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INTRODUCTION

1. FOREWORDM

The elucidation of the mechanism of electroweak symmetegking is one of the main goals of the LHC
physics program. In the Standard Model (SM), mass genera@itriggered 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 &ontly unknown parameter is the Higgs
boson mass.

The Minimal Supersymmetric extension of the Standard M@d&SM) requires the introduction
of two Higgs doublets, in order to preserve supersymmetry give mass to the fermions, and after
spontaneous symmetry breaking five Higgs particles renmathé spectrum: two CP-eveh,{{), one
CP-odd @) and two charged{*) Higgs bosons. At lowest order the MSSM Higgs sector can be
described by two parameters, generally chosen ta hethe mass of the pseudoscalar Higgs boson, and
tan 8 = v9/v1, the ratio of the two vacuum expectation values. The lowedtropredictions receive
large radiative corrections which must be included wheoutating Higgs couplings or masses. At tree
level, the lightest neutral Higgs boson has an upper bourd gfwhich is increased tev;, < O(130 —
140) GeV when radiative corrections are included [3].

The search for the Higgs at collider experiments has nowgbeimgoing for two decades. The
present direct lower limit of the Higgs mass in the SM is 11@&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 luminositylze 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 paavide 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 predictiondoth signal and background cross sections
and distributions, and this is true in particular for an aate 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 preidics 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, Ipoovides the dominant production
mechanism of Higgs bosons at the LHC in the full mass range.

QCD corrections to this process at next-to-leading orddtGNhave been known for some
time [9-11] and their effect increases the leading order)(b@ss section by about 80-100%. This
calculation is very well approximated by the largegs, 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 sectiogesarom 1 tod% whenm; < 200
GeV. In recent years, the next-to-next-to-leading ordeéMl(®) corrections have been computed in this
limit [12—17], leading to an additional increase of the sr@gction of about0 — 15%. Soft-gluon
resummation leads to a further increase of ali¥at[18]. The latter result is nicely confirmed by the
more recent evaluation of the leading soft contributions*itO [19-21]. Two loop EW effects are also
known [22-24].

In the MSSM, for largean 3, the contribution from bottom quark loops becomes impdréam
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 ee@ttibution of squark loops has been
evaluated at NLO [28] and is discussed in Sect] 11. The nassiwal corrections to the squark loops
are given in Ref. [29, 30].

The higher order calculations mentioned above are ceytamportant but they refer to total cross
sections, i.e., the experimental cuts are largely ignofée.impact of higher order corrections on the rate
and the shape of the corresponding distributions may bagiraependent on the choice of cuts. In the
case in which one [31] or two [32] jets are tagged at largehe 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 transversemsmtum of
the accompanying jet. For Higgs plus one jet productiorretigea rather flat dependence of thifactor
on pr and rapidity for moderater andy. In the MSSM, the Higgs plus jet rate is known at lowest
order only [33, 34]. The Higgs pluz 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 esipeental 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 WW~ — [TI-vw. Recently, an
independent NNLO calculation has been performed [38, 8@Juding all the relevant decay modes of
the Higgs bosonh, — v, h — WTW~ — [Tl"vv andh — ZZ — 4 leptons. Such a calculation is
implemented in a Monte Carlo program and is documented sréport in Sec{._2.

Among the possible differential distributions, an impatteole is played by the transverse mo-
mentum p) spectrum of the Higgs boson [40]. When ~ my, the standard fixed order expansion is
applicable. Whemnr < my, large logarithmic contributions appear that may invabdidne customary
fixed order expansion. The resummation of such contribatias 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 43148] valid at large transverse momenta.
It is important to note that transverse-momentum resunamagi approximately performed by standard
Monte Carlo event generators. A comparison of results nbthivith different tools was presented in
Ref. [49].

For Higgs boson masses below about 140 GeV the dominant decdgh — bb is swamped by



the huge QCD background and the Higgs boson can be found kintpat the rarér — ~+ decay mode.
The~~ background can be measured precisely from the data usiafyasid 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 larges,, limit [53]. The ~+ irreducible background has
been computed up to NLO including the fragmentation effgets Thegg — ~~y contribution, which is
formally NNLO, is enhanced by the large gluon luminosity @known up to NLO (i.e. O(a?)) [55].

For Higgs masses between 140 and 180 GeVithelW~ — [T~ vv decay mode is the most
important. Despite the absence of a mass peak, there ang singular correlations between the charged
leptons [56]. To suppress thiebackground, a jet veto has to be applied to cut events with-hjgb-jets
from the decay of the top quark. The impact of higher-ordereztions on the Higgs signal is strongly
reduced by the selection cuts [37,39,57]. This channelap@de be one of the maost promising for an
early discovery [58], but at the same time it is the most emaling 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 priec@vledge of the background distributions.
The W*W~ irreducible background is known up to NLO [59, 60] includiggin 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 distiobns and are now implemented in the
MC@NLO event generator [62,63]. The potentially largge— W W ~ contribution, formally NNLO,
has also been computed [64, 65]. Theackground, including the effect of spin correlations [G6]
known up to NLO and is also included in MC@NLO. A complete aidtion including finite width
effects (and thugV =W —bb, Wtb) is available at LO only [67].

When the Higgs mass is larger than abtog® GeV, the decayy — ZZ — 4 leptons becomes
dominant. This channel is much easier to observe thafthiél’ — channel because the invariant mass
of the leptons can be reconstructed and thus the backgramte measured from the data. Accurate
predictions become important when the nature of the Higgtcfes is studied. The irreducibl& 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]cd@loalation of theyg — ZZ contribution
is accounted for in this report in Secis] 6. and 7. We finalliertbat the full QCD+EW corrections to
the decay modes — WHTW—(ZZ) — 4 leptons have been recently computed [69, 70].

1.2 Vector-Boson Fusion

The vector boson fusion (VBF) process plays an importad fal a wide range of Higgs masses. The
VBF cross section is typically one order of magnitude smahan 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 quarksekahange &’ or aZ boson. Since
valence quark distributions in the proton are peaked ativelg large Bjorkenz (z ~ 0.1 — 0.2), the
scattered quarks emerge with very large longitudinal mdorerand transverse momentum of the order
of a fraction of the boson mass. As a consequence, the tygg@ture of a VBF event is given by two
hard jets with a large rapidity interval between them, andesithe exchanged boson is colourless, there
is no hadronic activity between them. Although this charivad a smaller cross section with respect to
gluon fusion, it is very attractive both for discovery and flee measurement of the Higgs couplings.

The NLO QCD corrections to the total rate were computed same ago and found to be of the
order of5—10% [71]. In recent years, these corrections have been implerdéor 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 int$&l

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 vacdkgl when trying to isolate theWW W
and hZ Z couplings through VBF. The gluon fusion contribution is wmat LO with full top mass
dependence [77]. The kinematical distributions of the iregdets show remarkable differences in the
two production mechanisms. Thee distribution of the tagging jets is rather flat for the VBF read)

By contrast, the loop inducedyg coupling leads to a pronounced dipZ&$ = 90°. Another significant
difference is found in the rapidity distribution of the thinardest jet with respect to the rapidity average
of the other two. The VBF signal has a dip in the central regwimere the gluon fusion background is
peaked. As such, a cut on jets wjih > p¥** in the central rapidity region (central jet veto) enhances
the relevance of the VBF signal. Recently, NLO QCD corrawido theh + 2 jets process in the
large myq,-limit have been computed [32], and also parton shower tsffen 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 whenptfi€¢ is much smaller than the Higgs
boson mass the coefficients of the perturbative series dr@nead 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.18.

The most important decay channels of the Higgs boson in VEBFhar+ 7+7— andh —
WHW~ — [Tl~vv. Theh — 777~ decay mode provides an important discovery channel in the
MSSM. Ther* 7~ invariant mass can be reconstructed at the LHC with an acgwfoea few GeV. This
is possible because VBF typically produces Higgs bosorts laitje transverse momentum. As a conse-
guence, a sideband analysis can in principle be used to mestheubackground from the data. The most
important backgrounds are QCBDjj and EWZ ;5 from VBF. Both are known up to NLO [79, 80].

Theh — WTW~ — ITI7vv decay mode is the most challenging, because, as for gluanfus
it does not allow a direct Higgs mass reconstruction. TheglirciblelW * 17~ background is known up
to NLO [81]. The other important backgroundtis+ jets, and has the largest uncertainty. Recently, the
NLO corrections tat+ jet have been computed [82]. It will be essential to inclutedecay of the top
quark with full spin correlations. In addition, finite wid#ifects could be relevant.

1.3 Associated Production With abb 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 large 5, since the Higgs
coupling to bottom quarks is enhanced in this regime. thars 2 7, Higgs production in association
with ab quark is the dominant production mechanism at the LHC. Tagscsection fob- Higgs produc-
tion can be computed using two different formalisms, whigpresent different orderings of perturbation
theory. In the four-flavour scheme the cross section statts gy — bbh at LO. The cross section for
the associated production of the Higgs boson with zero, ortev@ high-transverse momentubrjets

is known up NLO [83-86]. In the five flavour scheme, the LO pescisbb — h and bottom quark
parton distributions are introduced to sum the potentiallge logarithmslog(my,/m;). The inclusive
cross section has been computed up to NNLO [87], and the sexg®n for the associated production
with one highpr b jet is known at NLO [88]. In recent years, a detailed comperisetween the results
of the two approaches has been performed with the conclikairthe two approaches lead to similar
results. For a discussion see Ref. [89, 90]. In addition eteetroweak corrections t — h [91], the
dominant top quark contributions to the NNLO rate for thelesive bbh process [92] and the SUSY
QCD corrections téb — h, bg — bh are known [93]. The effects of SUSY-QCD é+Higgs production

is discussed in Sedt. 12.

1.4 Associated Production With att Pair

The htt channel offers the possibility of a clean measurement otdheguark Yukawa coupling. The
NLO corrections to thé:tt signal were independently computed by two groups [94-91, faund to
increase the signal cross section20y— 40%. Thehtt channel was initially thought to be an important
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Fig. 1: Total cross sections for Higgs production at the LAie gluon fusion result is NNLO QCD with soft gluon resumma-
tion effects included at NNLL and uses MRST2002 PDFs witloreralization/factorization scales equahto,. The vector
boson fusion curve is shown at NLO QCD with CTEQ6M PDFs andmnexalization/factorization scales equabtg,. TheVh
results { = W, Z) include NNLO QCD corrections and NLO EW corrections and M&&ST2002 PDFs with the renormal-
ization /factorization scales equal to thg, — My invariant mass. Théb — h result is NNLO QCD, with MRST2002 PDFs,
renormalization scale equal tn;, and factorization scale equal oy, /4. The results fotzh production are NLO QCD, use
CTEQ6M PDFs and set the renormalization/factorizatiotestwamn: + my, /2 [100].

discovery channel in the low Higgs mass region, looking at’th— bb decay mode and triggering on
the leptonic decay of one of the top. The main backgroundgtabeandttbjj. Recently, more detailed
investigations based on a more careful background evatuatid 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 al’ or a Z boson

This channel is essential for the Higgs search at the TavdtmoHiggs masses below30 GeV. The
leptonic decay of the vector boson provides the necessakghbaund rejection to allow for looking at
theh — bb decay 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 IDfah, but in the case afh an
additional contribution from theg initial state must be included [103]. Full EW corrections &nown
and decrease the cross sectiorbby 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 8atlo programs. A summary of the total
rates for the most important Higgs production channelsasvshin Fig.[1 [100].
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2. HNNIEO: A MONTE CARLO PROGRAM FOR HIGGS BOSON PRODUCTION AT THE
LHC

2.1 Introduction

Gluon-gluon fusion is the main production channel of then8&ad Model Higgs boson at the LHC. At
leading order (LO) in QCD perturbation theory, the crosgisads proportional tm%, ag 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(NLO) [12—-17]. The effects of a jet veto
on the total cross section has been studied up to NNLO [35]radél that all the results at NNLO have
been obtained by using the largé: approximation,); being the mass of the top quark.

These NNLO calculations are certainly important but theferréo 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 sgclidne impact of higher-order corrections
may be strongly dependent on the details of the applied cutsatso the shape of the distributions is
typically affected by these details.

The first NNLO calculation that fully takes into account espental cuts was reported in
Ref. [36], in the case of the decay mode — ~~. In Ref. [37] the calculation is extended to the
decay moded — WW — Iviv.

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 generatdris Teature makes it particularly suitable for
practical applications to the computation of distributidn the form of bin histograms. Our numerical
program can be downloaded from [105]. The decay modes taaiarently implemented al® — ~~,
H—-WW — lvivandH — ZZ — 4 leptons [39].

In the following we present a brief selection of results tbeat be obtained by our program. We
consider Higgs boson production at the LHC and use the MR&4 p@rton distributions [106], with
parton densities andg evaluated at each corresponding order (i.e., we(use 1)-loop ag at N'LO,
with n = 0, 1,2). The renormalization and factorization scales are fixeti¢éovalueur = prp = My,
whereMy is the mass of the Higgs boson.

2.2 Results For the Decay Moded — ~y

We consider the production of a Higgs boson of mags = 125 GeV in the H — ~~ decay mode
and follow Ref. [98] to apply cuts on the photons. For eacmewe classify the photon transverse
momenta according to their minimum and maximum vajug,;,» andprm.x. The photons are required
to be in the central rapidity regiomy| < 2.5, with prpi, > 35 GeV andprmax > 40 GeV. We also
require the photons to be isolated: the hadronic (partaracsverse energy in a cone of radiis= 0.3
along the photon direction has to be smaller than 6 GeV. Blyampthese cuts the impact of the NNLO
corrections on the NLO total cross section is reduced frofb 1®11%.

In Fig.[2 we plot the distributions ip7,;, andprm.x Of the signal procesgg — H — vv. We
note that the shape of these distributions sizeably diffgren going from LO to NLO and to NNLO.
The origin of these perturbative instabilities is well kmojt07]. Since the LO spectra are kinematically
bounded by < My /2, each higher-order perturbative contribution producetegrable) logarithmic
singularities in the vicinity of that boundary. More degdilstudies are necessary to assess the theoretical

2Contributed by: S. Catani and M. Grazzini
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Fig. 2: Distributions inprmin @ndprmax for the diphoton signal at the LHC. The cross section is diithy the branching
ratio in two photons.
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Fig. 3: Normalized distribution in the variabtes 6*.

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

In Fig.[3 we consider the (normalized) distribution in theiable cos *, wheref* is the polar
angle of one of the photons in the rest frame of the Higgs b@ssnsmall values ofos 6* the distribu-
tion is quite stable with respect to higher order QCD coroast. We also note that the LO distribution
vanishes beyond the valdes 6}, .. < 1. The upper boundos 6;; ., is due to the fact that the photons are

required to have a minimumy- 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 reshéyond LO.

2.3 Results for the Decay Moded — [viv

We now consider the production of a Higgs boson with mé&gs = 165 GeV in the decay mode
H — lvlv. We apply a set of preselection cuts taken from the study &f[B8]. The charged leptons
havepr larger than 20 GeV, ang)| < 2. The missing is larger thar20 GeV and the invariant mass of
the charged leptons is smaller th&hGeV. Finally, the azimuthal separation of the charged lepto the

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



MRST2004
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Fig. 4: NormalizedA¢ distribution at LO, NLO, NNLO.

transverse plane¥¢) is smaller thari 35°. By applying these cuts the impact of the NNLO corrections
on the NLO result does not change and is of al20jt.

In Fig[4 we plot theA ¢ distribution at LO, NLO and NNLO. As is well known [56], the atyed
leptons from the Higgs boson signal tend to be close in aaglké thus the distribution is peaked at small
Ag¢. We notice that the effect of the QCD corrections is to insecthe 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 praduoatross section at the LHC up to NNLO
in QCD perturbation theory. The calculation is implemenitethe numerical prograriNNLO, which

at present includes the decay modés— vy andH — WW — lvlvandH — ZZ — 4 leptons.
The program allows the user to apply arbitrary cuts on the ameof the partons and leptons (photons)
produced in the final state, and to obtain the required Higions in the form of bin histograms. We
have presented a brief selection of numerical results #irabe obtained by our program. More detailed
results for the decay modds — WW and H — ZZ can be found in Ref. [39]. The fortran code
HNNLO can 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 Higgsolbdn association with two hard jets in

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

channel—is a cornerstone in the Higgs search both in the A [1488] and CMS [109] experiments at
the LHC. Higgs production in the VBF channel also plays anartgmt role in the determination of

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

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

4Contributed by: M. Ciccolini, A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, C. &ert, 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 wegHiggs-boson radiation off a W- or Z-
boson produced in-channel quark—antiquark annihilation (Higgs-strahlymgcess), with the weak
boson decaying hadronically. The second channel proceaiidynthrough strong interactions, the Higgs
boson being radiated off a heavy-quark loop that couplesyoparton of the incoming hadrons via
gluons [32,77].

In the weak-boson-mediated processes, the two scattesgisgqare usually visible as two hard
forward jets, in contrast to other jet production mechasisoffering 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}44d references in Refs. [2,115]) it is possible
to sufficiently suppress background and to enhance the VBRai over the hadronic Higgs+2jets pro-
duction mechanism.

In order to match the required precision for theoreticadmtons at the LHC, QCD and EW
corrections are needed. When VBF cuts are imposed, the seati®n can be approximated by the
contribution of squared- andu-channel diagrams only, which reduces the QCD correctiongttex
corrections to the weak-boson—quark coupling. Explicitrie-leading-order (NLO) QCD calculations
in this approximation exist since more than a decade [7]], Mile 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 calculatiocludles, 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 paramed®d 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 coenga briefly summarized. The precise
setup is described in Sectibn B.3, and Sedtioh 3.4 contaisumerical results.

3.2 Different Approaches and Codes

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

e CDD: References [75, 76] present a detailed description of #heulation of the complete NLO
EW and QCD corrections to Higgs-boson production in the VB&mmel at the LHC. The NLO
O(as) corrections include the complete set of QCD diagrams, nathelt-, «-, and s-channel
contributions, as well as all interferences. The integratess section (with and without dedicated
VBF selection cuts) was calculated, as well as differentgldiboson and tagging-jet observables.
In the EW corrections, real corrections induced by photarthe 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.

e VBFNLO [116] is a NLO parton-level Monte Carlo program which impkems one-loop QCD
corrections for a collection of relevant VBF processes, bfclv Higgs-boson production, in the
narrow resonance approximation, is the simplest examptgs-boson production in weak-boson
fusion is implemented following the results of Ref. [72]BFNLO generates an isotropic Higgs-
boson decay into two massless “leptons” (which represeént— or v or bb 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 d@esidered. We have employed
VBFNLO-v.1.0,and included only four flavours of the external quarks.

e VV2H [117] calculates the production cross section of Higgs besosa WW /ZZ — h,H at
hadron colliders at NLO QCD according to the formulae presgimn Refs. [71,115]. Interference



effects between W- and Z-boson fusion are neglected. Thgramoallows to calculate the total
production cross section for the scalar Higgs bosons of Meusd MSSM. For the present study
we employed the'v2H version dated July 23, 2007, which was maodified in order tactwoff the
contributions from b quarks in the final and/or initial state

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

G, =1.16637 x 107°GeV 2, «(0)=1/137.03599911,

MEFP = 80.425 GeV, IEEP = 2,124 GeV,
MEEP = 91.1876 GeV, ILEP = 2.4952 GeV,
me = 0.51099892 MeV, m, = 105.658369 MeV,  m, = 1.77699 GeV,
m,, = 66 MeV, me= 1.2GeV, my = 174.3GeV,
mg= 66 MeV, mg= 150 MeV, mp = 4.3 GeV. Q)

CDD uses the complex-mass scheme [119]. This requires a fixetth widhe W- and Z-boson
propagators in contrast to the approach used at LEP to fit taed\Z resonances, where running widths
are taken. Following Ref. [120] to convert the “on-shelllues of MEF andTHEY (V = W, Z) to the
“pole values” denoted by/; andI'y, leads to

My = 80.397... GeV, Tw=2.123... GeV,
Mz =91.1535... GeV,  T'z=2.4943... GeV. )

In vv2H andVBFEFNLO the W- and Z-boson masses are fixed according tolEq. (2) andtter-bosons
widths are set to zero.

The masses of the light quarks are adjusted to reproduceathrertiic 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 zemBINLO. We use théx,, scheme, i.e. we
derive the electromagnetic coupling constant from the Feamstant according to

ag, = V2G, M (1 — My, /M7) /. 3)

CTEQG6 parton distributions [122] are used. Processes wiitrmal bottom quarks are not in-
cluded in this comparison. As discussed in Section 3.4 of Rél these contribute at the level of a
few per cent. We us@/yw as factorization scale both for QCD and QED collinear contions. For
the calculation of the strong coupling constant we emglfy as the default renormalization scale, in-
clude 5 flavours in the two-loop running of, and fixas (M) = 0.118, consistent with the CTEQ6M
distribution.

3.32 Phase-space cuts and event selection

We employ the same jet definition parameters, phase-spatewamt selection cuts as described in
Refs. [73, 75, 76]. Jet reconstruction from final-state gragtis performed using thier-algorithm [123]
as described in Ref. [124]. Jets are reconstructed fronomsf pseudorapidityn| < 5 using a jet
resolution parameted = 0.8. In the EW corrections, real photons are recombined withgetording
to the same algorithm. Thus, in real photon radiation evdimal states may consist of jets plus a real
identifiable photon, or of jets only.

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

prj > 20GeV, |ly;| < 4.5, 4)



My [GeV] 120 150 170 200 400 700
o728 [b] 4226.3(6)| 3357.8(5)| 2910.7(4)| 2381.6(3) | 817.6(1) | 257.49(4)
oyEEme [fb] | 4227.1(1)| 3358.0(1)| 2910.8(1)| 2380.79(8)| 817.48(3)| 257.444(9)
o2 [fb] | 4226.2(4)| 3357.3(3)| 2910.2(3)| 2380.4(2) | 817.33(8)| 257.40(3)
o SPTEV (] | 5404.8(9)| 3933.7(6)| 3290.4(5)| 2597.9(4) | 834.5(1) | 259.26(4)
o o 1] 4424(4) | 3520(3) | 3052(3) | 2505(2) | 858.4(7) | 268.2(2)
oo [fh] | 4414.8(2)| 3519.8(2)| 3055.9(2)| 2503.3(1) | 858.73(4)| 268.02(1)
o [fb] 4415(1) | 3519.7(8)| 3055.8(7)| 2503.4(6) | 858.8(2) | 268.03(6)
oD ) | 6030(4) | 4313(3) | 3579(2) | 2802(2) | 878.9(6) | 269.9(2)
i TV fb] | 5694(4) | 4063(3) | 3400(3) | 2666(2) | 839.0(7) | 285.9(3)

Table 1: Total integrated cross section figr — H+2jets+- X in LO and NLO without any cuts, calculated bpD, o1.¢;/x1.0

with VV2H, 07§ x1.0, @nd WithVBENLO, 076 )'x1,0, for the setup defined in the text.

wherepr; is the transverse momentum of the jet anis rapidity. Two tagging jet$; andj, are defined
as the two jets passing the cui$ (4) with highessuch thafp;, > prj,. Furthermore, we require that
the tagging jets have a large rapidity separation and résidpposite detector hemispheres:

Ay = Yy, — yia| > 4, Yir  Yjo < 0. (5)

3.4 Numerical Results

In this section we present, for a range of Higgs-boson ma¢s@sand NLO QCD corrected results
obtained bycDpD, o7 NLO? with vv2H, UEV(%}}NLO’ and withVBEFNLO, ai%jﬁ(}w. These results were
calculated approximating the cross section by the coritdbwof squared- and u-channel diagrams
only, without any interferences. We also present the QCBected results, including all diagrams and

interference contributions;™ ™ 2P together with the results including both QCD and EW coioest,

"LO/NLO?
QCD+EW -
Iro/NLO » 8S obtained bygDD.

Table1 contains results for the total integrated crossmeatithout any cuts. The small difference
between the results obtained y2H and VBFNLO is due to the different treatment of vector-boson
widths. We observe that the approximate LO cross sectiomeagthin5 x 10~4, and the NLO corrected
results withir2 x 10~3, a difference which is of the order of the statistical erfidre complete predictions
o QCD+EW differ from the results of7v2H andVBEFNLO by 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 af/y
is due to thes-channel contributions, which are only consideredchyp.

Table[2 shows results for the integrated cross section mfteosing VBF selection cuts. We
observe that the approximate LO cross sections agree witkin0~*, and the NLO corrected results
within 1 x 10~2, a difference which is of the order of the statistical errbhe difference between the
complete predictions QCPTEW and the results oFBFNLO is 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 correctioasa large as QCD corrections.

3.5 Conclusions

We have presented results for NLO cross sections of Stafdade! Higgs-boson production via weak-
boson fusion at the LHC. A tuned comparison of QCD correce=iilts obtained by three different
calculations has been performed. Taking into account enandu-channel diagrams we found good
agreement. We have also presented full NLO EW and QCD cexeatsults to gain some insight
into the nature of this approximation. We found agreemenwvéen the approximate and fulP(a)
results when VBF cuts are applied. On the other hand, fordta integrated cross section, there is a



My [GeV] 120 150 170 200 400 700
o8 ] 1686.2(3) | 1433.4(2) | 1290.3(2) | 1106.8(1) | 451.27(5)| 153.68(2)
oy [fb] | 1686.90(5)| 1433.79(4)| 1290.42(4)| 1106.97(3)| 451.31(1)| 153.689(4)
o 5PV (] | 1686.5(3) | 1432.7(2) | 1289.8(2) | 1106.4(1) | 451.16(5)| 153.66(2)
oo 1] 1728(2) | 1463(1) | 1313(2) | 1121(1) | 444.8(33) | 147.2(1)
ﬁ%gg D[fb] 1728.8(2) | 1461.7(2) | 1311.7(1) | 1119.8(1) | 444.71(3)| 147.14(1)
oD ) | 1738(2) | 1468(2) | 1318(1) | 1122(1) | 445.0(4) | 147.23(9)
otV fb] | 1599(2) | 1354(2) | 1230(1) | 1048(1) | 419.2(4) | 155.8(1)

Table 2: Integrated cross section fgs — H + 2jets + X in LO and NLO, including VBF selection cuts, calculateddnp,
oo NLo» @nd WIthVBENLO, 076 )7 0, 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@®atmns.
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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 meament of the couplings of any
observed Higgs scalar to the electro-weak bosons. A useb@dugtion process in this context is
pp — Hjj[125-127] through weak boson fusion (WBF) [128], as showRign[5(a), with contributions

from all identifiable decay channels. The Higgs plus two ighature also receives contributions from
Higgs boson production through gluon-fusion mediatedubhoa top-loop, as illustrated in Figl. 5 (b).
However, the Higgs plus dijet-sample can be biased towar@B W 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 twgpeiduction are considered to be well
under control. For WBF, both the radiative corrections witQCD [10, 71, 72, 129] and the electro-
weak sector [75, 76] have been calculated; for the gluorofuprocess, 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 sn3&ll,— 6%, and there is even partial numerical

SContributed by J. R. Andersen, T. Binoth, G. Heinrich, J. MhilBe
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Fig. 6: Example of contributing one-loop interference ternia) M,z Mj and (b)M,,M7. There are four contributing
topologies for each gluon-fusion attifusion process. (c) shows a real emission processes dkrakment squared level.

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

However, there is an irreducible (i.e. unaffected by the VWBE) contamination in the extraction
of the ZZ H-coupling from interference between the gluon fusion andRNBocesses, which was ig-
nored in the literature until recently. At tree level, sunterference is only allowed in amplitudes where
there is a < 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 albwat the one-loop level which do
not suffer from the kinematic suppression stemming fromrdwgiirement of & «+» wu-crossing [133].
At order O(a?a?), one finds an interference term between the gluon-Zsidduced amplitude which
is not allowed atO(a2a?) by colour conservation. Thi’-induced amplitudes are crossing-suppressed
and therefore not taken into account. The diagrams whereettter boson is in the-channel can also
be safely neglected because they are strongly suppressbe BYBF cuts. As discussed in Ref. [132],
for identical quark flavours the loop amplitudes are the @rder 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, denotedy and M, (Fig.[5(a) and (b)), are proportional
to a colour singlet and a colour octet term. The colour singidormally of orderO(a?) whereas
the octet is of orde©(a?). The one-loop amplitudes, which we cal,, and M, respectively, are
mixtures of octet and singlet terms. For the interferencen t&e need to consider only the octet part
of M,z and the singlet part aM,,. One finds that only four one-loop five-point topologies facle
amplitude survive this colour projection. Sample diagramesshown in Fid.16.

The loop amplitudes require the evaluation of one-loop fiat tensor integrals with a mixture
of massless and massive configurations in both propagatdrexernal legs. We apply the reduction
algorithm outlined in Ref. [134,135] to express each Feymdiagram as a linear combination of 1-, 2-,
and 3-point functions i) = 4 — 2e dimensions and 4-point functions ip=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 at#ained as linear combinations of scalar
integrals. No one-point functions appear in the reductamg also two-point functions are absent in the
amplitudes ofM, . Furthermore, coefficients of some of the integrals whidseain several topologies
sum to zero. If the tree resulting from a certain cut of a nrastegral corresponds to a helicity forbidden



Dars Pop > 20 GeV Na M <0
n; < 5 |77a — 771)| > 4.2
sq > (600 GeVy

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

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

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

We used dimensional regularisation to extract the IR sengfies from the divergent integrals. The
leading1 /<2 poles cancel, but there remaing & pole which is cancelled when the virtual corrections
are combined with the real emission part shown in Eig. 6(@.tdAbe expected, the collinear IR diver-
gences from the three-parton final states integrate to eing only a soft divergence proportional to
1/e, which we isolated using the phase space slicing method 1#4Q. The phase space integration and
the numerical evaluation of integrals and coefficients decbin 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 poltutibthe clean extraction of th8Z 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 “backgdiufY7]. Our input parameters for the
numerical studies are taken from [106] and [142]. In additwe use a Higgs boson mass of 115 GeV
and the NLO parton distribution set from Ref. [106]. We ude@ running forag, in accordance with
the chosen pdfs.

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

As the interference effect is proportional 2&e (Mg, M7 + M,z 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 jetd¢;;. As the event topology has two well separated jets, it besgos-
sible to define an orientation of the azimuthal angle whidbved observability in the whole range of
[—m, 7], as pioneered in Ref. [110, 128\ ¢,; is then defined through

’p"‘THp_T’ COs A(bj] = p+T : p_T7
2‘p+THp_T’ sin A(bjj = Euupab/j_pibg C:,

(6)

whereb (b_) are unit vectors in positive (negative) beam directiord likewise for the jet momenta
p+. The cuts ensure that the two tagging jets lie in oppositeig@meres. Defined in this way, the observ-
able A¢;; becomes a powerful discriminator for differefif’-structures of the Higgs Boson production
vertex [110].

Figure[7 displays the contribution to the distributionA,; from the interference terms for var-
ious helicity and flavour configurations. There is an acdialecancellation of sea and valence quark
contributions which leads to the fact that the sum over allofla and helicity assignments peaks at
around2 ab/rad only, with an integrated effect bfl 9 4+ 0.07 ab, where the error is due to the numerical
integration.
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Fig. 7: TheAg;;-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 resction does not represent the impact
on theA¢;; distribution. The integral of the absolute value of the;; distribution, [™_ quSjj‘ﬁgﬁ ‘
is a more useful measure of the impact of the interferenaxefin the extraction of th& Z H-vertex.
This integral evaluates t@1 + 0.1 ab, an order of magnitude larger than the integral over thilating
distribution. The total integral over the the absolute gabfi the fully differential cross section leads to
29.59 £ 0.07 ab.

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

As can be readily seen in Figl. 7, there is also a cancellatween 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 inéerder The flavour- and
helicity sum for each quark line therefore leads to some@aaton, which amounts to roughB0% 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 andfeuthe interference effect project out only
about20% of the full complex loop amplitudes.

We chose the factorisation and renormalisation scales asciordance with the natural scales in
the relevant high energy limit (as explained in Ref. [78], ithe factorisation scales are set equal to the
transverse momenta of the relevant jet, and the renorrtialisscale for the strong couplings are chosen
correspondingly, i.e. one; evaluated at each value of the transverse momentum of #heajed 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$ieachoice of pdf set has no impact on the
conclusions: the numerical importance of the interferéadmsically unchanged.

4.4 Conclusions

We have outlined the calculation of the loop-indud@@n?a?) interference effect between the gluon
fusion and weak boson fusion processes in Higgs boson plugetyroduction at the LHC.

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



Dei»Pd,»pj, > 40 GeV Ye Ya <0
y; < 5 |yc - yd| > 4.2
Sca > (600 GeVy Ye < Yn < Yd

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

a single effect we rather find a conspiracy of several meshasi

e accidental cancellations between the sea quark and vadgrack contributions

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

e cancellations due to destructive interference of the phieen the different contributions.

The exact impact of these partly accidental effects, iniqadr 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 experimegtaisignificant. 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 ofatie-weak symmetry breaking, mediated by
the Higgs scalar within the context of the Standard Modebrbter to determine whether any observed
fundamental scalar is the Higgs Boson of the Standard Mddsimperative 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 Basoduction through weak boson fusion
(WBF). This process contributes to the signal for the prddacof a Higgs boson in association with
two jets. This channel also receives a significant confidbufrom higher order corrections to Higgs
boson production through gluon fusion. In fact, it has rélgdpeen suggested [145] that the increased
significance of the signal over the background obtained yiring at least two hard jets in association
with a Higgs boson may decrease the necessary integrateddsity required for a discovery of the
Higgs boson through gluon fusion processes. However, iardmmeasure the Higgs boson couplings
to the weak bosons, it is necessary to suppress the gluoonfasintribution to the production of a
Higgs boson in association with two jets. This is achieved [y 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 gluondingontribution to the:jj-channel. The first
radiative corrections have recently been calculated [8#jile this fixed order approach certainly is the
best tested and understood approach for predicting thédivgterturbative corrections, the calculational
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complexity means that currently the productiomgfi 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, antsaer how to best estimate hard jet emission
in Higgs production via gluon fusion. We take as a startingipa factorised form for the scattering
amplitudes, which formally applies in a certain kinemaitiait (that of multi-Regge-kinematics (MRK)).
We extend the domain of applicability of the amplitudes frAgymptotia into the region of relevance
for the LHC by using known all-order constraints of scattgramplitudes. We validate the approach
by checking the approximations in a comparison with fixedeongsults, where these are available.
Furthermore, the resulting estimate for thgarton final state (which includes some virtual correcjon
is then matched to the known tree level results for hjj and Rjpally, we implement the description in
a Monte Carlo event generator for Higgs + multiparton préidug 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

. ab—po..pjhpjripn a adpcy
IMpyg = 2i§(igsf Gpiapio

J

H < 2 exp[& )(yz 1= Yi)] (igsfcidiciH) Cﬂi(qi7Qi+l)>
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wheregs |s the strong coupling constant, agdqg;, are the 4-momentum of gluon propagators (g;G+
Zk o b for i < j), C,, is theLipatov effective vertefor gluon emission, and'y; is the effective

vertex for the production of a Higgs boson, as calculated éh R48]. Furthermoreg(q?) occurs

from the Reggeisation of the gluon propagator, and encouglcorrections (see e.g. [149]). This

approximation formally applies in the MRK limit, which cae lexpressed in terms of the rapiditigg }

of the outgoing partons and their transverse moménia}:

Yo S YIS > Ynils Pil M Pir1l; @~ 45 (8)

This limit is particularly well suited for studies within éhWBF cuts of Tablé€l4, since a large rapidity
span of the event is then guaranteed.

In the true limit of MRK, the squared 4-momenja — qu, and the square of the Lipatov
vertices fulfil—-C,,,C* — 4‘1“‘1”+1 Applying these limits, the sum overto infinity of the amplitudes
in Eq. (7), mtegrated over the fuII phase space of emittedrg can be obtained by solving two coupled
BFKL equations. This result would then apply to the phaseeah

Yo oS Y1L> > Ynyts Dil 2 Pigils 41~ 44 9)

While both expressions are equally valid in the region of Apjotia, we extend the applicability
of the results obtained in the High Energy Limit to the regidmterest 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 usagrtbwn LO matrix elements (solid), and the estimate gainau f
the modified high energy limit (dashed). One sees that thmmatst is well within the scale variation of the LO result, aibed
by varying the common renormalisation and factorisatiaiexcin the rang8.5 < p/uo < 2, wherepy is the default choice
(indicated by the shaded regions). Also shown is the rest#tioed from the fully inclusive:-parton sample of Eq.{7).

1. DO NOT INTRODUCE NEW DIVERGENCES Using the expression in Ed.J(7) correspondseo
movingsome divergences from the full scattering amplitude (tHénear divergences), but not
movingany divergences. The expression in Eq. (7) is divergent fmrlynomentum configura-
tions for which the full scattering amplitude is also diveng This is different to the case where
the MRK limit of invariants has been substituted (resultfrgm 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 oflfEq. (7) résultghysical
(negative) differential cross sections. This happens wherffective Lipatov vertex is applied to
momentum configurations very far from the MRK, where it isgbke to obtain—C,,,C** < 0.

It is perhaps interesting to note that restricting the negibphase space where the formalism is
applied is similar to th&inematic constrainof 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
table[4, obtained using both the full matrix element (exttddromMADEvent /MADGraph [153]) and
the relevant expression of Eq] (7) for two and three partodyction, with the virtual corrections set to
zero (@ = 0). We choose renormalisation and factorisation scale inrdemce with the study of Ref.
[78]. One notes two things. Firstly, the approximation te jit rates is well within the scale uncertainty
of the known tree level results. We have therefore expligtiown that the terms taken into account
in this approach indeed dominate . Secondly, the crossosefdr the production of a Higgs boson in
association with 3 jets is similar to the one for the produrcdf a Higgs boson in association with two
jets. The large size of the three-jet rate was already regant Ref. [130], and clearly demonstrates the
necessity of considering hard multi-parton final statesrdeoto describe correctly the expected event
topology and to answer questions on e.g. the effectiverfessentral jet veto in suppressing the gluon
fusion channel.
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LO 2-jet 0.504 + 0.0013
>, n-parton,= 2-jet | 0.267 + 0.0034
LO 3-jet 0.228 + 0.0018

>, n-parton,> 2-jet | 0.161 + 0.0087

Table 5: The angular decorrelation parameter given by emugid), 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 gny— 0 is regulated by the divergence of the virtual
corrections encoded ia. By implementing the regularisation through phase spacmglit becomes
possible to obtain the fully inclusive any-parton samplesbynming Eq.[{(7) over alj, n. This is very
efficiently implemented by following the method for phase@p generation outlined in Ref. [154].
Furthermore, since we can trivially expand the expresdiomsy order iy, it is possible to check the
performance of the formalism against the available tregetieesults, and to implement matching to these.
We choose to implemerit R-matching at the amplitude-level for channels which havertrdoution

in the high-energy limit (e.gug — hug andgg — hggg), and R-matching for those which do not
(e.g.99 — huu anduuw — 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, weosk KtJet [155]. We use the parton
distribution functions of Ref. [106]. The distribution oh#il state jets subject to the cuts of table 4 is
shown with the dashed histogram in Figlte 8. One sees a s@mifnumber of events with more than 3
hard fp, > 40GeV) jets. More importantly though, the method outlinedhiis fpaper allows for an esti-
mate of the emissions of partons not quite hard enough todssitied as jets, but still causing sufficient
decorrelation. The azimuthal angular correlation betwberntagging jets has been suggested previously
as a good observable for differentiating between the GGR¥BE production modes. Furthermore, the
nature of the distribution of the azimuthal angl®etween the two tagging jets can potentially be used to
determine the nature of the Higgs coupling to fermions [1#&jwever, the usefulness of this observable
is threatened by hard jet emission which acts to decorrétatéagging jets. As suggested in Ref. [156]
the structure of the distributiodo /d¢;, ;, can be distilled into a single numbdy given by:

N O-((bjajb <7/4)—o(r/4 < Pjogy, < 3m/4) + O-((bjajb > 3m/4)

0(Gjajy < T/4) +0(T/4 < bjujy, < 37/4) + 0(0j,5, > 37/4)
The results using our approach are collected in Table 5. @itp&r interest is the difference between the
first two numbers. The first{, = 0.504 4= 0.0013) describes the result obtained in the two-jet tree-level
calculation. The secondi(, = 0.267 & 0.0034) is the result obtained for events classified as containing
only two hard jets, but completely inclusive in the numbefimdl state partons. The difference is mostly
due to the decorrelation caused by the additional radiat@rclassified as hard jets. As expected, the
further hard emissions have a stronger effect than estimetiag a parton shower approach [78].

Ay
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5.4 Conclusions

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



We have presented example results for the distribution af Btate jets, and for the azimuthal
decorrelation parametet,. 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 tol&gjet emission, as well as pure multijet final
states. It would be very interesting to interface the finallest found here with parton shower algorithms,
thus resumming in principle both the number of jets (hardgues) 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 élecuracy 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 df boson pairs provides an important background for Higgshssarches in
the H — ZZ channel at the LHC. It has been studied extensively in theglitire including higher order
corrections [59, 60, 157, 158]. Production Bfboson pairs through gluon fusion contributes’Hi?)
relative togq annihilation, but its importance is enhanced by the largomlflux at the LHC. It was
analyzed in Refs. [159, 160]. Leptonit decays were subsequently studied for on-shell [161] and off
shell [162] vector bosons. In this note we present the finstpdete calculation of the gluon-induced loop
processyg — Z(v)Z(y) — ££¢'¢, 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 theitaisiplrepresentation implemented in our
program. We compared it numerically with an amplitude repntation 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 ahiagrisontribution. A combination of the
multi-channel [165] and phase-space-decomposition @], Monte Carlo integration techniques was
used with appropriate mappings to compensate peaks in thhtage. 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 progess Z(v)Z(vy) — ¢£¢'¢' atthe LHC, i.e. for
the production of two charged lepton pairs with differentdia Note that no flavor summation is applied.
First, we give the cross section when standard LHC cutgfboson production [60] are applied. More
precisely, we requirgs GeV < My, < 105 GeV for the invariant masses &fand¢’#’, which suppresses
the photon contribution to less than 1%. Motivated by thaédiatceptance and resolution of the detectors
we further requireor, > 20 GeV and|n,| < 2.5 for all produced leptons. To obtain numerical results
we use the following set of input parametefdi;, = 80.419 GeV, Mz = 91.188 GeV, G, = 1.16639 x
1075 GeV2, I'y = 2.44 GeV. The weak mixing angle is given by, = My /My, 52, = 1 — 2.
The electromagnetic coupling is defined in tig scheme asi, = v2G, M7, s /m. The masses of
external fermions are neglected. The values of the heauwkguasses in the intermediate loop are set to
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o(pp — Z*(v*)Z*(v*) — L'l [fb)
g9 qq ONLO | 9NLO+gg

LO NLO oLO ONLO
osta | 1.492(2) | 7.343(1) 10.953(2) | 1.49 1.14

Table 6: Cross sections for the gluon and quark scatterimribations topp — Z*(y*)Z*(v*) — ££¢'¢" at the LHC
(v/s = 14 TeV) where standard LHC cut§q GeV < My, < 105 GeV, pre > 20 GeV, || < 2.5) are applied. The
integration error is given in brackets. We also show thevratithe NLO to LO cross sections and the ratio of the combined
NLO+gg contribution to the NLO cross section.

M; = 170.9 GeV andM, = 4.7 GeV. Thepp cross sections are calculated,at = 14 TeV employing
the CTEQ6L1 and CTEQ6M [122] parton distribution functiatsree- and loop-level, corresponding
to ALO = 165 MeV and A} = 226 MeV with one- and two-loop running fax,(u), respectively. The
renormalization and factorization scales are sét/to

We compare results f@¢¢'¢’ production in gluon scattering with LO and NLO results foz tiuark
scattering processes. Since we are interestef{4n Z () production as a background, thg — H —
Z Z signal amplitude is not included. The LO and NLO quark scateprocesses are computed with
MCFM [60], which implements helicity amplitudes with fulb# correlations [167] and includes finite-
width effects and single-resonant corrections. Table @shgluon and quark scattering cross sections for
the LHC. We find a NLQK -factor forqg — ZZ of 1.5. Enhanced by the large gluon flux at the LHC, the
gg process yields a 14% correction to the tdfdf cross section calculated from quark scattering at NLO
QCD. This is substantially higher than the correspondifigincrease fol/ W production [136], where
no right-handed’ f f coupling contributes. Relative to the Lfg — 7 Z prediction theyg contribution is
about20% in agreement with the finding in Ref. [162]. Without top andtbo quark contribution theg
cross section i8.885(1) fb. The massive bottom and top loops increase the resultmassmtermediate
light quarks by abou?0%. This is much more than the correspondit@fs for gg — WW [136],
where all quark loops are suppressed by at least one topgatgaln thegg — ZZ case on the other
hand a puré quark loop occurs and gives rise to a contribution that idlaimio the massless first or
second generation down quark loop. We estimate the rengathgoretical uncertainty introduced by
the QCD scale by varying the renormalization and factaorascales independently betweéf, /2
and2M,. Forthegg — ZZ process we find a renormalization and factorization scatemainty of
approximately20%. The scale uncertainty of thgf — ZZ process at NLO is approximatel/s. The
scale uncertainties are thus similar fgr — ZZ andgg — WW.

Selected differential distributions fop — Z(v)Z(y) — £¢¢'¢" at the LHC are shown in Fifl 9,
where the standard set of cuts defined above is applied &)gHbws the distribution in the invariant
massMy; of the four produced leptons. We compare the gluon-gluondead contribution with the quark
scattering processes in LO and NLO. We observe that theiamtanass distribution of the gluon-gluon
induced process is similar in shape to the quark scattengyibutions and suppressed by about one
order of magnitude in normalizatior¥ boson pairs produced in quark-antiquark scattering at thé€ L
are in general strongly boosted along the beam axis. Gluduneed processes on the other hand result
in ZZ events at more central rapidities. This feature is born guhb distribution in the pseudorapidity
of the negatively charged lepton shown in Hig. 9b). In oraedistinguish the shapes of the various
contributions we have chosen a linear vertical scale antithéo gluon-gluon contribution multiplied
by a factor 10. Compared to LO quark-antiquark scattering,lépton distribution of the gluon-gluon
process shows a more pronounced peak at central rapidifiealso observe an enhancement of the NLO
corrections at central rapidities which is due to the suttsthcontribution 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/¢¢'?’ invariant mass\My; (a) and the pseudorapidity,— of the negatively charged lepton (b)
for the gluon scattering process (solid) and the quark exdatt processes in LO (dotted) and NLO QCD (dashed)pof—>
Z*(y*)Z*(y*) — £2¢'0 at the LHC. Input parameters as defined in the main text. @tandHC cuts are applied (see main
text and Tabl€l6). Theg distribution ofr,— is displayed after multiplication with a factor 10.

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

of cuts the LHC cross section fgy — Z(v)Z(y) — £0¢'¢ increases td.874(5) fb. In Fig.[10a) theZ
and~y contributions to the distribution in the invariant mads; are displayed. We observe that for Higgs
masses below th&-pair threshold, where ong boson is produced off-shell, the photon contribution to
the background is important. In Fig.110b) the contributiaressshown for the distribution of the transverse
momentunp,— of the negatively charged lepton. For this observable, ttwégn contribution becomes
non-negligible for values below 70 GeV.

6.3 Conclusions

We have calculated the loop-induced gluon-fusion progess: Z*(v*)Z*(v*) — ££¢'¢, which pro-
vides an important background for Higgs boson searcheseiriith— 77 channel at the LHC. Our
calculation demonstrates that the gluon-fusion contidiuto theZ Z background yields a correction of
about15% to the ¢g prediction at NLO QCD and that the photon contribution is arant for Higgs
masses below th&-pair threshold. We conclude that the gluon-gluon inducadkground process
should be taken into account for an accurate determinatigheodiscovery potential of Higgs boson
searches in thep - H — ZZ — leptons channel. Our public program, nam&elzz, includes
the ZZ, Z~ and~~ contributions with full spin and polarization correlat&groff-shell and interference
effects, as well as finite top and bottom quark mass effetis.alvailable on the Web [168] and can be
used as Monte Carlo integrator or to generate unweightddrpével events in Les Houches standard
format [169, 170]. ATLAS and CMS are currently using our paog to study the hadron-level impact
of thegg — ZZ background orH — ZZ searches at the LHC.
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7. GLUON- INDUCED Z*Z* BACKGROUND SIMULATION FOR HIGGS BOSON
SEARCHE

The contribution of thgg — Z*(v*)Z*(v*) — ££¢'0 process to the totalp — Z*(v*) Z* (v*) — L'l
production cross section has been evaluated after thecapiph of the selection cuts adopted for the
Higgs boson search through thie — ZZ — 2e2u decay channel in the CMS experiment [171]. The
minimal set of kinematical cuts needed to maximize the disgp significance 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 reconstructedl;; upper and lower thresholds on the
My,. The values of the selection cuts are mass dependent, aptnior different Higgs boson mass
scenarios, from 120 GeV to 500 GeV. The selection procechutdlee cut values are described in details
in Ref. [171]. A sample of Qg — Z*(v*)Z*(y*) — ££¢'¢" events has been generated at parton level
using the generator progragG2zz here presented. For the simulation of the shower evolutiemave
interfaced the generated parton-level events to the PYTMbAte Carlo generator [172]. In order to
increase the event statistics in the kinematical regiomtgfrest the following set of pre-selection cuts
has been usegir, > 5 GeV, |n,| < 2.5, M,z > 5 GeV. The cross section for the selected events is 2.8 fb.
We compare the gluon induced contribution with 7@k— Z*(v*)Z*(v*) — £00'¢' events generated
with the MadGraph LO Monte Carlo generator [173]. The LO sresction of this process is 27.67 fb,
where the same set of pre-selection cuts has been applieflig [kl we compare the distribution of
the invariant massi{y;) of the four leptons produced in the gluon-gluon and in tharkscattering
processes respectively. The pealdsf ~ My in theqq distribution is due to the s-channel production
process, that gives the main contribution to the crossaeatithe)M,; mass region below and ne&f .
Since the Higgs mass region below 114.4 GeV has been exclwdéte LEP data [4], almost all the
events produced by the s-channel process are removed bgl#dutian cuts adopted in the Higgs boson
search analyses. The effect of the mass dependent seleati®on theM,; distribution is shown in
Fig[12. The different curves correspond to the— Z*(v*)Z*(v*) — £00'0" events selected after the
pre-selection cuts (solid curve) and for a few Higgs bosossrszenarios (dashed curves), when only
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the cuts on the four leptons transverse momenta and on legtdi invariant masses4,;, M, ) have
been applied. The photon contribution is strongly supge$sr the Higgs boson search ab@i ;.
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Fig. 11: Distribution in thef¢' ¢’ invariant mass)/y,, for Fig. 12: Selected distributions in tié¢’# invari-
the gluon scattering process (solid) and the quark scatter-  ant massj,,, for the gluon scattering process at
ing process (dashed) pp — ZZ — £2¢'?" at the LHC, the LHC, obteined applying the pre-selection cuts
after applying 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.

The contribution of the gluon scattering to the ZZ crossisads reported in Fig 13, in terms of
the ratio of the selectegly — Z*(v*)Z*(v*) — ££¢'V" events respect to the Lgy — Z*(v*) Z* (v*) —
0007 selected events (solid square markers). The correctiordses approximately linearly from 3%
to 24% in theM,; region between 120 GeV and 200 GeV, and it is quite uniforrau@ad ~ 24%, in
the My, region above200 GeV. Superimposing to the graphic the ratio of the distidng shown in
Fig[11 (dashed curve), where only the pre-selection cuts wgplied, 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 thg contribution respect to thej 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 reduted8% in theM,; region above00 GeV,

a value compatible with our previous evaluation.
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Fig. 13: Contribution of the gluon-induced backgrougd — Z*(v*)Z*(y*) — (€00 respect to theqg —
Z* (v Z*(y*) — ££¢'¢ process, as a function of the four leptons invariant nidss, after application of the pre-selection
cuts only (dashed) and all selection cuts (other two curvEsg reference cross section of thigscattering is evaluated at the
LO (solid markers) and at the NLO (empty markers).



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

8.1 Introduction

In the VBF Higgs boson searches at LHC a selection of the sweith the central rapidity gap between
the two tagging jets is aimed to reduce the QZBjets and other backgrounds like W+jets andavhile
keep a high efficiency for the Higgs boson signal from the VB&dpction,VV — H. The central jet
veto was proposed and used in the first VBF Higgs boson amaljiEs, 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 teteic noise in the calorimeters which could
create the fake jets. The method of the reduction of the fakerimeter jets using the information
from the event vertex and the tracks was proposed in [177Fandessfully used in the CMS analyses
[176,178].

We consider three methods to perform the hadron activity irethe central rapidity region: the
(traditional) central calorimeter jet veto (CJV), the kaounting 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 vectambision processes for the Higgs boson
production. The performance of methods is compared in taftike signal efficiency and the QCD
Z+jets background rejection.

8.2 Studies at generator level

The QCD Z+jets events were generated using the ALPGEN [180] genevdtb 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 ldagt leadingE jets reconstructed with a
cone algorithm (cone size 0.5) that satisfy the followinguieements:

1. B} > 20 GeV
2. || < 4.5
3. Mjljg > 1000 GeV
4. | A2 > 4.2
5. p/t x pi? <0.
where j1 and j2 are two leadingr jets ordered inkr.

The performance of the two methods, CJV and TCV was compdrkd.CJV requires to reject
events with a third jet that satisfies

o B’ >20GeV
o 1 MN L 0.5 < 3 < M _ (5,
wherern’ ™" and1’ ™e* are the minimum and maximum of the two leading jets (j1 and j2). The

TCV requires to reject events with a certain number of "tedgicharged particles) within the tracker
acceptance regiofy| <2.4 that satisfies

o plrack > pcut GeVie
° nj min +05 < ntrack: < ,’7j mar _ () 5

The effect of multiple parton interactions generated witimd DWT [184] on the track counting veto
was studied.

Fig.[14 shows the number of charged particles within thekamacceptance and between the two
tagging jets ¢/ ™" + 0.5 < nireck < i maz _ (. 5) with pr > 0 GeVk (left plot), > 1 GeVi (middle

19Contributed by: M. Vazquez Acosta, S. Greder, A. Nikitendod M. Takahashi



plot) and > 2 GeV/c (right plot) for the signal (solid line) and the QCB+jets background (dashed
line). The multiple parton interactions were switched offfYTHIA. One can see a clear difference
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Fig. 14: The number of charged particles within the trackeegtance and between two tagging jetst'" +0.5 < n'"e* <
n? ™a® _ (.5) with pr > 0 GeVk (left plot), > 1 GeVie (middle plot) and> 2 GeV/c (right plot) for the signal (solid line)
and the QCLZ +jets background (dashed line). The multiple parton imtgoas are switched off in PYTHIA.

between the signal and the QCDrets background distributions. This difference, howdsgespoiled
when the multiple parton interactions are switched on.[Egshows the same distributions as in Eig. 14
but with the multiple parton interactions included in thexgetion. 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, thasgythe selection power for the
TCV method. With the cup$#=2 GeVk the efficiency for the signaV'V' — H (My=120 GeV) is

~ 0.8 and for the QCI¥ +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 trackeegtance and between two tagging jetst’” +0.5 < n*"e°* <
n? ™*® _ (0.5) with pr > 0 GeVk (left plot), > 1 GeVi (middle plot) and> 2 GeV/c (right plot) for the signal (solid line)
and the QCLZ +jets background (dashed line). The multiple parton irtitwas generated with Tune DWT are switched on in
PYTHIA.

jet veto efficiency for the background is smaller, 0.44, tlaagling to the conclusion that at the particle
level simulation the central jet veto provides the bettefgenance than the track counting veto. The
final conclusion, however should be resulting from the feliettor simulation including the detector and
reconstruction effects, like fake jet contribution frone thile 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 amglfd — 77 — ¢ + jet) [176] at an
instantaneous luminosity = 2 x 1033cm~2s~! are used. The pile-up events (4.3 events per crossing)
were included in the simulation. At the reconstruction lekie same VBF selections 2-4 on tagging jets
as described in the sectidn_B.2 were used and the taggingée¢srequired to havE% >40 GeV. The
CJV requires to reject events with a third jet that satisfies

° E%g > 10 GeV, whereE is a raw, non calibrated energy.
o fake jet rejection parameter = > p%?“c’f /E%3 > 0.1 (see [176] for details)

The TCV requires, on top of the selections mentioned in tle®ipus section, the quality selections on
the tracks:> 8 hits, AZ(track, vertex) <2 mm, AR(track,jet) >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 taggiiegs (7 ™" 4 0.5 < 1'% < 77 ™* _(.5) with pr > 1 GeVic
(left plot), > 2 GeVle (middle plot) and> 3 GeV/e (right plot) for the signal (full circles) and the QCD Z+jdtackground
(open squares).

Fig.[168 shows the number of reconstructed tracks betweemthforward tagging jets withr >
1 GeVk (left plot), > 2 GeV/e (middle plot) and> 3 GeV/c (right plot). Both the Higgs boson signal
(circles) and the QCL¥ +jets background (squares) can be clearly separated wipdyirapa cut on the
track multiplicity and for different trackr 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 a&neimsing cut on the track multiplicity
and pr up to the right top corner where 100% of events are selecteie black star indicates the
performance of the central jet veto (CJV) based on caloemgts. One can notice that this latter
achieves a good performance: 88.8.3% efficiency for the signal and 39:75.% efficiency for the
backgrouind. The TCV algorithm can reach this discrimipratpower rejecting events with more that
one track ofpr > 3 GeV/e. The right plot of Fig[ 17 shows the ratio of the signal andthekground
selection efficiencies as a function of the signal efficieditghows that the better ratio can be achieved
with the TCV at the price of losing a bit of signal. This woulbdvwiously depend on the overall tuning
of the analysis. The third algorithm, the track-jet cougtueto (TJV) is very similar to the TCV. Tracks
are first clustered along the beam axi) (starting from the track with the highegt following the
condition: AZ(cluster, track) <2 mm. Once a z-cluster is formed, the same procedure appj@s a
with the remaining tracks. In a second step a traditionaégetfinding method is applied with R = 0.5
around seed tracks (with highest). These jets are thus formed solely of tracks originatirgnfithe
different z-clusters. They are finally associated with tlgmal vertex if their z-impact parameter is
within 2 mm from the lepton z-impact parameter. This methibolea to refine the description of the
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Fig. 17: The track counting veto (TCV) performances (se8 fex the differentp’*¢* and track multiplicity thresholds.

hadronization process usually producing several colkahgiarticles with respect to the more exclusive
approach of the TCV algorithm. The discrimination variaste 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 TCatineng 80% for the signal efficiency and
40% for the background when requiring no track-jet WAl (track — jet, lepton) < 2mm, pg[‘?t >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 — 77 background.

The efficiency of the central rapidity gap selection (CRGSB)the Z+jets, Z — 771 background in the
VBF H — 77 search can be measured with thejets, Z — uu 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 QCIX¥+jets events were used. The events from the EWK
Z+2jets production still have to be added. The fully simudaggents with no pile-up were required to
pass the di-muon trigger. In the off-line analysis the evavith two muongp > 10 GeVE, |n| <2.4
isolated in the tracker were selected within the di-muonswaisdow 70< 1, <110 GeVE£?. The
following VBF cuts relaxed for the early analysis with thesfit00 pb! of the data are used. An event
must have at least two leadirtgy jets that satisfy the following requirementE;} > 40 GeV,|n/| <4.5,
Wl x pi? < 0and:

e soft VBF selections;y o > 400 GeVic?, |Ap/1i2| > 2.5

e hard VBF selectionsi/;y;2 > 800 GeV/c?, |Ap/172| > 3.5
The CJV used in this section requires to reject events wittird talorimeter jet that satisfies

. E%?’ > 30 GeV, whereFEr is the calibrated jet energy

o 1f MN L 0.5 < 3 < pf M _ (5,

Table [T shows the expected number of events after seledtioaf0 pb! and the efficiency and
the statistical accuracy of the CJV. Higl 18 shows the distion of)/ ™ andn’ ™ (left-upper plot),
then’? (left-bottom plot) and the variablg,=r’3-0.5¢) ™" + 7 ™) (right plot) for 100 pb! of the
"data” for one random experiment. All selections except@3 were applied.

8.5 Conclusions

With the full detector simulation is was shown that both tleatcal jet veto and the track counting
algorithms achieve very similar performance. The robusstrand the stability of the methods under a
variation of the run and detector conditions will be testethvhe real data using +jets, 7 — uu
events. It is believed that the track counting algorithirgimg on a single sub-detector, the tracking
system, would perform with a higher reliability.



Table 7: The expected number of events after selection®Oph ! and the efficiency and the statistical accuracy of the CJV.

selections number of events with 100 pty | 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 o’ ™™ andz’ ™2* (left-upper plot), they’® (left-bottom plot) and the variablg,; =1"3-0.5¢" ™" +
n? ™) (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 expé to be produced with high rate
via gluon or vector-boson fusion (VBF) mechanisms and aatotl/ (Z)H production. Apart from
observing the Higgs signal, it would be crucial to make atlth&C also a measurement of tHébb
coupling [8]. To this aim, Higgs production via VBF, with thiggs boson decaying intoté pair, plays
an important role [186]. In this contribution, we considduaher process that could help in determining
the Hbb coupling, that is the Higgs boson production in associatth a large transverse-momentum
photon (withpr 2 20 GeV) and twdforward jets [187]

pp— Hyjj—bbyjj +X, (11)

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



mp (GeV) | 110 | 120 | 130 | 140
o(H~jj) [fb] | 674 | 64.0 | 60.4 | 56.1
BR(H — bb) | 0.770] 0.678] 0.525] 0.341

Table 8: Cross sections for t&~ j; signal at LHC, forp). > 20 GeV,AR,; > 0.4, and a cuin;; > 100 GeV on the invari-
ant mass of the final quark pair. Also shown are the Higgs bbsanching ratios téb (computed through HDECAY [188]),
that are not included in the cross sections shown.

with H decaying tdbb, where at the parton level the final QCD parton is identifiedhwie corresponding
jet. In our study, we will not include diagrams where the jpinds 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
experimentabb mass resolution window around the Higgs mass.

There are a number of advantages in considering this QERhigtaler variant of the VBF Higgs
production procesgp — H(— bb) jj. The fact that the production rate is penalized by the edetag-
netic coupling is compensated by a few peculiarities of thenael in Eq.[(11). First of all, the presence
of an additional higtpt photon can improve the triggering efficiencies for multifjeal states, such as
those needed to selegh — H(— bb) jj events. Second, there is a large gluonic component entering
the partonic processes giving rise to the QCD backgroundisettb j; final state. As a consequence,
the QCD backgrounds are in general much Es$vein radiating a larget photon with respect to the
VBF signal. In addition there are dynamical effects thatmltically suppress the radiation of a central
photon in the irreducible QCD backgroundiioy j;j with respect to the VBF channel. When the photon
is forced to be emitted in the central rapidity region, a detive quantum interference arises between
the photon emission off the initial quark exchanging a glg@mnany other neutral vector boson) in the
t channel, and the photon emission off the corresponding dinatk. For the signal case of tié~y jj
production, the above mechanism of destructive interfarsmffects only the diagrams involving theZ
fusion. On the other hand, in the diagrams involvii@V fusion (that are responsible for the dominant
part of the basic VBH{ j; cross section) the charged currents in¢h8V vertices change the electric
charges of the in-out partons, and consequently the imé&rfe is now additive rather than destructive.
Therefore, the cross section fAF jj is expected to follow the usual pattern of QED correctiontaas
as itsW W fusion component is concerned. The relative contributibthe ZZ fusion will be instead
remarkably smaller than in the case of the basic \lBF; process.

To summarize, a measurement of tibey j; rate could lead to a combined determination of the
Higgs boson couplings th quarks and/ vector bosons, with less contamination from e Z cou-
pling uncertainties.

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

9.2 Signal and Irreducible Background

Cross sections for thH - jj production at/S = 14 TeV are shown in Tabl@8. In order to present results
as inclusive as possible only a minimal set of kinematicés isapplied AR,; > 0.4, pl > 20 GeV,
andm;; > 100GeV). The Higgs boson branching ratios &b, 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 ~ jj 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 Eq.l(11), it is useful taltéere the main kinematical properties
of a typical VBF event, that isp — H jj, and the corresponding backgrounds. For the Higgs boson
decaying to @b pair, the main background to the basic VBF process comes tinen®CD production
of the final statéb;jj, whenever théb;j;j kinematical characteristics approach the typical VBF gprfi
ration. By imposing a large invariant mass cut for the twonfard-jet system [i.ean;; < O(1) TeV],

a minimalp% of a few tens GeV's, and requiring tihé invariant mass to be around g within the m,;
experimental resolution, one can obtain a signal signitieg/+/B) of the order ofS/v/B ~ 3 — 5,
assuming an integrated luminosity of 600 f186].

Let us now consider the VBF Higgs production when a furthertreg photon is emitted, namely
pp — H~jj. According to the usual pattern of QED corrections, one maxpect the request of a
further hard photon to keep the relative weight of signal laackground quite stable. Were this the case,
the rates fopp — H ~jj and its background would be related t@#«) rescaling of the rates for the
H jj signal and its background, respectively, whernes the fine electromagnetic structure constant. On
this basis, one would conclude that there is no advantagenisidering thef ~ jj variant of theH jj
process, apart from the fact that the presence of a hardmphotbe final state can improve the triggering
efficiency of the detectors. However, as we explained in tiidluction, this pattern does not hold in
general when restricted regions of phase space are cosgider

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¢bgenore than one order of magnitude) in the
S/ B ratio, while the signal cross section roughly follows theze@ED rescaling.

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

The numerical results presented in this section have betpéandently 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 tloegsspp — H~y j7,
and then let the Higgs boson decay intbébgpair according to its branching ratio and isotropic phase
space. After the decay, cuts on thequark jets are implemented. For the irreducipje — bby jj
background, we computed all the matrix element®atia), neglectingd(a2a?), O(a3a?), O(asat)
andO(a”) contributions and their interference with ttiat«a) contribution. We checked that this has
no numerical impact on the results. The present study iddirait the parton level. A more complete
simulation, that takes into account showering, hadrominaand 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 parametric form of CTEQS5L [189], and the factdiozdérenormalization scales are fixed at
pE = pd =3 E?andu? = p} = m% + > E? for the backgrounds and signal, respectively is the
transverse energy of any QCD parton). The three Higgs-nassescl20, 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 momengm

Ph > 30GeV, ph>30GeV, ARy >0.7,

Iy < 2.5, |m| <25, |n;| <5,

m;; > 400GeV, mpg(1—10%) < my; < mp (1 + 10%),

1) p} >20GeV,

2) p} > 30GeV, (12)

whereik is any pair of partons in the final state, including the phpaom AR, = / A2n;, + A2¢;,
with n the pseudorapidity ang the azimuthal angle. The cross sections for the abasic event
selections are reported in Talile 9. Before comparing theasignd the background for thE ~ j;
process, we tried to optimize our event selection in Eql.(18)Yeed, the signal detectability can be



v,cut

P mpyg = 120 GeV | myg = 130 GeV | my = 140 GeV
o[H(— bb)vjj] | 20 GeV | 9.3(1) fb 7.4(1) fb 4.74(7) b

30GeV| 6.54(7) fb 5.2(1) fb 3.31(3) fb
o [bbyjj] 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
o[H(— bb)jj] 727(2) fb 566(2) fb 363(1) fb
o[bbjj] 593.7(5) pb 550.5(5) pb 505.6(4) pb

Table 9: Cross sections for the signal and the irreducibt&graund for thebasicevent selections in Eq.{IL2). Higgs production
cross sections include the Higgs branching ratiosbtoThe signal and irreducible background production ratesHe VBF
process without photon are also shown.

v,cut

T myg = 120 GeV | my = 130 GeV | my = 140 GeV
o[H(— bb)yjj] | 20 GeV | 3.59(7) fb 2.92(4) fb 1.98(3) fb

30GeV| 2.62(3) fb 2.10(2) fb 1.50(3) fb
o[bbyjjl 20GeV| 33.5(1) fb 37.8(2) fb 40.2(1) fb

30GeV| 25.7(1) fb 27.7(1) fb 28.9(2) b
o[H(— bb)jj] 320(1) fb 254.8(6) fb 167.7(3) fb
o[bbjj] 103.4(2) pb 102.0(2) pb 98.4(2) pb

Table 10: Cross sections for the signal and the irreducibtkdground for theptimizedevent selections of Eq._(lL3), added
to thebasicselection in Eq.[(12). Higgs production cross sectionsuitelthe Higgs branching ratios 4. The signal and
irreducible background production rates for the basic VB¥epss are also shown.

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

do
dmjj ’

do
dpj v
T

do
bl’
de

do
dmy H ’

do
|Anjl°

where;1 andbl denote the leadingr light jet andb— jet, respectively, andh., ;7 is the invariant mass
of the ybb system. By studying the variation of the significare/B as a function of the cuts on the
distributions (for more details see [187]), we foundogmimizedevent selection where, in addition to the
basiccuts, we impose the following cuts

mj; > 800GeV, pi >60GeV, pi >60GeV,

|Anjj| >4, myg >160GeV, AR, >12. (13)

vb/vj

With the above additional requirements, we find the crossasecreported in Table 10. One see that the
requirement of the extra central photon with 2, 20 GeV in the final state involves a reduction factor of
order 100 for the signal rate with respect to the final statbaut photon, according to the expectations
of the O(«) QED naive scaling. On the other hand, the radiative backgtasi 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 backgrouwdth an integrated luminosity of00 fb=! is
given in Tablé 11L.

9.4 Reducible Backgrounds

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



pr™ | my =120 GeV | my = 130 GeV | my = 140 GeV
S/VBluyjj | 20 GeV| 2.6 2.0 1.3
S/VB|uyj; | 30 GeV| 2.2 1.7 1.2
| S/VBluj; | 3.5 | 2.8 | 1.9 |

Table 11: Statistical significances with the event selectibEq. [12) and[{13), with an integrated luminosity 160 fo~*.
The valuee, = 60% for theb—tagging efficiency and a Higgs boson event reductior gy~ 70%, due to the finite10%)

bb mass resolution, have been assumed. Jet-tagging efficientphoton-identification efficiency are set to 100%. Onby th
irreducible background is included in this analysis.

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

e pp — v+ 4 jets, where two among the light jets are fake taggetl-gsts;
e pp — bb + 3 jets, where one of the light jets is misidentified as a photon;

e pp — 5 jets, where one of the light jets is misidentified as a photord two light jets are fake
tagged a%—jets.

By including also the reducible backgrounds, the statiftiignificance decreases by about 14(12)%
for p3:" = 20(30) GeV) with respect to Tablg-11, where only the irreduciblekigaound has been
considered. The most dangerous contribution to reducix&drounds comes fropp — bb + 3.

9.5 Conclusions

In this contribution, we studied the detectability of thegg boson production signal, when the Higgs
boson is accompanied by a hight central photon and two forward jets at the LHC. The Higgs hoso
decay into &b pair is considered. We analyzed the signal, the irreduci®® 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 additiorih® typical VBF final-state topology
significantly suppresses the irreducible QCD backgroumdpairticular, due to dynamical effects, the
latter has rates that are lower than the expectations @thg QED naive scaling by more than an order
of magnitude. As a consequence, after optimizing kineraktats, we obtain a statistical significance
S/+/B for the H(— bb)v jj channel that goes from around 3yify ~ 120 GeV, down to about 1.5,

if my ~ 140 GeV, for an integrated luminosity df00 fo—!. These significances are not far from the
corresponding values for the bagikf — bb) 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 contribubiothe ZZ — H boson fusion diagrams with
respect to théV’ W — H ones in the process — H(— bb)y jj. As a consequence, we think that the
study of theH (— bb)~ jj signal at the LHC could have a role in the determination ohtibe /b and
HWW couplings.

10. THE Z PLUS MULTI-JET BACKGROUND FROM THE DOUBLE PARTON INTERAC-
TIONS IN THE VECTOR BOSON FUSION H — 77~ SEARCH[H

The Z+jets production is the dominant background obtained irtB& H — 77 searches at the LHC
[108,113,175,176]. We estimated an additioAajets background originated from double parton inter-
actions (DPI) in a proton-proton collision when theboson 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 taggiets are both selected from the QCD
di-jet production.

The contribution from the double-parton interaction wamested with PYTHIA6.4 [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 mags > 70 GeVE? and the QCD di-jet events were
generated withyy >20 GeVE. The NLO cross sections210° fb for the Drell-Yan production and the
PYTHIA cross section 8.210' fb for QCD di-jet production were used in the estimates presk At
the second step two events (Drell-Yan and QCD di-jets) waxedrtogether and analyzed as one event.
Jets were found at the particle level by the simple cone #lgor(cone size 0.5) implemented in the
PYTHIA PYCELL routine.

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

m opg X OB

cap = (14)

2 Oefy

wherem=1, for indistinguishable parton processes amd2 for distinguishable parton processes (in
our case we use=2). In the experimental study of double parton collisiorl3FCquoteso, =14.5
mb [190]. For LHC energy we use currently the valag ;=20 mb 24 1t gives theo 4 p=8.2x 10!

fb (A=Drell-Yan, B=QCD di-jets). More pessimistic value of 2b [ will double our estimates of
the Z+jets background from the double parton interactions. ©hgitudinal correlations in the double-
parton structure functions neglected in the above formateh@ve a sizable effect at the LHC [191,192].

We compare th&Z+jets background from the double parton collisions with ‘thermal” QCD
Z+jets background from one parton-parton collision. It waserated using the ALPGEN [180] genera-
tor with the MLM prescription for jet-parton matching [1882] at the PYTHIAG6.4 shower simulation.
We generated/+2jets exclusive and/¢+3 jets inclusive samples with the ALPGEN settingsy, >
70 GeVE?, p). >20 GeVE, |n;| < 5, ARj; > 0.5. The user "soft’ VBF pre-selections in ALPGEN
generation wereAn;1 j2 >4, nj1 X nj2 <0, M1, >600 GeVE?, where j1 and j2 are two leadingr
partons ordered ipr. The parameters for MLM jet-parton matching Wetlé%luszzo GeV,Rs=0.5
andn mer =50,

The VBF selections similar to that were used in a full simolatanalysis [176] (except cut on

Er of the tagging jets, which is lower here) were applied to tNgRIA particle level jets. An event
must have at least two leadirdg jets reconstructed with a cone algorithm (cone size 0.3)ghtisfy
the following requirements:

o I} >20GeV

o) < 5.0
Mjljg > 1000 GeV
|AnL2) > 4.2

o Ml x 2 <0.
where j1 and j2 are two leadingr jets ordered inEr. The double parton scattering events where the
two leading jets were both originated from the Drell-Yandurction (the fraction of such eventsis
20%) were excluded from the consideration to avoid the dogblnting with "normal” QCDZ+jets
background.

3The recipe was kindly provided by T. Sjostrand. The possjbib 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 MBs. After selections the contribution from

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

interaction one parton-parton two parton-parton
process exclusivel/+2j | inclusive//+3j | Drell-Yan \ QCD di-jets
no cuts 1.0x10° 2.0x10° 8.2x10!
> 2 jets,EJ. > 20 GeV 4.0x 10
Anj1 2 >4.2,nj1 X 1j2 <0 2.4x10° 5.3x10? 5.0x10°
M5 >1000 GeVi? 3.2x10?

the double parton interactions is 40% (320 fb) of the "normal’Z+jets background from the one
parton-parton interactions (770 fb). FigJ]19 (left plotpsls an angle in the transverse plane between
two tagging jets Ly;1,2) for the Z+jets backgrounds and the sigrial” — H. All distributions are
normalized to unit. We have obtained that the fraction of B events when the one tagging jet is
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Fig. 19: Left plot: the angle in the transverse plane betweentagging jet forZ+jets backgrounds and the signédl’ — H.
Right plot: the angle in the transverse plane between twgitgget for Z+jets background from the DPI for the cases (a), (b)
and total (see the text). All distributions are normalizedinit.

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

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

Fig.[20 (left plot) shows the transverse energy of the taggts from theZ +jets backgrounds and
the signall’V. — H. One can see that the+jets background from the DPI can be largely suppressed
with the cut on the tagging jet enerdy). >40 GeV. This cut was used in the full simulation analysis
[176]. After applying this selection the cross section & #htjets from the DPI is~ 100 fb and the
cross section of the "normalZ+jets background is<700 fb, thus the relative contribution from the



DPIl is reduced ta> 15 %. The further reduction of the relativetjets contribution from the DPI is
expected when the cuts on the momentum of the lepton (from /vv decay) and the hadronic jet
(from 7 — hadrons v decay) will be applied. It is due to the momentum of #hdéoson from the DPI

is softer that the one from the "normaf'+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.
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Fig. 20: Left plot: the transverse energy of the taggingfjets the Z+jets backgrounds and the sigidl” — H; distributions
are normalized to unit. Right plot: the distributions of theboson transverse momenty# from the DPI and the "normal”
Z+jets production are normalized on the expected crossosecéifter the VBF cuts.

It is important to control and measure thajets background from the double parton interactions.
The possibility of the usage of thé+2jets, Z— uu events with the VBF jet selections and looking at
the unbalance iy’ ;- between theZ boson and the jets is under investigation.

10.1 Conclusion

The Z+jets background from the double parton interaction wasnestd at the particle level to be
less than 15% of the "normal” QC¥+jets background in the VB — 771 searches at LHC after
the experimental like event selections and assuming the=20 mb in 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 Ill
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 masfsap and down type quarks. After
electroweak symmetry breaking this leads to five physicggliparticles, two light CP-evel, H,

one CP-odd,4, and two chargedd*. At tree level the MSSM Higgs sector can be described by 2
independent parameters, usually chosen as the pseudoswsdal 4, and the ratio of the 2 vacuum
expectation valuesg3 = v9/v;. The MSSM Higgs couplings to quarks are modified such that the
couplings to down(up)-type quarks rise(decrease) wgth The main neutral Higgs production at the
Tevatron and LHC proceeds vig fusion. The next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD correctionghis
process have been known for a long time [11, 193] includirg ftl quark mass dependence. They
turn out to be important, increasing the cross section byoup00%. 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 cdioas to squark loops have been known so
far only in the heavy squark mass limit [198], and the full SIZCD corrections have been obtained
for heavy SUSY masses [25—-27,199]. As a first step to a full ' 6QED result we present the QCD
corrections to squark loops including the full squark anddsimass dependences [28].

11.2 NLO QCD Corrections

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

1

L = —6"aG, —ZF " + 5 S 102207 — MM 49

+ Q@ - mo)Q - g 2QQH] + 3 (1D, —m3QF — g 7@1@\

Q@ Q

with the covariant derivativ®,, = 9, + igsG},T* + ieA, Q. HereGy,, denotes the gluon field strength
tensor andx{; the gluon field accompanied by the colet/(3) generatord™ (a = 1,...,8), while F},,

is the photon field strength tensor adg the photon field associated by the electric charge opegtor
The Higgs fieldH represents generically either the light scalasr the heavy scalafl Higgs boson of
the MSSNEI. Since we do not take into account gluino exchange coniobsit the coefﬁmenth and

gQ are not renormalized, thus leading to a renormalizeableeinwith strongly interacting scalag.
Gluino corrections are expected to be small [25—-27,199].
For our numerical results we choose the gluophobic Higgeaste [200] which maximizes the

destructive interference effects between top and stopslaophe light Higgs coupling to gluons. It is
defined by the MSSM parameters,| = 174.3 GeV] Mgysy = 350 GeV, u = My = 300 GeV,

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



X = Ay — p/tgB = =770 GeV, 4, = A, andmg = 500 GeV. The squark masses are given by

tgB8=3: my = 156 GeV tg8=30: my = 155GeV
mg, = 517 GeV mg, = 516 GeV (16)
my = 346 GeV my = 314 GeV
my, = 358 GeV my, = 388 GeV .

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

11.21 Scalar Higgs couplings to photons

The leading order photonic Higgs couplings are mediatedopy bottom andi// boson loops, with
significant contributions from squark loops for stop andtslo 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 diagrof the QCD corrections to squark loops
lead to 5-dimensional Feynman parameter integrals. We feaheced these integrals in one calculation
to 1-dimensional integrals which have been integrated migadly. A second calculation has solved the
integrals purely numerically. The two calculations agre#w integration errors. In order to improve
the perturbative behaviour of the squark loops they hava bgpressed in terms of the running squark
massesn (M /2), which are related to the pole masseg, via m(u) = MQ(as(u)/as(MQ))G/ﬁo
wherefy = 33 — 2N with Ng = 5 light flavors. Their scale is identified with = My, /2 within the
photonic decay mode thus insuring a proper definition of@lagthresholds\fy; = ZMQ. The LO scale
dependence of the squark masses due to light particle botitnmis has been taken into account.
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Fig. 21: Relative QCD corrections to the scalar MSSM Higgs decayhaitth two photons forg3 = 3 and 30. The full curves
include all loop contributions while in the dashed lines 8l1dSY contributions are omitted. The kinks and spikes quores
to theW W, {121, tt, biby, 7171, 7272 andbzbs thresholds in consecutive order with rising Higgs mass.

Fig[21 shows the relative QCD corrections to the photoniggslidecay widths for the two cases,
in which SUSY particles have been taken into account or ndie 3pikes which appear at tt@a@
thresholds are due to singularities originating from Coosingularities at the threshold sinée)
pairs can form)*+ states. This behaviour can be derived quantitatively fleer@ommerfeld 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 moeenad large Higgs masses apart from the
threshold regions, where the perturbative results ardiable due to the Coulomb singularities. Atya
collider the photon fusion cross section can be measurddfei per cent accuracy, and therefore these
corrections have to be taken into account properly. Thedizee QCD corrections with and without
SUSY particle loops is of the same order of magnitude, but tae be of opposite sign.

Fig[22, in which the ratio of the fully massive photonic deeadth at NLOT'(h/H — ~+) and
the NLO width with the relative QCD corrections in the heagyark mass limit", is plotted, quantifies
the size of the squark mass effects beyond the heavy squak it in the relative QCD corrections.
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(The full squark mass dependence in the LO width has beenikdpith expressions.) With a size
of up to ~ 30% the squark mass effects are larger than the expected expesdl uncertainty in the
measurement of the Higgs productiomjf 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 belew400 GeV. The NLO QCD corrections consist of
virtual two-loop corrections and the real corrections fritve radiation processegg — gh/H, gq —
qh/H andqq — gh/H. The strong coupling constant, has been renormalized in théS scheme,
with the top quark and squark contributions decoupled frbedcale dependence, and the quark and
squark masses in the on-shell scheme. The parton densiiegefined in theVIS scheme with five
active flavors, i.e. the top quark and the squarks are natdied 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 fotgs = 3 and 30. The full curves include the QCD corrections, while ttashed lines correspond to the LO

predictions. The kinks and spikes correspond to?th?e, biby andl;gl:m thresholds in consecutive order with rising Higgs mass.

Fig.[23 shows the LO and NLO cross sections. The QCD cormtiocrease the gluon fusion
cross sections by 10-100% and are significantly larger ilonsgof large destructive interferences be-
tween quark and squark loops. The corrections are of verifasisize for the quark and squark loops
individually. In spite of the large corrections the scal@&rdence 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 heawyarks and top quarks the residual
theoretical uncertainties of our NLO results can be esgohét less than about 20%. The spikes at the
QQ thresholds are Coulomb singularities due to the formatidittd™ states.

Fig.[24, which shows the ratios of the NLO cross sectionsufiolg the full mass dependence
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limit as functions of the corresponding Higgs massesggr = 3 and 30.

and of the NLO cross sections in the heavy squark limits, @kées the squark mass effects on the
K factors. In addition to the LO squark mass dependence ofrthes section, thél factors develop a
squark mass dependence of up to about 20% and hence supmpoetebance of our results compared
to the previous results of Ref. [198]. The squark mass effect the K factors are larger than the
corresponding quark mass effects [211]. And they are lattgar 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 dotrpart 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 loofributions to neutral MSSM Higgs
boson production img fusion at the LHC and their decay modes into photons, inolydihe full mass
dependences. The corrections are sizeable and stabiizbebrectical predictions compared to the LO
results. Squark mass effects on the relative QCD corrextima 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 ofdhe top mass. Since they are larger than
the experimental uncertainties and the approximativdtsesayond NLO indicate sufficient perturbative
convergence, the results of this work have to be taken irtowatt for realistic analyses.

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

12.1 Introduction

In the Standard Model, Higg production in association witquarks is never important. However,
in the minimal supersymmetric model (MSSM), the couplinggdhe Higgs bosons té quarks can

be significantly enhanced for large valuestah 8 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 withquark has been extensively studied. In a
4- flavor number scheme, the lowest order processes for piragpladiggs boson andiequark aregg —
bbg andqg — bbe [83,85,214] (The neutral Higgs bosons of the MSSM are geallyip = h0, HO, AY).
In a5- flavor number scheme, thhajuark appears as a parton and potentially large logarittinthe dorm
1n(%‘7’) are absorbed intb quark parton distribution functions. Although theand5- flavor number
schemes represent different orderings of perturbatioorghéhe two schemes have been shown to yield

equivalent numerical results. In te flavor number scheme, the lowest order process for produein

8Contributed by: S. Dawson and C. B. Jackson



Higgs boson in association withquarks ishb — ¢ when nob quarks are tagged in the final state and
bg — b when a singlé quark is tagged [83, 85, 86, 89, 214].

In this note, we consider the production procégs— b¢, for which the NLO QCD corrections
are well understood, [86, 89, 215]. Here we present(itie?) SUSY QCD (SQCD) corrections from
gluino-squark loops to thé- Higgs production cross section [93, 216]. We compare thelt® from
an effective Lagrangian approach with those obtained franexact one-loop calculation. Finally, we
consider whether the proceks — b¢ +jet provides a useful signature and compare this chanrtbl wi
the irreducible background frohy — b7 +jet.

12.2 Effective Lagrangian

The MSSM contains two Higgs doubletd,, and H;. At tree level, theb quark couples to only one of
the Higgs doubletsi{,;) and there is na; br H,, coupling (where);, = (t1,bz)). The coupling of the
b quark to the “wrong” Higgs doublet at one-loop leads to tHeaive interaction [217,218],

— Amb
L = — H —H, h.c.. 17
eff /\bTZJL< d+ tan 3 >bR+ c (17)

This effective interaction shifts thequark mass from its tree level value,

YL
V2

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

myp 1 sin o Amy, = 0
Ly = — - 1— ——— |bbh
i1 USM<1+Amb>< cosﬁ)( tanﬁtanoz)
™myg 1 COoS (v Amptana\ 4, ..o
— 1+ —— |bbH
USM<1+Amb><cosB>< * tan 3 >

my 1 Amb -. 0
— —t 1 — ——> | bivsbA
USM<1+Amb>< anﬁ)( tan2ﬁ> e
= g,n0bh° + g5 0 HO + g7 4bivsbAY (19)

mp (1+Amy), (18)

wherevgy, = 246 GeV, tan 5 = v, /vg, anda is the mixing angle which diagonalizes the neutral Higgs
boson mass matrix. The Lagrangian of Eq] 19 has been showmtab terms ofO(a tan™ 3) for
largetan 3 [217].

The expression folAm,, is found in the limitm;, << My, Mz << my My, Mg, (where
my ,my,, mg are the sbottom and gluino masses) . The contributiastg, from sbottom/gluino loops
is [218,220]

205(UR
Amy, = 73(: )mg,u tan 31 (my; , my ,mg) (20)

where the functior (a, b, c) is,

1 272 a? 2 2 b? 2 2 c?
I(a’b’c):(a2—b2)(b2—c2)(a2—c2) a“b” log o) + b°c*log =2 + c¢“a”log 2 (22)

w is the bilinear Higgs mixing parameter and(xz) should be evaluated at a typical squark or gluino
mass. Note that E@. 20 is valid for arbitrary valuesaf 5.




Eq.[20 is a non-decoupling effect: If the masses of the sguamki gluino, along with the mixing
parametey:, become large for fixed/ 4, Am,; does not vanish,

Amy — —sign(p)?—; (tanﬁ + cot a> . (22)
In the largelM 4 limit,
2M?2 M}
tanﬁ—l—cotoz—>—Mi tanﬁcos25+(9<m , (23)

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

The effective Lagrangian can be used to approximate therlsqumal gluino contributions to the
rate forbg — b¢ [93]. We define an Improved Born Approximation in which therB@mplitude is
normalized by the Yukawa coupling@,,5¢, of Eq.[19,

dora _ doBorn <9b5¢>2 (24)

dt dt gbLBi

The Improved Born Approximation incorporates the effextiagrangian approximation to the SQCD
effects on thebb¢ Yukawa couplings at low energy, but does not include the $@QICD calculation.
In particular, the “Improved Born Approximation” does natiude contributions from box diagrams
including internal squarks and gluinos or the full momentigpendence of the SQCD contributions.

12.3 Results

In Figs.[25 an@ 26 we compare the resultstipr— bh° andbg — bH? at the LHC [93,222]. The curves
labelled “LO” use CTEQ6L PDFsy, (1) evaluated at-loop, and use the tree level Yukawa couplings.
The NLO results use CTEQ6M PDFs with tRdoop evolution ofa (i) andaN O (M) = 0.118.
The Yukawa couplings of both the IBA and NLO results are ead using the effective Lagrangian of
Eqg.[19. The outgoing quark is required to haver(b) > 20 GeV and| 7, |< 2.5. The renormalization
and factorization scales are set to\g/4. The “Improved Born Approximation” (IBA) curves use NLO
PDFS and the—loop evolution ofa,(ur). Theb quark mass in the Yukawa couplings is the running
M S mass evaluated at- loops for the NLO and IBA results and &t loop for the LO results. Finally,
the MSSM parameters are evaluated using FeynHiggs to dermmaeffective Higgs mixing angle and
radiatively corrected Higgs masses.

From Fig.[25, we see that for relatively light squark andmumasses, it is important to include
the exact SQCD contributions and that the Improved Born éxipmation is a poor approximation to the
complete result. In this case, the SQCD contributions Bagmtly reduce the rate. On the other hand, for
squark and gluino masses on the TeV scale,[Fip. 26 demassttait the effective Lagrangian approach
to including the SQCD corrections is extremely accuratehBags.[25 and 26 assumen 5 = 40. For
small values otan 3, the SQCD corrections are insignificant.

In Fig. [27, we compare the tree level rate fgr — bh" + jet, with the irreducible background
from pp — bZ + jet at the LHC fortan 8 = 40. We requirepr(b) and pr(jet) > 20 GeV and
| 7, mjer |< 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 bregkitll be one of the main goals of the LHC.
The most popular models are the Higgs mechanism within thadard Model (SM) and within the

Contributed by M. Hashemi, S. Heinemeyer,R. Kinnunen, Aitdhko, and G. Weiglein
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Fig. 25: Total cross section fap — b (¢ = h°, H®) at the LHC withpr(b) > 20 GeV and| 7, |< 2.5. The curve labelled
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Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) [223-225pn€ary to the case of the SM, in the
MSSM two Higgs doublets are required. This results in fivegital Higgs bosons instead of the single
Higgs boson of the SM. These are the light and heZ&fyeven Higgs bosong, and H, the CP-odd
Higgs boson,4, and the charged Higgs bosoH*. The Higgs sector of the MSSM can be specified
at lowest order in terms of the gauge couplings, the ratiqveftivo Higgs vacuum expectation values,
tan 8 = w9 /v, and the mass of théP-odd Higgs bosonM,4 (or M+, the mass of the charged
Higgs boson). Consequently, the masses ofCtReeven neutral Higgs bosons (and the charged Higgs
boson) are dependent quantities that can be predictedws frthe Higgs-sector parameters. The same
applies to the production and decay properties of the MSSM}HDOSOI@. Higgs-phenomenology

in the MSSM is strongly affected by higher-order correcsioim 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 TwgsHipublet Model (THDM))
have been searched at LEP [226], yielding a bound/®f- 2 80 GeV [227,228]. The Tevatron
placed new bounds on the MSSM parameter space from chargggoson searches at larga 3
and low M 4 [229]. At the LHC the charged Higgs bosons will be accesdilast at largean 5 up to
M4 < 800 GeV [98,230,231]. Atthe ILC, forM =+ < /s/2 a high-precision determination of the

charged Higgs boson properties will be possible [232-236].

The prospective sensitivities at the LHC are usually digydiain terms of the parameteig 4 and
tan 3 (or M+ andtan (3) that characterize the MSSM Higgs sector at lowest ordee gther MSSM
parameters are conventionally fixed according to certairchmark scenarios [200, 231]. We focus
here [237] on thé& o discovery contours for the charged MSSM Higgs boson forwtedasesV/y+ <
my and Mg+ > my, within themj'®* scenario and the no-mixing scenario. For the interpretaiiche
exclusion bounds and prospective discovery contours ibénehmark scenarios it is important to assess
how sensitively the results depend on those parameterbdkiatbeen fixed according to the benchmark
prescriptions. Consequently, we investigate how thedfscovery regions in thé/+—tan 5 plane for
the charged MSSM Higgs boson obtainable with the CMS exmarirat the LHC depend on the other
MSSM parameters, most prominently the Higgs mixing paramet

201f the production or decay involves SUSY particles at treel, also other MSSM parameters enter the prediction.



1000

! Mp pax = 129 GeV

LO

--------- IBA
- ————— NLO (gluon only)
g —————— Complete NLO
c
5 tanp = 40
[$
g @ 11 = 200 GeV
(2}
g Mgygy =1TeV
5 Vs=14TeV
S
e

100 |

140 160 180 200
Higgs Mass [GeV]

Fig. 26: Total cross section fap — b (¢ = h°, H®) at the LHC withpr(b) > 20 GeV and| 7, |< 2.5. The curve labelled
“Complete NLO” includes the full set aP(a2) QCD and SQCD contributions, while the curve labelled “NLQu¢m only)”
omits the SQCD contributions. The MSSM parametersiage~ m; ~ mg, ~ 1 TeV.

13.2 Experimental Analysis
The main production channels at the LHC are

pp—tt— H bt or t HTD (25)

and
gb— H™t or gb— H't. (26)

The decay used in the analysis to detect the charged Higgs lims
H* - ru, . (27)

The analysis described below correspond to CMS experitheatssitivities based on full simulation
studies, assuming an integrated luminosity of 30'tb

13.21 The light charged Higgs Boson

The “light charged Higgs boson” is characterizedMy;+ < m;. The main production channel is given
in eq. [25). Close to threshold also €q.l(26) contributese figtevant (i.e. detectable) decay channel
is given by eq.[(27). The experimental analysis, based ob3bdollected 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. Theows channels and the corresponding effi-
ciencies can be found in Tdb.J13. %o discovery can be achieved if a parameter point results in
more than 5260 events (with 30fb). We furthermore useBR(W* — 1) = 0.217 (I = pu,e),
BR(W* — 7v,;) = 0.1085, BR(W* — jets) = 0.67, BR(r — hadron$ = 0.65. The next-to-leading
order LHC cross section for top quark pairs is taken to be 820For thelV+3 jets background the
leading order cross section for the procggs— W= + 3 jets, W+ — (Tv (¢ = e, p) as given by
MadGraph Ref. [173,239] generator (840 pb) was used.
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channel exp. efficiency
pp = tt - HYbt — (tFp;) (WTD); 7 — hadrons/V — Iy 0.0052
pp — tt - WT W~ — (rv;) (ly); 7 — hadrons 0.00217
pp—tE— W W = (Iy) (n) 0.000859
pp — tt - WT W~ — (jetjet) (Iv) 0.000134
pp = W 4+ 3 jets, W — lv 0.000013

Table 13: Relevant channels for the light charged Higgs m®smd their respective experimental efficiencies. Thegehar
conjugated processes ought to be included. The efficiencthéocharged Higgs production is given fdf; =160 GeV.l

denotes: or p.

13.22 The heavy charged Higgs Boson

The “heavy charged Higgs boson” is characterizedMy;+~ > m;. Here eq.[(26) gives the largest
contribution, and very close to threshold €q.](25) can doutie somewhat. The relevant decay channel
is again given in eq[{27). The experimental analysis, base®D fo! collected with CMS, is presented

in Ref. [240].
The number of signal events is evaluated as

Nev = L x o(pp — H* + X) x BR(HT — 71;) x BR(T — hadron$ x exp. eff.,  (28)

where£ denotes the luminosity and the experimental efficiencyismin Tab[14 as a function aff ;- .

A 5 o discovery corresponds to a number of signal events largerith1.

My [GeV] 171.6 180.4 201.0 300.9 400.7 600.8

exp.eff, 1074 | 35 40 50 23 32 42

Table 14: Experimental efficiencies for the heavy chargegbslboson detection.

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



Tab.[12) was generated with the PYTHIA generator procesBegg4 — tbH ™) and 402 g — tbH™)
implemented as described in Ref. [241].

13.3 Calculation of Cross Section and Branching Ratios

For the calculation of cross sections and branching ratiesuge a combination of up-to-date theory
evaluations. The Lagrangian for the interaction of the gbdHiggs boson with th&/b doublet is given
by [217]

g mp

— +r
L= A TE A, V2V tan 8 H trbg| + h.c. (29)

Herem;, denotes the running bottom quark mass including SM QCD ctores. The prefactot /(1 +
Ay) in eq. [29) arises from the resummation of the leading ctioes to all orders. The explicit form of
Ay in the limit of heavy SUSY masses atgh 5 > 1 reads [218, 220, 242]

Ay = %mgu tan 8 x I(mgl,m52,mg) + j—;At,u tan B x I(mg,,mg,, jt) - (30)
Herem; , mg,, my , m;, denote the andb massesy; is the gluino mass. Large negatiuecan lead to
a strong enhancement of tif&"tb coupling, while a large positive value leads to a strong seggion.
Concerning then;'®* and the no-mixing benchmark scenarios, as discussed in [R8fls 243] theA,
effects are much more pronounced in thg®* scenario, where the two terms in €q.1(30) are of similar
size. In the no-mixing scenario the first term in €qgJ (30) dwtes, and the total effect is smaller.

For the production cross section in €g.1(25) we use the SMs@estions (pp — tt) = 840 pb
times theBR(H* — tb) including theA, corrections described above. The production cross section
in eq. [26) is evaluated as given in Refs. [244,245]. In aoldialso theA, corrections of eq[(29) are
applied. Finally théBR(H* — v, ) is evaluated taking into account all decay channels, amdngw
the most relevant ar&f* — tb, cs, W*) h. For the decay tob again theA, corrections are included.

All the numerical evaluations are performed with the progeeynHiggs [246—249].

13.4 Numerical Analysis

The numerical analysis has been performed instjg** and the no-mixing scenario [200, 231] for
u = —1000,—200, 4200, 41000 GeV. In Fig.[28 we show the results combined for the discovery
contours for the light and the heavy charged Higgs bosomesponding to the experimental analyses
in Sects[ 13.21 arld 13.22, respectively. As described alogeanalyses were performed for the CMS
detector and 30 fb'. The top quark mass is sette, = 175 GeV.

Within the mj*** scenario, shown in the left plot of Fig.]28 the search for ihleticharged Higgs
boson covers the area of largen 5 and M+ < 150 GeV. The variation withu induces a strong shift
in the 5 o discovery contours witl\ tan 8 = 15 for Mg+ = 100 GeV, rising up toA tan 5 = 40 for
larger M+ values. The discovery region is largest (smallestyfer —(+)1000 GeV, corresponding
to the largest (smallest) production cross section.

Theb o discovery regions for the search for heavy charged Higgsrsoshow a similar behavior.
For Mg+ = 170 GeV the accessible parameter space stattsiaf = 20(58) for u = —(+)1000 GeV,
i.e. the variation ofu again induces a very strong shift in the discovery contours. FoMpy+ =
300 GeV the 5o regions vary frontan 8 = 38 to tan 8 = 54. Forpu = —1000 GeV and largeran g3
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 Figl 2&eTqualitative behavior is the same
as for them;'** scenario. However, as discussed above, the effects fromagion of 1 are much less
pronounced. The induced shifts stay belawan 5 = 20(10) in the search for the light (heavy) charged
Higgs boson. Thé o discovery areas are slightly larger than in thg** scenario.
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Fig. 28: Discovery reach for the charged Higgs boson of CM® @0 fb~* in the M;; + —tan 3 plane for them®* scenario
(left) and the no-mixing scenario (right).

13.5 Conclusions

We have presented ther discovery contours for the search for the charged MSSM Higigon. We
combine the latest results for the CMS experimental seiig@s based on full simulation studies with
state-of-the-art theoretical predictions of MSSM Higgsdn properties. The experimental analyses are
done assuming an integrated luminosity of 30'flfor the two cases)M+ < my andMy+ > my.

The numerical analysis has been performed in/jg** and the no-mixing scenario for =
+200,£1000 GeV. The search for the light charged Higgs boson covers theragead largetan 5 and
Mg+ S 160 GeV. The search for the heavy charged Higgs boson reachesMp;to S 400 GeV for
largetb. The variation ofi: induces a very strong shift in thier discovery contours of up té tan 5 =
40. The effect enters via the variation of,, affecting the charged Higgs production cross section and
branching ratios. Large negatiyevalues give the largest reach, while large positive valuekl ythe
smallests o 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 thetrgears been emphasized, including
in the '2005 Les Houches’ proceedings [90]. This work extetite charged Higgs boson ‘2005 Les
Houches’ studies. It is the purpose of this note to outlireepthssible improvements that can be achieved
at the Tevatron and LHC in the search for charged Higgs bogmmsssing on the spin effects and
the H* — 7v, decay. In order to quantify the spin effect an Iterative Biminant Analysis (IDA)
method [250] has been applied, which is a powerful tool tcaszte signal and background, even in

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



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

14.2 Tevatron Energy

We start by studying charged Higgs productighgg — tbH* with subsequent decays— bW, H+ —
Tv, at the FNAL Tevatron with/s = 1.96 TeV. In the following we analyze hadronic decays of the
boson and lepton (V* — ¢¢, 7 — hadrons-+v;), which results in the signatug®-+2; + 7t +p™s* (2
bjets, 2 light jets, Ir jet and missing transverse momentum). The most importaducible background
process is;q, gg — tt with the subsequent decays— bWV andt — bW —, oneW* boson decaying
hadronically ¥+ — ¢¢) and one leptonically |y T — 7v,), which results in the same final state
particles as for the expected signal.

14.21 Simulation and Detector Response

The signal procesgg, gg — tbH™ is simulated with PYTHIA [251]. The subsequent decays bV *
(or its charge conjugate)y+ — ¢¢ andH¥ — rv, are also carried out within PYTHIA, whereas the
7 leptons are decayed externally with the program TAUOLA [2Z53], which includes the complete
spin structure of the decay. The background procegg gg — tt is also simulated with PYTHIA with
the built-in subroutines fort production. The decays of the top quarks a¥d bosons are performed
within PYTHIA and that of ther lepton within TAUOLA.

The momenta of the findl and light quarks from the PYTHIA event record are taken asrbe
menta of the corresponding jet, whereas for-thjet the sum of all non-leptonic final state particles as
given by TAUOLA is used. The energy resolution of the deteattd parton shower and hadronization
effects are emulated through a Gaussian smedux@;)/p;)* = (0.80/,/p;)* of the transverse mo-
mentump; for all jets in the final state, including thejet [254]. As typical for fast simulation studies,
no effects of underlying events, are simulated. Eventser®ved which contain jets with less than 20
GeV transverse moment corresponding to aboliy| > 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 theigionportant to fully
exploit ther spin information. In order to take into account the trackerfgrmance we apply Gaussian
smearing ori /pf with o (1/p})[TeV '] = /0.522 + 222/(p7 [GeV])? sin 0., whered, is the polar an-
gle of ther. The missing transverse momentwihss is constructed from the transverse momenta of all
visible jets (including visibler decay products) after taking the modelling of the detecattr account.
The generic detector description is a good approximatiobdth Tevatron experiments, CDF and DO.

14.22 Expected Rates

For completeness we present a brief discussion of the eeghendss section of the charged Higgs boson
signature under investigation. The signal cross sectisrbkan calculated faan 5 = 30 andm g+ =
80,100, 130 and150 GeV with PYTHIA, version 6.325, using the implementatiorsdgbed in [241], in
order to take the effects in the transition region into actokurthermore, it has been shown in [255] that
the signal cross section feb I * agrees with the one from the top-decay approximations tbH* 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 theriadtton scalgm; + my=+)/4 and the
renormalization scale.+ for both signal and background (i.e., those recommende84h][as most
appropriate for thebH* signaIE, since the primary purpose of our study is to single out e that
show a difference between ol and H* data samples and that this can unambiguously be ascribed to

2In order to be largely independent of the specific detectdopmance, no requirement on the jet resolution is applied.
ZClearly, for a proper experimental study, factorizationl a@normalization scales for our background proegssg —
tt — tbW™ ought to be chosen appropriately, i.e., unrelated to thegelleHiggs boson mass.



the different nature of the two kinds of bosons (chiefly, tiifferent mass and spin state). In addition,
the runningb quark mass entering in the Yukawa coupling of the signal leas levaluated at ;;+. This
procedure eventually results in a dependence of our bagkdroalculations omnan 5 and, especially,
mpy=+ that is more marked than the one that would more naturaleas only due to indirect effects
through the top decay width. Hence, the cross sections hese tescaled with a common factor such
that the totaltf cross section ig™°% = 5.2 pb [256]. To be more specific, we have first calculated

tt
the total cross section” "Y' (1, .. ) with the built-in routine fort# production in PYTHIA for
all mg+ = 80,100,130 and 150 GeV and then calculated from this the respective rescabictpfs
c(mys) = 5.2 pb /oY THIA (1) for eachm +. Then we have calculated the background cross
section formy+ = 80 GeV into the final state with the signatuké + 2; + 7. + p*'** by enforcing
the respective decay channels in PYTHIA using the builteatine fort¢ production and multiplied it
with ¢(80 GeV). In the same manner we have calculated the signal crossmseatith the PYTHIA
routines fortbH* production by enforcing the respective decay channels iliHIX and multiplying
with the rescaling factorg(m =) for mpy= = 80,100, 130,150 GeV. The resulting cross sections are
given in TableTb beforest") and after ¢) applying the basic cuts/® > 20 GeV and the hard cut
piiss > 100 GeV. For the four signal masses, théf* andtt — tbH™ cross section calculations agree
numerically.

Table 15: Tevatron cross sections of backgroygdgg — ¢ and signalgg, gg — tbH™T for tan 8 = 30 andmpys =
80,100, 130 and150 GeV into the final stateb + 2j + Tjet + p}*'>* before ¢**) and after ¢) the basic cutsg > 20 GeV for
all jets) and the hard cupfs* > 100 GeV).

‘ qq,99 — tt ‘ qq, 99 — tbH*
my+ (GeV) 80 80 | 100| 130 | 150
o' (fb) 350 535| 415] 213| 85
o (fb) for pI** > 20 GeV 125 244 | 202 | 105| 32
o (fb) for (pI°*%, piss) > (20,100) GeV 21 30| 25| 18| 7

14.23 Event Preselection and Discussion of Discriminamidif#es

The expected cross sections of thte+ 25 + 7je; + piiss signature are of the same order of magnitude
for the signal and background reactions, as shown in TalleThbis, the same number of signal and
background events is assumed for the analysis of differi@enkatic selection variables. For the signal
5 - 10° events have been simulated with PYTHIA for each charged $liggss at the Tevatron energy
of 1.96 TeV using the built-init routine in thett — tbH* approximation, while for thet background
also5 - 10° events have been simulated using the builtziroutine. Then the basic cuig™ > 20 GeV

are applied. An additional hard cut on the missing trangversmentunp™ss > 100 GeV is used to
suppress the QCD background, as for example demonstraRef.if257]. After the additional anti-QCD
cut about 28000 to 42000 signal events, depending on thdatisducharged Higgs bosons mass, and
about 3000G¢ background events remain. Other background reactiongxtmmnple W+jet production,
are expected to be negligible because they have either a lowehn production cross section or are
strongly suppressed compareditdackground, as quantified for example in Ref. [257]. In addito

the previous study (based 6600 x BR(7 — hadrons) events each) [90], the present one applies an IDA
method [250] to explore efficiencies and purities. As alyeambntioned, particular attention is devoted
to the study of spin sensitive variables in the exploitatdrpolarization effects for the separation of
signal and background events.

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

o the transverse momentum of thget, p,,



e the transverse momentum of the leadirigin the 7 jet, p;fi,
e the ratiop] /o,
¢ the transverse momentum of the second (least energegicrk jet,p?,

 the transverse md&kin the . + p"™* systemm, = \/2p]* pi==[1 — cos(Ag)], whereA is
the azimuthal angle betweef* andp™'ss,
e the invariant mass distribution of the two light quark jetslahe second quark jet,m .,

e the spatial distance between thget and the seconblquark jet, AR(7,b2) = \/(A¢)? + (An)?,
whereA¢ is the azimuthal angle between thandb jet, and

e the sum of the (scalar) transverse momenta of all the queskH&..s = p]' + pi> + pi* + pt2.

The distributions of signal and background events are niwethto the same number @0* events, in
order to make small differences better visible.

The signal and background distributions for the variablesag in Ref. [258] are as expected
rather similar formg+ = myy+ and are hence mostly important to discriminate betweerasignd
background in the IDA formy+ > my+. Especially the transverse mass, shows a large variation
with the charged Higgs boson mass. However, the differeint gipthe charged Higgs boson and the
W boson has a large effect on thejet variablesp,* and pfi resulting in significantly different
distributions of signal and background eveniof+ = my;+. Moreover, the spin effects in tlzméi“ and
Dy * distributions are correlated where the distributions efréitiop] - /ppt [259-261] show even larger
differences [258]. This highlights the importance of theliidnal variablepftTi (and hencqﬁri /ptTj“),
compared to a previous study [90]. The large separation poivéhis variable is indeed due to the
differentr polarizations in signal and background [258]. There theaignd background distributions
for ppt, pr~ andp’ /py°* are shown for reference samples where théecay has been performed
without the inclusion of spin effects with the built-in rautés 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 atsw anvolves iterations in order to enhance the
separation between signal and background.

In order to analyze our events with the IDA method, signal laackground 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 tharfglR0 variables in the IDA study:
the transverse momenpije‘, p?i, p;“iss, pfl, p?Q, p{l, p{2, p{j; the transverse mass;; the invariant
Massesn;;, mjjp, , Mjjby, Mpp ANAS = mj -, the spatial distance& R(7, b1), AR(7,b2), AR(T, j1),
AR(t, j2); the total transverse momenta of all quark jétg.s and of all jetsH, = Hijets + P/ In
the analysis of real data, b-quark tagging probabilitied e reconstruction of andW masses could
be used to improve the jet pairing, and replace the allogcadioleast and most energetigjet by a

probabilistic analysis.

The results of the IDA study are obtained for the event sasnplth spin effect in the decays for
mpg+ = 80,100, 130,150 GeV and for the reference samples without the spin effectifge = 80 GeV
in order to illustrate the spin effect. In all plots of the Itput variable the number of background
events has been normalized to the number of signal events.|O&vsteps 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 theregpdsshe second IDA step. A cut on IDA
output variable distributions after the second step leaddha efficiency and purity (defined as ratio

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



of the number of signal events divided by the sum of signal lamckground events) combinations.
These combinations define the working point (number of ebgoklbackground 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 momentunpjiss >
100 GeV), which is imposed to suppress the QCD background, thédfficiency-purity plot of the IDA
analysis is shown in Fi@. 29 fon+ = 80 GeV for two reference samples (red, long dashed: with spin
effects in ther decay; red, dotted: without spin effects) without imposiing hard cut. As expected the
achievable purity for a given efficiency decreases with tirel lsut, therefore the spin effects become even
more important to separate signal and background. In pimcby choosing the signal reduction rates
in the previous IDA iterations, the signal and backgroungsan the final distributions can be varied
appropriately. However, we have checked that a differember of IDA iterations and/or different
efficiencies for the first IDA iteration have only a minor eff®n the final result.
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0.2F = on pi™iss when not taking the spin effects in the
0.1F = decay into account (dotted) and with spin effects
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14.3 LHC Energy

The simulation procedure and the emulation of the deteetspanse are the same as those outlined in
Sect. 2.1 for the Tevatron, as well as, for the preselectrahlBA 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 Higgssesasmaller than the top quark
mass can be explored, and 2HDM/MSSM signatures practicaljyon 7, pairs only, at the LHC the
phenomenology is more varied. Here, the search strategfnd strongly on the charged Higgs boson
mass. Ifmg+ < 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(aofi-)quarks at the LHC is agaitt
pair production ¢, = 850 pb at NLO) [262]. For the wholetén 5, mg+) parameter space there is
a competition between thidV* andbH* channels in top decay keeping the siR(t — bW ') +
BR(t — bH™) at almost unity. The top quark decay#d * is however the dominant mode for most
of the parameter space. Thus, the best way to search forha) (igarged Higgs boson is by requiring
that the top quark produced in theH* process decays tol&*. While in the case off* decaysr’s
will be tagged via their hadronic decay producing low-nplitity narrow jets in the detector, there are
two different W+ decays that can be explored. The leptonic signabf&é= W+ — bbrviv provides
a clean selection of the signal via the identification of thetdn! = e, 4. In this case the charged
Higgs transverse mass cannot be reconstructed because metence 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 countipgrenent. In the case of hadronic decays
bbHEWT — bbrvjj the transverse mass can instead be reconstructed sinceutrinos are arising
from the charged Higgs boson decay. This allows for an efficdeparation of the signal and the main
tt — bbBWTWT — bbrvjj background (assuminguy= = my-+). The absence of a lepton 6r 1)



provides a less clean environment but the use of the tressveass makes it possible to reach the same
mass discovery region as in the previous case and also tacexte charged Higgs boson mass. Both
these channels show that after an integrated luminosit@ @3 the discovery could be possible up to
a mass of 150 GeV for all tgghvalues in both ATLAS and CMS [263—-265].

If the charged Higgs is heavier than the top quark, the domidacay channels al#* — 7v
and H* — tb depending onan 3. They have both been studied by ATLAS and CMS [266—269]. The
charged Higgs bosons are produced ingpe— tbH* channel. For théd* — tb decay, a charged
Higgs boson can be discovered up to high masses«{ ~ 400 GeV) in the case of very largexn 3
values and this reach cannot be much improved because o inulti-jet environment. For the
H* — v decay mode this reach is larger due to a cleaner signal desfmtver BR. In this case the’5
reach ranges frortan 8 = 20 for my+ = 200 GeV totan 8 = 30 for my+ = 400 GeV.

For the LHC, signal and background events have been sindulathe same way as for the Teva-
tron as described before, however, without implying angatisg factor to match a measurédcross
section. Tablé 16 lists the resulting cross sections beiof® and after ¢) applying the basic cuts
pI™® > 20 GeV and the hard cy”® > 100 GeV. The LHC rates allow for the discovery to be less
challenging than at the Tevatron in the regian;+ ~ myy+, yet the separation of signal events from
background remains crucial for the measurement of the edatiggs mass.

Table 16: LHC cross sections of backgroufidgg — ¢t and signakg, gg — tbH™ for tan 8 = 30 andm + = 80, 100, 130
and150 GeV into the final stat@b + 2j + 7, + pi™'° before ¢**) and after &) the basic cutsy; > 20 GeV for all jets) and
the hard cutg™*> > 100 GeV).

qad,99 — tt qaq, 99 — tbH=*
my+ (GeV) 80 ‘ 80 | 100 | 130 | 150
o™ (pb) 45.5 72.6| 52.0| 245| 9.8
o (pb) for p°** > 20 GeV 17.3 33.9|25.7|12.2| 3.8
o (pb) for (pIS, piiss) > (20, 100) GeV 4.6 60| 48| 29 |12

The kinematic distributions fo{/s = 14 TeV are shown in Ref. [258]. The choice of variables
is identical to the one for the Tevatron and allows for a anerie comparison, the differences being
due to a change in CM energy (and, to a somewhat lesser egtento the leading partonic mode of
the production proc@. The main differences with respect to the Tevatron casehatethe various
transverse momenta and invariant masses have longer heglpyetails. In particular, it should be noted
that the effect of the spin differences betwd&it and H+ events can be explored very effectively also
at LHC energies, e.g. the ratjntji /py 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. §258] for the study at,/s =
14 TeV for two steps with 90% efficiency in the first step. Thesardiutions 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 lbaukd events can be achieved with the
spin sensitive variables and the IDA method even in casg: ~ my,=. For heavierH* masses
the separation of signal and background events increagetodhe kinematic differences of the event
topology.

14.4 Conclusions

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

BAs the latter is dominated hyg annihilation at the Tevatron angy fusion at the LHC.
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decay. While sizable differences between signal and backgk are expected whenever;+ # my =+,
near the current mass limit of abouiz+ ~ 80 GeV the kinematic spectra are very similar between
SM decays and those involving charged Higgs bosons. In #sie,cspin information will significantly
distinguish between signal and irreducible SM backgrouindfact, we have considered hadronice,
decays of charged Higgs bosons, whereintipelarization induced by a decaying (pseudo)scalar object
is significantly different from those emerging in the vectdr+) decays onsetting in the top-antitop
case. For a realistic analysis which is not specific for aipaer detector, a dedicated Monte Carlo
event generation and a simplified multipurpose detectqomrse approximation have been applied. The
identification of a hadronic tau-lepton will be an experittachallenge in an environment with typically
four jets being present. We have demonstrated how an IDAgedeathn be an applied to separate signal
and background when the differences between the signal aridylibund distributions are small. Our
results show that the IDA method will be equally effectivebath the Tevatron and LHC. While only
the dominant irreduciblét background has been dealt with in detail, we have also spaitjfiaddressed
the QCD background. A suitably hard missing transverse nmtume cut has been applied to reject
such jet activity and we have demonstrated that althouglligeiminative power is reduced by such
a cut, the reduction is small compared to the gain from irpolydhe r polarization effects. Using the
differences inr polarization between the signal and the dominant SM irrésdieiet background 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 ¢ — bH*, HT —
HYW*, HY — bb IN 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 ithediricouplings are complex. One of the key

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



features of the CPX scenario is the suppression of the cmgpbf the neutral Higgs boson to both vector
boson pairs and tef pairs. The suppression of t#) V'V coupling effectively dilutes the limits set on
the neutral Higgs using LEP data [270], allowing the existeaf a light neutral Higgs bosod({ — 50
GeV) and a relatively light charged Higgs bosadu (H*) < M;,p) at lowtan 3. The suppression of the
couplings also makes the usual search methods at hadrasiecslunviable. However, the suppression
of the H)V'V leads to the enhancement of tHe H+W ~ coupling via a sum rule, making production
events in which one of the top quarks decaystvia bH*, H* — HYW*, H) — bb one of the most
promising search channels for the CPX scenario [271].

We present here a study of mass reconstruction and the imp@timisassignment on this search
using the CMS detector; A feasibility study for discoverthg 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(HY = 51 GeV, M(H*) = 133 GeV, M, = 175 GeV,tan 8 = 5 and®cp = 90°. In each event,
one of the top quarks was forced to decay in the usual way, ie. bW, while the other was forced to
decay viat — bH*, HY — H)W™, H) — bb. All possibleW* decays were allowed. The relevant
branching fractions were calculated using CPSuperH [27A8]were found to beBR(t — bH™') =
0.01, BR(HT — H)W™') = 0.99 and BR(H{ — bb) = 0.92. Taking the totakf production cross
section to be340 pb [273], this gives a cross section for this process.6f pb.

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

15.3 Event selection and mass reconstruction

This study was performed using only generator-level infairon. The iterative cone (IC) algorithm [274]
with a radius of 0.5 was used for jet identification. The jets farmed out of stable generator-level
particles, although neutrinos and muons are explcitlyweded from the process. Six or more jets must
be found using the IC algorithm that satisfy the foIIowingw'eementspJ;t > 20 GeV andnje| < 2.4.
Three of more must also satispys" > 30 GeV. In addition, an electron or muon that satisfiés> 20
GeV andn;| < 2.4 must also be present and the missiigreconstructed from generator-level particles
must be greater tha0 GeV.

Events that pass these selection requirements then unttexgoass reconstruction procedure.
The events are searched for the two possible decay chanaetgly,t — bqq’, t — bbblv andt — blv,
t — bbbqq + (c.c.). As the study presented here is performed using gemwdevel information, the
true lepton and neutrino from the leptonically-decaylfigt are used. This means that during the mass
reconstruction procedure, th&* four-vector is calculated simply by summing the lepton aadtrino
four-vectors. When th&* decays hadronically, the mass is reconstructed usingrjetsnast 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 ggv combination, the jet associated
with the b-quark{ — bW ort — bH™) must satisfypr > 40 GeV. A number of jet combinations will
pass these requirements in each event and therefore theabesatate for a given event is selected by the
minimization of ay? based on the top masses and the mass of the hadronicallyiupéE* candidate.

It should be noted that this mass reconstruction proce@stdts in three possible jet combinations
associated with the best candidate This is because the jets associated to the three b-quarkaqed
in thet — bbbW* decay can be swapped around, but still give the same top rahss \However, the
stricter jetpr requirement applied to the jet associated to the b-quark fhet — bH* decay can cause
one or possibly two of the three combinations to be rejeceddrb they? calculation is performed. All
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Fig. 31: The top mass distribution from the deday+ bqg and theM (H?) distribution from the decay — bbblv re-

constructed from angular-matched jets. All distributiame made with angular-matched jets that sat&fig < 0.5. The

dashed histograms, in addition, have the top Hfitl mass constraints applied, while the solid lines havetizrequirements
tightened on for the decay products of fi&" — ¢g’ and theH? — bb.

the combinations corresponding to the best candigétihat also satisfy the stricter jpt- requirement
will be used when making the mass distributions.

15.4 Mass reconstruction studies

Before attempting to reconstruct masses at the detectel;, leis 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 referretidota@ly as “decay quarks”) and reconstruct-
ing the masses from these jets.

The association of jets with the decay quarks is done usimgpwssible matching procedures:
Angular matching, in which the quantitx R = \/An? + A¢? is used to determine a unique set of jet-
parton matches; or jet constituent matching, in which thigdas assigned to a given jet are classified
according to the top quark decay from which they originafHue fraction of the transverse momentum
of a given jet,p?ﬁt, carried by the constituents originating from each decaylquan then be determined
and used to create a unique set of jet-parton matches.

Figure[31 shows the top mass distribution from the bqg’' decay and théZ mass distribution
from thet — bbblr decay reconstructed using angular-matched jets. Thespoartespond to those
made using only jets that satisfyR < 0.5 and it can be seen that in both cases a clear peak is visible in
the correct position, although tti& mass has a noticeable high mass tail. The dashed lineseapths
distributions after some mass constraints have been dpjti¢he case of the top mass from thes bqq’
decay, the light-quark jet pair must givE* mass within25 GeV of the nominal value, while the mass
from the corresponding — bbblr decay must lie withir25 GeV of the nominal value. In the case of the
HY mass distribution both top masses and the hadronicallsydieg W+ must lie within25 GeV of their
nominal values. These mass constraints reduce slightljigiemass tail on théf) mass distribution.
The solid lines do not have the mass constraints appliednbtgad theA R requirement on the decay
products of thef7{ and the hadronically-decayiri§y = boson have been tightenedAdr? < 0.1. This all
but removes the high mass tail on the neutral Higgs massldistm, suggesting that the tail is caused
by problems in the jet-parton matching procedure.

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

Figure[32(a) compares théﬁt fractions for all jets with particles associated to the laguand
to either of the light quarks in the decay— bqq'. Figure[32(b) shows the equivalent distribution for
the decay channel— bbbqq’, but compares the the fractions for all jets with particlssogiated to the
HY decay products and the light quarks coming fromittié decay. No jet angular matching has been
applied. The two combinations are chosen because theyseyrthe 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 gérghiow values. In the case of the— bbbqq’
decay, it is clear that the jets overlap significantly, apeuated.

15.41 Jet assignment studies

Although jet overlapping has been identified as a potentiablem for mass reconstruction, the results
in section_15.4 show that it is basically possible to reamestreasonable 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 twoedéht sources: the misassignment of jets as-
sociated to the decay quarks and the misassignment of gsiated to other hard partons in the event,
for example, gluons from initial state radiation or prodidickiring parton showering. The contribution
from these two sources can be studied by comparing the mststhglions 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 qumrkwithout 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 misassignmerjets 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 reconstnugt&thods for the top mass distribu-
tion from thet — bqq’ decay and thél{ mass distribution and the corresponding top mass disiwiout
from thet — bbblv decay. The three methods for the top mass from the SM top deealgroadly in
agreement, indicating that the reconstruction proceduneiking well. Thef/) mass distribution shows
differences between all three methods, indicating thatthee contributions from both sources of misas-
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signed jets. However, in the case of the top mass distribditam the same decay the only difference is
between the partially-matched and unmatched versionshéecontribution from the misassignment of
jets associated to the decay quarks has disappeared. dituates that the misassigned decay-quark jets
observed in thed) mass distribution come from within tite— bbbl 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 ofghatnass tail, ie. the contribution that is also
observed in the fully-matched distribution, is caused berlapping jets, as discussed in secfion 115.4.

One possible method of improving the jet assignment dutiegiiass 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 ethtchone of the b-quarks if a b-tagged jet
is required, while only jets not matched to a b-quark are ugeeh a light-quark jet is required. Perfect
b-tagging has been applied to the unmatched distributemshown in Fi§.33, and it can be seen that the
differences between the partially-matched and unmatcistdbaitions are eliminated for all the mass
distributions. This is consistent with the conclusion ttidg difference is a result of the misassignment
of jets associated to other hard partons in the event, aghtiee 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 peeidrat generator level for the analysis
of CP-violating Higgs production at LHC via the decay chdnme — X, t — bW=*, t — bH®,
H* — H)W=, H) — bb. It has been established that it is possible to reconsteaganable mass
distributions for this decay channel, but studies of jetggamatching show that overlapping jets are a
significant problem for the supersymmetric top decay. Tawilts in a high mass tail on the top mass
distributions reconstructed from the— bbbV * decay.



Jet assignment has also been studied for this decay chamthél has been found to be good
for the mass distributions reconstructed using the Stahilkrdel top decay channels. However, in the
case of the supersymmetric top decay, the Higgs mass distriis show that there are contributions
from both the misassignment of jets associated to otherydgearks and from jets associated to other
hard partons in the event. However, only the latter contidiouis 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 misassignaof 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, rathiis 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, sudhe; algorithm [155,275]. The impact of
detector-level jet finding and lepton identification musiodbe assessed.

16. SEARCH FOR THE ¢ — bH*, H* — H,W, H, — bb CHANNEL 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 parametgr the gaugino mass parametevg and the trilinear couplingsi, are
complex, allows the existence of the light neutral Higgsamogny, < 50 GeV) and relatively light
charged Higgs bosom{y+ < my) in low tans region not excluded by the LEP data because of the
reduction of H;ZZ coupling [270]. In CPX scenario the usual search channelg mo&a be useful,
because of the simultaneous reduction in the couplingseoHiigs boson to the vector boson pair and
to the top quark pair, as it affects the Higgs boson prodociind decays rates. The one of the promising
search channels in the CPX scenario proposed in [271] i& theduction when one of the top quarks
decays as — bH+, Ht — H,W, H, — bb. Itis due to the suppression of tfh Z Z coupling leads to
the enhancement of thig™1W ~ H; coupling in order to satisfy the coupling sum-rule. We ittigeted

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 GeV,my, =51 GeV andn g+=133
GeV, corresponding to t@i¥5 and CP mixing angl@(CP)=90° in the CPX MSSM. The following
decays were forced in PYTHIA; — bW, to — bHT, Ht — WH;, H, — bb and bothl¥ bosons
from the top decays were allowed to decay into all possibldesoThe decay branching fractions were
calculated using CPsuperH program [272]. The total crossosewas calculated taking the next-to-
leading order cross section for an inclusivg@roduction 840 pb [273] and multiplying by the branching
ratios, Br¢. — bH1)=0.01, Br@+ — H,W)=0.567, Br¢( — b/)=0.99, Br({; — bb)=0.92 which
gives the cross section 8.68 pb.

The major background processes for this channettatgjets andttbb. Thett + jets background
was generated using ALPGEN [180] with the MLM prescriptiam fet-parton matching [181, 182] at
the PYTHIA shower simulation. Th& + 2 jets (exclusive),tt + 3 jets andtt + 4 jets(inclusive) with
jet pr >20 GeV were generated. The cross sections for these precagsshown in Table17. Thebb
background was not considered yet in this study.

Z'Contributed by: A. K. Nayak, T. Aziz, and A. Nikitenko
Z8Results are preliminary and must not be shown at conferences



16.3 Simulation and Reconstruction

The CMS detector was simulated using full GEANT4 [276] siatian and the reconstruction was done
using the CMS simulation and reconstruction software CMSE@Wpileup events were included. We
summarize briefly the object reconstruction methods [2%&}Hun this analysis. Muons are reconstructed
from the muon chambers and the silicon tracker and electmomseconstructed from the tracks in the
silicon tracker and the clusters in the electromagnetioroakter. The loose electron identification
criteria were applied. The lepton isolation was done ushmgttacker isolation such that leptons are
selected if sumpr of the tracks in a cone around the lepton (inner radius 0.@085oater radius 0.25) is
less than 3 GeV. The jets were reconstructed from the cadbeiniowers using an iterative cone algorithm
with the cone size 0.5. The jet energy was corrected usinyyittrge Carlo jet energy corrections. The
missing Er was reconstructed from the calorimeter towers and coundctethe jet energy scale. The
missing £ was also corrected for the muons by adding the muon momertke toalorimeter missing
Er.

16.4 Event selection
16.41 Primary selections

The final state considered in this analysis consists of tgiat lquarks, four b quarks, one lepton and
neutrino: fv + qq’ + bbbb. Since the neutral Higgs bosdi, is very light (51 GeV), the b quarks from
the H, — bb decay are very soft as seen in Fig.34 (a,b). Qnl§6% of events have both b quarks from
the H, decay Withpr >20 GeV. The final state quarks in the event fall very close thedher in §, ¢)
space. Fig_34 (c) shows the separationsing) space between two closest quarks. Because of these
reasons it is difficult to reconstruct six jets in the evenregponding to the six final states quarks. The
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Fig. 34: (a)pr distribution of b quarks from top quark and frofy decays, (bpr distribution of b quarks frond/; decay, (c)

events with one isolated lepton with- >20 GeV and six or more jets withy >20 GeV were selected.
The number of leptons in the event (electrons with> 10 GeV and muons withr >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-taggingrigitgn. The three dimensional impact
parameter significance of the second highest significaack in the jet was used as the b-discriminator
parameter. The four highest discriminator jets with theriisinator value greater than 2.95 were tagged

as b jets.



16.42 Top mass reconstruction

OnelW boson in the event was reconstructed from the lepton and ig&ng F. The z-component of
the missing energy was calculated using Wiemass 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 péssiéndidates for the leptonically decaying
W boson. ThéV boson decaying hadronically was reconstructed from tlsenet tagged as b jets. All
jet pairs with the invariant mass within they,+ 20 GeV mass window were considered as possible
candidates. The di-jets invariant mass for the jets matctirquarks from thél” boson decay is shown

in Fig[38 (a). The momenta of the two top quarks were recootd simultaneously from four b-tagged
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Fig. 35: (a) the di-jet invariant mass of the jets matchinguarks fromi¥ decay. (b) the top-quark mass reconstructed from the
bjj final state after the minimization @f\/. (c) the top-quark mass reconstructed from bbbjj final stfter the minimization
of 6 M.
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jets, twoW — (v candidates and candidates for the hadronically decaingoson. The jets and the
W boson candidates were assigned to the two top quarks by mingthedM, wheredM is defined as

oM = \/(mtopl - mtop)2 + (mtopQ - rntop)2 + (mW(hadronic) - mW)27 (31)

therem;, is reconstructed from one b-tagged jet and diieboson candidaten,,; is reconstructed
from three b-tagged jets and ofi€ boson candidatern,, is the generated top-quark mass (175 GeV)
and themyy is theWW boson mass (PDG value).

The top-quark mass distributions reconstructed from tjetsep; ;) and five jets §bbjj) after the
minimization of §M are shown in Fig.35 (b,c). One can see that the top-quark disisibution from
the bbbjj final state is very wide and has a big tail. It is because of grassignment of the jets ¥
candidates to the top while minimizing\/. The events with the two top-quark reconstructed masses
within them;,,+ 30 GeV mass window were selected. Tdble 17 shows the initialscsections for the
signal and background processes, the number of Monte-@aglats remaining after each selection step
and the cross sections after all selectiof$.

16.43 Reconstruction of the neutll, and chargedd ™ Higgs bosons

Since it is not known what pair of the b-tagged jets from theonstructed top quark decay chain
t — bbbWW is coming from theH; — bb decay, all three b-tagged jet pairs were considered as the

2TheW — fv andW — jj reconstruction step selects events with the positive isoidor z-component of27"** and
with at least one jet pair having the di-jet mass withinithg + 20 GeV mass window; the top-quark mass reconstruction step
requires that the two top-quark reconstructed masses #mghem:,,+ 30 GeV mass window.



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

signal tt + 2 jets tt + 3 jets tt + 4 jets
(exclusive) (exclusive) (inclusive)
\ cross section, pb \ 8.68 | 100 | 40 \ 61 \
number of MC events analyzed| 193884 241000 71000 94000
(corresponding luminosity, fb") (22.35) (2.41) (1.775) (1.54)
isolated leptorpy > 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 — fvandW — jj reco 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 jet,pai,, is shown in Fig[-3b (left plot) for the
background and the signal plus background. The right pl&ign36 shows, fitted by the Gaussian the
myy distribution of the signal plus background. The mean valu® fitted distribution is close to the
generated mass d@f,. The charged Higgs boson was reconstructed from the twgdethjets andV’
boson, where the b-tagged jet pair was chosen as the jet plaithe invariant mass closest to the peak of
the my;, mass distribution and within the window20 GeV around the fitted mean value. The invariant
mass distribution of the charged Higgs boson reconstruntéds way,m,y is shown in Fid.3l7.
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Fig. 36: The invariant mass of the b-tagged jet pairs fronréleenstructed top quark decay chainy bbbW

The available Monte Carlo statistics @+ jets background events for this study was only order
of ~ 2 fb~!, thus it can not be simply rescaled in order to produce theofimshape ofny, andmgy
distributions expected for 30 f after all selections. We have obtained, however that thpesbhéim,,,
andmy,y distributions is almost the same after relaxing the cut enlttdiscriminator value. Fif. 88
shows themy, (left plot) andmy,y (right plot) distributions for four different b-discrimator cuts: 0,
1.0, 1.5and 2.0.
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Fig. 38: Themy, (left) andmy,w (right) distributions after all selections for four difeamt cuts on the b-discriminator value:
0,1.0,1.5and 2.0.

16.5 Results

The simple selection strategy described in the previousosecyields S=110 signal events and B=203
tt + jets background events expected with 30°tb The t#bb background still need to be taken into
account. The uncertainty due to the Monte Carlo statisticthett + jets backgrounds is- 30%. The
experimental systematic uncertainty was estimated bydgakito account the systematic uncertainties on
the lepton identification (2), the b-jet tagging (% per jet), the jet energy scale%bper jet), the missing
transeverse energy scale fd@n the raw calorimeter energy scale aryd &n 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’r scale only is 8.8%). The significance is calculatedS3as/ B + A B2,
whereAB is the experimental systematic uncertainty on the backgtoln order to get the pessimistic
value for the significance, the Monte Carlo statistical utaiety was added to the total background:
B=203+60=263 events. The signal significance is then\1263 + 592=1.8. The uncertainty on the
theoretical leading-order cross section of the- n jets, (n>2) processes iz 50%.

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



uncertainties. The uncertainties can be partially redutéte number of the background events and
the my, andmy,yy Mmass shapes can be extracted from the data. The shapes caaluageel from the
data with the ratio S/B <1 when the relaxed cut on the b-discriminator value is used Fsg[38). The
background normalization on the number of events with thexesl b-jet tagging will eliminate the jet
and the missingtr scale uncertainties, the luminosity uncertainty and allytreduce the b-tagging
uncertainty which dominates the experimental uncertaititwill also reduce the absolute background
prediction uncertainty from the theory, since only theaati tf 4 jets andttbb cross sections need to be
used. The further, more detailed investigations of thiswokd&is 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 Saathdvlodel (NMSSM) [278, 279], in which
the spectrum of the minimal supersymmetric extension (MpBMxtended by one singlet superfield,
is interesting in many respects. Compared to the MSSM, itesoin an elegant way the so—callgd
problem, has less fine tuning and can induce a rather diffefnomenology 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€ LI particular, it would be crucial
to make sure that at least one Higgs patrticle should be obget/the LHC for the planned integrated
luminosity or try to define regions of the NMSSM parametercepim 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-dimeorghl scans over the free inputs of the NMSSM
when performing complete/realistic simulations to adsiteég two points mentioned above.

An alternative approach is to resort to a few benchmark sanahich embodying the most
peculiar/representative phenomenological featureseofrtbdel’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 benchmarktgoihich fulfill the present collider and
cosmological constraints using the most—up to date toalaltaulate the particle spectra. We work in the
framework of a semi—constrained NMSSM (cNMSSM) where theSgpersymmetry (SUSY) breaking
parameters are defined at some high scale, typically thatasfdgunification theories (GUTS). This
approach leads to a much more plausible sparticle spectilows to relate features of the Higgs sector
to properties of the neutralino sector and, at the same #tillesontains the distinctive phenomenological
features of the NMSSM that are suitable for intensive phesrwtogical/experimental investigation. The
emphasis is primarily on the different possible scenariitkinvthe Higgs sector and the implication for

0Contributed by: A. Djouadi, M. Drees, U. Ellwanger, R.Gol&. Hugonie, S.F. King, S. Lehti, S. Moretti, A. Nikitenko
|. Rottlander, M. Schumacher, A. M. Teixeira



Higgs searches at the LHC. In particular, we propose fivellreack points which lead to Higgs-to-Higgs
decays or a light Higgs spectrum but with reduced Higgs—gduggon 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 qagiential given, in terms of (hatted)
superfields with only the third generation (s)fermions udgld, by

W = \SH, Hy + g 53 4 B OHE, — hyQHDS, — hy LH5. (32)

The first two terms substitute tlﬁa’?uﬁd term in the MSSM superpotential, while the three last terras a
the usual generalization of the Yukawa interactions. THeIdSY 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—uniessft terms at the GUT scale, the three
SUSY breaking masses squared fof, H; and.S are determined through the minimization conditions
of the scalar potential. Thus, the Higgs sector of the NMSSHEscribed by the six parameters

A, K, Ay, Ag, tan 8= (H,)/(Hy) and peg = A(S) . (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 cMSSK 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 parametadstlze trilinear couplings ab/qyT:
Moz = Ml/z,mﬁi = mpy, = mo,A; = Ap. The fully constrained cNMSSM has two additional
parametersA and x, beyond the above and the corrédt; 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 8, A and all soft terms at the weak scale except
for m%, these can be solved fop.s| (or | (S)|), » andm%; sign(ues) can still be chosen at will.
Here, we will relax the hypothesis of complete unificatiorthef soft terms in the singlet sectm% #+
m2 and A, # Ap at Mgur, since the singlet could play a special role. In additiar, Jome of the
benchmark points, we will also relax the unification hypeibéorm%,u andm%,d and for one scenario,
the hypothesisi, = Ay. Such points in parameter space can have additional unctiowal 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 particles iNM&SM, a point in the parameter space of
the cNMSSM is defined by the soft SUSY breaking term&/ai;T (except for the parametm%), tan g
at the weak scale) at the SUSY scale (defined as an average of the first genesafi@ark masses) and
the sign of the parametggg. The parameters, mZS and|u.s | are determined at the SUSY scale in terms
of the other parameters through the minimization equatifriee scalar potential. The renormalisation
group equations (RGEs) for the gauge and Yukawa couplindsdtaense for the soft terms are integrated
between); and Mqut defined by gauge couplings unification. For the most releSémndard Model

parameters, we chose (M) = 0.1172, my(my)M® = 4.214 GeV andmbo,” = 171.4 GeV.

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

g, and the gluinojii) constraints on the Higgs production rates from all chansieidied at LEP.



Light h; (: = 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 pseudosaalstate has\/,, S 10 GeV such
thath,; decays dominantly inta;a; states but théb decay of the:; is impossible. Constraints from the
decaysh; — aia; — 4 allow for M}, down to~ 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 camnsts from B physics are taken into account, and
we require that the relic abundance of the NMSSM dark mal#f)(candidate, the lightest neutralino
X(f which can be singlino-like, matches the WMAP constr@ind4 < Qcpuvh? < 0.136 at the2o 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 kinentigtaiéowed or forbidden; see e.g. Ref. [280].

Within the first category, there are two possibilities, eashociated with light scalar/pseudoscalar
Higgs states: (i) The lightest CP—odgd state is rather light)/,, < 40-50 GeV, and the lightest CP—
evenh; particle has enough phase space for the decay inta:iwiarticles,h; — a1a1, to be allowed
and dominant. The state will mainly decay inta-*7~ if M,, < 10 GeV or torT7~ (~ 10%)
andbb (90%) states ifM,, = 10 GeV. One would have then the possibilities — aja; — 47 and
h1 — a1a1 — 41,4b and272b for the hy state which can have a mass that is either close to its thearet
upper limit of 130 GeV or to the lower limit of 90 GeV. (ii) Thaghtest CP—eveh; boson is relatively
light, M;,, < 50 GeV, and decays intbb pairs (the situation whergf;,, < 10 GeV is very constrained
by LEP data). In this case, the next-to-lightest CP-ewvgstate is SM-like with a mass below 140
GeV and can decay into twig, bosons leading to the final topologigs — hi1hy — 47, 272b and4b.

The second category of scenarios, where Higgs-to-Higgaydeare suppressed, includes regions
of the parameter space where the five neutral Higgs paracteselatively 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 dasesc€&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 maeélsle Each point is representative of dis-
tinctive NMSSM features. Points P1 to P3 exemplify scersavibereh, decays into light pseudoscalar
states decaying, in turn, inté or 7+~ final states; these points can be realized within the cNMSSM
with nearly universal soft terms &y, the exception being the parametm% 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 terg;, # Mpy, # mp. Point P5 corresponds to
the case where all Higgs bosons are rather light and can lagedtif one allows additionally for the
inequality Ay # Ap. In all cases, the input parameters as well as the resultiggsHmasses and some
decay information are given in Talile]18; the main charasties of thex{ DM candidate are also given.
Next, we summarize the most relevant phenomenologicalegpties of the benchmark points.

In the first two points P1 and P2, the lightést CP—even state has a massidf,, ~ 120 GeV
and is SM-like with couplings (relative to that of the SM H&ygo gauge bosong;, top quarkst;
and bottom quarks;, which are almost equal to unity. The lightest CP—agdboson has a mass of,
respectively, 40.5 GeV and 9.09 GeV. In both cases P1 anchB2ecay channdl;, — aqa, is largely
dominating with a BR very close to 90%, while the decays— bb andr+ 7~ are suppressed by an order
of magnitude when compared to the SM case. The most releiffgredce between the two scenarios
concerns the mass and decays of the lightest pseudosceadtaristP1 the; boson decays intb quarks
andr leptons with rates of- 90% and~ 10%, respectively. In contrast, in P2 the pseudoscalastate
with its massM,,, ~9.09 GeV decays dominantly inte™ 7~ pairs, with a rate above 80%.

For point P3, the same inputs of points P1 and P2 are choseptexe theA,, and\ parameters,



Table 18: Input and output parameters for the five benchm&ESIM points.

Point P1] P2 ] P3] P4 | P5 |
GUT/input parameters
SigN(est) + + + - +
tan 8 10 10 10 2.6 6
mo (GeV) 174 174 174 775 1500
M, 5 (GeV) 500 500 500 760 175
Ao -1500 | -1500 -1500 | -2300 | -2468
Ax -1500 | -1500 -1500 | -2300 -800
A -33.9| -334 -628.56 | -1170 60
NUHM: My, (GeV) - - - 880 -311
NUHM: My, (GeV) - - - | 2195 1910
Parameters at the SUSY scale
A (input parameter) 0.1 0.1 04| 0.53 0.016
K 0.11| 0.11 0.31| 0.12 | -0.0029
Ax (GeV) -982 | -982 -629 | -510 45.8
Ay (GeV) -1.63 | -1.14 -11.4 220 60.2
M, (GeV) 392 392 393 603 140
test (GEV) 968 968 936 | -193 303
CP-even Higgs bosons
mp, (GeV) 120.2 | 120.2 89.9| 323 90.7
BR(h1 — bb) 0.072| 0.056 | 7x 10" | 0.918 0.895
BR(h1 — 7777) 0.008 | 0.006 | 7 x 10> | 0.073 0.088
BR(h1 — a1a1) 0.897 | 0.921 0.999 0.0 0.0
| mn, (GeV) | 998 998 ] 964 | 123 ] 118 |
| mn, (GeV) | 2142] 2142] 1434 547 174 ]
| CP-odd Higgs bosons |
maq, (GeV) 40.5| 9.09 9.13 185 99.6
BR(a1 — bb) 0.91 0. 0. 0.62 0.91
BR(a1 — 7777) 0.085| 0.88 0.88 | 0.070 0.090
| M, (GeV) | 1003 | 1003 | 996 | 546 | 170 |
| Charged Higgs boson |
mpu+ (GeV) 1005 ] 1005 | 987 | 541 188 |
LSP
mo (GeV) 208 208 208 101 70.4 |
Qcpuh? 0.099 | 0.099 0.130 | 0.099 0.105 |

which are now varied as to have a lightgrstate. This again leads to a pseudoscaldroson which has
approximately the same mass as in scenarioM2,~9.96 GeV, and which decays almost exclusively
into 7+ 7~ final states. The difference between P3 and P2 is the ligBfeseven Higgs bosad, which
has a mas3/;, ~ 90 GeV, lower than in scenarios P1 and P2. In this case, andugjthly, 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 exclysivi® a; pairs, with a rate close to 100%.
Another difference between P2 and P3 is that in the formes,¢hs interesting decay mode — a1 2

is kinematically possible but the rate is rather small, BRG a1 2) ~ 3%.

Note that in all these first three points, the heaviest netiiggs particleshs, hs andas, as well
as the charged Higgs states, all have masses close to, or above, 1 TeV. The main decaysaodénto
bb andtt for the neutral andb for the charged states, & 3 is not too large and thg—Higgs couplings
are not very strongly suppressed, while the BRs for the akHiggs-to-Higgs decays, in particular the
channelshy, — hih; andhy — aqaq, are very tiny, not exceeding the permille level. Regardimg
properties of the DM candidate, P1, P2 and P3 exhibit a Igjhteutralino which is bino-like, with mass
is myo =~ 208 GeV. In all three cases, the correct cosmological denSityynih? ~ 0.1, is achieved



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

Point P4 corresponds to a scenario in which the CP—even ligssivery light, M, = 32.3 GeV
and singlet-like and predominantly decays ibkqpairs, with BRh; — bb) = 92%, and to a smaller
extent intor pairs with BRhy — 7777) ~ 7%. The CP—evelh, boson has a mass &1}, ~123 GeV
and is SM-like, with normalized couplings /7 andt/b states close to unity. However, it mostly
decays into twdh; bosons, BRhy — hihi) ~ 88% and the dominant SM-likéh decay mode occurs
only at a rate less than 10%. The lightest CP—odd particletisery heavy)M,, = 185 GeV, and decays
mostly into fermion pairs, with BRi; — bb) ~ 61% and BRa; — 7777) ~ 7%; the other dominant
decay is the interesting channel — hyZ which has a rate of the order of 30%. Finally, the heaviest
CP-everhs, CP—oddz, and the chargedl™ particles have masses in the 500 GeV range and will mostly
decay, asan 3 is small, intott /b final 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 sfermioth gaugino mass parametersidgyt are
close to 1 TeV. At the SUSY scale, one thus finds a higgsinglsio-like neutralino LSP, whose mass
is M0 ~ 100 GeV and LSP annihilation essentially leadd¥d? and Zh, 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 ngepif the SM Higgs boson to the gauge
bosons with the dominant component being taken byithstate. The pseudoscalar Higgs bosons have
masses\/,, ~ 100 GeV andM,, ~ 170 GeV, while the charged Higgs particle is the heaviest onbk wit
M+ ~ 188 GeV. Here, all the neutral Higgs-to—Higgs decays are kirially 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 thids— Wh; andhs — W W, but as the involved
Higgs—gauge boson couplings are small, the BRs are tinye,Hee LSP with a mass, o ~ 70 GeV, is

a bino—like neutralino but it has a small non-negligiblegsigo component. The val&cpyh? ~ 0.1
is achieved through the annihilation procesgés! — b, 7+ 7, 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 quaiksi; ~ 1, to allow for the production at the LHC in one of the
main channels which are advocated for the search of the SksHligrticle [284]:) gluon—gluon fusion,
g9 — hy, i) vector boson fusion (VBFYq — qqW*W*, qqZ*Z* — qqh,; with two forward jets and a
centrally decaying Higgs bosofi;) Higgs—strahlung (HS;q — Wh; andqq — Zh;, with the gauge
boson decaying leptonicallyy) associated production with heavy top quark paifsgg — tth;.

In scenarios P1 to P3, this CP—evienparticle is theh; boson which had?y ~ t; ~ b ~ 1,
but which decays most of the time into a pair of light pseudtzscHiggs particlesh; — aiaq, which
subsequently decay into light fermion paits, — bb and7 7. In scenario P4, this particle is tieg
boson which decays most of the time into a paikpparticles,hs — hihi, which again decay into light
fermion pairs. In these four cases, the backgrounds ingpth h; — 4f andqq/gg — tth; — tt+4f,
with f = b, 7, processes will be extremely large and only the VBF (owintheoforward 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 thé, boson which decays int and~* 7~ final states with BRs close to 90% and 10%,
respectively. Here again, thg fusion and presumably associated production with top cueakinot be
used since the interesting decays suchass WW*, ZZ* and~~ are suppressed compared to the SM
case. Thus, in this case, only the chanmgls+ gqhs — qqr+7~ and eventually;g — Who — (vbb
seem feasible. The statg has still non—negligible couplings to gauge bosons and t@sks which
lead to cross sections that are “only” one order of magnitrdaller than in the SM. Since here again,



only the decays; — bb (90%) andr* 7~ (10%) are relevant, the only channels which can be used are
the VBF and HS processes discussed above, but one needsagitgniL0 times larger to have the same
event samples as in the SM.

Several theoretical studies have been performed in thetpastsess the potential of the LHC to
observe NMSSM Higgs particles in some scenarios close setpeesented here; see Ref. [283] for an
account. Recently, the ATLAS and CMS collaborations sthiteestigating some channels, the main
focus being on the VBF production procegs— qqh; and to a lesser extent HS vja — Why — fvhq,
with the SM—likeh; state decaying intd; — ai;a; — 47, corresponding to scenario P2 and P3. The
ATLAS collaboration is analyzing théu + 4v; + 4v, channel from VBF, requiring three leptons to
be observed and, for triggering, one or two high-eptons pr > 20 or 10 GeV) [285]. CMS is
currently considering thﬂiuirjftrjft final state containing two same sign muons and tvjets [286].
Despite of the missing energy and the possibility of missing lepton, the mass of tite 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 extensiothefSM as it solves the notorious
problem of the MSSM and it has less fine tuning. It also leadmtimteresting collider phenomenology
in some cases, in particular in the Higgs sector, which isredétd to contain an additional CP—even and
a CP-odd state. Compared to the SM and MSSM, the searchdwefdbtMSSM Higgs bosons will be
rather challenging at the LHC in scenarios in which someméttiggs particles are very light, opening
the possibility of dominant Higgs-to-Higgs decays, or wladinHiggs 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 presesilider and cosmological constraints, require
much more detailed phenomenological studies and expetaingmulations 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 paransgace of th&lext-to-Minimal Supersymme-
tric Standard ModeNMSSM) [287-292] have been made (see e.g. Refs. [293-2%6Pew 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 whidhdiecregions of typical and experimentally
challenging NMSSM phenomenology. In the following, two Isy@arameter scans over the Higgs sector
of the NMSSM are proposed for this model. Both scans includerehmark point from Ref. [295].

S1Contributed by: I. Rottlander and M. Schumacher
32A proton-proton collider with a design center-of-mass ggeaf 14 TeV. First physics runs are expected for 2008.
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18.2 The NMSSM

In theMinimal Supersymmetric Standard ModMSSM), the value of the Higgs-Higgsino mass param-
etery is not confined by theory, but it is experimentally constedirio 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 breakings then given by the product of the vacuum expec-
tation value of the bosonic component®{<s>) and a new coupling constait Constraints from the
Higgs potential minimization strongly prefers> to lie at the weak scale. The right valueofs 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 ("soiylithe 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 bosond;, Hs, Hs and two CP-odd Higgs bosons;, A;. The neutral fermion mixes
with the four neutralinos of the MSSM, thus, the model corgain total five neutral fermion states. Since
no charged patrticles are added, the features of the otheMV&&icles, including the charged Higgs
bosonH*, are only modified marginally. The maximally allowed masshef 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 descrilyesixoparameters. Usually, these are
chosen to be the coupling parametersSof\, , Ay, Ax), 1 and the ratio of the vacuum expectation
values of the Higgs fieldg,an 5. In the here defined two-dimensional parameter scarend « are
varied. Variation of the other parameters also changesethiifies of the Higgs sector, howeven-a
variation was found to be sufficient to cover the most impurgthenomenology types in the two scans
described here.

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

%The Large Electron Positron Collidewhich ran until 2000 at center-of mass energies up to 209 GeV
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M3 = 3 TeV and M, = 1 TeV. The trilinear soft supersymmetry-breaking paranseteere set to
Ay = Ay = A = 1.5 TeV, the top quark mass to 172 GeV.

18.3 The Reduced Couplings Scenario

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

The here proposed scenario ia-& scan with parameters given in Tablg 19. The point wits 0.0163
andx = —0.0034 is described as having the lowest statistical significamemd in a region without
Higgs-to-Higgs decays in Ref. [295].

The masses of all six Higgs bosons in this scenario are snith@ about 300 GeV. Thé&/ is very
light, down to values of about 20 GeV in an unexcluded regidh wmall negative: (Fig[39). Since
the H, has a SM-like mass around 120 GeV in the entire plane[(Higth@ye is a region where the
decayH,— H1 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 allowedmater region, whereas
the Hs, A, andH* are approximately degenerate in the entire plane, but withlslifferences in mass
for large negativec. The mass of théfs ranges from about 150 to 300 GeV, the mass ofAhdrom
about 140 to 300 GeV and the charged Higgs boson mass front 886t0 300 GeV in the unexcluded
region (Fid.4D).

In Figured 4445 & 46, the vector boson couplings of the sdadaons are given as an example gauge
coupling. Higgs boson couplings to gluons and up-type fensivary similarly. ThelHd; and H3 gauge
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Fig. 47: H, mass [GeV] in the.ight A, Scenario

Fig. 48: H» mass [GeV] in theLight A; Scenario

coupling@ are highly suppressed in most of the parameter plane, rgaciieable values only in the
LEP excluded region at large negatike The H, has SM-like gauge couplings in large parts of the
parameter plane. In the unexcluded region close to the besdhpoint from Ref. [295], the vector
boson couplings are reduced down to about 80% of their SMevabauge couplings of thé; and As

are highly suppressed for all considered parameter values.

To summarize, this scenario is characterized by a regidmawery lightH close to the upper exclusion
bound, wherdd,— H, H; decays are possible, a region with a SM-li{e in the middle of the allowed
parameter space, and a region with reduced couplings affthat large negative: close to the lower
exclusion bound.

Table 19: Higgs sector parameters of the proposed scenarios

Scenario A-range | k-range | A, [GeV] | A, [GeV] | u[GeV] | tan 5
Reduced couplings 0 - 0.025| -0.005 -0 -70 -54 -284 5.7
Light A, 0-055| -0.2-0.6 -580 -2.8 -520 5.0

Fig. 49: A1 mass [GeV] in the.ight A; Scenario Fig. 50: H* mass [GeV] in the.ight A; Scenario

18.4 The Light A; Scenario

Unlike in the MSSM, the mass of the lightest pseudoscdlars in the NMSSM not closely coupled to
the masses of the scalar Higgs bosons and might thus lie elelivithe H,/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 usedn 3 values around 5.
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the decay chaii/, ,— A1 A; can be the dominant decay mode of the lightest scalars.

The here described scenario is alsd-a scan with parameters given in Tablg 19. The point vtk
0.22 andx = —0.1 has been described in Ref. [295].

Here, the lightest scalaif; 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 thattwayH;— A, A, is possible in the entire
parameter plane with exception of a small region at very kiahdx (Fig[51). In the unexcluded region
with large A and«, this decay reaches branching ratios above 90%. Areas sittedler branching ratio
exists for smallet\ andx. The other Higgs bosons are rather heavy (Fids.48,50), thtli/;, A, and
H#* being approximately degenerate in large parts of the pasarp&ne.

For A; masses larger thadm,,, about 90% of the lightest pseudoscalar bosons decay tonbaftiarks.
In these regions, the decay chaifis— A; A —bbbb and H,— Ay A, —bbr are important. In small
regions at the borders of the unexcluded region Ahes so light that the decay chatth, —+ A Ay —7777
prevails (Fid.5R). In the narrow unexcluded band arodre 0.25, the couplings of thed; to fermions
are heavily suppressed. Here, the decay chirr A; A; — vy~ is dominant.

The gauge couplings of the; are SM-like in the entire allowed parameter region (Eig.53)e gauge
couplings of theH, are sizeable only in a small excluded region witlvalues close to zero (Fig.b4).
All other Higgs bosons have highly suppressed gauge cayglinthe entire parameter plane.
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18.5 Conclusions

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

e Aregion with very light scalaif; .



e A region with reduced gauge couplings of an otherwise Si-dikalarHs.

¢ Regions with dominanil; — A; A; —bbbblbbr decays of an otherwise SM-like scalél.

e Regions with dominantl;— A, A1 —7777 decay of an otherwise SM-like scal&f .
Another example of an experimentally challenging phenastogyy type not covered here is a dominant
H,—cc decay [294]. Also the region where the mass of the lightesbsés maximal [297] could prove
interesting for Higgs boson discovery .

19. THE NMSSM NO-LOSE THEOREM AT THE LHC: THE SCOPE OF THE 4 7 CHANNEL
IN HIGGS-STRAHLUNG AND VECTOR BOSON FUSION

19.1 Introduction

As emphasised in Sedf._17. (see also [283]), the NMSSM haswbwadvantages with respect to the
MSSM. In constrast, it is not certain that at least one Higgsolb can be found at the LHC in such a
scenario. In this respect, of particular relevancelare» aia; decays, as they have been claimed to
be the only means to establish a no-lose theorem at the CERNimesfor the NMSSM [185, 293, 294,
301-307], at least over a region of parameter space wherrSupmetry (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 scopg;of+ a,a; decays intgjjr" 7~ pairs (where |
represents a jet of either heavy or light flavour and where-thdecay leptonically) has been found to be
rather questionable [308]. Hence, in this contribution megtigate the scope of the channel, wherein
two 7’s are searched for in their muonic decays while the otherawmeoselected via their hadronic ones.
We will consider both HS and VBF as production channels. I§in@ enhance the yield of; — 77~
decays, we limit ourselves to regions of NMSSM parametecespdnerel,, < 2m, (light a; scenario).

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

In this section we investigate the NMSSM parameter spaegseathich yield thel/,, < 2m; mass
configuration, with particular interest to the cases whbesdforementioned; — a1a; — 47 decays
may be visible at the LHC if happening in conjunction with H&lsr VBF production processes of
Higgs bosons. Notice that there are altogether fourteeanpeters 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 &ae.53, \, x, Ay, Ag, M1, Mo, M3, Ay, Ay, Ar, My,
andMy,, whereM, andM;, denote the soft SUSY breaking slepton and squark mass piané/e
will start by establishing the portion of NMSSM parameteacp defined in terms of the above inputs,
that survives present theoretical and experimental cainsst

19.21 Full NMSSM Parameter Scan
The numerical values over which the parameters introdubedeahave been scanned are:

—1000 GeV < A, < 100 GeV, —10TeV < Ay <10 TeV, 100 GeV < p < 1000 GeV,
1075 < X\, k < 0.7, 1.5 < tan 8 < 50 (34)
while the remaining parameters were fixed at
M, /My /M3 =150/300/1000 GeV, A; = Ay = A, =2.5TeV, My, = My, =1TeV. (35)

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

%Contributed by: Alexander Belyaev, Stefan Hesselbach,i $afiti, Stefano Moretti, Alexander Nikitenko, Claire H.
Shepherd-Themistocleous
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NMSSM spectra (masses, couplings and decay rates) andimd@scount experimental inputs includ-
ing LEP limits, B-physics bounds as well as (cold) DM constraints. In Eig. 85onesent 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 positived , while Fig.[55(b) indicates that smalli,;|'s are preferred.

19.22 Scan for Narrowed,,

The results of Fid. 85 (specifically, the preference for $mals) motivated us to ‘narrow’ the range of
the parameters, by scanning it over the intervals

—15GeV < A, <20 GeV, —2TeV < Ay <4TeV, 100 GeV < p < 300 GeV,  (36)

and the rest of the parameters as in Eq] (34). [Fi§. 56 makegsoihe 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 correlatiorsetbing in the)M,, < 10 GeV region: 1.
values ofA, > 0 are preferred, see Fig.156(a); 2. points with 18wy, , A, ~ 0 (Fig.[56(b)) and small
values ofx (Fig.[56(c)) are preferred; 3. we can see interesfilg < 10 GeV points with also low,
down to 20 GeVM},, values (FigL5b6(e)).

19.23 Final Scan For the Light; Scenario

We have then performed one ‘final’ scan over the NMSSM paransgiace by requiring at the same
time M,, < 10 GeV and Eq.[(36). Having already learnt the size of such o the entire NMSSM
parameter space after experimental constraints, we nowtwaharacterise it in terms of the quantities
which enter the event rates faf — a1a; — 47 decays produced via HS and VBF. The results of this
scan are shown in Fig.b7. Note that, here, the colours wersechto indicate the measure of decoupling
of the lightest CP-even Higgs bosai,, from the SM limit (denoted simply byf). To this aim, we
have defined the measuRy; z;, = (gggﬂng/g%H)% i.e., the ratio of the coupling strength (squared)
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of the ZZh, vertex in the NMSSM relative to the SM case (in fact, this is #ame for couplings to
W+ gauge bosons). One should notice that both 15—+ Vhy, and VBF,pp — jjV*V* — jjhy,
rates { = Z, W) are directly proportional t@&, 7, and are suppressed in the non-decoupling regime
wheneverR,;, is essentially smaller then unity. From Fig] 57 one can seefdliowing important
features of théll,, < 2m; ~ 10 GeV scenario: 1. the lighter the Higgs the more significaoughbe
the NMSSM deviations from the SM case, e.g., for aiy, < 50 GeV anyRzz;, is limited to be< 0.5,

as dictated by LEP constraints [4, 270] (this correlatioillistrated in a more clear way in Fig.158(a),
presenting the?; 7, versusM},, plane, which exhibits the typical pattern of the LEP Higgslegion
curve [270]); 2. in theM},, < 40 GeV regionA, is always positive (Fid. 87(a)ys < 0.1 (Fig.[517(c))
while A < 0.45 (Fig.[57(d)). In this case, one should notice the correfalietween the singlet nature
of the h; and the singlino component of the lightest neutralino, Whcvisually depicted in Fid. 58(b).
Finally, it is also worth to point out the correlation betwebeir masses in Fig. 58(c). From these plots,
one can see a striking correlation between the lightestalews and Higgs boson whenever one has that
My, < 50 GeV. In this connection, one should stress that the NMSSMaisiducture requires; to be

a singlet and({ to be a singlino (fol/,, < 10 GeV andM},, < 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, thex{-pair annihilation in the early Universe proceeds
through theh,-funnel region. So, in this regioamx(l) ~ M}, as we 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 productiorsraté1S and VBF with selection efficiencies
determined by generating these processes within the PYMtAte Carlo (including smearing effects).
The latter have been estimated in presence of cuts, aftempsttower, hadronisation plus heavy hadrons
decays (and with underlying event turned on). For HS we eefb(assuming, ;. decays of thdV *)

7+ — pvv and7— — hadrons and the selection cuts were
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e Trigger selection: isolated single muon or single elecfiemmd with thresholds 19 and 26 GeV, re-
spectively,|n| < 2.5. ¢ Muonpr > 7 GeV, |n| < 2.1. e Tau jetEr > 10 GeV,|n| < 2.1. e Isolated
1-prong7’s within AR < 0.6 from the muon using tracker isolation for tragks > 2 GeV.e Tau and
muon oppositely charge®. Two tau + muon pairs found.

For VBF the selection cuts were

e Two same sign muons withr > 7 GeV, || < 2.1 and with one track ofr > 2 GeV in cone 0.6
around each muon. Two 7 jets withEr > 10 GeV,|n| < 2.1. e Two jets withEr > 30 GeV,|n| < 4.5.

The results in Fig. 39 show that, after our final scan, the [atijom of parameter points is such that in
both channels the highest cross sections are foundiffgr=> 80 GeV, although in the case of VBF also
lower h; masses can yield sizable rates, but never for values lessithé&eV. Independently af/;,,,
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the a; mass enables sizable event rates anywhere abaye but particularly just above the threshold.
At high luminosity, 100 fo'!, the highest rates would correspond to 1000 events per gedtS and
8000 for VBF.

19.4 Conclusions

We have shown that there is significant potential in estaiolisa no-lose theorem for the NMSSM at
the LHC via (marginally) HS and (primarily) VBF productiori the lightest CP-even Higgs bosan
decaying intaz; a; pairs in turn yielding four leptons, searched for through their semi-leptonic/hadron
decays into muons and jets. To enhance the decay fraction’sbf the lightest CP-odd Higgs boson
a1 we have restricted ourselves to the cagg < 2m; (otherwisea; — bb decays are dominant). We
have also found that the, state can be very light, indeed at times lighter thandhe However, this
last configuration can only be achieved in a low-energy NMS&®&Mhip, with no unification assumptions
at the high scale. In fact, we are currently investigatingtlibr such light:; 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 ou¢ lieat those relevant to odt- channels
are P2 and P3. We have reported the cross section times reffiaiates 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 exploradehwt particularly biased towards a far too
favourable NMSSM setup, yet susceptible to experimensdadiery. Our summary is preliminary, as
only signal processes have been considered and only imueeséMC simulations, with no backgrounds
and detector performance enabled. The latter clearly diagbé 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-ofass energy
of 14 TeV. First physics runs are expected for 2008. First, tRIC will operate at low luminosity
(2 - 1033cm~2s71). Later, the luminosity will be increased to its design eabf 1034 cm=2s~!. One of
the main aims of the ATLAS [309] and CMS [98] experiments & EtHHC 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 predidiedended 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 thatMhdi§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 NM38ggs bosons based on current ATLAS
studies [108, 263, 309, 311-319].

20.2 The NMSSM Higgs Sector

In the framework of the NMSSM, the-problem of the MSSM is solved by the introduction of an
additional neutral singlet superfielel [290]. The two additional neutral scalar bosons contaimef i
mix with the MSSM Higgs bosons to form the five neutral Higgsdws of the NMSSM: three CP-even
bosonsH,, H,, H3 and two CP-odd Higgs bosons;, A>. The phenomenology of the charged Higgs
bosonH* is only modified marginally with respect to the MSSM. The Higgector of the NMSSM at
Born level is determined by the four coupling parametershefginglet superfield), «, Ay, Ax, and
the two parameterg andtan 5. 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 investigmtehis study: theReduced Couplings Sce-
nario and theLight A; Scenariowhich were proposed during this workshop (for details sesdlpro-
ceedings). The parameteksand x 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 Higg®m®s$o fermions and gauge bosons,
relative to the respective SM couplings. Couplings to gtualative to the SM couplings were calculated
from the ratio of partial widths off —gg in the NMSSM and the SM [188] as in Eql37.

IrggNmssu _ D(H = gg)nmssu (37)
g?{gg,S]\/I L(H = gg)sm

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

2
INMSSM (38)

ONMSSM = OSM * 5
9sm

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



Table 20: Included search topologies with allowed massaang

Search Channel Mass Range [GeV] Refs.
VBF, H—11 110-150 [108]
VBF, H—=WW —=llvv 110-200 [108]
VBF, H—=WW —lvh 130-200 [108]
VBF, H—~y 110-160 [311]
ttH, H—bb 70-150 [312]
GGF,H—ZZ—4l 120-420 [309]
GGF,H—-WW —=llvv 140-200 [313]
WH, H—-WW —=llvv, W—lv 150-190 [309]
Inclusive H—~~y 70-160 [309]
Inclusive A—~~ 200-450 [309]
WH, ZH, ttH, H—~~y 70-150 [309]
bbH, H/A—77—hh 450-800 [314]
GGF, bbH,H/A—717—1vh 150-800 [315]
GGF, bbH,H/A—pup 70-450 [316,317]
GGF, H—hh—~~bb 230-270/70-100 [309]
GGF,H—Z A—llbb 200-250/ 70-100 [309]
gb—H¥t, H- 11 175-600 [263]
gb—H*t, H*—tb 190-400 [318]
tt—HTbWb—Tvivbb 90-165 [309]
tt—H*bW b—71qqbb 80-165 [319]

The charged Higgs bosam—t H* cross sections in leading order were taken from Ref. [24d]veere
modified according to thél *tb-couplings obtained with NMHDECAY. The branching raties H*b
was calculated with Feynhiggs [246]. Fgrproduction, a leading order cross section of 482 pb was
assumed. The top quark mass was set to 172 GeV. TheoretiddlE#81 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 theeabiscussed NMSSM cross sections. Signal
efficiencies are taken from published ATLAS Monte-Carlad#ts (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 B is assumed; if only low luminosity studies are available fI30' are
used, and if both scenarios have been investigated, 30t#tixen at low luminosity and 270 f taken at
design luminosity are assumed. The current results onlydecSM background processes. Systematic
uncertainties are neglected. For the significance caloalathe profile likelihood method [321] with
asymptotic approximation [322] is used. To claim a discgyvarsignificance of at leasbSs required.
The number of expected signal events is corrected for tleetsfbf increased Higgs boson decay widths
and the possibility of degenerate Higgs boson masses ashsbm the following.

Corrections for large Higgs bosons widths

In the NMSSM, the natural line width of the Higgs boson may hbaanced relative to the SM case.
Thus, a larger fraction of signal events may lie outside asmasdow cut than in the SM. To correct for
this, the Higgs boson peak was described by a Voigt-functibnse 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 réisoluThe ratio of the integral values over the
mass window for the SM and the NMSSM case was used as a corrdatitor.

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 tRa855-FWHM. In case of negligible Higgs boson
width, this corresponds to2r separation of two Gaussians. Higgs bosons with overlappiags win-
dows were also considered indistinguishable to avoid adoabunting 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 Haggs lwith the largest fraction of signal
events in that mass window.

20.4 Search Topologies

The combinations of production mechanisms and decay mantesidered in the evaluation of the disco-
very potential and the considered mass ranges are sumthariable 204 Within the scenarios exam-
ined here, only the VBRI —77; ttH, H—bb and H —~~ channels show significances greaterds the
given integrated luminosities in the theoretically allaixand yet unexcluded regions (see sedtionl20.5).

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 aff; are reduced to about 80% of their SM-value. THe gets very light at
the region close to the upper exclusion bound, so that thaydde— H, H; is kinematically allowed.
However, due to the small branching ratio for this decay maofdat maximum 6%, its effect on the
discovery potential is negligible. The discovery potdntia the H, is shown in Fig.6D. The entire
unexcluded region is covered by the ttHy;—bb channel despite the coupling reduction. The inclusive
H,—~~ and the VBF,H,—77 channels also contribute. With 30th, the search foil,—77 will be

the only sensitive channel. The region with reduced cogpliwill not be covered in that case. The
gauge couplings of thél; and H3 are sizable only at large negative Here, the channel&l;—~~;

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 aotbvéosons.

==== VBF: Hy—tt —— ttH: H1/3-bb
= ttH: Hy—bb H3—-ZZ—-4l
LEP excl. [ LEP excl.
[ | Theory excl. I Theory excl.
H, visible Hy,3 visible 0. .
0.01 0.005 0.01 0.02

Fig. 60: 5 discovery contours of thél, in the A\-« plane for Fig. 61: % discovery contours of thé/; and Hs in the A-x
theReduced Couplings Scenario plane for theReduced Couplings Scenario



==== \VBF: H1—>TT

= ttH: H1—bb
LEP excl.

Il Theory exdl.
Hq visible

====tt->H*bWb-T1vIvbb
— tt—>H*bWb—-T1vqqbb 0 . )
-0.004 LEP excl. TN
Hl Theory excl. . \“i
H* visible :
-0.005, 0.005 0.01

0% . . . . 05 )\

Fig. 62: 5 discovery contours of th& * in the A\-x plane for
theReduced Couplings Scenario

Fig. 63: 5 discovery contours of thél; in the A-« plane for
theLight A; Scenario

VBF, H3—7T; ttH, H1/3—>b5 and GGF,H3;— Z Z—4l contribute in a region ruled out by LEP (Figl61).
Since the charged Higgs boson is lighter than the top quatkersame region, it can be detected via
thett— HTbW Tb—7vivbb andtt— HEbW *b—1vqgbb searches only in the LEP excluded region also
(Fig[62). All other Higgs bosons have highly reduced gaumeptings and are therefore unobservable.

20.52 The Lightd; Scenario

In this scenario, théf; has a mass of about 120 GeV and SM-like gauge couplings. 8iach is light,
H,— A, A, decays are kinematically possible and often dominant. érufiper right unexcluded region,
the branching ratio off;— A, A; is larger than 90%. Here, thié; cannot be observed (see Eid.63). The
branching ratio of{;— A A, drops for small andx. Therefore, a discovery via the inclusive and asso-
ciatedH, —~v; VBF, H,—77 and ttH,; —bb modes is possible in that region (Fig.64). The outermost
discovery contour ofi;—~~y follows approximately the 60% line of the branching ratiafof— A, A .

The H» has contributions from the channdlg—~~; VBF, Ho—WW; GGF, Hy— 7 7 —4l and GGF,
Hy—WW —2I2v in the excluded region where it is light enough to be accésgkigl65). All other
Higgs bosons have either highly reduced couplings or arbé¢eey to be observed in this scenario.

-----

====VBF: H1—1T
= ttH: H1—bb

Fig. 64: 5 discovery contours of thél; in the A\-« plane for
theLight A, Scenarig restricted to low\ andx values.

VBF: H—-»WW LEP excl.

LEP excl.
Il Theory excl. — GGF: Hy-»WW-2I2v [ ] Thec?ry exd.
Hy visible [, @ GGF: H—ZZ—-4l H, visible
0.05 ) ) 02 y 025 0.05 0.1 0.2 A 0.25

Fig. 65: 5 discovery contours off» in the A-« plane for the
Light A; Scenarig restricted to low\ andx values.



20.6 Conclusions

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

A; or where the branching ratio 611/2—>A1A1 is smaller than about 60%. In the other cases, searches
for the decay chaingl, ,— Ay Ay —77bb or Hy ,— Ay A;—47 could be considered.
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21. THE h® — A94° —s pbrt7— SIGNAL IN VECTOR BOSON FUSION PRODUCTION AT
THE LHC 3

21.1 Motivation

In the Minimal Supersymmetric extension of the Standard Mdf#MSSM) at least one additional
SU(2)r, Higgs doublet is required compared to the SM in order to dagenege 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 complgbetsto 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 statd8)(is the Goldstone boson of either a global
U(1) R-symmetry or &/(1) Peccei-Quinn symmetry in some limit of the model paramet&mce
low-fine tuning scenarios predict a moderate breaking cfafsymmetries, the mass 4f is expected
to be relatively small compared to the mass of the lighteskasd:’) such that the:? — A°A° decay
is kinematically allowed. In [324], two different types ofenarios are considered, depending on if
myo > 2my OF myo < 2my . Scenarios withn 40 > 2m,, are disfavored when LEP data f@2b and
Z4bfinal states are taken into account. Indeed, the simultan@oalysis of both these channels excludes
at better than 99% the possibility fof to be lighter thanv 108 GeV, and a heavigi® in turn requires a
higher fine-tuning of model parameters. On the contrannades withm 40 < 2m, are favored by the
same data and can even account for2th@xcess observed in tH#20b final state in then;o ~ 100 GeV
vicinity. As a consequence, many NMSSM related analysessfon theh? — A°A° — 7Hr—7F 7~
decay which has the most favorable branching ratio it < 2m,.

Nevertheless, besides the particular context of the NM38ahy other possibilities remain open.
If the MSSM scalar sector violates tli&P symmetry, standard mass relations do not hold anymore and
the decay of.” into two lighter Higgs bosons may be allowed [325]. In [328]ight A° (i.e., between
0.1 and a few tens of GeV) decays predominantly into pairdiofgns (or gluons) thanks to a vector-like
quark loop. Another possibility arises in the context of ¢femeric two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM).
As shown in [327], a moderately ligit° (i.e., between 10 and 100 GeV) caaturally satisfy thep
parameter constraints thanks to a twisted realizationeo€tistodial (or equivalentlg’ P) symmetry. As
emphasized in [328], a pseudoscalar in this mass rangehergeith a moderate value ¢fn § can also
account (in type Il 2ZHDMS) for the observed discrepancy leetwthe experimental measurement of the
muon anomalous magnetic moment and the SM predictions.

Assumingm 40 > 2my, and that the coupling afi® to fermions is proportional to the mass for
down-type quarks and leptons (the up-type quark couplirgsgonegligible fortan 5 > 1), the main
decay modes ard® — bb (BR ~ 0.92) andA® — 77~ (BR ~ 0.08). Under the hypothesis that
BR(" — A% A%~ 1 (which is a reasonable approximation in many models), tiissga total branching

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



ratio of ~ 0.85 for B — A%A°% — 4b, ~ 0.15 for R — A%A° — 2027 and less than one percent for
R® — A%AY — 47. Since the fourr final state signal is suppressed at least by a factor of a bdndr
compared to then 4o < 2m, scenario studied in Sectionl9., the LHC discovery:bfand A° 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 imadsti in direct production mode at the
Tevatron (where it is overwhelmed by the backgrounds [328% in1//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 intermedidt@r final state, which has a smaller but still
sizable BR than thdb final state, together with a much lower background. This fatate has been
considered in the framework of the associated productioh’ofvith a W/Z boson at the Tevatron
in [100, 307]. However, in this case, only a few events cowdobserved after a few f3 due to
the cuts and /7 tagging necessary to remove the large reducible backgroBimdilar difficulties with
the reducible background are also expected at LHC [307]. hénpresent study, we concentrate on
the Vector Boson Fusion (VBF) production mode fdf, which has been shown to be a promising
channel at the LHC for the SM dec&j — 717~ both in parton-level analysis [113, 331] and after full
detector simulation [108, 332, 333]. After the end of thean 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 besried out at tree level using M-
GRAPH/MADEVENT V4 [153] for the parton-level event generation.

In the framework of this preliminary analysis, some simpfi assumptions are made. The SM-
like Higgs, h°, shares all SM Higgs boson couplings plus an additional liogipo the pseudoscalat®
large enough to ensure BR(— A°A%) ~ 1. Its mass is fixed at 120 GeV, i.e. this is above the best
LEP limit to avoid de 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 algowular separation of decay products.

As mentioned in the previous section, the couplingldto fermions is assumed to be proportional
to their mass for down-type quarks and charged leptons)gaitotal branching ratio far® — A%A4° —
2027 of about 0.15, which may be compared with the SM expectati@th — 7+7~) of ~ 0.08. This
is only true if the coupling to up-type quarks is strongly srgssed, for example, due to an additional
tan S factor in a type 1l 2HDM. If this is not the case, the considetetal branching ratio can be reduced
by up to a factor two.

In order to improve signal to background separation, fevekiatical cuts such as minimupy
of 10 GeV for allb-jets, 20 GeV for all nort jets, and 10 GeV for all leptons have been applied. In
addition, acceptance cuts such as the maximum pseuddyapfdb for jets, and of 2.5 fob-jets and
leptons, and a minimal separation cut, i.AR > 0.3, on all objects pairs have been applied at the
parton level. Furthermore, to narrow ourselves to the paei kinematic configuration of signal events,
standard VBF cuts are applied, i.eAn| > 4 andm;; > 700 GeV for the two forward jets. Finally,
a maximum invariant mass cufy,, < 80 GeV, is imposed on all leptons pairs to avoid thgeak in
some backgrounds.

The signal is characterized by a final state populated withdentrald 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 (aftdecays and cuts) is 9.5 fb. The irreducible background,
where ther pair is coming from an off-shell photon &f, and theb pair from a gluon splitting, is rather
low, with a 1 fb cross-section. The same process witle @n ;. pair replacing ther pair has a more
sizable cross section of around 8.7 fb, due to the absenbte oftiranching ratio suppression. The most
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dangerous background is + 2jets with fully leptonic top decays (through an intermeeiator 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 riiariant mass distribution dfs 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 Kgaound samples (described in the
previous section), it is evident that a cut based techniquebe defined to achieve separation. The
chosen selection criteria are:

Mll § 30, 40 § Mbb § 60, AR” § 2, and ARbb § 2. (39)

Figure[6T shows the invariant maks,,;, of the four body final state after these simple cuts. The
signal and the background considered are stacked and ripechdly cross-section. A simple estimate
of the significance aroundy;;, in the regions0 < My, < 110, yieldsS/\/E = 4 for an integrated
luminosity of 100 fbr!, with approximatively 100 signal events. B-tagging effiwig will impact the
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number of both signal and background events, and reducesitimificance by a factor of 2 if a b-
tagging efficiency o60% is assumed. Of course this simple generator-level estimaterely a crude
check on the feasibility of studying® — A°A° — bbr+7~ in VBF.

Since after reconstruction we expect the significance teedse even further, this parton-level re-
sult motivates the use of a statistics-based multivarigpecach in order to further discriminate between
signal and background. Preliminary results demonstraltiagliscriminating power of the technique be-
tween the signal, the irreducible background and part oftthe2; background are shown in Figuire] 68.

Figure[68 (a) shows the relative contribution of the varioysut variables to signal and back-
ground separation. A framework for parameter space opitioiz, PARADIGM, is utilized for the above
task [334]. The two most effective variables for signalkgaound separation in this decay mode are
the invariant mass of thiejets and leptons\{;; and the invariant mass of thigjets M;;, 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 dimensionalitye 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 68Thg 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 that the? — A°A° — bbr+7~ signal in VBF production at the LHC is potentially feasible
with an integrated luminosity of 100 f8. Using a simple cut based technique, we found approximately
25 signal events and a significance~a2 for this luminosity (taking into account a 5084agging effi-
ciency) . This result motivates the use other techniquet) as a multivariate analysis, to further enhance
the feasibility of this search at the LHC. A more robust nvaltiate analysis that includes different mass
hypotheses, a full set of reducible backgrounds as well stsdi@tector simulation and evaluation of
systematic uncertainties is envisaged by the authors.
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