig. 16: Track multiplicity between the two forward taggijegs ( ™ ** + 0:55 < =2 < Im2x g5 withpr > 1GeVic
(left plot), > 2 GeVic (middle plot) and> 3 GeV/c (right plot) for the signal (full circles) and the QCD Z+jdtackground
(open squares).

Fig.[168 shows the number of reconstructed tracks betweemvthéorward tagging jets with; >
1 GeVi (left plot), > 2 GeV/c (middle plot) and> 3 GeV/c (right plot). Both the Higgs boson signal
(circles) and the QCD +jets background (squares) can be clearly separated wimdyirapa cut on the
track multiplicity and for different track; thresholds. The left plot of Fig. 17 shows the performance
of the algorithm, i.e the efficiency of selecting the signatsus the background. Starting from the
bin 0 on the left bottom corner, the points correspond to amemsing cut on the track multiplicity
and pr up to the right top corner where 100% of events are selectelde black star indicates the
performance of the central jet veto (CJV) based on caloempts. One can notice that this latter
achieves a good performance: 80.(0.3% efficiency for the signal and 39.75.% efficiency for the
backgrouind. The TCV algorithm can reach this discrimioatpower rejecting events with more that
one track ofp; > 3 GeV/c. The right plot of Fig[ Il shows the ratio of the signal andtlekground
selection efficiencies as a function of the signal efficientghows that the better ratio can be achieved
with the TCV at the price of losing a bit of signal. This woulbwiously depend on the overall tuning
of the analysis. The third algorithm, the track-jet cougtireto (TJV) is very similar to the TCV. Tracks
are first clustered along the beam axis) (starting from the track with the highesgt: following the
condition: 7z (cluster; track) <2 mm. Once a z-cluster is formed, the same procedure apgan a
with the remaining tracks. In a second step a traditionaégetfinding method is applied witlR = 05
around seed tracks (with highest). These jets are thus formed solely of tracks originatirmyfrthe
different z-clusters. They are finally associated with tigmal vertex if their z-impact parameter is
within 2 mm from the lepton z-impact parameter. This meththowes to refine the description of the
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Fig. 17: The track counting veto (TCV) performances (seé) fex the differentp=2* and track multiplicity thresholds.

hadronization process usually producing several colitigtarticles with respect to the more exclusive
approach of the TCV algorithm. The discrimination variahte then the multiplicity and the minimum
pr of the track-jets and its constituents lying in between the forward tagging jets. The performance
of this algorithm has been found to be very close to the TCAtIhéng 80% for the signal efficiency and
40% for the background when requiring no track-jet with (rack ~ $t; lepton) < me,p%et > 3
GeV/c and with at least one track pf > 0.9 GeV/c.

8.4 The efficiency measurement of the central rapidity gap $ection for Z ! background.
The efficiency of the central rapidity gap selection (CRG®8)the z +jets, 7 ! background in the
VBFH ! search can be measured with thejets,z ! events passed the "signal like” VBF jet

selections. We estimated the expected number of such exedtthe statistical accuracy of the CRGS
for 100 pb ' of integrated luminosity. Only QCI +jets events were used. The events from the EWK
7 +2jets production still have to be added. The fully simua¢eents with no pile-up were required to
pass the di-muon trigger. In the off-line analysis the evemith two muonsor > 10 GeVE, § j<2.4
isolated in the tracker were selected within the di-muonsnasidow 76 M <110 GeVF. The
following VBF cuts relaxed for the early analysis with thesfil00 pb* of the data are used. An event
must have at least two leadimg: jets that satisfy the following requiremenusg > 40 GeV,j 7 < 4.5,
i 32 < pand:

soft VBF selectionsM;; 5, > 400 GeV/?, 5 319259> 235

hard VBF selectionsit; i, > 800 GeV/c?, 5 31929> 35
The CJV used in this section requires to reject events wittird talorimeter jet that satisfies

£° > 30 GeV, whereE ; is the calibrated jet energy

jmin y g5« B¢ Imax g5

Table [7 shows the expected number of events after seledtod®0 pb* and the efficiency and

the statistical accuracy of the CJV. Higl 18 shows the @istion of 7™ and 7™ @* (left-upper plot),
the 3° (left-bottom plot) and the variable, = 33-0.5( 3™ + 3™ ax) (right plot) for 100 pb* of the
"data” for one random experiment. All selections except@&/ were applied.

8.5 Conclusions

With the full detector simulation is was shown that both tlmtcal jet veto and the track counting

algorithms achieve very similar performance. The robustrend the stability of the methods under a
variation of the run and detector conditions will be testeithvthe real data using +jets, z !

events. It is believed that the track counting algorithrigimg on a single sub-detector, the tracking
system, would perform with a higher reliability.



Table 7: The expected number of events after selectionsOldpb * and the efficiency and the statistical accuracy of the CJV.

selections number of events with 100 pb | CJV efficiency
"soft” VBF 121
"soft” VBF + CJV 61 0.50 0.06
"hard” VBF 31
"hard” VBF + CJV 11 0.35 0.11
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Fig. 18: The distribution of 3 ™ ** and 7 ™ =* (left-upper plot), the 7* (left-bottom plot) and the variable, = 3°-0.5( 7™ ** +
Imax) (right plot).All selections except the CJV were applied.
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9. PRODUCTION OF A HIGGS BOSON AND A PHOTON IN VECTOR BOSON FUS ION AT
THE LHC

9.1 Introduction

Higgs boson search is one of the main tasks of present ancefatllider experiments [2, 185]. At
the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC), the Higgs boson is etpe to be produced with high rate
via gluon or vector-boson fusion (VBF) mechanisms and assow (Z )1 production. Apart from
observing the Higgs signal, it would be crucial to make atlthiC also a measurement of thekb
coupling [8]. To this aim, Higgs production via VBF, with thBggs boson decaying intoxd pair, plays
an important role [186]. In this contribution, we considdugher process that could help in determining
the H b coupling, that is the Higgs boson production in associatvith a large transverse-momentum
photon (withp: > 20 GeV) and twdforward jets [187]

pp! H 33! b 3+ X ; (11)

HContributed by: E. Gabrielli, F. Maltoni, B. Mele, M. MorgtE. Piccinini, and R. Pittau



n s (GeV) 110 | 120 | 130 | 140
(H 39) [£p]| 67.4 | 64.0 | 60.4 | 56.1
BR (H ! Wb) | 0.770] 0.678] 0.525] 0.341

Table 8: Cross sections forthie  jjsignal at LHC, fore, 20GeV, R ;> 0:4,andacutn 55 > 100G eV on the invari-
ant mass of the final quark pair. Also shown are the Higgs bbsanching ratios tab (computed through HDECAY [188]),
that are not included in the cross sections shown.

with B decaying tdd, where at the parton level the final QCD parton is identifiethwhe corresponding
jet. In our study, we will not include diagrams where the mimois emitted from one of the two b-quarks,
since the requirement of a large photon would shift in that case th& invariant mass outside the
experimentalklbmass resolution window around the Higgs mass.

There are a number of advantages in considering this QEehigptuer variant of the VBF Higgs
production processp ! H (! o) jj. The fact that the production rate is penalized by the edetag-
netic coupling is compensated by a few peculiarities of tienoel in Eq.[(I1). First of all, the presence
of an additional highpr photon can improve the triggering efficiencies for multifi@al states, such as
those needed to selesp ! H (! Ib) jjevents. Second, there is a large gluonic component entering
the partonic processes giving rise to the QCD backgroundketon 7 final state. As a consequence,
the QCD backgrounds are in general much @stsvein radiating a largeor photon with respect to the
VBF signal. In addition there are dynamical effects thatmitically suppress the radiation of a central
photon in the irreducible QCD backgrounddie 55 with respect to the VBF channel. When the photon
is forced to be emitted in the central rapidity region, a degive quantum interference arises between
the photon emission off the initial quark exchanging a glgmnany other neutral vector boson) in the
tchannel, and the photon emission off the corresponding djnaik. For the signal case of the
production, the above mechanism of destructive interfa@smffects only the diagrams involving the
fusion. On the other hand, in the diagrams involvingy fusion (that are responsible for the dominant
part of the basic VBR 57 cross section) the charged currents in¢hagv vertices change the electric
charges of the in-out partons, and consequently the im&rée is now additive rather than destructive.
Therefore, the cross section far j7is expected to follow the usual pattern of QED correctionfaas
as itsw w fusion component is concerned. The relative contributibthe z z fusion will be instead
remarkably smaller than in the case of the basic \\BFj process.

To summarize, a measurement of e 7 rate could lead to a combined determination of the
Higgs boson couplings toquarks andv vector bosons, with less contamination from th& z cou-
pling uncertainties.

In Section 9.2, we go through the main kinematical and dynahuharacteristics of the process
in Eq. (11). We also discuss the features of the main QCDuilde background. In Sectidn 9.3, the
signal rates are computed at parton level for a set of kinealatuts that optimizes the signal/background
ratio, restricting the analysis to the case of the irrededitackground. In Sectidn 9.4, the main reducible
background channels are included in the analysis. Finallgectior{ 9.5, we draw our conclusions.

9.2 Signal and Irreducible Background

Cross sections forthe 5 production a? S = 14 TeV are shown in Tabl@8. In order to present results
as inclusive as possible only a minimal set of kinematic# csiapplied (R 5> 04, p; 20 GeV,
andm 55 > 100G ev). The Higgs boson branching ratios i, which are not included in the cross
section results, (computed through HDECAY [188]), are alsown. The full tree-level matrix elements
for the electroweak proceg® ! H  j have been computed independently with ALPGEN [180], and
MadEvent [173]. Details on the values of input parametarsh$?DF’s and scales are given in Section

@.3.



Before discussing the process in Hqg.l(11), it is useful taltéere the main kinematical properties
of a typical VBF event, thatipp ! H jj, and the corresponding backgrounds. For the Higgs boson
decaying to ab pair, the main background to the basic VBF process comes tinenQCD production
of the final stateéxj5, whenever thétjj kinematical characteristics approach the typical VBF @pnrfi
ration. By imposing a large invariant mass cut for the twosfard-jet system [i.em 55 > 0 (1) TeV],

a minimalp% of a few tens GeV'’s, and requiring thﬁinvariantﬂ;ngss to be aroundy \%itﬂin them
experimental resolution, one can obtain a signal signiieap= B) of the order ofs= B 3 5
assuming an integrated luminosity of 600fq186].

Let us now consider the VBF Higgs production when a furthertreg photon is emitted, namely
pe ! H 3. According to the usual pattern of QED corrections, one mapfpect the request of a
further hard photon to keep the relative weight of signal badkground quite stable. Were this the case,
the rates forop | H  jjand its background would be related t@a ) rescaling of the rates for the
H jjsignal and its background, respectively, wheris the fine electromagnetic structure constant. On
this basis, one would conclude that there is no advantagerisidering thea 55 variant of thed 55
process, apart from the fact that the presence of a hard plothe final state can improve the triggering
efficiency of the detectors. However, as we explained in tii@duction, this pattern does not hold in
general when restricted regions of phase space are coadider

In the next section we will study this effect on a quantitatigvel, showing that the requirement
of a further central photon gives rise to a dramatic incr¢agemore than one order of magnitude) in the
S=B ratio, while the signal cross section roughly follows thévagQED rescaling.

9.3 Cross Sections for the Signal versus the Irreducible B&ground

The numerical results presented in this section have bedpandently obtained by the Monte Carlo
event generators ALPGEN [180], and MadEvent [173]. Thedigs calculated in the narrow width
approximation,i.e. we computed the exact lowest-order matrix element for tloegssep | H 5,
and then let the Higgs boson decay intatgpair according to its branching ratio and isotropic phase
space. After the decay, cuts on the quark jets are implemented. For the irreducible ! » 53
background, we computed all the matrix elements at? ), neglectingo ( 2 *),0( 2 2),0( s %)
ando ( ) contributions and their interference with the( 2 ) contribution. We checked that this has
no numerical impact on the results. The present study iddunat the parton level. A more complete
simulation, that takes into account showering, hadrorinand detector simulation, even if crucial for
the assessment of the potential of this channel, is beyansicibpe of the present contribution. As PDF's,
we use the Barametric form of CTEQSLP[189], and the facteitrdrenormalization scales are fixed at

2= Z= E?fand = Z=m?2+ E{forthe backgrounds and signal, respectively is the
transverse energy of any QCD parton). The three Higgs-nasesscl20, 130 and 140 GeV are analysed.

We start by the definition of twdasic event selections (sets 1 and 2) that differ only by the

threshold on the photon transverse momenttm

pl  30Gev; ® 30GeV; Ry  07;

J 3 25 3o 257 J53  5i

ms> 400GeV; my (1 10%) 1y myg (1+ 10%);

1) pp 20G eV ;

2) p, 30Gev; (12)

|
where ik is any pair of partons in the final state, including the photomd R 3 = 2 h+ % g,
with  the pseudorapidity and the azimuthal angle. The cross sections for the alaagc event
selections are reported in Tallle 9. Before comparing theasignd the background for the

process, we tried to optimize our event selection in Eql.(1Ryeed, the signal detectability can be



p. ™" |my =120GeV | my = 130GeV | my = 140 GeV
H (! ) ji1| 20 GeV| 9.3(1) b 7.4(1) b 4.74(7) fb

30 GeV | 6.54(7) fb 5.2(1) fb 3.31(3) fb
b 9] 20 GeV| 406(2) fb 405(4) fb 389(1) fb

30 GeV | 260.5(7) fb 257.9(6) fb 251.8(7) fb
H (! )il 727(2) b 566(2) fb 363(1) fb
i) 593.7(5) pb 550.5(5) pb 505.6(4) pb

Table 9: Cross sections for the signal and the irreducibb&gpraund for thebasicevent selections in Eq.{IL2). Higgs production
cross sections include the Higgs branching ratiosttoThe signal and irreducible background production rateste VBF

process without photon are also shown.

P, | my =120GeV | my = 130GeV | my = 140 GeV
H (! ) 31| 20 GeV] 3.59(7) fb 2.92(4) o 1.98(3) fb

30 GeV | 2.62(3) fb 2.10(2) fb 1.50(3) fb
o 5] 20 GeV| 33.5(1) fb 37.8(2) b 20.2(1) fb

30 GeV| 25.7(1) fo 27.7(1) fb 28.9(2) fb
H (! 5] 320(1) fb 254.8(6) fb 167.7(3) b
351 103.4(2) pb 102.0(2) pb 98.4(2) pb

Table 10: Cross sections for the signal and the irreducibtekground for theoptimizedevent selections of Eq._(lL3), added
to thebasicselection in Eq.[(T2). Higgs production cross sectionstigelthe Higgs branching ratios t&. The signal and
irreducible background production rates for the basic VB&cpss are also shown.

further improved by imposingptimizedcuts, that can be deduced by looking at the following kinéraht
distributions:

d d d d d
dm 55" dp) )

agf " am w " F 353

where j1 andbl denote the leading; light jet andb jet, respe%i\fly, aneh  is the invariant mass
of the Wosystem. By studying the variation of the significarise B as a function of the cuts on the
distributions (for more details see [187]), we foundaatimizedevent selection where, in addition to the
basiccuts, we impose the following cuts

800Gev; o'

j 533> 4; m g

m 54 6OGeV; Fgl

160GeV; R .

60G &V ;

;0 12: (13)
With the above additional requirements, we find the cross@ecreported in Table 10. One see that the
requirement of the extra central photon with > 20 GeV in the final state involves a reduction factor of
order 100 for the signal rate with respect to the final stathavuit photon, according to the expectations
of the o ( ) QED naive scaling. On the other hand, the radiative backgtas suppressed by a factor
of about 3000 with respect to the case of no photon radiatiéimally, a summary of the statistical
significances, including only the irreducible backgroundth an integrated luminosity of00 fb ! is
given in Tablé 11L.

9.4 Reducible Backgrounds

A complete analysis of the reducible backgrounds torthe 55 signal is beyond the scope of our study.
However, in order to have a sensible estimate of the achievatB ratio and statistical significance at



_ p. ™" | my = 120GeV | my = 130GeV | my = 140 GeV
S=_Bj 33| 20GeV]|26 2.0 1.3
S= B3 4]30Gev|22 1.7 1.2
| s= B3 3.5 | 2.8 | 1.9 |

Table 11: Statistical significances with the event selectibEq. [12) and[{1I3), with an integrated luminosity fo fb *.
The value , = 60% for theb tagging efficiency and a Higgs boson event reduction py’ 70%, due to the finite (10%)
b mass resolution, have been assumed. Jet-tagging efficéamtphoton-identification efficiency are set to 100%. Onby th
irreducible background is included in this analysis.

parton level, we computed with ALPGEN the cross sectionsyasgm y = 120 GeV and with the
optimized event selection of Ed. (12) and](13), for threempaitentially dangerous processes

rp ! + 4 jets, where two among the light jets are fake tagged agets;
e ! b+ 3jets, where one of the light jets is misidentified as a photon;

pp ! 5 jets, where one of the light jets is misidentified as a photorg two light jets are fake
tagged a® jets.

By including also the reducible backgrounds, the stasistiignificance decreases by about 14(12)%
for p, ™" = 20(30) GeV) with respect to Table11, where only the irreducibleKgaeund has been
considered. The most dangerous contribution to reduciébidgrounds comes fromp ! b+ 3.

9.5 Conclusions

In this contribution, we studied the detectability of theglé boson production signal, when the Higgs
boson is accompanied by a highe: central photon and two forward jets at the LHC. The Higgs boso
decay into ax pair is considered. We analyzed the signal, the irreduciiD background, and main
reducible backgrounds at the parton level. The presencepbbton in the final state can improve the
triggering efficiencies with respect to the basic VBF Higgeduction without a photon. Moreover,
we find that the requirement of a central photon in additiorihe typical VBF final-state topology
significantly suppresses the irreducible QCD backgroumdpdrticular, due to dynamical effects, the
latter has rates that are lower than the expectations af the QED naive scaling by more than an order
of magnitude. As a consequence, after optimizing kinerabhtats, we obtain a statistical significance
s= B fortheH (! ko) 7jchannel that goes from around 3yif; ’/ 120 GeV, down to about 1.5,

if mg 7 140 GeV, for an integrated luminosity afoo fo . These significances are not far from the
corresponding values for the basic(! 1b) jj process without a photon. The latter estimates are based
on the irreducible QCD background. The impact of includinfp\ main reducible backgrounds has
found to be moderate. The same dynamical effects that apemsible for the irreducible background
suppression also remarkably curb the relative contriloutibthez z ! H boson fusion diagrams with
respecttoth& w ! H onesinthe processo! H (! o) 3jj. As aconsequence, we think that the
study of theH (! b) jjsignal atthe LHC could have a role in the determination ohlibes Hoand
HW W couplings.

10. THE z PLUS MULTI-JET BACKGROUND FROM THE DOUBLE PARTON INTERAC-
TIONS IN THE VECTORBOSONFUSION H | * SEARCH[4

The z +jets production is the dominant background obtained inMB& H ! searches at the LHC
[108,113,175,176]. We estimated an additionajets background originated from double parton inter-
actions (DPI) in a proton-proton collision when theéboson is produced in one parton-parton interaction

12Contributed by: A. Nikitenko



and the QCD di-jets are produced in the second parton-parteraction. In that case the two choices of
the tagging jets are possible: (a) one tagging jet is takam the QCD di-jet production and the second
one is taken from the Drell-Yan production and (b) two taggjets are both selected from the QCD
di-jet production.

The contribution from the double-parton interaction watnested with PYTHIAG6.4 [183] at the
particle level 3. At the first step the Drell-Yan and the QCD di-jet events wgeaerated separately
in PYTHIA. The Drell-Yan production was generated with thdl Linderlying event (UE) using Tune
DWT [184], while in the QCD di-jet production the UE was swhied off (MSTP(81)=0). The Drell-
Yan events were generated with the di-lepton mass > 70 GeVE? and the QCD di-jet events were
generated withs: > 20 GeVE. The NLO cross section 210 fb for the Drell-Yan production and the
PYTHIA cross section 8.2 10* fb for QCD di-jet production were used in the estimates prastk: At
the second step two events (Drell-Yan and QCD di-jets) waxedntogether and analyzed as one event.
Jets were found at the particle level by the simple cone #dhgor(cone size 0.5) implemented in the
PYTHIA PYCELL routine.

The cross section for the double parton interactions wasiated with the factorization formula

AB = = ur‘ (14)
2 ef £

wherem =1, for indistinguishable parton processes and2 for distinguishable parton processes (in
our case we usa =2). In the experimental study of double parton collisiof3FCquotes .r=14.5
m b [190]. For LHC energy we use currently the valug-+=20m b 24 1t gives the , 5, =8.2 10
fb (a=Drell-Yan, B =QCD di-jets). More pessimistic value of 12b [ will double our estimates of
the z +jets background from the double parton interactions. Dingitudinal correlations in the double-
parton structure functions neglected in the above formaltalave a sizable effect at the LHC [191,192].

We compare the +jets background from the double parton collisions with thermal” QCD
7 +jets background from one parton-parton collision. It waseyated using the ALPGEN [180] genera-
tor with the MLM prescription for jet-parton matching [18182] at the PYTHIA6.4 shower simulation.
We generated ‘+2jets exclusive and‘+3 jets inclusive samples with the ALPGEN settings:. >
70 GeVF, p% >20 GeVL, j53< 5, R 45 > 0.5. The user "soft” VBF pre-selections in ALPGEN
generation were: ;2 >4, 51 52 <0,M 515, > 600 GeVFE, where j1 and j2 are two leading:
partons ordered ip:. The parameters for MLM jet-parton matching weeess=20 GeV,R “=0.5
and cimeax =50,

The VBF selections similar to that were used in a full simolatanalysis [176] (except cut on
E . of the tagging jets, which is lower here) were applied to tWd'RIA patrticle level jets. An event
must have at least two leadimgy: jets reconstructed with a cone algorithm (cone size 0.5)gatisfy
the following requirements:
E > 20 GeV
I < 590
Mj142 > 1000 GeV
J 129> 42
it 2 <.
where j1 and j2 are two leading; jets ordered irE :. The double parton scattering events where the
two leading jets were both originated from the Drell-Yan guotion (the fraction of such events is
20%) were excluded from the consideration to avoid the dogblunting with "normal” QCDz +jets
background.

3The recipe was kindly provided by T. Sjostrand. The posisibtb generate two hard processes in the DPI is realized
recently in PYTHIAS.

Yprivate communication with T. Sjostrand.

Private communication with D. Treleani.



Table [12 shows the initial cross sections (in fb) for thejets background from one and two
parton-parton interactions and cross sections after thE ®ilgs. After selections the contribution from

Table 12: The initial cross sections (in fb) for therjets background from one and two parton-parton interastiand cross
sections after the VBF cuts.

interaction one parton-parton two parton-parton
process exclusive““+2j | inclusive ‘“+3j | Drell-Yan \ QCD di-jets
no cuts 1.0 10 2.0 10 8.2 10
2jets,E] > 20 GeV 4.0 10
12 >4.2, 1 52<0 2.4 106 53 106 5.0 10
M 5142 > 1000 GeVE 3.2 16

the double parton interactions s 40% (320 fb) of the "normal’z +jets background from the one
parton-parton interactions (770 fb). Fig.J19 (left plotpsls an angle in the transverse plane between
two tagging jets (’ 4152) for the z +jets backgrounds and the signalr ! H. All distributions are
normalized to unit. We have obtained that the fraction of B8 events when the one tagging jet is

= - e ERARA N e a we _00.47””H‘“HH‘HH‘HH‘HH“
© B @ o
0.5 Z+jets from double parton scattering I N one tag jet from DY and one from QCD di-jets
< T P-35[
o‘ [ | o Z+jets from one parton-parton O E ---------- two tagging jets from QCD di-jets
\0 4; ........ tagging jets in VBF Higgs | —~ 03f sum
E After selections: g 0.25F  After selections: ]
0.3 two jets p.>20 GeV - 0 Zi two jets p;>20 GeV E
L on,,>42nn,<0 T . AN ,,,>4.2,1 )N ,<0 1
0_2; Mjj> 1 Tev 0.15F Miyp> 1 TeV R
E ............. 0.1 .
0l — g L1 :
- 0.05F :
o P P BN B 3 ST PP PR o e VRPN IR WP
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 %).5 d 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3
ra
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Fig. 19: Left plot: the angle in the transverse plane betweentagging jet forz +jets backgrounds and the signal7 ! H .
Right plot: the angle in the transverse plane between twgingget for z +jets background from the DPI for the cases (a), (b)

and total (see the text). All distributions are normalizedimit.

selected from the Drell-Yan and another from the QCD di-jetdpiction (case (a)) is 70%; in the

rest 30% of the DPI events the both two tagging jets are ssldcdm the QCD di-jet production (case
(b)). Fig.[19 (right plot) shows the’ 4, distributions for the cases (a) and (b) separately as well as
their sum (the same curve as in Higl] 19 (left plot)). One cantkat in the case (a), as expected there
is no any correlations between two tagging jets, while indhge (b) they are forming the back-to-back
configuration.

Fig.[20 (left plot) shows the transverse energy of the tag@ts from thez +jets backgrounds and
the signatv v ! H. One can see that tiet+jets background from the DPI can be largely suppressed
with the cut on the tagging jet energyg > 40 GeV. This cut was used in the full simulation analysis
[176]. After applying this selection the cross section & thtjets from the DPI is” 100 fb and the
cross section of the "normal? +jets background ig 700 fb, thus the relative contribution from the



DPl is reduced to 15 %. The further reduction of the relative+jets contribution from the DPI is
expected when the cuts on the momentum of the lepton (from ‘  decay) and the hadronic jet
(from ! hadrons decay) will be applied. It is due to the momentum of théoson from the DPI

is softer that the one from the "normat’+jets production. It is shown in Fig. RO (right plot) whereth
distributions ofp% from DPI and the "normal’z +jets production are normalized on the expected cross
sections after the VBF cuts.

S r R A L R A Rany 7!91407
(1025 - ] ot - Z+jets from one parton-parton scattering
0] 8 = Z:jets from double parton scattering 4 ‘_|120; B
o - wne Z+jets from one parton-parton B [ | ==eemnee. Z+jets from double parton scattering
P > T
<02 |71 |- tagging jets in VBF Higgs 1 [} | —
C ] 0100
; N 1 S L After selections:
0.15 - After selections: ] i 80; two jets pr>20 Gev
- two jets p oGy ] B Sl 2 1 <0
L T H M. . >1TeV
L = 60}-: j1j2 7
O-lj An 1112>4.2, n,n 12<O _
- M IlJZ> 1TeV 40 —
0.05-
. 20F .
obe 1 - | T T PR I SRS A I,
0 20 40 60 80 100120140160 0 20 40 60 80 100120140160180

200
EE?ggmg Jet, GeV o of Z - py, GeV

Fig. 20: Left plot: the transverse energy of the taggingfiets thez +jets backgrounds and the signal’ ! H ; distributions
are normalized to unit. Right plot: the distributions of theboson transverse momentush from the DPI and the "normal”
Z +jets production are normalized on the expected crossosecéfter the VBF cuts.

It is important to control and measure thejets background from the double parton interactions.
The possibility oT the usage of the+2jets, Z events with the VBF jet selections and looking at
the unbalance in> ¢ between the boson and the jets is under investigation.

10.1 Conclusion

The z +jets background from the double parton interaction wasnegéd at the particle level to be
less than 15% of the "normal” QCDR +jets background in the VBE ! searches at LHC after
the experimental like event selections and assuming the=20m bin the factorization formula. The
fraction of the DPI events when the one tagging jet is sedefrtam the Drell-Yan and another from the
QCD di-jet production is’ 70% while in the rest 30% of the DPI events the both two tagggts are
selected from the QCD di-jet production.
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Part Il
MSSM HIGGS BOSONS

11. SUSY-QCD CORRECTIONS TO SQUARK LOOPS IN GLUON FUSION TO HIGGS
BOSONSH

11.1 Introduction

In the MSSM 2 Higgs doublets are introduced to generate rmassep and down type quarks. After
electroweak symmetry breaking this leads to five physicaggdiparticles, two light CP-evem;H ,

one CP-odda, and two chargedi . At tree level the MSSM Higgs sector can be described by 2
independent parameters, usually chosen as the pseudosesaM ,, and the ratio of the 2 vacuum
expectation valuesg = w=v;. The MSSM Higgs couplings to quarks are modified such that the
couplings to down(up)-type quarks rise(decrease) with. The main neutral Higgs production at the
Tevatron and LHC proceeds vigy fusion. The next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD correctionsthis
process have been known for a long time [11, 193] includirgy fthl quark mass dependence. They
turn out to be important, increasing the cross section byoufp00%. Next-to-next-to leading order
(NNLO) corrections, calculated in the large quark masstliomly [15-17, 194, 195], add another 20-
30% and next-to-next-to-next-to leading order (NNNLO)rections have been estimated [19,196,197],
indicating improved perturbative convergence. NLO cdimts to squark loops have been known so
far only in the heavy squark mass limit [198], and the full S:J3CD corrections have been obtained
for heavy SUSY masses [25—-27,199]. As a first step to a full BQED result we present the QCD
corrections to squark loops including the full squark anddsi mass dependences [28].

11.2 NLO QCD Corrections

For our calculation of the pure QCD corrections to squarlptwe need a modified MSSM Lagrangian
which separates the gluon and gluino contributions in ameatizeable way. In this work we do not
take into account the self-interaction among squarks, la@ddquired Lagrangian is then given by

@H)? M2r? (15)

" 5 #

mo 1oX 2 Mo
* OB ml ¢ -—_O0H + P of mypf G—-o7H
Q o

N

1 1
L = —c®* Gg*° “F F +
4 4

with the covariant derivative = @ + ig.G2T2+ ieA Q. HereG? denotes the gluon field strength

is the photon field strength tensor and the photon field associated by the electric charge opectator
The Higgs fieldd represents generically either the light scalaor the heavy scalat Higgs boson of
the MSSNEI. Since we do not take into account gluino exchange coniobsy the coefficientggI and
gg are not renormalized, thus leading to a renormalizeableetnedh strongly interacting scalarg.
Gluino corrections are expected to be small [25-27,199].

For our numerical results we choose the gluophobic Higgaate [200] which maximizes the
destructive interference effects between top and stopslaophe light Higgs coupling to gluons. It is
defined by the MSSM parametens | = 17433 GeV] M sysy = 350 GeV, = M, = 300 GeV,

Contributed by: M. Muhlleitner and M. Spira
Since there are no squark loop contributions to the pseathrstiggs boson couplings to photons and gluons at leading
order (LO), in this paper we will only deal with the scalar giggbosons: ;H .



Xe= Ag =tg = 770GeV,3 = A.andm 4= 500 GeV. The squark masses are given by
tg =3: my = 156GeV tg =30: my, = 155GevV
m, = 517Gev m, = 05l6Gev (16)
My = 346 G eV My = 314Gev
my = 358G ev my = 388G eV :

The results of this work look similar in other scenarios, wieer the squark masses are of the order of
the top mass, or the Higgs mass reaches values beyond tesmamnding squark-antisquark threshold.

11.21 Scalar Higgs couplings to photons

The leading order photonic Higgs couplings are mediatedolpy bottom andv boson loops, with
significant contributions from squark loops for stop andt&iro masses below 400 GeV [2,11,115,
193, 201-203]. The reverse processes ! h;H play an important role for the MSSM Higgs boson
searches at a photon collider [204—210]. The two-loop diangrof the QCD corrections to squark loops
lead to 5-dimensional Feynman parameter integrals. We tealteced these integrals in one calculation
to 1-dimensional integrals which have been integrated migaily. A second calculation has solved the
integrals purely numerically. The two calculations agrathin integration errors. In order to improve
the perturbative behaviour of the squark loops they have kgpressed in terms of the running squark
massesn , (M y =2), which are related to the pole masses viam g()=Mgs(s()=sMy )0~ o
where (= 33 2Ny with Ny = 5light flavors. Their scale is identified with = M ; =2 within the
photonic decay mode thus insuring a proper definition oftigethresholdst x = 2M ;. The LO scale
dependence of the squark masses due to light particle botitnhs has been taken into account.
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Fig. 21: Relative QCD corrections to the scalar MSSM Higgs decayhaitlh two photons fotg = 3 and 30. The full curves
include all loop contributions while in the dashed lines 8l1dSY contributions are omitted. The kinks and spikes quores
tothew W ;&3¢ ;t5B.8 ;~ ~ ;~ ~ and®: b, thresholds in consecutive order with rising Higgs mass.

Fig[21 shows the relative QCD corrections to the photoniggdidecay widths for the two cases,
in which SUSY particles have been taken into account or ndie 3pikes which appear at tigpy
thresholds are due to singularities originating from Caoutbosingularities at the threshold singey
pairs can forno* * states. This behaviour can be derived quantitatively fioer8ommerfeld rescattering
corrections, and we checked explicitly that this agreeh wiir numerical results. As can be inferred from
Fig[21 the QCD corrections reach a size of 10-20% for modexratl large Higgs masses apart from the
threshold regions, where the perturbative results areliabfe due to the Coulomb singularities. At a
collider the photon fusion cross section can be measurdufeuit per cent accuracy, and therefore these
corrections have to be taken into account properly. The aizee QCD corrections with and without
SUSY particle loops is of the same order of magnitude, but dae be of opposite sign.

Fig[22, in which the ratio of the fully massive photonic dgeédth at NLO (h=H ! ) and

the NLO width with the relative QCD corrections in the heaguark mass limit ; is plotted, quantifies
the size of the squark mass effects beyond the heavy squak limdt in the relative QCD corrections.
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Fig. 22: Ratio of the QCD corrected partial decay widths of the scAlt8SM Higgs bosons to two photons including the full
squark mass dependence and those obtained by taking thieeeCD corrections to the squark loops in the heavy mass lim
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(The full squark mass dependence in the LO width has beenikdpith expressions.) With a size
of upto  30% the squark mass effects are larger than the expected meel uncertainty in the
measurement of the Higgs production in fusion and hence have to be taken into account in realistic
analyses.

11.22 Gluon Fusion

The gluon fusion processeg; ! h;H are mediated by quark and squark triangle loops with therlatt
contributing significantly for squark masses below 400 GeV. The NLO QCD corrections consist of
virtual two-loop corrections and the real corrections fridm radiation processesg ! gh=H, gq !

gh=H andgg ! gh=H. The strong coupling constant, has been renormalized in thes scheme,
with the top quark and squark contributions decoupled fromdcale dependence, and the quark and
squark masses in the on-shell scheme. The parton dengiéiedefined in the1 s scheme with five
active flavors, i.e. the top quark and the squarks are nafidied in the factorization scale dependence.
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Fig. 23: Production cross sections of the scalar MSSM Higgs bosanglubn fusion as functions of the corresponding Higgs
masses forg = 3 and 30. The full curves include the QCD corrections, while dashed lines correspond to the LO

predictions. The kinks and spikes correspond totthe;® & andk, b, thresholds in consecutive order with rising Higgs mass.

Fig.[23 shows the LO and NLO cross sections. The QCD cormestiocrease the gluon fusion
cross sections by 10-100% and are significantly larger ironsgof large destructive interferences be-
tween quark and squark loops. The corrections are of verilaisize for the quark and squark loops
individually. In spite of the large corrections the scal@eiedence is reduced from about 50% at LO to

20% at NLO thus indicating a significant stabilization of thedhetical predictions. Based on this and
the approximate NNLO and NNNLO results in the limit of heawuarks and top quarks the residual
theoretical uncertainties of our NLO results can be estohad less than about 20%. The spikes at the
Q¢ thresholds are Coulomb singularities due to the formatiod o states.

Fig.[24, which shows the ratios of the NLO cross sectionsuificlg the full mass dependence
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full squark mass dependence and those obtained by takimglttere QCD corrections to the squark loops in the heavysnas
limit as functions of the corresponding Higgs massesdfor = 3 and 30.

and of the NLO cross sections in the heavy squark limits, gtéies the squark mass effects on the
K factors. In addition to the LO squark mass dependence ofrthss section, th& factors develop a
squark mass dependence of up to about 20% and hence supmpogtatance of our results compared
to the previous results of Ref. [198]. The squark mass effect thek factors are larger than the
corresponding quark mass effects [211]. And they are lafggm the residual theoretical uncertainties
so that they cannot be neglected in realistic analyses. eShe gluino contributions are expected to
be much smaller, the squark mass dependence will be the datrpart of the differences between the
heavy mass limits and a full MSSM calculation at NLO.

11.3 Conclusions

We have discussed the NLO QCD corrections to the squark lonpibutions to neutral MSSM Higgs
boson production iryg fusion at the LHC and their decay modes into photons, inolydie full mass
dependences. The corrections are sizeable and stabiizbebrectical predictions compared to the LO
results. Squark mass effects on the relative QCD correstarn significant and larger than the mass
effects from quark loops. They are always relevant for Higgsses beyond the corresponding virtual
squark-antisquark threshold or for squark masses of ther afithe top mass. Since they are larger than
the experimental uncertainties and the approximativeltebayond NLO indicate sufficient perturbative
convergence, the results of this work have to be taken intowatt for realistic analyses.

12. HIGGS BOSON PRODUCTION IN ASSOCIATION WITH bQUARKS: SUSY QCD CON-
TRIBUTIONS

12.1 Introduction

In the Standard Model, Higg production in association wituarks is never important. However,
in the minimal supersymmetric model (MSSM), the couplingghe Higgs bosons t® quarks can

be significantly enhanced for large valuestwah and for a large range of parameter space, Higgs
production in association withquarks is the most likely discovery channel [83, 86, 89, 213).

The production of a Higgs boson in association withguark has been extensively studied. In a
4- flavor number scheme, the lowest order processes for pirmgladHiggs boson andiequark aregg !
o andgg ! o [83,85,214] (The neutral Higgs bosons of the MSSM are geallyi = n°;u %;A0).
In a 5- flavor number scheme, thegquark appears as a parton and potentially large logaritHrtedorm
Jn(bfn— ) are absorbed int quark parton distribution functions. Although tle and 5- flavor number
schemes represent different orderings of perturbatioarthéhe two schemes have been shown to yield
equivalent numerical results. In the flavor number scheme, the lowest order process for produgin

18Contributed by: S. Dawson and C. B. Jackson



Higgs boson in association withquarks isko ! when nob quarks are tagged in the final state and
by ! b when a singleoquark is tagged [83, 85, 86, 89, 214].

In this note, we consider the production process,! b , for which the NLO QCD corrections
are well understood, [86, 89, 215]. Here we presentcthe?) SUSY QCD (SQCD) corrections from
gluino-squark loops to the- Higgs production cross section [93, 216]. We compare tiselte from
an effective Lagrangian approach with those obtained franexact one-loop calculation. Finally, we
consider whether the process ! b +jet provides a useful signature and compare this chanrtal wi
the irreducible background fromy ! Lz +jet.

12.2 Effective Lagrangian

The MSSM contains two Higgs doublets,, andH 4. At tree level, theoquark couples to only one of
the Higgs doubletsH ) and there is no _ kx H , coupling (where | = (i ;b )). The coupling of the
bquark to the “wrong” Higgs doublet at one-loop leads to tHeaive interaction [217,218],

Lefs = b Hagt

o PH, by + hxe:: a7
This effective interaction shifts thequark mass from its tree level value,
\V/
mb=4é°§<1+ m op); (18)

and also implies that the Yukawa couplings of the Higgs bsdontheb quark are shifted from the
tree level predictions. The shift of the Yukawa couplingg][8an be accounted for using an effective
Lagrangian [217,219],

my 1 sin m p -0
Lers = A

Vgm 1+ m oy cos tan tan
m 1 cos m ptan —

> 1+ — 2" Ty O
VsM 1+ my cos tan
m 1 m —

- tan 1 = bi s’
VsM 1+ m y tan

T390 Toqr O o 0
G dh” + gy BH T+ g, bi A (29)

wherevsy = 246 GeV,tan = w,=vg, and is the mixing angle which diagonalizes the neutral Higgs
boson mass matrix. The Lagrangian of Eq] 19 has been showmtal terms ofo ( 2 tan™ ) for
largetan [217].

The expression form 4 is found in the limitm, << M ;M , << My My Mg, (where

My M ;Mg are the sbottom and gluino masses) . The contributiomtqg, from sbottom/gluino loops
is [218,220]

2 o
m = TR)mq tan I(my jm, ;mg); (20)
where the functiort (a;b;c) is,
1 . a? 5 IS4 5 &
I(a;bjc) = Flg — +PFlbg — fallg —  : (21
@b = Z B e & Py 9 g tcoakg 5 (D)

is the bilinear Higgs mixing parameter and( ) should be evaluated at a typical squark or gluino
mass. Note that E@. 20 is valid for arbitrary valuesat



Eq.[20 is a non-decoupling effect: If the masses of the sguamki gluino, along with the mixing
parameter , become large for fixedt ., m , does not vanish,

m y ! sign ( )3—5 tan + cot @ : (22)

In the largeM » limit,

2

2Ztan cos2 + O
M 2 M

=
N~

tan + cot ! i (23)

s

and the decoupling limit of the MSSM is recovered [221].

The effective Lagrangian can be used to approximate therlsgumal gluino contributions to the
rate forbg ! b [93]. We define an Improved Born Approximation in which therB@amplitude is
normalized by the Yukawa couplings,; , of Eq.[19,

d*1ea d™sorn 9

dt dt gggo

(24)

The Improved Born Approximation incorporates the effeethagrangian approximation to the SQCD
effects on thedo Yukawa couplings at low energy, but does not include the SQICD calculation.
In particular, the “Improved Born Approximation” does neiclude contributions from box diagrams
including internal squarks and gluinos or the full momenuaependence of the SQCD contributions.

12.3 Results

In Figs.[25 an@ 26 we compare the resultsdgr: th andby ! 1H © atthe LHC [93,222]. The curves
labelled “LO” use CTEQ6L PDFs,(  )evaluated at-loop, and use the tree level Yukawa couplings.
The NLO results use CTEQ6M PDFs with thdoop evolution of . ( z)and ¥:° ™ ;)= 0:18.
The Yukawa couplings of both the IBA and NLO results are eatdd using the effective Lagrangian of
Eq.[19. The outgoing quark is required to have; (o) > 20 GeV andj , ¥ 2:5. The renormalization
and factorization scales are set tabe=4. The “Improved Born Approximation” (IBA) curves use NLO
PDFS and the loop evolution of s( z ). Thebquark mass in the Yukawa couplings is the running
M S mass evaluated at loops for the NLO and IBA results and at loop for the LO results. Finally,
the MSSM parameters are evaluated using FeynHiggs to geremeeffective Higgs mixing angle and
radiatively corrected Higgs masses.

From Fig.[25, we see that for relatively light squark and igiumasses, it is important to include
the exact SQCD contributions and that the Improved Born Agipnation is a poor approximation to the
complete result. In this case, the SQCD contributions Bgamtly reduce the rate. On the other hand, for
squark and gluino masses on the TeV scale,[Fif. 26 demassthadt the effective Lagrangian approach
to including the SQCD corrections is extremely accuratethBogs.[25 and 26 assumen = 40. For
small values oftan , the SQCD corrections are insignificant.

In Fig. [27, we compare the tree level rate fgr ! bh® + jet, with the irreducible background
frompp ! bz + jet at the LHC fortan = 40. We requirep; (b) and pr (jet) > 20 Gev and
J vi 4et ¥ 2:5. Unfortunately, the rate is quite small.

13. CHARGED HIGGS BOSONS IN THE MSSM AT CMS: DISCOVERY POTENT IAL

13.1 Introduction

Identifying the mechanism of electroweak symmetry bregkiill be one of the main goals of the LHC.
The most popular models are the Higgs mechanism within taadard Model (SM) and within the

Contributed by M. Hashemi, S. Heinemeyer,R. Kinnunen, Aitdhko, and G. Weiglein
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Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) [223-225hn@ary to the case of the SM, in the
MSSM two Higgs doublets are required. This results in fivegatgl Higgs bosons instead of the single
Higgs boson of the SM. These are the light and heawyeven Higgs bosong; andH , the cp-odd
Higgs bosona, and the charged Higgs bosam, . The Higgs sector of the MSSM can be specified
at lowest order in terms of the gauge couplings, the ratidvefttvo Higgs vacuum expectation values,
tan v=v1, and the mass of thep -odd Higgs bosonM , (or M 5 , the mass of the charged
Higgs boson). Consequently, the masses ofttheeven neutral Higgs bosons (and the charged Higgs
boson) are dependent quantities that can be predictediis iefrthe Higgs-sector parameters. The same
applies to the production and decay properties of the MSSM;HDOSOIJ@. Higgs-phenomenology

in the MSSM is strongly affected by higher-order correcsipim particular from the sector of the third
generation quarks and squarks, so that the dependenciearionssother MSSM parameters can be
important.

The charged Higgs bosons of the MSSM (or a more general TwgdHipublet Model (THDM))
have been searched at LEP [226], yielding a bounti@f ~ 80 Gev [227,228]. The Tevatron
placed new bounds on the MSSM parameter space from chargggsHoson searches at largen
and lowM , [229]. At the LHC the charged Higgs bosons will be accesdilgst at largean  up to
M, < 800 Gev [98,230,231]. Atthe ILC, fon , < Ps2a high-precision determination of the
charged Higgs boson properties will be possible [232-236].

The prospective sensitivities at the LHC are usually diggdiain terms of the parametears, and
tan (orMy andtan ) that characterize the MSSM Higgs sector at lowest ordee Gther MSSM
parameters are conventionally fixed according to certaimcheark scenarios [200, 231]. We focus
here [237] on thes discovery contours for the charged MSSM Higgs boson forwedasess ; <
meandM ;> m, within them T #* scenario and the no-mixing scenario. For the interpratadicthe
exclusion bounds and prospective discovery contours ibéinehmark scenarios it is important to assess
how sensitively the results depend on those parametertdliatbeen fixed according to the benchmark
prescriptions. Consequently, we investigate how thediscovery regions in th& ; —tan plane for
the charged MSSM Higgs boson obtainable with the CMS exparirat the LHC depend on the other
MSSM parameters, most prominently the Higgs mixing paramet

20If the production or decay involves SUSY particles at treeel, also other MSSM parameters enter the prediction.
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13.2 Experimental Analysis
The main production channels at the LHC are

pp! tt! H btor tH b (25)

and
gb! H torgb! H't: (26)

The decay used in the analysis to detect the charged Higgs lims
H ! : (27)

The analysis described below correspond to CMS experirheatsitivities based on full simulation
studies, assuming an integrated luminosity of 30 fb

13.21 The light charged Higgs Boson

The “light charged Higgs boson” is characterizedwy < m .. The main production channel is given
in eq. [25). Close to threshold also €q.](26) contributese fgtevant (i.e. detectable) decay channel
is given by eq.[(27). The experimental analysis, based orb30dollected with CMS, is presented in
Ref. [238].

A total number of events leading to final states with the digharacteristics is evaluated, in-
cluding their respective experimental efficiencies. Thdaows channels and the corresponding effi-
ciencies can be found in Tdb.J13. & discovery can be achieved if a parameter point results in
more than 5260 events (with 30 fb). We furthermore use@R (W 1) = 0217 (1= o),
BRW ! )= 01085 BRW ! jets)= 067, BR( ! hadrong= 065. The next-to-leading
order LHC cross section for top quark pairs is taken to be 840Fwor thew +3 jets background the
leading order cross section for the procegs! W + 3 gtswWw ! ‘ (‘= e; ) asgiven by
MadGraph Ref. [173,239] generator (840 pb) was used.
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channel exp. efficiency
pp! tt! H bt! (* )W *; ! hadronsw ! 1, 0.0052
pp! ! w*rw ! ( )(@y); ! hadrons 0.00217
pp! ! w*rw ! (1) (1) 0.000859
pp! ! Ww*rw ! (etjet) (1) 0.000134
pp! W + 3FtswW ! ¢ 0.000013

Table 13: Relevant channels for the light charged Higgs m®smd their respective experimental efficiencies. Thegghar

conjugated processes ought to be included. The efficiencthéocharged Higgs production is given fiar, . =160 GeV.1
denotes=or .

13.22 The heavy charged Higgs Boson

The “heavy charged Higgs boson” is characterizedvby > m . Here eq.[(26) gives the largest
contribution, and very close to threshold dqg.](25) can doutie somewhat. The relevant decay channel
is again given in eq[(27). The experimental analysis, base2D fb ! collected with CMS, is presented
in Ref. [240].

The number of signal events is evaluated as
Neg = L Pp! H +X) BR@EH ! ) BR( ! hadrons exp.eff.; (28)

whereL denotes the luminosity and the experimental efficiencyismgin Tab[[I# as a function of ,,
A 5 discovery corresponds to a number of signal events largerith:1.

M, [GeV] |[171.6 180.4 201.0 300.9 400.7 600.8
exp.eff,04]] 35 40 50 23 32 42

Table 14: Experimental efficiencies for the heavy chargeghslboson detection.

The charged Higgs boson production with the mass close ttofhguark mass (first column in



Tab[14) was generated with the PYTHIA generator proces3egs4 | tH )and 402 §g ! tH )
implemented as described in Ref. [241].

13.3 Calculation of Cross Section and Branching Ratios

For the calculation of cross sections and branching ratiesuse a combination of up-to-date theory
evaluations. The Lagrangian for the interaction of the gbdrHiggs boson with thesbdoublet is given
by [217] ’ ,

g Fb b

L=2MW T 2Vgep tan H ' lky + hc: (29)

Herem, denotes the running bottom quark mass including SM QCD cbomes. The prefactor=(1 +
) in eq. [29) arises from the resummation of the leading ctioes to all orders. The explicit form of
, in the limit of heavy SUSY masses ansh 1 reads [218, 220, 242]

b= 3 mg tan T(my jm . jmg)+ 4—tAt tan Ty me ;) (30)
Herem ., m ., m, ,m, denote therandbmassesn , is the gluino mass. Large negativecan lead to

a strong enhancement of thHe tocoupling, while a large positive value leads to a strong seggion.
Concerning then | ¥ and the no-mixing benchmark scenarios, as discussed in [R8fls 243] the
effects are much more pronounced in thé = scenario, where the two terms in €q.l(30) are of similar
size. In the no-mixing scenario the first term in €q.J (30) duates, and the total effect is smaller.

For the production cross section in €q.1(25) we use the SMs@estion (pp ! ) = 840 pb
times theBR (H ! tb)including the  corrections described above. The production cross section
in eq. [26) is evaluated as given in Refs. [244,245]. In aaoldialso the , corrections of eq[(29) are
applied. Finally thesR (H ! ) is evaluated taking into account all decay channels, amdranw
the most relevant are ! to;cs;Ww ( 'h. For the decay tabagain the , corrections are included.
All the numerical evaluations are performed with the progfeeynHiggs [246—249].

13.4 Numerical Analysis

The numerical analysis has been performed in:tHe** and the no-mixing scenario [200, 231] for
= 1000; 200;+200;+ 1000 Gev. In FidZ8 we show the results combined for the discovery
contours for the light and the heavy charged Higgs bosongsponding to the experimental analyses
in Sects[ 13.21 arld 13.22, respectively. As described altbgeanalyses were performed for the CMS

detector and 30 fd . The top quark mass is setto, = 175 G &V .

Within them [ #* scenario, shown in the left plot of Fig.]28 the search for thkticharged Higgs
boson covers the area of largen andM ; < 150 G ev. The variation with induces a strong shift
inthe5 discovery contours with tan = 15forM 5 = 100GevV,risihgupto tan = 40 for
largerM , values. The discovery region is largest (smallest) fef  (+ )1000 G v, corresponding
to the largest (smallest) production cross section.

The5 discovery regions for the search for heavy charged Higgeitmshow a similar behavior.

ForM ; = 170 G ev the accessible parameter space startsrat = 20(58)for = (+ )1000 G &V,
i.e. the variation of again induces a very strong shift in tise discovery contours. Fan, =
300 Gev the5 regions vary fromtan = 38totan = 54. For = 1000 G &V and largertan

values the bottom Yukawa coupling becomes so large thattarpative treatment would no longer be
reliable in this region.

The no-mixing scenario is shown in the right plot of Higl 2&eTqualitative behavior is the same
as for them ' ** scenario. However, as discussed above, the effects fromagioa of are much less
pronounced. The induced shifts stay belowan = 20(10) in the search for the light (heavy) charged
Higgs boson. Thé discovery areas are slightly larger than in thg ** scenario.
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13.5 Conclusions

We have presented thie discovery contours for the search for the charged MSSM Higggon. We
combine the latest results for the CMS experimental seitg@s based on full simulation studies with
state-of-the-art theoretical predictions of MSSM Higgstn properties. The experimental analyses are
done assuming an integrated luminosity of 30'ffor the two casest ;, < m.andM,; > m .

The numerical analysis has been performed in:ihe** and the no-mixing scenario for =
200; 1000 G ev. The search for the light charged Higgs boson covers theraeedd largetan  and
M4 < 160 Gev. The search for the heavy charged Higgs boson reachesng to < 400 G ev for
large th. The variation of induces a very strong shift in the discovery contours of up totan =
40. The effect enters via the variation of,, affecting the charged Higgs production cross section and
branching ratios. Large negativevalues give the largest reach, while large positive valueklythe
smallests discovery areas.
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14. STUDIES OF SPIN EFFECTS IN CHARGED HIGGS BOSON PRODUCTION WITH AN
ITERATIVE DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS AT THE TEVATRON AND LHC

14.1 Introduction

The importance of charged Higgs boson searches has in thatrgears been emphasized, including
in the '2005 Les Houches’ proceedings [90]. This work exteiite charged Higgs boson ‘2005 Les
Houches’ studies. It is the purpose of this note to outlimepthssible improvements that can be achieved
at the Tevatron and LHC in the search for charged Higgs bogmrsssing on the spin effects and
then ! decay. In order to quantify the spin effect an Iterative Dimimant Analysis (IDA)
method [250] has been applied, which is a powerful tool tcasse signal and background, even in

ZContributed by: S. Hesselbach, S. Moretti, J. Rathsman anSdpczak



cases such as the one presently under study when seveciwelariables with limited discriminant
power are present.

14.2 Tevatron Energy

We start by studying charged Higgs productigrigg !| tH  with subsequentdecays v ,H !

at the FNAL Tevatron witﬁ) s= 196 TeV. In the following we analyze hadronic decays of the
bosonand lepton (i ! gof, ! hadrons+ ), whichresultsinthe signatu+ 25+ o+ pf =5 (2
bjets, 2 light jets, 1 jet and missing transverse momentum). The most importaatticible background
process isyg;gg ! ttwith the subsequent decayd w * andt! vy ,onew boson decaying
hadronically ! oo and one leptonicallyw ! ), which results in the same final state
particles as for the expected signal.

14.21 Simulation and Detector Response

The signal processg;gg ! tH is simulated with PYTHIA [251]. The subsequent decays bW

(or its charge conjugate)y ! oglandH ! are also carried out within PYTHIA, whereas the
leptons are decayed externally with the program TAUOLA [253], which includes the complete

spin structure of the decay. The background procegsgg ! ttis also simulated with PYTHIA with

the built-in subroutines fott production. The decays of the top quarks and bosons are performed

within PYTHIA and that of the lepton within TAUOLA.

The momenta of the finadand light quarks from the PYTHIA event record are taken asilbe
menta of the corresponding jet, whereas for th@gt the sum of all non-leptonic final state particles as
given by TAUOLA is used. The energy resolution of the deteetad parton shower and hadronization
effects are emulated through a Gaussian smearing + )=p.)* = (O:80=p P)? of the transverse mo-
mentump for all jets in the final state, including the jet [254]. As typical for fast simulation studies,
no effects of underlying events, are simulated. Eventsem®ved which contain jets with less than 20
GeV transverse moment@: corresponding to about §> 3. The transverse momentum of the lead-
ing charged pion in the jet is assumed to be measured in the tracker independenthedfansverse
momentum of the jet. The identification and momentum measurement of the igionportant to fully
exploit the spin information. In order toéake into account the trackerf@rmance we apply Gaussian
smearing ori=p, with (1=p.)[TeV ' ]=  0:522 + 222=(p, [GeV ))2sin , where is the polar an-
gle of the . The missing transverse momentyfh™s is constructed from the transverse momenta of all
visible jets (including visible decay products) after taking the modelling of the detecitw account.
The generic detector description is a good approximatiofdbh Tevatron experiments, CDF and DO.

14.22 Expected Rates

For completeness we present a brief discussion of the eegheobss section of the charged Higgs boson
signature under investigation. The signal cross sectigrbean calculated faan = 30andm, =
80;100;130 and150 GeV with PYTHIA, version 6.325, using the implementatiorsciibed in [241], in
order to take the effects in the transition region into actoBurthermore, it has been shown in [255] that
the signal cross section farH  agrees with the one from the top-decay approximation tH for
charged Higgs boson masses up to about 160 GeV if the sanoeifatibn and renormalization scales
are used. Thus, we have used everywhere in this study tharifastion scalem . + m ; )=4 and the
renormalization scalen ; for both signal and background (i.e., those recommende#4f][as most
appropriate for theix signaIE, since the primary purpose of our study is to single out \weis that
show a difference between owr andH data samples and that this can unambiguously be ascribed to

22In order to be largely independent of the specific detectdiopmance, no requirement on the jet resolution is applied.
ZClearly, for a proper experimental study, factorizatior aanormalization scales for our background procggsyg !
tt! tow  oughtto be chosen appropriately, i.e., unrelated to thegelseHiggs boson mass.



the different nature of the two kinds of bosons (chiefly, tiigfferent mass and spin state). In addition,
the runningoquark mass entering in the Yukawa coupling of the signal lees fevaluated at ,, . This
procedure eventually results in a dependence of our bagkgdraalculations onan and, especially,
my that is more marked than the one that would more naturalseass only due to indirect effects
through the top decay width. Hence, the cross sections hese tescaled with a common factor such
that the totaltx cross section is ;- prod _ 52 pb [256]. To be more specific, we have first calculated

the total cross sectlonpr"d’p”H]A m 4 ) with the built-in routine fortt production in PYTHIA for

alm, = 80;100; 130 and 150 GeV and then calculated from this the respective rescatatpfs
cmy )= 52pb= pmd’P”H ®(my )foreachm . Thenwe have calculated the background cross
section form ; = 80 GeV into the final state with the signatuee+ 25+ 4.+ p ** by enforcing

the respective decay channels in PYTHIA using the builteatine for tt production and multiplied it
with c(80 G ev ). In the same manner we have calculated the signal crosesedtith the PYTHIA
routines forted  production by enforcing the respective decay channels imHP& and multiplying
with the rescaling factorsm , )form; = 80;100;130;150 GeV. The resulting cross sections are
given in Tablg_Ib before (") and after () applying the basic cutpfts > 20 GeV and the hard cut
ot 5 > 100 GeV. For the four signal masses, th&f andtc! tH cross section calculations agree
numerically.

Table 15: Tevatron cross sections of backgrodaggg ! ttand signalog;gg ! tH fortan = 30andm, =
80;100;130 and150 GeV into the final stateb+ 25+ 1.+ pr “° before ( ™) and after () the basic cutsd > 20 GeV for
all jets) and the hard cupf ** > 100 GeV).

‘ ;99 ! tt‘ quigg |t

my (GeV) 80 80 | 100| 130 | 150

© (fb) 350 535 415| 213| 85

(fb) for o > 20 GeV 125 244 202|105 | 32

(fb) for ("°;0F ) > (20;100) GeV 21 30 | 25| 18 | 7

14.23 Event Preselection and Discussion of Discriminamidi#es

The expected cross sections of the+ 25+ 4. + ol **° signature are of the same order of magnitude
for the signal and background reactions, as shown in TalleThois, the same number of signal and
background events is assumed for the analysis of differiminkatic selection variables. For the signal
5  Toevents have been simulated with PYTHIA for each charged $liggss at the Tevatron energy
of 1.96 TeV using the built-introutine in thetc ! tH  approximation, while for thex background
alsos5  Toevents have been simulated using the builtdroutine. Then the basic cutg™ > 20 GeV

are applied. An additional hard cut on the missing trang/emementung! ¢ > 100 GeV is used to
suppress the QCD background, as for example demonstraef.if257]. After the additional anti-QCD
cut about 28000 to 42000 signal events, depending on thdatimducharged Higgs bosons mass, and
about 30000t background events remain. Other background reactiongx@mmple W+jet production,
are expected to be negligible because they have either a foweln production cross section or are
strongly suppressed comparedttdackground, as quantified for example in Ref. [257]. In addito

the previous study (based 6000 BR ( ! hadrons)events each) [90], the present one applies an IDA
method [250] to explore efficiencies and purities. As alyeasbntioned, particular attention is devoted
to the study of spin sensitive variables in the exploitatadrpolarization effects for the separation of
signal and background events.

Examples of the signal and background distributions of sofrtbe kinematic variables used in
the IDA method and the respective difference between sigmdlbackground distributions are given in
Ref. [258], namely:

the transverse momentum of thejet,jé*,



the transverse momentum of the leadingn the jet,p
the ratiop =p, ™,
the transverse momentum of the second (least en%rgmlaark jet,?,

the transverse ni&kis the e+ P systemm . = 2p " FS[L cos( )] where s
the azimuthal angle between™ andp! =<,
the invariant mass distribution of the two light quark jetsiahe seconequark jet,m;;y,,

the spatial distance between thget and the secondquarkjet, R ( ;b= ( )2+ ( )2
where is the azimuthal angle between theandbjet, and

the sum of the (scalar) transverse momenta of all the quéskig, = pi' + p” + p> + p2.

The distributions of signal and background events are nlizethto the same number ab* events, in
order to make small differences better visible.

The signal and background distributions for the variablesws) in Ref. [258] are as expected
rather similar form; = m, and are hence mostly important to discriminate betweenasignd
background in the IDA fom ; > m, . Especially the transverse mass, shows a large variation
with the charged Higgs boson mass. However, the differeimt agpthe charged Higgs boson and the
W  boson has a large effect on thejet variablesp™ andp, resulting in significantly different
distributions of signal and background evenfof = m, . Moreover, the spin effects in the* and
p. distributions are correlated where the distributions efttiop, =p,** [259-261] show even larger
differences [258]. This highlights the importance of theliidnal variablep, (and hence, =p.*"),
compared to a previous study [90]. The large separation poivéhis variable is indeed due to the
different polarizations in signal and background [258]. There theaignd background distributions
for p.**, p. andp, =p, are shown for reference samples where thelecay has been performed
without the inclusion of spin effects with the built-in rauts of PYTHIA and hence the differences
between signal and background nearly vanish.

14.24 lterative Discriminant Analysis (IDA)

The IDA method is a modified Fisher Discriminant AnalysisQRand is characterized by the use of a
guadratic, instead of a linear, discriminant function atsb anvolves iterations in order to enhance the
separation between signal and background.

In order to analyze our events with the IDA method, signal background have been split in two
samples of equal size. With the first set of samples the IDiitrg has been performed and then the
second set of samples has been analyzed. We have used therfglR0 variables in the IDA study:
the transverse momenta™, p, , o' ™ o, p?, pi', p’, pi’; the transverse mass; the invariant
Massesn 4, M 4p,, M §40,, M o ANAS = m 544, ; the spatial distancek ( ;b:1), R ( ;b2), R( ;1)

R ( ;3j2); the total transverse momenta of all quark jBts.s and of all jetsH . = H s + p.°"- IN
the analysis of real data, b-quark tagging probabilitied #hie reconstruction ofandw masses could
be used to improve the jet pairing, and replace the allosatibleast and most energetigjet by a
probabilistic analysis.

The results of the IDA study are obtained for the event saswlth spin effect in the decays for
my = 80;100;130;150 GeV and for the reference samples without the spin effectfor = 80 GeV
in order to illustrate the spin effect. In all plots of the IDutput variable the number of background
events has been normalized to the number of signal evenis.|D®v steps have been performed. After
the first step, 90% of the signal is retained when a cut at zeapplied on the IDA output variable.
The signal and background events after this cut are theregdsshe second IDA step. A cut on IDA
output variable distributions after the second step leadthé¢ efficiency and purity (defined as ratio

Z4strictly speaking this is not the transverse mass since tertwo neutrinos in the decay chain of the charged Higgsrbos
we are considering, even so the characteristics of this ar@seery similar to that of the true transverse mass.



of the number of signal events divided by the sum of signal laackground events) combinations.
These combinations define the working point (number of eigeebackground events for a given signal
efficiency) and the latter can be optimized to maximize tlsealery potential.

In order to illustrate the effect of the hard cut on the migsiransverse momentunp{(** >
100 GeV), which is imposed to suppress the QCD background, thédfficiency-purity plot of the IDA
analysis is shown in Fig. 29 for ; = 80 GeV for two reference samples (red, long dashed: with spin
effects in the decay; red, dotted: without spin effects) without imposihg hard cut. As expected the
achievable purity for a given efficiency decreases with #rellcut, therefore the spin effects become even
more important to separate signal and background. In miecby choosing the signal reduction rates
in the previous IDA iterations, the signal and backgrourtgésan the final distributions can be varied
appropriately. However, we have checked that a differemhlver of IDA iterations and/or different
efficiencies for the first IDA iteration have only a minor eften the final result.
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14.3 LHC Energy

The simulation procedure and the emulation of the deteespanse are the same as those outlined in
Sect. 2.1 for the Tevatron, as well as, for the preselectiwh IBA method, as described in Sects. 2.3
and 2.4, respectively. Hence, only the expected LHC ratesliscussed, followed by the description of
changes in the distributions of the variables and the final i&sults.

Unlike the case of the Tevatron, where only charged Higgssesmsmaller than the top quark
mass can be explored, and 2HDM/MSSM signatures practicaljyon pairs only, at the LHC the
phenomenology is more varied. Here, the search strateg@snd strongly on the charged Higgs boson
mass. Ifmy; < m. my (later referred to as a light Higgs boson), the charged Higgson can
be produced in top (anti-)quark decay. The main source of(amogi-)quarks at the LHC is agait:
pair production (. = 850 pb at NLO) [262]. For the wholetén ;m, ) parameter space there is
a competition between thev  andiH channels in top decay keeping the sBR (t ! bW * )+
BR (t! H *)atalmost unity. The top quark decayiw is however the dominant mode for most
of the parameter space. Thus, the best way to search fortd) (igarged Higgs boson is by requiring
that the top quark produced in thie1  process decays tova . While in the case of  decays 's
will be tagged via their hadronic decay producing low-nplitity narrow jets in the detector, there are
two differentw  decays that can be explored. The leptonic signatile W ! o 1 provides
a clean selection of the signal via the identification of thgtédn1 = e; . In this case the charged
Higgs transverse mass cannot be reconstructed because piekence of two neutrinos with different
origin. In this channel charged Higgs discovery will be detimed by the observation of an excess of
such events over SM expectations through a simple countipgrinent. In the case of hadronic decays
HH W ! b jjthe transverse mass can instead be reconstructed sinceuddines are arising
from the charged Higgs boson decay. This allows for an efftcdeparation of the signal and the main
tt! HW W ! b jjbackground (assuming; ~ m, ). The absence of a leptor 6r )



provides a less clean environment but the use of the trasesveass makes it possible to reach the same
mass discovery region as in the previous case and also @cexre charged Higgs boson mass. Both
these channels show that after an integrated luminositpdb3 the discovery could be possible up to
a mass of 150 GeV for all tanvalues in both ATLAS and CMS [263—-265].

If the charged Higgs is heavier than the top quark, the domiidacay channels are !
andH ! todepending onan . They have both been studied by ATLAS and CMS [266—269]. The
charged Higgs bosons are produced inthe! t©H channel. Forthet ! tbdecay, a charged
Higgs boson can be discovered up to high masses (400 GeV) in the case of very largean
values and this reach cannot be much improved because ol multi-jet environment. For the
H ! decay mode this reach is larger due to a cleaner signal desfotver BR. In this case the 5
reach ranges froman = 20form,; = 200GeVtotan = 30formy, = 400GeV.

For the LHC, signal and background events have been sindulathe same way as for the Teva-
tron as described before, however, without implying angaéag factor to match a measuretdcross
section. Tablé_16 lists the resulting cross sections befof® and after () applying the basic cuts
p-® > 20 GeV and the hard cut® *° > 100 GeV. The LHC rates allow for the discovery to be less
challenging than at the Tevatron in the region my, , yet the separation of signal events from
background remains crucial for the measurement of the elariggs mass.

Table 16: LHC cross sections of backgrourffgg ! ttand signabg;gg ! ©H fortan = 30andm, = 80;100;130
and150 GeV into the final stateéb+ 23+ . + p = before ( ™) and after () the basic cutsg. > 20 GeV for all jets) and
the hard cut€" *° > 100 GeV).

qqi9g !t qq;9g ! A
my (GeV) ‘ 80 ‘ 80 | 100 | 130 | 150
T (pb) 455 72.6|52.0] 245] 9.8
(pb) forp™ > 20 GeV 17.3 33.9|25.7|12.2| 3.8
(pb) for (o™ ;00 %) > (20;100) GeV 4.6 6.0 48| 29| 1.2

The kinematic distributions fo]?é = 14 TeV are shown in Ref. [258]. The choice of variables
is identical to the one for the Tevatron and allows for a aneite comparison, the differences being
due to a change in CM energy (and, to a somewhat lesser egtanto the leading partonic mode of
the production procd%. The main differences with respect to the Tevatron casdhatethe various
transverse momenta and invariant masses have longer haghyetails. In particular, it should be noted
that the effect of the spin differences between andH events can be explored very effectively also
at LHC energies, e.g. the ratip =p, ™ which is very sensitive to the spin effects. These obsemati
lead to the conclusion that the same method using spin eliféers can be used to separate signal from
background at both the Tevatron and the LHC.

The distributions of the IDA output variables are shown irf.R258] for the study atp s =
14 TeV for two steps with 90% efficiency in the first step. Thesdributions are qualitatively similar
to those for the Tevatron The final achievable purity for aegiefficiency is shown in Fig._80. As
for the Tevatron energy a good separation of signal and lvaokg events can be achieved with the
spin sensitive variables and the IDA method even in cage m,; . For heavierH masses
the separation of signal and background events increasesodhe kinematic differences of the event
topology.

14.4 Conclusions

The discovery of charged Higgs bosons would be a clear sigohg$ics beyond the SM. In this case
study we have investigated charged Higgs boson topolog@fuped at the current Tevatron and LHC
energies and compared them against the irreducible SM bawwkd due to top-antitop production and

BAs the latter is dominated hyy annihilation at the Tevatron anrg fusion at the LHC.
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decay. While sizable differences between signal and backgr are expected whenever, 6 m,
near the current mass limit of about, 80 GeV the kinematic spectra are very similar between
SM decays and those involving charged Higgs bosons. In #se,cspin information will significantly
distinguish between signal and irreducible SM backgroumdfact, we have considered hadronic
decays of charged Higgs bosons, wherein thgplarization induced by a decaying (pseudo)scalar object
is significantly different from those emerging in the vecfar ) decays onsetting in the top-antitop
case. For a realistic analysis which is not specific for aipaler detector, a dedicated Monte Carlo
event generation and a simplified multipurpose detectqgumese approximation have been applied. The
identification of a hadronic tau-lepton will be an experiaichallenge in an environment with typically
four jets being present. We have demonstrated how an IDAedethn be an applied to separate signal
and background when the differences between the signal ackflound distributions are small. Our
results show that the IDA method will be equally effectivebath the Tevatron and LHC. While only
the dominant irreduciblecbackground has been dealt with in detail, we have also spaltyfiaddressed
the QCD background. A suitably hard missing transverse nmbume cut has been applied to reject
such jet activity and we have demonstrated that althoughlig@iminative power is reduced by such
a cut, the reduction is small compared to the gain from iridlgdhe polarization effects. Using the
differences in polarization between the signal and the dominant SM irréadeccbackground is crucial
for disentangling the former from the latter.
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Part IV
CP VIOLATING HIGGS BOSONS

15. JET ASSIGNMENT STUDIES IN THE SEARCH FOR THE DECAY t ! kH*, H* |
HoW *, 291 1IN THE CPX MSSM SCENARIO

15.1 Introduction

The Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) can haaplinduced CP-violation (CPX) if
the Higgsino mass parameter, the gaugino masses and itnegiritouplings are complex. One of the key

26 Contributed by: J.E. Cole, C.H. Shepherd-Themistoclemgs|.R. Tomalin



features of the CPX scenario is the suppression of the amyspbf the neutral Higgs boson to both vector
boson pairs and te:pairs. The suppression of the’v v coupling effectively dilutes the limits set on
the neutral Higgs using LEP data [270], allowing the exiséeaf a light neutral Higgs bosor — 50
GeV) and a relatively light charged Higgs boson (H ) < M ) atlowtan . The suppression of the
couplings also makes the usual search methods at hadraglecslunviable. However, the suppression
of theH Yv v leads to the enhancement of thes *w  coupling via a sum rule, making:production
events in which one of the top quarks decaystvia tH *,H* | H% *,H? | bone of the most
promising search channels for the CPX scenario [271].

We present here a study of mass reconstruction and the impgttmisassignment on this search
using the CMS detector; A feasibility study for discoveriiig Higgs bosons in the CPX scenario also
using the CMS detector is presented in Sedtioh 16.

15.2 Event generation

The signal event sample was generated using PYTHIA [183]amsdming the following parameters:
M H{=151GeV,M H )= 133GeV,M .= 175GeV,tan = 5and cp = 90 . In each event,
one of the top quarks was forced to decay in the usual way, ie. v , while the other was forced to
decayviat! tH*,H* ! H% *,H? | u All possiblew decays were allowed. The relevant
branching fractions were calculated using CPSuperH [2Wd]\aere found to beBR (£t ! H ") =
001, BRE* ! HIW *)= 099andBR H Y ! Ib) = 092 Taking the totalt production cross
section to be340 pb [273], this gives a cross section for this process 68 pb.

For the purposes of this study only the subset of signal evamwhich onew  decayed hadroni-
cally and the other decayed leptonically (electron or muweede considered, as this is the experimental
signature that will be used to identify events in this anialys

15.3 Event selection and mass reconstruction

This study was performed using only generator-level infation. The iterative cone (IC) algorithm [274]
with a radius of 0.5 was used for jet identification. The jats formed out of stable generator-level
particles, although neutrinos and muons are explcitlyw@etl from the process. Six or more jets must
be found using the IC algorithm that satisfy the foIlowinguu'afementsp%<at > 20GeV andj jecj< 24
Three of more must also satish/*" > 30 GeV. In addition, an electron or muon that satisfiés> 20
GeV andj ;j< 2:4 must also be present and the missingreconstructed from generator-level particles
must be greater thazn GeV.

Events that pass these selection requirements then untleggmass reconstruction procedure.
The events are searched for the two possible decay chanaeigly,t ! bod® t! Hdol andt! bl ,
t ! b’ + (c.c.). As the study presented here is performed using gérdevel information, the
true lepton and neutrino from the leptonically-decaying are used. This means that during the mass
reconstruction procedure, the four-vector is calculated simply by summing the lepton aadtrino
four-vectors. When the decays hadronically, the mass is reconstructed usingnetsmast lie within
25 GeV of the nominal value. The corresponding mass constigiptaced on all reconstructed top
masses. When reconstructing both of the top masses fromea gt combination, the jet associated
withthe b-quark ¢! v ort! ™ ) mustsatisfyor > 40 GeV. A number of jet combinations will
pass these requirements in each event and therefore thedpetstiate for a given event is selected by the
minimization of a 2 based on the top masses and the mass of the hadronicallyiupea candidate.

It should be noted that this mass reconstruction procedsuts in three possible jet combinations
associated with the best candidate This is because the jets associated to the three b-quarkisqed
inthet! Wdiw  decay can be swapped around, but still give the same top ralss \However, the
stricter jetpr requirement applied to the jet associated to the b-quark freet ! 1 decay can cause
one or possibly two of the three combinations to be rejectfdre the ° calculation is performed. All
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Fig. 31: The top mass distribution from the decay bqq® and them (H {) distribution from the decay ! Hdol re-
constructed from angular-matched jets. All distributi@re made with angular-matched jets that satisfy < 0:5. The
dashed histograms, in addition, have the topand mass constraints applied, while the solid lines have theequirements
tightened on for the decay products of the ! og’andthen? !

the combinations corresponding to the best candidaténat also satisfy the stricter jet requirement
will be used when making the mass distributions.

15.4 Mass reconstruction studies

Before attempting to reconstruct masses at the detectel, ieis important to understand whether good
mass reconstruction is possible. This is done by identifyire jets associated to the quarks produced in
the decay channel (these quarks are hereafter referrediectoely as “decay quarks”) and reconstruct-
ing the masses from these jets.

The association of jets with the decaypquarks is done usimgpwssible matching procedures:
Angular matching, in which the quantityr = 2+ 2 is used to determine a unique set of jet-
parton matches; or jet constituent matching, in which th#igdas assigned to a given jet are classified
according to the top quark decay from which they originafBide fraction of the transverse momentum
of a given jet,pg'et, carried by the constituents originating from each decarkjagan then be determined
and used to create a unique set of jet-parton matches.

Figure[31 shows the top mass distribution from the oo’ decay and thet Y mass distribution
fromthet ! Wl decay reconstructed using angular-matched jets. Thespoortespond to those
made using only jets that satisfR < 0:5 and it can be seen that in both cases a clear peak is visible in
the correct position, although the? mass has a noticeable high mass tail. The dashed lineseaptis
distributions after some mass constraints have been apjpi¢he case of the top mass from the g’
decay, the light-quark jet pair must give mass within25 GeV of the nominal value, while the mass
from the corresponding ! ol decay must lie withire5 GeV of the nominal value. In the case of the
H 2 mass distribution both top masses and the hadronicallgydegw  must lie within25 GeV of their
nominal values. These mass constraints reduce slightlpigfemass tail on the ? mass distribution.
The solid lines do not have the mass constraints appliednbtdad the R requirement on the decay
products of thet ¢ and the hadronically-decaying boson have been tightened t& < 0:1. This all
but removes the high mass tail on the neutral Higgs masshdistn, suggesting that the tail is caused
by problems in the jet-parton matching procedure.

Given the large number of jets in these events, the moslylitedison for having problems with
jet-parton matching (and potentially more generally withs® reconstruction) is that the jets tend to
overlap with each other. This can be verified using pEFé fractions used for jet constituent matching.
These fractions are determined by tracing all the partiafsociated to a given jet back to the top quark
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decay they came from. The transverse momenta of the parédsociated to a given decay quark are
then summed and the result divided by the jet transverse miomme resulting in sixor fraction values
per jet.

Figure[32(a) compares th@et fractions for all jets with particles associated to the lauguand
to either of the light quarks in the decay! koo’ Figure[32(b) shows the equivalent distribution for
the decay channel ! idgd®, but compares the the fractions for all jets with particlesaiated to the
H 9 decay products and the light quarks coming fromithe decay. No jet angular matching has been
applied. The two combinations are chosen because theysmyréne jets from decay quarks that are
expected to be closest to each other. In the case of the SMetgydthe distribution shows that the jets
are well separated, as the values are concentrated at ggrphiow values. In the case of the  Hdogg’
decay, it is clear that the jets overlap significantly, apsuated.

15.41 Jet assignment studies

Although jet overlapping has been identified as a potentiablpm for mass reconstruction, the results
in section_15.4 show that it is basically possible to reamcstreasonable mass distributions. However,
the impact of jet misassignment on the mass distributionstralso be understood and ways found to
minimize its effect. Jet misassignment arises from twoedift sources: the misassignment of jets as-
sociated to the decay quarks and the misassignment of gisiated to other hard partons in the event,
for example, gluons from initial state radiation or proddickuring parton showering. The contribution
from these two sources can be studied by comparing the msisbdiions from three different recon-
struction procedures: those produced using jets match#tetdecay quarks (“fully-matched”), those
produced using the subset of jets matched to the decay qumarkwithout using the knowledge about
which jet belongs to which quark, (“partially-matched”)dathose produced using the standard mass
reconstruction procedure (“unmatched”). Comparisondufy-matched” and “partially-matched” dis-
tributions provide information about the misassignmernets from decay quarks, while comparisons of
“partially-matched” and “unmatched distributions” prdeiinformation about the misassignment of jets
from other hard partons.

Figure[33 shows the comparison of these three reconstrupiithods for the top mass distribu-
tion from thet ! kgg’decay and thel ¥ mass distribution and the corresponding top mass disioibut
fromthet ! Wxl decay. The three methods for the top mass from the SM top daealgroadly in
agreement, indicating that the reconstruction proceduweniking well. Thed Y mass distribution shows
differences between all three methods, indicating thaethee contributions from both sources of misas-
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signed jets. However, in the case of the top mass distribditmm the same decay the only difference is
between the partially-matched and unmatched versionghéecontribution from the misassignment of
jets associated to the decay quarks has disappeared. itates that the misassigned decay-quark jets
observed in thet ) mass distribution come from within the! Bdl decay chain. The high mass tail
observed on the unmatched top mass distribution is thergfartially caused by the misassignment of
jets associated to other hard partons. The remainder ofigheniiass tail, ie. the contribution that is also
observed in the fully-matched distribution, is caused bgrtapping jets, as discussed in secfion 115.4.

One possible method of improving the jet assignment dutiegtiass reconstruction procedure is
to use b-tagging. To study what impact it may have at genelatel, “perfect” b-tagging can be used.
Perfect b-tagging means using only jets that have been ettchone of the b-quarks if a b-tagged jet
is required, while only jets not matched to a b-quark are wgeen a light-quark jet is required. Perfect
b-tagging has been applied to the unmatched distributemshown in Fig.33, and it can be seen that the
differences between the partially-matched and unmatclsdhbditions are eliminated for all the mass
distributions. This is consistent with the conclusion ttag difference is a result of the misassignment
of jets associated to other hard partons in the event, adliee loard partons are more likely to be gluon
or light-quark jets than b-quark jets.

15.5 Conclusions

A study of jet reconstruction and assignment has been peddrat generator level for the analysis
of CP-violating Higgs production at LHC via the decay chdnpe ! tx,t! v ,t! HH ,

H ! H{w ,H? ! Ko Ithas been established that it is possible to reconsteaganable mass
distributions for this decay channel, but studies of jetigra matching show that overlapping jets are a
significant problem for the supersymmetric top decay. Th®&ilts in a high mass tail on the top mass
distributions reconstructed from the! dow  decay.



Jet assignment has also been studied for this decay chamhét has been found to be good
for the mass distributions reconstructed using the Stahifrdel top decay channels. However, in the
case of the supersymmetric top decay, the Higgs mass distrils show that there are contributions
from both the misassignment of jets associated to otherydggarks and from jets associated to other
hard partons in the event. However, only the latter contigiouis observed in the corresponding top
mass distributions, indicating that it is jets associatethe supersymmetric top decay that are being
misassigned, not those from the SM top decay. The misassignai jets from other hard partons also
results in a high mass tail on the top mass distributions. uBeeof perfect b-tagging (based on jet-parton
matching) suppresses this effect. This is consistent Wwi#tassumption that the other hard partons come
from initial state gluon radiation or parton showering, aghis case the misassigned jets are much more
likely to be gluon- or light quark-initiated jets.

It may be possible to reduce the impact of overlapping jetthermass distributions by using a
smaller jet cone radius or by using another jet finder, sudghex, algorithm [155, 275]. The impact of
detector-level jet finding and lepton identification musioabe assessed.

16. SEARCHFORTHEt! i *, H* | H.W,H; ! HCHANNEL IN CPX MSSM SCE-
NARIO IN CMS

16.1 Introduction

CP violation (CPX) in the Higgs sector of the Minimal Supersyetric Standard Model (MSSM), when
the Higgsino mass parameter the gaugino mass parameters and the trilinear couplings - are
complex, allows the existence of the light neutral Higgsdoogn j , 50 GeV) and relatively light
charged Higgs bosonn(y, + my) in low tan region not excluded by the LEP data because of the
reduction ofd 1z Z coupling [270]. In CPX scenario the usual search channelg mo& be useful,
because of the simultaneous reduction in the couplingseoHilygs boson to the vector boson pair and
to the top quark pair, as it affects the Higgs boson prodociiod decays rates. The one of the promising
search channels in the CPX scenario proposed in [271] isttheoduction when one of the top quarks
decaysas! ™ *,H* ! H.W ,H;! Lo ltisdue tothe suppression of the z z coupling leads to
the enhancement of the* w H ; coupling in order to satisfy the coupling sum-rule. We irigeted

a feasibility for the discovery of the Higgs bosons in thisuchel using the full CMS detector simulated
data. The results shown are preliminary.

16.2 Event generation

The signal events were generated using PYTHIA [183] witkr175 GeVm 5, =51 GeV andn - =133
GeV, corresponding to tare5 and CP mixing angle(CP)=00" in the CPX MSSM. The following
decays were forced in PYTHIA ! Wi, ! WH*,H* ! WH{, H; ! oandbothw bosons
from the top decays were allowed to decay into all possibldesoThe decay branching fractions were
calculated using CPsuperH program [272]. The total crosscsewas calculated taking the next-to-
leading order cross section for an inclusiegoroduction 840 pb [273] and multiplying by the branching
ratios, Br ! ™ *)=0.01, Brg* ! H.w )=0.567, Br¢ ! bw )=0.99, Br@, ! 19=0.92 which
gives the cross section 8.68 pb.

The major background processes for this channebiare stsandtddh Thett+ gtsbackground
was generated using ALPGEN [180] with the MLM prescriptian jet-parton matching [181, 182] at
the PYTHIA shower simulation. Thec+ 2 gts(exclusive),tt+ 3 ptsandtt+ 4 gtinclusive) with
jetpr >20 GeV were generated. The cross sections for these precassshown in Table 17. Thexo
background was not considered yet in this study.

Z'Contributed by: A. K. Nayak, T. Aziz, and A. Nikitenko
ZResults are preliminary and must not be shown at conferences



16.3 Simulation and Reconstruction

The CMS detector was simulated using full GEANT4 [276] siatiain and the reconstruction was done
using the CMS simulation and reconstruction software CMSN@Wpileup events were included. We
summarize briefly the object reconstruction methods [28@}n this analysis. Muons are reconstructed
from the muon chambers and the silicon tracker and elecmomseconstructed from the tracks in the
silicon tracker and the clusters in the electromagnetioraakter. The loose electron identification
criteria were applied. The lepton isolation was done ushwegyttacker isolation such that leptons are
selected if sunp; of the tracks in a cone around the lepton (inner radius 0.0@Eoaiter radius 0.25) is
less than 3 GeV. The jets were reconstructed from the cagentowers using an iterative cone algorithm
with the cone size 0.5. The jet energy was corrected usinfylthr@e Carlo jet energy corrections. The
missingE r was reconstructed from the calorimeter towers and comefttethe jet energy scale. The
missingE  was also corrected for the muons by adding the muon momertkee toalorimeter missing
Er.

16.4 Event selection
16.41 Primary selections

The final state considered in this analysis consists of tglat lqguarks, four b quarks, one lepton and
neutrino: * + g’ + Hada Since the neutral Higgs bosen; is very light (51 GeV), the b quarks from
thed ; ! Wodecay are very soft as seen in Eid.34 (a,b). Onlge% of events have both b quarks from
theH ; decay withp2 > 20 GeV. The final state quarks in the event fall very close hesherin ( ; )
space. Fig_34 (c) shows the separation in () space between two closest quarks. Because of these
reasons it is difficult to reconstruct six jets in the eventresponding to the six final states quarks. The
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Fig. 34: (a)pr distribution of b quarks from top quark and from, decays, (bp: distribution of b quarks fromt ; decay, (c)
the R separationin (; ) space between two closest final state quarks in the event.

events with one isolated lepton with > 20 GeV and six or more jets with; > 20 GeV were selected.
The number of leptons in the event (electrons with> 10 GeV and muons with; >5 GeV) passing
the identification and the isolation were counted and thatsweith more than one lepton were rejected.
The jets were b tagged using the track counting b-taggingrifigm. The three dimensional impact
parameter significance of the second highest significaack tn the jet was used as the b-discriminator
parameter. The four highest discriminator jets with theumsinator value greater than 2.95 were tagged
as b jets.



16.42 Top mass reconstruction

Onew boson in the event was reconstructed from the lepton and tb&ngE ;. The z-component of
the missing energy was calculated usingthemass constraint. This yields the real solutions in nearly
66% events. The events with the imaginary solutions weeetefl. There are two possible solutions for
the z-component of the missing energy which gives two ptesséndidates for the leptonically decaying
W boson. Thev boson decaying hadronically was reconstructed from tigerjet tagged as b jets. All
jet pairs with the invariant mass within the,; 20 GeV mass window were considered as possible
candidates. The di-jets invariant mass for the jets matctirquarks from theér boson decay is shown

in Fig[38 (a). The momenta of the two top quarks were recanttd simultaneously from four b-tagged
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Fig. 35: (a) the di-jet invariant mass of the jets matchinguarks fromw decay. (b) the top-quark mass reconstructed from the
bjj final state after the minimization ofM . (c) the top-quark mass reconstructed from bbbijj final saftier the minimization
of M.

jets, twow ! 4 candidates and candidates for the hadronically decayinigoson. The jets and the
W boson candidates were assigned to the two top quarks by mingrthe M, where M is defined as
S
M = (M top1 Miop )2 + (m top2 Miop )2+ (m W (hadronic) my )?; (31)

therem 1 is reconstructed from one b-tagged jet and @néboson candidatey +, is reconstructed
from three b-tagged jets and ome boson candidaten ., is the generated top-quark mass (175 GeV)
and them ; isthew boson mass (PDG value).

The top-quark mass distributions reconstructed from tfgte(5) and five jets idoj) after the
minimization of M are shown in Fig35 (b,c). One can see that the top-quark disisibution from
the daoj final state is very wide and has a big tail. It is because of grassignment of the jets or
candidates to the top while minimizingy . The events with the two top-quark reconstructed masses
within them +,, 30 GeV mass window were selected. Table17 shows the initibcsections for the
signal and background processes, the number of Monte-@aelats remaining after each selection step
and the cross sections after all selectioR$.

16.43 Reconstruction of the neuttal and chargedi * Higgs bosons

Since it is not known what pair of the b-tagged jets from theorstructed top quark decay chain
t ! Bdw is coming from thed ; ! b decay, all three b-tagged jet pairs were considered as the

®Thew ! ‘ andw ! Jjreconstruction step selects events with the positive ismidor z-component of2™ *** and
with at least one jet pair having the di-jet mass withinthe 20 GeV mass window; the top-quark mass reconstruction step
requires that the two top-quark reconstructed masses éh@wthem ., 30 GeV mass window.



Table 17: The initial cross sections for the signal and bemkgd processes, the number of Monte Carlo events remaitfiiag
each selection steps and the cross section after all swiscti

signal tt+ 2 pts tt+ 3 gts tt+ 4 pts
(exclusive) (exclusive) (inclusive)
\ cross section, pb \ 8.68 | 100 | 40 \ 61 \
number of MC events analyzed| 193884 241000 71000 94000
(corresponding luminosity, ft) (22.35) (2.41) (1.775) (1.54)
isolated leptorp;y > 20 GeV 41035 57920 16915 22214
6 jetsEr > 20 GeV 21389 36315 14479 21866
4 b-tagged jets with discr: 2.95 881 371 248 1069
w ! ‘ andw ! jjreco 379 158 132 602
top-quark mass reconstruction 83 4 1 7
| cross section after all selections, fo  3.71 | 1.66 | 056 | 454 |

possible candidates. The invariant mass of b-tagged j&t,paiy, is shown in Fig[ 3B (left plot) for the
background and the signal plus background. The right pl&ign[36 shows, fitted by the Gaussian the
m 1, distribution of the signal plus background. The mean valuthe fitted distribution is close to the
generated mass af ;. The charged Higgs boson was reconstructed from the twgdpethjets andi
boson, where the b-tagged jet pair was chosen as the jet phithe invariant mass closest to the peak of
them y, mass distribution and within the window 20 GeV around the fitted mean value. The invariant
mass distribution of the charged Higgs boson reconstruatéus way,m 5, is shown in Fid.3l7.
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Fig. 36: The invariant mass of the b-tagged jet pairs fronréioenstructed top quark decay chainh baw

The available Monte Carlo statistics tf+ ftsbackground events for this study was only order
of # 2fb !, thus it can not be simply rescaled in order to produce theoimshape ofn i, andm
distributions expected for 30 fb after all selections. We have obtained, however that thpesbém 1,
andm yy; distributions is almost the same after relaxing the cut enltkdiscriminator value. Fid. 88
shows them y, (left plot) andm y; (right plot) distributions for four different b-discrimator cuts: 0,
1.0, 1.5and 2.0.
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Fig. 37: The invariant mass of two b-tagged jets andboson, where two b-tagged jets were chosen with the massstitss
the peak of then ,,, mass distribution and within the window20 GeV around the fitted mean value
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Fig. 38: Them , (left) andm v  (right) distributions after all selections for four diffemt cuts on the b-discriminator value:
0,1.0,1.5and 2.0.

16.5 Results

The simple selection strategy described in the previousasecyields S=110 signal events and B=203
tt+ fts background events expected with 30'fb The ttdb background still need to be taken into
account. The uncertainty due to the Monte Carlo statisticthett+ Ftsbackgrounds i 30% . The
experimental systematic uncertainty was estimated byggkito account the systematic uncertainties on
the lepton identification (), the b-jet tagging (5 per jet), the jet energy scale{5per jet), the missing
transeverse energy scale £.@n the raw calorimeter energy scale aril 6n the jet energy scale) and
the luminosity uncertainty (). It leads to the total systematic uncertainty 22.8he uncertainty due
to the jet and the missing : scale only is 8.8%). The significance is calculatedsas B + B 2,
where B is the experimental systematic uncertainty on the backgtoln order to get the pessimistic
value for the significance, the Monte Carlo statistical mtg’mty was added to the total background:
B=203+60=263 events. The signal significance is then 1208 + 592=1.8. The uncertainty on the
theoretical leading-order cross section of the n fts (n  2) processes is 50%.

One can see that the discovery potential is restricted by that experimental and the theoretical



uncertainties. The uncertainties can be partially redutéue number of the background events and
them y, andm y; Mass shapes can be extracted from the data. The shapes caluadesl from the
data with the ratio S/B < 1 when the relaxed cut on the b-discriminator value is used Eg[38). The
background normalization on the number of events with tiexesl b-jet tagging will eliminate the jet
and the missing + scale uncertainties, the luminosity uncertainty and pHytireduce the b-tagging
uncertainty which dominates the experimental uncertaitityill also reduce the absolute background
prediction uncertainty from the theory, since only thecatf tt+ ftsandtdsocross sections need to be
used. The further, more detailed investigations of thiswoledis foreseen in CMS.
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Part V
NMSSM HIGGS BOSONS

17. LES HOUCHES BENCHMARK SCENARIOS FOR THE NMSSM
17.1 Introduction

The next-to-minimal supersymmetric extension of the Saathdviodel (NMSSM) [278, 279], in which
the spectrum of the minimal supersymmetric extension (MyBMxtended by one singlet superfield,
is interesting in many respects. Compared to the MSSM, itesoin an elegant way the so—called
problem, has less fine tuning and can induce a rather ditfef@momenology in the Higgs and neutralino
sectors. Given the possibility of a quite different phenaoiegy, it is important to address the question
whether such NMSSM specific scenarios will be probed at th€ LK particular, it would be crucial
to make sure that at least one Higgs patrticle should be obdeat/the LHC for the planned integrated
luminosity or try to define regions of the NMSSM parametercgpan which more Higgs states than
those available within the MSSM are visible. However, a po& drawback of the NMSSM, at least
in its non-constrained versions, is that it leads to a largenber of input parameters to deal with. In
particular, it is clearly unfeasible to make multi-dimesrsal scans over the free inputs of the NMSSM
when performing complete/realistic simulations to addgi&® two points mentioned above.

An alternative approach is to resort to a few benchmark sanavhich embodying the most
peculiar/representative phenomenological featureseofithdel’'s parameter space, which can be subject
to full experimental investigation, without loss of subrgtal theoretical information. Building on the
experience of Ref. [280], we define in this note benchmarktgoivhich fulfill the present collider and
cosmological constraints using the most—up to date toataltulate the particle spectra. We work in the
framework of a semi—constrained NMSSM (cNMSSM) where tHeSopersymmetry (SUSY) breaking
parameters are defined at some high scale, typically thatasfdgunification theories (GUTS). This
approach leads to a much more plausible sparticle spec#ilows to relate features of the Higgs sector
to properties of the neutralino sector and, at the same 8tillegontains the distinctive phenomenological
features of the NMSSM that are suitable for intensive phestartogical/experimental investigation. The
emphasis is primarily on the different possible scenarighinthe Higgs sector and the implication for

30Contributed by: A. Djouadi, M. Drees, U. Ellwanger, R.Golyc. Hugonie, S.F. King, S. Lehti, S. Moretti, A. Nikitenko
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Higgs searches at the LHC. In particular, we propose fiveltmaagck points which lead to Higgs-to-Higgs
decays or a light Higgs spectrum but with reduced Higgs—gdagson couplings, which are known to
be rather difficult to probe at the LHC.

17.2 The Model and Its Spectrum

We confine ourselves to the NMSSM with a scale invariant qaggential given, in terms of (hatted)
superfields with only the third generation (s)fermions urtgd, by

W= Bbb S8 O nORE  n bR (32)

The first two terms substitute theP, />, term in the MSSM superpotential, while the three last terres a
the usual generalization of the Yukawa interactions. THeSdSY breaking terms consist of the scalar
mass terms for the Higgs, sfermion and gaugino fields anditimear interactions between the sfermion
and Higgs fields. In an unconstrained NMSSM with non—uni&eseft terms at the GUT scale, the three
SUSY breaking masses squared for, H 4 and s are determined through the minimization conditions
of the scalar potential. Thus, the Higgs sector of the NMSSHEscribed by the six parameters

; ;A ;A ;tan = MW i=slHg4iand . = ©Si: (33)

As the number of input parameters is rather large, one camattto define a constrained (c(NMSSM)
model, similar to the minimal supergravity model or cMSSM,which the soft SUSY breaking pa-
rameters are fixed at the GUT scale, leading to only a handfinputs. One can thus impose uni-
fication of the gaugino, sfermion and Higgs mass parametsdstlze trilinear couplings atl ¢y :
Mios Mipmp = Mx, mo;A; Ay. The fully constrained cNMSSM has two additional
parameters, and , beyond the above and the correct, value imposes one constraint. Hence, a
priori, the number of inputs in the cMSSM and the fully coasted cNMSSM is exactly the same.

In practice, it is convenient to use the analytic form of theeé minimization conditions of the
NMSSM effective potential and, for givem ;, tan , and all soft terms at the weak scale except
for m Z, these can be solved for. j(or jiSi), andmZ; sign( . ) can still be chosen at will.
Here, we will relax the hypothesis of complete unificatiortta soft terms in the singlet sectar,? &
mZanda 6 Ay atMgyr, Since the singlet could play a special role. In additiar, Jome of the
benchmark points, we will also relax the unification hypsiedorm fl andm fld and for one scenatrio,
the hypothesig. = A ,. Such points in parameter space can have additional unctiomal properties,
whose phenomenology should also be investigated.

Following the procedure employed by the routine NMSPEC withMSSMTools [281], which
calculates the spectra of the Higgs and SUSY patrticles iNMI&SM, a point in the parameter space of
the cNMSSM is defined by the soft SUSY breaking terms at; - (except for the parameter3), tan
at the weak scale, at the SUSY scale (defined as an average of the first genesgiiark masses) and
the sign of the parameter. . The parameters, m Z andj . jare determined at the SUSY scale in terms
of the other parameters through the minimization equatadrike scalar potential. The renormalisation
group equations (RGESs) for the gauge and Yukawa couplindstase for the soft terms are integrated
betweerm ;, andM ;. defined by gauge couplings unification. For the most rele@aamndard Model
parameters, we chose (M ; ) = 01172, m p(m p)* 5 = 4214 GeV andm £5° = 171:4 GeV.

After RGE running is completed, the Higgs, gluino, chargineutralino and sfermion masses are
computed including dominant one-loop corrections to tipele masses. All the Higgs decay branch-
ing ratios (BRs) into SM and SUSY particles are determinexutting dominant radiative corrections.
Subsequently, the following Tevatron and LEP constraingsagplied: i) Direct searches for the LSP
neutralino and invisible decay width,ii) direct bounds on the masses of the charged particles ,

g, Tand the gluino;iii) constraints on the Higgs production rates from all chanseldied at LEP.



Light h; (1= 1;2) scalar states (with ,, < 114 GeV) can still be allowed by LEP constraints, if
the z —z -h; coupling is heavily suppressed or the lightest pseudosealstate has! ,, < 10G ev such
thath; decays dominantly inta; a; states but thebdecay of thea; is impossible. Constraints from the
decaysh; ! aja; ! 4 allowforM,, downto 86 GeV. Note that LEP constraints are implemented
only for individual processes and that combinations ofedéht processes could potentially rule out
seemingly viable scenarios. Finally, experimental camsts from B physics are taken into account, and
we require that the relic abundance of the NMSSM dark maBif)(candidate, the lightest neutralino

9 which can be singlino-like, matches the WMAP constrainb4 < ., h? < 0:136atthe2 level.

17.3 The Benchmark Points

In the Higgs sector of the NMSSM, two different types of difficscenarios have been pointed out,
depending on whether Higgs-to-Higgs decays are kinentigteiéowed or forbidden; see e.g. Ref. [280].

Within the first category, there are two possibilities, easkociated with light scalar/pseudoscalar
Higgs states: (i) The lightest CP—odd state is rather lightyt ., < 40-50 GeV, and the lightest CP—
evenh, particle has enough phase space for the decay intatwaarticles,h; ! a;ai, to be allowed
and dominant. They; state will mainly decay into * if M, < 10GeVorto * ( 10%)
and b (90%) states i ,, > 10 GeV. One would have then the possibilities ! a;a; ! 4 and
h; ! aja; ! 4 ;4band2 2bfortheh state which can have a mass that is either close to its thealret
upper limit of 130 GeV or to the lower limit of 90 GeV. (ii) Thightest CP—even; boson is relatively
light, M ,, < 50 GeV, and decays intdbpairs (the situation whene ,,, < 10 GeV is very constrained
by LEP data). In this case, the next-to-lightest CP-avestate is SM—-like with a mass below 140
GeV and can decay into twe, bosons leading to the final topologies ! h;h; ! 4 ,2 2bandikh

The second category of scenarios, where Higgs-to-Higgaydeare suppressed, includes regions
of the parameter space where the five neutral Higgs partickeselatively light, with masses in the range
90-180 GeV, which opens the possibility of producing allhe them at the LHC, but with couplings to
gauge bosons that are reduced compared to the SM Higgs daisesc€nario is similar to the so—called
“intense coupling regime” of the MSSM [282] but with two mareutral Higgs particles.

We propose five benchmark points of the NMSSM parameter spdce P5, in which the above
mentioned scenarios are realized (see Ref. [283] for maalsle Each point is representative of dis-
tinctive NMSSM features. Points P1 to P3 exemplify scersanibereh; decays into light pseudoscalar
states decaying, in turn, inteoor *  final states; these points can be realized within the cNMSSM
with nearly universal soft terms &t ¢ ; , the exception being the parameters anda . P4 illustrates
the NMSSM possibility of a very light; and can be obtained once one relaxes the universality con-
ditions on the soft SUSY breaking Higgs mass terms,, € My, € m . Point P5 corresponds to
the case where all Higgs bosons are rather light and can laéneldtif one allows additionally for the
inequalitya 6 A,. In all cases, the input parameters as well as the resultiggdHnmasses and some
decay information are given in Talile]18; the main charasties of the ¢ DM candidate are also given.
Next, we summarize the most relevant phenomenologicalegptieg of the benchmark points.

In the first two points P1 and P2, the lightest CP—even state has a massvof, ' 120 GeV
and is SM-like with couplings (relative to that of the SM H&ydo gauge bosong |, top quarkst
and bottom quark®;, which are almost equal to unity. The lightest CP—eddboson has a mass of,
respectively, 40.5 GeV and 9.09 GeV. In both cases P1 anchP2ecay channel; ! a;a; is largely
dominating with a BR very close to 90%, while the decays. tband *  are suppressed by an order
of magnitude when compared to the SM case. The most releyffgredce between the two scenarios
concerns the mass and decays of the lightest pseudoscdtaristP1 thes; boson decays into quarks
and leptons with rates of 90% and  10%, respectively. In contrast, in P2 the pseudoscakiate
with its massv ., 7 9:09 GeV decays dominantly into*  pairs, with a rate above 80%.

For point P3, the same inputs of points P1 and P2 are chosepteee thea and parameters,



Table 18: Input and output parameters for the five benchmaiSSM points.

Point P1] P2 ] P3] P4 | P5 |
GUT/input parameters
sign( < ) + + + - +
tan 10 10 10 2.6 6
m , (GeV) 174 174 174 775 1500
M., (GeV) 500 500 500 760 175
Ag -1500 | -1500 -1500 | -2300 | -2468
A -1500 | -1500 -1500 | -2300 -800
A -33.9| -334 -628.56 | -1170 60
NUHM: M 4 , (GeV) - - - 880 -311
NUHM: M ; , (GeV) - - - | 2195 1910
Parameters at the SUSY scale
(input parameter) 0.1 0.1 04| 0.53 0.016
0.11| 0.11 0.31| 0.12| -0.0029
A (GeVv) -982 | -982 -629 | -510 45.8
A (GeVv) -1.63 | -1.14 -11.4 220 60.2
M , (GeV) 392 392 393 603 140
- (GeV) 968 968 936 | -193 303
CP-even Higgs bosons
my, (GeV) 120.2 | 120.2 89.9| 323 90.7
BR(h: ! 0.072| 0.056| 7 10 * | 0.918 0.895
BRth: ! ") 0.008| 0.006| 7 10 ° | 0.073 0.088
BR(h: ! aiai) 0.897 | 0.921 0.999 0.0 0.0
| mu, (GeV) | 998 998 ] 964 | 123 ] 118 |
| mn, (GeV) | 2142] 2142] 1434 547 174 ]
| CP-odd Higgs bosons |
m ., (GeV) 40.5| 9.09 9.13 185 99.6
BR(a: ! W 0.91 0. 0. 0.62 0.91
BR@ ! " ) 0.085| 0.88 0.88 | 0.070 0.090
| m ., (GeV) | 1003 | 1003 | 996 | 546 | 170 |
| Charged Higgs boson |
m, (GeV) 1005 ] 1005 | 987 | 541 188 |
LSP
m .o (GeV) 208 208 208 101 70.4 |
com h 0.099 | 0.099 0.130 | 0.099 0.105 |

which are now varied as to have a lighterstate. This again leads to a pseudoscaldroson which has
approximately the same mass as in scenariaP2,’ 9:96 GeV, and which decays almost exclusively
into * final states. The difference between P3 and P2 is the ligBeseven Higgs bosam,, which
has a masst ,, * 90 GeV, lower than in scenarios P1 and P2. In this case, andugjthio, is still
SM-like, i.e. exhibiting couplings to gauge bosons, top laoiiom quarks that are very close to those of
the SM Higgs boson, it decays nevertheless almost exclysivie a; pairs, with a rate close to 100%.
Another difference between P2 and P3 is that in the formes,dhe interesting decay mode ! a;7

is kinematically possible but the rate is rather small, BR( a:z) 3%.

Note that in all these first three points, the heaviest neHiiggs particlesh, ;hs anda,, as well
as the charged Higgs states, all have masses close to, or above, 1 TeV. The main decaysaneénto
oandt:for the neutral andbfor the charged states, asn  is not too large and the=Higgs couplings
are not very strongly suppressed, while the BRs for the akbliggs-to-Higgs decays, in particular the
channelsh, ! h;h; andh, ! aja;, are very tiny, not exceeding the permille level. Regardimg
properties of the DM candidate, P1, P2 and P3 exhibit a Igjiteutralino which is bino-like, with mass
ism 0 7 208 GeV. In all three cases, the correct cosmological density,y h* ’ 0:, is achieved



through the co—annihilation with the slepton, which has a mass comparable to that of the LSP.

Point P4 corresponds to a scenario in which the CP—even hgservery light,M ,, = 323 GeV
and singlet—like and predominantly decays intgpairs, with BRh; ! kb) = 92%, and to a smaller
extentinto pairswithBRMy ! * )’ 7%.The CP-evemn, boson has a mass gf,,, * 123 GeV
and is SM-like, with normalized couplings 0=z and t=b states close to unity. However, it mostly
decays into twth; bosons, BRh, ! hih;) ’ 88% and the dominant SM-likebdecay mode occurs
only at a rate less than 10%. The lightest CP—odd patrticletisery heavyM ., = 185 GeV, and decays
mostly into fermion pairs, with BRa; ! o) 61 andBRg ! * ) % ; the other dominant
decay is the interesting chanrel ! h;z which has a rate of the order of 30%. Finally, the heaviest
CP-everh;, CP—0dda, and the charged particles have masses in the 500 GeV range and will mostly
decay, asan is small, intot=tbfinal states for the neutral/charged states. All these featmake the
phenomenology of point P4 rather different from that of p®iR1 to P3 discussed above. To achieve
a correct cosmological relic density, the common sfermind gaugino mass parametersvat ; r are
close to 1 TeV. At the SUSY scale, one thus finds a higgsinghsio-like neutralino LSP, whose mass
ism o 100 GeV and LSP annihilation essentially leadsitav andz h final states.

Finally, point P5 is characterized by having all Higgs paes relatively light with masses in the
range 90 to 190 GeV. Here, bothand are relatively small. The three CP—even Higgs bosons with
masses of 91, 118 and 174 GeV, respectively, share the ngspiif the SM Higgs boson to the gauge
bosons with the dominant component being taken bynthstate. The pseudoscalar Higgs bosons have
masses! 5, / 100 GeV andv ,, © 170 GeV, while the charged Higgs particle is the heaviest ona wit
M, ' 188 GeV. Here, all the neutral Higgs-to—Higgs decays are kirimally disfavored; this is also
the case of neutral Higgs decays into into lighter Higgsestatith opposite parity and gauge bosons. The
only non—fermionic two—body Higgs decays are thius! W h; andh; ! W W , but as the involved
Higgs—gauge boson couplings are small, the BRs are tinye,lee LSP with a mass o170 GeV, is

a bino-like neutralino but it has a small non—negligiblegsigo component. The value-, h? 7 0:1
is achieved through the annihilation processés ? ! mb; * , with s—channel exchange of Higgs
bosons.

17.4 Expectations at the LHC

In the cases discussed here, at least one CP—even Higgdeparthas strong enough couplings to
massive gauge bosons and top quarks,t; 1, to allow for the production at the LHC in one of the
main channels which are advocated for the search of the SigsHigrticle [284]:1) gluon—gluon fusion,
gg ! h;, ii) vector boson fusion (VBFYg ! ggW W ;9gZz 2 ! ggh;with two forward jets and a
centrally decaying Higgs bosomii) Higgs—strahlung (HS}g® ! w h;andgg ! Z h;, with the gauge
boson decaying leptonicallyy) associated production with heavy top quark paitsgg ! tth;.

In scenarios P1 to P3, this CP—euvenpatrticle is theh; boson which hag, ' ¢ 7 b ’ 1,
but which decays most of the time into a pair of light pseudtascHiggs particlesh; ! aia;, which
subsequently decay into light fermion paies, ! Woand * . In scenario P4, this particle is the
boson which decays most of the time into a paihoparticles,h, ! hih, which again decay into light
fermion pairs. In these four cases, the backgrounds inggpth h; ! 4f andgg=gg ! tth; ! t&+ 4f,
with £ = b; , processes will be extremely large and only the VBF (owinghi forward jet tagging)
and eventually HS (due to the leptons coming from the decéylseogauge bosons) can be viable at
the LHC. In P5, the particle that has couplings to gauge ®aod top quarks close to those of the SM
Higgs boson is the, boson which decays inteband *  final states with BRs close to 90% and 10%,
respectively. Here again, thegy fusion and presumably associated production with top queakinot be
used since the interesting decays suchas w w ;zz and  are suppressed compared to the SM
case. Thus, in this case, only the chanrgld ogh, ! gg © andeventually®! W hy, ! “ Ib
seem feasible. The state has still non—negligible couplings to gauge bosons and t@sks which
lead to cross sections that are “only” one order of magnitmaller than in the SM. Since here again,



only the decay%; ! W(90%) and *  (10%) are relevant, the only channels which can be used are
the VBF and HS processes discussed above, but one needsiasitgniLO times larger to have the same
event samples as in the SM.

Several theoretical studies have been performed in thetpasisess the potential of the LHC to
observe NMSSM Higgs particles in some scenarios close sethoesented here; see Ref. [283] for an
account. Recently, the ATLAS and CMS collaborations sthiteestigating some channels, the main
focus being on the VBF production process! ggh; andtoalesserextentHSvig! W hy ! “ hy,
with the SM—likeh; state decaying intb; ! a;a; ! 4 , corresponding to scenario P2 and P3. The
ATLAS collaboration is analyzingthe + 4 + 4 channel from VBF, requiring three leptons to
be observed and, for triggering, one or two high-eptons ¢ > 20 or 10 GeV) [285]. CMS is
currently considering the Bt okt final state containing two same sign muons and twjets [286].
Despite of the missing energy and the possibility of missing lepton, the mass of the state could
be reconstructed with the help of the collinear approxiorati The performance of the algorithms to
observe the signals and the effects of the various backdsoare under study.

17.5 Conclusions

The NMSSM is a very interesting supersymmetric extensiothef SM as it solves the notorious
problem of the MSSM and it has less fine tuning. It also leadmtmteresting collider phenomenology
in some cases, in particular in the Higgs sector, which isredetd to contain an additional CP—even and
a CP-odd state. Compared to the SM and MSSM, the searchdefbiMSSM Higgs bosons will be
rather challenging at the LHC in scenarios in which somemaéttiggs particles are very light, opening
the possibility of dominant Higgs-to-Higgs decays, or wiadinHiggs bosons have reduced couplings
to the electroweak gauge bosons and to the top quarks. Thesar®s, for which we have provided
benchmark points in a semi—unified NMSSM which involves heatimited number of input parameters
at the grand unification scale and which fulfills all presesitider and cosmological constraints, require
much more detailed phenomenological studies and expetainsimulations to make sure that at least
one Higgs particle of the NMSSM will be observed at the LHC.
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18. PARAMETER SCANS IN TWO INTERESTING NMSSM SCENARIOS
18.1 Introduction

In the past, proposals for interesting points in the paramgtace of théext-to-Minimal Supersymme-
tric Standard ModeNMSSM) [287-292] have been made (see e.g. Refs. [293-2%6hew study
proposes benchmark points for the constrained NMSSM [296]evaluate the discovery potential of
NMSSM patrticles at collider experiments like tharge Hadron CoIIider(LHC, it is furthermore de-
sirable to define two-dimensional benchmark scans whididiecregions of typical and experimentally
challenging NMSSM phenomenology. In the following, two lsparameter scans over the Higgs sector
of the NMSSM are proposed for this model. Both scans includerechmark point from Ref. [295].
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18.2 The NMSSM

In theMinimal Supersymmetric Standard Mod#MSSM), the value of the Higgs-Higgsino mass param-
eter is not confined by theory, but it is experimentally consteairto lie at the weak scale or else large
fine-tuning is required (the so calledproblen). In the NMSSM, an additional neutral singlet superfield
S is added to the MSSM. After symmetry breakingis then given by the product of the vacuum expec-
tation value of the bosonic component®{< s>) and a new coupling constant Constraints from the
Higgs potential minimization strongly prefers> to lie at the weak scale. The right value ofs thus
obtained naturally.

The resulting model contains the whole particle spectruth®@MSSM with an additional neutral scalar
boson, a pseudoscalar boson and a neutral fermion ("soiglimhe two additional neutral scalar bosons
contained ins mix with the MSSM Higgs bosons to form the five neutral Higgsdits of the NMSSM:
three CP-even bosons,, H ,, H 5 and two CP-odd Higgs bosons,, 2 ,. The neutral fermion mixes
with the four neutralinos of the MSSM, thus, the model cargan total five neutral fermion states. Since
no charged patrticles are added, the features of the othet&gticles, including the charged Higgs
bosonH , are only modified marginally. The maximally allowed masstaf lightest NMSSM scalar
H ; is about 10 GeV higher than the bound foin the MSSM [297].

In the NMSSM, the Higgs sector can at tree level be descrilyesixparameters. Usually, these are
chosen to be the coupling parameterssof , ,2 ,2 ), and the ratio of the vacuum expectation
values of the Higgs fieldsszan . In the here defined two-dimensional parameter scarsnd are
varied. Variation of the other parameters also changesdhtifes of the Higgs sector, however, a
variation was found to be sufficient to cover the most imparfzhenomenology types in the two scans
described here.

To calculate the NMSSM particle spectra and exclusion caimgs from theory and Ldﬁ the program
NMHDECAY [298—-300] was used. The mass parameters were phaxse ; = 500 GeV,M , = 1 TeV,

%The Large Electron Positron Collidemwhich ran until 2000 at center-of mass energies up to 209 GeV
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M3 = 3TeV andM g,y = 1 TeV. The trilinear soft supersymmetry-breaking paransetgere set to
Ac= A=A = 15TeV, thetop quark massto 172 GeV.

18.3 The Reduced Couplings Scenario

Due to the mixing with the gauge singlet states, the NMSSMgBligosons can have reduced gauge
couplings and thus reduced production cross sections aemga theStandard Mode(SM) or the
MSSM case. A light scalar with reduced gauge couplings andssrelow 114 GeV is still unexcluded
by LEP.

The here proposed scenario isa scan with parameters given in Tablé 19. The point with 0:0163
and = 0:0034 is described as having the lowest statistical significaimeed in a region without
Higgs-to-Higgs decays in Ref. [295].

The masses of all six Higgs bosons in this scenario are snih@ about 300 GeV. The ; is very
light, down to values of about 20 GeV in an unexcluded regidah wmall negative (Fig[39). Since
the H , has a SM-like mass around 120 GeV in the entire plane[(Higthe)e is a region where the
decayH ,! H:H ; is allowed with a small branching ratio of at maximum 6% in tmexcluded region
(Fig[43). Thea ; mass ranges from about 55-100 GeV (Eig.41) in the allowedrpater region, whereas
theH 5, A, andH  are approximately degenerate in the entire plane, but withlldifferences in mass
for large negative . The mass of thé 5 ranges from about 150 to 300 GeV, the mass ofaherom
about 140 to 300 GeV and the charged Higgs boson mass front &86t0 300 GeV in the unexcluded
region (Fid.4D).

In Figured 4445 & 46, the vector boson couplings of the sdadsons are given as an example gauge
coupling. Higgs boson couplings to gluons and up-type fensivary similarly. Thei ; andH ; gauge
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coupling@ are highly suppressed in most of the parameter plane, mgdieable values only in the
LEP excluded region at large negative The 5, has SM-like gauge couplings in large parts of the
parameter plane. In the unexcluded region close to the besmdhpoint from Ref. [295], the vector
boson couplings are reduced down to about 80% of their SMevabauge couplings of tlre; anda ,
are highly suppressed for all considered parameter values.

To summarize, this scenario is characterized by a regidmawtery lightd | close to the upper exclusion
bound, wherei ,! H H ; decays are possible, a region with a SM-like in the middle of the allowed
parameter space, and a region with reduced couplings af that large negative close to the lower
exclusion bound.

Table 19: Higgs sector parameters of the proposed scenarios

Scenario -range -range | A [GeV] | & [GeV] [GeV] | tan
Reduced couplings 0 - 0.025| -0.005 -0 -70 -54 -284 5.7
Lighta ; 0-055| -0.2-0.6 -580 -2.8 -520 5.0

Fig. 49: A, mass [GeV] in the.ight A ; Scenario mass [GeV] in theLight 2 ; Scenario

Fig. 50: 1

18.4 The Lighta; Scenario

Unlike in the MSSM, the mass of the lightest pseudoscalais in the NMSSM not closely coupled to
the masses of the scalar Higgs bosons and might thus lie elelvithen ;/H , masses. In such a case,

*The term 'gauge couplings’ here and in the following alwaysledes the Higgs boson coupling to down-type fermions
which may be enhanced with respect to the SM-value, but dréost small to have an impact on the Higgs boson discovery
potential with the here usethn values around 5.
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the decay chaim ;_,! 212, can be the dominant decay mode of the lightest scalars.

The here described scenario is also-a scan with parameters given in Tablé 19. The point witk
022and = 0:1 has been described in Ref. [295].

Here, the lightest scalar ; has a mass around 120 GeV in the unexcluded regior (Fig.4® AT is
very light with masses up to about 60 GeV (Eid.49), so thatileayH ;! A A, is possible in the entire
parameter plane with exception of a small region at very kmahd (Figl51). In the unexcluded region
with large and , this decay reaches branching ratios above 90%. Areas gitiedier branching ratio
exists for smaller and . The other Higgs bosons are rather heavy (Eig/s.48,50), théthi -, A, and
H being approximately degenerate in large parts of the pasrp&ane.

For A ; masses larger thamn 1,, about 90% of the lightest pseudoscalar bosons decay torbaftiarks.
In these regions, the decay chams! 2A.2A,! dbandH,! A;A;! b  are important. In small
regions at the borders of the unexcluded regionathés so light that the decay chain, ! A A !

prevails (Fid.5R). In the narrow unexcluded band around 03225, the couplings of the, to fermions
are heavily suppressed. Here, the decay chaih A A ! is dominant.

The gauge couplings of the, are SM-like in the entire allowed parameter region (Eiy.5@)e gauge
couplings of thex , are sizeable only in a small excluded region witlvalues close to zero (Fig.b4).
All other Higgs bosons have highly suppressed gauge cagplimthe entire parameter plane.
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18.5 Conclusions

Two interesting two-dimensional NMSSM scans were desdrined proposed as possible benchmarks
for NMSSM Higgs boson searches. These two scans cover thienfain, for the NMSSM typical
phenomenology types, for which a discovery of Higgs bosadifistare experiments like the LHC might
be difficult:

A region with very light scalag,.



A region with reduced gauge couplings of an otherwise SM-$ikalans.

Regions with dominary ! A.2A;! Hdxkb  decays of an otherwise SM-like scalar

Regions with dominarm ! A2 ! decay of an otherwise SM-like scalar
Another example of an experimentally challenging phenastogyy type not covered here is a dominant
H ! ccdecay [294]. Also the region where the mass of the lighteslibsds maximal [297] could prove
interesting for Higgs boson discovery .

19. THE NMSSM NO-LOSE THEOREM AT THE LHC: THE SCOPEOF THE4  CHANNEL
IN HIGGS-STRAHLUNG AND VECTOR BOSON FUSION

19.1 Introduction

As emphasised in Sedf._17. (see also [283]), the NMSSM haswbadvantages with respect to the
MSSM. In constrast, it is not certain that at least one Higgsol can be found at the LHC in such a
scenario. In this respect, of particular relevancetare! a;a; decays, as they have been claimed to
be the only means to establish a no-lose theorem at the CERNinesfor the NMSSM [185, 293, 294,
301-307], at least over a region of parameter space wherer§upmetry (SUSY) partners of ordinary
Standard Model (SM) objects are made suitable heavy. Herstates are rather light (of 10 GeV or
less) whileh; ones could well be below the LEP limit on the SM Higgs mass,1af GeV (albeit with
weakened couplings to ordinary matter). The scopaof a;a; decays intojj *  pairs (where |
represents a jet of either heavy or light flavour and where thalecay leptonically) has been found to be
rather questionable [308]. Hence, in this contribution mestigate the scope of the channel, wherein
two ’s are searched for in their muonic decays while the otherdweoselected via their hadronic ones.
We will consider both HS and VBF as production channels. I§in@ enhance the yield of; ! *
decays, we limit ourselves to regions of NMSSM parametetespaierer ,, < 2m , (light a; scenario).

19.2 The Low-Energy NMSSM Parameter Space For The Light; Scenario

In this section we investigate the NMSSM parameter spaegsethich yield the1 ,, < 2m , mass
configuration, with particular interest to the cases whaeedforementioned; ! aj;a; ! 4 decays
may be visible at the LHC if happening in conjunction with H&lér VBF production processes of
Higgs bosons. Notice that there are altogether fourteeanpaters that uniquely define at the Electro-
Weak (EW) scale the NMSSM Higgs sector for the purposes ofoalysis. With reference to notation
already defined elsewhere in this report, these at@: ; ; ;A ;A ;M 1;M 2;M 3;A AR Mg,
andM ¢ , whereM ¢ andM ¢ denote the soft SUSY breaking slepton and squark mass paaamé/e
will start by establishing the portion of NMSSM parameteasp, defined in terms of the above inputs,
that survives present theoretical and experimental caimssr.

19.21 Full NMSSM Parameter Scan
The numerical values over which the parameters introdubesieahave been scanned are:
1000GevV < A < 100Gev ; 10TeV < A < 10TeVv; 100GevV < < 1000GevV;
10° < ; < 0f; 15< tan < 50 (34)
while the remaining parameters were fixed at
M =M ,=M 3= 150=300=1000Ge&V; Ar= Ap=A = 25TeV; Mg =Mg = 1Tev: (35)

We will call the scan performed over such intervals a ‘widegs. This (as well as all those in the remain-
der of this note) has been performed by using the NMSSMTamt&qge [298—-300], which calculates

%Contributed by: Alexander Belyaev, Stefan Hesselbach,i $anti, Stefano Moretti, Alexander Nikitenko, Claire H.
Shepherd-Themistocleous
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NMSSM spectra (masses, couplings and decay rates) andimd@escount experimental inputs includ-
ing LEP limits, B -physics bounds as well as (cold) DM constraints. In Eig. ®5unesent the results of
this scan. Though only a few ., < 10 GeV points survive, one can see from Higl 55(a) the preferenc
for a large positivea  while Fig.[55(b) indicates that smajl js are preferred.

19.22 Scan for Narrowed

The results of Fid. 55 (specifically, the preference for $rals) motivated us to ‘narrow’ the range of
the parameters, by scanning it over the intervals

15G6eV < A < 20GeV; 2TeV < A < 4TevV; 100GevV < < 300Gev; (36)

and the rest of the parameters as in Eql (34). [Fi§g. 56 makesainé that this is precisely the region
where a large portion of NMSSM points with ,, < 10 GeV are found, consistent with all known
constraints. Now we can clearly see certain correlatiorsettimg in theM ,, < 10 GeV region: 1.
values ofa > 0 are preferred, see Fig.556(a); 2. points with lmw, , 2, 0 (Fig[56(b)) and small
values of (Fig.[56(c)) are preferred; 3. we can see interesting < 10 GeV points with also low,
down to 20 GeWM , values (FigL5b6(e)).

19.23 Final Scan For the Light; Scenario

We have then performed one ‘final’ scan over the NMSSM paramsgiace by requiring at the same
timeM ., < 10 GeV and Eq.[(36). Having already learnt the size of such porif the entire NMSSM
parameter space after experimental constraints, we nowtaamaracterise it in terms of the quantities
which enter the event rates fag ! a;a; ! 4 decays produced via HS and VBF. The results of this
scan are shown in Fig. b7. Note that, here, the colours werserhto indicate the measure of decoupling
of the lightest CP-even Higgs bosam,, from the SM limit (denoted simply by ). To this aim, we

have defined the measuke, ,, = g ; >% =77 ? i.e., the ratio of the coupling strength (squared)



S 0 ¥ 07t
8 60 - 0.6 -
= 40 - 0.5
<~ 20 04 -
20 F 03
(b) -0 ¢ (c) 0.2
-60 - 01 -
: 80 | 0 -
-3000"“‘\\ il b il -100 T el
0 20 40 60 80 100120140 0 20 40 60 80 100120140 0 20 40 60 80 100120140
M, (GeV) M, ,(GeV)
< ;
104
(d) 10 |
t"‘l"' 5. :. | . ‘ Lo
1' \“w‘\‘\\‘w\\‘?’\.\LgﬁM 1 ‘T‘H‘H‘\"\"‘H“
0 20 40 60 80 100120140 0 20 40 60 80 100120140 0 20 40 60 80 100120140
M, ,(GeV) M, ,(GeV) m, ,(GeV)

Fig. 56: Results of the NMSSM ‘narrow’ scan, i.e., analogtu&ig.[58 but for 156ev < A < 20GeV, 2TeV <
A < 4TeV,100GeV < < 300G ev. The individual plots and the colour code are the same asyifEi

of the z z h; vertex in the NMSSM relative to the SM case (in fact, this ie #ame for couplings to

W gauge bosons). One should notice that both 55! Vh,, and VBFpp ! j3Vv.V ! 3jjha,
rates Y = z;w ) are directly proportional t®& ; ; , and are suppressed in the non-decoupling regime
wheneverr ; ; 1, is essentially smaller then unity. From Fig.] 57 one can seefdliowing important
features of the1r ,, < 2m,, 10 GeV scenario: 1. the lighter the Higgs the more significaousth be
the NMSSM deviations from the SM case, e.g., for any, < 50 GeV anyRr ; ;, is limited to be< 035,

as dictated by LEP constraints [4, 270] (this correlatioillisstrated in a more clear way in Fig. 58(a),
presenting thex ; 5 ,, versusM ,,, plane, which exhibits the typical pattern of the LEP Higgslegion
curve [270]); 2. in thet ,, < 40 GeV regiona is always positive (Fid. 37(a)), < 0:1 (Fig.[57(c))
while < 0:45 (Fig.[57(d)). In this case, one should notice the correfabetween the singlet nature
of theh; and the singlino component of the lightest neutralino, Whscvisually depicted in Fid. 58(b).
Finally, it is also worth to point out the correlation betweteir masses in Fig. 58(c). From these plots,
one can see a striking correlation between the lightestalewd and Higgs boson whenever one has that
M p,, < 50 GeV. In this connection, one should stress that the NMSSMeistducture requires; to be

a singlet and ! to be a singlino (fom ., < 10GeV andu ,,, < 10 GeV) in order to have a relic density
consistent with current experimental constraints. In,fager the NMSSM parameter space restricted
to havingM ,, < 10 GeV andM ,, < 10 GeV, the ?-pair annihilation in the early Universe proceeds
through theh;-funnel region. So, in this regiortm o’ My, aswe observe from the lower-left part of

Fig.[58(c).

19.3 Phenomenology of the Light; Scenario

As final step of our analysis, we combined the productiorsraiédS and VBF with selection efficiencies
determined by generating these processes within the PYT#iAte Carlo (including smearing effects).
The latter have been estimated in presence of cuts, aftempsinower, hadronisation plus heavy hadrons
decays (and with underlying event turned on). For HS we eefbi(assuming:; decays of they )

o and ! hadrons and the selection cuts were
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Trigger selection: isolated single muon or single electimmd with thresholds 19 and 26 GeV, re-
spectively,§ < 2.5.  Muonp > 7GeV,j j< 2.1. Taujete > 10 GeV,j j< 2.1. Isolated
1-prong ’'s within R < 0.6 from the muon using tracker isolation for tragks > 2 GeV. Tau and
muon oppositely charged. Two tau + muon pairs found.

For VBF the selection cuts were

Two same sign muons with > 7 GeV, j j< 2.1 and with one track ofr > 2 GeV in cone 0.6
around each muon. Two jets withe > 10 GeV,j j< 2.1. Two jets withg > 30 GeV,j j< 4.5.

The results in Fig. 839 show that, after our final scan, the fadjmn of parameter points is such that in
both channels the highest cross sections are found for> 80 GeV, although in the case of VBF also
lower h; masses can yield sizable rates, but never for values lessAth&eV. Independently of ,,,,
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text. The population of points used correspond to that offthal scan’ described previously. Black diamonds corregpto
the benchmark P2 (right) and P3 (left) from Ref. [283].

the a; mass enables sizable event rates anywhere ahove but particularly just above the threshold.
At high luminosity, 100 fb', the highest rates would correspond to 1000 events per pea#$ and
8000 for VBF.

19.4 Conclusions

We have shown that there is significant potential in esthinlgs a no-lose theorem for the NMSSM at
the LHC via (marginally) HS and (primarily) VBF productiori the lightest CP-even Higgs boson
decaying intaa; a; pairs in turn yielding four leptons, searched for through their semi-leptonic/haidron
decays into muons and jets. To enhance the decay fraction iatof the lightest CP-odd Higgs boson
a; we have restricted ourselves to the caisg < 2m j, (otherwisea; ! Hodecays are dominant). We
have also found that the, state can be very light, indeed at times lighter thanahe However, this
last configuration can only be achieved in a low-energy NM&®&Mmlip, with no unification assumptions
at the high scale. In fact, we are currently investigatingethibr such lighth; masses can be found in
a less constrained version of the cNMSSM discussed in [2BBlally, with reference to the NMSSM
benchmarks discussed in [283], we should like to point out higat those relevant to our channels
are P2 and P3. We have reported the cross section times rdfjciates for these two points in F[g.159
(black diamond symbols, P2 to the right and P3 to the left)itAan be appreciated, they correspond to
event rates that are mid range amongst all those exploredeh®ot particularly biased towards a far too
favourable NMSSM setup, yet susceptible to experimenstaliery. Our summary is preliminary, as
only signal processes have been considered and only immesé MC simulations, with no backgrounds
and detector performance enabled. The latter clearly oteghe investigated before drawing any firm
conclusions and this is currently being done.
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20. INVESTIGATION OF THE LHC DISCOVERY POTENTIAL FOR HIGGS B OSONS IN
THE NMSSM

20.1 Introduction

The Large Hadron Collider(LHC) will deliver proton-proton collisions at a center-pfass energy
of 14 TeV. First physics runs are expected for 2008. First, tRC will operate at low luminosity
(2 TGcm ?s'). Later, the luminosity will be increased to its design eabf 10°“cm s ' . One of
the main aims of the ATLAS [309] and CMS [98] experiments & EHHC is the search for the Higgs
boson. In the Standard Model (SM) electroweak symmetrykimgas achieved via the introduction of
one Higgs doublet. Only one neutral Higgs boson is prediciEedended Higgs sectors, with additonal
Higgs doublets and Higgs singlets give rise to several akatrd charged Higgs bosons, e.g. the two
Higgs doublets of the Minimal Supersymmetric Extensiorhef$M (MSSM) yield three neutral and two
charged Higgs bosons. Detailed studies have shown thatMhidi§gs boson will be observable at AT-
LAS and CMS [98, 108, 309]. The discovery of one or more Higgsdms of the CP-conserving MSSM
will be possible [310]. Previous studies claim that at least Higgs boson of the Next-to-Minimal Su-
persymmetric Standard Model (NMSSM) will most likely be ebsble at the LHC [293, 302]. Here,
we present an evaluation of the discovery potential for NMIS$8ggs bosons based on current ATLAS
studies [108, 263, 309, 311-319].

20.2 The NMSSM Higgs Sector

In the framework of the NMSSM, the-problemof the MSSM is solved by the introduction of an
additional neutral singlet superfiekl [290]. The two additional neutral scalar bosons contaimed i
mix with the MSSM Higgs bosons to form the five neutral Higgsdiws of the NMSSM: three CP-even
bosonsH 1, H ,, H 53 and two CP-odd Higgs bosons,, 2 ,. The phenomenology of the charged Higgs
bosons is only modified marginally with respect to the MSSM. The Higgector of the NMSSM at
Born level is determined by the four coupling parametershefdinglet superfield,, ,2 ,2 , and
the two parameters andtan . For a more detailed description of the NMSSM Higgs secteresg.
Refs. [290, 320].

20.3 Evaluation of the Discovery Potential

Two two-dimensional benchmark scenarios are investigatedis study: theReduced Couplings Sce-
nario and theLight A ; Scenariowhich were proposed during this workshop (for details sesdhpro-
ceedings). The parametersand are varied in meaningful ranges whereas the other parasnater
fixed as described previously in this report. The method afuation of the discovery potential is simi-
lar to the study performed for the MSSM in Ref. [310].

20.31 Calculation of masses and events rates in the NMSSM

NMHDECAY [298, 299] was used to calculate the masses, biagctatios and decay widths of the

NMSSM Higgs bosons and the couplings of the neutral Higget®so fermions and gauge bosons,
relative to the respective SM couplings. Couplings to ghueiative to the SM couplings were calculated
from the ratio of partial widths ofi ! ggin the NMSSM and the SM [188] as in Eq]37.

2
FHggamssy  H ! 9gg)ymssm 37)
% 995M H ! 99)sm

For the neutral Higgs bosons, leading order SM cross sexcfitb] were scaled according to Eg.38.

g.IiM SSM (38)

NMSSM = SM 5
Ism

%6Contributed by:l. Rottlander and M. Schumacher



Table 20: Included search topologies with allowed massaang

Search Channel Mass Range [GeV]| Refs.
VBF, H ! 110-150 [108]
VBFR,EH!WW ! 11 110-200 [108]
VBF,EH!WW ! 1h 130-200 [108]
VBF, H ! 110-160 [311]
ttH, H ! b 70-150 [312]
GGFH ! 27! 41 120-420 [309]
GGFH!ww ! 11 140-200 [313]
WH,H!ww ! 11 ,W!I 150-190 [309]
InclusiveH ! 70-160 [309]
Inclusivea ! 200-450 [309]
WH, ZH, ttH, H ! 70-150 [309]
bbH,H =A ! ! hh 450-800 [314]
GGF, bbHH = ! '1h 150-800 [315]
GGF, bbHH =A ! 70-450 [316,317]
GGF,H ! hh! bb 230-270/70-100 [309]
GGFH ! zA ! 1b 200-250/70-100 [309]
gb! H tH ! 175-600 [263]
gb! H tH ! tb 190-400 [318]
tt! H W b! 1b 90-165 [309]
tt! H bW b! o 80-165 [319]

The charged Higgs bosam! t1  cross sections in leading order were taken from Ref. [24d]vaare
modified according to th& to-couplings obtained with NMHDECAY. The branching ratio H b
was calculated with Feynhiggs [246]. Fatproduction, a leading order cross section of 482 pb was
assumed. The top quark mass was set to 172 GeV. TheoretiddlEfE1 exclusion criteria (bounds
from hZ and hA searches) were calculated by NMHDECAY.

20.32 Significance Calculation

The expected number of signal events is derived from theeabimcussed NMSSM cross sections. Signal
efficiencies are taken from published ATLAS Monte-Carladsts (Tablé_20). The expected numbers of
background events are also taken from published ATLAS M@istu If MC studies at design luminosity
exist, a data volume of 300 fb is assumed,; if only low luminosity studies are available fi3G are
used, and if both scenarios have been investigated, 30tétixen at low luminosity and 270 fb taken at
design luminosity are assumed. The current results onludlecSM background processes. Systematic
uncertainties are neglected. For the significance caloulathe profile likelihood method [321] with
asymptotic approximation [322] is used. To claim a discgyvarsignificance of at least 5is required.
The number of expected signal events is corrected for tleetsfof increased Higgs boson decay widths
and the possibility of degenerate Higgs boson masses astbm the following.

Corrections for large Higgs bosons widths

In the NMSSM, the natural line width of the Higgs boson may hbhamced relative to the SM case.
Thus, a larger fraction of signal events may lie outside asmaadow cut than in the SM. To correct for
this, the Higgs boson peak was described by a Voigt-funcitbnse Breit-Wigner part is given by the

3"The Large Electron Positron Collidemwhich ran until 2000 at center-of mass energies up to 209 GeV



natural line width, the Gaussian part by the detector ré&wolu The ratio of the integral values over the
mass window for the SM and the NMSSM case was used as a comrrdatitor.

Corrections for degenerate Higgs boson masses

Higgs boson peaks were described by a Voigt function as quely. The peaks were assumed to be
indistinguishable if their separation was smaller tltage5 FWHM. In case of negligible Higgs boson
width, this corresponds toa separation of two Gaussians. Higgs bosons with overlappiags win-
dows were also considered indistinguishable to avoid doablunting of events. In case of inseparable
peaks, contributions from all Higgs bosons were added updoh boson’s mass window. Only the high-
est observed significance was kept and assigned to the Higgs lwith the largest fraction of signal
events in that mass window.

20.4 Search Topologies

The combinations of production mechanisms and decay manhesidered in the evaluation of the disco-
very potential and the considered mass ranges are sumuohariable 289 Within the scenarios exam-
ined here, only the VBH ! (ttH, H ! bandH ! channels show significances greaterd the
given integrated luminosities in the theoretically allalhand yet unexcluded regions (see sedtion]20.5).

20.5 Results
20.51 The Reduced Couplings Scenario

In the Reduced Couplings Scenarithe H , with a mass of about 120 GeV is SM-like in large parts of
the parameter space. In an unexcluded region with largetimegaclose to the lower exclusion bound,
the gauge couplings af , are reduced to about 80% of their SM-value. Tie gets very light at
the region close to the upper exclusion bound, so that thaydeg! H |H ; is kinematically allowed.
However, due to the small branching ratio for this decay mofdat maximum 6%, its effect on the
discovery potential is negligible. The discovery potdnta the H , is shown in Fig.6D. The entire
unexcluded region is covered by the ttiH; ! bchannel despite the coupling reduction. The inclusive
H,! and the VBFH,! channels also contribute. With 30'fbthe search for ;! will be
the only sensitive channel. The region with reduced cogpliwill not be covered in that case. The
gauge couplings of tha ; andH ;5 are sizable only at large negative Here, the channels 5!

38 Production modes are abbreviated GGF for gluonfusion, V@&Fvéctor boson fusion and ttH, bbH, WH and ZH for
associated production with top quarks, bottom quarks antbvéosons.
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==== \VBF: H1—>TT

= ttH: H1—bb
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Fig. 62: 5 discovery contours of the inthe - plane for Fig. 63: 5 discovery contours of tha; inthe - plane for
theReduced Couplings Scenario theLighta ; Scenario
VBF, H 5! ttH, B, 5! oand GGFH ;! 7z ! 4lcontribute in a region ruled out by LEP (Higl61).

Since the charged Higgs boson is lighter than the top quatkérsame region, it can be detected via
thett! H bW b! 1 bandtt! H Wi D! agbsearches only in the LEP excluded region also
(Fig[62). All other Higgs bosons have highly reduced gaumeptings and are therefore unobservable.

20.52 The Light ; Scenario

In this scenario, th& ; has a mass of about 120 GeV and SM-like gauge couplings. 8iaes is light,

H.! A;A; decays are kinematically possible and often dominant. drugiper right unexcluded region,
the branching ratio oft ;! A A ; is larger than 90%. Here, the; cannot be observed (see Eig.63). The
branching ratioofi ;! A ,A , drops forsmall and . Therefore, a discovery via the inclusive and asso-

ciatedd ; ! ; VBF, Hy! and ttH,H; ! omodes is possible in that region (FFig.64). The outermost
discovery contour off ; ! follows approximately the 60% line of the branching ratioigfl A (A ;.
TheH , has contributions from the channeis; ! ;) VBF, Hy,! Ww ;GGFH,! 27! 4land GGF,

H,! Ww ! 212 inthe excluded region where it is light enough to be accésglkige5). All other
Higgs bosons have either highly reduced couplings or aré¢aey to be observed in this scenario.

-----

==== VBF: Hy—7r

— ttH: H1—bb
LEP excl VBF: H2-WW LEP excl.
B Theory excl. —— GGF: Ha»WW—212y I Theory exd.
Hy visible [, @ GGF: H—ZZ—-4l H, visible
0.05 0.1 . 0.2 0.25
0.05 . . 02 3 025 A
Fig. 64: 5 discovery contours of tha; inthe - plane for Fig. 65: 5 discovery contours ofi , in the - plane for the

theLight A, Scenarigrestricted to low and values. Light A ; Scenarigrestricted to low and values.



20.6 Conclusions

An evaluation of the ATLAS discovery potential for NMSSM Higybosons within two benchmark sce-
narios was performed. At least one Higgs boson was found tbbervable in regions without a light

A ; or where the branching ratio ef,_,! A2 is smaller than about 60%. In the other cases, searches
for the decay chaing ,_,! A A ! borH,,! A.A,! 4 could be considered.
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21. THER® ! a°%° ! 1 * SIGNAL IN VECTOR BOSON FUSION PRODUCTION AT
THE LHC 3

21.1 Motivation

In the Minimal Supersymmetric extension of the Standard 8ldiISSM) at least one additional
SU (2);, Higgs doublet is required compared to the SM in order to dageege anomalies of the super-
partners and to allow Yukawa couplings for all fermions. tdey to address the fine-tuning-problem”
that appears in the MSSM, one can also add an extra complgbetstn these doublets. This last possi-
bility, known in the literature as the Next-to-Minimal Supgmmetric Standard Model (NMSSM), has
an interesting phenomenology (e.g. see [323]).

In the NMSSM, one of the pseudoscalar state$)(is the Goldstone boson of either a global
U (1) R-symmetry or aJ (1) Peccei-Quinn symmetry in some limit of the model parameté&sice
low-fine tuning scenarios predict a moderate breaking afgtsymmetries, the mass »f is expected
to be relatively small compared to the mass of the lighteatas¢h®) such that thex® ! A°A° decay
is kinematically allowed. In [324], two different types ofenarios are considered, depending on if
mao > 2mp 0Orm o0 < 2m . Scenarios withn , 0 > 2m 4, are disfavored when LEP data fer2b and
7 4bfinal states are taken into account. Indeed, the simultanaaalysis of both these channels excludes
at better than 99% the possibility faf to be lighter than 108 GeV, and a heaviet in turn requires a
higher fine-tuning of model parameters. On the contrannages withm , o < 2m 1, are favored by the
same data and can even account fortheexcess observed in tlee2bfinal state in then 0 100 GeV
vicinity. As a consequence, many NMSSM related analysessfon then® ' 2%° 1 + ¢
decay which has the most favorable branching ratio i, < 2m .

Nevertheless, besides the particular context of the NM38&hy other possibilities remain open.
If the MSSM scalar sector violates tliee symmetry, standard mass relations do not hold anymore and
the decay oh into two lighter Higgs bosons may be allowed [325]. In [326])ight A ° (i.e., between
0.1 and a few tens of GeV) decays predominantly into pairdhofgns (or gluons) thanks to a vector-like
quark loop. Another possibility arises in the context of gemeric two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM).
As shown in [327], a moderately light° (i.e., between 10 and 100 GeV) caaturally satisfy the
parameter constraints thanks to a twisted realizationettistodial (or equivalentlg P ) symmetry. As
emphasized in [328], a pseudoscalar in this mass rangehtrgeith a moderate value afn can also
account (in type Il 2HDMs) for the observed discrepancy leetwthe experimental measurement of the
muon anomalous magnetic moment and the SM predictions.

Assumingm ,o > 2m ,, and that the coupling of ° to fermions is proportional to the mass for
down-type quarks and leptons (the up-type quark couplirgsgonegligible fortan 1), the main
decay modes are” ! mw(BR 0.92)and2’ ! * (BR 0.08). Under the hypothesis that
BR(h® ! A°a°% 1 (whichisareasonable approximation in many models), tivissga total branching

39Contributed by: N. E. Adam, V. Halyo, M. Herquet, and S. Glayz



ratioof o0s5for’ ! A%A% 1 4n  oasford ! A%AC ! 22 and less than one percent for
n® ' a%70% 1 4 . Since the four final state signal is suppressed at least by a factor of a kdndr
compared to then .o < 2m ,, scenario studied in Section19., the LHC discovennhbfanda ° in this
channel is probably difficult. On the other hand, the fadinal state has a large BR, but suffers from
important QCD backgrounds. This final state has been imyagstil in direct production mode at the
Tevatron (where it is overwhelmed by the backgrounds [338Y inw =z associated production [307].
At the LHC, a discovery significance may still be reached is kst mode [307, 330].

In the current work, we focus on the intermediate® final state, which has a smaller but still
sizable BR than th@b final state, together with a much lower background. This fgtate has been
considered in the framework of the associated production’ofith a w =z boson at the Tevatron
in [100, 307]. However, in this case, only a few events couwtdobserved after a few fb due to
the cuts and>= tagging necessary to remove the large reducible backgro8mdilar difficulties with
the reducible background are also expected at LHC [307]. hénpresent study, we concentrate on
the Vector Boson Fusion (VBF) production mode fgt, which has been shown to be a promising
channel at the LHC forthe SMdecay ! *+  both in parton-level analysis [113,331] and after full
detector simulation [108, 332, 333]. After the end of theatbn of this work, it has been brought to
our knowledge that a study on similar lines in the contexthef NMSSM, using parton shower based
simulations, can be found in [293, 304].

21.2 Signal and Background

The signal and background Monte-Carlo simulation has begried out at tree level using M-
GRAPH/MADEVENT V4 [153] for the parton-level event generation.

In the framework of this preliminary analysis, some simphfy assumptions are made. The SM-
like Higgs,h?, shares all SM Higgs boson couplings plus an additional laagipo the pseudoscalar’
large enough to ensure BR( ! 2°a°% 1. Its mass is fixed at 120 GeV, i.e. this is above the best
LEP limit to avoidde factoall possible direct constraints, but is still light enoughensure a sizable
production cross-section. The light pseudoscalar massad &t 50 GeV in order to lie below the, o =2
threshold, while still being large enough to guarantee algoayular separation of decay products.

As mentioned in the previous section, the coupling 6fto fermions is assumed to be proportional
to their mass for down-type quarks and charged leptons)giitotal branching ratio fat® ! A°a0 1
22 of about 0.15, which may be compared with the SM expectati@(B! *+ )of 0:08. This
is only true if the coupling to up-type quarks is strongly gressed, for example, due to an additional
tan factorin atype Il 2HDM. If this is not the case, the considet@al branching ratio can be reduced
by up to a factor two.

In order to improve signal to background separation, feweRiatical cuts such as minimum
of 10 GeV for alljets, 20 GeV for all nork jets, and 10 GeV for all leptons have been applied. In
addition, acceptance cuts such as the maximum pseuddyapidb for jets, and of 2.5 fok-jets and
leptons, and a minimal separation cut, i.eR > 0:3, on all objects pairs have been applied at the
parton level. Furthermore, to narrow ourselves to the paldr kinematic configuration of signal events,
standard VBF cuts are applied, i.g. j> 4 andm ;5 > 700 GeV for the two forward jets. Finally,
a maximum invariant mass cut, < 80 GeV, is imposed on all leptons pairs to avoid thepeak in
some backgrounds.

The signal is characterized by a final state populated withdentralb jets, two central ’s and
two forward jets. To avoid triggering issues, we focus onlfstates in which both ’s decay leptonically.
The associated tree level cross-section (aftatecays and cuts) is 9.5 fb. The irreducible background,
where the pair is coming from an off-shell photon ar, and thebpair from a gluon splitting, is rather
low, with a 1 fb cross-section. The same process witle@n pair replacing the pair has a more
sizable cross section of around 8.7 fb, due to the absente of branching ratio suppression. The most



Generated Lepton-Lepton Inv. Mass Generated b-b Inv. Mass

10°E —h-AA —h - AA
E — 2tauzb2j — 2tau2b2j
10 2muzbaj — 2muzb2j
= E — 2e202j o M- e r———— — — 20202
NQ e A =1 winu K] || Bl wi
S 1 BT, — Weauw-l > >0
[} F W-tauW+ [}
8wl S o
5 3
e 10? =
- 2
= -3
10 =
c 5
4 o
T 10 ©
e L Lo e b L
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

M, (GeVic?) M,, (GeVic?)

Fig. 66: Invariant mass of the final-state (oppositely chejgli-lepton pairs and di-bottom quarks before the finatkiatical
cuts[39. Each signal or background contribution is nornealilay cross-section.

Invariant Mass bbll,

1|2

do/dM,,,, (fb/(GeVic?)

A I T T TS Y SN IET
40 60 80 100 120 140

My, (Gevic?)
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dangerous background is + 2jets with fully leptonic top decays (through an intermeeiat or not).
However, even though the total cross-section is almosetbrders of magnitude larger than the signal
(3.2 pb), the associated kinematics, and in particular ikiariant mass distribution afs and leptons,
are very different.

21.3 Results
Figure[66 shows the invariant mass combination of any opglgsiharged di-lepton pairs and any bottom
guark pairs. Only the cuts described in the previous settame been applied.

Looking at the kinematic distributions of the signal and kzaound samples (described in the
previous section), it is evident that a cut based techniquehbe defined to achieve separation. The
chosen selection criteria are:

My 30; 40 My, 60; Ry 2; and Ry 2@ (39)

Figure[6T shows the invariant mass,,;;, of the four body final state after these simple cuts. The
signal and the background considered are stacked and ripechdlly cross-section. A simple estimate
of the significance around .., in the regions0 My, 110, yieldss= B = 4 for an integrated
luminosity of 100 fb*, with approximatively 100 signal events. B-tagging efficig will impact the
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number of both signal and background events, and reducesitinificance by a factor of 2 if a b-
tagging efficiency ob0% is assumed. Of course this simple generator-level estimatesrely a crude
check on the feasibility of studying® ! A°A°%! o * inVBF.

Since after reconstruction we expect the significance toedae even further, this parton-level re-
sult motivates the use of a statistics-based multivarigpeaach in order to further discriminate between
signal and background. Preliminary results demonstrdtiegliscriminating power of the technigue be-
tween the signal, the irreducible background and part ofthe 2§ background are shown in Figure|68.

Figure[68 (a) shows the relative contribution of the variaysut variables to signal and back-
ground separation. A framework for parameter space op#ititia, PARADIGM, is utilized for the above
task [334]. The two most effective variables for signalltground separation in this decay mode are
the invariant mass of thejets and leptonst ,,;; and the invariant mass of thejetsM ,, as was also
observed in the cut based study. AlthougtRADIGM allows the reduction of parameter space, we do
not eliminate any of the variables since the dimensionalityne initial feature space considered is lower
than the degrees of freedom of the model. Therefore, it &likhat the classifier performance can be
further enhanced by the addition of more variables.

The decision tree classifier output is shown in Figure 68 The measure of discrepancy between
the background-only hypothesis and the background plusakigypothesis (assuming a normal error
distribution and using the classifier itself as the testidtatin a two-tailed test [335]) is found to be
0.0086 0.0058 at 95% CL. This is a statistically significant result.

21.4 Conclusions

We showed thatthe® ! A°A° ! o *  signal in VBF production at the LHC is potentially feasible
with an integrated luminosity of 100 fb. Using a simple cut based technique, we found approximately
25 signal events and a significance o® for this luminosity (taking into account a 50%tagging effi-
ciency) . This result motivates the use other techniques) as a multivariate analysis, to further enhance
the feasibility of this search at the LHC. A more robust nualtiate analysis that includes different mass
hypotheses, a full set of reducible backgrounds as well stsdiatector simulation and evaluation of
systematic uncertainties is envisaged by the authors.
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