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Abstract

The possibility of a scalar messenger that can couple thedStd Model (SM) to
a hidden sector has been discussed in a variety of contette iliterature in re-
cent years. We consider the case that a new scalar singlgfechander an exotic
spontaneously broken Abelian gauge symmetry mixes wealkly the SM Higgs
resulting in two scalar mass states, one of which has hesuppressed couplings
to the SM particles. Previous phenomenological studieg li@wussed on poten-
tial signatures for such a model at the Large Hadron Collid¢iC). However,
there are interesting regions of the parameter space invtha&heavier Higgs state
would be just out of reach for LHC searches if its masg;i4 TeV. We therefore
investigate the discovery potential for such a particle affaV electron-positron
collider, which is motivated by the recent R&D developmeritshe Compact Lin-
ear Collider (CLIC). We find that such an experiment couldssabtially extend
our discovery reach for a heavy, weakly coupled Higgs boand,we discuss three
possible search channels.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.0205v1

1 Introduction

In addition to the known particles and interactions of thenBiard Model (SM), there are many
compelling reasons to consider a ‘hidden world’ of parscl&/e define a hidden sector gener-
ically as any set of particles, in addition to those of the 3zt are not charged under any of
the SM gauge groups. The possibilities for such models aikess, and if they have no testable
conseguences then such speculation has little scientifiit. rh®wever, there do exist a limited
number of interactions that could exist between a hiddetos@nd the SM that are renormal-
isable and relevant or marginal, i.e. corresponding to $eimthe Lagrangian with dimension
< 4 and which therefore are not suppressed below some eneaitp Jthus, it is reasonable to
identify and explore such possibilities as potential windanto a hidden sector. One possibility
is kinetic mixing of Abelian gauge fields of the hidden seetod the SM 1], where the resulting
phenomenology overlaps with stand&dphysics P].

A second possibility is a renormalisable interaction bescalar fields in the two sectors.
This mixing would be between the SM Higgs boson, which mayehalveady been discov-
ered [B], and an exotic singlet scalar state that obtains a vacuymatation value. This possibil-
ity therefore corresponds to an extended Higgs sector, avitew scalar that may be responsible
for spontaneous symmetry breaking in the hidden sectorcéacreteness, we study a minimal
‘toy model’ of this type — the hidden abelian Higgs moddl+ which involves the addition of
a new scalar singlet charged unde 1),,q gauge symmetry. The phenomenological conse-
guences of this model for LHC physics have been well studiatithere are significant regions
of the parameter space in which the new Higgs particle woalddyy difficult to detect at the
LHC if its mass is> 1 TeV [5]. The purpose of the present work, therefore, is to investighe
possibility of detecting such a particle at the Compact aimeollider (CLIC), a future electron-
positron collider experiment currently under discussi6h [This experiment would have some
advantages for detecting such a particle when comparecethHC, so this possibility is well
worth exploring. We present our key findings on the basis oadom level analysis for the
recoil mass spectrum froe e H production in section8.1, thevvH — jjl ™I~ +ME;s signal
in section3.2, and finally theH — hh — 4b signature ir3.3.

2 Hidden Abelian Higgs Model

We begin with a review of the hidden abelian Higgs model. lis thodel the hidden sector
contains a complex scalar singi®t; which is charged under @ (1)pjq gauge symmetry. The
Higgs Lagrangian is

gHiggs:|DucDSM|2+|Du¢H|2+nﬁ>w|¢S\A|2+nﬁ;H|¢H|2 1)

—A|®gul* — plow|* — n|daul*| P ?
with méw, méH, A andp all positive (whileny can take either sign). In this case, tHél)nq
gauge symmetry is spontaneously brokendhy taking a particular vacuum expectation value
(vev) (Py) = & /v/2 =mg,, /V2A). The resultant massless Goldstone mode gets absorbed by
the vector boson corresponding to the Abelian gauge symymedrin the SM. In the unitary



gauge which eliminates the unphysical Goldstone modesdhlar fields can be written

1 0 1
®ar = <V+ %M(X)> On = (€ () @)

where v 246 GeV) and are the vevs ofPgy and®y, while ggv (X) andgy (x) are the massive
modes of these fields. However, the mixing temitgy |?| Py |> means that the physical mass
eigenstated, H of the theory are a linear combination of the two

@sv =coswh+ sinwH

3
@ = —sinwh+ coswH @)
where we choosMy > My, with
. nv§
taanA)_ipfz_)w2 (4)
M2y = AV + pE2) T /(AV2 — pE2)2 4 n22g2. (5)

The Higgs masses and mixing are subject to a number of cantstrdrecision electroweak
constraints and direct searches play central roles in @instg what the parameter space can
be. The model has four free parameters. Starting with twodkervables My and sinw —
one is left with two parameters that can be chosen freely. alyais of the parameter space
of the theory p] has shown that large regions are compatible with the thieateconstraints,
including the regions which are explored in this paper.

For My > 2M, which we assume throughout this study, the ddday> hhis possible. The
partial width for this decay is given by the tree level foraul

2 4M2
[(H — hh) = 8|an1\|/|.4’/ _M—Zh, (6)
H

wherep is the coupling associated with théH term in the Lagrangian, the expression for which
can be found ing]. H can also decay into the SM patrticles, predominavly/, ZZ ortt, with a
width ' (H — SM) = sir? wl gy (H — SM), wherel gy (H — SM) ~ M$ is the standard tree level
result for a SM Higgs of madsly. H could, in principle, also decay to hidden sector particles
with a hidden widthl'ijg. This possibility has been discussed #, [and in section3.1 we
briefly touch on a CLIC search channel which could be usefiligfhidden width is significant.
However, in this paper we assume that hidden decayd afe kinematically forbidden (i.e.
the mass of the hidden sector products excedd} and so only the SM antl — hh decay
channels contribute to the total width. The%imsuppression of widths is central to this study.
A SM Higgs resonance becomes so wide once its mass is in tiee TV region that it becomes
impossible to find and it can no longer be understood as aferiihis suppression allows us to
keep theH resonance reasonably narrow despite its large mass, amddieeto exploit standard
search channels which have already been considered forethg Hbut sub-TeV) SM Higgs
case.




3 Heavy Higgs production at CLIC

CLIC is a proposed lineag"e~ collider presently under discussiof]] It is proposed to have

a nominal center of mass energy up to 3 TeV, and a design lwitynof 10°> cm~2s~1 which
should result in more thar 500 fb~* of integrated luminosity per year at peak design. Lepton
collision events have the advantage of being ‘cleaner’ thtaa hadron collider, however, the
added complication of strong beamstrahlung at a TeV-seateh collider presents its own set of
issues. Beamstahlung is the emission of hard photons fremditiding bunches, a consequence
of the bending of particle trajectories in the strong elettagnetic fields which results from the
small bunch sizes required in a high luminosity linear cglti[7]. The effects which are most
relevant to our study are the resultipgg — hadron background, and the spread in the center of
mass energies @& e collisions.

Collisions between beamstrahlung photons result in hagroduction focussed mainly in
the forward region of the detector@ (€ 100 mrad), but also with energy deposition per event
< 50 GeV in the regiorf > 280 mrad relevant to the hadronic calorimetesk [This has the
potential to impact jet reconstruction and missing energ@asarements, and proper evaluation
of this background requires a detector simulation. We haagemo attempt to account for
this backround in our study, however, we expect its impadve¢anodest (e.g., see p.553 of
[8]). More significant is the effect of beamstrahlung on theilusity spectrum; electrons loose
energy due to photon emission, and the effects on a colligdaigare correlated which makes a
parametrisation of the spectrum difficult. We account fis thy making use of a luminosity file
generated from the program GUINEAPI@][which simulates the beam-beam interaction and
produces a list of pairs of particle energies which can be usa Monte Carlo simulation on an
event-by-event basis.

Heavy Higgs production at CLIC proceeds predominantly \é@ater boson fusion, either by
ZZ fusion with final stateete~, or WW fusion with final stateveVe. Theete™ — Z* — HZ
‘Higgstrahlung’ process, which dominates at a low energyde collider like the International
Linear Collider (ILC), gets weaker with increasing centenass energy such that at CLIC for a
1 TeV SM Higgs the Higgstrahlung production cross sectior tsfb compared with 8.4 fb for
ZZ fusion and 79 fb fotWW fusion [10]. Although 1TeV Higgs boson is somewhat meaningless
concept in the SM, due to the strong, non-perturbative draafrits couplings at that high mass,
the computation of the cross-section at leading order isusteful for our purposes. This is
because the state we are interested in — the lightly mixesihiglet Higgs boson —has couplings
that are small in comparison and perturbative due to thelsniging angle.

In the following sections we investigate three search egias, focussing on that described
in section3.2 All signal processes are simulated at tree level using tloat® Carlo event
generator PTHIA 6.4.24 [L1], while background processes are simulated usiogt€HEP 4.4
[12]. The luminosity spread due to beamstrahlung is includetiénPy THIA simulations using
CALYPSO [13]. The beamstrahlung tool available iro®PHEP is suitable for a low energy
lepton collider, but the Yokoya-Chen approxiation whiclused breaks down at high energies
and so is unsuitable for our study][ The backgrounds plotted in secti@2 do not include the
effects of the luminosity spread. As we will discuss lateg, eonsider this as a small systematic
error in our subsequent analysis. All signals are simulitdély THIA using CALYPSO and so
include the effects of beamstrahlung (except where exlylistated otherwise).



My [TeV] | sinw | gg[ab] | og [ab]
0.6 0.5 | 182 113
0.6 0.1 | 7.31 4.80

1 0.5 | 735 38.0
1 0.3 | 28.9 15.3
1 0.1 | 3.24 1.61
2 0.3 | 7.03 3.52
2 0.1 | 0.762 | 0.378

Table 1: Total cross sectiomy (0g) for accepted electron recoil events, ignoring (includlitige
effects of luminosity spread due to beamstrahlung. Theapjtied arefe: > 120 mrad
andEg: > 700 GeV (350 GeV foMy = 2 TeV). These are based on 20000 generated
events each, so statistical errors ar&%.

3.1 Electron recoil mass spectrum

One inclusive search strategy is to look for recoiling higlergy electrons from th&Z fusion

process, which are peaked in the forward (small polar anglgipn. This has the advantage of

summing over all possible Higgs decays, even invisible pard so provides a rather model-

independent search chann&]. It suffers from relying on the smallétZ fusion cross section,

and from the fact that instrumentation for electron tragkamd tagging can only cover angles

2 100 mrad and therefore can pick up only the tail of the electfistribution which peaks at

~ 50 mrad (see left panel of figuy. Events that result in both the outgoing electron and the

positron taking an anglé > 120 mrad represent only 12% of the total production crossmec
The electron recoil mass is the invariant mass of the decaguats against which the"e~

pair recoil assuming the collision occurs at the nominateeof mass energy, defined as

Mrecoil = \/(3000 GeV-Egt — E¢ )2 — (Per +Pe )2 )

A Higgs resonance would potentially show up as a resonark jpethis electron recoil mass
spectrum, centered dMy. We plot an electron recoil mass spectrum by = 1 TeV, sinw =
0.3 in figurel, both excluding (solid black line), and including (dashedehline) the effects
of beamstrahlung on the luminosity spectrum. Cuts appliedfa > 120 mrad andEe: >
700 GeV. Total cross sections for a range of points in themater space are presented in table
1. The width is calculated under the assumption thatecays only into SM patrticles, though as
explained earlier this channel could be used to search fondsibly decaying Higgs. It can be
seen from tablé that this channel is promising for a substantial region efplarameter space
(sihnw = 0.2 atMy ~ 1 TeV, sinw = 0.3 atMy < 2 TeV), so long as backgrounds are small,
as is expected. It should be noted that for a 600 GeV SM Higgseroa consistency-check
calculation using this method gives a cross section which fiactor of 4 smaller than given
in previous work [L4], apparently using the same cuts, and the reason for thisegiancy is
unknown.
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Figure 1: Polar angle distribution for recoil electronsftjl@nd electron recoil mass spectrum
(right) for My = 1 TeV and siw = 0.3. The dashed blue (solid black) line shows the
mass spectrum accounting (not accounting) for the effeicteeamstrahlung on the
luminosity spectrum. Note that the differential cross mecimust be multiplied by the
bin width (20 GeV in the right plot), to get the cross sectian pin.

3.2 ZZ decay channel

Here we conduct a parton level analysis to investigateetiee — VeVe(H — ZZ — jjlt ™)
channel (figure?), wherej represents a quark jet adidepresents a charged lepton (eiteéror
u*), which benefits from the highvw fusion cross section. We therefore seek events with a jet
pair and a lepton pair, each of which has an invariant masedtothat of th& boson, and then
try to identify a resonance peak in the invariant mass specof theZZ system which would
correspond to the Higgs resonance. Missing energy andvigese momentum is provided by
the two neutrinos. However, th#Z fusion procesg'e” — ete (H — ZZ — jj¢*¢7) is indis-
tinguishable fromM/W fusion if the electrons escape down the beam pipe, and thisilootes
roughly 5% to the signal. This process is therefore alsauthetl in our simulations.

Possible alternatives areé 4nd 4 signals, however thef4signal suffers from a lowZ — £¢
branching ratio which strongly diminishes the signal, whiie 4 signal is subject to combinato-
rial backgrounds and large backgrounds frehe~ — e"e”W W™ (with the electrons escaping
undetected down the beampig]). The vvjj¢¢ channel therefore represents a good compro-
mise. In our study we conservatively assume a gaussian ptagkergy resolution of 4%,
and detector acceptance cutd9fE, > 20 GeV,6, > 120 mrad g; > 300 mrad §]. We also ar-

bitrarily set theH — hh branching ratio Bif — hh) =0.04, where BR ?(H%hh):s(::mzz)hrh;w(HaSI\/I) .

A very high branching ratio would be likely to result in vidlan of the perturbative unitarity
constraints and result in a strongly interacting Higgs@eethile having the branching ratio be
any value less thar 10% would not impact our analysis in a significant way.

The SMe"e~ — ZZ background is very large and potentially drowns out our aigdespite
requiring center of mass energies in the low-energy taihefluminosity distribution in order to
compete with the Higgs resonance. However, tt&&pairs are peaked @i (ZZ) = 0 GeV, with
some spread due to high energy photons being radiated frermitial statee*e~ pair which

can then escape undetected down the beam pipe. Assumir@npdetection capabilities down




Figure 2:H — ZZ — jj¢¢ decay mode.

to 100 mrad polar angle and 10 GeV energy, we find that a trasswveomentum cupr (vis) >
20 GeV renders this backround negligible compared to othekdrounds at all energies and it
is therefore ignored for the rest of this investigation.

We therefore identify the SM processese™ — vvZZ andete™ — e*VWTZ as the princi-
ple backgrounds for our signal, where in the latter caséthdecays into a pair of quark jets
which can be misidentified aszadue to finiteW width and due to the jet energy resolution of
the detector, and the outgoing electron escapes undetdoted the beam pipe. Diagrams in-
volving colinear photon emission from one of the electroosthate thissvWZ process for low
electron angles, and so we use the Weizsaecker-WillidmMsapproximation in calculating this
background with ©@MPHEP. We find that this calculation differs from that using twenplete
set of tree level diagrams by no more than a few percent.

These backgrounds can potentially obscure the signal,@adhieve maximum confidence
for any discovery we wish to make further cuts in the kinemdistributions in order to sup-
press the background relative to the signal. The largeresfatbackgrounds is that froeeWzZ,
which is typically a factor of two or three times greater theom thevvZZ process (depending
on the precise choice of cuts), however gabddentification can reduce it substantially. We
therefore choose cufg My +Mz) < M(jj) < (Mz+15 GeV), and {1z — 10 GeV)< M(¢() <
(Mz + 10 GeV), where the invariant masé(12) is defined asv(12)? = (p; + p2)2. The in-
variant mass distribution®(jj¢¢) for a 1 TeV Higgs with simo = 0.5 and 0.2 are compared
with the backgrounds after these cuts in figdigeft), where it can be seen that tkeWZ back-
ground has been reduced to a fraction of theZZ background. Figur& shows the transverse
momentum distributions (in a bin 800 Ge¥M(jj¢¢) < 1200 GeV), and it can be seen that the
backgrounds typically have highes (j j¢¢), but smallerpr (jj) than the signal. This is because
the vector bosons that are emitted from the incoming elestio the fusion process tend to be
emitted colinear with the beam leading to a Ipw resonance, while the final staZepair are
given large momenta due to the high mass of the decaying Higgsdiagrams that contribute to
the background typically involviechannel boson exchange which broadens thefj j¢¢) spec-
trum. We can exploit this by applying the cyts(jj¢¢) < 300GeV,pr(jj), pr(¢¢) > 250GeV
for a 1 TeV Higgs. The effect that this has on the invariantsrgmectrum can be seen in figure
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Figure 4: Invariant mass distributions of thy = 1 TeV signal and background before (left)
and after (right) applying ther cuts. The black curves are the signal for two different
values of sirw, 0.5 for the higher peak and 0.2 for the lower. The blue doliteel
represents thevWZ background, green dottediwZZ, and red dashed is their sum.

4 (right).

We now wish to count signal and background events in sthgj¢¢) bin for a range of
values of sirw. We havel™ ~ sin? w, but for small values of siw the width is dominated by the
finite resolution of the detector (corresponding to the jetrgy resolution of 4%). To find an
appropriate set of cuts avl(j j¢¢) we add these two effects in quadrature, giving:

My — %A(sinw) <M(jjel) <My + %A(sinw)

A(sinw) =

sin*w
sin* ap

a2

+ P2

(8)

9)



My [TeV] | prmex(ji¢f) [GeV] | prmin(jj) [GeV] | & [GeV?] | b? [GeV?]

1.0 300 250 1.4x 104 40°
1.5 250 450 1.128x 10° | 607
2.0 200 650 1.456x 10° | 12¢%

Table 2: Parameters for the cuts of equatitBgo 18.

whereMy is a selected hypothesized Higgs mass to compare with thettatparametesand

b are chosen heuristically to match the widths of the resoem(gee tabl@), and sinu = 0.3.
The resulting cuts are not necessarily optimized for makasitmal to background ratio, but are
nonetheless found to be effective.

We repeat the preceding analysis to find appropriate setstsffor the caseMy = 1.5 TeV
and 2 TeV. The cuts which have been chosen are summarized lfetpuations10 to 18),
and the parameters for the different valuesMyf are given in table2. The growing value
of prmin(j]) reflects the extra kinetic energy provided by a heavier Higgg®nance, but the
declining prmax(] j) does not reflect any change in the(jj) spectrum withMy (it remains
roughly constant), but rather reflects a desire for more eggive cuts as the signal diminishes
a little more rapidly than the background K, is increased (see, e.g. figusefor the My =
1.5 TeV case).

Detector acceptance cuts:

6, > 120mrad (20)
6; > 300mrad (12)
E/,Ej > 20GeV (12)
Z reconstruction cuts:
1 -
E(MerMW)<M(JJ)<MZ+15GeV (13)
Mz —10GeV< M(¢¢) < Mz +10GeV (14)
Mass andpr cuts:
pr(Jj€6) < prmax(j€0)(Mn) (15)
pr (i), pr(£6) > prmin(1])(Mn) (16)
My — %A(sinw,MH) <M(jjel) <My + :—ZLA(sinw,MH) (17)
. 4
A(sinw,My) = \/az(MH) (%) +b?(My) (18)

The number of signal events passing the aforementionedfautdy = 1, 1.5, 2 TeV and
for a range of values of s between 0.05 and 0.5 are plotted in figéravith [Ldt = 3 ab?,



1900 1400 1600 1800
M(jjll)  [GeV] M(jjll)  [GeV]

Figure 5: Invariant mass distributions of tMy = 1.5 TeV signal and background before (left)
and after (right) applying th@y cuts. The signal is represented by a black curve for
two different values ofinw, 0.4 for the higher peak and 0.1 for the lower. The blue
dotted line represents tle®WZ background, green dottedis/ZZ, and red dashed is
their sum.

and the corresponding confidence levels are plotted in figuge maximum value of siw at
each mass has been chosen to keep the resonance width wikoneable limits. It has been
explained that we have not simulated the effects of beahistrg on the background. The cross
sections for both background processes diminish with asirey center of mass energy, so the
effect of beamstrahlung would be to reduce the size of thiegraond. It can be seen in table
that the effect of beamstrahlung on the signal is to multigdhy a factor between- 0.5 and 0.65,
depending on the energy scale of the process. The backghasa similar energy dependence,
so we would expect a roughly similar suppression of the bamkyd. Although we cannot be
sure of the exact scale of the suppression, we can place &n bippnd of 1.0 and a lower bound
of 0.3 (since~ 30% of the luminosity is within 1% of the nominal center of mamergy), and
take 0.65 as our expectation. We represent these boundstsh#uded areas in figuie For
each mass value, the central line represents a 0.65 bacldysuppression factor, the upper
confidence bound represents a 0.3 suppression factor afmitbeconfidence bound represents
no suppression (factor 1.0). Although these bounds covesadtrange of confidence levels, we
expect the true result not to differ very much from the cdréxgectation value.

3.3 hhdecay channel

The decayH — hh (figure 8) is allowed ifMy > 2M;,. For the small mixing angles considered
here, it can be expected that the light stateill have a mass close to that predicted for the
SM, which has bounds 118 Ge¥ M;, < 130 GeV from direct searche8,[18], with another
region opening up foMy > 500GeV, but this region is less favored by precision eleotiak
analysis. This light Higgs will decay with appreciable brhimg fraction into bottom quarkis.
Jets produced frorb quarks can leave a highly distinctive signature, and cardéetified as
such with some probability — thetagging efficiency. The channkl — hh — bbbb therefore
has the potential to give a very clear signal, as the backgi®forbbbb are likely to be small at
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Figure 6: Number of signal events fromvH — vvZZ — | "1~ jj+MET that pass the kinematic
cuts with [Ldt = 3 ab!, with log scales on both the x and y axes. The markers
represent the data points. Green circles, blue squareseaniaingles correspond to
My = 1.0, 1.5, 2.0 TeV respectively. Each data point is caledglatsing 10000 signal
events, with a statistical error of 1%.

an electron-positron collider.

A complete analysis of this would require varying four freeservables -My, My, sinw,
B(H — hh), all of which contribute to the size of the signal, and it wibble required to test
that our points meet the existing theoretical and expertaieonstraints on the Higgs sector.
Instead, we can use the data plotted in figbite estimate the number dbbb events that we
could expect to see, given some valuéBgf — hh) andB(h — bb). If we require three or four
b-tags, the probability of accepting &h — bbbb event isT (f,) = 4f§(1— fp) + f, wherefy is
theb-tagging efficiency. A valud, = 0.9 [16] givesT (f,) = 0.9477, while a more conservative
f, = 0.5 givesT (f,) = 0.3125. The number dibbb events Ny, as a function of the number of
jj¢¢ eventsN;jj., is then roughly

Nap =~ T (fp)B(H — hh)B(h — b6)2< Njjer >

2B(Z — jj)B(Z — ¢0)B(H — 2Z) (29)

~ 13T(fb)B(H — hh)ijM
having taken the value(h — bb) = 0.6 (consistent witim, = 125GeV),B(Z — jj) = 0.699,
B(Z — ¢¢) =0.067,B(H — ZZ) = 0.295. So for instance, witfy, = 0.9 andB(H — hh) = 0.05,
we getNg, = 0.62Njj¢¢, while f, = 0.5 would giveNg, = 0.2IN;j;,. Clearly there are large
regions of the parameter space that was explored in segtithat could also give a cledbbb
signal, though this is much more sensitive to the choice cirpaters.
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Figure 7: Expected confidence level of discovery,s with [Ldt = 3 ab! from the signal
VVH — vvZZ — |71~ jj+MET. The markers represent the data points. From top
to bottom, the curves correspond My = 1.0, 1.5, 2.0 TeV. The filled regions rep-
resent the systematic error due to the unknown suppressitire dackground from
the beamstrahlung luminosity spread, and are absolutedsourhe upper and lower
limits represent beamstrahlung background suppressicorfa(see text) of 0.3 and
1.0 respectively, and the central line 0.65. Statisticadrsrare~ 3%.

Figure 8:H — hh — bbbb decay mode.

4 Conclusions

Although current searches for new physics at the TeV-saaldogussed on the experiments at
the LHC, it should be remembered that there are possiblessthat could influence the elec-
troweak symmetry breaking sector yet remain undiscovererkt but which could be discovered
by new experiments that we currently have the capabilitywlding. One such possibility is

12



the case where a hidden sector scalar mixes lightly with Meéi®ygs, resulting in two physical
massive Higgs particles. The light mixing implies a heasgilyppressed coupling to the SM for
one of these patrticles, which makes its discovery very ehgihg.

In this paper we have investigated the prospects for finditgrs-TeV Higgs particle at a
3 TeV electron-positron collider and have found that CLIQIdosubstantially extend the reach
for such searches compared to the LHC. We have discusseasifgbssible search channels: an
electron recoil analysis, which would be particularly uddbr an invisibly decaying Higgs,
the SM-like decayH — ZZ — | j¢¢ mode which is powerful and generic, ahid— hh — bbbb
decays which could give a very clear and distinctive sigalakdding more light on the model
parameters. Data from a variety of channels could be cordhimboost the confidence level for
any discovery. It must therefore be stressed that standzadyhhiggs search channels that are
normally considered for massesl TeV could be of importance well into TeV energies, due to
the possibility of strong width suppression. Although tlase for a multi-TeV electron-positron
collider depends on whether new physics is discovered dttt@@and on what form it takes, we
believe that the potential for discovering new scalars toaiple to a hidden sector, and which
might not be found at the LHC, enhances that case.
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