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A bstract

M agnetic m onopoles have attracted the attention of physicists since the founding

ofthe electrom agnetic theory. Their search has been a constant endeavor which was

intensi�ed when Dirac established the relation between the existence ofm onopolesand

charge quantization. However,these searcheshave been unsuccessful. W e have recently

proposed that m onopolium ,a m onopole-antim onopole bound state,so strongly bound

thatit hasa relatively sm allm ass,could be easier to �nd and becom e an indirect but

clearsignature fortheexistence ofm agnetic m onopoles.In here we extend ourprevious

analysisforitsproduction to two photon fusion atLHC energies.
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1 Introduction

The theoreticaljusti�cation for the existence ofclassicalm agnetic poles is that they

add sym m etry to M axwell’s equationsand explain charge quantization [1,2,3]. Dirac

form ulated his theory ofm onopoles considering them point-like particles and quantum

m echanicalconsistency conditions lead to the so called Dirac Quantization Condition

(DQC),

eg=
N

2
;N = 1,2,...; (1)

whereeistheelectron charge,g them onopolem agneticchargeand weusenaturalunits

�h = c= 1.

Num erousexperim entalsearchesform onopoleshavebeen carried outbutallhavem et

with failure[4,5,6,7,8,9,10]. The last,carried outby the CDF collaboration atthe

Ferm iNationalLaboratory [11],found no m onopolesand established a lowerm asslim it

of360 GeV.

Thislack ofexperim entalcon�rm ation hasled m any physiciststo abandon the hope

in their existence. A way out ofthis im passe is the old idea ofDirac [1,12],nam ely,

m onopolesare notseen freely because they are con�ned by theirstrong m agnetic forces

form ingabound statecalled m onopolium [13,14].Thisideawastheleitm otiv behind our

recentresearch [15],nam ely weproposed thatm onopolium m ightbeeasiertodetectthan

free m onopoles. W e showed thatcertain param eterizations ofthe m ass and the width,

allowed forsuch a scenario.

TheLargeHadron Collider(LHC)willsoon enterin operation and willprobethenew

energy frontieropening possibilitiesfornew physicsincluding the discovery ofm agnetic

m onopoleseitherdirectly,apossibilitycontem plated longtim eago,[16,17],orthroughthe

discovery ofm onopolium ,aswe have been advocating. Thisdevelopm entm otivatesour

presentresearch which analyzestheproduction ofm onopolium atLHC by them echanism

ofphoton fusion.

Recently,Dougalland W ick have presented a calculation ofm onopole{antim onopole

production from photon fusion atproton colliders[18,19]. The m asslim itofCDF was

obtained assum ing Drell-Yan (DY)production which dom inatesoverotherprocessesat

Tevatron energies.Dougalland W ick have shown thatatLHC energiesphoton fusion is

thedom inantprocess[18,19].W eproceed to calculatetheproduction ofm onopolium by

m eansofthisprocessand com pareourresultswith m onopole{antim onopoleproduction.

W econcludethat,ifm onopolium isastrongly bound state,itscrosssection islargerthan

thatforcreating a heavy m onopole-antim onopole pair and consequently gives rise to a

m oreclearexperim entalsignal.

2 M onopolium production

A usefulcom putationaltheory ofm onopolesdoesnotcurrently existto perform a direct

production calculation.Forthisreason wewillem ployam inim alm odelofm onopoleinter-

1



p

p

p, X

p, X

γ

γ

Figure1:Diagram m atic description ofthereaction studied.

actionwhichassum esam onopolephoton-couplingwhich isproportionaltothem onopole’s

induced electric�eld g� foram onopolem ovingwith velocity � [18,19,20].Thisapproxi-

m ationcanbeshown tobealm ostequivalenttothelow energye�ectivetheoryofGinzburg

and Schiller[21,22].Thistheory wasderived from thestandard electroweak theory in the

oneloop approxim ation leadingtoan e�ectivecouplingproportionaltogeff �
!

m
g,where

! is a kinem aticalenergy scale ofthe process which is below the m onopole production

threshold,thus rendering the theory perturbative. This is so because thatin a photon

fusion diagram thedynam icalscaleis
p
E 2 � 4m 2,thus

!

m
�

p
E 2 � 4m 2

2m
�
E �

2m
; (2)

and therefore ifE � 2m ,i.e.,kinetic term s are sm all,both schem es coincide. Here !

describestheactiveenergy scale,E thecenterofm assenergy,m them onopolem assand

� thevelocity.

The Dirac quantization condition does not specify the spin ofthe m onopoles. W e

choose here m onopolesofspin 1/2,following Dougalland W ick [18,19],coupled in m o-

nopolium to spin 0 in orderto havea m inim um energy radialstructure.

W ethen study theexpected production processatLHC,nam ely

p+ p ! p(X )+ p(X )+ M ; (3)

shown in Fig.1,where p represents the proton,X an unknown �nalstate and M the

m onopolium .Thisdiagram sum m arizesthethreepossibleprocesses:

i) inelasticp+ p! X + X + (

)! X + X + M

ii) sem i-elasticp+ p! p+ X + (

)! p+ X + M

iii) elasticp+ p! p+ p+ (

)! p+ p+ M .
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Figure2:Diagram m aticdescription oftheelem entarysubprocessofthem onopolium production

from photon fusion.

Intheinelasticscattering,bothinterm ediatephotonsareradiatedfrom partons(quarks

orantiquarks)in thecolliding protons.

In the sem i-elastic scattering one interm ediate photon is radiated by a quark (or

antiquark), as in the inelastic process, while the second photon is radiated from the

otherproton,coupling to thetotalproton chargeand leaving a �nalstateproton intact.

In the elastic scattering both interm ediate photonsare radiated from the interacting

protonsleaving both protonsintactin the�nalstate.

Thefull

 calculation includescontributionsfrom thesethreeindividualregim es.

W enextproceed to describe theelem entary subprocessshown in Fig.2,which deals

onlywith photonsand m onopolium ,and willcom ebacktothefullppscatteringtreatm ent

later on. The standard expression for the cross section ofthis elem entary subprocess

resultsin

�(2
 ! M )=
4�

E 2

M 2�(E )� M

(E 2 � M 2)
2
+ M 2�2M

(4)

where we have assum ed that m onopolium decays with a width �M and �(E ),with E

o� m ass shell,describes the production cross section. The width �M arises from the

softening ofa delta function,�(E2 � M 2)and therefore is,in principle,independent of

theproduction rate�(E )[23].

W e enter now the com putation ofthe �(E ),which represents the width ofthe 2


decay ofm onopolium . The calculation,following standard �eld theoretic techniques of

thedecay ofa non-relativisticbound state[23,24],leadsto

�(E )=
32��2g

M 2
j M (0)j

2
: (5)

W ehaveused theconventionalapproxim ations,nam ely thatthem onopolesarealm oston

shelland thatin thecalculation oftheelem entary processwehaveneglected thebinding

energy,i.e.M = 2m .However,weexpressthe�nalform ula in term softhem onopolium
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Figure 3: Diagram atic representation ofthe m odeldescribing the coupling ofphotonsto m o-

nopolium .

m ass,M ,because the latter willtake care ofthe binding. Here �g corresponds to the

photon{m onopolecoupling and  M isthem onopolium ground statewavefunction.

Using theCoulom b wavefunctionsofref.[15]expressed in them ostconvenientway to

avoid detailsofthe interaction,which willbe param eterized by the binding energy,one

has

j M (0)j
2 =

1

�
(2�

M

m
)3=2 m 3

; (6)

and the schem e ofDougalland W ick [18,19]adapted to m onopolium production,gives

riseto

�(E )=
2�4

M 2�2
(2�

M

m
)3=2m 3

: (7)

Here,� isthe�nestructureconstantand � them onopolium velocity,

� =

s

1�
M 2

E 2
: (8)

which isthevelocity ofthem onopolesm oving in them onopolium system .

Note thatdue to the value of� the width vanishesatthe m onopolium m ass,where

thevelocity iszero.Thereforea staticm onopolium isstableunderthisinteraction.

A caveatm ustbe m ade. There isa duality oftreatm entsin the above form ulation,

see Fig. 3. The static coupling is treated as a Coloum b like interaction ofcoupling g

binding the m onopolesinto m onopolium ,although ultim ately the detailsare elim inated

in favorofthebindingenergy param eterized by them onopolium m assM .W e�nd in this

way a sim pleparam etricdescription ofthebound state.Thedynam icsoftheproduction

ofthe virtualm onopoles,to be bound in m onopolium ,is described in accordance with

the e�ective theory [18,19],and this coupling is �g. This is sim ilar to what is done

in heavy quark physics [25](see his �gure 5),where the wave function is obtained by a
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Figure 4: W e show the photon fusion production cross section for m onopolium (solid curve)

forR = 1:5 and ��M = 0:1,and form onopole-antim onopole (dotted curve)asa function ofthe

energy variable E = E =M .

param etricdescription using approxim atestrong dynam icswhilethecoupling to photons

iselem entary.

Theproduction crosssection can now bewritten as

M
2
�(2
 ! M )=

2
p
2�R 3=2(R � 1)1:5

�2E6

��M (E
2 � 1)2

(E2 � 1)2 + ��2M
; (9)

where R = 2m =M ;(1 < R < 1 ). Thisparam eterratio describesthe binding energy of

m onopolium in units ofM ,since M = 2m + E binding. E = E =M is the center ofm ass

energy m easured in units ofM and ��M = �M =M is the decay width ofm onopolium

also m easured in units ofM . The right hand side is adim ensionaland therefore the

aboveexpression givesthecrosssection in unitsof1=M 2.Them onopolium width,which

vanisheswith ourdynam ics,arisesfrom higherordere�ectsorotherpossible dynam ics

and weconsideritasa param eter.Even in thecasem onopolium would bestableatrest

thewidth would param eterizethebeam width [23].

In Fig. 4 we show the photon fusion cross section for m onopolium for a value of

R = 1:5 and ��M = 0:1,togetherwith thatform onopole-antim onopole obtained in ref.

[18,19],which wehavesim ply rewritten using M astheenergy unit,

M
2
�(2
 ! M )=

�R 2(1� �02)�05

14�2m 2

 
3� �04

2�0
log

 
1+ �0

1� �0

!

� (2� �
2)

!

; (10)

where�0=
q

1� 4m 2

E 2
.

.
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Thequalitativefeaturesofboth crosssectionsareradicallydi�erent.Them onopolium

crosssection isaspikeslightly abovethem onopolium m ass,whereitvanishes,assum inga

reasonablewidth �M < M ,whilethem onopole-antim onopolecrosssection isasoftcurve

extending overa largeenergy region.Itisalso clearfrom Eq.(9)thatthe heightofthe

pick strongly dependson thevalueofthebinding,i.e.,thelargerthebinding energy the

largerwillbeR and thehigherwillbethepick.

Itisim portantto notethattheapproach followed to describe thecoupling (g ! g�)

provides us with a large negative power ofenergy which m akes the m onopolium cross

section fallo� very rapidly.In theGinzburg-Schillerapproach,fourpowersoftheenergy

aresubstituted by fourpowersofthem onopolium m assand thereforeoneobtainsalarger

e�ectivewidth forthepick,and thusa largerintegrated crosssection forthesam evalues

ofR and ��M .

3 C ross section estim ates

W ecalculate

 fusion form onopolium production followingtheform alism ofDreesetal.

[26]bene�tting from thethefulldocum entation ofthecalculation in thework ofDougall

and W ick [18,19]. W e obtain therewith the pp cross section for m onopolium and for

m onopole-antim onopoleproduction within thesam ecom putationalcodes.

The fullpp calculation includes contributions ofthree types: inelastic,sem i{elastic,

and elastic scattering.W e sum these individualcontributionsto �nd the totalpp cross{

section,�tot.

In theinelasticscattering,p+ p! X + X + (

)! X + X + M ,to approxim atethe

quark distribution within the proton we use the Cteq6{1L parton distribution functions

[27]and chooseQ 2 = ŝ=4 throughout.

W e em ploy an equivalent{photon approxim ation forthe photon spectrum ofthe in-

term ediatequarks[28,29].

In sem i{elasticscattering,p+ p! p+ X + (

)! p+ X + M ,thephoton spectrum

associated with the interacting proton m ust be altered from the equivalent{photon ap-

proxim ation forquarksto accountfortheproton structure.To accom m odatetheproton

structureweusethem odi�ed equivalent{photon approxim ation of[30].

Forelasticscattering,p+ p! p+ p+ (

)! p+ p+ M ,both protonsrem ain intact

in the�nalstate.

In Fig.5 we show the com parison between m onopole-antim onopole and m onopolium

production crosssectionsusingM asenergy unitasafunction ofR = 2m =M ,i.e.,binding

energy jE bindingj=M = R � 1.Two regim esarefound:

i) thelow binding regim e1< R < 2 wherethem m production isdom inant;

ii) thelargebinding regim eR > 2 wherem onopolium production isdom inantand can

bevery large.

In Fig.6 we plotthe logarithm ofthe totalcrosssection (in fb)forpp production of

m onopolium as a function ofm onopole m ass,for two m asses ofm onopolium (M =100

6
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Figure 5: The left�gure showslogarithm ic plotsofthe pp production crosssections(in units

ofM 2)via photon fusion form onopolium (�M = 0:1M ) and for m onopole-antim onopole as a

function R = 2m =M for low binding. The �gure on the right shows logarithm ic plots ofthe

pp production cross section (in unitsofM 2)via photon fusion form onopolium (�M = 0:1M )

and form onopole-antim onopole asa function ofR forlarge binding. The solid line represents

the totalcross section; the various contributions are represented by: inelastic (dashed line);

sem ielastic (dotted line)and elastic (dot-dashed line).

GeV and M = 1000 GeV),aswellasthe totalcrosssection form onopole-antim onopole

production as a function ofm onopole m ass. The two m ass plot shows the dependence

with m onopolium m ass ofthe cross section. There isalways a threshold atm = M =2,

i.e.forzero binding energy,where the crosssection vanishes,and then a rapid rise with

m onopolem ass.Thereafterthecrosssection growsin asofterm anner,although itshould

berealized thatwedealwith alogplotand thereforethegrowth isnotnegligible.Finally,

thesm allerthem onopolium m ass,thelargerthecrosssection is.

The m ost spectacular signature of the curves is that for �xed m onopolium m ass

the cross section increases with m onopole m ass, instead ofdecreasing, as happens in

m onopole-antim onopoleproduction,and them agnitudebecom esenorm ousforvery large

binding energy. Thus a strongly bound m onopolium state would be an idealsystem to

disentanglem onopoledynam ics.

4 C onclusions

W e have carried outan investigation looking forhintsofthe so farnotseen m onopoles.

Our m otivation has been,that ofour previous work [15],nam ely that m onopolium ,if

strongly bound,iseasierto producethan m onopole-antim onopolepairs.

W e have perform ed a calculation in which m onopolium isproduced via the conven-

tionalm onopole dynam ics[18,19]used to study m onopole-antim onopole production by

photon fusion atLHC energies.Ourcalculation isparam eterized in term softhreequan-

tities:m ,them onopolem ass,M them onopolium m ass(orbindingenergy)and thewidth

7
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Figure 6: W e represent the logarithm ic plot ofthe totalpp cross section from photon fusion

in fem tobarnsasa function ofm onopole m ass,fortwo m onopolium m assesM = 100 G eV and

M = 1000 G eV and com pare it with the corresponding m onopole-antim onopole (m m ) cross

section.

�M which wesim ply taketo benarrow com pared with them onopolium m ass.

Our analysis distinguishes two clearly distinct regions associated with the binding

energy in m onopolium . Ifthe binding energy issm allcom pared to the m onopole m ass,

them onopole-antim onopoleprocesswillbedom inant.On thecontrary ifitiscom parable

orlarger,them onopolium processisnotonly dom inantbutcan beextrem ely large.

The m ostfavorable scenario,which agreeswith thatdiscussed in ourpreviouswork,

isa two energy scalescenario,whose

i) low energy scaleisgoverned by them onopolium m ass,M ,reachableby LHC,

ii) and whose high energy scale is governed by the m onopole m ass,m ,which arises

through the structure ofm onopolium ,and which could be largerthan the energy

reachableby LHC.

Underthese circum stancesthe crosssection asa function ofthe m onopole m assbe-

com essizeable.

An exam ple,ifm onopole and m onopolium have a m ass of1 TeV,at an integrated

lum inosity of100 fb� 1 atLHC,Dougalland W ick predict about106 m onopoles,while

ourcalculation would produce108 m onopolia.

Since at present we cannot calculate the m onopolium param eters,M and �M ,the

experim entalendeavorisnoteasy. However,ifwe extend the theory to incorporate the

weak interaction [21,22]therearesom efeatureswhich m ightsim plify thetask,

8



i) theresonancepeak ofthem onopolium can befound in threeexitchannels2
,
Z0
and 2Z0’s.

ii) m onopolium can be produced in an excited state before it annihilates,thus the

annihilation processwillbeaccom panied by a Rydberg radiation spectrum ;

Thecalculated valuesforthecrosssections,corresponding to reasonablem onopolium

m assscenarios,renderourcalculation sound and thislineofresearch worth pursuing.
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