arXiv:0803.1243v1 [hep-ph] 8 Mar 2008

CERN-PH-TH-200847
MCTP-07-51

How to Find a H idden W ord
at the Large H adron C ollider

JamesD . W ells

M CTP, University of M ichigan, Ann Arlor, M I 48109
CERN, Theory D ivision, CH-1211 G eneva 23, Switzerland

A bstract
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Particle Physics in the LHC Era

T he annals of particle physics are replete w ith exhortations to solve the hierarchy problam ,
the avor problam , the baryon asym m etry problem , the dark m atter problem , the uni cation
problem , etc. M uch of our e orts go into constructing the sim plest solution to one of these
problem s. There is a pram ium on taut constructions narrow Iy tailored to solve our m ost
precious problam s.

W ith the com ing ofthe LHC era, electrow eak sym m etry breaking and naturalnessbecom e
the central focus for at least the initial phase of running. O ur comm unity has had m any
deas, the sin plest being that a single scalar boson condenses to break the electroweak
symm etry and sin ultaneously gives m ass to all elam entary particles. A fthough a logical
possbility, few believe the H iggs boson alone is a viable option since it is so delicate to
quantum corrections. For thirty years the beyond-the-Standard M odel community has
pursued various scenarios that support and protect the H iggs boson from these destabilizing
tendencies (supersymm etry, CFT , extra dim ension, etc.), or have banished the o ending
fundam ental scalar from nature (technicolor, com positeness, higgsless m odels, etc.), while
other ideas have found ways to push the problam to higher scales (little H iggs theordies, etc.).

O f course there are too m any deas out there for all to be correct. N evertheless, if there
are a thousand ideas and only one is right, it doesnotm ean that the others w ere useless, just
as when a thousand rescue volunteers are looking for a little girl lost in the woods and one

nds her, it does not m ean the others were useless. It m ay be argued that the only useless
ideas are ones not grounded in rigor or are incom patibble w ith past observations. T his criteria
for the worth of an idea is som ew hat looser than the criteria we nom ally apply to theory
In deciding what is good work. Nom ally, we give our highest esteem to e orts that solve
problem s. W e value invention over unm oored creativity. I once heard an inventor describe
what he does as rst asking \W hat sucks?" and then working day and night to m ake it
better. That iswhat we m ostly do in physics. W e worship inventions. W e dislike the SM
H iggsboson and itsquantum instability. T his leadsus to invent technicolor, supersym m etry,
extra din ensions, etc. and then further invent solutions to their iatrogenic illnesses. This
form ula is rather hum an-centric because we care m ost about our problem s { at the core,
they are the problem s associated w ith understanding the particles that m ake up our bodies.
Surely, there ism ore to the universe than that.

A m ore universalist approach asks rather \w hat's possible?" T here is great danger in this
approach, since a whole ot m ore things are possible than are even probable. W hat then can
discipline us? A new answer to this question is the Large Hadron Collider. The LHC era
beckons us to approach physics less as an Inventor and m ore hum bly as a universalist. T he
beckoning isdue to the Itering opportunity of experin ent, and the in pertinent susurrations
that we shall all short ifwe only take seriously our nventions. A greeing to the LHC as the
prim ary disciplinarian of our creativity can yieldd a deeper interpretation of the data and
perhapsm ay lead to new discoverdes that were not anticipated.

Thus, it is the existence of the LHC that propels m e to write about hidden worlds, or
hidden sectors(1],[2,3,[4,/5,6]. T coud argue som e second-order problam -solving explanation



for why we m ust all care about this issue, by telling you that m any ideas of physics beyond
the SM have sectors In addition to the SM that are hard to get rid of. I could also describe
why landscape studies in ply the existence of even hundreds of possible new sectors[/] that
have nothing directly to do w ith solving any deep problem in nature that we recognize. No,
Instead, despite them otivating paralepsis, the physics of this chapter has but one core reason
for cogitation: it can be discovered at the LHC .

H idden W orlds

The de nition of \hidden" that I use here is the collection of particles that are not the SM ,
that are not charged under SM gauge groups, and that do not couple via gauge interactions
to SM particles. T he possibilities are num erous. W e can envision analogous copies of the SM
charged under new gauge groups SU (3)!  SU (2§ U (1§ . W e can envision pure singlet
states. W e can envision gauge elds of exotic gauge groups of Jarge din ensionality. Very
little experim ental data bears on the question of whether such sectors exist.

Tt is not assured that we shall be able to discemn the existence of a hidden world. A 1l
we can do is dentify opportunities and explore them . O f course, any gauge invariant and
Lorenz invariant operator of the SM 0 Y can be paired with a sim ilar operator from the
hidden sector 0 Y to form O £V 02y . If this resulting operator is irrelevant (din ension > 4)
it w ill be suppressed by som e unknown scale M . W e have no a piori dea what scale M
should be; however, we know that if it isabove a few TeV it isunlikely we shall see evidence
of this interaction due to decoupling.

The SM however does have two operators that are gauge-invariant and relevant (di-
mension < 4): the hypercharge eld strength tensor B and the H iggs m odulus squared
Hsu F. These two operators give us hope that we can coupl to a hidden sector 1 a
relevant orm arginalway (din ension 4), thereby enabling a search for a hidden world via
the hypercharge gauge boson or the H iggs boson of the SM .

Tndeed, both of these operators can be exploited In the above-stated way to explore the
sin plest, non—trivialhidden sector that couplestoB  and j sy F: U (1)x gauge theory w ith
a com plex H iggsboson y thatbreaks the sym m etry upon condensation. W e callthis sim ple
m odel the \H idden Abelian Higgs M odel" or HAHM , and explore the rich phenom enoclogy
that it m plies forthe LHC .

H idden A belian H iggsM odel (HAHM )

In this section Ide ne precisely what Imean by HAHM . F irst, we have the aforem entioned
extra U (1)y factor in addition to the SM gauge group. T he only coupling of this new gauge
sector to the SM is through kinetic m ixing with the hypercharge gauge boson B . The



kinetic energy term s of the U (1)y gauge group are
EE_ Iy v Ly B 1)
. 4 2 ’
where we comm ent later that 1 is helpfil to kesp precision electroweak predictions

consistent w ith experim ental m easuram ents.

W e ntroducea new H iggsboson y in addition to theusualSM H iggsboson gy . Under
SU (2), U @1y U (1x we take the representations v :(2;1=2;0)and gy :(1;0;9 ),
w ith o arbitrary. T he H iggs sector Lagrangian is

L = P suf+P Hj2+m2HjHj2+m25MjSMj2
Jsu I Ju J Gsm I3 u Ts (2)

P_
so thatU (1)x isbroken spontaneouslky by h. 5y i= = 2,and electroweak sym m etry isbroken

spontaneously asusualby h gy 1= (0;v= 2).

O ne can diagonalize the kinetic term s by rede ning X ;¥ ! X ;Y with

p A
X 1 20 X
Y 1 Y
T he covariant derivative is then
D =@ + ilgxQx +¢° Qv)X + igQyB + igT’w ° : (3)

[N}

w here 1 2,

Aftera GL (2;R ) rotation to diagonalize the kinetic term s followed by an O (3) rotation
to diagonalize the 3 3 neutralgauge boson m assm atrix, we can w rite the m ass elgenstates
as with s, sih,,c  COsy)

0 1 0 10 1
B Gy % C Sy S A

Qw3A =Qg, Gy C gsA@zA ; (4)
X 0 s c 7.0

where the usualweak m ixing angle and the new gauge boson m ixing angle are

Si  P=———=; tan(@2 )= 2 2 ; (5)

with , =M2=M2 ,M2= 22 M2 = @+ g®)V?=4.M,, and My arem asses before
m ixing. The photon ismasslkss (ie.,, M, = 0), and the two heavier gauge boson m ass
eigenvalues are




valdfor , < (1 & ?) (@2 $ Z°otherwise). Shceweassum e that 1,m ass eigenvalues
are taken asM Mz, = 91:19Ge&V and M 7o My .

The two realphysical H iggs bosons gy and y m ix after sym m etry breaking, and the
m ass eigenstates h;H are

SM Ch Sh h

tan (2 ) = ——— (7)

Mi, = v+ 7 (v 2P 4+ 2v2 2 (8)

In summ ary, the m odel has been com pletely speci ed above. The e ect of HAHM on
LHC phenom enology is to introduce two extra physical states z% and H . 7Y is an extra
gauge boson m ass eigenstate that interacts with the SM  elds because of gauge-invariant,
renom alizable kineticm ixing w ith hypercharge,and H isan extra H iggsboson that interacts
with the SM elds because of renom alizable m odulus-squared m ixing w ith the SM H iggs
boson.

T he Feynm an rules are obtained from a straightforw ard expansion of the above lJagrangian
In tem s of m ass elgenstates. Som e of the Feynm an rulesm ost relevant for LHC studies are
given below [4].

Ferm jon couplings: Couplings to SM ferm ions are

jg 3 (1 t:S?\I)Z
YA R— 1 t T - " 50
qN[C( S )1 T il $Jt)sw
ig (t + =g )
AR — t o+ T2 —— T 20 9
CW[C( s )] Tg (t+%)sw 9)

whereQ = T + Qy and t s=c . The photon coupling isas in the SM and is not shifted.

Triple gauge boson couplings: W e R being the coupling relative to the corresponding
SM ,one ndsRapy+w = 1,Ryu+w =¢C andRygoy+y = s (the last is com pared to
theSM ZW "W coupling). W ew ill nom ally assum e rather an all kinetic m ixing and so to
leading order we have ¢ 1,s 1.

H iggs couplings: T he H iggs couplings are

2

, Ms . Mw
hff : ig— ; hWw W :2ig, ;
v v
M2 > o ME L
hz 7z :2ig, ( ¢+ s s) 2ig s°
v
2 2 (10)
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P recision E lectrow eak

G enerally speaking HAHM doesnothave signi cant disruptions of the precision electrow eak
predictions com pared to the SM to cause undo worry. In other words, a vast region of
param eter gpace is com pletely com patdble w ith the precision electroweak data. H owever, it
is usefill to review som e of the issues(3,[12].

First, when the X gauge boson m ixes w ith hypercharge there will be a shift in the
precision electroweak observables com pared to the SM . For exam ple, from hyperchargeX
m ixing, the Z m ass eigenvalue is further shifted relative to theW m ass. These e ects can
be com puting in an e ective Peskin-Takeuchi param eter analysis|8,19,/10]. One nds that
the three m ost In portant ocbservables for constraining new physics by precision electrow eak
observables are

my = (17M&v) (11)
1 = (80 kev ) (12)
sin? & = (000033) (13)
w here
2 250Gev °
— = (14)
01 m x

E xperin entalm easuram ents[11]in ply that  j < 1. K ineticm ixing atthe levelof < O (0:1)
is not constrained if M y is greater than a few hundred G &V, and there is essentially no
constraint ifM y is greater than about a TeV . T his is consistent w ith the PDG analysis of
constraints on other 7 ° bosons[12]. For lighter M x , which we will also concem ourselves
w ith, the constraint isnot di cult to satisfy aslongas < O (0:01).

A pure singlet H iggs boson causes no concem for precision electrow eak observables, but
afterm ixing the coupling of the H iggs to the gauge bosons is shared by two states ofdi erent
m asses. The leading order way to account for this is to  rst recognize that in the SM the
H iggs boson m ass constraints is succinctly sum m arized as(11/]

Iog M g yyge=1 G&V )= 193" 075: (15)

W hen two states, such as ours, m ix and share the electroweak coupling, this constraint
becom es to leading order
My

My 5 +0:16
o + og ———— 7 193 55 : 16
G g 1Gev %9 7o 07 (o)

T here isvery little di culty in exploring large regions of param eter space w here the precision
electrow eak in plications of this m ultiH iggs boson theory are in agream ent w ith all data 3 ].

O ther constraints, such asperturbative unitarity and vacuum stability have been analyzed
elsew here[3]and also can be accom odated easily w ithin the theory.



Exam ple LHC Phenom ena ofHAHM

How do we nd evidence for HAHM at colliders? The main inmplication of HAHM is the
di erent spectrum it im plies com pared to the SM sgpectrum of states:

T he existence of a new gauge boson 2 that couples to SM states according to the
strength of the kinetic m ixing param eter.

T he existence of two CP-even H iggs boson m ass eigenstates, both of which couple to
SM statesby virtue of them ixing of the HAHM H iggsboson w ith the SM H iggsboson.

These two sin ple qualitative facts, combined with the details of the HAHM langrangian
enable us to explore m any possible interesting im plications for the LHC .

In the next few paragraphs I shall discuss a few of these In plications. The reader
should keep in m ind that not all cases are sim ultaneously allowed by the theory. Each
phenom enologicalm anifestation I discuss can be considered the dom inant interesting signal
In a subset of the param eter space, not in all of param eter space.

Signal# 1: Universal suppression of H iggs boson signal

Let us suppose that the two H iggs bosons m ix, such that the Iightest H iggs boson is
m ostly SM , and the heavier H iggsboson eigenstate ism ostly singlet. Let us further suppose
that the additionalZ °H iggs boson is su ciently heavy or weakly coupled that ishasno rolk
In the phenom enology. In this case, the prin ary signal w ill be that the light H iggs m ass
eigenstate couples to the SM states in exactly the sam e way as the SM H iggs except there
is a universal suppression of all interactions due to the m ixing angle.

T hus the cross—section is reduced by a factor of
(VV ! h)mp)=c (VV ! hgy )my) (17)

T his In plies that no state in the spectrum of H iggs bosons has a production cross-section as
large as the SM H iggs boson, m aking production, and thus detection, m ore di cult.

P roduction is only half of the story when discussing detectability. O nem ust also consider
how the branching fraction changes. O f course, if there is only a universal suppression of
couplings, the branching fractionsw illbe dentical to those of the SM H iggsboson. H ow ever,
if there are exoticm atter states in the HAHM m odel in addition to jast the X boson and its
associated symm etry-breaking y boson, the lightest H iggs m ight decay into them . If the
exotic states are stable on detector tin e scales it would contrbute to the invisble w idth of
the Higgsboson ™9, which depends on exotic sector couplings, my, and s . T he branching
fraction into visible states is then reduced and com puted by

< M my)

Bl = s e )




Thee ectofthisuniversal suppression was studied in the context ofhidden sectors|ll]and
also in a related context of extra-dim ensional theordes13]. O fcourse, this signalisnot unique
to theHAHM , asany singlet H iggs boson that gets a vacuum expectation value could m i ic
it. However, a singlet w ith a vacuum expectation value is likely to have gauge charge, but it
is not necessary that it be exclusively abelian and kinetic m ix w ith hypercharge. T hus, the
universal suppression of the H iggs boson phenom enology ism ore general than just HAHM .

Signal# 2: H ! hh

Another broad im plication of m ixing with a singlet H iggs boson is the existence of a
heavier H iggs boson that couples to SM states and can decay into a pair of Iighter H iggs
bosons. This has been discussed in detail in the context of HAHM [3]. T here, an exam ple
m odel was studied where

1
my = 300GeV; my,= 115GeV; Cﬁ:? (19)
T hus, thedecay of H ! hh is kinem atically allowed in this case, and the relevant branching

fraction isB (H ! hh)= 1=3.

O ne of the m ost usefill signals to nd this decay chain is when one Iight H iggs decays
toh ! kb, which it ism ost apt to do, and the other decays to the rarer h ! . The
signal is reduced substantially by requiring this lower probability Ko nal state, but the
background is reduced by even m ore. Tt is found that w ith 30 fb ! the total expected signal
event rate after relevant cuts and denti cation criteria are applied [3] is 8 2 on a background
of 0.3. Fig.[dl show s the di erential cross-section as a function of nvariantm assofbb  for
these events.

In the above exam ple the lighter higgs boson is light { right at the edge of the current SM
Iim its { and decays preferentially to Ib. If the lighter H iggs boson is heavier than this, the
decay toW W starts to becom e dom inant. T he crossover point where B (do)= B (W "W )
isaboutmy, = 130G &V . For this case ofmy ~ 130G &V, it is m ore fruitfil to exploit the
awWw ! 4'+ missing Er signature. An analysis of this nal state has been shown|[3] to be a
prom ising approach to nding H ! hh attheLHC.

Signal# 3: TransTeV Narrow H iggs Boson

W ithin the SM the H iggs boson becom es so broad when itsm ass is above about 700G €V
that it starts to becom e m eaningless to even call it a particle. T here isno sense in which a
transT eV H iggsboson resonance can be found w ithin standard H iggsboson phenom enology
at the LHC . However, in the m ixed boson sector induced by HAHM ,we nd that a H iggs
boson jast lke the SM can exist, except its couplings are universally suppressed by a factor
of sfl com pared to the SM H iggs boson. Thus, a reasonably narrow transTeV H iggs boson
can be in the spectrum , and can be searched forat the LHC .

T he narrow ness of the H iggs boson is also correlated w ith a low production cross-section,
and so the biggest challenge is sin ply getting enough events to even analyse. O nce they are
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Figurel: D1 erentialcrosssection|3]asa function ofllo  invariantmassihnH ! hh! b
production.

produced, distinguishing them from background is m ade possible by the very high energy
nvariant m ass and transverse m ass reconstructions. For exam ple, n Fi.[d the nvariant
m ass distrbution of 1 jj (missing Er vector used for ) is plotted for the signal (H !
WW ! 1 jj)ofamy = 11TV Higgsboson and com pared to the distribbutions of them ost
signi cant backgrounds from W W Jjj and ttjj. The cuts we applied were

pr(e; )> 100G&V and j (e; )j< 20

M issing E¢ > 100G &V

pr(J;J)> 100G eV andm 5= my 20G &V
\Tagging gts" with j > 20

W ith 100 b ' the signalgives 13 events in the invariantm ass range between 1.0 and 1.3 TeV,
com pared to a background of 7.7 events. This is obviously not \early phase" LHC signal,
and it highlights the challenges In nding evidence of heavy H iggs bosons from a hidden
sector. N evertheless, it is possible to nd evidence for it w ith enough integrated um inosity,
which the LHC should attain in tim e. T he signal signi cance w ill increase when all possible
channels are lncluded.

An evenmore challenging nalstatetoconsiderisH ! Z2Z ! 11 .Themostsigni cant
background is Z2 Z jj. The cuts we applied were

pr (I ;1 )> 100GeV and j (I ;1 )j< 20
mpy=mmgy 5Ge&v

M issing E¢ > 100G &V

\Tagging gts" with j > 20
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Figure 2: D i erential cross—section|[3] as a function of invariant m ass of / 1 jj for the signal
H! WwW ! ‘ jj (solid) and two m ain backgrounds, W W jj (dashed) and ttjj (dotted).

Fig.[d show s the transverse m ass of Z w ith m issing E; for a di erent signal topology (H !
27z ' ‘) and compared with the m ost signi cant background, Z 72 jj. If we restrict
ourselves to 0:8TeV < M < 14TeV with 500 * there are 39 signal events com pared to
1 4 background events. Again, this is not early stage LHC physics. Finding and studying
this kind of transT &V H iggs boson physics should be considered a strong m otivation for the
high-lum nosity phase ofthe LHC .

Signal# 4: Searching for 7 ° resonance

W hen the exotic X boson m ixes w ith hypercharge via kinetic m ixing, the resulting m ass
elgenstates picks up couplings w ith the SM states. At the LHC one can look for resonance
production and decay of this new Z°boson. O ne of the best approaches expein entally to

nding evidence for such a Z ° is to investigate the * Invariant m ass spectrum .

T here is a staggeringly large literature on the search for Z % bosons at colliders[14]], but
usually little em phasis is put on treating the overall coupling strength as a free param eter
that could be very am alll19]. Indeed, the kinetic m ixing is nom ally expected to be m aybe
Joop level for theordes of this kind, which would in ply a rather am all coupling of the Z ° to
SM states. W e studied som e of the in plications of very weakly coupled Z ° physics for the
LHC [2]. The summ ary graph of this study is F ig.[4 where it was determ ined that it is very
hard for the LHC to probe lower than 102, which is not particularly constraining to
the theory given expectations.

Signal# 5:h ! z%°%! 41

10
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H ! (solid) and the m ain background Z 7Z jj (dashed).

In the previous discussion we noted that valuesof < 10 2 are not very well constrained
by the data, nor w ill they be easily constrained at the LHC . N evertheless, even a tiny value
of has in portant phenom enological In plications to collider physics. Since a tiny value of

< 10 % may even bem orem otivated, it becom es interesting to ask what e ect it could still

have on LHC phenom enology. In a recent paper{d], we showed that a light 2 ° boson w ith

10% could lead to large branching fractions of h ! 2% %! 4f, where the rst step

h ! 7%79%isaccom plished by H iggsm ixing and a su ciently light Z “m ass, and the last step
79! ff isallwed merely because 6 0 and the Z°m ust decay.

T he branching fractions of the 7 ° depend on several factors in the theory, but to illistrate
they are shown n Fig.H for & = 05 and = 10 *. The branching fraction into four
leptons is high enough to exploit its clean signatures at the LHC . Loocking for various
Invariant m ass peaks and m aking various kinem atic cuts on the data, the prospects of

nding this signature at the LHC with only a faw fb ' are excellent[dl] provided the two
H iggs bosons m ix signi cantly and h ! 7 % % is kinem atically accessble. Thism ay even be
the channel where the light H iggs boson m ass is  rst discovered, since it is an easy \gold-
plated channel". Com pare that w ith the very di cult nom al searches of the H iggs boson
w ith m ass 120G &V ,which ism ade even m ore di cult when its production cross-section
is reduced, by 50% In this case.

B eyond the Standard M odeland the H idden W orld

T he discussion in this chapter has all been about physics that attaches itself to the SM
relevant operators. However, there are m any reasons to believe that the SM sector cannot

11
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stand alone in the operation of symm etry breaking and m ass generation. W e expect new
non-hidden particles, such as superpartners and K K excitations, etc., that sole the problem s
we have denti ed with the SM . Som e people w ish that we w ill discover som ething totally
new and unexpected. H owever, it would necessitate a shift in our philosophical approach to
frontier basic science.

TheLHC isjustasmuch a philosophy experin ent asa physics experin ent. T he In pacting
issue is \To what degree can hum ans discermn nature from pure thought?" A rquably we have
had som e success already in the past, but would anything in the past com pare, for exam ple,
to postulating that supersym m etry cures the hierarchy problem if it tums out to be correct?
It would certify that hum ans can see around the comer and discem deep new principles
Into the energy frontier. If we get that right, no idea would be too esoteric, and no scale
would be too rem ote or naccessible for hum ans to discuss w ith con dence and expectation
for understanding.

T hus, Thope and expect that we nd new physics that explains by principle the stability
of the electrow eak scale from deasthatwe have already developed. H ow does this In pact the
HAHM discussion presented above? First, if it is supersym m etry then it is lkely to m erely
com plicate the discussion above, asm any new states w ill be produced and w illdecay in the
detector, and the num ber of H iggs bosons w illbe greater, m aking sin plem ixing angle factors
such as @, from our2 2 m atrix into m ore com plicated com binations ofm ixing angles such
asc,c,s,. Theorigin of the \hidden sector" higgsm ixing with M SSM H Iggs ism ost likely
to be from the renom alizable coupling in the superpotential: SH (H 4, which yieds $ ¥ H ;7-
type couplings in the F ~temm lagrangian directly analogousto the j 4 ¥3 su F m ixing tem s
we have discussed here. T hus, the basic deas shine through In the H iggs sector and analyses
sin ilar to those discussed above can be applicable.

O f course, if the stability of the electroweak scale is explained by the banishm ent of all
fundam ental scalars from nature, then additional H ggs boson m ixing m ay not be relevant,

12
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but perhaps an e ective H iggs boson m ixing theory w ith com posite H iggs bosons would be
a useful description. T his would be highly m odel dependent, and the data from LHC will
have to gquide us to decide if there isa path by which we can interpret electrow eak sym m etry
breaking by e ective H iggs boson scalars. If so, looking for a H dden W orld then would be
possible again via couplings to this e ective H iggs boson.
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