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A bstract

M agnetic m onopoles have attracted the attention of physicists since the founding
of the electrom agnetic theory. Their search has been a constant endeavor which was
Intensi ed when D irac established the relation between the existence of m onopoles and
charge quantization. However, these searches have been unsuccessfiil. W e have recently
proposed that m onopolium , a m onopole-antin onopole bound state, so strongly bound
that it has a relatively smn allm ass, could be easier to nd and becom e an indirect but
clear signature for the existence of m agnetic m onopoles. Tn here we extend our previous
analysis for its production to two photon fusion at LHC energies.
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1 Introduction

T he theoretical justi cation for the existence of classical m agnetic poles is that they
add symm etry to M axwell’s equations and explain charge quantization [1/,12,[3] . D irac
form ulated his theory of m onopoles considering them point-ike particles and quantum
m echanical consistency conditions lead to the so called D irac Q uantization Condition
DQC),

N
eg= — iN =12, 1)

w here e is the electron charge, g the m onopole m agnetic charge and we use natural units
h=c= 1.

N um erous experin ental searches form onopoles have been carried out but allhavem et
w ith failurel4,|5,16,17,18,19,[10]. The last, carried out by the CDF collaboration at the
Ferm iN ational Laboratory [L1], found no m onopoles and established a lower m ass lim it
of 360 Gev.

T his Jack of experim ental con m ation has led m any physicists to abandon the hope
In their existence. A way out of this In passe is the old dea of D irac [1,112], nam ely,
m onopoles are not seen freely because they are con ned by their strong m agnetic forces
form ing a bound state called m onopolm [13,/14]. T his dea was the leitm otiv behind our
recent research [15], nam ely we proposad thatm onopolium m ight be easier to detect than
free m onopoles. W e showed that certain param eterizations of the m ass and the w dth,
allowed for such a scenario.

T he Large Hadron C ollider (LHC ) w ill soon enter in operation and w ill probe the new
energy frontier opening possibilities for new physics including the discovery of m agnetic
m onopoles either directly, a possibility contem plated long tim e ago, [16,17], or through the
discovery of m onopolium , as we have been advocating. T his developm ent m otivates our
present research w hich analyzes the production ofm onopolium at LHC by them echanian
of photon fusion.

R ecently, D ougall and W ick have presented a calculation of m onopole{antin onopole
production from photon fusion at proton colliders [18,[19]. Themass lim it of CDF was
obtained assum ing D rellYan (DY ) production which dom inates over other processes at
Tevatron energies. D ougalland W ick have shown that at LHC energies photon fusion is
the dom nant process [18,/19]. W e proceed to calculate the production of m onopolium by
m eans of this process and com pare our results w ith m onopole{antim onopole production.
W e conclude that, ifm onopolium isa strongly bound state, its cross section is Jarger than
that for creating a heavy m onopoleantin onopole pair and consequently gives rise to a
m ore clear experim ental signal.

2 M onopolium production

A ussful com putational theory of m onopoles does not currently exist to perform a direct
production calculation. Forthisreason wew illem ploy am inin alm odelofm onopole inter—
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Figure 1: D iagram m atic description of the reaction studied.

action w hich assum es am onopole photon-coupling w hich is proportionalto them onopole’s
Induced ekectric ed g foram onopolem oving w ith velocity  [18,19,[20]. T his approxi-
m ation can be shown tobealn ost equivalent to the low energy e ective theory ofG nzburg
and Schiller [21),[22]. T his theory wasderived from the standard electrow eak theory in the
one loop approxin ation leading to an e ective coupling proportional to gers m'— g,where
! is a kinem atical energy scale of the process which is below the m onopole production
threshold, thus rendering the theory perturbative. This is so because that in a photon
fusion diagram the dynam icalscale is E?  4m 2, thus

! P E2 4m? E
— T i (2)
m 2m 2m
and therefore if E 2m , ie., kinetic termm s are an all, both schem es coincide. Here !
describes the active energy scale, E the center of m ass energy, m the m onopole m ass and
the velocity.
The D irac quantization condition does not specify the soin of the m onopoles. W e
choose here m onopoles of spin 1/2, follow ing D ocugalland W ick [18,[19], coupled in m o—
nopoliim to goin 0 In order to have a m Inim um energy radial structure.

W e then study the expected production process at LHC , nam ely

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

shown in Figlll, where p represents the proton, X an unknown nal state and M the
m onopolium . This diagram summ arizes the three possible processes:

i) nelastcp+p! X +X +( )! X +X + M
i) ssmiehsticp+ p! p+ X + ( )! p+ X + M
i) elsticp+ p! p+p+ ( )! p+p+ M.
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Figure 2: D dagram m atic description of the elem entary subprocessof them onopolium production
from photon fiision.

In the inelastic scattering,both Interm ediate photons are radiated from partons (quarks
or antigquarks) in the colliding protons.

In the sam ielastic scattering one Intermm ediate photon is radiated by a quark (or
antiquark), as in the inelstic process, whilk the second photon is radiated from the
other proton, coupling to the total proton charge and leaving a nal state proton intact.

In the elastic scattering both interm ediate photons are radiated from the interacting
protons leaving both protons intact In the nalstate.

The full calculation includes contributions from these three individual regin es.

W e next proceed to describe the elam entary subprocess shown in Fig.[d, which deals
only w ith photonsand m onopolium ,and w illcom e back to the full pp scattering treatm ent
later on. The standard expression for the cross section of this elem entary subprocess
results in

4 M? (E) y

2 - = 4
( M) EZ(EZ ]_\/_[2)2_'_]_\/_[21\24 (4)

where we have assum ed that m onopolium decays with a width y and (E ), with E
o mass shell, describes the production cross section. The width y arises from the
softening of a delta fnction, (E? M ?) and therefore is, in principle, independent of
the production rate (E ) [23].

W e enter now the com putation of the (E ), which represents the width of the 2
decay of m onopolium . T he calculation, follow iIng standard eld theoretic techniques of
the decay of a non+elativistic bound state 23,124], leads to

2
(E)= 32MZ‘JjM(o>32: (5)
W e have usad the conventional approxin ations, nam ely that them onopoles are aln ost on
shell and that in the calculation of the elem entary process we have neglected the binding
energy, ie. M = 2m . However, we express the nal formula in term s of the m onopolium
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Figure 3: D fagram atic representation of the m odel describing the coupling of photons to m o—
nopolium .

mass, M , because the latter will take care of the binding. Here , corresponds to the
photon {m onopole coupling and  isthem onopolium ground state wave fiinction.

U sing the C oulom b wave functions of ref.[15] expressed in the m ost convenient way to
avoid details of the Interaction, which w ill be param eterized by the binding energy, one
has

S F = 20 %)3-21«[13; (6)

and the schem e of Dougalland W ick [18,/19] adapted to m onopolium production, gives
rise to
2 * M o5 3
E)= W@ ;) m>: (7)
Here, isthe ne structure constantand them onopolium velocity,
S

= 1

M 2
2 :
which is the velocity of the m onopolesm oving in the m onopolium system .

Note that due to the value of the width vanishes at the m onopolium m ass, w here
the velocity is zero. T herefore a static m onopolium is stalble under this interaction.

A caveat must be m ade. There is a duality of treatm ents in the above form ulation,
see Fig. [3. The static coupling is treated as a Coloumb Ike interaction of coupling g
binding the m onopoles Into m onopolium , although ultim ately the details are elin inated
in favor of the binding energy param eterized by them onopolium massM .W e nd in this
way a sin ple param etric description of the bound state. T he dynam ics of the production
of the virtual m onopoles, to be bound in m onopolium , is described in accordance w ith
the e ective theory [18,119], 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

(8)
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Figure 4: W e show the photon fusion production cross section for m onopolium (solid curve)
forR = 15 and y = 0:1, and form onopole-antin onopole (dotted curve) as a function of the
energy variable E = E=M .

param etric description using approxin ate strong dynam ics while the coupling to photons
is elem entary.
T he production cross section can now be w ritten as
P> s 15 2 2
2 2RTFR 1) v E 1)

2 . _ .
M? (2 ! M) o & 1pr 7' (9)

whereR = 2m =M ;(1 < R < 1 ). This param eter ratio describes the binding energy of
monopolim In units ofM , sihceM = 2m + Epnging. E = E=M Iis the center of m ass
energy measured in units of M and y = y =M is the decay width of m onopolium
also measured In units of M . The right hand side is adin ensional and therefore the
above expression gives the cross section in units of 1M . Them onopolium w idth, which
vanishes w ith our dynam ics, arises from higher order e ects or other possible dynam ics
and we consider it as a param eter. Even in the case m onopolium would be stable at rest
the w dth would param eterize the beam width 23].

In Fig. [4 we show the photon fusion cross section for m onopolium for a value of
R =15and y = 01, together w ith that for m onopole-antin onopole obtained In ref.
118,119], which we have sim ply rew ritten using M as the energy unit,

! !
) ) ' ~ R2(1 OZ)(B 3 o 1+ 0 ) ) ) 10
M® (2 ! M)= T P A ) g (10)




T he qualitative features of both cross sections are radically di erent. T hem onopoliim
cross section isa spike slightly above them onopolium m ass, w here it vanishes, assum ing a
reasonablewidth y < M ,while them onopole-antin onopole cross section is a soft curve
extending over a Jarge energy region. It is also clear from Eqg. (9) that the height of the
pick strongly depends on the value of the binding, ie., the Jarger the binding energy the
largerwillbe R and the higher w ill be the pick.

It is in portant to note that the approach followed to descrilbe the coupling (g ! g )
provides us w ith a large negative power of energy which m akes the m onopolium cross
section allo very rapidly. In the G InzZburg-Schiller approach, four pow ers of the energy
are substituted by four pow ers of them onopolium m ass and therefore one obtainsa larger
e ective w dth for the pick, and thus a Jarger integrated cross section for the sam e values
ofR and .

3 C ross section estim ates

W e calculate fusion form onopolium production follow ing the form alian of D reeset al.
26 ]bene tting from the the flulldocum entation of the calculation in the work ofD ougall
and W ick [18,/19]. W e obtain therew ith the pp cross section for m onopoliuim and for
m onopole-antin onopol production w ithin the sam e com putational codes.

The full pp calculation inclides contributions of three types: inelastic, sam i{elastic,
and elastic scattering. W e sum these individual contributions to nd the total pp cross{
section, .

In the nelastic scattering, p+ p! X +X + ( )! X + X + M , to approxin ate the
quark distribution w ithin the proton we use the Cteg6{1L parton distridbution finctions
27]and choose Q2 = 4=4 throughout.

W e em ply an equivalent{photon approxim ation for the photon spectrum of the in-
term ediate quarks [28,129].

In sam i{elastic scattering, p+ p! p+ X + () ! p+ X + M , the photon spectrum
associated with the interacting proton must be altered from the equivalent{photon ap-
proxin ation for quarks to account for the proton structure. To accom m odate the proton
structure we use the m odi ed equivalent{photon approxim ation of [30].

For elastic scattering, p+ p! p+p+ ( )! p+ p+ M ,both protons ram ain intact
In the nalstate.

In Fig[d we show the com parison between m onopole-antin onopole and m onopolium
production cross sectionsusing M  asenergy unitasa function ofR = 2m =M ,ie.,binding
energy Fipnaing3FM = R 1. Two regin es are found:

i) the Iow binding regine 1 < R < 2 where themm production is dom inant;

i) the hrgebinding regim e R > 2 where m onopolium production is dom nant and can
be very large.

In Figld we plt the logarithm of the total cross section (in fb) for pp production of
m onopolium as a function of m onopole m ass, for two m asses of m onopolium (M =100
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Figure 5: The left gure show s logarithm ic plots of the pp production cross sections (in units
of M ?) via photon fusion for m onopolium ( y = 0:M ) and ©r m onopole-antin onopolk as a
function R = 2m =M for low binding. The gure on the right show s logarithm ic plots of the
pp production cross section (In units of M ¢) via photon fusion form onopolum ( y = 0:IM )
and for m onopole-antin onopole as a function of R for large binding. T he solid line represents
the total cross section; the various contributions are represented by: nelastic (dashed line);
sam jelastic (dotted line) and elastic (dotdashed line).

GeV and M= 1000 Ge&V ), as well as the total cross section for m onopole-antin onopole
production as a function of m onopole m ass. The two m ass plot show s the dependence
w ith m onopolium m ass of the cross section. There is aways a threshold atm = M =2,
ie. for zero binding energy, w here the cross section vanishes, and then a rapid rise w ith
m onopolem ass. T hereafter the cross section grow s In a softerm anner, although it should
be realized thatwe dealw ith a log plot and therefore the grow th isnot negligible. F inally,
the an aller the m onopolium m ass, the larger the cross section 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 of decreasing, as happens in
m onopole-antin onopole production, and the m agnitude becom es enorm ous for very large
binding energy. Thus a strongly bound m onopolium state would be an ideal system to
disentangle m onopole dynam ics.

4 Conclusions

W e have carried out an nvestigation looking for hints of the so far not seen m onopoles.
O ur m otivation has been, that of our previous work [15], nam ely that m onopolum , if
strongly bound, is easier to produce than m onopole-antim onopole pairs.

W e have perform ed a calculation in which m onopolium is produced via the conven—
tionalm onopole dynam ics [18,/19] used to study m onopole-antin onopole production by
photon fusion at LHC energies. O ur calculation is param eterized in term s of three quan-—
tities: m , them onopolem ass,M them onopolium m ass (or binding energy) and the w dth
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Figure 6: W e represent the logarithm ic plot of the total pp cross section from photon flision
in fam tobams as a function of m onopole m ass, for two m onopolium massesM = 100 G&V and
M = 1000 GeV and com pare it with the corresponding m onopoleantin onopole (m m ) cross
section.

v which we sim ply take to be narrow com pared w ith the m onopoliuim m ass.

O ur analysis distinguishes two clearly distinct regions associated with the binding
energy in m onopolium . If the binding energy is am all com pared to the m onopole m ass,
the m onopoleantinm onopole process w illbe dom inant. O n the contrary if it is com parable
or larger, the m onopolium process is not only dom inant but can be extram ely large.

T he m ost favorable scenario, which agrees w ith that discussed in our previous work,
is a two energy scale scenario, whose

1) Jow energy scale is govemed by the m onopoliim m ass,M , reachable by LHC,

i) and whose high energy scale is govermed by the m onopole m ass, m , which arises
through the structure of m onopoliim , and which could be larger than the energy
reachable by LHC .

Under these circum stances the cross section as a function of the m onopole m ass be-
com es sizeable.

An exam ple, f m onopole and m onopolim have a mass of 1 TeV, at an Integrated
lum inosity of 100 fb ! at LHC , Dougall and W ick predict about 10° m onopoles, while
our calculation would produce 10 m onopolia.

Since at present we cannot calculate the m onopolium param eters, M and  , the
experim ental endeavor is not easy. However, if we extend the theory to incorporate the
weak Interaction 21/,122] there are som e features which m ight sim plify the task,



i) the resonance peak of the m onopolium can be found in three exit channels 2 , Zg
and 27%Zg’'s.

i) m onopolium can be produced in an excited state before it annihilates, thus the
annihilation process w ill be accom panied by a R ydberg radiation spectrum ;

T he calculated values for the cross sections, corresponding to reasonable m onopoliim
m ass scenarios, render our calculation sound and this line of research worth pursuing.
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